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Sweden, Norway, and Denmark had already demonetized silver, and 
the United States in 1873 followed stealthily in their wake. England 


had been on the gold standard since 1819. None of these things had 
affected the relations of the two metals; but when Germany, to whom 
France had agreed to pay one thousand millions of dollars as war in- 
demnity, determined on demonetization, France, Italy, Belgium, Switz- 
erland, and Greece, in order to protect their stocks of gold, limited their 
coinage of silver. In 1878 they totally suspended. Silver thus began 
to fall in 1873, and had already fallen greatly when in 1878 we passed 
the Bland bill, providing for the coinage of at least $2,000,000 a month. 

We hoped it would rise under the impulse of this measure, but it has 
continued to fall. As it has fallen here so it has fallen in Europe and 
Asia; or, what is the same thing, gold has risen. In the mean time two 
international monetary conferences have been held in Paris—one in 
1878 and one in 1881. A study of the proceedings of these conferences, 
especially of that of 1881, is instructive. From this study, which I 
have made most carefully, two conclusions follow: First, that there was 
then in 1881 a general concurrence in the truth of what Bismarck said, 
‘the blanket gold was too narrow to cover the nations that were tug- 
ging for it.” Thecommerce of the world had vastly increased, and the 
supply of gold was unt, ER Secondly, the gold standard nations 
represented there, Great Britain and Germany ially, wereanxious 
over the situation,and held out inducements to France, the United 
States, and other nations to adopt free coinage. : 

If they would do this Germany was willing torestore part of its silver 
circulation; Great Britain offered to use more silver. But France and 
the United States were represented by statesmen who were not carried 
away by any feeling of vengeance against those who had wrongfully 
demonetized silver in the United States, who were influenced by no 
motives of hostility to any class of our citizens, and who considered the 
question calmly on its merits. These representatives of the United 
States were 8. Horton, W. M. Evarts, and Allen G. Thurman. 

In the course of Mr. Thurman’s reply to a ‘‘questionaire,’’ he said: 

Each of the propositions, as I understand it, requires that the United States 
and France, and ee the chief states of the Latin Union, shall open their 
mints, and keep t open, for the free and unlimited coinage of silver into 
money having full h „tender quality. It is not for me to say what France or 
the states of the Latin Union, or other states of Europe here represented, may 
think of such propositions. Their delegates will answer for them if they see 
fit to do so. Ican speak in reference to my own Government alone. ‘ould 
such an agreement as that proposed be acceptable to the United States? I am 
bound, ing frankly, to say I think it would not. There is a great and 
vital difference between a grand bimetallic union, that, by fixing and main- 
taining a stable relation between gold silver, would stop, or, at least, power- 
fully tend to stop, the efforts so often made to drain a state at one time of one 
o metals and at another time of the other, and a little and half-way union 
that might leave cach state liable to a recurrence of such drains. 

Now, if I understand the views of my Government and of the American people, 
they do not desire an alternative standard, gold to-day and silver to-morrow, 
nor a single standard, whether of silver or po d, and certainly not a single silver 
standard, Their stock of silver money is less in proportion to the wealth and 
oe donsgaes of the country than that of most commercial nations, while on the 

er hand their stock of gold is very large, is steadily increasing day by day, 
and is likely, unless prevented by some blunder, to continue to increase. 

Under such circumstances, it is but natural that the Government should hesi- 
tate to enter into an ment, the effect of which might possibly be to lessen 
the amount of our gol . It would cheerfully become a party to a great bimetal- 
lic union, which, if formed, would of course open its mints to the free coinage of 
‘silver; but I must be permitted to doubt whether, without such a union in ex- 
istence, it will by convention surrender its power over its own coinage. 


What Thurman was unwilling to pledge the United States to embark 
upon, even with the aid of Switzerland, Belgium, Greece, Italy, and 
France, namely, the unlimited coinage of silver, I am unwilling, by 
my vote, to say this Government shall undertake single-handed. 

The advocates of unlimited coinage ask how the silver of Europe and 
Asia can come to the United States when most of the silver is coin and 

now at a higher ratio in relation to gold than that established by 
aw in the United States. The answer is that clipped and mutilated 
coin, finding no recoinage in Europe, will come here; the annual sup- 
ply of the world from the mines, less what is used in the arts, will come 
here; silver bullion, whether it is coin melted in great fires or old orna- 
ments, or in whatever shape it may be, will come here; and whenever 
pressure is brought to bear upon any European bimetallic country to 
redeem its silver coin in gold, as they are all obligated to do, it must 
have gold. It will not be able to get it from the mines; it will not be 
able to get it with silver in Europe, because all the mints there in gold- 
using countries are closed to silver, and it must come to America, where 
gold can be had for silver until our gold is exhausted. 

Again, India, which isupon silver alone, pays many millions of 
pounds sterling to England, obligations incurred before the fall of sil- 
ver. All this must be paid in gold. India loses now 25 per cent. in 
the transaction. If we will take her silver and coin it side by side 
with our gold, that silver will come here and gold will go to Europe. 
There is no nation whose interest in bimetallism is greater than ours. 
Weare midway between gold-using Europe and silver-using Asia. We 
must have gold for our commerce with the one and silver for our trade 
with the other. Iam unwilling to give up either. To establish free 
coinage is to give over our gold to Europe in exchange for its silver. 
It is to relieve the distress that is now pressing Germany and England 
toward bimetallism, and thus to give up for the present all hope of re- 
establishing the relation between silver and gold. _ The present distress 
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of Europe results from the demonetization of silver there and the 
scarcity of gold. 

Contraction of the currency of a country means a shrinkage of the 
values measured by that currency. Thisshrinkage means the paralysis 
of commerce and industry. It buries capital; it starves labor. No 
one will buy what can be bought cheaper a fortnight hence. No one 
will manufacture what can be made ata lower price next month. So, 
finding nothing to do abroad, money goes back home, and becomes, as 
it is now, cheap in money centers, not because it is abundant, but be- 
cause there is no demand for it. It goes begging for borrowers because 
no prudent man will use it. This has brought about trade depression 
all over Europe. English statesmen are beginning to seek a remedy. 
Mr. Childers, chancellor of the exchequer, eighteen months ago pro- 
posed to coin a sovereign one-tenth less in value than the present one. 
Mr. Grenfell, the president of the Bank of England; Sir Thomas Mon- 
tague and other great bankers, Mr. Thomas Sutherland and other t 
ship-owners, are urging bimetallism; and the sentiment in its favor 
growsin England with every day of the continued distress that is de- 
pressing the industries of Great Britain. 

In Germany, as wages fall, as labor i3 thrown out of employment 
and prices shrink, the revolution in public sentiment in favor of bimet- 
allism has become so great that Herr Scholtz, the German minister of 
finance, in the Reichstag, on February 21, 1886, stated that the empire 
* was ready to consider measures for protecting the value of silver 
within its own national boundaries if any practicable. plan could be 
brought forward for relieving the pressure of monometallism complained 
of by the farmers and other land interests.” 

There is reasonable ground to hope that these great nations, before 
they shall emerge from the dark days they are now passing through, 
will consent to join us in the restoration of silver. I will not consent 
to vote for the passage of a bill which will enable these nations to re- 
lieve their necessities by draining us of our gold. ‘This would be fatal 
to the present prospects of silver. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while I am unwilling to vote for unlimited coin- 
age, I yet can not consent tothe repeal of the Bland act. To my mind 
there is no argument in the declamation on this floor about the ‘‘dis- 
honest dollar.” If the dollar is dishonest because its bullion is equal 
to but 80 cents in gold, then our half-dollar is dishonest because it 
equals but 37 cents in gold, and the nickel 5-cent piece is dishonest 
because its bullion value is but seven-tenths of a cent. What gentle- 
man is there on this floor who would not start at the proposition that 
he was no better than a thief because he paid the newsboy only a nickel, 
a dishonest coin, for a newspaper ? : $ 

The truth is, a coin is worth just what it will buy. If asilyer dollar 
will purchase, as it does, just as much as a gold dollar, it does equally 
honest work and is just as honest a coin asthe yellow dollar. The fact 
that the silver dollar has for seven years maintained itself side by side 
with gold is a refutation of the fundamental proposition of the mono- 
metallists that the State can weigh and measure coin, but that it is 
powerless in any manner or to any extent whatever to affect its value. 
It is a demonstration of that truth imbedded by our fathers in the Con- 
stitution, that Government can not only coin gold and silver, but may, 
to some extent at least, ‘‘regulate the value thereof.” 

All history, however, warns us that there is a limit to this power of 
thelaw. France, Belgium, and other European countries ceased to coin 
silver because they feared they were nearing the danger-line; and no 
one knew better than the framers of the Constitution of the United States 
that this control of the law over coinage might be abused, and for this 
reason they took away the power over money from the States. The 
original States, especially Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Rhode 
Island, had their fiat-money troubles and taught their lessons before 
our Constitution was made. In Rhode Island, McMaster tells us, the 
law could not give State-bank money circulation even with the help of 
test-oaths and a statute making it misdemeanor to refuse it. 

Coming further down in our history, we find that the greenback dol- 
lar, though a legal tender, was once worth only 38 cents and reached 
par by aslow and painful process. These considerations, Mr. Chair- 
man, are enough to cause us to pause and ponder over the proposition 
advanced by President Cleveland in his message that the Bland act 
ought to be repealed, because there is a limit to the power of the law 
to regulate money. His opinion is certainly entitled to be treated 
with respect; but seeing that gold continues to come to America, that 
the proportion of our silver to our gold and to our population is yet so 
small, and believing that the circulation of all the silver already coined 
may be readily secured by providing for the issuance of two and three 
dollar certificates, I shall not vote for the repeal of this act. Our re- 
fasal to provide by unlimited coinage, amethod by which the gold stand- 
ard nations of Europe may obtain our gold, will be a proclamation to 
them that if they would relieve their present distress they must enter 
with us into a bimetallic union. Our failure to repeal the present law 


will be to all these nations an earnest that bimetallism has one constant 
friend, who will heartily co-operate in any measure for the rehabilita- 
tion of silver. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iyield a moment to the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. BLAND]. i 
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het BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to recommit the 
ill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to know whether that can be done 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the motion to recommit is not in 
the possession of the gentleman from Missouri. The previous question 
is prevailing, and it is now in the possession of the House. I have no 
objection, however, to any arrangement, if one can be made; I merely 
state the condition of the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. The previous question has, by order of the House, 
paa set for half past 5 o’clock this evening, when it is to be consid- 


as ordered. 
jgz BLAND. I send to the desk and ask to have read a short news- 
paper extract. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


SILVER DEBATE IN THE HOUSE—A VOTE TO BE TAKEN ON THE QUESTION OF 
FREER COINAGE TO-DAY. 

Most of the afternoon in the H yesterday was taken up in the discussion 

of Mr. land's bill for the free enees oe Mive. which was savam sige ae 


to the House by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. There 
was an extra session in the even: for the same and the discussion 
will be continued to-day until 5.30, w. a vote willbetaken. It Anien ogra 


that a imee? of the House will vote for free coinage of silver; even Mr. 
BLAND himse — not hope for such a vote. Itisa foregone conclusion that 


Mr. BLAND. Thatisenough. I simply desire to say thatas far as 
that article quotes me as an authority for the statement made it is, I 
trust, unnecessary for me to tell the House that it is entirely without 
any foundation. ` I hope the House will do its duty, and I believe it 
will, and pass the bill. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair). The Chair 
is informed that the gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous consent 
to withdraw the motion to recommit the bill. Is there objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to that. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, having heretofore spoken at length 
upon this question, and in favor of the free coinage of the silver dollar, 
I wish now to say but a few words, and then leave to others the contin- 
nance of the discussion. 

It can not escape critical inspection that when the question of silver 
coi was submitted to this Congress a conspicous feature of that 
submission was the alleged necessity forsuspension in order to promote 
the well-being of the poor people of the country. 

In the message of the President we find the words “‘ banks and rich 

ulators ” in contradistinction to the ‘‘ laboring men and women of 

e land, most defenseless of all,” ‘‘ the vidi an money-lender,’? ‘ the 
pittance of the widow and orphan, » “the savings of the poor,” ‘‘the 
price of labor,” ‘the wage-worker,’”’ ‘‘the debtor class,’’ “ the vast 
army of the unemployed, ” and “labor and capital.” It was but nat- 
ural that the suggestions growing out of these terms and the connec- 
tions in which they were employed should elicit investigation at the 
hands of the representatives of the ops and from the very necessi- 
ties of the case the earnest inquirer has found himself in quest of the 
actual relationship which these classes respectively sustain to the ques- 
tion involved. 

Some of us have reached the conclusion that the suspension of silver- 
dollar coinage is in the interest of the bankers and capitalists and detri- 
mental to the prosperity of the masses and laboring poor of the country, 
and ourselves accordingly, whereupon we have been met with 
such statements as, ‘‘ It is exceedingly unfortunate that there should 
be a tendency to divide our people along the line of wealth, and thus 
create a prejudice of one class against another.’’ 

If with the capacity of deglutition which has characterized us too 
much in the past we are now unable to gulp down everything that is 
offered us, and in a modest way dissent and protest, we are at once ac- 
cused of trying ‘‘to divide the people along The line of wealth.” 

Mr. Speaker, nothing is moreremote from the intention of the friends 
of free coinage than to unduly arouse the peace of one portion of 
our people against another. This is the country of the rich and poor 
alike. We do not pretend that any law or of laws canever be 
devised by the wisdom or ingenuity of man which will fully equalize 
human conditions. We will have the poor always among us. No 
scheme of fiatism, no plan of the visionary enthusiast, could be in- 
vented that would make every man rich. 

Industry, economy, and thrift, under equal laws, will produce their 
own beneficent results, while idleness, extra and want of energy 
will surely be followed by poverty and misery. But it is the province 
of a great republic to enact equitable and wholesome legislation, under 
the operations of which an equal chance is afforded to all men for the 
acquisition and enjoyment of the benefits of a free government. Noin- 
justice can result from the free coinage of silver—no man will have any 
right to compitu er at such an enactment—while restriction and suspen- 
sion are illogical and unfair, and can only produce dissatisfaction among 
the people. Letus “he just and fear not.’? Inow yield the remainder 

of my time to my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, instead of suspending the coinage of 
silver, as recommended by the President, I think we ought to have as 
free and unlimited coinage of that metal as we have of gold. Both 
metals had free mintage in this country previous to 1873, and they must 


have it again before there can be any permanent return of prosperity. I 
boldly assert: 

First. That the fierce crusade againstsilver in this country and Europe 
for the last twelve years has been simply a huge conspiracy between 
bondholders and stockholders in ournational banks of issue against tax- 
payers, debtors, laborers, and producers. 

Second. That this great Government of ours struck silver its first 
staggering blow in 1873 ard has continued to strike it with an assassin’s 

every since, notwithstanding our country mines nearly half the 
silver of the universe, and our people are actually suffering for money 
to carry on their industries. 

Third. That the unrelenting persecution of silver has been the prime 
cause of the almost universal depression of business in this country and 
in several nations abroad since 1873, while at the same time it has been 
the main factor in the phenomenal progress and prosperity of India, 
China, and othersemi-barbarousstates that use only silver as legal tender. 

To make good these charges is the task I have given myself to-day. 
Let us begin by inquiring what motive could prompt bondholders gen- 
erally and stockholders in our national banks particularly to enter into 
an alliance offensive and defensive against silver? 

MOTIVE FOR DEMONETIZING SILVER. 

The time, the occasion, and the manner of beginning and prosecuting 
the war all testify that cold, calculating avarice was and is at the bot- 
tom of it—the bondholders, to double the value of their bonds by in- 
creasing the purchasing power of the interest and principal as they are 
paid ; the stockholders of national banks, to supplant silver with their 
bills, for the circulation of which latter in this country there soon will 
be no room unless either silver or greenbacks, or both, shall be de- 
prived of the money function, or unless the balance of trade shall 
steadily set against us and cause the exportation of coin. 

When England demonetized silverin 1816 she had just emerged vic- 
toriously from the Napoleonic wars, which had lasted for a quarter of 
a century and had added $3, 221,000,000 to her bonded debt, or $440,000, - 
000 more than our civil-war debt. 

So, too, when Germany demonetized silver in 1871 she had just con- 
quered France and levied a cash tribute of $1,000,000,000 besides the 
expenses of the war from her fallen foe: Although Germany, compara- 
tively speaking, owed no public debt then, and owes none now, and 
although the several states or duchies comprising the empire owe no 
public debt except what they have public property, such as railways, 
telegraphs, mines, &c., sufficient to pay, and although Germany has a 
large portion of the French indemnity either Er ts in goldatone of her 
fortresses or invested at interest in bonds to accumulate year by year a 
future war fund, still Germany holds over two thousand millions of 
bonds due by foreign governments and corporations, the interest and 
principal of which her capitalists desired to appreciate by making them 
payable only in gold. 

So, likewise, nobody seriously thought of demonetizing silver in the 
United States until after our great civil war when the Government owed 
a bonded debt of $2,773,000,000, about half of which still remains un- 
paid. Was it a mere coincidence that England, Germany, and the 

ited States should have severally declared a crusade against silver 
immediately after each had victoriously ended a great war, and had 
added about $3,000,000,000 to the public debts of each of two of them— 
England and the United States—and about one thousand millions of 
bonds or assets to the credits of the other? 

Men are governed by self-interest, and asall monetary valuations are 
based upon gold and silver, and as there are about as many silver dol- 
lars in the world now as gold dollars, upon the generally received ratio 
that a given quantity of gold is worth and a half times as much 
as its own weight in silver, is it any wonder that bondholders should 
strive to double the value of their bonds by demonetizing silver, thereby 
destroying half the means of the people to pay the bonds, and to the 
same extent increasing the p power of gold? 

The annual interest on our war debt to-day is pasted $50,000,000, to 
say nothing of the principal of the debt, and when silver was demon- 
etized in 1873 that annual interest was above $100,000,000. Besides, 
the holders of these war bonds were re-enforced by the owners of sey- 
eral thousand millions of State, city, county, corporation, and individual 
bonds in this country. 

Inaddition to this, every civilized nation except Germany may be said 
to owe a large bonded debt, and the total national publie debts of the 
world are estimated by many reliable authorities to amount to $24,000,- 
000,000, and municipal, corporate, and private debts are estimated to 
aggregate at least as much more, and some computers think twice as 
much. To increase the value of the income from this vast indebted- 
ness may fairly be suspected to have inspired the bondholding class all 
over the world for the last twelve years to fight silver as a money metal 
of unlimited legal tender. 

Assume that the total bonded debt of the nations is only $50,000, - 
000,000, at an average interest of 4 per cent. the annual income of the 
few thousand owners of these bonds will amount to $2,000,000,000, 
and if the purchasing power of this can be doubled by demonetizin 
silver does it not suggest probable motive enough for the co: 
recite eit attack on silver as a money metal of unlimited legal 
tender? 

But it does not depend on presumption, since the proof as to what actu- 
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ated the creditor and fixed-income classes to war on silversince 1873 is 
unequivocal. It is an undoubted fact that the marvelous quantity of 
gold and silver extracted from the California and Australia mines is 
what has likewise contributed to the prolonged ‘‘ battle of the stand- 
ards’’ here and in Europe. The creditor class or bondholding syndi- 
cate commenced the battle for fear if they permitted the governments 
and people to use both metals in payment of debts (although according 
to the original contract) that money would become too cheap, so they 
sought to preserve either the existing scale of prices or lower them by 
reducing the volume of money one-half. Chevalier, the Frenchman, 
in 1854~’55~56, published elaborate papers on the subject of demone- 
tizing gold on account of the vast quantity of that metal then in exist- 
ence and at that time still increasing. 

German doctrinaires on the money question (employed no doubt by the 
bondholders) published several pamphlets about the same time in favor 
of demonetizing gold, and accordingly in 1857 the German states (then 
including Austria), where the double-standard system previously pre- 
vailed, demonetized gold—observe, gold, not silyer—and Holland from 
the same motive of appreciating the value of the bonds she held against 
other nations and corporations likewise demonetized gold in 1847, 
just ten years before. But these two states soon ascertained that Eng- 

d would not abandon the gold standard, and that thereforeif Europe 
was to be placed upon a single standard of the same mietal, not gold 
but silver must be demonetized, and as the production of gold had 
rapidly declined after 1856, while the Nevada silver mines after 1860 
had commenced yielding, as was all and believed, fabulous amounts 
of the white metal, Chevalier and his associate doctrinaires changed 
from demanding the demonetization of gold to demanding the demone- 
tization of silver. : 

A French monetary commission in 1869 and a Dutch monetary com- 
mission in 1873 both reported in favor of the general adoption of the 
single gold standard to prevent the depreciation of money by reason of 
its superabundance. land, being a large holder of American Gov- 
ernment and torporation bonds, united her forces with the money-capi- 
tal and income classes everywhere, and particularly in the United 
States, to destroy silver as legal tender because as our bonds were pay- 
able in coin they might be legally paid in silver as well as gold. Ger- 
many was a large holder of American securities too, and controlled by 
her creditor and income classes as well as by political considerations 
which will be mentioned later on, she aboutfaced on the money ques- 
tion by changing from the single silver to thesinglegold standard. It 
is true she decreed the in 1871, but she did not actually com- 
mence enforcing it till 1873, and she has not completed it yet, nor do 
I believe she ever will. 

The United States sneakingly followed suit, demonetizing silver in 
the same year, 1873, and all the nations of Europe either quickly sus- 
pended coinage altogether or restricted if in amount, and on state ac- 
count, and thereby depressed its market value as bullion. Uncoined 
silver metal immediately began to fall in price, which could not have 
been otherwise as all coin-money, whether silver or gold, in addition 
to being a measure of value is value itself, and consequently, like every 
other commodity, is subject to the same laws of supply and demand. 
As there was a diminished demand for silver in this case, by reason of 
restricting or totally suppressing its mintage, bullion-silver had to fall, 
while twenty-four hundred millions of coin silver remain at par with 
gold as full legal tender to-day, according to Burchard's careful esti- 
mates, 

Especially may it be presumed that silver was demonetized in the in- 
terest of bondholders and creditors generally as well as of the na- 
tional banks, if it can be proven that the deed was done here in a 
stealthy manner in 1873; and that it was so demonetized no one can 
doubt who has read all the contemporary debates and proceedings of 
Congress. 


SECRETLY DONE HERE. ` 

At the time silver was demonetized in the United States no discussion 
or agitation of the subject had occurred among our people. It is true 
that previous to 1873 the Secretary of the Treasury and Comptroller of 
the Currency had such a thing to Congress, and a bill or two 
had been introduced into each House on the subject, but it was not 
regarded seriously as a practical question. There was no gold or silver 
in circulation, and but a gloomy prospect of any being in circulation for 
many years. There was no argumentative debate relative to the de- 
monetization of silver in either House of Congress at the session when 
theact was passed. Only a brief, casual remark was made by Mr. KEL- 
LEY and another by Mr. Potter. The title of the bill itselfshowed that 
it meant todeceive: ‘‘A bill revising and amending the laws relative to 
the mints, assay offices,” &c, It gave no intimation of being a bill to 
demonetize silver, and even now, when you go to hunt for the law in 
the Index of the Statutes at Large, or in the proceedings in the Con- 
gressional Globe for the details of its passage, you have to look under the 
head of ‘‘ Mint,” not ‘‘ Coinage’? nor ‘‘Silver’’ nor ‘‘ Demonetization.’? 
What discussion was had in the Senate referred to abrasion and seign- 
iorage, and in the House to salaries, &c., of the officers of the Mint. 

As the bill pen the House it provided for the coinage of a subsid- 
iary dollar, which was stricken out in the Senate. This led toa con- 
ference committee between the two Houses, which resulted instriking 
out the subsidiary dollar altogether and providing for the coinage of a 
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trade-dollar, thereby demonetizing the standard dollar of 412} grains 
by simply omitting to enumerate it among the list of silver coins. 

The conference report to the two Houses was signed by John Sher- 
man, John Scott, and T. F. Bayard, managers on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and 8, Hooper and William L. Stoughton, managers on the part 
of the House. 

‘The report was concurred in without any remarks, much less speeches, 
and it is doubtful if anybody in either House knew the practical effect 
of the report as adopted, except the men whose names were signed to it 
and the few others who werein thesecret. Messrs. SHERMAN and Ba A 
two members of that noted conference committee, were then and are 
now well-known candidates for the Presidency. They could, no doubt, if 
they would, tell a great deal of the part the bondholders took in secur- 
ing the passage of that infamous law which has inflicted more needless 
distress upon the American people, in my judgment, than any single 
act ever adopted by Congress. Charity of course will not suspect that 
either of them made any money by the transaction, or that either sought 
to further his political ambition by conciliating Wall street; but pos- 
terity will undoubtedly accord Mr. SHERMAN the unenviable honor 
of having been the evil genius—if not the Catiline, of American 
finance since the war, while it will marvel how Mr. Bayard could al- 
ways disinterestedly fight on the side of the bondholders against the 
people; and if internationality had anything to do with the question, 
posterity would also lament the cruel irony of fate which permitted 
one of the original conspirators who dethroned silver to control inter- 
national negotiations for restoring it to legitimate rights. But let us 
be thankful that silver can and will take care of itself hereafter as re- 
gards free coinage and unlimited legal tender, despite all enemies at 
home or abroad. 

But while the act of 1873 commenced the demonetization of silver, 
the task was not fully completed till the following year by a differentset of 
actors. In June, 1874, a revised edition of the Statutes of the United 
States was gotten up, on purpose apparently to enable some scoundrel 
friendly to the bondholders to interpolate two new acts of Congress—one 
declaring that no silver coin should be legal tender beyond $5; and the 
other prohibiting any foreign coin, gold orsilver, from being a tender in 
the payment of debts. 

These twoacts weresmuggled through surreptitiously, because, as there 
was a wheelbarrow full of manuscript of Revised Statutes, no member 
of the House, except the Committee on Revision having the matter in 
charge, could verify the fact whether there was new legislation or not, 
so the House had to take the word of the committee, which repeatedly 
and publicly declared that there was nonew legislation. General Benja- 
min F. Butler, of the House Committee on Revsion, asserted solemnly 
that there was ‘‘not one word and not one letter’ of addition to the 
old laws. The venerable Judge Poland, another member of the com- 
mittee, said the same thing, yet the two new acts referred to were found 
among the statutes after the ratified manuscript had been printed. 

The act of 1873 neither demonetized the old silver dollar nor the 
smaller silver coins of full weight struck prior to 1853, of which Jarge 
numbers remain in existence, although not then in circulation. As 
the Constitution provided for the currency of foreign coins of the dollar 
piece, nine out of ten in use had always been Spanish or Mexican or 
5-franc pieces, none of which can circulate here now, after having once 
constituted the bulk of our silver coin, and would be so again but for the 
interpolated law, as the Spanish and Mexican silver coins are lighter 
than ours. x ° 

I will not charge Massachusetts with haying taken the lead in de- 
monetizing silver, but Boston and New York owned the bulk of the 
bonds then held in this country, astheydo now. A Massachusetts man, 
Mr. Hooper, a millionaire, engineered the first bill demonetizing silver 
through Congress, while another Massachusetts man, Caleb Cushing, 
was one of the three commissioners who prepared the manuscript of the 
Revised Statutes; and still another Massachusetts man, General B. F. 
Butler, secured the passage of the two other demonetizing acts through 
Congress by a misstatement of fact, to pa it mildly. 

The momentous event that Congress passed an act on 12th Feb- 
ruary, 1873, prohibiting the coinage of a full legal-tender silver dollar 
was soon known and commenced producing a telling effect among bank- 
ers and money-changers, who have a sort of free-masonry organization, 
although it was not generally known by the people until two or three 
years afterward; nor indeed was it known by President Grant, who ap- 
proved the act, until eight months after he had signed it. 

But one of its most important effects was to depress the market price 
of silver almost at once. The first demonetizing act was passed on the 
12th February, 1873, and silver began to fall in April following, a fact 
with which Mr. Feer Herzog, one of the delegates from Switzerland to 
the international monetary conference at Paris in 1878, twitted Mr. 
Groesbeck, a delegate from the United States. Mr, Weern, a delegate 
in the same conference from Norway and Sweden, asserted: 

That the adoption of the system of the single gold standard by the states of 


aS Seandinavian Union took place in May, 1873, and was ca by the fall of 
silver— 


Which began the April preceding. At that same conference the 
Swiss delegate silenced Mr. Groesbeck upon another point, The latter 
declared that the Bland act, which our Co the 28th Feb- 
ruary, 1878, remonetizing silver but restricting its coinage, had been 
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erage in respect to its ‘restrictive’? feature by the decision of the 
tin Union, saying: 

From the moment that the countries which had themselves maintained the 
double standard shut their gates to silver it became necessary, in order n- 
tain the equilibrium, not to open wide those of the American Union, but to hold 
back in order to obtain by international agreement the restoration of free coin- 
age in all countries at the same time. < 

To which Mr. Herzog replied in effect that the United States showed 
its hostility to silver before the Latin Union did, adding: 

As far as related to the influence excited By. the decisions of the Latin Union, 
concerning the limitation of the coinage of silver upon the decision of the United 
States, to the same effect that the American law of 1873 had been passed in April 
rors February), at the time the fall of silver began, while the conference of the 

tin Union in which it was decided that the coinage of 5-franc silver pieces 
should be restricted, did not meet till the close of the year. 

In that same conference Mr. Groesbeck likewise admitted that the 
United States had demonetized silver in 1873 by ‘‘ inadvertence,” in- 
sisting that— 

A considerable number of members of Songe nae confessed to him that at 
the time the decision was made in 1873 they not known what they were 
doing ; and thatthe American people had never been asked whether they wished 
silver to remain a legal tender; that no newspaper had called attention to the 
change, nor had any chamber of commerce or board of trade considered or 
recommended it. 

General Walker, another one of our delegates, spoke to the same effect. 

Then let no one again attempt to deny the charge that silver was 
stricken down by fraud in 1873—74. Itisan indisputable fact that even 
so enlightened and well-equipped a Senator as Mr. Conkling did not 
know silver had been demonetized as late as 30th March, 1876, more 
than three years after the foul deed had been done. But what is con- 
clusive that it was done by fraud is the fact that as soon as the people 
generally found out silver had been demonetized they immediately had 
itremonetized, but unfortunately with restricted coinage, which had to 
be accepted to overcome the veto of President Hayes, himself a fraud. 
As I said before, the demonetization of silver by Germany in 1871—73 
might not have worked any greater harm than the previous demoneti- 


zation of it by England and Portugal if the United States had not se- 


cretly stabbed silver also the same year—1873. 5 

That caused the states of the Scandinavian Union—Denmark, Nor- 
way, and Sweden—to demonetize it likewise in the same year of 1873, 
and the January following all the states of the Latin Union—France, 
Italy, Belgium, Switzerland, Greece, &c.—restricted the coinage, and in 
1878 suspended it altogether in response seemingly to our miserable 
half-way measure of limiting coinage to two millions a month. Hol- 
Jand and all the other states of Europe speedily followed suit in pro- 
hibiting the free coinage of silver after our folly in 1873. 

UNITED STATES FIRST NATION TO HELP GERMANY STRIKE DOWN SILVER, 

I think it can safely be assumed if the United States had not demon- 
etized silver in 1873-74 in all probability no other nation in Europe ex- 
cept Germany would have done itup to thistime. I believe it can also 
be conjectured with equal truth that if the United States had not 
restricted the coinage of silver when they remonetized it in 1878 there 
would now be free coinage in every state of Europe, except, perhaps, 
England, Portugal, and Germany. 

I say this because from the time of Abraham silver alone, or in con- 
nection with gold upon a fixed ratio, has been a money metal of un- 
limited coinage and legal tender throughout the world, until England in 
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1816 and Portugal (an English dependency) in 1854 demonetized it, and 
the demonetization of it by those two nations except for token-coin had 
but little depressing effect on the uncoined metal elsewhere, because 
the other nations utilized the silver discarded by England and Portugal 
to supply the place of the extra gold appropriated by those two coun- 
tries for coinage purposes. 

Germany, too, might have rejected silver in 1873 without producing 
any appreciable fall in its commercial value, owing to the strong popu- 
larity of the metal as a coin with the masses of other nations, if the 
United States, the largest silver producer on the globe, had not, as I 
haveshown, also surreptitiously demonetized itin the same year of 1873, 
without discussion or warning, which struck terror into the business ` 
and financial world by the awfal crash of 1873, from which it has not 
yet recovered. As a natural consequence silver soon began to fall, or 
rather gold began to rise in value, which it has done ever since. 

‘Three extraordinary causes combined to impel Germany to degrade 
silver to the rank of only token money in 1873. First, she wished to 
increase the value of the more than two thousand millions of bonds that 
her capitalists held against foreign nations and corporations, and as she 
had the single silver standard at the time she concluded she would ac- 
complish her object better by adopting the single gold standard, because 
it was publi and believed that the Comstock lode in Nevada would 
soon flood the world with silver. Second, she desired to consolidate 
her empire by melting down all coin emblems of local state sovereignty 
and substituting therefor new ones from the imperial mint. Third, 
she sought to crush forever her hereditary enemy—France. 

On the other hand, France by restricting and finally suspending sil- 
ver coinage saw her opportunity to thwart Germany and yet get an 
abundant supply of silver at the same time, whenever she might want 
it, either for use in the arts or for coinage, on account of the state, and 
thereby acquire a large profit in seigniorage. She and the other states 
of the Latin Union, except Italy, having an ample supply of silver 
already refined and coined on the basis of 15} to 1, by suspending far 
ther coinage of the white metals showed that they preferred not only 
to retain their supply of gold, but also to keep their silver coin intact 
and at par with gold. So that while they have all the silver coin they 
want, our folly lets them likewise get all the silver bullion they need 
in the arts 25 per cent. cheaper than silver coin. 

The Scandinavian states, and in fact every other nation in Europe, 
even those that have the single silver standard, have likewise stopped 
the free coinage of silver, simply because they see the profit in coining 
only on government account to make the seigniorage or difference be- 
tween the market value of silver bullion and the legal-tender value of 
silver coin at the ratio of 15} to 1, which prevails all over Europe. 

IF FREE COINAGE IS SUSPENDED MORE SILVER IS COINED IN THE WORLD NOW 
THAN IS MINED, 

It is true free coinage of silver by the citizen is not permitted now 
anywhere except in India, Mexico, and most of the Spanish-American 
states, yet there was more silver coined in the world during the five 
years 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883 than was mined ont of the 
ground in the same length of time. This fact, which -will astonish 
some of the learned orators and writers on the silver question, isabun- 
dantly established by the reports of the Director of the Mint for the 
years 1882 and 1884, as the following tables will show : 


TABLE No. 1.—World’s production of gold and silver. 
[Calendar years, except for United States and Japan. | 


1890, 
Countries. 


Spain. 


Baked e N 
A ine Republic........ 
Colombia.. t 
Bolivia 


z a Official estimate, ** L'’Economiste Français, ™ July, 1881, p. 112. 
eFrom total production 17 per cent, of gold and 25 
sa me as official statement for 1882. 


£4,551,000 | 103,023, 078 


b Estimated the same as 1879. 
x cent. of silver deducted for fore’ { Estimated. g Estimated same as 1851. 
4Oficial for Victoria and New South Wales, with estim. production of the other provinces. jThe mean of the 


1881. | 


| Silver. | Gold. | Silyer. | Gold. | Silver. 


| 102, 168, 954 | 98,699,588 | 105, 952, 251 114, 217,733 


aDr. A. Séetbeers. 


cEstimated the same as 1880. 
i h Estimated 


ores. 


roduction for 1880 and 1782. k Amount parted from deposits at the Sydney and Melbourne mints. Coinage and export. m Esti same 
as offi Epping 1880. n Estimated by Dr. A Séetbeer. o Official for Hungary, with former annual official production for Austria added. P Report 
of Consul Dalton, Consular Reports for May, 1884, p. 3%. q same as statement for 1877. r Estimated same as official statement for 


Estimated same as official statement for 1879. 


Estimated 
t Estimated same as official statement for 1881. 


1886. 
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TABLE No. 2.—Ooinage of various countries. 
[Calendar years, except for Japan and the United States, for 1879 and 1880.] 


170, 571 
20, 210, 574 
402 


11, 043, 120 


2, 429, 998 
418, 231 


* Coinage for 1876, 1877, and 1878, to March 31, 1879; no coinage executed since 1879. 


From these tables it appears that for the five years in question the 
aggregate production and coinage of silver in the whole world, was as 
follows: 


Coinage. 


| Production. 


$96, 172, 628 | $104, 888, 313 

94,521, 060 82, 397, 154 
102,168,354 | 108, 010, 086 
«| 106,952,251 | 109,703,535 
„| 114, 2i7,733 | 113,769, 901 


518, 768, 995 
5, 706, 977 


Many other curious facts relating to the aggregate amount of silver 
produced and coined during the same five years by ten different nations 
are as follows: 


Igiver bullion | Silver coined | Excess of 


roducedin| infiveyears,| produc- 
Country hve years,| from 1879-| tion over 
1879-1883, 1883. coinage, 


68 | $74,876, 964 
91 


95, 532, 41, 285, 247 
5,255,848 | 54,744, 152 
3,020,000 | 22, 875, 281 
7,000,621 | 30,440, 714 


Excess of 

Country. Production. | Coinage. oiy DE- 
duction, 

seh AIEA $143, 120, 524 | $143,120, 524 

756 48, 947, 028 38, 663, 272 

18, 453, 270 18, 453, 270 

4,019, 425 19, 798, 021 15, 778, 596 

15, 481, 100 24,544, 418 9, 063, 311 


First. The first thing that commands notice is that the United States 
during the five years in question coined all the silver our home mines 
produced except $74,876,964, or about an annual average of $15,000,000 
which could easily have been coined without resulting in any appreci- 
able effect upon our currency except to strengthen it. 

Second. The second noticeable fact is that Mexico coined nearly as 
much silver as the United States, if we make allowance that she coined 
none at all one year. She still coins it, mostly for the China trade. 

Third. A third thing that strikes the observer is that during the five 
years India alone, although producing no silver herself, coined more 
of the metal than the United States, and it may be also remarked that 


ft Approximate. 


the year the United States only ially remonetized silver, to wit, 
1878, India coined $78,741,556, and during the year preceding that 
$30,518,415, or a total of $109,259,981 in two years, ing an aggre- 
gate of $252,380,105 in seven years. 

Fourth. Great Britain coined $18,453,270 during the period men- 


*| tioned, or more than three millions a year; yet my colleague [Mr. 


HEMPHILL] said in his silver-suspension speech the other day that 
England “has not indulged in coining silver for near a century.’ 
If my colleague had examined more carefully he would have found 
that England has coined an average of about $3,000,000 silver yearly 
since 1858. He mightalso have ascertained that under Sir Robert Peel’s 
act of 1844 the Bank of England is allowed to keep one-fourth of allits 
specie reserves in silver. According to the report of the Director of the 
Mint for 1885, England coined $3,204,824 in the year 1884. 

Fifth. While it is generally believed that Germany has discarded 
silver altogether, she, too, coined $7,001,621 in the five-year period re- 
ferred to, and it is a further fact that she not only stopped selling or 
recoining her large stock of old silver in 1879 but she remonetized it 
by making it full legal tender again. Even token-silver in Germany 
is full legal tender to the government for any amount. 

Sixth. Austria, Spain, and Japan strained every nerve to coin all the 
silver they could buy at its depreciated bullion price, besides the $30,- 
784,429 which they produced at home and coined on account of the state 
to make the seigniorage profit for the government. 

Seventh. Mexico, Bolivia, and Chili produced in the five years con- 
siderably more silver than the United States, and it is well known that 
England controls most of the commerce not only of those silver-produc- 
ing states, but of nearly all the other South American republics, and 
as she has the ships td transport the commerce of the East she almost 
has a monopoly of the silver yielded by thestatessouth of us to mani 
ulate the trade of China and India to suit herself, while we look = A 
helpless imbecility. It is true that Mexico coins most of her silver 
at home, but England gets it mainly for profitable trade with China, 
where the Mexican dollar is a legal tender alongside of the sycee. 

Eighth. Germany, Austria, and Spain are the silver-producing na- 
tions of Europe. Austria has the single silver standard of value, while 
Spain has the double standard, and as Germany had the single silver 
standard too before she demonetized the white metal in 1873, she may 
go back to silver again, since she is already the fifth sivo procudag 
nation, and the yield of her mines, which are the property of the state, 
is largely and steadily increasing every year. She can change from one 
standard of value to the other with great facility. We have seen that 
in 1857 she adopted the single silver standard, yet fourteen years after- 
ward she changed to the single gold standard, partly because she be- 
lieved the Munchausen tales told about the fabulous quantities of sil- 
ver in the Comstock lode and thought as she had nearly all of France’s 
gold she could keep it. Besides, Germany has lately inaugurated a 
grand colonization policy, having annexed to her empire large areas of 
land, amounting to over 400,000 square miles, in several different quar- 
ters of Africa and the Pacific Ocean, which are well led with bar- 
barians, and she will need vast sums of silver, as will France and Bel- - 
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gium, to trade with these new subjects, and a wide field of prosperity 
opens up to the colonizing nation that has plenty of silver. 


IT IS COINED BY GOVERNMENTS TO MAKE THE SEIGNORAGE. 


Jn any event the bold, cold, monumental fact remains that in spite 
of the general assault against silver in 1873, which occurred when the 
United States followed Germany’s lead in deposing the metal, it is 
still sought after and coined as much as ever, even more than ever, be- 
cause the metal is cheaper than it has been since the dawn of history 
compared with gold, but not cheaper when compared with other things. 

This supposed cheapness may explain why so much of it has been 

‘coined of late by parties owning plate, ornaments, &c., becoming ap- 
prehensive of a further fall and rushing to sell; or it may arise from 
the nations that have gold preferring to purchase silver at depressed 
market rates for coinage on state account, thereby gaining the fat seign- 
iorageand then making the silver coin practically full legal tender with 
gold, as will be shown presently. Such a proceeding has often been 
practiced by dishonest governments, and why not now when half the 
nations of Europe are groaning under debt? the cause what itmay, 
I repeat only private free coinage of silver is suspended abroad as it is 
here, and it has been suspended there only because we first set the ex- 
ample as an ally of Germany. Coinage on government account, as I 
have conclusively proven, goes on as much as ever, and whether most 
of the silver coin thus minted be only token money, like our fractional 
silver pieces, with a large per cent. of less pure silver than standard 
coin, and be a legal tender in law for only a limited sum, yet such silver 
is generally circulating abroad among the people asif itweregold. This 
is especially true not merely of those nations that have the double 
standard, but also of those that have the single gold standard, with sil- 
veras token money, and itis likewise true of those that, like the United 
States, have the limping standard of unlimited gold and restricted sil- 
ver coinage. 

The reports of the Director of the Mint prove that the states of the 
Latin Union keep eight hundred millions of silver, eleven hundred 
millions of gold, and one thousand millions of paper afloat, all at par. 
The states of the Scandinavian union—Denmark, Norway, and Swe- 
den—although nominally only gold monometallic as to full legal tender, 
likewise keep ten millionssilver, twenty-seven millions gold, and forty- 
four millions of paper ‘‘interchangeably at par with gold.’ In Hol- 
land, Spain, and other double-standard states the three kinds of money, 
including large sums of silver and gold, are also held at ah Even in 
Germany over two hundred millions of silver and three hundred mill- 
ions each of gold and paper ‘‘in usual business transactions are taken 
indiscriminately in payment without discount or premium either on 
metal or paper currency.” In Austria, Japan, Mexico, and other states, 
however, which have only the single silver standard, while silver and 
paper are at par and full legal tender, gold is merely a commodity and 
at a premium of over 20 per cent. Showing that gold has appreciated 
as metal, while silver has not depreciated below par either as coin or 
metal. 

Now, if the great nations of Europe, where no private free coinage 
of silver is permitted, and in fact where no silver is coined except by 
the government as with us, can keep silver and gold interchangeably 
at par for any debt, especially where silver is full legal tender by law 
for either public or private obligations, as it is with us, why can not we 
do it if the administration would observe the law in good faith? As 
the value of everything depends upon the uses to which it can be put, 
and as silver and gold are used for only two the arts; 
second, for coinage—when silver is deprived in a t measure of its 
most important function, to wit, coinage, by restrictive laws limiting 
either the amount of its coinage or the extent of its legal tender, need 
any one be at a loss to account for the decline of the commercial value 
of silver and the rise of that of gold? Allow free trade in coinage and 
unlimited legal tender to both metals, as existed before 1873, and as 
sure as the sun rises and sets silver will soon be at par with gold again 
at our ratio of 16 to 1. 

LAW MORE THAN COMMERCE MAKES MONEY. 

Money is both property and an institution, being an official measure 
of value as well as a certified quantity of value itself for the exchange 
of services and commodities, and for the payment of debts and damages 
to individuals and fines and taxes to the state. The central idea of 
money is its property value as recognized by the state, and the best 
money is gold or silver having full market value as well as full legal- 
tender value for any amount. So that commerce and law unite to cre- 
ate this best money, whereas law alone confers legal-tender power on 
any sort of money. 

In fact law has much more to do with conferring value on gold and 
silver money even than commerce has, because it is law alone that im- 
parts the legal-tender or debt and tax paying attribute to coin. How 
much superior law is to commerce in attaching value to coin may be 
seen in thecircumstance that our present trade-dollar of 420 grains stand- 
ard silver can not pay a debt or tax as a matter of right, whereas the 
Bland dollar of only 4124 grains standard silver can pay either, simply 
because the law confers the power of legal tender on one but not on the 
other. It may be still further illustrated in the case of the Bland or 
standard dollar, which, by virtue of having only 371} grains of fine silver 
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coined, will yet pay for nearly a fourth more equally fine silver metal 
uncoined. 

To prove yet more convincingly that law, more than commerce, de- 
termines the market value of the money-metals, Mr. Thomas Baring, 
one of the chiefs of the large banking house of Baring Brothers & Co., 
testified before Parliament that in London during the financial crisis 
of 1847 it was impossible to borrow a guinea of gold on 60,000 pounds of 
sterling coined silver. He also bore witness that in the commercial 
panic at Calcutta in 1864 a merchant could not borrow a single rupee 
of silver upon 20,000 pounds of coined gold as collateral. Why was 
this? Mainly for the reason that silver in London was not a legal ten- 
der above 40 shillings, while gold in Calcutta was not legal tender for 
any sum whatever. Owing to these facts many merchants had to go 
into bankruptcy in both cities at the crises indicated, which would not 
have been the case if both metals had been legal tender. 

Numerous other things could be mentioned to show that law, and not 
trade, is the main factor in determining the legal-tender valne of any 
money; but let it suffice to say,that law, and nothing but law, makes a 
greenback dollar in the United States as good legal tender as a gold dol- 
lar for everything except customs duties and payment of interest on 
the public debt. And they would have answered for those two pur- 
poses as well as the coin if the money-changers, who are now fighting 
silver as well as greenbacks, had not improperly influenced the small 
Senate in 1862 to dishonor the Treasury note to enable Gresham’s law to 
operate, There was a time when both Mexican and Spanish silver 
coins and gold doubloons, &c., constituted the bulk of our metallic 
money, because both the Constitution and the act of Congress provided 
the law which made them legal tender; but since the demonetization 
act of 1874 depriving foreign coin of that privilege, no one ever sees the 
pillars of Hercules or the rising san on coin nowadays. Yet the legal- 
tender quality of money, whether coin or paper, is altogether local, and 
confined within the boundaries of the nation issuing it, while the com- 
mercial value, apart from the legal tender, remains nearly the same in 
all countries at all times. 

Except where the citizen prefers to have the actual coin, which is noi 
often, the Government ought to guard the coin in some safe depository 
and have it represented by a paper certificate in the hands of the pub- 
lic. Most pene do not care to either much gold or silver, and 
there would be no trouble or expense about circulating the surplus sil- 
ver now in the Treasury if coin certificates were issued for it and those 
certificates paid out for interest or principal of the national debt or for 
the current expenses of the Government. At present no silver certifi- 
cate can be issued even by law for a less amount than $10. Let one, 
two, and five dollar certificates be sent forth and they will be as popu- 
lar as the greenbacks ot those denominations; indeed, they ought to be 
more £80, as they would represent coin as well as the good faith and re- 
sponsibility of the Government, which former the greenbacks would 
not do if the Federal Government, from war, short crops, overtrading, 
panic, &c., should suspend specie payment. 

So that all the pretended difficulty and cost of keeping the silver, or 
rather its equivalent certificate, in circulation is mere subterfuge. 
Even now, with no certificate allowed by law under $10, thesilver could 
easily be kept afloat if the Treasury officials would do their duty and 
observe their oaths by redeeming payable bonds gr discharging other 
obligations of the Government with silver and ing the silver back 
immediately into the Treasury for certificates, which are legal ten- 
der for every debt, public or private. But the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is too good a friend of the national banks to remember that he is 
thesworn officer and agent ofsixty million people. Having determined 
the best kind of money, gold and silver or their equivalent certificate, 
let us next consider the quantity of the article a nation ought to possess 


if possible. 
QUANTITY OF MONEY NECESSARY, 

Mr. Calhoun estimated it at about one-thirtieth the total wealth of 
the community and that every inhabitant ought to have for his share 
between $30 and $35. Many persons may question the soundness of this 
rule, butit issufficiently accurate for all practical purposes; and although 
the requisite amount of money for a healthy circulating medium de- 
pends upon many other things besides population, yet the per capita 
is the best single guide. Tested by that, on the basis that our popula- 
tion is fifty-eight or sixty millions and that it is desirable to substitute 
gold and silver or their equivalent certificates for greenbacks and na- 
tional-bank bills, we could easily absorb a thousand millions more gold 
and silver without the slightest fear of letting Gresham’s much-talked- 
of but little understood law use silver to expel gold. 

It would probably require twenty years or more to obtain this addi- 
tional thousand millions coin, apd at the end of that time our population 
would number over 80,000.000, needing atleast one and a half billions 
coin for business alone, tosay nothingof the arts. Therefore is it not 
like a child seeing a hobgoblin in the dark to be fearing the possession 
of toomuch money—honest money at that—God Almighty’s money, and 
not man’s lying So let us be thaukful that the time is a good 
way off before our children shall more of the precious metals 
than they will want. There is not the remotest danger of our being 
burdened with more than we can carry. If perchance we should at any 
time accumulate more than our ‘fair share’’ of the world’s gold and 
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silver we could not keep it long, because prices would then goabove their 
poe level, imports would increase, exports diminish; and we should 

we to send coin abroad to settle balances with the foreigner. Then, 
too, if either gold or silver coin should become too plentiful and depre- 
ciate in value, the arts would find it ont and appropriate much of both 
metals for watches, jewelry, plate, &c. 

France, which has twenty millions fewer people than we have, has 
largely more money than we possess. She carries over fifty dollars to 
the inhabitant without any complaint of redundancy, and her money 
is in circulation among the people, where it is hoarded in a million dif- 
ferent stockings and private places, ready for use as wanted, instead of 
being locked up, as with us, in a few national-bank vaults and in our 
Federal Treasury to forcibly reduce the volume of money afloat and de- 
press business with a view to compel Congress to retire greenbacks and 
discard silver as coin, in order to make room for national-bank bills as 
the only means of relieving financial distress in the country. 

France not only has more money per capita than any nation in the 
world, but she is confessedly the best governed nation as regards her 
finances. She paid Germany a nearly cash war indemnity of $1,000,- 
000,000 in gold, yet by substituting silver for it and issuing large quan- 
tities of government notes to keep her domestic industries p rous 
she soon got back her gold, whereas Germany by dethroning silver 
could only partially fill its place with gold,thereby gaining no advan- 
tage and actually losing heavily by the transaction. France cut the 
costly Suez Canal, you may say, without missing the money, and she 
is now digging the Panama Canal at an expense of two or three hün- 
dred millions; yet she still has plenty of money to carry on wars in the 
East and leave her people in possession of more coin than the United 
States and England or the United States and Germany jointly possess. 
She believes in supplying her people with all the money they can use 
to advantage and never hesitates to issue government treasury notes 
through the Bank of France by the hundred millions when necessary, 
either to relieve a crisis or equip her laborers and men of enterprise 
with sufficient financial tools. 

Hence everybody in France has the heart to work atall times. That 
is the secret of the tireless energy of the people and of their splendid 
economy. Pecuniary distress and consequent business stagnation do 
not brood over that land on account of too much money like it does 
over ourson account of too little. Besides, the French people are their 
own bankers. They have but one bank of issue, which is really the 
government, although it is nominally called the Bank of France. Nor 
* have the French even asingle trust bank; and therefore it is they have 
no foreign colony of defaulting bank officers as we have in i 

The French believe in free trade, not monopoly, in money, in letting 
the individual not a corporation control it. As a nation they are like 
the New York merchant the other day who when he madea hundred- 
thousand-dollar purchase got the money out of his iron safe, and in 
answerto the surprise expressed at his not having deposited it in a bank, 
replied, as between the banks and burglars ‘‘I will risk the burglars.” 
France’s favorite financial maxim is: ‘‘There is no companion like 
money,” and coin-money at that. This national trait of hoarding coin 
was what saved the nation from destruction in the German war. Sup- 

France’s money system had then been mostly on the rag basis, 
how could she have ever paid the German gold tribute and gotten rid 
of the conquering army? France does not like the English and Amer- 
ican idea of cheap money—convertible paper—because when trouble 
comes, and sometimes come it must, there is no coin to convert with. 
It has run away—nothing being so cowardly as $1,000,000 of gold ex- 
cept two millions of gold. Hence, the difference between the French 
idea of finance and that of the American and English is that the latter 
strive to see how little real money or coin they can get along with 
while the French strive to see how much they can get and keep, be- 
lieving it is better to lose the interest than interest and principal both. 

The bills of the Bank of France correspond to our greenbacks, and 
they are as good as gold because they are a legal tender for any debtor 
tax. Our greenbacks, on the other hand, are not as good as gold, be- 
cause they are not a legal tender either for duties on imports or for in- 
terest on the public debt, and the same class of men who thus discred- 
ited our Treasury notes in 1862, to let Gresham’slaw exalt the value of 
coin and degrade that of greenbacks, are endeavoring now to up with 
gold and down with silver. 


SUPPLY OF MONEY SHOULD BE STABLE. 


If there is anything that ought always to be stable and never alter 
by increase or diminution in value it is the volume of money in a 
country, except so far as it may be enlarged or reduced by the natural 
laws of supply and demand, in exchanges as well as to allow for the 
annual increase or decrease of population. A healthy volume of money 
depends not on the material out of which it is made, and not on the 
cost of its production, but on the cost of obtaining it after it has been 
produced and on the functions it can perform, as well as on the limita- 
tion of itsquantity. A dollar oughtto be thesamein value both when 
a contract is made and when it is paid, although twenty years may 
intervene, and gold and silver come nearer to this uniform standard 
than any substances in the world. 


BOTH PRECIOUS METALS MORE STEADY THAN ONLY ONE, 

As regards paper money, either individuals, corporations, or govern- 
ments may be tempted to issue too much and thereby depreciate it: 
But the supply of precious metals from the mines is for the most part 
steady, ially as the sum of both metals. Sometimes there 
is an abnormal yield of one, then of the other, but, on the average, the 
aggregate is the best regulator of the money supply—just as two metals 
of unequal expansion form the best mainspring of a chronometer, or 
just as two separate reservoirs of water which are connected with each 
other by a pipe, but are fed by streams of unequal capacity, will always 
have the same level with only slight fluctuations. 

Besides, there is more fixedness of value in two metals than one when 
a proper ratio is observed and free coinage allowed, because as one 
metal becomes commercially less valuable than the other there is such 
a general demand for it to pay debts that the equilibrium is soon re- 
stored by the appreciated metal having risen only half as high as it 
would have done if there had been but one metal, and by the depreci- 
ated metal having fallen only half as low as it would have fallen if there 
had been but one metal. They act and react on each other, preventing 
any violent fluctuations such as are incidental to the paper money put 
forth by banks of issue, Wealready possess thousands of these shaving 
shops in our national banks that are depressing business and robbing 
the public every day by expanding or contracting the currency through 
establishing new banks or failures and liquidation of old ones to suit 
the interest of stockholders, not that of the public. 

MEN WHO DEAL IN MONEY OUGHT NOT TO MAKE IT, 

Men who deal in money brokerage as a business ought not to be per- 
mitted to make paper money, That ought to be done by the sovereign 
government alone, which should act for the good of all, not for the 
benefit of afew. Until we can accumulate gold and silver enough for 
our circulating medium the only kind of paper money we ought to have 
is the greenback, which is stable in value because it is a fixed quantity— 
a quality wholly unknown to national-bank bills. 

Moreover, the most important difference between a national-bank 
note and the note of a solvent private individual is that the bank note 
draws interest while the individual note pays interest, all by virtue of 
the bank’s chartered privilege from the Government to issue in money- 
notes 90 per cent. of the amount of the.bonds on which the notes are 
based, and yet collect interest from the Government on the bond as 
though it were not security for money-bills in circulation. When an 
equal amount of stable greenbacks could be putinto circulation without 
costing the people anything, it is too bad to force them to pay interest 
on the national-bank bills that are increased or diminished every day, 
to the great detriment of the public, 

Above all it is too bad to have this many-headed national-bank mon- 
ster striving to extend its nefarious system of control over the money 
of the country by first canceling the three hundred and forty-six mill- 
ions of greenbacks and then stopping the coinage of silver so as to 
substitute national-hank rags in their stead while charging the people 
interest on the people’s own credit, and expanding or contracting the 
volume of money ad libitum. Yet that is what our Wall street Presi- 
dent, national-bank Secretary of the Treasury, and bondholding-syn- 
dicate administration are attempting to do. 

The President, in his eagerness to serve Wall street bondholders and 
national-bank stockholders by suspending the coinage of silver, sub- 
stantially says in his annual message that our silver dollar, which has 
the same quantity of pure silver in it now that it has had ever since 
1792, is an unsound dollar, a depreciated dollar, a dishonest dollar, 
which, if its coinage be not suspended, will, according to Gresham’s law, 
drive all the gold out of the country, and make the United States the 
“‘dumping-ground”’ of silver for all the world. He also says that to 
pay debts with such dollars is repudiation, and not only injures the 
wealthy creditor class but also the poor, and especially the laborer. 
In support of these grave charges no pertinent facts are presented in 
the message, but many unfounded facts are assumed, some wailing 
prophecies are indulged, and the following quotation from Webster’s 
speech in the Senate in 1834 is cited: 

The very man of all others who has the dee; interest in a sound currency 


and who suffers most by mischievous legislation in money matters, is the man 
who earns his daily bread by his daily toil. 


I heartily indorse this sentiment, and it is because I indorse it that I 
oppose the suspension of silver coinage and favorits unlimited coinage. 
As regards silver our ‘‘ mischievous legislation ” consists first in hav- 
ing demonetized silver altogether in 1873; and second, inrestricting its 
coinage in 1878 instead of restoring it to unlimited coinage. No la- 
borer objects to taking a silver dollar for his wages. The only thing 
he complains of is that he can not get enough of them or of their equiv- 
alent certificates on account of their scarcity by reason of the admin- 
istration’s Wall street policy of hoarding all kinds of money by the 
national Treasury in the interest of the bondholders and national 


GRESHAM'S LAW. 


Now, what is Gresham’s law about which so many gentlemen have 
talked so much? It is evident that some writers and speakers who dis- 
course dogmatically of Gresham’s law do not understand it. 
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The usual definition or explanation is that where there are two mon- 
tys of different value the less valuable will drive the more valuable 
out of circulation. The Greek poet, Aristophanes, first wrote of this 
law of finance; but as an English merchant by the name of Gresham 
in Queen Elizabeth’s time published a good deal about it, his name was 
given toit. The best test of any money is the extent to which it will 
pay debts or taxes, and any money, whether coin or paper, that can by 
authority of law pay every public tax or private debt is as good as gold, 
because gold can do no more than that. Either the Governmentora pri- 
vate creditor has the right to refuse any money except it has full legal- 
tender quality, which law alone can confer. 

At present we have four kinds of money—gold, silver, greenbacks, 
and national-bank bills—which are ordinarily received at par in busi- 
ness, but only gold and silver are above the reach of Gresham’s law, 
because the precious metals are all the money we have that is legal 
tender for duties-on imports or interest on the public debt. Except 
for the two purposes just named greenbacks are a fall legal tender for 
every debt, public or private, whereas national-bank bills, in addition 
to not being a legal tender for either of said purposes, are likewise not 
a tender for the redemption of greenbacks or for a private debt due by 
one citizen to another. So that if the parties entitled to receive the 
money object, there are four kinds of contracts national-bank bills can 
not discharge, and two kinds that greenbacks can not meet; but inas- 
much as national-bank bills are redeemable in greenbacks, and green- 
backs themselves redeemable in coin, our four species of money are all 
at par, and have been since January, 1879. 

But how long could the two paper moneys remain so if anything 
should occur like a great war, short crops, adverse balances of trade, or a 
financial crisis to force the Government to suspend specie payment ? 
The moment the Government ceased to redeem the greenbacks in coin, 
while yet requiring that all customs duties and interest on the public 
debt should be paid in coin, that moment Gresham’s law, which so de- 
lights the money-changer’s heart, would be set in motion to run riot 
in all sorts of speculation, by buying one kind of money with another 
kind. The Government must have coin to meet the interest on its 
public debt, and the merchant also must secure coin to pay duties on 
imports. ‘Therefore the holders of the coin would not part with it ex- 
cept at a premium in either greenbacks or national-bank bills, which 
two latter being the cheaper money would drive the dearer coin out 
of general circulation, because everybody that had gold or silver would 
withhold it for a rise in price, payable in bank bills or greenbacks, 
which would be the only money in common use. 

This was the case from the second year of the war up to January 1, 1879, 
a period of seventeen years, during all which time Gresham’s law never 
enjoyed such a triumphant and desolating reign over private property 
and both public and private morals in the history of the United States, 
all caused by Congress not having made greenbacks a full legal tender 
for customs duties and for interest on the public debt as well as for every 
other tax or debt. Had that been done the greenback would have kept 
at or near par with gold and silver even while the war lasted, because 
its quantity was strictly limited and it was convertible into interest- 
bearing bonds whenever the holder asked it. Instead of that a gold 
exchange was opened in New York solely for gambling purposes. Fort- 
unes were made and lost every day by buying or selling gold or silver 
or greenbacks, and speculation, extravagance, dissipation, and demoral- 
ization ran riot. The enemies of silver are pretending that if its coin- 
age be not suspended there will soon be another agonizing era of the 
Gresham nuisance, but their anxiety is only feigned or is the result 
of self-delusion, A very few may honestly believe it, but the great ma- 
jority long to see a revival of the opportunity to ate in moneys of 
- unequal value, and that is why they seek to degrade one of the precious 

metals by buying it with the other instead of buying commodities with 
both metals. 

National-bank bills are plenty good enough money for the enemies 
of silver. No danger, they say, of Gresham’s law getting a chance to 
work in respect to our present bank rags, and even the President, while 
denouncing silver—one of the moneys mentioned in the Bible, one of 
the moneys guaranteed by the Constitution, can say: ‘‘ The very limited 
amount of circulating notes issued by our national banks, compared 
with the amount the law permits them to issue upon a deposit of bonds 
for their redemption, indicates that the volume of our circulating me- 
dium may be largely increased through this instrumentality.” 

DEMOCRACY BELIEVES IN HARD MONEY. 


Shades of Benton and Jackson and Calhoun, and all the hard-money 
Democratic fathers, what next when a Democratic President, so called, 
can recommend national-bank bills while denouncing silver? That, 
too, when the banks can increase or decrease the issue of money accord- 
ing to their interest and not for the public good. It was against the 
abuse of this sovereign power of issuing or contracting money that Mr. 
Webster delivered the speech from which the President quoted. Let 
me also ask the Clerk to read another extract from Webster on the rela- 
tive merits of rag and silver money, delivered in the Senate in 1832: 


Of all the contrivances for cheating the laboring classes of mankind none has 
been more effective than that which deludes them with paper money. This is 
the most effective of inventions to fertilize the rich man’s field by the sweat of 
the poor man’s brow. 


The President not only prefers national-bank paper money to silver, 
but it is a legitimate inference that he likewise prefers a ‘‘ flexible ” to 
a stable money, a variable, changeable quantity of circulating me- 
dium, governed only by the self-interest of those who issue it, instead 
of by considerations for the public good. My colleague [Mr. HEMP- 
mer] stands in the same category. In his ingenious but fallacious 
8 “favoring the suspension of silver coinage he denounted green- 
backs and national-bank bills because they had no “intrinsic”? or 
commercial value, and were therefore liable to Gresham’s law. To be 
consistent he ought to prefer silver to paper, as he professes to desire 
only commercial value in money apart from its legal tender value. As 
the paper is worth nothing in itself, while he admits the silver dollar 
is worth 80 cents in gold, he ought to stand by silver according to his 
argument of taking the best money in a commercial sense that the ma- 
terial of the money costs. 

It was to guard against ‘‘ flexible’? money that Webster pleaded so 
eloquently, and it is the horrible recollection of assignats, as well as 
John Law’s Mississippi bubble, that causes the French to have no pa- 
per money issued except by the government, and it is evensaid that the 
origin of the French proverb that ‘‘A scalded cat dreads cold water” grew 
out of the prolonged sufferings which resulted from too much “ flexi- 
bility ” in the currency. Ought not we Americans to have equally as 
lively a recollection of Continental money, confederate money, and the 
wagon-loads of shinplasters and paper frauds that circulated in this 
country before the war, when each of the thirty-odd State Legislatures 
was a factory to charter wild-cat banks of issue to deceive and rob the 
people, first by expanding money to get them in debt and second by 
contracting it to force them to pay, as our national banks are doing 
now. 

Before the war almost any State Legislature in the Union would grant 
a charter to any set of sharpers who would ask it to set up a bank to 
make paper money, and about all required was for the bank bill to 
promise to pay specie (provided no body called for it). Bondholders, 
national-bank stockholders, even our Wall-street President, areall try- 
ing to degrade the silver dollar by pretending thatit is not a legal ten- 
der for the interest or principal of the public debt, but their unpatri- 
otic, dishonest efforts are all in vain. The silver dollar will pay any 
debt that gold will pay, because it is full legal tender by law, and the 
Hawes knows the law if our national-bank Secretary of the Treasury 

oes not, 


American-coined silver passes at par with coined gold abroad except ` 


the difference of exchange (freight, insurance, interest, and the usual 
small brokerage). Our Bland dollars, as they are derisively called, 
sell every day in London for par in gold, less exchange, and this is, 
or ought to be, a convincing illustration that law makes the value of 
money more -than commerce. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] tells us that if any 
portion of the public debt be paid in silver gold will immediately retire 
in disgust from circulation. Well, let it retire. Silver can now pay 
any debt or any tax that gold can pay, and that being the case, neither 
silver nor greenbacks will ever hunt gold up at a premium like poor 

backs once had to do to pay customs and interest on the public 
debt. Gold will not sulk long when it can neither command a pre- 
mium nor interest, but, like Achilles, shall come forth again asking 
employment. ; 

Almost every government in Europe has abolished private banks of 
issue, and have no paper money other than national treasury notes like 
our greenbacks, except that they are legal tender for every debt or tax, 
Hence, as a rule, they keep on a par with coin, partly from the great 
demand for them to pay heavy taxes, which is equivalent to a redemp- 
tion, and partly from the limitation of the quantity of them. Weston, 
in his admirable work on money, says: 

Nobody ever attributed the continuous depreciation and final worthlessness 
of the assignats of the French revolution, of the Continental bills of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, or of phe nE pares of the Southern Confederate States to 
anything except enormously ex ve issues, 

The value of any kind of money depends more on its supply and the 
demand for it than anything else, and of course making it s pH tender 
for every sort of debt or tax increases the demand for it to the full ca- 
pacity of the community to absorb money, which necessarily, within that 
limit, leaves the regulation of value tosupply mostly. But neither sil- 
yer nor gold bullion can command its full commercial value without it 
enjoys the privilege of free coinage, because coinage and use in the arts 
are the only two things that give value to the precious metals, and where 
the coinage of either metal is suspended or restricted, as is now the case 
with silver, its commercial value must fall, and in the exact proportion 
that ihe other metal will rise because the two metals together constitute 
the basis ofall values, which caused Hamilton, Jefferson, and the fathers 
of the Constitution to make both metals a legal tender so as to have 
“ihe benefits of a full,” rather than ‘‘the evils of a scanty circula- 
tion,” as Hamilton expressed it. A government having the population, 
wealth, enterprise, and integrity of ours ought to be easily able in time 
of peace to supplementitsdeticiency of coin by floating at par with gold 
or silver at least $10 of Treasury notes tothe inhabitant. That would 
give us between six and seven hundred millions of greenbacks, or about 
as much paper money as we now have, and there would be no expansion, 


1886. 


no contraction of the volume of money to raise or lower prices, and no 
war on silver by wholesale hoarding of all sorts of money in the interest 
of banks of issue. f 

Mr. Calhoun saysany stable, reliable government can ordinarily hold 
at par with gold a much larger sum of treasury notes than the total of 
its aggregate annual taxation. 

The total amount of annual taxation in this country—national, State, 
and municipal—is over $600,000,000, and as that amount of money 
has to be used once every year to pay taxes, which is virtually a re- 
demption in coin, the Government can surely dispense with all banks 
of issue and get rid of their expense as well as of their corruption and 
disturbance of the businessof thecountry. If this were done, with State 
banks of trust, discount, and deposit, and free coinagof silver, we would 
soon have both our currency and our industries on a healthy basis of 
Te and prosperity. 
can not be said too often, if it were possible there ought to be no 

Star ina country except what has both commercial and legal-tender 
value, circulating in the form of coin, or a representative certificate as 
preferred by the owner, and while the millennium may get here before 
Sari day arrives, let us hasten its coming all we can by a free coinage 
of silver. 

If there is an in the finances of a country which should be as 
fixed as the laws of the Medes and Persians, it is the quantity of paper 
money whichshould beissued. ‘The varying supply of circulation ought 
to depend upon the balance of trade, and it should consist of coin, not 
rags. The only paper money that ought to be allowed is a definite, 
fixed quantity of Treasury notes, and all other money should be coin, 
represented by paper certificates, if desired, dollarfordollar, This has 
been the English system of finance ever since 1844, and it was the sys- 
tem that fe Te pr at the Bank of Venice for hundreds of years—the 
admiration of the world. 

But while nothing would be easier than for the United States to adopt 
this almost perfect system of finance at this time, I have but small 
hope and no expectation that they will doit. The remorseless, selfish, 
and ical national banks will not permitit, although inthe history 
of the world no nation has ever had such an opportunity as now offers 
to us for placing our monetary system upon an enduring basis that prom- 
ises to give us an exclusive coin issue in the not distant future. The 
plan is very simple. We have only to replace national-bank bills with 

backs and allow as full coinage of silver as of gold, and the work 
is done. ane and no long time at that, will do the rest, with peace, 
good crops, and good trade. But the reign of Tom Walkers would be 
over then, the occupation of Shylock would be gone, the people would 
be too p us and happy. So the New England and Eastern Mid- 
dle States, where the bonds and mortgages against the West and South 
are held, will prevent it. 

The balance of =a, which at last has far more to do with ‘the abun- 
dance or scarcity of the precious metals ina country than ratios of gold 
and silver, Gresham’s law, or anything else, has been in our favor for 
along while except two or three years. We extract from the bowels 
of the earth every year about seventy-five millions of the precious met- 
als, If the foreign trade should continue favorable we can not only coin 
every dollar of this except what may be used in the aris, but we can 
largely export gold and silver to add to our stock of eoin and orna- 
ments. In all probability the excess of imports over exports of both 
metals would supply the demand for the arts among us. 

Besides, if our population increase only 1,000,000 a year we shall need 
$35,000,000 more annually accordin g to to Mr. Calhoun, and $50,000,000 
more, according to the experience of ce, for the newcomers. Then 
why get alarmed about having too much silver by coining $2,000,000 
amonth? As long as we have over $600,000,000 of rag money, why 
should the President say that the coinage of $2,000,000 of silver a 
month is ‘‘beyond the amount needed for a sufficient circulating me- 
dium?” Why should he warn us that ‘‘the desire to utilize the sil- 
“ver product of the country should not lead to a misuse or the perver- 
sion of this power” (to coin money)? 

It is a slander to charge that any considerable number of people in 
this country want silver coined for the exclusive benefit of silver min- 
ers, although as they are engaged in a legitimate business they should 
receive just treatment from the Government by it permitting free coin- 
age of silver to preserve its bullion value. Any other government but 
ours, no doubt, would encourage its silver mines. We do not properly 
appreciate the blessings which Providence has bestowed upon us. Sev- 
eral different nations have either valuable gold or silver mines. Ours 
is the only one that has both gold and silver mines. Yet we do not 
appreciate ae and are pretending to fear that we shall get too much 
coin, even while we have more rag money than any nation on earth— 
more than even Russia. Some people speak of silver as if it were as 
common as iron and promised to become as cheap on account of its too 

~ great abundance. 


FOLLY OP FEARING TOO MUCH HARD MONEY. 


When school boys we all read about the seven wonders of the world, 
and never supposed there would be an eighth wonder; but future his- 
torians ought to regard it as an eighth wonder that the people of the 
United States in 1873, when they had neither gold nor silver in circula- 
tion, should have determined that they did not want any silver money 
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at all, and that when they did remonetize it again in 1878, from that 
time until 1886 they restricted its coinage to two millions per month, 
although during all that while they had considerably over six hundred 
millions of rag money in circulation and their own silver mines produced 
about fifteen millions more bullion each year than their Government 
would coin. 

But let us inquire where all this great stock of silver is now, if it be 
in existence, and if not, where it is to come from. 

It is generally estimated that there are about twelve hundred mill- 
ions of people on the earth, and according to the report of the Director 
of the Mint for 1884, there are about $10,000,000,000 of money in cir- 
culation, leaving out China and several other semi-barbarous states in 
Asia, Africa, and elsewhere. Of this vast sum, in round numbers, the 
Fn 0 porey is $4,000,000,000; gold, $3,250,000,000; silver, $2,750,- 
000. 


In other words, only about $5of both gold and silver if each inhab- 
itant had his proportionate share assigned him, or about one-seventh 
of what Mr. Calhoun and one-tenth of what the French say is the 
proper sum per capita. It must not be forgotten also that most of the 

writers on the precious metals conjecture, and they can only 
conjecture, that about as much gold and silver values are stored up in 
the arts, in plate, jewelry, ornaments, &c., as exist in coin. Hardly a 
family, a man, a woman, or child in the civilized world but has some 
article of- use or ornament made out of the precious metals—a piece of 
plate, a watch, a bracelet, a ring, &c. As the United States at pres- 
ent have about three hundred millions of silver, counting the subsid- 
iary coin, and about sixty million people, we have almost to a mathe- 
matical calculation our exact cosmopolitan per capita proportion of $5, 
and the President does not wish us to have a cent more, notwithstand- 
ing we are the largest silver-producing nation and have for each inhab- 
itant over ten dollars’ worth of rag money Mi without a dollar of specie 
behindit. However, after this anomalous position the strangest 
declaration of the President is that ‘‘ there is certainly not enough 
silver now in circulation to cause uneasiness.’? 

No, I should think not. The only cause of uneasiness is that there 

is not more silver or silver certificates afloat, and it what we have is 
not sufficient to cause ‘‘uneasiness,’? why not try a little more of it, 
especially as the French have over $15 silver coin per capita and are not 
bothered about it. Since we shall have fo acquire more than $600,- 
000,000 additional silver to as much per capita as the French, 
let oe trust in Providence yet awhile and have free coinage like it used 
to be. 
As Burchard’s Mint report for 1884, the highest authority we have 
on the subject, does not know where the alleged superabundance of 
silver coin or bullion is to be found, let us try to discover where it is 
to come from in the future. 

Only a few more millions of silver are mined every year than of gold, 
and the doctrine of chances according to experience forbids the as- 
sumption of any excessive yield of silver hereafter. If for the next 
half century there should be twice as much silver extracted frém the 
earth each year as has been extracted on the average for the last half 
or quarter of a century, there would be no cause for the friends of sil- 
ver to tremble. Indeed if there should be ten times as much obtained 
India and China could take it all and not have half enough. During 
the last thirty-five years three times as much gold has been taken out 
of the earth as silver, rated by the usual European ratio, that 154 
pounds of silver are worth as much as1 pound of gold. Sothat until 
very recently,when the annual yield of silver began to exceed that of 
gold, there was much stronger ground for apprehending a deluge of gold 
than silver, and there will have to be alargely increasing annual yield 
of silver for many long years to enable that metal to get as far ahead 
of gold in quantity again as it was when the California and Australian 
gold fields were discovered. 

The Caucasian world alone, not counting India or China, would like 
to substitute silver for the four billions of rag money it is now com- 
pelled to use, and we could make a profit by mining it, and get noha 
it too if we permitted free, coinage, which is the only method of pre- 
serving the bullion value of either gold or silver. Besides, the white 
race are spreading all over the earth, subduing and civilizing Asia, Af- 
rica, and the isles of the Pacific. Population i is likely to increase in 
thenext half century asit never increased before. Real, Tones money— 
gold and silver—or even silver alone, then will find some one to be glad 
to get it at its present legal-tender ratio, no matter how much dps be 
unearthed. The annual supply of gold is steadily d g. The 
placer mines are pretty well exhausted, and seeking gold in pockets or 
fissure veins is a very precarious business, while silver mining is nearer 
a permanent, fixed, calculable quantity like iron mining. 

Silveris therefore a much more constant and reliable measure of value 
than gold. Furthermore, it will not do to deprive silver of any of its 
money function. The quantity of gold in existence is not sufficient 
for measuring values, even if the metal were adapted to small payments, 
such as wages, marketing, &c. Prince Bismarck uttered an expression 
full of quaint humor and wisdom that finely illustrates this fact. He 
said for the whole world to attempt to regulate values by gold alone 
would be like two men in a bed trying to cover themselves with a small 
blanket. Aswe can have plenty of silver to cover with and keep warm, 
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let us not follow the President’s advice by either tugging at the small 
gold blanket or splicing it with mere silver strips. ides all which, 
even the gold monometallists can not afford to di e silver min- 
ing, much less to stop it by suspending coinage, because at least one- 
third of all the gold extracted from veins now is taken out of silver 
mines, alloyed by nature with the white metal. 


RESTRICTED COINAGE OF SILVER HELPS INDIA AT OUR EXPENSE. 


India is the great regulator of the value of silver at this time, mostly 
because she allows free coinage and has an unlimited demand for it, 
but partly because she has no legal tender except silver, and as she has 
two hundred and fifty-four million people to supply with money, which 
people possess in almost inexhaustible quantities every commodity de- 
sired by man except gold and silver, she wisely throws open her mints 
to the silver of the wole world, with the result that she is reaping a 
harvest of prosperity she never enjoyed before, and reaping itat our ex- 

She has us right where she wants us on the silver question, and 
we not only voluntarily put ourselvés there, but are simple enough to 
remain there, wondering why “‘ prosperity hesitates upon our thresh- 
old,” while it oaspnes ig enters every hamlet in India. Indeed the 
progress India has e during the twelve years since we demonetized 
silver in 1873—74 is simply astounding. 

According to Whitaker’s Almanac and all the current statistical and 
official publications, India’s foreign commerce has increased 55-per cent. 
in ten years. Her exports of manufactured cotton have more than 
doubled in five years, and her exports of raw cotton have considerably 
more than doubled in four years. In 1874 she exported only a small 
quantity of wheat; but d last year she sent to England over 42,- 
000,000 bushels, or about what land has to import each year. 
India is also beginning largely to export Indian corn to Europe, and has 
the capabilities to produce it indefinitely. She likewise is gern 
an enormous exporter of wool, hides, rice, linseed, rape, and mus 
seed, as well as peanuts, spices, opium, and a great many other agri- 
cultural products. In brief, India is fast becoming the most dangerous 
rival the United States have for supplying the world with agricultural 

roductions, especially cotton and wheat, our two greatest money crops. 
Her successful competition with us is very much helped by our blunder 
in restricting the coinage of silver and England’s wisdom in letting India 
have free coinage. j 

While England nominally has only the single gold standard of full 
legal-tender money at home and only the single silver standard in In- 
dia, yet in reality to all practical intents and purposes she is a bime- 
tallic nation with three hundred millions of population. This is be- 
cause India with its vast territorial area and two hundred and fifty-four 
million people is merely a proprietary colony, ruled absolutely by the 
home government and not by the people, who are virtually both politi- 
cal and industrial slaves. In truth the legislation and administration 
of India’s affairs are as much under the control of the home government 
those of Devonshire or any other shire of the kingdom. So the pre- 
tense that England is only gold monometallic is a t sham. 

India has a foreign commerce, exports and imports, of nearly $700,- 
000,000, and almost as much public revenue as the United Kingdom 
itself. About $85,000,000 of this revenue has to be paid annually to 
the home government for interest on borrowed money, expended in wars, 
famines, and internal improvements, as well as for cost of the army, 
civil service, and other home charges. The home government, having 
a dominant management of the finances of India, so manipulates the 

ublic revenue as to control the price of all exports of cotton, wheat, 
Re. It is done in this wise: The headquarters of the Indian Govern- 
mentare in London, where the secretary of state for India and his coun- 
cil of fifteen members sell to merchants bills of exchange, or what are 
called council drafts, on India. These drafts aresold for gold in Lon- 
don, but are payable in silver in India, where silver is the sole legal 
tender; and as we permit England to regulate the price of silver bull- 
ion for the world, she can sell those drafts at whatever discount she 
chooses to make between silver and gold. 

Those drafts are now selling for 1 shilling 64 pence per rupee, whereas 
their par value should be 2 shillings—the shilling representing 24 cents 
and the rupee 48 cents. As the drafts are selling, 5} pence below 

per rupee, that added to the 3 per cent. premium which a silver 
llar ought to command over a gold dollar at 16 to 1, did command 
here before its demonetization, and would command again if free coin- 
age were restored, makes a difference of about 26 cents in the dollar be- 
tween the gold = of council drafts or silver bullion in London, and 
their par value in rupees in India. This operates as a bounty on all 
agricultural exports from India—a clear bonus of over 26 per cent., 
which explains why India exported $157,050,000 more during the fiscal 
year 1883 than she imported and why it was her total foreign com- 
merce was $242,245,000 more in 1883 than in 1873, the year we demon- 
etized silver, 

The expansion in India of all industries hag been as great since 
1873 as her foreign commerce. All standard English financial author- 
ities attribute it to her free coinage of silver. Whitaker dates the be- 
ginning of India’s tremendous prosperity in 1873—the ill-fated year 
when America began to drive silver to India, where it has free mintage 
to all comers, while England herself is most assiduous through her al- 


lies and agents, the bondholders and national banks, in having our 
mints closed to even our own people, and limiting our silver coinage to 
$2,000,000 per month, bought at the depreciated price which she ar- 
bitrarily establishes for it in London. 

Tuse the word ‘‘abitrarily ’’ advisedly, because fixing the market value 
of a little silver bullion in London each day has nothing to do with 
determining the value of $2,750,000,000 of legal-tender silver coin in 
existence. England can and does fix the value of that particular silver 
at that particular time at that particular place in London, but no more; 
and the valuation she attaches to it controls the price because she has 
a monopoly on account of being the only great nation thatallows ‘ free” 
coinage in India, The United States could control the price just as 
easily as England does and by the same means, ‘‘free’”’ coinage. There 
could be no possible danger of a glut of silver accumulating here, by 
reason of our 16 to 1 ratio offering a perpetual premium of 3 per cent. 
profit on the exportation of silver. That is $3,000 profit on every 
$100,000 exported and $30,000 profit on every million of our silver coin 
which might be sent abroad. ‘ 

There is not a doubt that India has had more prosperity than any 
large nation in the world since 1873. What has been the cause of it if 
not plenty of silver for the first time in her history? Whitaker, in 
commenting on India’s great development, remarks: 

Imports of ' 
last ale years faving been an lmaport of 2.31 lace (about $1,600,000), sure sige 
of p ity, because not being used for coinage it is an article of merchand 


rosperi’ 
and almost entirely converted into ornament, in accordance with the Eastern 
method of investing savings, 


A merchant wishing to purchase cotton, wheat, corn, jute, indigo, or 
any of the other thousand things India has to sell can either buy coun- 
cil drafts in London at more than 26 per cent. discount in gold or he 
can purchase silver bullion at the same rate of discount, then carry it 
to India, have it coined, and make his purchases with either the drafts 
or the coin. But while he has his choice of the two methods England 
always keeps the rupee at a par with gold byselling more or less coun- 
cil drafts and at whatever discount may be necessary. 

It is this 26 per cent. bonus on all of India’s exports that is depress- 
ing the price of American cotton at present 2 cents a pound, Ameri- 
can wheat 20 cents a bushel, and many other American commodities in 
like proportion. In 1879 India sent England 739,000 bales cotton, 
but in 1883 it was 1,540,000, while we only sent her 2,500,000 bales. 
At the same rate of increase, inside of ten years the prestige of the South 
as the largest cotton producer will have departed and India hold the 
scepter. It is this state of facts which makes my colleague [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] declare ‘‘if our farmers are to be paid for their cotton in silver 
at a discount of 20 per cent. as compared with gold, the day of their 
prosperity-is, in my opinion, gone.” 

It is sadly true that our cotton planters do have to sell their cotton 
at a discount of 20, and even 26 per cent. below its fair market price, 
but they are not paid ‘‘in silver-at a discount of 20 per cent. as com- 
pared with gold.” It is exactly the reverse of this. They are paid in 
gold at a premium of 26 per cent. as compared with silver, because 
Indian cotton purchased with the silver rupees or council drafts fixes 
the price of cotton in Liverpool and American cotton must fall to it. 
In other words, cotton is bought in India only for silver and sold in 
England only for gold; but England pays a bonus to the producer of 
Indian cotton equal to the difference between the market value of sil- 
ver bullion in London, which is 1s 6}d per rupee, and the par value of 
the rupee with gold, which is 2s per rupee. 

That is, the English Government does not appropriate the difference 
between the two as seigniorage for coi as other governments are do- 
ing. She lets the ryot have the benefit of that by free coinage as it 
costs her nothing, but she takes good care to regulate to suit herself, 
first, the price of silver bullion in gold in London; second, the value of 
the coined rupee in India, council drafts serving her to accomplish 


both, as the United States have renounced all voice in determining the^ 


price of silver although they and the Spanish-American states produce 
nearly all the silver of commerce. The only possible method of pre- 
serving the par value of silver bullion is by free coinage. Thesameis 
trueof gold bullion. Restrictthe coinage of either metal and you reduce 
the demand for it, which necessarily makes the bullion value decline. 
Hence our folly in restricting silver coinage in connection with Eng- 
land’s council drafts enables her to plunder the commerce of the world 
out of hundreds of millions annually. If my colleague would vote 
with me for the free and unlimited coinage of silver here we could stop 
the sale of council drafts at a discount and help both his constituents 
and mine to get a hundred cents on the dollar for their cotton. 

The wheat monopoly of our Western States is also gone. India nob 
only has immense areas of undeveloped cotton and wheat lands, but she 
is procuring the best sorts of seeds, implements, &c., as well as instruct- 
ing the ryots in the most approved methods of cultivation. ‘The ryot 
is glad to work for six cents a day in silver, and there are conntless 
swarms of such laborers eager to compete with our Western wheat- 
grower and Southern cotton-planter. In fact almost every agricultural 
crop we produce North, South, East, or West, now has a dangerous rival 
in India. Even the hemp and castor-bean crops of Missouri and Illinois 
must take extra care or be overwhelmed. The Suez Canal has given 
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England a much shorter route to India than by either of the capes, and 
De Lesseps has just announced authoritatively that another new route 
by the Panama Canal will be completed by 1889. Furthermore the 
Canadian Pacific Railway has lately been finished, and England is for- 
tifying its termini so as to have still another route, almost an air-line, 
to India, - 

With fortified seaports and sympathising colonies in every part of the 
world; with more ships than all the other nations to double the con- 
tinental capes, or float through the canals to distribute the vast crops 
of India; with a boundless area of fertile land, having every sort of cli- 
mate, soil, and production desired by man, and with two hundred and 
fifty-four millions of docile laborers or rather slaves, begging work at 6 
cents a day, what is there that looks cheerful in the prospect for our 
Southern and Western agriculturist? And even when no bonus shall 
be afforded India by our restricting silver coinage here and having it 
free there, she will have such an undue advantage over us as to make 
every lover of his country feel anxious for the future. 

Since the earliest ages the commerce of the East Indies has paid bet- 
` ter than any other and the nation controlling it has always been the 
dominant power of the world for the time. The one thing needfal— 
indispensable to handle that commerce—issilver, and England, although 
owning nearly all the geld fields except ours and Russia’s, yet does not 
possess hardly a single silver mine in all her colonies. Stillshe obtains 
all the silver she needs for the India and China trades 25 per cent. be- 
low the par of 15} to 1 by our suicidal course. 

There is no doubt of it. Every intelligent observer can see signs of 
iteverywhere. A mighty struggle between India and the United States 
for agricultural supremacy is pending. They stand to-day face to face, 
like two gigantic athletes stripped for the fray, and it behooves us to do 
our best against 254,000,000 of slaves and paupers, guided by a wise 
head and strong hand. 

Not only is India depriving us of a market for our products abroad, 
but she is also competing ully in our own markets. During 
the twelve months that ended 1st March, 1886, our foreign exports fell 
off over $85,000,000, and it is well known that our foreign commerce 
has been steadily declining fora number of years. New York, Boston, 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore, as well as New Orleans and San Fran- 
cisco, had better unite to stop the bonus now paid on Indian commerce 
by the war on silver here, or they may prepare to see the grass grow 
in many of their streets. 

It really begins to look as. if the dream of British statesmen of fifty 
years ago is about to be realized. They boasted then that England 
would abolish slavery in the petty West India Islands and make them 
a desert to help destroy African slavery if possible in the United States 
while England should conquer the great East Indies with vast area and 
myriads of slaves to overcome American competition in the production 
of agricultural staples for the world. Shall we longer help her to make 
good her proud boast by restricting silver coinage here and giving her con- 
trol of all the surplus silver? India already has perhaps half the coined 
silver in existence. Shall we continue to strengthen our enemy? The 
price of American cotton, wheat, silver bullion, &c., rises or falls with the 

rices of council drafts, which latter is lower just now than it has ever 
att owing no doubt to the defiant attitude of the Secretary of our 
Treasury toward Congress on the silver question, and also owing to the 
open war which President Cleveland’s administration has been waging 
and is still waging against silver. The English Government feels that 
it can with impunity turn the screw a little tighter on the American 
cotton-planter and wheat-grower for the benefit of the ryot in India, 
where silver has not fallen in value, because it will buy as much as 
ever, and only gold has risen in value. This was admitted by the del- 
egate from India to the international monetary conference at Paris in 
1881. 
FREE COINAGE COULD NOT MAKE UNITED STATES DUMPING GROUND OF SILVER, 

The enemies of silver are continually harping on its “‘ compulsory,” 
or ‘‘foreed’’ coinage, as if none would be coined but for the law that 
requires it. Such audacity is refreshing, because every one knows the 
compulsion is against the Government, not against silver. Free coin- 
age is what is wanted by the people, and it is all that silver lacks to be 
restored to its ancient market value with gold. Allow free coinage and 
there would soon be such a demand for silver bullion to have coined 
for paying debts and taxes that I believe it would go to par with gold 
in thirty days. To say that free coinage would make the United States 
the ‘‘dumping-ground”? for the silver of all the world is not only un- 
founded but is probably not seriously believed by one man in a hun- 
dred who has examined the subject. 

It is a mere pretense—a subterfuge for want of better argument. 
Where would the silver come from to overflow our mints other than 
what we produce ourselves and asmall amount we might get from Mex- 
ico and South America, after making allowance for the use of the metal 
inthe arts? The natural increase of our population, re-enforced by im- 
migration from abroad, will probably absorb all the silver we shall be 
able to coin indefinitely if our mines should continue to yield as at pres- 
ent, of which we have no assurance—they are getting deeper every year 
and may become exhausted like the Comstock did. Moreover, if free 
coinage should cause us to mint too much silver on our present ratio of 
16 to 1, the nations of the earth wanting silver would be sure to come 


hither for it, because all Europe rates silver higher than we do, their 
ratio being 154 to 1, or about 3 per cent. more than ours, the difference 
being that between .31 and .32. 

Europe could not send us any silver because she has a use for every 
dollar she to pay debts or taxes and circulates it at par with 
gold on the continental ratio of 15} to1. Even Germany standsin this 
category, having none to sell for the reason that she has remonetized 
all her old silver coins and made all silver money an unlimited legal 
tender to the government, while she is now said to be seriously delib- 
erating about making it unlimited tender for privatedebts, and. also to 
permit free coinage. 

No silver ever comes back from the East. India and China are as 
much the vortex that swallows up all the silver that enters either as 
the tropics are the natural grave of redundant population. Besides, 
have the Europeans no debts to pay, no taxes to pay with their silver, 
and as it is all coined on the ratio of 154 to 1 would they bring it hete 
to have it coined over at 16 to 1, thereby losing 3 cent. instead of 
making anything, and then have to invest it here inthe purchase of 
something to our advantage more than theirs? 

But suppose all Europe, and India too, should dump their entire 
supply of silver upon us, we could utilize it and still have less money 
than France per capita, by going upon the silver basis alone, as we did 
in the main between 1834 and 1873, just as Austria and Russia and sey- 
eral other great nationsare now doing. Ifothernations should carry our 
gold away they would have to part with their silver to get it. Prices. 
would neither rise nor fall anywhere, because the same quantity of pre- 
cious metals as money would still be in existence serving the world. 
Although we kept but little home-coined gold in circulation between 
1792 and 1834, because we undervalued gold and had but little home- 
coined silver afloat between 1834 and 1873-4, yet we were not without 
a liberal supply of gold coin in the first instance, mostly Spanish 
doubloons; and silver coin in the second instance, Mexican, Spanish, 
French, and English. Both the gold andsilver coins we used in each case 
were cheaper than ours, and came nearerconforming to the French ratio 
of 154 to 1, and as our Congress, in obedience to the Constitution, pub- 
lished assays of these foreign coins once a year they as legal 
tender. So it can not fairly be said, as my colleague [Mr. DARGAN] 
claims, that the United States have ever been monometallic except be- 
tween 1873 and 1878, when we had no coin of any sort in circulation. 

But it is said silver is too bulky, that it requires too much room, too 
many vaults for its safe-keeping if it is to circulate among the people 
by certificates. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], in his ad- 
mirable speech on the silver question, demonstrated from official sources 
that the Government vaults for storing silver up to date have cost but 
a small fraction above $200,000—a mere bagatelle compared with the 
immeasurable advantage of a stable metallic currency over a fluctu- 
ating rag money one. However, suppose we had fifteen hundred mill- 
ions of silver coin circulating by certificates, and it took Fortress Monroe 
to hold it as well as ten regiments of troops to guard it, the people had 
better bear the expense than go back to the shinplaster days of wild- 
cat State banks of issue before the war. 

“Take the good the gods provide thee’? lest they punish for ingrati- 
tude. We are the only large nation having a sufficient home produc- 
tion of both precious metals to warrant the expectation that with good 
luck and good management we may in time possess enough gold and 
silver coin not to need any paper money at all, except as certificates to 
represent coin dollar for dollar. 

BUT FREE COINAGE AT 16 TO 1 WOULD MAKE THIS COUNTRY DUMPING GROUND 
FOR GOLD, 

If we have free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 it will accomplish two 
positive results: First, it will protect the market value of silver bull- 
ion every where within a margin of 3 per cent. against India council 
drafts, and also against coinage on foreign government account for a 
fat seigniorage, which will tend to restore free coinage everywhere ex- 
cept in gold monometallic countries; second, free coinage of both 
metals on the ratio of 16 to 1 would give gold the advantage by 3 per 
cent., and tend to keep the yellow metal among us while sending the 
white one away, so that foreigners would always come hither to sell 
gold or buy silver, but never to buy gold or sell silver, which would be 
against us, because we ought to procure all the silver we can to 
on successful trade with the East. We have the advantage in location, 
the advantage in ing commodities that the East wants, and we 
have considerable silver, but not enough for her insatiate demand for 
more, more, unless we draw on Mexico and South America. 

So that to coin silver at 16 to 1 while all the world is coining at 15} 
to 1 will give England and other nations seeking the Eastern trade 3 
per cent. advantage, and that alone will decide the contest against our 
merchants, such @ course being only less suicidal than our restricted 
coinage is now. Why should we voluntarily and cravenly, without a 
struggle, resign the palm of supremacy in the China trade at least? 
That colossal empire, with its four hundred million human beings, is 
said to be waking from the slumber of ages. Why not take the tideat 
the flood and strike out for a commercial destiny worthy of this grand 
Republic? The silver that has reached China since 1873 is said to have 
quickened everything into new industrial, political, and sociallife. The 
Chinaman worships silver above anything in the world, and ashe has a 
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boundless trade why shall we not get every grain of silver we can to con- 
trolthat trade? Why not be as parsimonious with silver compared with 
goldas the rest of the world? Why not change our coinage ratio to 15} 
to 1, and have done with all instability in the market value of either 
coin or bullion of gold or silver, and abolish Gresham’s law forever as 
regards the precious metals? When less than half of Europe, in fact 
when only a single great nation, France, allowed free coinage of both 
metals on the basis of 154 to 1, the difference of 3 per cent. against our 
silver coins of 16 to 1 was quite sufiicient to drain us of nearly all our 
silver. That having been the case when only France had 15} to 1, 
how much more will it be the case hereafter since all the foreign na- 
tions have adopted the 15} to 1. As Europe has over $1,400,000,000 
of full legal-tender silver already coined on the basis of 15} to 1, and 
as we even now have but a little over $200,000,000 of legal-tender silver 
coined at 16 to 1, which ought to yield, the United States or Europe, to 
bring about the pretended indispensable ‘‘international ratio” that 
the President and others urge so vehemently? Our first coinage ratio 
between the metals was15to1. This was adopted in 1792, when Ham- 
ilton organized the Mint, and it underrated gold, because at that very 
time France was having free coinage at 15} to 1, which caused most of 
our gold to leave us; but French silver took its place and left the world 
no poorer in precious metals by it—left France no poorer, the United 
States no poorer. This state of affairs, as before remarked, continued 
till 1834, when our ratio was changed to 16 to 1, which reversed the 
currents of the metals by attracting overvalued gold to this country 
and sending away undervalued silver. This sipia statement demon- 
strates that my colleagues [ Messrs. DARGAN and HEMPHILL] were mis- 
taken in asserting that Gresham’s law had an; to do with expell- 
ing gold before 1834 or silver after that to 1873—74 because Gresham’s 
law, as they define it, is, ‘‘of two sorts of money in circulation, the 
cheaper will drive ont the dearer.’ In both the cases cited as to the 
international moyement of our coins the dearer money drove out the 
cheaj ctly the reverse of what my colleagues claim. ‘The over- 
valued coin staid with us, The undervalued went abroad, where it 
was more appreciated. There is no danger now of our gold coin being 
exported. We value gold higher than they do in Europe; but our sil- 
ver coin would go away by the ship-load if we had free coinage at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 and foreign gold would come here to pay for it. France 
adopted the ratio of 15} to 1 in 1785 and has adhered to it ever since, 
permitting free coinage down to 1874, which made her the great arbiter 
of the price of both gold and silver bullion during all that time. Every- 
body knew exactly at what price he could buy or sell gold or silver 
bullion at the French mint. So that for nearly a century there was 
comparatively no fluctuation whatever in the commercial value of the 
two metals. Hence, by reason of our two faulty ratios, that of 1792 
being too low for gold and that of 1834 too high for it, and both con- 
flicting with the free-coinage ratio of so powerful a government as 
France, nearly all of our gold coins went abroad in the first instance 
for silver and nearly all of our silver coins went abroad in the second 
instance for gold. Whenever any strong government in Europe shall 
establish free coinage of silver again our present legal-tender silver dol- 
lars will go abroad once more, just as they did before 1873—74. 

The same cause that sent them away then still exists, and the only 
thing that prevents some great nation like Austria or Russia from 
granting free coinage now is that as long as the United States (the 

silver producer) shall restrict the coinage of silver, the bullion 
value of the metal will be so reduced that it will pay better to coin 
silver only on government account for the sake of the seigniorage. 

So that if the bondholders, the national banks, and the creditor class 
generally were sincere in declaring that they are friends to silver, and 
while preferring gold money themselves do notseek to utterly destroy 
silver as a full legal tender, they would prove their good faith by sup- 
porting free coinage at 16 to 1. Free coinage would attract white 
metal bullion hither from every part of the world unless some other 
nation’s mint would offer free coinage on better terms, say 15} to 1, or 
unless some private individual should be willing to pay within 3 per 
cent. of the commercial value of the silver bullion. 

The bondholding syndicate and creditor class know this very well, as 
they are perfectly familiar with all laws of finance; yet they vehe- 
mently object to free coinage of silver, object to any coinage of silver 
as full legal tender, although the law permits it for all debts public or 
private, and they object simply because they wish to blot out one-half 
the debt-paying money of the world to double the value of the other 
half, and require two days’ labor to pay a debt or tax which one day’s 
labor ought to pay. 


“ INTERNATIONALITY ” OF MONEY A SHAM. 


This is their unalterable purpose, and to hide it they resort to all 
sorts of subterfuges—none more absurd than the pretext that there 
must be an ‘‘international agreement’? as to a common ratio between 
the metals. Second, as to the extent to which silver shall be coined, 
whether by free or restricted mintage. Third, as to the amount for 


which silver shall be legal tender, whether for any sum or only asmall, 
fixed sum. Even the President countenances this exploded absurdity 
about the ‘‘internationality’’ of silver coinage and tells us that he 
sent Manton Marble to Enrope last summer to ascertain if the leading 
powers had changed from the attitude of ill-concealed contempt which 


they displayed toward the ‘‘ internationality ”’ of silver coinage hum- 
bug propounded by the United States at the two international mone- 
tary conferences that had been held at Paris at our request in the years 
1878 and 1881, respectively. 

The President further says that his agent found no change either in 
the governments or people on the ‘‘internationality”’ of silver questions, 
a fact which any sophomore could have foretold who had read the de- 
bates and proceedings of the two conferences of 1878 and 1881, in which 
the delegates from the United States were hardly treated with common 
civility, especially in the latter one. Of all the hollow excuses ever 
offered for parading a humbug, the one that takes the highest premium 
for audacity is the reason assigned in the cunningly devised act of 1878, 
remonetizing but restricting the coinage of silver and instructing the 
President to invite an international monetary conference at Paris ‘‘to 
adopt a common ratio between gold and silver.” 

Asall Europe then had and still has, the ratio of 15} to 1, the United 
States had only to change their ratio from 16 to 15} to establish a uni- 
yersal ratio between both bullion and coin of both gold and silver, so 
that there should be no more fluctuations of value, no more anxiety 
about free or restricted coinage, or about full or limited legal-tenders. 
But no, that would have been too easy a settlement of the silver ques- 
tion, because it would leave no pretext for negotiating abroad, while 
our bondholders, national banks, and money-lenders plied their voca- 
tion of robbing the people. 

Right at this point it is a pertinent question, Did the enemies of silver 
in the tess of 1873~'74 ask for an international monetary conference 
to decide whether silver should be demonetized or not; and if they never 
called for such a conference, then why is it so absolutely prerequisite, 
as the President seems to think, that we must have such a conference 
now to remonetize it. 

What necessity is there for any international monetary conference to 
regulate coinage in the United States? Did we everhaveany such con- 
ference before the war? Is there such a thing as international money? 
Are not nations as jealous of preserving their national coins as their 
flag? Second only to the absurdity of a pretended necessity for inter- 
national agreement about silver coinage is the brazen hypocrisy which 
insists that the best means to compel Europe to agree to our ratio and 
have free coinage as well as unlimited 1 tender of silver is for us to 
suspend silver coinage altogether. ‘That is, if a man is languishing on 
account of short rations the way to improve his condition is to deprive 
him of all rations. The reason silver bullion is depressed in price now 
is that it is denied free coinage like gold. Deprive it of all right of 
coinage and its price would necessarily go much lower, as the only use 
for silver then would be in the arts (provided other nations should also 
discard it as coin, of which there is not the slightest danger). 

Butif the people of the United States ever suspend the coinage of sil- 
ver entirely as a means of coercing Europe into “‘free’’ coinage of the 
metal, free coinage will never take place. The United States, by sub- 
stituting a great deal of paper money for coin, has silver to sell, while 
Europe has it to buy; and as restricting the coinage here lowers the 
price of the metal, of course the total ion of its coi here 
would lower the price still more, so as to enable the nations of the earth 
to clear a larger seigniorage than at present, so as to enable England and 
India to sell council drafts cheaper than now, and thereby afford still 
wider scope to rob the commerce of the world, and especially our com- 
merce. The total suspension of silver coinage here would likewise so 

en the bondholding and creditor classes that they would put 
forth redoubled efforts to prevent the restoration of free coinage or any 
coinage of silver of full legal tender. 

We haveseen how hard it is to restore silver to the equal privilege it 
occupied with gold at our Mint before 1873. The secret, treacherous 
experiment of suspending silver coinage ought to deter us from openly 
consenting to any more experiments. It is not the friends of silver but 
its avowed bitter enemies who ask for the total suspension of its coin- 
age, and there is no safer maxim in war, in politics, and in the battles or 
private life than ‘‘never do anything your enemy wants you to do.” 

All the enemies of silver on this floor, all its enemies in the press or 
on the hustings protest most solemnly that they are bimetallists; that 
they love silver dearly, and long to see it an international money, hav- 
ing a uniform ratio, free coinage, and unlimited legal tender. Yet they 
do not budge to have our ratio changed from 16 to 154, so as to have a 
universal ratio; do not budge to grant free coinage; but tin season 
and out of season to suspend all coi and, instead of consenting to 
unlimited legal tender, actually argue strenuously that silver is not, 
ought not, and shall not be a legal tender for our bonded debt. Was 
ever impudence more unblushing or hypocrisy more glaring? 

These professing friends but deadly. enemies of silver are always 
damning it with faint praise; they habitually put the left arm around 
silver’s neck and affectionately embrace it while they insert a dagger 
into its bosom with their right hand. R 

My colleague [Mr. DARGAN] is an honorable exception to this cow- 
ardly method of attacking silver. He stands ‘‘ alone in his glory,” I 
believe, on this floor as an open enemy of silver, except for token money, 
and an avowed champion of gold as the sole unlimited legal tender. 
Considering that four-tenths of all the currency in existence to-day is 
rag money, most of which might become entirely worthless or nearly 
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so at the happening of either of several contingencies, is it wise, would 
it be prudent to deprive about half the real money of the world—God 
Almighty’s money, the money which can stand the ordeal of fire—of its 
legal-tender powerand thereby roll back the car of civilization for ages? 
That is just what the total and permanent demonetization of silver 
would do. Even with gold and silver both as equally valuable instru- 
ments of industry and progress Joseph Bonaparte eloquently said that 
*“ gold in its last analysis is the sweat of the poor and the blood of the 
brave.” Blot out silver as a full-tender money metal, and gold in its 
last analysis then would mean the destruction of the life of millions as 
well as the blasting of the happiness of myriads of men. 

Ofall these champions of gold, butassagssins of silver, thereare two who 
are so notorious, so conspicuously Dugald Dalgetties in the ‘‘ war of the 
standards” fighting on the side of gold, while claiming to muster un- 
der the banner of silver, that I can not forbear to mention their names. 
They are Cernuschi and S. Dana Horton. ‘The one born in Italy, nat- 
uralized in France, and a citizen of the world, as he calls himself, on 
the silver question. The other an American, who has sold his splendid 
talents to the enemies of his country and mankind to fight the battles 
of gold monopoly. They both lag superfluous on the stage. They 
have burdened the press with a rehash of their stale fallacies and tray- 
elled so long in the same monotonous circle of sophistries that the very 
sight of a book or article with the name of Cernuschi or Horton to it 
on the silver question makes the gorge rise in loathing disgust. They 
ought to retire from the field and give place to more modest combat- 
ants like the gentleman from my State—the former Civil Service Com- 
missioner, and lately appointed Comptroller of the Currency—who has 
secured his reward for parading his arrogant ignorance and rude style 
of argument on the silver question at the National Bankers’ Association 
at Chicago and the Southern commercial convention at Atlanta last 
summer, 

Yes, sir; the bondholders, the national bankers, the money-lenders, 
the “gold-bugs ” (to usea slang phrase) have bribed the best intellect of 
the world and subsidized a large portion of the press to saturate the liter- 
atureof the age with fallacious sophistries in the interest of gold against 
silver; which, taken in connection with the mighty influence for evil 
that gold has exercised over our legislation and administration, sadly 
illustrates how true it is— 

If money go before all ways 
Do lie open. > 

This administration is sounder on the gold question than any other. 
True, the President is enthusiastic for civil service—keeping Republi- 
cans in and Democrats out of office, even postal railway clerks; but any 
Democrat having potent influence, who is willing to exchange it for 
the livery of the administration in the interest of Wall street against 
the people can get office even if Republicans have to be turned out. 

NO SUCH THING AS “UNIT OF VALUE.” 

One of the most conspicuous falsehoods that this overshadowing gold 
monopoly urges in its defense is that gold is now our sole “‘unit of 
value,’’ by which it is claimed all other values or properties, including 
silver, must be measured, and this is the reason assigned by the present 
Secretary of the Treasury why no interest or principal of our huge public 
- debt can or shall be paid in silver. Even President Cleveland coun- 

tenances this idea by permitting it to be carried out in practice and by 
saying in his message: ‘‘Every patriotic citizen who does not desire his 
Government to pay in silversuch of its obligations as should be paid in 
gold ” ongni to feel a deep concern against the further coinage of silver. 

My colleague [Mr. HEMPHILL] also says: 

The act of Congress of February 12, 1873, declares that the gold dollar shall be 
the “unit of valne” for the United States. This was a deliberate settlement of 
the “ unit of value,” by which asa standard, the ratio of allother money should 
be determined, Measured by this standard, the silver dollar is only four-fifths 
of the value of the unit dollar, although it is stamped as if it were a real dollar. 

* Now, it is conceded on all sides that the silver in a silver dollar was formerly 
worth as much as the gold in a gold dollar, and that now it sells for 20 per cent. 
less. To hold that this is not a depreciation from the universal standard fixed 
for the United States is a palpable and manifest error. 

Let us see if this ‘‘ universal standard fixed for the United States,” 
as alleged by my colleague, is really our only standard. Evenif what 
he says were true how can he assert that making gold the sole ‘‘unit 
of value” in this country ‘‘ was a deliberate settlement’? of the ‘‘stand- 
ard’? or ‘‘ratio’’? by which ‘‘all other money should be determined?’ 
He admits that the act establishing this sole *‘ gold unit of value,” as he 
calls it, was the infamous law of 12th February, 1873, that demonetized 
silver, and was smuggled through both Houses of Congress as I have 
described, without anybody except the conference committees knowing 
the effect of the law, and without even the President who signed it 
knowing until the next fall that an act had been approved by him de- 
monetizing silver. If there was any ‘‘ deliberate settlement of the unit 
of value” in that sort of legislation, then I do not know the meaning 
of either the words “‘deliberate’’ or ‘‘settlement.’? 

It is Strange doctrine that the disgraceful act of 1873 should have de- 
liberately settled the unit of value in favor of an exclusive gold stand- 
ard, when just as soon as the people found out silver had been demon- 
etized they forthwith required it to be remonetized, and sought to place 
it where it was before as one of our money metals, having equal legal- 
tender power with gold on the ratio of 16 to 1, and the same privilege 


of ‘‘free’’ coi as gold. That the act of 1878 remonetizing silver 
restored it to the old-established American ratio of 16 to 1, and made 
it at that rate a legal tender for any public or private debt, there is not 
the ghost of a fraction of a shadow of an atom of doubt; but this act of 
1878 did not restore ‘‘free’’ coinage, simply because coinage had to be 
limited to secure a two-thirds majority in each House of Congress toover- 
come the veto of acting President Hayes. 

And now because silver bullion is estimated 20 per cent. below its 
par value with gold on account of the compulsory veto of a fraudulent 
President denying it free coinage, is it just, is it truthful, is it candid, 
is it manly, to claim that silver bullion is really depressed 20 per cent. 
below the gold or “universal standard fixed for the United States” by 
the infamous act of 1873, which every honest American ought to be 
ashamed to quote? 

A tyro in the knowledge of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States ought toknow that we have but ‘‘ oneunit of money,” although 
wehavetwostandards of value. Our unitisthe ‘‘dollar;’ ourstandards 
aregoldandsilver. Theunitisthestarting point. Allfractionsofmoney 
below it are divisions of it. All sums above it are combinations of it, 
and any amount of money is always expressed in dollars alone, not in 
halves, quarters, or dimes, nor in eagles, half-eagles, or quarter-eagles, 
So likewise the unit of money in France is the franc, in England the 
pound sterling, and every nation has a different unit of money from its 
standard of money, and the sneaking smuggler who interpolated the par- 
ticle ‘‘the’’ in the phrase ‘‘ the unit of value” in the demonetizing 
act of 1873 was a bungler. It means nothing more than “ the unit of 
money ”’ or “ the unit of measure.” 

Our Constitution clearly establishes two standards of value when it 
declares that Congress shall have power to coin money and regulate the 
value thereof and of foreign coin, and that no State shall make anything 
but gold and silver a legal tender. ‘‘ Regulate’’ implies more than one 
kind of coin, and as the States are prohibited from making anything 
but ‘‘ gold and silver” a legal tender the inference is irresistible that it 
was intended Congress should also make both gold and silver legal tender 
and nothing else but gold and silver legal tender for private debts. Our 
first coinage ‘act of 1792 established the ‘‘dollar’’ as the “‘unit’’ of 
money, not the unit of value; but italso provided at the same time for a 
silver dollar and a gold dollar. Three hundred and seventy-one and 
one-fourth grains of pure silver was to constitute the silver dollar, and 
gold coins should be struck: ‘‘ Eagles each to be of the value of $10 or 
unitsand contain 247$ grains of pure gold; half-eagles and quarter-eagles 
of corresponding proportions.” That is to say, every fifteen pounds’ 
weight of pure silver shall be of equal value in all payments with one 
pound weight of pure gold, and so in proportion as to any greater or less 
quantities of the respective metals. 

Thus the law stood until 1834, when Congress having determined to 
give gold a higher legal-tender value, with a view to attract the metal 
to this country and keep it here, changed the relative legal-tender pro- 
portion between gold and silver to exactly 16 to 1, at which it has re- 
mained ever since, except that desiring to alter the alloy of our coins 
from one-twelfth to one-tenth base metal in 1837, two-hundredths of a 
grain of pure gold more was added to the eagle. Allthe silver and 
gold coins authorized by the act of 1792 were made a full legal tender, 
and although the ratio between the metals was changed in 1834, and 
again in 1837, every coin of both metals except subsidiary silver re- 
mained as full legal tender down to 1873 with the privilege of “ free” 
coinage besides. Silver was as full legal tender as gold at the time all 
the bonded debt was incurred to carry on the civil war. The principal 
of most of those bonds was even payable on the face of them in green- 
backs, and it was only the interest that at first had to be paid in coin; 
but in 1869 the bondholders induced Congress, by influences which 
every one can understand, to pass an act declaring the principal of the 
bonds payable in coin also. 

In 1870, those same bondholders, by the same all-powerful secret in- 
fluence, caused another act to be passed exempting the bonds from all 
State or local taxation, and to prevent any possible mistake as to what 
sort of money in which either old or therenewed bonds should be paid, 
had it printed on each bond as part of its obligation, “That it should 
be paid in coin of the standard value prescribed by law on the 14th of 
July, 1870,” and our present silver dollar wasone of the full legal-ten- 
der coins referred to in that act; and in all changes or renewals of the 
bonds since the same provision is inserted on their face that they are 
payable in the standard coins of full legal tender existing in 1870. 

Hence, for the President, orthe Secretary of the Treasury, or the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], or anybody else to claim that 
the principal of the bonds is payable alone in gold, or that the interest 
is payable alone in gold, is absurd. 

Furthermore, the act of 1878 remonetizing silver exactly as it stood 
before 1873, expressly declares that all silver dollars hereafter or here- 
tofore coined by the United States, of standard weight and fineness 
(4123 grains), ‘‘shall be a legal tender at their nominal value for all 
debts and dues, public and private, except when otherwise expressly 
stipulated in the contract.” 

In addition to this all our customs duties are obliged to be paid in 
coin according to the law; and section 3694 of the Revised Statutes de- 
clares that ‘‘ the coin paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart 
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as a special fund” to pay in coin the interest and 1 per cent. of the 
principal of the public debt each year. 

Yet, in the face of the law of 1878 rehabilitating silver as it was pre- 
vious to 1873, in face of the laws of 1869 and 1870~71, ing that all 
the war bonds should be paid in the coins that were then legal tender; 
indeed, in face of thestipulations printed on the face of the bonds them- 
selves; and lastly, in face of the mandatory statute that all coin paid 
for duties shall be dedicated to payment of the interestand 1 per cent. 
of the principal of the public debt each year, the present administra- 
tion, treading in the footsteps of its Republican predecessors, pays both 
principal and interest of the bonds exclusively in gold, upon the pre- 
tense that ‘‘ the unit of value” means the same thing as “‘ the stand- 
ard of value.” 

FREE-TRADERS SHOULD FAVOR FREE COINAGE, 

All free-traders ought to support free coinage of silver. That is the 
logical result of their doctrine. My colleagues [Messrs. DARGAN and 
HEMPHILL] are free-traders—ultra free-traders, I believe—yet they sup- 
port the monopoly of gold for free coinage, thereby co-operating with the 
high-tariff men, who are the best friends gold monometallism has on 
this floor. If silver bullion could come and goat pleasure, as gold does 
at the mint, it would retain the steady market relation it has held to 
gold for over two hundred years, but being restricted in the exercise 
of one of its most important functions, to wit, serving as coinage, its 
commercial value declines in exact proportion as the market value of 
the metal having a monopoly of free coinage rises. A tariff on im- 
ported hats, for instance, depresses the price of the foreign hat and in 
the same ratio increases the price of the home-made hat. The hat man- 
ufacturer, however, does meet with some competition among home 
producers, but gold has the sole exclusive privilege of ‘‘free’’ coinage. 
As silver has but two things to give it value—one, use in the arts, the 
other, coinage—when ‘‘free trade in coinage” is prohibited to silver 
while it is accorded to gold is my colleague [Mr. DARGAN] justified 
in speaking of the silver dollar as ‘‘half-breed fiat? Commerce must 
be free, competition must be unrestrained, before the relative market 
value of two things can be fairly determined. : 

But we do know that the legal-tender power of a silver dollar is as 
much now as it ever was, is as great as a gold dollar; and we also know 
that the value of uncoined silver bullion has not fallen below its former 
nominal rate, compared with other things except gold, which proves 
that only gold has risen. Silver has not fallen and gold has merely 
gained in increased value what silver has lost by being deprived of free 
coinage. 

SILVER CAN NOT TAKE ITSELF OUT OF THE TREASURY. s 

Italso pays out silver coin or certificates only to other creditors of the 
Government, and has not been paying it out even to them, as a rule, 
except when no other sort of money could be had, preferring to keep 
the silver locked up in the Treasury under the pretense that it would 
not circulate among the people; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
claims merit for himself in respect to silver because, as he says: 

I have upheld its value by never compelling its receipt by any creditor of the 
Government, and never failing to provide by exchange and transfers whatever 
currency might be preferred, 

That is to say, he has left silver, the lamb, to take care of itself in 
presence of the bondholder, the wolf, and has never forced a hostile 
bondholder to accept a single dollar of it in satisfaction of his dues, 
although both the bond and the law provide that silver may be used 
for that purpose. 

How can the $85,000,000 of silver in the Treasury get out unless the 
Secretary will pay it out on the public debt or in pursuance of an ap- 

ropriation by Congress? How generons to the enemies of silver the 
Reoritaty is, ‘‘never compelling its receipt by any creditor of the Gov- 
ernment.” He readily receives silver for customs duties, in fact says 
most of the duties at New York, the great entrepôt, are paid in silver 
or silver certificates; but neither of them is good enough to pay the 
bondholder, who, if not a superior sort of being, must at least be paid 
in nothing but gold, and silver must not be paid ont to anybody as 
long as national-bank bills or greenbacks can be had. 

. How different is it in France, where the government pays gold, sil- 
yer, or treasury notes at its option, not at the option of its creditor! 
FALSE PROPHESIES ABOUT SILVER DRIVING OUT GOLD. 

When the bill that remonetized silver in 1878 was under discussion, 
doleful prophecies were freely indulged that if silver were remonetized 
gold would immediately quit the country and that we should have no 
coin but silver. Since that memorable debate the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] has preached a jeremiad of that 
sort so often here I haveit by heart. But instead of gold going out it has 
been steadily comingin. We had but about $200,000,000 gold when we 
remonetized silver in 1878. We now have about $600,000,000. Even 
the President in his letter to the Democratic Representatives in Con- 
gress in February, 1885, predicted if silver coinage were not speedily 
suspended gold would leave the country and financial ruin would 
sweep over the land, but, nevertheless, gold ng ep in. Ifthe 
President had been better posted as to facts and cial principles he 
would not now be ranked as poor a prophet in finance as Wiggins is 
in weather. Financial ruin does hover over the South and West land, 


but it has been caused not by gold leaving the country, but by the admin- 
istration contracting the currency and making desperate war on silver, 
which have grievously depressed the price of all Sonthern and Western 
productions. The President has made the South a poor return for her 
solid vote. ; 

But it is said by some that we have enough money already, and 
that therefore silver coinage should be suspended instead of being 
made ‘‘free.’”? In round numbers we have about $600,000,000 in 
gold, $600,000,000 in paper, and $300,000,000 in silver, including the 
$75,000,000 subsidiary coin; in all, $1,500,000,000, or $25 for in- 
habitant, counting the population at sixty million—just about half the 
circulation France thinks advisable, and from $5 to $10 less than Cal- 
houn thought proper. Short as it is of what it ought to be in quantity 
to constitute a healthy circulation, if this $25 per capita were abroad 
coursing up and down the channels of business in active motion, the 
industries of the land might get along tolerably well. But this amount 
of money per capita is not in circulation. It is very doubtful if more 
than $13 or $i4 per capita are current among the people to-day. 
RESTRICTED COINAGE AND CONTRACTION ARE BLIGHTING BOTH THE SOUTH AND 

WEST. 

Money is plentiful in the great cities—even superabundant at money 
centers, such as the Treasury of the United States and the vaults of 
the banks, especially the national banks—but that is the very reason 
why there is little or no money among the people or in the extremities 
of the body politic. The circulating medium of the country has con- 
gestion of the gold fever, which has contracted the money into a few 
hands and at a few places in its efforts to exact a premium on gold, to 
be paid in greenbacks or silver, to get the yellow metal for di ing 
the principal and interest of the public debt; in other words, to re- 
vive Gresham’s law as it existed in this country previous to ist Jan- 
uary, 1879. Money-lending capitalists are never so happy or prosper- 
ous as when there is change in the relative values of different 
kinds of money, and to put gold toa premium again they have tried 
the virtue of contracting our currency to the verge of desperation, and 
in this devilish work they have had the active, earnest co-operation of 
the present and preceding administrations of the Government. Even 
an intelligent school-boy can see that the administration is now and has 
long been either a partner or a tool of the bondholders and national 
banks to appreciate gold and degrade or destroy both silver and green- 


‘The two means employed to accomplish this end are, first, remorseless 
contraction; and second, defiance of the plain letter of the law making 
silver and silver certificates a legal tender as well as gold for the public 
debt. The first large item of tontraction is the reserve thatis held by 
the national banks. This amount to $255,000,000. The second grand 
item of contraction is the one-hundred-million reserve of gold to re- 
deem the greenbacks, provided for, but only by implication, in the act 
of 1882. There is no more use for this enormous idle fund in the 
Treasury than there is for a fifth wheel to a wagon. Nobody wants 
greenbacks redeemed; and from 1879 to 1882 there was no law requir- 
ing any separate fund to be held exclusively for redeeming greenbacks. 
The of the Treasury was merely authorized by the resump- 
tion act of 1865 to redeem any greenbacks that might be presented, out 
of any coin in the Treasury, and in order to get such coin, if he did 
not have it on hand, he was and is now empowered to sell bonds for 


coin. 

But when the national banks were rechartered in 1882, some deep- 
designing friend of the bondholders, the banks, and the gold barons 
inserted an amendment, in the small Senate, providing that ‘‘ the issue 
of gold certificates shall be suspended whenever the amount of gold coin 
and gold bullion in the Treasury reserved for the redemption of United 
States notes falls below $100,000,000,’’ and thus nearly $2 of gold per 
head of the population is withdrawn tly from circulation, 
for a useless purpose, as was demonstrated by the operations of the 
Treasury between 1879 and 1882. This act of 1882 is not a mandatory 
law compelling the Secretary of the Treasury to keep $100,000,000 
of gold locked up all the while as a redemption fund. He is only pro- 
hibited from issuing gold certificates after his supply of gold falls below 
that sum, yet it has been construed to require that this useless reserve 
shall forever lie idle in the interest of the bondholder and national banker 
by reducing the circulation. A third item of contraction is $48,000,000 
of greenbacks held for redemption of national-bank notes; anda fourth 
item is $24,000,000 national-bank notes held for redemption of national- 
bank notes; making a total of, say, $427,000,000 withdrawn from active 
circulation by law, which is largely increased by two other items of 
contraction. : 

First. The destruction of greenbacks by wearing out and loss in the 
use of $346,000,000 for over twenty years; the amount of loss, estimated 
by good judges, exceeding $46,000,000. s 

Second. The last source of contraction of the currency is the con- 
stant increase of population, which is swelled by an addition of £t least 
a million and a half people a year, without any increase of the money 
supply for their use. So that it is safe to say we have not more than 
$1,000,000,000 currency all told for our 60,000,000 inhabitants. And 
the Secretary of the Treasury has reduced the circulation over an- 
other $100,000,000 by failing to pay out thatsum in redemption of past- 
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due bonds during last year. He would not do it out of tender regard 
for the national banks. He was a better friend to them than his pred- 
ecessor, who did call in during each of the previous years ending 1st No- 
vember, 1884, and Ist November, 1883, respectively, over $100,000, 000. 
The Democratic Secretary.of the Treasury could not bear the thought 
of calling in a bond upon which national-bank bills had been issued; 
so he contracted the currency at the expense of the people, by loss of 
interest as well as circulating medium. Hence it is under rather than 
over the mark to say that we have bnt about $900,000,000 of circula- 
tion, or $15 per capita, not half enough; and that explains in part the 
present depression, stagnation. and gloom. 

This contraction, added to the injurious effect of the restricted coin- 
age of silver, by operating to bestow a bounty on production and com- 
petition in India against us tells the whole story of our present pecu- 
niary ills. _ Established industries are languishing, which deters new 
enterprises from beginning operations at all. Above all, labor is dis- 
cow and w: are depressed. The poor man who has nothing to 
sell but his labor finds but a low market for it, and often no market 
whatever. The whole agricultural section in particular is in the situ- 
ation of a wood-chopper who should send one hundred hands to a forest 
to cut fuel with only fifty axes. There are not enough dollars or finan- 

* cial tools to carry on prosperous industry. 

Our seant and contracted supply of money, together with the bounty 
offered to India’s competition by our restricted coinage, operates with 
peculiar hardship against the ex-Confederate States, which are in a 
worse fix financially than any part of the Union, because they are 
drained every year of at least $50,000,000 taxes which they have to 

y toward pensions and principal and interest of the public debt, 
hardly a cent of which ever goes back to those States, while every sec- 
tion of the North gets back all it pays toward those objects and a pro- 
portional share of our quota. i 

When one reflects on the blighting effect of these three causes upon 
the struggling South, is it any mystery why the harder her people work 
the they get; any difficulty in explaining how it is that tens 
of thousands of farmers down there are fast becoming mere tenants-at- 
will or serfs on land they have had to mortgage to bondholding capi- 
talists of Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, or Boston? The mon- 
eyed men of those cities likewise own or control all ourrailreads at the 
South, all our factories, and all our national banks, as well as the bulk 
of the most eligible real estate in our cities. 

Those bondholding, tax-consuming, and money-lending gentlemen, 
having more cash than they know what to do with, are employing agents 
in almost every desirable county in my State and in the adjoining States 
to loan money on the mortgage of land at only half its value and at 
an average of about 10 per cent. annual interest compounded. I will 
venture that a mortgage or heavy debt is hanging over one-fourth, if 
not one-half, of the farms and plantations in the South, and from what 
Ican gather itis pretty much the same case at the West. I am sure 
I have not misstated the facts as to my own Congressional district, and 
I am equally sure that my district is as well off as those of my colleagues, 
Messrs. HEMPHILL and DARGAN. In this connection, to show the dif- 
ference between the quantity of ready money which the Eastern people 
hold compared with those of the West and South, I will mention that Mr. 
Eaton, one of the late United States Senators from Connecticut, and a 
resident of Hartford, recently said : 

of Hartford, with a ulation of 50, į 
a a EN a a m eee 
More money than the whole State of South Carolina, including 
Charleston, is estimated to be worth. 
While my constituents do not advocate repudiating a single dollar of 
the public debt, and while they will cheerfully pay proper pensjons to 
the soldiers, or widows or dependent relatives of deceased or disabled 
soldiers who served in the Federal Army during the civil war, yet they 
do protest against having to pay unjust, and formerly unknown, kinds 
Teg rates of pensions. They also solemnly protest against the contrac- 
tion of the currency and against restricting the coinage of silver, which 
most of them think are the prime causes of their long familiar acquaint- 
ance with poor-house associations, They believe in hard money in 
preference to rag money, as do all true Democrats. 
Hence they prefer silver to national-bank paper, and this ‘‘ war of 
the standards ” in the United States is to a great extent but a death- 

pple between silver and national-banks-of-issue rags. My colleague 
fat. HEMPHILL] attempts to be facetious at the expense of the friends 
of silver, because they say free coinage of silver will bring prosperity 
to the country, revive industry, increase the wages of labor, befriend 
the debtor, and help the poor man generally. He charges, in effect, 
that the friends of silver are appealing to the poor voters to enlist their 
sympathies in the contest; but let me ask if it was not the President of 
the United States who first lugged into the argument appeals to ‘‘ the 
laboring men and women of the land”’ and ‘‘poor widows and orphans’? 
who have funds invested in war bonds, which have to be paid in part 
by other laboring men and women and poor widows and orphans? 

My sarcastic colleague also scouts the idea that the bondholders and 
money-lenders are striving to destroy one-half of the debt and tax-pay- 
ing money of the world, or that they are attempting to depreciate the price 
of any property. He thinks because they are large property holders 


themselves that they will uphold all values; but let me ask my col- 
league if, when the wealthy Eastern holders of the mortgages agai 
the land of his constituents and mine come to have those lands sold, 
he thinks they will pay full price for them, or be willing to buy them as 
cheaply as i 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, how easily Congress can make the people of this 
country prosperous and happy by simply letting them have plenty ot 
money, as France does her people, to carry on their business. If you 
take nothing from nothing nothing remains, and if you add nothing 
to nothing nothing is still the result. In a country where there is but 
a scant supply of money how can a poor man get a start? How can he 
save anything? But an abundance of good money, whether coin or 
Treasury notes, vitalizes a country, as copious rains from heaven fer- 
tilize the earth wherever they fall in summer. It has been said by 
more than one philosophic historian that the use of only one of the pre- 
cious metals as money by Asia, while Europe has always used both, ex- 
plains the wonderful difference in the civilization of the two continents. 

FREE COINAGE OF SILVER SURE TO BE RESTORED. 

Mr. Speaker, we are bound to have unlimited coinage of silver 
again. Itisan imperious necessity. The American people will never 
give up their silver dollar. It has always been the favorite money of 
our people, not only since the Revolution but in colonial times. It 
comes to us from Spain, who got it in the time of the Emperor Charles 
V from Austria, where it was first coined in the ‘‘dale’’ or valley of 
Joachim in Bohemia, near some silver mines, I firmly believe our 
people would fight for their silver dollar, if it were necessary, as quickly 
as they would for their flag. Twice it has been thought advisable to 
change the relative value of our gold and silver coins, and on both oc- 
casions the gold coins were altered, not the silver, the people seeming 
to that as too sacred a thing to be intermeddled with. Then 
let our silver dollar remain. Let our gold dollar remain. We need 
them both, and all we can get of both by free coinage, and six or seven 
hundred million of greenbacks besides, with which to pay debts and 
taxes and carry on business, 

Yes, sir, the instincts of the people, the conservatism of the ages, are 
on the side of silver, and laboring men, poormen who want to acquire 
something for a rainy day, are not going to help destroy half the accu- 
mulated coin wealth of the world and double the amount of labor or 
commodities that will be necessary to pay existing debts or taxes. 

A DOLLAR OUGHT TO BUY MORE IN HARD THAN IN FLUSH TIMES. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] quotes several pages 
of comparative price-lists to show that a dollar will buy more of the 
necessaries of life these hard times than in flush times, and he deduces 
from that the conclusion that it is better for a laboring man and a poor 
man to have but little money in the country and low wages. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, that is adding insult to injury. If the poor laboring man 
could get profitable employment in hard times so he could procure dol- 
lars ib would be better for him; but when he seeks in vain for living 
wages and has to strike or tramp, as tens of thousands of our laborers 
are doing now, what is the use to mock with the Platonic philosophy 
that a dollar will purchase more when business is dull than when it is 
prosperous ? 

It is a refinement of cruelty to torment a man with the show of pleas- 
ures or advantages which can not be reached. Virgil tells us that the 
most excruciating torture in hell is that of Tantalus, who is surrounded 
on all sides by the near presence of the most tempting viands and bev- 
erages while he endures perpetual gnawing hunger and unquenchable 
thirst. Such is the fate of the poor laborer in dull times, with but 
little money and less employment, when he sees cheap food, clothing, 
&c., but can not buy for want of the dollar. 

For near a century France held-all the gold and silver of the world 
at a legal-tender and commercial value of 15} to 1. If she with only 
about two-thirds of our present population could do it, why can not we 
do it as effectually as if both metals were melted into one solid mass? 

DEBTS SHOULD BE PAID ACCORDING TO CONTRACT. 

Many, very many other things could be said in favor of unlimited 
coinage of silver, but it is unnecessary. Let it suffice to say that not 
only all our national debts but nearly all our State, municipal, and pri- 
vate debts likewise have been contracted on the basis of both gold and 
silver as unlimited legal tender. The people therefore intend to have 
as free coinage of silver as of gold. ‘There will be no more Presidents 
of the United States elected without knowing whether they are for or 
against free coinage of silver. I for one am for paying all debts accord- 
ing to the contract, according to the stipulations in the bond. The 
holders of our public debt have grown fat and imperious on an exclusive 
gold diet. They must be treated with a little silver regimen. 

It will be decidedly better for their patriotism and moral health gen- 
erally. It will not do to let them profit more by cruel avarice than 
even Shylock. He was content with the first stipulation in his bond, 
while our creditors, whose claims mostly first called for only green- 
backs, then changed the basis in 1869 to coin, and attempted in 1873 
to convert it into gold alone, still demand gold, although their infamous 
law of 1873 was repealed in 1878 and silver restored to its ancient priv- 
ilege. The cheek of these gold robbers is simply astounding and their 
cupidity without a parallel. 
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No, there is one similar case in the range of literature, and itis a 
remarkable coincidence that the parallel character should have lived 
in Boston, where the stupendous fraud of demonetizing silver was 
first conceived and the plot matured and the agents selected for car- 
rying itinto effect. The character to which I allude is Tom Walker. 
Shylock only wanted his pound of flesh as nominated in the bond, but 
our gold robbers, like Tom Walker, want all the flesh. 

You may ask, who was Tom Walker? He was a Boston man, who 
was meaner than the devil, as was proven in this wise: According to 
Washington Irving, our American Walter Scott, Tom Walker was a Bos- 
ton usurer who formed a partnership with the devil to discover Captain 
Kidd's treasure and open a broker’s office in Boston on condition that 
they should divide the profits for a long term of years, at the end of 
which time Tom was to deliver himself up, beart, body, and soul, to the 
devil as part of the contract. T 

Tom had a wonderful run of business and made immense sums of 
filthy lucre, but some time before the contract expired he was driving 
such a hard bargain with a poor, helpless debtor that the devil himself 
got enraged that any one should be meaner than he was, and in his 
wrathful indignation he mounted a big black horse during a dark, howl- 
ing storm, dashed up to the broker’s oflice, and, snatching Tom by the 
hair of the head, bore him off to hell. 

It is needless, Mr. Speaker, to say that I am as indignant at the treat- 
ment of silver as the devil was on that occasion, and that I am for un- 
limited coinage of silver first, last, and all the time; against President 
Cleveland, the bondholders, national banks, the world, the flesh, the 
devil, and Tom Walker. [Laughter and prolonged applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of 
its clerks, announcing the passage, without amendment, of the bill (H. 
R. 1297) authorizing the construction of a building for the accommoda- 
tion of the Congressional Library. 

THE SILVER QUESTION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, is it to be bimetallism or monometal- 
lism? The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] the other day, 
as I gathered from the opening sentences of his able speech—and I have 
not taken the pains to verify impressions by the Recorp—seemed to re- 
gard us all substantially of one mind in respect of the double standard; 
all forit. From that initial assumption he proceeded with his argu- 
ment. Had his colleague [Mr. WHITING] or the gentleman from South 
Carolina [ Mr. DARGAN ] preceded instead of immediately following him 
in debate, I should have expected my accomplished friend to devote a 
portion of his time, at least, to a discussion of gold monometallism as 
remedy for existing monetary and commercial troubles. 

The discussions of the silver question at this as well as the other end 
of the Avenue have not, to my mind, evinced such unanimity. True, 
the Secretary says we have two hundred and twenty million silver dol- 
Jars and we must use them. But, sir, there is a world of difference be- 
tween We could not if we would, and the companion sentence, We 
wouldnotifwecould. The definitions of a word are often as wide apart. 

Let hy on be Prag mnie Py eat tes ae not pennone, cut- 
ting of both metals into coins o -tender capacity and parity of 
value is one thing; the unrestricted minting of oneinto money, and the 
boon of the other, if at all, only for subsidiary purposes, is quite another 


Both have their adherents in Congress as well as out. Because ofthis 
fact, which, in my opinion, divides the counsels of those who should be 
united, I propose to begin back of the starting point of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, and inquire whether a choice between these two 
unpronounceable isms is open to us, meanwhile gleaning what truths I 
may from the field of inquiry bearing upon other aspects of the issues 
involved in the ing measure. 

The founders of this Government were not novices in monetary mat- 
ters or unfamiliar with the laws of trade and commerce: They had 
been trained in the school of a severe and varied ience. 

The Colonies, either by express grant or assumption of authority, sev- 
erally exercised the rights of the sovereign respecting coi and money. 
Their right to coin money and to emit bills of credit, them, as 
well as gold and silver, a legal tender, if ever questioned, early came 
to be universally recognized even by the mother country. Colonial 
mints were few in number and fabricated only thesmaller coins. Mas- 
sachusetts Bay and perhaps Maryland minted shillings, sixpences, and 
threepences. Some of the Colonies—I think South Carolina for one— 
had coining done abroad. But the coins of the others, such as had any, 
were generally of the lowest denomination—pennies, made of copper 
and of brass. 

But, limited as the mints were in number and capacity, they sup- 
plied the means to make ‘‘ cheap money.’ The cry for the ‘‘ debtor’s 
option” was abroad in the land in colonial times as well as now, and 
was heeded. The complying answer was a curse, except as a lesson of 
warning. Massachusetts Bay, 1652, was the first to respond in the 
mintage by putting ten penceina shilling instead of twelve. ‘Ten years 
later Maryland, in the language of the poet, ‘‘saw her and went her 
one better.” She made a shilling out of nine pence. These two Col- 
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onies soon discovered that the first of the sisterhood had outwitted them. 
Virginia, without a mint, seven years before Massachusetts began to 
divide her silver into more piles and call that increasing her wealth, 
had made, by legislative edict, six shillings out of a Spanish dollar, that 
everybody knew never before contained five.. 

What man hath done man can doagain. Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
and North Carolina, improving on the Virginia patent, declared the 
same dollar to have seven shillings sixpence, end direched their good 
people so to receive them. New York, still improving the device, 
added six pence more to the output, and extracted from this same iden- 
tical ‘‘ Spanish-monument dollar ” eight shillings—that is, in her al- 
leged mind. Soit went. Of course the currency became a complica- 
tion. Robert Morris, the superintendent of finance under the Confed- 
eration, says a knowledge of it became ‘‘a kind of science.” In a 
report to Congress in 1782 he graphically sketches one result—by no 
means the worst, but the very reverse of that aimed at in altering the 
ea this scheme of making money cheap to help the poor, as 

‘ollows: 


The ideas annexed to a pound, shilling, and a penny are almost as various as 
the States themselves. Calculations are therefore as necessary for our inland 
commerce as upon foreign exchanges; and the commonest ae become intri- 
cate where money has anything to do with them. A farmer in New Hampshire, 
for instance, can readily form an idea of a bushel of wheat in South Caroline 
weighing 60 pounds and placed at 100 miles from Charleston ; but if he were told 
that in such situation it is worth 21 shillings and 8 pence he would be obliged to 
make many inquiries and form some calculations before he could know that 
this sum meant, in gomas, what he would call 4 shillings; and even then he 
would have to inquire what kind of coin that 4 shilli: was paid in before he 
rose g Bi ne Tp it in hisown mind according to the ideas of money which he 


In the confusion, counterfeiting, sweating, clipping, and the like be- 
came common, because not easily detected, and consequent losses were 
severe and widespread. i 

The step from making cheap money out of coin to making cheaper 
money from paper was easy. Here again Massachusetts Bay led the 
way (1690). Her 40,000 pounds paper, as one of her own historians 
tells us, made a tender for taxes, was the forerunner of that avalanche of 
colonial and continental paper money so disastrous in its results before 
and during the War for Independence. More than fourhundred million 
dollars of it turned toashesin the handsofthepeople. Be it said, how- 
ever, to the credit of the Old Bay State, that not a dollar of this was of 
her issue. She redeemed every sou of bills. 

Against the operation of natural laws of tradeand money, and in sup- 
port of the colonial legislation, penal enactments were d . The 
severest penalties were denounced for violations. It was all in vain. 
Confiscation would not keep at home the Yankee shilling in Massa- 
chusetts, nor would capital punishment or pilloried barbarity suppress 
counterfeiting—invited as we now invite it—in P lvania. 

But out of all the errors, all the losses, all the sufferings came the les- 
son: Money can not be made by juggling with the mints or tricking with 
the coins; came the lesson: Commerce legislates as well as Congress— 
not for a colony, not for a nation alone, but for all men: she can not 
learn geography, but she knows arithmetic by heart: she has little need 
for the Statutes at Large, but delights in a measure and a pair of scales: 
her eyes are blinded to laws in conflict with her own. The tenpence- 
shilling, ordained the Puritans, shall equal the English coin of twelve 
pence. But the ordinance was to her a Roman edict hoisted beyond the 
range of vision. Commerce could not read it; but she could weigh the 
shilli d she did it. Came the recognition of the infinite wisdom 
of God’s law: 


Thou shalt not have in thy bag divers weights, a greatandasmall; thou shalt 
not have in thy house divers ore ven gla E greatandasmall; but thou shalt have 
a perfect and just weight—a perfect and just measure shalt thon have. 


And ‘out of all these and other evils came the Constitution, with 
its great money-chart. 
A change for the better had setin before 1787. Saysan author, speak- 


ing of that period: 
Specie was abundant among the people; the foreign armies had brought 
quantities of gold and silver into the country, peia ag Era loans ewe 


added to the stock of gold and silver. 

This is perhaps an overstatement, but quite in the line of fact. 
Thomas Paine wrote, April, 1782: 

The promes and evolution of domestic circumstances are as extraordinary 
as the Revolution itself. We began with paper and we end with gold and silver, 


Gold and silverat the close of the war became the basis on which busi- 
ness was transacted; and silver predominated—the t body of the cir- 
culation being of foreign stamp. Professor Laughlin, in hisrecent work 
(1886), says of that time: 

Not only was there no prejudice against silver, but it was the metal most in 
common use, 

Such then, imperfectly sketched, was the schooling of our fathers, 
and such the situation when they met to form the Constitution. 

No people ever had better reason to desire reformation in their mone- 

laws; none wiser or abler statesmen to devise and formulate the 
changes needed. They wrote in the Constitution—and their words can 
not be too closely studied in the light of their situation and experience: 


The Con: shall have power * * * to coin money, regulate the value 
thereof, of foreign coins; * * * to provide for the punishment of coun- 
terfeiting the and current coin of the United States, 
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No State shall * * * coin money; emit bills of credit; make anything but 
gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 

I invite attention to the important power of Regulation here con- 
ferred. It seems tome among other things to contemplate the use of 
both metals in the ‘‘ money.” 

It would seem the general power “‘to coin money?’ inherent in gov- 
ernment, whether expressly conferred or not, draws to it and includes 
the power to regulate its value and that of foreign coin, to punish coun- 
terfeiting, and make the money coined legal tender, if the ve-y coin- 
ing does not do that without further making. In the Virginia charter 
from King James the grant on thissubject was to ‘‘ establish and cause 
to be made a coin to pass current between the people of the Colonies 
* * * jn such metal and in such manner and form” as the several 
councils might approve. 

I am not aware that it was any broader inany of the colonial charters. 
Yet all of these several powers, so separately and expressly given or rec- 
ognized in the Constitution, were freely exercised by the Colonies, to 
wit: ‘Fhe power to coin money, to regulate the value of the money coined, 
to regulate the value of foreign coins, to punish counterfeiting, and to 
impart legal-tender property. This separation of powers occurred first, 
or at least commenced, in the Articles of Confederation. Therein the 
United States—nine States concurring—were given concurrent authority 
with the several States to coin money and the exclusive right to regu- 
late the value of the coins struck by Congress, as well as of those strack 
by the several States. 

The power to regulate the value of foreign coin was not included in 
the grant, although as an incident of its power to regulate value Con- 
gress undertook, in the mint act of 1786, to regulate the value of copper 
coins fabricated abroad, and on various occasions it or its officers regu- 
lated the value of foreign coin in respegt of its receipt at the public 
Treasury. Gencral Hamilton, however, used the lack of the power in 
Congress as an argument in favor of the adoption of the Constitution. 

That power, and the one to emit bills of credit and make them as 
well as gold and silver legal tender, remained with the States. These 
powers, then, came to us through the Constitution, thus separated and 
recognized by distinct clauses. There must have been a reason for the 
separation, and for the continuance of it under the Constitution. My 
submission is, the reason had its foundation in part in the use of the 
two-metal money. Foreign coins of both metals were not only in com- 
mon use, but their relative values were not of easy determination. A 
committee of Congress, 1776, reported resolutions on this subject, one of 
which I will ask to insert in the RECORD, as follows: 

Resolved, That the several gold and silver coins passing in the said Colonies 
shall be received into the public Teseeery of the continent, and paid out in ex- 


change for bills emitted by authority of Congress, when the same shall becédme 
due, at the rates set down in the following table: 


Weight. | Value, 


English guinea, gold Be ees 
ng NOR, BON io ces ETE esusssbstiscctivecsves 4 
French guinea, gold..... i. $- 8 4$ 
Johannes, gold...... sses.. 1s 0 16 
Half johannes, gold. 9 a 8 
_ pistole, gold 4: 6 3 
ch pistole, gold 4 4 3 
Doubloon.........+« aeetiposane pronet poases syecsetelintepeeseeesceas bupens tones codes veer] baveosvobnasceves| sueseo ebasdé 
Moidore, gold....... 18 6 
Pema Ea WEA CON AEA NE EA E E R ERIE OEI D SANER 1 
= French crown, silver....... ` 1 
English shilling, silver. A 
Spanish milled dollar.. ; “1 


*Continental money. 


The ratio here adopted, according to Mr. Horton, between gold and 
silver was about 15.21. 

To regulate is ‘to adjust by rule or method;” ‘‘to put or keep in 
order.” It is difficult to see what room there would be to regulate the 
value of money with but one metal in the coin. How would one go 
about to regulate the value as between an ounce and a half ounce 
of gold, or a pound and an ounce of silver, or—what is the same 
thing—between a bushel and a peck of wheat? To regulate is not to 
measure. To adjust and keep adjusted—that is, ‘‘to regulate’’—a 
measure of silver so as always to equal in value an ounce of gold, or 
vice versa, is a rational proposition. The continuing question is how 
much silver equals in value the ounce of gold, or how much gold equals 
in value the ounce of silver; or, the ratio being once established, how 
much of either is worth half the combined value of both? In the first 
case, gold is the measure; in the second, silver; and in the third, some- 
thing between them, or we might say both. 

From this Springs the idea of the ‘‘double standard,” which would 
as appropriately be named the middle standard. To answer and fo do 
the answers to these questions is one purpose—I am almost persuaded 
to say the chief purpose—of constitutional Regulation. In saying this 
Iam not unmindful of the dictum of the late Chief-Justice of the United 
States in Hepburn vs. Griswold, that ‘‘ regulation is a power to deter- 
mine weight, purity, form, impression, and denomination of the several 
coins and their relation to each other,” &c. 
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Regulation in the sense I suggest would necessarily have to do with 
purity, weight, and relation, but not with form, impression, or dencm- 
ination. If to regulate the value as applied to coins struck by Con- 
gress, either under the Articles of Confederation or the Constitution, 
means in substance and effect the same as when applied to foreign coins, 
or those formerly struck by the several States, then the Chief-Justice 
was too comprehensive in his definition; for with the forms, impression, 
and denomination of the latter coins, foreign and State, Congress had, 
and of course has, nothing to do, and it devolves on him who asserts a 
substantial difference in meaning in the two clauses to show it. Mr. 
Justice Field says (Legal-tender cases): 

To coin money is to mold metallic substances having intrinsic value into 
certain forms convenient for commerce, and toimpress thereon the stamp of the 
government indicating their value. 

Again: 

The power to coin money is * a power to fabricate coins. 

Still again: 

The power of regulation conferred is a power to determine the weight and 
purity of the coins strack, and their consequent relation to the monetary unit ; 

* $ a power which can be exercised with reference to the metallic coins o. 
foreign countries, 

Wherefore it seems to me the Chief-Justice embraced in his definition 
of Regulation some of the things, if not all, that in to the separate 
power ‘‘to coin money;”’ and that the power ‘‘ to regulate the value 
of coins’’ has a special scope for operation in determining the ratio be- 
tween or relative value of the two metals, and in carrying that ratio 
into the money as respects domestic coins, and applying it to, and thereby 
determining the value of, foreign coins. 

I can not go into the question in my limited time of what was done 
during the Confederation and after it under this important power to 
regulate the value of money. ‘The interpretation put upon it by con- 
temporaneous legislation, by official acts, by public discussions is of 
course of the highest importance. I think one may safely affirm that 
from 1776, when Congress appointed a committee ‘‘to ascertain the 
value of the several species of gold and silver coins current in the Col- 
onies, and the proportion that they and each of them have and ought 
to have ’’—mark the words— ‘‘to the Spanish milled dollar,” down. 
to the fixing of 15.25 as the ratio in the mint act of 1786, and on down 
to the changing of that ratio to 15 in the mint act of ’92, every public 
act and every discussion having reference to regulation—and they were 
numerous—had to do with the determination or application of the 
proper ratio between gold and silver. 

There was some contention as to which metal should embody the 
money unit. Hamilton favored gold, and Robert Morris and, I be- 
lieve, Jefferson, silver. Asa result—I speak conjecturally, of course— 
of this difference, Congress, on July 6, 1785, resolved ‘‘that the money 
unit of the United States of America be one dollar,” without stating 
then of what it should be composed. ‘The next year it was resolved ‘‘a 
dollar shall contain of fine silver 375.64 grains,” Finally, in the act of 
’92, the quantity was reduced to 371} grains, but the money unit was 
embodied in both metals, though the single embodiment of it was con- 
fined to silver. But this was incidental to the main question of the true 
ratio, discussed with such marked erudition and perspicuity by these 
three eminent men, not to speak of others. 

No fact of history, no condition, no argument bearing upon the ques- 
tion seemed to escape them. ‘The difficulties of maintaining the two 
metals in the money, of upholding the double standard, were fully 
comprehended and weighed. Yet they adhered to thatstandard; never 
contemplated for a moment the disuse of either metal. As indicating 
the interest in this question I may state that from 1777 to 1793 no 
less than five ratios at various times were officially recommended or 
acted onin determining values of foreign coins. Morris, Jefferson, and 
Hamilton differed among themselves—the first named, 14.75; the sec- 
ond, 14.50; andthelast,15. The conditions, the authority under which 
this battle of the standards and of the ratios was thus fought, under 
the Confederation, were brought to us through the Constitution—the 
very same words being employed—and the struggle continued in the 
later time. 

‘The purpose of regulation and coinage was twofold: To secure astable 
measure of-values and an ample medium of exchange by the use of both 
metals in money. Mr. Justice Clifford says, speaking of the power to 
coin money and regulate the value (Legal-tender cases): 

That the purpose of the framers of the Constitution was to provide a perma- 
nent standard of value, which should at all times and under all circumstances 
consist of coin, fabricated and stamped from gold and silver. ¿ 

Professor Laughlin, in the work referred to, speaking of one feature 
of Hamilton’s report, says: 

The whole object of the Secretary was to secure a metallic medium in abun- 


dance. * * * “It would not do,” says Hamilton, ‘‘to adopt a single silver 
standard, for that would actto abridge the quantity of the circulating medium.’ 


Whether the double standard is better than the single may be de- 
batable. These metals, with pleasing rhetoric, have been likened to 
two shining coursers linked together on the highway of commerce. 
The figure is not inapt. A double team is steadier than a single one. 
It is never so fast and never so slow. The swifter steed draws ahead 
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the slower, and the slower holds in check the swifter. But my in- 
quiry now is not what is best, but what is. 


This grant as to regulation, like that to coin, notonly confers author- 
it imposes duties; one of which is the duty to keep the coins of 
two metals at a parity, in value soas to secure both in the circula- 
tion. To insure parity between the coins the ratio must spring 
from the commercial value of the metals. Mr. Jefferson said, discuss- 
ing the ratio, what should go without the saying: 


Just principles will lead us to disregard legal proportions altogether. 


The means, the true foundation to legal parity in the coins—to their 
joint circulation, to stability of the st: or measure of value—is the 
commercial ratio of the metals carried into them. There are aids. 
Legal tender is one, mint regulation is one, and administration is one. 

It is for Congress to seek the true commercial ratio—not easy to de- 
termine at any time, most difficult at a time like this—of the metalsand 
embody it in its coins. Anomalous circumstances may make it inex- 
pedient to attempt it ata particular juncture, and in my judgment this 
is one such, But under normal and settled conditions, when the ratio 
determined on would give reasonable promise of permanency and ef- 
fectiveness, the power should be exerted. Meantime the auxiliary 
means should be used; and let me say here, although perhaps not alto- 
ate in the line of this discussion, if it be the duty of Congress to so 

egislate as to maintain the parity of the gold and silver coins, and 
thereby their free circulation together, as I believe it is, it is equally 
the duty of the President, up to the very limit of his power, to so ad- 
minister the law as to aid in the accomplishment of that end. . 

Therefore, if to pay out the silver dollars in discharge of public ob- 
ligations would increase the present disparity in the metals and endan- 
ger the monetary parity of the coins, it is his duty, in the absence of 
alaw commanding the contrary, to refuse to do so. If he believesuch 
would be the result, refusal is the only course open tohim. Such a 
course—and such I understand to be the President’s—maybe in viola- 
tion of Democratic pledges or expectations, or it may be to lose the 
fruits of Democratic victory, as has been alleged on the other side of 
the Chamber; but be that as it may, it is nevertheless to execute the 
Constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof. It is in aid and 
execution of legislation to regulate the value of coined money. 

No State shall * * è make anything but gold and silver a tender in pay- 
ment of debts. 

Such had been the experience of our fathers respecting money and 
trade in the Colonies, that, strong as the States-rights jealousy was, the 
first thing they did when they came to make the Constitution was to 
obliterate State lines and State governments, and form the whole into 
one grand community as respects trade and commerce and coinage and 
money and personalintercourse. The rights theretofore exercised by the 
States in respect to these things were fully surrendered to the United 
States—everything except in the one particular mentioned. ` 

The right to have both metals in money seems to have been regarded 
as too important, too valuable, to entirely intrust even to Congress. 
Hence the reservation to make gold and silver coin a legal tender. It 
is not affirmative, but is it any the less certain? You may say Con- 
gress has the power, under the grant ‘‘to coin money,’’ to make gold 
and silver legal tender—to coin money is to make it legal tender—and 
by exercising the concurrent power, under a well-settled principle, 
thereby draws to itself the entire authority. Let that be conceded for 
argument’s sake. But when Congress exercises the power there is no 
need of the States doing so. If cease to exert it, why, will it 
not at once revive to the States? If Co to-day should repeal the 
law making the silver dollar or the gold coina legal tender, could not 
any or all the States at once re-establish that faculty in it within their 
respective jurisdictions? 

lt may be said Congress can restrict that faculty in either coin to a 
limited sum. To grant this is to agree to its right to destroy this 
power in the States. For what shall be the limitation? Do the words 

‘make gold and silver a tender in payment of debts’’ mean the same 
as the words ‘‘make gold and silver a tender in payment of debts to 
such extent as Congress shall allow?’’ Then how can Congress place 
a restriction upon the power? 

If you say Congress has always exercised that right in respect of 
subsidiary coins, my answer is that such coins are not money within 
the meaning of the Constitution, but representatives of money merely. 
They are not ‘‘coin’’ within the sense of the clause. There would be 
no difficulty in supporting this view by authority; but my time runs; 
I will not stop for that. 

- If the States, then, have the right to make gold and silver legal 
tender to an unlimited amount, how can Congress dispense with 
either? Can there be any doubt that gold and silver are the money of 
the Constitution ? 3 

But, sir, this question does not restin construction merely. Itis set- 
tled by authority. Imight read by the hour from statesmen, jurists, 
and courts—from Hamilton and Jefferson to Blaine and Thurman—all 
giving affirmative answer. 

A few citations must suffice. If but one were made, of courseit would 
befrom Mr. Webster. His judgment on any matter susceptible of eluci- 
dation through the reasoning faculties was entitled to the highest re- 


ity; 
fie 


spect. But his deliberate conclusionson questions of constitutional law 
and kindred subjects were and are as solid and enduring as the granite 
hills under the shadows of which his marvelous intellectual develop- 
ment I quote from a speech made in the Senate in 1836, and in 
doing so I am not unmindful of the modern departure from his views 
on the question of legal tender. But he had but one chance at the 
question. The court had several chances. If something else may be 
money, it does not affect the proposition that gold and silver are. I 
cite him to show they are, whatever else may be, the money of the Con- 
stitution. But to quote: 

Cu: in d perhaps just sense includ ot onl ld and sil 
nd Took le bat i et frst ne paeis a fa at we 
changes and settles balances in the operations of trade and business; but if one 
understand by currency the legal money of the country and that which consti- 

tes a lawful tender for debts and is the statute measure of value, then un- 

joubtedly nothing is included but gold and silver. Most unquestionably there 
is no legal tender and there can be no tender in this country under the 
authority of this Government but gold and silver—either the coinage of ourown 
mints or foreign coins or notes regulated by Con: a 
Roeder is a constitutional principle, perfectly plain and of the highest impor- 
ce. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in 1862 said: 

The Secretary recommends * * * a series of measureslooking toa * * © 
return to gold and silver as the only permanent basis, standard, and measure of 
value recognized by the Constitution. (Secretary Chase’s Report, 1862.) 


Another authority: 


Money in the constitutional sense means coins of gold and silver fabricated 
and stamped by authority of law as a measure of Sais pursuant to the power 
vested in Congress by the Constitution. (Clifford, J., Legal-tender cases. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Gwin vs. 
Breedloe (2 Howard, 38), involving the question of the right of a United 
States marshal to collect and pay out on execution bank notes, held, 
Mr. Justice Catron delivering’ the opinione 


_ Under the Constitution of the United States, section 10— 


That one in regard to States making gold and silver legal tender— 
gold and silver coin made current by law can only be tendered in paymert of 


The Legal-tender decisions have not disturbed the doctrine that gold 
and silver coin are the money of the Constitution. All that can be 
claimed for them is that something else may be made constitutional 
money besides gold and silver duly coined. Noone has ventured toas- 
sert that Congress has the authority to supplant gold and silver money 
by paper. The true view, owing to these decisions, I submit is: What- 
ever else may be made constitutional money, gold and silver duly coined 
are; apd whatever else may be constitutionally demonetized, neither 
gold nor silver money so coined can be. 

To eliminate from or subordinate in the circulation either gold or sil- 
ver isin my judgment unwarrantable. A measure that would so result 
could not be upheld from a constitutional standpoint. If it would be 
unconstitutional to provide directly that gold shall not be in the money, 
or silver shall not form a part of it, it is equally unconstitutional to 
adopt any measure that indirectly will work the exclusion of either. 

My answer to the inquiry with which I began is, therefore, in the 
negative. Monometallism is not the ism of the Constitution. ` 

Now, something about this bill. I am opposed to it for several rea- 
sons. It proposes, among other things, gratuitous coinage; that is, any 
one with silver bullion or plate can take it to the Mint and have it 
minted into dollars without charge orexpense tohim. We were driven 
into this policy with respect to gold because other countries adopted it; 
but no‘country coins silver in that way, and the plea of compulsion as 
to it does notapply. On principle there is no good reason why the Gov- 
ernment should do this service for nothing. z 

Never in any country, so far as my researches have shown, did the 
coins of both metals circulate together under gratuitous coinage. En- 
gland in 1666 passed just such an act as this, which remained in force, 
with slight interruptions, till 1816, but it did not keep both metals in 
her circulation. There mustbe a certain limit of charge or seigniorage 
with which to counteract the fluctuations in the market value of the 
metals that will constantly occur under the most favorable circum- 
stances. ` í 

It was said by a French representative in one of ¡the Paris confer- 
ences that France coined all of either metal brought her, provided the 
bearer ‘‘ knew how to ask;’’ that is, was willing to pay for it. 

Gratuitous coinage is cast-iron coinage. It will not do in an age of 
steel. Then again if we are to go into the free coinage business, why 
not require the Government to buy all the bullion offered at the market 
price, not exceeding a dollar for 412} grains standard silver, and let 
what profits there might be go to the Government? Why should we 
legislate money into the pockets of the silver-bullion owners? I lis- 
tened carefully to the honorable gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] 
yesterday on this point, and I still put the question, seeking information. 

Onur friends object to prophecy abont this bill. But that is what we 
do ting every other measure. We conjecture what good it will 
do or what bad. My friend from Missouri entered that domain him- 
self and told us what blessings this measure will bring. Iam sure he 
would not deny that privilege to others. At least I shall venture. M; 
conviction is the measure would at once send gold to a premium whic 
would fluctuate with the variance of the market value of the metals, 
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and thereby sooner or later wholly retire it from the circulation. To 
cause either result is violative of constitutional Regulation. The de- 
terminative question is, Would the two metals be brought to a sub- 
stantial commercial parity? If not, gold must go either out of circu- 
lation altogether or into a hampered and restricted use by special con- 
tract. 

Iam not altogether sure what the friends of this bill claim on this 
head. They havenot asserted the metals would come together. On the 
contrary, they seem to concede they would not, as I shall show later. 
The argument has been that it would make no difference if they did not 
come together; that the legal parity would continue, though different 
from the commercial. $ 

What are some of the facts bearing on the ability of the United States 
at the ratio of 16 ‘‘to swing the par of the metals,” in the elegant and 
expressive phrase of Mr. 8. D. Horton, whom Iam proud to call my friend ? 
When the German Empire changed from silver to gold in 1871-73, the 
ratio—the market value of silver—began immediately to decline. It 
passed 16 in 1873, or at latest in 1874. The Latin Union, when the de- 
cline went beyond their ratio of 15} and in addition beyond the limits 
of their charge for coinage—their seigniorage, were forced to close their 
gates to silver, or lose their gold in the circulation. 

For free circulation and free coinage on a ratio substantially different 
from the market ratio are an impossibility. For example: If an ounce 
of gold metal is worth twenty ounces of silver metal in the market, 
you can not make in the coins sixteen ounces of silver equal one ounce 
of gold in value, and have them circulate together exchangeable dollar 
for dollar with free coinage. If one have ten dollars in gold, will he 
use it to paya ten-dollar debt, if with that gold he can buy silver enough 
to coin ten silver dollars and have a dollar or any other sum left? 
The question answers itself. . 

The smaller states of the union struggled against closing, but they. 
finally had to yield. France held outa little longer, but had to succumb 
in 1878, the ratio then having passed 17. 

If Germany with her population of 45,000,000 and five hund red mill- 
ions of metallic money could compel the Latin Union with its 90,000,000 
people and eighteen hundred millions of coined money to close their 
mints by herself to coin, how can any one seriously hope that 
the United States can restore the par by opening its-mints, now that 
the Union have ceased to coin as well as Germany? But no one has 
been bold enough to affirm it, and argument is uncalled for. 

The contention is we can have free coinage and legal parity and 
at the same time have commercial disparity; that we may coin at 16 
while the market rules at 20, for illustration. When it is answered 
that such a situation would bring foreign silver here to be exchanged 
for our gold, they reply it is impossible, for there is little silver bullion 
abroad, and the plate is worth more, wrought as it is, than 16 to1, and 
the coins are par with gold there. The argument is plausible, but un- 
sound. Faith in the non-importation of foreign silver seems the chief 
reliance of the silverites, and therefore deserves full notice. 

I affirm if the present market disparity or anything like it continue, 
free coinage in the United States with gold and silver at a legal parity 
and circulating together as’ now (if that were possible) will bring here 
fo silver coins to be minted into dollars notwithstanding they may 

i te there as now at par with gold. I am willing to stake the case 
on the soundness of this proposition and go out of court if it is unten- 
able. Does any one take issne? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do. 

Mr. LITTLE. Nay, more; I affirm that under free coinage in the 
United States any situation here which would make it profitable to send 
silver bullion from Europe to our mints, profitable above the cost of 
minting that bullion at home, would bring here to be coined foreign 
silver coins. > 

The argument by which the negative of these propositions is upheld 
was eloquently and forcibly presented by the gentleman from Texas in 
the beginning of this debate some weeks ago. I do not see him in his 
seat. I wish he were present. It has been repeated in various forms 
since. The minority of the Coinage Committee present it in these words: 
Again, all the silver in now in circulation as money is at a par with 
gold, at the ratio of 15} to 1; is to say, it is worth 3 cents more in a dollar 
there than here, as compared to gold. For this reason no silver in European 
countries could come to us should we restore silver to an unlimited coinage at 
our ratio of 16 to 1; for it is not to be supposed that France, for instance, would 
be willing to loso $18,000,000 in order to exchange a part of her silver for a por- 
tion of our gold, or the whole of it. 

It is a fair argument and a rational basis of action ifit can not be met. 
Nothing is surer than that 16 ounces of silver will never come from 
France to the United States for an ounce of gold, if fifteen and a half 
will buy an ounce there at all times, in all amounts, and in the hands 
of every holder. 

The trouble with this argument is as to the truth ofthe major premise, 
asthe schoolmenwouldsay. Fifteen and a half ounces of silver in legal- 
tender coin are not worth in France or Germany, or any other state, to 
every holder an ounce of gold in the coin—I use ‘‘worth’’ in the sense 
of equal in value to. To the mostimportant holders, unfortunately for 
this argument, they are worth only the market value. Let me state a 
fact or two, or a principle or two if you will, which may make clear this 
statement. Anarticle, whether coin or anything else—I do not include 


things of peculiar and exceptional value—is never worth more to the 
owner than the cost of reproduction. This truth is universal and ap- 
plies to governments as well asindividuals, A silver dollar is worth to 
me a dollar in gold, because only it costs me that much to reproduce 
it. I must sell a gold dollar’s worth of wheat or corn or cotton or labor 
or what not to get it. Itis not worth that much to the Government, 
because it can reproduce it for less, It can now get it for 80 cents. 

Therefore, to a government the coins in its treasury of either metal 
are worth the market value of the bullion in them plus the expense 
of mintage and deposit, and not a farthing more. For illustration, 
a million thalers of silver in the German treasury are worth to that 
empire only what it would cost to buy the bullion in London, take it 
to Berlin, mint it, and deposit the coin in its vaults, say eight hun- 
dred thousand thalers in gold. Now, if Germany could ship that 
million thalers to the United States, exchange them for gold, er for 
thaler, as could be done of course with gold and silver freely circulat- 
ing at a parity, she could again buy the bullion, coin it, and replace 
the thalers in her treasury with the snug little profit of two hundred 
thousand in gold at the present market price, and so continue in busi- 
ness! Ifpushed for time because of other engagements, perhaps some 
enterprising Yankee might be found to come to her rplief. 

In the Paris conference of 1878 it was said Germany had fifteen mill- 
ion pounds sterling ofsilver forsale. She suspended sales the next year. 
Say she has now fifty million dollars. On the hypothesis stated of free 
circulation at par of gold and silver under free coinage what is to pre- 
vent her from sending that silver here and exchanging it for gold, dol- 
lar for dollar, at a net profit of ten millions or whateyer the market would 
make, and repeating the operation as long as her coins continue to accu- — 
mulate, which, of course, would be forever? What! Nothing in the 
world but her Christian self-denial and gracious forbearance to profit by 


our—innocence! What istrue as to Germany is true as to every other 
state. 

Are you ready, gentlemen, to take the one thousand millions of Eu- 
ropean silver? it would come here in the bullion with a profis ex- 


ceeding the expense of mintage, the coin itself will come, I repeat. 
There is no escape from this conclusion. 

But, sir, the thalers and frances would not be exchanged for gold 
thaler for thaler and frafic for franc. The instant effect of tle law 
would be to drive gold to a premium. parity would be a thing 
of the past. How this might be if the bill provided for a dollar of 
399.9 grains—a ratio of 15.5, that of the Latin Union—it would be far 
more difficult to state. To adopt it might be the magical key with 
which to unlock their mints to silver and secure their effective assist- 
ance to ‘‘swing the par.’ This is aside, however. 

Mr. Speaker, what does gold at a premium signify? I have said it 
meant to take it out of the circulation. Debts would not be paid in it 
except by special arrangement allowing for premium, &c. 

Would one having a ten-dollar greenback use it to pay a ten-dollar debt 
if he could take it to the Treasury and get the gold with which to buy 
the silver to pay the debt, and have something left? When gold is at 
a premium, willnot the greenbacks go to the Treasury precipitately for 
it? Inevitably. There is not silver to redeem them, and could not be 
for several years, with the mints in full operation on silveralone. There 
is not the gold. Meantime the President is charged with the execution 
of the resumption act. 

This is not the place, I know, for partisan discussion. Money-coin- 
age—regulation—has nothing to do with parties. Itis the very mathe- 
matics of politics. But, sir, I am moved to inquire whether the Presi- 
dent’s party friends are willing to signalize his administration—the 
first the people have trusted to that party for a quarter of a century— 
with a suspension of specie payments? 

The operation of this measure is not to my mind doubtful. It car- 
ries no secrets; it is an open book. It means the exchange of our gold 
for silver. It will take some time, but that is the eventuation. It 
means the silver standard. The minority of the committee seem to 
admit this. I quote from the ‘‘views of the minority,’’ page 8: 


The restoration of silver here will necessarily give a demand for it that bas 
not existed since 1873, and will have the tendency to restore it to a parity with 
gold, and it is belieyed will so restore it; but whether it be so or not it is in- 
sisted that we owe no debt that is not legally and morally payable in silver, and 
even should we go to a single-silver standard no harm would come of it. 


Hereistheconfession. Ihave pointed out that both metals can not cir- 
culate under free coinage except at a parity; that free coinage on a ratio 
substantially other than the commercial and free circulation of both kinds 
of coin ata parity is an impossibility. It is only asserted here that free 
coinage would have a ‘‘tendency’’ to restore silver to a parity with 
gold. Thatis only conjectural. Itis perfectly clearif Europe’s “‘tend- 
ency ” should be—a most likely thing to happen—to replace their sil- 
ver with our gold there would be no tendency toa Reed here. It 
would be the other way. But then we are consoled with the minority’s 
assurance that ‘‘even should we go to a single silver standard no harm 
would come of it.” Strange conclusion from gentlemen who in the 
same report have argued, and argued well, that gold and silver are the 
money of the Constitution. Yet there isno harm to violate the Consti- 
tution and drive away gold! Why should we not go to silver alone? 
There are many reasons. Like the counsel’s for the absence of his cli- 


ent, the first is enough—it is unconstitutional. 
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We are a great people. We have commercial relations with all the 
states of the world. This intercourse will increase with the years. 
We trade with those using silver and those using gold and those using 
both gold and silver. We should beable to take what money they offer 
and give them what they wish without loss to either us or them. We 
should have gold and silver in our money. I object to silver alone, as 
I would object to a money in this city that would pass at par on the 
Avenue only or at one particular house. That might be the best 
place to deal; but I might not always happen to be there when I wanted 
to buy, or I might have a fancy or an interest to purchase elsewhere. 
True money is the best money, and that will go wherever there is any- 
thing to sell. 

We hear talk of ‘‘cheap money,”’ of the ‘‘debtor’s option” being a 
great principle in economic law. It would seem to be the purpose of 
statesmanship, according to some doctrinaires, to provide dollars of two 
values, so that their great principle might have scope for operation. Sir, 
there is no place for two moneys—an inferior and superior. There is 
no room for comparison. The superlative degree is only employed. 
All should be the best. You had as well talk to me of cheap religion, 
cheap morality, and cheap virtue. There may be a demand for these 
in the estimation of some people, but for decency’s sake do not write 
it in the statute, 

This measure means, sure enough, as virtually admitted by the minor- 
ity, a silver standard—the ultimate exchange of our gold for European 
diver Exchange our gold for silver at even present rates, and you in- 
crease the nominal amount of our coin probably two hundred million— 
no actual increase in value. 

We have now eight hundred millions of metallic money; eight hun- 
dred millions of measures of value. You would make it ten or.say 
twelve hundred millions? -You would increase the measures, but add 
not a dollar to the property. Hereisthe problem: You have 800 yards 
of cloth. You want it to measure 1,200 yards without increasing the 
quantity. Your yard-stick now goes intoiteight hundredtimes. You 
want it to go twelve hundred times. There is but one way to do. 
Make the measure 24 inches and call it a yard. 

Make your measure of value 66 cents and call it a dollar. Then you 
have twelve hundred million dollars instead of eight hundred. That 
is the colonial method of financiering, through which our fathers passed 
as hain, the valley and the shadow of death. If it be the purpose 
to curtail the dollar, better do it squarely. Take out 8 grains from 
the unit of value—80 from the eagle rather than give a 66-cent dollar 
exclusively of silver. You then, at least, will have the same dollar 
in both metals. It may not be a 66-cent dollar; it may be a 50, a 75, 
an 85 one; no matter, the principle is the same. 

The appellation ‘dishonest dollar’? is not just now. We are not 

msible for the present price of silver, Demonetization in Germany 
and consequent suspension of the coinage of silver in the Latin Union 
chiefly caused it. Extraordinary production had something no doubt 
to do with it. We hold up the legal parity in our struggle; but if we 
should abandon gold and deliberately go to a silver standard the ap- 
pellation would hecome just. 7 

Whom would the bill help? Whom would cheap money assist? It 
issaid the debtor. I deny it. True, aa an debts could be paid in 
cheap money. Whether that would be er to get I pass without 
considering. 

It will take time to fill the circulation with silver—three, four, five 
years, or more; for the full mint capacity, remember, is only a little 
rising seventy millions a year. Let me have read in this connection a 
letter from the Director of the Mint. c 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. 0., March 25, 1886. 


Sır: Referring to your favor of the 24th instant, you are respectfully informed 


that if no gold coinage was executed at the mints of the United States, and the 
four coinage mints were run Leng Nt oa the coinage of silver dollars, it would 
be ss. working full uneo a ir present capacities, to coin about six 
mi is java dollars per month. 
sae = R. E. PRESTON, : 
Acting Director of the Mint. 
Hon. Jons LITTLE, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. LITTLE. Bear in mind also that the large part of the individual 
indebtedness of the country is that falling presently due. The twelve 
hundred millions of bank discounts run from ten days to four months as a 
rule, Land mortgages are from one to five years. In Ohio the custom in 
the sale of lands pind pd one-third of the purchase money cash, a third 
in one year, anda in two years, deferred payments secured by mort- 
gage on premises sold. ‘‘Store’’ credits run six months or a year at 
furthest. These are of immense proportions. Now, what is the money 
loaner, the creditor, the merchant going to be about while the circula- 
tion is being filled with silver? Is he going to renew his loans and ex- 
tend his credits, to be paid eventually in money of less value, with in- 
terest added, than the originalsum loaned? Certainly not. Will not he 
want his money to invest in property that will rise in nominal value as 


the dollar goes down in real worth? Surely. How can the debtor got. 
‘or 


If capital comes to his aid it must be paid 


the money to 
Interest must go up, as all agree it does in such 


y? 
with all the ft a 


cases. But who profits by this? Is it the debtor? Where property is 
well encumbered capital will not take the risk. The owner can not 
borrow. The poor man without good property backing can not borrow. 
Foreclosures and forced sales will follow. They will depress prices, 
The mortgageor, the creditor, will thus be enabled to exchange their 
loans for property at most ruinous rates to owners. Loss, distress, 
ruin must follow, and it will fall heaviest on the debtor class, But 
there are others who will be affected. All persons with fixed salaries 
and incomes will suffer. All the soldiers and soldiers’ widows will 
be cut down in their pensions, The money they receive, little enough 
now, God knows, will buy less—he less. 

The millions of railroad employés, telegraph operators, clerks, me- 
chanics, and laborers under salaries, ministers, teachers, will be hurt. 
But, greatest ofall, the common laborer willsuffer. Political economists 
tell us, and our experience teaches us, that no values are so fixed and 
stable as the laborer’s wages. In times of such crises the capitalist can 
wait to see what is best for him. He is not compelled to a forced sale 
ofanything. But not so with the laborer, not so with the one depend- 
ent upon his earnings for a living. His labor is his dependence. Itis 
all he hasto sell. He cannot wait, His sales of labor must go on from 
day today. Hisis a forced sale, and he must take what he can get, if 
it be only an 80-cent dollar. : 

But, sir, we hear much about a horizontal reduction of the tariff. 
How could a reduction be made more absolutely horizontal as to spe- 
cific duties and those levied on gold valuations—as they are levied and 
would continue to be no one knows how long—than to reduce the value 
of the dollar? Ifyou want tostrike off the duties 20 per cent. make 
an 80-cent dollar; or 33 per cent., make a 66-cent dollar. I can not go 
into this. Theindustries of the country should look to this question. 
Ay, sir, I have no doubt they are looking to it. I knoW it has not es- 
caped the vigilant eye of my colleague [Mr. MCKINLEY] on the Ways 
and Means. 

Now, a word as to what I would do. Weare told Europe is coming 
to bimetallism. The chairman of the Coinage Committee sees hopeful 
indications. My friend from New York [Mr. JAMES] hears promises 
from abroad. They both see hopeful signs in theeast. Weare, they say, 
coming outofthenight. The eastern sky reddens with theapproaching 
sun, There are dangers about us. We are at least secure for the pres- 
ent where we are. I would not take a step in the dark, not even in the 
twilight, but wait till the full coming of the day. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says stop coinage. Others say 
the same. But what would be the effect of that? I ask to have read 
a passage from the report of the commissioners at the conference of 
1878. And let me ask you to remember who these commissioners 
were; Messrs. R. E. Fenton, W. 8. Groesbeck, Francis A. Walker, and 
8. D. Horton, gentlemen eminent for their learning on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


With gold ruling at 17.50 to 17.75 in terms of silver, it was held by the majority 
of the conference to be unsafe to coin silver at 1 to 15.5, or any other ratio near 
to that. In view of a divergence so wide, it was thought impossible to bring the 
market ratio up to the legal ratio merely by opening the mints to silver. It was 
indeed admitted, as expressed by Mr. en, the position involved a 
“vicious circle, states being afraid of employing silver on account of the depre- 
ciation, and the depreciation continuing because states refused to employ it.” 

ks of Mr. Goschen, third session.) But from the joint effect of thee two 
causes it was the disposition of the European delegates, even of those most 
favorable to the restoration of silver to its proper monetary function, to observe 
events and await the melting away of the mass of German silver and a fortu- 
nate turn in the quotations of silver, due to a diminution of thesupply, or to the 
continued effect of the East Indian demand. 


Mr. LITTLE. Tostop coinage and cease to buy the bullion would de- 
press its price. The reasons the commissioners give for hesitating to re- 
monetize silver would beintensified, I fear. If it was then deemed un- 
safe to return tosilver with gold ruling at 17.50, what would be thought 
when ruling at 22 or 24? Our present purchases hold up the market 
ratio; drop them, and where will it go? Should it reach 24, should 
the ‘*80-cent dollar’? become a ‘‘60-cent dollar,” would Europe be 
more likely to take silver? Could we then maintain the legal parity 
of our coins? There must be a point beyond which the price could 
not drop without endangering the parity. Destroy that, send gold 
to a premium, and you suspend specie payments inevitably. Theex- 
periment of ceasing to purchase seems to me to befull ofperil. I for one 
am not willing to take the risk, atleastnow. The buying of twenty- 
four million a year is not a great burden, Letit be piled up in the 
Treasury for a while; it will come good when we reach the double 
standard, and besides, it will be a useful support for our three hun- 
dred and forty-six million legal tenders. It is no disadvantage that 
it is cut into coins. The expense is not great. The operation need 
not and should not be allowed to affect the currency. I would not at- 
tempt to force out silver beyond business demands. It is expensive 
and worse than useless to do that. 

If Europe refuse to take silver finally, we must change the ratio; that 
is the whole of it. Let us wait and see, Next session will be time 
enough, or, if the way is still doubtful, next Congress, 


Mr. er, originally bullion was current as money and weighed 
out to takers. That was inconvenient, Men could not seales or 
assaying machinery, nor always go where they were kept. Govern- 


ment undertook the work of measurement, It cut the pieces and 
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stamped them with their weight, their denomination. That saved 
trouble; it was a convenience. If there were but a single metal in 
the world, to coin it would be simple. Itis just as simple with two 
metals when their ratio is determined. The difficulty is to ascertain 
the ratio. To do the rest is the work of the scrivener, theclerk. The 
former is that of the economist, the scientist, the statesman. After all, 
it is only to ascertain the truth. I am ready to coin, ready to write; 
when you tell me that truth, tell me what to say, not before. Shall 
it eH 16, or 18? Weare not after conjecture or guesses, but the 
trat 

Individuals may properly indulge in conjecture, in figure of speech, 
and possibly in exaggeration. But when this nation writes, when it 
sends out its missives to the children of men written in letters and in 
substance of silver and of gold, they should contain the simple truth 
and nothing but the truth. If events have conspired to make in- 
accurate that which when written was true, itg task should be to cor- 
rect the error either by bringing about such conditions that the old 
truth will reap or by rewriting. 

That is exactly ourtask to-day. If the bill under consideration was 
an aid in that direction it would have my vote. Whatever will do that 
Iam for. But, sir, standing here as the Representative and wielding 
the power of an honorableand truth-loying constituency, Ideclare: The 
great Republic, with my consent, will never either write or perpetrate 
a lie on its coins. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, I have fifteen minutes of my hour re- 
maining, which I will give to my colleague [Mr. MCKENNA], and if 
there be any balance remaining I will yield it to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I can not hope to add anything new 
to this debate. It would puzzle inspiration to say anything new, and 
I dislike, sir, to occupy the time of the House in the personal concern 
of an explanation of the vote I shall cast, 

But, sir, there is justification for explanation both in precedent and 
principle. An office—my office—is a public trust, and the reason for 
every exercise of it as well as every exercise of it can not be indifferent 
tothe constituency which I represent and whose interests I hope to serve. 
I can do no more in my situation. A pensioner of a fragment of my 
colleague’s time, for which I thank him, I would but waste this dole 
of minutes in a vain attempt at anything but the most meager defini- 
tion of my views—a definition inadequate indeed, and in its imperfec- 
tion may be more ambiguous than silence. 

The subject, sir, is one of incredible complexity, and its sure solution 
has thus far evaded every effort of ability, while it has engaged all and 
exercised all. Itappears, sir, to coquet with inquiry. Its statistics are 
complaisant to every conclusion, and in their marvelous universality 
and ductility every one seeks, and every one appears to find, reason for 
his dogma, and conjecture riots to the top of its bent, and prophecies in 
ld mouths and in silver mouths proclaim great good or croak dire 


In this condition, Mr. Speaker, good men, though reckless ones, dare 
danger in pursuit of speculative good, while interested ones, who regard 
only self, see their opportunity; and there is always enough evil to be 
complained of and to be remedied to excuse and confuse everything, 
and recklessness appears to be discretion, pretense passes for patriotism, 
and ignorance and knowledge, sincerity and simulation, receive an equal 
applause, 

But, sir, prudent men, who risk nothing for their country except in a 
great stake, and who would rather incur criticism of themselves than 
chance a danger to it, are content to abide in the safe conservatism of 
letting things alone. This, Mr. Speaker, is hard at all times. It is 
especially hard when impatient sentiment, ready probably to become 
vindictive, urges or seems to urge immediate action. 

That which Herbert Spencer calls the ‘‘do-something’’ impulse may 
not be the most vicious one, but, sir, if is the most urgent, and to do 
nothing is sometimes wise, but nevercan be showy. Besides, there is 


-~ argument for action: Whatare we here for? And a Congress that dare 


not pass laws could indeed be condemned. 

But if I may be indulged in the utterance of a paradox, I dare say 
that some things are best done when not done; and the true and last- 
ing interests of bimetallism are best subserved by letting the existing 
law alone. 

Mr. Speaker, I have read the report of the minority of the Committee 
on Coinage on this bill. I have also with fair attention considered the 
speeches that have been made in advocacy of it, and every one of them 
furnishes reasons to abide by the existing law. It is asserted that we 
need an augmentation of our present circulating medium; that we want 
more money. 

Granted for the sake of the argument. 
quate amount under the existing law. 

It is claimed that we should at least coin the American product. 
Granted again. Itcan be coined under the existing law. It is urgedin 
opposition to the apprehension that this country will become the silver- 
dump of the world that foreign coin can not come here without loss, 
and therefore that it will notcome. That articles of silver are too rare 
in design or too costly in labor to be melted. That the annual product 
of silver is $115,000,000; that $30,000,000 of this net is consumed by 


It can be obtained in ade- 


India, $25,000,000 by Mexico, and $22,000,000 by all other foreign 
countries and in the arts. The Mexican dollars are usually estimated 
as bullion. . But of these one-third at least, maybe one-half, remain 
in coin. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is further said that not more than $50,- 
000,000, certainly not more than $55,000,000 of the entire product re- 
mains to be coined under free coi 

Granted again for the argument. But $48,000,000 can be coined 
under the existing law if the market value of silver be equal to the 
face value of the coins. At the present price of silver over $60,000,000 
estimated in coins. 

In this ample power of the existing law to produce all the benefits 
claimed for free coinage without, maybe, its evils. In its possession 
in common with free coinage of the wondrous efficacy to appreciate 
values attributed toa great demand of a limited supply, is its vindica- 
tion and the condemnation of its repeal and of a change. But, sir, it 
may be said that the benefit of the law is suspended or prevented by 
the inability or contumacy, or in the language of a distinguished Dem- 
ocratic Senator, the incivism of the administration. 

Granted again, but only, sir, for my present purpose, and not asa 
partisan fling. I leave such accusations to Democrats. I know that 
the sincerest intention in a complex matter may be misunderstood and 
criticised by interest or impatience or distress. 

Not, therefore, criticising, and hoping, indeed believing, that the Pres- 
ident and his advisersare urged by conscientious considerations of duty, 
but believing them to be in error, and not despairing, sir, of their ulti- 
mate conversion, I repeat for the occasion only that, granted they are 
guilty of incivism, the repeal of the law is nota proper reuay for a fail- 
uretoenforceit. Have we noother remedy than this? I need not pause 
to comment upon the impotency of the statesmanship which can devise 
no other remedy in a government of checks and responsibilities. And 
what a spectacle should we soon present; to what a condition should 
we soon come in this seesaw of legislative effort in opposition to recal- 
citrant officers? We should pass from a multiplicity of dead laws and 
useless enactments in rapid succession to confusion, to contempt, to 
destruction, 

Mr. Speaker, I can understand why a Republican would urge such 
a remedy in very opposition to an administration not his. But for 
a Democrat to do so would be for him to assert his party a failure, 
his Congress a sham, his President a humbug, or worse. Now, sir, and 
almost in conclusion, I say that the possible good of the present law 
and the apprehension of danger from its change ought to give us pause; 
and we should not scoffat apprehended injury. I know that evil proph- 
ecies have been made heretofore and have not been fulfilled, and evil 
conclusions are now confounded by the singular spectacle of a gold 
dollar and a silver dollar of different bullion values circulating in legal 
parity and at par. But the cause of this is at least disputable, and the 
boasting patriotism of the power of this country to achieve results that 
other great nations shrink from attempting is not a good ground of 
action. We are proud of our country and believe its resources can 
receive and endure the influx of all the silver of all the world, and 
emerge from the deluge as did the earth, but stripped and bare and to 
begin again. - < 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MOMILLIN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. McKenna] 
has occupied all the time which remained at the disposal of his colleague 
(Mr. FELTON]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, there is a desperate 
war being waged against one of our money metals. It was brought 
on under the lead of two creditor nations, England and Germany. 
The wealthy classes of those countries hdld the securities of other na- 
tions and peoples to the extent of at least $5,000,000,000. This fact 
explains fully their determination to force the demonetization of silver 
among other leading nations. If the American Republic yields, their 
war will have a successful termination. Then all debts throughout 
the world must be paid in gold or its equivalent, and gold will then be 
double its present value. 

As a nation we can not legislate upon finance without having regard 
to our indebtedness. With no indebtedness we might possibly meet 
all the demands of the future with gold alone. Being encumbered with 
debt, demonetization of silver means certain disaster to the nation and 
distress among the people. Because by demonetization holders of se- 
curities can increase the value of money they are monometallists. Be- 
cause their debts can be paid much easier with two than with one metal 
the promissors are bimetallists. This proves that as longas there is a 
debt to be paid the only way to deal justly by debtor and creditor is to 
restore all laws that have been changed and preserve intact those that 
remain—as they were when the debi was contracted. 

The basis of faith is that eve ent shall be performed inthe ` 
same baile by him who deceives tts by. him who offers it. 

In the long run, what is good for the debtor is good for the creditor 
also. All temporary advantage that may be unjustly gained now is 
sure to bring its retribution in the final reckoning, whether secured by 
debtor or creditor. Honesty between country and people and people 
and country is above all things iniportant. We are not so poor that 
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we can not honestly pay our debts, nor are we so rich that we can af- 
ford to pay them dishonestly. Nor will it help our case to say that to 
pay in both silver and gold will help or benefit this or that class. We 
are bound together by ties indissoluble. Together we must suffer or 
together we must triumph. I believe much less in classes in our cos- 
mopolitan society than do many. We are not corralled into grades or 
stations or conditions where we must prance or plod throughout our 
wholeecareer. There is no country on the globe where men swap places 
so often as in our beneficent Republic. 

The debtor of to-day may be the creditor of to-morrow; he may be 
both at the same time. The bondholder of yesterday may be the coal- 
digger of to-day, and the hewer of wood and the drawer of water of to- 
day may be the bondholder of to-morrow. There is no manliness in 
our going into a frenzy of jealousy toward our neighbor in the brown- 
stone front who is counting his bonds and clipping his coupons while 
we are counting the cost and cutting the corners lest the day pass and 
we are not fed, for who shall say that to-morrow he may not be an 
hungered while we are wielding his scissors? No, sir; we are to meet 
this question with our honest manhood and not with sentiment ora 
plea of poverty. Our promises are out; they bear with them the con- 
tract of payment. If wedo not meet themaccording to its terms in the 
courts of f final resort, we will be placed in chancery. My complaint 
shall not be against men, but against manners, customs, and laws. 

Ten years ago there were jugglers on the debtor side who maintained 
with great vigor and infinite racket that a government may pay its debts 
by swapping promises, These were beaten back by the logic of hon- 
esty, and on January 1, 1879, they were placed ‘‘in chancery.” A 
decade passes and the payee comes to the front as a juggler. He makes 
the discovery that coin means gold, and that the only proper way to pay 
2 coin debt is to hand over the highest-priced coin in the market. 

Shall we place this new juggler in chancery? Iam in favor of it. 
I will not stop to investigate who he is, whether rich or poor, power- 
ful or impotent. He has undertaken a dishonest thing, and he must 
abandon his wicked purpose or go into. chancery also, No amount 
of racket in imitation of his prototype, no plea of the baby act—for he 
was of age—will excuse him from the fulfillment of the covenant. 

Truth compels me to say that these creditors should not now be in 
rourtatall. Their bargain isagoodone. They have no equities here. 
They should ask for nothing more than their contract gives, That fact 
practically forces them to come into court under false colors. They af- 
fect to be much concerned for the debtor, and they fall to manufactur- 
ing calamities to be let loose upon society if coin is not construed to mean 
gold. Spleen takes possession of them. Their interests seem to affect 
their tastes. 

They discover also such great enervation in our age that we can not 
“ tote” the silver dollar. Senility and decrepitude have overtaken us, 


decay has wasted us until the per is a burden and the silver 
dollar is an intolerable oppression. As they proceed it now and then 
occurs to them that it will not do to be ‘‘enemy”’ all the time, and so 


by turns they become coy. They are now in the rôle of bimetallism, and 
‘while the fit is on” they proceed to show how, by deserting the sil- 
ver dollar, they can save it. 

After the plan is fully developed, and after they have thus saved sil- 
ver to benefit and bless mankind, they proceed with suspicious precipi- 
tation to demonstrate, to their own satisfaction at least, that silver is 
unfit for money. So intent are they on their high resolve that they 
will not even pause to swap 412} grains of silver for one of cer- 
tificate—just as valuable. Covered with sweat, begrimed with dust, 
on they trudge, pressing toward the high and holy calling of making 
silver odious ! . 

Neither Hugo’s Toilers of the Sea, nor yet Ixion at his wheel, 
ever fulfilled a destiny half go dolorous as they. Is there no induce- 
ment that will pause them in what the gentleman from Maryland des- 
ignates as ‘‘indignant devotion ” to their cause? Can they brook no 
delay? Is there no maiden’s voice in all the land seductive enough to 
tarry them in their career ‘‘Excelsior?’’ Nothing in tlie world is 
easier. Luggage, more luggage, sir, will halt them. Offer them 80 
grainsof silver. See how they range in expectant lines! Offer tocom- 
premise by adding one-fifth to the size of their “‘ cartwheel dollars,” and 
mark how they wheel into column! 

Before considering such of these objections to the silver dollar as my 
limited time will permit, I wish to refertoasingleargument, and I may 
say the only one yet made, why the creditor is perhaps entitled to re- 
ceive part of his money in gold. It is to the effect that insome of Jay 
Cooke’s advertisements in certain newspapers he announced that inter- 
est on bonds would be paid in gold. It is not claimed that the law au- 
thorized him thus to advertise. It is not even claimed that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury gave any such authority. Nevertheless it may be, 
for the sake of being abundantly tair, admitted in the argument that 
- the advertisement should operate as a sort of estoppel against the Gov- 
ernment and thatshe should keep the presuming there might 
have been one—made by Jay Cooke. Thisis going to the utmost limits 
of fairness toward the creditor. It is giving the benefit of every doubt 
as to both the facts and the law. 

The real and the legal contract was on the paper at delivery and has 
gone with it in every transfer, no matter into how many hands it has 


passed. Itreads: ‘This bond is payable in coin.” Whatcoin? ‘Of 
thestandardof 1870.’’ Thestandard of 1870,to which the holder was by 
the law di is: “Silver 412} 900 fine; and gold 25,8 grai 
900 fine.” But now to the promises of Jay Cooke; what were they? 
That the Government would pay the interest in gold. What would a 
strict construction of this advertisement give the promisee? Certainly 
no one would contend that Jay Cooke undertook to assure him that the 
principal should be paid in gold—that which is not mentioned and not 
included by some general term, when part is recited by implication is 
excluded. Therefore the proper interpretation is that the Government 
shall pay the interest in gold, but the principal it may pay in other 
money. Does the payee prefer Jay Cooke to the contract he hason his 
bond? Ifso let him abide that—take his interest in gold and his prin- 
aie in silver—whenever he can show that he was misled by an adver- 
men 

But I am even disposed to do more. I will take the samo position I 
did when the greenback payor was attempting to fly from the spirit of 
the contract. Isaid to them, ‘‘ Now, let us take hold and make a 
greenback just as good as coin, then the payee will prefer it to coin, 
and then we can pay in coin just as easily as we can in greenbacks.’’ 
Asa plan of compromise with the payee now, I would say, ‘‘ Let us 
go to work, Mr. Payee, and make silver bullion worth just as much as 
gold bullion, and then you can take your choice! But, says the mono- 
metallist, it can not be done, the tastes of the world have changed. 
Englend dethroned silver, Germany had to stop its coinage, and now 
the Latin Union have thrown it overboard! How can the United States 
stand for silver against the world ? 

Mr. Speaker, we have performed a more miraculous thing, even, than 
this. It was a greater achievement to resume specie payments in 1879 
than it would be to bring gold and silver together in 1889. There were 
more who placed resumption among the impossibilities then than there 
now are who say silver can not be raised to a parity with gold. ‘‘It 
can not be done V? shouted the faithless payor in promises, in ’75; 
“the whole world has not money enough to doit!” ‘‘Itcan not be 
done,” shouts the monometallist in 85; ‘‘the world has too much 
money to do it.” 

The cry of ’75 lacked pluck, but it had in it a little logic, The cry 
of *85 has neither pluck nor logic. 

Why say we can not bring these metals together by the force of law? 
Not as to what the metals be but what they shall do? 

The answer is, ‘‘The value of a thing will not be changed by law.” 
But can not a commodity be utilized by law or custom to do things— 
to perform functions—it did not, or perhaps could not, without law? 

The monometallist, in his moments of deyotion for silver, has himself 
proved too much to higgle now about ‘‘fiat.’”’ His sole plan for saving 
silver is to force, or rather coax, the nations into a joint convention to 
fix a ratio between the metals and a standard for each. You see it is 
fiat and fraud, if the power we can exercise is used to te its use 
or value, but if a power we can not invoke will only unite to regulate 
its value, then it is not fiat, it is not fraud! Such is the consistency 
of monometallism. Does any one doubt that the dethroning of silver 
by Germany, and its more recent abandonment by the Latin Union, 
has lowered the price of silver bullion? And, if so, would not the 
abandonment of that metal by the United States lower its price still 
more? And if this be true, then, if Germany were by law to begin its 
coinage, would not its bullion value advance? And if it would, is it 
not demonstrated that a nation’s mandate in this regard has potency 
to regulate the use and therefore the value of money? But why argue 
this point? The gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES], who spoke 
on the other side, freely admits that silver bullion was made cheaper 
than gold solely by discrimination against it. It is at most but a dif- 
ference in degree, and there is nothing left of the position buta single, 
cowardly ‘‘you can’t.” 

Well, sir, we can atleast try. That is what we said in ’75, and the 
trial trip bronght us into port. Then, as now, it was argued all pre- 
cedent is against us. ‘‘ England tried to resume under more favorable 
circumstances and she failed!” Sir, we have done a thousand things 
England never has and never will do until she has a government for the 
peopleinstead of agovernmentforaristocrats. Even thegreatstatesman 
at Gramercy, as late asin ’76, told us it might have been done if we had 
managed rightly, but we have missed our chance; said he, ‘‘ and usufruct 
even can not save us.’’ Nevertheless we did resume. When Grant 
eut loose from his base of supplies at Milliken’s Bend, crossed the Mis- 
sissippi River, and fought his way to Jackson and back, leaving noth- 
ing but the roads, and burned bridges behind him, even the gifted 
Sherman thought the army was lost. Sherman learned something new 
in the art of war, and lived to put his wisdom into practice when he 
marched ‘‘ from Atlanta to the sea.”’? It can not be done forges chains. 
It shall be done breaks them. The former has written the history of 
bondage; the latter builded the temple of freedom ! 


THE DISHONEST DOLLAR, . 


But you tell us 4124 grains of silver make a dishonest dollar. This 
is a grave charge, and if you can only make it good I think you can 
safely rely on great accessions to your vote in this House. As you 
seem to stand greatly in need of votes it occurs to me that here isa 
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profitable field for the exercise of your best energies. Vociferous alle- 
gation, however, is not proof, nor will you be likely to deceive any one 
into mistaking the one for the other. The 412}-grain dollar has a his- 
tory which may be easily traced. If it has been in bad company and 
by contamination corrupted, or if it was depraved and a cheat from the 
start, too prominent has been its career to permit deception in either. 
The burden is clearly with you, but as we have nothing to conceal and 
as you seem somewhat laggard in getting to your real task, we may as 
well direct your attention to some sources of information and invite 
you to probe further if you like. 

The first objection you make to thesilver dollar is that it is a “‘fiat” 
dollar. We reply by insisting that there is intrinsic value init. It 
has all other important qualities in it that go to make money. It is 
indestructible. It does not corrode by the touch of time. It costs 
labor to secure it. Itis the product of sweat-drops, and daring and 
pluck and suffering. Still you insist that though it be a costly thing, 
yet any way itis one-fifth fiat. This is a stunner; the honest man 
rubs his eyes and says, ‘‘ Perhaps now there is something in that.” 
We must therefore go farther and investigate. 

The Second Congress of the young Republic made our first money. 
How much pure silver did that Congress put into its dollar? Hamilton 
was then the financial head of the Government. He recommended 371} 
grains of pure silver as the dollar. That was on the 28th day of Jan- 
uary, 1791. The report is full of good logic. It reads like the thoughts 
of one skilled in finance, like one who has sought the opinions of great 
minds and digested them. The Congress has a very high opinion of 
his abilities, for, after much debate, on the 2d of April, 1792, it indorses 
Hamilton’s recommendation and enacts into law ‘‘that 371} grains of 
pure silver shall be a dollar.” 

Examine, now, the silver dollar that you have called dishonest. It 
has init 371} grains puresilver. Now, whereisthefiat? Oh! but you 
say, ‘‘I have a gauge hidden away in a stocking that makes that dollar 
20 per cent. fiat, notwithstanding your ancient law and your 371} 
grains of silver.” Very well, bring on yourgauge, sir. Let us testit. 
Assertion does not establish gauges; gauges are subject to tests as well 
as the thing gauged. Gold being your gauge, let us examine its history 
and its capacity to measure. When Hamilton made the report to which 
we have referred he recommended 24} grains of pure gold for the gold 
dollar. Congress adopted his suggestion. In 1834 another Congress 
took from the gold dollar1.5 grains of pure gold, because as a measure 
of value it did not seem to work well. That is some proof that gold 
as a measure is notinfallible. Examine your gold dollar of to-day and 
you find only 23.2 grains of pure gold init. 

_ Again, to make gold what it could not be without fiat it was ordained 
by law in 1873 that gold should measure everything. Law said to it, 
“ Be thou the unit,” and it was the unit! Since that time it has been 
measuring everything incorrectly with unvarying consistency. To 
illustrate: let us take 232 grains of gold bullion and go forth to pur- 
chase. What will it do? Too much or too little, or just enough? 
You buy wheat, flour, corn, meal, calico, scythes, axes, labor, anything 
you need. What have you in return for your dollar? You make your 
com: m from the time your 23.2 grains was stamped with the dollar 
fiat, and you find that you have cheated the producer of the commodi- 
ties are taking home out of atleast 20 cents. Youaretakinghome 
$1.20 worth of labor and the product of labor for your 23.2 grains of 
gold! What is the matter? I can tell you, sir. You are a fiatist. 
You have, somehow, forced a value into 23.2 grains of gold bullion that 
does not belong there, and that something is law, is fiat! Fiat may be 
imparted to a thing, you see, without stamp or die; it may boost bull- 
ion uncoined as well as bullion coined. 

Now I will take my 371} grains of silver bullion andI will go to the 

roducer and I will buy wheat, flour, corn, meal, calico, scythes, axes, 

bor, anything I need, and I make my comparison with what 371} 
grains of silver would do for my fathers. Igo back, not to 1834, for 
my dollar is dignified with more years than yours, it dates from 1792, 
but I will only cover a period we can all I make my compari- 
sons, and what have I in return for my 371} grains of silver? Have I 
cheated the producer? Hasthe producercheatedme? Has fiat played 
a part in the bargain? No,sir! Ihave 100 cents’ worth of that which 
will supply my wants and the producer has 100 cents of valuein return 

for it. Thus that “silver bodkin” has punctured the gold bullion bal- 

loon and the collapse develops some dishonesty where blind prejudice 
never to find it. Can it be true, I wonder, that this yellow 
metal which catches its rays from the sun is destroying the eye of hon- 


esty? 
GOLD THE FIAT MONEY. 

The fiat in money or money material is the law mandate added to 
intrinsic worth. Intrinsic value is made upof cost and use. An arti- 
cle may cost a good deal and may be of very little value. Gold and 
silver, fourteen years ago, were of the same value, on a ratio of 1 to 15, 
for on the ratio of 1 to 16 as they were then-by law arranged silver was 
at a premium of 3 todcents. About this time the fiat of Germany sent 
gold ahead ‘of silver. The United States, always more or less inclined 
to ape despots, stepped into the trap set for her and added by the act 
of February 12, 1873, her fiat to gold. The equal law silver had there- 
tofore enjoyed with gold was changed into unequal law in behalf of the 


latter. Butthiswasnotall. Theactof 1873 did more; it provided for 
a new unit of values; that is, it added to the use of gold not only by 
subtraction from silver but by affinitive addition to gold. This mys- 
terious statute that knows not its maker not only robbed silver of law 
but forced increased use or doubleduty upon gold by law. Then, that 
silver might be still more crippled, the free coinage of gold was contin- 
ued while that of silver was discontinued, and when in ’78 coinage of 
silver was resumed its coinage was curtailed while gold continued free. 

To recapitulate, gold has secured of that hated thing its worshipers 
are now pleased to call fiat, in addition to that which has been vouch- 
safed to silver: > 
S First. The exclusive fiat of most of the great commercial nations of 

rope. 

Second. In this country its unbroken free coinage. $ 
} one Its increased use consequent upon the disuse of silver from 

73 to 78. 

Fourth. Making it by the act of ’73 the unit of value. 

Fifth. The present free coinage of gold and the limited coinage of 
silver. 

Thus, while the gold bullion has beside all the fiat monarchies can 
give, and four distinct and independent mandates of law in the United 
States that silver knows not of, is it a wonder that 23.2 grains of gold 
buy too much, that it is dishonest, that it cheats the laborer and pro- 
ducer? z 

I find by a table published in the speech of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lona]—the correctness of which no one on either 
side will qpestion—that the cost of sufficient of the necessaries of life 
to support a family of four persons, the number taken in the estimate, 
has been constantly on the decline, as measured by a gold standard, 
since 1873. The cost is estimated, in 1873, at $294.60; in 1874, at 
$291.69, and so on down to 1885, at $216.11. This shows a decline of 
over 33 per cent., an amount exceeding the diflerence between the 
value of gold and sliver bullion, and demonstrates that silver bullion 
ae much nearer a correct measure of values than that of gold 

ullion. 

The decline in production of gold, together with the increased de- 
mands for it in the arts, would of itself have made it too dear for a safe 
single standard. Its equilibrium should have been preserved so furas 
honesty would permit by the largest possible use of silver and the least 
possible use of gold as money. The fiat which added to the price of 
gold should have gone to the aid of silver. Gold needed no aid; its 
tendency was to become too high, at least for the time being. True 
loyalty to both metals would have said the weaker and not the stronger 
shali have the aid of the law until such time as a change in relative 
production shall enable both to stand without law, or at least with 
equal laws. Butit seems that avarice, and not chivalry, controlled. 
Therefore fiat must make the dear dearer and the cheap cheaper. It 
only remains now to compel all debt payments to be made in the 
former and avarice will have conquered all obstacles—its triumph will 
be complete. 

Oh, sir, it isthe old story of tyrants. They never wrong without 
despising the object wronged, whether animate or inanimate. In the 
old days, when men’s limbs were bound in chains, the master gloated 
in grim satisfaction over the inability of the manacled to run with him 
an equal race. With no law that financial ministers are bound to re- 
spect, see how their imitators of our time point their index fingers and 
leer at silver because gold, its law-panoplied brother, outdoes silver 
bullion in its ability to measure and to buy. 

In this connection I will have published the following letter from 
Judge Dexter, of Elmira, N. Y. I know himwell. He is a thorough 
student, and perfectly fearless in the expression of his opinions. His 
questions are so tersely put upon this proposition that the correct an- 
swer is irresistible. [See Appendix. ] 


WHO ARE TRUE BIMETALLISTS? 


The world has none too much of both metals to answer the purposes 
of money. Both may be used to the entire extent of their production, 
excepting only such as the arts absorb, without inflating the circulat- 
ing medium. ‘They can take the place of currency now in circulation 
in fact or by certification, or they can be used to increase it, according 
to our necessities. In my opinion there can be no such thing as infla- 
tion before the country, either with the metal dollar itself or by certi- 
fication thereof, or by.greenbacks or by national-bank bills, has behind 
it a redeeming coin worth 100 cents onthe dollar. 

Believing thus, I would use every dollarof both metals that will come 
to the mints for money, save only when by some abnormal condition 
of things, induced by unjust and unequal laws of other nations, there 
is danger of forcing a disparity which would work harm. At allsuch 
times I would so legislate as to protect our people against that evil, 
for evil I must admit it to be. Free coinage I would always have in 
view, and abandonment of either metal I would in no case permit. 

The bill which I have introduced, together with extracts from let- 
ters I have written to journals in my district, I will print in the aj 
pendix. They express fully my position and the step which I thi 
we should take at this time. While I would prefer to vote for free 
coinage, I doubt our ability to control the price of bullion by addi- 


3288 


tional use beyond the amount produced in this country. As to our 
own production I have no fears whatever. A 

Now let us examine the philosophy of those who profess bimetallism, 
but who, to secure the proper status of silver, advise its present dis- 
continuance as money. ‘This is substantially the position of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona]. A man thrown overboard by. 
a common enemy is struggling manfully against the tossing waves. 
You rush for the life-boat and go forth to his rescue, You take him 
on board, claim him as a dear friend, and push for the shore. Reflec- 
tion gives you pause. You are sicklied o'er with the pale cast of thought. 
You are convinced that the enemy, as an enemy, must have had the 
best of reasons for getting rid of him, and so, as his friend, you conclude 
the true way to save his life, after all, is to toss him into the sea, and 
then after the storm has passed negotiate with the enemy upon some 
general plan of salvation! 

To illustrate still further: Silver is partly down. You think itshould 
be lifted to its old positioh, therefore you join the cry against its fitness 
for money! Gold has been appreciated by an increased demand for it 
by the creditor nations; they first force up its price and then demand 
that all payments shall be made in that metal; therefore you will join 
the creditor nations and force it still higher; and this you say will 
bring silver and gold together. a 

England and Germany have lost their faith in slver as money, there- 
fore you will now prove your faith in silver for money by serving it 
just as England and Germany have served it. The price of silver as 
measured by gold, has been forced down by legal discrimination, there- 
fore you will discriminate in the same way to force it up! ,That is to 
say, you will agree to tear silver down so that, being down, you may 
join with its enemiesin restoring its ancient glory! This plan of prov- 
ing undying devotion to silver lam afraid will hardly carry you through 
the fall campaign. 

1 can easily understand how a man may believe in unimetallism; 
how he may enlarge upon the importance of stability until all other 
considerations vanish from his estimates of what constitutes good money: 
but how aman can despise the dollar and hanker after it, how demand 
its destruction and pray for its restoration, is a conundrum I have been 
quite incompetent to solve. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] is decidedly candid 
in the matter and much more consistent than some of those who will 
vote with him. ` 

Iu his position he is joined by my colleague [Mr. Scorr]. They talk 
glibly about ‘‘eyolution’’ and the ‘‘survival of the fittest,’’ and the 
latter gentleman is quite Darwinian in ns discussion, as well as “quite 
English.” He proclaims an “‘irrepressible conflict,” but graciously 
admits, ‘‘How casy it is to be mistaken.” It is certain, according 
to the gentleman, that silver must go—if he is not mistaken! But 
the gentleman from Maryland boldly advocates unimetallism, and 
closes one of the very best speeches yet made or likely to be made on 
the wrong side of this question by summoning to his aid the prophet 
Daniel's “colossal beast, which had been the ‘baseless fabric’? of 
Nebuchadnezzar’s dream, with which to bolster the financial schemes 
of our Daniel, who presides over the gold-headed beast at the other end 
of the Avenue. He tackles the ‘‘ buzzard bummer ’’—sometimes called 
a dollar—and scatters it with more remorseless vigor than all the 
pent-up winds that must split themselves in blowing for ‘‘ Beck’s bliz- 
zard.” [Laughter.] He declares with a terseness of expression which 
I commend to those who are halting in the hope of an international 
conference, that all maneuvers to bring it about are like ‘‘snatching at 
the moon.” 

And so the plan suggested by the gentieman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
LonG], and the gentleman from New York [Mr. James], is character- 
ized by the gentleman from Maryland as ‘‘snatching at the moon !” 
Surely this isa flattering prospect for these gentlemen, The gentleman 
from New York, while he held the floor and yet had a half hour at his 
disposal, wasasked: ‘‘ What he would doin the event of the failure of his 
proposed international conference?’’ He neither told us where, in such 
a stress, he would turn, nor did he give us any rational ground for a 
hope of such a conference to begin with. - Itis fair to say he told us that 
some friends (?) of bimetallism in Europe, notably Cernuschi, had ad- 
vised us to stop the coinage of silver. For one, I neither follow the 
opinions of interested parties in the Old World upon the silver question, 
or the tariff question, or any other question, unless they bear such evi- 
dence of sincerity, and abundant reason for their professed faith, as to 
dissipate a natural Ponas I have against ‘‘ walking in the way of sin- 
ners ’’—from abroad. 

The gentleman from Maryland isclearly right. If we are to save the 
silver dollar at all, we must do so by proving that its use, and not its 
disuse, is a blessing. 


THE NATIONAL DEBT. 

Iam troubled, sir, with a suspicion that there is a design lurking, 
perhaps, in the outskirts of definite purpose to prolong, if not to per- 
petuate, our national debt. During the present administration, a 
policy only less clearly outlined by its predecessors, has succeeded in 
paying, instead of as much as was ible just as little as possible of 
the debt. Seventy or eighty millions might have been paid; only 
+wenty millions during its first year has been paid. 
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The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report, complainsat the 
presence of available debt-paying material which haunts his peace of 
mind, and yet he will not let it go. Why does he hesitate to use it? 
I can account for it only on two grounds. First, his conscience may 
tell him it is not all honest money; and, second, he may have espoused 
the theory that a national debt is a national blessing. 

I have already given my views as to the honesty of the silver dollar, 
but I desire now to consider it in the part it was intended to play in 
the payment of our national debt. 

The letter of the contract, it is not doubted, gives the option of the 
Government to use either of the coins to payon the debt. It not only 
named what the debt might be paid in but referred to the standard, 
which includes the number of grains and the fineness thereof. If a dis- 
pute should arise between business men upon the g¢onstruction of sach 
a contract the courts would quickly determine the duty of both. A 
parallel will, I think, assist us in a clearer understanding of the situa- 
tion, Two business men, one a farmer and one a dealer in produce and 
stock, enter into a bargain. 

The dealer in stock has a span of horses which he offers to the farmer 
for the price of $200, payment to be made in December following, and 
agrees to take in payment therefor grain, as follows: Wheat at $1, 
barley at 80 cents per bushel, each of quality of the grain in the presence 
of and examined by both parties. The team is present also, is exam- 
ined by the farmer, and he concludesto take it upon the terms named. 
Seed-time and harvest have come and gone. The farmer has thrashed 
his wheat and his barley. Since the spring-time, when the bargain 
was made, wheat has advancrd 10 cents, barley has declined 10 cents. 
With the purpose of being abundantly fair the farmer concludes that, 
although he knows he can insist upon the stock-dealer taking all his pay 
in barley, he will deliver it in about equal proportions as it makes little 
difference to him. 

The first load, therefore, which he brings his creditor is all of wheat. 
Of course the stock dealer is pleased, he smiles, rubs his hands, com- 
pliments the appearance of the team and suggests that the farmer made 
an excellent bargain when he got that team. The next installment to 
be applied upon the debt comes on the morrow. It is barley. Stock- 
dealer is unsocial, he is actually uncivil, but remembering his contract 
he bites his lip and prepares for the worst. He does not really want 
barley at any price. Since wheat has gone up he has taken a great 
dislike to barley. He concludes to take it, however, provided he can 
get enough of it. Accordingly he brings out his six-quart measure and 
suggests to the farmer that he ‘“‘ will compromise by taking his bulky 
barley provided he will add that six-quart measure heaping full to each 
bushel.” The farmer feels that the jury would aquit him if he should 
thrash the ground with the anatomy of the stock-dealer, but he holds 
a temper that he may get the true inwardness of the stock-dealer’s 
ethics. 

“Suppose,” says the farmer, ‘‘that barley had gone up, would you 
have refused barley?” ‘‘Oh, no,” says the stock-dealer, ‘‘it would 
have been a very different thing then!’ ‘‘I see, I see,” says the 
farmer. ‘‘If wheat goes up you want wheat. If barley goes up you 
want barley! Suppose they had both gone down?”? ‘‘Oh, then you 
should have paid me in corn. Corn is grain, just as much as wheat. 
Cornisholdingitsown. I would have accepted corn!” ‘I see, I see,” 
says the farmer, ‘‘grain is any thing thatisup!’’ Your plan gives me 
the option and gives you the profit!” 

The only difference between the man who insisted either on having 
all wheat or six quarts extra of barley and the man who demands all 
gold or 20 per cent. more of silver is, that the wheat demanded by the 
stock-dealer had gone up by the force of the laws which wecall supply 
and demand, while the gold, which is now insisted must be paid our 
creditors, has gone up by the force of the same laws, and the fiat of 
human legislators added thereto at the behest of the creditor! 

HOW SHALL THE DEBT BE PAID? 

I contend that, since there is an actual difference in the values of 
gold and silver bullion, to pay the debt in both products, share and share 
alike, would be so fair and equitable to the creditor that instead of 
complaining he should be filled with gratitude. It is more than Shy- 
lock demanded, it is more than is in the bond, but it is what the Gov- 
ernment may easily pay; it is just the way to keep the prices of bull- 
ion together, and what, if she is permitted to pay, will neither wrong 
her creditors, nor impair her honor. No court of equity in the world, 
upon the same contract between individuals, would exact or decree 
even so much. Why attempt to enforce a system of morals or ethics 
touching a contract with the Government not maintainable in a court 
of equity as between individuals? 

GOVERNMENT ETHICS. 

It is said, however, there is a wide distinction between a contract by 
people with a sovereign and one between individual with individual. 
‘The Government being the sovereign power, charged by the Constitu- 
tion with the duty of coining money and regulating the value thereof, 
it is said that the duty rests with her to pay her debts with that which 
has 100cents valueineach dollar. Waiving forthe time being the ques- 
tion whether it is not gold that is too high instead of silver below 100 
cents, let me say that to the proposition in general I yield hearty as- 
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sent. It is the duty of the Government to exercise its sovereignty to 
the fullest possible extent tomake any coin she agreed to pay her debts 
with just as valuable as her sovereign power is capable of making it. 
Beyond that she is under no obligation to go. Having agreed that her 
debts shall be paid in coin of certain standard, she is bound to impart 
-to that coin, whether gold, silver, or copper, all the value her mandate 
can giveit. There is no obligation resting upon her to change the 
standard of metals in use or change the metals to be used. The for- 
mer is honestly exercising sovereignty; the latter might be—must 
be—dishonestly exercising it. 

Having stated the proposition, are the gold men willing to abide by 
it? Thatthey are not is the cause of the difference now dividing debtor 
and creditor. In 1873 they demanded, and their representatives here 
yielded to the demand, that the very sovereignty which had been im- 

to one of the dollars she had stipulated to use in payment of 
her debts should be withdrawn. If this had not been done at the be- 
hest of those who were interested in demonetizing silver, or if the sil- 
ver dollar had failed to perform full money function, then there would 
be great reason to complain. Having, however, asked that it be done, 
its effect should be accepted by the creditor, no matter what the con- 
sequences may be. 

The only thing the Congress could do under the circumstances was 
to restore the legal-tender quality to silver at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. This it did, and this quality she is bound by her obligation to 
her creditor to maintain. But here comes in the strangest anomaly in 
the history of legislation upon finance. The creditors are again com- 
plaining that there is too much fiat in the silver, and they want some 
of it taken out. They want it done evidently so they can say in the 
future, ‘‘the Government was bound to exercise her sovereignty in 
behalf of her money; having betrayed silver we now demand that the 
Government make good the difference between silver and gold bullion.’’ 
This may be illustrated by reference to a brief debate on the 15th day 
of February, 1878, when the present law was under discussion between 
Senator Blaine and others: 

Mr. BLATNE. Yea, sir; but let the public creditor come face to face with you 
and he can say to you, “silver and gold were equally meant in that bond.’ Iso 
hold; but he can say to you, that you, representing the Congress of the United 
States, have destroyed the value of silver in the markets of the world. It was 
your demonetization that discredited it. It was your act. 

Mr. Matuews. We will put it back. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ah, but you can not put back the same thing. You have done 
what you can not undo. The public creditorcan come face to face with you and 
my that when you, with your power, by your act diseredited silver, it was more 

uable than what you to give but that by your sovereign power, 
over which he had no control whatever, you destroyed the yalue of that article, 
and after you had destroyed it, after you had taken outits paying and purchas- 
ing power you turn around and say, “ We will restore it because it is below what 
it was, and we will force it upon you because it is nominated in the bond.” 

Thus the incisive logic of Senator Blaine showed the dishonesty of 
‘demonetization in its application to the creditor. Are gentlemen ready 
to move into the trap again? Says the proverb, ‘‘If a man cheat thee 
once thou art perhaps not to blame; if he cheat thee twice thou art a 
fool.” Once was the American Congress wheedled into demonetizing 
silver. By chance we escaped from the consequences of its violation of 
sovereign obligation before injury had come to the debtor or creditor. 
If the abandonment of silver had been so long as to force a disparity 
between silver and gold, as money, then the Government would have 
been under the highest obligation to have made good the difference, at 
least to all innocent creditors. 


HOARDING GOLD. 

The alarm was sounded a year ago by the incoming President that 
gold was certain to leave the country unless the silver dollar got out of 
its way. His alarm was taken up by the Eastern press and soon spread 
to this Chamber. Our chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
in the expiring hours of the Forty-eighth Congress, became panic 
stricken. He rushed into this Chamber with the ‘‘sundry civil appro- 
priation bill’’ under his arm, and, with the multitude of improper 
matters already weighing it down, proposed to encumber itstill further 
with practically a repeal of the act of 1878. Since then the clamor 
has been going on with increasing vehemence, until now the President 
declares that “‘ gold is hoarding,” and the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. FINDLAY ] goes one better and says ‘it is hoarded.” Now, of 
course, it would be presumptuous to question the President’s assertion, 
but I will venture to take issue with the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. FINDLAY], since it is only a guess on his part evidently, and at 
guessing I am equal to any Congressman, although in that regard I 
would not presume to pit myself against a President. 

Why say gold is hoarded? Because it is not in our pockets? It 
never was there. It never was a popular circulating medium. When 
anything else can be used as well, gold always keeps ont of sight. Its 
certificate is out and in use, however. I have not heard of its being 
refused when wanted. Gold is held in reserve by the Government and 
in the banks the same as silver, and I have yet to hear of any person 
charging, or at least receiving, a premium for any. So that if there be 
some truth in the President’s guess that it is hoarding, it is not likely 
to stay long if it finds it is making nothing by the dodge. But sup- 
pose now the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] is quite right, 
that the ‘‘ reluctant lover,” though not gone over the sea, has ‘‘ waved 


his parting and final adieu to silver’? and gone into stockings, what is 
to be done? Shall we say to silver, “‘ Go thou, also?” If silver be 
really all the money we have that will stay with us to maintain specie 
payments and pay our debts, shall we by law unfit it for these pur- 
poses? Are we ready to do without any money whatever? Shall we 
try our hand again at running our business on promises? ‘“‘ Gold is 
hoarding,” says the President! ‘‘Gold is hoarded,”’ shouts the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY], the gentlemen from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Scorr and Mr. Evans], and so the cry goes round and 
round, until, if any man has a dollar of the stuff about him, he con- 
cludes that unless he gets it into a stocking at once it will fly out of 
the window. 

Now, let us see if these worshipers of Nebuchadnezzar’s beast do not 
prove too much again. Assuming that gold has already gone into its 
hole and pulled the hole in after it, has not the body-politic been 
wounded about as much as it can be by this ‘ reluctant lover's adieu?” 
May it not as well be across the deep as to be out of use? I see no 
difference, except that if it should get over its fright once it might get 
into our pockets quicker if it only had to come outof the stocking than 
if it had to recross the seas to get there. I will not stop to discuss 
whether on some accounts it might not be better even for us that it had 
gone to foreign countries rather than into hiding, seeing that if it had 
gone it would probably have sent us silver back in exchange for it. 
That would be to wander from the question. 

Gentlemen having made themselves believe that gold has gone into 
disuse, how is it to be gotten into useagain? Will the demonetization 
of silver bring it forth? It is now cornered; will demonetization of its 
brother metal bring it from its corner? Letussee. Wheat and corn 
are our stable products for food, just ås goid and silver are our staple 
products for money. The hoarders of wheat get a corner on that com- 
modity—it is held for speculation. How shall the people break the 
combination and get wheat out of the corner? ‘* Destroy corn—destroy 
corn—that will break the back of the combination,’’ says the president 
of the wheat exchange. ‘‘Amen! amen!’ shout the believers in a 
single commodity, and all the worshipers of gold say, ‘Amen ! amen!’? 

Ah! Mr. President and gentlemen, do you not see that the cornering 
business is just what all the fight is about? Speculators delight in 
“corners !’? Shall we pave the way for their projects? Destroy the 
corn-cribs of the great West to-dayand there will be a corneron wheat 
to-morrow. Wheat will remain in the bins or the consumer will pay 
just what the manipulators of the corner see fit to charge forit. Two 
metals are used for money; one has been forced up by the ordained par- 
tial disuse of theother. Now, ordain the entire disuse of the other and 
the speculator’s corner on the yellow metal is complete. It is high 
now; it will be higher then. Itis hard to get now; it will be harder 
to get then. Every dollar of it has been mortgaged to pay debts; much 
of it is already in the hands of the mortgagee. He is but human, and 
will get for it all he can. There is no other money; this we must have; 
we are at his feet! 

Such are the prospects held out before us, for us and for our chil- 
dren, by the monometallists. 


WHO. ARE THE DEMAGOGUES? 


Each of the gentlemen who have taken the unimetal side in this 
discussion is haunted with the fear that some one is going to play the 
demagogue. This comes from the nature of their case. Well know- 
ing that they are pushing the cause of the few against the many, they 
naturally fall into hedging. Therefore they first condemn the dema- 
gogue and forthwith rush into playing his tricks. Read, sir, almost 
any of the ‘‘gold speeches’? made on this floor, and you will find whole 
pages devoted to disasters that will come trooping in upon the laboring 
man if the silver half of our money is not turned out of doors. They 
fall into rapturous devotion for the laboring man. For him their words 
are as the sands of the sea, but their logic, I am forced to say, is all for 
the holders of promises. 

My good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. EvANs], not to be outdone 
by his colleague [Mr. Scorr] or the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
FINDLAY], who had fairly covered the whole ground, devotes page after 
page of the RECORD in portraying the calamities sure to follow upon the 
heels of depreciated currency, as if any disputed the point with them. 
Has any one denied that a depreciated money injures the laborer? I 
have not defended depreciated money. But what shall we say of the 
calamity that must foliow in the train of a depreciated currency when 
compared with the desolations that come from stringency of money? 
Ah, sir, it takes no long arguments, no complex tables, no hair-splitting 
logic to convince a laboring man that when money is searcer he works 
too long and too hard to get dollars, even if he gets them at all. 

But [am not content to allow the insinuation that the friends of silver 
are in favor of depreciated money go withoutanswer. It is mere asser- 
tion. How is depreciation in money to come about, let me ask? By 
disparity between gold bullion and silver bullion out of which money 
is coined. What has brought the disparity we have at present in these 
metals? The gentleman from New York [Mr. James] tells us, and 
tells us truly, that itis the discrimination of European nations. Silver 
was worth more than gold when it was assailed by Germany, although 
England had been warring in vain against it for halfa century. He 
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says the war upon silver was a cruel blunder, that it has brought dis- 
tress to the laborer and disaster to the monometal nations. True, heis 
flying in the face of the opinion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
FINDLAY], my colleague [Mr. Scorr], and the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], who each fall into excessive admiration over 
the financial policy of both England and Germany. Nevertheless, they 
do not deny that gold bullion has beenappreciated or silver bullion de- 
preciated by the discriminations against the latter. With what pro- 
priety, then, can “disparity ’’ be brought inasa text from which gentle- 
menon the other side may preach asermon against depreciated money ? 

The gentleman made a magnificent assault upon depreciated money, 
It was a cruel indictment, however, of his own side of the case. Dis- 
parity will come, if it come atall, from free coinage of gold and non-coin- 
age of silver. He hurls his rhetoric with masterly skill and abundant 
Ss against a disparity imagined, and proceeds to urge a plan of 

egislation that will inevitably bring a disparity real. Whence came 

disparity of bullion, which threatens disparity in money? I take his 
own words: ‘‘Its (silver) present fall is largely due to its demonetiza- 
tion by Germany and France,” and his logie is to save it from further 
fall we must follow Germany and France. I leave him to wrestle with 
his new-found law that like causes do not produce like effects, 

But to be entirely candid with him it should be admitted that heas- 
sumes that bysuspension there may come such a shock to these coun- 
tries that they will make haste to retrace their steps, for he says: 


If by suspension you can drive these countries to an international arrange- 
ment you will take the best step toward stopping depreciated currency. 


And so my friend with all his ingenuity and his admitted ability can 
only offeran ‘if’? upon which to hang a hope of escape from the calam- 
ities ofdepreciation. Well! well! Thecase looksdesperateindeed. It 
adds to our embarrassment when we remember that demonetization com- 
plete is just what will benefit the ruling classes of England and Ger- 
many. Every step wetake in thatdirection ‘‘ brings grist to their mill.”’ 

The gentleman from New York says to us that the people in Germany 
are restive under their present enthrallment and would throw off the 
bondage of monometallism. In the Reichstag the vote recently taken 
stood 145 to 118 in favor of bimetallism. Mr. Goshen, from Scotland, 
in the English Parliament has changed front and says: ‘’Tis now a 
question of bimetallism or starvation among the masses.’? But lo! 
now astatesman in the American Congress would change all this present 
hopeful struggle for bimetallism in Europe by iming to these strug- 
gling millions that after all they are mistaken! In the free Republic, 
where the people rule, they, too, have to admit that ‘‘silver must go.” 

And so plutocracy secures another precedent! 
` Now, let me return to the effect of silver money upon labor. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] first conjures depreciated 
money, and then proceeds to demonstrate that the laborer is to work on 
and on through all the years of depreciated money for practically the 
same wages. Does not every child know that the price of labor is the 
most movable thing we buy or sell? But now look on the other pict- 
ure a moment. Let us inquire about the rich man whom the gentle- 
man goes out of the way to tell us ‘‘needs no sympathy and should 
have none.” Methinks the gentleman ‘‘doth protest too much” against 
the rich man. He wants only gold for money; he is for unimetallism, 
except he would tolerate silver for subsidiary coin, to be a sort of ‘‘ten- 
der to gold” instead of a legal tender to pay debts. What does that 
mean? It means, sir, practically the annihilation of more than one- 
third of our debt-paying material. Yea; it means more. It means to 
force us into a constantly narrowing alley, where we can use only a 
metal that is on the decline. To-day the annual production of gold 
does not exceed $93,000,000 in the world, and it is certain that in the 
arts more than $75,000,000 is absorbed. 

“The rich man needs no sympathy,’’ protests the gentleman, and 
then proceeds, in behalf of the poor man, to develop his plan for 
avoiding a depreciated currency, which includes a scheme for doubling 
all indebtedness in behalf of the rich man! The poor man needs all 
our sympathy, says the gentleman, and thus having placed himself solid 
with the wage-workers, he unfolds his plan to double the toil necessary 
to pay a nation’s debt or lift a mortgage from a home! 


THE CRY AGAINST PRODUCERS OF SILVER. 


There are small-souled men who think the bimetallists are fighting 
this battle all in aid of the producers of silver. Now, sir, while I think 
it would be entirely defeasible, if it could be done without injury, to 
coin silver in the interest of American product, I venture to say that 
not one man in a thousand advocates the use of silver as money with 
the view only of assisting the producers of silver. I do not deny that 
the producers of silver have had that in contemplation, and being in- 
terested in that direction have thoroughly investigated the utility of 
that metal for money. But to say that protection to silver producers 
is the moving cause that has grown into an overwhelming demand for 
the continuance of silver coinage is, I submit, simply absurd. I am 
glad to know that the cry is now confined nearly within the limits of 
the weak-minded and the venal. Being narrow and avaricious them- 
selves they suppose no one can have a higher motive than that which 
prompts their own action. God pity such shriveled souls! 


For myself, I will say that I am for protecting all heme industry by 


law, wherever and whenever such protection will furnish labor for my 
coun unless by so doing greater evil than good will come of it, 
which I confidently assert can very seldom occur. Prove to me that 
silver is not necessary for money and that ends my interest in it so far 
as the legislation we are now discussing is concerned. ‘To buy silver 
or to ordain its free coinage is not and can not be defended for an hour 
on the score of protection. But if the using of silver as money is 
a double blessing, blessed alike in its production and its use, then I 
say that every man who loves his country and his countrymen should 
alike rejoice, The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] in this 
regard falls into belaboring his political associates because by advocat- 
ing silver for money they incidentally encourage its production and 
then taunts them because they are are not loyal to their free-trade the- 
ories. Does it occur to the gentleman that if they are disloyal to free 
trade in consequence of their adherence to the silver dollar that ho as 
a protectionist is disloyal to protection for abandoning the silver dollar? 
When that stone was flung out, I suspect my friend forgot that he was 
in a glass house. 
THE FIRE TEST. 

Knowing how the American citizen despises anything that has even 
the appearance of repudiation, and still intent on demonstrating that 
the 412} grains of silver is not an honest dollar, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] comes into court, not with sharpened knife 
and a pair of scales, as did Antonio’s persecutor, but with a melting- 
pot in each hand—one for gold and one forsilver. The gold and silver 
being melted, what have we? Nothing new, sir. Itis only bullion. . 
The gold has still its ‘‘law’’ advantage over silver, and for that reason 
is worth more. All the laws ordained in its behalf still stand. None 
that have been taken from silver spring into being, and so the melting- 
pots prove nothing after all to the detriment of silver. The uses for 
gold are not lessened by fire, nor are the uses of silver multiplied thereby. 
Discrimination remains, and gold is worth more than silver—not be- 
causeof the fire, but because of the law that the fire can not burn. As 
money it has no more law than gold, and yet it docs all that gold can 
do as money. As bullion it has less law—much less—and for that 
reason it falls behind. ‘The fire test has only proved what you did not 
want to prove, namely, that when the laws which alike uphold apply 
they are equal, but when reduced by fire so that the unequal laws be- 
come operative, that which is by law upheld stands and that which is 
nok apeg by law falls to a point that just measures the strength of 
the law. 

Let the gentleman take hence his melting-pots; they prove too much. 
He has established only fiat in his gold bullion. It is the gentleman’s 
own car, and not his neighbor’s, that is moving. Visual deception is 
his malady. It comes from being up in a gilded balloon, sir. While 
he sits serenely he is mounting into heights dangerous. But, like the 
man and the lamp-post, all oblivious of his own movements, he swears 
that ‘‘’tis the great globe that’s moving.” He knows, as well he may, 
thatthereis danger, but it will come, not from the earth’s receding, as he 
assumes, but by too high riding. The gentleman evidently believes 
the bottom is dropping from the universe, when it is evident the gold 
men are trying to kick off the cover. Open that safety-valve a little. 
Come down, sir, from your giddy heights and things will be to you, 
once again, what they seem. 

The gentleman goes out of his way to hunt for some economic law to 
apply to silver that he would not apply to gold. After declaring that 
the poor man is likely to get all the poor money, and there being now 
no poor money, he proceeds to display his subsidiary-coin system by 
which the poor man may be furnished some poor money. He says: 
“Subsidiary coin need not necessarily represent an intrinsic metallic 
value.’ 

Of all the theories yet advanced, no one, until we were treated to the 
opinion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, has had the temerity to 
recommend a money that ‘‘need not necessarily represent intrinsic 
worth.’’? Let it be remembered that this position was reached after he 
had told vs to ‘‘protectin God’s name the poor man.’ When he comes 
to the consideration of the effect of continued coinage upon money loan- 
ing he gets of course on the lender’s side of the counter. ‘‘If,’’ sa; 
he, “I have to-day $10,000 of silver, which ison a parity with $10,000 
of gold, however anxious I may betoloanit, * * * Iwillnotloan 
it if there is any uncertainty as to whether I am to receive in return 
when due anything less than its value when I parted from it.” 

Still up in his gilded balloon you see! Suppose for a minute he 
should get down among the borrowers for whom he professes so much 
sympathy, and, presuming that they have some little option left, what 
will they tell him? Will they not say to the lender ‘“‘ If I am to pay 
you at the maturity of the note I am to give in a thing worth more 
than that I get, I think I will not take your money ?’’ You see, sir, 
the gentleman only sees one side, and that the upper side. To his 
thinking, evidently, there is option nowhere excepting in the payee. ` 
Again, he attributes the dearth of money-lending and of business to 
want of confidence in the lender, and forgets, of course, that want of con- 
fidence in the borrower may break off a bargain or prevent the building 
of an iron-furnace or a rolling-mill. 

Again, he says “‘the capital of the country is idle because the people 
owning it realize the uncertainty of the future,” &c.- Let me remind 
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the gentleman that. the capital is idle not only because those owning 
it are troubled with uncertainties, but because those who would like to 
borrow and use it are troubled with uncertainties also. The warfare 
against silverhas frightened both borrower and lender; one because he 
fears silver bullion is to decline, and the other because he fears gold bull- 
ion is to advance. 

DISCRETION IN THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

To close with the gentleman offers a proposition ‘‘ to give the people 
all the silver money they want!” He starts out, however, by repeal- 
ing the act which gives them what they now have and then provides 
that after the Treasurer fails to have on hand $20,000,000, which he 
calls a ‘‘silver coinage-adjustment fand,” then he may coin enough to 
restore said fund. This isa very taking scheme. According to his 
views, the people already have too much of silver, and in order to prove 
it he would offer them more. Surely everybody should be satisfied 
with this! Indeed some of the silver advocates have been so credulous 
as to think that they have discovered something like a purpose to be 
just to silver in this plan. The proposition is delusive to the last de- 


Sir. BAYNE. Why, it compels the Secretary to keep $20,000,000 
in the Treasury. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman saysit compels him 
to keep twenty millions in the Treasury. He has succeeded in keep- 
ing eighty-seven millions there, when every dollar of it should have 
been ont; and the gentleman well knows it. He might have paid out 

` out every dollar of it for silver bullion. 

Why, sir, whether the people have or have not silver money enough 
now isone of the matters in dispute. The gold men say we have too 
much, the silver men say we have too little. The Secretary of the 
Treasury seems from the beginning to have taken sides with the for- 
mer. He has only coined to the minimum of his discretion. The 
people, to whom the gentleman proposes by his bill ‘‘to submit this 
whole question,” have been demanding more silver, but all in vain. 
The Treasurer clings to his policy of coining two millions worth when 
he might have coined four millions worth. We have, yousee, sir, only 
to refer to the past eight years to prove that the people’s wishes are of 
no account. But if we had had no experience, the proposition is mean- 
ingless when put to the test. How, I ask, are we to know whether the 
people want more silver or not? Is it expected by the gentleman that 
they will come in droves from the prairies and the mountains to de- 
mand silver money to the exclusion of other money? Or would he be 
content with petitions? If so, then he has but to consult the records 
and he will find a very decided demand for more silver. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his response to the House resolu- 
tion from the Committee on Coi makes it clear that he is utterly 
opposed to the further coinage of silver. He believes Congress should 
stop its coinage. If Congress should give him the discretion to do so, 
think you he would not exercise it? To say he would not is to as- 
sume that his professions are not his convictions. If I have not a very 
mistaken idea of the ability of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, 
should we give him this ‘‘silver-coinage-adjustment’’ machinery, he 
will take care that further coinage of silver shall fall into ‘‘ innocuous 
desuetude.” [Laughter.] 
* There is no law to compel the Treasurer to pay out gold for silver 
bullion (see letter of the Secretary in append); but it will be seen he 
is following a custom (which would be ‘‘much more honored in the 
breach than in the observance’’), and thereby makes it appear that the 
coi of silver is butswapping good money for poor.(?) All this mat- 
ter of transportation of silver, to the great of the Government 
and the people, which the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] makes out so burdensome, could be avoided by sending a certifi- 
cate of a gram’s weight and at the cost of a 2-cent postage stamp! But 
if such a policy were pursued you see, sir, the people could not under- 
stand why coinage should be ded! Itisplain that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] can safely trust his ‘‘silver-coinage-ad- 
justment’’ plan with our present Secretary of the Treasury. Under- 
stand me, I am not reflecting upon the honesty or honor of the Secre- 
tary. Itis his policyto use gold; he frankly admits it. It is his way 
of maintaining the credit of the Government. His construction of that 

rtion of the act of ’73, still in force, making gold the unit, induces 
him to the conclusion thatall the nation’s creditors are entitled to gold. 

THE TRADE-DOLLAR, 

But I want to talk a little about the'trade-đollar. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], to the aston- 
ishment‘of all friends of silver, fell into berating the trade-dollar. It 
was an unfortunate reference. The trade-dollar illustrates nothing 

` that assists his side of the case; on the contrary, it forcibly points to 
the effect of laws that discriminate in behalf of gold. Once that irade- 
dollar had equal law with gold. Then it was equal to gold in all that 
money can do in the world of commerce. It lost its proper status by 
the same process now sought to be applied to the standard dollar. Con- 
gress robbed the trade-dollar of its legal-tender quality, and now Con- 

en lift it in our presence in di ing contrast wtih the gold 
dollar. ‘This is like holding up the bloody ds of murder to prove to 


the jury that the hands are guiltless, and that the crime rests in the 
blood that crimsons them. 


THE LEGAL UNION OF THE TWO METALS A NECESSITY, 

Nicholas Veeder, of Pittsburgh, Pa., in a well-written pamphlet, has 
presented a plan to secure stability in money. He proposes to unite the 
metals in a single coin, with silver as the outer rim and gold in the 
center. It is easy to see that stability would be secured and main- 
tained by this plan, for as silver rises gold falls, or as gold rises silver 
falls, but the same intrinsic value is still maintained in the coin. The 
objection to the plan is probably its impracticability. It nevertheless 
serves to illustrate a point, and that point is that use should be main- 
tained as either of the metals, for any cause, declines or advances. But 
Mr. Veeder’s plan would dono more to maintain stability in value than 
can be accomplished by a legal union. 

The law may direct plans that shall be just as effective in continuing 
the use of either metal asif they were joined inacompound coin. Just 
as when there is a considerable failure of the wheat crop corn may be 
used to such an extent as actually to lower the price of wheat, notwith- 
standing its scarcity, or vice versa. The rule is just as good whether 
corn and wheat are mixed and ground together for use or whether they 
be used separately. The same laws will apply to the material from 
which money is coined. It cannot be said that the interposition of ar- 
tificial laws will change the operation of the laws of supply and de- 
mand;, for if they are equitably applied, and alike to both metals, the 
natural laws will haye full operation upon both—that is to say, if the 
coin of both alike are endowed by the nation with the legal-tender 
quality, if free coinage is applied to both and based upon the same con- 
ditions and restrictions, then the bullion price of the metals will be 
as self-adjusting under the operation of natural laws as any other com- 
modity that ministers to man’s necessities. 

` STABILITY, 

The constant cry against a double standard by gentlemen on the other 
side is that it is unstable. The very converse is true. Let wheat and 
corn illustrate again. Whenever there is a scarcity of wheat, if there 
be plenty of corn, the latter serves as a conservator on the price of the 
former. Corn enters more largely into consumption and lessens the 
demand for wheat, and there is a constant adjustment—an automatic 
maintenanceofparity. Precisely so it is with the metals—the high price 
of gold brings silver into greater use, if not interfered with by legisla- 
tion; and that enlarged use of silver relieves the demand for gold and 
lowers its value. The rule would hold good if the production of gold 
should increase so as to depreciate its value. That very depreciation 
would increase its use until taking the place of silver the latter would 
on accountof its temporary idleness decline toa parity with gold. With 
gold only as the measure of values (orsilver either) the chances of fluct- 
uation are many times greater. Scarcity of the single metal would be 
certain to derange prices of all commodities. It seemsa partof the econ- 
omy of natural laws that whatever man needs for hissustenance is given 
him in duplication in something that will help in the season ofscarcity 
or abundance, to regulate, adjust, and render stable the price he must 
pay for his necessities. 

OUR RESOURCES, 

Nature with lavish hand has given us a wealth of resource found no- 
where else on the globe. Gold and silver have we in our mountains. 
They beckon us to come and mine and pay our debts and buy our homes 
and ‘‘ plant our own vine and fig tree.’? From boyhood till now I could 
never comprehend why so many of my countrymen cling forever to Brit- 
ish precedent. More than fifty years ago Jackson said: ‘‘It is time we 
became a little more Americanized.” Tomy thinking nothing so stays 
our progress as lack of independence. Why break England’s chains and 
forever wearthem? Why shed blood to throw off her laws and customs 
and still submit forever to be their slave? I want no wealth, no glory, 
no power acquired like that of England. The gentleman from South 
Carolina thinks it would be a “ worthy ambition ” to build after Eng- 
lish architecture. I rejoice that my country has never tailed to achieve 
wealth and honor surpassing that of England—save only when she has 
followed English example. There is not a people under the sun whose 
acquisitions are the product of wrong and robbery to the extent of Eng- 
land. Take from England what she has extorted from the victims of 
her oppression, and she would be as poor as Lazarus. 

The gentleman talks about ‘‘ England’s well-paid labor.’? Where? 
Paid by whom? Only, sir, upon the little island of Great Britain, and 
there not so-well paid as ours, and there paid by tribute wrung from her 
subjects wherever her drum-beat is heard around the world. Paid by 
whom? By Ireland, down-trodden, wronged, oppressed, and outraged 
by centuries of unparalleled brutality. [Applause.] Paid by whom? 
By India, debauched and manacled by the intrigues of a soulless cor- 
poration. Paidby whom? By far-off Egypt, despoiled of her ancestral 
succession and led captive through a sea of blood to the feet of the con- 
queror. Paidby whom? By the American colonies in the days of their 


forced dependence; yea, and in the vigor and strength of their manhood, 
whenever the cunning Briton could find dupes and dudes enough in this 
country to permit him to foist upon us his free-trade schemes to cheat 
our labor and capture our cash. Paid by whom? By this nation, sir, 
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when, alas for her glory, our home-consecrated prairies were permitted 
to fall captive to strangers and aliens from that very nation that first 
demonetized silver and demoralized the moneys of the world. 

Not all the Chinamen that ever crossed the seas so menace our labor 
or so assail our free institutions as the British syndicdtes that now 
defile our great domain in the land of the setting sun, to the extent of 
more than 25,000,000 acres, 3 

Across the spell of a century now gone I hear a voice-that has no 
echo in our modern democratic utterance. It charges King George 
II with having ‘‘plundered our seas, ravaged our coasts, burned our 
towns, and destroyed the lives of our people, * * and that, too, 
with circumstances of cruelty and perfidy scarcely paralleled in the 
most barbarous age.” If any appointee of the present administration 
shall undertake to erase this inscription, written in the temple of fame 
by hands immortal, I shall appeal to my friend from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] to institute an investigation that will hunt the vandal down 
and shoot him on the spot. [Laughter.] 

Icommend to the gentleman from South Carolina the reading of 
Thomas Jefferson’s version of how ‘‘ England achieved her most envi- 
able position.” Sir, I have no sympathy with the cant of our time 
that attributes all wisdom and all achievement to the ‘‘ breed of noble 
blood’’ beyond the seas. I believe in an Americanism that has the in- 
dependence to utilize every resource God has bestowed upon us, with- 
out asking whether it please an Iron chancellor or an iron despot; and 
I believe in a devotion to American citizenship that will stand for his 
broadest rights, his amplest liberty, though. all the precedents that 
man in his whole career has molded into maxims, be dead against us. 

For one thing I have always admired England: She will defend her 
citizenship from every wrong other nations may inflict, no matter how 
powerfulthatother nationmay be. Would to God our present Secretary 
of State could be induced to imitate England inthisrespect. So far from 
it, the last English outrage upon American citizenship was ‘‘ redressed ’’ 
by the aeli Veine told, with many honeyed words, *‘ to go into the En- 

ish courts for vindication!’’ : 

Oh, for a stroke of the magic pen of that great Secretary who was 
deposed by an assassin’s bullet! 

I plead for the makers and builders of our present heritage—the toil- 
ing men and women of America. To meet our obligations, to maintain 
our credit, to preserve unsullied our honor, to build up our waste places, 
and to mold for us a future as glorious as our past, they stand with 

hands and willing hearts ready to go forth conquerors in every 
highway of human achievement. 

These are not *‘ uneasy captives in the world of which they. are the 
conquerors,” as has been suggested. They are the host triumphant, 
coming from North and South and East and West, ‘‘ bringing their 
sheaves with them.” 

Woe unto the Congress that shall reject the offerings they bring! 
Woe unto the legislator who shall say unto one of the least of these: 
‘The sacrifice ye offer shall not be imputed unto you for righteous- 


ness.” [Great applause. ] . 
APPENDIX. 

THE SILVER QUESTION—REPRESENTATIVE BROWN DEFINES IIIS POSITION IN RE- 
LATION TO IT. 

To the Editor of the Agitator: 


In an article appearing in the Agitator of the 2d instant under the head of 
“How to make cheap money,” you have seen fit to assail my position on the 
silver question as interpreted by a correspondent of the Philadelphia Press. 

+ - * = = = . 

I have introduced a bill authorizing free coinage and certification of silver 
mined in this country—just as gold is coined and certified. Between gold and 
silver I make no distinction, except that I would coin or ce: all gold and I 
would coin or certify all silver produced in this country. The limitation of the 
apes, A3 and certification of silverto the product of our own country I believe to 
be only a present necessity induced by the war of the creditor nations against 
it. Ina very brief period the Old World, seeing the blessings that the utiliza- 
tion of our own resources brings to us, and in order to prevent the emigration 
and bankruptcy of their subjects, will remonetize silver, and then we will be 
relieved of the necessity of such legislation as now seems to be needed in order 
to meet the present abnormal condition ofthings. ButI would noteven dothis 
without providing for new uses for silver, so that instead of making cheap money, 

y would increase its value every hour, until, by the depreciation 
of gold and the appreciation of silver, the metals would reach a common point, 
For, be it said, I believe—and I think ican demonstrate it—that the appreciation 
of gold has se; these brother metals quite as much as the depreciation of 
silver. This been brought about by the decrease of silver uses and the con- 
sequent increase of gold uses. Now,can we restore theirequilibrium? Ithink 
so. Weare happily situated in the most advantageous position ible to in- 
crease the uses of silver. This comes from our very needs, We have the best 
banking system in the world. As the system is now organized it must die or 
we must perpetuate our national debt. There is no other alternative. Do we 
desire the latter? Idonot. I know of men who do. 

Is this to cheapen the value of the 412} grains of silverin adollar? I believe 
it to be the very reverse. To this plan objection has been made that it gives 
national banks too good an opportunity to buy cheap bullion. What of it? 
Would not their speculation advance the price of bullion? Would not thenew 
demand, with but little change in the supply, ascertainly advance silver as that 
water seeks the level? So it seems to me. 

It is idle to say that the Old World would dump her silver upon us and keep 
the supply ms Sara the new demand, for I would prevent all thatdanger by the 
levying of w ver duty might be necessary to drive back this as [ would any 
commodity that em our protective policy, Assuming that the plan has 
only a chance for success, should we not try it? 

It is nota matter of convenience. That question may all be eliminated by 
having the certificate perform the functions of the dollar itself. Neither silver 
nor gold is convenient to carry for money, but should not their representa- 
tives which are alike convenient be used alike? This is the question. The 


year 1886 must, in my opinion, determine whether “silver must go.” Demone- 
tize it now, and never, until we have traveled through the valley and shadow 
of panic and the poverty that inevitably follows, will this elder brother of gold 
have a name and a place in the money of the world. Because England has de- 
monetized silver shall we? Sheis a creditornation. The world owes her more 
than $3,000,000,000! Why should she not destroy silver and thereby double the 
value of the thing she is to receive for her loans? Germany isa creditor nation; 
the world owes her more than $2,000,000,000; why should she not dethrone sil- 
ver fora like reason? But whyshould America dothis? “ Oh,” itissaid, "gold 
will retreat, it will go hence, the world will oe upon us her silver; the world 
get our gold!” So says beard but practice denies it. Gold hasincreased from 
a little over two hundred million to more than six hundred million since silver 
was remoneti I do notattempt tocontrovert the theory; but shall we desert 
our guns even before the enemy which a theory has conjured assails us? Alex- 
ander Hamilton, the greatest financier this Republic, if not the world, has pro- 
duced, in his masterly report: to Congress in 1791, qualified this raptors, Oe! infal- 
lible theory, and ninety-five years of experience has established the wisdom of 
his S kaain Whether the cheaper metal, said he, drives out the dearer de- 
pends upon the existence of countervailing cause or law. It requires but slight 
resistance to repel the tendency. Such countervailing laws or causes have evi- 
dently been operani during the last eight years in our behalf, and they seem 
more poten to-day than ever. 

Hamilton does not enumerate the Saanel eT e | laws to which he refers, and 
for the reason, probably, that they are varyingand may notalwaysexist. That 
they do exist in our fisabsolutely certain. The export of silver is much 

ter than its import; the exportof gold is much less than its import. This 
5 incontrovertible proof that the tendency of the dearer metal to retreat is 
overcome. While there may be, doubtless there are, many causes operating 
in our be! , 1 need mention but one, and that the fact that the silver dollar 
pays and purchases justasmuch as the gold dollar. Can onedrive out the other 
when their capacity to do are equal? ve not the prophets of evil miscalcu- 
lated, because they ignored more causes than they considered? 

As between gold and the diamond, the former can not even stand the ratio of 
16 to 1 of the latter; therefore, we will take our stand by the diamond and, look- 
ing down upon gold, we will ask, des not monetize steel and marble and pot- 
metal? You answer, perhaps, **Oh, but the diamond is not money.” Very 
well, but has it not value above gold; and is not value all that gold has above 
silver? Or, to put it still more direct, has not silver every money quality that 
gold has, except equal value with it? And, if so, have not gold and silver 
soa from the degradation of a parallel with pot-metal by precisely the same 

? Neither glitter equal to the diamond, but both have come down to us 
bearing alike the procs of forty centuries’ experience that they are each God’s 
gifts to man for his money! poppe a proposition were made to take from the 
gold dollar enough grains to bring it down to the price of silver bullion, would 
that be fair to the creditor? I think you would answer no. Is it any less fair 
to the people—the Government—who must pay the great debt, that they should 
be required to add to the number of ins of the silver dollar until it reaches 
the appreciated price of gold? But this is not the whole of the demand now 
being made. Its command is, You shall not use your silver at all to meet your 
indebtedness, and tan must change the contract so it shall read: “This obli- 
gation must be paid in gold, principal and interest.” 

He fore our Government, without loss toher credit and at great advantage 
to her people, has stood in the breach (except from 1873 to 1878), and by her legis- 
lation maintained—in spite of her financial ministers—the atility of the silver 
dollar to pay as much debt and buy as much bread as gold. Shall we abandon 
this halfofour money now, while yet the “ stars in their courses” fight our battles 
forus? Has Germany grown richer by her demonetization of silver? Are not 
her poor fleeing from the Fatherland as froma famine? Look at the statistics 
of immigration to our shores fortheanswer. If it were unwisdom in her would 
it not be madness in us? It is said that France has recently ceased the coinage 
of silver, but was not that after she had coincd near three times as much as our 
shaped volume? And is it yet certain that she was wise in her last conclusion? 

he was frightened into the beliefthat she would lose hergold. Were her fears 
well unded? Near eight hundred millions of the yellow metal remains 
with her to-day, and is she not the most prosperous nation in Europe? 

I write this letter with the view of eliciting discussion. Too little discussion 
before is likely to bring a t deal of discussion aiter the voting. I have no 
pet theories of my own. Il onlyask questions, answering them when I can, and 
when I can not I seek for wisdom wherever I may find it, greatly desiring to do 
my whole duty to the people, debtor and creditor alike, in the confident belief 
always that what is best for one is best for both in the long ran. The present 
law does not suit me, for it appears to discriminate in behalf of silver; but is it 
not more in the seeming than in fact? True, the Government buys silver, but 
not for the vender’s benefit so much as for herself. She makes the profit there 
is between the price of bullion and the dollar she coins, and in so doing she 
does what her contract entitles her todo. Ido not think this the correct plan, 
but can we afford to abandon it until a better one is offered that preserves to us 
our silver money? Afterall, is it not better that silver should have an open field 
with gold? They have traveled a long journey together; if divided, can cither 
carry the world’s commerce alone? 

Very truly, yours, 


JANUARY 10, 1886. 


W. W. BROWN. 


Is THe HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 8, 1836. 
Mr. WiLLIAn W. Brown introduced the following bill: 


A bill relating to the coinage of silver dollars and the issuing of silver certifi 
cates thereon and upon silver bullion, and providing for the depositing of the 
same as security for the circulating notes of national banks, 

Be itenacted by the Senate and House of ives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That there shall be coined at the several mints of the 
United States silver dollars of the weight of 412) grains troy of standard silver, 
as provided in the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the device and su- 

habe) ear gene provided by said act, which coins, together with all silver dollars 

Bere ore coined by the United States of like weight and fineness, shall be a 
legal tender, at their nominal value, for all debts and dues, public and private, 
except when otherwise provided by contract; and any person who is or may 
be the owner of silver bullion produced and mined within the United States, 
but not elsewhere, may deposit the same at any United States coinage mint or 
assay office, to be coined into silver dollars for his benefit, upon the sume terms 
and conditions as gold bullion is deposited for coi under existing laws. 

Sec. 2. That any holder of the coin authorized by this act, orthe holderofany 
coined silver known as the “trad llar,” may deposit the same with the Treas- 
urer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums not less than $10, 
and the said Treasurer shall deliver in exchange therefor silver certificates, in 
sums of one, two, five, and ten dollars, or any multiple thereof corresponding 
with the denominations of the United States notes; and the coin deposited for 
or representing the certificates shall be retained in the Treasary for the payment 
or redemption of the same on demand: Provided, That the “ trade-dollar™ re- 
ceived by said United States Treasurer shall, before using the same for the 
redemption of any silver certificates, be recoined intostandard silver dollara of 
the same weight and fineness provided in the first section of this act. 

SEC. 3. That at the option oe the owner of any silver bullion produced and 
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mined within the United States, but not elsewhere, he may deposit the same 
with the Treasurer of the United States, in quantities not less 100 ounces 
troy weight, and receive in exchange therefor, at the rate of $1 for every 412} 
grains stan silver, silver certificates, in sums not less than $10 each, and 
any malipo thereof corresponding with denominations of the United States 
notes; and the bullion deposited for or representing the certificates shall be re- 
tained in the Treasury for the payment or redemption of the same on demand, 
And the said silver certificates authorized by the second and third sections of 
this act shall be a legal tender, at their nominal value, to the same extent and 
for the same purposes that gold certificates are a legal tender under existing 


laws. 
Sec. 4. That the silver bullion deposited under this act shall be received, sub- 
pa to all the provisions of law as to assaying, melting, and refining when be- 
w standard, casting into Jupot or bars, the same as if deposited for coinage. 
Src, 5, That when any of certificates herein authorized are eemed in 
silver dollars or silver bullion, they shall be canceled and destroyed; but certifi- 
cates which come to the ry by or through other ways or payments 
shall not be canceled, but shall be held as cash, and may be reissued or paid out 


n. 
a 6. That whenever any banking association organized or being organized 
under the provisions of the act approved Junè 3, 1964, and the several supple- 
ments thereto, known as the “ national-bank act,” shall desire so to do, it may, 
instead of transferring and delivering to the Treasurer of the United States bonds 
of the United States, as now provided by sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised 
Statutes, deliver and transfer in lieu thereof to said Treasurer gold and silver 
bullion at the rate of 25.8 grains standard gold for $1, and 412} grains of standard 
silver for $1, and in exchange therefor the Comptroller of the Currency shall de- 
liver to said king association circulating notes at the rates of $1 for every 25.8 
grains of standard gold, and $1 for every 412} grains of standard silver, tothe same 
extent and percentage on the amount in dollars deposited, and upon the same 
terms and conditions (except no interest shall be paid upon the bullion depos- 
ited) as circulating notes are now delivered to banking associations under sec- 
tions 5171 and 5172 of the Revised Statutes. 

Src. 7. That at the option of any such banking association, it may gepa 
gold or silver ce at their nominal value, with the Treasurer of the 

nited States, for the same p , and may secure therefor circulating notes 
upon the same terms and conditions as if gold or silyer bullion were deposited 
under the sixth section of this act. A 

Sec. 8. That whenever any bonds held by any existing national banking associ- 
ation shall hereafter be called in for payment by the G overnment, said Makor 
association may continue or renew its security with the Treasurer of the Uni 
States for its circulating notes by the deposit with the said Treasurer of gold or 
silver bullion, or gold or silver certificates, in like manner and upon the same 
terms provided in the sixth and seventh sections of this act: Provided always, 
That no other silver shall be offered by such banking associations, or received 
by the Treasurer of the United States, for the purposes aforesaid, other than such 
asis mined within the United States, 


Sec. 9. That the act of February 28, 1878, providing for the coinage of silver 
dollars, and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith, are hereby repealed. 


ELMIRA, N. Y., March 19, 1886, 
My DEAR FRIEND: As something of an enthusiast in the study of political 
economy, and economic questions arising in our country, I am interested in the 
“ silver question,” 
I make bold to trespass upon your good-will and friendship, and ask you 
send or cause to be sent to me the “‘ cream” of the discussion aiza Pune t 
I shall be especially interested whenever the question is di: from the 
standpoint following, namely : Has silver depreciated, or has gold appreciated? 
If the silver dollar, reckoned at its market value as a commodity, as distin- 
guished from its monetary value, will buy as much, or substantially as much, of 
the necessaries and comforts of life, taking a list say of forty articles, as the gold 
dollar would when the silver dollar was authorized, it follows inevitably that 
Sogod dollar has appreciated; the silver is the honest and gold the dishonest 
ollar. 
This can be answered orly by a comparison of prices. 
My own investigations, begun as a monometallist; are driving me to bimetal- 
lism and the conviction that the silver dollar is the honest one of to-day. 
SEYMOUR DEXTER. 
Hon. W. W. Brown, 


Washington, D. C. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January, 1886, 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 31st 
ultimo, in reference to payments for silver bulllon, and, in reply, beg to advise 
you that such payments are made by checks in favor of the sellers, drawn by 
the United States assayers and superintendents of mints, against funds placed 
to their credit with the assistant treasurer of the United States in New York, I 
have also to say that such checks are paid in the same manncr as other checks 
are paid, through the clearing-house. 
There is no Jaw prescribing the kind of money in which payments for silver 
baon shall be air 
ery respectfully, 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary, 
Hon, W, W. Brown 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The following table shows the average prices of twenty-one articles and neces- 
saries, from the year 1873, when the real war commenced st silver, to and 
including 1885. It will be seen by this table that the bullion in a silver dollar 
to-day will buy more of these articles than the bullion in 1873—whether gold or 
silver. It shows conclusively the appreciation of gold bullion, and negatives 
every assumption of depreciation in silver. 


Yearly cost of supplies of a family of four persons at the lowest point. 
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2.80] 112] 2.40 220} . 20| .07| 1.40] . 1.40 1.40 
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Supplics. A e_n 
4 Price.| Total.| Price.| Total.| Price. Total. Price. Total. Price Total. Price.| Total. 
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Mr. FINDLAY. Hasthegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROWN] 
any time remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. Two anda half minutes of his time remain. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I had agreed to yield, if I had time 
remaining, five minutes to the tleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
and five to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will yield the time allotted to me to the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY], as I have not enough time 
to discuss the proposition I had intended to advert to. 

Mr. FINDLAY addressed the House. When he had spoken for the 
time yielded to him the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I will extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Maryland please men- 
tion, that the RECORD may show it, that the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Norwoop] was not in the House when he made his remarks. 

Mr. FINDLAY. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Norwood] was 
here a short time ago. I will say to the gentleman that I shall not only 
publish that in the RECORD, but much more. I shall satisfy the gen- 
tleman from Georgia entirely on that point. I have leave to print un- 
der the general leave, and shall avail myself of that. 

Mr. FINDLEY’S remarks, in full, are as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, some two months since I was audacious enough to 
present some simple views upon the question now vexing the House and 
the country, all unconscious that my innocent although erring feet 
were standing upon an unexploded mine in the bosom of the gentleman 
from Georgia. If I did not fully realize the terrors of the situation it 
must be remembered in extenuation of my temerity that that gentleman 
had not then given us any earnest, however slight, of what, as Bob 
Acres tells his friend Jack, a devil of a fellow he was. i , 

If I had known what delicate and refined humor, what penetrating 
wit, what power of extemporaneousspeech, was then gatheringina black 
cloud, to break over my devoted head, after sixty days of painful sus- 
pense, in manuscript, is it necessary for me to say that I would have 
taken more than usual pains to dodge the plantation thunderbolts of 
this Jupiter Tonans, forged in the smithy of Simon Suggs? I trust, 
therefore, that the gentleman from ia and that this House will 
excuse the seeming rash indiscretion with which I plunged into this 
heavy debate, for, on my honor, gentlemen, I did not realize and 
could not conceive any evolutionary process, however extraordinary, 
to the extent even of evolving a Stuart Mill ont of Georgia Scenes, 
by which my innocent figure of the combined metals could have been 
converted into the similitude of Her Majesty’s lion; still less that the 
statesman from Georgia, on a dry, economical subject like this should 
have fallen to twisting the British lion’s tail to the point of mutilation. 
It seemed to me that there were enough twists already in this knotty 
subject to spare us from an additional complication with the royal 
beast, the relation of which to the comparative merits of gold and sil- 
ver as a standard of value, although profusely illustrated with all 
the tropes of an exuberant logic, and cut clean and sharp with the 
cold and calculating chisel of a severe imagination, the gentleman from 
Georgia did not quite succeed in making apparent. I know that tail 
whether in motion or at rest is a great provocative of wrath. The city 
fathers of Baltimore gave us four lions in stone as ornaments to one of 
the bridges over that classic stream known as Jones’s Falls across 
which the gentleman might whisper until he was outof breathand never 
so much as a single responsive echo come back. Thesé animals were 
of sturdy proportion and faultless form, modeled in exquisite lines of 
grace and beauty which the artist could only have caught from that 
vivid picture of Hogg’s metempsychosis in the Noctes. My friend is 
familiar with Scotland, and carries Ben Lomond on his shoulders 
with the ease of an Atlas. He is doubtless also familiar with her lit- 
erature, and wil ily recall the wonderful description of North to 
which I refer, a description which caused the Ettrick Shepherd to ex- 
claim, “That Wulson is a droll bitch and as wonderfu’ as droll.” 
Each of these lions so modeled was prose with a gentle oroopiag 
tail curving upward like a pump handle. They were the pride of the 
city until, it is said, Larry Finnan happened that way one night as 
the wolf came down upon the fold, and when the morning broke the 
lions were not only in extremis, but their extremities had passed away 
as a talethatis told. Conceiving that they were British lions, although 
the mayor pathetically protested that they were not lions at all, but 
some other heraldic beast of unknown lineage and short-lived fame, 
Larry took each mother’s son of them by the tail, and there in the 
deep waist and middle of the night, to the music of the shooting stars 
and the liquid lapse of Jones’s murmuring fall, registering a patriotic oath 
in high heaven that tails may wag as they will but no tail should wag 
over him, although stiff in stone, twisted the offending member com- 
pletely off and left not so much as a stump behind. 

I know of no parallel to this sturdy devotion, this unthinking, spon- 
taneous, mad loyalty to tradition and principle which mistakes a grif- 
fin for a lion and then falls to twisting his tail to the point of absolute 
fracture, except the infatuation of the gentleman from Georgia, who, 
like the man who could only tell Daniel in the lion’s den from the 
lions themselves by the blue cotton umbrella he carried under his arm, 
can not distinguish an innocent allusion to that prophet’s works and 


the image he describes from that terrible beast whose four paws rest 
upon the four continents, and whose restless extremity lashes the hori- 
zon of the universe. He is worse than the witches who pursued Tam 


and poor Maggie over the brig where the “Doon pours all her floods.” 


Ae spring brought off her master hale, 
But left behind her ain gray tail— x 
The Sani pal her by the rump, 
, And left poor Maggie scarce a stump, 
Why, aman withsuch a confusion of ideas and with such a propensity 
for twisting facts is scarcely safe. He will twist anything. If he was 
mounted on the rich man’s horse or the poor man’s mule in the tandem 


-which he has so elegantly described he would in all probability mistake 


them for England’s royal beast, with the usual consequence, upon his 
perfervid imagination. It is pleasant, however, to remember the prob- 
able effect upon the mule, and the promising prospect of a requiescat 
in pace thereafter for somebody. The gentleman from Georgia has at- 
tempted to ridicule all other theories but his own in the dangerous at- 
tempt to play the rôle of the funny man on the heels of quite a success- 
fuletfortsome time ago, forgetting that the subject and the circumstances 
are quite different, and that if there is any one kind of speech more 
than another which a man had better be content to rest on his laurelsit 
is a funny speech. Humor is one thing, and sarcasm, thinly veiling an 
assumed superiority, behind which its author covertly depreciates the 
efforts of others, is quite a different performance. Theman whoresorts 
toitshould be sure of his weapon, for itis one that may bemade as dan- 
gerous in the hands of his enemy as his own. 

The gentleman has undertaken with great deliberation to make mo 
a target for what he doubtless considers some very crushing allusions, 
as he has taken the trouble to commit them to paper, and waited for 
two months to throw them off in that happy extempore style which 
distinguishes the spontaneous efforts of eloquence in this body. He 
seems to think that I was guilty of acontradiction inadvocating the gold 
standard, because I admitted that the business of the country was car- 


ried on in great part by a secondary or fiduciary currency. His infer- - 


ence from this admission was that neither gold nor silver was necessary, 
and that I must fall into line with my friend General WEAVER. This 
contradictory position he illustrated, if I remember, by a reference to 
some predatory chickens, as he termed them, whose forward movement 
was prevented by some ingenious mechanism which turned their heads 
backward. Iam not surprised atthe gentleman mistaking my meaning, 
or that this predatory chicken should find her face always turning back- 
ward, for that, I believe, is the region of the tail, a favorite spot with the 
gentleman. Hewas so bent on framing his new declaration ofindepend- 
ence and rousing the yeomanry of the country against British gold, that 
he had no time to note an inconsiderable point like this, that while the 
business of the country is carried on by a representative currency, and in 
fact in great part by commercial paper, there was nothing inconsistent in 
this fact with the most rigid demand that behind this currency and paper 
there should be up to the credit point a volume of specie as nearly sta- 
ble and fixed in value as the ingenuity of man could devise, and that 
that specie in my opinion was gold. e greenback upon its face and 
apart from judicial construction is an honest piece of paper. It pro- 
fesses to be exactly what it is—a promise to pay a dollar, and not a dol- 
lar, The dollar with which it is to be redeemed, in my opinion, ought 
to be a dollar whose bullion value will not be in‘a state of perpetual 
flux. That dollar, I believe, if made of gold, will furnish the most 
stable redemption fund. It, of course, may be made of silver by an 
additional weight or number of grains, but the coined piece would be 
unwieldy, and besides there would still be the uncertainty as to the sta- 
bility of the value. 

The gentleman from Georgia, after ridiculing all the remedies sug- 
gested by others as the quack formulas of the Sangrados, a very origi- 
nal figure by the way, comes to state his own panacea. I had sup- 

from the way he started out that he had no views upon the sub- 
ject; but it seems he had, and to surprise us, like the fellow with good 
news, kept the best for the last. He says: ‘‘ Doctor FINDLAY, your 
remedy will not do; Doctor WARNER, your safe kidney cure has gone 
into innocuous desuetude; Doctor BROWN, your iron bitters are a fail- 
ure; all stand aside. Iam the great original medicine-man, a born 
Hippocrates, and I, of all men living, know what is the matter with this 
patient.” The country is rich and prosperous, contented and happy. 
There are no strikes in the West; no labor troubles anywhere. Fur- 
naces are in full blast, especially in Pennsylvania; all the spindles and 
looms are running on full time, more particularly throughout New En- 
gland; all property has appreciated. Whatthink you of yourally, your 
Jefferson, about to proclaim a new declaration of independehce, with 
his yeomanry at his back; what think you of him? Doctor WARNER, 
when he says that property is higher, real as well as personal and mixed— 
when, if I understand your contention, everything is dirt cheap because 
of the scarcity of money, and for that reason youcry for more—why that 
is the reason why I thought the Goddessof Liberty, described somewhere 
in the gentleman’s speech like Casabianca on the burning deck, ‘‘ was 
drinking deep potations of the people’s blood. One thing certain is, 
there never was a time in the history of this country when everything 
that man consumes was so cheap. It may be hard to get, for when 
things are cheap money is not freely circulating. Give us more money, 
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say the silver men, and all property will be higher. But our Hippoc- 
rates says property is high now, higher than it was between 1873 and 
1878, when there was no standard dollar of full legal-tender value. The 
inference would seem to be from this that if we abolish this dollar al- 
together the prices of all things would immediately appreciate. 

But Iam interrupting thediagnosis. I forget that we areall waiting 
to hear the great man’s opinion. He is called in, or he called himself 
in, as consulting physician-in-chief, and he is ready to announce his 
conclusion. He is going to do it with great gravity. It becomes the 
doctor to be slowand deliberate, and this is a characteristic of all this 
doctor’s utterances. He is so grave that, as Lamb has it on one of the 
old South Sea benchers, you might deduce the law of gravitation from 
his presence. What, then, Doctor Norwoop, is the matter with this 

tient? Nothing, absolutely nothing; he is not a sick man at all; 

e is in his normal condition, and in fact was never better in his life. 
But consider, doctor, this symptom and the other. But the inflexible 
old Solon shakes his head, and assures the astounded friends and fam- 
ily that the patient is entirely well. 

My friend is familiar with Dickens. He quotes from Dombey and 
Son. I will not refer him, therefore, to Bunsby, but will tell hima 
little story I once heard. It applies to the buzzard, and has some fit- 
ness, therefore, in a discussion in which that singular bird has been 
more than once introduced. I suppose the gentleman from Georgia, 
who seems to be familiar with the evolution by which the eagle is 
changed into the buzzard, must know something of its habits, and has 
not failed to observe the even steadiness with which this bird will circle 
for hours, sweeping the whole horizon, with scarcely a perceptible dip 
of the wing or the disturbance of a feather. 

It has puzzled a great many persons how a bird as heavy could keep 
himself poised in the air upon his balanced wings and yet move all the 
time without apparent effort, a free circulation by the way in which 
he is not imitated by his silver brother. I remember that the puzzie 
perplexed all the neighborhood in which I once lived, until a workman 
on the place said that his preacher knew everything, and that he would 
refer the question to him and be sure of an answer. So the question 
was referred at the next meeting, and Patreturned triumphantly with 
his answer. ‘‘I knew,” said he, ‘‘that Brother Jones could tell how 
this was done, and what’s more ho was no time telling it.” ‘* Well, 
what did he say?” ‘‘ He said it was the custom of the bird !”’ 

‘*Silver,’? says my learned friend, ‘‘ has no more influence upon the 
causes of trouble in this country ’’—from which it would appear that 
we have troubles—‘‘ than the Pleiades. Neither the quantity nor the 
quality of the silver,’’ says he, ‘‘has anything to do withit. If your 
coinage was free you would still have the trouble. If you had no coin- 
age at all you would be in the same predicament. The existing Bland 
law does not cause the distress.” What is it then? Wreckers. Now 
I must say that I owe both the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] and the gentleman from Ohio [General WARNER] a grudge: 
That here they have been all this session, and a good part of the last, 
trying to persuade me and other gentlemen in the House that the 
stoppage of free coinage was one of the most potent causes of commer- 
cial industrial depression, and yet all they had to do was to con- 
sult the gentleman from Georgia, and they would have learned that the 
real cause was what he is pleased to call wreckers. A change in the 
tariff, reduced taxation, limited or unlimited coinage—none of these will 
account, in the opinion of this eminent savant for the existing troubles; 
troubles which at one moment he says exist not only in this country 
but in others, and in the very next denies. 

And yet the gentleman isskillful in di He dissected the case 
of the gentleman of Iowa with remarkable skill; and, if I remember, 
concluded that his disease was cerebro-elephantiasis. When I think 
of the undue proportions into which the gentleman has permitted his 
imagination to swell these wreckers, and the entire subordination of 
all other causes of trouble to this one, I am inclined to think there is 
a cerebral disease from which he is suffering more terrible still. It is 
cerebro-spinal meningitis, and, as the gentleman has such a marked 
tendency always to curve backward in search of a real or imaginary 
caudal appendage, I suppose it must be of the opisthotonous type. I 
am quite sure, from the rabies which seizes him whenever Wall street 
is named, causing an explosion of all his wrath, that it must be of the 
fulminant form—a sort of thunder-and-lightning disease. But what- 
ever the matter may be, it is certain that Doctor MORRISON, with his 
tariff, and Doctor BLAND, with his silver, are the purest of quacks, be- 
sides this Galen with his wreckers. Let us have a bill at once to sup- 
press the wreckers, and let the wan cheek of the Goddess of Liberty 
ex fresh again, and Lombard street stop hallooing across the ocean to 

ew York and fooling that innocent old Polonius of Wall street into 
believing that a cloud is a whale. 

. Why I thonght that Wall street could tell a hawk from a handsaw, 
particularly if the wind was southerly. One of the chief characteris- 
tics of Polonius, if I remember, was by indirections to find directions 
out. And the crooked, circuitous method of a debased coinage may be 
the way to an improved commercial condition, but I think it is well 
enough to remember the fate of the old man, and I particularly com- 
mend it to the gentleman from Georgia. He was behind the 
was he not, eavesdropping when Prince Hamlet cried “A rat, a rat,” ashe 


made the fatal thrust at what he supposed was the king’s breast? Such 
is the end of all crookedness and of all covert assaults, for whatever 
urpose made. 

[The above was greeted with laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, those gentlemen who favor the unlimi- 
ted coinage of silver or the continuance of the present monthly coinage 
of silver have urged that the present supply of gold and silver coin- 
age is inadequate to the business of the country, and consequently 
prices of the products and commodities of the country are too low and 
business is depressed; that the increase of legal-tender coin of gold and 
silver has not kept pace with the demands of trade and the increase of 
property, therefore prices have fallen—that prices have gradually but 
constantly fallen to the scale of 1845-49, the lowest, I believe, that we 
have had in this country, is conceded, consequently it is urged that by 
the free coinage of silver money will be made cheaper, 20 per cent. 
cheaper some say, and to that extent the debtors will be enabled by 
law the more easily to pay their creditors and prices advanced. 

It is insisted in support of the above theories that gold has increased 
in value, that silver has not decreased in yalue, and that the other com- 
modities and property have not decreased in value as measured bysilver 
bullion. The value of gold, silver, and the baser metals, the products of 
manufacturers and the farmers, so long as theyare being produced by or- 
ganized labor, depend largely upon the cost of their production. I pro- 
pose first to call the attention of the House to the unprecedented increase 
in the production of the farmers and manufacturers in those later 
years that are marked by a decline in their prices. I say at the outset 
that I utterly deny the proposition that silver bullion has retained its 
commercial value as compared either with gold or the other products of 
this country, or the world if you please, but insist thatits present market 
price marks the extent of the decline below the value of gold and the 
other products bought and sold in the market of the world, and I call 
the attention of the House, first, to the 

INCREASE IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 
in the United States as compared with the ten previous years. Inthe 
production of wheat from 1870 to 1879 the average annual yield or crop 
was 312,152,728 bushels. For the last four years it has been 463,973, - 
318 bushels—an increase of over 150,000,000 bushels. 
OATS, 

The average production between 1870 and 1879 was 314,431,178 
bushels, For 1880 and 1881 it was 495,509,478 bushels—an increase 
of 180,000,000 bushels. But returning to wheat, from 1874 to 1881 the 
wheat product of Europe averaged 1,150,000,000 bushels; the annual 
increase since then upon that production has been 100,000,000 bushels. 

‘The exportations from the Australian to the European markets have 
increased from 9,517,217 bushels in 1881 to 18,419,561 in 1884. 

The exportations from India tothe European market have increased 
from 4,109,495 bushels in 1880 to 39,202,636 bushels in 1884. 

The increase in our manufactures has been equally great. Of raw 
material consumed in the manufacture of wool, the increase from 1870 . 
to 1880 was 68,000,000 ponnds. 

The value of the annual productions of the manufacturers of wool in 
the United States had increased in 1881 above that of 1868, $92,000,000, 
with a reduction on the price of the goods of at least 10 per cent., and 
I may remark in this connection that the consumer has since 1860, not- 
withstanding the décrease in the price of material worn, increased the 
value of his annual consumption over 50 per cent. 

The increase of the production of wool has been great. Between 
1871 and 1880 it was 200,000,000 pounds; but the increase in the last 
five years has equaled that of the previous ten years. The imports 
into Europe increased from 447,521,441 pounds in 1881, to 518,637,800 
pounds in 1884. The American production has doubled since 1870, and 
increased 25 per cent. since 1880. The number of sheep is greater by 
20,000,000 now than in 1870. Importations to this country of wool 
and its products, $44,656,482. 

In the production of cotton goods since 1879 the increase has been 
30 per cent. Importations of cotton goods, $27,000,000. In the pro- 
duction of cotton itself the increase has been from 3,275,000 bales in 
1861-65 to 5,351,000 bales in 1866—’73, 6,687,000 bales in 1871~75, 
6,923,000 in 187680, and 8,285,000 in 1881-85. 

In sugar the increase has been equally marked; from 4,000,000 tons 
in 1881 to 4,717,000 tons in 1884. 

As to iron, the productive capacity of this country is between six and 
seven million net tons, but the actual consumption is less than five. 

Our productive capacity for steel rails is 1,500,000 tons, with a con- 
sumption of only 1,000,000 tons. z 

The productive capacity of the country in reference to both iron and 
steel goods is in excess of the consumption of the country, except in 
reference to tin plates, iron and steel wire rods, and very thin sheets, 
and with this condition of things there is an annuål importation into 
our markets from abroad of thirty-five millions of dollars’ worth of iron 
and steel 

Do we not find in this immense increase of production both from the 
land and from the shops sufficient cause for our low prices without 
looking further? 

I have before me-a comparison of prices for different periods, which 
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shows that low prices have invariably accompanied excessive and en- 
larged production. But the decrease in prices has not been as great 
as the increase in production, due doubtless to the fact that with 
the volume of currency, in connection with other facilities—checks, 
drafts, and bills of exchange—there has been less purchasing power 
in gold or less necessity for gold. I have called attentjon to the sta- 
ple products of our farms and factories to illustrate my position; but 
my selections have not been exceptional, and I might as well, for the pur- 
poses of my argument, have taken other products than those I have 
chosen. In connection with some of them, I have called attention to 
the importations of the class or kind, toshow that, notwithstanding the 
overproduction and the great competition here, which of itself would 
have forced down prices, foreign competion has also added its force in 
the same direction. s 

And in this connection I will call attention briefly to the effect of 
cheapened transportation since 1865 upon prices. In that year the 
charge on the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad per ton per 
mile on all merchandise was 3.451 cents; in 1885it was reduced tosixty- 
eight hundredths of a cent. The change has been equally great upon 
the Lake Shore. The eight principal railroads centering in Chicago in 
1870 moved the equal of 1,900,000,000 tons of freight 1 mile at 2.227 
cents a ton; in 1884, 6,525,000,000 tons 1 mile at 1.071 cents per ton. 
The transportation of that volume of freight at the rate of 1870 would 
have cost $98,600,000 more than it did cost. 

I have no doubt that prices upon those roads for those years repre- 
sent the difference in cost between those two periods on all the rail- 
roads in the United States; and if so, there was a saving of $500,000,000 
to the consumer in freights alone, and very largely in agricultural 

roducts. 
p Our railroads have increased in extent from 34,000 miles in 1864 to 
128,000 in 1885. 

I suppose grain, off water and railroad transportation, would eat it- 
self up in transportation 150 miles. 

To-day the farmer of Dakota sells his wheat for the English market. 
Mark, therefore, the effect railroad transportation alone has had in in- 
creasing the amount of grain marketed and lessening the cost to the 
producer of placing it in market, both reducing the price to the con- 
sumer. 

I have conceded that it is true that we are back to the prices of 1840 
to 1850. The comparisons I have made, the facts stated, prove con- 
clusively that the reduction of prices is due to the great increase of pro- 
duction in connection with the increased facilities for marketing the 
same with the lessened cost thereof, as compared with the periods of 
low prices from 1840 to 1850. 

T assert that all we produce is at one-half the labor-cost of the period 
from 1840 to 1850. I do not wish to be misunderstood upon this ques- 
tion. What I say is, that labor has doubled its product since 1850 by 
the aid of Jabor-saving machines. This is true with respect to the farm 
and the factory, the furnaces and the forges. There is not an industry 


but that one day’s labor to-day increases its products above that of |- 


1850, and in many industries the increase has 200, 300, 400, and 
500 per cent. Why, then, are not prices lower even than they are now? 
Tt certainly can only be accounted for upon the theory that the cost of 
the production of gold or the necessity for its use has decreased still 
more. If the price depends upon the volume of the legal-tender coin, 
then with this doubling pp of production without increase of cost, the 
prices must have fallen still lower but for the fact that money ischeaper 
and has retained only one-half its purchasing power. 

Now, sir, it is not gold that has appreciated in value as compared with 
other products. It has depreciated greatly, depreciated as compared 
to the period prior to 1850 far more than the othercommodities. For if 
the precious metals had maintained only the same relative proportions 
for the necessities and convenience of business and the market of 1885 
they held in 1849, and no greater, 50 per cent. off the cost of produc- 
tion, now, as then, would have reduced, at the same cost for labor, prices 
nearly 50 percent; but notwithstanding this great increase of production 
without increase of cost, the wages of labor have steadily advanced and 
arenow at their highest point, doubleat least what they were in 1840-50. 
The power of labor applied to new appliances and inventions, facilities 
and forces, has doubled its capacity and power to produce. 

We are not suffering under a contraction of metallic currency or the 
contraction of any kind of currency. At this time it is double what 
it has been in any year since 1860, and it is unprofitable to make tables 
exhibiting the per capita money circulation in other nations now or 
even in this nation in the past. Within twenty years the manner of 
transacting business here has all changed. That change was consum- 
mated with the full adoption of the national-bank system, and cur- 
rency, whether of gold, silver, bank notes, or Treasury notes, for use 
as circulation, has become subsidiary in our business, We carry it in 
our pockets for the little needs of life, but not for use in those trans- 
actions which make up the trade and commerce, the business of a 
town, city, State, and of the whole country, and in which checks, drafts, 
and bills of exchange are employed. 

I suppose the aggregate daily volume of business transacted in this 
country by the aid of checks, drafts, and bills of exchange is $300,000,000. 
At least 95 per cent. of all money transactions are by their aid. They 


purchase and pay, and practically their immense volume in use is an 
in an ex ion of our currency, and the volume of currency that 
would be needed, except for the business transacted through them, no 
man can estimate. 

In England-I suppose as large a percentage of business is done by 
their aid as in this country. Ninety-five per cent. of all the business 
and the per capita circulation required by a nation that does not make 
use of them, or of a nation before it made such use, is no guide fora 
people who do. 

If checks, drafts, and bills of exchange are used to any considerable 
extent in France, it is of very recent date. I have seen nothing in re- 
gardtoGermany. England and the United States have taken the lead, 
and no nation can adopt this method of transacting its business without 
decreasing the volume of metallic currency needed for use. 

I suppose that practically all the balances in our international trade 
are settled in that way, and thus the transmission of coin avoided, its 
use diminished, and the necessities for its increase likewise diminished. - 

APPEAL TO THE DEBTOR CLASS, 

I must now address myself briefly to the appeal that has been made 
to the debtor to give his support to this legislation. My argument will 
beaddressed to the wage-workers and debtors of thecountry. Thesum 
of $5,000,000,000 is annually paid to the wage-workers in the United 
States. The proposition is to reduce its purchasing power one-fifth, 
at an annual cost of $1,000,000,000 to those who depend upon wages 
for the support of themselves and their families in all they buy. That 
is the argument, that in just so far as gold is ata premium above 
silver in our local market the price of commodities will be increased. 
This is true, for the prices in the markets of the world are gold prices 
and have been practically for sixty years. We buy and sell in that mar- 
ket, and there the prices are made, and in as far as the money we use 
here is cheaper, poorer, or of less value than gold, the prices of goods 
Tise. 

I have before me the foreign trade of the great merchant nations of 
the world. Gold is their standard of value. 


Table showing the foreign trade of the countries named. 


Countries. | Imports. Exports. Aggregate. 
$852, 125,000 | _$814,501,000 | $1, 696, 626, 000 
1, 950,092,815 | 1,479, 837,915 | 3,430, 830,760 
905, 180, 000 670,000,000 | 1,575, 180,000 
394, 560, 390 258, 499, S49 030, 239 
E ER TTTS TAOTE NO 7,355, 666, 999 
660, 676, 776 600, 749, 374 1, 321, 426, 150 


Their merchants settle their balances in gold and a gold price is placed 
upon every article we buy or sell. 

Whocan changeallthis? Iwill not say that the lawmaking powers 
of all the trading nations of the earth can not do it, yet I doubt it. 

So long as gold isthe most stable in its value and the more near- 
ly in its cost of production, and from its quantity the best measure 
of the value of practically all other articles bought and sold in the 
markets of the world, merchants will use it as a standard of value. 
It is in recognition of this fact that England, the great power and factor 
in commerce, for sixty years has adopted it. Other nations have de- 
monetized gold or maintained the double standard, yet the balances of 
trade were still settled in gold. Gold made the prices of everything. 
Nations borrowed and paid in it. There is something in all this more 
than an act of Parliament or of Congress. 

Commerce has its Jaws as wholly independent of Congressional legis- 
lation as our natural laws, and he only is a wise statesman who aids in 
their free operations by statutory enactments. 

Now the other great trading nations of Europe, the higher civilization 
of E , have re-enforced England and adopted the gold standard, 
and the United States alone proposes to change this lawof trade. I re- 
peat you will not change the price of goods except in our domestic 
market. As you propose to buy with a debased, a cheap, and an in- 
flated currency the merchant will allow you. for it its value in gold. 
You will have demonetized most effectually silver; its value will daily 
change, depending upon the supply of gold here, the state of our for- 
eign trade, and speculation will become an element in that value. 
Then you may fear Wall street and money centers and combinations of. 
capital in their operations, changing daily, as they will the purchasing 
power of silver, its value in payment for property, and most of all in 
its payment for labor. 

We had a full rience in all that in the years of the war and be- 
fore resumption. Here, then, poor and weak _men attempted to regulate 
by legislation the laws of trade, and the laws of values were above 
them and more potent and a day of settlement came under those laws 
and the bankrupt courts administered them. 

If you have two kinds of coin moving of an unequal value, who will 
have the poorer? Thedebtor. His necessities will compel him to ac- 


ceptit. Theman who has money, who has property, whose profit and loss 
account shows a surplus, can keep what he has at least, and the result is 
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he takes his choice; he has money to lend, the banks have money to 
lend, rich men have money to lend, and those who have money now 
will still have it and they will lend, and when the bond is written the 
rate of interest will always be high enough to cover the present and 
prospective depreciation in the money that the debtor may discharge 
itin, and the rate of interest will be increased. 

The country now and for years has felt most disastrously the effect 
of the threat of this legislation. For years it has been understood that 
the Cotton States were prominently identified with this movement. 
Having reference to’ their people those States are debtor States, and to 
obtain cheap money with which to pay, by Federal legislation, has been 

in them, but capital has been distrustful of those people. Their 
opinions have been constantly advertised in Con, mainly through 
representatives here haying agitated the question. But I hailas a 
joyful sign of the times the fact that gentlemen from the State of South 
Carolina have voiced in this debate the sentiments, as I trust, of some 
of the people of that State in favor of honest money; and I say to them 
they have done more for their State in inspiring confidence in capital 
to develop her industries, than they orI can estimate. 

The result of the agitation has been that the farmer in my State, 
New York, can now borrow $300 for his business, to plant, harvest, 
and market at the same cost in interest that the planter in any one of 
the States I have mentioned pays for $100, The young man can buy 
his farm in New York in part upon credit and pay no more for $3,000, 
secured by a mortgage upon his farm, than the Southern planter pays 
for $1,000, or $1,200 at the outside. Why this difference? The se- 
curities are equally good, the Southern soil the more fruitful, and the 
cost of transmitting money nominal. Simply because of the difference 
of the estimates placed upon the paying qualities, the honesty of the 
debtors in the two sections, by capital, and the silver agitation is mostly 
at the bottom of this distrust. I have seen in I suppose half a dozen 
speeches estimates made of the amount of mortgages upon real estate 
in this country, in statements always made more or less violently, in 
the form of an appeal to adopt unlimited silver because thereby you 
will cheat the creditors out of 20 per cent. of the sums due them. To 
those gentlemen I say, for this declamation, it is not argument, you 
have been for years paying the penalty in the high rate of interest those 
mortgages bear. 

There is near $600,000,000 in the savyings-banks, trust, loan, and 
mortgage companies of New York alone returning to these companies 
less than 5 and probably not more than 4 percent. per annum. Is not 
the security for a loan upon a farm in Kansas or in Texas as good as 
upon a farm in New York? Certainly. Yet the rate of interest is 75 

r cent. more in Kansas and 200 per cent. more in Texas than in 
New York. 

This subject requires a plain discussion. I admit the investor pre- 
fers to have his money near home and the great cause is this distrust 
of the debtor created and nourished by these constant threats of depre- 
ciating the currency—repudiation, capital calls it—made by public men. 
Admitthat you will be legally entitled to pay off the present mortgages 
in a cheap money, a large proportion of them are due—all are on 
short credit. You will not decrease the amount, and from the moment 
this bill passes, with the distrust of credits, interest will advance and 
the burden upon the debtor class will be increased. This attempt to 
distribute property by legislation will prove futile. Wealth and prop- 
erty in this country can only be acquired by labor of hands and brains, 
and not by legislation. a 

You may continue the presefit coinage; I see no other result from it 
except in a limited degree the same conditions that free coinage will 
produce. With the power to pay all taxes and customs duties in silver, 
the flow of gold from the Treasury will be slow but none the less cer- 
tain, and whenever the Government is forced to pay in silver gold must 
go to a premium. F 

The United States is now united with the other highly-civilized na- 
tions of the world in maintaining a gold standard. Without their co- 
operation silver must continue to hold the position of domestic coin in 
its circulation. 

This nation is rich, educated, has the highest civilization, and is 
prosperous in all that constitutes tness; is one of the first-class 
powers of the world, able and should be willing to pay and discharge 
national obligations in the best-coined money of the world, as all other 
nations do. My State, New York, Massachusetts, and doubtless other 
States have set an example for the General Government, and paid in 
gold when it was ata high premium. It has been said the Secretary 
of the Treasury has not forced the silver upon the country, and there- 
fore it is in the vaults; in this you admit the people do not want sil- 
ver, at least prefer gold, and do gentlemen want this great, rich na- 
tion, werta in intelligence, in wealth, and in arms, to pay in poorer 
money than other nationspay in? It would be national dishonor. Do 
not deceive yourselves. Your constituents, the people, do not want it. 

The step now proposed, if taken, and I refer both to the free coinage 
of silver or the continuance of the present coinage, will class her with 
2o lower civilization of Europe and the still lower civilization of Africa 
and Asia. 

National repudiation and dishonor are involved in it. 

One other suggestion, and I will conclude, 
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I have before me the aggregate money circulation of this country, by 
years, since and including 1860: 
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Of this about six hundred millions is in gold. The withdrawal of 
that volume will have an effect which I have no time to discuss, It 
will no longer be employed in the payment of customs duties. Silver 
will be the cheaper, and will therefore be used, and to the extent it is 
cheaper, to the amount of the premium on gold you will reduce the du- 
ties now paid upon imported goods, Reduce the tariff! Mechanics, 
manufacturers, farmers, dependent ds you are upon the home market 
to-day, protectionists all, I invite you to the consideration of this ques- 
tion. It will be a horizontal reduction ! 

Mr. BLAND’s table in the report of the minority makes it a 20 per 
cent. reduction, precisely what Mr. MORRISON wanted two years ago. 
There will be no discrimination. It means lower ; it means the 
destruction of some industries and the paralyzation of all. It means 
in the most aggravated form that which this Congress has threatened 
the country with at this session. 

There is no object in encountering or risking any of these perils. No 
one here makes a war on bimetallism; but bimetallism can only be 
attained by one standard by which gold and silver will both be meas- 
ured, 

The threatened legislation, if once had, will produce monometallism 
by the exclusion of gold from our currency, and bimetallism will only 
be restored after a season of disturbed finances, dishonor, and bank- 
ruptey. [Applause. ] 

At the conclusion of Mr. Hiscock’s remarks he yielded the remain- 
der of his time to Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. JAMES. I yield two minutes to my colleague from New York 
(Mr. Hewrrr]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has only two min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HEWITT. IfI could have got time, which I am sorry I have 
not been able to get, I should have tried in reference to the pendin 
proposition to enforce two conclusions: First, that the passage of a bil 
for the free coinage of silver would confiscate one-fifth of the accumu- 
lated savings of the working classes, amounting in the State of New 
York alone to $1,000,000,000. In other words, it would wipe out $200, - 
000,000 of their savings. And secondly, that the immediate effect of 
this bill would be to reduce the purchasing power of the wages of labor 
20 per cent., which in the present state of business of the country would 
bea hardship so grievons that no legislator, noman of business, no man 
with a heart in his body would, except in ignorance ofthe consequ 
venture to advocate such a measure. And Hei, I would have 
to suggest a remedy for the anomalous condition in which the gold and 
silver coinage of the country now findsitself. All I can do is briefly to 
insert in the RECORD the skeleton of the remarks which I would have 
made at greater length if I could have got more time. ` 

Mr. HEWITTS further remarks are as follows: 

In the long debate upon the silver question it is admitted by both 
sides that we are now upon the gold basis. It is a fact that the dollar 
containing 25.8 grains of gold, which by law is the unit of value, will 
purchase at its present market value 480 grains of silver. Itis alsoa 
fact that the standard silver dollar contains only 4124 grains of silver. 
Hence if we open the mints to the unlimited coinage of silver no man 
will pay debts with gold dollars worth 480 grains of silver when he can 
take 412} grains of silver to pay the debt and have 68} grains left in 
his pocket as profit. 

The unlimited coinage of silver, therefore, will transfer us from the 
gold to the silver standard. The business of the country, now adjusted 
to the gold standard, must readjust itself to the silver standard. As 
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to outstanding contracts not specifically made payable in gold, there 
will be a transfer of 20 per cent. of capital from the creditors to the 
debtors. There can now be no justification for such an act of spolia- 
tion. Under the stress of a war for national existence such a transfer 
of property was made by the issue of irredeemable paper money. 

And again a similar transfer was made when specie payments were 
resumed. In both cases the rich were made richer and the poor poorer. 
But when the silver dollar was demonetized no change in the relations 
of debtors and creditors was made, because we were not in 1873 upon 
either a gold or silver basis, but were in the abyss of fiat money. 
Whether demonetization was accomplished surreptitiously or not, as it 
was not, no injury was done or could be done to any human being. 
But now we are paying in gold. Every creditor and every wage-earner 
who now gets gold will, if this bill should pass, get silver worth 20 per 
cent. less than the present unit of value. 

There will be a profit to some one. Who will gain and who will 
lose? For it is inconceivable that the opening of our mints to the free 
coinage of silver on the ratio of 16 to 1 of gold will be sufficient to re- 
store the actual value to this ratio. The free coinage of silver does in 
India not do it; the free coinage of silver by the Latin Union did not 
preserve the ratioof15}tol. Tosavetheir gold they were forced to aban- 
don the free coinage of silver. But on the face of it the proposition is 
absurd that the possible annual coinage of our mints could materially 
affect the value of the vast mass of silver in the world, estimated at 
$6,000,000,000. Who, then, are the debtors who will profit and the 
creditors who will lose? Are they the rich or the poor? 

The banks and capitalists can and do always keep their assets prac- 
tically on a gold basis. So far as they hold real property or merchan- 
dise the rise in value will be immediate and proportioned tothe reduc- 
tion in the standard of value. Only indebtedness for fixed sums, such 
as mortgage loans, will not rise, because they can notrise, in value. Now 
this class of property is mainly owned by estates, trust com’ life 
insurance companies, and savings-banks. In the State of New York 
alone the assets of these corporations exceed $1,000,000,000, upon which 
the loss will Do ener The Se pen of this ys fund are wid- 
ows, orphans, helpless wards, artisans, rers, and sewing women. 
They are largely my constituents. In their behalf I have presented to 
this House the petition of the savings-banks, representing over one hun- 
dred thousand depositors, praying that this act of injustice shall not be 
committed. The proposed of standard can not therefore benefit 
those who have accumulated a fund againstold age, sickness, and want. 

But if it will deprive them of a part of their savings it will also take 
away a part of their daily wages. For everything which the laboring 
man buys, food, clothing, and shelter, will advance at once to conform 
to the new standard of value, whereas his wages will not advance except 
by slow steps, spread overalong term of years. The conclusive demon- 
stration’of Mr. Walker on this subject has been cited by others, but fur- 
ther evidence is furnished by the condition of affairs in India, where, 
as is triumphantly asserted by the friends of this bill, prices of the food 

roducts, representing the earnings of labor, have not advanced, and 
ioe it is ible for the first time to export them to England, where 
they are sold for gold, convertible into silver at a premium, which is 
not added to the wages of labor, or this export trade would cease. The 
Jemedy proposed by this bill is the reduction of wages here so as to 
meet the competition of India. The wage-earner then will be chief 
sufferer by a change in the standard of value, and the old process by 
which the fruits of industry are transferred to the capitalists will be 
repeated under the guize of justice and charity to the poor man. 

The truth is that it is possible thus to rob the workman of his earn- 
ings and to reduce his wages, but you can not displace gold from the 
position which it has won on its own intrinsic merits as the best and 
least variable standard of value. There is no deficiency of money for 
the business of the world. It was never so cheap as it is now for ac- 
ceptable securities, and no increase in its volume can make it plenty 
for unacceptable securities unless you make it worthless, which I do 


not understand to be the purpose or the expectation of the friends of | Bank, 


silver. But the free coinage of silver will not add to the volume of 
money. It willonly displace a corresponding quantity of other money. 


Silver has its proper place in the circulation of the world as the chief | Sa 


_ money of poor countries where the wages of labor are low, but in rich 
countries, able, as weare, to pay a fair day’s wage for a fair day’s work, 
it is useful only as asubsidiary coin to the extent that itisneeded in small 
transactions, but always to be kept at par with gold by certain re- 
demption in gold. This is the present condition of our coinage, and 
this parity of value can and ought to be maintained, provided we do 
not coin so much silver that it can not be redeemed in gold. Other- 
wise, as the least valuable money, it must drive gold out of circulation. 

To maintain this desirable condition of parity in value legislation is 
needed, but not for the free coinage of silver, nor for the increase in the 
weight of the dollar. The true policy is to coin as much silver as the 
people desire to use in the ordinary course of business and no mone. 
Repeal all compulsion to coin any specified amount, but require to be 
coined, as now, only for the account of the Government, all that shall be 
called for. There will then never be an excessive issue of silver and 
never any dead silver capital in the Treasury, upon which we lose in- 
terest, and one of the most available commodities for export. 


This resultcan be accomplished by the adoption of a brief bill, which 
I have introduced into every Congress since the passage of the so-called 
Bland bill, the paternity of which I am glad to see the gentleman from 
Missouri very properly disowns. This bill I shall offer at the proper 
time as a substitute for the pending measure.. I ask now that it be 
printed for the information of the House. 


A bill to secure a uniform standard of value. 


Whereas, under the constitutional power “to coin money and regulate the 
value thereof,” Congress has established a common unitof value, and provided 
for the free co of gold coins conforming thereto, and has further provided 
for the coinage of a standard silver dollar, which is intended and ought to be 
the equivalent of the said unit of value: Now, therefore, in order to secure and 
forever maintain the equality of the. said standard silver dollar with the legal 


unit of val 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Wm ems assembled, That the gold and silver coins of the United States 
which are a full legal tender shall hereafter be interchangeable at their lawful 
value, either for the other, upon the demand of any holder thereof, at the office 
of the t treasurer in the mig of New York, when presented in sums of 
$100 or any multiple thereof; and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 


to provide for such interchange, and to cause to be coined such amount 


of stan silver dollars as may be found necessary, from time to time, in 
order to meet the demand for dollars; and thatall provisions of law fixing 
or limi the amount to be coined of such standard silver dollars be, and the 


same are hereby, repealed. 


This bill recognizes gold as the unit of value, because its title to this 
distinction is based upon the eternal fitness of things in the gradual 
evolution of society from barbarism with rude appliances to the highest 
civilization, in which only the best tools and the most effective agencies 
are employed in the varied operations of life. 

We are now the richest and most prosperous nation in the world, with 
larger exchanges of products than any other nation, using and requir- 
ing the best instruments of exchange, in railways, steamers, and tele- 

, With which no sane man would dispense; and yet we are seri- 
ously asked to give up gold, the best lubricator of commerce, which sets 
and keeps them all in motion at the least cost, and substitute silver, 
an inferior and variable standard of value, expensive to handle, uncer- 
tain in purchasing power, and fit only in this age of vast development 
for subsidiary uses, to which happily the law assigns it, and from which 
it never should be, as it never can be, divorced, even by act of Con- 
gress; for if gold is in the domain of commerce it is king by a di- 
vine right in the law of social evolution, which no human agency can 
arrest or destroy. 


Tothe honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
y of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, representatives of the savings-banks of the State of New 
York, respectfully submit that they hold in trust for over one million one hun- 
dred and sixty-five thousand persons their savings,averaging about $375 for 
each depositor, and aggregating the sum of over $437,000,000; that all the funds 
and property of the said savin nks and all their earnings and accumulations 
belong exclusively to their depositors, chiefly industrious persons of small 
m and that your petitioners have no interest therein except as custodians 
for said depositors. As such representatives we respectfully petition the Con- 
gress of the United States to repeal the law which directs the coinage of the 412j- 
grain silver dollars, 

We heartily agree with the opinions expressed upon this subject by the Pres- 
ident of the United States in his recent message, and we pray that it may please 

to enact that the said coi be discontinued, for the reason, among 
many others of weight, that its continuance, unregulated by the demands of 
trade or by the ability of the circulation to absorb it, tends to sever our cur- 
rency from the gold standard, to compromise the national credit, and to create 
distrust in the minds of the people; - 

To make our securities, principal and interest, payable in silver dollars, and 
thereby to reduce the exchange value of the sayings of the people by 20 per 
cent., would be a loss of purchasing power of the funds in the savings-banks 
of New York State alone equivalent to a sh in value of nearly $100,000,- 
red and, as the value of the currency would be alike impaired 

in 


whether in sav- 
or elsewhere, this vast sum would represent only a small portion 
of the loss to be apprehended from the continued compulsory coinage of the 
standard silver othe Sg the greater portion of which loss must be borne by the 
industrial classes whose interests we serve. 

And Papers petititioners will ever pra: 
The following savings-banks have si 
ings-Bank, W: 


vings-Bank, ester; 
lyn Savings-Bank, Brooklyn; Fulton Savings-Bank, Osw 
Led X Buffalo Savings-Bank, Bulfalo ; 
Tompkins County; American Savings- A N 


Savings-Bank, Tarrytown; Albany Ex Savings-Bank, Albany; Mutual 
Sa: ‘Bank, Troy; Rome Savings-Bank, Rome; Erie County Savings-Bank, 
Bu ; Wappingers Savings-Bank, Fishkill Savings-Bank, Dutchess County; 


Broadway Savings-Bank, New York; Germania Savings-Bank, Brooklyn; Go- 


Bank, Long Island ee Saug- 
erties Savings-Bank, Seugerties : Queens Savings-Bank, Flushing; 
eekskill; Walden Savings-Bank, Orange reg eae O 
Putnam County Bank, Brewsters; Em nt Industrial Savings-Bank, 
New York; Catskill Savings-Bank, Catskill; Union Dime Savings-Bank, Dr, 
Dock Savings-Bank, New York; Bushwick Savings-Bank, Brooklyn; Warwick 
Savings-Bank, Orange County; Poughkeepsie sala, oom Poughkeepsie ; 
Cohoes Savings-Bank, Cohoes; Home Savings-Bank, A bany; Port Chester Sav- 
ings-Bank, Port Chester; Newburgh Savings-Bank, Newburgh; Mechanics’ 
Savings-Bank, Fishkill; Southold Savings-Bank, Long Island ; nhattan Sav- 
ings- „New York city; New Paltz Savings-Bank, Ulster County; Hudson 
City Savings-Bank, Hudson; Riverhead Sayings-Bank, Suffolk County ; Bowery 
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lyn Savings-Bank, Queens County eee or Teen Savings < e oe 
: Islan i Bank, 


Matteawan Savings-Bank, Matteawan ; Monroe County Savings-Bank, Roches- 
ter; Farmers and Mechanics Savings-Bank, Lockport; National Savings-Bank, 
o? 


Buffal 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the Sen- 
ate of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex. 

FREE COINAGE OF SILVER, a 


Mr. BLAND. .Mr. Speaker, under the instruction of my committee 
I made a motion yesterday to recommit this bill, simply for the pur- 
pose of withdrawing the motion at this time and permitting the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. James]. I now 
ask unanimous consent that that be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink, Mr. Speaker, thatother amendments ought 
to be allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asks unanimous consent to withdraw 
the motion made by him yesterday to recommit this bill to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask first to have read the amend- 
ment for which the gentleman proposes to yield. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that all amendments proposed to be offered 
will be allowed to come in. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, it is understood by the members of our 
committee on both sides of this question that it is desirable that the 
proposition to which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] refers 
Fall be permitted to come in, and that unanimous consent be given 
for that purpose. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
asks that the amendment which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] proposes to admit shall be read before objection is heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Willthe gentleman from Missouri allow my amend- 
ment to be read ? 

.Mr. BLAND. Iwill, later. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
will offer the amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I must object to any amendment com- 
ing in unless all amendments are received. I also wish to offer an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrt] ob- 
jects to the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT. Unless other amendments also can be read, I must 
object. It is not fair that one proposition shall be offered and read to 
this House while others are excluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection, however, to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] withdrawing his motion to recommit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
to let my amendment be read. 

Mr. BLAND. [have no objection to hearing it. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]? 

Mr. RANDALL. What was the motion ? 

The SPEAKER. Simply a request to be permitted to withdraw the 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to hearing the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. JAMES. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. When that motion has been withdrawn, then, 
under the order of the House, is not the previous question pending 
upon the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Under the order made yesterday the previous 
question will be pending at half past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] merely to offer an amendment on behalf 
of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. One moment. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman 
the right to yield the floor, the previous question having been ordered? 

Mr. JAMES. It has not been ordered yet, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House was thatthe previous ques- 
tion should be considered as ordered at half past 5 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I send up the amendment which I offer in behalf of 
the committee. 


The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That unless meantime, through concurrent action of the nations of Europe 
with the United States, silver be remonetized prior to July 1, 1889, that then and 
thereafter so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender charac- 
ter," as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver 
bullion and cause the same to be coined, shall be suspended until further action 
by Congress. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, my object is, in case this amendment 
‘be adopted, to offer a further amendment providing for g commission —— 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I send up an amendment which I offer 
as a proviso to the first section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] that while one amendment is pending to thetext 
6f the bill another amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the amendment of the gentleman [Mr. DIB- 
BLE] was offered as a substitute. : 

Mr. WARNER, ofOhio. Letthe amendment beread forinformation. 

Mr. HEWITT. Isitto be read by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. HEWITT. Then I must object, as I also have an amendment 
to offer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] to be offered as a substitute 
for the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. Itis. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I offer mine as a proviso to the first section 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ]) of- 
fered his amendment, as the Chair understood, as a second section of 
the original bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; as a proviso to the first section. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. JAMES rose. 

-Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. JAMES] has the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] is not in order if itis objected to. Itis in order under 
the rules of the House if the gentleman has the floor. The Chair did 
not understand whether the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES] 
yielded the floor to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] or not. 

Mr. JAMES. I have not yielded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that that is not exactly good 
faith, because it was understood that amendments would be offered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If amendments are to be admitted, Mr. 
Speaker, several gentlemen wish to offer amendments. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot control that. The rules of the 
House must control. The gentleman from New York [Mr. James] 
had Spines and yielded to the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
DIEBLE]— 

-Mr. JAMES. For a purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Toofferanamendment. The gentleman from New 
York states that he did not yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], and he [Mr. JAMES] had the floor. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Only to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES] says 
he did not yield the floor. He is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. JAMES. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time, 
until half past 5 o’clock, to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. JAates] has no further time. 

Mr. JAMES. I have the floor. > 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House one hour is allowed 
to close the debate, and that hour the gentleman yielded to his col- 
league from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the gentleman from New York yielded 
it back—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], 
afterocupying the floor, had two minutes remaining, which were yielded 
to the other gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] did not occupy his entire time. 

The SPEAKER. He occupied all except two minutes. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES] 
had the right toan hour to close the debate. His hour would expire 
at half past 5 o'clock, the time when the previous question becomes 
operative; and consequently he is entitled to the remaining time, which 
he has been kind enough to yield to me. 

The SPEAKER. The closing hour of the gentleman from New York 
began at twenty minutes past 4 o’clock. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HISCOCK ] occupied all that time except two minutes, which 
he yielded to the other gentleman from New York; so that the entire 
hour was occupied. 
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Several MEMBERS. That is right. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Has that been verified by the Speaker's clerk? 
The SPEAKER. It has. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] 
did not occupy the whole of the two minutes. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair rapped the gentleman down, his two 
minutes having expired. 
Mr. RANDALL. Did not the allotment of time for debate extend 
to half past 5? 
TheSPEAKER. Itdid; but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LITTLE], 
a member of the committee, did not occupy his hour by ten minutes. 
Mr. RANDALL. Did he not reserve the remainder of his time? 
The SPEAKER. He yielded the floor. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker—— . A 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain no proposition until 
tlemen resume their seats so that business can proceed in order‘ 
A pause. 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, the hour of half past 5 o’clock having 
arrived, the previous question is now pending under the order of the 


ouse. 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. JAMES. Icall for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question in now operating by order 
of the House, the hour of half past 5 o’clock having arrived. The first 

uestion is upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from South 
lina [Mr. DIBBLE. ] 

Several MEMBERS. Letit be read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendment will be 
again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That unless meantime through concurrent action of the nations of Europe 
with the United States silver be remonetized yee to July 1, 1889, that then and 
thereafter so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled "An act to authorize 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender char- 
acter’ as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver 
bullion and cause the same to be coined shall be suspended until further action 
by Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On that amendment I demand the 
yeas and nays. A 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 69 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 200, not vot- 
ing 39; as follows: 


YEAS—-M. 
Ad J.J. Dingley, Ketcham, Rock well, 
Allen, C. H. Dowdney, Lehlback, Sawyer, 
Arnot, A Lindsley, Scott, 
Atkinson, y, Long, Scranton, 
Baker, Ermentrout, Mahoney, Seymour, 
Bayne, vans, McAdoo, Shaw, 

x Everbart, ripen Sowan; 
Belmont, uhar, erriman, pooner, 
Bingham, Findlay, illard, 8; 

Bliss, Gallinger, Milliken, inecker, 
Bound, Gibson, C Mitchell, Stewart, J. W 
Boutelle, Green, R.S, Muller, „E. F, 
Bunnell, Grout, O'Neill, Charles rm, 
Burleigh, Harmer, Parker, Strait, 
Campbell TJ, Hexaphill Phelps, Viele.” 
m em; 5 elps, ele, 
le, ‘ Hewitt, Pindar, adsworth, 
ins, Hiestand, Pulitzer, Wait, 
Davenport, Hires, Randall, Weber, 
Davis, James, Ranney, West 
Dibble, Johnson, F. A. Reed, Whiting. 
NAYS—200. i 
Anderson, C. M. Cowles, Guenther, Little, 
Anderson, J. A. Cox, Hale, Lore, 
Ballentine, Crain, Hell, 7 Soma 
Barbour, Crisp, alsell, Lovering, 
Barksdale, Croxton, Hammond, Lowry, 
Barnes, Culberson, Hanback, L; n, 
rry, Curtin, Harris, arkham, 
Bennett, C "4 Hatch, Martin, 
ea Davidson, A.C Henderson, D. B Manty, 
land, m, S. enderson, D. B. CS A 
Blount, Davidson, R. H.M. Henderson, J.S, Metreaty, 
Boyle, Dawson, Henderson, T.J. McKenna, 
Brad: ery, Henley, McKinley, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Dorsey, Hepburn McMillin, 
Breckinridge, WCP Dougherty, erbert, cRae, 
Browne, T. M. Dunn, Herman, Miller, 
Brown, W. W. Eden, Hil, Moffatt, 
Brumm, Eldredge, Hitt, Mo: $ 
Buchanan, EN: . Holman, Morrill, 
Burnes, Felton, Holmes, M n, 
Burrows, Fisher, Hopkins, Morrow, 
Butterworth, r, Houk, we 
Bynum, Foran, Howard, N 4 
Cabell, Ford, Trion, Neece, 
Caldwell, Forney, Johnston, J.T. Oates, 
Monae ngs ei Frederick, Johnston, T. D. O'Donnell, 
er, Fuller, Jones, J. H. O’Ferrall, 
Cannon, Funston, King, "Hara, 
Carleton, Gay, Kleiner, O'Neill, J.J. 
Catchings, G Laffoon, ©, 
Clardy, Gilfillan, La Follette, Outhwaite, 
Clements, Glass, Laird, Owen, 
Cobb, Glover, Landes, Payson, 
Coms A T, Lanham, Peel, 
Conger, Green, W. J Lawler, Perkins, 
Cooper, Grosvenor, Le Fevre, Perry, 
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Peters, Singleton, Taylor, J. M. Warner, William 
Plumb, Skinner, Taylor, Zach. ecver,A. J. 
ice, Smalls, Thomas, O. Weaver, J. B. 
m4 Springer, Thompson ellborn, 
J.W. Throckmorton, Wheeler, 
Stephenson, Tillman, Vhite, A. C. 
Robertson, Charles Trigg, White, Milo 
ogers, St. Martin, Tucker, Wilkins, 
Romeis, Stone, W. J., Mo Turner, Willis, 
Rowell, Struble, Van Eaton, Wilson, 
Ryan, Symes, Wade, Wise, 
Sayers, Tarsney, Wakefield, Wolford, 
Seney, ‘Tuulbee, Ward, J. H. oodburn, 
Sessions, Taylor, E. B. Warner, A. J. Worthington. 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Adams, G. D. Gibson, Eustace Negley, Snyder, 
Aiken, Hayden, Nelson, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
„Allen, J. M. Hiscock, Norwood, Swinburne. 
Bragg, Hudd, Pettibone, Taylor, I. 
Brown, C. E. Hutton, Pidcock, Thomas, J. R. 
Buck, eckson, Pirce, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. Jones, J.T. Reese, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, - Kelley, Rice, Ward, T, B. 
Compton, Libbey, Riggs, Winans, 
Dargan, Mills, Sadler, 


So the amendment of Mr. DIBBLE was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. NELSON, until farther notice. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. CASWELL,*until further notice, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. RICE, until further notice. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. VAN SCHAICK, until farther notice. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. HAYDEN, until further notice. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. NEGLEy, until further notice. 

Mr. Buck with Mr. Wrxans. Mr. Buck, if present, would vote 
against free epics, and Mr. WINANS in favor of it. 

Mr. MILIs with Mr. Hiscock. Mr. Hiscock would vote against 
free coinage and for suspension of the present coinage of silver; Mr. 
MILLS, if present, would vote for free coinage. 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 

Mr, TOWNSHEND with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Stoner, of Kentucky, with Mr. Prrce. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say that the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS] is absent on account of illness. 

The following members were announced as paired for this day. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Mr. RiaGs with Mr. Ike H. TAYLOR, on this vote. 

Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia, with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsyl- 
vania, 

Mr. Compton with Mr. Jones, of Alabama, on the silver ques- 
tion. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated, the announce- 
ment eliciting loud applause. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Ike H. TAYLOR, de- 
sired me to announce that, if present, he would vote against free coin- 
age and against msion. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. JAMES. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BLAND. In case there be any misunderstanding I ask that the 
bill be read. 
The SPEAKER. The bill has been read, but can be again read by 


unanimous consent. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. JAMES. I fear there is misapprehension on the part of some 
members of the House. I should like the Chair to state the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated the question, but will state 
itagain. The question now is on ordering the bill known as the free- 
coinage bill to be engrossed and read a third time, and on that question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 163, not 
voting 34; as follows: 


YEAS—126. 

Anderson, J. A Clardy, Forney, Hill, 
Ballentine, Clemente. Frederick Holman, 
Barksdale, Cobb, ` Funston, + Houk, * 
Barnes, Comstock, Glass, Howard, 
Barry, Cowles, Goff, Irion, 
Bennett, “ Green, W.J Johnston, J. T. 
Bland, Croxton, Hale, Johnston, T. D. 
Brady, Culberson, i, Jones, J. H 
Breckinridge, C. R. Curtin, Hammond, King, 
Brumm, Daniel, lianback, Kleiner, 
Soin, Dawson, Hanti; memo 

um, Dockery, atch, „andes, 
Cabell, Dunn, Heard, Lanham, 
Caldwell, Eldredge, Henderson,T.J. Lawler, 
Candler, Ellsberry, Henley, Le Fevre, 
Carleton, Ford, Herman, _ Louttit, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3301 


1886. 
Lo "> a Sessions, Van Eaton, 
Mar K Perkins, Singleton, e, 
Matson, erry, Skinner, er, A. J. 
Maybury, Peters, Snyder, Warner, William 
MeMillin, Plumb, Springer, Weaver, A. J. 
McRae, ice, Stewart, Charl Weaver, J, B. 
Miller, : St. Martin. ‘ellborn, 
Morrill, Reid, J. W, Stone, W.J., of Mo. Wheeler, 
Morrow, Reese, Symes, hite, A.C. 
eal, Richardson, Tarsney, Wilkins, 

s Ri, Taulbee, ise, 

O’Ferrall, Ro! m, Taylor, J. M. Wolford, 
Hara, Rogers, Taylor, Zach. Woodburn, 
O'Neill, J.J. Eyan, Throckmorton, Worthington, 
en, Sayres, Tillman, 
Payson, Seney, Trigg, 
NAYS—163. 
G. Dibble, Hopkins, Ranney, 
Allen, C, H. Dingley, James, Reed, T. B. 
Anderson, C. M. rsey, Johnson, F. A. Rockwell, 
ot, Dougherty,’ K . Romeis, 
Atkinson, Dowdney, La Follette, Rowell, 
er, nham, Laird, Sawyer, 
Barbour, š Lehlbach, Scott, 
Bayne, $ Lindsley, Scranton, 
Beach, Ermentrout, Little, Seymour, 
Bingham : Everhart, tone Small 
erbart, re, 
Blanchard, Farquhar, Lovering, Sowden, 
Bliss, Felton, L; n, Spooner, 
Blount, Findlay, Oney, Sp ; 
Bound Fisher, Martin, Stahlnecker, 
Boutelle, Fleeger, McAdoo, Steele, 
Boyle, Foran, McComas, Stephenson 
dancin ty el Fuller, M s Stewart, J. We 
Browne, T. M. Gallinger, McKenna, Stone, E. F, 
Brown, W. W. Gay, McKinley, Storm, 
Buchanan, Gedd Merriman, Strait, 
Bunnell, Gibson, C. H, Millard, Struble, 
Burleigh, Gilfillan, Milliken, Swinburne, 
Burrows, Glover, Mitchell, Swope, 
Butterworth, reen, R. 8. Moffatt, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, Felix Grosvenor, Morgan, Thomas, O. B, 
Campbell, Grout, Morrison, Thompson, 
Campbell, Guenther, Muller, Tucker, 
Cannon, all, urphy, Turner, 
Harmer, Norw A Viele, 
Cole, ela Oates, Wadsworth, 
_ Collins, Hemphill, O'Donnell, ait, 
Conger, Henderson, D.B. O'Neill, Charles Wakefield 
Cooper, Henderson, J.S. Osborne, Ward, J. H. 
Cox, Hepburn, Outhwaite, Weber, 

A Herbert, Parker, Vest, 
Cutcheon, Hewitt, Payne, White, Milo 
Davenport, Hiestand, Phelps, Whiting, 
Davidson, A. O, Hires, Pindar, Willis, 
Davidson, R. H.M. Hitt, Pulitzer, Wilson. 

š Holmes, Randall, 

NOT VOTING- 
Adams, J.J n, Libbey, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Aiken, Gibson, Eustace Mills, Taylor, I. H. 
Allen, J. M. Hayden, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
x 4 Nelson, ‘Townshend, 
Brown, C. E. Hudd, Pettibone, Van Schaick, 

x Hutton, Pidcock, Ward, T. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Jackson, Pirce, Winans. 

ell, ‘ones, J.T. Rice, 

Compton, Kelley, Sadler, 
So the bill was rejected. 
Mr. JAMES. I ask to dispense with the reading of the names. 
Several members objected. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated, the announce- 
ment eliciting loud applause. 


Mr. JAMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was re- 
jected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY OFFICERS ON RETIRED-LIST. 


Mr. STEELE. I desire to make a motion to print a communication 
received by the chairman of the Committeeon Military Affairs from 
the Secretary of War in response to a resolution which I send to the 
desk. 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to the House of 
Representatives a full and complete list of the officers now on the retired-list of 
the Army, with their respective rank or relative rank, annual pay and allow- 
see as c reasons and grounds upon which they were placed upon the re- 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report and accom- 
panying papers will be recommitted and printed. 

Mr. STEELE. The resolution was introduced and sent to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The chairman of thatcommittee asked the 
Secretary of War whether this information could be furnished. In- 
stead of stating whether it could be furnished or not the Secretary sent 
to the Committee on Military Affairs the information called for in the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report from the Sec- 
retary of War will be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of the Woman’s National Indian Associa- 
tion of Allegheny, Pa., and citizens, for the immediate passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 52—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of real-estate agents of the 
District of Columbia, for the repeal of the license-tax law as to them, 
with accompanying papers—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. ` 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition in favor of the free coinage of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition praying for all necessary legislation to 
put in force the reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of citizens of Daviess County, Indiana, ask- 
ing the passage of a bill for the relief of John W. Waimman, of Com- 
pany I, Sixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Mary E. Chaplin, widow of Brig. Gen. 
Stephen G. Chaplin, for increase of pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of John Christensen and 23 others, members of Chaplin 
Post, No. 27, of the Grand Army of the Republic, asking an increase 
of pension for Mary E. Chaplin, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Stephen 
G. Chaplin—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Capt. B. C. Tracy and 44 others, members of Curtin 
Post, No. 5, Grand Army of the Republic, of Grand Rapids, Mich., 
asking for an increase of pension for Mary E. Chaplin, widow of Brig. 
Gen. Stephen G. Chaplin—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Muir, Mich., against the free-ship bill— 
a the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 

terests. £ 

Also, memorial of the Knights of Labor of Muskegon and of Ionia, 
Mich., in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Pen Yan, N. Y., for 
pe uae pon t the Céinmittee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oa 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of G. W. Rawley and 90 others, of Saint 
George, Me., for the passage of a law allowing masters of American 
sailing vessels to be licensed to pilot their own vessels within the same 
manner as masters of American steamers—to the Select Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owing Interests. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of J. H. Randall, master workman, 
Knights of Labor, No. 1307, Chicago, Ill., favoring the Hennepin 
Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of 24 voters and 1 temperance organ- 
ization, praying for constitutional amendment against sale and manu- 
facture of alcoholic liquor beverages—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

Also, two petitions of 33 voters and 1 temperance organization from 
Kennet Square, Pa., for the same—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of citizens of Linn County, Iowa, for 
the protection of the industry of vinegar manufacturing—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition in the claim of Mrs. Nancy Morris, of 
Humboldt, Kans., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of R. D. Rawlings and 20 others, of 
Hemlock, Ohio; of N. Waddell and 25 others; of J. R. Davis and 25 
others, and of N. Albaugh and 40 others, of Ohio, for free coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Samuel Creehnan and 11 others, prisoners of war, 
asking for the passage of House bill 779 for pensioning prisoners of war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James Tipton and Charles E. Storr, officers of Local 
Assembly No. 1778, Knights of Labor, of Ohio, against thé free-ship 
bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Papers relating to the claim of J. D. Turner and 
W. G. Raymond for recruiting for the First Regiment Colored Volun- 
teers of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of citizens of New York engaged in the 
stationery business, for the passage of a bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Knights of Labor of Van Wert, Ohio, for 
liberal appropriations for internal improvements—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Memorial of citizens and ex-Union soldiers of 
Petersburg, Ind., favoring a uniform pension to all ex-Union soldiers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of the Board of Trade and Exchange of 
Portsmouth, Va., praying for the establishment of an iron-ship yard 
at Norfolk navy-yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Noah K. Eagle, deceased, late of York 
County, Virginia, praying that their war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, papers in the case of C. W. Hickman—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial, with preamble and resolutions of the 
women in Utah in mass-meeting assembled—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Milton J. Durham, administrator 
of Leonard Taylor, forreferenceof his warclaim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. À 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of Goldman Craig, of Pickett County, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition of residents of Nordhoff, Cal., pray- 
ing for the passage of a certain pension bill—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Bernardino, Cal., in reference tothe 
immigration of the Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, - 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of Knights of Labor of Lebanon, IIL, 
for the rejection of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on Amer- 
ican Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Protest of Local Assembly No. 1960, Knights 
of Labor, of Battle Creek, Mich., against the passage of the free-ship 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the board of directors of the Com- 
mercial Exchange of Philadelphia, favoring the passage of the bank- 
ruptey bill known as the Lowell bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. PRICE: Protest of the Knights of Labor of Augusta, Wis., 
against free ships—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, memorial of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Eau 
Claire, Wis., favoring the bill providing for teaching the effect of alco- 
hol and narcotics on the human system—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers in the claim of Charles E. Littleton, of 
Lauderdale County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition and statement of Daniel H. Nye, late 
lieutenant Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, asking for relief—to 


the same committee. 

Also, petition of 78 Knights of Labor from Assembly No. 3539, of 
Genoa, Shio, against the ip bi#l—to the Select Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Papers in the case of W. A. Hyde and T. G. 
Mackie, of New Orleans, La., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAW: Memorial of citizens of Carroll County, Maryland, 
asking for redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Petition of Francis E. and Lucy Gay, of Whit- 
field, Alcorn County, Mississippi, asking compensation for use and 
occupation of real estate in Memphis, Tenn., by the United States 
forces during the late war and thereafter—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Samuel H. N. Green and others, cit- 
izens of Rhode Island, for the passage of bill embodying recommenda- 
tions of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of ex-soldiers and officers of the 
Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, asking that the sentence 


of the court-martial in the case of Lieut. C. C. Cochran, of said regi- 


ment, be removed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of George W. Kennard, praying that 
his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition fornational bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. À 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Knights of Labor, Local Assembly No. 
1749, of Louisville, Ky., asking that the free-ship bill do not pass—to 
the Select Committee on American Ship-building nd Ship-owning In- 
terests. 

By Mr.“WISE: Petition of Knights of Labor of Richmond, Va., in 
favor of the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific tem instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of clergymen, physicians, lawyers, teachers, 
and others, citizens of Pi nis and Aroostook Counties, Maine. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of citizens of Potter County, Pennsylva- 


nia, 
_By Mr. EVERHART: Of citizens of Delaware County, Pennsylva- 


nia. 
By Mr. FORD: Of citizens of Elkhart, Saint Joseph, and La Porte 
Counties, Indiana. 


By Mr. R. 8. GREEN: Of citizens of Middlesex County New Jer- 


sey. 
By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Sterling, Fulton, and 
Prophetstown, IJ. 


By Mr. HITT: Of Rev. W. V. Schlung and others, citizens of Stephen- 
son County, is, z 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Of citizens of Warren, Essex, and Clinton 
Counties, New York. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of citizens of Lake, Geauga, and Ashta- 
bula Counties, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 9, 1886, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, I present the credentials of Mr. 
George Hearst, appointed by the governor of the State of California a 
Senator from that State to fill, until the next meeting of the Legislature, 
the vacancy caused by the death of the late Senator JOHN F. MILLER. 
Task that the credentials be read, and that Mr. Hearst, who is present 
in the Chamber, may have the oath of office administered to him. 

The credentials were read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator appointed will advance 
to the desk and take the oath of office. 

Mr. Hearst, advanced to the’chair of the President pro tempore, es- 
corted by Mr. STANFORD, and the oath prescribed by law having been 
administered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of appropriation neces- 
sary to complete the investigation of Indian depredation claims, as re- 
quired by the act of March 3, 1885; which, with the accompanyin 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and aei 
to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Millburn, 
N. J., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of public 
improvement, and especially for the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of George P. Kingsley, John N. Linds- 
ley, and other citizens of Orange, N. J., praying for the passage of such 
legislation as will insure the better legal protection of young girls in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. CONGER presented a resolution adopted. by Knights of Labor 
of Norway, Mich., 176 members being present, and a resolution of 
Knights of Labor of Battle Creek, Mich., 50 members being present, 
remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Saginaw, Mich., 
praying for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing Office 
to a certain former rate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Menasha, 
Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Augusta, Wis., 
praying for the construction by the Government of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Rockport, 
Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHACE presented a petition of citizens of Rhode Island, praying 
that appropriations be made for the continued maintenance of the East- 
ern Indian schools; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of George W. Peavy, late first 
lieutenant Company D, Fifty-seventh United States Colored Infantry, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Emma A. Johnson, widow 
of James Dexter Johnson, late a private in Company K, Thirty-sixth 
Massachusetts Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James B. Royce, of Washington, D. 
C., late a corporal in Company I, Seventh Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teers, praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Muske- 
gon, Mich., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of 
internal improvement, and especially for the construction of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Muskegon, Nor- 
way, and Battle Creek, in the State of Michigan, remonstrating agai 
the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. 1 present a petition of 150 citizens óf Hillsborough 
County, Florida, praying for the forfeiture of the land grant of 1856 
for the construction of railroads in the State of Florida.. The petition- 
ers pray ‘‘ that the lands granted to the Florida Railroad and Navigation 
Company be forfeited and returned to the people, such lands now being 
idle and being detrimental to the settlement of the country, owing to the 
great uncertainty of obtaining titles thereto.” They also request that 
settlers and parties haying improvements on such lands be protected and 
allowed to enter such lands. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Ogdens- 
burg, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented two petitions of Knights of Labor of Rockport, 
Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 58) providing for the purchase 
and distribution of 4,000 copies of a Digest of International Decisions 
of the United States, edited by Francis Wharton, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the petition of J. B. Morrison, and 10 other mem- 
bers of the Allen W. Miller Post No. 328, of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, and 20 other citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of an 
act granting a ion to the heirs of Daniel J. Strunk, late of Com- 
pany G, Secon ce, ba Iowa Volunteer Infantry, to report it ad- 
yersely, and ask to be discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. I willstate that the youngest child now is twenty-five years 
old, the father and mother are both dead, and there is no evidence show- 
ing that the children are not able to take care of themselves. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Territores, to whom was 
referred the petition of W. W. Patterson and others, praying Congress 
to set apart a portion of the public domain on the Republican River, 
either in the State of Nebraska, Kansas, or Colorado, for breeding and 
protecting buffalo, deer, antelope, and elk, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1297) authorizing the construction of a building for 
the accommodation of the Congressional Library. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2083) for the relief of John M. 
Devon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. At the request of the Bar Association of this Dis- 
trict I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 2084) to provide for the compilation of the laws relating 
to and in force in the District of Columbia and for the appointment of 
a reporter for the supreme court of the said District was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2085) to rı te 
commerce among the several States carried by railways; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. It should be referred to the Select Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. Evidently that would be the appropriate refer- 


ence. 

Mr. INGALLS. That reference will be agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill 
will be referred to the Select Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2086) regulating 
the ownership of land in the States and Territories of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2087) for the relief of Catharine Som- 
mers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2088) for the relief of the own- 
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ers, officers, and crew of the British bark Chance; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2089) for the relief of Theo- 
dore Quillen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 2090) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2091) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Day; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2092) granting an increase of pension 
to John M. Demaree; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension 
to William J. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2094) granting a pension to Harris Ful- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2095) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary B, Hook; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2096) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2097) for the relief 
of Nimrod Jarrett Smith, as chief of the Eastern Band of Cherokee In- 
dians of North Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. x 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the atcompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMDEN introduced a bill (S. 2099) for the relief of the trust- 
ees of the Protestant Episcopal Theological Seminary and High School 
in Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


UNEXPENDED BALANCES OF CLAIMS APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a schedule, in the usual form, of all claims (exclusive of those forwarded 
to the Forty-ninth Congress) allowed by the several accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department underappropriations the balances of which have been ex- 
hausted or carried to the surplus fund, under the provisions of section 5 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, for the payment of which no appropriations have been made 
by Congress. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
other” resolutions? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I presume under this order itis proper that 
I should move to take up Order of Business 163, being a resolution for 
the consideration of executive nominations in open session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ** concurrent 
or other resolutions” the Senator from Virginia moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 163, being a resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. PLATT declaring that executive nominations 
shall hereafter be considered in open session. The Senate having made 
a special order for this time it requires the unanimous consent of the 
Senate. j 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I willstate my motive in asking to take up 
the resolution. I can not see in the Journal or RECORD anywhere that 
the Senator from Connecticut gave notice of his purpose to take up the 
resolution on Monday. That is just what I want to find out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
was not here at the time, but he is advised that a special ment 
was made for this morning after the conclusion of the routine business. 
The Chair will refer to it in a moment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iask the Senator from Connecticut whether 
he gave such a notice, and whether it was agreed to take up the reso- 
lution on Monday ? 

Mr. PLATT. As the Senator from Virginia appeals to me, I will ask 
unanimous consent tosayaword. I gave notice last week, early in the 
week, that I should endeavor on Wednesday or Thursday to call up the 
resolution which was introduced by me, referred to the Committee on 
Rules, reported by the committee, and at my request placed on the 
Calendar. 

I have felt that perhaps I was entitled in some small degree to con- 
trol its consideration, and I have been as anxious, I assure the Sena- 
tor from Virginia, as he or any one is to call it up and have it disposed 
of, certainly to be heard myself upon it. Ihave been ready at any 
time to present my views to the Senate. I didsay to the Senatorfrom 
Virginia yesterday that I intended to give notice that I should en- 
deavor to call it up on Monday; but yesterday I was told that per- 
haps the business might take such a turn thatI might be able to speak 


Are there further “concurrent or 
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npon the resolution this afternoon, and therefore I did not give the 
notice. 

I shall endeavor on Monday immediately after the morning business 
to get consideration for the resolution. Ihave felt that it is an impor- 
tant matter, but I have not wished to disturb what seemed to be the 
orderly proceedings in the Senate upon other matters. I shall en- 
deavor on Monday to get consideration for it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to remind the Senator from Connecticut that 
yesterday I gave notice that on the first legislative day after to-day I 
should feel it my duty to ask the Senate to consider the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 3 

Mr. PLATT. May I say one word in reply to that suggestion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is not in order. 

Mr. FRYE. Unanimous consent was given yesterday that a certain 
resolution should be taken up immediately after the morning business 
to-day, and I hope no more time will be consnmed. I want very much 
to improve the time which is left. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to ask, inasmuch as I have 
the floor, whether the morning business is concluded when the Chair 
has announced that ‘‘ concurrent or other resolutions are in order.” 

Mr. FRYE. That does not apply to resolutions on the Calendar at 
all. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. [hold that the morning business is not 
concluded until that order hasbeen gone through with. I want tohave 
an understanding, and that is all. I do not want to be too persistent, 
but the resolution which I called up is certainly morning business if it 
is anything. It is not a concurrent resolution, and is only covered by 
the word ‘“other’’ in the phrase ‘‘concurrent or other resolutions.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of opinion that 
to call up a resolution which had been previously introduced requires 
the same motion that would be made as to any other business, and is 
not what is usually considered a ‘‘ concurrent or other resolution.” 
That order of business relates to the introduction of concurrent or other 
resolutions. But the Chair feels bound —— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to make myself clear to the Senate, 
if you please, by stating that I withdraw my motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause for a mo- 


ment and not interrupt the Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withdraw my motion because the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut has given notice that he will call the resolution 
up on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before any further business is pro- 
ceeded with the Chair will lay before the Senate the unanimous agree- 
ment made yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. d 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request submitted by the 
Senator from Maine that, at the expiration of the morning business to-morrow, 
the resolution indicated by him, relative to the appointment of a commission 
charged with the consideration and settlement of the fishing rights of the 
United States and Great Britain, shall be taken upforconsideration? The Chair 
hears no objection, and the order is made. 

TRANSMISSION OF METEOROLOGICAL REPORTS. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire that order to be carried out; but I ask unan- 
imous consent at this time to call up the bill (S. 2004) authorizing the 
transmission of weather reports, storm and flood warnings, and the an- 
nouncement of the approach of cold waves, through the mails free of 
poe It is a very short bill, and at this time of the year especially 

t is important that the bill should be passed by the Senate. There- 
fore I ask unanimous consent that it may be put on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill he has named. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall not object to the consideration of any bill which 
can be concluded to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CONGER. I trust Senators will not object to it. It is a very 
brief bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Michigan will not take the 
time now. I have been about two months in undertaking to get here 
this morning. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam in perfect accord with the Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that, but I do not see why he should 
take the time now. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a very brief bill, and it is very important if it 
is to pass and become a law it should be passed immediately. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for information. 


Is there objection to the present 


The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Service in’ collecting 


; the envelopes containing said mail matter in all cases to 
bear an appropriate indorsement of the name and address of the observer from 
whom the same is transmitted, under the words “ official business, weather re- 
ports,” with a statement of the penalty for their misuse, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish tocall theattention of the Senator in charge 
of the bill to the necessity of inserting a statement that for any viola- 
tion or abuse the existing penalties shall apply. As it now is, it only 
says that the penalty indorsement shall be put on the envelope, but it 
does not say that any violation of it shall subject, as in other cases, the ` 

y violating it to punishment. : 

Mr. CONGER. But the section of law which is amended, and which 
classes this matter among other matter under that section, does provide 
for a penalty, and that, I think, is sufficient. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the section does; but in the way the bill is 
drawn I think it would be pretty evident in a criminal case, where strict 
construction, as the Senator knows, is the rule, that a person indicted or 
informed against for violating this new law could not be convicted, be- 
cause all that the new law says in relation to the extension of the sec- 
tion is the granting part of it and what may be done underit. Then it 
provides that the envelopes shall have the penalty clause put on them. 
Thatis all right; but the bill ought to have, I submit with great respect, 
an additional clause, that any person violating this act shall be subject to 
the same penalties provided in the sections extended. 

Mr. CONGER. But the very lawamended—and this bill places this 
class in the midst of other classes in the law—has the provision provid- 
ing punishment for the improper use of any official envelope. I think 
it is safe in that $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only make the suggestion. l 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that the number of ns who would 
be endowed with the franking privilege under the bill would amount 
to about ten thousand. The number too is entirely in the discretion of 
the Chief Signal Officer. Of course if these envelopes should never be 
used for anything else except strictly official business probably no harm 
would grow out of the bill, but I call the attention of the vigilant 
Senator from Michigan to the fact that we are opening the doors so wide 
that it will be almost impossible ever to know whether the law is vio- 
lated or not. I ask him whetherit would not be better for the Govern- 
ment to take out of the Treasury a sum of money which would repre- 
sent the actual (> ded and authorize the issuance of that in 
the discretion of the Signal Officer, and have the matter under our con- 
trol, rather than give this franking privilege practically uncontrolled 
to eight thousand or ten thousand people over whom we have no control 
here except what is involved the slight performance of a little casual 
service in connection with the transmission of weather reports. We 
should thus save ourselves from what is liable, I think, to become a 
great abuse. The money which the Government would pay, if it paid 
it directly, would, of course, be returned to it just as absolutely as by 
the use of this penalty envelope, and it would cost the Government no 
more to use a stamped rap than to use a penalty envelope. 

The general distribution of stationery itself is a thing liable to be- 
come a considerable abuse. A man who to-day makes these reports 
to-morrow ceases to make them, and somebody else takes his p 
The man m po a lot of poricnd bine a been sent out for these 
purposes, and these penalty envelopes in ition, and they are sent to 
remote aye in the country over which the office has no control, and 
inevitably they would be used. I understand that there is ground for 
suspicion, if not for absolute knowledge, that the provision which is 
now in existence, as limited and, restricted as it is, is subject to very 
considerable abuse. 

If we extend this privilege to personi scattered over the country in 
this way, it seems to me we might just about as well adopt the frank- 
ing privilege and be done with it. Not so broadly as that perhaps, but 
at the same timeit is the beginning of it. Why should nota person 
who writes about a bill on the Calendar have the franking privilege as 
well as the one who writes about the weather; and why should not 
one who writes about a claim which is pending ina Department, either 
from the Government standpoint or from his own standpoint, have the 
same privilege, andso on? It ismuch easier, I think the Senator from 
Michigan wr hanes: to enlarge a thing of this kind than to restrict it. 

While I do not wish to object now to the consideration of the bill, it 
seems to me to be entering upon a very doubtful and experimental 
field of 1 on. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Isithis matterstillopentoobjection? TheSenator from 
Michigan said it would not occupy any time. 

Mr, CONGER. It is not my fault. 
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Mr. FRYE. And here it is going to provoke discussion which may 
take all the forenoon. 

Mr. CONGER. It will not occupy much time, if the Senator will 
allow me to makea remark, which I presume he will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan has the 
floor. 

Mr. CONGER. Scientific and careful observers all over the United 
States who send these reports for the benefit of the service and the bene- 
fit of the people receive no compensation. Itisa voluntary acton their 
part, and the payment of the postage is a matter which should not be 
placed on them at their expense. 

These envelopes will be sent only to a few persons in a State, and 
they will be used in the correspondence with the agent of the depart- 
ment in the State in sending messages to those voluntary assistants all 
over the State and returning for the use of the department all the in- 
formation which is daily gathered all over this country. 

I may say that without any question the early reports of storms and 
frosts and floods which have been made by these voluntary observers 
and have reached the Signal Office have been, in the saving of property 
and perhaps of life, to the value of millions of dollars a year. The ob- 
servers who are actuated by a love of science and a desire to give this 
information should not be taxed with their postage in this matter. 
They perform these valuable services for the country and for the Gov- 
ernment without any compensation whatever, There is no risk in the 
use of an official envelope in this case any more than in any other. 
These are not the kind of men who will use it for an improper pur- 


Mr. PLUMB. I do not question at all what the Senator said about 
the value of the transmission of weather reports, but if we have got 
to depend on the mails, especially the mails as they are carried in the 
portions of the country where those people are stationed, the weather 
would get there before the letter. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator need not worry about that. If the 
letter comes after the weather, this will not hurt anything. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, but we shall have authorized the use of penalty 
envelopes for what is a very useless purpose. 

Mr. CONGER. The people of the country do not think so. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know whether they door not. The’enly in- 
formation I have about it is a letter which I got from the Chief of the 
Signal Service Office. With that exception I have not heard the matter 
broached at all. While I do not doubt he believes it to be necessary, 
at the same time I should be glad to have the information from some 
outside sources, which would be; to my mind, a little more conclusive 
on this t. I do not believe that it is wise to thus extend the frank- 
ing pri As the Senator says, if the letter does not get there until 
after the weather it will not do any hurt. Is that the only argument? 

Mr. CONGER. I did not admit it, but I did not feel at liberty with 
the stalwart Senator to make an assertion contradicting it, because I am 
getting old and weak. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I will object to the bill, so that we may have 
time to look at it afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
There was no reservation. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senate has consented to proceed to the consid- 

` eration of the bill, and I ask for a vote on it. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The bill isin Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken I desire to ask the Senator 
from Michigan how many persons this franking privilege will apply to? 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose it would apply on an average to from fif- 
teen to twenty-five in a State. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The language of the bill is that it shall extend, ‘‘to 
all observers and agents co-operating with the Signal Service in collect- 
ing meteorol l reports.’ There are nearly three hundred, certainly 
over two hi regular stations where there are paid observers of 
the United States to take these observations, 

Mr. CONGER. They have this power now under the present law. 
That class of observers have the official envelopes now. 

- Mr. ALLISON. There are from three thousand to four thousand 

people in the various States of the Union and in various portions of our 
country who are what are called yolunteer observers; that is, they re- 
ceive no pay, but they collect statistics with reference to agricultural 
matters. If the bill is passed without some restriction this franking 
poreze, sad whatever it may be called, will be extended to a vast num- 

ô. ple. 

Mr. R. The more the better. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink it is of doubtful utility, though I shall not 
antagonize the measure. 

Mr. CONGER. All I desire to say is that forthe benefit of the people 
more ially than any other thing these volunteer observers make 
observations, and thecrops of the North and the cotton and sugar of the 
South have been saved by timely notice of approaching frosts and storms 
as well as a great many other subjects. 

I care nothing about this measure more than any other Senator. If 
Senators do not want for their constituents to facilitate this matter by 
the mere printing of envelopes to be used in proper hands for sending 


The bill is not open to objection. 


out and returning this information, I donot want it. Ido not care for 
it more than others. 

Mr. MILLER. I think this is a very important matter, and I will 
say further that the measure is desired by all intelligent agriculturists 
of this country. The fear of the Senator from Iowa that it will lead 
to an abuse is not well founded. If there were five thousand or ten 
thousand of these volunteer observers in the country now, it would be 
to the advantage of the whole country. Wherever an intelligent citi- 
zen is willing to equip himself with proper instruments of observation 
and is regularly appointed by the bureau as a volunteer observer, cer- 
tainly he should be permitted to send to the department a full report 
of his observations, and surely the Government can afford to do as much 
as to say that those observations may be sent in without the charge of 
postage. Otherwise the observer pays all his own expenses and gives 
his time. These observations, as I happen to know, in many parts of 
the country are very valuable not only in reporting changes of weather 
but for making more permanent observations and a more permanent 
study into the science of meteorology. 

I feel that the Government can not aid this service in any way so 
well as by the passage of this bill. I have no fears of any great abuse 
ever arising under it, Certainly it is a matter which will always be 
under the control of Congress; it can repeal the measure; and it is un- 
der the control of the Chief of the Sigual Service Bureau, who is held 
responsible for its operations. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think this bill is one of importance, particu- 
larly to the agricultural interests of this country. It has attracted the 
attention of scientists throughout the West, and it has so attracted the 
attention of the communities there that in several of the States by leg- 
islative authority State weather-service organizations have been estab- 
lished and the services of scientific men have been enlisted there. For 
instance, in my own State a weather service is regularly An 
eminent professor of that State, Professor Payne, has been enlisted in 
behalf of the State, and all thatis necessary for the Government to do 
to have the benefit of the observations and all the operations of the State 
service is to permit it to correspond in the way provided for in the bill. 
Now, I think it is of great benefit to the General Government and to 
the different parts of this country to have these reports in regard to the 
condition of the weather so that this intelligence can be spread abroad 
from the buteau here in Washington. I have no fear of the abuse of 
this privilege. 

Mr. CALL. I would say that various applications have been made 
from the orange-growers in the State of Florida for additional stations 
and weather reports, and the result there has been highly favorable to 
the protection of the trees and vegetable growth, so as to have led to 
quite an extensive trade. 

I think, whatever objection there may be to the details of this bill, 
it ought to pass, and if anything can be done by way of forwarding the 
sending of these reports the bill ought to pass. It is demanded by the 
interests of the country. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senate and House of Re t- 
atives renounced the franking privilege upon the AA teak 
they could not trast themselves to. transmit official oti nae 
through the mails without in some way violating the laws. obedi- 
ence to a great public demand manufactured by a Postmaster-General 
sending out printed petitions for the purpose of obtaining signatures 
Congress declared that franking was an abuse so far as they were con- 
cerned, and that matter to and from them ought not to go free t 
the mails. We are the only officials at this time who are denied 
franking privilege. We trust everybody in this matter but ourselves, 

There has been a gradual enlargement from time to time of the frank- 
ing privilege, and I presume every member of Congress now receives 
from the Commissioner of Pensions and from other officers of the Gov- 
ernment, in reply to communications that he forwards, envelopes ad- 
dressed to his correspondent in answer to the letter that he has trans- 
mitted, in order that the communication of the department may be 
sent free of postage through the mails, upon the ground that the Sen- 
ator or Member himself is an unfit person to write the name upon that 
envelope. We are willing to authorize the Commissioner of Pensions 
to send us an envel addressed to our correspondent with a frank 
upon it, what is commonly called a penalty envelope, and we have de- 
clared that we are morally incapable of addressing an envelope of that 
kind ourselves, that we are morally unfit to be trusted, and if in one 
of those communications that we receive from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, written, I presume, by a clerk or a subordinate, we who have 
taken an oath to obey the Constitution and laws of the United States 
should insert a single word and reinclose that communication in that 
envelope we should be subject to a penalty of $300 for a violation of the 
postage laws of the United States. 

Mr. President, this may be a self-respectful attitude for us to oc- 
cupy. The only way for an official person to acquire the franking 
privilege is to cease in some way to be a member of Congress. 

The number of people authorized in this bill to transmit letters free 
through the mails is variously estimated at from five to ten thousand. 
They are strictly private persons; they are unofficial persons. They 
are under no guarantee whatever for the appropriate discharge of their 
function. There is no bond; there is no official appointment or desig- 
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nation. It isa purely voluntary function. They may be appointed 
and they may be discharged; they may assume these duties and be re- 
lieved from them twice in every twenty-four hours. They discharge 
them just exactly as longas they please, and when they get done they 
quit; and yet the Senator from Michigan proposes to open this privilege 
to an unknown number of citizens, unofficial, without any responsi- 
bility whatever for the proper exercise of their function, for what? 
Let us read one provision of this bill: 

And that all official mail matter relating to weather reports or containing 
warnings of the approach of storms, floods, frosts, or cold waves may be trans- 
mitted ah the mail free of postage. 

An observer of the weather in Manitoba, the far-distant regions of the 
north, where the blizzard finds its birthplace, may put in the mails to 
acitizen in New York an announcement that a storm is on its way from 
Manitoba and transmit that free of postage. And that is in the inter- 
est of science; it is demanded by all the agricultural interests of the 
country; as the Senator from Minnesota says, by congregations of sci- 
entists! A vast public interest has been developed to permit this vol- 
untary observer who has without.compensation to forward the 
announcement of a cold wave somewhere in Washington Territory or— 

Where rolls the Oregon, and hears no sound 
Save his own dashings, 

That observer could write a letter to General Hazen, the Chief Signal 
Officer, announcing to him that a cold wave has started from the North- 
west, and that may be transmitted free of through the mail, 
And that is in the interest of science; that is demanded by all the agri- 
culturists in this country; and the Senator thinks it would be a wise 
addition to the franking privilege to pari this great body of citizens 
thus employed to have the use of the mails without any restriction 
whatever except their own convictions or ideas of what is appropriate. 

Mr. President, I will move tostrike out after the word “‘reports,’’ in 
line 10, down to and including the words ‘‘ cold waves,” in line 11, so as 
to confine this to official mail matter relating to weather reports, and to 
include the free service of the mails for warnings of the approach of 
storms, floods, frosts, or cold waves, which I suppose are transmitted 
by telegraph in order to be of any service to the agricultural interests 
of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. May 1 ask the Senator from Kansas if those officials 
have not now the right to use official envelopes ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that the officials have, that every offi- 
cial person connected with the Signal Service has the right now to trans- 
mit these communications free of postage through the mails. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then why pass this bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘This is intended to include that other vast corps of 
voluntary observers in different parts of the country to enable them to 
transmit these reports without the payment of postage. 

The PRESIDENT protentpore. The amendment ofthe Senator from 
Kansas will be stated from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, after the word “‘reports,”” it is pro- 
as to strike out all down to and including the word ‘* waves,” in 

ine 11, as follows: 

Orcontaining warnings of the approach of storms, floods, frosts, or cold waves. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr, President, the very pungent and eloquent speech 
of the Senator who has just taken his seat, as frequently happens, would 
apply just as well to any other bill as to the present, because it does 
not touch anything referred to in the present bill. Incriticisms, which 
are made by supposing cases, by setting up a man of straw to fight and 

tting down on that man of straw with a vigorous effort, the tor 
fa achieved a t triumph. In this case he supposes that an ob- 
server would write to a private citizen in New York about a cold wave 
in Manitoba, and use official envelopes. There is no authority for any 
such thing. It is only weather reports from observers to the office, to 
the officials, not to any private person whatever, that this bill allows 
to be transmitted free of So all the Senator’s very eloquent 
speech, traversing half the continent, does not apply at all to this bill 
or to the subject-matter of it; and if his amendment prevails there is 
no use in passing the bill. You might as well take the vote direct on 
the question of passing the bill as to take iton the amendment, because 
those who would then be authorized by the bill to transmit the re- 
ports in these official envelopes are now authorized by law to do it. 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate. The Senator from 
Maine is already angry with me for the prolongation of this debate. I 
ask for a vote on the amendment and on the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. IfI understand this bill, the real purpose of it is 
tosend through the mails free of postage reports relating to the approach 
of storms, floods, frosts, and cold waves. That covers the whole ground 
intended to be covered by this bill. The restof it is covered by exist- 
ing statutes, I understand, so that every official person connected with 
the Si Service has a right to use official envelopes for the transmis- 
sion of reports relating to the duties of his office. 

The Signal Service of the United States is established in the center 
here, radiating out to all the different points from coast to coast, and 
from mountain-top to valley, with various stations at which are sup- 
posed to be collected valuable data or statistics relating to the weather 
for two purposes, one of giving a prognostic of the weather, informa- 


tion in advance, and the other of furnishing certain data by which sci- 
entists can collect and arrange and compare facts together and possibly 
arrive at some general laws which regulate the direction of storms and 
their speed, and will indicate from what quarters they may be expected 
and at what times they may be expected to arrive, 

So far as agriculture is concerned, notice ofthe approach of a cold wave 
or of a hot wave, and storm and rain, or a dry season, or of frost, snow, 
tornado, or cyclones, is not worth anything at all unless it can be sent 
by telegraph. If you rely upon the mail to collect data in reference to 
approaching storms, to approaching frosts, and approaching floods and 
cyclones, of course you will not get anything of any value at all. 

This service is paid for at a very extravagant rate. I think it is the 
most expensive service in the Government of the United States, con- 
sidering the profit or advantage that comes out of it, and I might say 
with reference to that that it is the most recklessly extravagant service 
in the United States. To supplement that service there are established 
about at different scientific.institutions and by various scientific gen- 
tlemen who are called the agents and co-operating men of the Signal 
Service all through the States in every direction, and in some instances, 
as in the State of Alabama, there are local signal stations for the pur- 
pose of collecting the same data and at the same hours of the day that 
the signal officers at Washington and elsewhere throughout the country 
are expected to collect information about the state of the winds and 
the state of the weather. 

I understand that the object of this bill is to give to each individual 
who may be connected with the Signal Service the right to frank all 
matter that he may choose to frank. We put bim in an official rela- 


tion to the Government by the mere fact that the Superintendent of - 


the Signal Service recognizes him as an agent co-operating in getting 
data for thatservice. Let us see what it says: 

That the provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act entitled “An act 
establishing post-roads, and for other p "app March 3,1877, for the 
transmission of official mail-matter, be, and is Barely. extended to all observ- 


ers and agents co-operating with the S; collecting meteorological 
reports for the benefit of commerce and agriculture. si 


There is a privilege of franking conferred upon a class. If such a 
man writes a letter or places an inclosure in an envelope, seals it, and 
marks it ‘‘ official business,” it makes no difference what it may relate 
to, he has the right to send it through the mail; he has the 
privilege conferred upon him by this law under the administration anı 
with the assent only of the Chief of the Signal Service. 

My observation has been a pretty accurate one upon this subject, be- 
cause I happen to be on a commission charged with an investigation 
and examination of this subject, and I warn the Senate that it will not 
do in the present organization of the Signal Service to confer upon the 
head of that service any more power than he possesses. If the object 
of this bill—and I can not conceive in my own apprehension that that 
is the object of it—if one object oT this bill, I will say, is to confer upon 
the Chief of the Signal Service the right to endow with the franking 
privilege any person that he may choose to associate with that service 
by an arrangement or by an appointment as an agent connected with 
the collection of statistics, that will be a dangerous power to everybody 
in the United States except the Chief of the Signal Service. To him it 
will be a very valuable adjunct or assistance in building up and putting 
props under that system which already has been propped extensively 
and unjustly at the expense of the people of the United States. Never 
was there a service in this country which has grown so rapidly; never 
was there a service in this country which has grown more by ial 
personal influence, brought to bear for the express purpose of building 
it up. 

I do not propose by my vote to enlarge the powers or privileges of the 
Chief of the Signal Service. Let the Senate wait till it hears a report 
from that commission. The evidence taken has already been printed 
and only awaits, I think, the action of the chairman to be brought into 
the Senate. Wait until you see that report and see what the people of 
the United States have testified in respect to this matter, including 
Secretaries of War and the generals commanding armies, and many, very 
many other persons in public and in private life, before you commence to 
increase the powers of this Signal Officer. It is a dangerous movement, 
and it is one, as it looks to me, that must have been in some sense in- 
tended to anticipate what might be the action of the Senate upon a very 
important matter that was committed to a joint commission by the action 
of both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. President, I do not think that it is wise or prudent, in this indi- 
rect way, justnow, to furbish up and polish up the Signal Service by an 
act of Congress before this commission can have a chance to bring tho 
facts to the attention of the Senate and the House that they have been 
required to gather, and which they have been very assiduous in trying 
to collect. 

Above all things, I do not wish-to see it put in the power of one man 
at the head of the Signal Service of the United States to create a large 
class of persons at his own option who may have the unlimited privilege 
of exercising the franking power. Thatisthe pointin the case. That, 
in connection with the one I suggested when I first rose, is sufficient to 
indicate what my vote must necessarily be upon this bill. There is not 
much use for a Signal Service report by mail one hundred miles! 
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Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator yield for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. CONGER. I secured unanimous consent to take up this bill on 
the assurance which I then entertained and made to thé Senator from 
Maine that it would not probably occupy much time in discussion. 
The views of Senators in regard to it show that they wish to discuss it 
more, and if the Senator from Alabama will yield, in order to keep as 
far as I can my pledge to the Senator from Maine that it should not 

his ime, I ask leave to withdraw the motion to consider 
the Senate at an early day to take it up when 


Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion being withdrawn—— 

Mr. MILLER. Can the motion be withdrawn except by unanimous 
consent? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate having by a vote taken 
up the bill, it is subject to the disposition of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I asked unanimous consent. I will discuss this 
when we have more time and when it will not infringe on what I ad- 
mit to be the prior right of the Senator from Maine, who had unani- 
mous consent yesterday to call up his resolution to-day. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam not going to object, but I want some under- 
standing as to the time when the Senator from Michigan will call this 
measure up. Iam very much interested in it, and if he will callit up 
to-morrow or Monday or any fixed time so that I may have notice of it 
and be here, I shall not object. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to take it up whenever the Senate is willing 
to consider this matter. I withdraw it now with the understanding 
that we shall at an early day when there is more leisure for the discus- 
sion of this bill, and when it will not interfere with other business, call 
it up and ask the Senate to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro Is there objection to the pending bill 
being laid aside? ‘The Chair hears none. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of March 30, 1886, a report upon the claims of certain 
Indians for compensation for lands; which, with the accompanying pa- 

was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
printed. 
FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution reported by the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions February 3, 1886, is now before the Senate. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the appointment of a commission, 
in which the Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall be rep- 
resented, with the consideration and settlement of the eT Fig “ted of 
the two governments on the coasts of the United States and British North 

ought not to be provided for by Congress. 

Mr. FRYE. . Mr. President, I propose to submit a few practical sug- 
gestions touching the question of the fisheries. It is a matter of very 
profound interest in the country now, and that interest will increase 
rather than diminish, I greatly fear. I feel justified in making rather 
a common-place for the information which I hope it may con- 
tain, which may be of use in various discussions abont this subject. 

The President of the United States, in his annual message, says: 

I recommend that the cmp rw a for the appointment of a commission, 
in which the Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall be re- 
spectively Seageer sorb gd with the consideration and settlement, upon a 
just, equitable,and honorable basis, of the entire question of the fishing rights 
of the two governments and their respective citizens on the coasts of the United 
States and British North America, 

And this brings Congress to the consideration of a question of the 
— importance, not only to our fishermen but tothe nation. I con- 

that I feel a profound interest in its determination, for the State I 
in part represent will be y affected by it for good or for ill. By 
the last census the interests of the State of Maine in the sea fisheries are 
— only to those of Massachusetts. Permit me to give the statis- 
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But, sir, this industry is not confined to my State, nor to New En- 
gland as is frequently asserted. It extends down the whole Atlantic 
coast into the Gulf of Mexico, up the Pacific coast into the Alaskan 
waters, and along the great lakes. It is, too, an industry susceptible ot 
an enormous growth. Freezing processes, i tors on vessels and 
cars; railroads touching 2,290 counties of our forty-four States and Ter- 
ritories, affording facilities for the safe transportation of fresh fish thou- 
sands of miles into the interior, and enabling the market-men to sell in 
the remotest cities for prices less than are paid for beef, or mutton, or 


pork, make the United States the best marketin the world for the prod- 
ucts of theseaand the lake. Unobstructed, without bounty or subsidy, 


or special privileges, secured against the aggressions of treaties with 


England, there is no reason why our 
number 15,000 vessels, manned by 200,000 of the hardiest, most skilled, 
and bravest sailors in the world—sailors who, at the bugle-call of the 
Republic, will promptly respond and make us invincible on the ocean. 
And yet, notwithstanding the marvelous increase in the demand for the 
products of the fisheries, we are compelled to witness a phenomenal in- 
crease in the fishing fleet and men of the Dominion of Canada and a 
mortifying decrease inourown. Atthe opening of the struggle for our 
independence we had in the New England fleet alone 665 vessels—about 
one-third as many as now—while the consumption of fish in the coun- 
try is twenty times greater than then. Why, sir, during the last ten 
years the fishing fleet of Massachusetts has fallen off 270 vessels, or 29 
per cent., while Maine has lost even a larger proportion—70 vessels in 
1884 alone. The census of 1880 shows as follows: 

The number of persons employed in the fishery industries of the United States 
was 131,426, of whom 101,684 were fishermen, andthe remaindershoresmen. The 
fishing fleet consisted of 6,605 vessels (with a tonnage of 208,297.82) and 44,804 boats, 
and the total amount of capital invested was $37,955,349, distributed as follows: 
Vessels, $9,357,252; boats, $2,465,393; minor apparatusand outfits, $8,145,261 ; other 
capital, including shore property, $17,987,413. 

he value of the fisheries of the sea, the great rivers and the great lakes, was 
ee ee and that of those in minor inland waters at $1,500,000; in 

The fisheries of the New England States are the most important. They en- 

37,043 men, 2,066 vessels, 14,787 boats, and yield products to the value of 


14,270,393. 5 

Next to New Englandin importance are the South Atlantic States, oying 
52,418 men, 3,014 vessels (the majority of which are small, and en; isi the 
ryt ma bay fisheries), 13,331 boats, and returning products to the valne of 


Next are the Middle employing in the coast fisheries 14,981 men, 1,210 
vessels, 8,293 boats, with ucts to the amount of $8,676,579. 
Next are the Pacific States and Territories, with 16,803 men, 56 vessel 7 


fishing fleet shall not in ten years 


Mr. President, is this an industry that should be recklessly destroyed ? 
From the day Peter said ‘‘I goa fishing’’ to now it has been 
by every country, at any period of time, eae on the seas, abso- 
lttely indispensable, not only to protect the rights of fishermen but to 
foster and encourage their industry in every possible way. No nation 
has ever, in all history, become commercially important whose success 
can not be clearly traced to the encouragement afforded its fisheries. 
In 1563 England, by an act of Parliament, provided— 


That as well for the maintenance of shipping, the increase of fishermen and 
mariners, &c., it shall not be lawful to eat meat on Wednesdays and Saturdays 
unless under the forfeiture of £2 for each offense. 


This act, with the rules of the then prevailing Church, dedicated 
three days in each week to the benefitof the fishermen. Again, I assert, 
and history will justify me in it, that every nation in the past which 
has permitted her fisheries to decline through neglect, orhas destroyed 
them by adverse legislation, has lost its prestige and rapidly declined 
in power and influence. This nation i these facts of his- 
tory, took to heart the lessons taught, and in its very infancy, in pov- 
erty and weakness, enacted bounty laws for the encouragement of our 
fisheries. In 1819 they were revised and still more valuable advan- 
tages were conferred. Why then is it that this industry seems now to 
have caught on to our fast disappearing foreigncarrying trade? There 
is nosning occult about the problem, and no alchemist is needed for its 
solution. 

A brief review of our negotiations with Great Britain reveals the true 
cause. As her colony, we had for our fishermen the use of the seas and 
fished wherever we pleased. There was no limitation whatever upon 
our right; and in 1783, after the war was over, we made our first treaty 
with Great Britain. John A the persistent, determined friend 
of the fishing interests of the United States, was one of the issi 
and we owe that treaty very largely to him. I call the attention of 
the Senate to its terms: 

Artic IL 


It is that the le of the United States shall continue to enjoy un- 
mol the right to ta h of every kind on the Grand Banksand on all other 
banks of New Foundland, also in the Gulf of Saint Lawrence and at all other 


606 | places in the sea where the inhabitants of both countries used at any time here- 


tofore to fish. 


To be sure, England’s assumption is apparent even here in her con- 
cession to us of the right to fish on the ‘‘ Banks.” Why, these conceded 
fishing-grounds are from thirty to two hundred miles from the coast line 
of her possessions. 

What magnanimity! It is characteristic of England to deal gen- 
erously with rights and privileges not hers, but she never yields one 
jot or one tittle really belonging to her without the most extravagant 
compensation, and in her ceaseless quest for trade, in her tireless en- 
deavor to extend her commerce, to build up her manufactures, she 
indulges in no sentiment, wastes no liberality. For half a century she 
stood on a lofty moral plane, and missed no opportunity to taunt us as 
the defenders of slavery; but the moment the dissolution of the Re- 
public seemed possible she became active and zealous to make it cer- 
tain, though she knew if success crowned her efforts slavery would be 
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forever perpetuated in one-half of our divided country. She thought 
she knew too that her commercial power would be equally perpetu- 
ated there. This unscrupulous to aggrandize her power re- 

- gardless of the righes of others brought on the war of 1812, and after 
its close impelled her to make the declaration that we, by reason of 
the war, had forfeited all the rights in the fisheries we ever had as her 
colony or had acquired under the térms of the treaty of 1783. Our 
commissioners stoutly resisted this claim and threatened to discontinue 
all negotiations if this declaration was persisted in. The result was en- 
tire silence as to fishery rights in the treaty of 1814. 

I call attention now, Mr. President, to the treaty of 1818, the pro- 
visions of which, I suppose, have been in force since the abrogation of 
the fishery clauses of the ‘‘treaty of Washington.” In the negotia- 
tion of this England evinced neither magnanimity nor sentiment, and 
our commissioners neither sagacity nor courage. The times were not 
propitious for us. Waterloo had been fought; the allies had entered 
Paris; Napoleon had abdicated, and England was t. We de- 
liberately surrendered all of our fishery rights, and a blow was dealt 
that industry from which it has never recovered. By its terms En- 
gland laid the foundation for ceaseless demands, and inyited her colonies 
to the enactment of penal laws and the commission of outrages in their 
name which would disgrace any civilization. 

I call attention to Article I: ‘‘and the United States hereby renounce 
forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the inhabitants 
thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within three marine miles of any 
of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s do- 
minions in America, not included within the above-mentioned limits, ’’ 
with a proviso that our fishermen might enter these bays, &c., for shel- 
ter or to repair damage, to purchase wood and take water, but for no 
other purpose whatever. We reserved to ourselves only the common- 
est rights of hospitality and renounced all commercial privileges what- 
soever. But, to be accurate, I ought not to say ‘‘renounced all com- 
mercial privileges,” for up to that time, under England’s peculiar colo- 
nial policy, we had enjoyed no such privileges. ? 

Mr. COKE. May I ask the Senator who were the American com- 
missioners in the negotiation of the treaty of 1818? 

Mr. FRYE. I did know, but I have forgotten who they were. 

In 1819 the English Parliament passed an act construing this article, 
making it an offense if our vessels had fished, were then fishing, or pre- 

g to fish, within the shore line, and the colonial courts held that 
when a vessel within the shore line was preparing to fish outside of it 
she was liable.to seizure and condemnation. 

Further, England claimed that thisthree-mile line was to be measured 
outside of a line drawn from headland to headland, which would in- 
clude gulfs half as large as the Gulf of Mexico. It is true that on the 
protest of our Government she subsequently instructed her officers not 
to enforce the law under this claim, but she has never renounced it. 
For several years we had but little trouble under this treaty; then it 
came in a perfect avalanche. England and her colony coveted our in- 
creasing market, and as usual, without a scruple, went for it. They 
seized vessel after vessel, condemned them in colonial courts on the tes- 
timony of colonial witnesses, refused them shelter, drove them to sea 
in storms, seized and searched on thehigh seas, broke up voyages, until, 
in fact, the perils of the sea on the banks were not greater than the 
dangers of the law within the shore line. Our Government interfered 
again and again. Mr. Van Buren sent the Grampus into those waters 


in 1839; Mr, Pierce ordered a fleet there; the Kearsarge and the Mis- ¢ 


sissippi cruised there, andin the presence of our armed vessels our fish- 
ermen were undisturbed, but immediately on their withdrawal the out- 
were renewed. 

The records of the Halifax commission are fall of evidences of illegal 
seizures; of seizures and condemnations on complaints of the most trivial 
and inconsequential character; of every conceivable outrage and wrong; 
of every violation of the rights of hospitality and friendly intercourse. 
In the pursuit of these unjustifiable methods England and her colony 
had but one purpose—to force open our markets, and in 1854 their efforts 
were crowned with success in the ratification of the so-called ‘‘reci- 
procity treaty,” reciprocal, however, largelyonlyinname. They opened 
their fisheries to us, and we our markets to them. Iam confining my- 
self, Mr. President, strictly to the question in issue, and, therefore, do 
not discuss the other features of thattreaty. Its effects‘upon our fish- 
eries are indicated clearly and unmistakably by the statistics of this 
industry. In 1854 we had employed in this industry a tonnage of 470,- 
000. In 1867, when the treaty was abrogated, our tonnage was 165,000. 
By reason of a change in the method of measurement, this last amount 
should be increased to 250,000, or thereabouts, to make a fair com- 
parison. It must be borne in mind that during the whole life of this 
treaty we were paying a bounty of $4 a ton to our fishermen. 

At the earliest possible moment, under its terms, we gave the re- 
quired notice for the abrogation of this treaty, and I believe there was 
found no man in Co poor enough to do it reverence. Immedi- 
ately following this abrogation, Canada resorted to the license system, 
imposing upon our fishermen the first year a tonnage tax of 50 cents a 
ton for the privilege of fishing in their waters; the second year, $1; the 
third, $2; and our fishermen declined to avail themselves of the dearly 
purchased privilege. This experiment proving a failure, she promptly 


resorted to the old and hitherto successful tactics of outrage, seizure, . 
condemnation, and denial of commercial rights, until the patience of our 
Government was exhausted, and Congress indicated, by its reception 
of ‘‘a memorial of the fishermen of the United States,” that retaliatory 
legislation was imminent, when, unfortunately for our interests, we 
threw ourselves once more beneath the triumphant wheels of Great Brit- 
mae diplomatic chariot and ratified the ‘‘treaty of Washington” in 


Under its terms a commission was to be appointed—for what? To 
settle the fishery rights as between the United States and the colonies 
of Great Britain, precisely what the President of the United States rec- 
ommends in his m to us todo. Thecommission was appointed. 
It was made up of the brightest man in all Canada, a man too old to 
be bright or efficient on the part of the United States, and a mere de- 
pendent on Great Britain for the third one. What was the result ? 

Under the terms of that treaty, and by the finding of a commission, 
we secured the right to fish within the shore line of Canada, the right 
of “wood, water, and shelter,” of drying fish, under limitations. e 
paid for these worthless rights and privileges $5,500,000, and gave Can- 
ada once more our market. We remitted, during the life of the treaty, 
in duties nearly $6,000,000, as the annexed table shows: 


Table showing the value of dutiable fish admitted free of duty under the reci- 
procily treaty with the Dominion of Canada and the estimated amount of 
duties remitted for the years ending June 30, 1874, to 1885, inclusive. 


= 2 Estimated 
Year ending June 30— Values. duties 

3 | remitted. 

587,234 O1 $392, 882 21 

847, 684 48 477,042 34 

555, 860 23 863,563 68 

118, 109 11 260,015 82 

859,772 07 431, 563 95 

539, 073 22 411, 274 83 

557, 667 44 475, 537 57 

179, 863 40 597,961 22 

148, 724 54 537,088 46 

785, 0083 62 553,575 41 

147,716 48 635, 677 68 

706,831 16 689, 6C2 25 

23,984,139 76 | 5,825,785 42 


How do they estimate the value of our market? There was recently 
published ‘‘special correspondence of the Boston Post,” dated St. John, 
New Brunswick, January 5, 1886, containing interviews with leading 
men engaged in the fisheries. George L. Young, who controls the finnan 
haddie manufacture, says: 


In other words, the heaviest parts of our fishing business will have to go 
down unless we can obtain a treaty of some kind so that we can use the Ameri- 
can markets without having to pay duties on our fish. 

A treaty is very much more necessary to our fishing interests now than when 
the Washington treaty was entered into, for the reason that other markets are 
vory muet poorer and we haye much more fish to sell. Look for a momentand 
see how our fisheries j yten ghen under the late treaty. First, we will take the 
islands in the Bay of Fundy—Briar Island, Grand Manan, Campobello, and 
Deer Island—where the inhabitants are dependent entirely upon fishing for a 
livelihood. Before the treaty (not including a slight advancement during the 
American rebellion) they were for i barya ut holding their own, making a 
living and nothing more, when they all the advantages of a West In- 
ia market for the small amount of fish caught. During the.ex ce of the 
treaty, although the population has not greatly increased, the wealth of the four 
islands has more than doubled. As for Nova Scotia, they could hardly count 
one good banker, while to-day they have as fine a fleet and nearly as many 
as the United States, and have commenced to bnild a few seiners, The treaty 
built those industries up, which will have to tumble down unless another of a 
similar kind is made. 


Messrs. Barbour Brothers, a firm which handles a large quantity of 
fish. Said the head of the firm: 


The present fishery arrangement between Canada and the United States is 
er a one-sided affair from which the United States fisherman reap 

the efit. True it is only ry gore and it is well for Canada that is so, 
as a lengthened continuation of it wou à either starve our fishermen or drive 
them into rebellion. The provincial fishermen are deeply tated over the 
present state of affairs, and well they might be, for it strikes right home to their 
pockets. By the present condition of things the business is practically taken 
out of the hands of our fisherman, and American bottoms are doing what ought 
to be done by provincial vessels. If this condition of things continues it will 
not be difficult to see the result. Either our fishermen will have to chango 
their vocation or starve or emigrate. Quite a number of fishermen belonging 
to down the bay have already taken the oath of allegiance to the United States. 
We do not feel the effects of the present arrangement so much in St, John as 
do the fishermen of Grand Manan, Letete, Deer Island, St. Andrews, and other 
places down the soy Their only market isthe United States, and they are very 
much Tencioecnes y the heavy duty and the excessive entrance fees demanded 
of them. With regard to the export of fish from this province to the United 
States, I am quite safe in saying that since the fishery clause of the treaty ex- 
pired it has decreased fully one-third. 


Enoch B. Colwell, another large dealer, says: 


In my opinion we should have a renewal of the Washington treaty, as it would 
be of more advantage to Canada to have the treaty and be able to send her fish 
into the United States markets duty free than to put cutters on to drive the 
Ami out of our waters. I have not felt any serious effect from the ex- 
piration of the treaty so far, as sufficient had been shipped for home consum 
tion before the treaty expired, and what we send in now to the United States 
placed in bond. Next season, unless the treaty is renewed or some similar ars, 
rangement made, we will feel the effects of it very much, In 1884 I handled a 
large quantity of fish for smoking purposes. In 18% I didn't touch a single bar- 
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rel, as I couldn't do it and compete with the Eastport people. Believe me, what 
is wanted is a renewal of the treaty. Our fishermen are a unit in favor of it, as 
it is a market for their fish they want. 

Mr. J. V. Ellis, a journalist of considerable experience and ability, 
who also represents the city of St. John in the New Brunswick legis- 
lature, and is a member of the St. John board of trade, was asked 
for his views on the fishery question: 

“What will be the effect on us if we do not get some concession?” 

“I do not care to gointothat. If Iwasa member of the Canadian government 
for one of these maritime provinces I would get some concession and considera- 
tion from the United States for what we can give them. It only requires ear- 
nestness and determination. But I have no faith in the desire of the present 
ursue this business. On this you may depend—these maritime 

ve a very large measure of reciprocal trade with the United 

and they will have it some way or other before long or——” 
“wW will happen?” 
“Oh, well—the deluge.” 


Why, Mr. President, the report of the commissioner of marine and 
fisheries for the Dominion shows that Nova Scotia, Prince Edward 
Island, New Brunswick, and Quebec had in 1882 786 vessels, 6,486 men; 
11,225 boats, with 23,446 men—an increaseof at leasttwo-thirds under 
the infiuence of a free United States market. 

The Dominion had in 1873 402 vessels and 9,009 boats in the fishery 
business; in 1884, 902 vessels and 12,772 boats; a gain of 500 vessels 
and 3,163 boats, and of men employed at least 15,000. The province 
of Nova Scotia in a'single year, 1883, added 143 schooners, chiefly bank- 
ers, to her fleet, affording employment, as her fishery inspector, Mr. 


R says, to 1,526 more sailors. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwish to ask the Senator a question for informa- 
tion, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. ‘The Senator perhaps knowsmore about the sub- 
ject than any other member of the body, and therefore I propose an in- 
quiry to him. I heard a remark fall from his lips that so and so might 
be done but for the a ions of the treaty-making power. I should 
like to know whether he thinks it possible for these rights to be affected 
without some negotiation in reference to the subject-matter? 

Mr. FRYE. Beyond any manner of question this country should 
put herself into a decent position in regard to these matters. If this 
country permits Great Britain and Canada by outrages, by violations of 
all the rights of hospitality, to drive us into the surrender of our mar- 
ket, we never can have peace with Canada; but if Canada understands 
when she closes her ports, as she is undertaking to do to-day, that the 
Sard of the United States are to be closed against her, you will then 

ve no difficulty and no trouble with Canada. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask him what the particular outrages 
are to which he refers since the termination of the provisional agree- 
ment? 

Mr. FRYE. I did not understand the Senator. Y 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to know what the particular outrages are 
to which he refers on the part of Canada which would demand, as they 
tana to demand if they are outrages, the attention of the American 

e. 
rt. FRYE. That would be quite a statement to require of me. I 
will name one: The commissioner of marine of Ca has issued a 
poao in which he denies the right of an American fisherman to 
uy bait or ice in a Canadian port. 

Mr.GRAY. Weareall, suppose, desirous of maintaining the rights 
of all the people of this country. Will the Senator permit me to call 
his attention to a graph that I find in the New York Tribune, a 

* paper from which he read the other day in regard to that very matter, 
which tends to show that, so far as the American Government is con- 
cerned and its diplomatic and consular agents, the rights of Americans 
are not being neglected? If itis not interrupting the Senator I should 

_like to have about ten lines of this article read at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The extract is from the same paper from which the Sen- 
ator from Maine read the other day. Not the same issue, but the same 


at ca 5 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


FISHING IN DOMINION WATERS—ADMIRAL SCOTT'S MISTAKEN NOTIONS — THE 
UNITED STATES CONSUL-GENERAL INSTRUCTS HIM REGARDING HIS DUTIES. 


|Special. } 
2 HALIFAX, April 7. 
There was an interesting gathering of lawyers and legislators in the parlia- 
mentary exe? A to-day when United States Consul-General Phelan and Admi- 
ral Scott met, the latter undertaking to show the American representative under 
Langa yea A he had ordered American fishing vessels out oi 


The various 

fin any warrants justifying his proceedings. Then the good-natured ad- 
his bluff English way declared that “some duffer had knocked that 

section out of the statute-book.”’ He fell back spon an old act of George IIT 

which he alleged 

that that act was o 

which 


provincial waters, 


statutes were carefully searched by Admiral Scott without 


ican vessels can put into any Canadian port and stay a month if they want to, 


t an officer on board to see that 
that the result of this little con- 


and the only thing the Canadians can do is to 
she does not fish or buy bait. It is underst 
ference will also be telegraphed to Washington. Meanwhile if appears that 
affairs will remain in statu quo, as Captain Scott will only hereafter act within 
the strict letter and spirit of his instructions. 


Mr. GRAY. I thank the Senator for allowing me to call his atten- 
tion to that, because it seemed to me it was apropos to something he 
said about executive aggression interfering with the rights of the 
American fishermen. - 

Mr. FRYE. I referred, Mr. President, to the aggression of the 
treaty-making power. I was glad to notice in the Tribune that our 
consul-general at Halifax seemed to have been better informed than 
our Secretary of State at Washington. 

Mr. GRAY. He seems to have taken the same view precisely as the 
Secretary of State, so far as anything I have seen from him is con- 
cerned. £ 

Mr. FRYE. Did not the Senator notice the two dispatches, one 
sent in the morning and the other in the evening, which I read the 
other day ? 

Mr. GRAY. I did. Iwill not interrupt the Senator now to say 
what I think about those dispatches; but I think they are entirely 
consistent with the position taken by Consul-General Phelan. 

Mr. FRYE. The worst outrage which they can commit is the very 
one which they contend there they have a right to commit, and that is , 
to prevent our vessels from buying bait and ice. What other com- 
mercial privileges, let me ask the Senator from Delaware, do we want 
of Canada than to let our vessels buy bait and ice there? There is 
nothing else on earth we want to buy there. : 

Mr. GRAY. I was not talking about commercial privileges. Iwas 
talking about the activity of the consular agents. 

Mr. FRYE. The consular agent scems to admit there that we can 
not buy bait and ice. 

Mr. GRAY. He has not said anything about that, I think. 

Mr. FRYE. That very statement made in the New York Tribune 
says so, that the Canadians can put men on board our vessels, if they 
stay there a month, and put them there to see to what? To see that 
we do not fish or buy bait. All on earth we want to buy there is bait 


and ice. 

Now what did we gain by the treaty of 1871? 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like the Senator to point out any clause in 
the treaty by which the rights of our fishermen to buy bait may be en- 
forced in the Dominion. $ 

Mr. FRYE. Itis impossible for me to point out any commercial 
privilege given or yielded in a treaty between us and Great Britain, 
We never any commercial privil mentioned in such treaties. 

Mr. GIBSON. Did we ever relinquish the right, assuming that there 
was a right, to buy bait or anything else? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; I contend and shall contend that we have an 
undoubted right to buy bait and ice there, just as much as they have 
to buy bait and ice in our ports—to buy anything that we wish to buy. 
i pnaerte the increase of Canada’s exports of fish to this country since 

871: 


- 


IEL sa ncassenisccccoesiasssovere scenes 20 vatereneusnersh onnesaseeneneeusooseess sbeesepaiiecenseasooees: $84,742 59 
1873... . _ 252,650 13 
1874 . 1,939, 850 66 
1875 . 2,315,144 65 
1876... „ 1,832, 298 68 
1578 "Soot 445 Ba 
1879... 1, 825, 036 89 
1890... 1, 885, S41 25 
1882 5 2,032, 82 6 
1883... . 3,324, 832 85 
IBSA ..coscnrccsuvaceccnosnesceravernsaysnecesaesanesenen sqeeeeey seccsncesnveseussenseecenss bepeaceees . 3,886, 358 39 


too, under the treaty of 1818. 

2. Of commercial privileges. None, under the treaty. 

3. The right totake fish within the three-mile limit. What has this 
been worth to us? The right to take caplin and squid for bait would 
have been of value, but the moment we undertook to avail ourselves of 
it we found cables cut, nets destroyed, all manner of damage inflicted, 
and nothing else could have been expected. The people around those 
shores, living on the small bays and harbors, have only one resource 
upon which they can depend for money, the capture of caplin and 
squid for bait, to be sold to the fishermen. Men, women, andchildren 
engage init with the hook and line. One of our vessels with its huge | 
seine can sweep & little bay clean. Who can blame these pe dean 
fending to the bitter end their only source of supply, the barrier, 
between them and starvation? fishermen speedily gave up this 
advantage under the treaty and have purchased their bait of these pe j 
people at a cost of over $100,000 annually, The shore and gulf fish- 
eries have been absolutely worthless. 

Carefully compiled statistics for the whole period of twelve years, 
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either in the gulf or in the shore line actually cost nearly twice what 
it was worth. During the whole twelve years our vessels took about 
seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars’ worth, and they cost them 
more than $1,200,000. The statistics of the last half of the treaty pe- 
riod make a still worse showing. Formerly it was not unusual forus to 
have 500 mackerel vessels at a time in the gulf, but in 1879 we had 44; in 
1880, 34; in 1881, 3; in 1882, 1. 

W. A. Wilcox, of the United States Fish Commission, in his report 
for 1885, says: 

The few vessels that fished in the Gulf of Saint Lawrence at times found mack- 


erel very scarce, at times very plenty, but they were small, and of poor quality. 
With the Hpi oe of finding larger and better soon, the vessels in many cases 
forwarded the: 


on shares in many cases re- 
ed their gross receipts. 


On November 21 schooners Spencer F. Baird, Wm. McDonald, and W., H. 
Jordan arrived at Gloucester from a six weeks’ cruise in the Gulf of Saint Law- 
rence and off the Nova Scotia shore, none of these vessels having caught a sin- 
gle mackerel during the entire trip. 

Vessels from Gloucester, Mass., are the only ones that entered provincial 


ports for the pu: of obtaining barrels and supplies. These purchased 9,572 
empty fish-barrela, valued at $7,425.95, and paid in addition $9,759.05 for provis- 
ions, and $331.26 harbor dues, 


It needs no argument outside of these figures to show that the right 
accorded us to fish in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and within the three- 
mile shore line is absolutely worthless. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is notthe right to fish with bait worth something? 

Mr. FRYE. Within the shore line? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; itis not. How are you going to take your 
halibut? 

Mr. MORGAN. I refer especially to mackerel. 

Mr. FRYE. Mackerel fishing there I think is pene. worthless 
to us; but halibut fish can be taken with bait. e wish to buy bait 
in Canada for that. 

Mr. President, why is it that a privilege formerly of immense value 
has become valueless? Simply for the reason that there has been a 
radical change in the manner and methods of fishing, as suggested by 
the Senator from Alabama. 

I am speaking now of mackerel fishing, for that is the only one we 
have ever pursued in these Canadian waters. The cod, haddock, and 
halibut fishing is conducted in waters Great Britain, fortunately for us, 
does nof own. Formerly we took our mackerel with hook and line, but 
the introduction of the great purse-seine and the machinery by which 
it is set has changed this and transferred our mackerel fishery from 
those Canadian waters to our own. Byits use the same number of men 
can capture five times as many fish; can commence taking them off 
Hatteras and continue up to the coast of Maine; can use the seine safely 
in the deep waters, but with difficulty and danger within shore lines 
and in the gulfs. This immense mackerel fleet, following relentlessly 
the fish for a thousand miles, giving them no rest or peace night or day, 
has prevented them from seeking the shores in any great numbers, 
and the shore fisheries have become comparatively useless except for 
small boats. I do not feel entirely certain but that Great Britain, 
should we foolishly provide for another commission, will present a 
claim for damages resulting to the shore and gulf fisheries in the Cana- 
dian waters from our new methods of fishing, nor absolutely sure that 
the commissioners would not allow $5,500,000. There would be as good 
reason for such allowance as there was before. 

The entire worthlessnesss to us of the privileges accorded by the 
Washington treaty, the gradual but certain destruction of our fishing 
industry, the alarming decrease of our fishing fleet and of the sailors 
manning it, were known of all men, and the earliest day it could, un- 
der the terms of the treaty, be done, I introduced a resolution into the 
Senate instructing the President to give notice of its abrogation as to 
the fishing clauses. The resolution was reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations unanimously, and passed both Houses of 
Congress without dissent or division. July 1, 1885, should have re- 
leased us from this bondage, but months before that long-desired day 
arrived our fishermen heard with amazement and indignation that Sec- 
retary Bayard was making, without the interposition of the Senate, a 
new treaty, extending certain provisions of the old one, with a new 
agreement that— 


The President will bring the whole question of the fisheries before Congress at 

its next session in December, and recommend the a intment of a joint com- 

by the Governments of the United States and Great Britain to consider 

the matter, in the interest of maintaining good neighborhood and friendly inter- 

course between the two countries, thus affording pees of negotiation fof the 

Sen Ok ene KESWA tee nited States and British North 
merica. 


Now, Mr. President, I am not going to attack the honorable Secre- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause a moment. 
The hour of 2 having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the bill (S. 67) to provide for the formation 
and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. courtesy requires that the Senator from 
Maine should have the opportunity to conclude his remarks, and I ask 
that the unfinished business be laid aside informally for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course 
will be taken and the resolution of the Senator from Maine will be con- 
tinued before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Connecticut propose to ex- 
tend the same privilege to other Senators who may desire to debate the 
resolution? 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to go on with the Washington bill after 
the Senator from Maine concludes his speech. I think we can get it 
out of the way quickly. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the fault of the Secretary of State was 
that he should take counsel only of the enemy; that he should not have 
consulted Mr. George Steele, president of the American Fishery Union, 
who wrote him under date of April 28, 1885, that ‘‘the officers of the 
Fishery Union desire to present the interests of their pursuits in this 
em cy to the attention of yourself personally or to the President; 
that he should have replied to him under date of May 2, 1885— 

The interests which your association represents have, as you can now see, 
already received, and shall continue to receive, the most earnest and abundant 
consideration on the part of the President and of this ent; and, know- 


ing this, you will probably see little need for incurring the inconvenience of 
sending just now a personal delegation to Washington to present your views. 


If this hearing had been reasonably granted, neither the Président 
nor Mr. Bayard would have fallen into the diplomatic traps Mr. West 
set forthém. The Presidentin his annual message complied with that 
article of Mr. Bayard’s treaty which provided for a recommendation of 
a new commission. 

Mr. MORGAN. As there will be no opportunity to-day to make any 
reply to the Senator from Maine—— 

Mr. FRYE. I think there will. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is proper that during his remarks it should be 
stated that the Secretary of State was very earnestly importuned by 
important men and important interests to make some regulation or 
some arrangement that would prevent any collision between the two 
governments with regard to this fisheries matter and would protect the 
fleet of fishermen then in the waters of the British possessions. I have 
not thought that it was necessary to obtain from the Secretary of State 
the communications that were made to him, but I have been assured 
by him personally that they were very urgent and very numerous. It 
was the last of his expectations that any outcry would come from that 
section of the country against an honest effort on the part of the ad- 
ministration to protect the fishermen in that quarter against any violent 
collision or apparent irruption on their fishing rights and privileges in 
the midst of ‘the season. 

The Senator from Maine certainly does not wish to do the adminis- ` 
tration or the Secretary of State any injustice, and I assure him that 
the Secretary of State will be able to satisfy him that the importunities 
from that section of country were, as I have stated, from very impor- 
tant men and were very urgently made. 

Mr. FRYE. I thought that I accorded to the Secretary of State entire 
honesty of purpose in this matter. I complained that he did not give 
a hearing to the president of the Fishery Union. If he had, neither 
the President nor the Secretary of State would have fallen into this 
diplomatic trap which had been set for them here in Washington. 

Now, Mr. President, who seeks another commission? In the light 
of the history I have sketched, of treaties with Great Britain touch- 
ing our fishing interests, of the awards and judgments of commissioners 
having hitherto the consideration and settlement of differences between 
us and our Canadian neighbors, is therea single ray of encouragement for 
us to enter again upon this dangerous pathway? What have we to 
gain by it? 

I declare that no man in the United States has asked for another 
commission, and that no man’s namein the United States can be given 
who has sought another commission atthe hands of the President or 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine what 
he means by another commission? Does he mean a commission like 
that which met at Halifax, or a commission like that which negotiated 
and settled the treaty of 1871? 


1886. 
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Mr. FRYE. I mean precisely what the President says—a commis- 
sion to consider and settle the fishery rights. Imean any commission. 

Mr, MORGAN: Let meask the Senator from Maine, so that we may 
understand each other, does he hold that itis the duty of the Govern- 
ment from this time forward to abstain from all effort to settle any dis- 
puted questions that may arise or have arisen on the construction of the 
treaties or the effectof the provincial or British laws upon this subject 
of the fisheries? Does he intend to close the door against all future 
negotiations and leave the matter standing precisely asit is, without any 
effort on the part of the Government of the United States either to cor- 
rect it or to participate in bringing the two governments to a common 
understanding as to what the rights of our people are? 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave no power, andif I had Ido not know that I 
would exercise it, to prevent negotiations being made for a treaty touch- 
ing Canada and her trade and our trade through the usual and ordinary 
channels, where it would take a two-thirds vote of the United States 
Senate to ratify any treaty so made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I concur with theSenator from Maine that 
whatever questions remain unsettled between these two governments 
ought to be settled in the ordinary channels of diplomacy, and ought to 
be settled ultimately by a two-thirds vote of the Senate upon a treaty 
submitted to them. I agree to that; but I do not think that it is ex- 
actly fair to characterize the suggestion of the President that we should 
act through a commission as being one entirely parallel with or at all 
akin to that unfortunate misadventure of our commission which settled 
the Halifax difficulty in a manner so extremely distasteful to us. Ido 
not understand the President in his recommendation to propose a com- 
mission which shall by its action in advance conclude all questions 
between the governments as to the fisheries, but that itis to negotiate; 
and I concur with the Senator from Maine that the proper functionaries 
of the United States Government to negotiate treaties are specified in 
the Constitution of the country, and they are the diplomatic agents, 
whoever they may be, authorized by law and empowered by the appoint- 
ment of the President and the confirmation of the Senate to act in the 
matter of negotiations, and then the Senate of the United States bas the 
power to ratify or to reject their action. 

I do not hold to the doctrine, nor do I understand that the President 
holds to it in his message, that the Congress of the United States by a 
mere enactment can empower commissioners to negotiate unsettled dip- 
lomatic questions between these two countries in such a way as that 
their conclusions will become binding upon the country, although the 
Senate may never have anything to say about the matter in the ratifi- 
cation of the result of their work. 


There are no petitions for it, no requests I ought to make an excep- 
tion. A half dozen very prominent commission merchants in Boston 
came to Washington and spent a considerable length of time here. 
They appeared before the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House, 
and they also appeared before a subcommittee of the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations, which unfortunately then only consisted of one 
person, myself; and after they had heard my views they concluded not 
to discuss the question before me, and returned to Boston. 

Mr. EDMUNDS: You appeared before them? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; I appeared before them. They were intelligent 
and undoubtedly honest gentlemen. They wantedacommission. ‘They 
wanted Canada to have our markets, and without hesitation proclaimed 
it, if we could have a proper quid pro quo. Shortly after their return 
home one of them wrote to his principals in St. John, New Brunswick, 
and the letter has been reproduced in the Boston Herald. I have it, 
and I call the attention of the Senate to the American citizens who in 
the interest of the American le were here fora commission. I ask 
the Secretary to read the letter I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ihave been to Washington. If I could see you, I would like to tell you about it, 
but it is too long astory to puton paper, I feel that we have accom: ished some 
good, which may be apparent at a later date, although the immediate purpose 
of our visit might be classed as a failure; in words, I am nearly satisfied 
that no commissioners will be appointed this year. The objection is to this form 
of settlement; the Halifax award still rankles. But after an interview with the 

of State, I am sure that the administration does not intend to let the 
matter rest. Itcan negotiate a treaty with Great Britain to-morrow if it chooses, 
and I believe that this will be done before long. That treaty must be ratified 
by the Senate, and “ there’s the rub.” It may not be done this year, 

Mr, Frvrewilloppose any treaty with all hismight. Hetoldmeso. Mr. Frye 
isa mighty smart man,” that is as a politician. He is a very poor statesman, 
in my opinion. If he can not beat a treaty, he will try to stave it off as long as 
hecan. So, although it is possible that atreaty can be put through the Senate 
during the present session, which will probably last till July, I think the 
chances are that nothing will be done until another year. I now hope that 
Canada will genres Apion the provisions of the treaty of 1818. It is policy for 
her to do so, even if it causes temporary inconvenience to some of her people. 
One would suppose that the advantages of this course would be apparent. I 
approved of the extension of privileges by your government, but the situation 
has I have not time to explain myself in detail., Butsomethings look 
as if r government might not take this course. For instance, I hear that 
your ermen areto be allowed to take clam bait in bond, So they will con- 


tinue to buy it from Portland, which is doing everything in its power to pre- 


yentatreaty. If your people would dig their own clams fora season they would 
make Portland howl. There is one way in which a damaging blow could be 
dealt to our vessel-owners, but I have no hope that it will be done. Let the 
two, three, or four thousand (I have been unable to find out how many there are) 
Nova Scotians who fish in the American fleet refuse to do so fora year. We 
would haye Gloucester and Provincetown on their knees. 

But, as this must be a voluntary act of the individual, and as the individ- 
ual must get his bread and butter from year to year, I suppose it is hopeless. 
As our fishing ports could not man their vessels without foreigners (the native 
American‘does not go fishing to any extent) this course would be a sure cure. 
It is too heroic a remedy, I am afraid, to be tried. The 3mile limit is of in- 
significance compared with these other privileges getting fresh bait, sending 
mackerel home from Prince Edward Island and Canso, &c. I notice that the 
Halifax Chronicle thinks that the Boston fish bureau has not been very active. 
Let me say to you-that we have done all that could be done by us, and I now 
doubt if we could accomplish more, even if we had gone to Washington earlier 
and spent a good deal more money. That is another thing that I should not 
have time to explain to you in detail. I have devoted nearly my entire time to 
the matter for two months, and probably half my time for three or four months 
previously, What do I gain by 1t? When I see certain commission merchants 
of Boston who have not lifted a finger to help me, and who have not manifested 
the slightest interest in the matter, getting more consignments from Nova Sco- 
tia than I am, it makes me swear. Iam sick of the whole business, Iam seri- 
ously considering whether it will not be best for me to leave it and try to get 
into something else. I can’t go on for many years spending twice as much as 
Imake. Time is too valuable, at my period of life, to waste it in an unprofita- 
ble business, and the past season has been worse than I anticipated. 


Mr. FRYE. The writer is one of the American citizens who came 
here! 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to know what is the name of this enthu- 
siastic admirer of the Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. I decline to give it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the date of that letter? 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘Sunday morning, Boston, February 28, 1886.’? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the date of the paper. What is the date 
of the letter? : 

Mr. FRYE. It was written after he had been to Washington, about 


-the middle of February, just after his return home. 


Mr. MORGAN, I think it is rather peculiar that the Senator.from 
Maine would desire to bring a statement of that kind before the Senate 
in such an anonymous way and then decline to give the name of the 
author. I suppose he was reflecting on the President or Secretary of 
State, a Democratic administration, or somebody. : 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, Mr. President, is was not read, and the Senator 
from Alabama will do me the justice to say that it was not read for 
any such purpose. It was merely to illustrate the fact that the only 
people in the United States who came here in favor of this commission 
were some gentlemen engaged in the commission fish business in the 
city of Boston, and this was one of the representative men. That was 
all I read it for, and they were representing a foreign interest. 

Mr. MORGAN. There were some very honorable gentlemen here 
from Boston, and I will bring their names into this debate before we 
got through, and I will try to separate between those honorable gen- 
tlemen from Boston and this dishonorable man who seems to have been 
trying all he could to circumvent the interests of his own people and 
the honor of his own country. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He was doing what he was employed to do. 

Mr. FRYE. What have we to ask of Canada? Wood, water, and 
shelter? - We have them now, under the treaty of 1818, and if we 
had not, no civilized nation in this day would dare refuse them. The 
right to capture bait in their waters? We could not enforce it under 
the old treaty and we would not under a new. The right to fish in 
their waters? I have shown conclusively that we could tot avail 
ourselves of this rightif they would pay us a bounty for encourage- 
ment. Todry fish on their shores? This wasonce of value, when the 
epicures of New England demanded dun-fish, dried on the shore, with- 
out salt, but probably we have not so dried a thousand fish under this 
treaty and shall never again even if allowed. Commercial privileges 
would be convenient, and in my opinion we are entitled to them, re- 
gardless of the abrogation of the treaty of Washington, even if the treaty 
of 1818 isnow revived. The commission merchantsof Boston, in their 
bering before the House Committee on Foreign Relations, with 
great force the necessity of our fishermen enjoying the right to pur- 
chase bait and icein the ports of the Dominion, and asserted that under 
the treaty of 1818, the terms of which now applied, we were no longer 
entitled to such privilege. 

That was why they wanted the commission, as they said, to settle it 
and give us the right. The Senator from Vermont says itis not so 
clear now. , We do not require near so much fish for bait now as we 
once did; and besides we can get it at home, we can saltit and carry it 
with us. Still the right to buy bait and ice in Canadian ports is a val- 
uable privilege toour fishermen to-day; they are so far from home when 
on those banks, It is not indispensable, to be sure. 

Mr. President, the Canadian Government to-day insists that we have 
no such right. The commissioner of marine insists in his proclama- 
tion that we have no such right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator does not mean that the Canadian 
authorities say that a vessel of the’ United States, not a fishing vessel, 


may not go to any Canadian port and buy anything that is open to sale 
in the markets there? 

Mr. FRYE. They are very careful to say ‘‘fishing vessels.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. FRYE. Ido not know whether they understand it so well as 
the Senator from Vermont does. We could easily get around it by 
sending one of our ordinary registered vessels there to buy all the bait 
alongshore and distribute it among our fishermen. Whether they are 
sharp enough to recognize this, I do not know. 

A ty ee That under existing treaties we have a perfect 
ight to do. 

Mr. FRYE. Icontend that we have that right for our fishermen from 
the fact that under existing laws every fishing vessel is equipped with 
a permit from the Government to trade with foreign countries and that 
puts her on an equality with a registered vessel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. The Canadians do not deny that an ordi- 
nary commercial registered vessel of the United States has a right to 
trade in anything anywhere in the ports of the Provinces, and if, there- 
fore, our vessel chooses to go there to buy a few tons of bait, or ice, or 
anything else, and go to sea with it, it has a perfect right todo so under 
existing treaties. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly; and I contend further that our fishing 
vessels, being armed with a permit to trade in foreign countries, have 
thereby conferred upon them all the privileges at to a registered 
vessel, and that they have a right to go into those ports to buy bait 
and ice; not under treaty however. I fail to find that any treaties be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain have ever taken up the 
question of commercial privileges or that they are the creatures of 
treaty power at all. As I said in the Senate the other day, it seems to 
me they are the creation entirely of law and I refer the Senate and the 
Senator from Vermont to the laws of 1820, of 1823, of 1830, and one or 
two acts of the British Parliament covering the same period and the 
proclamation of Andrew Jackson made in 1830. 

The British Colonial = and the act of Congress of April 18, 1818, 
united to make an absolute non-intercourse of trade and commerce be- 
tween British North America and the United States. The acts of 1820 
and 1823 modified slightly this non-intercourse. Acts of Parliament, 
our legislation in 1830, and the proclamation of President Jackson in 
October, 1830, united to establish commercial intercourse. As a matter 
of fact, as between Great Britain and us commercial privileges have 
never been the subject of treaties, except incidentally in the reciprocity 
treaty of 1854, have always been the creations of law. 
` Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senate, as I did the other 
day, to one further fact which is of greater importance decidedly, an 
act of Parliament of June 26, 1849. Senators will remember that for 
years we had been poteng to the British Government a repeal of our 
navigation laws. It had been our earnest desire to effect that repeal 
and modification and over and over again we had made the proffer to 
Great Britain. June 26, 1849, she accepted it in all its fullness and 
opened all her ports to our vessels. 

Mr. MORGAN. Dol understand the Senator from Maine to say that 
she accepted that proffer as a matter of negotiation and actual agree- 
ment? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir, a proffer by law. 

Mr. MORGAN. You mean that the enactments of the two countries 
were on el lines? 

ı Mr. FRYE. Yes, ours a little ahead of hers. 
Mr. MORGAN. Similar? ; 


Mr. GRAY. I should like very much to hear it. 
' Mr. FRYE. I have not got it here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is in the Statutes at Large uridoubtedly. 

Mr. FRYE. No, itis not there. Ihave tried tofindit. Iread the 
other day the message of Zachary Taylor in which he alludes to it and 
alludes to the effect of the enactment of these two provisions of law on 
the part of Great Britain and the United States, which he says have 
fortunately for both countries opened up all the ports of the two coun- 
tries to these commercial rights and privil Xs 


those not familiar with the whole business to see tha’ 
` Mr. BUTLER. Let it be inserted in the Senator’s remarks. 

__ Mr, FRYE. If Ican get it I will insert it in my remarks. I read 
the other day the mego President Taylor alluding to it. 

} Icontend that under laws and proclamations Canada is entirely 
mistaken in the position which she assumes to-day, and that we have 
the same se in her ports that she has in ours; and within a week 
she has had a dozen vessels in our ports buying bait at Portland and 
Gloucester, 

' Mr. MORGAN. The same commercial rights, you mean? 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, the same commercial rights, not the same fishing 
rights. Iam giad the Senator made the suggestion. I do not claim 
that we have any fishing rights at all within the 3-mile shore line, be- 
cause we are’living under the treaty of 1818, and as I have undertaken 
to show we do not want them; they are good for nothing; but theright 
to purchase bait and ice in the Canadian ports is ours to-day if they 
have any such right in ours; and if they close their ports against us 
for bait and ice, all that we have to do is to close our ports against 
them. It will be the first and highest duty of the Congress of the 
United States to do it. i 
x an MORGAN. Cannot that be done by a proclamation of the Presi- 

ent? 

Mr. FRYE. Whether it must be by an act of Congress Iam not pre- 
pired to say. Congress can authorize the President undoubtedly to 
make proclamation. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
to do so? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have no right to do it at all exceptas to what 
their laws may say about fishing vessels under the existing treaties. 
The right to free commercial intercourse, the incoming and outgoing for 
commerce and trade, is complete. 

Mr. FRYE. So Ido not know of anything we want of Canada. I 
know of no market of hers that we desire. She has had a protective 
tariff for five or six years now and has built up her manufacturing 
industries under it, so that she is buying comparatively little of us or 
of Great Britain in the way of manufactured products.. We sold her 
refined sugar to theextent of millions of dollars a few years ago, but she 
bas built up her own refineries now and buys comparatively nothing 
of us. 

The right of our fishermen to-day, armed with a permit to trade, to 
buy bait and ice rests on precisely the same basis as the right to pur- 
chase any other article they have to sell; and should this right be de- 
nied, Congress can promptly and effectually retaliate by excluding 
British colonial shipping from our ports. In these regards our inter- 
course with these colonies depends entirely on legislation, not on treat- 
ies. There is not the slightest danger of Great Britain assenting to 
any a of these priv-ileges, to any interference with this in- 
tercoursé. Newfoundland, afew years since, passed a law prohibiting 
the sale of bait and ice to our fishermen, but Great Britain refused her 
assent: to the legislation. 

Mr. President, I assert, without fear of contradiction r any man cn- 
gaged in the fishing business—I do not mean importer of fish—that we 
have nothing to ask of Canada. She has no control over, nor exclusive 
interestin, any waters where we desire to fish for cod, haddock, halibut, 
or mackerel. Then what is there for a commission to settle, so far as 
we are concerned? Canada, I admit, does seek something of us. Our 
market is to her an absolute necessity. But, under a recent ruling of the 

the Treasury, that solidly-frozen halibut, frozen for weeks,- 
brought into Gloucester by the vessel-load, were ‘‘ fish fresh for im- 
mediate consumption,” and not dutiable, a market is opened up to 
Canada for at least 600,000,000 pounds of fish annually. I said we 
asked nothing of Canada, but we do demand of our Secretary of the 
Treasury that in construing our tariff laws, if he is in doubt, we and 
not Canada shall have the benefit of the doubt. Since that item was 
put into our tariff law the whole method of preserving fish fresh has 
changed. Then they must be consumed at once,orcured by salt orsmok- 
ing, but now with ing processes, refrigerators on fishing vessels, on 
steamers, on cars, and in every great market, fish are kept fresh as long as 
they are preserved good by curing. If the Secretary will wisely re- 
consider this decision, and find some way to rule that small herring, 


Has not Congress already authorized the President 


‘brought in fresh to-day, and to-morrow boiled in oil and made sardines, 


shall be admitted free of duty, his conclusions will be much more be- 
neficent for his countrymen. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can we not get the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States to find out whether he is right or not 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Vermont callsmy attention to an act 
of 1823 which authorizesthe President to issue proclamation at any time 
without any further enactment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When there is discrimination made against our ves- 
sels in British ports. 

Mr. MPRA . That ani Pae pa ay Dba oe is ae 
necessary to have any additio mgressional action about it. C) 
President by tion can declare non-intercourse. 

Mr. FRYE. I have stated the ruling of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury which has opened our markets to all fresh fish. Since that item 
was put into the tariff bill the whole process of curing fish has changed, 
as has that of taking fish. It meant fish taken to-day and eaten to- 
morrow when that law was made. Now it may mean fish taken to- 
day and eaten six months from now. By the modern freezing process 
you can xep fish fresh as long as you please. You can bring in a cargo 
of salmon; I have seen them frozen down in the lower. province at 


Campbellton; I haveseen ten thousand of them in one single lot frozen 
by the modern process as solid as Icad itself, so that you could not chop 
it with an ax. They can be brought into our markets in refrigerators 
on board ship, sent to your market-houses, kept there in refrigerators 
for six months ora year, and sold for fresh fish. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Did I understend the Senator to say that the proc- | good year our fishermen do not average $300 apiece, and last year they 


ess of freezing fish and bringing them into the market fresh has been 
recent, since the enactment of the tariff law? 

Mr. FRYE. Since theenactment of the tariff law. I say the refrig- 
erators on vessels, onsteamboatsand cars, and thesalmon-freezing proc- 
ess, and other freezing processes, so far as I know, have all come into 
existence since that item was put into the tariff. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then it requires action on the part of Congress to 
remedy that difficulty arising out of the new discovery. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not saying that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
wrong. I amsaying that under his construction of the law our market 
to-day is open to Canada for 600,000,000 poundsof fish a year. I wish 
the Secretary of the Treasury had seen his way clear to have given a 
doubt, if he had one, in favor of the American citizen rather than in 
favor of the Canadian. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not understand the Senator from Maine as 
complaining of the Secretary of the Treasury, but I understood him as 
making the point in favor of the Canadians that they had beaten Con- 
gress at a game of freeze-out. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no, not atall. Mr. President, I want to tackle a 
prastical question now. Ought Canada to have our market? Is there 
any good reason why she should have it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Does that mean whether we ought to repeal the 
tariff on fish? Is not that the question the Senator is about to discuss? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir, in a little different way, perhaps, than what 
the Senator suggests. I simply want to know if Canada ought to have 
our market, and I prépose to show reasons why she ought not to have it 
unlessshe pays for it, as the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. BROWN ] suggests. 
That can only be done in another way; by a commission, probably. 

Mr. President, ought the Canadian in justice to have free access to 
our markets? Consider for a moment the advantages he enjoys over 
our fishermen. He pays no Federal taxes, nor State, nor county, nor 
municipal. He helps build no school-houses, nor roads, nor does he 
phere in the support of our schools, nor our poor, nor our police. 

event of war he owes us no allegiance and gives us no service. If 
the war is with England, he mans the ships of theenemy. His govern- 
ment pays him bounties, amounting in 1882 to $172,309, about $2 a ton 
to vessels engaged in the fisheries and $5 to each man employed in the 
boat fisheries. His vessels, built largely of the softer woods, cost him 
only a little more than one-half as muchas ours. There is no duty on 
his cordage, his supplies, or his nets. The men are content with wages 
and a living costing a quarter less than ours, 

Allow me, Mr. President, to illustrate a few of these differences. The 
pay, last year, of men hired on Canadian vessels was from $75 to $82 
for the trip, while the wages of the American crew for the voyage of 
about four months were from $120 to $190. The Canadian crew were 
obliged to prepare the vessel for sea, discharge her, wash the fish caught 
on return to port, and await the sale of the cargo for payment. While 
the American crew do nothing of the kind, and are promptly paid on 
arrival at home port. The Dominion owners employ women and girls 
to handle, cure, and dry their fish at 25 cents a day, or 6 cents an hour, 
while the Americans employ men for the same work at from 20 to 30 
cents an hour, 

One of their vessels belonging to Yarmouth made last year two trips 
to the banks and returned with 2,400 quintals of cod, while an Ameri- 
can vessel, owing to the greater distance from the unds, made but 
one trip and took 1,400 quintals. The cost of the ian vessel re- 
ferred to, prepared for sea, was $4,000; of the American, 12 tons less in 
measurement, was $5,500. The outfit of the Canadian was from $1,900 
to $2,000, of the American $3,000. ‘‘The Dominion report of fish- 
eries’’ shows that their fishing vessels, prepared for sea, classed in Brit- 
ish or French Lloyds, cost from $40 to $50 a ton, while our best vessels 
cost from $90 to $110 a ton. 

Mr. President, I submit that with all these advantages they ought 
not to have our market without paying an adequate compensation for 
it. Again, the duty on fish is the lowest duty in the schedule; a duty 
for revenue only, only half the duty that the Canadians put upon fish 
as against us and have kept upon our fish going there. 

Again I say that these men are the hardest worked, the poorest paid, 
sag most exposed of any men in the United States who labor for a liv- 


Sir. MORGAN. Do you mean our fishermen or the Canadian fish- 
ermen ? 

Mr. FRYE. Our fishermen. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Canadian fishermen are not so badly off, then ? 
TEE ae What account I have given of them indicates they are 

y off. 

Mr, MORGAN. I understood the Senator to say they only got about 
half the pay of ours. 

Mr. FRYE. Ididnotsaythat. The proportion is about two-thirds. 

Mr. MORGAN. Onrs are the worst paid men in the United States? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the Canadians are paid only two-thirds of 
what our men get, and yet they are increasing their fleet all the time. 

Mr. FRYE. I say to the Senator from Alabama that in an average 
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did not ave: $150. 

Mr. MORGAN. How long is the season? 

Mr. FRYE. From four to six months, and sometimes it goes the 
yearthrough. They start mackerel fishingin March now. But perhaps 
the Senator will agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts who 
wrote the letter to his principal in St. John, that the American peo- 
ple want cheaper fish, and that therefore the Canadian should have our 
market in order to make them cheaper. k 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt the Americans want cheap fish ex- 
cept those who catch them. Whether they ought to have it is a ques- 
tion that I did not suppose was a material question in this debate, but 
I find that itis. I find that the whole debate hinges on the question 
of what the tariff ought to be, whether it ought to be increased or main- 
tained at what it is. 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave said no such thing. I have said that the Cana- 
dians want our market. They do not want it by paying duties to get 
it, but still I am willing to accept the other issue at any time and to 
discuss that. But let me say to the Senator from Alabama that care- 
fully prepared statistics show that the price of fish in our market has 
been no less when Canada had free access to it than before Canada had 
access to it without a duty, but on the contrary a little higher. 

Our Government used to pay bounties to our fishermen, but repealed 
them all in 1866, Our vessels are built of the best white oak. Equip- 
ment and supplies are subject to a Federal tax. The men assist in the 
support of all of our institutions and help pay all of our taxes. Is there 
any justice in exposing them toa free and open competition in their 
own markets? Ought not the Canadian fisherman to pay some equiv- 
alent for his exemptions? But, it is urged, the people are interested in 
obtaining cheaper fish. The statistics do not prove that the payment 
of our small duty increases the price received py the fishermen for their 
fish. It must be remembered that he receiVes only two-fifths of the 
cost of his fish to the consumer, while transportation and the middle- 
men share the other three-fifths. Besides, these fishermen in the best 
seasons do not average in earnings more than $300 each, and last year 
the average was not quite $100. Surely no man would ask that his fel- 
low-man should expose himself to the dangersand hardships of the fish- 
erman’s life for smaller com tion than this, Why, sir, common 
humanity, a decent regard for the nens of others, would compel him 
to say: *‘If eating free fish offend my brother fishermen, then I'll eat no 
more free fish while the world lasts.” 

The duty is so low that demand and supply regulate the market 
prices rather than the law, but free access to our markets on the part 
of the Canadian fishermen introduces an additional uncertainty in the 
business, already so fullof hazard. The custom of sailing on shares, 
that is, the vessel, outfit, &c., receiving one-half of the catch, the cap- 
tain and crew the other half, was formerly almost universal; but lat- 
terly the crews very frequently insist upon wages rather than chances, 
and should this become the rule it would be a fatal blow to the busi- 
ness, for the owners will be slow to take the additional risk of wages, and, 
besides, it would have a tendency to lower the standard of the service 
rendered. - 

But, Mr. President, I said that I could not admit that the price of 
fish was enhanced by the duty, and I produce the statistics sustaining 
my opinion: 

Prices of mackerel in Massachusetts the first week in September from 1830 


to 1884, 
No.1. | No.2. r] No.1. | No.2. 
$ 00| 450| $2 62 8 50 450 
570| 475| 262 825| 600 
50| 40] 275 1400| 925 
572| 472| 285 3000| 2000 l. 
572| 472| 33 2200| 1500 
700} 60| 400 275| 13 25'|.. 
900} 80| 500 170 | 1225 
775| 650| 412 17 00 | 13 00 
1100} 925| 550 2300| 11 50 à 
12 50 | 1050| ‘700 21 50| 1100 A 
1275| 1050| 550 2300| 975 = 
1200} 1000| 600 1050| 750 
900} 600! 400 125| 75 6 25 
1012| 812| 600 1150| 923 70 
950| 750] 550 1450| 960]............ 
1300| 1050| 687 1475 | 1225 9 00 
912| 62) 387) 20.00 | 12-25 |... 
1275 | 825| 425 1500} 800 7 00 
900} 600| 337) 1325| 900 7 00 
1200| 700| 350| 1400 | 1100}... 
1012| 812| 500 16 25 | 10 25 7 50 
1000| 650| 512 15 00| 675 5 50 
90| 70| 575 16 50 | 12 50 8 00 
1150| 950| 750 1800| 800 5 00 
1500| 1225| 500 1600| 500 300 
19 00] 11 00 6 25 14 00. 7 00 400 
1300| 800| 600 1400| 600 400 ` 
1500| 1250| 850 18 00 | 11 00 8 00 
15 50 | 1250| 850 2000| 1400| 1050 
1450| 1259| 850 l4 00 | 1000 3 50 
3600| 850| 500 
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Aggregate 

twelve years before the reciprocity treaty, thirteen years during that treaty, 
six years between that treaty and the commencement of the Washington 
treaty,and twelve years under the Washington treaty, the basis being the 


average prices of mackerel and codfish, in gold, during a period of 


price of mackerel and codfish on September 1, each year, in Gloucester 
(Mass.) market, averaged for each period. 
Sg |S |35 |55 
sE |28 |3E |2a 
pa | 2| 232) S32 | E3F |s 
pees. | 3) 024 / Gea| ges | eed j; 
| E3228] 58| P38 
AE < < 4 
1842 to 1853*..| 12 | $10 42 | $7 56| $% 06| $308 Imported fish paid duties. 
1854 to 1866... 13 | 1357| 976| 637| 518 | Imported fish 
1867 to 1872*.. 14 16 8 35 6 21 550 ees pR dnis 
1873 to 1884 1517| 854| 59| 519| Imported 


*Duties $2 per barrel for mackerel and 56 cents per quintal for codfish were 
paid during these periods on imported fish. 

Mr. President, the Republicitself hasa deep and an abiding interest in 
this fishing industry. Can it see with indifference its gradual decay, 
and regard without lively concern its certain extinction? Will it enter 
no protest against the deadly blows struck by its own treaty-making 
power? During the last thirty years it has been exposed to twenty-four 
of unrestricted competition with a foreign power, and in that time the 
Government has withdrawn all friendly bounties. In a quarter of a 
century its fleet has decreased about 125,000 tons and a thousand ves- 
sels, while the demand for the products of the sea has increased tenfold. 
Has it forgotten that its pgpud position was largely won by the endurance, 
skill, courage, and fidelity of these sailors ; that Louisburg was wrested 
from the French by their valor, and that these very waters, now in con- 
tention, were secured to Great Britain by their courage? Can she be 
unmindfulof their conspicuous services in the war for ourindependence? 
Listen to the testimony of General Knox, then a member of the Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature. Marblehead had petitioned fora bank-charter, 
and the opposition was pronounced. General Knox said: 

IT am surprised that Marblehead should ask so smalla privilege as that of bank“ 
ing, and that there should be opposition to it. Sir, I wish the members of this 
body knew the ple of Marblehead as well as Ydo. I wish that they had 

ol 


stood on the ban f the Delaware River in 1777, in that bitter night when the 


commander-in-chief had drawn up his little army to cross it, and seen the 


Deron current bearing onward the floating masses of ice, which threatened 
lestruction to whosoever should venture on its bosom. I wish that when this 
occurrence threatened to defeat the pooped Sep they could have heard that dis- 
tinguished warrior demand, “Who will uson?” and seen the men of Marble- 
head, and Marblehead alone, stand forward to lead the army along the parions 

to unfolding gloriesand honors. There,sir, wentthe raana Senra, le- 

alike at home upon land or water, alike ardent, patriotic, and unflinching 
wherever they unfurled the fiag of the country. 


Who will deny that the glories we won in 1812 on lake and on sea 
were their achievement? Who does not know that in our last terrible 
e for life there was not a deck of our fleet unmoistened with 
their blood? If we ever have another war, which God forbid, it will 
be on the sea. Who shall man our fleet? It is asserted, and I believe 
truly, that 85 per cent. of the sailors employed in our ocean foreign- 
carrying trade are foreigners, owing our country no allegiance and in- 
spired by no love for our flag. They surely would be a broken reed in 
the hour of national peril. Of the one hundred thousand men in our 
fishing fleet 88 per cent. are American citizens, 65 per cent. of American 
birth. Inured to every hardship, exposed to constant danger, fighting 
a ceaseless battle with wind and wave, loving freedom for freedom’s 
sake, and ready on call to defend their rights; courageous, skilled, and 
patriotic, they are to-day the best and most reliable sailors in the world, 
and to a man would promptly respond to their country’s call. 

Why then should these men be selected for sacrifice, and their rights 
he surrendered to the tender mercies of British diplomacy? Of all our 
industries this alone is left unprotected, and the men employed init are 
the most exposed, the hardest worked, and the poorest paid. The duty 
which England seeks to repeal is the lowest in the list of duties, less 
than that on any agricultural products, not one-half so as that on 
any manufacture; two-thirds lower than that on sugar and rice; lower 
than that on beef, or mutton, or pork. Outside of England no one seeks 
its repeal other than a few of our city importers of fish, who are practi- 
cally nothing more than agents of Canada. From the people of our coun- 
try no such demand comes to us; on the contrary the protests from the 
Atlantic, the Gulf, the Pacific coasts, and from the great lakes are pour- 
ing into Congress. 

ow, sir, what do these fishermen ask? In this emergency, when 
England is demanding one more sacrifice and the Administration seems 
to have been beguiled by the allurements of the British minister and 
Sir Ambrose Shea, their first and most earnest prayer is ‘‘ to be let 


alone.’? Tossed about for a century by the winds and waves of Eng- 
lish diplomacy, buffeted by Canadian laws, stripped and disman- 
tled in Provincial courts, it seems to them if only their country would 


say to this tempestuous sea, ‘‘ Peace, be still,” their cup of content 
would be full. ‘The resolution now under consideration answers this 


demand. But, Mr. President, the Republic should demand more than 
this of Congress. Itshould insist, first, that Great Britain must abstain 
from the assumption of ‘‘a territorial or any other jurisdiction over the 
vessels of the United States navigating or harboring in the open seas 
under the flag of the United States, whether within or without three 
miles of the shore; second, upon the ordinary rights of hospitality, 
‘wood, water, and shelter,’’’ regardless of treaties. 

Third. Upon thesame commercial privilegesin the ports and harbors of 
the Dominion of Canada as she enjoysin ours. If theseare not accorded, 
then that Congress should promptly resort to retaliatory legislation, and 
our Government send into those waters armed cruisers, not to 
trate any wrongs upon or do any injustice to our neighbors, but to pro- 
tect our own citizens from outrage. As to legislation otherwise, very 
little is required. Our fishermen are not asking for bounties or sub- 
sidies. They ought, however, to be included in all the benefits con- 
ferred by the statute on our ocean-going tonnage, especially the right 
to withdraw from bond, free of duty, supplies and equipment. They 
ask no increase of duty, though the Canadian duty is double of ours 
both on fresh and cured fish. It should either be provided by law or 
determined by a decision of the Secretary of the Treasury that fish pre- 
served by artificial freezing shall not be admitted to our markets free, 
under the clause of the tariff, ‘‘fish fresh, for immediate consumption;’’ 
that small herring to be converted into sardines, capelin, and squids for 
bait shall be admitted free; that all fish of every kind taken by vessels 
of the United States licensed for the fisheries in any waters, or by the 
crews of said vessels, or by any person, means, or method employed by 
the masters of said vessels, and which are deliveréd fresh on board such 
vessels and cured or preserved thereon and brought to the United States 
by such vessels, shall be deemed the product of the American fisheries 
and entitled to free entry. It being understood that the above liberty 
shall not apply to the employment of vessels under foreign registry or 
to their crews, boats, seines, nets, or other appurtenances belonging to 
such foreign vessels. 

Mr. President, these are not serious demands, and I trust that the 
importance of the industry urging them upon Congress will be regarded 
as a complete justification for their favorable consideration. But, sir, 
the first and absolutely necessary condition to stop the progress of de- 
cline and decay is an emphatic declaration of the Senate against the 
recommended commission, and as this is a question into which no poli- 
tics nor partisanship can intrude, I sincerely hope that the vote recorded 
for this resolution shall be so decisive in its majority as to allay all ex- 
citement, and remove all apprehension from the minds of the intelli- 
gent, brave, and loyal sailor-fishermen of the Republic. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


ee PLATT. Iask that the unfinished business be now proceeded 
with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 67) to provide for the formation and admission into 
the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. Eustis, in sec- 
tion 3, line 2, after the word ‘‘qualified,’’to insert the word ‘‘ male;”’ 
so as to make the section read: 


That in order to the formation of such State government the qualified male 
electors resident within said boundaries are hereby authorized, &e. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mrre#ett, of Oregon,in the chair). 
Is the Senate ready for the question on the pending amendment? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I shall bs yee the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana, but I do not wish to be understood by 
that vote as being in favor of woman suffrage. The right of the women 
of Washington Territory to vote has been in existence for about three 
years. Con inly acquiesced in the exercise of the right. 
Believing as I do that the peopleof that Territory have the power to reg- 
ulate those matters for themselves, I shall vote against the amendment. 
It is their affair and not mine. They must live under the constitution 
which is adopted by the qualified electors of that Territory, and I shall 
be content to leave the settlement of all those questions to the people 
of the Territory. x 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rather think I will vote for this bill 
no matter what amendments may be adopted or rejected, because I 
think Washington Territory is entitled to admission as a State, but I 
shall certainly vote for the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana, 
and I would extend it still further. I think great care ought to be ex- 
ercised in framing a constitution fora new Territory which is hereafter 
to be the home of people from every State in the Union. The Terri- 
tories are subject to our exclusive control, and are governed directly or 
indirectly by Congress as the agent or trustee for all the people of all 
the States who are ted to fill them up in the near future. Ido 
not think that the people who first happen to go to a Territory, it may 
be for mere temporary or speculative purposes, should be ed ab- 
solutely as the only persons who are entitled to frame the fundamental 
law of the incoming State for all time to come. For example, in the 
laws enacted by the Territorial Legislature of the Territory of Wash- 
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ington, as I find them in the act approved November 23, 1883, it is 
provided that— 

All American citizens above the age of twenty-one years and all American 
half-breeds over thatage, who have adopted the habits of the whites, and all other 
inhabitants of this Territory above that age, who have declared on oath 
their intentions to become citizens at least six months previous tothe day of the 
election, and shall have taken an oath tosupport the tution of the United 
States and the organic act of this Seon at least six months previous to the 
day of election; and who shall have resided six months in the Territory and 

y days in the county, next preceding the day of election,and none other 
shall be entitled to hold office or vote at any election in this Territory. 
$ = 


e kd $ . * 

Src. 2. Wherever the word “his” occurs in the chapter aforesaid, it shall be 
construed to mean ‘‘his’’ or “her,” as the case may be, 

That provision means that all persons who see fit to go to Washington 
Territory and stay there six months, whether they are Canadians or 
Chinamen, or from any other country under the sun, if they swear that 
they intend to become citizens, shall be entitled to vote. The people 
who can vote under that act of the Territorial Legislature are not either 
necessarily or presumptively the sort of people who ought to be allowed 
to frame a State constitution. While the Con; of the United States 
may properly allow persons who go to a Territory in the first instance 
ar such local laws relating solely to their ownimmediate wants as 
will in their opinion best promote their interests for the time being, 
when it comes to pass an organic act or authorize the formation of a 
State constitution Congress ought to take care that such a constitution 
is formed by bona fide citizens of the United States as will meet the 
approval of Congress and reflect the wisdonr of the assembled represent- 
atives of the people, as it is our clear duty to promote the best welfare 
of all the people of the United States; and every citizen of every State 
should feel when he goes to the new State that he is going there under 
a constitution which has met the approval of the representatives of the 
poole of allthe States. Although Washington Territory allows every 

uman being from any country in Europe, Asia, Africa, or America, 

who is twenty-one years of age, male or female, to become a voter in 
that Territory for local without being even a citizen of the 
United States, I insist that Congress ought not to allow a people with 
no higher obligation or closer connection to this Government to frame a 
constitution under which all the people of all the States who may see 
fit to go there and make their permanent homes should be required to 
live. The mere accident, it may be, whereby a few miners have pros- 
pected for six months, or a few ians or a squad of Chinamen or 
a few people who have come from any other part of the world and de- 
clared their intention to become citizens of the United States, and may 
never consummate that intention by naturalization, ought not to vest 
them with power to frame an organic act, merely because the act of 
the Territorial Legislature provides that they are electors for local pur- 
poses in that Territory. It is not, in my judgment, wise action on the 
part of Congress to abridge its undoubted right to prescribe who shall 
and who shall not vote for the proposed constitution merely because it 
has sanctioned local Territorial laws extending suffrage to all sorts of 
people. The people of the whole country have the right to the wisest 
and best considered constitution that Congress can secure, regardless 
of the few settlers there now, none of whom havea right to vote for the 
new constitution, unless we confer that right upon them by this act. 

When a State is once a State and its people by the sanction and au- 
thority of Congress have assumed all the responsibility of a State, then 
I agree that they may make any provision relative to suffrage that they 
please. Until then they are in our hands and we are responsible for 
the laws enacted. ‘The Congress of the United States has declared who 
shall be citizens in the following language, and the presumption is irre- 
sistible, and none but citizens can vote or hold office under or by virtue 
of Congressional authority: 


Sec. 2165, An alien may be admitted to become a citizen of the United States 
in the folowing manno, and not otherwise : 

First. He shall d on oath, before a circuit or district court of the United 
States, or a district or supreme court of the Territories, or a court of record 
of any of the States having common-law jurisdiction, and a seal and clerk, 
two years, at l prior to admission, that it is bona fide his intention to be- 
come & c n of the United States, and to renounce forever all allegiance and 
fidelity to any foreign prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty, and, particularly, 
by name, to the prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty of which the alien may 
be at the time a citizen or subject. 

Again— 

Third. It shail be made to appear to the satisfaction of the court admittin 
such alien that he has resided within the United States five years at least, and 
within the State or Territory where such court is at the time held one year at 
least; and that during that time he has behaved as a man ofa good moral char- 
acter, attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, and 
well-disposed to the good order and happiness of the same; but the oath of the 
applicant shall in no case be allowed to prove his residence. 


Section 2170 provides that— 

No alien shall be admitted to become a citizen who has not for the continued 
term of five years next preceding his admission resided within the United States. 

These are the leading provisions in regard to citizenship, and those 
provisions ought to apply to every non-resident in Washington Terri- 
tory who seeks to take part in framing a constitution or to hold office 
under a constitution for a great Territory like that, which is, I hope, 
soon to become a State, and in my opinion in the next ten years one 
of the most prosperous States in the United States. It has as many 
advantages as any State in the Union can possibly have, as Senators 


have been advised fully by others who have spoken on this subject. 
Assuming as I do that Congress has absolute control over this.subject, 
I insist that it is not only the right but the duty of Congress to see to 
it that this proposed fundamental law is not adopted or put in opera- 
tion by any other than citizens of the United States, any Territorial 
law or temporary regulation to the contrary notwithstanding. When 
the Territory of Washington, in order to induce population to go there, 
or for any other purpose, allowed a man from any part of the world, as 
I said, from Asia, Europe, Africa, or America, to vote or hold office, 
who locates there for six months and declares his intention merely to 
become a citizen, that is not the class of people who ought to be al- 
lowed by Congress to take control of or frame a constitution for that 
great Territory. That is a subject under the exclusive jurisdiction of 
Congress, because all the people of all the States are interested in itand 
have a right to go there and take possession of the public lands and 
enjoy the ARA E of the school lands, the homesteads, the pre-emptions, 
the everything that is tempting and calculated to induce population to 
go from other States. Therefore I repeat that the organic act for the 
new State should be framed by citizens of the United States and only 
by citizens of the United States, and not by any set of people,male or 
female, who may have for six months domiciled themselves there. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask whether the law which permits those men to take 
part in the management of the Territory and in framing the organic act 
was not put in force by citizens of the United States; in other words, 
whether the citizens of the United States in the Territory have not them- 
selves of their own motion extended the privileges they have to the 
aliens? è 

Mr. BECK. Ido not know whether they were çitizens or not who 
did that. 

Mr. BUTLER. And the act was approved by Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. And it was approved by Congress. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave no objection to Congress approving the greatest 
liberty and allowing the largest rights over mere local affairs in the 
Territory to any body of men, whether they are citizens or aliens; but 
when Congress comes to frame an organic act converting that Territory 
into a State, and when Co frames laws or gives its authority and 
direction to that end, because it has absolute power to prescribe the 
terms and conditions upon which new States shall be admitted, we are 
the men who are required to determine the question of policy as we are 
doing now in passing the act uhder consideration. I think in delegat- 
ing that power and authority Congress should confine it to the citizens 
of the United States. 

I know it was the law of Minnesota and the law of many Territories, 
when they were seeking to obtain population to take possession of and 
cultivate their wild lands and bring not only wealth and prosperity but 
protection to the frontier. In order toinduce people from all parts of 
the world to come, they allowed them to vote after six months’ resi- 
dence. Many of these voters were unable to read, many of them never 
heard of the Constitution of the United States. Still they were in- 
terested in good local government.. But it is a very different proposi- 
tion when men are acting upon mere local laws, temporarily to protect 
their lives, their liberty, and their property, from a proposition to have 
persons of that sort, who may be temporarily there, frame and admin- 
ister an organicact such as the constitution of afutureState. It isthe 
duty of the representatives of the people of all the States, as we are 
called upon now to frame or cause to be framed a State constitution, to 


indicate who shall have power to make it, and we ought to place it in 


the hands only of our own citizens. That is what I mean. 

Therefore, I will go even further than the Senator from Louisiana, 
and I would insert in section 3 not only the word ‘‘ male,” so as to 
read *‘ qualified ‘male’ electors resident within said boundaries,” but 
I would add so as to make it read, ‘‘who are citizens of ‘the United 
States under the laws thereof,’ are hereby authorized, after due procla- 
mation by the governor,” &c., to determine what shall be the consti- 
tution. 

I have no doubt that all Senators who favor woman suffrage will 
oppose the amendment. That is logical; that is consistent; but I am 
unable to understand the consistency of gentlemen who say they are 
opposed to woman suffrage and yet in this particular case authorize 
women to vote for this constitution because the Territorial Legislature 
saw fit to allow them to vote on local questions. If women vote for the 
constitution it will be only because Congress authorizes them by this 
act and not by virtue of any right acquired by the act of the Territorial 
Legislature. 

Congress might very well sanction the most extended suffrage asked 
for when laws relate only to roads, and schools, and mills, and the 
stopping of gambling and liquorshops, and perhaps it might work very 
well, and yet not be prepared to establish a new principle in the for- 
mation of a constitution of a great State by extending that privilege to 
fundamental legislation, as this bill provides, regardless of race, nation- 
ality, citizenship, color, or previous condition. 

Mr. GEORGE. Or sex. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly, regardless of sex. I will go as far as any 


man to aid women in obtaining all the employments possible to elevate 
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their present condition, but I am not prepared eitherin regard to Wash- 
ington Territory or anywhere else, if I can help it, to confer upon them 
the right of suffrage, mainly because the fifteenth amendment as well 
as this bill provides that there shall be no discrimination on account 
of race, color, or previous condition. 

There are intelligent women, plenty of them, in Massachusetts, in 
Kentucky, in every State, in Washington Territory, who are as well or 
better qualified to vote, if you please, than many of the male sex occu- 
pying similar positions; but Congress can not allow the most intelligent 
woman in any State of the Union to vote without allowing the most igno- 
rant negro woman in any State in the South to vote. That settles the 
question with me. While we are contending, and contending properly, 
that intelligence should control at the ballot-box, we require the most 
intelligent foreign-born white man to live here five years before he can 
vote. Congress, by constitutional amendments and legislation, under 
bayonet rule forced suffrage upon the negro men. We are struggling 
with that problem now, seeking to add to their intelligence and make 
them voters who can act intelligently in regard to great public affairs. 
While involvedin great difficulties in that regard now, for us to throw 
in the great mass of the negro women of the South at the same time is 
only doubling, yes, quadrupling, the difficulty and danger of the prob- 
lem. We all know that the negro women are very much more igno- 
rant than the negro men. Thats a fact known to every man who has 
ever lived among them. The negro character is well understood by the 
great mass of the people. Male negroes have associated with white 
boys from their childhood; they have been barbers, hostlers, domestic 
servants; they have gone about everywhere, and by their ready power 
of imitation they catch and appropriate very quickly the ideas of the 
boys and the men they associate with. But the pe mass of the negro 
women of the South, especially in the extreme Southern States, never 
had any of those privileges or advantages. They are at the washtub, 
they are in the kitchen and the fields, they are deprived of many op- 
portunities that the colored men have. To add two or three million 
voters of that class who are absolutely ignorant is not statesmanship; 
it is not wise; it can not be done safely, certainly not until we have at 
least made the colored, race, men and women, more intelligent than 
they are now. ; 

As I said before, we can not confer the right of suffrage on the most 
intelligent woman in America without conferring it upon the most 
ignorant colored woman within the limits of the United States. Ir 
intelligence is to govern at the ps and if we as statesmen ‘are to 
try and take care that ignorance does not control our suffrage, we have 
a problem large enough and dificult enough for the next ten years at 
least, to bring up the intelligence of the colored men to whom suffrage 
has been given, without taking upon our shoulders the responsibility 
of conferring that high privilege upon all the colored women as well. 
This bill is the entering wedge to universal female suffrage for white 
and black, refined and ignorant, there is no disguising that fact and 
gentlemen can not shut their eyes to it. I enter my protest against 
this bill on that account more than on any other. 

It seems to me to be great folly to open up the question of woman 
suffrage by a Territorial act in a disguised form under the authority of 
Congress. I confess that while I desire tosee Washington becomea State, 
and while I believe, as I said before, that it will become a great State, 
and J am not prepared to say at this moment that I shall not vote for 
the admission of the Territory as a State no matter whether the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana is adopted or not, in my judgment 
it will be far better to declare that the constitution shall be framed by 
intelligent male citizens of the United States than to allow it to be 
* done by merely six months residents who may never become citizens, 
or by women who are not allowed that privilege by act of Congress any- 
where, and thus establish a principle which will return to plague us, 
because I am unable to see how Congress can deny the application of 
the principle of female suffrage everywhere if it establishes it in this 
case, over which it has absolute and unquestioned power to do as it 

leases. 

If after Washington Territory becomes a State, having had a con- 
stitution framed by intelligent citizens of the United States, it should 
see fit to adopt other rules and regulations as to suffrage, I have noth- 
ing to say; or if any State now organized passes laws permitting female 
suffrage, I have nothing to ‘say; but I do maintain that it would be 
wise for Congress in the framing of the fundamental law to limit it to 


male citizens, as has been done everywhere else, and to limit the power- 


to organize the State to citizens of the United States, as ought always 
to have been done, though I do not believe it has always been done. 
Ihave been over the Western States enough to know that they are 
filled up with people who in order to get the right to vote declare their 
intention to become citizens before they either know or care anything 
about citizenship; they can abandon that intention after imposing a 
constitution on a new State, They have a right to doit the next day. 
They are under no obligation to become citizens because they once 
intended to do so; they may have had the intention at the time they 
made affidavit that they did sointend. There may be no special reason 


why Congress should interfere with those people when they were merely 
carrying on their local affairs for themselves, and if they wished to 
add to their population, to add to their security, to add to their com- 


fort, Conga may well let them do as they choose; but when a State 
comes to be formed out of a Territory that question affects all the peo- 
ple of the United States, and not only a few pioneers who have gone 
therein advance. When that important step is taken we should require 
their constitution to be framed carefully by men who are in fact citi- 
zens and by that class of voters whom alone Congress has recognized 
in all of its past legislation as the persons on whom the right of suffrage 
should be conferred by national authority and in whom sovereign’ 
should vest, so far as the United States undertakes to meddle wit! 
questions of suffrage. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say. I did not expect to say half 
that much. As I said before, Montana and Washington will soon be- 
come great States on some terms. I only repeat that in my judgment 
it would be better to limit the suffrage in the formation of their or- 
ganic laws to citizens, to the men who have been required and trained 
to study these problems, and who can therefore safely and carefully 
exercise those great rights, and not launch out into such experiments 
as are involved in alien and female suffrage. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, in the organization of Territories 
without exception, as I recollect, the question of determining who should 
be voters for the purpose of electing members of the Legislature has al- 
ways been remitted to the Territories. I believe there is no exception 
to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
them up. . 

Mr. TELLER. In the Stateof Colorado early, twenty-five years ago 
nearly, we adopted substantially the same provision that we adoptedin 
our constitution, the provision that the Senator from Kentucky objects 
to as to foreigners. We put in our constitution substantially what we 
had had in our statutes for nearly sixteen years. 

Every male person over the age of twenty-one years possessing the followin 

ualifications shall be entitled to vote at all elections: He shall be a citizen o 


the United States, or, not being a citizen of the United States, he shall have de- 
clared his intention, according to law, to become such citizen not less than four 


None whatever after the first organic act setting 


“months before he offers to vote. 


My recollection is that allthe change made in the Territorial law is 
that under the old Territorial law he was not required to make this dec- 
laration four months before he offered to vote. The people who passed 
upon the constitution, authorized to do so by an act of Congress, were 
the very class of people described in the constitution, and the very class 
of people in part at least to which the Senator from Kentucky objects. 

The Senator objects to this class, and he also objects to the provision 
which allows the women of that Territory to vote. He is in favor not 
only of restricting now the people who shall pass upon the constitution 
to males who are either native-born citizens or have received their full 
naturalization papers, but he is for making a new rule for the people 
of Washington that never was made forany other Territory. Itis true 
he may answer to that that no other Territory ever asked admission 
with female suffrage, but Congress never madeany investigation, never 
looked into it or inquired whether they did provide for female suffrage, 
or what were the qualifications of their electors. è 

Congress in authorizing these Territories to select their own electors 
and fix their qualifications reserves to itself to annul or disapprove of any 
act in that behalf, because there has been a reservation of the right to 
annul all legislation of Territories if Congress saw fit. It has been, how- 
ever, the theory that whenever Congress did not annul the legislation 
they approved of it; and, as is suggested to me, Congress has never exer- 
cised the right of annulling the act of a Legislature with reference to 
affairs clearly given to them under the enabling act, except in extreme 
cases. Since I have been in the Senate I do not recollect any case, ex- 
cept perhaps in relation to one single Territory. The cases have been 
so very few as to be observable and noticeable on that account if for 
nothing else. 

Fifteen years ago and more two Territories at least adopted the prin- 
ciple of female suffrage, the Territory of Utah and the Territory of 
Wyoming. ‘Three years ago the Territory of Washington also followed 
in the same direction. We have everywhere treated this as we have 
treated the question of electors, as a question for the Territory, as we 
have treated it and as we are compelled by law to treat it, as a question 
for the State. The State determines for itself who shall vote for the 
most numerous branch of the Legislature; and then the Constitution 
says for the purpose of exercising a function of national citizenship the 
voter that the State recognizes as entitled to vote may exercise the 
functions of national citizenship in the selection of a member of Con- 
gress. 

The power of the voter does not come from Congress; it comes from 
the State; and on the other side of the Chamber, I will venture to say, 
it never was disputed until yesterday, if it was then, and I do not know 
that it is disputed now, for the honorable Senator from Kentucky says 
when the State is admitted he admits that the State may then fix the 

ualification of its electors. I understood the Senator from Louisiana 
TMr. Eustis] to substantially assent to the same thing, although I 
could not quite determine. He assents now. 

Mr. President, there is not any practical question left; it is a simple 
sentimental or theoretical question, because the gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber, some of them at least, are opposed to female suf- 
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frage or are opposed to extend the suffrage to the people who have gone 
to that Territory to make their homes until such timeas they shall have 
received the full and entire badge of American citizenship. I hardly 
expected the distinguished Senator from Kentucky to take that posi- 
tion. I hardly expected that he of all others would have suggested 
anything that would look to the curtailmentof the rights of those who 
come to our country to make their homes and to cast their lot with 
us, and who show a disposition to become a part and parcel of our own 

ple. 

If the honorable Senator from Kentucky were now in his native land 
exercising the rights he would have a right to but for the fact that he 
has assumed the rights of American citizenship, I doubt very much 
whether he would be ahome ruler. I doubt very much whether his 
sympathies would go out for the oppressed people of Ireland who have 
been struggling so many years for the right of self-government. I 
doubt whether he is in full sympathy with that great statesman who 
yesterday made the world ring with his enunciation of the rights of 
the people of the British Empire—the greatest speech probably upon 
those questions ever made, and if he is not the greatest man who made 
it, he is the greatest man of this day. I doubt whether he would be 
in sympathy with him, and I doubt whether it is proper and right at 
this hour when the world is moving forward toward extending to all 
people, irrespective of class, irrespective of sex, all rights of citizenship, 
the right to participate in a government—whether it is wise for the 
American Senate to pass on a question in such a manner as shall seem 
to curtail those rights and to make a retrograde movement. 

I was impressed in reading the report, briefly as it is to-day, of Mr. 
Gladstone’s great speech. He said one thing which is so true and so 
proper in regard to the question of home rule and home government 
that I wish to read it. He said, addressing the house of commons 
yesterday afternoon, within the last twenty-four hours: 

Something must be done, something is im seiner cones from us to re- 
store in Ireland the first conditions of civil life, the course of law, the lib- 
erty of every individual in the exercise of every legal right, their confidence in 


the law and their sympathy with the law, apart from which no country can be 
called a civilized country. > 


Mr. President, those words will live as long as the English tongue 
lives; they will be immortal. There are more people to-day repeating 
those words and approving of the sentiment thereof than have repeated 
and approved the declarations of any public man in a hundred years. 
It is as trae when applied to a woman as when applied toa man. It 
is as true when applied to my mother and mysister as when applied to 
me and to my brother. Everybody who obeys the law should have a 
voice in the enactment of the law, and itis when you have conceded to 
all the people @ part and parcel in the enactments of law that you can 
depend on them to take part in the execution thereof. When the peo- 
ple shall be consulted everywhere at all times, then their will shall pre- 
vail and you will never hear the suggestion of a necessity for armed 
men to execute the law. 

It has been my opportunity to live by the side of a community which 
granted to women equal rights at the polls with the men—in a com- 
munity composed of separate peaple coming from all portions of the 
world, with none of the ties, with none of the associations that hold 
and bind together old communities. Taking up and recognizing this 

t fundamental principle that part and parcel in the enactment of 

w would carry with it the proper execution of law, they gave to 
women as they gave to men their rights at the polls. Order, good 
prona decency has been the result; and in that community there 

no man of any political party, of any political faith or religious ideas 
who could be found, with rare exceptions, who would deny the bene- 
ficial results of that class of legislation. 

I approve what was said by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH} 
who spoke so eloquently in regard to giving these women the right to 
vote; and I say from observation that the evils from so doing which 
have been emphasized and su ed will not come. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky says that the colored women 
of Kentucky are not fit to vote. Itisa question for Kentucky whether 
they shall or not. The colored women of Mississippi are not fit to vote, 
+ hesays. It is a question for the people of Mississippi whether they 
shall or not. But will anybody say that the wife is not as well quali- 
fied intellectually and morally to discharge every duty of citizenshipas 
the husband? Will anybody say that the girls who are brought up in 
the family lack the intelligence and moral qualifications that their 
brothers have? Does not everybody recognize the fact that in a great 
majority of cases the women of the country stand ona moral plane which 
the men do not reach, and if you want to reach the great evils of society 
intemperance, licentiousness, and other crimes you can rely with perfect 
safety upon the wives, the mothers, the sisters, and the daughters of the 
Jand. I am in favor of giving to all the women everywhere theright to 
vote. Iam in favorof letting Kentucky legislate for herself on that ques- 
tion. Iam in favor of letting Washington settle that for herself, asshe 
has done, and all honor to the new State that is to be, great in everything 
that makes a State, that she is to be the first to take this great step in 
the march of improvement, and that which is eventually to come to all 
the States in all the land. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I do not intend to be drawn into the 
discussion of the merits of woman suffrage. I confined myself yester- 


day to purely legal and constitutional questions. I shall not attempt 
to convert any woman suffragist; but I desire to state with reference to 
the amendment that, while I suppose every woman suffragist will vote 
against it, if I can interpret the logic of a vote it is an impossibility 
for one who is against woman suffrage to vote against the amendment. 

The proposition has been misstated. I deny that the amendment 
disfranchises women; I deny that it disfranchises anybody, for the sim- 
ple reason that no one to-day in the Territory of Washington, male or 
female, hasa legal or constitutional right to vote for delegates to a con- 
vention. When these people come before Congress and ask us, as they 
do, to confer upon them the right to vote, by limiting the right to vote 
to male citizens we do not disfranchise female citizens, because female 
citizens have no right whatever to vote to-day on the issue here pro- 
posed, and in order to disfranchise any voter there must be a subsist- 
ing legal right to vote. ; 

Therefore, in the exercise of an original power by this very law we 
create this right of suffrage; and it seems to me perfectly idle as a mat- 
ter of argument, and I address myself to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr, BuTLER], to state that because for other purposes than what 
are contemplated by this proposed law, with reference to other matters 
entirely disconnected with the purposes of this measure, the people 
have a right to vote in the Territory of Washington purely in regard 
to Territorial matters connected with purely local and municipal con- 
cerns, if the Congress of the United States does not confer upon women 
the right of suffrage with reference to the calling of a constitutional 
convention it thereby disfranchises women. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish very much that I could see the force of the 
argument of my friend. If women have not the right to vote now, 
which I understand to be his proposition, what effect this provision of 
the law will have which confers suffrage upon all the qualified elect- 
ors, I can not understand. In section 3 of this enabling act, for that 
is all it is, Congress has nothing whatever to do with the organization 
of a fundamental law; it simply confers upon certain people within 
certain prescribed limits of the public domain the right to exercise a 
high sovereign power, to wit, to organize a State government, and upon 
the organization of that State government they will be admitted into 
the Union. If women are not now allowed to vote, I confess I can not 
see for the life of me the necessity for the amendment of the Senator 
from Louisiana. The language of the third section is: 

That in order to the formation of such State government the qualified elect- 
ors resident within said boundaries are hereby authorized, &e. 

I understand the Senator from Louisiana to say that females have not 
the right to vote now. Therefore the third section confers no such 
right upon them. : 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from South Carolina entirely misunder- 
stood what I said. I know perfectly well that females have the right 
to vote in the Territory of Washington. They have the right to vote 
for members of the Legislature, and that Territorial Legislature has 
purely legislative power for the Territory’s local affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have theright to vote for anything thatany 
male has, have they not? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, they areon a perfect equality with male citizens 
so far as the question of suffrage is concerned; but my proposition is 
that neither the male nor the female citizen of Washington Territory 
has to-day the legal or constitutional right to vote at all for the pur- 
poses of this bill. Iam surprised that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina does not perceive the distinction. Whatisthe distinction? Under 
the law of Congress up to the time that you pass this enabling act 
what rights have the citizens of Washington Territory? They have 
the rights conferred by the act of Congress already in force and noth- 
ing else. What law gives those citizens, male or female, the right to 
vote for delegates to a constitutional convention to frame a constitu- 
tion to establish a State government? They may do it if they choose 
as a fact, as a mere matter of form, but it comes to the source of power, 


-| which is Congress, and Congress has to recognize and to ratify that act 


before it has the slightest legal or constitutional validity. 
3 Mr. BUTLER. The bill provides for a proclamation by the Presi- 
ent. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I speak of thegeneral rule. The power of the Presi- 
dent to proclaim a State to be in the Union comes from the Congress of 
the United States. 

What I desire to impress upon Senators who areopposed to woman suf- 
frage is that inasmuch as there is to-day no inherent or vested rightin 
any citizen, male or female, of the Territory of Washington to vote for 
the purposes of this bill, the Senator from South Carolina can not escape 
the responsibility of creating and originating and establishing female 
sufrage in the Territory of Washington by voting against the amend- 
ment which I propose. You directly confer it. Who else does? The 
people of the Territory do not confer it upon themselves. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is nothing said about female suffragein the 
bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I propose to limit the bill to male citizens, and you 
propose to vote against the amendment because you say female citizens 
already have the right to vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I saythat under the Territorial organization and 
under the laws of the Territory they have the right to vote. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Fer what purposes? : 
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_Mr. BUTLER. For the purposes of local self-government in the Ter- 


ritory. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I admit that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Under and by authority of an act of Congress. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I admit that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not conceive for the life of me how I can be 
put in a position of arranging for woman suffrage in that Territory by 
voting for the bill and against the amendment, when nothing is said 
in the bill about female suffrage. 

Mr. EUSTIS. But you do say it when the Congress of the United 
States is solicited, as in this case, for the permission of certain citizens 
to vote for the purpose of forming a constitution and establishing a 
State government. The responsibility is with Con and not with 
the people of the Territory if we establish those qualifications, includ- 
ing the female sex, because those qualifications do not exist to-day, 
and it is only by virtue and by authority of this measure that that fac- 
ulty is created and conferred upon women to vote in the Territory of 
Washington for delegates to a convention to form a State constitution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my friend point out the provision of the bill 
which confers that power on women to vote? If he will pointit ont to 
me, then I shall admit the force of his argument. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It is done because you adopt the same qualifications 
which exist under the Territorial Jaw. Whether you say in express 
language that those who shall vote for the delegates to the convention 
shall be the male and female citizens over twenty-one years of age of 
the Territory of Washington, whether you define it expressly in exact 
and express terms, or whether you do it by reference to an existing 
Territorial law, the force and effect of your provision are precisely and 
identically the same. 

A few Senators have appeared or affected to be very much startled by 
the proposition that those of us who will vote for this amendment are 
attempting to oppress the oppositesex and deprive them of vested rights, 
to withdraw from them an inherent privilege. The Congress of the 
United States itself, when it told the people of Washington Territory 
to organize themselves into a Territory, limited the right of suffrage to 
male citizens, as it provided that ‘‘every male citizen above the age of 
twenty-one,” &c., 5) have the right to vote for members of the Leg- 
islature at the first election. Why should my proposition be so mon- 
strous and outrageous when the Congress of the United States has de- 
clared by a law which stands unrepealed and applies to every Territory, 
that when that Territory shall be organized it shall be organized only 
by the male citizens of that Territory who are over twenty-one years of 
age? Ifthat policy be wise, if that policy be just, if that policy be sound 
with reference to the mere question of the organization of a Territory, 
I ask why should not that policy be observed and sustained with ref- 
erence to the still more important question of anthorizing those people 
not to organize a Territory, but to organize a State government for ad- 
mission into the Union ? . 5 

I admit that after this first election in the Territory, and when the 
Territory becomes a State, it will have the power to confer the right 
of suffrage upon whomsoever it pleases. It may confer it upon men; 
it may confer it upon women, and, I have no doubt, it may confer it, 
if it chooses, upon Chinese, upon Indians. 

Now, what is the theory of the law? It is that so far as any exer- 
tion of power by Congress is concerned, even at the time of the organi- 
zation of a Territory, the right of suffrage shall be limited to male citi- 
zens alone. But Congress tells the inhabitants of a Territory, ‘‘ If you 
choose to indulge in any isms; if you choose to indulge in any idiosyn- 
crasies; if you choose to indulge in any cranky notions, so far as your 
municipal and domestic government is concerned, we will permit you 
to do it, and you may enjoy it as much as you please;’’ and, therefore, 
exeept where an institution has been denounced as a crime, Congress 
has no interest whatsoever in interfering with any of the cranky no- 
tions which may find room and spread in any Territory of the United 


States. But when the people of a Territory come before Congress to |. 


exercise its legislative power, then upon Con rests the responsi- 
bility whether it will approve and indorse whatever passing craze may 
afflict that Territorial population. The power is coexistent with the 
responsibility, and it is because I believe that true Democracy means 
manhood in this country that I am opposed to woman suffrage. 

My Republican friends on the other side may disfranchise women in 
the Territory of Utah, married or unmarried, married once or married 
thrice, Mormon or anti-Mormon, Gentile or polygamous. I will not say 
that it is because Utah has not three electoral votes to give the candi- 
date of the Republican for President; but I will say this, that 
when the Senator from Vermont asks me what would become of the 
Democratic party in the Territory of Washington if the right of suf- 
frage was confined to women, I judge from that that the Republican 
party expect to secure the female vote in that State. 

Sir, I have my suspicions when I see a State being led into this 
Union by the united exertions, the united influence, and the united 
vote of the Republican party in the Senate, and I also have my suspi- 
cions when I perceive that when the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES) proposed his amendment to admit the Territory of Montana, the 
arguments of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] and the ar- 
guments of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] were so over- 


powering, unanswerable, and convincing that they compelled a unan- 
imous Republican vote on the other side of this Chamber. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is because we are opposed to log-rolling. 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘‘ Opposed to log-rolling.’’ I know that to-day we 
are living in a very highly scented atmosphere of political reform. I 
know that under the saintly leadership of the Eatonian school of politi- 
cal philosophers we are all ceasing to be partisans, that we no longer 
recognize party obligations, party duty, party discipline, and party de- 
voirs, that we are all to become reconciled to a life of political monas- 
ticism; but I will continue to have one failing, Mr. President, and that 
is in my humble way to be as watchful and as vigilant of the purposes, 
designs, and craft of the Republican leaders as I have endeavored to 
be in the past. 

This amendment is aimed at no class of our people whatever. I be- 
lieve that those who framed this system of government never contem- 
plated, either as regards the State governments or the Federal Govern- 
ment, that the secure foundations upon which they have rested for a 
hundred years of manhood suffrage should be changed to the shifting 
foundations of the mixed suffrage of male and female citizens in this 
country. That view finds support, according to my interpretation of 
the Constitution, as late as the fourteenth amendment. The fourteenth 
amendment provides that— 

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States according to 
their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each State, 
excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at any election for 
the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of the United States, 
Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a State, or 
the members of the Legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male inhabitants 
of such State, being twenty-one years of age, and citizens of the United States, 
or in any way abri: , except for participation in rebellion, or other crime, the 
basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion which the 
number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citizens 
twenty-one years of age in such State. 

I believe that this is the only provision in the Constitution which 
contains the word ‘‘male,’’ This article provides that if the male voters, 
or, what is the same thing, ifthe male citizens who have the right to 
vote in a State are denied the right to vote, the representation of that 
State in Congress shall be diminished in proportion to the number of 
male yoters who have been denied the right of suffrage by the State. 
It is very clear that if those who framed that article contemplated for 
a moment that female suffrage could exist by possibility in any State, 
they would have applied its provisions to female citizens as well as to 
male citizens, for the same reason would exist for the application; but 
the effect of the penalty which is inflicted upon the State because of the 
denial of the right to male voters is to diminish the representation in the 
proportion in which male voters are denied the right of suffrage. 

So if you had female in a State to-day and afy large class of 
females who had the right to vote under the constitution of the State 
were denied the right of suffrage, the diminution of representation 
would not occur with reference to that class of citizens. Taking the 
whole history of Congressional legislation, so far as I am able to dis- 
cover, there is nota solitary line or section of a law which has ever 
countenanced female suffrage in any Territory or recognized the possi- 
bility of its existence in any State. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did not that constitutional provision act upon 
ap existing state of things of constitutional law and arrangement in 
every one of the States, justas it found them, without undertaking to 
go into the question of how it ought to be or ought not to be, but upon 
an existing condition of things in every State, just exactly as this bill 
proposes to take the existing autonomy of the Territory of Washington 
and its political power and pass upon this question? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That may be true, but I think it is equally true that 
the fourteenth amendment applied to the future as well as to the time 
at which it was adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I am speaking of its application to the then 
existing condition of things, because the Senator will see, although it 
used the word ‘‘male’’ for the reason that every State constitution did 
the same thing, and took it as it was, and did not undertake therefore 


to interfere with State rights but acted upon the matter as it was, leav- < 


ing to the State the right to regulate suffrage as between men and 
women. It would be impossible for a State consistently with its own 
constitution to disfranchise a partof its females and to enfranchise an- 
other part under similar conditions. The other part of the fourteenth 
amendment would prevent that, and the fifteenth amendment, taking 
the thing in the same way, provides that there shall be no exclusion 
based upon certain conditions of things, as to condition, and race, and 
so on, of the people who reside in the several States. 

Mr. EUSTIS. There is no doubt it was framed with reference to 
the existing condition of things. Atthe same time I say that if it was 
in the contemplation of those who framed the fourteenth amendment 
that female suffrage could by possibility be established in a State, the 


_— provisions would have been applied to female suffrage as to male - 


rage. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The effect of that, then, would be, if I do not in- 
terrupt the Senator—— 
Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly not. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. If the fourteenth amendment had left out the 
word ‘‘ male,” and in the then existing condition of things, if a single 
State had adopted female suffrage, every other State that did not was 
to be deprived of its representation by just the amount of the females 
who were in it who would otherwise be within the voting age, which 
of course would be monstrous. So it was necessary to put that in ex- 
actly the form it is. 

Mr. EUSTIS. There is another proposition to which I alluded yes- 
terday and which the Senator from Masaachitgnsts [Mr. Hoar] charac- 
terized as monstrous and outrageous, and he used very extraordinary 
language. I do not mean to say that he used discourteous language, 
but I was surprised at the emphasis with which he declared his con- 
victions upon this question, as though they were overruling and had 
to be accepted by those who listened to him. It is this, that I propose 
to offer an amendment to make ita condition of the admission of a State 
that there shall be a provision in the constitution of that State limiting 
the right of suffrage to male citizens. I understood his criticism to be 
directed not so much to the character of the amendment as to the fact 
itself that a Democratic Senator, a Southern Senator, should think of 
imposing a fundamental condition upon the admission of a State into 
the Union. 

I have been educated in a different school from the honorable Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, but I understand the amendment to embody 
the true States’ rights Democratic doctrine as it has been taught by the 
great leaders of our party, that it is not alone the inhabitants of the 
Territory who are interested in the question of the admission of a State 
into the Union, it is not that we should consult their caprices or their 
whims or their peculiar views or their local interests upon the question 
of the admissionof aState. The reverse is the doctrine, that upon the 
question of the admission of a State we are executing a trust in behalf 
of the citizens of the other States, and that on all questions, whether 
they be political, religious, social, or questions affecting the public 
order, it is the duty of the representatives of the States already in the 
Union to protect and safeguard those States against any evil influences 
which may be introduced into our system of government by the admis- 
sion of a State. 

That has always been, the true Democratic doctrine. The argument 
has always been that it was a trust, forthe reason that the territory 
has been acquired by the common pulse and by the common blood of 
the States of the Union, and therefore it istheir property and it is their 
interest which must be safe-guarded as much as it is the interest of the 
aaan of the particular Territory which is to be admitted into the 

on. 

There was a fundamental condition imposed upon the State of Mis 
souri before she could be admitted as a State into the Union The con- 
stitution of Missouri, under which that State applied for admission into 
the Union, provided that it should be the duty of the Legislature— 

To laws to d mulattoes from comin nd 
Sng inte EASA EAEE DoT AOSE wer L E ESSEE 

One ground of objection to the admission of the State under this con- 
stitution was that it would require the Legislature to exclude free per- 
sons of color who would be entitled, under the second section of the 
fourth articleof the Constitution of the United States, not only to come 
within the State, but to enjoy there the privileges and immunities of 
citizens, The resolution of Congress admitting the State was upon the 
fundamental condition— 

That the constitution of Missouri shall never be construed to authorize the 
passage of any law,and that no law shall be in conformity thereto by 
which any citizen of either of the States of this Union shall be excluded from the 
en ent of any of the privil and immunities to which such citizen is en- 
ti under the Constitution of the United States. = 

That is to say, the condition of the admission of the State of Missouri 
was that the State of Missouri should not have the power to decide 
whether a free negro or a mulatto was a citizen of one of the other States, 
and therefore she could not speak. So it was in reference to the Mis- 
souri compromise. There was a fundamental condition attached to 
every inch and foot of that Territory, and indelibly fixed upon every 
inhabitant of that Territory, that north of latitude 36° 30’ there should 
not be slavery in that Territory, and that States formed out of that Ter- 
ritory should come in as free States. That was a condition which was 
the basis of the political action of this Government until it was set aside 
in the Dred Scott decision. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to ask the Senator in reference to the declaration 
he made just now as to the opinion of the great leaders of the Demo- 
cratic party. Has he in his researches discovered any assertion by Con- 
gress or any assertion by any Democratic leader or any other leader in 
this country of the right to prescribe to a State on its admission condi- 
tions, except such as were intended to prevent the invasion of the funda- 
mental principles of republican liberty and equal rights, or the inva- 
sion of the privileges of citizens of the United States guaranteed in the 
Constitution itself? The case he has cited is a case where Congress 
made it a condition that, whatever should be its constitution, Missouri 


should not deny to citizens of the United States those privileges and 
immunities in Missouri which the Constitution secures to all citizens. 

Can the Senator mention a single declaration of any Democratic leader 
in the past, or of any Congress, to the effect “ we will determine that 
certain local arrangements, either as to the right of suffrage or asto 
any other form of legislation, shall be made by the people of a Terri- 
tory.” Iconcede that they havesaid you shall provide for the education 
of your citizens, for that is essential to republican liberty ; they have 
said you shall not deny to citizens their equality of right, for that is 
essential to republican liberty; they shall have those great safeguards 
and securities which the bill of rights in England and all constitutions 
and bills of rights in this country declare are essential, the equality of 
citizenship in a republican government. In other words, the Constitu- 
tion itself makes it our duty to see to it not merely when the State is 
admitted but throughout its whole history that its institutions shall be 
republican in form. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Of course it is entirely superfluous to make the con- 
dition of the admission of a State that it shall not violate the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. That it can not do. 

Mr. HOAR. But my question is, Has the Senate any authority to 
the effect stated ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. The case that I cited, the case of Missouri, goes a lit- 
tle further than what the Senator from Massachusetts apprehends. It 
was not a legislative act incorporating a provision of the Constitution 
of the United States. What good would that do? The Constitution 
of the United States is in force. But it was to deprive the State of 
Missouri of the power of deciding and of determining that a mulatto 
or a negro was not a citizen of another State. The Constitution of the 
United States secures the rights and immunities of citizens of the dif- 
ferent States; but who decides who are citizens of the different States? 
It was upon that fundamental condition of the admission of the State 
of Missouri that Missouri surrendered the power of determining 
whether a colored man was a citizen or not under the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Was not that to secure to all citizens of the United 
States their constitutional rights in Missouri notwithstanding any at- 
tempt-of Missouri to deprive them of them? In other words, it was 
for the purpose of securing the republican equality which our Consti- 
tution contemplates. But is there any single instance known to the 
Senator, either of an act of Congress or a declaration of a leader of his 
own party in the past, of a right to say, ‘‘ We think it better for your 
local arrangements in the future that your suffrage shall be regulated 
in a particular way,’’ except as it regards the violation of the inalien- 
able rights of man? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I do not say with reference to the question of suffrage 
that there has ever been any condition. 

Mr. HOAR. Has there been in reference to any other question? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I cited tothe honorable Senator the case of the Missouri 
compromise, where the question was settled that Congress had the power 
and did exercise that power of excluding slavery in the territory of 
Louisiana north of 36° 30’, and that was a fundamental condition of the 
admission of States within that territory. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator will now concede, whatever he 
may have thought in the past, that the great leaders of his party did 
not agree with him that slavery was a violation of fundamental human 
rights. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is a question I do not propose to enter into. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all there was in the Missouri bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I have offered this amendment because 
I have clear and strong convictions on this question. I believe that it 
is a question which affects the social relations and the public order of 
this community; and so believing, to the extent to which my influence 
can be exerted it shall always be to retain the institutions of this Gov- 
ernment such as they are; and inasmuch as no State in this Union has 
yet adopted this new idea of conferring suffrage upon the female citi- 
zens of the country, inasmuch as theact of the Governmentof the United 
States, as expressed by its legislation, has never favored or countenanced. 
that innovation, I believe that it is wise and prudent and statesman- 
like to preserve and protect the institutions under which we are living, 
without any dangerous experimentsuch as is proposed by this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall not trespass long on the time of the Senate, but 
I desire to call the attention especially of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Breck] to the act to establish the Territorial government of Wash- 
ington, approved March 2, 1853. I find in the fifth section of that act 
the following: 


That every white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years, who 
shall haye been a resident of said Territory at the time of the passage of this 
act, and shall poscas the qualifications hereinafter pronexibed, ahal be entitled 
to vote at the first election, and shall be eligible to any office within the said 
Territory; but the qualifications of voters and of holding office at all subsequent 
elections shall be such as shall be prescribed by the lative assembly: Pro- 
vided, That the right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised only by 
citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one years. 


This is the particular provision to which E desire to call the attention 


of the Senator from Kentucky: 


And those above that age who shall have declared on oath their intention to 
shall have taken pa onno support the Constitution of the 


become such, an 
United States and the provisions of this 
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So that the point made by the Senator from Kentucky in regard to 
the provisions of the law of the Territorial Legislature has no force what- 
ever. That right was conferred upon the organization of Washington 
as a Territory. Now what is the session act of that Territory Novem- 
ber 23, 1883? 

All American citizens aboye the age of twenty-one years, and all American 
half-breeds over that age who have adopted the habits of the whites, and all 
other inhabitants of this Territory above that age who shall have declared on 
oath their intentions to become citizens at least six months previous to the day 
of election, and shall have taken an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States and the organic act of this Territory at least six months previous 
to the day of election, and who shall have resided six months in the Territory 
and thirty days in the county next preceding the day of election, and none 
other, shall be entitled to hold office or vote at any election in this Territory. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will yield to me for a moment, I de- 
sire to send him astatute that I think he ought to call attention to in 
that connection. It is the act creating a Territorial government for 
the Territory of Oregon, which included Washington; that is to say, 
Washington was carved out of Oregon. The act was approved August 
14, 1848, and the provisions in regard to the voters of the Territory are 
the same identically. I havemarked the act. Itantedatesthat which 
the Senator has read by a number of years. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the second section of the act of the Territorial 
Legislature of Washington is the following language: 

Wherever the word “his” occurs in the chapter aforesaid it shall be construed 
to mean “his” or “her,” as the case may be. 

Those are the qualified electors referred to in this enabling actin the 
third section. That is as far as it goes, and I confess that I have not 
quite felt the force of the argument of my friend from Louisiana, which 
is that while the people within the limits pres¢ribed by this enabling 
act known as Washington Territory were in their state of Territorial 
pupilage, while they were under the control of Congress exercising 
all the rights and powers and jurisdiction and supervision over the in- 
habitants there, if was quite innocent for them to indulge in cranky 
notions, in isms, as to mere municipal regulations, as to Territorial 
matters, yet when you come to the exercise of the highest rightof sov- 
ereignty, the organizing of a State government, then Congress is to 
come in and say, ‘‘ We will discipline you.’”? When they are in the act 
of passing from that state of Territorial existence intoa sovereign State, 
a commonwealth of this country on terms of equality with the other 
States of the Union, then, says the Senator from Louisiana, Congress 
must come in and discipline you a little. 

Mr. President, I submit that it does not become the Congress of the 
United States, after having approved for three years this provision of 
law passed by the Territorial Legislature, at this late day, when these 
people are knocking at the door of the Union, to tell them, “Although 
we have acquiesced in these cranky notions and isms,” as the Senator 
calls them, ‘‘for three years, now that you are going to prepare your- 
self for Statehood in the Union, we will take you by the throat and say 
you shall only do it upon certain conditions.” Of course, Congress has 
the right to impose fundamental conditions; nobody denies that; and 
this very act imposes a fundamental condition, and what is it? 

Provided, nevertheless, That such constitution shall be republican in form, and 
make no distinction in civil eee juga rights on account of race or color, ex- 
cept as to Indians not taxed,and not be repugnant to the Constitution of the 
United States and the principles of the Declaration of Independence. 

That is the fundamental condition imposed by this act on the people 
of Washington Territory, and I submit that itis the only fundamental 
condition in the present state of affairs in this country that Congress 
has a right to impose. 

I admit withoutany hesitation that while these people are in a Terri- 
torial condition Congress has the right to say ‘‘ You shall pass laws, 
but such laws as you may pass shall not prevail and become valid with- 
out our consent;’’ and if Congress had done its duty in that respect we 
should not to-day be confronted with the most difficult and enormous 
problem that this country has ever been confronted with since the 
problem of slavery. I refer to the practices in the Territory of Utah 
of polygamy. If Congress had acted promptly, as it should have done, 
and said to those people, ‘‘You must extirpate this crime,” it would 
have been settled years ago; but instead of that we allowed it to go on 
from year to year; and from year to year it grew in magnitude, in 
power, in influence, in intelligence, in wealth, and now Congress at- 
tempts to throttle it; and in what condition does it find itself? Of 
course Congress would have the right if Utah were applying for ad- 
mission to say that before you come in you must extirpate this crime 
from your statute-book and your customsand your institutions. Con- 
gress would have the right to do that. 

But opposed as I am to the principle of woman suffrage, I do not and 
can not be brought to believe that that is a crime, and I would prefer to 
preserve as far as may be the autonomy of this organization in its transi- 
tion state from a Territory to a sovereign commonwealth in this Union, 
and hence it is that I shall vote against the amendment of my friend 
from Louisiana. 

I want to say now while I am on my feet that, opposed as I am to 
woman suffrage, there might be very many greater evilsin this country 
than conferring the right of suffrage upon some of the mothersof this 
land. There might be a greater calamity to social order, to the pros- 
perity, the happiness, the well-being of the people of this country than 


ae deities of the right of suffrage upon some of the mothers of the 
an 

My friend says that the institutions of this country were built up 
upon and are maintained by manhood I believe, sir, that 
many of the evils of this country have arisen and will continue to arise 
by reason of that very institution of universal manhood suffrage; and 
there is nothing in the Constitution of the United States, or in the two 
recent amendments to it, the fourteenth and fifteenth, which limitsor | 
prevents any State in this Union from imposing any qualification upon 
its voters except this, that when a State shall impose qualifications it 
shall apply those qualifications to all alike, and shall not discriminate 
on account af race or color or previous condition of servitude, Thatis 
the only limitation. Massachusetts may to-morrow, Vermont may to- 
morrow if her Legislature were in session impose just such qualifica- 
tions as she pleases upon her voters, provided she does not discriminate 
on account of race or color or previous condition of servitude. Thatis 
the only limitation upon a State by the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments. 

Now, sir, what would be the effect, according to the admission of the 
Senator from Louisiana, of theadoption of hisamendment? He does not 
deny that in two months after the President of the United States issued 
his proclamation admitting this State into the Union the people of the 
State might call a convention and adopt female suffrage, and I should 
like to see Congress put its hand upon it then. 

Mr. EUSTIS. They might not do it; they might follow the advice 
of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER, Oh, they might not do it; but they certainly will 
have the power to do it on becoming a sovereign State. Will the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana deny that his own State at the next meeting of its 
Legislature may call a convention, and that that convention may confer 
the right of suffrage on women? Certainly not; heis too good a States’ 
right man for that. Then what am I asked to put into this enabling 
act? This act is not, I submit, the declaring by Congress of any funda- 
mental law; it simply confers upon the people of Washington Territory 
the right to organize a State government and declare the fundamental 
law of that State subject only to its being republican in form and not 
repugnant to the Constitution of the United States. So I can see no 
practical advantage in adopting the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana; for, as I said, according to his own admission, the people of 
that Territory, becoming a State, may meet the next day, if it were prac- 
ticable and possible, and adopt female 

It is not for me to say, it is not I submit for Congress to say, what 
shall be the qualifications of the electorsin that State, Iam a believer 
in the right of the people to regulate their own affairs in their own way, 
subjectonly tothe paramount authority of the Constitution ofthe United 
States; and if they have seen fit to adopt female suffrage, it is their 
affair and not mine and not the affair of Congress, I submit. What 
would the Senator from Louisiana think if this Congress were to at- 
tempt tointerfere with theright ofsuffrage in his own State beyond that 
authorized by the fifteenth amendment? 

So, sir, I think the bugbear held up by the Senator from Kentucky 
of the danger of placing the ballot in the hands of the colored women 
of the South was put up simply for effect. If I were the most ardent 
female suffragist in this country, I should be very far from conferring 
the right ofsuffrage upon all the women. I wouldimpose certain quali- 
fications, and if I had the right to-morrow to confer suffrage anew upon 
the males of this country, I should be very far from conferring it upon 
every man. I have no hesitation in saying that universal suffrage as 
established by the reconstruction laws in the South, with almost uni- 
versal ignorance in the class exercising that right, has kept that section 
upon a volcano, which I hope and believe we are happily passing from. 
I would not confer the right upon every man twenty-one years old to 
vote if I had the power to confer it to-morrow; and I have no hesita- 
tion in saying further, that if I had the power in my own State I would 
restrict the right of suffrage, because I believe society, property, life, 
and the happiness of the people would be immensely enhanced by 
proper restriction in that regard. 

Sir, we have discussed to-day in this body the question of the right 
of Washington Territory to admission into the Union. I think every 
Senator upon this floor is satisfied that she has all the qualifications 
necessary for a State, and whether she is Democratic or Republican I 
can not stop to inquire. She represents an immense area of the finest 
portion of this continent, with a people intelligent, progressive, law- 
abiding, and loyal, a population quite sufficient for one Representative 
in the lower House of Congress; with all the essential qualities neces- 
sary to conduct an orderly community. ‘Then why stop and interfere 
with the right of those people just as they are getting out of the con- 
dition of dependence on Congress and being transferred into a state of 
independence, and undertake to discipline them now and hamper them 
in the exercise of those sovereign rights which are so essential to the 
preservation of American liberty and free institutions all over this 
land? 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina read 
the provision in the act organizing Washington Territory in reference to 
the qualifications of voters. He did not elaborate it quite as fully as I 
should have been glad to have heard him do, and I want to call his at- 
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tention toit. I hold in my hand now the act organizing the Territory 
of Oregon, which was sent over by the Senator from Oregon and which 
he said was in the same language. It seems to me that this provision 
in the act organizing the Territory expressly gives to the Territorial 
Legislature the power to establish female suffrage if it thinks proper to 
doso. It reads thus: 


That every white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years, who 
shall have been a resident of said Territory at the time of the ge of this act 
and shall possess the qualifications hereinafter prescribed, shall be entitled to 
vote at the first election, and shall be eligible to any office within the said Ter- 
ritory. 

It is very clear, therefore, that at the first election nobody could be 
a voter unless he was a white male inhabitant twenty-one years of age, 
but the statute proceeds farther to declare: 

But the qualifications of voters and of holding office, at all subsequent elec” 
tions, shall be such as shall be prescribed by the Legislative Assembly. 

There is nothing there about maleinhabitants or inhabitants twenty- 
one years of age, or white inhabitants, but it leaves the Legislative As- 
sembly with full power to prescribe the qualifications of voters, with 
this proviso: 

Provided, That the right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised 
only by citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one years, and 

above that age who shall have declared, on oath, their intention to become 


those 
such, and shall have taken an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States and the provisions of this act. 


Including those recognized as citizens by the treaty with the Repub- 
lic of Mexico concluded February 2, 1848. If a female is a citizen of 
the United States there is nothing in that statute which prohibits the 
Legislature of the Territory from making her a voter. I take it, there- 
fore, that the act of Congress which organized the Territory conferred 
on the Legislature, after the first election, the power to regulate suf- 
Trage. They have done so under the authority of this act of Congress, 
and having acted in accordance with the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress, I do not think any just point can be made against female suffrage 
in the Territory on that account. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I do not know how long since 
Washington Territory by the Territorial Legislature adopted female 
suffrage. Three years,someonesays. Then the Congressof the United 
States have had three years during which they could have disapproved 
of that legislation had they desired todo so. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to look into the term during which female suffrage has existed 
in Wyoming; but however long or however short, the Congress of the 
United States has had undisputed power to control that question. 

Mr. PLATT. Some twelve or fifteen years. 

Mr. VOORHEES. For twelve or fifteen years, as the Senator from 
Connecticut suggests. Now it does seem to me that at this last and 
late hour when a Territory is emerging, as we think and as we hope and 
as we intend in this legislation, from the condition of a Territory into 
that of a State, itis hardly worth while to stop and fix the question of 
the right of citizens to vote in that Territory. 

I am not for female suffrage per se, and yet it is one of the greatun- 
solved problems of the future. It is very difficult to meet the argu- 
ments by which the right of the people based upon their virtue and 
intelligence shall exclude women from the ballot; and yet I am not 
satisfied to embrace the proposition at the present time. It was Ed- 
mund Burke, one of the wisest and most thoughtful men that ever 
lived, who said that statesmanship consisted in the science of circum- 
stances; and so I think of this great question. Circumstances may 
arise in the future when it will be not only policy but statesmanship 
toallow those who own property and are interested in good morals, law, 
and order to exercise the ballot. I do not think the time has arrived 
as yet, and consequently I have been holding my judgment in abey- 
ance. But however my judgment may be upon that subject, I am clear 
upon this subject, that at this late hour in the existence of the Terri- 
tory, when it is about parting from its former condition and puttingon 
the robes of aState, we should not commence dictating in its last hours 
as a Territory, when we know, as the eloquent and gifted Senator from 
Louisiana has admitted, that the very moment, within the next hour 
after its admission as a State, it has supreme and absolute and un- 
questioned control over the question. Why stop now to determine 
what they will determine very soon. 

There is no objection to the admission of Washington Territory either 
here or in the other branch of Congress, She has more votes than on 
an average filled half the seats that are occupied in the other House 
at this time. Her wealth and her capacity are unquestioned and un- 
challenged to a degree that is very unugual—to such a degreethat I do 
not know of or apprehend one vote against her admission here. Con- 
sequently I have the right to say that she is laying off her pupilage, 
her probationary raiment, and putting on her garb as a State; and 
when she does assume her Statehood, that moment this question passes 
from your power and mine, passes from every other power except her 
own; and it does seem to me that to raise such an issue at this time is 
sticking in the bark. Had it been thought by the Congress of the 
United States important to arrest female suffrage, three years it has 
been challenging our attention in Washington Territory and more 
than ten years in Wyoming; and as we have slept on the question, 
why raise it now? Iam as far from imposing female suffrage on the 


ignorant class of the South as the accomplished Senator from Louisiana 
himself; but it is taking an occasion, which the great dignity and im- 
portance of the subject seem to me not to warrant, to impose it upon 
the attention of the Senate at this time. 

The situation is simply this: Washington Territory and other Terri- 
tories have made laws prescribing the right of suffrage within their 
boundaries, and the Congress of the United States has quietly and ap- 
provingly not merely submitted to but sanctioned all that they have 
done. Ican see no reason why at this critical hour, so far as Washing-' 
ton Territory is concerned, we should undo what we by our sanction 
have done. We by ourtacit action here have sanctioned female suffrage 
in Washington Territory. YourStates in theSouth where you fear this 
question will have the absolute control of it; and it does seem to me 
that in the interest of State rights we should not seek to impair them’ 
as to Territories passing from one condition to another. 

I hope this amendment, however much it would gratify my friend 
from Lonisiana, will not receive the sanction of the Senate, and that the 
question of suffrage will be left, as it has been to every other State, to 
the State of Washington soon to take her place on the flag of this coun- 
try, for her to prescribe in the interest of every race, black and white, 
male and female; and in saying this I speak for a higher principle than 
mere class or section. 

I have said, Mr. President, all I desire to say, and yet Iam reluctant 
to leave the floor before I shall again say that I look upon the problem 
of female suffrage as one that is to be faced in the future and faced can- 
didly and with intelligence and with justice. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote against the amendment of 
the Senator from Louisiana, and I think we should be committing our- 
selves to a very dangerous proposition by sustaining that amend- 
ment. ; 

There are two questions in regard to the exercise of the powers con- 
ferred upon us. One isthe fact whether we have a specified power or 
not, and the other is its rightful exercise. There is no doubt, as the 
Senator from Louisiana has said, that Congress may refuse to exercise 
the powerof admitting a State forall time. Then the question comes: 
How shall we rightfully exercise the power? Certainly it must be for 
ends in conformity with the Constitution of the country, and its prin- 
ciples and its public policy. 

And what is the great principle of the Constitution upon which the 
State of Louisiana and the State of New York and the State of Ver- 
mont and the State of Delaware, small and great, depend for their pro- 
tection? It is the principle of the right of local self-government, the 
right of the people of those States to determine for themselves what 
shall be their domestic relations, their right of suffrage, their qualifi- 
cations for office. If that be a principle, a policy, if it be right for one 
community why is it not right for another? Abstractly, so far as re- 
gards the principle, there is nothing in the mere fact of certain boun- 
daries and certain localities having a defined and recognized right to the 
principle. Itisa principle, the principle of local self-government which 
we declare to be expedient for all people, and by what rightful exercise 
of power will you deny that to the people of Washington or the people 
of any other Territory? Itisnotaquestionofpower. Weadmitpower, 
but we ask how can we reasonably affirm that a principle of govern- 
ment which we declare is the only safe one for all communities, and 
the corner-stone of our own Government, is not also good for the people 
of Washington? We can not properly exercise this power of admitting 
a new State adversely to this principle, because it is the policy of the 
law, the principle of the law, not because of any particular fitness in 
the people of any locality, community, or State, but because we have 
declared that each’community can better manage that which is local 
to them than the people of other communities. 

We have nothing to do with the question of female suffrage. Con- 
gress can exercise no power in regard to that. Itis remitted by the 
principle of our institutions and the precepts of the Constitution to 
the people of the States, and by analogy to the people of the Terri- 
tories while in a Territorial condition, because Congress, although having 
ample power over it, has not sought to prescribe the form and the 
manner in which the power shall be exercised by the Territories, 
but has left that properly to them, because we maintain the great 
principle of local self-government to be the only proper form of gov- 
ernment for domestic matters. 

The Senator from Louisiana said that by refusing to adopt this amend- 
ment and by passing this enabling act we should confer the right of 
suffrage upon the women of Washington Territory. But the Congress _ 
of the United States in its organic act gave to them and to their Legis- 
lature the power to prescribe the qualification of suffrage at all subse- 
quent elections after the first. Here it is in the organicact. ` Certainly 
whatever was done under this act mediately was done by Congress, and 
became the act of Congress. And yet Congress did not establish woman 
suffrage any more than they established polygamy in Utah when they 
said to both Territories in their organicact: ‘‘The principle of local self- 
government is good for you as for us, and we confer this power over you, 
reserving to ourselves the power to supervise, restrain, and control your 
exercise of this power.’’ Congress declared in the first instance male in- 
habitancy and citizenship of the United States to be the qualifications, 
but said that after the first election and for all subsequent elections 
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they might make the qualification anything else, provided only that 
citizenship of the United States should still be a condition of suffrage. 
The provision of the act of Congress is as follows: 
a the qualifications of voters and of holding office at all subsequent elec- 
t —_ 


After the first— 
shall be such as shall be prescribed by the Legislative Assembly. 


This is a subsequent election in that Territory, and the organic act 
passed by the Congress of the United States has given that Territory the 
right to prescribe female suffrage; and the question now propounded by 
the Senator from Louisiana is shall we attempt tocontrol and direct the 
power of that Territory when it becomes a State, taking away from 
those people the rights that have been conferred upon them under this 
previous organic act? Sir, the principle of local self-government is far 
more important than any other principle. Itis the foundation-stone of 
all our institutions and the protection of all our rights ; and by the side 
of it female suffrage is as nothing. 

In some States it may be and would be a great public evil; in other 
States whether wise or unwise its effect would be very different. We 
are not now required to express any opinion on the subject. But be 
it bad or be it good, it bears no comparison to the great importance of 
that pillar and foundation-stone of this Government—the right of the 
Statesand the expediency and wisdom of the public policy that the peo- 
ple in all localities should prescribe the laws by which they shall be 
governed in the local and domestic relations which they shall bear to 
each other. Therefore, sir, I have no hesitation in voting against the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana, recognizing the 
fact that as a question of power our control over the subject is ample 
and absolute, and that everything done in the Territory or new State 
in some sense derives its authority from us. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida aques- 
tion. I ask how he takes a distinction between the policy of Congress 
when organizing a Territory it provides in the organic act that suffrage 
shall be confined to those of the male sex alone, and in atiempting to 
organize a State out of that Terri then ibing in the enabling 
act that suffrage shall be confined to males? As I understand him, the 
act of Congress organizing the Territory of Washington did prescribe 
that the right of at the first election, so far as at- 
tempted to prescribe the right of suffrage at all, should be confined to 
the male sex. Now when Congress is called upon again to interfere 
and prescribe a right of suffrage there is it not doing precisely the same 
thing and following out the same policy again to prescribe that the 
voters shall be male citizens? 

Mr. CALL. Thereisno difference betweén the exercise of the power. 
There is no question about that. 

Mr. GRAY. Then how does Congress interfere with the rights of 
self-government by making such a provision in the act of admission? 
The bill now before Congress may provide that males only shall exer- 
cise the right of 

Mr.CALL. There is no difference in the act of power. Congressex- 
ercises the same power when it prescribes that the qualifications of suf- 
frage shall be confined to male inhabitants in a Territory, and when it 
shall prescribe it in the organization of a State. Butwhat is the ques- 
tion unded? Wesay thatevery community should have the right to 
govern itself except in those matters which by the Constitution of the 
United States are matters of general and national interest. It certainly 
contravenes that principle for Congress to prescribe that a Territory 
shall only have male suffrage during its Territorial existence; and it 
did not do so in Washington Territory. It said that in the very first 
election alone male inhabitancy should be the qualification and that 
therefore the Territory could prescibe either female or male inhabit- 
ancy or any other qualification. 

Now this amendment is an impractical and useless one, because, as 
stated by the Senator from South Carolina, if to-morrow the Territory 
of Washington, being a State under the power conferred by this enabling 
act of Congress, should establish female suffrage, Congress could not 
interfere. Then of what avail is it to us to contradict the very prin- 
ciple upon which we create the State, and say to her, you shall have 
the power to prescribe the qualifications of suffrage, to establish your 
own domestic institutions, todo everything; but yet, in the inception 
of power, we say to you that only a certain class of your citizens shall 
vote, and you shall not have the right to say what portion of that in- 

i shall vote. 

I say, therefore, it is not only illogical, but it is impracticable and 
of no avail. Whatever may be the opinion of any person in regard to 
female suffrage, it has no force or effect in relation to this question. 

I wish further to say, Mr. President, in reference to what was said 
by theSenatorfrom Kentucky this morning, that tono one except the in- 
habitants of a Territory, being citizens of the United States, can be given 
the power to organizeaState. They are the proper persons; and while 
the Constitution of the United States can invite immigration from abroad 
and the le of the locality see fit to establish their own conditions 
of suffrage, I see no reason whatever to question the propriety of allow- 
ing such peopleas that Territory, beingcompetent in point of numbers, 
character, and intelligence, see fit to allow to vote, subject always to 


their being citizens of the United States. I see no reason to fear that 
the people will extend the suffrage to those who are not citizens. It 
is probably a sound proposition that in no State should any one vote 
who is not a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it does not occur to me that the 
question is exactly fairly stated here. It does not occur to methat the 


question submitted is as to whether the people of this Territory shall 
be stripped of or denied their conceded right to determine the qualifi- 
cation of voters. It seems to me that this bill as it is presented sub- 
mits another and an altogether different question, and that is as to 
whether the Congress of the United States shall undertake to confer 
the right of suffrage upon the women inhabitants of Washihgton Ter- 
ritory. When the Territory was organized Congress prescribed the 
conditions and qualifications of voters, and limited the suffrage to 
the male inhabitants, at the first election I admit. For what? To 
voice and declare the purpose that Congress had, not to legislate upon 
the question of female suffrage, but to leave the inhabitants of that 
Territory free and untrameled to determine for themselves, even in 
their Territorial condition, whether the right of suffrage should be ex- 
tended to the other sex or not. 

Now, it is proposed that Congress shall depart from the rule that was 

adopted and established, one which is without precedent in the history 
of this Government, and not leave the people of the Territory or the 
people of the incoming State to say, but that Congress itself shall say 
that the Territorial law, as existing to-day, shall be accepted and re- 
main in force and clothe the women of that Territory or incoming State 
with a power that never was given by Congressional action before. I 
would be the last man to deny to the people of any State that was ad- 
mitted to this Union the right to determine the qualification of its 
voters; but I insist that the people of that State must determine, and 
not the Congress of the United States. There is no precedent for it, 
and in my judgment—I say it with all due respect—there is no logic 
in it. 
Suppose that the amendment of the Senator from Lonisiana should 
be adopted. Suppose that that feature of this bill to which it applies 
should be stricken out, and the Territory of Washington should bead: 
mitted into this Union asa State to-morrow. The power of the people 
of this newly made State is unimpaired and fall and perfect, either to 
confer or to withhold the right of suffrage from its women inhabitants. 
There is to be no privilege and noright withheld from that people. It 
is not here proposed by the Senator from Louisiana to deny to the cit- 
izens of the new State of Washington the right to prescribe the quali- 
fication of its voters. I do not understand that that is either his pur- 
pose or the result of his pending amendment. Upon the contrary itis 
simply to establish and to emphasize the fact that that power belongs 
to the people of the new State, and not to Congress, and we have no 
rightfal authority over it. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the Senator from Louisiana—perhaps 
he did not formulate it in this particular amendment—but I under- 
stood him to say that he proposed to amend this bill so as to make it 
a fundamental condition of the entrance of the new State into the 
Union as a State that it never should confer the suffrage on females. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Not that the people of the State never should confer 
it, but simply making the condition that the constitution presented 
under this act should limit the right of suffrage to male citizens. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon of the Senator from Kentucky; I want 
to understand the Senator from Louisiana. I understood he went 
further than to prescribe what citizens should vote upon the adoption 
of this constitution, and that it should be a fundamental condition of 
the constitution itself-that there shall be no female suffrage in Wash- 


ington. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Massachusetts presents a 
point that I was not addressing myself to. I seo nage to stand 
upon this proposition: That the bill now pending before the Senate, 
in my judgment, should not commit us to a policy that is without prec- 
edent and, in my best judgment, without logic to supportit. If the 
people of this Territory desire female suffrage, it is within their power, 
within twenty-four hours after their admission, if their Legislature be 
in session, to confer that right; and I will not undertake to abridge or 
deny it. ` 

If the people of Washington Territory, when that Territory shall be 
admitted as a State, confer the right of suffrage upon its women I will 
not be the man to open my mouth or utter one word of protest. But 
I do insist that it is not the legitimate business of this Congress to do 
that. I do insist that if you pqss this bill in its present shape it is an 
abandonment of the policy that you have adop’ because in the Ter- 
ritorial organization act you did not give the right which this bill now 
proposes to confer. It is variant from former legislation; it is a clear 
departure from all precedent and from all practice. What the Senator 
from Louisiana proposes is no infringement of the rights of the people 
of this new State, because we all agree that the very instant the State 
is admitted its power is absolute to determine this question for itself. 

It took a special act of Co to confer upon that Territorial peo- 


ple the right to do what they did when by their Legislature they con- 
ferred suffrage upon females. It will not take an act of Congress ta 
confer that power upon those same people when the Territory is ad- 
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mitted as a State. It then holds that right because of its own State 
sovereign’ And the only question submitted_here, in my judgment, 
is as to whether you will leave the people of the new State of Wash- 
ington to determine this question and confer this right if they please, 
or whether in the face of the precedents and against all reason the Con- 
gress of the United States will undertake to confer it. 

I have no objection to the admission of this new Territory into the 
sisterhood of States, but I can not gain my own consent and I never 
will agree to vote for any bill that looks to the admission of any Ter- 


ritory as a State in this Union that commits the Federal Co toa 
usurpation of power that does not belong to it, and deprives to that ex- 
tent the people of this new-fledged State of their own right of sov- 
ereignty. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, all the speeches that have been made 
on this subject seem to me to be dan, i in to a sugges- 
tion that I made in the remarks I had the honor to submit to the Sen- 
ate on this bill several days ago. They are danger-signals that we are 
about to create a State and give it a constitution by a sort of process 
of entailment. Thechild is not yet born. The father is making out 
his will or his deed, and he is describing that, upon the coming into 
existence of a certain heir, that child shall have certain rights, certain 
constitutional powers and functions, certain great enjoyments of liberty 
and privileges, &c. Wedo not define them in the deed as we should 
do; we do not know to-day what the constitution of the State of Wash- 
ington is to be. Itis not a subject that the Senate of the United States 
can debate, because we have not the scratch of a pen to show what that 
constitution may be. We are acting entirely on the faith of the idea 
that it will be republican in form and that it will contain three or four 
provisions which we require in this act that it shall contain. 

Mr. President, that is very hasty and very unnecessary legislation in 
bringing a State into the American Union, and these questions which 
have been mooted here—and this question is only one of a number that 
might arise in the formation of the constitution—ought to admonish 
us that in the admission of States into this Union we should go back 
to the original doctrine; and, as I remarked when I was on the floor 
before on this bill, the precedent that was established in the admission 
of the State of Alabama and all the other States, except, I believe, 
Colorado and Nevada, ought to be followed in this case. The ninth 
section of the enabling act for the State of Alabama is as follows: 

ee in — the ee ogy eae er form a begga tp and ps govern- 

or the people o! @ ‘Terri o Alabama, ni 
thereafter: as may be,shall cause aie and priem arian Pepa constibation 


or frame of government as shall be formed or provided to be transmitted to 
Congress for its approbation. 


Will any man deny that that is the safest plan to operate upon in ad- 
mitting States into the American Union? The doctrine of squatter 
sovereignty is spoken of here, of local government, of the sovereignty 
and power of the people of a State or of a locality, a commonwealth 
that is about to frame a constitution with a view to being admitted asa 
State. How far does that doctrineextend? Let me call the attention 
of the Senate to one question in connection with it. Does it extend to 
include those people who, at the time of the adoption of a constitution 
or at the time of voting for delegates for a constitutional convention, 
are not citizens of the United States? Some Senator says ‘‘certainly 
not. 

Could the Legislature of Washington Territory after we have passed 
this bill enact a law under its provisions fixing the qualifications of 
voters so that Chinamen, who can not be naturalized under the laws of 
the United States, might become qualified voters to elect delegates to that 
constitutional convention? Could they enact a law that boys fourteen 
years old, many of whom have as much intelligence as many men of 
forty years of age, should be qualified voters to elect delegates and to 
adopt that constitution? Can they in virtue of this supposed local sov- 
ereignty violate all the rules and precedents that have obtained hereto- 
fore in the organization of local governments in converting Territories 
into States? Ineed not agne a proposition ofthat kind before the Senate 
of the United States, for while I can not cite you in the Constitution any 
prohibition against a local community adopting such suffrage as that, I 
can show you, as the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN] has well remarked this evening, every precedent in favor of the 
opposing view. 

Therefore in considering as we are doing to-day what persons whom 
we shall empower to elect delegates and also to vote upon the consti- 
tution when it is adopted, we must follow the preeedents that have 
been established in the Congress of the United States hitherto and in 
all the governments of the United States, or else we must depart from 
them. The safer rule, of course, is to follow the precedents. They 
haye become the unwritten law of the United States; the law of the 
land whether written in a constitution or in a statute, or not. They 
are the laws expressed in the solemn judgment of all the constitutional 
conventions that have adopted State constitutions and in the conven- 
tion also which adopted the Constitution of the United States. 

We must have respect for those laws. This bill does not have any 
respect for them, This bill abandons them all. This bill, instead of 
leading us to the traditional boundaries which have been followed uni- 


formly everywhere in the United States, commits us to certain acts of 
Territorial legislation which prescribe in a very peculiar and new form 
the qualifications of electors in the Territory of Washington. 

As I understood the reading of the Territorial statute to-day by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in reference to the qualification 
of voters in Washington Territory, persons twenty-one years of age 
who are citizens of the United States, persons of alien birth who have 
declared their intention to become citizens of the United States and 
have taken an oath to support the Constitution of the United States, 
and half-breed Indians are the electors in the Territory of Washington. 
That is a new departure in regard to the Indians. This bill says that 
all the persons who are authorized under the laws of the Territory of 
Washington to vote, except Indians not taxed, are the qualified electors 
to choose delegates to the constitutional convention, and also to vote 
on the ratification of that constitution. > 

There is a repeal by this act of Congress of the act of the Territorial 
Legislature in respect to Indians, for we have nothing here toshow that 
half-breed Indians are all taxed. Indeed I doubt the power of the Ter- 
ritory of Washington to tax an Indian. Under our laws and Constitu- 
tion it is a very questionable power whether an Indian can be taxed in 
that Territory. But suppose he is a half-breed and a member of a 
tribe, then we know he can not be taxed. The intercourse laws 
hibit it, and in many instances the treaties themselves would exclude 
the power ; and yet here now Congress in passing this bill repeals the 
law of Washington Territory in that respect. 

The Senator from Lousiana asks you to repeal another part of that 
law, or rather to establish a law which in its nature and effect repeals 
another part of it, and a great clamor is made about it. In the one 
case it is an Indian that is excluded; in the other case it is a woman 
who is let in to vote. I suppose it is the courtesy and gallantry of the 
Senate that must be appealed to to make this deviation from principle 
in the enactment that we have proposed here. 

Mr. President, there is another difficulty in this case. Women are 
allowed to vote by express provisions of the statutes of Washin 
Territory. A woman twenty-one years of age, married or unmarried, 
is entitled to the right of suffrage in that Territory, and yet when you 
come to look at the naturalization laws of the United States it is not 
necessary that a woman should be naturalized to give her all the rights 
of citizenship únder the acts of Congress as expounded in 7 Wallace, 
in the case of Kelly vs. Dohan. A woman who is an alien, an Irish 
woman who marries a naturalized Irishman in Washington Territory, 
or who marries a native citizen of Washington Territory, becomes in 
virtue of that act a naturalized citizen of the United States without 
the necessity of taking any oath whatsoever to support the Constitu- 
tion. 

I will suppose an election is about to be held in Washington Terri- 
rilory under this bill to elect delegates to the constitutional convention. 
The election is to be held to-morrow. ‘To-day a lady who never be- 
fore was in Washington Territory comes from abroad, comes from Ire- 
land, and she marries a native citizen of the UnitedStates. ‘Thereupon 
she becomes entitled to vote because she isa woman, Her husband is 
entitled to vote because he is a native-born American. If her husband 
were an Irishman who had been naturalized or who had filed his 

declaring his intention to become naturalized, he would be en- 
titled to vote on the performance of those conditions, one of which that 
he was naturalized, and the other that he had filed his papers of inten- 
tion; and here is the wife entitled to vote because she is a woman and 
is naturalized by reason of the fact that she marries a man who is a 
native citizen, though she may not have been in the Territory three 
days before the time for voting arrives. 

There is a great deal of uncertainty about this. I would rather the 
question had not been raised, so far as I am concerned, for I am ex- 
tremely anxious that Washington Territory should be admitted into the 
Union, but I suggest, as I remarked when I first took the floor on this 
bill, that it is hasty and unwise legislation to have this State brought 
into the brotherhood of States until Congress shall have had an eppor- 
tunity of passing upon the Constitution and giving to it its approba- 
tion, and it is extremely unsafe to take any other course. I suggested 
the case of Utah. 

Lay your precedent down here and wait perhaps twenty or thirty 
years, until the honorable Senator from Vermont [| Mr. EDMUNDS] has 
been carried to his fathers above, and when his voice and power in the 
Senate are no longer here to influence and control us, perhaps—lay this 
precedent down and let polygamy run riot in Utah Territory, and let 
some great political power have anecessity for the three ormore votes that 
would come from that State if admitted into the Union, and she comes 
here without any constitution, comes here with a body of people, men 
and women, entitled to vote under the Territorial statutes, and they 
demand that because the laws of Utah have qualified certain as 


persons 
voters there, they shall have the same advantage of coming into the 
American Union that Washington Territory now has. 

There is your precedent, and you have got to accuse a whole people 
of such criminality as that they are not entitled to come into the Union 
at all, or else you have got to admit Utah upon the principle that you 
are establishing in Washington Territory by the proclamation of a 
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President who may be seeking a second election and who by his proc- 
lamation may bring three votes to his side of the case just in time to 
make him President again. 

Sir, it is a reckless abuse of power by Congress to go headlong into 
the admission of aState into the Union, a total abandonment of correct 
principles, dangerous in the last degree. Whoever votes at the election 
for delegates to the constitutional convention must derive his or her 
power from this act of Congress. There is no act of the Territorial 
Legislature that can confer upon any person in Washington Territory 
the right to elect members to a constitutional convention unless Con- 
gress either before or afterward approves and ratifies it. In other 
words, all the power that is to be exercised by any elector in Washing- 
ton Territory in the election of delegates is a power derived from an 
act of Congress, and from no other source. 

The honorable Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] says to me there is 
no doubt about that. The honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] laid down that Congress had given its consent hitherto 
to but one qualification of electorship in Washington Territory, and 
that was that the voter should be a male twenty-one years of age. 
Now we are fixing another, and if we do not fix it this voter has no 
power that binds us. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does my friend forget the act which I read to the 
Senate of November, 1883, passed by the Territorial Legislature, con- 
ferring on women the right to yote? Congress has not put its seal of 
disapprobation upon that act. 

Mr. MORGAN. The point I take, which the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina seems not to have noted, is identical with the point 
taken by the Senator from Kentucky who was last on the floor, thatin 
the organization of a constitution, the election of delegates to a con- 
vention, and the voting upon a constitution after it has been framed 
by that convention, the power of the elector to bind the Governmentof 
the United States and to enable the President by a proclamation to 
bring the State in, must be a power derived, not from the Territorial 
rep apn but from Congress. When therefore we enact this bill, it 
is the same thing as if Congress had taken out of the statutes of Wash- 
ington Territory, word by word and letter by letter, every clause therein 
relating to the qualifications of voters and incorporated it into this act, 
just the same thing. 

Now suppose you formulate an amendment to this bill so as to strike 
out all questions of inference and reference, and you say inthe language 
of the Legislature of Washington Territory, ‘‘at this election women 
shall be entitled to vote; half-breeds shall be entitled to vote; Indians 
not taxed shall be excluded; foreign-born persons who have come into 
the Territory and declared their intention of becoming citizens shall 
vote, whether male or female’’—putit in that form, and then admit the 
premises which are conceded here now that that is the summary of the 
power which is conferred by Congress upon these people and without 
which they have no power whatever; we have got the question in its 
true light. ~ We by passing this bill confer upon the women of Wash- 
ington Territory the power to pass upon the election of delegates and 
on the ratification of the constitution. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] said that it was an un- 
happy thing that these questions were raised at this late hour of the 
existence of the Territory of Washington just before she was to emerge 
intoaState. Well, it would be unhappy, Mr. President, very unhappy 
if the Congress of the United States should put it into the power of 
two sets of officers to create a State without any further examination 
on its part. Who are they? The officers of that convention whose 
work is to be ratified by a majority vote of the people, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States. When we pass this bill our power over this 
subject is gone. 

Noamendment of this bill even will be inorder. After we have com- 
mitted this power into the hands of the Territorial convention and of 
the President, the whole subject is closed; the State is formed. When 
this bill is passed and signed by the President of the United States, the 
Territory of Washington comes into the Union without any further act 
` or consideration on the part of Congress. Her constitution may be this 
way or that way; it might be in the judgment of the Congress of the 
United States wholly unrepublican, but if in the judgment of an inter- 
ested President it might be republican to his satisfaction, thatis enough, 
and the State comes in by a proclamation. 

Congress passes its final act; does all it has to do in regard to this 
matter when this bill is passed; the subject passes from its control. 
Therefore in shaping this measure there is need to be extremely care- 
ful, particularly as it is a mere prospective view, @ mere guess, a mere 
supposition, as to what this constitution possibly may be when it is 
brought here. There may be so many wild isms and fancies and phan- 
toms occupying the mind of the American people at this time that I 
should not wonder to see any of them loaded into a hew State consti- 
tution. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to inter- 
rupt him? The Senator from South Carolina asked the Senator from 
Louisiana how it would do if Congress interfered with the regulation 
of suffrage in the State of Louisiana. Iask the Senator from Alabama 
if, as a citizen of the State of Alabama and a member of a convention 
to form a constitution for the State of Alabama, he regarded it as dan- 


gerous to the best interests of the country to admit female suffrage, 
would he not for the same reason as a citizen of the United States and 
a Senator of the United States, Congress having the exclusive control 
of the question of suffrage in the Territories, regard it equally as his 
duty to vote against a bill according e to that class? 

Mr. MORGAN. My duty in a case of that kind would be measured 
by the nature of the danger, because there are some facts that are accom- 
plished facts in our Government as in all others which were unconstitu- 
tional in their beginning and in their execution, but after they become 
accomplished facts that puts an end to all question. They can not be 
questioned after they are once accomplished. 

Mr. BUTLER. If my friend will pardon me for interrtpting him 
at that point, I wish to say that that is exactly the condition of the 
question of suffrage in my judgment in Washington Territory. I think 
I see clearly the point made by himself and the Senator from Louisiana 
as to Congress conferring qualification on the voters under this bill; 
but the point I make in reply is that Congress is estopped from making 
any objection, having committed itself to it for fifteen years in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming and three years in the Territory of Washington. . 
That is the reply I have to make to that. 

Mr. BROWN. And having conferred upon the Legislature after the 
first election the right to fix the qualification of voters. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely, and Congressis absolutely estopped. That 
is an aecomplished fact about which the Senator is just speaking; and 
it is too late, after having approved and acquiesced in it, to come now 
and say that we are beginning de novo and for the first time conferring 
these powers upon the electors of that Territory. 

Mr. MORGAN. The accomplished fact to which I referred was, for 
instance, the admission of Colorado and Nevada contrary to what I be- 
lieve to be a good constitutional policy; and although we might now 
by one unanimous vote in both Houses pass a resolution that the State 
of Colorado had been admitted contrary to the Constitution of the 
United States, still Colorado would bein the Union. The difficulty 
about female suffrage being an accomplished fact in Washington Terri- 
tory rests in the fact that Washington Territory is not a State. The 
States in the American Union have the right to prescribe the qualifica- 
tion of voters. The Territories of the American Union have that right 
only sub modo, just as we confer the power upon them and no further. 

Mr. BUTLER. And that has been done in this case. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has not been done in respect of the power we are 
now conferring, because when we say that this constitution shall be 
received upon certain conditions one of the conditions which we pre- 
scribe is that it shall be the result of a majority vote of the qualified 
voters in the Territory. Qualified by whom? I say qualified by Con- 
gress and not qualified by squatter sovereignty or anything of that 
kind. 

Mr. BROWN. Or by the local Legislature by the authority of Con- 


Mr. GRAY. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from Ala- 
bama. The great objection to the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana that has been urged on this floor is that it in some way cof- 
travenes the principle of local self-government, inasmuch as the citi- 
zens of Washington Territory have established for themselves a condi- 
tion of things in which women have the right to vote on all matters 
connected with the Territory. Now I understand that this bill ena- 
bling that Territory to erect itself into a State does not embrace simply 
the territory now comprised within the limits of Washington Terri- 
tory, but it includes a portion of the Territory of Idaho; and in that 
Territory, I am informed, this condition of things does not exist—the 
right of women to vote. How then are we to 
managing this matter as Senators if we feel trammeled by the prin- 
ciple of local self-government from interfering with citizens in Wash- 
ington? Are we to have no regard for those who live in the territory 
that is now a portion of Idaho? Why have not they as much right to 
be considered, if we are bound to consider the local institutions of the 
Territories, as the people who live in the present Territory of Wash- 
ington? 

Ste MORGAN. The point taken by the Senator from Delaware is 
a very clear one, and I think it is well worthy of consideration. Mr. 
President, let me read from section 3 of this bill: 

That in order to the formation of such State government the qualified elect- 
ors resident within said boundaries are hereby authorized, after due proclama- 
tion by the governor of Washington Territory, and in conformity to the laws of 
said Territory relative to the election of members of the Legislative Assembly 
thereof, as nearly as prea; and in so far as they may be applicable, and 
under such rules and regulations, and at such time and places, as said governor 


may prescribe, to elect as many ps jee possessing the qualifications of such 
electors within the present limits oi said Territory,as there are members of 


ive Assembly. 


And soon. At what time are these qualifications to take effect? 
Are they qualifications now existing, or qualifications that the Territo- 
riai Legislature may impose the day after this bill has become a law? 
There is nothing in this act to define the period of time in the legisla- 
tion of the Territory of Washington when the question of whatis a quali- 
fication isto bedetermined. Now, inorder to testthe question of where 
the power comes from, I will suppose that the Territorial Legislature of 
Washington, after this bill has become a law, and in view of the fact 


regulate our conduct in - 
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that an election is to be held for a constitutional convention, repeals the 
statute authorizing women to vote. 

-Suppose the Territory of Washington repeals the statute, what would 
be the effect upon woman suffrage in that Territory? If the Legisla- 
ture has got the right to prescribe all the qualifications of voters, and 
if it is to that that we bow in the passage of this law, if we are yield- 
ing our authority up toa power that has been hitherto vested in this 
Territorial Legislature, then it has the right to repeal it, because there 
is nothing in this bill that says on what particular day or time the 
qualification shall go into effect, or before or after which it shall not 
take effect. Theretoreif the Territorial Legislature, upon the doctrine 
assumed by gentlemen here, should, after this bill has passed, repeal 
woman suffrage in Washington Territory, that would end the right, 
because there is the assumed sovereign power of controlling electoral 
qualifications. No, sir; after this act has passed the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Washington can not touch it. Why? Because it is an act of 
Congress, and because the power of the elector is derived from this act 
and not from the Legislature of the Territory. That is the reason. 

Mr. President, there are about 12,000,000 voters in the United States 
and they represent probably 60,000,000 people. These voters are de- 
ecribed in the various constitutions and laws conferring on them their 
power. In the great majority of the States and Territories through- 
out the Union the qualification of every voter is that he shall bea man 
twenty-one years of age and a citizen of the United States. In some 
cases they relax it so as to say that a person of foreign birth who has 
filed his application to become a citizen may be a voter. | 

Mr, DOLPH: Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to inquire if a white male foreigner who 
wee declared his intention to become a citizen is not a voter in Ala- 

ma ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Isayin a great many of the States. 

Mr. DOLPH. And in fifteen out of the thirty-eight States that is 
also the case. K 

Mr. MORGAN. Probably so; but very few of the States have female 
voters. The great rule is the other way. A voter is an officer-holder. 
He is a man who, in virtue of the fact of-his being a person qualified 
under local constitutions and statutes to vote, holds in trust the power 
to choose persons to office, and through that power to influence all the 
machinery of government. ‘There are twelve million of these office- 
hoJders, some of them white and some black, no Indians, some females— 
twelve millions of these officer-holders, They represent sixty millions 
of people. Only one-fifth of the people of the United States have 
any voice whatever in this Government. 

I do not suppose that we shall ever have universal suffrage in the 
sense of saying that every man who has sense enough to vote andevery 
child, female or male, shall be admitted to vote, and that a schoolmas- 
ter’s certificate that he or she can read the Constitution of the United 
States through and through shall qualify him or her to vote, as would 
qualify a man twenty-one years ofage in Massachusetts and Connecticut. 
I do not suppose that universal suffrage will ever go to the extent of 
saying that the suffrage of the country shall be measured only by the 
intelligence of the people and that we will take the Connecticut or 
Massachusetts standard and say that degree of intelligence which en- 
ables a person to read the constitution of the State is all that is required. 
There is something else in the holding of this power in trust. 

There is something else in the office held by those who are sovereign 
in this country besides the mere fact that they have intelligence enough 
to know the difference between the Republican and Democratic parties 
or to know the difference between the New Testament and a State con- 
stitution. Something else is required. 

My friends on this side to-day in speaking of the American people 
spoke of them as sovereigns. Well, they are sovereigns in a large and 
broad and deep and strongsense; but how many of them are sovereigns ? 
Twelve million out of sixty million. The other four-fifths have no 
more voice in this Government than if they were citizens of Russia, 
except their moral influence. 

y have we in vesting the sovereignty of this country adopted the 
old ish rule almost universally, that the powers of electors shall 
be confided to men and that the men shall be twenty-one years of age? 
Because the ages are wiser than any generation of men, and we do not 
dare to depart from the teaching of ages which has brought our race 
into such wonderful mastery throughout the world. We do not dare 
to depart from it until we have made a fair and good survey of the 
ground in every direction to see whether we are not giving up more 
than we expect to gain. The women were excluded from in 
this country not because they were not intelligent, for as a rule they 
are as intelligent as the men; not because they were disposed to evil, 
for as a rule they are very far better than the men; and if the cause of 
Christianity which has accomplished such wonderful triumphs over 
the country had to be upheld only by the men, we should go back, yes, 
three centuries in three weeks; the cause of Christianity would be 
abandoned in the country virtually if it were not for the support that 
the women give to it. 

One honorable Senator spoke of his mother and of the influence that 


she had exerted over him, and evidently he felt itin his heart as a Sen- 
ator on the floor of this great assemblage to-day. But, sir, he would 
not vote to put her here by his side. He would say, ‘‘ Behold in me 
the example of your work, of your training, of your fidelity, of your 
efforts, your talents, your tastes, your skill, and all that, and let me 
step forward and hold this rugged point of power, this controversial 
point, and as an officeholder, holding in trust the interests of the mighty 
people vested in him, let me step forward and become not merely the 
defender of the principles in which you educated me, but also your 
personal protector.” 

Some men in this world may desire to abandon their manhood and 
take up the functions of the female sex. Let them do it, if they will. 
In doing so they merely abdicate a power that God has given them and 
an office that He has imposed upon them. That spirit is rife through 
this land. Go among your Departments here in Washington city and 
see the number of elegant educated women who are compelled to re- 
sort to the offices here in Washington for their daily bread, applicants 
for which come with piteous tears and lamentations for the influence 
and power of men to get them places, and mercy and humanity compel 
us to do what we can to get them these situations. 

There is scarcely a woman in office in Washington to-day whose pres- 
ence and position havenot relieved someman whom I will not here char- 
acterize of his honorable duty to give that woman protection and sup- 
port. It is the want of manhood among the men that is forcing the 
women of the world to the front. After all, sir, they have a wider 
field of power in which they exercise greater authority than the men 
of the world, the men who cast the votes, the men above twenty-one 

ears of ly 

ý We have two forces in this country, each dependent upon the other, 
and society resting in security upon both. One is the moral power; 
the other the legal authority. One is the power of government in 
which the roughest men are to be handled, and through whose instru- 
mentality the battles of nations are to be fought and the great works 
of labor and enterprise are to be accomplished. The other is the soft, 
genial influence of the moral force which commences to beam in upon 
the babe’s eyes from the moment that it may see its mother’s face, and 
never deserts it during life, exercising a benign, a happy, a Christian 
influence over that life, so as to qualify it for the paternal and more 
awful duties of manhood. 

Women in their sphere have a higher duty to perform than we, 
while we have one that is more rough. 

I have the conviction resting in my own heart so deeply that I can 
not expel it, that when God made me a man He clothed me with a 
man’s duties and a man’s powers, and made it my duty, as wellasmy 
most prized and blessed privilege, to take care of those who might be 
dependent upon me in the family relations, who, in their state of ten- 
derness and of weakness, are still stronger and more powerful than I 
could ever be or expect to be. 

Mr. President, we hear it said that it will purify the ballot to allow 
the women to participate in it. That depends entirely upon the ques- - 
tion how long the women will be pure. A ballot corrupted by a bad 
woman is the most dangerous instrumentality that was ever put into 
operation. Hence it was that the honorable Senator from Vermont, 
when he brought his Utah bill in, found that the ballot in the hands 
of a woman who might be under the influence of a bad man was of 
such a dangerous character that he felt bound to ask Congress to repeal 
it—to strike it down. 

You put a woman out of her sphere, unsex her, put upon her shoul- 
ders the burden of a man’s duty, and putinto her hands the instrument 
of a man’s power, and you have gota being who has lost caste and char- 
acter as God made her and intended her to be. You make her maseu- 
line, and ten to one you make her ferocious. 

The voting of women in this country at the open polls will corrupt 
women, I do not care what it does to the polls; and I would rather see 
as a result fifty years of corrupt elections than to see fifty women cor- 
rupted by one election. I do not believe that itis right. It is either 
a sentimentality, or it isa shrinking from duty to call the ladies of 
this country out of their homes and among their families and ask 
them to visit the polls and the hustings. 

Think of a stump-speaking woman, a woman to get up and to exer- 
cise herself in the low-lived business of the pot-house politician! Who 
can fancy a fate of that sort for his own daughter and not shrink from 
the contemplation? Who will marshal and parade the women of this 
country among the men, black and white and red, good and bad, put 
the ballot in their hands, and have them crowd up to the polls to cast 
their votes? And who after that would ever feel that he would like 
to lay his hand upon that woman or call her sister or mother? Some 
may stand it; there may be some heroic characters among the women 
who would not be touched by a thing of that sort, but God save the 
multitude. 

We can not keep corruption ontof our politics. Corruption has never 
been kept out of politics of this country or Great Britain, and never will 
be. But, Mr. President, let us at least limit the number who are tobe 
influenced, and let us not tear the veil of privacy from those true and 
honest bosoms who will be stung to death by this adder of corruption’ 
introduced into politics. 
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to have 
in my pocket just at the moment a little extract from Mr. Burke, in 
which he described a woman, and that woman was his wife ; and to so 
mind she is only the prototype of the women who surround us throug 


Some Senator to-day referred to Edmund Burke. I happen 


the length and breadth of this land. I send it to the desk to be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


She is handsome, but it is a beauty not arising from features, from complex- 
ion, or from shape. She has all three in a high degree, butit is not by these she 
touches the heart; it is all that sweetness of temper, ‘benevolence, mnocence, 
and sensibility which a face can express that forms her beauty. 

has a face that just raises your attention at first sight; it grows on you 
Patents moment, and you wonder it did no more than raise your attention at 
rat, 

Her eyes have a mild light, but they awe when she pleases, they command, 
like a good man out of office, not by authority, but by virtue. 

Her stature is not tall; she is e to be the admiration of everybody but the 
ksppiness of one. 

e has all the firmness that does not exclude delicacy; she has all the soft- 
ness that does not imply weakness, 

Her voice is a soft, low music—not formed to rule in public assemblies, but to 
charm those who can distinguish a company from a crowd—it has this advan- 
tage, you must come close to her to hear it. 

o describe her body describes her mind—one is the transcript of the other, 
Her understanding is not shown in the variety of matters it exerts itself on, but 
in the goodness of the choice she makes. 

She does not display it so much in saying or doing striking thingsas in avoid- 
sng seme as she ought not to say or do. 

o person of so few years can know the world better, no person was ever less 
by the know of it. 

Her politeness flows er from a natural disposition to oblige rather than 
from any rules on that subject, and therefore never fails to strike those who un- 


corru; 


derstand good breeding and those who do not, 
She has a steady and firm mind, which takes no more from the solidity of the 
female character than the solidity of marble does from its polish and luster. 


She has such virtue as to make us value the truly great of our own sex. 


Mr. MORGAN. That picture will be realized by many a Senator on 
this floor, by many an American citizen, and I believe that there are 
very few who would have a woman thus described and not overde- 
scribed, transplanted from the seat of power and influence which she 
naturally enjoys and put to voting among men at the ballot-box. I 
am for the preservation of the delicacy, the wisdom, the moral force, 
the t controlling influence of woman; and I am not for degrading 
her into a common political machine, either to influence others or to 
be influenced by others. I never want to see a dirty politician enter'a 
gentleman’s house with the privilege of sitting down between himself 
and his wife to discuss politics between the two, to influence the wife 
to go oon the husband. Whoever dissevers that relation or passes 
a Jaw the consequence of which will be its disseverance inflicts a harm 
upon his race as well as upon his country. 2 

I desired, Mr. President, to express these views, because I propose to 
introduce the amendment that I spoke of, to have this constitution 
brought back here and examined nt the Congress of the United States 
for its approbation; and if we find there that they have put in a clause 
which can never be repealed or amended, inflicting, as I will say, 
woman suffrage in perpetuity upon those people, I will be prepared to 

- vote against it. If, however, they say that the people of the State of 
Washington may amend their constitution so as to put in woman suf- 
frage, or putting it in may amend so as to strike it out, giving them an 
opportunity after experience to understand the real value of the thing, 
or that it has no value, I would still vote to approve the constitution, 
because those people thus drawn into Statehood would have the right to 
regulate that for themselves. 

I will vote for the amendment of the honorable Senator from Louisi- 
ana only to express my opinion upon the subject. After that I expect 
to introduce the proposition which I announced when I first took the 
floor on this bill, that this constitution, after it has been adopted, shall 
be brought back for the consideration of Congress, and that no Presi- 
dent of the United States shall have the right to make any Territory 
into a State. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to say that I am as much op- 
posed to woman suffrage as the Senator from Louisiana or as the Senator 
from Alabama; but I vote against the amendment because I believe the 
people of Washington Territory have a right to settle that matter for 
themselves. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. BowEn’s name was called), My colleague 
(Mr. Bowen] is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES]. 
If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the tor from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea’? and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who is not well 
and is absent. But lest we may fail of a quorum, I ask the Senator 
from Texas if he be willing to transfer his pair with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS], and then the Senator from Texas can vote and I can myself. 


Mr. COKE. Iam willing to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I vote ‘‘nay’’ and the Senator from Texas 
is at libi to vote. 

Mr. CO I shall do so. : 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called), On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If he were 
present, I should yote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called), 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. My colleague is detained from the 
Senate by indisposition. If he were here, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr: CULLOM (when the name of Mr. Jones, of Nevada, was called). 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] is paired with his colleague 
(Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, Ishould 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MEMILLIN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is absent from the Senate this afternoon. If he 
were here, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this amendment. I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. Locan] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. JACKSON. ‘The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] re- 
pe me to announce his pair with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
SABIN]. - 

Mr, COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.”* My colleague 
[Mr. Vest] is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I observe 
that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] is out of the Cham- 


ber. Iam paired with him, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. PIKE] is absent sick and is paired. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—12. 
Beck, Eustis, Togalls, Pugh, 
Berry, Gorman, Jackson, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Gray, - Maxey, Walthall. 
NAYS—24, 

Blair, Dolph, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Butler, Edmunds, Mahone, Sherman, 

1, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 

ye, Morrill, ‘eller, 

Cullom, George, Piatt, Voo! 

wes, Hoar, Riddlcberger, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT—40. 

Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Allison, Gibson, Kenna, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Hale, A m, 
Bowen, Hampton, McPherson, Sabin, 
Brown, F Manderson, Sewell, 
Camden, i Miller, Spooner, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa., ance, 
Chace, Hearst, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Payne, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 9, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

WATCHMEN FOR SILVER VAULTS, PHILADELPHIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from theacting Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence recommending that pro- 
vision be made for four additional watchmen at the silver vaults in the 
new post-office building at Philadelphia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ACCOUNT OF GEORGE WARDMAN. i 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of the account of George 
Wardman, agent of the Treasury Departmentat theSeal Islands, Alaska, 
forservicesand traveling expenses; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

ARMY TRANSPORTATION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3327 


of War, recommending an amendment to the Army appropriation bill 
in the item “army transporiation ;’’ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HAHN. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN offered the following resolution; which was 
adopted: 


Resolved, That Saturday, the 13th dny of May, 1985, at half past 70’clock p, m., 
be Oxed as the time for delivering tributes to the memory of the Jate Hon, 
Micuaz. Hairs, a Representative from the State of Louisiana, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(H. R. 7645) for the relief of sufferers by the overflow of rivers in Ala- 
bama be taken up for present consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentloman from Alabama [ Mr. FORNEY] asks 
upauimous consent that the Committea of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill be has indicated. 

The bill will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objections, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. BEACH, Mr. Speaker, I must object to the present consideration 
ofthe bill. I deem it to be my duty to insist that these bills shall be 
considered in their order under the rules, and then injustice will be 
done to nobody. 

Mr. SPRENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the order which I send to the desk. It re- 
lates to the private business for this day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That when the House on this day resolves itself into Committee of 
the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, it aball 
be in order to take up bills in their order, and, after five minutes’ explanation, 
the question shall be put to the committee whether there is objection to the 
present consideration of the bill; and if five persons object to its consideration, 
such bill shall be over informally and the next bill shall be taken up for 
consideration in like manner. Bills to the consideration of which there are not 
five persons prepune shall be subject to ten minutes’ debate, five minutes in 
favor of the hill and five minutesagainst it; when the question shall be put upon 
Inying the bill aside to be reported to the House, 


Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I give notice that unless this order be made I have 
no desire to go on with the Private Calendear, and will not antagonize 
any general measure that may be called up to-day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Coun, for two weeks, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi, for fifteen days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. SADLER, for fifteen days, on account of important business. 


DENVER AND NEW ORLEANS RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr, REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to presenta privileged report 
from the Committee on Commerce. The committee report back, with 
the recommendation that it be adopted, the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The report-will be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: - 

IS THE Hover or REPRESENTATIVES, April 5, 1880, 

Resoleed, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish to the 
House of Representatives copies of the cor dence and documents submit- 
ted to the Railroad Commissioner by the president of the Denver and Now Or- 
leans Railroad Company,now the Denver, Texas and Gulf Railroad Company, 
as described in his letter to the Commissioner of Railroads of February 35, 10, 
relating to discriminations agni the Denver and New Gricans Railroad by 
railroads to which the United States has granted land. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up for present consideration the bill (S. 1394) to provide for the 
ascertainment of the market value of certain property in the city of 
Chicago, and to authorize the Seeretary of the Treasury to sell and con- 
yey said property. As the bill was read in fall with the amendments 
last Friday, I also ask unanimous consent that the reading of it now 
be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON] 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole Honse on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill which he has indicated. The title of the bill will be read, after 
which tho Chair will ask for objections. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr, Speaker, I am compelled to object to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

JAMES G. MARTIN, 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimons consent that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5539) for the 
relicf of James G. Martin, and that the same be now taken up and 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Bo ü enacted, de., That James G. Martin. late captain and assistant quarter- 
master and assistant commissary of subsistence, United States Army, and his 
heirs and legal representatives, are hereby relieved from liability to United 
Statos on account of sny moneys disbursed by said James G, Martin as assistant 
commissary of subsistence, United States Army; and that the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury are hereby directed to close the accounts of the said 
James G, Martin as assistant commissary of subsistence, United States Army : 
Provided, That the amount for which o t shall be given under the provisions 
of this act shall not exceed the sum of $325. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill; and the House proceeded to consider the same. n 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be Jaid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DRAWBACK ON IMPORTED COAT. 


Mr. HEWITT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
hack with a favorable recommendation tho following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatioes, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, requested to report to this House at an carly day the effectand 
operation of the following provision in section 6 of the act to reduce iutersal- 
revenne taxation, and for other purposes: 

“A drawback of 75 cents por ton shall be allowed on all bituminous coal im- 
ported into the United States which is afterward used for fuel on hoard of ves- 
sels propelled by steam which are engaged in the coasting trade of the United 
States or in the trade with foreign countries, to be allowed and paid under such 
regulations ss the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe.” 

Also to further inform this House whether said provision is now being evaded 
ga gna coal from Great Britain to American dealers in any manner: 
also what importations have been made, and what drawbacks have been nl- 
lowed thereunder, at the ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Balti- 
more, respectively, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand this is a resolution of inquiry ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Treasury as to the construction of the 
drawback clause relating to coal. 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes,sir. Its adoption is asked for the purpose of 
information solely, 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, the construction of the clause 
has been that it applies not only to American but to foreign vessels. 

Mr. HEWITT. So I understand. The object is to get information 
from the Treasury Department as to what has been done. 

The resolution was adopted, 

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I have heen appealed to on all sides 
to withdraw my objection to the proposition of the gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr.,SPRINGER] in regard to the method of considering private 
bills to-day, 5o faras I am individually concerned, Iam willing todo 
80, in order to see what the effect of this proposed change would be, pro- 
vided the proposition applies only to to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis only for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL 
withdraws his objection to the consideration of the resolution pro 
hy the gentleman from Illinois. It will be read again, and the Chair 
will ascertain whether there is further objection. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Are we to understand that this change affects only 
tho business of to-day? 

The SPEAKER. That is what the resolution provides, 

Mr, RICHARDSON, Lobject to the resolution, 


JOON TAGGART. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iaskunanimousconsentthat the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be di from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of John Taggart, and 
that it be now punton its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £o., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John Taggark Ipis postmaster at Bolton, 
sou County, Missouri, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $30.64, in fail of all claims agniust the United States on nc- 
count of stamps destroyed by fire in the fall of 1570, 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill; and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

The bill was ordered to ba e ON an zotin; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the t ime, and passed. 3 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider: the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 
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INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent to take from the House 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H, R. 6394) to amend the 
third section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale of the 
Sac and Fox and lowa Indian reservations, the States of Nebraska 
and Kansas, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1885, 

The bill was read. 


Mr. BEACH, I believe this is a public bill. 
The SPEAKER, Itis. 
Mr. BEACH. I think it had better bo considered regularly under 


the rules, and therefore I shall object. 

Mr. PERKINS, I would like to makeastatement, if the gentleman 
will permit, reserving his right to object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] whether this bill has been recommended by the present 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. PERKINS. It was prepared by that officer with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and was sent here by the President 
with an executive message recommending its passage. Its object is to 
carry ont an act passed by the Forty-eighth Congress pertaining to this 
samesubject. By raistaics there was no provision in tnatact for minor 
orphans, This bill, suggested by the Indian Office and recommended 
by the Secretary of the Interior and the President, has been sent here 
for the purpose of correcting this omission in the act of the last Con- 
gress. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BEACH. The merits of the bill ‘have nothing to do with the 
case.’’? [Laughter.] I insist on my objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will proceed to call 

standing and select committees for reports on private bills. 
BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, PIERRE, DAK. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr, Speaker, to-morrow has been set apart for the con- 
sideration of bridge bills reported from the Committee on Commerce; I 
therefore ask at this time, by unanimous consent, to report a bridge 
bill, that it may be in condition to be considered to-morrow. 

‘There was no objection. A 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill H. R. 6683, a bill (H. R.7646) to authorize the con- 
struction and maintenance of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway 
Company across the Missouri River at Pierre, Dak.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 6683 was laid on the table. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, SEUL CHOIX POINT, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. TARSNEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 3492, a bill (H. R. 
7647) to establish a light-house at Seul Chiox Point, Michigan; which 
was read a first and-second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 3492 was laid on the table. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committec on Military as reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2170) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Seymour F. Arnold; which was laid on the table, and the acecompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

DR. W- LEIGH BURTON. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 2524) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents to tan 
extension of letters patent upon the application of Dr. W. Leigh Burton; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE EEPORTS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of Andrew W. Billings; and 

A bill (H. R. 3850) granting a pension to Gustay Schuffert. 

LARKIN G, MEAD. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5283) granting a pension to Larkin G. 
Mead; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ines Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
print 


ARETUS F. LOOMIS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R, 7018) granting a pension to 
pen F. Yasar f vae ey ogg Pope Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calendar, and, wi e accompanying r 
ordered to be printed. i ee 

MARY A. SHANNON. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R, 1766) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Shannon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 
laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1764) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Niebling; 

A bill (H. R. 1769) granting a pension to Frederick Seibold; 

A bill (H. R. 1761) granting a pension to Henry Keller; 

A bill ies R. 1759) granting a pension to Matilda Spangler; 

A bill (H. R. 1760) granting a pension to Eliza Startsman; and 

A bill (H, R. 1771) granting a pension to Mary C. Snodgrass. 

MARTIN JACKOBY. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4699) granting a pension 
to Martin Jackoby; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

DAVID L, M’DERMOTT, 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5435) granting a 
pension to David L. McDermott; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed, 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. SWOPE, fromthe Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3635) granting a 
pension to Mrs, Willie Armstrong, widow of John C, Armstrong, de- 
ceased, late of Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 
which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port printed. 

CHANGE ÒF REFERENCE, 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 6840) for 
the relief of Sarah Williams Very; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

JOSIE I. BABB. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to Josie 
H. Babb; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

PATRICK M'KEAN. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7329) granting a 
pension to Patrick McKean; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr, HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendation the bill tee R. 7088) granting a 
pension to James Anderson; which was ordered to be laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report printed. ` 

FERDINAND KOEHLER. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6770) granting a 
ion to Ferdinand Koehler; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
HENRY P. HAVENS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6780) 
granting a pension to Henry B. Havens; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. BOWLING. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6797) to 
place the name of Samuel W. Bowling on the pensiou-rolls; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. SWARTZ. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6725) 
ting a pension to William M. Swartz; which was referred to the 
Gommittes of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Inyalid Pensions 
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was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6779) 
granting a pension to Quincy A. Balch; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | P 


ported back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following 
titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the 
accompanying reports printed, namely: 


A bill (H. R. oat granting a pension to George W. Cox; 

A bill (H. R. 6765) granting a pension to Felix R. Buster; 

A bill (H. R. 6785) restoring William G. Buck to the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 6717) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah A. Love; 

A bill (H. R. 6767) for the relief of Mrs. Abigail Carnahan; 

A bill (H. R. 6796) to place the name of Wendelin Kramm on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill R. 4099) granting a pension to David C. Pugh; 

A bill (H. R. 67 granting a pension to William J. Lees; 

A bill (H. R. eit to increase the pension of Albert Long; 

A bill ir R. 4916) granting a pension to Westley H. Sherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 6723) for the relief of Eli W. Campbell; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 7072) granting a pension to William P. Applegate. 
MARY KILE. 

Mr, PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4145) granting a 
poison to Mary Kile; which was referred to the Committee of the 

hole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA MILLER. 


Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 813) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1297) authorizing the construction of a building for the 
accommodation of the Congressional Library. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back the bill 
(H. R. 7086) granting a pension to G. R. Turner, and moved that the 
committee be from the further consideration of the same, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ALLEN P. JACOBS. 

Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 5622) granting a pension to Allen P. 
Jacobs; which was refe to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with theamendments and accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MARY MURPHY. 

Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 4730) for the relief of Mary Murphy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1445) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN HOW. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 1353, a bill (H. R. 7648) for the relief of the 
estate of the late John How, Indian agent, and his sureties; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

House bill 1353 was laid on the table. 

GOTTLIEB GROEZINGER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 

ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3863) for 
the relief of Gottlieb Groezinger; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ASSIGNEES OF ADDISON C. FLETCHER, 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a substi- 
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tute for H. R.3145, a bill (H. R. 7649) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk 


and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Taras Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to. be 
rinted. 
House bill 3145 was laid on the table. 
PETER MARCK AND OTHERS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6203) for the relief of 
Peter Marck, Thomas J. Wright, administrator, and others; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. BURTON. 


Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 6705) for the relief of Joseph B. Bur- 
ton; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2001) to authorize the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of 
Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it 
under allotments made by soldiers from said county during the late re- 
bellion by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled “An act 
to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws 
and protecting public property,’’ approved July 22, 1861; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, Petir the amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN RAMSEY. 

Mr. LYMAN. Some time ago the bill (H. R. 6156) for the relief of 
John Ramsey was reported adversely by the Committee on War Claims, 
and was laid upon thetable. The friends of the bill desire that it shall 
be placed upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. [If there be no objection the bill indicated by the 
gentleman from Iowa will be taken from the table and placed on the 
Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent to offer a res- 
olution for reference. 

Mr. BEACH. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I was not in my seat when the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was called, and therefore I ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit a report from that committee. 

‘There was no objection. 

J. G. FLOURNOY. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill H. R. 7303, a bill (H. R. 7650) to remove the - 
political disabilities of J. G. Flournoy, of Mississippi; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

House bill 7303 was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report 
the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 37) to change the rank of an officer on the retired-list 
of the Army. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs has been unexpectedly called away. I therefore 
request that that bill be laid over until next Friday, when he can be 


resent. 

p The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid over informally, retaining 
its place on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would state that I make this request because 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs is absent. 

Mr. PRICE. That does not make any difference. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the consideration of the bill now, Mr. 
Chairman, so it may go over under the rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the status of this 
bill correctly it is not ina condition where the gentleman’s objection 
can avail. When the bill was last under consideration the committee 


3330 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 9, 


voted on the question, and, no quorum having voted, that fact was re- 
to the House, and pending further consideration the House ad- 
journed. I think the proper action now would be to resume the con- 
sideration of the bill where it was left off, and one objection can not 
prevent that. If it is a matter of accommodation to the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs I am willing that the bill shall go 
over, but not with the understanding that it shall occupy any other 
than its regular position on the Calendar. i 

The CHAIRMAN. On Friday two weeks ago when the committee 
rose and reported the bill to the House it was upon the question, 
Shall the bill be laid aside and be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do not pass? 

Upon that question no quorum having voted the fact was reported 
to the House. 3 

Pending that the House adjourned. 

The question now is, Shall the bill be laid aside and reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it be laid upon the table? 

The question being taken, the chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call fora division. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question again. The 
question now is, Shall this bill be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it be laid on the table? 

Mr. WHEELER. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and it is so ordered. 


EMMA H. FISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill(H. R. 1185) 
for the relief of Emma H. Fish; reported from the Committee on War 
Claims with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c, tried ciate nko f of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized to pay to Emma H. Fish, widow of Arthur H. Fish, late of Company H, 
Mich Infantry Volunteers, the pay and allowances of a second lieu- 


from November 28, 
commen acting as a first and the pay and allowances of a 
first lieutenant of infantry from thesaid until June 9, 1866, deducting there- 


from the pay he received as a first sergeant of infantry. 

The report (by Mr. LYMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1185) for 
the relief of Emma H. Fish, submit the following report: 

‘The petition and evidence in this case show that H. Fish is the widow 
of ur H. Fish, who enlisted as a private in Com y H, Third Michigan 
Infantry Volunteers, on the 26th of A’ 1864, for three years or during the 
war, was promoted to first sergeant of said company June 15, 1865, and while 
serving in the latter capacity was recommended for promotion to vacancy 
of second lieutenant in said Sarent, was assigned to duty, and actually per- 
formed the duties of that pon said company from about the 28th of Novem- 
u; ring ye final d of the said regiment at Detroit, Mich., on the 

The said Arthur H. Fish was duly commissioned by his exgellency the gov- 
ernor of Michigan, under date of January 2, 1866, as a“ second lieutenant in the 
Third Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers, to rank as such from the 28th 
day of November, 1865,” and again, under date of June 12, 1866, as a “first lieu- 
tenant” in the said regiment, “to rank as such from the l4th day of June, 1895." 

The said Arthur H. Fish was never mustered in or paid as an officer, although 
the positions filled by him were actually vacant when he was performing the 
duties of second lieutenant of said regiment. Your committee therefore agree 
that his widow should be paid the payand allowances of a second lieutenant of 
infantry from the 28th of November, 1865, to the 9th of June, 1366, less the sums 

d to the said Arthur H. Fish as se t of Company H, Third Mic! In- 

try Volunteers. Your committee donot find that he everactually performed 
the duties of a first lieutenant. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of the bill with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out all of lines 8 and 9 thereof, and all of line 10 to 
and including the word “said.” 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. STEELE.. Iobject. There is nothing in the report to show that 
the company in which this gentleman acted as an officer was above the 
minimum number, and, if it was not above the minimum number, he 
was commissioned in violation of law and had no right at all to the 
commission. To pass such a bill would be setting a precedent which 
would allow claims to be made against the Government to the amount 
of many millions of dollars, and Congress has repeatedly refused to 
pass upon such claims. I object to this bill because it will be used as 
a precedent to show that we are willing to pay men who may have per- 
formed the duties of officers without being commissioned or under 
commissions issued in violation of law. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, this company was entitled to two com- 
missioned officers, and at the time that Mr. Fish acted as an officer it 
had but two. There was a captain, who was absent on detached duty, 
and the company was really in charge of this officer. The company was 
entitled to two commissioned officers, and it had only two including Mr. 
Fish, and he actually performed the duties of the office, so that the pas- 
sage of this bill will not set any precedent contrary to what is author- 
ized by law. 

Mr. STEELE. If there was no first lieutenant, why was not this 
officer commissioned as a first lieutenant, as he might lawfully have 
been ? 

Mr. LYMAN. I do not know why he was not. I only know the 
record shows that he was commissioned as a second lieutenant and 


afterward as a first lieutenant; but I think the latter was a compli- 


mentary commission, so to speak, for it was issued the day after the 
regiment was mustered out of service. Why he was not commissioned 
as a first lieutenant in the first instance I know not; but he was com- 
missioned a second lieutenant. 

Mr. STEELE. Was he not commissioned a second lieutenant be- 
cause there was no vacancy in the rank of first lieutenant? 

Mr. LYMAN, There was a vacancy. 

Mr. STEELE. Where does the gentleman get that information ? 

Mr. LYMAN. From the War Department. 

Mr. STEELE. At any rate he was serving under a commission not 
authorized by law. 

Mr. LYMAN. I do not understand what foundation the gentleman 
has for making that assertion. y 

Mr. STEELE. Thelaw provides that regiments below the minimum 
shall not have a colonel, and that companies below the minimum shall 
be deprived of a second lieutenant. ‘That law went into effect June 
20, 1863. This officer was commissioned in 1865, after the war was 
over. 

Mr. LYMAN. If my understanding is correct no organized company 
was ever in such a situation that it was not entitled to two commis- 
sioned officers. 

Mr. STEELE. But the law provides that those shall be a captain 
and first lientenant, and that the company when below the minimum 
shall be deprived of a second lieutenant. 

The question being taken on the motion that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, it 
was agreed to; there being—ayes 49, noes 15. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4840) 
to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. HALSELL. Mr. i when this bill was reached on the 
Calendar two weeks ago I stated that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims was maturing a general bill on this subject, and at that time 
this and several other bills of similar character were at my request 
laid aside informally. I desire now to state that the committee, after 
full consideration, has perfected that bill, and it has been re to 
the House. On account of the great importance of settling these land 
titles we hope for the early consideration of the measure. In view of 
this fact I ask that this and three other bills of like character may be 
laid aside informally, retaining their on the Calendar. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

FERRY ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1280) 
to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and maintain a fi across the 
Missouri River at the military reservation of Fort Buford, ota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That Frank W. Hunt, his heirs or assigns, be, and they are _ 


hereby, authorized toerect and maintain a ferry, either by wire, cable, or steam, 
across the Missouri River, at the military reservation of Fort Buford, Dakota 
Territory, for a period of fifteen years. 

Sec. 2. That the rates of toll across said ferry shall be fixed or established from 
year to year by the Secretary of War. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

Before the word “‘ years,” at the end of the first section, strike out “ fifteen” 
and insert “ten.” 

Add the following as a new section: z 


Sec, 3. That while this charter is in existence no toll or charge shall be made 
for crossing the United States mail over said férry ; ane gases of crossing the 
Missouri River to establish this ferry shall be determined upon under the au- 
thority of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SPRINGER. | I-ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 

The 


apr pve areuna rent gy ge nano “od paani ae MoN a ge ytd 
That it appears that a ferry e reservation is necessary, an e 
committee recommend that the bill be amended as follows, and as so amended 
itdo , namely: Thatthe word “ fifteen,” whereit occurs in the seventh line, 

en out and the word “ten” be inserted in lieu thereof, and that the fol- 


bill: 
is in existence no toll or 


“ That while charge shall be made for 
crossing the United States mail over said ferry. That the point of crossing the 
Missouri River to establish this ferry shall be determined upon under the au- 
thority of the Secretary of War.” 


The with amendments, meets the approval of the War Depart- 
ment, an y the report of the Military Committee, No. 527, Forty-eighth 
Congress, first session, House bill 3263, which report is hereunto annexed : 


[House Report No. 527, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs aby mannen submit the following report: 
That it appears that a ferry at the military reservation is necessary, and the 
bill peake h ta drawn and meets the approval of the War Department. The 
committee therefore report the bill to the House with recommendation that it 


do 

The letter of the Secretary of War is made part of this report. 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 23, 1884. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 6th in- 
stant, inclosing forthe views of this t thereon H. R. $263, Forty-eighth 
Congress, first session, a bill to authorize Frank W. Hunt to crect and maintain 
a ferry across the Missouri River at the m: reservation of Fort Buford, 
Dakota Territory, and also H. R. 3264, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, a 
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bill to authorize Frank W. Hunt to mine and sell coal upon the military reser- 
vation of Fort Buford, Dakota Territory. 

In reply I beg to inform you that the matter was referred to the Lieutenant- 
General of the Army, who reports his approval of H. R. 3263, to authorize the 
establishment of a ferry agross the Missouri River at Fort Buferd, and his dis- 
approval of H, R. 3264, 

The views of the Lieutenant-General are concurred in by this Department. 


Very respectfully, your obedient 
gd ae ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 
ce on ver pf onc A of Committee on Military Affairs, 
tatrman 0j on 
House of ee iaie 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee by adding the following as an additional section: 


SEC. 4. Thisact may be amended or repealed at any time. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I do not exactly see the propriety 
of granting an exclusive ferry privilege for ten years, as provided by 
this bill. The granting of such privileges is contrary to public policy, 
and if ever granted the grant should be accompanied with such a pro- 
vision as I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. . 

s» Mr. WAKEFIELD. I will say to the gentleman from Ilinois that 
I think there is no objection to his amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. SPRINGER to the amendment of the commit- 
tee was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move to further amend the amendment: of 
the committee by striking out the word ‘‘ten’’ and inserting ‘‘five,’’ 
so that this ferry privilege shall be granted for five yearsonly. I think 
this is a long enough term for the grant of such a privilege to any per- 
son or corporation. It is an exclusive privilege, a monopoly; and it 
seems to me the shorter the time for which it is granted the better it 
will be. The grant can be renewed at the end of five years, if neces- 
sary. I insist that an amendment of this kind is proper. This ferry 
is to be established, as I understand, at some military reservation in 
Dakota Territory. Before ten years have elapsed there may be a large 
city there; so that the exclusive right to run a ferry may become a 
franchise of great value. I respectfully submit that a term of five 
years for this privi is certainly long enough. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, If that should happen the amendment 
puts it in the power of Congress entirely to repeal the act. Then where 
is the necessity of limiting it to a period of five years? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to give the right to the people, after five 
years’ duration, to have this franchise cease, and not impose upon them 
the necessity of coming here to ask for its repeal. This military post 
may be abandoned in a few years. We are changing the location of 
our troops constantly. If it is abandoned this may become subject to 
actual settlement and cities may grow up there, railroads may desire 
to cross in that locality and to build a bridge, and this corporation, 
or this individual, or whoever may own the franchise at that-place, by 
reason of the exclusive privilege given by Congress in this bill, may 
stand in the way of that public necessity being satisfied. Therefore 
I shall insist on my amendment, striking out ‘‘ten years,” fixed as the 
term in the amendment of the committee, and inserting in lieu thereof 
‘‘ five years” as the period during which this exclusive ferry privilege 
shall be granted under the pending bill. 

Mr. STEELE. The bill provides the right granted by the bill may 
be annulled at any time Congress may direct. And that, in my judg- 
ment, accomplishes everything the gentleman desires to accomplish by 
his amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we had better reserve, as far as possible, 
all these rights to the people, so that if there be a necessity to renew 
this grant itcan be done by act of Congress, and not compel the people to 
come here to repeal the act when the franchise has become an obstacle 
in the way of settlement. I therefore insist upon my amendment to 
the amendment. 3 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the amendment 
reported by the committee reaches all that can be accomplished by the 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. If this reservation is abandoned as a military post, and a 
large city should spring up there, then Congress has the power, under 
the amendment, to amend or repeal the act. 

At the present time the land on both sides of the Missouri River, 
where Fort Buford is located, belongs to the military reservation. 
There is not a white settler, except those who belong tothe reservation, 
within 16 miles of the fort. The Yellowstone River, which empties 
into the Missouri at Fort Buford, has some settlements, but those set- 
tiers are 16 miles from that fort. So long as Fort Buford occupies that 
land there would be no number of white settlers there. 

This ferry is asked for by the military stationed at Fort Buford. 
They desire this ferry for theiraccommodation. They desire this man 
shall run it. Itis for theiraeccommodation and for the accommodation 
of the Government, and I can not see any good reason why the House 
should refuse to grant it just as itis proposed by the committee. 

Mr. STEELE. It is of so little value it is with difficulty they can 
get a man to agree to run the ferry. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. Yes, that isso. It can be operated for only 
seven or eight months in the year. The season begins about the 15th 


of April and ends about the 15th of October. The season, therefore, is 
a short one in which the ferry can be operated. 

The object claimed by the gentleman from Ilinois, in my judgment, 
is reached by the first amendment, that is to give Congress the right 
at any time to amend or repeal this act. I hope the last amendment, 
therefore, will not prevail. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The cost of bringing material to run this ferry 
can not be very great; the expenditure will not be large; and within 
the period of five years the exclusive privilege of running the ferry 
which is granted will be long enough to indemnify this man for his 
outlay. All that will be necessary will be to supply himself with a 
movable boat and ropes to make tl:+ crossing. They can be taken there 
and removed at any time on slight notice. 

Mr. STEELE. This is to be a steam-ferry. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Then he can get away all the sooner; and if nec- 
essary he can run upstream and locate the ferry somewhere else, Five 
years is a term long enough to give for this exclusive privilege. Ten 
years from now, it may be, the whole military reservation may be aban- 
doned and a city built where it is now. This franchise may then be- 
come one of great value. We all know when a franchise is once given 
to a corporation how difficult it is for the people to secure its revocation. 
While we have the power in our hands let us limit this exclusive privi- 
lege to the shortest possible period necessary. If at the end of five years 
we find it proper to continue the privilege, it will be easy for Congress 
to do so. And if at the end of five years the people desire that it shall 
cease, that can be done without trouble by the expiration of the lim- 
itation in the act itself. I insist on my amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 56. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point oforder being made of no quorum, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. WOODBURN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 40, 
noes 81. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not insist further on the point of order, as 
it seems to me the disposition of the House is to grant a longer period 
than five years. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The committee’s amendment was then agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS F. PUBNELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2397) for 
the relief of Thomas F. Purnell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, re- 

uired to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 

homas F. Purnell, of Austin, Tex., the sum of $1,000, in full reimbursement of 
that amount paid by said Purnell on the 15th of April, 1875, as United States 
marshal for the western district of Texas, for the arrest of Peter McCartnoy, by 
order of J. L. Duckworth and L. B. Whitney, special agents of the Treasury 
Department. = 

Mr. LANHAM. This bill provides for the reimbursement to the 

marshal for the western district of Texas of the sum paid by him asa 
reward for the capture of a party indicted for the passing of counter- . 
feit money. The bill was reported favorably by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee at the last Congress, and has been reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Claims at this. If there be no opposition I move it be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALEXANDER SMILEY. e 
The next R sates on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 221) for 
the relief of Alexander Smiley. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is hereby au- 
thorized and required to remit the amountof $660.94 assessed Alexander 
Smiley, rietor of Sery o 2, in the county of ppi and State of 
Missouri: , That hes be satisfied that said Smiley has fully paid to 
the Government all taxes due for spirits actually made by his distillery from the 
Ist day of February to the 23d day of April, 1875. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this case was reported 
favorably by the Committee on Ways and Means of this House in the 
Forty-sixth Congress for $874.34. In the Forty-seventh Congress it 
was favorably reported by the Senate Committee and passed the Sen- 
ate, but failed to be reached for action in the House. In the Forty- 
eighth Congress again it passed the Senate, but failed of in the 
House forthe amount recommended by the Committee on Claims—that 
is to say, $660.94. 

This, I will state, is in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and I move, therefore, that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. FANNY 8. CONWAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 914) 
for the relief of Mrs. Fanny 8. Conway. 
The bill is as follows: 
be, and is hereby, directed 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Tri 
to pay to Mrs. Fanny 8. Coawan widow of Dr. Ed. Conway, lost in the Gram- 
pus in 1843, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $700, being the amount due and unpaid her under act mgress. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: 


In line7, strike out “seven hundred” and insert “ two hundred and seventy.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill is now reported by the Committee on 
Claims, and was favorably reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
in the Forty-sixth and also in the Forty-seventh Congress. It wasin- 
troduced by the gentlemen from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], to whom I 
yield so much time as he may desire. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr, Chairman, unless there be some one who wishes 
a further explanation of the bill, I will move that it be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by the committee. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN FRASER: 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1982) 
for the relief of John Fraser. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $914.20 be, and the same hereby is, appro- 
priated, yo of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for pay- 
ment in full to John Fraser for services as acting Supervising Architect of the 
‘Treasury during 1878 and 1879. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill, Mr. Chairman, is favorably reported 
at this session of Congress from the Committee on Claims unanimously; 
it was also favorably reported from the Committee on Claims in the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and also by the Senate Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds in the same Congress. Unless some question 
be raised I move that it be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommedation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report in this case had better be read. 

The report (by Mr. BUCHANAN) was read, as follows: 


This bill was favorably reported from the Committee on Claims of the Forty- 
seventh conira (first session, Report No, 1723), and also from the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds (Forty-seventh Cango first session, 
Report 191). For the reasons set forth in said report, which your committee 
adopt as their own, they recommend the passage of the bill. 

The following is the report: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5680) for the 
relief of John Fraser, have considered the same, and respectfully report : 

The Committee on Public Loar and Grounds of the Senate (Forty-sev- 
enth Congress, first session, ag 191), made the following report in this case: 

That on December 5,1878, Mr. James G. Hill, Supervising Architect of the 
Siren A Department, was suspended from office by the following Department 

etter : 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., December 5, 1878. 

Sır: In view of the indictment pending against you in the circuit court of the 
United States, in Chi: , of which you have given me verbal notice, I am di- 
rected by the President to suspend pin from this date from the execution of 
your official duties until after the trial, 

Very respectfully, q 


James G. HILL, Esq., 
Supervising Architect, 


On the same day Mr. John Ffaser, who was at that time employed as super- 
intendent of the constructi and Prin build DR; 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


ion of Bureau of Engravin; 
was to assume the duties of the office during the suspension of Mr. H 
by the following letter: . 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE paren eng 
Washington, D. C., 5, L 


Sm: You are hereby directed to take charge of the office, and form the 


Sutas, of Supervising Architect during the suspension of Mr. J. G. Hill from 
uty. 
Very respectfully. 
i ’ JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary, 
Mr. Jons 


FRASER, 
Superintendent of Construction of the new Buildi: 
Jor the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


On May 22, 1879, Mr. Hill was directed to resume the duties of Supervising 
Architect by the following letter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. Ç., May 22, 1879. 
SIR: Harig been acquitted on the indictment found a you in the circuit 
court of the United States for the northern district of Illinois, you will resume 
your duties as Su; ing Architect of this Department, from which office you 
were suspended ber 5 last. 
Iam, very respectfully, 
Mr, Jawes G, Hiti, ` 


Mr. Hill received his pay in full from December 1, 1878, to May 31, 1879, namely, 
which period covered the time of his suspension. 
Mr. Fraser was paid as superintendent of construction, while acting as Super- 
ber Krpan December 6, 1878, to May 22, 1879, a period of fiye months 
and sixteen days, $1,344, being at the rate of $8 per diem, 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


Your committee are of opinion that Mr. Fraser is entitled to additional com- 

nsation to the amount of the difference between the appropriated of 

upervising Architect and the pay he received as superintendent of constru m 
a 


of the Bureau of Engrav' Printing panang, from December 1, 1878, to 
May 5, 1879, and report a substitute for the bill, and recommend the passage of 
the substitute as reported. y 


This committee adopt said report as their own, and therefore report back the 
accompanying bill, and recommend that the same do pass, with an amendment 
for the payment to said Fraser of the sum of $914.20. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not able to say what has been 
the more recent practice in to this class of claims, but in former 
years it was held that where an officer in one of the De ents was 
assigned to the performance of a temporary duty, of the chief of a bu- 
reau or the head of a Department, such an assignment was not to be 
followed by an increase of his salary from the lower to the higher posi- 
tion whose duties he was performing. Itis a matter of frequent occur- 
rence in the administration of the affairs of a Department or a bureau 
that some subordinate officer is frequently called upon to fill the duties 
of the higher position. I can remember one particular instance of a 
gentleman who for many years had a bill pending—a gentleman who 
was subsequently Secretary of the Senate—who had a bill introduced 
into the Senate, which-was a number of times, paying him for 
services rendered as Secretary of State, he being at the time assistant 
Secretary. It was considered by both Houses for several years; but 
finally it was held that it was not the policy of the Government, where 
an officer was simply assigned to a temporary duty, to pay him the in- 
creased salary. If the practice in this regard in more recent years has 
been otherwise I am not aware of it; but if it has been reversed it does 
not seem to be a proper policy as a general thing. 

In this particular instance, which we are now called to consider, the 
two positions named here are about of the same importance to the Gov- 
ernment, and involve practically the same degree of capacity and in- 
telligence to perform the duties well. This will be found frequently 
the case where these assignments are made, and it hardly seems 
policy, where there may be such temporary assignment, that there 
should be a payment to the chief of the burean or Department of the 
whole salary, and at the same time some subordinate officer should be 
paid the same amount.for temporarily performing the duties. I have 
no doubt, however, that the gentleman from New Jersey has consid- 
ered the subject carefully, and what has been the policy in more recent 
years, as to whether such claims are properly to be paid. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The committee sounderstood it; and, Mr, Chair- 
man, as I remarked, this bill was favorably reported from the Commit- 
tee on Claims in the Forty-seventh Congress and from the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the same Congress. It 
comes here now unanimously reported from the Committee on Claims 
of the present Congress, and it presents simply a question of paying 
this gentleman for the services which he rendered at the rate at which 
the law rates these services. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask my friend from New Jersey a 
question. The present assistant Secretary of the Treasury has to per- 
form the duties of the Secretary of the Treasury. Is vd Renae to pay 
him the salary of the Secretary of the Treasury? I believe the Attor- 
ney-General has been sick for some time, and his colaborers have per- 
formed the duties of that office. Is it proposed to pay them the salary 
of the Attorney-General? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This is a very different case. They. are simply 
temporary assignments, temporary in character and time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was this anything but a temporary assignment ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ifthe gentleman wi! hold his impatience until 
I get through he will understand the question. 

Mr, McMILLIN. I will, with much pleasure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This gentleman discharged these duties from 
the 1st of December, 1878, continuing until the 5th day of May, 1879, a 
period of over five months. The ent was temporary in the first 

Jace; it was understood when it was made that it would be temporary. 
Bat the trial of the principal at Chicago was delayed beyond bansa 
expectation; and this man continued at this post for the five months 
and rendered the service. The Government has had the benefitof his 
services, and in all honesty ought to pay for them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, the gentleman from New Jersey having 
made his statement, I ask him what there is in this case which prevents 
the employment {rom being considered temporary? Iseenothing which 
distinguishes it from a temporary assignment oremployment. It was 
for five months, but only for five months. ~ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘The assignment was io Riel in character but 
not temporary as to time. It continued for such a length of time that 
the cases the gentleman from Tennessee speaks of are not precedents. 
This is nota case where a man takes a position for a few days and sim- 
ply performs after a perfunctory manner or in a mechanical way the 
duties which have already been outlined for him. But this was a re- 
sponsible position; the principal was suspended while awaiting his 
trial, and this man was compelled to have entire charge of that division 
and retain the charge of it for nearly half a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from New Jersey says this assign- 
ment was temporary in character, but not temporary in time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I made useof that expression to express in a few 
words my meaning. I hope that has not become a crime upon this 
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floor. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question being taken on Mr. BUCHANAN’S motion, the chair- 
man stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 21. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask for tellers, a quorum not having voted. 

The CHAIRMAN, A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN, 
and the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. BUCHANAN. 

oa ere again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, 
noes 40, 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was agreed to. 


H. H. FAULKNER AND MARY WOODLEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2357) 
for the relief of H. H. Faulkner and Mary Woodlee; reported by the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £e., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury of the 
United States pay to H. H. Faulkner, of McMinnville, Tenn., the sum of $120.60, 
the amount paid by him for three internal-revenue stamps in January, 1882, with 
interest thereon, said stamps having been purchased to be placed upon 3 bar- 
rels of apple brandy purchased by the said H. H. Faulkner from Mary Woodlee, 
and brandy being seized by a revenue officer before said stamps were 


attached to the es. 
Bec, 2. That y likewise pay to Mary Woodlee, of Grundy County, Tennes- 
see, the sum of $81.33, the net proceeds of the 3 barrels of brandy she had sold 
H. H. Faulkner, but which were Sized, condemned, and sold unlawfully by a 


to 

United States revenue officer, and before delivered to said Faulkner. 
Mr. NEAL. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. NEAL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2357) for the 
relief of H. H. Faulkner and Mary Woodlee, have considered the same, and re- 
spectfully pe go 

The files of the House of Representatives show that this claim was investi- 
ee and rted favorably by tlle Committee on Claims of the Forty-eighth 

e report mentioned embodies a statement of the facts as disclosed 
by roof on file, and is as follows: 

The 9 siete rer on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 4914) for the 
relief of H. H. Faulkner and Mary Woodlee, having had the samo under consid- 
eration, respectfully report: 

“That during the year 1882 the said H. H. Faulkner was engaged as a whole- 
sale a ESV dealer in McMinnville, Tenn. ; that as such he purchased of the said 
Mary Woodlee, who was a resident óf Grundy County, Tennessee, 3 barrels 
of apple brandy, which she had had distilled from fruit belonging to her and 
Meena ae cane Wotan eras tata iment on eae: 

mnessee, for w. e was to pay her the price upon; that said Faulk- 
ner sent to Nashville and purchased of W. x Woodcock, collector of internal 
revenue, three stamps to be nines upon said brandy, for which he paid $120.60; 
that upon the receipt of said stamps said Faulkner sent his team with said 
stamps to be placed upon said brandy, and to bring the same to his warehouse 
in McMinnville. Upon his team reaching the distillery it was found that one 
James M. Davis, a deputy collector, had on that day seized the distillery of said 
Woodlee & Cathcart, together with 10 barrels of brandy belo: ing to them, 
and also the 3 barrels purchased by Faulkner from Mrs. Woodlee, and took 
the same away. The said Faulkner immediately forwarded his stamps pur- 
chased as aforesaid to his Representative in Congress, to see if the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue would not refund his money. 

ra mor Woodlee was a poor, uneducated widow, living 18 miles in the coun- 
try; did not know what to do. Inthe mean time the thirty days allowed by 
law for her or Faulkner to lay claim to said 3 barrels brandy expired, and said 

y was sold by the collector at $1.65 per gallon, and the proceeds held in 
the United States district court until the termination of the suit inst the dis- 
tillers, Woodlee & Cathcart. Woodlee & Cathcart, or Greer Woodlee, one of said 
tirm, contested said seizure and sale in the United States district court at Chat- 
tan when, upon a trial, the court decided that the 10 barrels of brandy and 
all pro) y seized by said deputy collector was wrongfully seized, and 
decreed that the property should be restored to said distillers,and that as said 
- brandy, when all sold, had brought $352.26, after paying taxes on the same, the 

court also decreed that said distillers should be paid ten-thirteenths of said sum, 
amounting to $271.27, leaving for Mrs. Woodlee’s 3 barrels $81.38, which the 
court declared forfeited, while Faulkner and she were trying to get their money 
refunded during the pendency of said suit,and directed that all of the costs of 
the suit and seizure should be paid out of the proceeds of said 3 barrels, and 
the balance paid into the Treasury, which was done. 

“ The affidavit of J. E. Jones, United States gauger, is on file that he gauged 
and marked said 3 barrels of brandy for Faulkner and Mrs. Woodlee, and 
marked them as required by law, and as there was no effort to deceive or de- 
fraud an one aud as the court decided the seizure was illegal and void, and as 
neither the said H., H. Faulkner nor Mary Woodlee were in any manner to 
blame or responsible for said seizure, and the proof shows that the brandy was 


made for Mrs. Woodlee out of apples furnished by her, and all the taxes paid 
out of the proceeds, your committee are of opinion that she should be ie the 
roceeds of her to wit, $81.38, and 


pi 8 barrels of brandy, after paying the tax, 
that H. H. Faulkner should be d for said stamps, which are filed with the 
pean in this case, $120.60, and they therefore recommend the passage of said 


Your committee adopt said reportas its own, concur in the conclusions therein 
Ry ressed, and report the bill back to the House with the recommendation that 
o pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5194) 
directing the Quartermaster-General to'settle with the McMinnville and 
Manchester Railroad, and for other purposes; reported by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the arene General of the United States Army 
be authorized; and he is here by directed, to settle and adjust the Claims of the 
McMinnville and Manchester lroad Com: jaws the United States for 
iron, chairs, spikes, and switches, upon the beaks of estimates furnished by A. 


Hibard, engineer of repairs, under orders of Maj. Gen, George H. Thomas, com- 


manding department, da July 18, 1865, taken and used by the United States 
Army, the items thereof being: for railroad iron, $231,880; for chairs, $7,200; 
for spikes, $6,300, and for switches, $1,500, making a total of $246,880, which sam 
shall be allowed said company in making such settlement. 

Src. 2. That from the value of the property thus taken and used,which is hereby 
declared to be said sum of $246,880, the Quartermaster-General will deduct the 
amount now due and owing to the UnitedStates by the McMinnville and 
chester Railroad Company, which is evidenced by a judgment in the United 
States circuit court at Nashville, Tenn. 

Sec. 3. That any balance thus found to be due said McMinnville and Manches- 
ter Railroad Com y shall be paid tothe McMinnville and Manchester Railroad 
Company, or their succesosrs, the Nashville, Chattanooga and Saint Louis Rail- 
way, in the bonds of indebtedness of the latter com y held by the United 
States for material purchased of the United States since the close of the war, 
and said judgment shall ther€upon be satisfied of record. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation; but I am ready 
to make any explanation, if it is desired. s 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. There will be opposition to that bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it notbe as well to have the report read ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to the report being read. 
It is short. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred bill H, R. 2340, having 
considered the same, beg leave to submit the following report: 

The whole matter was brought before the House in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
‘The bill H. R. 2727 was referred to the Judiciary Committee and was carefully 
considered, That committee, on February 18, 1885, submitted a favorable report 
upon same to the House, said report being No, 2612. 

The committee, having carefully considered the bill and all the records in the 
case furnished by the Secretary of War, have arrived at the same conclusion 
reached by the Judiciary Committee.as stated in said report. The committee, 
however, have directed that a new bill be presented which more clearly embod- 
ies the principles upon which they think the settlement should be made with 
said railroad company. This bill is herewith presented as a substitute for bill 
H. R.2340, and the committee recommend its e. The debt due to the 
United States from the McMinnville and Manchester road Company is now 
va dgment in the circuit court of the United States at Nashville, Tenn, 

or further report the committee beg leave to copy literally and submit as 
their own the report made as aforesaid by the Judiciary Committee of the House 
in the Forth-eighth Congress, in the words and res following: 

“This claim is not what is usually called a Southern war claim, but arises out 
of the following facts: 

“ During the war the iron upon 25} miles of the railroad belonging to the Me- 
Minnville and Manchester Railroad Mag yd in Tennessee, was taken up un- 
der an order issued by General George H. Thomas, and was used in re 
the tracks of the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad. This seizure and appro- 

riation of the iron were not acts of war or the destruction of rebel property, 
But the seizure was made and the iron appro’ ed by the Government under 
the act of Congress approved 31st January, L 

“After the war cl the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad praa pres 
made a claim against the Government for the value of the iron rem and 
fox the value of the properties destroyed in consequence of the removal of the 
iron. This application was referred by the Quartermaster-General to Major 
Stephens, general superintendent military railroads,and by him was referred 
to A. Hibard, engineer of repairs,to report at once the value of the iron and 
other property taken under the order. This officer made an estimate of the value 
of the property and returned it to the Quartermaster-General, who declined to 
pay the amount solely upon the ground that under the act of the 3ist January, 
1862, the value of the property should be assessed by a of officers ap- 
pointed by the President. No such board was ever appointed by the President, 
and other claims of similar character were adjusted and settled by the Quarter- 
maste eral. This will appear from letters addressed to Hon. G. G. Dibrell, 
s Z oono Soe are appended to this report and asked to be made a part 
of it. 

“It appears to your committee that the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad 
Company has purchased the McMinnville and Manchester road, and that the 
said company is largely indebted to the Government of the United States for 
railroad properties, including the iron taken from the McMinnville and Man- 
chester road, purchased after the war. It also aj that the McMinnville 
and Manchester Railroad Company is indebted to the United States for similar 
property purchased by it after the war, The bill provides that the Quarter- 
muster-General shall ascertain the value of the iron taken and used by the Goy- 
ernment as above stated, and shall deduct therefrom the amount due the Gov- 
ernment from said company, and shall pay the remainder to the company in 
the bonds of the Nashville and Chattanooga Company, which the Government 
holds forthe payment of the indebtedness due from said company. 

“ There can be no objection to this mode ofsettlement, as the Government owns 
these bonds and the McMinnville and Manchester Company is willing to receive 
them, The letter referred to is as follows: 


“War DEPARTMENT, 
‘t QUARTERMASTER-GEXNERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 21, 1885. 

“Sır: Ihave the honorto forward herewith a communication from Hon, G. G. 
Dibrell, M. C., of this date, inclosing a copy of H. R. 2727, Forty-eighth Congress, 
first session, and asking to be informed whether any settlements have been 
made with railroad companies of the South for property taken from said rail- 
roads or for use, such as the claim of the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad, 
in Tennessee. 

“The records of this office do not show the settlement of any such claim by 
payment in money. 

“It is observed, however, that in compromising the indebtedness of certain 
Southern railroad companies for material purchased of the United States at the 
close of the war, those which had presented claims of this character (for exam- 
ple, the East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia, and the Memphis and Little 

ock) agreed, in consideration of such compromise, under which the amounts 
of their indebtedness were reduced, to waive and release the United States from 
all singh Teea to pay for property taken by the United States from said railroads 
or for their use. 

“I zoro mmend por ‘ert Dae) We hee es refit rdingly. 

“ Very respectfu our o ent seryan' 
a * “S, B. HOLABIRD, 


he kines W a Quartermaster-General United States Army, 
“The Hon, SECRETARY oF WAn,’ 5 
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Wax Deranruenr, Washington City, January 26, 1895. 
Smr: Referring to aor letter of the 21st instant (to the Papan siege RM A 


inclosing a copy of H. R. 2727, Forty-ei a ee 
Quartermasters] x-General to settle settle with th = Gaeneuic on a Manchester 


Company, and for other purposes,” ae requesting Aerator as ene 
any settlements have been made with railroad companiesof the peony 
=e taken, or for such as the claim of the ee and Manchester l- 
road i as Tennessee, I havethe — to inclose herewi report upon the sub- 
%4 the Quartermaster-General, dated the 21st Toten. which it is believed 

ant afety euiuctlaliy eari paR t, 

ery y, your o! ent servan 

ROBERT T. Pima heepry 


Secretary of Var. 
Hon. G. G. DIBRELL, 


House of Representatives. 4 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This case was fully considered in the Forty- 
eighth Congress by the Committee on the Judiciary. The bill was re- 
ferred to that committee and considered by it under the order of the 
House} and a unanimous report was made by that committee in favor 
of the passage of the bill. » At this session of Congress the bill was again 
introduced and I asked to have it referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary again, but under the rules of the House it was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. That committee, by a subcommittee 
composed of the Bye ter from Iowa [Mr. Lyman], the gentleman 
from Kentucky [ STONE], and myself, made a careful examination 
of the facts involved in the question, and again by a committee of the 
House the bill was reported favorably. I know, sir, from my famil- 
iarity with the facts of the case that it is eminently right and proper 
the bill should pass. Ido not care to occupy the time of the commit- 
tee in discussing it further unless some gentleman opposes the bill. I 
therefore reserve my time. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It istrue, asthe gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] states, this bill has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. It is also true that certain members of that 
committee reserved the right to oppose the bill, if, upon looking into the 
record in the case, they thought that it was right for them to do so. 

This claim grows out of the railroad transactions in the South during 
the war. Itis aclaim upon the part of the McMinnville and Man- 
chester Railroad Company to collect for certain iron taken off their road 
and laid upon the Memphis and Chattanooga Railroad. I will be pleased 
if the gentleman from Tennessee will let me have the record in this 
casé. I ask him to send me over the papers, 

It appears this road is one of the captured roads of the South. It 
was captured during the war. I believe at the time of its capture it 
was taken as enemy’s property; and, if I am not mistaken, the record 
shows that by order of General then in command, the bridges 
and the water-tanks and the buildings upon the line of the road were 
destroyed as a matter of military necessity. 

Subsequently, the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad fell into the 
hands of the Government, and was being operated by the Government. 
The road needed repairs, and while the porun was holding the 
McMinnville and Manchester Railroad as they took 
up some iron from it with which to repair the No Na ville and Chatta- 
nooga road. They used the railroads until the close of the war. 

When the war closed the OAO were allowed to resume con- 
trol of their roads. This company m: een oe to have its road 
restored, and an order to that effect asedh s The report states that 
General Thomas ordered that the road should be estimated with a view 
of having it turned over. He ordered an estimate made, and I have 
no doubt that the estimate was made by a competent man; but it was 
an estimate not of the amount of pro taken from the company, 
but, as gentlemen will see by the order, an estimate of the amount it 
would cost to put the road in as good condition as it was in before. It 
was made with no view of binding the General Government, but merely 
as a matter of precaution, to find out how much it would take to put 
the road in that condition. When these people applied to the General 
Government to have the road turned over, the record shows that the 
Quartermaster’s Department refused to turn it over because the road 
was held as captured property, and not because the viewers were not 
appointed by the President. 

It is true they said they could not turn it over under the order, but 
both in the report of the quartermaster and in the order of General 


Thomas himself it is stated that the road was held as captured property, 


and the recommendation was made that the Government should not 
turn it over, because it was not held by virtueof thelaw. Now, then, 
when the Government refused to turn that road back these parties ap- 
plied to the Government to sell a certain amount of rolling stock. 
Under the law and under executive orders the Government did sell 
them $20,000 worth of rolling stock, but after they got it they were like 
a man who has a buggy without a horse, or a horse without a buggy— 
they had no railroad track upon which to run their rolling stock; so 
they applied to the Governa to sell them iron with which to lay a 
track, and the Government sold them $26,000 worth of iron for that 


purpose. 

The Government took an obligation from the McMinnville and Man- 
chester Railroad to pay that money within two years, with interest, and 
also an obligation that the road should carry the mails and should do 
whatever transportation of Government troops might be required with- 
out demanding pay; the amount of such service to be credited on this 
debt. It appears that prior to that time, away back when the road was 
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built, the State of Tennessee had loanéd its credit to the company to the 
amount of $750,000. 

After the company had repaired the road and put the iron upon it 
and the rolling stock which the Government had furnished, the State 
sought to foreclose its lien, and a controversy grew up. The road was 
sold, under a decree, to the Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company. 
They held it a while, and during the time they were holding it they 
utterly refused to carry out the contract made by the other company 
with the General Government. They refused to carry the mails upon 
the original contract, holding that they had purchased the road and 
were not bound by the contract made with the McMinnville and Man- 
chester Railroad Company, and the Government was compelled to em- 
ploy private parties to carry the mail upon the dirt road. The Gov- 
ernment then brought suit to foreclose its lien of $46,000, which at 
that time, with interest, amounted to $98,000. The record shows—I 
have been unable to find the judgment rendered in that case—but the 
record shows that the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company 
set up a claim for iron and spikes taken against the bonded contract. 
In other words, they sought to avoid the payment vai ee because 
the Government owed the corporation for 

Now, whether or not that offsct was adj maleated T le ak not tell, but 
the record shows that they set up that claim. We are to presume that 
it was adjudicated and found against the railroad company, from the 
simple fact that the judgment was rendered for the entireamount. If 
adjudicated in that transaction it should be res adjudicata, and if not 
adjudicated they could have adjudicated it. Judgment was rendered 
in favor of the United States, That judgment, amounting, principal 
and interest, to over $100,000, stands to-day unsatisfied. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will allow me to say it is admitted 
there is a claim due to the Government; and the effort here is not to 
avoid the payment of that claim, but to secure the allowance of a set- 
off for property which the Government obtained from this railroad com- 


pany. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I understand that the railroad com- 
pany now says to the Government, ‘‘If you will pay us $264,000, which 
you claim you do not owe, we will pay you the $100,000 which we ad- 
mit we do owe,™ I understand the proposition clearly. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I think the gentleman on closer examination will 
find that his statement is not sustained by the record. 

Mr. HOUK rose. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I would prefer that ea should 

postpone their questions till after I get through. I have had two or 
three very speeches spoiled by yielding for questions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUK. Did not General Thomas admit that the railroad com- 
pany was to be paid for the iron and other property taken and used by 
the United States? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. All ‘through this record it is claimed 
both by the War Department and by the Quartermaster-General that the 
Government held this road as captured property. 

Mr. HOUK rose. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. You gentlemen will have the chance 
to argue this question after I am through. 

. Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to make-a suggestion to the gentle- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
STON] yield? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will yield for one gentleman at a 
time. 


Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The fact appears in the record that General ` 


Thomas ordered an investigation into the value of this property seized 
by the Government, and that investigation was made; and further that 
he called upon his engineers in order to ascertain what, it would cost 
to put the road in the same condition in which the Government found 
= the rails having been taken up and carried off. That is the state of 

e case. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I admitted in my opening remarks 
that General Thomas did authorize the quartermaster to ascertain the 
value of this road; but I deny that the record discloses that General 
Thomas ever admitted that the Government owed this road a single 
dollar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘Then for what purpose was the ascertainment of 
the value of the road made? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I presume the object was the same in 
this as in numerous other cases where similar assessments were mzde. 
In many cases where a military board was ordered to assess private 
property there was never any intention of paying for it, the only object 
being to have the finding as a matter of evidence if the questionshould 
eyer come up. 

Now in order to satisfy my friends on the other side of this question 
let me read what General Thomas said : ë 

The attention of the honorable Secretary of War is respectfully invited to the 
opan as giving a complete statement of the indebtedness of the Southern rail- 

roads to the United States Government at this time and of the efforts of some of 
these co: Seamraig det here and defer payment, asunder recent instructions from 
the War ent the charge of the collection of those amounts is to be trans- 


ai as to the rriases pintas iaa -General at Washington, relieving me from 
bility. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. From what does the gentleman read ? 


1886. 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. From a copy of the letter of General | Then we will have a precedent, Mr. Chairman, of a very dangerous 
Thomas when he turned over this road from his control to that of the | character established. ‘This is making a new precedent, and a very 


Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the date? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. November 23, 1867. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was turned over in 1865. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Eighteen hundred and sixty-seven is 
the date. Hesays— - 


tion of the United States, 

A pe ined Sauron une mad of thom A A O aoaped the 
recognition of their claims has been as persisten! red and repudiated b; 
me, until the efforts, for want of success, have y been remitted.” 7 

This statementis signed by “‘George H. Tho: major-general com- 
manding ;” and it shows that he always to ize these 
claims. Yet gentlemen maintain that because he sent a man to make 
an estimate the Government is thereby conimitted to payment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that what he has read relates to claims for useand occupation.” There 

“is no claim here for use and occupation of the railroad. 

Mr: JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Thiswas a claim to have the road re- 
stored to the company that had onceownedit. Butif the Government 
held the road as captured property, what foundation could there be for 

ñ of that property? Youabandonany claim to recover for the 
tanks burned by General Rosecrans; you abandon any claim for the 
bridges burned by him; you abandon any claim for personal property 
destroyed by him; all this is abandoned in this report; yet because a 
few pounds of iron were taken up, it is claimed there is a right of re- 
covery. Ifthe Governmentis responsible for one it is responsible for all. 

This Chattanooga railroad at the same time bought a certain amount 
of rolling stock and iron for which payment was made in the bonds of 
the company, bearing interest at the rateof 7.3 percent. Thatdebtre- 
mains unpaid to-day. They have since bought this McMinnville and 
Manchester road, not from the corporation itself, but from a third party. 
And now, when this record shows that they have no rights in the mat- 
ter Tr so far as they assume to be the purchasers of the McMinn- 
ville Manchester road, they come in and ask that this $264,000 

shall be treated as a set-off upon the debt which they owe the General 
Government. 

Now, there is another fact which this record discloses. I want to 
call attention to the reasen why the Government held this road as capt- 
ured property. The record discloses the fact that these railroad cor- 
porations were the most active rebels in all that country; that these 
corporations furnished the means-of transporting the troops of the na- 
tional enemies. 

Mr. Chairman, how much of my time have I taken up? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied twenty-three min- 
utes of his hour. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I was making the point 
that this railroad corporation was one of the most efficient agents of the 
confederacy. Thisreportshowsit. All of these papers show that fact. 
Not only that they troops for the confederacy, but they 
used all their corporate power to assist the confederacy. Not only that, 
but they bankrupted the corporation itself by investing its surplus funds 
in confederate bonds. This shows that fact. Consequently, 
when the General Government took control of the road, what did it get? 
Jt merely got the houses and bridgeson it. It got the old iron and the 
other material which they could not take away. But every dollar of 
rolling-stock had followed the fortunes of the confederacy. Asanagent 
of the confederacy the General Government took possession of the road 
as captured pes as property taken from an enemy. 

Now, sir, 1 do not object to the passage of this bill so much because 
of the amountof money involvedinit. Ihold the General Government 
should be honest, and be as ready to pay $250,000 of just debt as $250. 
Lhope, therefore, when gentlemen on the otherside come to present their 
side of this question they will show why this railroad corporation, fol- 
lowing the fortunes of the confederacy, shall be paid for its lost property, 
ongside of that road shall be refused payment 


while the loyal citizen al 
for his property taken upon the ground of military necessity? 

You open up this doctrine that you are to pay these corporations, buf 
you are not to pay these privateindividuals. You thereby do injustice 
to the private individual. If they can show me any reason why acor- 
poration, with its thousands, has any better right to remu- 
neration than an individual whose all is wrapped up in the question, 
then I will concede the case; but there is nothing in this whole trans- 
action, from beginning to end, that shows anything of the kind. 

If we areto tear loose from every principle established by the Govern- 
ment, if we are to abandon every principle laid down by the Depart- 
ment, and go to paying for this captured property, then, sir, we have 
entered upon a field where we will havea great deal of lively litigation. 
(Laughter. ] 

If we are to establish that principle, then I want this House to say 
why it will refuse to pay the loyal man who joined his fortunes with 
the Union Army simply because it was an actof war. If you can make 
the distinction I want to see it made. 


dangerous one, without seeing where it isto drive us, Not long ago 
we passed a bill appropriating some $30,000 or $40,000 to some ladies 
living in Louisiana, merely because General Butler had written a fool- 
ish letter telling them their property should be protected from destruc- 
tion. It was conceded it was an isolated case, but now they come here 
and ask you to pay $264,000 simply because General Thomas ordered 
an estimate to be made. Pass this, then, as a precedent, and you must 
pay for every railroad corporation in the South. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, if we are to be liberal to anybody, we had 
better be liberal to the men who stood by the flag of the country, 
rather than to the men who admit they did all they could to aid the 
rebellion. 

That there may have been one or two loyal men in that corporation 
I will concede for the sake of ment; but its sympathies were with 
the South in the rebellion. itis now simply a scheme to legis- 
late not in the interests of the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad, 
but in the interest of the Memphis and Chattanooga Railroad, which 
bought it, and which is not onlyseeking to avoid paying the $90,000 to 
the McMinnville and Manchester road, but to get credit for $174,000 
of debt they owed and which the record does not show they paid. 

I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr, LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to occupy any great 
length of time in the discussion of the matter now before the commit- 
tee. I take a part in this discussion mainly because as a member of 
that committee I concurred in the report which has been made; and, 
as has beenannounced by the gentleman from Tennessee, I was a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee that made examination of this case prior to its 
being reported to and acted upon by the whole committee. 

I can see nothing in this case, Mr. Chairman, that calls for any- 
thing except a consideration of the mere business features now pre- 
sented for our action. There is nothing else in it; and, in order that 
the matter may be fully understood as to what this matter really is, we 
must, in the first place, understand exactly what question is presented 
and the case which we are trying. 

Now, it has been said, Mr. Chairman, and repeated, that this railroad 
property was taken as abandoned property under the abandoned prop- 
erty act. It has been said further that this was the property of rebels. 
Our Supreme Court has already settled that none of these acts—grant- 
ing for the moment that this railroad was taken possession of by the 
Federal Government in pursuance of the abandoned property act, grant- 
ing also for the moment that there was this attempt on the part of Gen- 
eral Thomas or General Rosecrans or whoever might have been then in 
command in Tennessee—yet the Supreme Court has said in the case of 
the Planters’ Bank against the Union Bank that these actsdo notapply 
to corporations; that is, the captured and abandoned property act, those 
measures of legislation providing for the seizure of property of absent 
enemies; that they did not apply to any persons but natural persons; 
in other words, they did not apply to artificial persons, to corporations; 
and it will not do, Mr. Chairman, to say that that railroad company 
was a rebel. The fact is, as I am informed by gentlemen whose infor- 
mation I believe to be correct and in whom I have full confidence, that 
the officers of this corporation were Union men. 

- Iam told that President Harrison, the president of the company, who 
was during the war its president and in which position he continued 
until his death, a few days ago, was always a Union man. At the time 
of his death I am told that he was the chairman of the Republican 
committee in the State of Tennessee. He has been an elector, as Iam 
informed, upon the Republican ticket in Tennessee, once at least, if not 
more than once, and I am reminded by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Houx] upon my left that he has been a member of this House, 
elected by the Republicans of the State of Tennessee. So that if we 
were called npon to consider this question at all in the disposition of 
this matter, I think we may say that this railroad was a Union band. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And let me also add to what the gentleman has 
said that he was not only all that, but he was chancellor and supreme 
judge of Tennessee. : 

Mr. LYMAN. All of which evidence is cumulative to show that the 
railroad was upon the side of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa 
if the record shows that fact? 

Mr. LYMAN. Ido not know whether it shows it or not—— 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LYMAN. I leave that question to be answered by gentlemen 
more familiar than myself, but I am told the record does show it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this, as I have said, is a mere*matter of busi- 
ness, in which this Government is interested, in which there is a ques- 
tion of settlement of accounts between the Government and the Me- 
Minnville Railroad Company. I have said this was not taken 
under the abandoned-property act. It was not taken as the property 
ofan absent enemy. It was taken under the act of Congress passed on 
the 31st day of January, 1862, and I will ask the Clerk to read the first 
and third sections of this act. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States, when in his judg- 
ment the public safety may require it, be,and he is hereby, duthorized to take 
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possession of any or all the tele; 


ph lines in the United States, their offices and 
appurtenances ; to take on of any or all the railroad lines in the United 
States, their rolling stock, their offices, shops, buildings, and all their append- 
ages and appurtenances; to prescribe rules and regulations for the holding, 
using, and maintaining of the aforesaid telegraph and railroad lines and to ex- 
tend, repair, and complete the same in the manner most conducive to the safety 
and interest of the Government; to place under military control all the officers, 
agents, and bang! ber belonging to the telegraph and railroad lines thus taken 

ion of by the President so that they shall be considered as a post-road 
and part of the military establishment of the United States, subject to all the re- 
strictions imposed by the Rules and Articles of War. 

s +% s 
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Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That three commissioners shall be appointed 
by the President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to assess and determine the suff , or the compensation 
to which any railroad or telegraph company may be entitled by reason of the 
railroad or telegraph line being seized and used under the authority conferred 
by this act, and their award shall be submitted to Congress for their action. 

Mr. LYMAN. That, Mr. Chairman, is important, inasmuch as the 
Government took possession of this McMinnville Railroad. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What form of taking possession did the Gov- 
ernment use pursuant to this statute, which has been read, of this road, 
and what was the condition of the road when you say they took pos- 
session of it? 

Mr. LYMAN. 
pany. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. _ You are wonderfully mistaken in that. 

Mr. LYMAN. AmI? Iam very sorry, if that be true. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There was nothing but the road and bed, the 
right of way—a streak of dust and the right of way. 

Mr. HOUK. I think I will show the gentleman after a while that 
there was a great deal more than that. 

Mr. LYMAN. I do not know that it is very material to this discus- 
sion just what condition that road wasin. It was there; it was not 
the property of the Government; it was taken by the Government, and 
taken under the act a portion of which has just been read from the 
Clerk’s desk. Now, then, the Government took up the iron from this 
road and placed it upon what is called the Chattanooga road. It took 
up the tracks, leaving, as I am informed, the ties, which I understand 
were left there and rotted and wasted away. This McMinnville road 
is a branch of the Chattanooga Railroad. . 

The depots of this road were destroyed, were burned at different 
times during the Federal occupation of that country. The iron, as I 
have said was taken up and actually laid down upon the Chattanooga 
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It was being operated by the owners—by the com- 


road. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I only desire light upon this subject in order to 
do what is right between these companies and the Government. 
as I read the report I find this iron was taken up from the McMinnville 
road and laid down upon the Chattanoogaroad. I also find by the bill 
that the Chattanooga road is the only beneficiary in the bill Why 
should they be paid for that which they received? 

Mr. LYMAN. I will try to explain that before I get through. I 
have been endeavoring to give a history of the transaction as briefly 
as I may, and I think before I get through the question of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey will be fully answered; at least it will be as far 
as I am able to do it. 

This left this McMinnville road entirely destroyed, so to speak. Fts 
iron and the spikes had been put on the Chattanooga road. Its depots 
and water-tanks had been destroyed, and the old ties were lying there 
on the track. 

This bill provides for the adjustment of nothing but the iron and 
spikes, the ls pile that was actually taken from the McMinnville 
grade and p on the Chattanooga roadway. It may be said the burn- 
ing of these water-tanks and depots was of the class of the ordinary 
depredations of war. This committee has never proposed to pay or ad- 
just any such claim as that. It has been the constant policy of that 
committee, so long as I have been connected with it, that it would not 
recommend payment for the ordinary unlawful and unauthorized rav- 

of war. But the claim made here is not that. The bill asks for 
the adjustment of claims that actually exist for property that was actu- 
ally taken. The committee have rejected all claims for use of property, 
for depots and water-tanks burned, and all claims for ties that lay there 
on the old roadway and rotted. It presents nothing but the property 
actually taken and laid down on the Chattanooga track. 

After the war was over, after hostilities had ceased, and the Govern- 
ment had no further use for this property, there was a sale of this road 
and of the property attached to it, as there was of all the military roads 
oftheSouth. The Chattanooga company boughta large amountof prop- 
erty, rolling stock, and other railroad property, and in payment to the 
Government therefor gave its bonds, which the Government holds to- 
day; and among the property that the Chattanooga company bought 
was this very iron. 

Mr. GEDDES. Will my colleague on the committee permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEDDES. Asa matter of information, that no erroneous im- 
pression may be made, I desire to ask the gentleman whether from the 
examination of the record precisely the contrary does not appear; that 
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is to say, that all the property of this McMinnville road that could be 
identified by any one was turned over by the Government to the Mc- 
Minnvillecompany, and that there was no attempt to sell any property ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not so appear in the record. 

Mr. GEDDES. Iwill show it. 

Mr. LYMAN. Ido not understand that is the record. What I state 
here is what I believe to be the record as I understand it. I may be 
mistaken, however, in my understanding of it. 

I was saying that the Chattanooga road in the purchase made from 
the Government purchased the very iron and spikes for which this set- 
tlement is nowasked. It gave tothe Governmentits bonds, which the 
Government now holds for this identical iron and spikes, 

The McMinnville road also undertook a resuscitation after the war 

was over. That company purchased property from the Government as 
the result of the sale by the Government of these military roads. It 
purchased property and it gave its bond; I believe it gave its bond; at 
least it became indebted to the Government for the property it bought. 
Afterward, as it has been stated, an action was brought in the United 
States circuit court of the Tistrict of Tennessee against the McMinn- 
ville Railroad Company upon its indebtedness to the;United States. 
That suit has gone to judgment. The amount of the judgment I do 
not know; I donotdeem it material for the p of this discussion. * 
Butthere isa judgment, as I understand it, in favor of the United States 
for the amount of the original indebtedness against the McMinnville 
road. 
Now, then, this is what this bill proposes to do. As has been said, 
the Chattanooga road is now understood to be the owner of the Mc- 
Minnville road. The McMinnville road asks now that it shall be 
allowed for the value of the property, the iron and the spikes that were 
actually taken off from that road and placed on the Chattanooga road 
and afterward sold by the Government, for which the Government holds 
the bonds of the Chattanooga road. It asks that that value shall be 
allowed. 

The claim has been before the Quartermaster’s Department. The 
Quartermaster’s Department refused to settle this. Why? Because 
there had been no commission appointed,'as provided by the third sec- 
tion of the law which I have had read in the hearing of the committee. 
Because of the mere technicality that the value of the property had not 
been arrived at through a commission appointed, as provided in the act 
this settlement could not be had, and it had to come to this body for 
adjustment. The McMinnville road then proposes there shall be an 
accounting between itself and the Government, and that whatever bal- 
ance is found due it upon this accounting it will accept payment of in 
the bonds of the Chattanooga road which the Government now holds. 

Mr. GEDDES. Does not the gentleman know, as he has reported 
(because he is in part responsible for this report) that there is no ad- 
justing until called for—that the committee adjust the claim, and find 
that there is due $246,880, and recommend that amount to be paid. 

Mr. LYMAN. Well, perhaps I ought to have used some other word, 
but that is what the bill proposes. The value that the committee 
found as the value of the iron, spikes, &c., is the exact value that the 
officers of the Quartermaster’s ment, sent there by authority of 
the Government, fixed upon that property. The judgment at Nash- 
ville in the United States circuit court will speak for itself as to what 
itis. Perhaps I ought not to have said ‘‘adjusted,’’ for the committee 
does take the value that the Government officers found as the value 
of the railroad iron, and does recommend that payment be made upon 
beget basis. Now, Mr. Chairman, Iam unable to see anything wrong 
in this. 

I think my record upon this floor, so far as it has been made, shows 
that I am not one of those who are in favor of the reckless payment of 
claims against the Government brought up here from the Southern 
States. I think my position upon that question is pretty well under- 
stood. But when we have here a mere question of a business settle- 
ment, it does seem to me that the Government ought to be ready todo 
what is right and fair, as its citizens are expected to do in dealings be- 
tween man and man. I have already said that there is no claim made 
for ravages, for the destruction of water-tanks, depots, or other prop- 
erty; there is not an allowance of one dollar for anything except what 
actually went into the Chattanooga road, having previously come out 
of the McMinnville road—property which the Government sold and 
for which it holds the bonded securities of the Chattanooga road. 

It has been stated that this whole matter was adjudicated in the suit 
in the United States circuit court between the Government and the 
McMinnville road upon the indebtedness. eI do not so understand. I 
am not familiar with the statutes of Tennessee, I am not familiar with 
the practice in the courts of Tennessee, but I am told by gentlemen 
who are familiar with them that, as a matter of fact, there was no ad- 
judication and noattemptat an adjudication of this matter.¢ Iam told 
that under the practice of the courts of Tennessee, this being a matter 
of unliquidated damages, it could not have been offset against the claim 
of the Government. If I am wrong in this there are gentlemen upon 
this floor competent to correct me and to correct any erroneous impres- 
sion that my statement may make upon those who hear me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this a case of unliquidated damages 

Mr. LYMAN. I think so. 
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of trover and conversion. 

Mr. LYMAN. Well, perhapsI have heen unfortunate again in choos- 
ing my words. It is certainly a claim for a debt the amount of which 
is not settled. Iam not so particular in the use of language as some 
other gentlemen may be able to be. 3 
ie Mr. BUCHANAN. Wil the gentleman yield to me for another ques- 

on? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand that this judgment was rendered 
not in a court of Tennessee, but in a circuit court of the United States, 

Mr. LYMAN. For the district of Tennessee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to ask the gentleman this further ques- 
tion, if he knows whether in point of fact this claim was put in as a 
set-off or not, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If not, why not? 

Pics RICHARDSON, Because it could not bo, being unliquidated 
mages. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But you say it is a claim forspikes and railroad 

iron and such things. Now, it is one thing or the other; which is it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifit is the one, it comes under the war clause. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is a debt the amount of which has not been 
settled by note or contract between the parties. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes; but arising upon a claim for articles taken, 
and therefore pleadable. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, if I have any further time I re- 


serve it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I am a little surprised at the 
course the debate on this question has taken. I was not expecting 
that any attack would be made upon this measure upon the idea that 
the question of loyalty was involved, and I am a little astonished that 
my amiable colleague on the committee [Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana] 
has been able to get himself into such a passion upon that subject. I 
do not think that question enters into this controversy in any shape. 
This is purely a business proposition, as has been clearly shown by my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. LYMAN]. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
one question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman explain why a 
corporation that has used its property to aid the rebellion should not 
stand on the same footing as an individual who has done the same? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes, I will answer that; not admitting, how- 
ever, the gentleman’s premises. 

Mr. HOUK. Iaskmy colleague from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON | 
to give me a minute in which to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question ? ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will. j 

Mr. HOUK. Ithas been stated by gentlemen opposing this bill that į 
there was nothing of that road but the road-bed and some iron, that 
the road was not being operated. Now, if that was so, how could it 
have been engaged in aiding the rebellion? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Do you want me to answer that ? 

Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir. I want to know how a dead piece of iron 
could aid the rebellion ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. You yielded to the gentleman from 
Tennessee to ask me a question, and I insist that I should be allowed 
to answer it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You will have half an hour of your own time 
to answer it. 

Mr. HOUK (to Mr. RICHARDSON), Give him a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, go on. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That road, while the confederacy had 
control of it, was an active agent of the confederacy; and when the 
Union army came in sight the Fs ER and rolling stock were sent south 
and the bridges burned behind them. 

Mr. HOUK. Let me say to thegentleman that the rebel forces may 
have taken charge of the road and its property as our army did in-simi- 
Jar cases, but no officer of that road ever gave his sanction to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Never. 

Mr. HOUK. The record does not show anything of that kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman’s whole speech was entirely 
outside of the question, for, as the gentleman says, ‘‘the record does 
not show anything of that kind.” 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
say the record does not show that this road was used in the interest of 
the confederacy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say that has nothing to do with this ques- 
tion. I concede that the rolling stock of this company may have been 
taken South; but that the officers of the road had anything to do with 
it I most emphatically deny. ‘There is not one word in this record 
from beginning to end that shows the officers of this road moved one 
engine, one car, or any portion of its movable property South during 

If there is any such thing in this record, I have read it 
wrongly from beginning to end. But no such evidence can be pro- 
duced; it is not there. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I thought it was a case of goods taken—a case 
i 


That the moyable property of this road, or at least a portion of itl 
was taken South may be true, because, Mr. Chairman, when the con- 
federate army retreated from Tennessee if there was anything it needed 
more than men and arms it was engines and rolling stock for railroads, 
Hence, under orders of the confederacy, the rolling stock of this road, 
as of other roads, may have been taken as the army retreated to the 
South; but my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Houk] will bear me 
out in the assertion that it was never done with the knowledge or con- 
sent of the officers of that road. So much upon the question of loyalty, | 
which, Mr. Chairman, I think ought not to cut any figure in this case. 

Now, then, we start out with the report of the Judiciary Committee 
of the last House and of the Committee on War Claims of the present 
House in favor of this claim. I wish to assert, however, and to give alk 
possible emphasis to the assertion, that in no sense is this a war claim. 
The appropriation of this property by the General Government was not 
an act of war. It was not the taking of rebel property at all. Mr. 
Chairman, I haye very little respect for a man who, having staked his 
fortunes on the confederate side in that war, comes sneaking around 
Congress or the Government of the United States after he has lost and 
asks any kind of reparation. He ought to make himselfa good citizen 
and submit to the laws; but he ought not tocome Reg, beck oe and 
asking any money for the property he lost in the war. T. is noth- 
ing of that kind in this case. { 

Here was the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad, about 32 miles 
in length. As has been stated, it intersected the Nashville and Chat- 
tanooga road about 60 miles south of the city of Nashville. The Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga road was the main trunk line from Nashville to 
Chattanooga and down into Georgia. Upon this road all the troops and 
munitions of war of the Union armies were transported. The little 
branch. line leading from Tullahoma to McMinnville, a distance of 32 
miles, was not needed for any such purpose. It was simply an armin- 
tersecting the main line. . : 

Now, in the year 1864, when there was not probably an armed confeder- 
ate soldier within 100 miles of this road—none nearer than the city of Dal- 
ton, Ga.—this little branch road was, under the orders of Generals Rose- 
crans and Thomas, dismantled. The rails, the spikes, and the chairs 
upon which the rails rested were taken up and laid upon the line of the 
Nashville and Chattanooga road, because the Government did not need 
the branch line, and did need the mainline. This appropriation was un- 
der the act of January, 1862, which my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LyMAN], has caused to be read. Under 
this act there should have been commissioners appointed to estimate 
the value of the property thus taken, and thereupon the Government 
would have made compensation. Butthe Government failed to appoint 
commissioners. It did not fail, however, totake the iron and movable 
property of the road and put it upon the Nashville and Chattanooga 
road. Now, although the Government failed to appoint commissioners, 
this failure ought not to be taken advantage of, it occurs to me, when 
the Government is called upon to make reparation for this appropria- 
tion of property. t 

In 1865, immediately after the close of tHe war, the officers of the 
McMinnville and Manchester road made application to General Thomas, ' 
then in command of the Department of Tennessee, to have their prop- 
erty restored to them. 

This application was not denied, as argued by my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana], but General Thomas referred 
it to the general superintendent of railroads in the South. ' 
~ Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to speak exactly from the record, and I 
will ask the Clerk to read this order. I beg you to remember this is an’ 
application made by Hon. Horace H. Harrison, Asa Faulkner, and P. H. { 
Marbury. My friend will testify to the loyalty of these men, at least | 
to that of Mr. Harrison and Mr. Faulkner, and, as I remember, to that, 
of Mr. Marbury. They made application to General Thomas to have | 
their property returned to them. Itisdated June26, 1865. In it they 
say what I ask the Clerk to read from this pamphlet. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 

They further state that during the winter and spring of 1864, under an order 
from General Grant, the rails, chairs, spikes, switch-stands, turn-tables, &c,, for a | 
distance of from 26 to 28 miles were taken up and removed from the , and 
used to repair the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad. The cam thenin 
progress, and the bad condition of the Nashvilleand Chattanooga |, pro- 
duced a necessity to use the comparatively new rails of our road and the mate- j 
rials referred to,in order that the Nashville and C! nooga Railroad should 
Re — ae = ocr perce ena aina necessary to moye the Army and 

Now PITNE that the heag s virtually ended, the undersigned, in behalf of 
the stockholders and their brother directors, appeal with confidence to you to 
repair the road, and replace mpos it the iron belonging to the company, which 
has been removed, or iron and material of equal value. I 

While we believe that it is but n simple act of justice to restore the property of 
the company, now that it can be done without detriment to the Government, we 
believe further that it will promote the great ends of the Government, by pre- 
paring the way for the introduction of population and capital, and laying well 
the foundation of business and social order, 

We respectfully ask your earnest and early consideration of, and action on, 


this matter, and uest that you communicate your action herein to Horace H. 
Harrison, the president of the company, at Nashville. 


We have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
x ; O HORACE H. HARRISON, 
ASA FAULKNER, 


P. H. MARBURY. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I now ask the Clerk to read the indorsement 
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made by General Thomas upon this application, which he will find on 
page 2 of the pamphlet. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[Indorsed.] r 
Respectfully referred to . W. J. Stevens, General Superintendent U. 8. M, 
Railroads, M.D. T., who will irii the cost of placing the McMinnville and 
Manchester Railroad in the same condition it was in at the time it was destroyed 
by order of Maj. Gen. W. 8. , commanding nt of the Cum- 


By command of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, 
J. L. DONALDSON, 
Brt. Brig. Gen., Chief Q. M. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That having been referred to Major Stevens, 
in returning it to Major Hibard, engineer of repairs, he made an in- 
dorsement, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: — 


GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE, U. S. M. R. R., 
Nashville, July 1, 


Respectfully referred to A. Hibard, engineer of repairs, for information. He 


will proceed to make at once and report, with return of this paper, to 
this office, $ 


W. J. STEVENS, 
General Superintendent, 
True copies of indorsements on this letter. 


M. D. WICKERSHAM 
Capt. and A. Q. M., Chief Asst. A. Q. M. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, then, Major Hibard made his report to 
Major Stevens, and I ask the Clerk to read a portion of that report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


5,110 feet from 34} miles, we an 25} (very nearly) miles of removed and 
and Chattanooga line. 


laid down on the Nash 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now read on the next page the approximate 
estimate he gives. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I would give an approximate estimate of the cost, as follows: 
Tron for miles, yard, 2,728 tons at $85. 
Chairs, 12, << 


p 297,380 
Engine house, station house, turn-table, and water-tanksatMcMinnville 6,000 
Bepoidiag Se A ee water-tanks six miles from Tulla- 
Running 500 feet truss bridging, at $70 per foot z 
Reconstruction and repairs of 700 feet of trestle, bridging, and cul 


Mr. RICHARDSON. {ask the Clerk to turn over the paper to the 
next page, and instead of finding, as argued by my friend from Indiana, 
that General Thomas said these people were all a set of rebels and 
onght to be kicked out, he will find a different statement was made by 


General Thomas. This report of Major Hibard was sent to General 


Thomas's headquarters, and I ask the Clerk to read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


x GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT'S 


Respectfully returned to Byt. Maj. Gen. J. L. Donaldson, chief quartermaster 
military division of the Tennessee, calling attention to the inclosed report and 
of A. Hibard, chief engi of 


United States forces. 
burned by order of the United States officers. 
W.J.STEVENS, 
General 


A-true copy: MD. WI 
. D. WICKERSHAM, 
Capt. and A. Q. M., Chief Asst. Q. M. M. D. T. 


Respectfully forwarded to Mr. Horace Harrison and others for their informa- 
tion. The papers bave been referred to the Quartermaster-General, 
and the recommendation that the articles taken from the road be returned. 

By command of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas. 

J. L. DONALDSON, 


Brevet Moj. Gen. and Chief A. Q. M. M. D. T. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. So that instead of refusing yow will see that 
General Thomas in 1865—not in 1867 nor in November—but in 1865, 
July 20, ordered this very property to be returned. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I know the gentleman from Tennes- 
see wants to treat the subject fairly. The gentleman has evidently 
misunderstood what I said. Idid not say he refused to let the road be 
returned to these parties, but he refused to allow them anything upon 
the debt for this iron which had been taken. à 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now I will come to that. The,report from 
which the gentleman read, the report of General Thomas in reference 
to these Southern roads, does not apply to this McMinnville and Man- 


chester road. That order was not made until in November, 1867, two 
long years after the occasion to which this refers, and that order made 
at the date the gentleman quoted did not apply, and was not intended 
to apply, to the McMinnville road, as the gentleman from Indiana 
a RE by examining the record, but applied generally to Southern 
railroa : 

Now, after this report was submitted to General Thomas, who di- 
rected the property to be returned, General Meigs, Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, as I havein the report here, says— 

That it is impossible to return this identical iron; that it would be impracti- 
eable to do so, and that only compensation could be made for it, 

And he says that there should have been an award by a commission 
in-accordance with chapter 15, of section 3, of the act of the 3istof Jan- 
uary, 1862, which was read by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN]. 

I want to state that the only objection which has been urged by this 
careful and painstaking officer General Meigs was, as I have shown, 
that it was impracticable to return the iron which had been taken from 
the road, and he suggested that it could only be paid for under the act 
to which I have already referred. 

Now, I say the question of loyalty does not enter inte the case at all; 
but I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that it does 
just here appear in the record which my friend from Indiana had that 
the officers were loyal. Just here it appears by attestation of the gene- 
ral in command there that Mr. Harrison was a loyal man. A. L. Don- 
aldson, brevet brigadier-general, in indorsing the paper, used the follow- 
ing language: 

Forwarded with the approval of the commanding officer, * * * and he 
hereby attests the loyalty of the president of the company, Horace H. Harrison, 

So the gentleman from Indiana raised a question of loyalty which 
was not in therecord, and was not necessary in the consideration of this 
case, and in which I respectfully submit he is not borne out by the 


record. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. We will see after a while whether it 
is in the record or not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inthis connection I also read from the report 
of General McCallum, general manager of the United States military 
railroads, in which he says, “‘ the Government can not return the iron, 
as it has none,” but he adds, ‘‘it would appear that this case comes 
under the provisions of the law of January 31, 1862.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen and will not be denied that the 
Government took this property from this railroad company and that it 
converted it to its own use. The answer was made, and I submit it 
was not the only one made until my friend from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
STON] attempted to answer it here, that ‘‘we took the property and 
could not return it.” Your remedy, says General Meigs, is under the 
act of Congress of January 31, 1862, and that remedy you must pursue. 

That act contemplated the appointment of a board of commissioners 
by the President of the United States to value the property of railroads 
thus taken, and for which the Government would make compensation. 
But in tbis case no board of commissioners ever took any action in the 
matter, and none ever assessed the value of the property thus taken. 
The Judiciary Committee of the last House and the War Claims Com- 
mittee of the present House both say that this appropriation of this 
property by the Government was not an act of war, and was not a de- 
struction of rebel property. If it were either we would not insist that 
the Government is liable therefor. I would not be here asserting that 
the Government should pay for it if it had destroyed it as an act of 
war or had it been the destruction of rebel property. 

I have already laid down the principle which should govern the de- 
termination of this case. But, Mr. Chairman, the proof shows that this 
property was taken by the Government from the McMinnville and Man- 
chester Rai and carried over and placed upon the Nashville and 
Chattanooga Railroad line. The facts are, the former road was a branch 
road or arm intersecting the latter road at Tullahoma; that the former 
road was about 31 miles long, running from Tullahoma to McMinnville. 
The latter road was the main line from Nashville to the South by way 


| of Chattanooga. Upon this line theiron of the McMinnville and Man- 


chester Railroad was laid by the Government after its removal. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, if this was all, if the Government had 
simply taken this property in order that they might remove it from 
the branch road, which they did not need, and put it down upon the 
main line, which they did need, and if they did use it during the war, 
and at the close of the war had simply left it there, I would not then 


have insisted that the Government ought to pay forit. But that is, 


not the fact. That is not all the case. I know that this seizure of 
property was then a military necessity; that the Government needed 
the main line of the road upon which to transport its troops and mu- 
nitions of war, while it did not need, the branch line. But conceding 
all this to be true, I submit that what follows shows that the Govern- 
ment is clearly liable to the claimants here. 

This property was bodily transferred from the line of the McMinnville 
road and put upon the Nashville and Chattanooga road, and was after 
the close of the war scld by the Government of the United States to 
the Nashville and Cha Railroad, and to-day the Government 


holds theobligations of the latter road for this identical property. That 
being the case, ought you not to pay forit? Ought it not-to be paid for, 
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no matter if there was a question of loyalty involved? If the Govern- 
ment took the property because itn it, it may not and possibly 
ought not to pay for it; but if it took it beeause it needed it, and used 
. it, and afterward sold. it and got.the money for it, will you say that 
the Government under these circumstances ought notto pay for it? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
say that the Government sold this iron to the Chattangoga Railroad 
Company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Does the record show it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does; by the sworn testimony of several 
witnesses, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I wish you would turn to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will as I come toit. Iask, Can the Gov- 
ernment take the property of a citizen, use it for a time, sell it toa 
third party, and refuse to account to the party from whom the prop- 
erty was taken for its reasonable value? Thatis this case. Therecan 
be no avoiding the issue as thus presented. That the property was 
taken I have clearly shown, and not as an act of war. That it was 
put down on the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad the proof in the 
record clearly shows. Asa part of the testimony to this effect I will 
here read the depositions of A. Powers and T. Mahoney, whosaid they 
eounted and identified the iron railsafter they were placed on the Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga Railroad. 

A. Powers and S. S. Mahoncy, being sworn, depose and say: That they are 


now, and before the late war were, well s acquainted with the Jine of the McMinn- 
ville and Manchester Railroad, its road. cai aie Sue Lk a See 


forces and authority of the United States 
ve carefully examined a quantity of 
hands Capt. and Bvt. wt. Maj. 


essa S e PAS DOAN ghar por hii pote oe So irona oan 
y. and are, as affian part parcel same taken u 
enn from road-bed of the said compauy as above stated. 4 


That shows they identified and counted a number of these rails 


mitted to Captain Hammill, the officer referred to there, it was his rec- 
ommendation that this iron should be returned to the McMinnville 
and Manchester Railroad: 
OFFICE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER, Nashville, August 6, 1866. 
rn bens Ey fo yey hat 
8. R. HAMMILL, 
Capt, and Asst, Quartermaster, Brevet Major of United States Volunteers, 
It will not be necessary to produce all the proof on this point. The 
fact was never controverted. I have in my hand a record of some liti- 
gation between the McMinnville and Manchester and the Nashville 
and Cha Railroads. The record is full of proof on that point. 
It is not all pertinent, and I do not care to encumber the RECORD with 
it. General Meigs says it appears from the proof that all this iron was 
laid on the Nashville and Cha Railroad. I have here before 
me his letter to the Secretary of War in April, 1874. I do not know 
that it is necessary to read it all, but will read a small portion thereof. 
He says, on page 46 of this record: 
The iron taken from the road was laid on the Nashville and Chattanooga 


Railroad, and I am informed that a suit is pending against that company, with 
the prospect, itis said, that a ju it will berendered in favor of the McMinn- 
ville Manchester Railroad Company. * * * 


Now, then, when the war closed the Government was in possession of 
the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad, and assumed to be the owner of 
the line, the rails upon it, and other property along its line. _ On the 
30th day of November, 1865, the Government sold to the Nashville and 
eae a Railroad rolling stock, the rails it had laid down, including 

the rails taken from the McMinville and Manchester Railroad, and other 
property then on the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad, and took the 
obligation of the road for $1,587,157.07, and to-day holds the bond of 
the road for a balance due of about $500, 000, the whole debt having 
been thus reduced by paym ents by the railroad company and by some 
adjustment of said indebtedness under the act of March 3, 1871. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me toask 
him a question ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Where does the record show that they 
sold the rails that were laid down ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Idesire to read only a portion of the bond exe- 
cuted by the Nashville and Chattanooga road to the Government for 
the property it purchased at that sale, and which will answer the gen- 

ìs question. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Is that a part of the record? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itis. Iam not sure that the entire bond is 
copied into the record. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. When I asked the gentleman for the 
papers he did not tarn that over to me. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, At mydesk I read to the gentleman from this 
erybond. After setting out theamount, the penaly of the bond, some- 

thing over $3,000,000, being double the pasian of the real indebted- 
ness thus incurred, it reads: 

The nature of the above pare is such, that whereas the:above Mountan 
railroad ee d received, or shall receive, fromthe War 
of the United States rollin; hie ipso rails, cross-ties, chairs, spikes, timber, voor 
other material for and operating its railroad in ph baraaya mcg prices, 
and to amount and value which shall be evidenced by the receipts given by 
railroad company, &c. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under this bond the Nashville and Chattanooga 
Railroad became liable to the Government for $1,587,000, the iron rails 
therein referred to being in part those taken from the MeMinnville and 
Manchester Railroad. I want to say in all fairness that under the act 
of 1871 there was a compromise and an adjustment with the Nashville 
and Chattanooga Railroad of part of its indebtedness. For when it 
made this purchase from the Government it made it at extremely high 
figures, as we all know. Everything was inflated, and prices were very 
high. But in 1871 there was an adjustment of indebtness of the Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga Railroad, and they paid $500,000 in pursuance 
of that 7 hpgamaae and to-day they owe the Government the remainder 
of $500, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, „having taken this property, having laid it down 
upon the line of the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad, having sold 
it to the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad Company, and having re- 
ceived and now holding the obligation of the latter road for the amount, 
it is not in good grace for the Government of the United States to come 
forward and say that this property was taken as an act of war and we 
will not pay for it. And, in fact, the Government never has made that 
assertion by any officer that I ever heard of. Nor did I ever hear the 
assertion from any source until I heard it to-day from the lips of my 
amiable and distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. Jonnsron]. It 
is proper to say, Mr. Chairman, that the McMinville and Manchester 
road, the little | branch line, finding itself dismantled at the close of the 
war, also made a purchase from the Government. It purchased, as has 
been stated here, $20,000 worth of rolling stock and preperty at one 
time, and afterward $26,000 worth more, making $46,000. That was 
in 1865. That debt to-day is in judgment. I have the letter of the 
clack of the circuit court of the United States at Nashville to show that 
that indebtedness is‘now evidenced by a judgment for the sum of $98,- 
000 and odd dollars, rendered, if I am not mistaken, on the 24th day 
of May, 1884. I have the letter, but it is not important to be entirely 
acvurate about the date. 

That debt, as this letter shows, is in judgment, and is now due to 
the United States, with interest since its rendition, except $5,000, which 
has been paid; so that the McMinville and Manchester road now owes 
the Government of the United States a judgment rendered at Nash- 
ville, which, with interest, will amount toabout $108,000 or $110,000. 
Now, what we propose in this billis that the Government of the United 
States account to the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company 
for $246,000, and deduct from that amount the amount of the judg- 
ment rendered at Nashville, which, with interest, is about $110,000. 
That will leave $135,000 or $136,000 as the net result, the balance due 
from the Government to the McMinnville and Manchester road. 

We do not ask that this amount be paid in money; we do not ask any 
appropriation to py y it; we simply ask, inasmuch as the McMinnville 
and Manchester Railroad Company is now willing to accept the bonds 
of the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad Company due to the Gov- 
ernment, that the Jatter’s indebtedness be thus credited. That is all. 
It will still leave a balance of nearly $400,000 due from the Nashville 
and Chattanooga Railroad Company to the Government of the United 
States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that thisis a fairand honest 
transaction. I undertake to say that the Government has made sim- 
ilar settlements with other Southern railroads. If gentlemen will re- 
cur to the report submitted, they will find a correspondence between 
the late Secretary of War, Mr. Lincoln, and a former member of this 
House from Tennessee, General Dibrell, which they will find devel- 
oped the fact that exactly a similar settlement to the one asked here 
has been made by the Government with the East Tennessee, Virginia 
and Georgia Railroad Company and with the Memphis and Little Rock 
Railroad Company. I mention this that gentlemen of the committee 
may see there are precedents for such settlements. But if it be right 
we need no precedent. The letters and correspondencé showing these 

precedents are attached to this report. 

Mr, Chairman, much was said by my colleague on the committee (Mr. 
JOHNSTON] in regard to this being captured property, and he made a 
number of other assertions which I do not care to discuss at this time, 
because I think the statement I have made shows the whole transaction 
exactly from beginning to end. I wish to say, in conclusion, that it is 
manifestly just to make this settlement. 

Before closing I want to call attention to one other fact. The in- 
debtedness of the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad Company to the 
Government and the indebtedness of the McMinnville Railroad Com- 
pany to the Government have both borne interest since 1865, and they 
are to-day bearing interest. The amountasked for in this bill, $246,000, 
is the sworn value of the movable property taken from the McMinn- 
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ville road and placed upon the Nashville and Chattanooga road in 1865, 
and it bears no interest. The Government, therefore, has been getting 
interest upon its my while it pays no interest upon the debt due to 
the railroad compan 

I want to sa; farther that there is nothing in this bill which author- 
izes payment for any fixed property. The proof shows that there was 
$346,000 worth of property destroyed and taken from the McMinnville 
and Manchester Railroad Company; but your committee have struck 
out $100,000, which covered the value of cross-ties, bridges, tanks, and 
trestle-work and other fixed property, and only left the railroad iron, 
spikes, and chairs which were removed to the Nashville and Chattanooga 
Railroad, and which the sworn testimony submitted shows amounted 
at that time to $246,000. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his time 
remaining. > 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee rose informally, 

A message from the President of the United Pee te y Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, informed the House that he had approved the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 58) authorizing the printing of a naval re- 
port, and the jpint resolution (H. Res. 115) providing for the execution 
of the joint resolution of February 5, 1883, voting thanks and a medal 
to John H. Slater. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1484) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
way to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I want to express upon the threshold 
of this discussion, so far as I am to participate in it, a more than ordi- 
. nary regret that we should be compelled in the discharge of our duties 
here to investigate private claims of this class. I regret that this case 
is here. Iregret it more keenly because of my high personal regard for 
the gentlemen who have manifested an interest in the measure not only 
in committee but on the floor of the House. It is, therefore, not a 
pleasant duty for me to oppose the allowance of this claim. 

But, sir, the claim is one that alarms me. It is one of such a nature 
that if allowed is startling. Itisnew beforethe War Claims Committee 
and new in this House, I have not expected heretofore to live to see 


the time when a claim of this kind would be seriously pressed before. 


the American Congress. Butin my brief Congressional career I am con- 
fronted with it, and am therefore compelled to say, in the language of 
the gentlemen who are endeavoring to sustain it, that it is not a war 
claim, It is not a war claim in thesense of any war claim that hasever 
been ized or seriously considered or ever allowed in this House, 
It comes here without a redeeming trait. It is one of the most obnox- 
ious measures that could be presented as an entering-wedge for a class 
of claims which in amount would aggregate asum, I think, quite equal 
to the national debt at the close of the war. 

When I saw that this claim was to be seriously presen’ and after 
I got over the first shock, and felt a little amused about it, I felt as, I 
obra J Sores pope judge in my State generally felt in opening 

‘Sheriff,’’ said he, ‘‘hoist mee and letherrip!”? [Laugh- 
ey ve I felt that if this claim is to be owed, then our good friends from 
Tennessee have not only got their two bills, in which I heartily agreed 
with them, covering two thousand claimants of small claims and 
gating about one-half million of dollars, but if this claim can be allowed, 
then hereafter allowances will not be confined to the good State of Ten- 
nessee, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. GEDDES. Certainly. 

Mr, McoMILLIN. Ts it not a fact that the two bills of which the 
gentleman speaks embraced claims from Ohio, from Indiana, from 
West Virginia, from Maryland, from Missouri, and from other States? 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh, yes. I believe New York received about $1.50. 
But Tennessee received more than half of both those bills. Iam not 
speaking of those claims disparagingly. Iam a friend of those claims. 
I speak in the interest of others of that class. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isit the number or the amount of the claims 
that makes them unjust? 

Mr. GEDDES. Notatall. Iam going to speak of the interest of 
these claimants who would have a reproach brought upon them by the 
allowance of this claim. 

What is this claim? Not by a conflict in the proof through which 
I must grope my way and gather and weigh the facts, but by the ad- 
mission of the claimant all through the record, this comes within a class 
of claims that Congress has never seriously thought of izing. 
On the Calendar as on the face of the bill this is denominated ‘‘A bill 
directing the Quartermaster-General to settle’’—mark the word, ‘‘set- 
tle—“‘ with the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Com any. a 


Yet the bill contains a finding of the amount and an order for the pay- 
ment of $246,880! If handing my agent a ten-dollar bill and telling 
him to hand it to John Smith is an authority to him to go and ‘‘set- 
tle” with John Smith, then the title of this bill is correct, not other- 
wise, 3 

Gentlemen say this claim does not result from any act of war, Let 
us see. Your own testimony out of the mouths of your own oficials is 
all the evidence I ask upon which to base the grounds of my objection 
to this bill. The claim is for ravages of war—pure, simple, and clean 
eut. There is no other feature to redeem it; there is no cloak thrown 
around it. Themen who present the claim here are too manly to hide 
behind a masked battery. They come up here boldly and manfully 
and say, ‘‘ By ravages of war you got our property; by capture in war 
and by right of capture you had it; and we want you now to pay us 
for it.’ That is what they say. 

How did the loss occur? In my anxiety to be right on this question 
I have read with the utmost care every word and every line in the rec- 
ord; and I followed the speech of my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] with the same anxiety and the same interest to see where, 
out of that record, he would gather a line or a word for the encourage- 
ment of any member who might be disposed to vote for the payment 
of this claim. The gentleman read in part what I have extracted more 
at large from the record and now have before me. ‘This record contains 
the statement of the claimants, the directors of this road, in a letter 
dated June 20, 1865, to Major-General Thomas, then commanding the 
Department of the Cumberland. This is what the directors of the 
McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company, the claimants in part 
in this case, say: 

Your committee would show that by an order from Maj. Gen. W. 8. Rosecrans, 
then commanding the department, Colonel Wilder proceeded to destroy by 
burning the en superstructure of the brid at Hickory Creek and Barren 
Fork, and the depot buildings at McMinnville and Morrison, and the ees: 
houses, car-shops, water-tanks, and shop-tools vat the terminus of the road at Mc- 
Minnville. They further state that ane G the winter and spring of 1564, the 
rails, spikes, switch-stands, and turn-tables Sfor a distance of from 26 to 28 miles 


Sa taken up and removed from the road and used to repair the Nashville and 
~~ — lroad. The campaign then in pro; and the bad condition 
of the 


ville and pe paceman pi Railroad produced a necessity to use the com- 

pasaren: new rails of our nd the materials referred to, in order that the 
ashville and Chattanooga Railroad should be able to sustain the immense 
fee cee | to move the Army and supplies for the grand campaign then 

Up to that point what had been the history of this road? Iam not 
here to say a word, as men who know me know I would not, that would 
bring up trom the depths so deep I would have them they never could 
be reached—to bring up from these depths one lingering unpleasant 
memory of that war; but when we are reading history, when we are 
called upon to make payment of a quarter of a million of dollars of 
money, I may kindly but earnestly say to my friends that this thing 
that now wants money has a history on record for all time to come. 
It is said some officer of that road was a loyal man, Admit it; but 
the management of that road and all its force prior toits absolute capt- 
ure by the Government forces were in the confederate service. 

Mr. HOUK. By force- 

Mr. GEDDES. By force down there, of course, after it got there, but 
it finally became confederate, notwithstanding, in this way—that i 
the men in the management of the road, so far as they could con 
it, yielded an earnest and warm obedience to the confederate author- 
ities so as to advance the interests of the confederate cause. 

What did they do? They gave all their means, did all they could 
up to the time when the Federal Army, marching from the North, was 
about to invade Tennessee and capture that railroad. And when ‘they 
saw it would be captured they ran beyond the Union lines all the roll- 
ing stock of that road, eve loose from the ground, all they could 
get up and remove was run off, and, as my friend admits, into the con- 
federate lines. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GEDDES. For a question, yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Where is the gentleman’s evidence that the 
McMinnville and Manchester road, by any act of its own, moved an 

ine or car south ? 
. MCMILLIN. Or consented to it? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Or connived at it? 

Mr. GEDDES. This road was an Weality. It was run by men; it 
was run and operated by material means. It is said to bean ideality 
but it is quite a barren ideality at this time. Governor Allen would 
express it more emphatically. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My ‘friend down there would have found they 
could not exercise ideality. The railroads were under the control of 
the Federal Government and that Goyernment removed the rolling 


stock. 

Mr. GEDDES. I will not stop to have words with my friend on that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when all the rolling stock was removed, let it 
be said it was by confederates, it was removed and nothing left, for 
General Thomas already burned down all the station-houses and 
all the bridges. All these men engaged in military matters know it 
became necessary immediately to fix up the line of the Nashville and 
Chattanooga road. It was out of repair. It was insufficient to carry 
our forces, munitions of war, and all that, and the military authorities 
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took up the lcose rails of the McMinnville and Manchester road and | if you drive in and capture a load of corn, and take it from a citizen 


carried them to the Nashville and Chattanooga road. 
Margy RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to yield to one more ques- 

m. 

Mr. GEDDES. Iam afraid I will have my time consumed, and yet 
I do not like to refuse. 

A Mr. RICHARDSON. I merely wish to ask you a question for infor- 
on. 

Mr. GEDDES. Very well, I will yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does this bill ask for the bridges burned and 
honses destroyed as the ravages of war, or for property taken by the 
Government and afterward sold by it? 

Mr. GEDDES. This does not provide for the portion burned by the 
military authorities. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Was the portion taken by authority for the 
use of the Government? 

Mr. GEDDES. For the time being everything was converted to the 
use of the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Was that afterward sold by the Government? 

Mr. GEDDES. Nota dollar’s worth. There is the point on which 
I followed my friend—not a dollar’s worth of it, as that record shows. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think that the record will disclose the fact 
that the gentleman is mistaken and that the true statement of the case 
is just the other way. 

Mr. GEDDES. My friend has the record before him; he has already 
made use of it, and he will have his own time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And I read a portion of that record here upon 
that very point. 

Mr.GEDDES. Let me read further: On August 3, 1866, the presi- 
dent of the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company applied to 
the Quartermaster-General for two hundred and seventy bars of rail- 
road iron claimed to be identified as the iron which had been removed 
from that road, and in that application for the return of that iron the 
president of the road makes this statement: 

It was captured by the United States forces during the late rebellion, and is now 
in your possession. 

Mr. HOUK. Whose ion? 

Mr. GEDDES. The Government—the military authoritories rep- 
eani the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When was that made? 

Mr. GEDDES. August 3, 1866. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. But what is the date of the statement? 

Mr. GEDDES. On page 37 of your record, to sustain this claim of 
the president of that road, they submitted two affidavits, and in that 
affidavit—a single afidavit, but subscribed by two persons—lI find this 
statement bearing upon this question: 

During the late war the said road, with the ter part of its machinery and 
property, was captured by the United States forces; and that previous to said 
capture afflants were employed upon said road; thata large amount of iron 
Talis of said road were by said forces and authority of the United States taken 
up and removed. 

Now, out of their own record there is the situation, there are the cir- 
eumstances under which this property was taken; by capture. What 
right, then, does that confer? What claim have you to it now? If 
you have a good one I will follow you. 

Now, I think we will all admit that there is a damage resulting from 
war, such as is here described, for which no compensation ever has been 
or ever can be made. Tet me name three classes for which no govern- 
ment on earth ever has or ever will pay, and this is one; and then there 
is another class in which now and then an occasional case through great 
hardships will slip through and be allowed, but it is always an except- 
ional case. 

What are the cases that are never allowed? First, damage done by 
the enemy; secondly, damage done to the enemy; and third, 
done by competent military authority where the war is in progress 
as it was here, and where that act is dictated by the necessary opera- 
tions of war, and where it was a wise and judicious measureat the time 
the property was 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
there. 

Mr. GEDDES. If you will give me, of the time remaining to you, 
such as I may desire to close my remarks I will yield for any question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not wish to disarrange your argument, 
but I will certainly yield to the gentleman as much time as I occupy, 
` and think the committee will grant him all the time that he wants. 
Mr. GEDDES. If I can have the time I will cheerfully yield for 


Let me ask the gentleman a question just 


any question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand you to maintain that because 
this property was captured by the Army that the Government ought 


not to pay for it? And, if so, I ask another question, and I hope you 
will make clear to my mind this distinction, for I want to see the dif- 
ference between capturing that iron and putting it on the Nashville 
and Chattan Railroad and using it by the Goranem and then 


selling it back to the railroad, and the taking by the Government of a 
. horse, a mule, or a beef from a loyal citizen and using it for Govern- 
ment purposes? Whereis the distinction? Whatisthedifference? Or 


who is loyal to the Government—— 

Mr. GEDDES. Well, you are making a rather lengthy question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Because I want you to point out to me the 
difference in the two case3 to which I have referred—why it is that in 
the iyi case you would refuse payment and in the other case recom- 
mend it. : 7 

Mr. GEDDES. Iwill give you Congressional legislation since the 
organization of this Government in unbroken line of precedent i 
you in the face against a case like this. I say that property dam 
or destroyed or captured as the result and on the theater of war in 
loyal States or in the enemy’s country by military operations and as a 
military necessity the Government never has paid for. Why? Because 
these are the well-recognized ordinary operations of war. They are the 
natural consequences of war. They may be harsh. How full of harsh- 
ness is the whole history of our country from the beginning of the war 
down to this hour; and as to all your losses, as to our losses, as to all 
the Government losses, I regret them equally with you. 

How, then, was it done? Why it was done in the prosecution of the 
war as an act of self-defense. An army moving may of necessity dam- 
age and destroy property, just as I may in the defense of Sec cpr 
injure the property or person of another. An army in its may 
seize and destroy cotton-bales or timber or railroads or anything else re- 
quired by the public safety. 

Under what circumstances may this be done? When it obstructs or 
impedes the march of the army, or if it would facilitate the progress 
and ultimate success of the army, or if it is found to be property that 
would strengthen one army or weaken or cripple the other. Under 
the circumstances they are the proper subject-matter of war and the 
ravagesof war. And war was carried on without regard to cost during 
our late struggle. 

With my little experience on the War Claims Committee, now run- 
ning thus far into a third Congress, I learn that perhaps much the 
greatest damage done during the war for which claims have hitherto 
been filed was to loyal persons, but rendered n to aid military 
operations; sometimes to prevent property from falling into the hands 
of the enemy and becoming useful to the enemy. This caused im- 
mense destruction. It was resorted to as a means of warfare on both 
sides. Why, sir, in our records we have evidence that the Southern 
confederacy destroyed ‘perhaps two hundred millions of dollars’ worth 
of cotton to keep it from falling into the hands of the Federal forces. 
The Federal Army also destroyed millions of property of loyal men 
to keep it from falling into the hands of the confederate forces. 

Why, sir, let me refresh the memory of some of you who have been 
here for a number of years by calling familiar names of cases of great 
hardship. There was Dr. J. Milton Best, in Tennessee. There was 
Thomas B. Wallace, of Missouri. ‘There was the East Tennessee Uni- 
versity. There were the Manchester and Kentucky salt-works. There 
was the Torrey mill, inthe Shenandoah Valley, thatin the Forty-seventh 
or Forty-eighth Congress, witha heartalmostsick, [had to reportagainst. 
A loyal man, with all he had invested in the mill property, stored with 
flour and with wheat; and the Union forces, findingit would be taken 
the next day by the confederate forces, burned it to ashes and left that 
manin poverty. All these have had adverse reports upon our Calendar. 

I am not going to enumerate all these cases. Itwould take my hour 
to doit. Around this very city are some of the hardest cases. Anold 
man far up in years, who can live but a little time, came to my room the 
other night with tears in his eyes. His farm had been taken, timber 
cut, ditches dug—his property, absolutely destroyed. And he was a 
loyal man, but payment has always been refused him. He wanted to 
know whether there was any hope for these men who had endured such 
sacrifices in the cause of the Union. I was compelled to say I saw no 


hope. F 

But if you jump over all these cases and pay a railroad company for 
ravages like this, you will need no bills to reduce revenue, On the 
contrary, you will pile up over and above the present indebtedness of 
the Government a sum more than equal to the debt at the close of the 
war. So I say to gentlemen, in all frankness and good-will, if we are 
to override international law, if we are to override the usages of civil- 
ized nations, if we are to override the well-settled Con; ional legis- 
lation of this country, I do not want to begin here on claim or on 
a claim of this class. I say to you gentlemen who are pressing it that 
if by any possibility this House could be induced to recognize it, it 
would bring such a reproach, such a blighting, burning st upon 
righteous and just claims that no man need apprehend or hope that he 
can get even a claim hereafter. 

To justify what I have said I want to invite attention to how this 
corporation was treated by the Government after the war to show you 
that the Government toward this claimant has not been a hard master. 
The Government acted generously and magnanimously. It sought to 
build up the waste places of Tennessee, and it encouraged this road to 
peace and to reconciliation and to prosperity. The very firstact wasa 
request of Lash pongen of this road upon the Government for the re- 
turn by the military authorities of all the property removed which they 
could identify to this McMinnville road, and the military authorities 
returned it, - 
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Now, what more did the Government do? This company said it 
had suffered by the war and wanted the Government to advance some 
means to enable it to purchase the rolling stock so it could reorganize 
and refit its road for usefulness to the Government and to the State. 
Now, what did the Government do? They loaned them the money 
which they are now toavoid the payment of; and in the bond 

ven for the payment of that which was partially read by my friend 
fom Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] is this statement—and that was in 


MEO ASS pany desires and by these presents intends to 
soora osha Uniten taioe- 1oe INS and punctual payment as aforesaid of 
which may be due for the said materials received or to be received 

Fag it fr from syst United States. 

Two years rolled around and they.could not make payment. They 
wanted further time. They appealed to the Government. The Gov- 
ernment generously and magnanimously granted it. They rags ah “Give 
us this much more time and we will pay to you according to the con- 
dition of the bond every dollar of indebtedness.” , 

How was the Government treated in return bythis company? What 
did thiscompany do in return for all the generosity of the Government? 
They did this: The road was sold undera decree of the court in favor of 
the State of Tennessee to the second company named here, the Mem- 
phis and Charleston Railroad Company. Lateron this other company, 
the real beneticiary of this bill, as the gentleman has pa it, somehow 
or other came in under this second company that had bought the road. 

By the terms of the original contract the road was to carry the mail 
and the compensation for that service was to be applied upon the in- 
debtedness to the Government. This new company refused to carry 
the mail, and notified the Department that they would not do it. For 
what reason? Let meread to you outof their own mouths, for I quote 
here almost exclusively from their own declarations, in order that no 
question of fact may arise. On page 52 of this document yon will find 
that the Quartermaster-General says: 

On the 15th of July, 1871, the State of Tennessee sold this road under its statu- 
tory lien to this company, and it resold it to the Mem: and Charleston Rail- 
entof tħe Memphis and 
astatement 


road Company. On the 8d of June, 1873, the 
Railroad Company submitted to 
of the circumstances under which that company had purchased the road. 
Here is the statement: 
«My sot ara r asianet instructed me to say, unless compensation is mado 


this com g the mails over the road, the same will be discon- 
aeije uly next, 
"E RICHARDSON. What is the date of that? 


Mr. GEDDES. July, 1873. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Eight years after the SE of the war. 

Mr. GEDDES. July, 1873, the was notified 
by the Assistant Postmaster-General that the etii service had been 
discontinued by this company. In a statement of an officer of the 
road to the Quartermaster-General, justifying the discontinuance of the 
service, he gives this reason: 

Relative to the account for transport of stores over the McMinnville and Man- 

er road, we desire to say that the amount should not be placed to the credit 

of the McMinnville road, as they are not recognized.in the transaction at all, 
and have now no connection whatever with the road. 

It is owned and operated exclusively by the Memphis and Charles- 
ton Railroad Company. To this the Quartermaster-General replied 
modestly. 

ernment ms alien upon the and 
A OEA by errata contract pon t te It ais infos that the meiner 


the road by order of the State court in a suit in which the United States was not, 
and could not, be a party does not affect the rights of the Government in this 
respect. 


Then the president of the Memphis and Charleston Railroad Com- 
pany, which had become the purchaser, wrote as follows to the Quarter- 
master on the 20th of August, 1874: 

otha acre yen gt 


To this the Quartermaster replies: 
itions, in eet under which the E Sager was sold were that the 


een eae 
that these con me shall observed. 
Tennessee does not, we think, eee eas are renee 
The Government 


In the last report of the Quarermaster-General, which I have before 
me, I find this condition of thin, nean forth: After the war the Govern- 
ment sold to fifty Southern and Southwestern railroad companies prop- 

erty amounting to over $6,000,000. Of these fifty roads that thus 
became debtors to the Gororamani forty-six have paid in full or have 
compromised manfully, rieg Paes out of the fifty still standing as 
debtors upon the Ta r the Governmen: a this McMinnville and 
Manchester road is one of the four. mark the 
reason given why the purchasers of the road should not carry the mail.. 


It was that they had bought on an execution and that therefore the 


Government had no 
original company. 

Is not this blowing hot and cold? Is it not playing the old game, 
‘* Heads, I win; tails, you lose?” They would not carry the mail be- 
cause they had no connection with the original company, but oy now 
want us to pay them $140,000 as the beneficiaries under this bill upon 
the ground that they are the successors of that old company. 

That is all there is of it; that is the case plainly and squarely put 
from their own record. Now, let me read from the statement of the 
gentleman who was made under military authority the collecting power 
to gather up the money from all these fifty roads, forty-six of them 
having paid. Let us see what he says. I do not quote it all, for he 
uses some wordsso harsh, some language so strong, that if Ishould read 
it some friend might say that its tendency was to excite some of the 
bier oot ene Ge out of the late war. What I shall read is from the 

to General Thomas, and by General Thomas indorsed and 
oak to the Secretary of War. While some of the language is too strong 
for me to read, I quote what seems sufficient upon this point: 

Hieta —_ of the collection of the indebtedness February 1, ue Ha obedi- 

order No. 1l. Inalmostevery case the management of t he roads 
had. name closely identified with the initiation of the and they had 
contributed to sustain it against the Government both by the my er eek and the 
means of the companies. While their roads were occupied by the confeder- 
ates they had strained their capacity in the concentration.of troops and rap 
erty no class of men were louder in their defiance of the power of 

n States. 

When the the ma armof Serge nip aon Pres eg myer oe: fae ee 
tions of war, and afterward retired behind the Kaarian of the REAT EEA 

with them as much of the property of the roads as they could. 


claim, because they had no connection with the 


I say this puts the case in the mildest form that a man anxious to 
obliterate and wipe out forever the unpleasant memories of the war can 


t. 
pa 52 RICHARDSON. From what page does the gentleman read? 

Mr. GEDDES. This passage is toward the last of the record, imme- 
diately preceding the report of General Thomas. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman say that the language he 
has read is applied particularly to the McMinnville and Manchester 
road, or any road y concerned in this case? Is it not applied 
to the roads of the Routh general ne 

Mr. GEDDES. It is; way I read it. General Thomas, 
in submitting this report to the Secretary of War, used the following 
language: 


ie attention of the honorable Secretary of War is respectfully invited to this 

a ¢ a complete erancrscers of the indebtedness of the Southern rail- 

Hn ited States at this time and of the efforts cf some of them to 
evade or defer payment. 

I can only recommend that the Government hold these roads to-their con- 
tract; that they be compelled to liquidate their indebtedness upon the terms 
now agreed upon, without consideration or a ona in the least degree of 

claims for damages or use by occupation of the 
be: believed to be a witout foundation in justice or right. 


Now, I have not felt called upon to quote at greater length from these 
records in the presence of my friends here in order to establish fully 
the real facts in this case as I claim them to exist. In the remaining 
time allowed me I want to cite some authorities to show the uniform 
legislation of Congress and the well-settled principles of international 
law in relation to this question. 

The facts in this case being clearly established, the only question re- 
maining is as to the rights of the claimant and the duty of the Govern- 
ment to it growing out of the facts stated. 

We do not recognize any obligation on the part of the Government 
to make compensation for the property of a loyal citizen, ina loyal State, 
which was destroyed or damaged by competent and duly authorized 
military authority in advance of a battle or to facilitate the movements 
and efficiency of our Army orin the conflict to prevent it from falling 
into the hands of the enemy. 


It may be safely asserted that the policy and practice of the civilized. 


world has been against the payment of such claims. The principle 
most mos penton! recognized by public law and the law of nations will be 

found against the policy of making compensation in claims of this class, 
The cases are so rare where compensation has been granted as to prove 
them clearly exceptional. 

The general principle o1 international law and good morals on which 
the general practice has been based is not affected by extraordinary 
exceptional cases. It is the general and well-established principle, 

and enforced by public law and the moral sense of the civil- 
ized world, that we are called upon to follow. 

Many reasons will occur at a single glance why this policy and prin- 
ciple should be firmly established. If the Government should be made 
liable under such circumstances it might sometimes induce a finan- 
cially embarrassed nation to avoid the best, and perhaps the only, means 
of preserving its existence. 

All recognize and admit the sacredness of the rights of property in 


time of peace. The absolute supremacy of the laws of peace over mil- 
itary power in time of peace can not be too highly estimated or com- 
mended. Every student of law and history is familiar with the cele- 
brated maxim of the English law that ‘‘every man’s house is hiscastle.’? 


United States, such claims - 
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Lord Chatham illustrated this celebrated maxim of the English law by 
an impressive eulogy, in which he said of it: 

The poorest man may in his cottage bid defiance to all the forces of the crown. 
It may be frail, its roof may shake, the wind may blow through it, the storm 
may enter, the rain may enter, but the King of England can not enter, all his 
forces dare not cross the threshold of the ruined tenement. 

In time of war the same sacred principle aie ad and permits the 
destruction of property when the preservation of a community or coun- 
try requires it. -preservation as applied to individuals ora nation 
is governed by a law of overruling necessity. It is a law for peace and 
war, and may be justly exercised by military and civil authorities. 

Vattel recognizes this law of necessity in time of war as follows: 

But there are other damages caused by inevitable necessity, as for instance 
the destruction caused by the artillery in retaking a town from the enemy, 
These are merely accidents. They are misfortunes which chance deals out to 
the proprietors on whom they fall. 

The supreme court of Pennsylvania has also had occasion to recog- 
nize this principle of necessity in time of war, as follows : 

Many things are lawful in that season (flagrante dello) which would not be per- 
mitted in time of peace, The rights of necessity form a part of our law. 


The supreme court of New Jersey set forth the principle as follows: 

But the right to destroy property tó prevent the spread ofa conflagration rests 
upon other and very different grounds. It has no necessary connection with 
or dependence upon the sovereign power. It isa natural right, existing inde- 
pendently of civil go 


It is both anterior and hea reg to the rights derived from the civil compact, 
bie not from any right of pro y claimed or exercised by the agent of 
destruction in the property destro; but in the law of necessity. 


The principle applies as well to personal property as to real estate, to goods as 
to houses, to life as to property, in solitude asin a crowded city, in astate of nat- 
ure as in civil society. 

It is referred by moralists and by jurists to the same great principle which 
justifies the exclusive appropriation of a plank ina le‘pe juibavy though the life 
of another be sacrificed; with the throwing over! 


board m for 
the safety of the vessel; with the taking of food to pirk votadeg takta 
mands of hunger. 

The principle which is applicable and should govern in this class of 
cases may be found forcibly illustrated in a report made in the Senate 
of the United States in the Forty-fifth Congress, one paragraph of 
which is as follows: 

The conflagration of Moscow, the laying Holland under water by destroying 
the dikes, the destruction of Athens when the le took to their ahir werenot 
exercises of the rightsof eminentdomain, T were the acts of ense of 
nations ina le, 2 reese only by t overwhelming necessity of 
self-preservation which, for the time being, exonerates individ and ons 
from all legal restraint whatever. 

I invite further attention to the case already cited in which the su~ 
egal of Pennsylvania, in a case growing out of the Revolutionary 
war, $ 

inci the war of the Revolution Congress had a right to direct the removal of 
any articles that were necessary to the Continental Army or useful to the enemy, 
and in danger of falling into their hands. And one whose property so remov: 
was afterward captured by the enemy was held not to be entitled to compen- 
sation from the Commonwealth. (1 Dallas, 362.) < 

During the Revolutionary war property was often destroyed to pre- 
vent it from falling into the hands of the enemy or to obstruct the move- 
ments of the forces of the enemy, and Congress never made any provis- 
ion for paying any such claims. 

A committee of the House of Representatives made a report February 
15, 1797, on a claim for compensation for a dwelling-house burned in 
Massachusetts, in March, 1776, by order of General Sullivan, command- 
ingthe American troops. The house was in possession of British troops, 
and for the purpose of dislodging them General Sullivan sent troops 
with orders to set fire to the building, which wasdone. The committee 
in that case says: 

The loss of houses and other sufferings by the general ravages of war haye 
never been compensated by this or any other Government. In the history of 
be ionnd. Governnasms has mob adopted a general rule to cnnpensutetnalvice 
als who have suffered in a similar cmon 

After the war of 1812 with Great Britain the question was frequent- 
ly presented and the well-settled principles of international law followed. 
Many of the cases very forcibly illustrate the principle contended for. 
One case grew out of the landing of the enemy at New Orleans. In 
order to annoy and weaken the enemy the levee was cut by military 
authority. As a consequence the plantation of that claimant was in- 
undated and suffered damage estimated at $20,000. But the claim was 
rejected by Co: on the ground that ‘‘the injury was done in the 
necessary operations of war.’’ 

The magnitude of our late civil war, and the circumstances under 
which the struggle was carried on, led to greater losses of the kind in- 
volved here than isusualin war. The contending armies on both sides 
moved with a view to success without regard to cost, and the loss of life 
and destruction of property were necessary tothatend. Withimmense 
armies of equal bravery and skill the struggle will pass into history as 
one of the most extraordinary known to the records of time. In such 
a conflict of arms, the control of resources and instrumentalities often 
changed results for the time being, and frequently secured permanent 
advantages. Unfortunately this led to the destruction of an immense 
amount of property. The circumstances demanding the destruction 
during the continuance of the war were various, but all prompted by 
the same motive and to accomplish a common end. 


The property of loyal citizens in loyal States was, unfortunately for 
them, often so situated as likely to fall into the hands of the enemy, 
and was of a kind to be immediately useful to them. To prevent such 
a military advantage to the enemy the Federal Army of necessity, in self- 
defense, would seize and destroy it. A striking illustration of this kind 
of destruction resulted from the order issued by General Sheridan in 
November, 1864, to ‘‘ destroy all forage and subsistence, burn all barns, 
mills, and their contents, and drive off all stock in Loudoun County, 
Virginia,” which was executed. A large proportion of the property so 
destroyed belonged to men of unquestioned loyalty. Congress by act 
of January 23, 1873, authorized payment for the stock used by the 
Army, but refused to pass any bill to pay for property destroyed. 

The Government has also refused to pay for buildings burned by our 
troops in West Virginia in 1863 by way of a ruse to mislead and divert 
the enemy, such act being considered a legitimate act of ordinary war- 
fare. Losses incurred inthat way must be classed with those casualities 
and incidents of war for which the Government does not become liable. ` 

Thenumberand variety of cases growing out of ourlate war, calling for 
the application of this highest law of ‘‘ overruling necessity,” could be 
multiplied from our Congressional legislation. ‘The claims of J. Milton 
Best, of Padueah, Ky.; Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexington, Mo.; the 
East Tennessee University, and the Manchester (Ky.) salt-works are 
leading cases, made prominent by the veto messages of President Grant 
in 1872 and 1873. The Kentucky salt-works were destroyed by order 
of General Craft, commanding the Union military forces, 

The principle of that message in the last-named case has been so uni- 
formly followed by Congress ever since and is so manifestly applicable 
to the case under consideration that it should be here repeated. Presi- 
dent Grant said: 

I understand him to say, in effect, that the salt-works were captured from the 
rebels, that it was impracticable to hold them, and that they were demolished 
so as to be of no further use to the enemy. 

I ican not agree that the owners of destroyed under such cireum- 
stances are entitled to compensation therefor from the United States. What- 
ever other view may be en of the.subject, it is incontrovertible that these 
salt-works were destroyed by the Union Army while engaged in regular mili- 
tary operations, and that the sole object of their destruction was to weaken, 
cripple, or defeat the armies of the so-called southern con 5 

am greatly apprehensive that the allowance of this claim could and would 
be construed into the recognition of a principle binding the United States to 

y for all property which their military forces destroyed in the late war for 

he Union. No liability by the Government to pay for property destroyed by 
the Union forces in conducting a battle or siege yet claimed; but the 

recedent proposed by this bill leads directly and strongly in that direction; 

or it is difficult upon any ground of reason or justice to distinguish between a 
case of that kind and the one under consideration. Had General Craft and his 
command destroyed the salt-works by shelling out the enemy found in their 
actual occupancy, the case would not have been different in principle from the 
one presented in this bill. What possible difference can it make in the rights 
of owners or the obligations of the Government whether the destruction was in 
aneis the enemy out,or in keeping them out, of the possession of the salt- 
works? 

This bill does not present a case where private property is taken for public 
use in any sense of the Constitution. It was not taken from the owners but 
from the enemy; and it was not then used by the Government, but destroyed, 
Its destruction was one of the casualties of war; and though not happening in 
actual conflict, was perhaps as disastrous to the rebels as would 
victory in battle, 

Owners of property destroyed to prevent the spread of n conflagration, as a 
general rule, are not entitled to compensation therefor; and for reasons equally 
strong, the necessary destruction of property found in the hands of the publie 
enemy, and constituting a part of their military supplies,does not entitle the 
owner to indemnity from the Government for damages to him in t way. 

I fully appreciate the hardship of the case, and would be glad if my convictions 
of duty allowed me to join in the proposed relief, But I can not consent to the 
doctrine which is found in this bill, as it seems to me, by which the national 
creamery. is exposed to all claims for property injured or destroyed pi Brags armies 
of the United States in the late protracted and destructive Big e is country. 


GRANT, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 11, 1873. 


The flood of bills poured upon the War Claims Committee at this 
Congress, and this class of claims with other classes which should not 
be seriously entertained, being presented, has led me into this discus- 
sion. Itis hardly possible that claims of this nature will ever receive 
favorable action in this House. Periodical attempts are made to have 
them approved by Congress. Sometimes a case of great hardship is 
selected, one appealing to the sympathy of every member of this 
House, and if recognized as an obligation of the Government the flood- 
gates would be opened and the most alarming increase of the national 
debt would result. Such legislation would certainly be unpardonable 
es to the people already burdened with as much as they can 


have been a 


This Congress is agitating and endeavoring to mature measures for 
the relief of the overburdened tax-payer. ‘The laboring element of the 
country is appealing for relief against unequal and unjustlaws, Labor, 
forming the foundation of our growth, prosperity, and greatness as a 
nation, must have burdens removed, not multiplied. Never before in 
our history hasit been so essential to limit and ward off burdens, and 
afford by judicious legislation all possible encouragement to every in- 
terest now depressed, as at this time. No measure will afford to the 


country at large more substantial encouragement than a prompt and 
emphatic disapproval of the effort made to fasten upon the country an 
obligation to pay this class of war claims. 
As early as 1873 the President, in his message to Congress, said: 
Your careful attention is invited to the subject of claims against the Govern- 
ment and to the facilities afforded by existing laws for their prosecution. Prob- 
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ly the largest savin, 


“to the national Treasury can be secared by timely ue: 
alion on these subjects of any of the jinen measures that will be 


The wisdom of this suggestion to Congress has been made manifest 


by the lapse of time, and as strong and urgent considerations exist now 
for restraints and safeguards against the danger of unjust claims against 
the Government as at any period in our history. 

Indeed, reasons infinitely stronger and more unanswerable exist now 
than when President Grant dignified the importance of the question by 
his message to Congress. If his fear expressed at that time that ‘‘not 
a few of them are fabricated and supported by false testimony’’ was 
warranted then, what should be our anxiety and alarm when forced to 
confront the present number and itude of claims with the facili- 
ties for fraud, forgery, and perjury which the lapse of time affords to 
groundless claims. 

It is true this ground of objection does not apply to the class of cases 
to which this one under consideration belongs. Here there is no sus- 


pore of fraud or improper motive. The truthful history of this case 
been faithfully preserved and candidly and honestly presented ; 
but if it and all of its kind should be allowed by ove ack inter 


national law and disregarding the well-settled iB teri Bat 

around the public Treasury, then it would be a natural and almost oe 
evitable result to throw wide open the door to the payment of other 
classes of claims against which the wisdom of Congress has hitherto 
successfully legislated. 

Here, then, at the threshold of such a dangerous, ruinous, and vicious 
policy I enter my humble but earnest protest. For one I will not 
abandon the great highways of legislation built up from time to time 
since the war by the deliberate judgment of the people’s representa- 
tives from all portions of our united country. In our efforts to devise 
methods to relieve Congress from the consideration of claims no one can 
be more effective than to stand firmly and ‘‘without variableness or 
shadow of turning” by the policy of the past. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. A RR AA I desire to have this bill finished 
in committee before the committee because if it goes over until 
next week it will take another day, and as I believe the committee will 
reject the bill by a large majority, I do not see the necessity of consum- 
ing any more time with it. I therefore move the bill be re oe to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie upon the table. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 51. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No quorum has yoted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. 
GEDDES. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 65. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I renew it. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 


70. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
tee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state unless the point of no quo- 
rum is withdrawn that motion can not be received. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why, that is the very time the motion to rise is 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee find itself without a quorum 
by tellers, it is the duty of the Chair to cause the roll to be ed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I have moved the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order until the point of no quorum 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Weare now within seven minutes of the time 
fixed for the usual Friday recess, and I ask that by unanimous consent 
the call be di with and the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not concede that the motion is not in order. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. You do not object to the request? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I do not object. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] 
asks that unanimous consent be now granted that the vote shall go 
over until next Friday; the bill to retain its place upon the Calendar. 
Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole, hav- 
ing had under consideration the Private Calendar, had directed him to 
report sundry bills with various recommendations. 

HOME RULE—IRELAND. - 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the purpose of offering a resolution and for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read for information, 

The SPEAKER. It will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the United States earnestly 
sympathizes with the right honorable William E. Gladstone and his associates 
in their efforts to secure a ge) Spor for the people of iann and con- 
gratulates the people of that rto unhappy country upon the prospect of an 


No quorum still voting, I move that the commit- 


and successful termination of their long and patriotic struggle for the 
rigi nt Stace oon That the Speaker pe the House is directed to icat f 
this cies to Mr. G ladston: ne, nes peop cca FR 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. COX. Iobject. [Cries of “No!” “No!”] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentlemen from North Carolina will 
withdraw his objection and let the resolution go through by a unani- 
mous vote. 

Mr. COX. I think thisis interfering with the legislation of another 
country, and I must adhere to the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection being made, the resolution is not be- 
fore the House for consideration. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House now take a recess until 
half past 7 o’clock this evening, under the order of the House fixing 
night sessions for Fridays, 

Mr. BYNUM. I havea bridge bill which I desire to report from 
the Committee on Commerce; and to-morrow being the day fixed for 
the consideration of such bills, I ask the gentleman to withdraw his 
motion to permit me to do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sab- 
stitute for H. R. 4793, a bill (H. R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and Saint Paul Railroad Company to construct, operate, and 
maintain a pile and ponton railway bridge across the Missouri River, 
near or in the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 4793 was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has objection been withdrawn to the resolution of 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it has not been. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ Regular order !’’ 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to present a report-—— 

TheSPEAKER. DoestheChair understand the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to renew his motion for a recess? 

Mr. STEELE. I ask the gentleman to withdraw the motion until I 
can make a report from the Committee on Military Affairs. [Cries of 
Lad R ord er! m 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdrew the motion for the purpose of allow- 
ing the gentleman from Indiana to make a report from the Committee 
on Commerce. I renew it now, however. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now understands the gentleman from 
Indiana to request the gentleman to withdraw the motion to permit 
him to introduce a report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw it for that purpose. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
resolution making bills reported by the Committee on Military Affairs a 
special order for May 4and 5; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

And then (the hourof 5 o'clock having arrived) the Speaker declared 
the House to be in recess until half past 7 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) was called to order by Hon. Jonn B. CLARK, its Clerk, who di- 
rected the reading of the following communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, April 9, 1896, 
Hon. Joux B. CLARK, 
Clerk of House of Representatives : 


I hereby designate Hon. C. C. Matson, of Indiana, to aaa at the session of 


the House this evening. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calen- 
dar under the special order of the House for Friday evening. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar under the 

ial order of the House. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent that the members present 
may be permitted tocall up bills out of their regular order on the Cal- 
endar, such bills as are in order under the special order for Friday sės- 
sions, as they may see proper. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TUNIS J. ROOSA. 

Mr. MORRILL called up the bill (H. R. 715) granting a pension to 
Tunis J. Roosa; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
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directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the conditions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Tunis J. Roosa, late a private in Company H, 
Seventh Iowa Volunteers, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: 
After the word ‘‘ volunteers,” in line 7, insert, “and pay him a pen- 
sion of $40 a month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE ANNA LIPPE. 
Mr. ELLSBERRY called up the bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension 
to George Anna Lippe. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Anna Lippe, widow of Capt. 
Constantine Lippe, late of Company A, One hundred and eighty-eighth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, < 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SARAH GREGG. 


Mr. CONGER called up the bill (H. R. 5937) granting a pension to 
Sarah Gregg; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Sarah Gregg, late a nurse in the 
military hospitals of the war of the rebellion, with a pension from the date of 


the passage of this act. 

The committee recommend the following amendments: Add after 
the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 8, the words ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month,” 
and strike out, in lines 4 and 5, ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws,” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANN BIRD. 


‘Mr. WAKEFIELD called up the bill (H. R. 1278) granting a pension 
to Ann Bird. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be itenacled, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann , widow of Thomas Bird, 
for as nurse during the late war, and pay her the sum of $20 per month 
from and after the passage of this act. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the followingamendment: 
Strike out the word ‘‘ twenty,’’ in line 7, and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS J. SLAYTON, 


Mr. GROUT. Icall up the bill (H. R. 5169) to increase the pension of 
Thomas J. Slayton. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Settee eay it acer meee EA 
a month, from and after the passage of this act. Adds 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 6, strike out “‘$30’’ and insert “$15.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass.. 


CATHARINE JOHNSON. 


Mr. KLEINER. I call up the bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of 
Catharine Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt a é&o,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Johnson, widow of Zach- 
ariah Johnson, deceased, late a private in Com y O,in the Sixtieth Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $8 month 
from the 2d day of July, 1861, the date of the death of the said ah John- 
Bon, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


Sea rsp all mpar the yani aongee in line = Era ra words: 
- y her a pension erate oi rm 2d d 
1961, the date of the death of the said Zachariah Johnson.” | 7 Of July; 


The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to'be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ISAIAH H. MITCHELL. 


Mr. BURROWS. I call up the bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pensi 
to Isaiah H. Mitchell. 2 : , 8 Sz 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aue 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaiah H. Mitchell, late a private 
in Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

“mendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL KITZMILLER. 
Mr. SWOPE. Teall up the bill (H. R. 4226) for the relief of Samuel 
Kitzmiller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Kitzmiller, father of John 
Kitzmiller, deceased, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
EUGENIA A. SMALLEY. 


Mr: WHITE, of Minnesota. I call up the bill (H. R. 1252) grant- 
ing a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley and her children. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
Maidon of the ney ae ries we Farn of anpra e A. PONOR of He ge 

unt nnesota, widow of Robe! ley, late o! m pan Seco! a 
ment ot AAN Volunteers, and also the names of her children, Ellen * 
aged thirteen, and Georgie C. aged eight. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

After the word “volunteers,” in line 8, strike ont the words “and also the 
names of her children, Ellen Y,, aged thirteen, and Georgie O., aged eight.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PHILIP ARNER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call up the bill (H. R. 6266) grant- 
ing a pension to Philip Arner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the isions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip Arner, late lieutenant 
of Company E, Sixty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
BAILEY HASCALL. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. I call up the bill (H. R. 7118) for 
the relief of Bailey Hascall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it en £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Bailey Hascall, 
late an acting assistant paymaster in the United States Navy, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET MAYHAM. 


Mr. PINDAR. I call up the bill (H. R. 6176) granting a pension to 
Margaret Mayham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Mayham, widow of Will- 
iam Mayham, late captain of Company E, One hundred and forty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, 

Mr. PINDAR. I offer the following amendment: 

In lines 6 and 7, strike out the words "captain of Company E" and insert in 
lieu thereof the words "lieutenant of Company A.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. ` 
JAMES B. WILDE. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I call up the bill (H. R. 4999) to place 
the name of James B. Wilde on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be tt enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 


structed to place the name of James B. Wilde, late second lieutenant of Com- 
pany O, Sixty-first New York Volunteer Infantry, on the Lert gre subject to 
the limitations and provisions of the pension laws of the United States. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CYRUS VIGUS. 
Mr. OWEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of 
pension to Cyrus Vigus. ‘ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll and to increase the pension to 
$100 per month, subject to the limitations of the pension laws, Cyrus Vigus, late 
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or in Captain company of Kentucky Mounted Infantry inthe war 


‘The Committee on Pensions recommended the following amendments: 


In line 5, strike out “ $100" and insert $50." 
In line 7, insert the word “‘ Todd's.” 


Mr. CONGER. I would like to hear the report read in this case. 

The report (by Mr. JAMES T. Jones) was read, as follows: 

Cyrus Vi served in Captain Todd’ , First Regim: t 
Mounted Volunteers, in the war of 1812, y reanik an praan a eaea 
from said service on the 2d day of November, 1813. He served on the ex: |- 


tion to Upper Canada under the command of Governor Shelby. 
The tis now recei 


man, of good habits and econom' but after the 
business age of his life was passed the competency so y husbanded 
with some misfortunes, added to his unusual le: of years, been consumed, 


of his home, rt, 

This veteran, his life in the wars for his country, has kept his patri- 
otism, and has furnished four sons to the war with Mexico, one of whom, Cap- 
tain Vogos, mas the first man of Government troops to enter the conquered city 
ofM ; and for the late war for the Union he furnished six sons, entire 
family. 


These sons are now all dead, save two, one of whom is a misfortune to his 

vane Trasi out nl riddled with bullets, is a helpless cripple in the Soldiers’ 
me nm, o. 

His family at home consists of his aged wife and the widow and daughter of 
one of his dead soldier sons. 3 

In view of the foregoing facts it is believed a pension of $50 month should 
be granted the ant, Yourcommittee recommend to out the words 
“one hundred,” in line 5, and to substitute the word “ fifty’ therefor, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill, 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES F. HILDRETH, 


Mr. HAYNES. I call up the bill (H. R. 4124) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Hildreth, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hi is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tò tho provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles F, , late surgeon 
of the Fortieth Massachusetts ent. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

NOAH NELSON. 

Mr. MATSON. I call up the bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to 
Noah Nelson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior d hereby, au- 
oes and directed to sass on the pension-roll, tot pare acu sind IA 
limitations of tho pension laws, the name of Noah Nelson, late of Company I, 
Twelfth Indiana Volunteers, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JOHN W. FARRIS, 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I call up the bill (H. R. 6136) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Farris. , 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
izedand directed to increase the pension of John W. Farris, late first lieutenant 
and adjutant of the teed Gti ee Illinois Volunteers, for disease of eyes, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ANDREW J. WILSON, 
Mr. OSBORNE called up the bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Wilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provision and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Wilson, late a private in Company F, 
Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
MARGARET LUCAS. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, called up the bill (H. R. 6812) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Lucas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 


ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the provisions and lim- 
dow of Samuel Lu- 


itations of the pension laws, the name of Poet eo UCAS, 
cas, late a vai in Company M, Second Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 


There being no objection, the bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
: MRS. MARIA HUNTER. 
Mr. O'HARA called up the bill (H. R. 7167) for the relief of Mrs. 
Maria Hunter. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to on the pension-roll, ect to the provisions and limitations 
of the la’ the name of Maria Hunter, widow of David Hunter, late 
col of the Sixth ent United States Cavalry and major-general of United 
States Volunteers, at rate of $600 per annum. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK KORTH. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD called up the bill R. 4077 ting a pen- 
sion to Frederick Korth. Gt iia 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Lower Sioux agency, during the Sioux outbreak of 1862, in Minnesota. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
FREDERICK MARION. 
Mr. MATSON called up the bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to 
Frederick Marim. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Marim, late of Company 
K, Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended striking out the 
name ‘‘Marim”? in the bill and title and inserting ‘‘ Marion.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JEREMIAH M. FITGER. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY called up the bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah M. Fitger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jeremiah M, 
Fitger, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay 
him a on from and after the passage of this act. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
AMOS ©, WERTZ. 
Mr. JACKSON called up the bill (H. R. 5434) granting a pension to 
Amos C. Wertz. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be placed on the on-rollthe name of Amos 
O. Wertz, late a sergeant of Company L, Second ment United States Artil- 
lery, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM WEBSTER. 


Mr. CONGER called up the bill (S. 761) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Webster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the È aisan laws, the name of William Webster, late a sergeant of 
Company I, Twenty-first Missouri Regiment of Volunteer Infantry, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported te the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
FRANCIS DEMING. 


Mr. PRICE called up the bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to 


Francis Deming. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the Randa A pia 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis Deming, late of Com- 
pany F, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY KARSTETTER. 

Mr. SWOPE called up the bill (H. R. 2043) to place Mary Kastathe 
on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Mary Kastathe, widow of Jacob Kastathe, a soldierin 
the volunteer service of Pennsylvania, be placed onthe pension-roll, and re- 
ceive an allowance of pension as the widow of a soldier. 

ate the title so as to read: “A bill to place Mary Karstetter on the pension- 
roll.” 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out the name ‘‘ Kastathe,’’ where it occurs in the bill and in 
the title, and inserting “‘Karstetter.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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MRS. BARBARA FUCHS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, called up the bill (H. R. 6489) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, se Rove the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Bar Fuchs, stepmother of 
John Fuchs, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry Volun- 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOSEPH TUTTLE. 
Mr. OSBORNE called up the bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension 
to Joseph Tuttle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, £c., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, su ne to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Joseph le, father of Charles Tuttle, late a pri- 
vate in Company F, Second Michigan Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARTHA DOWNS. 


Mr. NEECE called up the bill (H. R. 4462) granting a pension to 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit ee &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Downs, of Peoria, Il. 
widow of Albert Downs, late a private in Company H, Fourteenth Regiment of 


Tilinois Volunteers, 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
CHARLES FOREMAN. 


Mr. O’HARA called up the bill (H. R. 6193) granting a pension to 
Charles Foreman. 
` The bill was read, as follows: 


ited 
and limitations of the pension laws. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with recommendation that it do pass. 
SILAS CORZATT. 


ne CANNON called up the bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas 
rzatt. g 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
lace on the pension-roll the name of Silas Corzatt, late a private in Company 

ie Second Ohio Cavalry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
ws. 


There ea no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
' JANNET E. B. SMITH. 
Mr. CONGER called up the bill (H. R. 607) granting a pension to 
Jamet E. B. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, &-c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jannet E. B. Smith, widow of 
; Burton, late a private in Company O, Twenty-first Regiment of Iowa 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out the name of ‘‘ Burton,” in line 6 of the bill, and inserting 
* Barton.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

EUNICE E. CLARK. 


Mr. NEECE. I call up the bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to 
Eunice E. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, £c., That the Secre: i dheish 

Ee oa directed to isos on vd i ab a porka of Eunice: “Clank, 
widow of Daniel B. Clark, late of Company A, First Ohio Cavalry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HENRY HIPPLE, JR. 

Mr. BOUND. I call up the bill (H. R. 6897) gganting a pension to 
Henry Hipple, jr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
——- of Bae — pet DAO e of ang Hipple, jr., e Sonion 

n Company H, One hun an t; Regi t 
Volunteers Toena pension claim No. 328423). gg caine hag 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

Honse with the recommendation that it do pass, 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise and report to the 
House the bills which have been laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Matson having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar according to the special order of the House, had directed him 
to report back sundry bills with various recommendations. 


PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 


R. a granting a pension to George Anna Lippe; 
. R. 314 
. R. 4226) for the relief of Samuel Kitzmiller; 

. R. 6266 granting a pension to Philip Arner; 

. R. 7118) for the relief Bailey Hascall; 

. R. 4999) to place the name of James B. Wilde on the pen- 


. R. ye granting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth; 

. R. 7108) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wilson; 

R. 6812) granting a pension to Margaret Lucas; 

. R. 7167) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter; 

. R. 4077) granting a pension to Frederick Korth; 

. R. 1945) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Fitger; 

R. 5434) granting a pension to Amos C. Wertz; 

R. 2991) granting a pension to Francis Deming; . 

R. vies granting a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs; 

R. 7109) granting a pension to Joseph Tuttle; 

R. 4462) granting a pension to Martha Downs; 

R. 6193) granting a ion to Charles Foreman; 

R. 3287) for the relief of Silas Corzatt; 

R. 6429) granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark; and 
A bill (H. R. 6897) granting a pension to Henry Hipple, jr. 
Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally 

and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a t 

time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 

and passed: 


E Ea FA pa E pa d p 


. R. 715) granting a pension to Tunis J. Roosa; 

. R. 5937) granting a pension to Sarah Gregg; 

. R. 1278) granting a pension to Ann Bird; 

. R. 5169) to increase the ion of Thomas J. Slayton; 

. R. 3906) for the relief of Catharine Johnson; 

. R. 6176) granting a pension to Margaret Mayham; 

. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigys; 
. R. 607) granting a pension to Jannet E. B. Smith; 

R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley and 
her children (the title was amended by striking out the words ‘‘ and 
her children’’); 

A bill (H. R. 6136) 
amended so as to read: 
W. Farris’’); 

A bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to Frederick Marim (title 
amended by striking out ‘‘Marim”’ and inserting ‘‘Marion’’); and 

A bill (H. R. 2043) to place the name of Mary Kastathe on the pen- 
sion-roll (title amended so as to read: “A bill to place Mary Karstetter 
on the pension-roll’’). 

Senate bills of the following titles were severally ordered to a third 
reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill iS: 761) granting a pension to William Webster; and 

A bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to Noah Nelson. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call attention to the fact that there are 
two pension bills on the Private Calendar improperly. They were re- 
ported last Tuesday, as the RECORD shows, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, with adverse recommendations, and were ordered tolie 
on the table. The two bills to which I refer are the bili (H. R, 711) 
granting a pension to Francis O’Leary, and the bill (H. R. 3943) tore- 
adjudicate the pension claim of Francis A. Liebscheets. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, these bills 
will be stricken from the Calendar. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. There are two pension bills on the Calendar 
which I would very much like to have passed, and I ask the indulgence 
of the House for that purpose. I hope there will be no objection to 
the motion I now make that the Honse again resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of pension bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


granting. a pension to John W. Farris (title 
‘A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Hatcu in the chair. £ 
P. E. RAIGER. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 5406) granting a pension to P. E. Raiger. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of P. E. Raiger, late of Company F, 
Fourth Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LOUIS WHORLEY, 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 2963) granting a pension to Louis Whorley. . 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary ot the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the sion laws, the name of Louis orley, Jate of Company F, Fifth Regi- 
ment United States Artillery, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MATSON having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, having had under consideration two bills upon 
the Private Calendar, had directed him to report the same to the House 
with the recommendation that they do pass. s 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
a favorable recommendation were ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed; namely: 

A bill (H. R. 5046) granting a pension to P. E. Raiger; and 

A bill (H. R. 2963) granting a pension to Louis Whorley. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRILL (at 8 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ADAMS: Petition of Edgar J. Sherman and others, 
citizens of Lawrence, Mass., and of Jacob Coggin and others, citizens 
of Lowell, Mass., in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 52—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of Local Assembly No. 96, Knights of 
Labor, of Coal Valley, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, in favor of the 
construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. ! 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of Jesse H. Hubbard and 49 others, 
for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition in favor of the bankrupt 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of John F. Fenwick, of Saint Mary’s 
County, Maryland, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of 36 members of the Phil. Kearney 
Post No. 7, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muskegon, Mich., for in- 
crease of pension for Mary E. Champlin, widow of General Stephen 
C. Champlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Local Assembly No. 3867, Knights 
of Labor, of Muskegon, Mich., in favor of liberal appropriations for 
public works in the interest of the laboring class—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

Also, remonstrance of Local Assembly No. 3867, Knights of Labor, 
of Muskegon, Mich., against the free-ship bill—to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of George B. Kingsley, John N. Linds- 
ley, and others, citizens of Orange, N. J., asking for better legal pro- 
tection of young girls—to the Committee on District of Columbia. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for a law to abolish the sale and manufacture of 
alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FORNEY : Petition and papers of William James, jr., heir of 
William James, deceased; and of Harriet Burbin, of Cherokee County, 
Alabama, asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Mrs. Jennie M. Chapman and 9 
others, members of the Pawling (N. Y.) Woman’s Christian Temperance 
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Union, praying for the passage of the temperance education bill—tothe 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LIBBEY : Petition of Soldiers and Citizens’ National League, 
praying for the pensioning of soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Affidavit in support of House bill 7241, for the 
relief of John 8. Hunter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN? Petition of Susan and Bettie Halleman, of 
oun County, Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of Julia Ward Howe and others, for 
pe savings-banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of George P. Haven, for removal of 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of masters and mates of sailing vessels of Brooksville, 
of Jonesport, of Castine, of Isleboro, of Sullivan, and of Machiasport, 
Me., to be licensed as pilots—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Willis A. Luce and others, of Union, Me., for an in- 
ternal-revenue tax on adulterated butter—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of women of Guilford (Conn.) Na- 
tional Indian Association—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Knights of Labor of Ogdensburg, N. Y., 
against the free-ship hill—to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of Sarah Mary Carroll, of New York city, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of 255 Knights of Labor from Assembly 
No. 3031, in Lucas County, Ohio—to the Select Committee on Ameri- 
can Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

' By Mr. SPRIGGS: Petition of window-glass workers of America, 
a revision of present tariff—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 


By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of Henry White and others, in 
favor of the temperance-education bill—to the Committe on Education. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Rev. E. L. Semans, of Portland, Ind., 
for the passage of bill relative to scientific instruction—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of James E. Gordan, commander, and others of R. S. 
Thomas Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mount Etna, Ind., ask- 
ing to have the record of William Sherman, of Company G, Thirty- 
oe Indiana Volunteers, amended—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of R. S. Owens, of Henderson 
County, Tennessee, to be placed on the pension-roll—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of A. A. Brooks, of Henderson County, Tennessee, for 
relief—to the same committee. ; 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Maria Wilson, of Paint Rock, Ala., 
asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Petition in favor of granting pensions to sol- 
diers who were taken prisoners during the late war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Maurice Power, for relief—to the same 
committee, 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of citizens of Kent and Allegan Counties, 
Michigan. 

By Mr. EDEN: Of citizens of Fayette and Macaupin Counties, Illi- 


nois. 

By Mr. EVANS: Of citizens of Montgomery and Bucks Counties, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Of citizens of Mercer, Butler, and Crawford 
Counties, Pennsylvania. : 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens of Lawrence and Beaver Counties, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of citizens of Waldo and Somerset Counties, 
Maine. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Of citizens of Middlesex County, Connecticut. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Of citizens of Luzerne and Lackawanna Coun- 
ties, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Of Dr. H. A. Hunt and others, citizens of Rice 
and Goodhue Counties, Minnesota. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: O fcitizens of Semiahmoo, Blaine, and North- 
ern Whatcom, Washington Territory. 

By Mr. WEBER: Of citizens of Niagara County, New York. 

By Mr. WEST: Of citizens of Fulton County, New York. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Of citizens of Indiana and Armstrong Coun- 


ties, Pennsylvania. 
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SATURDAY, April 10, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J: G. BUTLER, D. D: 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of Knightsof La- 
bor of Waterville, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the free- 
ship bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Car- 
donia, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John Burton and 490 others, resi- 
dents of Decatur County, Indiana, praying for the passage of a bill 
granting pensions to all soldiers and sailors who served in the Army 
and Navy of the United States during the war of the rebellion, and to 
their widows and orphans, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON. I presentalso the petition of C. H. Bathenbender 
and 10 other officers and members of the three local assemblies of 
Knights of Labor at Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the speedy passage 
of the bill providing for the arbitration of all labor disputes. 

The House bill on this subject, I understand, has been reported favor- 
ably by our Committee on Education and Labor and is now upon the 
Calendar. The petition will therefore, under the rules, lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. CULLOM.. There is another bill on the same subject which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Interstate Commerce and has not 
yet been reported; but probably the petition may as well lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HARRISON, As the petition relates especially to the House 
bill I have referred to, I suggest that it lie upon the table. 

Ido not desire to anticipate the discussion of that measure, which will 
soon come before the Senate, but the startling occurrences of which we 
have accounts from day to day in the newspapers are turning the at- 
tention of all lovers of good order and of the prosperity of the country 
to the necessity of providing some method of harmonizing the interests 
of the working classes and of the employers of labor. Arbitration is the 
only method that seems to be open for the peaceful and speedy and just 
settlement of such disputes. 

Arbitration of course must precede strikes. It implies calmness, and 
that is not to be found when the contest is once inaugurated and pas- 
sions are aroused. I think so far as we can contribute hy any Congres- 
sional legislation to securing the just settlement by arbitration of all 
labor troubles we shall contribute greatly to the peace and happiness of 
the country. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. JACKSON presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Rock- 
wood, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of A. H. Jones and other citizens 
of China, Me., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 355) to promote 

among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for international 
arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a petition of freeholders of 
Spokane and Whitman Counties, Washington Territory, and of Nez 
Perces County, Idaho, praying for the opening to settlement of the De 
Smet Mission Withhold, and also the allotment of lands in severalty to’ 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex soldiers and sailors of the State of 
Oregon, praying that justice be done to the soldiers and sailors who 
fought in the defense of their country in the late war of the rebellion, by 
the passage of what is known as the Weaver bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PIKE presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Manchester, 
N. H., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 206 laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed at the United States navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H., pray- 
ing for the enactment of a law securing to them arrears of pay due on 
account of their being required subsequent to June 25, 1868, to work 
two hours’a day for a day’s work more than required by law; which 
was referred to the Committce on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill'(S. 851) to amend the charter of the Metro- 
politan Railroad Company, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman S. Bull, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1060) for the relief of C. M. Wittig, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs; which was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: - 

A bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to John H. Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam; 

A bill (H. R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell; 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Louis Abear; 

A bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler; 

A bill (S. 2005) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage; 

A bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to Agnes M. Edwards, infant 
daughter of Harvey H. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer; and 

A bill (H. R. 1254) granting a pension to Mary Hoff. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3308) to increase the pension of Joseph R. Cravens; 

A bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Daniel B. Clark; 

a A bill (H, R. 693) to restore to the pension-roll the name of William 
. Keith; ; 

A bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to William Condon; 

A bill (H. R. 4116) increasing the pension of John P. Brinegar; and 

A bill (H, R. 4224) for the relief of Amanda Rogers. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Hutchison and minor children; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

NICARAGUAN CLAIMS CONVENTION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire fo offer a concurrent resolution and have it 
printed and go over for one day. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the following resolution was passed in the Senate on March 10, 1882, 
and in the House of Representatives on the L6th March, 1882: 

*“ Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives congurring), Thatthe Presi- 
dent be requested to bring to the attention of the Govefħmentof Nicaragua the 
necessity of arranging by a convention for final settlement of all unadjusted 
claims existing between the Government of the United States and the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua and claims of citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
erument of Nicaragua ;” and 

Whereas no information has been given to Congress of any practical progress 
that has been made in the aie of the claims of the citizens of the United 
States against the Republic of Nicaragua: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Kepresentatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to bring this subject to the attention of 
the Government of Nicaragua, with a view to securing the prompt and full sat- 
isfaction of the just claims of the citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to have made of the resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. If there is no objection to it, I will ask that it be 
presently considered. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it had better be printed. Its present consid- 
eration may lead to a discussion which would interfere with the Wash- 
ington bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it be printed and lie over for one day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
objection. 

TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday morning 
next, after the routine morning business, I shall move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation 
of railroad-grant lands, and for other purposes. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. HOAR. Task unanimous consent that the Judiciary Committee, 
or any subcommittee of its number, charged with any investigation into 
facts, may have power to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
consent of the Senate that the Committee on the Judiciary, or any sub- 
committee ofits number, may have leave to sit during the sessions of the 
Senate. Ifthere be noobjection that request will begranted. TheChair 
hears no objection. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT. Ifthere is no further morning business I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill for the admission of the 
State of Washington, and if I may be pardoned a moment I would say 
that the bill has been under consideration for a Jong time; I thought 
last night we were nearing a vote, and we were adjourned for want of a 
quorum, ‘This is aday when Senators desire to have their time to them- 
selves for committee work and for departmental work. I think we can 
dispose of the bill in a short time to-day; and, if so, I shall myself move 
an adjournment immediately thereafter; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 67) to pro- 
vide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes, 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. The first question in reference to that bill is 
upon a yea-and-nay vote on an amendment. The Senate is not full to- 


day, and I do not think it fair to take up the bill and force it to a-vote 
in the present condition of the Senate. Weadjourned upon a yea-and- 
nay vote for the want of a quorum, and that amendment will be the 
first thing to be voted upon in connection with the bill when it comes 
up. Lhope the Senator will not press his motion at this particular time, 
because a number of Senators I know are not here who want to record 
their votes on the pending question. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no doubt there is a quorum in the building. 
Of course I do not desire to have the Senate adjourn again for the want 
of a quorum, but I presume the vote will bring in a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 67) to provide for the 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Eustis, in section 3, line 2, after the word ‘‘quali- 
fied,” to insert the word ‘‘male;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That in order to the formation of such State government the qualified male 
electors resident within said boundaries are hereby authorized, Kc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). Iam pai on ques- 
tions of this character with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ j 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 
he would vote on this question; I therefore wi 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. Ido not know how he would vote on this ques- 
tion. Had I the privilege to vote, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. McMIL . Lam with the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN] who is absent from theSenate to-day. Ifhe were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘“‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yem.” 

Mr. . Lam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom]. Ifhe were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. My aaa pee SABIN] is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. My colleague would vote 
‘nay ?? if he were present. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam paired on this question with the Senator from 
Illinois[Mr. LoGaN]. If I wereat liberty to vote, Ishould vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 25; as follows: 


I am paired generally 
I do not know how 
old my vote. 


YEAS—l4. 
Beck, Jones of Arkansas, Sauisbury, 
Coke, noe ate Walthall. 
Pusti n 5 
Gray, Jackson, Pugh. 
NAYS—3. 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Stanford, 
Blair, Edmunds, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Butler, Evarts, Morrill, Van Wyck 
Call, Frye, Pike, Wilson of Iowa. 
Conger, Platt, 
Cullom, ’ Sawyer, 
Dawes, Hawley, 
ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Fair, McPherson, Sabin, 
Berry, Gibson, Mahone, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Manderson, y 
Bowen, Hale, Miller, ance, 
Brown, * Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Vest, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Palmer, oorhees. 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
krell. Kogan Loos 
Coe! i "i 
Colquitt, McMillan, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I gave notice that I should offer some other ainend- 
ments of the same character, but that was under the belief that the 
amendment which has just been rejected would be carried. Inasmuch 
as it has been defeated by a decisive vote, it is not necessary to con- 
sume the time of the Senate by offering any further amendment to the 


same parpose. 4 f 
Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the bill by striking out section 
7 and inserting what I send to the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike ont section 7, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


Sec. 7. That on the receipt of such certification of the votes so cast at said elec- 
tion showing the adoption of said constitution by the people of said State as 
aforesaid, and of a copy of such jon and ordinances, the President of 
the United States, if said constitution and ordinances shall conform to the re- 
quirements of this shall issue his proclamation declaring the State admitted 
into the Union, and pon the said State shall be tted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, without any farther action on the 

gress, 


part of 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec, 7. That in case the said convention shall form a constitution and State 
government for the people of the Territory of Washington, the said convention 
as soon thereafter as may be cause a true and attested copy of such con- 
stitution or frame of government as shall be formed or prov to be trans- 
mitted to Congress for its approbation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the adoption of the amendment 
might delay the admission of Washington into the Union as a State for 
afew months. I am not certain that it would have that effect; but 
whether the adoption of the amendment would delay the admission of 
Washington for a few months is a very inconsiderable question com- 
pared with what I conceive to be the duty of Congress to look over and 
examine the constitution that will be adopted with a view to giving or 
withholding its approbation thereto. 

I think that I have sufficiently indicated by the remarks I have made 
on this floor, which were made entirely in good faith, my earnest wish 
that Washington Territory should come into the Union. I hope that 
it will come in before the next Presidential election, not because of its 
effect upon that election, for I suppose that most likely the vote of the 
State of Washington would be adverse to the political views which I 
entertain; but I wish it to come in as speedily as a right order of pro- 
cedure in this body and in the other House will justify. 

I have no further observations to make than those which the Senate 
was indulgent enough to listen to on two former occasions when I had 
the honor of addressing it upon this bill, in respect of the importance 
of the exercise of the duty by Congress of examining and supervising 
the constitution which may be adopted by a State, not merely for the 
purpose of finding whether it is republican in form, but also whether it is 
republican and is conformable to the institutions of American govern- 
ment in all essential particulars. 

The one question which was debated upon the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Louisiana is in itself important, but is by no means 
the greatest question which could arise in this matter. But the chief 
thing I wish to prevent is that the President of the United States shall 
have a right by his final decree to bring a State into the Union or to 
refuse it admittance. Under this bill Mr. Cleveland, if heshould bea 
candidate for re-election, after a State constitution had been adopted, 
might find it entirely convenient to delay the issuing of his proclama- 
tion for twenty days, and thereby exclude the State from its right to 
vote in the electoral college. I have as much confidence in that gen- 
tleman as I have in any Ameriean statesman who ever occupied the 
White House, and I believe the grounds of confidence in him are abso- 
lutely certain, as nearly as we can have in any man whose political 
record has not been longer than his. But after expressing that degree 
of confidence in him, I can not feel justified as a member of this body 
in conferring upon him power by which after the people of Washington 
had adopted a constitution he could on any pretext or for any reason 
at all defer the admission of the State for twenty days, say until its 
power might be excluded from the electoral colleges, and until thereby 
he might get a majority for his re-election. 

I present the question in this view for the purpose of giving to my 
opinions about it some degree of intensity, that is all, for who does not 
sce that we are trusting a power to the President of the United States 
in this matter which is not conformable to any of his executive duties 
or powers conferred upon him by the Constitution of the United States? 
I have had an opportunity, of which I have availed myself, to express 
in a broad way my view of the executive powers of the President in 
the great debate which has just passed upon what are called the Ed- 
munds resolutions, and in that argument I expressed the whole breadth 
of what I conceive to be his executive powers. But it is not a part of 
the executive power of this country, nor is it a part of the executive 
power of Great Britain, to admit a province into the realm nor in this 
country to admit a State into the Union by executive proclamation. 

The Queen of Great Britain, with all the broad powers that the 
Crown of England possesses, could not by an executive proclamation 
admit a province into that realm; she could not admit membership 
into the two houses of Parliament by a proclamation ; and I fail to find 
the slighest indication of any authority in the President of the United 
States to act upon this question otherwise than under that power which 
is given him in connection with Congress to legislate. In fact I do not 
consider that it is entirely a clear proposition that that description of 
legislation which is expressed in an act admitting a Stateinto the Union 
is of the character that requires the concurrence of the President of the 
United States, 

It is a question that would be well worthy of consideration if a Ter- 
ritory, a Commonwealth, had presented a constitution here, and the 
Houses of Congress by a vote should declare her admitted into the Union, 
and the Senate should seat the Senators from that State, and the House 
should seat the Representatives from that State, whether after that the 
question could be made that the President of the United States had 
never signed the bill. There is a possible doubt upon that question, 


but it is one that looks in quite the reverse direction from the one that 
Iam suggesting now. Most clearly I think it is impossible to deduce 
from any language in the Constitution or any duty or right of the ex- 
ecutive power the authority to participate in the final act of the admis- 
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sion of a State into the Union otherwise than merely by signing a bill 
through Congress to become a law. 

There might be some doubt whether the President by his veto could 
keep a State out of the Union which Co: had agreed in both 
Houses to admit, whose Senators had been seated here under that decree 
and whose Representatives had been seatedin the other House. There 
might be some doubt, I say, whether the veto power would reach an 
enactment of that kind so as to destroy the right of that State to be a 
State of the Union and itsautonomy as a political establishment of this 
country. ' 

But I appeal to the Senate to decide the question deliberately and 
quietly, and without reference to any temporary inconvenience of the 
delay of a State for a few months as to its admission into the Union, 
whether they are willing, in the language of this bill, to say that the 
last act Congress shall perform in respect of the State is the passage of 
this measure, leaving everything else, the writing of the unwritten con- 
stitution, the unborn instrument, the ratification of it, to the people of 
that Territory, and its final admission into the Union to the proclama- 
tion of the President. 

Suppose after the constitution had been ratified by the people a great 
clamor should come down to the Congress of the United States that un- 
questioned frauds had been perpetrated in the convention that adopted 
it, that bribery had run riot in that convention, and that a constitu- 
tion had been pushed through that body which would give certain 
privileges of an extraordinary and possibly a valuable character to cer- 
tain men, and thut they had compassed the whole question by fraud 
and bribery, what should we do in a case of that kind? -By the very 
terms of the seventh section we forbid Congress to touch this question 
after it leaves our hands. I have not the bill before me, and I shall be 
obliged to the Secretary if he will read the last clause in the seventh 
section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

Ifsaid constitution and ordinances shall conform to the requirements of this 
aoh shall issue his proclamation declaring the State admitted into the Union, 
thereupon the said State shall be admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 

ing with the original States, without any further action on the part of Congress, 

Mr. MORGAN. That forbids any further action on the part of Con- 
gress. It makes no difference what may take place in that constitu- 
tional convention, or how corrupt it may be, how it may violate every 
fundamental law that is laid down in this act itself, it makes no differ- 
ence if one of the political parties of this country should go there and 
buy that convention out so as to have its action conformable exactly to 
the will of that political party, and these facts should be known of all 
men and come before the Con of the United States, by that final 
clause in the bill we cut ourselyes off from the power of affording any 
remedy at all. 

Mr. President, Iam not speaking of this, I know the Senate will be- 
lieve, in any party sense. We have had but one hint of a party division 
upon this whole measure, and that was on the vote to exclude Mon- 
tana from the privileges of this legislation. That seemed to bea party 
division and Iregret that it was. It ought not tohavebeen. Iam not 
commenting upon that, except to show that in the views I am present- 
ing here I really suppose I am presenting them in antagonism to the 
future policy of the Democratic party, but they are right in themselves 
and they are necessary for the preservation of the lawful authority of 
Con; over the act admitting a State. We cut ourselves off from all 
further participation in what is to be done in to this State, and 
therefore what we decree to-day admits the State of Washington into 
the American Union before the delegates have been elected to a con- 
vention to frame a constitution and before even a form of a constitu- 
tion has been projected by any authorized persons. 

I al therefore, that the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, there is little, I think, which I need to 
say in reply to the Senator from Alabama which I did not say the other 
day when that Senatorsuggested that he would offer thisamendment. I 
credit the Senator from Alabama with only desiring to act upon a prin- 
ciple in this matter. Iam sure that he has no other object in intro- 
ducing this amendment. 

He suggested in the former discussion that he thought there might be 
constitutional difficulties in the way of thus admitting a State; bnt it 
will, I think, be apparent that there are no constitutional difficulties. 
Congress admits theState, asthe Constitution provides. Congresssimply 
empowers the President to determine whether the conditions of the 
enabling act have been complied with, whether the conditions which 
Congress prescribes for the admission of the State shall have been in- 
corporated in the constitution of the proposed State. Now, what are 
those conditions? ` 

Provided, nevertheless, That such constitution shall be republican in form, and 
make no distinction in civil and political rights on account of race or color, ex- 
cept as to Indians not taxed, and not be repugnant to the Constitution of the 
United States and the principles of the Declaration of Independence. Provided 
further, That said convention shall provide, by an ordinance irrevocable with- 
out the consent of the United States andthe people of said State, that perfect 
toleration of religious sentiment shal! be secured, and no inhabitant of said State 


ever be molested in person or property on account of his or her mode of religious 
worship. 


Those are the really important conditions, and are, I think, the con- 


ditions that have always been insisted upon as the fundamental con- 
ditions upon which a Territory should emerge from a Territorial gov- 
ernment and assume the functions of Statehood, and they are the only 
conditions which have eyer been insisted upon, and which I think, under 
the Constitution of the United States, Congress has any right really to 
insist upon. Probably it has the abstract right to impose any condi- 
tions it pleases; but the long practice of Congress with reference to the 
admission of States has settled these as the only conditions, except the 
rare instances, one of which was quoted by the Senator from Louisi- 
ana the other day, where restrictions with regard to slavery and inyol- 
untary servitude were also inserted, growing out of the exigencies of 
those times. 

Now, is there any possible impropriety in submitting to the President 
the question whether the constitution which has been formed by the 
people of the Territory complies with the act in these particulars? It 
is a simple thing to determine. The President can determine on in- 
spection whether the constitution is republican in form, whether it 
makes a distinction in civil and political rights on account of race or 
color, whether it is repugnant to the Constitution of the United States 
and the Declaration of Independence, or whether it provides for perfect 
toleration of religious sentiment. That is all the President is called 
upon to do, The only duty which Congress devolves upon the Presi- 
dent is the inspection of the constitution and the determination or 
whether the conditions which the enabling act insists upon are inserted 
in that constitution. í 

As I said the other day, this is not a new question. Ifit were, per- 
haps there might be more force in the proposed amendment and in the 
suggestions of the Senator from Alabama. But the precedent has been 
established. I have examined the cases of Nevada, of Nebraska, and of 
Colorado, and the discussions in the Senate and in the House upon the 
passage of the enabling acts for those States, and the final action of Con- 
gress in relation to the State of Nebraska; and the suggestion has never 
been made before that there was either unconstitutionality or impro- 
priety in this method of admitting a State; and I can not conceive that 
any harm is to come from it. 

It is said by the Senator from Alabama that the President may delay 
a proclamation if his interests should induce him to delay it, and that 
Mr. Cleveland might possibly, in the event that the State when it came 
in was to affect the question of his re-election, delay it until after his 
re-election. I have too much respect not only for Mr. Cleveland, but 
for any man whom the people of this country may put into that high 
and responsible position, the highest and most responsible in the world, 
to suppose that any such consideration would influence him or any Presi- 
dent fora moment. It seems to me that there is no danger of any such 
action on the part of the President. Why, sir, if precisely the case 
which the Senator supposes should occur and the delaying of that 
proclamation for twenty days might possibly affect the question of the 
President's re-election, and he should delay it, that very circumstance 
would defeat his re-election. But it is useless to speculate on what 
would be the result upon a re-election. No President would do it; no 
President responsible to the people of the United States, if he were 
disposed to do it, would for a moment dare to assume such responsi- 
bility, and no President would be disposed to do it. 

So there being, as it seems to me, no constitutional difficulty in the 
way, there being the established precedent—a change from former 
methods I will admit, but now the established precedent—and no harm 
having ever come from this method of admitting States into the Union, 
I sce none of the dangers which the Senator from Alabama has sug- 
gested. I see no possible danger to come from it. It is easy to set up 
men of straw; it is easy to draw on the imagination and to suppose that 
in some remote or possible contingency something may occur; but prac- 
tically there is no trouble in this way of admitting States; and the Sen- 
ator’s whole speech the other day—and it was a splendid plea for the 
admission of Washington Territory, and I thank him for it—proceeded 
upon an immediate necessity and an immediate right. Here Wash- 
ington, after eight long years of asking and after two or three weeks of 
buffeting on the tempestuous sea of Senatorial business, to use a simile 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] in the discussion of yesterday, 
seems to be-somewhat near the prospect of becoming a State in the 
Union. Now the effect of this is not to delay it a few months, but I 
think the inevitable effect of the adoption of such an amendment is to 
delay it for three years or nearly that. Let me show why it will do so. 

Here we arein April, nearly the middle of April. If this bill becomes 
a law it has yet to pass the House of Representatives. It can not in 
the natural course of business pass untillatein thesummer. Suppose, 
it having passed late in the summer, the Ist of July or even later than 
that, it were possible for the Territorial governor to call the consti- 
tutional convention, have delegates elected, the constitution framed, 
not the work of a day but the work of weeks; and suppose it were 
possible after that to have it ratified by the people before next Decem- 
ber, does any Senator imagine that at the next short session an admis- 
sion bill will be able to receive consideration and action when all the 
questions that have been suggested and discussed here in the Senate 
for ten days at least are to be rediseussed, and when it is to run the 
gauntlet of the of necessary appropriation bills and the pressure 
of all sorts of important legislation? It is too much to expect, and no 
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Senator would hope forit. That carries action past the next session 
of Congress and over into the winter succeeding that. What is to re- 
sult then? Then it has again to meetall these buffetings on the tem- 
pestuousseaof legislation. And in my humblejudgment, ifthis amend- 
ment should be adopted, it would be three years from this date before 
Washington or any other of these Territories—for the same amendment 
must be applied to each—which are seeking admission into the Union 
can be received. I believe it too long to delay what has been called here 
the bulwark of the Northwest, the admission of the States which are 
to constitute the bulwark of the Northwest; but that will be the in- 
evitable result of it, so that it seems to me it is not wise and not expe- 
dient to adopt the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama far. MorGan]. 

Mr. GRAY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. $ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when bis name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I 
would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MILLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrmson]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. My coll e [Mr. HALE] is absent from the city nec- 
essarily, and is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHACE] is absent, paired with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I vote, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] having entered the Chamber. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired on this sub- 
ject with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WIxson], as I stated; but there has been a transfer of the pair, and I am 
ready to vote. 

Mr. PAYNE. My pair has been transferred, and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr..CONGER. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. PALMER] 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. If present, my 
colleague would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL., My colleague [Mr. Vest], detained by illness 
from the Senate, is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. TELLER. I announce now once for all on this bill that my 
colleague [Mr. Bowen] is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 


JONES]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to announce again that my colleague [Mr. 
HAMPTON ] is detained from the Senate by illness in his family. I do 
not remember with whom he is paired, but I desire to make that an- 
nouncement. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
ry Coke, Hearst, Payne, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Jackson Pugh, 
Butler, George, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
_ Call, Gray Maxey, Walthall. 
rell, Harris, Morgan, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Allison, Evarts, Morrill, Teller, 
Blair, . Frye. Pike, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Harrison, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Hoar. Sherman, 
Dolph, - Manderson, Spooner, 
ABSENT—322, 
Beck, Gibson, Logan. Ransom, 
Bowen, Gorman, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Hale, McPherson, Sabin, 
Camden, Ham iğ Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Miller, Vance, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Vest, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Fair, Kenna, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Representing as I do in part the only 
State in the Union that lies contiguous to the territory of the proposed 
new State of Washington, it had been my intention not to permita 
final vote to be taken on this bill until I had given expression to the 
very decided views I entertain with reference to the duty of Congress to 
take immediate steps to enable the people of Washington Territory to 
become a State in the Union of States. And if I believed that I at this 
time could add anything to the information bearing upon the questions 


involved, or the force, or perspicuity, or persuasiveness with which that 
information has already been presented to the Senate, I should feel, 
even at this late day in the discussion like detaining the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, as the object of the discussion of any measure 
is, or in my judgment at least should be, to simply present fully and 
fairly and impartially to the Senate all the facts bearing upon the ques- 
tion, and all the principles of law and public policy to be applied to 
such facts; and, inasmuch as this has already been done so fully and 
ably, first by the very able and interesting presentation of the case by 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatrr] in charge of the 
bill, supplemented by the very exhaustive argument of my colleague 
(Mr. DoLPH |, and thess emphasized and enforced as they were so 
beautifully and ably by the very interesting, instructive, and statesman- 


like speech of the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], ` 


and for which, I may be permitted to say in passing, not alone the 
people of Washington Territory but those of the whole Pacific North- 
west owe him an enduring debt of gratitude, it would seem to be a 
work not only of supererogation on my partat this time, but also an ab- 
solute waste of the time of the Senate to attempt to throw further light 
upon the questions involved. 

The presentation of the case, the facts and figures and arguments to 
which we have all listened, it would seem to me, ought to dispel at 
once and forever any lingering doubt that may have heretofore existed 
in the mind of any Senator as to the absolute right of the people of 
Washington Territory to be admitted at once and without delay into 
the family of States. 

Heretofore there have been instances in which the people of a Terri- 
tory have knocked at the doors of the American Union for admission 
in which there have existed grave doubts, founded upon substantial 
facts, as to their right tocome in. This, however, is clearly not the 
case in reference to the people of Washington Territory. 

It would seem from what has been so ably and fully stated by those 
who have preceded me, that every condition of territory, of geographi- 
cal position, of climatic attraction, of resources, of productiveness, of 
population, of established institutions, civil and military, secular and 
ecclesiastic, public and private; the existence of various municipal or- 
ganizations, with all the attendant machinery of city governments; the 
existence of railroads and other public improvements; an established 
and rapidly increasing commerce; a territory bounded and penetrated 
by the third river on the continent, navigable with its tributaries for 
a distance of over 1,000 miles; with a great inland sea penetrating its 
territory, than which none more-beautiful, picturesque, or grand in its 
surroundings, has ever been beheld by mortal man, and whose placid 
waters are thronged with ships from every sea—all these conditions, 
even werethey all necessary to Statehood, and they are not, and every 
other requisite entitling the people of Washington Territory to admis- 
sion as a State, have been more than met in this particular case. 

Mr. President, I have had the honor of living for over a quarter of a 
century in fall view of the Territory of Washington with its grand, 
snow-capped mountains, its magnificent forests, the finest in the world, 
its grand rivers, its fertile valleys and plains. I have traveled over it 
from time to time, and traversed its territory during all these years at 
various times, and on different occasions. I have attended her courts 
and mingled with the brave and generous people of that Territory, and 
I take pleasure in saying that no more worthy, enterprising, and law- 
abiding people can be found anywhere in all this broad land than the 
constituency of that Territory. She is Oregon’s nearestneighbor; she 
is our friend and ally, and Oregon is hers; her interests are ours, our 
welfare is hers; together we have laid the foundations of empire deep, 
and broad, and eternal, and together we are building a mighty struct- 
ure of commercial and political power, and of asturdy advanced civil- 
ization, which at no distant day, if not now, will command the respect 
and admiration of the world. ! 

In view, Mr. President, of these facts, briefly sketched, I should be 
recreant to duty, I should be false to my own convictions of propriety 
and right, were I to remain wholly silent when the peopleof that Ter- 
ritory, with modest mien, but yet with full consciousness of the justice 
of their demand, are knocking at the doors of the American Union for 
admission. 

Mr. President, on the day before yesterday, I think it was, I cast, 
most reluctantly, most regretfully, and with a decided mental protest, 
a vote against the amendment proposed to this bill by the honorable 
Senator from Indiana on the opposite side of the Chamber [Mr. Voor- 
HEES]. I refer to the amendment by which it was proposed to attach 
Montana to this bill and to provide for the admission of Montana by 
giving it a similar enabling act to that proposed for the people of the 
Territory of Washington in the pending bill. I did not vote against 
that amendment for party reason, because as I view this case it is not 
aparty question; it never can be a party question; it never wasa party 
question; it never ought to be a party question; and it was not upon 
that ground I voted against the amendment of the honorable Senator 
from Indiana providing for the admission of Montana Territory. 

Neither did I vote against the amendment because of any opposition 
I have to the admission of Montana as a State in the Union. On the 
contrary, I am in favor of the admission of Montana asa State. I 
have taken the trouble individually and for myself to investigate the 
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conditions attaching to that Territory, and the facts relative to its po- 
litical and material status and general development, and I am fully 
convinced, so far as I am concerned personally, that the people of Mon- 
tana are to-day by right and justice entitled to admission as a State in 
the Union. 

Why, then, it may be inquired, did I vote against the amendment 
proposed by the honorable Senator from Indiana? For this reasonand 
this alone: from the simple fact that the question as to the propriety of 
the admission of Montana as a State in the Union was, at the time that 
vote was cast, sub judice in the Committee on Territories, the legitimate 
organ of this body—the organ not of any particular party of this body 
but of the Senate, whose business it is to speak on so important aques- 
tion as this before we shall proceed to take order in the Senate in ref- 
erence to it. I regret individually that the Committee on Territories 
have not been able to see their way clear up to the present time to re- 
port in favor of the admission of Montana asaState. I sincerely trust 
they may see their way clear to do so within a very short time, and 
then I hope for one I shall have the privilege of casting my vote in fa- 
vor of the admission of Montana as a State at the present session of 
Congress. 

* I am in favor, as far as I am concerned, of the admission of Dakota, 
Montana, and Washington. I believe each and all of them should be 
admitted to all the rights and privileges and subjected to all the re- 
sponsibilities of Statehood, irrespective of any question of politics, be- 
cause, as I said before, this is not a party question, but one that rises 
above party and should be decided upon other principles than those of 
mere isan politics. 

Then, Mr. President, without detaining the Senate, promising in the 
first place that I would not detain it, may I not be permitted to express 
the hope that when we come to the final vote on the pending question 
the spiri€of partisan politics may hideits obtrusive head, and that the 

te may rise to the purer and more exalted plane of true statesman- 
ship, and take order in the premises that the people of the Territory of 
Washington shall, without further delay, be admitted to their proper 
and appropriate place in the starry sisternood of States? 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand thereis a provision in the bill to 
pay the new State 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands 
of the United States therein. I think it eminently proper that there 
should be deducted from that 5 per cent, the moneys which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may have to pay for suppressing the riots 
that have taken place in that Territory. It is not very clear but what 
it may have to indemnify thesubjects of the Chinese Government forthe 
iniuries to their persons and property resulting from the riots at Seattle 
and other points in that Territory; and it is eminently proper that the 
Government of the United States to the-extent of that loss should at 
least deduct it from the 5 per cent. proposed to be given to the new 
State on the sales of the-public lands there. 

I had thought of offering an amendment requiring before the procla- 
mation of the President shall be issued that he shall be satisfied that 
the Territory has paid to the Federal Treasury the fall amount which 
the Government of the United States may have paid or for which it 
may be liable on account of the wrongs and injuries done tosubjects of 
the Chinese Government. If we pay to the new State 5 percent. of the 
proceeds of the sales of public lands within the Territory, I think we 
ought to havean amendment that any damages which the Government 
of the United States is compelled to pay the Chinese Government by 
reason of the riots and injuries in that Territory to the persons and 
property of subjects of the Chinese Government shall be deducted from 
that fund. I have nothad time to prepare such an amendment, butit 
strikes me we ought to delay this matter until some such provision as 
that shall be considered at least. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think it right to say that, accord- 
ing to the information that the Committee on Foreign Relations has 
and the public has, the Territorial authorities of Washington Territory 
ex full and faithful diligence to repress these disturbances and 
wrongs, such as may happen in any State or anywhere else sometimes. 
Sometimes a great popular commotion and discontent proceeds rapidly. 
It would seem to be rather abnormal and rather unjust to take out of 
the treasury of this incoming State any part of its school fund or any 
part of this 5 per cent. on the sales of public lands which in all former 
instances we have given to a new State to help her on in her affairs, on 
account of the fact that in some one of the small sections of the Terri- 
tory, very small in this case, probably not larger than this present Dis- 
trict of Columbia, misguided and misconducting people, chiefly for- 
eigners and not citizens of the United States, have assailed other for- 
eigners who are entitled to the protection of this Government. 

It seems to me that would be hard and unjust. I hope the Senator 
from Delaware, therefore, will see his way clear to let this bill go on 
and leave this Territory like all her sisters and all her sister States in 
similar cases to take her 5 per cent., because it seems to be clear upon 
all the information we now have that the authorities and the people of 
that Territory taken as a whole have no responsibility or blame about 
these occurrences. ‘They were sudden; they were wicked; but they 
were not the acts of the people of the Territory. They were chiefly, 


as I said before, the acts of foreigners, and so far as they were the acts 
of citizens of the United States residing within the Territory they neither 
represented the feeling nor the sentiment of justice and of good order 
and law that pervades the whole body of that respectable community. 
It wasan outburst. Iam, of course, in favor of having the people who 
committed it punished, and of having the United States so far as is 
proper according to the same thing that we should claim of another 
country where a similar thing might have happened to citizens of the 
United States, making the proper indemnity when it can be properly 
ascertained. But to saddle the people of that Territory out of their 
school fund or any other fand with whatever it may be proper to do in 
respect of China and her subjects, seems to me to be quite ont of place. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not wish to press an amendment of that 
kind against the judgment of the Senate; bat it seems to me that we 
ought not, while we are admitting a State into the Union, to takea 
State into the Union when we have the power to require that State to 
respond in damages for injuries for which the Government of the United 
States may be liable, without requiring it to make them good to the Gov- 
ernment. I have as high an appreciation of the people of Washington 
Territory as the Senator or anybody else. I had the pleasure of a visit 
there in 1877 and met many intelligent and worthy people. The fact 
is that I found there was a very great degree of intelligence, energy, 
and enterprise that had gone there and settled the country, and a very 
large proportion of the people are not only intelligent but very enter- 
prising people; and if they have a bad element among them it is their 
duty to suppress it as much as it is the duty of any other State to do 
the like. 

As to those persons guilty of the offenses charged being foreigners, I 
do not know whether they are foreigners or not; they count in the pop- 
ulation on which the Territory bases its claim to admission into the 
Union as a State. 

I think it is rather a bad precedent to be admitting States that have 
by outrages committed on other people subjected the Government of 
the United States to a liability to respond in damages, because I take 
it for granted that whenever the subjects of any other Government 
have been misused in any State of this Union they will call on this 
Government to see that they arerighted. I think if we expect to have 
our citizens protected in other countries we are bound to answer to 
that call upon us. 

I will not, however, press the amendment unless it seems to be the 
judgment of the Senate. 

Mr, CALL, I offer the following amendment to be added as a new 
section: 

Sec. 28. That at the election of delegates to the constitutional convention pro- 
vided for under this act the question whether there shall be female suffrage al- 
lowed in the State under its new constitution shall be submitted to the vote of 
the people; and the vote shall be taken by ballots oponee in two separate 
boxes, the qualified male voters of said Territory voting in one box, and the 
qualified female voters in a separate box; and the returns of this election shall 
be kept separate, one showing the male vote and the other showing the female 
vote for or against female suffrage ; and if the majority of the male voters of said 
Territory shall be against allowing female suffrage under the constitution, the 
suffi qualification of such constitution shall be limited to the male inhabit- 
ants of said Territory who are citizens of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr, CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

Mr. PLATT. On the passage of the bill I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Peer hae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). The pair which I 
have announced with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] did 
not extend to the passage of the bill, but merely to preliminary ques- 
tions. I therefore vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PALMER] is paired on this question with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’S name was called). My col- 
league [ Mr. SABIN ] is absent from the city to-day. He would, if pres- 
ent, vote ‘‘ yea.” He is paired, however, on this question with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. I do not know how 
he would vote. If he were here, I should vote “‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I again announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
CHACE] with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If my 
colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. LoGAn] is absent and paired 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. If my colleague were pres- 
ent, he would vote for this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is necessarily detained. If 
present, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’? He is paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 


Mr. MILLER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
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Mr. BOWEN. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Jones]. If he were here, I should vote for the bill. 
Mr. PLATT. TheSenator from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES] was called 


away last evening by business which réndered it impossible for him to 
be here to-day. He desired me to announce that if here he would vote 
for the bill. I think he is paired with some one who is opposed to it. 


Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote against the bill and announce my pair with the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VooRHEES]. .- 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vesr]jis paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If present, my colleague would vote 


ae n» 
nay. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sawyer, 

m, Ev: Mahone, Sherman 
Blair, Frye, Manderson, Stanford, 
Butler, George, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Conger, Harrison, organ, Van Wyck, 
Cullom, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, ike, 

Dolph, Jonesof Arkansas, Platt, 

NAYS—13. 
noz Eustis, Jackson, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Gray, Maxey, . 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh. 
Coke, Hearst, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—33. 

Beck, Gibson, McPherson, Sewell, 
Bowen, Gorman, ler, Spooner, 
Brown, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 

1, at lmer, est, 
Camden, In; s, Payne, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 

¥ Jones of Nevada, m, 

Colquitt, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
air, Logan, Sabin, 
So the bill was passed. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will withhold that motion for a 
moment. We havea greatamount of pension business. [‘‘ Question !’’ 
“Question !”?] I think the Senate might dispose of the private pen- 
sion bills, special bills that are unobjected to, this morning. There 
will be no occasion probably, if they are unobjected, for a large num- 
ber of Senators to remain unless they see fit to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is so much committee work that I must in- 
sist on the motion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Senator from Vermont to allow me 
to offer a bill for reference. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky to be allowed to introduce a bill ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I present a bill and ask its reference to the ap- 
propriate committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I make the same request. 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 18. 

Bothe motion was agreed to; and (at 10’clock and 31 minutes p, m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIV ES. 
SATURDAY, April 10, 1886. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 

MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MERCANTILE MARINE, FRANCE, GERMANY, ETC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, ordered to be printed and referred to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests: 

To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, in relation to the mer- 
cantile marines of France, Germany, Great Britain, and Italy. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 9, 1886. . 


BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Chief of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, and recommending that a part of the unex- 
pended balance of the appropriation for that bureau for the current fis- 
cal year be applied for the permanent improvement of the building oc- 
cupied by the bureau; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
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Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed, with the exception 
of the accompanying plates and diagrams. 
ARTILLERY SCHOOL, FORT MONROE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the commanding oficer of the artil- 
lery school at Fort Monroe, and urgently recommending an appropri- 
ation to construct a fire-proof building for the use of the artillery school 
and of the officers of that post; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER, in accordance with the rule, laid before the House 
the bill (8. 1484) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
road to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WHITING, 
for one week, on account of important business, and to Mr. GREEN, of 
New Jersey, until Wednesday next, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House this day has been sct apart 
for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Commerce 
authorizing the construction of bridges, the establishment of light- 
houses, and bills relating to the Life-Saving Service. 


KANSAS RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Publie 
Lands, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7021) to provide 
for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads within the State of Kansas and for the forfeiture 
of unearned lands, and for other purposes; which, with the accompany- 
ing report, was ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be disc ed from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of the sufferers by the 
overflow of the rivers in Alabama, and that the same be brought be- 
fore the House for present consideration. 

Mr. BEACH. I object.” . 

Mr. FORNEY. I hope the gentleman from New York will not in- 
sist on his objection. > 

Mr. BEACH. I object not only on account of this being a proposi- 
tion to take up the bill ont of its order, but also because I am opposed 
to this class of legislation. 


FERDINAND PLOCHER. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6692) for the relief of Ferdinand Plocher, and that the same be 
now considered by the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not object if the bill does not lead to debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it leads to debate I will withdraw it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Ferdinand Plocher the sum of $1,339.20, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in payment of a pen- 
sion-check for said amount payania to said claimant and stolen from him by 
some unknown person, but which amount has never been paid out by the Treas- 
urer: Provided, That tho said Plocher will file with the Secretary such bond of 
indemnity, in double the amount of said check, as may be deemed necessary to 
protect the United States against the presentation of said lost check, with proper 
assignment indorsed thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE HENNEPIN-CANAL BILL. 


Mr. MURPHY. Ihave been requested by the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals to ask that the bill (H. R. 5869) be set down for a 
hearing three weeks from to-day, Saturday, the Ist day of May. I 
hope unanimous consent will be given to the making of that order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent 
to submit a resolation, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, May 1, after the reading of the Journal, be set apart 
for the consideration in the House, as in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, House bill 5869. 

Mr. HATCH. What is that bill? R 

Mr. MURPHY. -The bill relating to the construction of the Henne- 


pin Canal. 


` 
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Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. MURPHY. I should like to be permitted to say one word. I 
want to say to gentlemen on this floor that this is the first motion of 
the kind I have made since I have been a member of the House, I 
have not annoyed this House very much. My people expect that we 
shall at least geta hearing for this measure. That bill was reported in 
the early part of February and it was discussed here for two honrs, and 
then went tothe Calendar. This matter and the other matter has been 
set down for a hearing, and we have in the mean time no opportunity 
of being heard in support of this bill. All we ask is to have a fair 
hearing, and we insist it is our right to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will modify his resolution so as to 

vide that the bill shall be considered in Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the state of the Union in its regular order I shall withdraw 

objection. 

fr. COWLES. I object. . 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to the proposition, except in so 
far as it changes the status of the bill by bringing it into the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] 
objects. The resolution is not before House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to have an order made for a reprint of the 
report 1332, the number heretofore printed having been exhausted. It 
is a report relating to pee OSAN ships. 

Mr. MORRISON. I call for the regular order. 


LAND GRANTS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. VAN EATON, by unanimous consent, subniitted the views of 
the minority of the Committee on the Public Lands on the bill (H. R. 
7021) relating to the readjustment of land grants in Kansas; which 
were ordered to be printed with the report of the majority. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, under authority heretofote granted, 
submitted the views of the minority of the Committee on Commerce 
on the bill (H. R. 6657) relating to interstate commerce; which were 
ordered to be printed as part 2 of Report No. 902. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that under the special 
order assigning the business for to-day the bills belonging to the classes 
indicated, unless the House shall order otherwise, will come up in the 
regular order in which they stand on the Calendar, there being nothing 
in the special order to change that. 

Mr. CRISP. We have no desire to change that order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Committee on Commerce can 
go at its option to either Calendar, that of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union or the House Calendar; but the bills 
on either Calendar will be taken up in their regular order. 

Mr. CRISP. . I will say to the Speaker and the members of the House, 
at the suggestion of the Committee on Commerce, that we desire to be 
first itted to dispose of what are known as bridge bills; secondly, 
to take up light-house bills; and thirdly, bills relating to the Life-Say- 
ing Service; those being the three classes of business we can consider to- 
day. Iask unanimous consent that we be permitted in the first place 
to take up the bridge bills. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the order of business in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will be pursued; 
and the House will consider first, bills for the construction of bridges; 
second, those authorizing the construction of light-houses; and third, 
bills in relation to the Life-Saving Service. 

There was no objection. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI AT ALTON, ILL. 


Mr. CRISP. The first bridge bill on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. 
5861) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi 
River at or near Alton, Ill., and for other p I ask leave to 
bring before the House for its consideration, in lieu of that bill, the 
bill (S. 60), which has been reported favorably by the Committee on 
Commerce, and which is substantially the same bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con- 
sent to lay aside the House bill and consider in lieu thereof the Senate 
bill. The Senate bill will be reported, and the Chair will then ask 
for objections, if any. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


An act authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River at or 
near Alton, I., and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, £c., Thatitshall be lawful for the Central Missouri Railway Com- 

y, a corporation duly and legally incorporated under and by virtue of the 

ws of the State of Missouri, its assigns orsuccessors, to construct and maintain 

a bridge, and negra thereto, over the Mississippi River at or near Alton, in 

the State of Illinois. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage 

of railway and,at the option of the persons by whom it may be built, 

may be used for opaa of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit 

of animals, and for pipe naa} for such reasonable rates of toll as may be 
approved from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 

be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 

which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 


of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or 


pas- 
sengers or freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for the 
nr R A EAA the Pia or public highways leading to the said bridge; 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United 


States. 

Sec. 3. Thatif said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, 
the-spans thereof shall not be less than 200 feet in length in the clear, and 
the main span shall be over the main channel of the river. The lowest part of 
the superstructure of said bridge shall be at least 50 feet above high-water 
mark, as understood atthe point of location, and the bridge shall bé at right 
angles to and its piers parallel with the current of the river: Provided, That if 
the same shall be constructed as a draw-bri the draw or pivot pier shall be 
at or near that shore nearest the channel of river where, in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War, the passage through the draw at that point can be consist- 
ently maintained; if not so constructed, then the draw-pier to be in the main 
channel, and the opening or passage-way to be so protected that water craft can 
be worked through it by lines when not safe to pass otherwise; and the apena 
shall not be less n 200 feet in length in the clear, with two side spans of 300 
feet each, and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with and the bridge 
itself at right angles to the current of the river, and the span shall not be less 
than 10 feet above high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, to 
the lowest part of the superstructure of said bridge: Provided also, That said 
draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the passing of boats; 
and said company or corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sun- 
set till sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bri as the Light-House 
Board shall aparas No bridge shall be erected or maintained under the an- 
thority of this act which shall at any time substantially or materially obstruct 
the free navigation of said river; and if any bri erected under such author- 
ity shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct such navigation, he is 
hereby authorized to cause such change or alteration of said bridge to be made 
as will effectually obviate such obstruction; and all such alterations shall be 
made and all such obstructions be removed at the expense of the owner or own- 
ers of said bridge; and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or 
alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river caused or alleged to be 
caused by said bridge, the case may be broughtin the district court ofthe United 
States of the State of Missouri in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge 
may be located: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be so construed © 
as to repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now mrena in reference 
to the protection of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this bridge from the 
operation of the same, 

Sec, 4, That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the app thereto, upon payment of a rea- 
sonable com tion for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such 
use, shall failto nroaupon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and con- 
ditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue be- 
tween them shall be decided by the Secretary of War, upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such lations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War 1l prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secre of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the b anda 
map of the location, giving, for the space of one mile above and one mile below 
the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines 
at high and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all nages, 
and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location 
any other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be 
required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the ubject; and until the 
said plan and location of the bri are approved by the Secretary of War the 
bridge shall not be built; and should any change be made in the plan of said 
bridge during the progress of construction such change shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secre! of War. 

EC. 6. That all the rights, privileges, and immunities granted and included 
in an act entitled “An act heey eat ey, Tag construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
souri River at or near Arrow Rock, Mo.,” approved April 1, 1882, having been 
transferred and assigned by the Hannibal and Southwestern Railway Company 
to its successor, the Central Missouri Railway Company, said transfer and as- 
auseus is hereby ratified and confirmed to said Central Missouri Railway 

mpany. 

Sec. 7. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objeétion, the Senate bill will bo 
considered in lieu of the House bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words to the House, 
not more with reference to this bill than to others that will come after 
it, of the system that has prevailed in the Committee on Commerce 
in preparing these bills and of the efforts we have made to safely guard 
them, so that the House may understand that in every case the bills 
contain all the restrictions and reservations usual or necessary for the 
purpose of preserving the commercial character of the streams that the 
bridges are to cross. 

In every case, Mr. Speaker, the bills have been referred to the War 
Department, and there they are referred to the Engineer Department. 
The engineer having charge of the particular stream sought to be bridged 
makes a report. That report comes to the Committee on Commerce; in 
nearly every instance the suggestion, of the Engineer Department have 
been complied with, and amendments have been made so as to conform 
to those suggestions. In every case the plans must be submitted to the 
Secretary of War before the bridge is built. In every case the approval 
of the Secretary of War is a condition precedent to the building of the 
bridge. In every case there is a provision that there shall be no ob- 
struction to navigation. In every case changes or alterations may be 
made, if the necessities of the case require it, at the expense of the bridge 
company, and I may say that in every bridge bill reported from the 
committee there are provisions designed to protect the rights of the 
public, so that, in passing any bill on the subject of bridges reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, this House need have no fear that 
there will result any substantial obstruction to commerce. 

I desired to say that, Mr. Speaker, and only that, in order that the 
House might understand fully the system upon which we have pro- 
ceeded. Iam perfectly ready to answer any questions that gentlemen 
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may desire to ask. The main purpose I have in view in making these 
remarks at this time is to ask the House, if notat the beginning, then 
after one or two bills have been disposed of, to dispense with the read- 
ing of these bridge bills, They are quite long; they are nearly all ex- 
actly alike; there are more than twenty of them, and the mere reading 
will consume a great deal of time: therefore, unless there be some spe- 
cial reason in any particular case why. some gentleman desires the bill 
read, Ishall ask hereafter that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] whether the Committee on Commerce have taken 
into consideration the propriety of passing a general bill providing for 
the construction of bridges, similar to the bill which we have for 
bridging the Ohio River; und, if so, whether they have made any re- 
port upon such a proposition. When these bridge bills are introduced 
in the House they go to the Committee on Commerce. That commit- 
tee, as I understand, refers them to the Secretary of War, and the Sec- 
retary of War refers them to the Chief of Engineers. 

When the Chief of Engineers reports that in any given case the pro- 
posed structure will not interfere with the navigation of the stream, 
the Secretary of War recommends the passage of the bill, the Commit- 
tee on Commerce recommends it to the House, the bill comes back to 
this House and is passed, sometimes without even being read, as has 
just been ted should be done inthesecases. Under that system, 
this House and the Committee on Commerce act simply in a perfunc- 
tory way. Now it seems to me that we might pass a general law del- 
egating this power to the Secretary of War. I think it would be easy 
to draught in a very few words a bill which could be passed by this 
House, delegating this general authority to authorize the construction 
of bridges, and in that way we could get rid of a great deal of this spe- 
cial legislation. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] will 
permit me, I will suggest that at a later time in the day his suggestions 
= that parece will be gladly heard, because there is pending a general 

ridge bill. 

Mr, BEACH. ‘Then it seems to me that we had better take up the 
general bill and pass that instead of using up time in considering these 
special bills. I am aware of the fact that the Committee on Commerce 
in the last Congress endeavored to formulate a general bill to get rid 
of this class of special legislation; but the trouble with that bill—and 
I understand that they have a similar one before the present commit- 
tee—was that it was too comprehensive; it undertook to accomplish too 
much. Such a bill excites antagonism and can not be readily passed. 
But if, as I understand, the only question with which Congress has to 
deal in these bridge bills is simply the question of protecting the navi- 
gation of the stream to be bridged, and if weare in the habit of accept- 
ing, upon that point, the dictum of the Chief of Engineers, wh7 not pass 
a general law giving him the power in all these cases to authorize the 
construction of a bridge wherever, in his opinion, it will not materially 
interfere with the ordinary navigation of the stream or other navigable 
water? That is all we need; and a bill of that kind can be passed 
here in less time than will be occupied in taking up these numerous 
. bills of a private character which are now before us. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, when the proper time comes, we shall 
be glad to discuss the question of a general law with respect to the con- 
struction of bridges. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Crisp} whether any of these bills contain any provisions for 
an appropriation from the Treasury to aid in the construction of these 


proposed bridges. 
Mr. CRISP. Notatall, sir. There is no appropriation in the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE DETROIT RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 1205) to provide for 
the construction of a bridge across the west channel of the Detroit River 
to connect Belle Isle Park with the mainland. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be printed in 
the RECORD, and that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object to that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Isit proposed to pass the bill without read- 
ingitatall? Ifso, I object. 

Mr. CRISP. These bills are substantially similar in form. 

Mr. BEACH. That is a very strong argument in favor of the pas- 
sage of a general law. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we ought to have anything read that 
we are to vote upon. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but was interrupted by 

Mr. REED, of Maine, who said: I withdraw my objection to dispens- 
ing with the reading. I understand that these bills are all in the same 
form. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I withdraw my demand on the statement 
which has been made to me that this bill is precisely the same, except 
the names, as the bill previously read and passed. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reading of the bill 
will be dispensed with and it will be printed in the RECORD. 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the municipality known as the city of Detroit, a body 
corporate existing by and under the laws of the State of Michigan, be, and is 
hereby, granted authority to erect a bridge across the Detroit River between 
any point on the northwestern bank of said river within the limits of said cor- 
poration aforesaid to the island in the Detroit River heretofore known as Belle 

sle. and now known and designated as Belle Isle Park, the said bridge to be 
devoted to such genera! use as may be prescribed by the municipal authorities 
of the city of Detroit. 

Spre. 2. That the bridge authorized to be erected by this act shall be so located 
and constructed that the channel of said Detroit River shall not be unreason- 
ably obstructed, but that a draw or pivot span shall be located over the above- 
specified channel in such a manner that one or both of the openings of said draw 
or pivot span can be conveniently and safely reached and passed by boats pur- 
suing the ordinary channel of the river; that one opening at least of a draw or 
pivot span shall be over the best and most convenient channel of the river for 
such classes of river traffic as shall find it convenient to use said channel. 

Sec. 3. That the height at which said bridge shall be constructed above the 
surface of the river be such as may be approved by the Secretary of War. 
Sec 4, That all draw or pivot spans authorized by this act shall be operated 
by steam or other re! le mechanical power, and shail be opened promptly upon 
such signals as are now prescribed by law for the passage of boats through draw 
or bridges, and such other and further regulations as may be prescribed in the 
premises, 

Sec. 5. That the piers upon which said bridge is built shall be parallel with 
the current of the river, and so as to avoid producing cross-currents or bars 
dangerous to navigation; and if after construction any piers are found to pro- 
duce the above-mentioned effects, the nuisance shall be abated or corrected by 
or at the expense of the Laud jo oa owning or operating said bridge, and when 
advised by the Secretary of War. 

Sec.6. That it shall be the duty of the municipal corporation authorized to 
erect a bridge under this act to maintain,at its own expense, from sunrise to 
sunset of day throughout the season of navigation and during heavy fogs 
such lights on the bridge as may be required by the Light-House Board for the 
security of navigation. 

Sxc.7. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its limita- 
tions shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post- 
route, over which the mails, troops,and munitions of war of the United States 


may be transported at no higher charge than is made for tra rtation of said 
mails, troops, and munitions of war over railroads and public highways leading 
to said bri ; and the United States shall have the right of way for postal tele- 


graph lines and appliances across sid bridge. 

Sec. 8. That before commencing work on the bridge contemplated in this act 
it shall be the duty of the municipal authorities of the city of Detroit to submit 
to the Secretary of War for his examination a design and drawing of the bridge 
and piers, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of one-half mile above 
and one-half mile below the location, the topography of the banks of 
the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, the direction of the current, and 
soundings showing accurately the bed of the stream, and such other and further 
information asthe Secretary of War may require for a full and satisfactory under- 
standing of the subject. 

Src, 9. That when the Secretary of War is satisfied that the provisions of this 
act have been complied with in the matter of location and the submission of 
plans, the building of the piers may at once commence; bus if it shall appear 
that the conditions prescribed by this act can not be complied with atthe location 
where it is desired to construct the bridge, the Secretary of War shall. after con- 
sidering all remonstrances filed against the building of said bridge, and furnish- 
ing copies of remonstrances to the rd of engineers provided for in this act, 
detail a board of experienced engineers from the Engineer Corps of the United 
States Army to examime the case, and may, on their recommendation, authorize 
and direct such modifications as appear necessary. 

Sec. 10. That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, appoint one or more 
Army engineers to supervise and personally examine the construction of said 
bridge; and that the proposed bridge shall only be a lawful structure when built 
as SPIESTAS by the Secretary of War, who shalfhave authority, by and with the 
advice of the engineers detailed by him, to order such change in construction or 
appliances as he may deem necessary for the safety of said bridge and the con- 
venience of navigation. 

Src. 11; That in case of any litigation from any obstruction, or alleged obstruc- 
tion, to navigation created by the construction of any bridge under this act, the 
cause or question arising may be heard by the district court of the United States 
of any State in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge touches. 

Sec. 12, That the municipal laws and ordinances of the city of Detroit may be 
enforced on said bridge, and the care, control, and the use of the same shall be 
governed by ordinances of the city enacted, as though said bridge was a public 
strect in said d 

Seo. 13. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, and to require the 
removal of material obstructions to navigation by the construction of any in 
under its provisions, is hereby expressly reserved, without any liability of the 
Government for damages on accountof such alterations, amendment, or zepis; 
or on account of the prevention or the uiring of the removal of any such ob- 
structions; and if any change be made in the plan of any bri constructed 
under this act, during the progressof the work thereon or before the completion 
of said bridge, such change shall be subject to the approval of the orreta of 
War; and any change in the construction or any alteration of any such bridge, 
and the removal of any such obstruction, that may be directed at any time by 
Congress or the Secretary of War, shall be made at the cost and expense of tho 
owners of the said bridge. 


‘The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were read, 
as follows: 

In line 1 of section 1, insert “ the assent of Congress is hereby given.” 

Ja. ines 3 and 6 of section 1, strike out the words “ be, and is hereby, granted 

ae 
~in line 8 of section 1, strike out “ to” and insert “and.” 

After the word “span,” in line 4 of section 2, insert “of not less than 125 fect 
clear opening on each side of the pivot pier,” 

In line 8 of section 6, strike out “ sunrise ” and insert “sunset,” and strike out 
* sunset” and insert “sunrise.” 

The amendments were agreed to. j s 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


< BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 
The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 2309) to give the as 


wet 
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sent of Congress to the construction of a bridge by the Nashville, Jack- 
son and Memphis Railroad Company over the Tennessee River. 

Mr. CRISP. I move that the reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER, Does any gentleman demand the reading of the 
bill at length? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to know whether any of 
these bills commits the Government to any expenditure in the construc- 
tion of these bridges. 

Mr. CRISP. None whatever. They merely give the assent of Con- 

to the spanning of the streams. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe all these bills contain a provision that if 
any alteration of the structure should be found necessary, it shall be 
done by order of the Secretary of War at the expense of the bridge com- 
ae CRISP. That is the provision in every case. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 
read, as follows: ; 

In line 3 of section 1, insert, after the word “ that,”’ the words “ the assent of 
Co is araby aveo to,” 
Tn lines 5 and 6 of section 1, strike out "be, and is hereby, authorized.” 


In lines 2 and 3 of section 3, strike out “not be less than 164 feet in length in 
the clear” and insert “be of ers width and height above the water as may 
‘ar. 


be prescribed by the Secretary o! is 
In lines 6, 78 and 9 of the same section, strike out “the lowest of the 
superstructure of said bridge shall be at least 34 feet above extreme h-water 


mark as understood at the point of location.” 

In lines 13 and 14 of the same section, strike out "the spans shall not be less 
than 160 feet in the clear” and insert “the spans shall be of such width and 
height above the water as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War.” 

In lines 18, 19, and 20 of the same section, strike out the words “and the spans 

not be than ten feet above extreme high-water mark, as understood at 
the point of location, to the lowest part of the superstructure of said bridge.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ? 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT KEITHSBURG, ILL. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Keiths- 
burg, in the State of Illinois, and for other p i 

T. CRISP. I ask that the reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the reading of the bill will 
be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were read, 
as follows: 

In line 3 of section 1, strike out "‘ it shall be lawful for" and insert ‘ the assent 
of Congress is hereby given to.” 

In lines 8 and 9 of section 2, strike out “ nor shall the spans of said bridge be 
Jess than 250 feet in length” and insert *‘ nor shall the spans of said bridge give 
a clear width of water way of less than 250 feet.” $ 

In lines 13 and 14 of the same section, strike out “ not Jess than 300 feet in width” 
and insert “ give a clear width of water way of not less than 300 feet.” 

In lines 20 and 21 of the same section, strike out “and with spans of not less 
than 150 feet in length in the clear” and insert “and with spans giving a clear 
width of water way of not less than 160 feet.” 

In lines 23, 24, and 25 of the same section, strike ont ‘‘ and the next quer 9 
spans to the draw shall not be less than 250 feet,” and insert “ and the next ad- 
{eining span or spans to the draw shall give a clear width of water way of not 

than 250 feet,” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS WISCONSIN, CHIPPEWA, AND SAINT CROIX RIVERS, 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5803) to amend an act 

roved June 12, 1884, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction 

of bridges across the Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in 
the State of Wisconsin.” 

Mr. PRICE. A Senate bill, identical in form with this, has been sent 
to the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Iask that the House bill be laid aside 
and the Senate bill considered in its place. 

There being no objection, House bill No. 5803 was laid on the table; and 
the House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 1476) to amend 
an act of Congress approved June 12, 1884, entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the construction of bridges across the Wisconsin, Chippewa, and 
Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin.” 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That an act of Congress, approved June 12, 1884 
act to authorize the construction of bridges across the Wisconsin, Chi ppewa, and 
Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of W nsin,” be, and the same a edra 
amended by striking out the words“ a pary apen Northern Railway Com- 

y,” wherever the same occur in the said law, and by insertingin lieu thereof 


e words “the Chicago, Burlington and Northern Railroad Company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns,” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


entitled “An 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGES ACROSS ILLINOIS AND DES MOINES RIVER. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the 
constrffetion of bridges across the Illinois River, in the State of Illinois, 
and the Des Moines River, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of this bill 
be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the bill demanded? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Itis. I ask for the reading of the bill as it will 
be if the amendment of the committee be agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Aae ons in lines 6 and 7, section 1, the words “ be, and it is hereby ;” so it 
wW : 


* Its successors or assigns, to construct bridges over the Illinois River,” &e, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE OVER BAYOU BARNAED, MISSISSIPPI. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 1336) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over Bayou Barnard, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, reported with an amendment. 

The amendment proposed by the committee was read, as follows: 

Insert at the end of section 1 the words: 


“And provided further, That before any bri: shall be built under this act the 
plans therefor and the location thereof shall be submitted to and approved by 
the Secretary of War.” 

yeahs all ti th be ed for the of passing boats 

a at all times the same may be opened for passage ng 
without unnecessary delay: And v Surther, That before any bri shall 
be built under this act the plans therefor and the location thi shall be sub- 


mitted to and approved by the Secretary of War.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


GAINESVILLE AND CHICKASAW BRIDGE, BROWN’S FERRY, TEXAS, 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the 
Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge Company the consent of the United 
States to construct and maintain a bridge over Red River, at or near 
Brown’s Ferry, in Cook County, Texas, with amendments, as follows: 

In section 3, lines 15 and 16, strike out the words ‘‘That Congress 
reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at any time,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That any bridge built under this act shall be provided with a draw-span, af- 
fording not less than 70 feet of clear water way, which shall be by said company, 
without unnecessary delay, opened for the passage of passing boats. 


So it will read: 
Provided further, That any bri uilt under this act shall be provided with 


dge b 
a draw-span, affording not less han 70 feet of clear water way, which shall be 
Rir company, without unnecessary delay, opened for the passage of passing 
ts. ° 


» Mr. THROCKMORTON. I want the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Commerce laid on the table, and in lieu thereof I have 
an amendment to submit. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendments of thecommittee can not be laid 
upon the table, but they can be rejected, if that be the desire of the 

ouse. i 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Iask, then, that the amendments of the 
committee be rejected; and in lieu of those amendments I will, at the 
proper time, move a provision necessary to perfect the bill. Thecom- 
mittee have stricken out the words ‘‘ That Congress reserves the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act at any time” and in lieu thereof 
inserted the following: *‘ That any bridge built under this act shall be 
provided with a draw-span, affording not less than 70 feet of clear 
water way, which shall be by said company, without unnecessary de- 
lay, opened for the passage of passing boats.’? 

When this bill was reported by the Committee on Commerce they 
acted on the report of the engineer in charge of the stream proposed to 
be bridged. The committee, thinking that Shawneetown was in the 
region of this proposed bridge, recommended the amendments which I 
have indicated, providing there shall be a draw-bridge at that place. 
Since that time, however, we have ascertained, and we have testimony, 
if it be desired to be read, that the town of Shawneetown is 75 miles 
below where this proposed structure is to be located. 

The chairman of the Committee on Commerce, as well as myself and 
every one acquainted with that ion, knows there has not been a 
steamboat within 75 or 100 miles of this proposed bridge within the last 


twenty or thirty years. I have affidavits of gentlemen residing on that 
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stream where the bridge is to be built, swearing to the fact that no 
steamboat has been seen in that country for a great many years. The 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce is well acquainted with that 
pouri, as well as myself, and we know it will not interfere with the 
vigation if an ordinary bridge is built there. The amendment I pro- 
dees that plans and specifications shall be submittedo the 
pe of War; and if it shall be found the bridge obstructs naviga- 
tion in any way or manner heshall have the improvement made at the 
expense of the company. All the other restrictions of the other bills 
are introduced into this. I hope the amendment, therefore, of the com- 
mittee recommending a 70-foot draw-bridge will not be adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. In concurring with my coll e about that, I will 
say there never was a steamboat as high up as this but once, and that 
was Speen years ago, and that boat never got out. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks the House, as the 
Chair understands it, to reject that part of oe amendment which pre- 
scribes the width of the span? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER, And not that portion of the amendment reserving 
the right aon to alter or repeal the act? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Yes, sir; that is contained in the previous 
portion of the bill, if this amendment of the committee shall be rejected. 

The SPEAKER. So that if the entire amendment of the committee 
shall be rejected the bill will stand with the reservation in it? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, Yes, because that which is proposed to 
be stricken out is inserted in another place. 

Mr. HITT. Does the chairman of the committee accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. CRISP. I do accept it as far as I can. This draw was put in, 
as stated by the gentleman from Texas, on the recommendation of the 
Engineer Department made some months ago, but subsequently these 
gentlemen from Texas who are acquainted with the location have as- 
certained that that recommendation was made under a misapprehen- 
sion of the facts. It seems that there are two towns of this name on 
the river, and where they propose to build this bridge with the 70-foot 
draw there has not been a vessel, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] has said, for many years past. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
proposed by the committee. 

The committee amendments were rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tabl 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize tHe 
Red River Bridge Company of Texas to maintain a bridge across the 
Red River; with amendments of the committee. 

The SPEAKER, Ifthe reading of the bill is not called for, it will 
be considered. as waived by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CRISP. I will state, with the consent of the House, that there 
is a bridge upon the same river a few miles higher up, and the same 
amendment is also proposed in this bill that was rejected in the former 
bill on the statement of the gentleman from Texas. It is desired by 
the gentleman from Texas to have the same amendment rejected here; 
and on the statement which has been made to the committee we think 
the amendment should be rejected. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were rejected. 

` The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote bredh the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 3853) to authorize the 
Talladega and Coosa Valley Railroad Company of Alabama to erect a 
bridge across the Coosa River. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent also to dispense with the read- 
ing of this bill. It is the same in form practically as the others. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the amendments of 
the committee. 

‘The amendments recommended by the Committee on Commerce were 


to. 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R.2993) to authorize the 
Chicago, Freeport and Saint Paul Railroad Company to construct a 


bridge across the Saint Croix River (or lake) at any accessible point 
between Prescott, Wis., and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of this bill be 
capenens wie with, being a bill of the same character as the others which 

ve been read 

The reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill asamended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill so amended would read : 

A bill to authorize the Chicago, Freeport and Saint Paul Railroad Compan 
to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix River (or lake) at any caer 
point between Prescott, Wis. and Stillwater, Minn. 

Mr. CRISP moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill was : 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE "ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, WINONA, MINN, 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R.5673) to authorize the 
construction of a railroad and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River 
from Winona, Minn., to the opposite shore in Wisconsin 

Mr. CRISP. I ask also to dispense with the reading ‘of this bill., 

The rea rue the bill was dispensed with 

Mr. WHI of Minnesota. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk to the amendments of the Committee on Commerce. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn lieu of section 2insert: 


“That after the said bri is constructed asa wagon Doles. the said company 


may such reasonable rates of toll for the of wagons and vehicles 
of all kin rs for the transportation of animals and foot 
asmay from time to time be approved by the Secretary of 

SC, 4. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being en , Was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to ask again whether the right is re- 
served to alter or amend or repeal in all of these bills? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. It is in every one of them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thought it was placed in this bill by way of an 
amendment. A 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. No. This is to allow the company to 
construct a wagon-bridge in conjunction with the railroad bridge. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But as to the condition in reference to the trans- 
portation of mails, is that embraced in all of these bills? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Yes, sir; and I will further state to 
the gentleman that provision is made that rates of freight and travel 
over the bridge shall not be charged at a igue rate than is charged 
upon other portions of the road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The provision then applies not only to the mails but 
to all traffic on these bri 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebeska. Yes; that is, with reference to all of 
the bills which I have reported. I do not know as to the others. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isa very important provision as to the mails, and 
should be carefully included in all of these bills. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. In regard to the mails that provision 
is incorporated in each of the bills. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. CRISP-noved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT SAINT JOSEPH. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 41) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri, and to establish it as a post-road; 
reported by Mr. Crisp, with amendments. 

The g of the bill was ish demanded. 

The amendments were 

The bill as amended was port to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ngers thereon, 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT COUNCIL BLUFFS. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city 


of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other purposes; reported by Mr. Crisp. 
The reading of the bill was not demanded. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. i 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3309 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER NEAR SALINE CITY. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5685) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point in Saline City, or within 5 miles above or 5 miles below the same, 
in the county of Saline, in the State of Missouri; reported by Mr. 
WEAVER, of Nebraska. i 

The reading of the bill was not demanded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; aud being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. _ 

Mr. WEAVER, of Ne moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS KANSAS RIVER.’ 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the 
Interstate Rapid Transit Railway Company to build a bridge across the 
Kansas River; reported by Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask that the reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

‘There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
en , it was accordingly read the third time, and 
. WEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 4569) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be se- 
lected either in the counties of Clay and Jackson, in the State of Mis- 
souri, or in the county of Clay or Platte, in said State, and the county 
of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, and to make the same‘a post- 
route; reported by Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

The reading of the bill was not demanded. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles 
above the city of Saint Charles, in the county of Saint Charles, in the 
State of Missouri; reported by Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

The reading of the bill was not demanded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS YELLOWSTONE RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Yellowstone River, in Montana; re- 
ported by Mr. Crisp, with amendments. 

The reading of the bill was not demanded. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


A PONTON BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the 
construction of a pile and ponton railway and wagon bridge across the 
Mississippi River from the city of Red’ Wing, Minn., to the opposite 
shore, in the State of Wisconsin; reported by Mr. Bynum. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have no desire to call for the reading of 
these bills; but it does seem to me a remarkable proceeding that we 
should be called upon to vote on them without a single word of expla- 
nation as to who is to build the bridge or whether the building of the 
bridge is a matter of importance or not. I make this remark at this 
time because the form of this bill seems to vary a little from the usual 
form. I do not ask for the reading of it, but I ask that some member 
of the committee shall give a brief explanation as each bill comes up. 
I notice this is a bridge across the Mississippi not very far from where we 
bave authorized another bridge to be built. I notice also it is a pon- 


in 


ton railway and wagon bridge. I should like some brief explanation 
ofit. 

Mr. BYNUM. This bill authorizes the Red Wing Ponton Bridge 
Company to construct a ponton bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Red Wing, Minn. The plans and requirements are in accordance with 
those for the bridge at Prairie Du Chien, 200 miles below. The bill 
was reported favorably by the Committee on Commerce at the last ses- 
sion of Congress and failed to pass. 

Mr. STRAIT. The bill failed to pass becausc it was not reached on 
the Calendar at the last session. I think there can be no objection to 
the bill. It is recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have no objection to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bs- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BYNUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE NEAR KANSAS CITY, 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 1360) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible 
point within 10 miles below and 5 milesabove the city of Kansas City, 
Mo.; reported by Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI, NEAR ATCHISON, KANS. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 6013) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible 
point within 2 miles north and 2 miles south of the city of Atchison, 
in the county of Atchison, in the State of Kansas; reported by Mr. 
WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask that the reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7626) to grant to the 
Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company the right to construct 
bridges over navigable water courses; reported by Mr. Crisp. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of this bill demanded? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I wish to hear that bill 
read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but before he had proceeded 
far in the reading Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, withdrew his request. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that that bill does 
more than authorize the construction of the bridge; it seems to be in 
part a railroad bill, and I would like to have the remainder of it read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. Before the reading was 
completed, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to have the remainder 
of the bill read; but it seems to me to authorize not only the bridging 
of streams, but the construction of railway track and tramway outside 
and beyond the bridge or bridges. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from New Jersey 
must certainly. be mistaken. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. PerhapsIam. I did not hear the reading very 
distinctly, because there was so much conversation around me, but as I 
caught the words as they fell from the Clerk’s lips the bill certainly 
did seem to authorize the construction of railway track. > 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the gentleman 
from New Jersey to the language of the bill at the close of the pro- 
vision to which he referred. I read it: ‘‘Said railway company may 
construct and extend its line from its present terminus at Cedar Point, 
in said State of Alabama, across Grant Pass and the shoal waters in- 
tervening, to Dauphin’s Island, in the Gulf of Mexico, and for such 
purposes may construct, operate, and maintain such tramways, tracks, 
road-beds, bridges, and terminal facilities atand between said Dauphin’s 
Island and Cedar Point as are necessary for use of said railway in the 
common course and conduct of its business.” 

It is only at that point that anything like the laying of the track is 
contemplated. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill authorizes the laying of railroad track 
on solid ground. It seems to me, Mr. Spesker, that we are doing more 
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in this bill than simply authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
navigable waters. 

Mr. MARTIN. There is no solid ground there at all, as I under- 
stand it. The road is constructed by means of trestle-work over land 
that is covered with water. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes; but not navigable water. 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Why not confine the right given by Congress 
simply to the bridging of navigable waters and there stop? It seems 
to me that if we pass this bill wedo more than that. I have no special 
objection to this perticular bill; but it strikes me that by such legis- 
lation we are trenching very closely upon the limit of the constitutional 
power of Con: 

Mr. DUNHAM. Itis simply proposing to build across a swamp. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, they get thatright from the State charter. 

Mr. CRISP. I call the attention of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BucHANAN] to the fact that we merely give the assent of Con- 

and that we do not trench at all on the right of the State. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
oa whether the word which he uses is in the first section of this 

? 

Mr. CRISP. An “authorization ’’ by Congress in such cases simply 
gives the assent of Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Butis this bill so worded ? 

Mr. CRISP. I can not say without referring to the bill itself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will ask the Clerk to read the portion of the 
first section which authorizes the construction of these bridges. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
dca in Congress assembled, That the Gulf and Chicago Air Line Railway Com- 
, & corporation duly organized and legally incorporated under the laws of 

The Stato Alabama, its successor or legal representative, may erect bridges 
ee the Tombigbee River at such point in vicinity of Chickasaw Bluffs or Port 


n—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is sufficient. The answer of the gte 
man from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] does not seem to be borne out by the 
lan; of the first section of the bill which the Clerk has just read. 

Mr. CRISP. Perhaps I did not make my meaning quite clear. My 
point is that when Congress ‘‘ authorizes’? in such a case it only gives 
the assent of Congress. In other words, Congress has no authority to 
authorize the construction of a bridge except over navigable streams, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman merely announces a general 
proposition, I agree with him; but I wanted to know how the matter 
was expressed in the first section of the bill, and it does seem to me as 
though we were giving to this company a power to do more than merely 
bridge navigable waters. As I have said, I have no earthly objection 
to the bill, Sut I think it ought to be in proper form. 

Mr. CRISP. In order to relieve the apprehensions of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN], I move to amend the bill by in- 
serting between the word ‘‘that’? and the word ‘‘the,’’ in the third 
line of the first section of the bill, the words ‘‘the assent of Congress 
is hereby given to,” and by striking out the word ‘tt may,” in the sixth 
line, and inserting ‘‘to.”” I ask the Clerk to read the clause as thus 
pro to be amended. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


‘That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Gulf and Chicago Air Line 
Railroad Company, a corporation duly organized and legally incorporated under 
the laws of the State of Alabama, its successor or Jegal representative, to erect 
bridges over the Tombigbee River, &e. 

The amendment of Mr. CRISP was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being , it was according read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS YOUNG’S BAY, OREGON. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the 
county of Clatsop, in the State of Oregon, the right to construct a bridge 
across Young’s Bay, a navigable stream in said county and State. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended by the committee, is as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatt the United States 
America in 4 l That the ag of rival in the State of yb 
gon, and its court and duly authorized officers and agents, in the name of said 
county and under the authority of said court, are hereby authorized and em- 
— across Young’s Bay, a navigable stream in said 

channel-spans, draws, safeguards, and auxiliary 


of the waters crossed =f it; and that said channel-spans and structures shall 
ar Providi 


subject to such os pee for the security of navigation on said bay as the Sec- 
retary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the said county, by its 
proper court and duly authorized officers or agents, shall submit to the Secre- 
tary of War, for his examination and bags pshoe design and Camias of such 
bridge, and a map of Young’s Bay from the mouths of its navigable tributaries 
to the epee ship-channel, wh map be ona scale of at least one to 
twenty thousand, and whose pig, Sy pII of the shores and hydrography sball 
reasonably represent the banks, om, and steamboat channels by con- 
tours of 6 feet,and which shall be accompanied by other maps,drawn to a 
scale of 1 inch to 200 feet giving, within areas of one-fourth of a mile from each 
draw » an accurate representation of the bottom of the bay by contour 
lines 2feet apart, determined by accurate soundings, and also showing the force 
and direction of the currents at each 2 feet of tidal stage, by triangulated obser- 
vations on suitable floats. The maps shall also show the locations of other 
wis pes in the vicinity, and shall give such other information as the Secretary 
of War may require for a full and sai ry understanding of the subject, 
Sec. 3. That Congress shall have power at any time to alter oramend this act 
so as to event or remove all material and substantial obstructionsxo the nav- 
igation oieaid bay bythe construction of said bridge and its accessory works; and 
the expense of senne said bridge or removing such obstructions shall be borno 
by the owner of said bridge. 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7652) to authorize the 
Chicago, Milwaukeeand Saint Paul Railway Company to construct, oper- 
ate, and maintain a railway bridge across the Missouri River near or 
in the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the Territory of Dakota (reported as 
substitute for House bill 6683). 

Mr. BYNUM. This bill is similar in form to all the other bills which 
have been reported, containing all the ordinary provisions and safe- 
guards; but, in addition to these, there is a section which I desire may 
be read, so that the House may understand exactly what it contains. 
I refer to section 6. The gentleman from Wisconsin will explain its 
provisions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That said railway company shal) have the right within sixty days after 
the of this act to select one section of land*in one body, or in two of 
one- section each, on the west side of the Missouri River, in township 104 
or township 105 north, range 71 or range 72; and, upon application of said rail- 
way gonpany the Secretary of the Interior is sen Pal path and directed to cause 
said land to be surveyed and definitely located and a map and cess 
thereof filed in the Departnient of the Interior at the expense of said railway 
company; and thereupon the pariga Send the Interior 1 reserve said land 
for said railway company, and shall ue a patent therefor to said compan 
from the date of the extinguishment of the Indian title to said land: Pri 


‘That the said railway company shall have paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, in manner as the of the Interior may direct, the sum of $5 
per acre for said land: And provided That the money so paid shall be 


T emn by the Secretary of the Interior in such a manner as shall, in his 
ju mt, be most likely to advance the civilization of the Sioux Indians and 
e them self-supporting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is, I understand, the first reading of this bill. 
It is a bill which, I presume, should receive its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole, though I shall not insist on that point. But 
I wish to inquire what reason there is for appropriating so much land 
for this purpose. Is so much land required simply for the purposes of 
this railroad? 

Mr. STRAIT. The railroad corporation think they require this 
quantity of land. They ask to buy this section at $5 an acre, $1.25 an 
acre being the price for which land is being sold there now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe the bill which has como 
from the Senate in regard to the acquisition of a ion of the Sioux 
reservation proposes to reduce the amount of land which the railroad 
company is to acquire from the Sioux Indians to the amount actually 
required for the purposes of the road. It is not desirable that a rail- 
road company should be permitted to purchase land for any other pur- 
pose than simply the proper use and managementof the road. Itseems 
to me a railroad corporation should not be permitted to acquire land 
simply for the purpose of speculation. 

Mr. STRAIT. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Indian Affairs, will explain the clause em- 
braced in the Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iunderstood that. Iunderstood from some gentle- 
man it was proposed to reduce the amount of land designated in the 
Senate bill. I may be misinformed. 

Mr. PERKINS. The same subject came before our committee in the 
Forty-eighth Congress, and a bill was reported embracing tlie same quan- 
tity of land. During the present Congress the committee has consid- 
ered what is known as the Dawes reservation bill, and reported in favor 
of embracing the same quantity of land which is provided for in this 
bill. 

I might say, Mr. Speaker, in this connection that this road contem- 
plates crossing the Indian reservation. Negotiations were made sev- 


eral years ago with the Indians for this land. They obligated them- 
selves to pay $5 per acre for this land, as well as for the land taken for 
right-of-way purposes. At that time it was greater than adjacent land 
was worth per acre. Inconsultation with members of the Indian Com- 
mittee it was thought if we modified the bill in this particular so as 
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not to give the Indians so much it might be an inducement to the In- 

dians to secure their consent to the provisions of the Sioux reservation 

bill. By this bill and the bill referred to our committee the railroad 

+ company is to pay $5 per acre, while the settlers are to get the land at 

50 cents, which makes quite an additional advantage to the Indians. 

_. Many years ago the money was deposited in the Treasury for the bene- 

fit of the Indians, and it was thought by our committeo best not to dis- 
turb it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | The main inquiry I wish to make is whether it is 
deemed proper for the Government to sell to railroad corporations any 
more land than may be required for the current business and manage- 
ment of the road. In most States of the Union I knowit is the policy 
not to permit such corporations to hold lands beyond what may be 
necessary for current business in management of the road. Here would 
seem to bea grant to sell to the railroad company beyond what will 
be required for the purposes of the road. Why is it not better to leave 
that whole subject with the bill which came from the Senate to the 
House, instead of incorporating it into the pending bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I will say, Mr. Speaker, in justice to the committee, 
that this bill only came before it yesterday, and, as the gentleman asked 
that it might be taken up for consideration to-day, this amendment 
was not considered by that committee, but at the gentleman’s sugges- 
tion it was reported, so the House might consider it in passing the bill. 
I know nothing about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis not germane to the bill. 

Mr. STRAIT. It was the purpose to get it in this bill. The other 
bill is pending, but the provision here made is to secure the land neces- 
sary for the building of the bridge, as that bridge is desired for trans- 
portation to either side. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is shown these terminal facilities are needed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On these occasions it is taken for granted that the 
Government will give consent in these cases, and it seems many gentle- 
men do not think it necessary to attend where questions purely or 
mainly of local merit are to be considered. 

Mr. CRISP. Ifthe gentleman will permit me I will move to strike 
out that sixth section. Asstated by the gentleman from Indiana, it was 
not considered by the committee, but reported to the House under the 
circumstances which he has stated. Formyself Isce no objection why 
it should not be in the bill, but under the cireumstances I move to 
strike it out. 

Mr. STRAIT, I would be glad, if gentlemen think it is too much 
land, it should be fixed at what is deemed necessary; but I think pro- 
vision should be made here for the grant, so this road may have oppor- 
tunity to select sufficient land for the building of the proposed bridge. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thinkit will be better for us to consider this sub- 
ject where it properly belongs. f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves to strike out 
the sixth section. 

= Mr. STRAIT. I call for adivision, and I trust that that section will 
not be stricken out. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 50, noes 33. 

Mr. BEACH. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Crisp and Mr. BEACH. 

Mr. CRISP. It is apparent no quorum is in the House, and I hope 
the point of no quorum-will be withdrawn. 

Mr. STRAIT. No quorum haying appeared, I will not insist on the 
amendment, although a majority of those present are in favor of it, 
because to do so would prevent the transaction of further business. 

So Mr. Crisp’s motion to strike out the sixth section was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en, , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. P moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT PIERRE, DAK. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7646) to anthorize the 
construction and maintenance of a bridge by the Dakota Central Rail- 
way Company across the Missouri River at Pierre, Dak. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that the reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider ths vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that those bills providing 
for the establishment of light-houses may be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUNHAM. These are on the House Calendar, are they not ? 

Mr. RANDALL. If they are, they ought not to be. 

The SPEAKER. Some of them are, and the Chair thinks, upon an 
examination of the bills, it will be found that they are improperly there, 
if the point of order should be made. 
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Mr. DUNHAM. I do not make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE. 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in regard to the bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce, and now on the Calendars, 
authorizing the establishment of light-houses and the construction of 
light-ships, that the committee, believing that a light misplaced in any 
region is more getrimental to the interests of commerce than the total 
absence of a light, and that to multiply these lights beyond the point 
where actual commercial benefit demands would involve not only a 
waste of public money in their construction, but a continued waste in 
their support, have bestowed great care and attention upon the several 
recommendations of the Light-House Board, and have presented forthe 
favorable consideration of the House only those which it seemed to the 
committee would promote the interests of commerce and navigation. 

The amounts of the several bills reported by the committee aggre- 
gate the sum of $331,750. The amount appropriated last year for new 
works of this character was the sum of $332,602. The amount appro- 

riated in 1883 was $563,000; the amount appropriated in 1886 was 
$436,000; the amount appropriated in 1881 was $524,700, and the 
amount in 1879 was $688,000. 

This a to now reported by the committee of $331,750 I should 
say does not include a tender for the fourth light-house district and a 
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coast. The cost of these, 
added to the sam I have named, would make an aggregate something 
over $450,000. 

But the committee which reports our money bills, as is well known, 
seldom recommends the appropriation of more than 50 per cent. of the 
amount required for new work; so I take itthat not more than $225,000 
would be appropriated next year or this year, if these bills should pass 
in time, in support of the new works proposed to be inaugurated by the 
committee. 

The light-house system, Mr. Speaker, from a very unimportant has 
become a very important item, both in the expenditures and in the of- 
ficial patronage of the Government; and if the House will indulge me 
for a few moments—and I want only a few moments, because we are 
very anxious that all of these bills shall be considered at least by the 
House—I will outline its history very briefly and make a suggestion or 
two looking to a more economical administration of its affairs. 

In 1840 there were 198 light-houses; in 1850 there were 336; in 1864 
the number had been increased to 424; in 1870 to 519; in 1880 to 661, 
and in 1885 to886. This estimate does not of course include the beacon- 
lights on the Western rivers, which amount to 1,061, nor does itinclude 
fog-signals or light-ships, the latter amounting, I believe, to 71 in num- 
ber. The amount appropriated for this service, I mean the amount to 
pay the officials of the service, the amount necessary to supply the light- 
house and light-ships and the tenders, in 1820 was only $240,000; in 
1840, $474,000; in 1850, $526,497; in 1860, $822,442; in 1870, $1,431,- 
207; in 1880, $1,994,000, and in 1885, $2,035,000. The amount which 
it is estimated will be needed for the ensuing year is $2,141,000. 

In 1842, forty-three years ago, a Representative from the State of In- 
diana in the House of Representatives, Mr. Profit, discussed the light- 
house establishment of this country, and this is theonly real discussion 
I have been able to find in the records of Congress. At that time he 
complained that the lights were too numerous on our New England 
coast, and insisted that they were not only not beneficial to commerce, 
but that in many instances they were absolute interferences and obstruc- 
tions. At that time there were only about two hundred light-houses 
in the country. Since that time, as I haveshown, the number has been 
increased to eight hundred and eighty-six. 

These, of course, are not all light-houses, but they are either light- 
houses, beacon-lights, or the stake-lights in the third, sixth, and eighth 
districts, and I want to add that some of these are comparatively inex- 

ive in their construction. | 

The light-house establishment in every government in the world ex- 
cept that of the United States is either a direct or an indirect 
upon commerce; Great Britain requiring the paymentof a tonnage tax, 
France enacting what is called harbor dues, &c., while in this country 
our lights are free to foreign as well as to domestic vessels. And in 
view of this I think it behooves us to establish and maintain no more 
lights than the needs of commerce demand. 

But I must hurry on as rapidly as possible. In 1845 the Committee 
on Commerce, then presided over by Hon. J. C. Clark, submitted a re- 
port, predicated upon a report which had been made by the Fifth Auditor 
of the Treasury Department, in which it is stated that there is no evi- 
dence showing that the lights are too numerous, and in which it is fur- 
ther demonstrated that the light-house service in this country was not 
only superior to but much cheaper than the or service of Great 
Britain or of France. He says that the light-boats in this country cost 
only $911, and they cost in {England $2,268. He says the light-ships 
here cost $2,862, while light-ships in England cost $5,992. 

In 1873 the engineer secretary of the Light-House Board, Major El- 
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liot, was commissioned by the chairman of that board, Mr. Henry, to 
visit Great Britain and France for the purpose of ing the light- 
houses in those countries. On his return in 1874 he submitted the re- 
port, from which FE will read a brief extract. I shall then leave this 
question with the House: 


It will have attracted attention that, as in our service, the light-house estab- 
those departments of government which corre- 
ent; also, that there the administration on the 
mple and economical than our own, and that while 
in our service the law provides that there shall be two officers in each of our 
twelve light-house districts, in Great Britain and France there is but one officer 
for each district; the officer whose duty it is to construct and keep the 
t-houses and the lenticular and other parts of the illuminating apparatus 
and to instruct the keeper in the use of the latter is also the one to in- 
the light-houses. Were the salaries of these officers the only considera- 
m it wo not be a matter of such moment, but the dual arrangement in use 
in our service since 1852 involves double sets of clerks, double ditures for 
rent of offices, fuel, and other contingent items for the service of the districts, 
which require an annual outlay of many thousands of dollars, while the service 
can, there is no doubt, be conducted with more efficiency and economy than 
now by a single officer in each district, 


And he says further, speaking of the French lights: 


I find that the combined ETNEA 3 wer of the French lights, expressed 
in French units of light, is 2,199, and onsen of the cost of maintenance is 
about $52.20 unit annum. 


The total power of the light-houses of the United States is 2,233 
units of light, and the cost of maintenance is ng ek 9 unit annum, or 
about eight times the co: ding cost of the lights. the caleula- 


tions hand oe tae eee eee a Ihave Sr pec rm into ee 

e mot new re on ex- 

erine the few light-ships pp mapas b nor eons the Doa of the 
rs. 

Since that time mineral’oil, which was then in universal use in 
France and in Great Britain, has been introduced into this country as 
a substitute for lard oil. I a although it is somewhat of a 
conjecture on my part, that this has tended largely to reduce the cost 
of our light-house service, for the reason that I see it costs about one- 
third of the amount lard oil costs. Still the fact remains that we have 
in the several districts the two establishments of which he and 
I propose, when a suitable occasion presents itself, to submit a resolu- 
tion calling for information that will enable us if necessary to organize 
the light-house , and certainly to dispense with the light-houses 
which are of no practical utility and those which positively obstruct 
commerce. That there are lights, many of them useless, that can be 
dispensed with without detriment to Ihavenodonbt. Ido 
not charge this construction to the Light-House Board. On the con- 
trary, many of them have been established without the recommenda- 
tion of the board. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, let me say I have not meant to indulge in 
any unfriendly criticism of the light-house establishment or its manage- 
ment. But as the old King of France and Navarre said when his pri- 
vateers had arrested and carried into his presence the workmen from the 
Eddystone light-house, that grand old tower that stands to-day, after 
having battled through the centuries with the waves and storms of the 
sea, “Iam at war with England, but not with mankind.” So I say 
I am at war with the vicious elements of this system, and not with the 
grand establishment that has rendered such efficient service to human- 
ity and to commerce, [Applause. ] 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT SAN LUIS OBISPO, CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH). The first bill on the 
House Calendar relating to light-houses is the bill (H. R. 5862) pro- 
viding for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at San Luis 
Obispo, California. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there be ng ae once Se Se thera and pda ace, th 

0' mostadvan ator near 

is Obispo, atthe entrano to Port Harford, San Luis Obispo Bay, Califo 

Mr. RANDALL. Has the whole of the bill been read? It proposes 
the erection of a light-house, but makes no limitation as to cost. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the Clerk has read the entire bill. 


light-houses. Itwas in part to complete various light-houses already 
in course of construction, and a part of the money was used in other 
ways. Unless we mean to enter upon an unlimited expenditure to be 
controlled only by the Light-House Board, we ought to put some lim- 
itation in the acts themselves that will guide the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in their recommendations subsequently the action of 
Congress in providing means to execute these laws. 

Under the new rules, the Committee on Appropriations have not the 
power to do anything in that direction. They can not impose in the 
appropriation bill any restriction. The consequence will be that the 
Light-House Board can pursue their own course, controlled only by 
their own judgment, without this House or having any knowl- 
edge of what is pro or what the ultimate cost is to be. It is true, 
according to my information and belief, that the United States is better 
lighted than any other commercial nation, and our lights are entirely 
free to every navigator. But I beg of the gentleman having charge of , 
this matter to present to the House in this case some estimate of the 
ultimate cost of this light-house, and I ask him to give us the infor- 
mation upon which the Committee on Commerce make these recom- 
mendations. Otherwise we shall be acting in the dark, without having 
power in any committee to limit the appropriations. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I do not care about getting into a con- 
troversy with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] as to 
the statement I made in regard to the appropriation last year. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, that is immaterial. 

Mr. CLARDY. But the special appropriations of last year were, as 
I said, three hundred and thirty-two thousand and odd dollars, and I 
have given the special appropriation for new work provided for by the 
bills reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REA- 
GAN], we avoided fixing the amount of cost of any of these light-houses 
or light-ships, for the reason that we did not propose to interfere with 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. You do not. 

Mr. CLARDY. We propose simply to authorize the establishment 
of light-houses or the construction of light-ships, the cost to be deter- 
ieee by Se oraennne Anat reports the money to build or construct 

em. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But my friend will remember that under the 
amended rules a proviso limiting the amount to be expended in any 
given case can not be adopted. 
te RANDALL. Wecan not put such a proviso in an appropriation 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, so far as the rules are concerned, I beg 
to say that, while we are pursuing a different course, the rule in the 
regard referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, MCMILLIN] 
has not in fact been changed, and the Committee on Appropriations 
has, in that particular, just the same right now that it had before the 
adoption of the new rules, 

. Mr. RANDALL. I do not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The object of every gentleman here is, of course, 
to proceed in the manner which will give us the best laws upon these 
subjects. What I would suggest is that if the Committee on Appro- 
priations makes an appropriation of what it regards as half enough to 
complete the work of building a light-house-or establishing a light- 
ship, the officers in charge of the work may go on and expend the whole 
of that money on a foundation, ing the work upon a scale five 
times as great as was intended either by the Committee on Commerce 
or the Committee on A ppropriati In other words, there is no power 
in the Appropriations Committee to say that, for any given purpose, 
there shall be only a certain amount expended. They may say, ‘* This 
is all we will expend now;’’ but they have no power to limit the plan 
or method upon which the work shall proceed. 

Mr. CLARDY. . Well, Mr. Speaker, I will make a proposition in 
order to obviate these objecti The report shows the amount that 
will be needed to complete this light-house. Now, I propose to intro- 
duce a proviso that the cost shall not exceed that sum, whatever it may 


Mr. REAGAN. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that | be. 


the Committee on Commerce do not propose to have anything to do with 
a tions. They only propose the ion, and then it has 
been ee Se Bove eee Sar eee ae ee 
amount o a 

Mr. RAND. The reason I have directed attention to that is that 
I think the time has come when the law itself should place a limita- 
tion upon the cost of these light-houses. The Committee on Appro- 
priations heretofore have been enabled by reason of reports from the 
light-house establishment to direct to some degree at least and to limit 
and restrict in some measure the ultimate cost in each of these cases. 
I have listened with great attention to the statements made by the gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. CLARDY], and I submit to 
him and to the Committee on Commerce the propriety of having some 
sort of an estimate in each case as to the ultimate cost. 

The gentleman in his statement alluded to the a: ions of last 
pne a E roby ET e tof light- 
ouses, and stated that the amount appropriated last year was about 
$332,000. So it was; but it was not all for the establishment of new 


Mr. REAGAN. That sum is $50,000. 


priation was made > 
develops the facts. I know that $332,000 was 
have said it was not for the establishment of new li 
was an item of $5,000 for the Hunting Island light-ship, to protect a 
light already constructed. There was also an item of $40,000 for the 
Mosquito Inlet light-house; and I see that $50,000 is asked this year 
for the same purpose. I think my remark was fully justified. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


knows very well that the committee never recommends an appropria- 
tion of the entire amount for any new work, unless it is a very small 
one; and it is reasonable to infer that the total amount covered by 
these bills for new work will be less than the amount appropriated last 


year. 
Mr. RANDALL. I admit that the work upon these new light-houses 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3363 


can only proceed at certain seasons of the year, and therefore the Light- 
House Board can not always expend to advantage in a single year the 
entire amount of money necessary for the construction of a light-house. 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope the gentleman will state whether the amend- 
ment which I pro) is satisfactory. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis. Mr. Speaker, I did not rise to criticise in 
any way the rule, but only to show itseffectasnow changed. Ido not 
say that the effect is injurious. I rather say that it will compel com- 
mittees of this House that have in charge the initiation of bills pro- 
viding for public works to insert in all of these bills a limitation; be- 
cause no restrictive clause will ever be secured afterward, and the ex- 
expenditure may fun on to an unlimited extent. 

‘The Committee on Appropriations has this year, as heretofore, asked 
the light-house establishment to classify the work called for upon light- 
houses as either desirable, necessary, or indispensable. Wherever the 
Light-House Board has stated that the expenditure estimated for was 
indispensable, the committee has almost uniformly reported an appro- 
priation for such expenditure. Wherever a certain work has been re- 
ported by the board as necessary (which is the second classification), 
the committee has given the matter full consideration. Wherever the 
work was declared merely desirable, then if we were seeking to avoid 
too large an increase of appropriations we have omitted the appropria- 
tion asked for. While I do not wish to throw the least obstruction 
in the way of the recommendations of the Committee on Commerce, I 
will say, that in the paper which has come to us, signed by the Vice- 
Admiral, who is in of the light-house establishment, this light- 
house is placed in the third class, as being merely “‘ desirable.” 

Having made this statement, and recognizing the willingness of the 
gentleman from Missouri and the committee that the amendment sug- 
gested be incorporated in the bill, I do not raise any further objection 
to the measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARpY]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear the language of the amend- 
ment. The limitation ought to include the survey and the necessary 
land for the construction of the light-honse. 

The amendment of Mr. CLARDY was read, as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ California,” insert “at a cost not to exceed $50,000,” 


Mr. RANDALL. It should say “‘entire cost.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask my colleague 
on the Committee on Commerce [ Mr. CLARDY] whether he has any in- 
formation from the Light-House Board as to what the cost of this work 
will be. 

Mr. RANDALL. Tt is in the estimates. 

Mr. CLARDY. The estimate is that it will cost $50,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. We are proceeding with full light. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hopeso. We want all thelight 
we can get—on the rivers and everywhere else. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say that, thanks to the industry and 
energy of the gentleman himself, there is not anywhere a river so well 
lighted as the Delaware River. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to see all the rivers of the 
country where there is commerce just as well lighted as the Delaware 
River and the Delaware Bay. What has been done in this respect re- 
flects much credit on the Light-House Board. Iam not in favor of too 
narrow a restriction of expenditure in cases ofthis kind. A light-house, 
ifit is to be built in the deep channel of a river or bay, can not be a very 
extensive work if it is to cost only $50,000 for the foundation and the 
superstructure. Hence my question addressed to my colleague on the 
committee as to whether the Light-House Board proposed to restrict 
the expenditure for this light-house to $50,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thereis no commercial country in the world where 
the navigable waters are so well lighted as ours. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I recognize that fact. 

The SPEAKER pro The Clerk will read the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] as now modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ California” insert the following: ** The entire cost of which 
shall not exceed the sum of $50,000.” 

Mr. MORROW.” Mr. Speaker, the bill originally introduced in this 
House provided for the limitation of $50,000, which this amendment 
proposes to incorporate in the bill. This limitation was based upon 
the report of the Light-House Board and upon representations from 
other quarters as to the cost of the work. I ask that the report on this 
subject be read. 

The report (by Mr. Morrow) was read, as follows: 
ing au upproprisiion for the exakilohment of A light-tinase ned DEDA ot 

D; Q) on for a 
ing yè P Boiano : ent o! ig) ouse log-signal at 


ye re | leave to report: 
That under the rules of the House the duty of this committee is limited to an 


ing as to the necessity for the establishment of light-houses, and does not 
extend to the matter of recommending appropriations therefor. The commit- 


tee‘have inquired into the necessity for the li house 
and find that the dangers of navigation and the demands of commerce on 
Pacific coast fully justify its establishment. A substitute for the bill is therefore 
submitted (omitting the appropriation), which the committee recommend for 
passage. 


rovided for in the bill, 


This recommendation is founded in part upon the views of the Light-Hoase 
Board, as set forth in the accompanying letters, &c. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, January 22, 1886. — 

Sm: The Light-House Board has the honor to a@nowledge the receipt of the 
letter, dated January 19, 1886, from the Committee on Commerce of the House of 
Representatives, transmitting quite a number of bills for the views of the board, 
and among them House bill 3228 making an appro: on for establishing a 
light-house and fog-signal at San Luis Obispo, Cal. 

n reply the board begs leave to state that tne necessity for a light-house and 
fog-signal at this point has been pressed upon Donaca from time to time. At 
the last session of Co: a bill was by House of Representatives 
for the appropriation of $20,000 to establish and maintain a fog-signal at San Luis 
Obispo, but it failed to pass the Senate. 

In its annual report for 1885, on page 83, the reasons why a light and fog-sig- 
nal should be lished at this locality are fully stated, and it is recommended 
that an appropriation of $50,000 for this Pa be made, and an item for that 
sum is included in the board’s estimate for the coming year. 

An extract from that on this subject is herewith transmitted. 

ene of the letter of the Committee on Commerce is inclosed, together with 
the a en uestion. 
ery y, 

8S. C. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral, U. 8. N:, Chairman. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


[Extract from annual report of Light-House Board, June 30, 1885.] 
San Luis , atthe entrance of Port Harford, San Luis Bay, orn 
San Luis Hı or Whaler in this bay, is midway between the light at 
edras Blancas, a distance of 94 
A light at this point will be primary coast light, 


time itis never actually bad. Its security 
nsiderable, and it is increasing year! It is the t res of Taron s a ocd 

co: erable, ne: 2 erminus of a railway w 

is the ral ne several ucts of that section, and many 


belong to th As the bay is nes tod fogs for the greater part 
© company. y is sul ense e 
cutablishwnent and 


of the year, this company is now contemplating the main- 
tenance of n steam here at their own cost, 

The Light-House t ired by executive reservation a small 
island about 500 feet from San Luis Head, ed Whaler I It has ob- 
tained the refusal of 30 acres head, which it can 


that both are quite necessary to the commerce of this section, the recom- 
mends that an appropriation of$50,000 be made for the establishment of a light 
and fog-signal at or near San Luis Head, with authority, if need be, to place the 
one on the head and the other on the adjacent island, : 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CLARDY, it was 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, POINT SUR, CALIFORNIA. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5863) providing for 
the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal station at Point Sur, 
California. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That there be established at or near Point Sur, on the sea- 
coast of California, a light-house and fog-signal station. . 


Mr. CLARDY. I offer an amendment to restrict the amount t 
$50,000. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the word “station,” in line 4, the following: 
“The entire cost shall not exceed the sum of $50,000." 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the report, so I may have 
time to ascertain the estimate recommended by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The report (by Mr. Morrow) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3229) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at 
Point Sur, California, leave to report: 

That, under the rules of the House, the duty of this committee is limited toan 
inquiry as to the necessity for the establishment of light-houses, and does not 
extend to the matter of recommending appropriations therefor. 

The committee has inquired into the necessity for the light-house provided 
for in the bill, and find that the dan: age, eke i å of com- 
merce on the Pacific coast fully Justify its h t. A substitute for the 
bill is therefore submitted (omitting the appropriation), which the committee 
recommend for passage. 

This recommendation is founded in part upon the views of the Light-House 
Board, as set forth in the accompanying letters, &e. : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, January 22, 1886. 


Sir: The ‘House Board has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the 
letter dated January, 1886, from the Committee on Commerce of the House 
of Representatives, transthitting various bills, and among them House bill 3229, 
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making an appro: 

at Point Sur, ifornia, for the board’s views thereon, 
In reply, the board begs leave to state that the necessity for the establishment 
bee: by thi for years, as will 


of a light-house at Point Sur has been Lrg ieyror y the 
ps seen by reference to its annual reports for the years 1874, 1875, 1877, 1880, and 


t 
In its annual rt for 1885, on page 82, the necessity fora lightat this locality 
isagain urged and the reasons for are fully stated, An extract from that 
report on this subject is inclosed. 

t is estimated that the cost of establishing a light at Point Sur will be $100,000, 
and in its estimates for the coming year the board has included an i of $50, 
000 for the commencement of this work, 

A Sony, of the letter of the Committee on Commerce is inclosed, together with 
the bill (H. R. 3229) in question. ; 
Very respectfully, 
8. C, ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral, United States Navy, Chairman. 


The Hon, SECRETARY OF TUE TREASURY, 
[Extract from annual report of Light-House Board, June 30, 1885,] 


Point Sur, seacoast of California.—This dangerous point, which isstill unlighted, 
is made the subject of much complaint. The steamer Ventura was lost there in 
1875. The board called attention to the need of establishing a light-house there 
in its annual reports for 1874, 1875, 1877, 1878, 1880, and 1881. The following is an 
extract from its report for 1874: 

“Vessels leaving San Francisco for the south, having proceeded as far as 
Pigeon Point light, take their departure from Point Sur, about 60 miles distant, 
the t indentation of the Bay of Monterey intervening. Vessels to the south- 
ward bound to San Francisco having arrived at Piedras Blancas, take their de- 

ure for Point Sur, again about 60 miles distant; hence Point Sur is a most 
portant point, and should be the site of a light-house. In considering the 
various points on the California coast where light-houses are still uired Point 
Sur claims the place of greatest importance. In 1866 the Light-House Board 
ordered an examination of this point to be made, and the following is an ex- 
tract from the report of the examining officer: 

“* Point Sur is a metamorphic sandstone, and has an altitude of 363 feet (es- 
tablished from observations with the aneroid barometer), It covers an area of 
nearly 3 acres, its general shape being that of a wedge with an indented edge. 
The general direction of the wedge, as indicated by the compass, is east-south- 
east and west-northwest. ‘The north side and topof Point Sur are covered with 
grass, and the sides are very steep, making the ascent very difficult. The ex- 
treme eastern and western portions of this point, or rock, are almost vertical, 
and the upper edge very narrow, not being more than 10 or 12 feet in width. 
Point Sur is situated at a distance of about half a mile from the foot of the range 
of hills which form the prominent feature of the coast, the intervening portion 
of the country being low and sandy, In very rough weather the lowland is 
overflowed, thus ing an island of the rock. Sur River, which is about 3 
miles southeast of Point Sur, contains water during the whole year, and 
near its mouth is a good iarain lace for vessels. The only way in which 
supplies can be sent to Point Sur is by water, for the only road is a trail almost 
impassable, even for a horse.’ 

“The Coast Survey Directory for the Pacific Coast contains these remarks: 

“ t From Piedras Blancas the coast tends northwest, half west for a distance 
of 57 miles in an almost perfectly straight line. * * ® Continuing on the same 
bearing, at a distance of 49 miles from Piedras Blancas, is Point Sur, sometimes 
called Lobos, making out nearly half a mile. As seen from the north or south, 
at a distance of 10 miles, Point Sur appears a high, large, sen oppss island, 
but Fis, oe approaching it a low neck of land seen connecting it with the 
mai 


“ From the preceding it is apparent that the importance of this point as a 
light-house site is very great. It must also appear that the erection there of a 
light-house, with the accompanying buildings, will be an Kiel syroshe operation. 
It will be necessary to make a detailed survey of the before anything 
definite can be known as to the cost of establishing this station. As nearly as 
can be estimated, with the data available, it will cost not less than $100,000." 

Mr. CLARDY. Instead of $50,000 I move to make it $100,000, 
for I find that to be the estimate of the Department. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman is mistaken. I believe I 
have the estimate furnished by the Department, and that is $50,000. 

Mr. CLARDY. Fifty thousand dollars for this year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I find the gentleman from Missouri iscorrect, and 
that the estimated total cost is $100,000. 

Mr. CLARDY. I modify my amendment so it’ will read, ‘‘the en- 
tire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $100,000.” 

Mr. RANDALL. That includes the fog-signal? 

Mr. CLARDY. Certainly. 

The amendment was adopted, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ON CASTLE HILL, NEWPORT, R. I. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5865) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house on Castle Hill, entrance to Newport Harbor, 
Rhode Island. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That a light-house and fog-si 
Hill, Rhode Island, at the entrance to Newport 
the ‘Light-House Board: Provided, That a suitable site for the light-house can 
be obtained without nse to the Government, upon terms and conditions to 
be agreed upon by said board with the owner of the land at Castle Hill, 

Mr. CLARDY. I move to amend by limiting the amount not to 
exceed $10,000. à 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Davis) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred House bill 1134, beg 
leave to submit the following report : 

The site of the rp eens light-house is on the east side of the entrance to Nar- 
ra tt Bay and Newport Harbor, Rhode Island. The channel is narrow, 
and in thick weather or pt fogs which are prevalent in that locality, the 

is dangerous. The Old lony Steamboat Company has maintained 
a at this point for several years at their own expense, An Se 
tion was made years for a fog-signal, but as the land could not 
then Zopriation lapsed. 


1 be established on Castle 
r, under the direction of 


be secured the app: 
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tion for the commencement of a light-house and fog-signal 


The nav: in interests which are concerned are very large. The steamers 
of the Old Colony Steamboat Company alone carry two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand passengers annually and over $100,000,000 of property, and all the 
commerce of the cities of Newport, Fall River, and Taunton, and other localities 
on the east side of Narragansett Bay and Taunton Rivers uses this channel. The 
need for the establishment of a light-house and fi ignal is im ive. 
committee recommend the of a substitute for House bill No. 1134, partly 
because its jurisdiction is confined to the consideration of the propriety of estab- 
lishing light-houses, and does not include the power to report an appropriation 
for their erection, and partly because the proviso in the substitute is n 
te pinta the Government to secure the land, which is extremely valuable, with- 
ont expense. 


Mr. RANDALL. ‘There was an appropriation heretofore made for 
this purpose, and why it was not expended I am unable to say. I feel 
it to be my duty to say I can not find it in the estimates for this year. 
I hope, therefore, the gentleman having charge of the matter will B hese 
further light on it. 

Mr. CLARDY. It may not be in the letter, but I think the gentle- 
man will find it in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr, RANDALL. It was not estimated for this year. 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes; in a special estimate. I move, in line 9, after 
the word ‘‘ Castle,’’ to insert the words “the entire cost of which shall 
not exceed the sum of $10,000.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask theClerk to read a communication which I send 
up, the latter portion of which is unfortunately missing, but it sufti- 
ciently states ihe facts. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE or THE LIGNT-HOUSE Loarp, 
Washington, January 25, 1886, 
Sim: The Light-House Board bas the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a 
letter from the Committee on Commerce of the House of Re ntatives, dated 
1%h January, 1886, transmitting for its views a number of bi and among them 
LL R. bill 1134, to establish a light and fog-s' at Castle Hill, Rhode Island. 
In reply the board begs leave to say that this matter has been repeatedly urged 
upon the attention of Congress at various intervals of time, 


The board in its annual report for 1869, on page (copy herewith), recom- 


25 

mended thatan efficient Tog aioa) be established at this t, and submitted an 
item of $18,000 in its annual estimates for. this purpose, 3 

The board on lth January, 1885, again called the attention of the Department 
to the necessity for action on this subject, A copy of its letter is submitted here- 
with, in which it is recommended that an appropriation of $25,000 be made, as 
the land on which the signal will have to be is held at a high figure. 

Congress approp $10,000 for the establishment of this fog-signal in 1875, 
but it was found that the owner of the land on which it was proposed to erect 
a fog-signal refused to sell for this purpose. After much correspondence and 
several fruitless attempts to get title to asite, the board * * +è 


Mr. DAVIS. The members of the Light-House Board testify the 
necessity for this work was imperative. The only difficulty has been 
they have been unable to negotiate with the owner of the land, who has 
a valuable estate of some $300,000, and always believed a light-house 
would injare his property. But he has at last agreed to give the land 
necessary, so there will be no expense to the Government, 

Mr. CLARDY’s amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and j 

Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-SHIP ON HOG ISLAND SHOAL. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 3664) to establish a 
light-ship on Hog Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, de., That the Light-House Board is authorized and required to 
establish and maintain a garan at or near the southeast end of Hog Island 
Shoal, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. DAvis) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the cl R. 3664) to 
establish alight-ship on a d Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, 
leave to report in favor of the passage of the X 

In soppana the recommendation they quote from the report of the Light- 
House Board for 1885, as follows: 

“The Old Colony Steamboat Company maintains a small light-boat on the 

int of the shoal extending off to the southeast end of theisland, This should 
& replaced by a suitable light-ship rather than by a light-house, as any perma- 
nent structure might conduce to the injury of the channel. No appropriation 
is needed for this pu , as the light-ship recently withdrawn from Eel Grass 
Shoals on the establishment of Latimer's Reet light-house could be used at this 
point. But before this can be done it must be authorized by Congress.” 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE oF THE LIGĦHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
; Washington, February 1, 1886, 
Sim: The Light-House Board has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a 
letter from the Committee on Commerce of the House of Representatives, 
of January, 1896, transmitting, for ite views, a number of H. R. bills, and 
among them H. R. bill 3664, to establish a light-ship on Hog Island Shoal, Nar- 
ee Bay, Rhode Island. 

n reply the board begs leave to say that in its annual report for 1885, page 3L 
{copy herewith), it is suggested that authority be given to enable it to place the 
light-ship recently taken from Eel Grass Shoal, necticut, at this point, so 
that the private light now maintained there, over which the board has no con- 
trol, but for the efficiency of which it is held sa ger by the public, may be 
withdrawn. No appropriation for this purpose is needed, but the necessary au- 
thority should be given. 

A copy of the letter of the Committee on Commerce and H., R, bill 3664 are 
herew! i3 inclosed. on 
ery respectf 
“i 7 S. 0. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral, U.S. N., Chairman. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Has that bill any limitation? 

Mr. CLARDY. No appropriation is required. It simply changes 
the location of a light-ship. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL, GULL ROCKS, RHODE ISLAND. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7472) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house andtfog-signal on one of the Gull Rocks, New- 
port Harbor, Rhode Island. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That a light-house and fog-signal be established on one of 
the Gull Rocks, opposite the United States naval training school, in Upper New- 
port Harbor, Rhode Island. £ 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the report read in this case. 

The report (by Mr. DAvis) is as follows: 

. ‘The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3662) for 
the erection of a ay piae y and fog-signal on one of the Gull Rocks, Newport 
Harbor, beg leave to report that these rocks are near the course pursued by the 

steamers of the Old Colony Steamboat Company in plying between Fall 
ver and New York, and also by the coastwise commerce of the cities of Fall 

River and Tauton, the volume of which is very large. The rocks are low, and 

in dark nights or thick weather can not beseen. A private light is now main- 

tained by one of the steamboat companies. 

PS sores recommend the establishment of a light and fog-signal at 

n 

An Hots bill No. 3662 provides for an appropriation which is beyond the ju- 
risdiction of your committee, a substitute is reported establishing a light-house 
and fog-sigual at the above-named place. 


Mr. RANDALL. There seems to be no limitation of the cost. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move to amend by inserting atthe end of the bill 
the words ‘‘the entire cost of which shall not exceed $10,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
preg ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SIGNAL-LIGHT, NEW BEDFORD, MASS. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7205) for the establish- 
ment of a light at New Bedford, Mass. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That a light be established on the bridge between New Bed- 
ford and Fairhaven, Mass. 

Mr. RANDALL. The limit of $200 recommended by the board does 
not appear to be incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The entire cost of which shall not exceed $200. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amefded was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PURCHASE OF SITE, HELL GATE CHANNEL ELECTRIC LIGHT. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7206) authorizing the 
purchase of the site of the Hell Gate Channel electric light, New York. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it ena &c,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, out of any money hereafter to be appropri- 
ated for that purpose, the kiso site on which the Hell Gate (New York) Chan- 
pel electric light now stands. 


Mr. RANDALL.: If I understand aright the Government of the 
United States now rents for $400 per annum what by this bill it is pro- 

to purchase. Am I correct? 

Mr. CLARDY. No, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think if the gentleman will examine he will find 
that I am correct in that. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will state that by authority of Congress the Light- 
House Board entered into a contract for the purchase of this site, leasing 
it some four years ago, I believe, and for a period of four years, with 
the right of purchase upon the expiration of the lease. The time, I 
understand, has now about expired: 

Mr. RANDALL. I find that I was not mistaken. I thought I was 
right in my recollection of this matter. Itis not desirable in my judg- 
ment, formed from the information I have received, that the Govern- 
ment should purchase this site for the sum of $12,000, and for which 
we are now paying an annual rental of $400; and I would like to hear 
the report. I would like to have the contract which the gentleman 
speaks of, requiring this purehase on the part of the Government, read. 
My understanding is, that it has a mére right of purchase at the ex- 


piration of the lease. The Committee on Appropriations, or rather the 
subcommittee, have considered this question carefully, and I know, 
from the light I got as one of the members of that subcommittee, that 
I was not able to reach the conclusion that the property onght to be 
bought ata cost of $12,000. If the gentleman has the contract present 
I would like to haveit read. If not, I would suggest that we pass this 
over informally until such time as the papers in the case can be pro~ 
duced and examined, for I do not wish to obstruct the other bills. X 
think upon fuller information the Committee on Commerce will hardly 
want to buy this land for the price named. ; 

I repeat, I do not think we are bound to do so from the information 
as to the contract which came to me from the Light-House Board. Iam 
clear that it is simply a discretion with the Government as to whether 
it will purchase the property or not, and no agreement to do so. 

Mr. LONG. That is the case. 

Mr. CLARDY. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania is correct in that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I ask that it be passed over for the present. 

Mr. BEACH. We might as well meet this question now; and if 
these papers are in the possession of the House I hope they will be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman from New York desire to ex- 
pend $12,000 unless there is some necessity shown for it? 

Mr. BEACH. Then let the papers beread to which you have referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. JOHNSON, of New York) is as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3558) 
making an appropriation for the purchase of the site of the Hell Gate electric 
light, New York, beg leave to report that they have had the same under con- 
sideration, and recommend the of the accompanying substitute, which 
has the approval of the Light-House as is shown by the extract from the 
a report of said board for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1835, hereto ap- 
pended. j 

[Extract from annual report of Light-House Board, June 30,1885. ] 


in October. 
ts site is held under 
e pu of the fee of the 


ied terms. The following rec- 
ommendations, made in the for last year as to the purchase 
of the site of this light, is repeated: 

“If the land is not purchased at the present time it can not be obtained for less 
than $11,000. The land is held at present under lease, which the Light-House 
Board has no funds to renew.” 

For the purchase of this site an appropriation of $12,000 is now needed. 

Mr. RANDALL. This land, as I am informed, is a waste; it is val- 
ueless to anybody except to the Government for this purpose alone. __ 

Mr. BEACH. If it is indispensable to the Government, then we 
should adopt the report of the committee—purchase the site. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, then, condemn it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the proper way; let it be condemned if the 
Government is compelled to have it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that the gentleman will, as I know he will 
be inclined to do, pass this bill over informally until we can have other 
information on the subject. 

Mr. BEACH. That means its defeat. 

Mr. RANDALL, Notatall. If it has any merits it will pass. 

Mr. BEACH. If we can ever reach its consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. And if it has no merits it ought not to pass. 

Mr. BEACH. It is not likely that we will be able to get it up again 
for consideration. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iask unanimous consent that it be passed over in- 
formally; and I assure the gentleman from New York that I will do 
what I can to bring it to the attention of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIGHT-HOUSE NEAR CROATAN, N. C. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 3581) making appro- 
priation for the establishment of a light-house near Croatan, N. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the appropriation of $15,000 made by the act of Con- 
gress approved July 7, 1834, “for removing the Croatan light use to a point 
where it will be of more value to navigators,” be made available for the erection 
of a new light-house at the proposed point. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know all about this proposition. Thisisa light 
in which the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER] is in- 
terested. He appeared before the Committee on Appropriations with 
reference to it, and satisfied the subcommittee that it was right. So far 
as I am concerned I fully concur with the Committee on Commerce. 
The bill makes available $15,000 heretofore appropriated, and allowsa 
change in the location of the light. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHANNELS LEADING TO PENSACOLA, FLA. 


Mr. CLARDY. Iask unanimous consent to call up from the House 
Calendar, out of its order, the bill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of additional aids to navigation to guide vessels through the 


and upon certain 
board’s 
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channels leading to Pensacola, Fla. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
dele who is interested in this bill, is ill, and desires to leave the 

ouse. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the be np Area a À 
authorized and directed to establish ran; ts near ‘ort McRae; to 
lish the Fort Barrancas ranges; to establish lighted beacons at or near Devil's 
Point, Escambia Bay; at or near the anchorage in Santa Maria de Galvaez Bay ; 
at or near the turn of the channel ; and at Bay Point, Blackwater Bay; and that 
a day-beacon be placed to mark the shoals between the anchorage and Black- 
water Bay, Florida. Š 

Mr. DAVIDSON. There is an amendment to be proposed. 

Mr. CLARDY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

The entire cost of which shall not exceed $17,250. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Laci and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 6979) authorizing the 
construction of additional light-house districts. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, dc., That section 4670 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended 
so as to read as follows: 

“The Light-House Board shall arrange the ocean, gulf, lake, and river coasts 
of the United States into light-house districts, not exceeding in number.” 

Mr. CLARDY. The Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf coasts and the lakes 
are now divided into fourteen light-house districts. There is a district 
numbered 15, but the ninth district, having been merged into the sev- 
enth and eighth, there is no ninth district, and so there are only four- 
teen districts in number. This bill p to increase the number 
to sixteen, It is proposed to make a district from the mouth of the 
Ohio River to the mouth of the Mississippi River, a distance of per- 
haps 1,000 miles, dividing that district which now embraces the Mis- 
sissippi and the Missouri Rivers; and it is proe to make a new dis- 
trict of Green Bay and Lake Michigan. The report of the Light-House 
Board shows that the inspectors are not able to make their annual visits 
to the lights in these districts. The committee, after maturely con- 
sidering the question, determined there was but one method to adopt, 
and that was to authorize the board to create new light-house districts. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire toask the gentleman from Missouri what 
is the probable expenditure and what the additional number of em- 
ployés involved in this bill? 

Mr. CLARDY. ‘The expenditure is estimated at $6,000 for each new 
district. The offices of the inspector and the Army engineer in a dis- 
trict have a clerical force that I think costs in the te about 
$6,000; Imean the two offices. Of course the inspector and the engi- 
neer draw no additional salary, asthey are taken from the Navy and the 


Army. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to offer an amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 

“That section — of the Revised Statutes prohibi the employment in light- 
houses of the United States of persons more than forty-five years of age be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed.” 

Mr. SCOTT. Under the decision of the Light-House Board, which 
I believe is in accordance with the provision in the Revised Statutes, 
the law is that no light-house keeper can be over forty-five years of 
age. There are plenty of men competent at forty-five or fifty-five years 
of age to fill these positions, and they are prohibited from so filling 
them by the ruling under the law as it now exists. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if 
the law is that no employé shall remain beyond forty-five years of age? 
Or is it that he shall not be originally employed if over forty-five? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is that he shall not be originally appointed. Ide- 
sire to allude to a case in point. I recommended for a vacancy a man 
who had served during the entire war, a Democrat. He wasasailor, in 
the prime of life, competent to discharge any duty that a sailor can dis- 

When this recommendation was sent to the Light-House Board 
they declined to appoint him because he was over forty-five years of 
He was not quite fifty, and ther declined to appoint him. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think any discretion as to age should be wiped 
out. I think the amendment a proper one. 

Mr. CLARDY. I submit that the law does not now interfere with 


the discretion of the Light-House Board in that regard. The law is 
silent on the question; and if the board have adopted a rule for their 
own government which we propose to change, we might as well know 
we are not changing the law when doing it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is simply a Department regulation, and 
that is the worst sort of legislation. 


Mr. CLARDY. Ihave no authority from the Committee on Com- 
merce ore amendment. Individually, I have no objection to it. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment should be made to cover any law 
or regulation. 

* Mr. MILLIKEN. The amendment proposes to repeal a law that 
does not exist. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I will accept the amendment of my col- 
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], and will so modify the 
amendment. 

Pikes SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read as mod- 
ified. d 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thatany law 
wie United eater of Serve ese tas o 
is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is very unjust to exclude 
any one from holding any office under the Government because he is 
more than forty-five years of age, provided he is otherwise qualified 
for the service. The civil-service law has a provision of that kind; I 
do not know whether this is borrowed from that or not; but in any 
case it seems to me that the idea of the amendment is a very proper 
one, and that it should be made to apply to every branch of the public 
service. 

Mr, LONG. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me impossible for us by an 
act of Congress to repeal a regulation. As I understand the gentle- 
men who favor this modification, they would leave to the Light-House 
Board the discretion to determine at what age a man shall be allowed 
to enter into the light-house service; but if you pass this amendment 
in this form you have not only repealed the regulation, but you have 
provided that such a regulation shall not be hereafter adopted; in other 
words, you have taken away from the Light-House Board this discre- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is just what we ought to do. 

Mr. LONG. Atpresentthe discretionis with the Light-House Board, 
and [ think we had better leave it there. 

Mr. RANDALL. No. The question is whether, with or without 
law, the Light-House Board have established a regulation which, in 
their action, is as effective as law, a regulation which prohibits the ap- 
pointment of any one as a keeper, &c., in the light-house service who 
is over forty-five years of age. 1 submit that Congress has the power 
to legislate to prevent any such discriminating regulation by any de- 
partment of this Government. s 

Mr. LONG. Of course you have the power, but do you want to 
take away the discretion from the board ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido. They ought to test a man's qualifications 
mentally and physically and be governed by thatin determining whether 
he is fit for the service or not. š 

Mr. WARNER. Instead of fixing an arbitrary rule as to age. 

The amendment was agreed to. - x 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this bill creates 
some new districts and carries with it the creation of additional offices. 
I understand that, with the growing interests of commerce in this coun- 
try, these additional officers are required; but what a striking com- 
mentary it is on those professions of retrenchment and economy with 
which the air was pregnant two years ago. 

Mr. RANDALL. We can bear that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, if the public service demands an in- 
crease I do not think it is right to say it is a violation of the principles 
of retrenchment and reform to provide for that increase. 

Mr. RANDALL. The security of life should not be a question of 
economy. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER, FOURTIT DISTRICT. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7631) authorizing the 
construction of a steam light-house tender for use in the fourth light- 
house district. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury, be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be constructed an iron sere er for use as 
a light-house tender in the fourth light-house district. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill relates to the building of a light-house 
tender for use in the fourth district in place of the old one, which is 
to be taken somewhere else. I think the bill ought to be amended so 
as to place a limitation upon the cost. It is the opinion of those who 
have considered the matter thatthe limit can to be fixed at $68,300. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote has been taken on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill; but if there is no objection 
the amendment can be offered at this time. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CLARDY. I move to amend the bill by adding the words “‘the 
cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $68,300.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panied; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLY STEAMER—ATLANTIC AND GULF COASTS. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7627) providing for 
the construction of a light-house supply steamer for the Atlantic and 
Gulf coasts. 

ae bill was read, as follows: 


airar ie Oe, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, an 
aade irected to construct s suitable steamer senma iot ue f sepine ts 
light-houses on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United sum re- 
quired for the construction of the same to be OEE KAU hare: 
after to be made for that purpose. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Davis) was read, as follows: 

Crew beyan on Commerce, to whom was referred the bili (H. R. 3483) 
propriation for the construction of a light-house supply steamer 


paang ‘a tiani c and Gulf coasts, beg Louve Aa Sepsa aeaa 

Taaa EO o eee E re such a steamer. They 
accordingly report a a for House bill No. which provides for the 
construction of said steam: 

ans EAA TECA Lear AAAI report of the Light-House Board for 1855 is here- 
with appended. 

The Rr foe steamer Fern, which delivers to the light-houses on the Atlantic 
and G ts all the oil and other a used, is fifteen old; is too 


carry all the lies needed, an: expensive to 

tion to the werk done. is proposed to replace her with a new ship tobe ult 

for the p „and to use the Fern as a fender. It is therefore that 

an appropriation of $130,000 be made to enable te board to bulld an nm steamer 
t tons burden. The Fern, which measures about 548 tons, was able 

to distribute the supplies when lard oil was used as the illuminant; butnow that 


Pp! 
mineral oil is substituted for it nearly twiceas many ms are required, 
at about one-third of the costof lard oil, and hence twice the room is req 


stores, and their moorings, ns eel pe 

she had y had sufficient ty, had to. be sen rey out ny freight lines. be 

Tor tha Dyra O hy agin seta oil, and, as thi 
‘ern must give that the 


plies will be sent as f A a A 
desired in the interests 


economy. 
light stations should be su by the supply shi 
light stationa should be supplied by i getty ng ts she may brin. 
ae stores to the general light-house Aopo on 


itr. DAVIS.. I move to amend by adding at the end of the bill the 
words *‘ not to exceed the sum of $147,500.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwish to ask the gentleman having charge of this 
_ bill whether there is a general provision of law in relation to the con- 
struction of such vessels as the tender for the fourth district just pro- 
vided for and the supply steamer now under consideration. It seems 
to me that these vessels ought to be built under some letting, which 
would secure to the Government the advantage of competition. The 
matter should not be left wholly to the discretion of the officials of the 
Government. I have no amendment ready to offer. I simply throw 
out this suggestion. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I move toamend byadding tothe bill the following: 


Provided, That the contract for the construction of such steamer shall be let 
to the lowest responsible bidder after advertisement,and that such steamer 
shall be built in American ship-yards. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. RANDALE. I os like by unanimous consent to have an 


back all 
er return 


amendment similar to this inserted in the bill just passed providing for 
a tender for the Delaware River. If the provision is proper in one place 
it is equally so in the other. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request for 
unanimous consent after this bill is disposed of. The next question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] 
to limit the cost of this soppy a steamer to $147,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER, FOURTH LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICT. 


Mr. RANDALL. I nowask unanimousconsent that an amendment 
in the same form as that offered a few moments agọ by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] be added to the bill (H. k. 7631) author- 

izing the construction of a steam light-house tender for use in the 
fourth light-house district. 


of | Committee on Commerce of the House of Re 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will be read. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 


“Provided, That the contract for the pared snc prey cen el shall be let 
to the lowest responsible bidder after advertisement, and 
shall be built in American ship-yards,”’ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill indt- 
cated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be amended by the 
addition of the proviso just read. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


LIGHT-SHIP OFF ENTRANCE TO CHESAPEAKE BAY. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7632) to establish a 
light-ship off the entrance to Chesapeake Bay. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That there be constructed and established a first-class light- 
ship, with asteam fog-signal, off the entrance to Chesapeake Bay. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear the report. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think we should have the report read, 
or — explanation should be given. 
The report (by Mr. CLARDY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the = (EL R. 6076) pro- 
viding for the establishment of a ligh and t the entrance to 
Chesapeake Ba Bay, beg leave to report that have had tho. same under con- 
sideration, and recomm: the A peep. Aa a accompanying substitute, which 
has the approval of the ht-House as is shown by the communications 
wan, vice-admiral — States cia Lat wr and of said board, 
the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury, under dates March 20, 1836, and 
orii 3, and which are hereto feeb hei 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSR BOARD, 
Washington, March 20, 1896. 
Sim: The Light-House Board has the honor to acknowledge the soio ofa 
letter from the Committee on Commerce of = House of Representatives, dated 
March 5, 1886, transmitting for its views two House bills, one of which was bill 
No. 6076, appropriating $60,000 to construct and establish a ee light-ship, 
with a steam off the entrance to Chesapeake Ba: 
board begs leave to say that this matter ease up for considera- 
March 17, 1886, when the conclusion was reached that a 
light-ship so placed would be a valuable aid to navigation, and the board has 
the honor to recommend that the be taken for its establishment, 
- a copy of the letter of the Committee on Commerce and of H. R. bill 6076 are 
ne! 


Very respectfully, 


and that such steamer 


HENRY F. PICKING, 
Commander, U. S. Navy, Naval Secretary, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


‘TREASURY DEPARTMEST, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSEB BOARD, 
Washington, April 3, 1886. 
Simm: The Light-House Board has the honor to again refer to a letter from the 
presentatives, dated March 5, 1886, 
transmitting for its views two House bills, one of which was bill No. 6076, ap- 
kopea S pags to construct and establish a first-class light-ship with a steam 
the entrance to Chesapeake Bay. 

the board begs leave to say "that an attempt has been made 
lighted and whistling buoys, but 

out and the buoys have been 


carried away from their ee so that have afforded little, if any, real 


aid to mariners. 


Now that Newport News has become the R rE ofa ponm 
and that new and important railroad connections haye Spete at Norfollc 
and vicinity, this commerce is m —— than ever before, and the most ap- 
proved and best m: of security should be given it. 
A copy of the above-mentioned letter from the Committee on Commerce and 
tHewe bill vase ore herewith inclosed, 
C73 Eeoae, S.C. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral, U. 8. Navy, Chairman. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Mr. CLARDY. I move to amend the bill by adding ‘ the cost ot 
which shall not exceed the sum of $60,000.’? 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. DINGLEY. I offer this furtheramendment. Atthe end of the 
bill add the following: 


Provided, That the construction of said prt ees 2 shall be let to the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder after advertisement, and said light-ship shall be built in 
American ship-yards. 

Mr. REAGAN. Should we not provide for some supervision orsome 
test to secure the building of a proper vessel ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I presume the Secretary of the Treasury will have 
supervision and control in this matter. Of course the plans for this 
light-ship will be made under his direction, and all bids must conform 
to them. 

The amendment of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, CRABTREE’S LEDGE, MAINE. 
The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7628) for the estab- 
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lishment of a light-house on Crabtree’s Ledge, in Frenchman’s Bay, 
Maine. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That there be established and erected a li 
tree's Ledge (so called), between Bean Island and the main 
Neck, in nchman’s Bay, Hancock County, Maine. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Davis) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5279) pro- 
viding for the erection of a light-house on Crabtree’s Ledge, in Frenchman's 
Maine, beg leave to report that they have had the same under considera- 
tion and recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute, which has the 
approval of the Light-House Board, as is shown by the communication of 8. 0. 
Rowan, vice-admiral, United States Navy, and chairman of to the 
honorable the Secretary of the Treasury, February 1,1886,and which is hereto 
appended. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1886. 


Sim: The Light-House Board has the mags to wij onthe, o the by at ofa 
letter from the Committee on Commerce, House of tatives, dated Feb- 
ruary 15, 1896, transmitting for its views House ball oF r aei maen an appropria- 
tion = ie for establishing a light-house on Crabtree’s Ledge, man's 
aine. 

the board begs leave to say that this matter was considered at itsses- 
March 24, 1886, when it came to the conclusion that a light and fog-sig- 

should be established at the point named. 

ao ledge is situated at the entrance from Frenchman’s Bay to Sullivan’s 
Harbor, Maine, about 800 feet from Crabtree’s Point on the west and one-third 
ofa mile from Bean Island on the east, with soundings of from 6 to 8 feet u 
it at low water, and since the recent construction of a branch of the Maine 
tral Railroad to Sullivan’s Harbor has become a more serious obstruction to 
navigation than before from the fact that it is near the track of passenger 
emia which ply between the railroad terminus and Bar Harbor, Mount 

rt. 

Travel over this route bas of late assumed larger pro) 
ing. In winter there are three lines of steamers runni 

ularity, and in summer the various steamers plying in 
fifteen to twenty trips daily and many of ps are made at night. 

It is therefore necessary that a light and fi eae should be established to 
mark this ledge, so that vessels may pass it with confidence and safety at night 
and in thick weather. 

The amount named in the bill is TAGON, for of Bh. ro grey It is therefore 
Aa a aret y recommended that an riation of be made for the es- 
ani ishment of a light and fae-slanet ant Crabtree’s Frenchman’s Bay, 

nine. 

A copy of the letter of the Committee on Commerce and of House bill No. 5279 
are inclosed. 

Very respectfully, 


t-house on Crab- 
nd of Crabtree’s 


rtions and is increas- 
with more or less reg- 
ese waters make 


8. ©. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral, United States San Chairman. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the limitation of expense in this case? 

Mr. CLARDY. I move to amend the bill by adding ‘‘the cost of 
which shall not exceed the sum of $10,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and E paset: 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
prasi; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT AT WHITEHALL NARROWS, NEW YORK. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 6682) to establish a 
light at Whitehall Narrows, New York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there be estahlished above Pulpit Point, Whitehall 
Narrows, New York, a light to guide vessels through said narrows. 

The report (by Mr. JOHNSON, of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3560) to 
establish a light at Whitehall Narrows, New York, beg leave to submit the fol- 


lowing report 
The site of pro ight is at a narrow point of channel in Whitehall Nar- 
rows, on Lake Champ) New York. The we rages Board in report for 
is not clearly defined, and an 


1885 state that, y the point’ named, * the channe 
additional light is necessary.” 

The committee report a substitute for the bill (omitting appropriation), and 
recommend same for passage. 

Mr. CLARDY. This involves only $200. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL, DEER ISLAND, BOSTON HARBOR, 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7629) authorizing the 
establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at Deer Island, Boston 
Harbor, Massachusetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasw 
thorized and directed to establish he 
Island, in Boston Harbor, 

Mr. LONG. The entire cost a this work will be $35,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that hereto- 
fore we have been wofully lacking in reference to these light-houses, 
or else weare recklessly establishing them now. Iask, therefore, either 


be, and he is hereby, au- 
tarsi and fog-signal at or near Deer 
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for the reading of the report of the committee in this case, or that we 
ll have some tion of the necessity for this work. 

Mr. LONG. Let the report be read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Or let us have some explanation of some 
sort of the necessity for this work. 

Mr. LONG. I will simply state then to the gentleman from Ohio, 
and for the information of the House, that the Light-House Board have 
recommended this work as one particularly desirable, putting it in the 
first class. 

The —— plying between Boston and the Northern ports make use of the 


Broad Sound channels, and a light and fog-signal at this point are particular) 
desirable, neces of the cde pb devious passages, "a Á 


That is the recommendation of the Light-House Board contained in 
their aunual report under date of June 30, 1885. For this purpose an 
appropriation of $135,000 is needed. Itis the only work reported for 
He whole coast of Massachusetts, and I hope there will be no opposition 
to it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It would seem that this Light-House Board 
is somewhat like the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and will recommend almost anything. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
mrami it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ír. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, LUBEC NARROWS, MAINE. 

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7630) for the erection 
of a light-house at Lubec Narrows, Maine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, oe That there be established a light-house at or near Lubec 
Narrows, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there no report accompanying this bill, 
and are we to have no explanation to let us know what we are doing? 
we sia have light enough by and by, but let us have some on this bill 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask for the reading of the re- 


port? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, I ask for the reading of the report, 
or for some explanation on the part of some gentleman of the necessity 
for this work. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. DAvis) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3445) pro- 
viding for the erection of a light-house at Lubec Narrows, Maine, beg leave to 
report that they have had the same under consideration, and recommend ord 

ge of the accompanying substitute, which has the approval of the Li 
ouse Board, as is shown by the communication of S.C. Rowan, Vice-Adm aa 
United States Navy, and chairman of said to the honorable the Secretary 
of the Treasury, February 1, 1886, and which is hereto appended : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF a Licut-Horse BOARD, 
‘ashington, February 1, 1886. 
Sır: The Light-House Board has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a 
re from the Committee on , House of Representatives, dated Jan- 
ary 28, 1886, transmitting for its views a number of House bills, and among 
then a bill 11 (ÈE, R. 3445) making an appropriation for the erection of a light-house 


m aoee 
reply, are board begs leave to say that in its annual estimates for 1883 and 
ford 1 an item of $40,000 was included for the erection of a light-house at Lu- 
fag Saath and that in its report for 1883, page 8, the n ity for this light 
y s! 

In its annual eg te for 1885, on page 18, the reasons why a light should be es- 
tablished at this Poo int = aguin stated, and recommen: ion is made that an 
appropriation of made therefor, and an item for that sum is included 
in the board’s estimates for the coming year. 

An extract from the board’s report for 1885 is herewith transmitted. 

A copy of the letter from the Committee on Commerce ed inclosed, together 
with = bill (8445) in onion 

Very respectfully, 
8. C. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral, U. 8. Navy, Chairman, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY 
[Extract from annual report of Light-House Board, June 30, 1885.) 


Lubec Narrows, Maine.—The following recommendation, made in the board's 
estimates for last year, is re 

“Since the dredged channel between Lubec and Campobello Island, es hos 
coast of Maine, has been completed by the War Department, it has beco: 
dent that, to make this channel of value to commerce at night, a light anoula 
be established at the entrance.” 

For the purpose an appropriation of $40,000 is needed. 


Mr. CLARDY. This improvement was strongly recommended by 
the Light-House Board. In addition to that, members of that board 
appeared before the committee and urged it as an important work. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have great respect for the Light-House Board 
and their recommendations, but they are the least bit extravagant, and 
I wish to compliment the Committee on Commerce for having reduced 
bi largely the estimates submitted by that board for this kind of 
work, 

Mr, MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will apply the expression he 
made a while ago, which I was glad to hear, that the matter of econ- 
omy did not come in when human life was to be saved, I think he will 
sustain this proposition. I have been through this channel a great 
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many times myself, and it is crooked and somewhat obstructed, but it 
leads to one of the finest harbors of the globe, where there is an im- 
mense amount of commerce. I have no doubt every gentleman in this 
House if he could be on the spot, and, as I have done, see it for him- 
self, would approve the decision of the Light-House Board. 

Mr. RANDALL. I made the remark because emphasis seemed to 
be given to the recommendation of the Light-House Board, and my crit- 
— was just. Their figures and their estimates warrant the remark 

e. 

As to this particular light, of course the gentleman from Maine 
knows more about it than I, but the general remark which I made 
with reference to all these bills I think was only reasonable. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not understand that the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania were directed to a criticism of this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would state for the information of the House 
that the proposition to construct this light-house does not come here as 
a local measure in any way. It is recommended as a measure which 
originated with the Light-House Board, resulting from their own ob- 
servations as to the necessities of commerce on the eastern coast of the 
State of Maine, 

The United States Government for the past six or seven’ years has 
been engaged in making an improvement of an important channel on 
the extreme eastern coast of the State, between the town of Lubec and 
the {British island of Campobello, the channel forming the principal 
entrance to the Saint Croix River and adjacent waters, That improve- 
ment has been completed and it is open to commerce, but some addi- 
tional work will yet have to be done, and the Light-House Board have 
recommended and urged the necessity for the erection of this light- 
house, so as to enable the utilization of this channel, which the Gov- 
ernment had 4 for commerce at night. 

_Mr.RANDALL. Exception having been taken to my remark touch- 
ing the conduct of the Light-House Board in connection with their es- 
timates, I find on an examination that they estimated for these general 
purposes, such as come now in the main under the control of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, except such as are already in course of construc- 
tion, for the year 1886, $1,261,000, and for this year they ask $1,346,000. 
The Committee on Commerce, as I have said before, I think have re- 
duced the appropriation under the estimate to a little over $400,000. 
I think, therefore, I have given the figures upon which was correctly 
predicated my criticism. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move to amend by adding to the bill the words 
“ the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $40,000.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL AIDS TO NAVIGATION—MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7633) establishing ad- 
ditional aids to navigation at the mouth of the Mississippi River. 
The bill is as follows : 


Be it enacted, £e., That there be established additional aids to navigation oft 
and near the passes at the mouth of the Mississippi River, in the State of Louisi- 
ana, as follows; A light-ship off the entrance to the jetties at the South Pass; 
higher and more powerful lights at or near the outer ends of the jetties at the 
South Pass, to replace those now in existence; a steam or hot-air fog-signal at or 
near the end of the east jetty; a higher and more powerful light on one of the 

tties at the Head of the Passes; and a fog-signal at or near Cubit’s Gap, in said 

ississippi River. 


Mr. COX. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. CLARDY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 986) pro- 
viding for the establishment of a fi gnal, light-ship, and lights off the mouth 
o Mississi, eave to report that they 
and recommend the of the ac- 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, February 18, 1886. 
Sin: Referring to the letter from the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
of the House of resentatives, dated January 19, 1886, and inclosing House bill 
986, providing for the establishment of fog-signal, light-ship, and lights off the 
ofthe ppi River, and for other parerees the board has the honor 
to state that it has carefully considered the su and respectfully reports that 
the light acting as a range with the main light in entering between the jett; 
ends, mentioned in section 3 of the bill, had been ordered to be built before this 
bill was introduced, and was lighted January 4, 1886. 
at board recommends that the following additional aids to navigation be 
e f 
South Pass jellies. —A Dans of increased height and power on cach jetty to re- 
place existing lights, and a steam or hot-air fog-signal on the east jetty. 
Head of the .—A light of increased height and power on the east jetty. 
Cubit's Gap.—A fog-bell mrak by machinery, with a dwelling for the keeper. 
i ite he does not recommend the estab] ent of the other aids mentioned 
n ff 


be asked to make 
an appropriation of $27,500, as shown in the following summary: 


South Pass jetties: 


For the aids recommended the board requests that 


Two lights of increased height and power shown from skelefon wooden 
towers, at $3,000 each, NB FOR tho CWO. ..s.es ec ccensnaos'sns ses eee nan voccs còsso eon 
A steam or hot-air fe on the east jetty, including a dwelling for 
the keeper, ft use, and preparation of foundation... es ..s........ 15,000 
Head of the S 
One light of increased height and power shown from skeleton wooden 
a TAAS E E EE O I NN EEEE S 
Cubit’s Ssp: Ì 
Fog-bell, struck by machinery, and dwelling for the kKeeper.....essssssssssse 3,500 
FBO (i ecessccasectanbiccesestvobecess meskeni opo pdvisopso ossessi s apni inas dy avisan piison tenses 27,500 


It is further suggested that the bill be amended so as to read as follows: 
A bill for the establishment of ck re aids to navigation on the Mississippi 
ver. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in Con: assembled, 
eng A following sum be, and the same is hereby, appapriated Soe the follow- 
ng objects: 

‘or establishing higher and more powerful lights at or near the ends of.the 
South Pass jetties, Mississippi River; for eatablishin a steam or hot-air fi = 
nal at or near the end of the east jetty, South Pass, Mississippi River: for 
lishing a higher and more powerful light on one of the jetties at the Head ofthe 

Mississippi River; for establishing a f 
Mississippi River, $27,500. 
A copy of the letter from the Committee on Commerce previously referred to 
and a copy of House bill No. 986 are herewith inclosed. 
Very respectfully, 


at or near Cubit’s Gap, 


8. C. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral U. S. N., Chairman, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Mr. CLARDY. I move to amend by adding: 
The entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $52,500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, SEUL CHOIX POINT, MICHIGAN. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 7647) to establish a 
light-house at Seul Choix Point, Michigan. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That there be established a light-house at or near Seul Choix 
Point, on the northern shore of Lake Michigan, Michigan. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by adding: 

The entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $15,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this disposes 
of all of the bills for the establishment of light-houses under the special 
order. 

Mr. REAGAN. The foes from Louisiana [Mr. IRION] has 
charge of the bills for the establishment of the life-saving stations, 
which bills are also embraced in that order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Louisiana. 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS, 


Mr. IRION. Mr. Speaker, there were a large number of bills pre- 
sented to the committee for the establishment of additional life-saving 
stations, all of which were submitted to the superintendent of that de- 
partment, and on consultation with him a number were stricken out, and 
it was deemed by the committee best to embody all of these remaining 
propositions in one bill, authorizing the establishment of the life-saving 
stations recommended as absolutely necessary by the superintendent of 
the service. I therefore ask that the bill be now taken up for consid- 
eration. 

The bill (H, R. 6975) was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
establish additional life-saving stations upon the sea and lake coasts of the United 
States as follows: One at or near Point Allerton, usetts; one at such 

int between the Parmet River life-saving station and the south end of Nausett 
Beach, Cape Cod, husetts, as the General Superintendens of the Life- 
Saving Service may recommend; one at or near Cape Poge, usetts; one 
ator near Cuttyhunk, Massachusetts; one on the northwest side of Block Island, 
Rhode Island; one on the coast between Point Judith and Watch Hill, Rhode 
Island; one on Fisher's Island, Long Island Sound; one at or near Fisherman's 
Island, Virginia; one at or near Oak Island, North Carolina; one at or near Old 
To Inlet, North Carolina; one at or near Plum Island, Lake Michigan ; one 
at South Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; one at South Chicago, Ill; one at 
or near Bois Blanc Island, Straits of inaw; one at or near Point Adams, 


Oregon ; one at such point between Point Reyes and Point Diablo, California, 
as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; one 
at such point between Point San José and Point Lobos, California, as the Gen- 
eral Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend, 
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Mr. IRION. Iam instructed by the committee to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, after the word “recommend,” add,“ one on Lake Ontario, New 
York, at or near the mouth of the Niagara , as the General Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service may recommend.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to throw any obsta- 
cle in the way of the establishment of life-saving stations which may 
be deemed necessary or essential for the preservation of life, but I de- 
sire to direct the attention of the gentleman from Lonisiana to the fact 
that there are already authorized by law twenty life-saving stations that 
are not yet established orcontracted for. LestI might be mistaken in that 
connection I have made inquiry to-day as to how many remain uncon- 
tracted for under the acts of 1874, June, 1878, and under the act of 
May 4, 1882. 

And Mr. Kimball, superintendent of this establishment, makes an- 
swer: 


. 


answer our telegram you are informed there aretwenty life-saving sta- 
tions pot aa by law not yak conatranted or under contract for Generation: 

Now, if this bill is intended to indicate to the § intendent of the 
Life-Saving Service that the of the United States wants that 
those life-saving stations yet unprovided, but authorized by law, shall 
be constructed at these places, no harm will be done. But I think if 
this bill provides stations at sixteen places, in addition to the twenty 
not yet constructed, we ought to understand that fact. 

Mr. CRISP. This bill is to authorize the construction of that many 
more, not at once, but from year to year as appropriations are made 
by Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. We give each year, and propose to give this year, 
$50,000-—_ 

Mr. CRISP. We have been giving that for several years. 

Mr. RANDALL. For the construction of new life-saving stations, 
and that is all the superintendent has ever asked for, I believe. It is 
certainly all he has asked for this year. 

Mr. CRISP. About ten can be constructed for $50,000, averaging 
$5,000 apiece. 

Mr. RANDALL. I willask to have read a part of the statement of 
the superintendent of the life-saving stations on this subject as throw- 
ing some light upon it. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

It is thi expectation 

tions Aer r ey oe law may be pasiak Aioema d Seo bower pend 
than six will be completed in time to be manned by crews during the active 
season of that year. estimate for crews at new stations is made upon the 
basis of seven men in each of these stations for e months of the year, and 
amounts to $16,800. The stations on the are o on an average 
eight and one-half months, and at certain of these stations it is necessary to em- 
ploy eight men. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will be observed from this statement that the 
superintendent of the life-saving stations only p: during the com- 
ing fiscal year to erect ten new stations, only one-half of what he has 
now authority for, and that only six of them will be in such a state of 
completion as to be manned by crews. During the eight months of 
the year they are under the care ofa keeper, and of the seven men that 
are usually employed, the keeper generally receives a salary of $700, 
and each of the seven men receives $50 a month for the period they 
are employed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Eight months. 

Mr. LONG. I would suggest that I suppose itis possible one of these 
new stations might be regarded by the superintendent as of more im- 
portance than those previously authorized. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then he has authority under existing law to con- 
struct it. 

Mr. LONG. Not until we pass this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It would seem that we have all the time 
been in the dark if one of the stations to be built now is worth more 
than all that have been built heretofore. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wanted to direct the attention of the House 
to the fact that there is law for the erection of twenty more stations 
than are now constructed, and ten more than the superintendent de- 
clares to be possible for him to construct in the next fiscal year. And 
yet the House is asked to authorize sixteen additional stations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the gentleman if the law in regard to the sta- 
tions now authorized does not fix the particular places? 

Mr. RANDALL. Notin every case. If the gentleman will come 
over here I will show him the provisions of law. Ido not desire to 
take time by having them read. The provision of the law in some cases 
is general. 

Mr. REAGAN. With reference to the suggestion that the stations 
provided for in this bill may be of more importance than those here- 
tofore provided for by law, it is right to say none have been provided 

' for except on the recommendation of the Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving ice, and he certainly ought not to have recommended at any 
time any not necessary to build. 

E do not propose to discuss this subject, and have made no preparation 
for doing so; but I wish to say further, it will be seen by an examina- 
tion of the various acts relating to the Life-Saving Service in the last few 
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years that its growth has been very extraordinary. Its increase caused 
the increased number of stations. The needs of commerce might have 
demanded a good many of these. But this service has taken the course 
of all new bureaus, of being built up as rapidly as the peculiar ideas of 
the head of the bureaucalledfor. We have now twenty stations author- 
ized by law not yet constructed. I knowsome of them are of impor- 
tance. Iknowthatoneat Galveston has been provided for several years. 

It has been greatly needed during that time, and is zot yet built. Ido 
not know how much longer it will be before it is built. It is right ta 
say in that connection the superintendent told our committee he was tc 

make ents to build it soon. Hesaid that alsoa year ago, anu 
he said it a year before that. I mention this to show some discretion 
is exercised in the selection of places where these stations are to be built. 

The House ought to know there are thirty life-saving stations on the 
coast of New Jersey alone. I am not prepared with the statements. 
I desired to see achart and tried to get it, but never obtained it, which 
would exhibit the number of life-saving stations and their proximity. 
That exhibition would have shown some of the places in this bill do 
not require to have stations. I remember one case of a life-saving sta- 
tion being provided between two others 7 miles apart in this bill. I 
remember generally looking over the bill, and I saw but two places 
named where it occurred to me additional stations were needed—one 
a the coast of North Carolina and one at the mouth of the Columbia 

ver. 

I feel that it js due to the House to state this much, that the service 
is being increased in the number of stations more rapidly than seems 
to be necessary. Stations have been called for which seem to me to be 
more for the purpose of securing appropriations for particular districts 
and giving employment to men at particular places than because the 
needs of commerce demand them. I do not propose to say anything 
more on this subject at this time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has 
stated what has been the i ing cost of this service. As chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce, is he prepared to state to the House 
the number of lives and the amount of property saved by this service? 

Mr. REAGAN. I know, sir, that the service makes a very imposing 
exhibit of the amount of property and the number of lives it has saved 
and shows that it has been very efficient in that respect, and whenever 
it can be shown that a station’ is necessary to that end I am 
to vote for it. But Ido think that when the superintendent informs 
us that he can not establish more than ten new stations in a year, and 
when we have already twenty such stations provided for, a two-years’ 
supply in advance, all of them heretofore recommended by him and 

upon his recommendation, it is time we should hold up and let 
him establish the stations already provided for before we extend the list. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDEN. Can the gentleman inform us whether the sixteen sta- 
tions that are provided for in this bill have all been recommended by 
the superintendent ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; they are all recommended by the super- 
intendent. 

A MEMBER. Oh, he would recommend anything. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not wish tosee injustice done to that gentle- 
man. He is avery careful officer. But the question is, sould thas 
sixteen stations be left to his discretion? Iwould be perfectly willing 
to leave them there and not force their construction immediately. 

Mr. IRION. Mr. Speaker, I think it is proper to say that the su- 
perintendent explained to the committee that it was necessary that 
these new stations should be authorized two years in advance, and that 
is the reason why he recommends to at this time establish all these 
new ones. Before the two years have elapsed he will have constructed 
those already authorized by law, and then, if these are authorized, he 
can go on, because the appropriation will have been already made. 
He says it is necessary they should be authorized at least two years in 
advance. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then we understand the matter exactly. These 
sixteen are in addition to the twenty already authorized but not yet 
constructed, so that we shall be giving him discretion as to thirty-six. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And let us understand also that there are 
more authorized now than he can construct in two fiscal years. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that there is a good deal of 
division of opinion on this question. We have no quorum here; it is 
late, and therefore I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the House that if we 
can dispose of this bill the Committee on Commerce intend to trespass 
farther upon the courtesy of the House to pass a few other bills which 
have been and reported by that committee. They are routine 
bills which probably will not lead to any discussion, and when we get 
through with this we shallask the House to take them up. 

The House divided on the motion to adjourn; and there were—ayes 
36, noes 61. 

So the motion was not agreed to. z 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that there is not a quo- 
rum present, and I think this matter had better be passed over, and, as 
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suggested by the gentleman from Texas, let us take up something else 
that we can dispose of without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] asks 
unanimous consent that the bill now under consideration be passed over 
for the purpose of taking up some other bill the title of which he has 
not yet indicated. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, the House by unanimous consent 
tig eee on Commerce this day for the consideration of these 

i We have considered all the bills except this one, which is last in 
the list. I think the House should do the fair thing by the Committee 
on Commi and allow this bill to be considered and disposed of even 
th there may not be a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. A single objection would prevent that. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House gave unanimous consent, also, that it 
should be a House, and whenever it is discovered that it is not a House 
there are two motions in order. 

Mr. DUNN. One of which has been made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted some remarks. [See Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment 
the pending bill by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. IRION]. 

A MEMBER. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, after the word “recommend,” add “one on Lake Ontario, New 
York, at or near the mouth of the Niagara River, asthe General Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service may recommend,” 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I have an impression that if this House 
were advised of the needs of this service and the magnitude of its op- 
erations, despite the fact that there is no quorum present, this bill 
would ro 

Task leave to read a few statistics showing in the first placethe number 
of wrecks we have had on our coast, which extends a distance of 10,000 
miles, within the last fourteen years. They number 3,546. Of this 
number there have been on the coast of Maine, 524; New Hampshire, 
54; husetts, 802; Rhode Island, 176; Connecticut, 89; New 
York, 352; New Jersey, 399; Delaware, 115; Maryland, 98; Virginia, 
251; North Carolina, 231; South Carolina, 53; Georgia, 27; Florida, 
181; Alabama, 8; Mississippi, 8; Louisiana, 20; Texas, 158. Now, 
these statistics tell the whole story of the nature of our coast and the 
points where casualties occur. Those occurring on the coast of Maine 
are 0 to its peculiar conformation, which is skirted with rocks, 
with en ledges, and withislands. Then the climate of Maine and 
that of all our northern coast is unpropitious to mariners, the severe 
storms in fall, winter, and spring making that an exceedingly danger- 
ous coast. 

Then we come to Massachusetts; and we have two very important 
eapes, one stretching 12 miles into the Atlantic, the other 40 miles, 
and nearly 40 miles northward ; and then there are the Elizabeth Isl- 
ands and the Island of Nantucket, compelling all vessels after they 
weather the coast of Cape Cod to still hug the coast through a tortuous, 
narrow, shallow channel, the northeast and easterly winds driving ves- 
sels upon that coast, so that, as I am informed by the Light-House 
Board, there were forty wrecks seen there on one morning. As we go 
farther south we get a different conformation of coast, but still very 
dangerous, with outlying sand-bars. This is the character of the sea- 
board from the southern portion of Rhode Island down to-and below 
Hatteras. After we leave Hatteras the coast trends to the westward ; 
and vessels have a free offing until they approach Southern Florida. 
This again is very dangerous, in consequence of the coral reefs ; and a 
vessel is obliged to hug the shore in getting between that and the Ba- 
hama Islands. 

But after traversing this channel, rounding Florida, and getting into 
the Gulf, there is an almost total exemption from accidents of this 
character. Within fourteen years there have been only thirty-six acci- 
dents east of Texas on the entire Gulf coast; and the accidents upon 
the coast of Texas, which have amounted to a little over one hundred, 
have been almost wholly upon its western extremity, where it trends 
to the north, and vessels are driven ashore by the ‘‘northers.’? This 
illustrates why the life-saving stations are more numerous upon our 
northern coast. 

Wehaveinthe first district eleven life-savingstations. Thatcomprises 
the coast of Maine and New Hampshire. In the second district, Mas- 
sachusetts, we have twenty-one life-saving stations on all that perilous 
coast, with all its capes and islands, where we have had within fourteen 
years eight hundred and two wrecks and in a single day forty, a coast 
where, in the course of a year, fifty thousand vessels pass. Then we 
have the third district, Rhode Island and New York, where the wrecks 
have been five hundred and twenty-eight, the life-saving stations num- 
bering thirty-seven. This number is much larger proportionally than 
those upon the coast of Massachusetts. This partly because a large 
share of our foreign commerce, carried in very large vessels, in reach- 
ing the harbor of New York, passes along the coast of Long Island and 
New Jersey, so that a larger life-saving force is requisite, and it is 
necessary at times to mass the forces from several points. 

Then again, itis exceedingly difficult sometimes for the men en 
in this service to carry their apparatus, when they are obliged to carry 
it by their own physical force, going waist-deep in water and knee-deep 
in sand, dragging at times a weight of many hundred pounds, Under 


these circumstances frequent life-saving stations are of course required. 
In the fourth district, New Jersey, with three hundred and ninety-nine 
wrecks, many of them large wrecks, involving great loss of human life, 
we have forty-one life-saving stations. In the fifth district, Delaware, 
Maryland, and Virginia, with three hundred and thirty-one wrecks, we 
have seventeen life-saving stations. In the sixth district, Virginia and 
North Carolina, ranning to Cape Hatteras, we have twenty-eight. In 
the seventh district, including North Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, 
with one hundred and ninety-nine wrecks, we have fourteen life-saving 
stations. Then in the eighth district, embracing Florida, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas—a very large extent of territory, but 
the wrecks being comparatively few, numbering only two hundred and 
fifty-six, there being very little danger there from the fact that the winds 
blow from the north and blow out to sea instead of toward the land— 
we have eight life-saving stations. 

Mr. REAGAN. There are only four on the coast of Texas. 

Mr. DAVIS. Thenumber I have given have been authorized by law, 
according to this statement, which I get from the Light-House Board. 

Mr. REAGAN. In order to settle this question, I asked the com- 
missioner when he was before the committee, and headmitted there were 
only four now established, although there are five provided for by law. 

Mr. DAVIS. This number of life-saving stations is undoubtedly an- 
thorized, although they may not all be built. This statement includes 
one outside of Texas, taking in the entire Gulf coast. I will read ina 
moment another statement showing the magnitude of the operations of 
this Life-Saving Service. 

Mr. Speaker, the table given below contains a summary of the re- 
sults in the field of life-saving operations since the introduction of the 
present system: 

General summary of disasters which have occurred within the scope of life- 
saving operations from November 1, 1871 (date of introduction of pres- 

ent system), to close of fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. 


Total number of disasters.... ae 

Total value of vessels... 

poe peng = ee 
‘otal value property 

Total value of property saved ..... Re 


Here is a result of some practical utility, showing it is not simply a 
humane service, but that it is a profitable service to commerce: 


Total value of property lost ........ $15, 485, 765 
Total number of persons involv 25, 693 
Total number of 25, 236 
Total number of lives 457 
Total number of 4,829 
Total number of days’ 13, 313 


Now, there is a result creditable to our country, creditable to the 
cause of humanity, and it seems to me it amply justifies a liberal ex- 
penditure in favor of this service. 

I was going to remark, Mr. Speaker, that it is perhaps unnecessary 
to go any further into detail to show the importance of this service. 
It has been now in existence some fifteen years, and it shows these re- 
sults. It is a service which of course at a glance, in a single moment, 
we seethe nature of. Noone can describe, perhaps, or even approach a 
description of the accumulated horrors of onecase ofshipwreck. I recol- 
lect a celebrated orator stated it was impossible to convey an adequate 
conception of the horrors of. war unless you described a single case, 
that of a family, for instance, where the mother and her lovely daughters 
lived in happiness and apparent safety. A party of soldiers inflamed 
with wine and lust approach that dwelling. Ineed proceed no further; 
every parent understands the whole history of crime and cruelty. 

Neither can we form an adequate idea of the fearful aggregate of 
suffering, terror, and death connected with the three tho ship- 
wrecks which have occurred upon our coast within the last fifteen 
years. They do not make that vivid impression upon us that a single 
instance would, because the imagination revolts from the conception of 
such stupendous calamities. Time will not permit, Mr. Speaker, even 
if I had the ability, the attempt to impress this House with the un- 
equaled and accumulated horrors of a single shipwreck, where human 
beings are, in midwinter, and in the midst of darkness and a raging 
tempest, driven upon a reef far from the shore, the masts falling, the 
vessel breaking in pieces, and a watery grave yawning before them. 
No man can imagine a death accompanied and anticipated with more 
of horror than this. 


Then rose from sea to sk 
‘Then shriek’d the timi 
Then some leap’d ove: 
As eager to anticipate their grave ; 
And the sea yawn'd around her like a hell, 
And down she suck’d with her the whirling wave, 
Like one who grapples with his enemy, 
And tries to strangle him before he die. 


And first one universal shriek there rush'd, 
Louder than the loud ocean, like a crash 

Of echoing thunder; and then all was hushed 
Save the wild wind and the remorseless dash 

Of billows; but at intervals there gush'd, 
Accom with a convulsive splash, 

A solitary shriek, the bubbling cry 

Of some strong swimmer in his agony. 


This is a description by the greatest save one of those poets who have 
made our language the instrument of their imagination of a shipwreck 


the wild farewell— 
and stood still the brave— 
with dreadful yell, 
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in former times. Happily that description will apply in but few in- 


stances to-day. Now, at the last moment, when hope given way to 
despair, and strong men, feeble women, and helpless children are alike 
in the presence of apparently inevitable death, at that moment a light 
appears, streaming upon them from the shore like a ray from heaven 
penetrating this nether world, and bringing hope and joy to those de- 
spairing souls. A line is shot high in the air and reaches and is made 
fast to the vessel, the life-car follows it, and the life-boat comes, and they 
are saved. Mr. Speaker, no man can be so destitute of grateful rever- 
ence that he would not, upon reaching the shore, thank God for his de- 
liverance, and invoke his choicest blessings upon the brave men who had 
saved him at the peril of their lives and upon that humane government 
which had furnished the means of rescue. 

Mr. Speaker, one hundred yearsago in one of the States of this Union 
a life-saving society was formed. ing all this period it has con- 
tinued uninterruptedly its humane labors, until it has to-day fifty-two 
life-saving stations upon the coast of that State—double the number 
that the United States has placed there. I refer to the Massachusetts 
Humane Society, which is the parent of our United States Life-Saving 
Service, and of the modern life-saving service in Europe as well asin this 
country. Mr. Speaker, the Commonwealth which I have in part the 
. honor to re t here has, in her Colonial, Revolutionary, and State 
history of two hundred and fifty years done something for her own 
honor, som for the welfare, progress, and glory of our common 
country and for history. She has crowded into the space of two anda 
half centuries names, deeds, ideas, and institutions which will inspire 
every generation of her children; but I question whether there be a sin- 
gle fact in all her glowing annals of which they have better reason to 
be proud than of the spirit, labors, and results of this association of her 
citizens, 

We have also a right to be proud of our national Life-Saving Service. 
It is simply unequaled in the efficiency of its organization, the excel- 
lence and variety of its appliances and methods, and the courage and 
skill of its officers and men. Inits humane work it knows no latitude 
or longitude. Its spirit and purpose are wide as humanity and far- 
reaching as the necessities and sufferings of the race. This spirit is 
not confined to our country or time or even to the Christian era. 
Rome, ruthless and bloody as was her policy, conferred a special honor 
upon him who saved the life of a fellow-being. ‘ etait, naman is 
alien to me’’ was the sentiment uttered by a heathen p thropist 
more than two thousand years ago, and that will remain for all time 
the vindication of the claims of humanity and the brotherhood of the 
race, This spirit conferred immortality upon the words of the dying 
Sydney: ‘‘Take it, I pray thee; for thy necessities are greater than 
mine.” Words simple as childhood, but sublime as the heavens that 
have made the yery ground upon which this heroic soul ebbed his life 
away sacred to history and humanity forever! 

Mr. Speaker, this bill should not fail. Upon it both sides of this 
House and the members from every section of our country can act as 
one man. It appeals irresistibly to the best and tenderest emotions of 
our common nature. Letus forget all minor considerations and remem- 
ber only that we are men whose duty itis to succor and save our fellow- 
creatures. 


Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts | inspecto 


has convinced me that this is a matter of so much importance that it 
ought not to be passed upon in the House without a quorum, and as 
he seems satisfied that there is danger of its not passing now, and as it 
is certain that there is no quorum present, believing that a quorum 
ought to consider it, and since it is within ten minutes of 5 o’clock, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. I only desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that an adjourn- 
ment is of course the defeat of this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I confess I have been greatly moved 
by the elogquent—— 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending to adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg pardon; I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from North Carolina has submitted 
a motion, which is now pending, that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I confess, as I have said, that I was greatly moved 
by the eloquent words and appeals of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and I should follow him distinctly in giving execution to those words if 
the proposition before the House was either to establish a life-saving 
service or to break down the system now in force. 

But it is neither. We know by the statements sent to us by the 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service that he could not within two 
years execute the construction of these stations to the number already 
authorized bylaw. We have now two hundredand threestations. We 
have one hundred and fifty-seven of those on the Atlantic shores, thirty- 
eight upon the lakes, more in other directions; I think but one or two 
on the Pacific coast. 

No one for a moment would underrate the necessity, the absolute 
requirement of humanity, to establish these stations. But I do think 
that under the circumstances, with the and recommenda- 


tion so far as I have it before me in the report, differing somewhat 
from the recommendation as presented by the Committee on Com- 
merce, we should be allowed to look into this matter a little further, 


and see whether should at this time say there should be 
thirty-six additional stations. There are twenty now authorized by 
law neither constructed nor contracted for; and this bill provides six- 
teen in addition, and ten of those sixteen, if I caught the reading cor- 
rectly, are on the Atlantic coast, while one or perhaps two are on the 


Pacific, and some on the lakes. 
I think a full House should on this measure. But I am notgo- 
ing to stand here and prevent the passage of the bill if there should be 


no diversity of opinion as to the propriety of its passage. Hence I do 
not want to obstruct this-proceeding by calling a quorum. But I do 
say that thestatement I have in my hand and thestatements that have 
been read are inconsistent as coming from the superintendent of this 
service. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on the pending bill 
and the amendments. 

The pada question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. IRION], which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I eall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 17. 

So (farther count not being called for) the Dill was passed. 

Mr. IRION moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REAGAN. I understand all the bills embraced in the special 
order for to-day have now been disposed of. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask the gentleman from Texas to withhold that 
motion for the present. I have here a very short bill reported by the 
Committee on Commerce which was not included in the order, and 
which I should like to ask the House to consider at this time. 

Mr. REAGAN, I yield to the gentleman and withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. 

TOWING VESSELS. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iask unanimous consent to take from the House 
Calendar the bill (H, R. 3037) relating to the licensing of vessels en- 
gaged in towing to carry persons in addition to their crews, and that 
the same be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections, if any. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That any steam-vessel engaged in the business of towin 
v mpe water craft of any kind, and not carrying rs, may A 
au 


necessary 
a „however, one person to every ton of measurement. 

EC. 
and have on board, in 
lowed to be carried, in addition to those provi: 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the words “ licensed by the,” in the fifth line of section 1, 
and insert as follows: 

“ Supervising inspector of the district in which said steamer shall be employed, 
to carry on board such number of persons, in addition to its crew, as the supervis- 
ing inspector, in his judgment, shall deem necessary to carry on the legitimate 
business of such towing steamers, not rage eae > however, one person to every 
net ton of measurement steamer: ed, however, That the persons so 
allowed to be carried shall not be carried for hire,” 


Mr. RANDALL. Is that bill embraced in the special order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Reserving the right to object, I will be glad ta 
hear a statement by the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will be permitted to make a brief statement, the right to object 
being reserved. é 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iwill state that the amendment was su d by 
the supervising inspector-general. The object of the bill is this: Under 
the present laws of the United States a steam-tug or steam-vessel going 
to the rescue of a vessel ashore is forbidden to carry even the owner of * 
that vessel. A steam-tug going to the rescue of a vessel ashore is for- 
bidden by law even to take the crew off and carry them ashore. The 
object of the bill is simply to correct thatevil. I will say it originates 
with the Chicago Tug-Owners’ Association, which has had occasion to 
be fined once or twice for doing that, by which human life has been 
saved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be passed. 

Mr. RANDALL, I suggest that the gentleman from Illinois incor- 
porate in the RECORD the report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I shall be glad to do so. 
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Pen rome pcr Does General Dumont, the Supervising Inspector- 
prove the bill? 
aie DUNHAM. This bill was submitted to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and I suppose by him to General Dumont, and it was returned 
by the Department with a favorable recommendation. 
Mr. RANDALL. Let the letter of the Supervising Inspector-General 


also be printed. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It will. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

‘There was no objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DUNHAM moved to reconsider the xote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The report (by Mr. DuNHAM) is as follows: 


The Committee on Comme to whom was referred the BRIKH. R. 3037) re- 
Jating to the “licensing of vesse lydeka, in towing to carry persons in addi- 
tion to their crews,” submit the following report: 

Existing law is so strict in its terms that tugs or towing vessels are forbidden 
from Gree prince frequently becomes almost absolutely necessary to save 
both life and 

The bill of Rie How oes was by your committee referred to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and under his direction the a iets Inspector-General of Steam- 
Vessels suggests an amendment to the bill, giving his reasons therefor. 

We submit his communication in full as a part of our report: 


d TREASURY DEPARTMEXT, 
OFFICE SCPERVISING Isspecror-GENERAL OF STEAM-VESSELS, 
Washington, D. C., March 12, 1886, 


g the ry to to fa- 
vor the committee with such suggestions S eching the Akins of the bill as he 
might deem proper, and the propriety of its passage, the whole referred to this 
office for report, 

I have the honor to report thereon that the general purpose of the bill is un- 
en but I would respectfully suggest that in view of the fact that the 
board of supervising inspectors are only in session Pines conul of weeksin 
each year, and then at a season when navigation is near! that a standstill on ac- 
count of the inland lakes and ied by being frozen over, t the purpose of the 
bill would be better accomplish out from the first section of the 
bill all after the word “the” in ‘be a aay reof, and sapa therefor 
the words following, to wit: “su inspector of the district in which 
said steamer be employed to catty on board such number of eri pw in 
addition to its crew, as the supervising inspector in his judgment shall deem 
pooner a, Os carry on the legitimate business of such towing steamers, not ex- 
ceeding, however, one person to every net ton of measurement of said steamer : 

sorda , however, that the persons so allowed to be carried shall not be carried 

‘or bs 
I Mere prepared bill H. R. 3037, inelosed herein, so as to show its reading as 


amend 
Very respectfully, JAS, A. DUMONT, 
Supervising Inspector-General. 
The Hon, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


In further explanation of the bill, we attach hereto the memorial of the Chi- 
ane See Saha Association, giving reasons in detail why this legislation is 


rel ror a number of years the owners and masters of steam- ee plying in har- 
bors of the great lakes and rivers of the Northwest apes nn greatly annoyed 
by the imposition of fines for violation of the law in on their 

vessels in be he Sete of their business, without having first ray vibe Fane y es licensesto 


an Sapani bia for this class of tugs, on —_ of their peculiar construc- 
tion ree limited space, to carry on board the boats and life-saving apparatus re- 
quired by law for vessels en in passenger traffic, and hence they are not 
to carry any one on board, nota member of the crew, for any purpose 
or distance whatever. 

“Tt is next to impossible for this class of vessels to successfully and profitably 
earry on their business unless they are allowed at times to carry one or more 
persons a addition to their crew, 

frequently called upon, when employed to tow a vessel, to take to 
= the whole oF or Eat gat of a crew of seamen or stevedores engaged for her, and 
mast Voyage, as t Taa ‘nny DE EVAT TAA EO O AS 
on as case may person t rs 
not how sho: pa pre whether Pane or Fg hire, is, under the law as 
now construed, considered a pee the vessel so employed, unless 
ribbons with a license i a Bag M e in passenger traffic, is lia- 
y a fine of $500, ith th wa now in force an owner of a tug, unless 
T O ob vende oan nonta ke passage for any or purpose on his 

= ae without ss 

“A tug 


re fot es pote rand their boat and apparatus to a vessel, for 
the purpose of saving ery aaviig of her crew and passengers, or rescuing a drown- 
ing crew from a sink: 


sr, Sp = violates the present law, and as no class of ves- 
are more frequen ed up 7 that they should be alo of this kind, it is 
clearly in the interests of ae poh that ea Se should be allowed the privileges 
which this amendment wil them. 


“ Numero ces can Seaines ii whi pE EN been imposed fora vio- 
lation of the Slav under circumstances of hardshi 
The local inspectors of boilers and h have been applied to for relief, and 


ng 
reciates the necessity for the relief oe the mem 
themselves poirias under the Lecter state of Ss laws, R give it, 
s. $ 
“Cmeage Moshe? ASSOCIATION, 
“By J. A. CRAWFORD, President, 
“WM. HARMAN, 
“ Corner Fifth Avenue and South Water Street, Chicago, qu.” 
Your committee recommend the f the bill with th mdm: 
tote Be ne passage of the w e ame: ent pro- 


TS express 


PORT OF ENTRY, MOUNT DESERT FERRY, MAINE. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
House bills 1026 and 1153, reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
be taken up. Ido not think there can be any objection whatever to 
either of them, and I am sure that they will not elicit any ion. 

The SPEAKER. Which one does the gentleman call up first? 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I call up the bill dit. R. a providing for the 
establishment of a port of entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the townof 
Hancock, in theStateof Maine. It isa bill which creates no new office 
and involves no additional expense whatever to the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I suppose the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] will allow me to make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not know. The gentleman from 
Illinois says he insists upon the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided on the motion to adjourn; and there were—ayes 
25, noes 40. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The bill (H. R. 1026) providing for the establishment of.a port of 
entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of 
Maine, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the. port of Mount Desert Ferry, bo arate of Han- 
cock, in the State of Maine, be, or angle pe app? a port of 


en subject to the same rivil Jactttties en other porta ct 
chtry'in the United States: Provided, ‘hat the official duties of sald portshall be 
perfo: under the direction of the collestor 


of for the district of 
*renchman’s Bay, and by a deputy detailed by him for that purpose. 


Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the right to object until I hear the report 
read 


The re report was read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. 
the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COWLES. I object. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope my friend will not object. This bill does 
not involve an extra dollar of expense to the Government. 

Mr. COWLES. Weshall not have any more bills passed this evening 
without a quorum. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MILIKEN. If any man object to the bill on account of addi- 
tional cost to the Government, I will move to amend the bill so as to 
obviate that objection. 

The SPEAKER. But the bill is not before the House. ‘The gen- 


A favorable report was made upon this bill in 


‘tleman from North Carolina [Mr. CowLxs] objects and states that he 


will object to any other business being done without a quorum. 
Mr. DUNN. [insist on my motion that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer a res- 
olution for immediate consideration. 

There was no objection. ’ 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts haye permission to print the evi 
dence taken before them under the resolution authorizing them to ascertain the 
number and compensation of the officers and employés of the House, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 33. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, rose. 
Mr. EDEN. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. What is the regular order? 
The SPEAKER. The House having concluded the consideration of 
the bills for which this day was set apart, the regular order is the un- 
finished business. The Clerk will report the first unfinished business,' 
which, according to the recollection of the Chair, is a bill in relation 
to the ais of States against the Government of the United States.\ 
Lau 

L ORA ANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

j Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, Mr. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular 

The SPEAKER. The can for unanimous consent can not be en- 
tertained unless the motion to adjourn is withdrawn, and also the de-' 
mand for the regular order. 

The motion to adjourn was a; to—ayes 47, nays 24, 

sg ia onl (at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p, m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


r Benker Task unanimous consent—— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and pons were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: t 
By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Petition for free coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage; Weights, and Measures, 
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By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Protest of Local Assembly No. 3678, of 
Wainego, and of Local Assembly No. 780, of Weir, Kans.. against the 
free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and 


Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers in the claim of James F. Wooley, of 
Lincoln County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4334, Knights of 
Labor, of Water Valley, Miss., against the free-ship bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of Brownsville Assembly, Latrobe Local 
Assembly, Carpenter Progressive Assembly, Buena Vista Industrial As- 
sembly, Webster Triumph Star Assembly, and Scottdale Local Assem- 
bly, of the wage-workers of the United States, in favor of the 
of laws for the unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BRADY: Papers in the claim of Alex. Downan, administra- 
tor of Thomas Farrell, of Prince George County, Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Remonstrance against the of the free- 
ship bill, from the Knights of Labor of Kalamazoo, Mich.—to the Se- 
lect Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition and papers relating to the pension 
claim of Edwin A. Scutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Memorial of Knights of Laborof Galveston, Tex., 
favoring the establishment of a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rock- 
port, Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of eaa SA N. 
Y., relative to free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of John A. Randall, for invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John M. Dale, for removal of charge of desertion—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

his war claim be re- 


Also, tion of W. W. Green, ying that 
Seo id be Cols ot ONIME on the DO aa tat We Gea 


By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Knights of Labor, Local Assembly 
4727, of Bath, Me., for appropriation for a harbor of refuge at Rock- 
port, Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester County, Penn- 
sylvania, asking for constitutional amendmentagainst the sale, manu- 
facture, and importation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition from citizens of forty-two States and 
Territories for the unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of Knights of Labor, asking that a commission beap- 
pointed to investigate and report evils existing on the Gould Southern 
railway system—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., in 
favor of woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Daniel A. Riblet, for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Zenas Osborne and 29 others, of 
Meigs County, Ohio, for free silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Grand Army of the Republic Veteran Rights Union 
of Ohio, favoring employment of veterans—to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Serviċe. 

Also, papers in the claim of Fernando Connor—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the secretary of the Ohio State University, of Ohio, 
urging that the experiment station of that institution be given the 
money for experiments in agriculture—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Local Assembly No. 1516, Knights of Labor, of Ohio, 
against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Br Mr. HERMAN: Petition of ex-Union soldiers in Oregon, for the 
passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, petition from citizens of Roseburg and from Southern Oregon, 
for extension of time for the completion of the Oregon and California 
Railroad—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition from citizens of Southern Oregon, for the investigation 
of ay wagon-road grants to said State—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Appeal from the wage-workers of the United 
States, for unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of 650 local assemblies of the Knights of 
Labor of the various States of the Union, asking legislation on the silver 
question—to the same committee. 


Also, affidavit in support of House bill 7242, for the relief of Ran- | Ashi 


som L. Harris—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Samuel of Susan Hoffman, 
of Jo 


hn Ashe, of H. B. Rohrback, of Louisa Koontz, of John Murdock, 
of Abram D, Given, of J. M. and Josiah E. Davis (administrators), of 
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Victor H. Newcomer, of Jacob Reichard, of Elias Smith, of Harry Hey- 
ser (executor), of Hezekiah Myers, of Thomas H. Crampton, of David 
M. Mullendore, of G. Findley Smith, of W. E. Boheler (executor), of 
James Resley, of Jacob Friend (executor), of William Shifler, of Chris- 
tian Easterday, of David and Moses Poflin , of Washington County; 
of Eugene L. , of John H. Lighter (administrator), of Thomas John- 
son, of J. E. Harley, of David Best, and of James W. Pearre (trustee), 

of Frederick County; of Elbert Perry and of Rachel Ann Offsett, of 
Montgomery County, asking that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Samuel Nigh, of T. H. Edwards (executor of John 
Heger), of George Hoking, and of Rachael Ann Offsett, for payment of 
war claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of R. H. Gordon, in relation to silver coinage—to the 
Committee on Coi Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of wage-workers of different States, 
for unlimited co’ of silver—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: Petition of Mrs. Sarah A. Clements, widow of 
Robert Clements, formerly of the One hundred and tenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, asking for a pension—to the Committee on 


Invalid sor i 
. By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of Knights of Labor of the States of Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, District 
of Columbia, Georgia, Iowa, Idaho Territory, Indiana, Illinois, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, \adenchanette, nine g 
Michigan, Missouri, Montana Territory, New Jersey, New 
Hampshire, Nevada, Nebraska, Rhode Island, Texas, New Mexico, 
Oregon, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Utah Territory, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming Territory, Washington Territory, em~ 
bracing 480 assemblies, on the coinage and currency laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Coi Wi ts, and Measures. 
: Petition of 40 Knights of Labor from Waterville, 

, against the passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. RO L: Petition for reliefof Nicholas Lochboklor — 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of the clerks in the several departments 
<a Army against the reduction of salaries—to the Committee on 

tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of H. C. Allen and of John C. 
Purdy, in favor of House bill 3973—to the Committee on Ways and 
M 


eans. 

Also, petition of Mrs. William W. Deen, president of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Sing Sing, N. Y., in favor of the edu- 
cational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of manufacturers of Albany County, 
New York, in favor of the ratification of the proposed treaty between 
the United States and Mexico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, VIELE: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Schiffer, of 
New York—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Narcissa V. Hewlett, and of Au- 
gustine M. Hewlett, asking that their war claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

The following petitions praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific tem: instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Mili and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By. Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of citizens of Clond and Washington 
Counties, Kansas. i Z 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of the faculty of Otterbein Uni- 
versity, and many other.citizens of Westerville, Ohio. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Of citizens of Kankakee County, Illinois. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of citizens of Pike County, Illinois. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of citizens of De Witt, Marion, and McLean 
Counties, Illinois. < 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Of citizens of Vernon and La Crosse Coun- 
ties, Wisconsin. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 12, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D: D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore ted a memorial of Knights of 
Labor of Lucas County, Ohio, and a memorial of Knights of Labor of 
tabula, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship 

bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also the petition of H. D. Westly and other colored 
peopleof Texas, praying for protection and redress of grievances ; which 

was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


1886. 
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Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Urbana, 
Streator, and Pekin, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the 
of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
mmerce. - 

Mr. STANFORD presented the petition of Col. J. D. Stevenson, of 
California, praying to be compensated for-certain services rendered the 
Government during the Mexican war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Kala- 
mazoo, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committtee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of John Wightman, praying 
for compensation for mail service from Erie to Pittsburgh, Pa., from 
July 1, 1859, to July 1, 1860, less the amount allowed; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of the Berks County (Pennsylvania) 
Agricultural and Horticultural Society, remonstrating against the pro- 
sea increase of postage on fourth-class mail matter; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 28 citizens of Ercildoun, Pa., pray- 
ing for the adoption of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors throughout the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 28 citizens of Ercildoun, Pa., pray- 
ing for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the al- 
coholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 28 citizens of Ercildoun, Pa., pray- 
ing for the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of alcoholic bever- 
ages in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Garland and Coal 
Valley, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the construction by 
the Government of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also ted memorials of Knights of Labor of Chester and 
Scranton, in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. y 

Mr. BLAIR presented resolutions adopted by Knights of Labor-of 
Manchester (N. H.) Local Assembly No. 4095, 400 members being 

nt, and resolutions adopted by Knights of Labor of Manchester 
tN. H.) Local Assemby No. 3611, 700 members being present, remon- 
strati the of the free-ship bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Manchester, N. H., 
praying for the passage of what is known as the arbitration bi!l; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Manchester, N. H., 
praying for the passage of the labor arbitration bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Me- 
nasha, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a concurrent resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution in behalf of Mrs. Sarah Young. 


Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Iowa (the house of representatives con- 
eurrfhg), That our Senators and Lo eingeenonrern tn in Congress be, and they are 
hereby, requested to use all honorable means to secure the allowance by Con- 
[Her of a suitable annual pension to Mra. Young, of the city of Des 

ines, in this State, for meritorious and valuable services rendered during the 

ag omy L That ties secretary of state ia herety instructed to tranemié to each 
secre! 

of our Senators and Representatives in a certified copy of these reso- 


lutions. 

I hereby certify that the f is a trne and correct of the original 
concurrent resolution as ado; by the Twenty-first General of Iowa, 
as the same on file in my office. 

In witness I hereunto set my hand and cause to be affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Des Moines, the capital, this 7th day of A: A.D. 

of the Independence of the United States the one hundred tenth, of 
r sor Iowa the fortieth. 
SEAL. 


FRANK D. JACKSON, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented resolutions adopted by the Mer- 
chants and Manufacturers’ Exchange of Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va., 
favoring the establishment at Norfolk of an iron-ship yard for the con- 
struction of Government vessels; which was referred to the Committee 


on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. TELLER ted a memorial of John H. Bramley and other 
citizens of Colorado, remonstrating against the removal of the Southern 


Ute Indians from their t location in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of Knightsof Labor of Red 
Cloud, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Grand Island, 
Nebr., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of in- 


ternal improvement, and especially for the construction of the Henne- 
pin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a petition of the New Jersey State board 
of agriculture, praying for an investigation of the reasons for the restric- 
tions placed by European countries on the importation of American 
pork; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey State board of agri- 
culture, praying for such legislation as will prevent the transmission 
andspread of pleuro-pneumonia and other cattle diseases; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey State board of agri- 
culture, praying that the position of Commissioner of Agriculture be 
made a Cabinet office; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. MAHONE presented three petitions of Knights of Labor of Rich- 
mond, and one petition of Knights of Labor of Ettrick, in the State of 
Virginia, praying for the construction by the Government of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented two memorials of Knights of Labor of Berkeley, 
and memorials of Knights of Labor of Richmond and Ettrick, in the 
State of Virginia, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healso presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade and Ex- 
change of Portsmouth, Va., favoring the establishment of an iron-shi 
yard at Gosport, Va.; which were referred to the.Committee on Na 
Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present resolutions adopted by the board of di- 
rectors and rtation committee of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Saint Louis, Mo., in the interest of trade between the Mississippi Valley 
and the Central and South American states, recommending that direct 
mail communication be encouraged between the United States and 
those countries through the port of New Orleans. I move that the res- 
olutions be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices.and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Touching Senate bill 1670, granting a pension to 
John Hicks, I present additional evidence consisting of two affidavits 
and a petition. I move that they be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Elgin, IL, 
remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commeree. s 

He also presented a petition of ex-prisoners of war, praying for the 
passage of the bill (S. 779) pensioning Union soldiers who were confined 
in confederate military prisons during the late civil war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Miss Sarah M. Carroll, of New York 
city, praying to be granted a pension on account of her past servicesasa 
hospital nurse; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER presented a resolution adopted by Knights of Labor of 
Coldwater, Mich., 167 members being present, remonstrating against the 
passage of the free-ship bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce 

Mr, PLUMB presented a memorial of civil employés of the supply 
department of the Army located at Saint Louis, Mo., remonstrating 
against certain provisions of the Army appropriation bill reducing their 
pay; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint 
Louis, Mo., praying that liberal appropriations be made to subsidize a 
steamship line between New Orleans and the Central and South Ameri- 
can States; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads., 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Hope, Kans., 
remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Knoxville, 
Nashville, Jellico, and Rockwood, in the State of Tennessee, remon- 
strating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
residing on C street, between Second and Sixth streets, northwest, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 1617) to incorporate the 
Union Passenger Railway Company of Washington, in the District of 
sce ig which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia, 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of senna nego t o Pa e 
praying for the passage of a bill authorizing the P to 
give certain relief to postmasters of the third and fourth classes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Pas SIRON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of 
agler, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Beverly, Mass., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a harbor 
of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the construction by the Government of the Hennepin 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition on behalf of certain widows of 
soldiers who served in the war of 1812-14, praying that their names be 


placed on the pension-roll. The petition is signed in type-writing, and, 
though not in accordance with the rule, I ask that it be received, and 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of citizens of Wilmington, Del., pray- 
ing for the abolition of the Presidency; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHACE. I am instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1079) to regulate the rate 
of on ‘‘ fourth-class matter,” to report it adversely and to sub- 
mit a written report thereon, The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson] 
who is on the committee desires to offer remarks npon it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to have the bill placed on the Cal- 
endar, inasmuch as at some fature time it is my purpose to present 
some views upon the subject-matter of the bill and other questions 

` connected with it, in order that it may appear to the Senate 
and the country how completely some of the most commanding features 
involved in the subject are overlooked entirely by the committee in the 


report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
thebill (S. 1122) for the reliefof the heirs of Rudolph Leschot, deceased, 
moved its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2101) for the relief of Edward 
G. Thompson, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Rudolph Le- 
schot, deceased; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2071) for the relief of the legal representatives of Lieut. 
Francis Ware, deceased, of the Revolutionary war, asked to be discharged 
from its farther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Et aoe womey Claims; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, sub- 
mitted a rt to accompany the bill (S. 1868) peers for an exten- 

sion of the Executive Mansion, heretofore reported by him. 

` Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1884) providing for the adjustment of 
accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, arising undesthe eight- 
hour law, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2102) granting a 
omar Mola a was read twice by its title, and refi 
tee on 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (s. 2103) to remove the charge 
of desertion against John G. Hopkins, late private Company C, Thirty- 
fifth Missouri Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 

Aflairs. 


baa ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2104) to establish a light-ship on 
the south end of Ram Island Reef, Fisher’s Island Sound, Long Island; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Healsointroduced the following bills; which wereseverally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

pil 8. sie granting a pension to Henry B. Very; 


ion to Amos 
to the Commit- 


A bill (S. 2106) granting a pension to Elisha J. Whitford; 

A bill (S. 2107) granting a pension to Elisha De Wolf Adams; and 

A bill (S. 2108) granting a n to George W. Weeden. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2109) granting a pension to 
James which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2110) to provide for the preparation of 
a Federal code of procedure; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2111) granting a pension to 

Tob Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pan, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ILEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 2112) to regulate settle- 

‘ments of claims against the District of Columbia; which was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2113) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Sarah Young; which was read twice by its baa. with the 
accompanying paper per, referred to the Committee on P 
} Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2114) for the relief of certain sur- 
viving widows of soldiers who served in the last war with Great Brit- 
nin in 1812~15; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2115) granting to 


the Oregonian Railway Bridge Company of Oregon the right to con- 
struct a bridge over the Willamette River in the vicinity of Ray’s 
Landing, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2116) granting a pension to J. A. 
Adams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2117) for the 
relief of the estate of Francis M. Murray, deceased;-which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2118) to ratify and confirm 
an ent made between the commissioners appointed on the part 
of the State of New York and the commissioners appointed on the part 
of the State of New Jersey respecting the location of the northern 
boundary line between the States of New York and New Jersey, and 
the replacing and erecting of monuments thereon, bearing date the 7th 
day of June, in the year of our Lord 1883; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That Mr. Raxpaur, L. Grsson be, and he hioi. appointed a 
member of the Committee on Commerce, to serve in the place . CHARLES 
W. Joses during his present temporary absence from the Bennie. 

Mr. BECK. If there is no objection I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPERTY REMOVED TO INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr, MAXEY. I see by the RECORD of February 17 last that I offered 
some resolutions for reference to the Committee on the Judiciary, toin- 
quire into the propriety of such legislation as might procure jurisdic- 
tion to the Federal courts in adjacent States as to matters within the 
limits of the Indian Territory. The resolutions were printed in the 
RECORD, but they were not, I suppose by my fault, printed separately 
as a document. I ask that they be so printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas moves to 
print the resolution mentioned by him, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] on 
the 16th of February. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary os and is hereby, instructed 
to inquire into what legislati be n in order to subject property 


ion may be necessary 
removed from any ae or Territory into the Indian is to say, 


tory, 
into the country occupied by the five civilized tribes, to orad. sale, levy, an 
execution, upon a writ of execution or other proper "writ issued upon a judg- 
ment or decree rendered by a court of competent jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
— Bo arga the parties to the suit, 

y removed as afore- 


negessary to subject p: 
said into the bb eek Ser eg msy be nesessiy aforesaid to my of mentor other auxiliary 
writ = nes os hey court as aforesaid at the commencement of suit or 
ier rene See is directed to report by bill or otherwise. 
Mr. MAXEY. Iask that the resolution be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has already been made. 


NICARAGUAN CLAIMS CONVENTION, 


Mr. MORGAN. On Saturday I offered a concurrent resolution in 
to the Nicaraguan claims convention. I merely wish to have 
it referred to the Committee on Nicaraguan Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay the resolution 
before the Senate, 

The resolution was considered, and referred to the Select Committee 
to Inquire into Claims of Citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua, as follows: 

Whereas the following resolution was passed 


The question is on agreeing to the 


in the Senate on March 10, 1882, 


and in the House of Representatives on the 16th March, 1882: 
“ Resolved by the Senate (the House of concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be to bring to the attention of the Government of Nica the 
tion for ijusted 


final settlement of all un: 
tes 


een the 
ment of Nicaragua and claims of citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua ;” and 

Whereas no information has been given to Congress of any 


practical progress 
ches hes been nonce in thes A ET United 
States the Repu o! : 
ISA by the Senate (the House o, ng), That the Presi- 
dent of the hears! : roguet to bring this, aayon to the reer ye 
tof N a view to sec e prompt an 
phor tee fost claims of the citizens of the United States against the Gov- 


ernment of Nicaragua. 
SCHUYLKILL RIVER EAST SIDE RAILROAD. 
Mr. CAMERON. If the routine morning business is closed I desire 


to call up a bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘ concurrent 
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or other resolutions’? that order of business is closed, and the Calendar 


isin order. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
pig Sor RIDDLEBERGER. Before the Calendar was called I addressed 

e Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia wish 
to present a ‘‘concurrent or other’? resolution? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; but before the Calendar was called 
I tried to get the ear of the Chair. 

Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator give way to me for a moment? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Not to take up the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON. No; but to take up a bill which will not occupy 
three minutes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; I yield. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 
880) granting the right of way to the Schuylkill River East Side Railroad 
mang through the arsenal and naval asylum grounds at Philadel- 
phi 

Mr. DAWES. I inquire of the Senator if he okaya that the bill 
will lead to debate? 

Mr. CAMERON. None at all. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill is before the te as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. . 

The first amendment was, in line 15, after the word “Navy,” tostrike 
out the following words: 


Which board, in assessing said dam: shall take into consideration the ben- 
efits, if any, to ‘the remain ng property of the United States from the construc- 
tion and use of said road through the grounds aforesaid, and also from the con- 
struction of the bulkhead hereinafter mentioned, in the extinguishment of said 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to the bill the following additional 
provision : 


And p ron said naval That no trains of said company shall be allowed to stop 


or pred on m asylum Lemar except under such regulations as ma: 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy; and that no bells or whistles shall 
be sounded = any seg or engine of sai company while on said grounds; 
and that the of such railroad on said naval asylum grounds shall be so 


arranged and paved as to permit the eas: omy ee of vehicles across the same; 
and that such watchman or watchmen shall be op by said railroad company 
_ on said grounds, at its caponet as the Secretary of the Navy shall deem neces- 

A a OnT tor whut grouse: ANAA ONIA TAa Aa Teas tie ald ETAT 
Bhall construct a proper switch and viding upon said arsenal grounds, and vale: 
able means for pt aba to the wharf on the said arsenal grounds, for the pur- 
pose of receiving and shipping freight by water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. The last amendment refers only to the asylum 
grounds. In the report which I have before me the committee sug- 
gest that the same rule shall apply to both the arsenal grounds and 
the asylum ground: 

Mr. C. RON. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. The 
naval asylum grounds are where it is desired that the trains shall not 
stop or stand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 2, has the amendment of the committee 
poog ons the payment by the company of the value of the land been 
adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘The Senator is mistaken. It does not strike out 
the payment; it strikes out the clause in to considering the ad- 
vantages to be gained to the United States by the building of the road. 
That was in the original bill, and it was stricken ont by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The provision still exists then? 

Mr. CAMERON. The provision exists that the company shall pay 

to be assessed by a board of two Army officers and one officer 
of the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But suppose the company does not pay the dam- 
ages? 

Er. CAMERON.. Then they do not get the title to the ground; the 
road will not go through. It has all to be approved by the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy before they get the title. If the 
Senator can improve the bill in any way, of course I shall be glad to 
have him do so. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wantto make that a little secure. In line 15, 
after the word ‘‘ Navy,’’ I move to insert: 


And the payment of said damages so fixed shall be a condition precedent to 
the exercise of the rights by this act granted. 5 


Mr. CAMERON. Thatisright. Thereisnoobjection to that amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CONGER. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the bill makes a grant of the whole river front along these grounds. 
If they were not used by the Government for such purposes there 
would remain a continuous grant of river front without any consider- 
pano; which could not be disposed of while the law remains as it is 

proposed to enact it. I think there should be a provision that it 
should be subject to further legislation if the Government should re- 
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quire or desire to sell thegrounds. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to that point. 

Mr, CAMERON. I will state to the Senator from Michigan that if 
the line is located immediately on the river front where the land is low 
and to-day worthless, it will be filled up and made valuable by the 
railroad company. At the same time they agree to put bulkheads 
along the water front, so that if at any time the United States should 
want to use the river front the Government can have itin a better con- 
dition than it is to-day. 

Mr. CONGER. How long is this stretch of arsenal and asylum 

unds ? 

Mr. CAMERON. About 350 feet. 

Mr. CONGER. If this stretch of grounds along the Schuylkill pod 
not be used for Government purposes now, and the grounds were aban- 
doned for naval purposes or for arsenal or asylum purposes, and they 
should be sold, it would not be well that the whole river tront, which 
would be the most valuable part of it, should be in the hands of a rail- 
road company by a simple grant considered to be perpetual. 

Mr. CAMERON. The location of this line is subject to the control 
of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy; and before the 
company locate the line either on the river front or back from it, it 
must be first approved by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy. I think every provision necessary has been made in the bill 
except the one which was suggested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], which has been to. 

Mr. CONGER. Every provision suggested by the Departments has 
been complied with? 

Mr, CAMERON. All of them. 

Mr. CONGER. But the point I make is this: If this should be re- 
linquished, here remains the river front in possession of the railroad 
company without any power whatever in the Government to sell it or 
control if. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will say in reply that that would be a question 
of damages which would have to be considered by those officers before 
they give the right of way. If they are going to take that so as to 
zender it valueless to the Government, of course they will have to pay 

or it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still before tho Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When the bill is reported to the Senate I shall 
move to amend the last amendment of the committee. I can not do 
it in order now. ~ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last amendment will bs reserved 
for a separate vote. The question is on concurring in the other amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the last committee amendment 
by inserting, after the word “‘ trains,” in line 28, the words ‘‘ or cars or 
locomotives. ’? 

Mr. CAMERON. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was a to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call attention to lines 29, 30, and 31, 
where it is said that no trains or cars or locomotives of the company 
shall be alllowed to stop orstand on these grounds, ‘‘ except undersuch 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy.” That 
gives the Secretary of the Navy authority to make a regulation which 
shall allow this strip of land, which they say they need for passage, to'be 
occupied asa station, as atrain-yard, asaplace totakeand receive freight , 
from the water side, and all that, if they can persuade some Secretary 
of the Navy to make a regulation of that kind. If I correctly under- 
stand it, all that they can with any propriety ask of the United States 
about this is a mere right to cross and not to take this little strip of land 
along the Schuylkill there, and right in front of the asylum grounds, as 
a place for doing business.» Therefore, I want to take the judgment of 
the Senate on striking out this exception, so that they shall only have 
the right of passage. I accordingly move to amend the amendment of 
the committee by striking out, in lines 29, 30 and 31, the words: 
woe under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 

avy. 

So that it will read: 

That no trains or cars or locomotives of said company shall be allowed tostop 
or stand on— 

This little strip where they go through these grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON. That language was put in there for the benefit of 
the Government, not for the benefit of the railroad company. It is 
presumable at least that the Government will want to use that line of 
railroad and will want a siding there, and therefore the cars must stop 
so that it may handle its own freights. It would be an advantage to 
the Government to do that. If the trains are simply allowed to pass 
to and fro, it will be no advantage whatever to the Government except 
the advantage it may gain from the sale of the property. That lan- 

e was put in for a pu and I think a very one. 
he EDMUN NDS, We aa ia that, if that is FApo 

Mr. CAMERON. That is the object. 
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Mr, EDMUNDS. We can fix it by striking ont this clause and add- 
ing to the description of trains, cars, and locomotives the simple words 
‘other than those in use from time to time for the United States.” 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; that will do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Youcan fixit all in that way, if thatis what you 
mean, 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say to the Senator from Vermont that 
there is no earthly objection to such an amendment. The only reason 
for the provision was that in one case, the arsenal grounds, the Secre- 
tary of War thought it was in the interest of the Government to require 
a switch to be placed there for the use of the Government, for its own 
parposes, through the arsenal grounds, the strip being only 200 feetin 

gth and 60 feet in width, and possibly the Navy Department would 
require a train to stop on the asylum grounds for their own p 
and for no other purpose. Itcould not be usedin any other way or for 
general traffic. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senate will agree to the mendment I have 
proposed I will move to amend by adding after the description of these 
trains, cars, and locomotives by an exclusion of ‘‘ other than those doing 
business for the United States.” 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 5 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 29, after the word ‘ grounds,” itis pro- 

to strike out the words ‘‘ except under such ions as may 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy;’’ and in line 28, after the 
word ‘‘ locomotives,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ other than those doing busi- 
ness for the United States;’’ so as to read: 
‘That no trains or cars or locomotives, other than those doing business for the 


United States, of said company shall be allowed to stop or stand on said naval 
asylum grounds, and that no Bells or whistles, &c. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In line 34, after the word “‘paved,’’ where it 
says very properly that these grounds shall be so arranged and paved 
as to make a suitable crossing, I move to add, ‘‘and kept always in 
good order;’’ so as to read: 

So arranged and paved and kept always in good order as to permit the easy 
passage of vehicles across the same. ` 

I do that to make it continuous. 

Mr. CAMERON. There is no objection to that. The amendment 
would improve the clause very much. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the end of the amendment, after the period 
in line 44, I move to insert: 

Any violation of any of the provisions of this act by said Sumpan 
cessors or shall work a forfeiture of all rights granted by 

So as to keep a squeeze on them all the time. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, ‘Shall the bill 

D?) 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
whether there is any reservation of the right to modify or repeal this 
act of Congress hereafter. > 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thereisnot. I thought of that, but it seemed 
to me as it was a grant of a small right of way, if we got the forfeiture 
in case they did not do exactly what we authorized them to do, it would 
be enough; but that is a thing worth considering perhaps. 

The bill was passed. 


or its suc- 
is act. 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 607) granting a pension to Jannet E. B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 715) granting a pension to Tunis J. Roosa; -> 

A bill (H. R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley; 

A bill (H. R. 1278) granting a pension to Ann Bird; 

A bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension to Jeremiah M, Fitger; 

A bill (H. R. 2043) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 2963) granting a pension to Louis Whorley; 

A bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to Francis Deming; 


A.bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas Corzatt; 

A bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Catharine Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4077) granting a pension to Frederick Korth; 

A bill (H. R. cen ting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth; 

A bill (H. R. 4226) for the relief of Samuel Kitzmiller; 

A bill (H. R. 4462) granting a pension to Martha Downs; 

A bill (H. R. 4999) to place the name of James B, Wilde on the pen- 
sion-roll; 


A bill (H. R. 5169) to increase the pension of Thomas J. Slayton; 

A bill (H. R. 5406) granting a pension to P. E. R 7 

A bill (H. R. 5434) granting a pension to Amos C. Wertz; 

A bill (H. R. 5937) granting a pension to Sarah Gregg; 

A bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigus; 
A bill (H. R. oun) granting an increase of pension to John W. Farris; 
A bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to Frederick Marion; 

A bill (H. R. 6176) granting a pension to Margaret Mayham; 

A bill (H. R. 6193) granting a pension to Charles Foreman; 

A bill (H. R. 6266) granting a pension to Philip Arner; 

A bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension to George Anna Lippe; 

A bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 6489) granting a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs; 

A bill (H. R. 6812) granting a pension to Margaret Lucas; 

A bill (H. R. 710 granting a pension to Henry Hipple, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 7109 a pension to Joseph Tuttle; 

A bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of Bailey Hascall; and 

A bill (H. R. 7167) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter. 

The foregoing thirty-five pension bills were severally read twice by 


their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to 
me a moment to allow me to call up Order of Business 339? 

Moo RIDDLEBERGER. If it is not to prejudice the motion I wish 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think it will take no time. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask to be allowed to make a motion that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This bill will take but little time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the request of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir, if it is not to the prejudice of the 
motion I make during the morning hour. I know I can not make it 
after 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are but five minutesof the 
morning hour left. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Imovethen—and 7 agrenaped I can yield tothe 
Senator from Arkansas better afterward or with 1 judice—to take 
up the resolution of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. AN] providing 
for the consideration of executive nominations in open session. 

Mr. DAWES. I appeal to the Senator from Virginia to let me get 
up the Indian appropriation bill, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. At 2 o’clock that can come up. 

Mr. DAWES.: I submit to the Senator whether the public service 
would not be promoted more by proceeding to the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill now. : 

Mr. DLEBERGER. Ifon the motion to take up I were to un- 
dertake to answer the Senator from Massachusetts it would consume 
the whole of the time, but I would say I think not. I have tried here 
for four or five weeks to get this matter before the Senate in some form 
without myself propounding a resolution. The Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. PLATT] objected in a way to my calling up his resolution. 
He gave notice that he would call it up on Wednesday of last week, 
and he gave notice that he would call it up on Thursday—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
that the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Chair will permit me to ask what rule 
there is which makes this motion non-debatable. I was just looking at 
the rules. I will not debate it if the Chair thinks it is in violation of 
the rules to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in a moment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Very well. A motion to lay on the table 
is not debatable, I know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of any business at this hour is not debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then it was not proper for these Senators 
to have asked me to yield. That was debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule referred to will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of any mat- 
ter shall be determined without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis the rule under which debate 
is denied. The Senator from Virginia moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution named by him. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the Senate shall act, if the Chair 
pleases, I desire to draw the distinction (if I must do it by an appeal 
trom the decision of the Chair) between that rule and the rule which 
covers the matter now under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia takes an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. Upon that question the Sena- 
tor has a right to be heard. . 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER.. On page 150 of the Manual there is a pro 


The Chair will have the rule read 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3379 


vision in the rules that a motion to lay on the table is not debatable; 
but there is no por ion in the rules anywhere which says that a mo- 
tion to take up business from the table is not debatable. I have not 
offered a proposition that any Senator could have objected to and car- 
ried over until to-morrow. I have made a motion to take from the 
table a resolution that has been slumbering there; and I say there is no 
rule that forbids debate on such a motion. Now, if the Chair can show 
me a rule that does forbid tae yield with all deference. I con- 
cede that there are motions which are not debatable. They are named 
in the rules, which then proceed: 

motions shall mar fot. pioen arimea wing: ge and the 
motions relating urnment, to take a to proceed e considera- 
tion of executive anar to rapis the table, be eckded without debate, 

There are no other motions than those four which are non-debatable 
under the rules, unless there be some rule that is not in this Manual 
of 1886 which is before me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator to the last clause of Rule VIII, if he hasit beforehim. The 
Chair will again have it read. The Senator from Virginia moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of a matter pending before the 
Senate. The rule provides that— 

All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of any matter 
shall be determined without debate. 

This clause is in addition to the rule to which the Senator has re- 
f and has been adi within the last or two. 

the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That this motion is not debatable? Iwith- 
draw the appeal, and ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to take 
up the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appeal being withdrawn, the 
question recurs on the motion to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution referred to, which will be read for information. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was not going to debate it. I should have no ob- 
jection to the Senator from Virginia ing this motion if it did not 
interfere with other business; but inasmuch as it does so interfere, I 
hope the Senator will withdraw the motion now and let the matter go 
over, and I will try to call up the resolution within the next two or 
three days so that it shall be considered when it can have a fair oppor- 


poh dha amg isu Ido not think it would get a fair discussion | Geo: 


inasmuch as the Indian appropriation bill is pressing. I 
the Senator from Virginia will withdraw his motion, and I will 
up the resolution within the next two or three days. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will just say that this is the fourth day 
fixed for the consideration of this resolution, and all the time there has 
been interposed something that has been called more important busi- 
ness; all the time there has been going on the consideration of nomi- 
nations, all the time men are being torn down and others built up in 
executive session. Now, if the Senator from Illinois or the Senator 
from Connecticut will agree that a day shall be fixed for this matter I 
shall be certaifily willing to withdraw my motion to take it up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal to the Senator from Virginia—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must again remind Sen- 
ators that this debate is out of order, but it is not within the power of 
the Chair to stop Senators. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make a request of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. I ask him to withdraw his motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution in question that I may move to take up Order 
of Business 347, being the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of 
the late war honorably discharged after six months’ service who are 
disabled and dependent upon their own labor for support, and of de- 
pendent parents of soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities 
contracted therein, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Just what I expected would come. 
sist on my motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ` Is debate in order, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. A ion bill for Union soldiers and every- 
thing—— [“Order!”? “Order!’] 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
oe the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution which will 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. LoGaN March 
22, 1886, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the sessions of the Senate com- 
EADS, or refostions, ehall hereafter be held wits nes Gonee nal ens ran 
record of the same shall be kept the same as in legi Pps aeS et 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must again remind Sen- 
ators that this motion is not debatable under the rules. 


I in- 


Mr. HARRIS. I inquire whether there is an appropriation bill ask- 

ing consideration this morning. 
ee ENS pre tempore. TheSenate has alreafly been advised 
o; b. 

Mr. HARRIS. My attention was diverted and I did not know what 
measures were proposed in antagonism. 

Mr. LOGAN, I do not desire to debate, but I desire to ask permis- 
sion to appeal tothe Senator from Virginia tolet this goover. I assure 
him that I will callitup. I desire to make some remarks on it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make one tion? 
Upon the ruling of the Chair made the other day, that resolution as it 
now stands is clearly out of order. It is an amendment to the rules, 
and the Senator from Illinois I think will m it and give the one 
day’s notice before he calls itup. That would probably determine the 
Senate, and probably the Senator from Virginia. It would necessarily 

over. 
ir LOGAN. I understand that, and I intended to make the mod- 
ification. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Lintended toconsult the Senator from Illi- 
nois before I called it up. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point that it is out of order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution is not before the Sen- 
ate ht the present moment. The Senate has already decided to take 
the vote by yeas and nays on the question of taking it up. When it is 
taken up, the Chair will decide any question that arises upon it: 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will withdraw the call for the yeas 


and nays on that suggestion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I would rather have the call of the yeas 
and nays. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 


Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CONGER. My col e [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. LOGAN. Although Icould not get this laid over, I vote “yea,” 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 52; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 
Bowen, Vance, Wilson of Iowa, 
rge, ebticberger, Van Wyck, 
NAYS—S2. 
Aldrich, Conger, Hawley, Morrill, 
Allison, Cullom, Hı » Payne, 
Beck, parse mace ©, 
Biackburn, Edmunds, Jackson, Plumb, 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Brown, Evarts, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Fair, McPherson, r 
Call, A po Manderson, Sewell, 
Chana” Gray = Miller,” Tolle 
er, r, 
Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Coke, Harrison, organ, ‘al 
r ABSENT—17. 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vest, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Gorman, Kenna, Sabin, 
Hale, Mahone, Sherman, 
Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Spooner, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iask leave to give notice of an amendment I intend 
to offer to the resolution in relation to the consideration of executive 
nominations with open doors. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The SecRETARY. The proposed amendment is to add to the reso- 
lution : 

And so much of section 2, Rule XXXVI, and section 2, Rule XXXVIII, of the 
standing rules of the Senate as conflict with, or is inconsistent with, the above, 
is, to the extent of such inconsistency, rescinded. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. : 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to 
yield to me. 

Mr. DAWES. Wait until the bill is taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Now, Mr President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield? 


Mr. DAWES. For a moment. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask leave to call up Order of Business 
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339, a bill the consideration of which I do not think will require but 
a moment. I should like to have it considered at this time. 

Mr. DAWES. That requires unanimous consent, and I will take the 
sense of the Senate. If every other Senator but myself shall consent I 
shall not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that, waiving informally the pend- 
ing bill, the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1805) for 
the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iobject. I object to any yielding the floor to inter- 
fere with the motion I desire to make for considering pension business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5543) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, and thatitnow be read for amendment, the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations being considered first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be taken. The amendments of the Committee on Appropriations 
Mi be acted upon as they are reached in order in the reading of the 

ill, ; 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, in the appropriations for pay of Indian agents, line 80, before 
‘*Winnebago,’’ tostrike out ‘‘Omaha and;’? and in line 81, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘two;’? so as to make 
the clause read: 

At the Winnebago agency, at $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, line 114, after the word ‘‘all,”’ to decrease the total appro- 
priation for pay of Indian agents from $89,300 to $83,900. 

The amendment wgs agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the words ‘‘ Indian af- 
fairs,” at the end of line 140, to insert “‘and of such person as may be 
detailed to accompany him;”’ afterthe word ‘‘ employed,” at the end 
of line 143, to insert ‘‘on duty in the field;’’ and in line 146, after the 
word ‘‘employés,”’ to insert ‘‘not otherwise provided for;™ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For contingencies of the Indian service, pakea po Bred rear, and incidental ex- 
penses of Indian agents, and of their offices, and of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and of such person as may be detailed to accompany him, also traveling 
and incidental expenses of five special agents, at $3 pee when actually em- 
Rares on duty in the field, exclusive of transportation and sleeping-car fare, in 


eu of all other expenses now authorized by law; for pay of employés not other- 
og: provided for, and for pay of five special agents, at $2,000 per annum each, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches, in section 1, 
line 165, after the word ‘‘ physician,’’ to strike out ‘' $1,200; and in 
line 166, after the word ‘‘ teachers,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one thousand three”? 
and insert ‘‘two thousand five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of physician and two teachers, $2,500; in all, $49,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, in section 1, line 175, 
after the word ‘‘ physician,” to strike out ‘‘ $1,200; in line176, after 
the word ‘‘teacher,’’ to strike out ‘‘$800;’’ and in line 177, after the 
word ‘‘treaty,’’ to insert ‘“‘ $2,000; so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of physician and teacher, as per thirteenth article of same treaty, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Chippewas of the Mississippi, in section 1, line 
193, after ‘‘1867,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four thousand’? and insert ‘‘ three 
thousand five hundred;’’ and, in line 194, after the word *“‘ all,” to 
strike out ‘‘five thousand ” and insert ‘‘four thousand five hundred;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: i 

For the support of a school or schools upon said reservation, during the 
oe of the President, in accordance with third article of treaty of March 19, 

867, $3,500; in all, $4,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the following clause from 
lines 210 to 217 of section 1: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the several tribes and 
bands of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota for such modification of 
existing treaties with said Indians as may be deemed desirable by said Indians 
and the Secretary of the Interior, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


sary, to be immediately available; but any agreement made shall not take effect 
until ratified by Congress, 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 303. 

Mr. CONGER. I see in the item just read, and also on page 13, line 
301, there is a provision for supplying to each female, seven hundred 
in number, over twelve years of age, among other things, with a pair 
of woolen kose each, and in the paragraph commencing in line 309, 
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there is a provision to supply three hundred and fifty boys and three 
reese bai fifty girls with a pair of woolen hose for each. ‘This is for 
the Crows up in the northern country. In the interest of economy I 
want to inquire whether there could not be some arrangement by which 
one pair of hose should go around a family of three or four children. 
It is a country where there is a good deal of snow. Would it not be 
economy to keep one pair of hose, say, for five or six of the boys and 
girls, and let only those who had these articles go out into the snow? 

Mr. DAWES. I regret exceedingly that the Senator from Michigan 
had not been one of the party who made this treaty wherein we agreed 
to give them so many hose for the girls and so many hose for the boys. 
Then the suggestion he now makes would have been provided for. This 
is in exact fulfillment of the treaty. The committee felt, when this bill 
was finished, if they had provided for the exact fulfillment of all the 
treaties in it they would have accomplished considerable. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘I inquire whether the Senator was a member of the 
commission that made the treaty. à 

Mr. DAWES. Nò. IfI had beena member of it I certainly should 
have taken the same view the Senator from Michigan has if I had had 
the same information he has; but not having been a member of it, and 
finding that we had a treaty that required just this much to be done, 
both branches have walked up to the fulfillment of the treaty, and they 
have not gone beyond that in this paragraph. In other paragraphs the 
Senator will discover that we have tried to go in some instances beyond 
the treaties, but this is under the head of ‘fulfillment of treaty stipu- 
lations. f 

nr CONGER. On the question of hose, then, the committee felt 
bound—— 

Mr. DAWES. We provide for subsistence and for care of these 
Crows in addition to the treaty; but under this head, which is for the 
fulfillment of treaty stipulation, we follow the treaty stipulation, which 
reads just as this paragraph does, f 

Mr. CONGER. Perhaps that statement relieves the committee from 
the charge of extravagance in furnishing so many hose to the young 
popi of that Crow Nation. 

r. DAWES. The committee felt that they were entitled to just 
the judgment the Senator has rendered. 

Mr. CONGER. There could be; I suppose, an expenditure made out 
of the eral fund for some such purpose, though the treaty did not 
require it out of the moneys belonging to the Indians. I thought it was 
a good subject to call the attention of the Senate to the manner in 
which we treat a great Indian nation. Having called attention to the 
simple provision we make for these young children that we propose to 
civilize and dress in American fashion, and heard an explanation of the 
Senator, I know how anxious he will be to have another pair of hose dis- 
tributed around. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will observe that this is the seventeenth 
time we have done this in the same way in fulfillment of this obliga- 
tion, and I hope we shall continue to the end of the treaty. 

Mr. CONGER. This is the seventeenth time the Senator has had 
charge of the bill without discovering that a little more was necessary, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the Crows, in section 1, line 327, before the 
word “‘thousand,’’ to strike out “seventy” and insert ‘‘ sixty;’’ and 
in line 328, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “twenty-two” 
and insert ‘‘ twelve; so as to make the clause read: 


For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary to furnish such ar- 
ticles of food as from time to time the condition and necessities of the Indians 
may require, $60,000; in all, $112,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Kickapoos, in section 1, to strike out lines 350 
and 351, as follows: 

os support and civilization of Kickapoo Indians in the Indian Territory, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 364, before the word ‘‘Kickapoos,’? 
to insert ‘‘five;’’ and in line 367, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘eleven”’ and insert ‘‘six,’’ so as to make the clause read: 

This amount, to enable the President of the United States to carry out the pro- 
visions of the third article of the treaty made with the Kickapoo Indians, dated 
June 28, 1862, to be paid as provided in said treaty,and under such rules as the 
Secretary of the Interior may p be, to five Ki Indians who have be- 
come citizens of the United States, such sum as may be their proportion of the 
$100,000 R for said-tribe for education and other beneficial purposes, per 
treaty of May 18, 1854, not exceeding $1,689.20; and the Secre! of the Interior 
is directed to pay also to the said five Kickai their proportion of the tribal 
funds held in trust by the United States and on deposit in the United States 
Treasury; in all $6,097.98. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Nez Percés, in section 1, line 411, after the word 
‘*teachers,”’ to strike out ‘'$2,000;’? in line 412, after the word ‘‘ mill- 
ers,” to strike out ‘‘$3,000;’’ and in line 414, after ‘* 1863,” to strike 
out “‘in all, fivethousand”? and insert ‘‘ three thousand five hundred,’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For salaries of two matrons, to take charge of the boarding-schools, and two 
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assistant teachers, one farmer, one carpenter, and two millers, per fifth article of 
treaty of June 9, 1863, $3,500. 


„ The amendment was agreed to. 

` The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Poncas, in section 1, line 484, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out “eighteen” and insert “fifteen; ” and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘all,” to strike out “thirty-one” and 
insert ‘‘twenty-eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For this amount, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, for subsistence of the Poncas, $15,000; in all, $28,000; Provided, That 
the foregoing sum shall be divided pro rata among all the members of said 
tribe in the Indian Territory and in Dakota Territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of John 7 

A bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of James G. Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of Ferdinand Plocher. 

f lees oeng» also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ng bills: 

A bill (S. 60) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
sissippi River at or near Alton, Ill., and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 1476) to amend an act of Congress approved June 12, 1884, 
entitled “An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wis- 
consin;”? 

A bill (S . 761) granting a pension to William Webster; and 

A bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to Noah Nelson. 

CONSIDERATION OF NOMINATIONS IN OPEN SESSION. ` 


Mr. PLATT, I desire to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that, at the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow, I may call 
up the resolution which I introduced relating to the executive sessions, 
for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it. I suppose this 
is a courtesy which is usually extended to a Senator who has charge of 
a measure. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator will subordinate that to the In- 
— appropriation bill, though I presume the bill will be out of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The Chair 
understands the notice which the Senator from Connecticut gives is 
that to-morrow morning, after the conclusion of the morning business, 
he will then ask the Senate to take up the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. No; I ask that I may have unanimous consent now to 
moon some remarks on that resolution at the conclusion of the morn- 

ing business to-morrow morning. 

Tie PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate at this time that he may be per- 
mitted to call up to-morrow morning, after the conclusion of the morn- 
ing business, the resolution referred to by him, in order that he may 
submit some remarks. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Several messages of an executive character were received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. `The Senate will be detained but about five min- 


utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty-seven minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


BRIDGE AND LIGHT SERVICE BILLS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the” House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Mis- 
souri, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (H. R. 1205) to provide for the construction of a bridge across 
the west channel of the Detroit River to connect Belle Isle Park with 

the mainland; 

yi bill (H. È. 1336) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Bayou Barnard, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (H R. 1360) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 10 miles below and 
5 miles above the city of Kansas City, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company 
over the Tennessee River; 

A bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Chicago, Freeport and Saint Paul 


Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix River 
(or lake) at any accessible point between Prescott, Wia , and Stillwater, 
Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 3037) relating to the licensing of vessels engaged in 
towing to carry persons in addition to their crews; 

A bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburg, in the Stateof Illinois, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3371) anthorizing the construction of bridges scross the 
Illinois River, in the State of Illinois, and the Des Moines River, in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid Transit Railway 
Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 3581) making an appropriation for the establishment of 
a light-house near Croaton, N. 

A bill (H. R. 3664) to establish a light-ship on Hog Island Shoal, 
Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island; 

A bill (H. R. 3553) to authorize the Talladega and Coosa Valley Rail- 
road Company of Alabama to erect a bridge across the Coosa River; 

A bill (H. R. 4569) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at a point to be selected either in the countiesof Clay and 
Jackson, in the State of Missouri, or in the county of Clay or Platte, in 
said State, and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, and to 
make the same a post-route; 

A bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the State of 
Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a navigable 
stream in said county and State; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of 
Texas to maintain a bridge across the Red River; 

A bill (H. R. 5673) to authorize the construction of a railroad and 
wagon bridge across the Mississippi River, from Winona, Minn., to the 
opposite shore in Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and ponton 
railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the city of 
Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of the 
Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint Charles, 
in the county of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 5685) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point in Saline City, or within 5 
miles above or 5 miles below the same, in the county of Saline, in the 
State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
Bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cook County, 

'exas; 

A bill (H. R. 5862) providing for the establishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal at San Louis Obispo, California; 

A bill (H. R. 5863) providing for the establishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal station at Point Sur, California; 

A bill (H. R. 5865) for the establishment of a light-house on Castle 
Hil), entrance to Newport Harbor, Rhode Island; 

A bill (H. R. 6013) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 2 miles north and 2 
miles south of the city of Atchison; in the county of Atchison, in the 
State of Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Yellowstone River, in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 6662) to establish a ‘light at Whitehall Narrows, New 
York; 

A bill (H. R. po to establish additional life-saving stations; 

A bill (H. R. 6979) authorizing the construction of additional light- 
house districts; 

A bill (H. R. 7205) for the establishment of a light at New Bedford, 
Mass. 

A pill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional 
aids to navigation to guide vessels through the channels leading to Pen- 
sacola, Fla. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7472) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal on one of the Gulf Rocks, Newport Harbor, Rhode Island; 

A bill (H. R. 7626) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water courses; 

A bill (H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house 
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts; s 

A bill (H. R. 7628) for the establishment of a light-house on Crab- 
tree’s Ledge, in Frenchman’s Bay, Maine; 

A bill (H. R. 7629) authorizing the establishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal at Deer Island, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 7630) for the erection of a light-house at Lubec Nar- 
rows, Maine; 

A bill (H R. 7631) authorizing the construction of a steam light- 
house tender for use in the fourth light-house district; 
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A bill (H. R.7632) to establish a light-ship off the entrance to Ches- 
apeake Bay; and rii at 

A bill (H. R. 7633) establishing additional aids to navigation at the 
mouth of the Mississippi River; 

A bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Missouri 
River at Pierre, Dak. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7647) to establish a light-house at Seul Choix Point, 
Michigan; and 

A hares R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint 
Paul Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a railway 
bridge across the Missouri River near or in the vicinity of Chamber- 
lain, in the Territory of Dakota. : 

The above forty-four bills from the House of Representatives were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of John Taggart was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of James G. Martin was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of Ferdinand Plocher was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


FISHING RIGHT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The honrof 2 o'clock having arrived 
while the Senate was in executive session, the Chair deems it his duty 
now to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, or rather the first 
special order, which is—— 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no uhfinished business on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that it is a special order, and not unfinished business. ‘The first 

ial order on the Calendar is—— 

Mr. BLAIR. The endof the morning business having been reached, 
I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 347, Senate 
bili 1886, to grant pensions to honorably discharged soldiers after six 
months’ service, &e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair deems it his duty to lay 
before the Senate the first special order on the Calendar, and the Chair 
orders the Chief Clerk to report it. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘The resolution reported by Mr. FRYE, fromthe 
Committee on Foreign Relations, relative to the appointment of a com- 
mission charged with the consideration and settlement of the fishing 
rights of the United States and Great Britain. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask that that may be laid aside and the Indian ap- 
propriation bill be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the special order be informally laid aside and the Indian appropri- 
ation bill proceeded with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The reading of the bill will be continued. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the consent of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that I may offer a four-line resolution for immediate consid- 
eration. I suppose, however, it will be objected to. If nobody else 
shall object to it, I will myself, because it would not be in good faith 
to the Senator from Massachusetts to consume time now; but I want 
to get it in a situation where I may call it up in the morning hour to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to receiving the 
resolution of the Senator from Virginia at this time? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read for information. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the reso- 
lution, and the Chair will then recognize the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. = 

OPEN SESSIONS. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That all matters other than those relating to treaties shall be con- 
sidered and acted upon by the Senate in open session, 

Mr. DAWES. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this resolution—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, The resolution is objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution, being objected to, goes 
over. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make an inquiry in reference to the special 
order which by direction of the Chair has been placed in the position of 
unfinished business of the Senate. There is no unfinished business of 
the Senate, on the Calendar atleast. Among the special orders the first 
one is the resolution relative to the appointment of a commission charged 
with the consideration and settlement of the fishing rights of the United 
Statesand Great Britain, made a special order after the morning business 
April 9, 1886. 
ow I have always understood that there was no unfinished business 
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in the morning hour, and that when an order is considered in them 

ing hour and is not completed its consideration as a matter of right 

and it cannot be taken up again in the morning hour unless by unani- -. 
mous consent of the Senate or by a vote of the Senate. But, however 
that may be, that is not the question which arises now under the ruling 
of the Chair. The morning hour has elapsed and the hour of 2 o’clock 
has arrived. There was no unfinished business, and on opening the 
doors of the executive session at about a quarter to 3 o'clock, there be- 
ing no unfinished business, I made the motion that the pension bill be 
taken up by the Senate, whereupon the Chair ruled and insisted upon 
placing the special order before the Senate and in the position necessarily 
of unfinished business, 

I do not know but that it is right, but I am conscious that upon va- 
rious previous occasions during the present session our presiding offi- 
cers have, as I understand, ruled to the contrary. I only wish to ask 
the attention of the Chair to the point, and I will submit to whatever 
opinion he may express on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In answer to the parliamentary in- 
quiry of the Senator from New Hampshire the Chair directs the Chief 
Clerk to read part of Rule X of the Senate. ` 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

RULE X. 
SPECIAL ORDERS, 


1, Any subject may, by a vote of two-thirds of the Senators present, be made 
a special order; and when the time so fixed for its consideration arrives, the 
presiding officer shall lay it before the Senate unless there be unfinished busi- 
ness of the preceding day; and if it is not finaily disposed of on that day, it 
shall take its place on the Calendar of Special Orders, in the order of time at 
which it was made special, unless it shall become by adjournment the unfin- 
ished business, 


Mr. BLAIR. That has not become by adjournment the unfinished 
business. There is nothing that indicates that it stands in any such 
relation as that rule contemplates. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire that it is the first special order on the Calen- 
dar. The Chair holds that it was the duty of the Chair to lay it before 
the Senate at 2 o’clock, it being the special order for the time, not as 
unfinished business, but as the first special order on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It not having been displaced by any vote of the 
Senate hitherto. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It not having been displaced by any 
vote of the Senate. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived while the 
Senate was in executive session, the Chair held thatit was the duty of 
the Chair to lay it before the Senate the first moment after the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of legislative business. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I understand it has been displaced by the billin 
= of the Senator from Massachusetts, the Indian appropriation 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unquestionably, by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I move to proceed to take up the pension bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent of the Senate 
the Senate has agreed to proceed with the consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill, informally laying aside the special order, which now 
is the unfinished business, 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I understand the Chair to hold that the appro- 
priation bill is the business before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the bill now before the Sen- 
ate. - 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not care to antagonize that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded: with. 

VETERANS’ PROCESSION. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The veterans of the last war have a large procession 
to-day, which is passing around the Capitol, and has now reached the 
front of the Capitol building and are about passing by the Senate. Tho 
newspapers announced that they would be reviewed by the Senate and 
House of Representatives before they go to be reviewed by the Presi- 
dent. That the members of the Senate may go out upon the steps and 
see the procession and do honor to the veterans, I move that a recess be 
taken for twenty minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess for twenty 
minutes. At the expiration of the recess the Senate reassembled, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The twenty minutes’ recess having 
expired, the Senate resumes the consideration of the Indian appropri- 
ation bill. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5543) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
appropriations for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Sioux of dif- 
ferent tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska, in section 1, line 
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691, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike ont “thirty” and insert 
“twenty; ?? so as to read: 
For seventeenth of thi 


"The amendment was to. 

The next amendment in section 1, line 699, after the word 
“teachers,” to strike out ‘‘$2,500;” and in line 701, after the word 
“blacksmith,” to strike ont “sy, 900; -? so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of five teachers, one physician, one carpenter, one miller, one engi- 
pane; two farmers, and one blacksmith, per thirteenth article of same treaty, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 712, before the word 
‘f thousand,” to strike ont ‘‘and fifty ;’? so as to read: 

For EORPA ofthe Sioux, and for purposes of eng PE TEAN as per agree- 
ment ratified by act of Congress seme February 23, 1877, $1,200,000 re 
That this sum Znali include transportation of ‘supplies from the termination of 
railroad or steamboat transportation; and in this service Indians shall be em- 
ployed whenever practicable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, at the beginning of line 721, 
to strike out ‘‘ That there is hereby appropriated for and insert ‘‘ For; 3 
and in line 731, before the word ‘‘thousand,’? to strike out “t seventy- 
eight” and insert “eighteen; ’” so as to make the clause read: 

For the support of the full-blooded Indians in Minnesota belonging to the 
Medwakanton band of Sioux Indians, to be expended by the Secretary of the 
Interior in the purchase of such agricultural implements, cattle, lands, and in 
making improvements thereon as 7 his judgment may seem best for said In- 
dians, Fio, 000; and of this amount, if the Secretary shall deem it to be for the 
best interests of said Mey eeir ea may be expended to poya practical farmer 
for instructing said Indians in aii hoe in all, $1,518,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the Sioux, Yankton tribe, in section 1, line 734, before 
the word ‘‘eighth,”’ to strike out ‘“‘The’’ and insert l For; ” go as to 
read: 


For eighth of ten installments, third series, to be paid to yoy or expended 
for their benefit, per fourth article of treaty of April 19, 1858, $25, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous Sup- 
ports,” in section 1, line 864, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike 
oe eighteen’? and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ so as to make the clause 


For support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones and Bannocks, and 
other In Bas ‘of the Fort Hall reseryation, in Idaho Territory, including pay of 
employés, $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 

ployés,” to strike ont ‘‘sixteen thousand eight 


after the word ‘‘ em- 
undred ” and insert 


‘* fifteen thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones, Bannocks, and 
Sheepeaters, and other on of the Lemhi agency, in Idaho Territory, includ- 
ing pay of employés, $15, 


" The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 875, before the word " as- 
sistance,” to strike out ‘‘ agriculture ” and insert “ agricultu 
as to make the clause read: 

vi ion of the India: ultural 

ieai go oSls eae tae. Kansas ns, including agricultural as- 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 876, to insert: 
Por eppoi and civilization of the Kickapoo Indians in the Indian Territory, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Sire in section 1, line 884, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out “‘ five” and insert “ three; ”? so as to make 
the clause read: 

Forsu and civilization of the Modoc Indians now residing within the 
Indian tory, $3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 887, before the word 
= ome, » to strike out ‘‘twenty’”’ and insert ‘*ten;?? so as to 


For support and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including pay of peony 
$10,000, to be taken from the funds now in the Treasury belonging to said Indi- 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 897, after the word ‘ in- 
cluding,” to strike ont ‘‘play”’ and insert “pay; » so as make the 
clause read: 

For support and RENON of the Qui-nai-elts and Quil-leh-utes, including 
pay of employés, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 900, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ nineteen ” and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Wyoming, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 902, before the word 
t thousand,” to strike out twelve” and insert “eight; ;?? soas to make 
the clause read: 

For support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Nevada, including pay 
of employés, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 905, before the word 
“‘thousand,” to strike out “‘eight™ and insert tifive” so as to make 
the clause read: - 

For support and civilization of Sioux of Lake Traverse, including pay of em- 
ployés, $5,000. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the Senator having charge of the bill whether 
the Indians called the Sioux of Lake Traverse include the Sisseton 


Indians at the Sisseton agency? 
Mr. DAWES. Yes, they are a portion of those Indians at the Sisse- 
ton agency ? 


Mr. Seige ats Does it include all who are upon the Sisseton reser- 
vation 

Mr. DAWES. No, only one of the several branches. 

Mr. CONGER. Idid not see any reference to the Sisseton agency 
here or to the tribe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, line 907, after the word 
‘‘including,” to insert “‘ pay ofj” and in the same line, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ret eight”? and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of Sioux of Devil's Lake, including pay of em- 
ployés, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for *‘ general inci- 
dental expenses of the Indian service,” in section 1, line 942, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “eight”? and insert “fives? soas 
to make the clause read: 


Incidental E Arae of Indian service in Dakota: For general incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian ety including traveling expenses of agents at ten 
agencies for the Sioux, $5, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 948, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ five’? and insert “‘ four;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in Montana; For ner price incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian service, including traveling expensesof agents, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,” in 
section 1, line 989, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike ont ‘‘thirty- 
five” and insert ‘ fifty;”’ so as to make the clause read: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers, in edition 
to the agency farmers now employ at wages not exceeding $75 each p 
month, to su tend and direct g among such Indians as are making 
effort for self-support, $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, line 998, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ninety’’ and insert “eighty-five; so as to 
make the clause read: 


Pay of Indian police: For the service of not exceeding seven hundred privates, 
at $3 per month each, and not agree Sere officers, at $10 per'month each. 
of Indian pone to be employed in maintaining order and ope nce illegal 
traffic in liquor on the several Indian reservations, and forthe perches of equip- 
ments aoa rations for policemen of non-ration agencies, $85, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection 1, after line 998, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to Fae eyg the illegal traffic in intoxi- - 
cating liquors upon or near Indian reservat 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1019, to strike out: 

Fora survey of the exterior boundaries of Indian reservations and allotments 


in severalty, where no other provision nr mae by law for the e; mses thereof, 
a poerreues under the the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


And to insert: 
For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations and of lands to be alloted to 


Indians, to be expended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the di- 


rection of the Secretary of the Interior, $25,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the amendment by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘Indians,’’ in line 1026, the words “and to make allotments 
in severalty;’’ so as to read: 

For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations and of lands to be allotted 
to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, to be expended, &c. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, after line 1029, to strike 


out: 
Removal and settlement of the U) oppa and Middle bands of the = In- 
dians on the Colville reservation, Washington Territory, $6,000. 
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And to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the several tribes and 
bands of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota for such modification of 
existing treaties with said Indians and such change of their reservations as may 
be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of the Interior, and as to 
what sum shall be a just and equitable liquidation of all claims which any of 
said tribes now have upon the Government; and also to enable said Seeretary 
to negotiate with the various bands or tribes of Indians in Northern Montana 
and at Fort Berthold, in Dakota, for a reduction of their respective reservations, 
or for removal therefrom to other reservations; and also to enable said Secre- 
tary to negotiate with the Upper and Middle bands of Spokane Indians and 
Pend d’Oreilles Indians, in Washington Territory, for their removal to the Col- 
ville or Coeur d’Alene reservations, with the consent of the Indians on said res- 
ervations, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately 
available; but noagreement made shall take effect until ratified by Congress, 


Mr. DAWES. I move toamend the amendment, in line 1047, by 
inserting, after ‘‘ Washington,” the words ‘‘and Idaho,” and striking 
out ‘‘Territory’’ and inserting ‘‘Territories;’’ in line 1948, after the 
word “‘Colville,”* to insert ‘‘Jocko;’’ in line 1049, after the word 
‘*reservations,’? to insert: 

And also to enable said Secretary to negotiate with said Indians for the cession 
of their lands to the United States; and also to enable said y to negoti- 
ate with the Cœur d’Alene Indians for the accession of their lands outside the 
limits of the present Cour d'Alene reservation to the United States. 

And in line 1049 to strike out ‘‘ten,’’ before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to read: 

And also to enable said Secretary to negotiate with the Vapona ane Middle 


bands of Spokane Indians and Pend d'Oreilles Indians in ngton and 
Idaho Territories for their removal to the Colville, Jocko, or Cœur d’ Alene res- 


with the consent of the Indians on said reservations; and also to en- 
able said to tiate with said Indians for the cession of their lands 
to the United States; and also to enable said Secretary to negotiate with the 
Coeur d’Alene Indians for the accession of their lands outside the limits of the 
resent Cœur d'Alene reservation to the United States, $12,000, or so much 
ereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in sec- 
tion 1, after line 1052, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Delaware Indians the 
value of twenty-three sections of land provided for by article 14 of the treaty of 
cla Ae 1866, with said Indians, and to fully discharge the obligations of the 
U States under said article 14 of said treaty, $14,720; said sum to be ex- 
pended for the benefit of said Delaware Indians in such manner and for such 
ere = the Secretary of the Interior may deem to be for the best interests 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1062, to insert: 
3 Indian-depredation claims: For continuing the investigation and examina- 
tion of certain Indian-depredation claims originally authorized, and in the man- 
ner therein provided for, by the Indiau appropriation act approved March 3, 
1885, $10,000; and the examination and report shall include claims, if any, barred 
by statute, such fact to be stated in the report; and all claims whose examina- 
tion shall be completed by January 1, 1887, shall then be reported to Congress, 
with the opinions and conclusions of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs an 
the poneert the Interior upon all material facts, and all the evidence and 
papers pertaining thereto. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
“ten” andinserting “twenty,” soas to make the appropriation $20, 000. 

This letter of the Secretary of the Interior was not before the com- 
mittee when the bill was reported. 

Letter from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from 


the acting Secretary of the Interior, with estimates of appropriations for investi- 
gating Indian depredations, 


In this it is estimated that $20,000 is necessary. 
Mr. DAWES. Let that be inserted in the RECORD. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the whole letter be inserted in the REC- 


ORD 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will beso inserted if there 
is no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 8, 1886. 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, 
copy of letter of the Secretary of the Interior, of the 6th instant, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation in the sum of $20,000, to complete the investigation of 
Indian depredation claims as required by the act of March 8, 1885 (23 Statutes, 


376). 
Respectfall, ours, 
eyesore C. 8, FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
Hon, JOHN SHERMAN, 


„ President pro tempore United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, April 6, 1886. 
Sre: In accordance with the provisions of section 2 of the act of July 7, 1834 
(23 Statutes, 254), I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a letter of 2d in- 
stant from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, inclosing an item of appropria- 
tion intended as an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill now before the 
Senate for consideration, in the sum of $20,000, required to enable the Depart- 
ment to complete the investigation of Indian depredation claims, as required by 
the act of March 3, 1885 (23 Statutes, 376). 
The matter has the approval of this Department. 
- I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
H. L. MULDROW, Acting Secretary. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 2, 1886. 
Sim: I have to advise you that in order to enable this Department to complete 
the investigation of Indian depredation claims, as required by the actapproved 


March 3, 1885 (Stat. 23, p. 376), an additional appropriation will be required to 
meet the necessary expenses connected therewith, 

With this end in view, I inclose here with a proposed amendment to the Indian 
cages ban bill for the next | year, now before the Senate for considera- 
tion, making an appropriation of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
cad for said pu: with the recommendation that it receive your approval 
and be forwarded to the Senate through the proper channel. 

PRS anh caiend appropriation for the object specified will be exhausted by June 
nex ; 
Very respectfully, 
J. D. ©. ATKINS, 
Commissioner, 
The SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR. 


Proposed amendment to the bill making appropriations for the Indian service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1837. 

This amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Secretary 

of the Interior to continue the investigation of certain Indian depredations claims, 

in the manner prescribed, and in avcordance with the provision of law found in 


-the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 


expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1834, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1885, $20,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations “for support of schools,’’ in section 1, after the 
words “ provided for,” at the end of line 1079, to insert ‘$675,000 ;” 
so as to read : 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, $675,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word ‘‘construction,’’ in Tine 
1081 of section 1, to strike ont ‘“‘ purchase ;’’ and after the word “‘ build- 
ings,” in the same line, to insert ‘*$40,000;”’ so as to read: 

For the construction and repair of school buildings, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1083, after the word ‘‘schools,’’ to 
insert ‘*$25,000; in all;’? and in line 1034, after the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ 
to insert ‘‘apd forty;’’ so as to read: - 

And for purchase of horses, cattle, and sheep, goats, and swine for schools, 
$25,000; in all, $740,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1090, after the word ‘‘In- 
dian,” to strike out ‘‘school’’ and insert ‘‘schools;”’ so as to read: 

And provided further, That the school year of the Indian schools herein appro- 
priated for shall be held to include all usual and necessary vacations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1096, before the word 
“year,” to insert ‘‘fiscal;”? so as to read: 


And ded further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall report annually, 
on or before the first Monday of December of each year, in what manner an 
for what purposes the general education fund for the preceding fiscal year has 
heen expended; and said report shall embrace the number and kind of school- 
houses erected, and their cost, as well as cost of repairs, names of every teacher 
employed, and compensation allowed, the location of each school, and the aver- 
age attendance at each school. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1101, after the word 
“t school,” to strike out the following clause: 

Twenty-two thousand five hundred dollars of which shall be expended for the 
support and education of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at the Saint Igna- 
tius industrial boarding-school, on the Jacko reservation, in Montana Territory, 
at $150 each per year, : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Inline 1111 there is a typographical error. 
‘tribunal’? should be “ tribal;’’ so as to read: 

Standing in that relation to them by their tribal laws respectively. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made unless 
there be objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, line 1113, after the word 
tteach,” to insert ‘'$30,625;’? in line 1117, after ‘‘ Arkansas City,” to 
insert ‘‘$2,000;’? and in line 1118, after the word “school,” to insert 
“$1,500; in all;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support of pupils, at $175 per annum each, $30,625; purchase of material 
erection of shops and necessary outbuildings, and for repairing of same, at Chi- 
locco industrial school, Chilocco, Indian tory (formerly Arkansas City), 
$2,000; and for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; in all, $31,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Chief Clerk read the 
clanse beginning in line 1121, as follows: 

For supportand education of Indian pupils of both sexes at industrial schools - 
in Alaska, $15,000. 


: Mr. CONGER. The appropriation last year for that purpose was 
25,000. 

Mr. DAWES. Twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. CONGER. I thought it was $25,000. There is a necessity for 
a larger appropriation even than during the last year for this present 
year and perhaps for some little time to come. Until there is some or- 
ganized government arrangementin regard to schools there, I think we 


The word 
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should give at least the amount appropriated during the last year. I 
move to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘twenty,’’ in line 1122; so as 
to read: 


Forsupport and education of Indian pupils of both sexes at industrial schools 
in Alaska, $20,000, 


Mr. DAWES. The amount appropriated last year was $20,000; the 
Department has estimated $15,000 for the coming year; and the House 
gave $15,000, and we thought, under the peculiar circumstances of the 
condition of things in Alaska at this moment we could hardly be called 
upon to increase that sum. Everybody knows that there is an unfor- 
tunate condition of affairs in respect to schools in Alaska, and that was 
the consideration which®led the committee on the part of the Senate 
to leave this item as the Interior Department proposed it. Itis impos- 
sible until there bea reorganization of schools in Alaska to accomplish 
very much there. The present order of things is such that this sum of 
money is as good as $50,000, in my opinion, in Alaska. I wishit were 
otherwise, and I should heartily join with the Senator from Michigan 
in making it $50,000 if the Department were able at this moment to 
expend this sum of money judiciously and effectively; but there are 
circumstances there, which I suppose the Senator is not ignorant of, 
which were laid before the Senate in a report not long since, that ren- 
ders it wise not to push the matter further than is suggested here 
until there be some farther examination and some plan matured by 
which schools in Alaska can be rendred serviceable. This is more to 
keep Alaska in mind and to keep that people aware of the fact than for 
anything else. I think it is better to let it be as it is. 

. Mr. CONGER. Whatever the unfortunate condition may have been 

in Alaska heretofore, and perhaps to some extent continued up to the 
aes time, this is an appropriation for next year, and by that time 

think we have reason to expect, or have a right to hope at allevents 
and I think reason to expect, that the appointments in Alaska and the 
management of the educational interests there, as well as some other 
very important interests, will be so changed and modified that we may 
expect great benefit from this appropriation. Itis true that heretofore 
the appropriation was partially expended in one of three places where 
it was intended to be expended, and, in consequence of some inability 
of the officials to fill other places, they were left almost entirely desti- 
tute, and their schools, which were doing great service and were valua- 
ble to the people of that Territory, have lingered along until perhaps 
this spring they are required again to sue for an appropriation. 

This appropriation is a mere pittance to these only means of educa- 
tion in all that Territory. There is no power by which any taxes can 
be laid, and there are no public means to support the schools, the only 
educational facilities in that whole Territory being those which are 
carried on by denominations of religious people or by charity. There 
is nothing else to educate either the Indian or the children of white 
citizens, who are increasing in that Territory more than heretofore. 

I had hoped that for the next year an appropriation somewhat com- 
mensurate with the vital importance of educating and civilizing the In- 
dians in that Territory would be made with better officers to administer 
government there—I do not know that it needs any better officers to 
administer this fund; I believe not from what I have heard about it, 
though there is a difference of opinion in that respect—I do very much 
desire that the appropriation shall at least be as great as it was last 
year, for that was a mere pittance to each of these schools. 

The Government of the United States does not want to throw the 
work of education in that distant Territory entirely upon missionaries 
and upon charitable contributions of the people of the United States, 
and that is what it is doing now. 

I shall not detain the Senate now to read communications which I 
have received upon this subject, and which the Senator has received to 
some extent perhaps, but he knows and I know and every man who 
cares for the present and the future of education and civilization in 
Alaska knows how valuable it is at the very commencement of settle- 
ments there to bring into the schools not only the Indian children but 
the children of the miners who are flocking to that country and settling 
there with their families to a great extent in several places and give 
them some educational advantages. 

The difference of $5,000 to give tone and character to the people of a 
new far-off Territory is a mere pittance. Money is thrown away in 
this bill by thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars upon wild, 
wandering Indians, to whom it may or may not do good. These area 
settled people. The whites who have gone to Alaska are settled at a 
few points, and the description of the necessity for instruction and ed- 
ucation among those new settlers there appeals to the sympathy and to 
the conscience of every legislator to afford some means for carrying on 
= common ordinary school education which other parts of the country 
enjoy. : 

Mr. DAWES. The force of the Senator’s remarks no one can doubt, 
and no one will yield to them quicker than myself so far as they apply; 
but schools are already in Alaska for those who go there. This has 
nothing to do with them; and no matter how many white people go 
there, that has no reference to the question of Indian education. The 
question is whether we have any means by which we can make $20,- 
000 efficient among the Indians there. If I thought we had, I would 
not say a word, and I am not going to say a-word against it now, be- 


cause if $15,000 can be used I have no doubt $20,000 can be; but m 
idea is that the $15,000, like the money of last year, will accomplis! 
very little good among the Indians until the time shall come when a 
system and a method altogether different from that we have pursued 
within those borders can be matured and adopted. 

The Senator in speaking as he does about the needs of the white peo- 
ple and the Indians there forgets that the Senate has done its whole 
duty in that respect in passing an education bill which provides for ed- 
ucation in Alaska as in other places where it is needed, and the Senate 
has great encouragement to believe that will soon become a law; and 
whatever is needed beyond that small sum, which I admit is a small 
sum, in this bill will be supplemented and enlarged with great bene- 
ficial effects by the bill which the Senate has passed and relieved itself 
of responsibility for. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. > 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
on what authority he states that the money that was appropriated last 
year for industrial education in Alaska was not well applied or did not 
produce good results in Alaska. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not mean to say it was misapplied, only that as 
far as it went it did not produce good results; it failed to accomplish all 
that was hoped for. I get this information from the Department as the 
reason furnished to the committee why the appropriation asked for this 
ya by the Department itself is $5,000 less than the sum appropriated 

ast year. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have not read the commnnication of the Secretary 
of the Interior. I wasin Alaska last July, and I heard something about 
the unfortunate difference between the superintendent of industrial 
schools in Alaska—I do not know just what his title is—the agent of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the local authoritiesatSitka. I un- 
derstand that that grew out of an attempt of the superintendent to lo- 
cate a mission of 640 acres at the industrial school at Sitka and to locate 
it in such a manner that it embraced improvements made by citizens 
and part of thecemetery there. That, however, was a mere controversy 
between a single man, an agent of the Interior Department, and the 
local authorities. I do not profess to know what the merits of the con- 
troversy were. It is a matter very easily remedied. 

If Rev. Sheldon Jackson is not a fit man to have charge of these 
schools, the Secretary of the Interior had it in his power to remove him 
at any time and appoint another agent to expend the money. If it is 
objected that the money was expended through the school established 
by the Presbyterian Board of Missions and supported by private dona- 
tions, the precedent for that is not wanting, as we have in this very bill 
on the next page an appropriation of some $22,500 for the support of 
one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at Saint Ignatius mission school 
on the Jocko reservation in Montana Territory. 

I discussed this question of education in Alaska to some extent dur- 
ing the discussion of the educational bill, and I attempted to show thea 
the necessity for the expenditure of money for industrial education in 
Alaska through these established schools; but there is an independent 
school at Fort Wrangel, under the charge of Mrs. Young, the wife of 
Rey. S. Hall Young, where this entire appropriation might be applied 
economically and with good results if there is any objection to expend- 
ing it at the Sitka school. But I do not believe that the money which 
was expended under the contract with that Sitka school was m.sappro- 
priated or failed of good results. I have visited some one or two In- 
dian industrial schools in my time; I have visited several times the 
Indian industrial school formerly located at Forest Grove and located 
now near Salem in Oregon; I have read something of the operations of 
other schools; and I say I visited Sitka and visited this industrial school 
at Sitka, and I venture to assert that there was not last year any money 
expended in any State or Territory of this Union that produced better 
results than that very money expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior at the Sitka school. I was surprised at what I 
saw. 

As I now recollect, there was $13,000 appropriated last year for day 
schools in Alaska and $20,000 for industrial education. In Southern 
Alaska there are about seven thousand natives and about from two 
thousand to two thousand five hundred Indian children from four years 
to twenty years ofage. The appropriations made last year, together 
with the donations which are made by private parties for the support 
of schools in Alaska, furnished school facilities for five hundred out of 
the two thousand native children of school age in Southern Alaska. 
Now it is proposed by this bill to cut down the appropriation of last 
year with this large population accessible to the schools and whom we 
propose to educate. Upon what ground we propose to cut down the 
appropriation I can not see the reason for. If Mr. Jackson is not the 
right men there, the remedy is in the hands of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. He can very easily substitute another man in his place. But 
while Mr. Jackson may have made a mistake in regard to the location 
he attempted to make of the lands which were granted to the mission 
under the act creating a district government for the Territory, I am 
satisfied that he is doing good work so far as the educational interests 
of the Territory are concerned. 

I am in favor of the amendment and hope it will be adopted; but be- 
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fore I take my seat I should like to inquire whether the chairman of 


the Committee on Indian Affairs can inform me whether at the last 
session provision for day schools was made in this bill or not? 
Mr. DAWES. IfI remember aright, it was made in the bill that 
extended a government oyer Alaska, ` : 
Mr. DOLPH. That was passed two years ago. 
Mr. DAWES. The $20,000 was all that was Ng hasernaay in the In- 

appropriation bill last year. I suggest to the Senator from Mich- 
that his amendment will be in order after we get through the 
amendments of the committee, as the committee’s amendments are to 
be first considered. 2 

Mr. CONGER. This is the only amendment I propose to offer, and 
I think there will be no objection to it here. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishall make no objection on the ground of order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I would like to inquire if it is proposed to make any 
provision for day schools in Alaska. The machinery is all there, the 
teachers are on the ground, and the schools have been established. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The last Indian appropriation bill only appropriated 
the $20,000 about which we have been ae The other $15,000 
must have been appropriated the year before in the bill which extended 
a government over Alaska, 

r. DOLPH. Is this not the proper bill on which to make provision 
for the day schools that have been established? 

Mr, DAWES. The bill organizing a government over Alaska had 
$25,000 in it for school purposes; then the Indian appropriation bill 
added $15,000; then last year the Indian appropriation bill had $20,000, 
and this year it is recommended that it be $15,000, All this comes from 
what I have stated—the lack in the Department of a confidence in the 
mode of expenditure. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the Senator has not answered my question. I 
suppose the Committee on Indian Affairs bas this matter of the educa- 
cation of Indian children in Alaska in charge. Last year there was an 
appropriation for industrial education, and I think there was an addi- 
tional appropriation made last year for the support of day schools in 
Alaska. Teachers have been sent there from the East, and the schools 
have been established and are now being conducted and carried on. 
The question is whether or not the Committee on Indian Affairs pro- 
pose be make any provision for these day schools, or are they to be sus- 

ded? 


dian 
igan 


Mr. DAWES. Noother appropriation has come under the cognizance 
of the Indian Committee or of the Committee on Appropriations for 
three years except such as I have stated; the first of the three years 
$15,000, the next $20,000, and the last $15,000. Beyond that in an- 
other bill coming from the Committee on Territories was an appropria- 
tion at one time of $25,000. So far as my memory serves, that is the 
entire appropriation for educational purposes in Alaska. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it proposed now by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs that the day schools which have been established by the Govern- 
ment shall be discontinued? ; 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs have not been 
charged with the consideration of that subject. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs are not charged with the affair of Indian schools. It is the 
Committee on Appropriations which has reported this bill, and the 
Committee on Appropriations are now considering that subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand thatthe chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs is a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and I 
understand further that the reason he is there is use he is chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs and appropriations have to be 
made for the support of Indian schools. I see on page 45 of this bill 
appropriations for the support of Indian day and industrial schools. 
Itseems to me that unless it is proposed to discontinue the day schools 
in Alaska, there ought to be some provision made in this bill for them. 

Mr. DAWES. There is alump sum appropriated for the support of 
Indian day schools, which sum is distributed among existing schools 
and new schools, as the Interior Department, under the charge of the 
superintendent of schools, shall divide it and expend it. Neither the 
Committee on Indian Affairs nor the Committee on Appropriations as- 
sume to say so much money shall be led at this day school and 
so much at that day school; but upon all the knowledge they can ob- 
tain, added to the estimates from the Department, they recommend an 
appropriation of as large a sum as they can get any assurance from those 
who expend it will be profitably and wisely expended. The only lim- 
itation upon either of these committees in the Senate so far as I know— 
the only disposition to stop is at a point where every dollar shall be 
wisely, economically, and effectively expended. 

* Mr. DOLPH. DoT understand the Senator that the gross appropria- 
ation òf $675,000 for schools may be applied to the support of day 
schools in Alaska? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know why any portion of it that the admin- 
istrators of this law shall deem wise may not be there expended. * What 
işs there in the text of the bill that would prevent it? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know, except that these Indians have not 
been provided for in previous Indian appropriation bills. 

Mr. DAWES. If there were day schools there last year, the Senator 
will solve the problem if he will tell where the money came from. It 
came from this appropriation last year. 


Mr. DOLPH. No, sir; it came from the special appropriation made 
for education in Alas 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There was no such appropriation last year. 

Mr. DOLPH. It may have been the appropriation of $25,000 made 
in the act organizing a government for the Territory; but it was a 
special appropriation nevertheless. If this general appropriation covers 
it, very well. 

Mr. DAWES. This committee are not contending with the Senator 
from Oregon to keep the money from being expended in Alaska. This 
committee are as desirousas the Senator perhaps is—he will excuse me 
for saying so—to have every dollar that can be expended at any point, 
whether it be Alaska or whether it be Floride meee it can be expended 
wisely, for the committee believe that a spent in this way is 
worth more than $10 expended in the support and subsistence of In- 


Mr. DOLPH. I did not mean to intimate that there was any dis- 
position to crowd Alaska out. I think it would be a public calamity, 
I think it would be a great mistake, as long as the Government has es- 
tablished these schools and provided teachers and has now a system 
of day schools there, if such an appropriation was either intentionally 
omitted or overlooked. As I said before, these schools have been sup- 
ported by a special appropriation, and there has been no division of any 

eneral appropriation heretofore made for the Territory; but if tho 
Saat is satisfied that a portion of this money appropriated in a lump 
sum for day schools may be applied to Alaska, I have no disposition to 
urge anything else. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no‘doubt about that. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I think we can get along without the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have before me the report of the superintendent of 
schools in Alaska; and he makes no complaint whatever, in fact says 
nothing at all about the need of an appropriation. The schools in 
Alaska, for some reason or other, seem to have declined in attendance 
last year one hundred and thirty-seven scholars. 

Mr. CONGER. At what point? 

Mr. PLUMB. At two points. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. PLUMB. All theauthority I have is the report of Mr. Jackson. 

Mr. CONGER. I think there must be a mistake about the figures. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no recommendation for any increased ap- 
propriation, and no suggestion that anything is lacking. The yearthe 
bill was passed for the organization of Alaska, in that bill there was 
an appropriation of $25,000 for school purposes. The Senate subse- 
many put on $25,000 in the Indian appropriation bill, but it was cut 

own in conference $10,000, leaving the whole amount for that year, 
two years ago, $40,000. Last year the Department recommended that 
$20,000 be appropriated for Alaska, and that was given. ‘There was 
no suggestion then that the amount was scant, and, as I said, the re- 
port does not indicate it, neither the report of the person on the ground, 
nor of the superintendent of Indian schools, nor of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. 

The Department this year recommend $15,000. That isgiven. On 

consulting with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and with the gen- 
tleman who has the supervision of these schools under this administra- 
tion, it was found that they were very eager on this subject of educa- 
tion and had recommended, as they stated, all that they thought could 
be usefully spent, and so we have given to them, as the House has 
done, all that they have asked to be appropriated in every quarter for 
this purpose. 
While Ido not think myself that it is wise to appropriate money 
which the officials say they can not usefully spend, at the same time I 
have no objection to adding $5,000 to this item if that will do any 
good; but there is one thing I think we ought to bear in mind, that 
lavish appropriations do not generally bring good results. The exec- 
utive officer charged with the expenditure of this money must neces- 
sarily haye some system in regard to his expenditure, and if we thrust 
upon him money which he has no system for spending it is very likely 
to get out of the Treasury in the way of the employment of persons 
who perhaps may not be of great advantage to the service; and it isa 
very idle and at all eventsan inconsiderate way ofacting. Therefore we 
thought by agreeing upon the main proposition to give everything 
that would be as far as we knew properly expended for this purpose, 
it was unwise to heap on the Department additional appropriations. 
But so far as I am concerned, I have no purpose of opposing the amend- 
ment. Ido not care for the difference between $15,000 and $20,000. 
I have not been converted on the main question, but at the same time 
it is fair to try the experiment, if it is to be tried, in the most thorough 
way. If the $20,000 will do any more good than the $15,000, I am 
willing to agree to it. 

Mr. CONGER. For some years the different denominations of re- 
ligious people have in the Indian country, at their own expense and by 
the contributions of the people at home, established and kept up 
schools. In Alaska there are seven schools, five of which I think—I 
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am not certain as to the number—have been established for some years. 
I have in my possession photographs of the building and of the pupils 
and of the teachers, illustrating the character of the buildings for 
school houses and the appearance of the pupils, the age and size of the 
Indian children there. 

Now, sir, I venture to say that in the whole bounds of the world 
there has not been a more faithful and devoted class of missionaries 
engaged in the civilization of Indians and forming schools than there 
has been in Alaska; and this Government giving millions of dollars for 
one purpose and ass el tear get ERE err fiz oe ce to the Pres- 
byterian missionary board or to the lic schools there or to the 
Methodist schools, and cuts down from last year the meager appropria- 
tion of $20,000 to these seven scliools, cuts it down this year to $15, 000. 

Iam not going into the question of the contest with some represent- 
atives of this Government there who have imprisoned teachers and who 
have imprisoned the agents of the Government in drunken debauches; 
men who under the influence of liquor have made their complaints and 
bound over good Christian men and attacked Christian women in the 

i of their duty. Ithank God they have been removed from the 
positions which they had disgraced too long, and I hope better men are 
there and will be there to assist good men and good women in preserv- 
ing whatever there may be of educational advantages to the Indian 

dren and to the other children of Alaska. 

Sir, if I had the time to spend about three hours in reading the state- 
ments and accounts of the different people who have been engaged there 
in educating these Indian children, if I had an opportunity to present 
here the prophetic letters of Mrs. McFarland, a woman whose name will 
be honored wherever it is known in her efforts to keep up one of these 
industrial schools, I think there would be no question but what this ap- 
propriation would be increased to $20,000, ay to $50,000, and the people 
of the United States would demand it, sanction it, approve it. But I 
shall not detain the Senate now. There will come a time when some 

uestions to be discussed in to that Territory will be before the 
Senate, when I shall take the opportunity of presenting in a more di- 
rect and logical form some of the things to which I allude now. 

Our appropriation is wholly under the control of the Secretary of the 
Interior. I have no doubt he will see to it that all the means and all 
the agencies of this Government for properly administering this fund 
for the beneficent object for which it is granted, will be carried out. I 
have that faith in this administration; I have that faith in the Secre- 
tary of the Interior; I have that faith in any officer who shall be con- 
firmed by the Senate to manage the affairs of Alaska, that all these in- 
finences shall be on the side of morality, of civilization, of education, 
that we may be preparing that far-off Territory to become an honored 
part of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Eeonior from Michigan [Mr. CONGER]. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘funds,’’ 
at the end of line 1132, to insert: 

r annual all i industri 
Eear owance to Capt. R. IL Pratt, in charge of said Indian industrial 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1136, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriation ‘‘for support of Indian industrial school 
at Carlisle, Pa., and for transportation of Indian pupils to and from 
said school” from $80,000 to $81,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 1143, after the word ‘‘all,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘forty thousand’’ and insert ‘‘forty-one thousand five 
hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

oy "p “4 of Indian eee tone at serps bine wi Pode ese a 

a al annum ‘ 5500 
ite of AA TA ak EETAS PALAT SA endl AAE aad a 
$5,000; in all, $41,500. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to propose the introduction of an amend- 
ment at the end of the paragraph beginning at line 1145. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator to wait until we get through with 
the committee amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; I suppose the amendments of the com- 
mittee are to be first acted on. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, after line 1159, to in- 
sert: 

For the completion of buildings and the purchase of additional grounds for 
the use of the Indian school at Lawrence, Kans., $58,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1167, to insert: 

For support of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at the Saint Ignatius mis- 


sion school, on the Jocko reservation, in Montana Territory, at $150 per annum 
each, $22,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1179, before the word 
t‘ transportation,” to insert the words ‘‘ collecting and;*? and in line 


1186, after the word ‘‘for,’? to strike out ‘‘the’”’ and insert “their; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For collecting and transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools, and 
also for the transportation of Indian a Pils from all the Indian schools, and 
placing of them, with the consent of Epoa under the care and control 
of such suitable white families as may in respects be qualified to give such 
pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrangem w 
a a care, support, and education shall in exchange for their labor, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. At the end of li 
proviso: | 

Provided, That $735 of said sum shall be paid to the Good Shepherd industrial 
school of Denver, Colo., as a reimbursement for expenses heretofore incurred 
by it in transporting twenty-five Indian girls from Turtle Mountain, Dakota, to 
said school, there to be educated, undera contract with the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 3, line 10, after the word 
t dollars,’’ to insert: . 

This provision shall not apply, however, to appropriations herein or hereto- 
fore made for construction of ditches or other works for irrigating purposes, 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec, 3. That no purchase of supplies for which appropriations 
made, exceeding inthe aggregate $500 in value at any one time, shall be made 
without first giving at least threo weeks’ public notice by advertisement, ex- 
cept in cases of exigency, when, in the discretion of the of the In- 
terior, who shall eo l record of the facts constituting the exigency and 
shall report the samo to Congress at its next session, he may direct that pur- 
chases may be made in open market in amount notexceeding $3,000. This pro- 


e 1187, I move to add the following 


vision shall not ay ly, however, to appropriations herein or heretofore made 
for construction of ditches or other works for irrigating purposes, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is still open to amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment to come in after line 917. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. After line 917 insert: 

For the support, education, and civilization of the Seminole and Creek Indians 
remaining in Florida, $6,000, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letitbereadagain. . 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment, 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that thers is 
no objection on the part of the members of the committee to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I merely wished to get the information; I did not 
hear it read before. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that under the treaties made by the United 
States with those Indians they were allowed at various times $20,000, 
an annuity of $5,000 a year, but those were abrogated by the treaty 
with the Indians that they should go West, and they have not been re- 
ceiving the annuity since. Those Indians who remained in Florida 
have never received it, and they are now ina condition where the ap- 
propriation will be eminently useful to them. Six thousand dollars 
were Ae jak aii ata former Congress, and that sum has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. DAWES. In the Indian appropriation act of 1884 we made an 
appropriation of $6,000 to enable the Seminole Indians in Florida to 
‘obtain homesteads upon the public lands, and establish them thereon. 
Under that provision a special agent ‘‘ was assigned the duty of visiting 
these Indians for the purpose of inducing them to take advantage of the 
above provision. After much difficulty he succeeded in finding a num- 
berof Indians who were willing to take homesteads, many of them having 
small patches of cultivated land, which they have occupied for years, 
and to which they desire to obtain title. Upon investigation at the 
land office, however, it was found that all this land is owned by the 
State of Florida, or by improvement companies, to whom it has been 
transferred by the State. No public lands could be found upon which 
to locate these Indians. Further action under the act was therefore 
suspended. Correspondence has been had, however, with the governor 
of Florida, who suggests that the officers of the State, as trustees of the 
improvement fund, might dispose of certain lands to the United States 
for the purpose of locating these Indians, as contemplated by Congress. 
Special report will be made upon this subject,” 

This I read from the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
The committee communicated with the Department while they were 
considering this matter, and received a letter which I shall send to the 
desk to have read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 5, 1886. 
Srm: In reply to your telegram of the 3d instant, asking what has been done 
under the provision in the Indian appropriation act of July 4, 1884 (23 Statutes, 95), 


"to enable the Seminole Indians in Florida to obtain homesteads upon the pub- 
lic lands, and to establish themselves thereon,” and appropriating $6,000 there- 
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for, I have to state that late ee Agent Beede spent several months of the 
winter of 188i-’85 among the Indians for the purpose of carrying out the pro- 
visions of said act. 

He finally succeeded in inducing some of the Indians to consent to take 
auras) but was unable to find any vacant available lands upon which to 

jocate them. 

In view of this result, nothing further was done in the matier until quite re- 
cently, except that some correspondence was with Governor Perry, of 
Florida, for the purpose of ascertaining whether the State or public improve- 
ment companies, owning the lands by virtue of grants to the State, would sur- 
render the same so that the Indians might acquire title thereto. 


Very respectfully, ` 
r J. D. ©. ATKINS, Commissioner. 
THOMAS P, CLEAVES, Esq., 
Clerk Senate Committee on Appropriations, 


Mr. DAWES. Under these circumstances, as negotiations were going 
on with the governor of Florida to obtain title to the little patches of 
land where the Indians reside, they not being willing to go off into the 
everglades and be located there where the Government owns the land, 
we thought it was best to let them go on with these negotiations and 
this $6,000, none of which has been expended, and that it was not 
worth while to make a new appropriation until that was done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that the amendment is 
not within the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not make that 
point of order without knowing something about the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido know something about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont makes 
a point of order. The Senator will state his point of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My pointof order is that this is an amendment 
` increasing the appropriation, which has not been reported from a com- 
mittee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CALL. Of course the point of order will exclude the amend- 
ment, and that without a knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not make it for the purpose of taking my 
friend off his feet. I will reserve it until he is through with his ob- 
servation. 

Mr. CALL. I say that the point of order is made without a knowl- 
edge of the facts of the case, and it does great injustice. 'Thecommittee 
have no information on the subject. The Interior Department has neg- 
lected these Indians entirely. The committee every year enactsa false- 
hood in plain and unmistakable terms, alleging that these Indians have 
gone West when they have not gone West. The annuity, which was 
appropriated and stipulated, of $12,000 a year to be paid to them is paid 
to the Seminoles in the West under a false allegation that these Indians 
have gone West. The provision of the treaty is that when the Indians 
in Florida have gone West that annuity shall be paid. The remaining 
Indiaus have never gone West. Year after year this falsehood is re- 
Cosy year after year I expose it. The Indians are known to be in 
Florida, 

Here is treaty after treaty which I have before me stipulating to pay 
$20,000 a year. That was abrogated in the treaty for their removal to 
the West; yet there are three hundred of the Indians in Florida and an 
abundance of land to place them upon. Thestatement of the agent that 
there is no land there for them is ridiculously absurd. The records of 
the Land Office here show the fact to be as I state it. I have investi- 
gated the records, and I have had a map made. 

These Indians are there with those treaty stipulations in their favor. 
The United States has not been able to get their consent to go West. 
When they are there peaceable, well disposed, capable of being civil- 
ized, what reason can be given, when you expend millions upon mill-. 
ions of dollars fur the support, education, and civilization of Indians 
in the West, why these Indians should not have some consideration? 
They have extinguished their title to the whole of that soil. The title 
to 37,000,000 acres of land has been given up by them. They have 
not a foot of land; they have had no care or protection or assistance 
from the Government, and now when the railroads are there and the 
whole country is being occupied, is it the part of wisdom, is it not ab- 
surd, that these Indians should be left to extremity, that they should 
be forced into hostility to the white people, destroying their cattle and 
committing outrages here and there when they are disposed to be civil- 
ized, and quiet, and peaceable? 

Why should they not have schools? Why should they not have 
some farmer to instruct them? No man can give a sensible reason for 
it. It is inhuman; it is wrong; it is in violation of your treaty stip- 
ulations. This little $6,000 that I propose to give, as was given two 
years ago, will be expended at once in putting them upon the soil, the 
homesteads, the land of the Government which may be given to them. 
There are over 500,000 acres of public land suitable for settlement by 
these Indians, and why should they not receive the same consideration 
that they do elsewhere? I have only asked for $6,000 for its continu- 
ance. This is not to be bestowed upon them in charity. It is to be 
given to them as they locate and improve their little homes, and in 
order to enable them to be withdrawn from fishing and hunting and 
devote themselves to agriculture. 

No one can give a sensible reason why this appropriation should not 
be made. The committee can not do so, They have not bestowed any 
care or attention upon the matter, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being made—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent before I renew the point 
of order to say a single word. 

If the Committee on Indian Affairs, that we all know has the best 
possible disposition toward the Indians, has not thought fit to go into 
this enterprise of appropriating money for Florida Indians, I do not 
think it would be right for the Senate to do so, even on the very per- 
suasive suggestions of my friend from Florida. Imust therefore insist 
on the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CHACE. In line 152, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ I move to 
strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the clause I pro- 
pose to amend read: 

For the expenses of the commission of citizens, serving without compensa- 
tion, appointed by the President under the provisions of the fourth section of 
the act of April 10, 1869, $5,000. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I think a point of order lies against that amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. CHACE. Does the Senator from Iowa make the point of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It increases the appropriation. 

Mr. CHACE. TIamawareit does; but I was in hopes that the amend- 
ment would be allowed to go through. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr, CHACE. I amaware that my amendment is subject to the point 
of order; but I hope the Senator will withhold it. 

M X oe ati DS. We must stick to points of order on an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. At the end of line 1148 I move to add: 


For reparation of present building and construction of new buildings at 
Genoa, Nebr., $10,000, 


3 ag EDMUNDS. Is not that subject to a point of order, Mr. Presi- 
ent 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not 
make the point of order, because, while this does not come formally 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, it meets with its approval, as I 
think the chairman will vouch. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does the Senator from Massachusetts say ? 

Mr. DAWES. I think the item ought to go in the bill, but it is 
subject to a point of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you say that it meets the approval of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. DAWES. It meets the approval of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not make the point of order, then, as the 
Senator in charge of the bill says that it meets the approval of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that amounts to its being reported 
from them, though in an informal way. 

Mr. DAWES. It meets the approval of the committee in this way: 
Their attention has been called to it to-day for the first time, but the 
papers show that it would have been made a part of the estimates but 
for the fact that certain papers had been mislaid and were not sent up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to see some estimate from the De- 
partment in regard to it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think I can perfectly satisfy the Senator as 
to the necessity for this expenditure. 

hia PANES: The Senator from Nebraska has the papers which were 
mislaid. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The building which is being used for the pur- 

of an Indian school at Genoa was what is known as the council- 
ouse for the Pawnee Nation, and was situate upon the Pawnee reserve. 
It was a brick building of large dimensions; but after the Pawnees left 
their reservation and went to the Indian Territory, it stood for many 
years without an occupant. Of course the natural result was that the 
building was very greatly abused. Some repairs were made to the 
building when it was turned into an Indian school, but not sufficient 
repairs, however, to make the building either comfortable or healthful 
for the inmates. There is no system of sewerage, there are no bath- 
rooms, and the laundry and conveniences of that character are a part 
of the building. 

The letters from the superintendent in charge urge a much greater 
appropriation than what I propose for the different purposes of the 
school, but after looking the matter entirely over, for the purpose of 
building the necessary outside laundry and bath-rooms and repairing 
the old building and giving it a sewerage system, this amount will I 
think be ample, notwithstanding the estimates are much greater. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to see something from the Depart- 
ment in regard toit. Has the matter ever been submitted to the De- 
partment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have letters from the superintendent of the 
school, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why did he not make his report to the Secretary 
of the Interior? 

Mr. MANDERSON. He made his report to the Interior Depart- 
ment, and one of my colleagues in another place visited the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, but, as suggested by tne Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, the report 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3389 


brought to me by that colleague is that the papers and estimates could 
not be found, or they would have been sent to the Indian Affairs Com- 

Mr. COCKRELL. They certainly could have telegraphed, as has 
been done in other cases, to the committee. We should find out some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Probably that would have heen done, but the 
fact did not appear to me until to-day when the bill was under con- 
* sideration. I thought the matter was here in puper form, 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that if the 
amendment should be adopted, when the bill goes into the conference, 
unless the Department desire to have this item remain, it can be stricken 
out. The subcommittee was satisfied of the fact that the mislaying of 
the papers was the reason why an estimate for this purpose had not been 
made. It will be brought to the attention of the Department, and if 
we are mistaken about what we state to the Senate, it will go out in the 
committee of conference I have no doubt. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that if 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs does not heartily approve of the 
amendment I shall not urge it on the conference committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE. The Post-Office appropriation is under consideration in 
committee. It is important to get an amendment in to-night. I ask 
leave to present a proposed amendment to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill providing for carrying the foreign mails in American steamships. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the amendment be read. . 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Said act is hereby amended by striking out lines 80, 81, and 82 and inserting 
instead thereof the following: 5 

“ Office of Superintendent of Foreign Mails: For transportation of foreign 
malls, including railway transit across the Isthmus of Panama, $1,000,000; and 
the Postmaster-Gen: is hereby directed to enter into contract with American 
built and registered steamships, whenever possible, for the transportation of 
any part of said foreign mails, after legal advertisement, with the lowest respon- 
sible bidder, ata rate not to exceed 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each way 
actually traveled between the terminal points: Provided, That the aggregate 
of such contracts shall not exceed $600,000 of the sum hereby apropriated,” 


The amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7479) to provide a method for settling con- 
troversies and differences between railroad corporations engaged in in- 
terstate and Territorial transportation of property or passengers and 
their employés; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting that motion the 
Chair lays before the te the unfinished business. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘ Resolution reported by Mr. FRYE from the 
Committee on felts Relations relative to the appointment of a com- 
mission charged with the consideration and settlement of the fishing 
rights of the United States and Great Britain.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont that the Senate adjourn. 

j The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. 


> NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate this 12th day of April, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

George H. Cairnes, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Maryland, vice John M. McClintock, term expired, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Thomas G. Hayes, of Maryland, to be attorney of the United States 
for the districtof Maryland, vice Archibald Sterling, jr., term expired. 
MEMBER OF BOARD OF ELECTION IN UTAH. 

John A. McClernand, of Illinois, to be a member of the board of 
tion and election in the Territory of Utah, provided by section 
9 of theact of Congress approved March 22, 1882, to amend the Jaw re- 
lating to bigamy, vice Alexander Ramsey, resigned. 
PENSION AGENT. 
C. S. Lake, of Iowa, to be pension agent at Des Moines, Iowa, to take 
effect May 1, 1886, vice Jacob Rich, resigned. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Edmund James, of Nevada, to be receiver of public moneys at Car- 


son City, Nev., vice Samuel C. Wright, whose commission expires April 
11, 1886. 

Samuel J. Lorah, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Central City, Colo., vice Edward W. Henderson, term expired. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


William T. Barney, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 
Oregon City, Oreg., vice Louis T. Barin, term expired. 

Charles W. Johnston, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 
Roseburg, Oreg., vice William F. Benjamin, term expired. 

Cyrus P. Shepard, of Minnesota, to be register of the land office at 
Worthington, Minn., vice Mons Grinager, resigned. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


James I. David, of Michigan, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Osage agency in the Indian Territory, vice Frederick Hoover, resigned. 
Charles R. Sansser, of Ohio, to be agent for the Indians of the Ya- 
kima agency in Washington Territory, vice Robert H. Milroy, who was 
suspended during the recess of the Senate. - The nomination of Tim- 
othy A. Byrnes for said office, sent to the Senate December 15, 1885, is 
this day withdrawn. ‘ / 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Obadiah W. Cutler, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Niagara, N. Y., vice Benjamin Flagler, term expired. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Edwin Warfield, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Baltimore, Md., vice Henry Clay Naill, term expired. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


John D. Burnett, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United States for 
the southern district of Alabama, vice George M. Duskin, commission 
expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

John E. Carland, of Dakota, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Dakota, vice Hugh J. Campbell, commission expired, 
in lien of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

George E. Bird, of Maine, to be attorney of the United States for the 
district of Maine, vice Wilbur F. Lunt, commission expired, in lieu of 
previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

Fabius H. Busbee, of North Carolina, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of North Carolina, vice W. S. O. B. Rob- 
inson, commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of 
the suspended officer. 

Ernest Pillow, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United States for 
the middle district of Tennessee, vice Andrew McClain, commission ex- 
pired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

Henry C. Allen, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia, vice D. 8. Lewis, commission expired, 
in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


John E. Grady, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida, vice Seth M. Sawyer, commis- 
amn expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended 
officer. 

Anthony F. Seeberger, of Illinois, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, vice Jesse Spalding, commis- 
sion expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended 
officer. 

William T. Carrington, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Teche, in the State of Louisiana, vice James R. Jolley, 
commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the sus- 
pended officer. 

John J. Higgins, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, rice Anselum Neuber- 
ger, commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the 
suspended officer. 

Isaac B. Poucher, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Oswego, in the State of New York, vice John J. Lamoree, 
commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the sus- 
pended officer. 

Charles H. Robinson, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina, vice Enos 
J. Pennypacker, commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination 
in place of the suspended officer. 

B. Huger Ward, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Georgetown, in the State of South Carolina, vice Henry F. 
Heriot, commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of 
the suspended officer. 

Theodore D. Jervey, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, vice Thomas 
B. Johnston, commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in 
place of the suspended officer. 

Otto L. Threlkeld, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas, vice Francis A. Vaughan, com- ` 
mission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the sus- 
pended officer. 
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UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


John Carroll, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United States for the 
western district of Arkansas, vice Thomas Boles, commission expired, 
in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

James M. Liddell, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Mississippi, vice Joseph L. Morphis, commis- 
mo expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended 

cer. 

Romulo Martinez, of New Mexico, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of New Mexico, vice A. L. Morrison, commission ex- 
pired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

William L. Cabell, of Texas, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Texas, vice James A. McKee, deceased, in lieu 
of pero nomination in a Soar of the suspended offcer. 

Samuel L. Graham, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Virginia, vice John G, Watts, commission 
expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the supended officer. 


INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
Geane B i Pearsons, of Fort Dodge, Iowa, to be an Indian inspector, vice 
Anderson, deceased, in lien of previous nomination in place 
of the TEETE] officer. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Lawrence Harrigan, of Missouri, to be appraiser of merchandise for 


the port of Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri, in place of Lyne 
Shackelford Metcalfe, to be removed. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John T. Gathright, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, vice John K. Faulkner, 
commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the sus- 
pended officer. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 

Richmond S. Dement, of Lexington, Ill., to be surveyor-general of the 
Territory of Utah, vice Frederick dla commission expired, in lieu 
of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


William H. Bickford, of Shasta County, California, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Shasta, Cal., vice Adolph Dobrowsky, commission ex- 
pired, in lien of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer, 

Colin F. MacDonald, of Saint Cloud, Minn., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Saint Cloud, Minn., vice William B. Mitchell, commission 
expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended offi- 


ter. 

John T. Outhouse, of La Grange, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at La Grange, Oreg., vice George B. Curry, commission expired, 
in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

PENSION AGENTS. 

Truman H. Allen, of Oakland, Cal., to be pensionagent at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., vice Henry Cox, commission expired, in lieu of previous 
nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

Robert McKinstry, of Jackson, Mich., to be pensionagent at Detroit, 
Mich., vice Samuel Post, commission expired, in lieu of previous nom- 


ination in place of the suspended officer. 


POSTMASTERS, 


George Roe, to be postmaster at Vallejo, in the county of Solano and 
State of California, vice F. A. Leach, commission expired, in lieu of 
previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

T, J. Carroll, to be at Bunker Hill, in the county of Ma- 
coupin and State of Illinois, vice F. Y. Hedley, commission expired, in 
lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

C. T. Marsh, to be aster at Oregon, in the county of Ogle and 
State of Illinois, vice B. F. Sheets, commission expired, in lien of pre- 
vious nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

M. Boland, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of De Kalb 
and State of ‘Indiana, vice George W. Gordon, commission expired, in 
lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

O. S. Dale, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county of White 
and State of Indiana, vice William J. Huff, commission expired, in 
lien of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

H. J. Feltus, to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Indiana, vice Joseph G. McPheeters, jr., commission 
on in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended offi- 


S James E. Kackley, to be postmaster at Vincennes, in the county of 
Knox and State of Indiana, vice William D. Lewis, commission ex- 
pired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended offieer. 

Patrick Cain, to be postmaster at Fort Dodge, in the county of Web- 
ster and State of Iowa, vice N. M. Page, commission expired, in lieu 
of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

. B. Crawford to be at Sioux City, in the county of 
Woodbury and State of Iowa, vice Edwin R. Kirk, commission expired, 
in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

John Finn, to be postmaster at Decorah, in the county of Winne- 


shiek and State of Iowa, vice A. K. Bailey, commission expired, in lieu- 
of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

Robert R. McBride, to be postmaster at Thibodeaux, in the county 
of La Fourche and State of Louisiana, vice G. Baudreaux, commis- 
wus expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended 
officer. 

Tohn Flynn, to be postmaster at Duluth, in the county of Saint 
Louis and State of Minnesota, vice J. E. Knowlton, commission expired, 
in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

William J. Whipple, to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of* 
Winona and State of Minnesota, vice Daniel Sinclair, commission ex- 
pired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

J. J. Shannon, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of Lan- 
derdale and State of Mississippi, vice William M. Hancock, commission 
Sm; in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended of- 

cer, 

C. W. Howe, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of Strat- 
ford and State of New Hampshire, vice O. B. Warren, commission ex- 
pired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

James D. Corcoran, to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York, vice G. M. Palmer, commission ex- 
pired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of suspended officer. 

Richard Mooney, to be postmaster at Itondout, in the county'of Ul- 
ster and State of New York, vice A. N. Barnes, commission expired, in 
lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

H. G. Ashmead, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of Pennsylvania, vice John A. Wallace, commission ex- 
pired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

J. K. Bogert to be postmaster at Wilkes Barre, in the county of Lu- 
zerne and State of Pennsylvania, vice Albert 8, Orr, commission ex~ 
pired, in lieu of-previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

G, A. Clark to be postmaster at Bloomsburgh, in the county of Co- 
wmbia and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of D. A. Beckley, com- 
a ospitod; in lieu of previous nomination in place of suspended 
officer. 

Frank Hacvey, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county of Clinton 
and State of Pennsylvania, vice Newton Wells, commission expired, in 
lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

George W. to be postmaster at Chattanooga, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Tennessee, vice H. F. Griscom, commission 
sae in lieu of previous nomination in place of the ded officer- 

. W. i n, to be postmaster at Rutland, Rutland County, 
Vermont, vice Albert H. Tuttle, commission expired, in lien of previous 
nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

L. W. Caldwell, to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county of 
Fauquier and State of Virginia, vice W. A. Pattie, commission expired, 
in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

George R. Head, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county of Lou- 
doun and State of Virginia, vice Owen T. Holmes, commission expired, 
in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

Drummond G. Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, vice M. H. Ganong; com- 
mission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the sus- 
pended officer. 

Charles M. Hilliker, to be postmaster at Durango, in the county of 
La Plata and State of Colorado, in place of William M. Keightley, 
whose commission expires April 11, 1886. 

Robert Y. Watson, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of Kent 
and State of Delaware, in place of Reuben A. Stewart, whose removal 
for cause is hereby proposed. 

James C. Allen, to be postmaster at Olney, in the county of Rich- 
land and State of Dlinois, in the place of Eli Bowyer, deceased. - 

John A. Booe, to be postmaster at Crawfordsville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana, in place of Samuel M. Robinson, 
whose removal for cause is hereby proposed. 

Thomas M. Ludlam, to be postmaster at Millville, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in the place of John W. Newlin, 
whose commission expires April 21, 1886. 

Nathaniel Y. Elliott, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of W. S. Gleason, 
whose commission expired January 30, 1886. 

Andrew Flanagan, to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, in the place of Henry C. Johnson, 
whose commission expires April 28, 1886. 

William K. Thompson, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Scioto and State of Ohio, in the place of L. C. Damarin, whose com- 
mission expired March 15, 1886. 

John C. Anderson, to be postmaster at Spartanburg Court House, 
in the county of Spartanburg and State of South Carolina, in place of 
Samuel T. Poinier, whose removal is hereby proposed. 

CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Howell E. Jackson, of Tennessee, to be circuit judge of the United 
States for the sixth judicial circuit, vice John Baxter, d 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Mark D. Wilbur, of New York, to be attorney of the United States 
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for the eastern district of New York, vice Asa W. Tenney, commission 
expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 
_ UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Frank H. Dyer, of Utah Territory, to be marshal of the United States 
= the Territory of Utah, vice E. A. Ireland, whose term expires April 
, 1886. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Robert C. Jordan, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, vice John Campbell, whose 
term of office has expired by limitation. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


Serson P. Coffin, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Edgartown, in the State of Massachusetts, vice Cornelius B. 
Marchant, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Philander Cobb, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts, vice Samuel H. 
Doten, whose term of office will expire by limitation May 1, 1886. 

ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George D. Borton, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of customs 
for the pors of Camden, in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of 
mcr! vania, vice David T. High, whose term of office has expired by 

tation. 


— 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Nomination withdrawn April 12, 1886. 


Orlando W. Powers, of Michigan, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Utah. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 12, 1886. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
Howell E. Jackson, of Tennessee, to be circuit judge of the United 
States for the sixth judicial circuit. 
f PENSION AGENT. 


C. S. Lake, of Marengo County, Iowa, to be pension agent at Des 
Moines, Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIV ES. 
MonNDAY, April 12, 1886. 


The House metat12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN; D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. s 
ORDER OF BUSINESS? 


Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for twenty days, beginning to-morrow, on account of indisposi- 
tion. 

TARIFF REDUCTION. 

Mr. MORRISON, I desire to make a privileged report. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, to which was referred so much of the Pres- 
ident’s m as relates to revenue and the collection thereof. and 
also sundry bills on the same subject, has directed me to report the 
bill which I send to the desk, together with a report thereon in writing, 
and also some explanatory tables. Iask that the bill, with the accom- 
panying report with tables of estimates, be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 7652) to reduce tariff taxes and to modify the Jaws in 
relation to the collection of the revenue was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, including the tables of es- 
timat, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I beg leave to present at this time the views of a 
minority of the Committee on Ways and Means upon the bill just re- 


po 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the leave requested by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, MCKINLEY] will be granted, and the 
views of the minority of the committee will be printed with the report 
of the majority, 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Just at this moment I ask unani- 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. O'NEILL] 
bill reducing ta Soas to pes a protest against the passage of any 

u tariff duties, and asks that the heading of the paper be 
printed in the RECORD. 


Mr. MORRISON. Let this protest, like others, come in as other pe- 
titions and protests do—through the petition-box. That is the rule ap- 
plicable to all. The minority of the committee has made a protest in 
the minority report just presented. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, justat this moment 
of time, the majority and minority reports upon the tariff from the Com- 
mitteeon Ways and Means having been presented, I desire to have unan- 
imous consent to present in open House, instead of through the petition- 
box as required by the rules, the protest of leading manufacturers from 
thirty-six States and Territories against any redaction of duties. The 
signers of this protest employ in their establishments over forty-seven 
thousand persons. It is the fourth bound volume of protests which 
has been presented, and the aggregate of all the employés whose em- 
ployers make the protests is over one hundred and seventy-five thou- 
sand, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Then let it go into the petition- 
box. « 

Mr. DUNHAM. Would it bein order to move that the report of the 
Committee on Ways and Means be put into the petition-box along with 
this protest? 

The SPEAKER. Of course it would not. 


RECESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to make a privileged motion. I move 

that the House take a recess to-day from half past 2 o’clock until half 
3, to review the parade of the veterans of 1861. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
asks unanimous consent that the House take a recess to-day from half 
past 2 until half past 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BEACH. I shall object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is not my motion in order? 


The SPEAKER. It will be in order when the hour proposed forthe _ 


recess shall arrive. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I give notice that at half past 2 I shall 
make this motion. 
OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. MILLARD. Iask unanimous consent to present a memorial 
signed by seven thousand dairymen and business men of the State of 
New York, protesting against the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine; and I ask that the memorial, without the names, be printed in the 
RECORD. < 

Mr. MORRISON. Let these petitions take the usual course under 
the rules. í 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] 0b- 
jects. 

INVESTIGATION OF LABOR TROUBLES. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred a resolution offered by myself proposing an investigation into 
the unfortunate labor troubles now existing in various States, has made 
a report on that subject. I submit that, in view of the magnitude and 
urgency of these troubles, the House ought to consider the subject im- 
mediately. I therefore ask that the report of the Committee on Labor 
be now taken up for consideration. . 

The SPEAKER. What is the proposition? x 

Mr. LAWLER. It is a resolution offered by myself proposing an in- 
vestigation into the causes of the existing difficulties between employ- 
ers and employés of railway companies, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lavgirr] asks 


unanimous consent that the House take up for present considerationa , 


resolution reported from the Committee on Labor proposing, as the 
Chair remembers, to appoint a committee—— 

Mr. LAWLER. There was one resolution introduced by myself and 
another by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

The SPEAKER. Only one question can be considered at a time. 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Illinois? 

at REAGAN. Let the resolution be read, so that we may know 
what it is. 

The resolution, as introduced by Mr. LAWLER and referred to the 
Committee on Labor, was read, as follows: 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I share fully the anxiety of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] with reference to this investigation, 
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but I beg to suggest to him that the Committee on Rules is now ready to 
report on this subject; andif there be no objection, that report will now 
be submitted. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iwouldask the Clerk to read the substitute recom- 
mended by the Committee on Labor for this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 

` DALL] object? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not object to anything, but I wanted to make 
a suggestion—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Let us hear the resolution of the Committee on 
Rales; and then, having heard both resolutions, we can act more in- 
telligently. 

TheSPEAKER. The Committee on Rules, as the Chair understands, 
is ready to report. 

Mr. LAWLER. I merely asked that the substitute of the Commit- 
tee on Labor be first read, and then the report of the Committee on 
Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to reading the report,vas re- 
quested by the gentleman from Lllinois? 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to know whether the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules can now be read, subject to objection? 

Mr. MORRISON. The report is privileged. 

Mr. REAGAN. The report of the Committee on Rules, I take it, is 
a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 


Mr. REAGAN. If, therefore, the resolution to which the gentleman 
from Illinois refers is to be read, I shall reserve the right of objecting 
until I hear it. 


Mr. MORRISON. The resolution to which my colleague [ Mr. LAW- 
LER] refers, I am permitted to say, was under consideration by the 
Committee on Rules, as well as the resolution proposed by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CURTIN], and the committee recommend 
the adoption of a substitute for both of these resolutions, and to take 
the place of both. These resolutions have been considered together; 
and the Committee on Rules has directed me to report the following, 
which I send to the desk to be read by the Clerk. . 

Mr. LAWLER. I have no objection to hearing the report of the 
Committee on Rules read. 

Mr. MORRISON. It is a privileged report and not subject to ob- 
jection. 

f Mr. LAWLER. And I withdraw my request. 

.Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The resolution to which the gentle- 
man from Illinois refers is a privileged resolution, under the order made 
by unanimous consent to allow the Committee on Labor to report such 
legislation as it saw fit in relation to arbitration. z 

The SPEAKER. But that was only in relation to arbitration. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So is this. 

The SPEAKER. This is a resolution proposing the appointment of 
a select committee by the Speaker of the House; and, moreover, the 
resolution referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER], 
andjreported by the Committee on Labor, was reported during the hour 
for the call of committees, and under the rule it has gone on the Cal- 

“endar, we er place as a privileged report. 

Mr. LAWLER. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. RANDALL. The report of the committee is a modification in 
some d of the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CURTIN]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The request of the gentleman from 

+ Ilinois [Mr. LAWLER] is withdrawn, I understand. 

Mr. MORRISON. It was not necessary, as the Committee on Rules 
presents a privileged report, which I now ask shall be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Thereport of the Committee on Rules will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to which was referred a House resolution moposing 
to create a select committee of five members to investigate the distur condi- 
tion of the relations now existing between the railroad companies engaged in 
carrying on interstate commerce and their employés, has had the same under 
consideration, and reports herewith a substitute for the said resolution: 

Resolved, Thata select committee, to consist of seven members, be appointed 
by the Speaker, to investigate the cause and extent of the disturbed condition 
now existing between the railway corporations engaged in carrying on inter- 
state commerce and their employés in the States of Illinois, Missouri, Kansas, 
Arkansas,and Texas. Said committee shall have power to send for persons 
and papers, examine witnesses under oath, sit during the sessions of the House, 
and may visit or send a subcommittee to such places in such States as may bé 
oe mpar in order to facilitate such investigation. It shall report to the House 
duri e present session, with such recommendations as it may deem proper 
to make; and the expense incurred, not to exceed the sum of $3,000, be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House upon vouchers certified by the 
chairman and one member of the committee. 


necessary to do 
80, in order to facilitate the ght ap gece It is proposed that the expense shall 
not exceed the sum of $3,000, which shall be Dali out of the contingent fund of 


In case said committee shall visit or send a subcommittee to any of the States 
aforesaid, the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to advance to the chair- 
man sum as may be necessary to defray the expenses of such visit, not to 
ee any one time, and not to exceed in the aggregate the said sum 
o! 5 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution reported. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask forasecond if it is proposed to pass this under 
a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is not proposed to suspend the rules, and this 
motion does not require a second. Itis a report from the Committee 
on Rules, a privileged report, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MORRISON ] demands the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will not demand 
the previous question, at least fora few moments. This is too grave a 
question to be passed without some consideration and debate. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to move 
the previous question. I will suggest to the gentleman from Texas that 
there will be thirty minutes for debate afterward, and of this thirty min- 
utes he will have control of fifteen. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. MORRISON. I trust this will be satisfactory. 

Mr. LAWLER. I wish to say that I am in accord with that report. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the House will vote down the demand for 
the previous question. 

The pariona question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen in support of and fifteen in opposition to the report. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the gentleman from Ilinois desires to 
open the discussion. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from Texas may proceed; he can 
oecupy his fifteen minutes now. If in what he may say he makes it 
necessary for a reply from the members of the committee it will be 
made, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker it would be fair for the supporters of 
this resolution to present the reasons for its It is rather an 
unusual procedure for those who have the negative of a propositidn to 
be required to make the openingand be answered by those holding the 
affirmative. Such a thing is unknown to parliamentary usage or to 
legal proceedings. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, it was not my purpose to discuss 
or debate the resolution reported. I believed, and it was the opinion 
of the Committee on Rules, that the resolution and report, plain and 
intelligible, would speak for themselves. The gentleman from Texas 
certainly is not and can not be ignorant of the causes which bring this 
resolution here or which moved the committee to bring it here. He 
does not forget that within the last few days a bill was passed by this 
House which was intended to secure arbitration and amicable adjust- 
ment of the grievous ills growing out of the misunderstandings and 
disputes between railroad workingmen and railroad owners or operators, 

“When that bill was under discussion it was concedéd by all that the 
bill was probably inadequate and might fall short of accomplishing 
all that was greatly needed. It was claimed and insisted on in the 
debate that we were in danger of ie, nam to those we most desired 
to benefit—that if the proposed law any effect at all it might be 
used to further oppress the weak, or that it was yf sy agen’ for, or the 
beginning of, legislation which would or might add to and help alon 
the very grievances of which laboring men complain, yet nobody had 
any proposition or amendment to offer which seemed better suited to 
the purpose, at least none which the House considered better. 

Several propositions were presented and considered by the Commit- 
tee on Rules. That committee has reported this resolution with a 
view to ascertaining the facts out of which these much-to-be-deplored 
troubles have come to afflict not only those immediately connected 
with them, but the whole people. The object and purpose of what is 
here submitted is to get at the facts, to ascertain the truth for our own 
future guidance and that it may be known byall. That is the whole 
purpose of this resolution or report which I have submitted. 

When we know the truth and are in possession of the facts we may 
do something toward perfecting the legislation which we have at- 
tempted and which to us is new. It can notdo harm and may do 
great good to turn on the lights. The mere knowledge of the truth 
cures more ills than all the laws of Congress, and we must first know 
the facts before we can know either our duty or our authority to legis- 


late. 

Mr. REAGAN, I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that the circumstances 
which give rise to this resolution have attracted very general attention 
throughout the country and that people seem habitually to look tothe 
Congress of the United States for the control of this question, assuming 
that its importance makes it a national question. But what I desire 
to ask attention to is the question—does the Constitution of the United 
States embrace this as a question for our consideration ? 

We are told by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] that the 
bill which was passed a few days ago was not ed as sufficient to 
cover the necessities of the case; that it was thought well to supple- 
ment it by some other action of the House; and that noone had offered 
any better proposition than the one which was adopted. Well, sir, I 
did not offer for affirmative action by Congress a better proposition; 
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but I did, and those who heard me will remember it, offer a better, a 
truer, and a constitutional solution of this difficulty, not by Congress, 
but by the authorities of the States, which under the Constitution have 
the control of local matters. 

It is assumed, I see, in the resolution, as is implied in the argument 
of the gentleman from Illinois, that because the railroads of the coun- 
try may carry interstate commerce, therefore the Congress of the United 
States has power to regulate contracts for labor between the railroad 
companies and their employés. I endeavored to demonstrate on a for- 
mer occasion, when the bill referred to was up, that Congress had no 
more power to regulate the disposition of questions arising between 
common carriers and their hired laborers than it has to provide for the 
litigation ‘of controversies between those engaged in interstate com- 
merce and those from whom they buy their groceries, their dry goods, 
their horses, their lands, or anything else. 

These are local matters, and the fact that one of the parties to the 
controversy may be engaged in interstate commerce does not give jurisdic- 
tion over another party or over a subject-matter not coming within the 
purview of the Constitution of the United States. It is for this reason 
and on this account that Congress has no jurisdiction over this subject, 
growing out of the clause of the Constitution authorizing Congress to 
regulate commerce among the States. I believe and aver that there is 
not a judge in the United States of respectability or a respectable law- 
yer in the United States that will assume that because one of these 
parties may be engaged in interstate commerce that gives Federal ju- 
risdiction over all of their transactions with everybody else. 

Why, sir, a large part of the business of these common carriers is the 
carrying of the commerce wholly within the States. - Part of it is in- 
terstatecommerce. Thisyesolution would embraceall carriers, whether 
of State or interstate commerce. In addition to the fact that it can not 
be embraced within the clause of the Constitution relating to the reg- 
ulation of commerce between States, I assume and aver that. it is not 
embraced within the first section of the third article of the Constitution, 
which describes the sort of courts and tribunals that can be created 
under the Constitution. I affirm and aver that itcan not be embraced 
under the second section of the third article of the Constitution, which 
prescribes the various subject-matters over which the Constitution gives 
jurisdiction to the Federal courts. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? $ 

Mr. REAGAN. My time is very limited. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wish to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to this fact, that the condition of affairs—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman please ask his question? I 
can not give way for a speech. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That the condition of affairs borders on 
revolution. The Government would have the right on proper applica- 
tion—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I see the gentleman’s point and will answer it. If 
disturbances arise too great to be controlled by the States they. can call 
for the aid of the Federal Government. -Itb is assumed that this is a 
condition of affairs bordering on revolution. The Constitution of the 
United Statesand the Declaration of Independence assumed the capacity 
of the American people for self-government. The Constitution assumed 
to distribute and partition the powers of the Government on the idea 
of the capacity of the people for self-government. It delegated certain 
powers to the Federal Government. It reserved other powers and all 
the powers relating to local legislation to the State governments. These 
questions which relate tothe employment of laborersand local contracts 
belong to the State authority; and when Congress passes this resolu- 
tion, as I suppose it will do, or anything else that violates the Consti- 
tution [laughter], it assumes the incapacity of the people for self- 
government; it assumes that the people of the States of thiscountry are 
no longer able to preserve order, although they have Legislatures and 
governors, judges and ministerial officers, and all the means of pre- 
serving order, enforcing local and domestic rights, protecting life, per- 
son, and property, and preserving the peace of society. Itseemsto me, 
and Iwish the members of this House could realize it, that repeatedly 
of late the House has taken such action as substantially violates all 
of the provisions of the Constitution of the United States except it may 
be the preamble and the general-welfare clause. And it seems to me 
that we are very impatient to get rid of the preamble and the general- 
welfare clause. _[Laughter.] The simple question now to be decided 
by this House is whether it will deny and repudiate the capacity of the 
people of this country for self-government under the Constitution and 
the laws—whether we are to assume that the States are no lounger able 
to execute their functions, and that the power of Congress may be thus 
invoked to execute the local laws in the various States. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. REAGAN.” Ifit isbut a question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Just one question. I suppose the gentleman has 
no doubt of the power of Congress to regulate interstate commerce ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave already treated of that question, Mr. Speaker. 


I do not doubt that; but the regulation of local contracts for hire is not 
the regulation of commerce between the States, 
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Mr. BURROWS. My questionis: If Congress has the constitutional 
power to regulate interstate commerce, has it not the constitutional 
power to inquire into its partial or total interruption? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, it is no partial interruption of com- 
merce between the States and no total interruption of it that is the 
question here. As I have already said, because one side or one party 
in this controversy is engaged in interstate commerce, that fact does 
not control the question of jurisdiction. It must be the subject-matter 
that gives jurisdiction to Congress, I see that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr, CURTIN] is now present. I do not know whether 
he heard the report of the Committee on Rules which limits the scope 
of the resolution introduced by him. His resolution would have been 
subject to the same objection I am now making to the report of the 
committee, but it would have had the merit of embracing the action of 
those eleven men who met in New York city a short time since and by 
an arbitrary order raised the price of coal 25 cents a ton, but did not 
raise the price of labor one mill. ` 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said substantially all that I desire to say 
on this subject. Is my time exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes left. 

Mr. BURROWS. Idid not quite understand the answer of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to my inquiry. My question was 
this: If, as the gentleman holds, Congress has constitutional power to 
regulate interstate commerce, why has it not power toinquire into the 
partial or total interruption of that commerce? 

Mr. REAGAN. Questions arise which are of a complicated charac- 
ter. While these railroads are partially engaged in the transportation ' 
o? commerce between the States, they are also partially engaged in the 
transportation of commerce wholly within the States. But, I repeat, 
because one of the parties to the dispute is engaged in a business which 
is within the jurisdiction of Congress, to wit, interstate commerce, it 
does not follow at all that Congress has jurisdiction over the matter at 
issue here. That fact does not give Congress or the Federal Govern- 
ment jurisdiction over local contracts for the hire of labor any more 
than it gives them jurisdiction over controversies between common car- 
riers and the men from whom they buy goods or groceries or lands. I 
yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr.MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word on this subject. 
I believe the time has arrived when it is the duty of this House to speak 
words of wisdom to the men who are now out and who say that they 
are suffering on account of this labor question. It is the duty of this 
House to dispel from the minds of the Knights of Labor the delusions 
that have seized upon them, the chief of those delusions being the idea 
that relief for them liesin Congress. Relief can not be found here, nor 
can it be had from any legislative enactment with regard to the wrongs 
they complain of, and it isthe duty of this House now to speak at once, 
in order that they may pause and consider and see where their action 
is tending. How.dowestand, sir? Mr. Powderly stands at the head 
of a powerful organization and he has spoken and endeavored to act 
with wisdom; but he has shown his inability to control the organiza- 
tion, because his subordinates utterly refuse to obey his orders. 

They say, ‘‘ We wish to arbitrate.” Should not this House tell them 
that there is nothing that can be brought forward, from their stand- 
point, that admits of legal arbitration? Whatis there to be arbitrated? 
They say to the railroad companies ‘‘ We wish employment.” The 
railroad companies reply, “‘ We do not need your services.’ Then the 
men say, ‘‘ We will arbitrate:’’ and the railroad companies say, ‘‘We 
have nothing to arbitrate; we do not need your services.” That is 
thé whole case. Then why not speak to these men now and tell them 
that this is like the case of every other contract known to the laws of 
the land, that they are at liberty to say to the railroad companies, ‘‘ We 
will work for you,” or ‘‘ We will not work for you,” and that the 
railroad companies are at liberty to say to them, ‘‘ We will employ 
you,” or ‘* We will not employ you,” and that is the end of the trans- 
action. Why should not the Representatives of the le here assem- 
bled tell these men; ‘‘We have no power and can make no law that 
will make contracts for you against the will of the parties.” Let that 
be understood. Letthese men understand it, and let them understand 
that they are at liberty either to work or to refuse to work, or to go 
and take farms and be good citizens. We can give them hom s 
out of the public domain; this is all we can do. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to follow the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in his line of constitutional ar- 
gument. ‘He is himself among those who have insisted and he still 
insists upon the constitutionality of Congressional control over the 
question of interstate commerce. It has been claimed by those whose 
legal opinions are worth considering, that the power to control or regu- 
late interstate commerce included the right to regulate all the means 
of carrying on interstate commerce. Without committing myself to 
that view, I may say that I do insist upon the power and rightful au- 
thority in Congress to inquire into the facts, so that we may ascertain 
and know what legislative power or action may be based on and justi- 
fied by the facts. 

Iam quite as mindful as the gentleman from Texas, Judge REA- 
GAN, can be of how we have grown upon the use of constitutional pow- 
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ers once deemed more sacred than now. The great Berrien of Geor- 
gis, and maybe greater Marshall of Virginia, in their time never could 
ve found constitutional authority for meddling with or taking hold 
of our common schools; but we have now here estimable men good 
lawyers from those States who have no difficulty in finding this power 
which was entirely overlooked in the time of Berrien and Marshall. 
Houston, and the men of their time, found constitutional power 
to annex and tie on a great State; but they could hardly have been 
aware of the constitutional power to annex or tie together distant seas 
by a railroad below the moon but not between it and our own country. 
ə investigate to ascertain scientific facts, currents of the sea and the 
like, and we may certainly inquire into the causes of contention and 
turmoil which threaten the well-being of a whole people. 
I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe there is any member 
of this House more desirous of restricting legislation within constitu- 
tional limits than I am. Butin this case I find that we are called upon 
to deal in part with a matter which concerns governmental roads; that 
is, railroads in aid of which Government has given land and money, 
and where the Government has an interest in seeing peace and order 
prevail instead of discontent and disorder. Nay, more; the very lan- 
guage of this resolution shows that in addition the proposed inquiry is 
to be instituted in regard to interstate commerce, which is interrupted. 
There is no harm whatever in this House ing itself of full infor- 
mation in relation to these matters. The Federal Executive may be 
called upon to interpose by the governors of the States within whose 
territory these disturbances exist, and when so called upon may trans- 
mit the request to Congress. Therefore I think we ought to know ex- 
actly the causes of and the facts connected with these troubles, and for 
these reasons I have assented to the proposition as submitted. We can 
not refuse this inv i A man might just as well stop when his 
house is on fire to inquire whether he has legal authority to arrest the 
incendiary instead of on water to stop the conflagration. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock], member of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HISCOCK. . Speaker, in that brief time I can only say this: 
Seven hundred thousand men have exercised their right to petition 
this honorable body for this investigation, and, sir, I, for one, am anx- 
ious to give it to and very curious to see how many gentlemen 
on the other side of the House will invoke the Constitution by thesame 
arguments employed by them and theirpredecessors kiia Bey thirty, 
forty, or fifty years ago against the right of petition. Yes, Iam cu- 
rious to see how many there are who will record themselves by their 
votes against the demand of these seven hundred thousand men that 
have come with their wrongs and ask for sympathy, assistance, and 
redress from the Congress of the United States—how many gentlemen 
there are here who will say to these petitioners: ‘‘ We turn you away; 
and your petition is denied.” . 

Mr. REAGAN. Upon what authority doesthe gentleman state that 
seven hundred thousand men have asked for this? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman will give me time I will make it 

` very plein to him that that number, and more than that number, are 
demanding this action on the part of the House of Representatives. 
That fact been fully recognized by the committee that have unani- 
mously this resolution to the House. 

Mr. MO N. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to another mem- 
ber of the committee, A AEE from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. is matteris a very simple one. The Con- 

of the United States, like every legislative body, sits for the hear- 
ing and theredress of grievances. Even if it be true, as the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN ] says, that we have nothing to say to 
these men after the investigation is over, we certainly are bound to give 
them the investigation. e are bound to hear what the facts are, and, 
if we can, to act upon them. We must hear before we can give any- 
body even good advice. If it turns out that the facts are such that 
they can not be acted u within the purview of the Constitution 
then there will be time for the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
to repeat his constitutional discourse. But, for my part, I beg leave 
here and now—and there can be no better ity than in a time 
of trouble like this, when there seems to be great disturbances in the 
land—to protest against this everlasting putting up of the Constitution 
of the United States against every propesition w: is presented in 
this House. I say that the total effect of such action will be to make 
a mockery of the Constitution and to give point to that jest which was 
made here long years ago, that the Constitution of the United States, 
in the mind of a strict constructionist, was in favor of every bill that 
he wanted and against every bill that he opposed. And the reason 
why the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] could not answer the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] was because he was acting 
on the principle of the old jest without knowing it. Mr. Speaker, let 
us give the in tion that is demanded. 


ere the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. MORRISON. I yield two minutes to Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was recognized. 
Mr. REAGAN. What legislation can we enact upon this subject ? 
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Mr. HISCOCK. When the committee makes its report we will see 

what legislation can be had. 

: The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has the 
oor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, three questions arisein con- 

nection with this resolution: First, is the occasion one of sufficient im- 
portance to warrant an investigation? Second, is there any other power 
com t tomake the investigation? Third, is it within the scope of 
the itution for Congress to enter upon it? 
. That the occasion is one of great gravity every one will admit. That 
there is no other power adequate to inquire into the existing disturb- 
ance or to provide a remedy will I think also be admitted. Commerce 
among the States is interrupted. The resolution proposes to inquire 
into the cause of that interruption, and possibly to suggest a remedy. 
It is, in my opinion, within the scope of the Constitution, under the 
clause providing for the regulation of interstate commerce. Under that 
clause the Congress of the United States has power, and it alone has 
power, to legislate where more States than one are concerned. In this 
case many States are involved, and the power does not lie with either 
of them to make an inquiry covering the whole field or to apply an ad- 
equate remedy, if a remedy is found to be n . Lam therefore in 
favor of the proposed investigation. This is all I desire to say. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield twominutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr.CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, long before our Constitution was adopted 
there was a grand sentiment prevailing among all the people that every 
man should be guaranteed the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness, for the right of protection in these respects is above the Con- 
stitution. Under that sublime sentiment of the fathers of our country, 
the apostles of liberty, our Constitution was formed. 

My resolution, sir, only proposes to investigate the cause of the pres- 
ent unrest among the people of this country. If corporations have 
violated the right of property or liberty belonging to the humblest man 
in this country he has a right to redress, which this august assembly 
should not deny. If the workingmen have been wronged, let us under- 
stand it, and let us lay the strong hand of this great Government upon 


those who have wronged them; let us redress their wrongs, and insure. © 


to them “‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 

I hold in my hand a letter from Mr. Powderly, which I will print 
in my remarks by consent of the House. [Cries of “ Read it!’?] He 
is a bs saa gaye Starting life as a worker in the mines, he edu- 
cated h f. He conquered those twin tyrants of ardent youth— 
low birth and iron fortune—and to-day theré is not a man on this floor 
who can express sounder or more conservative sentiments or put 
them in purer English. He asks me to press this resolution so that 
the truth may be known; sothat ifthe corporations are right they shall 
have their remedy by law, and if they have oppressed their employés 
their honest labor shall be paid and the sa principle maintained 
that an honest day’s labor shall receive a full day’s wage. And if 
there is not power in this Congress under the Constitution to redress 
such a wrong, God knows our Constitution is ‘‘a rope of sand ” and is 
of no avail for the protection of the people. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, many years since, some men among the mount- 
ains of Pennsylvania, priest or prophet, happened to pierce the ground, 
and beneficent nature caused the oil to flow from the earth to meet the 
necessities of humanity. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

The § er strikes on me. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Morrison] 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania additional time? His three 


minutes have expired. 

Mr. MORRISON. How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. : 

Mr. MORRISON. I want but one, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
may use the other. 

Mr. CURTIN. The production of oil in a previously unproductive 
portion of my State invited there youth and energy and capital. The 
hills were made to blossom, towns were built, railroads were con- 
structed, and that portion of Pennsylvania became the most prosperous 
and wealthy of our Commonwealth, because there was room there for 
individual enterprise, because there were homes for the workingmen as 
well as those who employed them. But suddenly there came there a 
corporation—a mythical corporation, which is said to have its head- 
quarters in Boston, and to have a tal of $100,000,000. It laid the 
iron hand of despotisni upon that It said to the citizens, ‘‘ You 
can produce oil provided you give it to us; if you attempt to refine oil 
yourselves we have money and corporate power, and we will freeze 
you out.’ And so they did. That corporation now owns that coun- 
try, controls railroads, and exercises despotic sway. Sir, Ilived for 
four years at the capital of a despotic government; but I never knew 
in Russia such despotism as that, and if all that is alleged is true the 
people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania should be relieved by 
_ seton of this central Government, if it can not be accomplished by 

o State. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 


expired. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3395 


Mr. CURTIN. I am very sorry for it. Allow me one word more. 
I find that my resolution has been emasculated. In its t form it 
extends only to certain localities. I proposed an examination of this 
whole question of labor and capital—the rights of corporations and the 
rights of the people—so that the real truth might be exposed to the 
American people, and that we might legislate intelligently, and in de- 
. fenseofthelawsof thecountry. The timehas come when the represent- 
atives of the people will be compelled to legislate wisely and independ- 
ently. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. CURTIN. I will take the liberty of appending to my remarks 
Mr. Powderly’s letter: 
SCRANTON, PA., April 8, 1886. 
Dean Sm: Accept my sincere thanks for the kind sentiments expressed in 
your letter, Iam very hopeful of good results from the appointment of the com- 
mittee to investigate the Southwest trouble. Let its investigation be thorough, 
careful, and impartial. If the wor! n are to blame in whole or part, let 
it be made known; if the company is the offender, let it be made known. It is 
my wish that the committee to the very bottom, search every nook and 
cranny where a wrong existed or was ‘petrated. it will be for the best in- 
terests of the country at large that this investigation be proceeded with at once. 
The public has a right to know where the blame rests, for it is only by findin, 
ooe ee we are wrong that we can properly against wrong & secon: 
me. 
I bavo been a little under the weather, but I could not hold up any longer. 
I am at the desk again and will try to stay here. 
With kind wishes, [ remain, sin y and truly, yours, 


T, V. POWDERLY. 
Hon. Anprew G. Curtiy, Washington, D. 0. 


Mr. MORRISON. 
SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] should have placed his opposition to this resolu- 
tion upon constitutional grounds. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want toask pardonof the House for having given 
offense to Democrats, including the gentleman from Illinois, as well as 
to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], by referring to the Consti- 
tation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ILhope this interruption will not be taken out of 
my time. The gentleman from Texas is the last man I would have 
ex to oppose any proposition which had in view the securing of 

uable information for House upon thesubject of interstate com- 
merce. “ 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I ean not yield to the gentleman. 

We have as much right to get as much information about the difi- 
culties in these States as we have the right to buy a book on these sub- 
qaan and put itintothe Congressional Library. Itisinformation which 

have no doubt will assist the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
to perfect his interstate-commerce bill when in that bill he proposes to 
regulate the rates for carrying these freights; for if that is one of the 
subjects Congress may consider, we ought to know how much it costs to 
carry freights and what these strikes have to do with interfering with 
that carriage. 

I hope this resolution will pass unanimously, and we will not set a 
precedent of quibbling about the Constitution every time the rights of 
the laboring men are involved in this House. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, is there no time left? 

The SPEAKER. The time has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. Imerely wish tosay that the Committee on Rules—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has 


one minute g. 
The Committee on Rules have not, as alleged by 


I yield one minute to my colleague [Mr. 


remainin 
Mr. RANDALL. 
the gentlemah from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN ], emasculated the reso- 
lution. On the contrary, the committee have in their substitute given 
efficiency to the proposition, increasing the membership of the proposed 
committee and provi a plan for advancing money to execute the 
object in view. The only limitation ted is to confine the in- 
quiry to States wherein the disturbances field extended enough 
to require all the time of the committee. 
Mr. REAGAN, I understand I have one minute of my time remain- 


in 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have long been familiar with the pas- 
sion which itexcites on the otherside of the House, and especially in the 
person of the gentleman from Maine, to mention in any way the Consti- 
tution when it came in the way of exercising the despotic power by a 
popular majority. The mention of the Constitution seems to operate 
upon the gentleman from Maine like the flaunting of a red rag before a 
mad bull. Butitis only lately, since the vote upon the educational bill 
which went through here, and since the passage of the labor bill a few 
days ago, that I have come to fear he has sufficiently indoctrinated mem- 
bers on this side of the House, and especially the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER],as to make it an offense to him to speak of the Con- 
stitution. [Laughter.] 

Sir, the gentleman from Illinois talks about the regulation of inter- 
state commerce. Is it possible he assumes because men hire a laborer 
in the State of Illinois, or Missouri, or Kansas, the State of Kansas or 
Missouri are interested in the question of hiring a laborer in Illinois, or, 


vice versa, in the other Sta or that the Constitution gives the power 
to us to regulate merely local matters, because some of the parties to 
them happen to be engaged in business coming under the power of the 
Constitution? 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired, and the question 
now recurs on the substitute reported by the committee. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
then adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the call of States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction of bills will now begin. : 


WILLIAM T. JUDKINS, 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 7653) for the relief of the 
estate of William T. Judkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUIS STALLINGS. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7654) for the relief of 
Louis Stallings; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to_be printed. 


ESTATE OF JAMES H. JUDKINS, 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7655) for the relief of 
the estate of James H. Judkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSOLIDATION OF NAVAL BUREAUS, 


Mf. HERBERT also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, the 28th day of April, 1886, and from day to day 
thereafter until disposed of, except Mondaysand £, nottointerfere with the 
consideration of revenue bills, regular ps rte li erg bills, nor with the morn- 
ing hour, nor with the hour for the call of committees for the consideration of 
bills, nor with prior orders, be set apart for the consideration of House bill No. 
7635, entitled "A billtoconsolidate certain bureaus of the Department of the Navy 
and for other purposes,” and if said bill shall not have been previously disposed 

ednesday, the 5th pe of May, 1886, immediately after the reading of 


of, that Wi 
the Journal, be set a ive ion thereof in the Hoi 


for 
as in Committee of t © Whole, and that the previous question on said bill 

all amendments which may be offered thereto be considered as ordered at half 
past 5 o'clock p. m, of said 5th day of May. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 
Mr. HERBERT also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 20th day of Bee 1886, and from day to day there- 
after until disposed of, except Mondays and ridays, not to interfere with the con- 
sideration of revenue bills, regular np ph spimaces bills, nor with the mornin 
hour, nor with the hour for the call of the committees for the consideration o 
bills, nor with prior orders, be set apart for the consideration of House bill 6664, 
entitled “A bill to increase the naval establishment,” and if said bill shall not 
have reviously disposed of, that Tuesday, the 27th day of April, 1886, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the exelusive consid- 
eration thereof in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and that the previ- 
ous question on said bill and all amendments which may be offered thereto be 
sopadered as ordered at half past 5 o'clock p. m. of said 27th day of April. 


SIGNAL STATION, WEST INDIA ISLANDS. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 7656) to authorize and di- 
rect the Secretary of War to establish signal stations on the West India 
Islands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

G. E. BURBANK. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pen- 
sion to G. E. Burbank; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. BUNKER. 

Mr. DUNN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7658) for the relief 
of G. W. Bunker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA L. PETTIT. 

Mr. DUNN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7659) for the 
relief of Maria L. Pettit; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES STOBAUGH. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 7660) 
granting a pension to James Stobaugh; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JONATHAN D. STEVENSON. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. 7661) for the relief of Jonathan 
D. Stevenson, of California; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION LAWS. 
Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7662) to amend the im- 
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migration laws of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
LIGHT-SHIP, RAM ISLAND REEF. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a light-ship at 
the south end of Ram Island Reef, Fisher’s d, Long Island Sound ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETIE A. BARBOUR. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 7664) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Barbour; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORTS, POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 7665) relating to annual re- 
see of the Postmaster-General and amendatory of section 413 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 
BOARD OF REVENUE AND CURRENCY, ETC. 

Mr. PAYSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7666) to create 
a board of management of the revenue and currency, institute a mon- 
etary system in harmony with republican principles of government, es- 
tablish an equitable standard of distribution to capital and labor, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS, + 


Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 7667) authorizing the 
granting of pensions to parents of deceased soldiers upon proof that they 
are without other present means of support than their own manual la- 
bor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Comnfittee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES N. CALLAM. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 7668) granting an increase 
of pension to James N. Callam; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. l $ 
THOMAS BREEN. 

Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7669) granting a pension 
to Thomas Breen; which was read a first and second*time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAY MARSHALL, 


Mr, LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7670) granting a pension 
to Jay Marshall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS Woop. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 7671) for the relief of Corne- 
lius Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 7672) for the relief of Henry 
H. Williams from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 

WHEAT AND CORN IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DUNHAM submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Agriculture: 


each exportin 
‘country to supply such requirements until Septem 1, 1886; the amount oi 
wheat sown in all other countries for this year's crop, with their probable sur- 
ae or shortage during the coming year; said report to be confined to the ques- 

jons asked in this resolution, and all of its statements of amounts given in 
bushels and acres, according to American measurement. 


TRUMAN CULVER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 7673) for the 
relief of Truman Culver; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

` THOMAS J. TAYLOR. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced abill (H. R.7674) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitteeon War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN A. KENNEDY. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 7675) granting a pension to 
Stephen A. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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MALINDA DENNIS. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7676) granting a pension 


to Malinda Dennis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN R. TREADWAY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H, R. 7677) granting a pension 
to John R. Treadway; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BOCKOVER. 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 7678) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Bockover; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY E. RETZ. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 7679) granting a 
ion to Nancy E. Retz; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB HUNT. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7680) grant- 
ing a pension to Jacob Hunt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 

Mr, CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 7681) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Young, of Des Moines; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. BENJAMIN F. MURRAY. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7682) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Benjamin Murray; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB L. ENGLEBERT. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7683) to increase the pen- 
sion of Jacob L. Englebert; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARTIFICIAL EYES, 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7684) making provision 
for artificial eyes for those who lost an eye in the service during the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 

Mr. CONGER also presented a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio, asking that the name of Mrs. Sarah 
Young, late army nurse, be placed on the pension-roll by special act 
of Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

JEROME B. JONES. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R- 7685) granting a 
pension to Jerome B. Jones, late a ship-carpenter in the Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, submitted a resolution requesting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the House a schedule of claims 
allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury since the allowance 
of those embraced in House Executive Document No. 7; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. r 

BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. 7686) locating a branch home 
for disabled soldiers and sailors at Burlington, Iowa; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 

Mr. FREDERICK presented a concurrent resolution of the senate 
and house of representatives of the State of Iowa, asking the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Sarah Young, of the city of Des Moines, Iowa; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MUSCATINE BANK, IOWA. 
Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 7687) to change the name of ` 


‘the Muscatine Bank, in Iowa; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 
WILHELM NOLTE. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension 
to Wilhelm Nolte, late a private of Company A, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE C. M’NAIR. 
Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 7689) granting a pension to 
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Caroline C. McNair; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


g RACHEL BARNES. 

Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7690) ting a pension 
to Rachel Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANON. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7691) granting condemned 
cannon to Robert Provard Post, No. 414, Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Carson, Iowa, for monumental purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7692) granting condemned 
cannon to William Layton Post, No. 358, Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Oakland, Iowa, for monumental purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7693) granting condemned 
cannon to W. W. Updegraff Post, No. 161, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, at Macedonia, Iowa, for monumental p ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SALLY YOUNG. 

Mr. LYMAN also presented a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, asking the passage of an act granting a 
pension to Sally Young, of Des Moines, Iowa, for service as a nurse 
during the late civil war; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 

C. BARBER. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 7694) to increase the pen- 
sion of C. Barber; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. JAMES M’LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 7695) for the relief of Capt. 
James POTERE ECA Company E, Tenth Kansas Militia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. ROBAUGH. 


Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7696) for the relief of 
George W. Robaugh, Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Kansas Mili- 
tia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CHURCH. 


Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7697) for the relief of 
William Church, Company C, Second West Virginia Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

$ ROBERT K. BENNETT. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 7698) granting a pension to 
Robert K. Bennett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. A. M’FADDEN. 

Mr. PERKINS ¢ntroduced a bill (H. R. 7699) granting a pension to 
E. A. McFadden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. POE. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7700) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John R. Poe; which was read a first and md time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FOURTEENTH KANSAS CAVALRY. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7701) to define the status and 
for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of certain recruits for 
the Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers who were killed at Lawrence, 
Kans., August 21, 1863, by guerrillas; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH G., FARIS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7702) for the relief of Jo- 
seph G. Faris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA A. PROBERT. 
_ Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 7703) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna A. Probert; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 

. Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7704) to 
ponas for a classification of the public lands and for a revision of the 
aws relating to the public lands; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. ~ 
ESTATE OF FRANCIS M, MURRAY. 

Mr. HALSELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7705) for the 
relief of the estate of Francis M. Murray, d ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JEROME S. RIDLEY. 

Mr. HALSELL also submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to bay 
out of the contingent fund of the House to Jennie Caruthers and Henrietta 
ley, children and heirs of Jerome S, Ridley, late an employé of the House, asum 
equal to his salary for six months and also the necessary funeral expenses, not 
to exceed $250. 

THOMAS HOSKINS. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 7706) granting œ pension to 
Thomas Hoskins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CRESSY ROBERTS. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R.'7707) granting a pension 
to Cressy Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HAMMONS. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a resolution by the senate of Ken- 
tucky, asking for arrears of pension to James Hammons; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P, THORNE. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 7708) 
for the relief of William P. Thorne; which was first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK L. HALL, 


Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 7709) for the relief of Frank 
L. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

= GEORGE M. PRIEST. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7710) for the relief of 
George M. Priest; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS MILLET. 


Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7711) for the relief of 
Francis Millet; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALASKA RECONNAISSANCE, 


Mr. WADSWORTH submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to this House the official report by Lieut. H. T. Allen of his reconnaissance in 
1885 in Alaska, 

VIRGINIA TAYLOR RANDALL. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to 
Virginia Taylor Randall; ‘which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. IRION introduced a bill (H. R. 7713) for the relief of the Citi- 
zens’ Bank of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSITORS, BANKS OF NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 7714) for the relief of cer- 
tain depositors in the banks of New Orleans whose deposits were re- 
moved by Generals Butler and Banks; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TREATY WITH POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. IRION (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7715) to ena- 
ble the Secretary of the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipulations 
with the Pottawatomie Nation or tribe of Indians; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LIEUT. CHARLES H. NYE. 


Mr. IRION . (by request) also submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish this House with a copy of that part of the record of the retiring board, 
assembled at Brooklyn barracks, Brooklyn navy-yard, in October, 1864, relat- 
ing to the retiring of Lieut. Charles H, Nye, of the United States Marine Corps; 
also with a copy of the charges preferred by Lieut. Charles H. Nye, United States 
Marine Corps, against Colonel Delaney, of said he gi together with all the pa- 
pers since filed looking to the restoration of said Lieut. Charles H. Nye to the 
active or retired list of said corps. 


LIZZIE BROWN. 
Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7716) granting a pension to 
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Lizzie Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SERVICE OF PROCESS IN POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 7717) to regulate the service 
of process in the police court of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. KOCH. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 7718) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Koch; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DUPLICATE TAXES. 4 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 7719) for the repayment of 
duplicate taxes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE P. HAVEN. 
Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7720) for the reliefof 
George P. Haven; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELLEN J. WELCH. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension 
to Ellen J. Welch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS E. PARSONS. 

Mr, WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 7722) granting a pension to 
Louis E. Parsons; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ipvalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 7723) for the relief of certain 
surviving widows of soldiers who served in the last war with Great 
Britain in 1812—15; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


Mr. ROCKWELL introduced a bill (H. R.'7724) for the erection of a 
milling shop at the nationalarmory, Springfield, Mass.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. FLOWERS. 


Mr, BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 7725) for the relief of Will- 
iam T. Flowers; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WINDER’S BUILDING. 

Mr. CARLETON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7726) to ex- 
tend Winder’s building for the construction of a hall of records, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BETSEY WHITESIDE, ‘ 

Mr. FISHER introduced a bill (H. R. 7727) for the relief of Betsey 
Whiteside, widow of Capt. Richard Whiteside, Company A, One hun- 
dred and fifth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH COLLINS, 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 7728) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GIDEON C. LAKE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7729) grant- 
ing a pension to Gideon C. Lake; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS H. WEBB. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 7730) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas H. Webb; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RUFUS G. AMMONS. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7731) for the relief 
of Rufus G. Ammons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. _ 

FRANZ ROSSRUCKER, 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 7732) for the relief of Franz 
Rossrucker, late private Company A, Fifth Wisconsin Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, refitred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SIDNEY W. WHITELOCK. 


Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7733) for the relief of Sid- 
ney W. Whitelock, late private Company K, Eleventh Regiment Mis- 
souri State Militia Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

x JAMES F. WOOLEY. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 7734) for the relief of 
James F. Wooley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; PUBLIC BUILDING, HANNIBAL, MO. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 7735) making an appropriation 
to complete the public building at Hannibal, Mo., in accordance with 
the original plan of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and to 
make the same fire-proof; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. PARKS. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7736) to increase the pen- 
sion of George W. Parks; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7737) granting a pension 
to William S. Campbell; which was read a first and sont time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ACTION AGAINST RECEIVERS OF RAILROAD CORPORATIONS. 

Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 7738) to provide for rag ie 
cution in State courts of certain actions against receivers of 
corporations appointed by order ofany court of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FEDERAL CODE OF PROCEDURE. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7739) to provide for the 
preparation of a Federal code of procedure; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FOUNDER OF THE RAILWAY POSTAL SEKVICE, 

Mr. BURNES introduced-a bill (H. R. 7740) requiring the Post- 
master-General to provide appropriate recognition of the founder of the 
railway postal service; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SOLOMON HOLT. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7741) granting a pension 
to Solomon Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. HOBBS. 

Mr. DAWSON introduced a bill (H. R. 7742) for the relief of Will- 
iam G. Hobbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH HAUPTMAN. 

Mr. DAWSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7743) for the relief of 
Joseph Hauptman; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Soutnittes on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA BELL. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 7744) granting a pension to 
Joshua Bell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. CARD. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7745) for the relief of James 
D. Card; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALICE E. DE GROOT. 

Mr. HEARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7746) to refer 
the claim of Alice E. De Groot, administratrix of William H. De Groot, 
deceased, to the United States Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and sevond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 
WILLIAM H. WHEELER. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 7747) granting a pension to 
William H. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOHN H. STUCKER. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7748) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Stucker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARETUS N. BUTLER. 
Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pen- 
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sion to Aretus N. Butler; which was read a first and second time, re- | Patrick Haney; which was read a first andsecond time, referred tothe 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN W. PAYTON. y 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri (by Mr. WADE), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the pension-roll; 
which was réad a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JANE JACKSON. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 7751) granting a pension to Jane 
Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN GRIFFITH, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 7752) granting a 
pension to John Griffith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TARRELL W. YOUNG. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 7753) for the relief of Tarrell 
W. Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTE BRUNS. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 7754) to pension Henriette 
Bruns; which wag read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED BARNES. 

Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 7755) to increase the pension 
of Alfred Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. DODGE. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 7756) to increase the pension 
of William T. Dodge; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISRAEL K. JOHNSON. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7757) granting a pension 
to Israel K. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUSSEL F. LOOMIS. : 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7758) for the relief of Rus- 
sel F. Loomis, of Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE P. WARD. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 7759) increasing the pension 
of George P. Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABIGAIL RICHARDS. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7760) granting a pension 
to Abigail Richards; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

a ROSINA GEIBEL, 

Mr. LEHLBACH introduced a bill (H. R. 7761) granting a pension 
to Rosina Geibel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JONATHAN SKINNER. 

Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7762) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jonathan Skinner, deceased, late of New Jersey; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BROCK, 

Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a resolution directing the Commit- 
tee on Accounts to ascertain the amount of money due Henry Brock 
for rent of house No. 200 New Jersey avenue, and repairs of the same; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, 

BELFORD E. DAVIS. 

Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R.'7763) granting a pension to Bel- 
ford E. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS’ QUARTERS AT NEW YORK ARSENAL. 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. '7764) for the erection of officers’ 
quarters at New York arsenal; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Groundsgand or- 
dered to be printed. 

FELIX MARCINKOWSKI. 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. 7765) for the relief of Felix Mar- 
cinkowski; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK ILANEY. 
Mr. VIELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7766) to grant a pension to 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS MANY. 

Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. 7767) granting a pension to 
Thomas Many; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE WATERS. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 7768) giving the Secretary of 
War power to authorize the construction of bridges over the navigable 
waters of the United States; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

PETER C. CHEEKS. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7769) to increase the pen- 
sion of Peter C. Cheeks; which was‘read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

-~ MONUMENT AT STONY POINT, N. Y. : 


Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 156) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to erect at Stony Point, N. Y., a monument; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BEACH. I ask that the joint resolution be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution. 

PERRIN WATERMAN. 

Mr. PINDAR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7770) granting 2 
pension to Perrin Waterman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NIGHT INSPECTORS, NEW YORK AND BALTIMORE. 

Mr. PINDAR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7771) for the 
relief of night inspectors of the ports of New York and Baltimore; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSESSMENT OF AD VALOREM DUTIES. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 7772) relative to assessments 
of ad valorem duties on imports, and for other p ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HOLLISTER E. GOODWIN. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief of 
Capt. Hollister E. Goodwin and his sureties; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS FAIRHURST. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a biil (H. R. 7774) granting a pension to 
Thomas Fairhurst; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, N. Y. 

Mr. BURLEIGH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7775) to increase the 
appropriation for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL GORMAN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7776) for the 
relief of Samuel Gorman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 7777) to tax the manufact- 
ure and sale of oleomargarine; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTA ANN M’COLLY. 

Mr, PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 7778) granting a pension to 
Electa Ann McColly; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PICKERT. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7779) granting a pension 
to William Pickert; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HULDAH L. HOLDEN AND OTHERS. - 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7780) granting a pension 
to Huldah L, Holden, Ida J. Smith, and Ezra D. Ellis; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensio ms, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE SCHOOLS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE introduced a bill (H. R. 7781) to amend the act 
entitled “‘An act to encourage the establishment of public marine 


schools, approved June 20, 1874,” so as to extend it to the port of 
Cleveland, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES A, SAMS, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 7782) 
for the relief of James A. Sams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NANCY E. SAMS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
7783) for the relief of Nancy E. Sams; which was read a first and second 
time, eee to the Committee on Invafid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADMINISTRATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R- 
7784) to remedy certain hardships arising under the execution of the 
internal-revenue Jaws and to give to United States commissioners juris- 
diction of certain violations thereof; which was read a first and second 
time, Poad to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN INTERNAL-REVENUE EMPLOYÉS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina (by request), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 7785) for the relief of certain gaugers and other internal-revenue 
employés who have been assigned to duty and have rendered services 
before the date of their qualification; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A? M. POWELL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina (by request), also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 7786) for the relief A. M. Powell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. e p 
CLERKSHIP OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


Mr. DIBBLE offered the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the clerkship of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be an annual clerkship, with Saree eset pe at the rate of $2,000 an- 
num, and the provision for the payment of such clerk be made out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House during the present session at the said rate, and there- 
after be provided for as other annual clerkships of committees of this House. 


BATELLE & EVANS. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 7787) for the relief 
of Battelle & Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT BURKE. 
Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7788) granting a pension to 
Robert Burke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER B. ICENBARGER. 

Mr. LITTLE introduceda bill (H. R.'7789) for the relief of Alexander 
B. Icenbarger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OWEN L. M’CARTY. 

Mr: EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 7790) granting apen- 
sion to Owen L. McCarty, of Niles, Turnbull County, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GILLILAN, 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 7791) for the relief of John 
Gillilan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT W. HUBBARD. 
_ Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7792) granting a pa 
sion to Robert W. Hubbard, lateof the First Ohio Heavy Artillery Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN ROBINSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7793) for 
the relief of John Robinson, late of the Fifth West Virginia Cavalry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL H. NYE. 


Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 7794) for the relief of Daniel 
H. Nye, late lieutenant in the Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WILGERS. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 7795) granting a 
ion to Thomas Wilgers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES LONG. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7796) grant- 


ing a pension to James Long, of Company D, Ninety-third Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS SHELINE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7797) for the 
relief of Amos Sheline, and to remove the charge of desertion against his 
military record; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL GILFOIL. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7798) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael Gilfoil; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. “ 

CLAIMS AGAINST NICARAGUA. 

Mr. HILL (by request) submitted a resolution concerning the settle- 
ment of claims against Nicaragua; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. HILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7799) to regulate 
the settlement of claims against the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK HANLEIN. $ 

Mr. HILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief 
of Frank Hanlein; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. MEREDITH, 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 7801) granting a pension to 
Sarah M. Meredith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT A. M’MURRAY. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvenia, introduced a bill (H. R. 7802) for the 
relief of Robert A. McMurray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN WIGHTMAN. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7803) 
for the relief of the estate of John Wightman, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH LIGHTHISER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 7804) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Lighthiser; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCIAN ROLAND. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced w bill (H. R. 7805) directing 
the Secretary of War to amend the record of Lucian Roland; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL CLARK, DECEASED. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7806) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Samuel Clark, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EDWARD G. PENDLETON. 

Mr. "BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 7807) to muster Edward G. 
Pendleton as captain of calvary into the service of the United States 
and to pay him for his services from August, 1861, to July 10, 1864, 
inclusive; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH DERITT. : 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 7808) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Deritt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MEDAL TO JAMES BROGAN. 

Mr, STORM introduced joint resolution (H. Res. 157) directing the 
Secretary of War to issue a medal of honor to James Brogan in lieu of 
one lost; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN STEVENS. 


Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 7809) for 
the relief of Edwin Stevens; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RACHEL T. ABBOTT. 


Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R.7810) granting a pension to 
Rachel T. Abbott, mother of Eli Conner, late lieutenant-colonel Eighty- 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
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JACOB DULL. 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 7811) 
granting a pension to Jacob Dull; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PARMENUS SMITH. . 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7812) granting a pension to 
Parmenus Smith, Company K, Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS MAY. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 7813) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Thomas May, late private Com- 
pany B, Twelfth Regiment Reserve Volunteer Qorpa; Pennsylvania; 
which was read a first and second time; referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEMAN D. FORREST. 

Mr. a ara also introduced a bill (H. R. 7814) for the relief of 
Leman D, Forrest, late first lieutenant Company F, Thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C, FREMONT. 

Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. 7815) for the relief of John 
C. Frémont; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM GARRETT. ` 
Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of 
William Garrett, of Nashville, Tenn.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
ted. 


HEIRS OF R. R. BLACK. 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 7817) for therelief of 
the heirs of R. R. Black; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. W. JEFFERSON. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 7818) for the re- 
lief of J. W. Jefferson; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MUSEUMS OPEN SUNDAY. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 158) 
to require public museums and institutes to be kept open on Sundays; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF PROMOTION, MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7819) 
to establish the order of promotion of the Medical Department of the 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANN ATKINSON. 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7820) 
gran an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; which was read a 
rst and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
S. W. EDWARDS. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 7821) for the relief of 
8. W. Edwards, of Carroll County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

F. L. SIDEBOTTOM, DECEASED. / : 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 7822) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of F. L. Sidebottom, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. 8. FLAKE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 7823) for the 
benefit of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel Howard; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 7824) for the relief of Perez Dick- 
inson, survivin, er of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, of Knox- 
ville, Tenn. ; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE MORROW. 

Mr, HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7825) for the relief of Char- 
Jotte Morrow (colored), of Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read a firstand 
second - time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
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D. A. HARVEY. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7826) for the relief of D. A. 
Harvey, of Washington County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JERRY SIMERLY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7827) for the relief of Jerry 
Simerly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7828) for the relief of Jerry 
Simerly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PLESANT M. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7829) for the relief of Ples- 
ant M. Chapman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. S, E. COX. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7830) for the relief of Mrs. 
S. E. Cox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS S. BAKER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7831) for the relief of 
Thomas S. Baker (colored), of Loudon County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 

J. H. FRYAR. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7832) for the relief of J. H. 
Fryar, of Loudon County, Tennessee; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LUCETTA CORSE. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 7833) granting a pension to 
Lucetta Corse; which was read a first and pessoal time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN F. Woop. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7834) to increase the pen- 
sion of Warren F. Wood; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MARTINSVILLE, VA. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7835) for the erection ofa public 
building at Martinsville, Va., which was read a first and second at 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ord: 
to be printed. j 

INDEBTEDNESS OF THE STATE OF VIRGINIA. : 

Mr. BRADY introduced.a bill (H. R. 7836) to authorize the President 
of the United States to appoint a board of commissioners to investigate 
to what extent the United States may be legally or equitably liable for 
the debt due by the State of Virginia, the extent of the equitable lia- 
bility of the United States to the bondholders of other States and to for- 
eign bondholders on account of the acts of the State ee of Vir- 
ginia nullifying the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES T. LIVESAY. 

Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7837) for the relief of 
Charles T. Livesay; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARA C. LACKEY. 

Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7838) granting an increase 
of pension to Clara C. Lackey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH F. CONARD. 
Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 7839) for the relief of Joseph 
F. Conard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH R. DAVIS. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7840) for the relief of Joseph 
R. Davis, late artificer of the Eleventh Massachusetts Battery; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 

CORNELIUS KENDALL. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 7841) granting a pension to Cor- 
nelius Kendall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. TETER. 

Mr, GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R, 7842) granting a pension to 
George W. Teter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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EDWIN R. PARKS. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to 
Edwin R. Parks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GALON L. LAMB. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 7844) tocon- 
firm the title to certain lands in Monroe County, Wisconsin, and to au- 
thorize a patent to issue therefor to Galon L. Lamb; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. a 

MARY JANE BLAIR. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7845) to 
grant a pension to Mary Jane Blair, widow of William H. Blair, de- 
ceased, late a private soldier of Company H, Forty-fourth Regiment of 
Wisconsin Volunteers; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BARNEY DUFFY. 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK (by Mr. LA FOLLETTE) introduced a bill (H. 


R. 7846) for the relief of Barney ; which was read a first and second 
me, Sia to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
print 


FRANK M. BUDD, 


Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 7847) granting a pension to |, 


Frank M. Budd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JONATHAN KIMBALL. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill R. 7848) for the relief of 
Jonathan Kimball, lieutenant-colonel Fifty-eighth Regiment Ilinois 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. HAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7849) to establish a board of 
commissioners to examine, adjust, and report on all claims arising out 
of Indian treaties and depredations committed by Indians, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK H. BURR. 


Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7850) for the relief of Freder- 
ick H. Burr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7851) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River in Montana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 7 

PRUDENCIO LOPEZ. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7852) for the relief of 
Prudencio Lopez; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MANUEL SILVA. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7853) for the relief of 
Manuel Silva; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NAZARIO GONZALES. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7854) for the relief of 
Nazario Gonzales; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUAN LUCERO. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7855) for the relief of 


Juan Lucero; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JUAN MONTOYA. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7856) for the relief of 
Juan Montoya; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VALIDATION OF TERRITORIAL ACT. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 7857) to validate an act of 
the Legislative Assembly of os 2s Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the mittee on Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES CRUTCHETT. 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7858) for 
the relief of James Crutchett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. DINGEE & CO. s 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7859) for 

the relief of 8. Dingee & Co., their executors, heirs, or assigns; which 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ORDZR OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories, 
If there be no objection, the Chair will ize the gentlemen who 
were not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 7860) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 
1880; which was read a first and second time, refe to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT S$. M’NUTT. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 7861) prong 
secon: 


a pension to Robert S. McNutt; which was read a first an 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WESLEY S. CRANE. : 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7862) for- 
the relief of Wesley S. Crane; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FANNY GORDON. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 7863) for the relief of Fanny Gordon, nee Fanny Kelly; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JASON BOOTH. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 7864) to in- 
crease the pension of Jason Booth; which was read a first and second 
Spie; are to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rin 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a re- 
cess for one hour, in order that members may view the procession of 
the veterans of 1861. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and thero were—ayes 35, noes 55. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER.: The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSEND] 
and ene from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] to act as tellers. 

The tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 76. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I find that there is nota quorum 
present, and I shall not insist upon my motion, but I presume that any 
gentleman who desires is at liberty to go out and view the procession. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the Chair will ree- 
ognize for the introduction of bills gentlemen who were not present 
when their States were called. 

) CONDEMNED CANNON. 
Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 7865) granting condemned 
cannon to Joe Spratt Post, No. 323, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
ent of New. York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be pened: 
EMILY DAILEY, 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 7866) for the relief of Emily 
Dailey, widow of James Dailey, late a private in Company H, Third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers inthe Mexican war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH M’KIMM. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 7867) for the relief of Elizabeth 
McKimm; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. JANE SHEETZ. 
Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7868) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jane Sheetz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOPHIA BEELER. 


Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7869) to increase the pen- 
sion of Sophia Beeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHANNA ECKHARDT. 


Mr. HOLMAN (by Mr. Matson) introduced a bill (H. R. T50) 
granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; which was read a first 


second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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PATRICK CULHAN. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. E. 7871) to increase the pen- 
sion of Patrick Culhan, late a ee in Company B, Twenty-second 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry; w ich was read a first and second ease 
ae aie to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

nted. 

GEORGE 8. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 7872) increasing the pension of 
George S. Livingston; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE B. COSBY. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7873) for the relief of George 
B. Cosby, late lieutenant United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DANIEL CONNOR. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7874) to grant a pension 
to Daniel Connor; which was read a first and second. time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ POLICE REGULATIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R, 7875) to amend police 
ions of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 
BARNEY LUDDY. 

_ Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7876) granting a pension 
to Barney Luddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH PERRY. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7877) granting a pension to 
Joseph Perry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present 
consideration House bill No. 2239, authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to deliver to the original owners the contents of certain boxes depos- 
ited in the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina moves to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by him. The bill will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


as chatepncarogp rere That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
and directed to deliver, = er such rules and regulations ns as he Bere 


owners, any silverware, Jewelry po 
sited in June, 1800, in the Treasury ee United 


Provided, T Nonaka poot send he Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
made by li hereon the ownershi ete, identification of the said silver- 
ware, jewelry, A pie its, watches, or other articles. 

Src. 2. That of tho sereonel kena p Meer anaE perang tanked raan ri 
AEON ee ree ae heath peron. gaa iea this act shall be ot less 
than six newsp: irany hae ice momen rank all of 

articles w. maay remain in the United States Treasury two years after 
the passage of this act 1 be duly advertised and sold at public nied nea under 
such rules and as-the Secretary of the shall prescribe, and 

net the eovered into the 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? If not, the question is on ordering it to be engrossed and read 
athird time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an somine to 
the bill, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ akirat "at as sos Sornos 10, in section 1 of the bill, insert 

ike character received at the ‘Treasury 


the follo : “also pcp 
ay rnin poeta ea LRU ADGA tener the P of tho 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poets and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


the latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the remainder of this day 
is set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer a 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. BARBOUR] de- 
mands the regular order, which cuts off requests for unanimous con- 
sent. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Itis simply a resolution—— 

The SPEAKER. Not for present consideration? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I decline to waive the demand for the regular or- 
der, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] de- 
clines to yield. : 

UNIONTOWN—ANACOSTIA, 
Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the House Calendar 


Senate pin 633, “An act to change the name of Uniontown to Ana- 
costia.’ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That that portion of the District of Columbia heretofore 
known and designated as Uniontown, from and after the approval of this act, be 
known and designated as Anacostia, 

Passed the Senate January 8, 1836. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill = 
passed ; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid o- the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POTOMAC FLATS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up Senate bill No. 335, ‘An act topro- 
vide for protecting the interests of the United States in the Potomac 
River flats, in the District of Columbia.” I ask that the bill and the 
report be read for the information of the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit peers) bet TARNA DORDA mate 
States to institute, as soon as iene fice 
lumbia, a suit against ee 


ofthe Attorney-General of the United 
© supreme court of the District of Co- 


rebate 


and making clear the oe 
t the suit mentioned in 
of a bill in matory boa d and there shall be made 
and corporations known to set up or assert any claim or 
or water in said first section mentioned, and 


ariran AAPP 


Say knew tate the court may order such as it 
shall think fit to any in interest. 

Sec. 3. That the said a shall then pore ret with all practicable expedition 
to a final determination all pie oe drawn in question therein; 
and the said Gonne sa ARDOA n by its decree 
termine every question oi ht, H, af wasp or claim arising in the premises, 
and to vacate, aunul, set npn mages claim of any character arising or 
a nc anh i aaah Son x CE oe be final and conclusive upon all 


rations parties to the suit, or who shall fail, after public notice 
espana i this act provided, to appear in said court and lit his, her, 
or its claim, and they shall be deemed forever barred from setting up or main- 
— ae An Ge nate oe the 


pment pone to 
States, the said court 


paves to the complete and paramount right of 
i3 E the value of any 


shall forthwith an 


Ty of the Uni Sea Pi by etre Joore hombre 
min alt the i an by bred ar mete corporation shail 

upon g! an ol person oi 

tho United d the sum so ned to be the value of such privato 
ri t title: or interest shall 


appeal 
in panda aisen laining of such de- 
Cpe 


as, shoe gunn 

Sec. 6. Tint cntll thee finale ecision of the matter hereinbefore in this act men- 

tioned shall have been had, no rye ap riated for the improvement of the 

roe os oi establishment of lines in the ise wigs bed Columbia, 

and the raising of the flats therein, shall be expended otherwise than upon prop- 
riag sae ern hore lend caini ad versa to the title of the United Blots, 

or for the improvement of navigation in the said river., _ 

The report was read, as follows: 


835) to provide for 
River fate, in the Bisteiet of Columbia, submit the following 

The Co: od Banio bill 335, 
“to N LEE Aea TEAT the interests of the United States in the Potomac River 

flats in the ict of Columbia,” and unanimously report the same to the House 

with the following amendment: 

Add at the end of the last section of said bill; 

“Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed so as to affect 
existing lawful contracts for work on said flats.” 

_ Asthus amended they recommend the bill do pass, 


The amendment reported by the committee was as follows: 


At the end of section 6 add: 
That nothing contained in this act shall be construed so as to 
affect existing lawful possi dart for work on said flats." 
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Mr. BARBOUR. The amendment reported by the committee was 
submitted by the engineer in charge of the improvement of the Poto- 
mac flats. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to offer an amendment to section 4. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I presume the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee takes precedence. 


The SP. That will first be voted upon. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia was adopted. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I have another amendment coming from the same 
source. It is not reported by the committee, but I have been requested 
to present it. It is, to insert after the word ‘‘ river,” at the end of line 
8, section 6, the words ‘‘or upon the portions of the flats where in the 
opinion of the Attorney-General the title is vested in the United States.” 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the amendment just read allowing 
money to be expended on such portions of the flats as the Attorney- 
General may say belong to the United States should not, in my judg- 
ment, be adopted. The Houseshould understand that large appropria- 
tions have been made for the improvement of the flats along the Poto- 
mac. Four years ago, against the le of the House, the Senate 
inserted in the River and Harbor bill an item of $400,000 for the im- 

rovement of these flats. This was done in the face of the fact thata 
loo part of the flats was in litigation and alleged to be private prop- 
erty. We tried here to defeat that proposition, but were unable to do 
so without giving up the whole bill. 

Under the appropriations heretofore made—I do not know how much 
has been appropriated since the appropriation of $400,000—the work 
upon the improvement of these flats has been going on. While I am 
not an engineer, my impression is that, if we may trust to the laws of 
nature, when this work has once been accomplished according to the 


plan which contemplates the expenditure of several million dollars, it | land 


will then cost the Government, if this city is to be saved, nearly as 
much money to remove that work as it will have cost to put it down. 

According to the old chart there was a channel that came out toward 
the east bank near Easby’s Point and ran down the Washington front; 
but when the bridge was built, or at some other time, the old east chan- 
nel of the Potomac from the bridge upward was closed, and thus the 
water was confined to the channel near the Virginia shore. Now, the 
water from the hill country above comes very rapidly down to where it 
strikes tide water at Georgetown; and in case of great freshets the tend- 
ency is to bank up the water so as to overflow the lower part of the 
city, which has sometimes occurred. 

In order to avoid the injury resulting from this banking up of the 
water when the floods pour down from the mountains to tide water, the 
water should have sufficient means of passing off; and one of these 
means was the old east channel song the Washington shore, which has 
now been obstructed. The object of the work now going on is to take 
up all the flats on the east side of the river, forming the wide basin at 
the head of tide water—to improve those flats, making a great orna- 
mented park of them. In doing this the channel of the river is neces- 
sarily contracted, so that when the work is completed the channel will, 
in my judgment, be too small to allow the passing off of the flood tides 
from the mountains; and the embanking of the water will cause it to 
overflow not only the park which it is proposed to make, but the lower 
pae of the city. This, I think, will be the inevitable effect; but asit 

proposed to spend several millions of dollars in Washington city, I 
presume that is a sufficient answer to all I can say. 

Iknow engineers tell us that the present plan is all right; that they 
are going to eepen the channel; but this work makes a narrow chan- 
nel in tide water, so that the water as it pours from the mountains can 
not flow off rapidly enough to avoid the embanking of the water and 
the consequent overflow. Unless engineers can do better work than 
the Almighty did when he created the river and its shores, the effect I 
have described must result. 

Now, I suppose an effort will be made when this bill goes to the Sen- 
ate—it hasnever been possible to get the Committee on Commerce or the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House to appropriate these 
large sums for the improvement of private pro —but when the bill 

to the Senate another amendment will probably be put on provid- 

for ing hundreds of thousands of dollars in the improvement- 

of private property, or property at least to which the Government has 
not an Lape cere title, property that is claimed by other people. A 
small part of that property, it is now claimed, belongs, in the opinion 
of the public officers, to the United States. But at the time the orig- 


inal a riation of $400,000 was made and this work ina it 
was ed that the whole belonged to the United States. I think we 
shall be prudent if we refuse to authorize any further expenditure on 


these flats, and limit our appropriations to improving the atl cape of 
the river, to which, of course, I have no objection; for I think the chan- 
nel ought to be deepened up to Georgetown. But weshould not adopt 
pond yan soy that would authorize the expenditure of money on a 
peri of these flats, unless we can control the whole of them, I 

think whole scheme is wrong. If we attempt to improve a small’ 
part of this property we may give value to private property connected 

with it, but there will be no assurance that that property will ulti- 

mately belong to tho Government. 


Henceitis, I think, Mr. Speaker, we had better not adopt this amend- 
ment. Let the work propos®i upon those flats stop and cease until the 
Government hassecured a title beyond all question. Common prudence 
would suggest no further expenditure of public money should be made 
to carry out the scheme which has been adopted, whether it is good or 
bad, until the Government knows it will possess an undisputed title to 
that property. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I am happy to know that, in addi- 
tion to the other accomplishments of my honorable friend from Texas, 
he possesses those of a hydraulic and civil engineer. But the gentle- 
man has evidently spoken to a different proposition from that now be- 
fore this House. There is no proposition here now to make appropria- 
tion of money for the improvement of these Kidwell flats. It is, on the 
contrary, a proposition which, in view of the complications about the 
title of the Government to this improvement of the river along the city 
front, at the last Congress—I say it is a proposition, instead of 
requiring the expenditure of the money which the gentleman seems to 
think it actually requires, that there shall be a suspension of all pay- 
ment of money upon that portion involved in dispute until the question 
has been wholly and completely di of. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should be glad to have the amendment read to see 
whether I am mistaken or not about it. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That is the general object of the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN, Iam talking about the amendment, not the bill. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The object of the bill is to stop the application of 
money upon any ground where the title is in dispute. But in view of 
the existing contracts, which the engineer in charge thinks of impor- 
tance—in view of those existing contracts, it is thought best they should 
not be interfered with or rescinded, but that the contractors should 
work upon other points where there is no dispute as to the title to the 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Virginia permit 
me to ask him a question for information? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The bill restricts the expenditure to the 
channel of the stream and for the purpose of navigation. The amend- 
ment, I understand, permits expenditure also on such portion of the 
river front as the Government undisputed title to, - Now, the 
question I wish to ask the gentleman from Virginia is this: What pro- 
portion of the river front would be included in that amendment? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I have a map here which will answer that ques- 
tion. The title to a large portion of it, as I understand, is in ques- 
tion. The dispute about title arises as to the Kidwell bottoms. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The question in my mind is whether any 
expenditure could be economically or properly made on parts of the 
river front without extending over the whole of it? 

Mr. BARBOUR. If this map be correct, judging from information 
I have received, it looks as though it would not be. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask for the reading of the amendment again, in 
order that we may see whether I was mistaken about it or not. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. REAGAN. I see that I was not mistaken. I approve of the 
object of the bill, but not of the object of the proviso. e bill itself 
as read is in my judgment all right, and it ought to be adopted; but 
the proviso and the amendment in my judgment are all wrong, and 
ought not to be adopted, and for this reason: Here we are going to ex- 
pend money on property which does not belong to the United States, 
or at least property which other people claim. Itseems tome we ought 
to, if necessary, arrest that work, and not allow money to be spent 
upon it. Then the amendment comes in, and it is just what I under- 
stood it to be. It makes provision we may go on orpona monay on 
that portion of the flats to which the Attorney-General may believe the 
title isin the United States. My objection isto the whole of it. Wedo 
not want to go on expending money on these flats, tocarry out a scheme 
which involves the necessity of the ownership of the whole flats, until 
the title of the Government is clear. I think we will make a mistake 
if we go on spending money on this property, making it more and more 
valuable, the result of which will be it will cost the Government, if 
finally adjudicated in favor of private parties, the increased value by 
all the improvements which have been made upon it. Remember we 
have already spent some $800,000 or $900,000 on this improvement, and 
that we will have to pay the private owners, if the title shall be declared 
to be in their hands, before the Government can get that property. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The answer to what the gentleman has said is ob- 
vious, Thereis only trouble about a small part of these reclaimed flats. 
Here upon the map the whole survey has been laid down. The red 
lines indicate where there is difficulty about the title. There are large 
pending contracts forimproving those grounds. Those contracts haye 
been made on fair and reasonable terms, and the engineer in charge 
thinks they could not be duplicated again in the United States. 

This amendment is a simple proposition that he shall go on with this 
work, but that it shall be suspended on all grounds where there is a 
dispute as to the title, with a view that the contracts may be continued 
upon other grounds where there is no defect or dispute as to the title. 
I do not think, Mr. Speaker, it is more than asimple proposition, which 
ean scarcely be objected to. . If the title, in the opinion of the Attor- 
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ney-General, the law officer of the Government, is clear, it does seem 
to me that some consideration should be given to that opinion; and I 
do not suppose in the exercise of a wise discretion the Attorney-Gen- 
eral is going to permit the Government of the United States, under the 
operation of this provision of the law, to improve other people’s prop- 
erty. I think the gentleman from Texas, therefore, is too particular, 
and that his objection is not in the interest of the Government. The 
whole object of the bill and the amendment is to prevent the improper 
application of the money provided. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allow me to say to the gentleman from Virginia 
that my argument was not intended to express a doubt as to the proper 
action of the Attorney-General. I was discussing the question upon 
an entirely different ground. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, there are one or two clauses in this bill 
to which I think the attention of this House ought to be called. Be- 
fore doing so, however, I desire briefly to state the facts out of which 
this proposed legislation grows. 

In the river and harbor act of 1882 the first provision for this Poto- 
mac River improvement was made. My recollection is that that clause 
was inserted by the Senate, and the amount appropriated, if I am not 
mistaken, was $400,000. At that time there was a question as to the 
title to these flats, and as a part of the appropriating clause this pro- 
vision was inserted in the river and harbor bill of 1882: 

It is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General to examine all claims of 
the title to the premises to be improved under this appropriation, and see that the 
rights of the Government, in all respects, are secured and protected. Ifhedeems 
it necessary he is authorized to cause a suit or suits in law or in equity to be in- 
stituted in the name of the United States in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia against any and all claims of title under any patent which, in his 
opinion, was by mistake or was improperly or illegally issued for any part of 

e marshes or flats within the limits of the proposed improvement. 

It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that there was at the very initia- 
tion of this workof improvement, at the time of the first appropriation, 
a doubt in the mind of Congress as to whether it was public or private 
property, and the Attorney-General, therefore, was authorized and in- 
structed to institute a suit or suits for the purpose of determining that 
question. y 

That, for some reason unknown to me, and I venture to say unknown 
to any one else in this House, has never been done, and this supple- 
mentary legislation is intended to secure now what ought to have been 
obtained when the first appropriation of $400,000 was made, 

The claim in this case to title in this property originates from the 
heirs of one John L. Kidwell. I have just received from the War De- 
partment this morning, not with reference to this particular bill, be- 
cause I did not know that it was coming up to-day, but in connection 
with a matter that was pending before the Committee on Rivers and 
Har a copy of the patent to John L. Kidwell, giving the bounda- 
ries of this disputed territory. It will be seen by an examination of 
the accompanying chart which I hold in my hand what the extent of 
the claim is; and it also appears that the whole sum, if I read itaright, 

id by John L. Kidwell for these 47} acres was $23, and that was as 

ate as 1869. In other words, no longer than fourteen or fifteen years 
ago some one understood that this Congress in its wisdom would im- 
prove these flats—and it required no prophetic power to anticipate any- 
thing that this Congress would do—senta surveyer down among these 
es, or flats under water, procured a survey, and made an entry of 
these 47} acres. From that time until now there has been no legal de- 
cision as to the validity of this patent; but in the mean time Congress 
has gone forward and expended the sum of $900,000, lacking $55,000, 
in this improvement. 

What has been the effect of this expenditure? I need not state to 
this House that it has largely enhanced the value of this claim, and 
that which could have been bought, if it has a real existence, at a very 
trifling sum in 1882 has become enhanced in value, and these claimants 
may now come forward with a demand for thousands or hundreds of 
thousands of dollars from the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Kentucky indulge me for 
a question? 
Ir. WILLIS. Certainly. : 
Mr. BLOUNT. I have understood thata large part of the improve- 


ments made heretofore have been made on this land about which there 
is dispute in reference to the title. I wish to know if that is correct, 
or if the gentleman has information so that he can state whether it is 
true or not. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
statement is true. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is my understanding. I have here, however, a 
map which will show the gentleman the exact character and extent of 
the improvement. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, it is proposed in this bill to do what? Inthe fourth 
section of the bill it is proposed to give authority to the District courts 
to condemn this 47} acres, and an amount of money sufficient to pay 
the value thereof is appropriated out of the Federal Treasury. That 
part of the bill, not as its enemy but as its friend, I call attention to 
and criticise. My experience upon one of the committees of this House 
convinces me that Congress ought never to bind itself in advance to pay 
for any property to be condemned by any court. 


I will answer the gentleman from Georgia that the 


Before Congress is called to appropriate it ought to know to the ex- 
tent of every dollar what is claimed for these 47} acres. And my ob- 
jection to that part of the bill is that instead of allowing Congress to 
know the facts and then act, it proposes at one and the sametime that the 
condemnation shall be made and the money, even if it be $2,000,000— 
there is no limit—shall be immediately appropriated out of the Treas- 
ury to make that payment, 

I submit to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] that this 
is not prudent legislation. I submit to him that, in view of the char- 
acter of this claim and the very remarkable failure, to put it in the 
mildest terms, of the Attorney-General to institute this suit, which he 
was directed to do some five or six years ago—in view of the fact that 
every dollar you’ expend there is adding to the value day by day of 
this claim, Co: ought to be first placed in possession of the 
before it is asked to give a blind appropriation of any amount for the 


purpose. 

The only other portion of the bill to which I call attention, and which 
I submit is in a dangerous direction, is the amendment which has been 
offered by my friend from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], in which he pro- 
poses that any appropriation made by Congress shall be authorized to 
be expended upon other parts of these flats. Now we know that every 
dollar that we expend only makes it more difficult to effect a settle- 
ment of this claim ; and I submit it to him whether it would not be 
more prudent to let this bill pass without that amendment, and with 
a clause in it instructing the Secretary of War to report back to this 
House the amount claimed by these parties, if it can be settled by vol- 
untary purchase, or the amount assessed by the court if it be con- 
demned by judicial proceedings, and then let us see how much we 
will pay, and not go in thedark and put our hand in the 
without knowing how much shall come forth to pay for this claim of 
47} acres. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Do I understand this bill admits 
the title to be in the Kidwell heirs? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not at all. But it authorizes the Attorney-General 
to institute suit, if he thinks it necessary; and if the title is found to be - 
in the Kidwell heirs, then the bill goes further, and authorizes the con- 
demnation of the property; and it goes further than that—and it is the 
last step I am criticising—it authorizes the payment of the amount 
without the intervention of Con 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Have we gone so far that we must do that? 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir. Iam contending against that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Have the improvements reached that stage 
that we must have that property ? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is a question which I presume the engineer 
would answer affirmatively. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then have we gone blindly so far that we 
have got to go further? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is what I have been saying this proposition 
amounts to. We have been doing wrong, and it is proposed we shall 
continue to do wrong. Con in 1882,when the first appropriation 
was made, directed the Attorney-General to investigate this title and 
report. If he had discharged his duty then this claim would either 
have been settled or it could have been purchased at some small reason- 
able price, if anything was due forit. But by failure of the 
ment to institute that suit we are now confronted with a demand for 
land which has been reclaimed under appropriations by Co: and 
the amount, if it be found a valid claim, would now be much greater 
than it would have been four or five or six years ago. And if we go 
on and pass this bill and allow the clause which the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] offers as an amendment, we are rendering it 
still more difficult to effect an amicable settlement of this claim. t 
is the extent to which I criticise this measure. Iam notan enemy of 
this appropriation. Iam not prepared to say it ought not to be made; 
but I stood in the committee in the last Congress and I stand here to- 
day asking protection against these attempts to appropriate money 
without knowing whether this is on privateoron publicland. To that 
extent my opposition goes, and no further. 

: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symrson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 67) to provide for the:formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other p ; and 

A bill (S. 880) granting a right of way to the Schuylkill River and 

| East Side Railroad Company through the arsenal and naval asylum 
| grounds at Philadelphia, Pa. 


IMPROVEMENT OF POTOMAC FLATS. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am strongly under the belief that 


this attempted entry of this land is a fraud or anattemptat fraud upon 
the Government, and I am for one unwilling to vote for any bill which 
would in any manner recognize or give any validity to that fraud. So 
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far as this bill is concerned, if it does not recognize this as a valid 
claim I have no particular objection to it. At the same time I wish 
to say I concur heartily in what the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] has said, that this Congress ought not to commit itself to any 
sum of money that may be fixed by any condemnation proceedings 
until we know what that amount of money is. 

Mr. BARBOUR. It seems to me, “ir. Speaker, that this whole mat- 
ter has been yery much exaggerated by gentlemen around me. As I 
understand it, the claim of title that is set up against the United States is 
to some of these swamp lands thathave been under water all the time, 
or have just a small surface exposed atlow tide. It that there 
are adverse claims to those lands ora portion of them, and the question 
is shall those adverse rights be adjudicated and put out of the way. 
That is the whole question. There is no great amount of money in- 
volved. All the objections that have been made have been to the bill 
as it came from the Senate. The committee of which I am the organ 
here has reported back that bill with these amendments, and if you 
are going on with this work, ifthe work is of the importance it is sup- 
posed to be, if it is to be so valuable to the city by removing the ma- 
larious emanations that come up from those depressed lands, it seems 
to me that this question should be set at rest without delay. What 
would be the use of going into the courts to litigate this question? If 
it should appear that there are any rights here of private parties, let 
those rights be determined and let this great public improvement go 
on. If those rights are adjudicated, and if a condemnation is made, a 
certain amount of money will be required to meet the report of the tri- 
bunal that makes the condemnation, but that it would amount to any 
large sum I have no sort of expectation. The property about which 
there is contention is the Kidwell flats, which are only a portion of 
the ground now under improvement. 

Mr. WILLIS. Have you the remotest idea at this time of what the 
amount would be? 
$ Mr. BARBOUR. I have an idea that it would not exceed $5,000 or 

10,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then let us fix that limit. 

Mr. WILLIS. Suppose it should be $3,000,000? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Well, fix a limit beyond which it shall not go. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I see no reason why we should not 
authorize an adjudication of the title, and afterward let Congress de- 
cide about buying the property if it is found to belong to the other 
claimants. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That course would delay the work very much. 

Mr. WILLIS. If I understand the situation, the Kidwell flats, the 
only part of the river front there that is in dispute, are the part that 
has been already reclaimed. 

Mr. BARBOUR. They have been only partially reclaimed. The 
work there has been stopped. 

Mr. WILLIS. My understanding is that that portion is entirely 
reclaimed, and that it is not proposed to work on those flats any more. 

Mr. BARBOUR. If the gentleman will look at the amendment he 
will see it is proposed that the value of the land shall be ascertained 
exclusive of any improvements made by the Government of the United 
States. Now, with such a provision, how is any large appropriation 
going to be required? e 

Mr. WILLIS. IL intended to offer an amendment, but I am perfectly 
willing to accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Virginia, and 
insert a proviso that the amount shall not exceed $10,000. As to his 
other point, however, I have no idea that the work would be delayed 
an hour by the course suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN], becauseit is not as I understand, to go on with that 
part of the work at present, but the intention is to work upon that por- 
tion of the flats the title of which isnot in dispute. ‘Therefore, if you 
have an adjudication of this claim and you report to this Congress or 
even to the next Congress, the amount that is ascertained, and leave it 
to Congress to make an appropriation, it really will not delay the work 
at all. 3 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I will add just one remark in reply 
to what has fallen from the gentlemen around me. Anybody who 
knows anything about the work of iming lands along navigable 
streams, particularly upon a great stream like the Potomac, ws that 
it is very important to carry on the work continuously and complete it 
as quickly as possible in view of the freshets that are common in such 
streams, and that are liable at any time before the completion of the 
work to undo a great part of it. For this reason alone it seems to me 
highly desirable that we should avoid all dilatory measures or proceed- 
ings in this business, Therefore I say let this title be ascertained and 
settled, and let this great work go on. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are there not two amendments pending ? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. ; 

A Ses Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, as 
‘ollows: 


After the word “‘flats"’ insert the following: ‘To which the Government pos- 
sesses undisputed title.” 
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Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. The object is to limit the expenditure to 
that portion of the river front to which the Government has a title which 
is undisputed, not merely the part to which somebody thinks the Gov- 
ernment has a good title. 

Mr, REAGAN. Thatisa proposition to go on making improvements 
which will increase the value of the portion claimed by other parties. 

ri BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the amend- 
men 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully call the attention of 
the Honse to the last section of this bill, which is in these words: 


That until the final decision of the matter hereinbefore in this act mentioned 
shall have been had, no moneys appropriated for the improvement of the Poto- 
mac River, the establishment of harbor lines in the Distriet of Columbia, and 
the raising of the flats therein shall be expended otherwise than upon roby 
in respect of which there is no claim adverse to the title of the United tes, or 
for the improvement of navigation in the saidriver: Provided, That nothing con- 
tained in this act shall be construed so as to affect existing lawful contracts for 
work on said flats, 


The SPEAKER. Itis that part of the bill to which the gentleman 
from Virginia moves the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, there are some facts connected with this 
river improvement which it seems to me ought to arrest the attention 
of Congress. Recurring to what my friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
has said as to the passage in the form of a Senate amendment of the pro- 
vision for the improvement of these flats, I have to say that, notwith- 
standing the question was constantly agitated and brought to the atten- 
tion of the two Houses, I do not think there has ever been an occasion 
when, as an independent measure, the House of Representatives would 
have been willing to assent to the improvement; and the chief objection 
has always been that the Government had not a clear title to the prop- 
erty. Difficulties in regard to the Kidwell claim and otherclaims have 
constantly been suggested; but finally the proposition, along with one 
or two other propositions which had been rejected in this House, got 
upon the river and harbor bill as amendments of the Senate, being 
finally ingrafted upon the bill under the stress of the argument thatif 
the House did not assent the bill might fail. 

My friend*from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] has called attention to a 
provision in that bill requiring the Attorney-General to examine into 
the title before any money shonld be expended under that appropria- 
tion, Yet the House is now confronted with the fact that the Depart- 
ment of Justice never went into that examination of title. Therights 
of the Government which that provision of the bill songht to secure 
were utterly disregarded. 

We are also in the presence of another fact—that the very portion of 
the flats which has been in dispute, the Kidwell claim, is among the 
first to receive attention; and the entire claim of 47} acres has been 
improved, although there has been no examination of title. The first 
money expended is devoted to the improvement of this very property in 
regard to which there is litigation. 

Circumstances like these must suggest to us that behind all this there 
has been a moving power misleading Congress and bringing us into this 
humiliating position, that we have been spending public money in the 
interest of private individuals and in utter disregard of the rights of 
the Government of the United States, 

A part of this bill provides for a continuation of this work. My dis- 
tinguished and much-respected friend from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] 
speaks of the importance of this work being continued. For one I am 
not willing to vote for the expenditure of another dollar for this work 
in the presence of these circumstances, indicating that up to this hour 
the Government has been a prey to certain private interests. 

I have no objection to such portions of the bill as provide for the ex- 
tinguishment of the title where there is a claim. But I am not sure 
that other claims may not turn up; and I am not, and have never been, 
disposed to be pressed forward regardless of questions of this kind by 
the suggestion of the importance of the work. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] hands me at this moment 
a statement from the Attorney-General, in which he says: 

It seems from a letter addressed to the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate A im yar toad of a paper pen ORO Ia COPLAS Sore 
Fand S Beventoenth street; Ad I prag a l eere that the owners of certain 
lots called water-lots, which are located between the same points, also 


claim 
riparian hts; but none of the claimants of such rights have submitted to this 
Depacecont any statement of their claims. 


Have we not notice that other claimants than the Kidwell claimants 
will appear as soon as we make further appropriations for this work? 
What guarantee have we that the first work will not be in the interest 
of these claimants, just as the money already expended has been largely 
devoted to the improvement of the Kidwell claims? 

Sir, we have been sufficiently mjsled about Washington matters. We 
are constantly having foisted upon us misli statements; and in 


view of what has been done, in view of the fact that other claims not 
yet presented to the Department of Justice are likely to be set up, the 
claimants awaiting perhaps the time when the improvement shall have 
been made, I trust we shall, like true men, see toit that no additional 
dollar is appropriated for this work until the rights of the Government 
are asserted and protected. I do trust that this bill will not pass if it 
isto be accompanied with any implication on the part of Congress that 


1886. 
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one dollar more is to be expended before these questions are settled. 
I know how easy it is to plead cy, the great value of the flats, the 
necessity of improving them with a view to the health of the city, &c. 
I expect this plea to be more and more strongly expressed as the num- 
ber of claimants to this property multiply. 

Mr. COX. What amount has already been ded on this work? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think about $900,000. If I am not correct some 
gentleman will correct me; and a large part of this sum has been ex- 
pended upon the very 47} acres which we were notified in the véry in- 
cipiency of the debate on this improvement were in litigation. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That work is not finished at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thegentleman says itis notfinished. I havea map 
in my hand that indicates otherwise. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Ihave that map here. The work is marked and 
defined, but the map does not show that it is finished. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But does not my friend concede that a large part of 
it has been completed? 

Mr. BARBOUR. No, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then the gentleman does not read the map as I do 
and as the chairman of the committee having special charge of the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors [Mr. WILLIS] does. 

Mr. BARBOUR. This map is furnished from the engineer’s office by 
the engineer himself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt of that; the only difficulty is, my 
friend does not read the report as I do, and as the chairman of the 
River and Harbor Committee does. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think there is a misunderstanding as to terms. 
A great deal of money has been expended on this work, but when it 
is completed it is to be a great ornamental park. The finishing up with 
that view has not yct been done. 

Mr. BARBOUR. There is a great deal of it not yet done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. - But a large part of the expenditure has been made 
for the improvement of property which is in dispute, which is claimed 
by private parties; and other claimants are to-day hounding on this 
matter, trying to get up, inside and outside of this House, a sentiment 
in favor of urging forward this improvement. I never did believe in 
the pleas which have been heretofore sct up in reference to this matter. 
I always believed, notwithstanding the avowals to the contrary in both 
Houses of Congress, that we should scarcely commence this work before 
these claimants would become emphatic as to their rights and a general 
acquiescence in those claims would begin to Row up in the public mind. 

I believe it will continue not only as to the Kidwell claimants, but 
as to others, until we shall show firmness and determine not to expend 
a single dollar upon these improvements until we know what our rights 


are. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to add, after the word ‘ Treasury,’’ in the 
fifteenth line of the fourth section of the bill, the following words: 

Provided, The sum shall not exceed the sum of $10,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. That would not apply to all the claimants. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope that will not be adopted. Now, the com- 
plaint as to the claim of the Kidwell heirs is well founded—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr. DUNN in the chair) There are two 
amendments already pending, and further amendment is not in order. 
Mr. SOWDEN. I will withdraw my amendment for the present. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to call attention to the fact, Mr. Speaker, 
that we have proceeded somewhat ly in this matter, and I do 
not wish our action to preclude amendment before passing the sixth 
section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not under consideration 
section by section, and amendment to the sixth section will not be pre- 
cluded by the pending amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand it, then the whole bill is open to 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Any part of the bill is subject to amendment un- 
til finally disposed of. The pending question is on the amendment of 
the tleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] to the amendment of the 
gen’ from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. WARNER’S amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. BARBOUR’s amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 25. 

So the amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now move to strike out the sixth section of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman will withhold his motion un- 
til I can offer an amendment to the fifth section of the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. That will not prevent the gentleman’s amendment. 
I will, however, withdraw my motion to strike out the sixth section 
until his amendment can be submitted. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will offer an amendment first to the fourth sec- 
tion, and afterward to the fifth section. First, as to the fourth. I 
move to strike out all of that fourth section of the bill after the word 
“States,” in the tenth line, and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘and 

thereof shall be made to Congress.” 
. HOLMAN. Thewords proposed to be stricken outin the fourth 
section are: 

And may decree that the just value thereof soascertained by the court be paid 


to the person or corporation entitled thereto; whereupon all the right, title, and 
interest of such person or corporation shall vest in the United States, and the 
sum so ascertained to be the value of such private right, title, or interest shall 
be paid out of the Treasury. 


Instead of providing for the payment of the judgment by the court 
my amendment provides only that the proceedings of the court shall 
be reported to Co 

Then the amendment I propose to the fifth section provides in case 
of an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the de- 
cision of the court below be affirmed, that no payment shall be made 
until the further action of Congress. The object is to provide no sum 
of money shall be paid for the extinguishment of claims asserted to the 
ownership of this property except by action of Congress hereafter, and 
not upon a single judgment which may be pronounced. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, from the nature of the transaction, from 
what has been already exposed, it would be the height of imprudence 
to allow this matter to go beyond the control of Congress. If there is 
to be an extinguishment of these alleged titles to this property on the 
part of individuals it should be done in the future, when all the facts 
are known. I trust, therefore, there will be no objection to adopting 
the amendment I have proposed, so that we may not act in the dark in 
this business. 

We have all witnessed, during the last four years, this extraordinary 
pressure to make an appropriation of this money. An appeal has been 
made on behalf of the absolute necessity to make the appropriation 
and to complete the improvement in order to preserve the health of 
the city. Every consideration involving human life and health has 
been brought forward and Congress has been appealed to and urged 
to make this appropriation. The appropriation, originally, would not 
have been made if had not believed it had protected as far 
as possible the rights of the public by providing that any alleged title 
claimed should be extingui in favor of the United States before 
any money should be spent upon this work; and yet, as has been re- 
marked by the gentleman from ia, the sum of eight or nine hun- 
dred thonsand dollars has been expended, notwithstanding the reason- 
able precaution of Congress; upon this very property to which it was 
known at the time there was a claim by private partiés. I trust, under 
such circumstances in addition to what has occurred during the last 
four years, not one dollar will be allowed to be expended until the 
whole facts are known. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SOWDEN ], following out the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Virginia that there should be a 
limit upon the award which may be made, submits an amendment 
that the amount under the judgmentshall notexceed $10,000. I trust 
that will not be done, for the reason that it is at the very inception a 
quasi admission on the part of Congress that the claim set up by these 
parties, under this extraordinary patent in 1869, has some validity. 
It will be construed, at all events, as a tacit admission on the part of 
Congress that there was some right in the claim which these parties 
present. And yet while that be true, it will not enter into the ques- 
tion of the judgment rendered by the tribunal; it will simply be taken 
to mean that if the judgment shall be rendered for more than $10,000 
that only $10,000 of that amount shall be paid. 

I trust the House will first take the necessary steps to ascertain the 
nature and character of the claims and the value of the property, with 
all of the facilities at its hand by a judicial ascertainment, and then 
and not until then appropriate the money. 

Mr. SOWDEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? How*does 
the gentleman propose to get a report from the United States court to 
Congress of its findings? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have expressly avoided indicating who shall 
make that repòrt, or the manner in which it will be made. It can 
come, of course, through a half-dozen different channels—— 

Mr. WILLIS. It will come through the Department of Justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It comes to our judgment through the Department 
of Justice; and I avoided, on the spur of the moment, saying how it 
eco be come inaamua as it is manifest there are a Speers of chan- 
nels through which the facts may come to the know. 
after the adjudication shall be made. tigen sr 

of this bill 


lish? It does not stop the improvement for an hour. 
interfere in the slightest degree with the main proposition which he 
has at heart. It may postpone, if the court should ascertain that the 
Kidwell heirs have some claim to this property—it may postpone its 
payment two or three or six months; but I submit, in view of the pro- 
priety of such legislation, that that delay ought not to be a question in 
his mind. It seems to me this accomplishes all he wants to accomplish 
and all that is necessary to be accomplished. First let the court judi- 
cially ascertain whether the claim is a just one or not, and then let 
Congress, with that information before it, say what it will do and how 
much it will pay. I hope he will accept the amendment. 

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I ask permission, as this is a mat- 
ter of some considerable interest and importance, and these papers 
have been sent to me from another committee, andas they 
bill—to print with my remarks a letter from the Attorney- 
the present acting Attorney-General, and also the patent of the Kid- 


— 
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well heirs, in order that Congress may have all the facts connected 
with the matter before it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the documents to which the 
gentleman refers will be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The documents referred to by Mr. WILLIS are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or Justicn, Washington, April 10, 1886. 

Sim: Referring to the communication addressed to you by this Department 
under date of the 7th instant in regard to the Potomac flats, I desire to add, by 
way of sappien thereto, that the De: ent has since been furnished with 
copies of the survey and patent of the Kidwell claim, with a chart showing its 
locality, certified by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and also a 
pap indicating the present state of the work for the reclamation of the flats, 
both at the locality of that claim and along the line of river front (between Sev- 
a and Twenty-sixth streets), where the claims of riparian rights are lo- 

These papers accompanied a communication from John Mullan, esq., dated 
the 10th instant, a copy of which, together with the papers, is herewith trans- 
—— for me information = ap) committee. 

am, sir, very respectfully, 
y JOHN GOODE, 
Acting Attorney-General. 
Hon, ALBERT S. WILLIS, 
Chairman of Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, April 7, 1886. 

Sim: I had the honor to receive your communication of the 12th ultimo, in 
whieh, by direction of the House Committee on Rivers and Harbors, vou inquire, 
what steps, if any, have been taken in order to establish the title of the United 
States to the Potomac flats in Washington city; and whether or not, in my 
nes, it would be safe and prudent for the committee to make any appropria- 
tion for the filling up of said flats at the present time. To these inquiries I now 
submit the following in ore ~ 

The act of August 2, 1882, chapter 375, by which an approprisian was made 
for “improving the Potomac River in the vicinity of Washington with reference 
to the improvement of navigation, the establishment of harbor lines, and the 
raising of the flats,” devolved upon the Attorney-General the duty of examining 
all claims of the title to the premises to be improved under that appropriation, 
and provided that, *' if he deems it necessary, he is authorized to cause a suit or 
suits in law or in eaux be instituted in the name of the United States in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia against any and all claimants of title 
under any patent which, in his opinion, was by mistake or was improperly or 
illegally issued for any part of the marshes or flats within the limits of the pro- 

improvement.” 

Attorney-General Brewster, having received from the Secretary of War sun- 
dry papers by which it a red that in the year 1869 a patent from the United 
States was issued to one John L, Kidwell, granting a of the marshes or flats 
within the limits of the aforesaid improvement, and being of opinion that such 
patent was by mistake and improperly and ig ogi issued, and also deeming it 
necessary for the protection of the nena of the United States that a judicial 

roceeding to annul the patent should be instituted, on the 28th of January, 1885, 
Loatructed the United States attorney for the District of Columbia “to bring a 
suit in equity in the name of the United States in the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia against the said John L. Kidwell, and any and all other per- 
sons claiming title under the patent issued as above, to have the said patent set 


aside or annulled.” 

Soon after these instructions were oe the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, at the last session of congrats February 23, 1885), reported and recom- 
mended the passage of a bill (S. vag aa more ample and effective provis- 
ion for protecting the interests of United States in the premises than that 
contained in the act of August 2,1882, By this act the Attorney-General is au- 
thorized to bring suit only in cases where the party claims title under a patent 
for an pash of the marshes or flats; and no power is given, should the claim of 
title nit piaraan prevail, for ascertaining the value thereof or taking any other 
steps with a view to its extinguishment. On the other hand, by the Senate bill 
(should it become a law) the Attorney-General would be authorized to institute 
a suit “against all persons or corporations who may have or pretend to have 
any ok aimee eae claim, or interest in any part of the land or water in the District 
of Columbia within the limits of the city of Washi m,or exterior to said 
limits and in front thereof toward the channel of the Potomac River, and com- 
posing any part of the land or water affected by the improvements of the Poto- 
mac River or its flats in charge of the Secretary of War, for the purpose of es- 
tablishing and making clear the right of the United States thereto.” This cov- 
ers not only claims of title to the soil within the limits of the improvement, 
however such claims may have originated, but bap AAA fy paies rights within 
the same limits, The bill furthermore provides for ining, in a summary 
way, the value of any right, title, or interest which the court, on final hearing, 
shal find to exist as against the United States; and it forever bars all persons 
and rations from setting up or maintaining any right, title, interest, or 
claim in the premises, who shall fail, after such public notice as is 

and litigate the same, 
the pendency of this bill before Congress, with the prospect of its 
early enactment into a law (it has already passed the Senate and is now in the 
House), there seemed to be some propriety in deferring the commencement of 
a suit under the existing law (which is wanting in certain respects, as above 
indicated), until Congress should have an opportunity to manifest its will touch- 
ing the law—this ap) ng to be better adapted to effectuate the ends 
sought to be attained. Accordingly, the district attorney has not, as yet, actu- 
ally instituted any suit in pursuance of the instructions hereinbefore men- 
tioned; but he has, I am informed, done a considerable amount of work in the 
way of preparation. 
patent to Kidwell referred to above embraces an area of 47.71 acres. It 
to be the only one which has been issued by the Land Department cov- 
partiof the Potomac flats in front of Washington, and the claim based 
thereon presents the only claim of title to the flats of which this De ent 
has received any definite information. However, it seems from a letter ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate by the attor- 
ney of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company that that company claims 
riparian oe along the river shore between Easby’s Point and Seventeenth 
street, and I am informed that the owners of certain lotscalled water-lots, which 
are located between the same points, also claim riparian rights; but none of the 
claimants of such rights have submitted to this Department any statement of 
their daims, As already intimated, the act of 1882 does not authorize the At- 
torney-General to bring suit against these last-mentioned claimants. 

I have, in the foregoing, shown what steps have thus far been taken in order 
to establish the title of the United States to the Potomac flats as nstadverse 
claims thereto, Briefly „they embrace the examination and consideration 
of the Kidwell claim (no other having been presented to the Attorney-General), 
the issue of instructions to bring suit to annul the patent on which that claim 
rests, and preliminary preparation for such suit. 


erein pro- 


In regard to the point whether it would be safe and prudent to make any a 
propriation for the filling up of said flats at the present time, I submit that, 
the light of the information which I possess, I am unable to perceive wherein 
the Government would incur any risk, or Jose any advantages it now has, should 
such appropriation be made, especially if its expenditure be limited to those 
parts of the improvement in respect of which there is no claim adverse to the 
rightand title of the United States. I remark, in this connection, that the Senate 
bill above referred to, as it that body, contains a provision which thus 
limits the expenditure of moneys appropriated for the improvement until the 
final decision of the matters therein mentioned. 4 

I deem it proper to add, for the information of your committee, that the attor- 
ney representing the claimants under the Kidwell patent, M. F. Morris, esq., has 
recen y addressed me a letter (of which a copy is herewith transmitted) in 
which he proposes to “convey to the United States, by a good and suficient 
deed, all their right, title, interest, and estate in the premises—whatever they 
have, be it little or great; and leave to the Court of Claims, upon a suit to be 
poup by themselves, the determination of the amount of compensation, ifany, 
to which they may be entitled.” Additional legislation being sheionaly: neces- 
sary in order to make this Joe available, the attention of the committee is called 
to ee proponi of Mr. a as a subject deserving its consideration. 

am, sir, yery respectfully, 
JOHN GOODE, 
Acting Attorney-General, 
Ion. ALBERT 8. WILLIS, 
Chairman of Commitice on Rivers and Harbors, 
House of Representatives, 


WAsHINGTON, D. O., March 4, 1886, 

Dear SIR: I notice that the subject of the title tothe Potomac flats in front ofthe 
city of Washington is yet a matter of solicitude to Con; „and ially tothe 
House Committee on the District of Columbia. You willrecall the that, asat- 
torney for the persons claiming under the Kidwell patent, I have repeatedly and 
carnestly solicited that suit should be brought by the United States, under the 
act of Congress of August 2, 1882 (22 Statutes at Large, page 198), to test the va- 
lidity of this patent. Nothing whatever has been done in that direction; and I 
am advised that the district attorney is waiting until legislation can be had to 
bring in other possible claimants. I beg leave to suggest that I do not see the 
propriety of combining in one suit different claims that have no possible connec- 
tion with each other. But in order, if possible, to prevent any and all further 
difficulty in this matter, so far as the parties entitled under the Kidwell ent 
are concerned, I hereby propose, as attorney for these parties, that they will con- 
vey to the United States, by a good and suflicient deed, all their right, title, in- 
terest, and estate in the premises—whatever they have, be it little or great—and 
leave to the Court of Claims, upon a suit to be brought by themselves, the deter- 
inination of the amount of compensation, if any, to which they may be entitlod. 
If their pon is worthless or fraudulent, they will be entitled to no compensa- 
tion. If, on the contrary, the patent is valid, the Court of Claims can readily de- 
termine the amount of compensation that should be paid for the transfer of the 
title. The deed can be executed at once and deposited with you—in escrow or 
otherwise, as erp be deemed she ubject to ratification by Congress, which 
undoubtedly could be easily o telat: 

Is there any possible objection to this plan? And does it not remove all the 
difficulty in this case? Of course it is subject to any modification that you may 
deem Laosda = Proper in the interest of the United States. 

ery respectfully, ` 
M. F. MORRIS, 


lion. A. H. GARLAND, 
Attorney-General, 


Wasurxeron, D. C., April 10, 1886, 


Sır: I beg to inform you that I am counsel for Messrs. Benson & McNee, of 
San Francisco, Cal. and now engaged in Washin city, D.C. under a con- 
tract with the United States, through the Chief of Engineers and the War De- 

tment, in dredging the channel of the Potomac River in front of the city of 

Vashington, and by virtae of that relation I to be permitted to lay before 

you certain matters which truly seem to come within the purview of your De- 
partment to take due cognizance of. 

In the Book of Estimates submitted to Congress to continue the work of im- 
provement by the Government of various rivers and harbors for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, the War Department, upon the recommendation of the 
Chief Engineer, included an estimate of $900,000 for improvement of the Poto- 


use of thi 
the words as follows, to wit: * No appropriation has been made 
Tor the reason that the title 


to the nd is in dispute,and until some satisfactory information on 
that subject has been furnished it is not thought prudent to nd money in 
that direction.” (See copy of House Report 1448 herewith.) The land, title to 
which is all to be in ute, is known as the * Kidwell Meadows,” some- 
times called “Kidwell Fiats” or “ Kidwell Bottoms.” 


But] desire to call your attention to the exact locus of said “Kidwell Meadows," 
as per patent thereof from the United States herewith, and marked Exhibit No, 
2, and also to the locus of the proposed improvement, as per War Department 
map, Exhibit 3, and cate J thatthe pkg improvement nowhere includes 
or infringes upon said “ Kidwell meadows.” 

IT assume that the information that will be satisfactory to the committees in 
Congress haying charge of the subject-matter and of Congress itself would be 
such information as herein contained, and that the same could be probably Jaid 
before said bodies by your Department, Wherefore 1 now move you that you 
may be pleased to communicate these facts, and such other facts relating to the 
subject-matter as will afford that “ satisfactory information” which the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors would seem to ‘need,and without which it would 
further seem no appropriation will be made for the fiscal year ending 3th June, 
1887. Every well-informed person fully appreciates the necessity for the contin- 
ning of this improvement, and the only obstacle in the way seems to be that 
hereinbefore coatained and set forth, í 

Those that I represent, aside from sharing the general interest of the publicin 
these premises, have expended nearly $200,000 in a plant, supposing the United 
States would in faith complete that which they had so well commenced. 

The urgency of this matter justifies, in my opinion, that this matter be laid 
before you in every proper way, as the questions of title and of the locus of ths 
ted territory can be more properly passed upon by your Department than 
by any other. Wherefore I now respectfully ask that this matter may have 
your immediate or acreage ro angi pane 

Very respect our o ent servan 
Hts ced JOHN MULLAN, 
Counsel for Benson & MeNee, 
sara oe H. GARLAND, 


ited States Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


1886. 


——_ 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 8, 1836, 

I, William A. J. Sparks, Commissioner of the General Land Office, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy of patent founded on special certificate No. 50 in 
favor of John L, Kidwell,and known as Kidwell’s meadows, is a true and lit- 
eral exemplification from the record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name, and caused the 
seal of this office to be affixed, at the city of Washington, on the day and year 


above written, 
[sear] WM. A. J. SPARKS, 
Commissioner of General Land Office. 


Exurerr 2—(Mullan). 
Washington County, District of Columbia. Special certificate No, 50, 
TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, September 3, 1867, 


I certify that John L, Kidwell has this day deposited to the credit of the 
United States $20 on account of vacant land in the Potomac River above the 
Long Bridge, for which I have signed duplicate receipts. = LE 


Assistant Treasurer United States. 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, December 3,1869. 


I certify that John L. Kidwell has this day deposited to the credit of the 
United States $3.86 on account of vacant lands in the Potomac River, above the 
Long Bridge, for which I have signed duplicate receipts, 

L. R, TUTTLE, 
Assistant Treasurer United States. 


To the Commissioner of the General Land Office : 
I certify that I have surveyed a plat or parcel of land near to and adjoining 
the Washington shore of the Potomac River, se from the mainland by 
a boat channel from 8 to5 feet deep and from 10 to 50 feet baby oeodna from 

Twenty-firststreet west to Easby’s ship-yard, for John L. Kidwell, accordi: 
to an order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to me di fe 
dated June 26, A. D.1867. Said land I have called “‘ Kidwell’s Meadows,” be- 
nning at a cedar post firmly planted at low water, on which is inscribed the 
etters “J. L, K.” ata point bearing north 84° west from the center of the Dome 
of the apo and south 43° 39 west from the center of the dome of the Observ- 
atory and distant about one-fourth of a mile from thence by compass bearings— 
WN. ; (2) N. 82° W. 15 perches; g 8. 81° E. 10 perches; (4) 
, 49° 30 W, 20 ; (6) N. 13°15 W.15 perches; 
. 59° E, 2 perches; 


. es; 23 5 t line 
beginning, containing forty-seven acres and seventy-one hundredths of an 
acre of land, more or less, without improvements, Laid down by a scale of 80 
points to the inch. Surveyed October 10 and 12, 1867. 
B. D. CARPENTER, 
Surveyor of Washington County, District of Columbia, 

ari distances given are from actual measurement by walking around 

on e es. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
November 10, 1869, 


The foregoing survey of ‘‘Kidwell’s meadows,” on re-examination of the 
possa on the 17th and 24th October, 1869, were found to be above the tide at 


ow as well as high tides, the said survey being of the land subject to the opera- 
tion of the joint resolution of Congress of 1 February, 1839, volume 5, page 
365. The same is hereby approved. 


STEPHEN J. DALLAS, 
Private Clerk of Surveys and ex-officio Examiner-General, . 


The United States of America, to all re whom these presents shall come, greet- 
> g: 

" Whereas John L, Kidwell, of the county of Wash m, in the District of 

Columbia, hath deposited in the General d Office of the United States evi- 

dence bearing date the 3d September, 1867, and the 3d Decembe 


r, 1869, whereby 
ita, that full pa; t been made to the Treasurer of the United States 
by The said John L, 


ruary, resai 

plat of survey, to be bounded and described as follows, to wit: Begin: 
K.” al 

and south 43° 30 west from the center of the dome of the O 


Now, know ge that the United States of America, in consideration of the 
d in conformity with the resolution of beast ga aforesaid, and the 


presents do 
said tract of 
all the righi 
thereunto 
signs forever. 


bed; to haveand to hold the same, together with 
immunities, privil and Speen of whatsoever nature 
onging, unto the said John L. Kidwell, and to his heirs and as- 
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In testimony whereof, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States of 
America, have caused these letters to be made patent and the seal of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to be hereunto affixed. 

Given under my hand at the city of Washin 
D., 1869, and of the Independence of the Uni 

By the President: 

[SEAL] 


n the 6th day of December A, 
States the ninety-fourth. 


By LN. BURRIT, Seoretary 

yi. N. A 
J. N. GRANG 

Recorder of the General Land Office. 

Necorded volume 4, pages 304, 305, 306, 307, and 308, 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I can not accept the amendment which 
has been suggested by the gentleman, for the reason that I think the 
effect of that proposition would be to postpone and delay the construc- 
tion of what I regard as a most important improvement already in prog- 
ress on these flats. 

What is the proposition submitted by the committee? Why, itis a 
very plain one. Here is a tribunal selected—selected by you on the 
part of the United States—to test this whole question of title. You 
select a court to which you will go and litigate the rights of the United 
States as against these private individuals. You have in addition to 
that tribunal, for your protection, an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States; and yet these gentlemen, these guardians of public 
interests from Georgia, Indiana, Texas, and Kentucky, they see great 
danger in such a proceeding. Why, sir, can you not trust your Govern- 
ment to sustain a litigation with a private party? Are you so weak 
that, even when you select your own tribunal with the privilege of ap- ` 
peal to the Supreme Court, you are afraid to go into this fight with 
these little fellows in the District of Columbia, Kidwell and yy ga Se 

Now, when you talk of private interest, I want to say that 1 have 
not heard of any in our committec. That committee has not been ap- 
proached by private parties. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Will you allow me a question just here? 

Mr. BARBOUR. No, sir; allow me to get through with my own 
statement. 

One would infer from the remarks of the gentlemen, these special 
guardians of the public interests, that this was a bill appropriating a 
large amount of money for the reclamation of the Potomac flats; that 
it was the old original question that was here for our consideration. 
The fact is the bill is reported in the interest of the Government. It is 
reported for its protection. Its very title indicates that, being— 

To provide for and protect the interest of the United States in the Potomac 
River flats in the District of Columbia. 

The money has been already appropriated; the work has been going 
on, contracts have been made, and the whole thing is in a fair state of 
p But even if any value is given to the Lan al of private 
parties, or if private claims shall be enhanced before there is any com- 
pletion of the work, you still protect in this bill the interests of the 
United States, for you provide that this tribunal shall litigate these 
rights. Now, upon what terms do you litigate? Why you are to liti- 
gate the value of this property as it was before any improvement was 
made by the United States Government at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the bill say that? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Itdoes. Gentlemen havenotreadthisbill. They 
have been discussing some other bill allthetime. Thisisasimple bill 
to protect the interests of the United States, not a proposition to take 
money from the Treasury at all. And here is a tribunal which has 
been erected for the purpose of trying this thing, and making an award 
to settle with private parties if there shall be any just claim, while at 
the same time the work is permitted to go on. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? s 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIS. What public interest will be injured by the postpone- 
ment of the payment of this claim, if found to be ajust one, for six or 
eight months? 

Mr. BARBOUR, We do not know what six or eight months might 
bring forth. There might come a freshet, an inundation, that would 
wash the whole thing away. On the other hand, I do not think any- 
thing is to be gained by delay. 

Mr. REAGAN. My honorable friend from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] 
tells us the object of this bill is to quiet the title involved to the Poto- 
mac flats; to secure to the United States a title. So far as that goes we 
all agree with him. But we tell him in view of the fact that Congress 
passed a law at the time the first appropriation of $400,000 was made 
requiring the Attorney-General, before the work went on, to investi- 
gate the title, and in view of the fact that no such investigation has 
been made—at least we have no information that such an investigation 


| has been made—and in view of the fact that nearly $900,000 have been 


expended with the full knowledge that other claimants set up title to 
this property—under these circumstances we ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to accept our help in getting an investigation of this subject, 
and to accept our suggestion that we stop the diture of money 
until a settlement of the question of title isobtained. That settlement 
of the question of title may be obtained without appropriating money, 
without continuing the existing improvements, without involving the 
Governmentin additional expenditure. While we make provisions for 


the ascertainment of title, we do ask that tions and expendi- 
tures of money on that land shall cease question of title is 
determined. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the amendment to 
the Ma section proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 63, noes 17. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the nextamendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
~ BMovlded, That yeaa MOE Si h judgment shall be made unless 

s an en un 
hereafter authorised | hy bid hissed 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] de- 
sired to make an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to strike out the portion of the sixth sec- 


tion which is in italics. 
The SPEAKER. The in italics is the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, which has just been adopted 


by a vote of the House. : 
Mr. REAGAN. This proviso if allowed to remain will be incon- 
gruous with the other amendments. 
* Mr. BARBOUR. Not at all. 
Mr. REAGAN. I shall move to reconsider the vote adopting that 
amendment, which I will read: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed so as to affect 

existing lawful contracts for work on said flats. 
The SPEAKER. That has been adopted. 
Mr. REAGAN. I move to reconsider the vote. 

.Mr. HOLMAN. An amendment was offered to that ition by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], and that was amended 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. WARNER]. I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Texas to examine the whole language as it 
now stands, because otherwise his amendments may go beyond the 
point he aims at. Let him call for the reading of the whole proposi- 
tion as it now stands- 

Mr. REAGAN, Let the sixth section as it now stands as amended 


be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That until the final decision of the matter hereinbefore in this act men- 
tioned shall have been had, no moneys appropriated for the improvement of 
the Potomac River, the establishment of harbor lines in the District of Colum- 
bia, and the raising of the flats therein shall be ded otherwise than upon 
propery in respect of which there is noelaim adverse to the title of the Uni 

or for the improvement of navigation in thesaid river, or upon ns 
of the flats to which the Government possesses undisputed title : Provided, That 
nothing contained in this act shall be construed so as to affect existing lawful 
contracts for work on said flats. 

Mr. REAGAN: My motion is to strike out all after the word “ ex- 

ded,” in line 5. Or I will move to strike out the entire section. 

The object of my motion is to obviate the effect of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, which contemplates the continuance of im- 
provements on parts of the ground to which the Government has undis- 
puted title. If that is done, we continue to improve the value of the 
pro; claimed by private parties and to increase the difficulty of the 
Government obtaining title toit. That is the objection I have to that 
proposition. I also object to the proviso: 

That nothing contained in this act shall be construed so asto affect existing 
lawful contracts for work on said flats. 

I do not know what amount of the money appropriated for this work 
remains unexpended on the flats. I donot know what other appropri- 
ations may be obtained for the purpose. But we ought certainly to 
suspend the expenditure of public money on property to which it does 
not appear that the Government has a just title. 

It may be said we may be involved in some difficulty about a con- 
tract. It is better to pay the damage that may result from revoking a 
contract than to continue to expend money that is being ed as 
this is in the face of a law which we are advised declares it should not 
be expended until the Attorney-General had examined the title. There 
is something about this that does not bear a face. We are going 
on expending money, and we are asked in this bill to continue the ex- 
penditure of money on a part or parts of these flats when it was con- 
templated and provided by law in 1882, when the first $400,000 was 
appropriated, that no portion of the money should be expended until 
the Attorney-General had investigated the title. 

Now, what I want is to strike out the section, so as to avoid the effect 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], 
which contemplates continuing the work, and to avoid the effect of 
this proviso, which takes away from the Government the power to ar- 
rest an unlawful contract. I donot think, however, that in the face of 
the law these contractors could claim damages, for they must know that 
their contracts are made in violation of the law when made without 
the examination by the Attorney-General, which the law requires. 
Therefore, if my oeron upon the legal question is correct, I would 
say that the Government n have no fear of having to pay damages 
because of the revocation of contracts made in violation of law. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN], he proposes to strike out the whole of the sixth section. 

Mr. GAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman will find that that will leave 
the bill in a form which he does not intend, because that section con- 
tains an actual prohibition against the expenditure of any futher money 
on this improvement until the adjustment of the title. Two 
amendments that have already been made to this bill ought, I think, to 
be reconsidered. One is the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER], which proposes that the work continue upon that 
portion of the river front as to which there is no dispute about the title. 
I suggest to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to move to re- 
consider the vote by which that amendment was adopted, and then, 
if that is reconsidered, a motion will be in order to reconsider the pro- 
vision adopted on the report of the committee itself, provided that 
t nothing contained in this act shall be construed so as to affect exist- 
ing lawful contracts for work on said flats.” That means, of course, that 
the work shall go on, and the reconsideration of the vote by which that 
was adopted as well as of the other amendment leaves the prohibition 
complete. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] any 
objection to modifying his proposition ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will modify it by moving to strike out the sec- 
tion and insert in lieu thereof a provision that no money shall be ex- 
pended until the question of title has been determined, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] that he use the language which he will find in the bill, ‘‘that 
until the final decision of the matter hereinbefore in this act mentioned 
shall have been had no moneys appropriated for the Potomac River, the 
establishment of harbor lines in the District of Columbia, and the rais- 
ing of the flats therein, shall be expended.” 

. REAGAN. I accept the suggestion, and will put it in form and 
send it up to the desk. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the amendment 
applies to money already appropriated ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be the effect. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I hope it will not be the pleasure of the House to 
adopt the proposition su; by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN]. ‘The effect of it will be to stop this work, although the 
money has been already appropriated and contracts have been madeto 
a certain extent for the improvement of these flats. There is no new 
appropriation in this bill. The contractors are only going on with the 
work which has been let to them in the regular way—I believe under 
the authority of the Secretary of War. 7 

If this amendment be adopted its effect will be to arrest the}work 
now under contract, to disturb the rights and interests that have ac- 
cerned under those contracts, and to postpone the completion of a work 
which has been deemed of great importance to the city of Washington 
and to the country at large. Where an appropriation has already been 
made, and where the work can go on upon portions of the river front 
as to which there is no dispute about title, it strikes me, Mr. Speaker, 
that to arrest the work under such circumstances would be very un- 
wise, and that the interposition of this House ought not to be invoked 
to that end. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] says 
there is an appropriation already made, and that this provision will 
stop the continuance of the work under the existing appropriation, and 
he does not think that oughtto bedone. Sir, that is just exactly what 
it seems tomeought to bedone. Within a few minutes the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] has stated that the Committee on the 
District of Columbia were not informed of any other claimants than 
the Kidwell claimants. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not know that I said so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman does not remember to have said that? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I said that was the only one I knew anything about. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman said that was the only one he knew 
anything about, and he is the chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, having better opportunities than other men of know- 
ing al ut such matters; yet the Attorney-General of the United States 
in a communication to this House notifies us that there are other claim- 
ants, numbers of them. In the face of such a declaration from the 
Attorney-General shall we go on here and do what the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] wishes us to do, just because an appropria- 
tion has been made? Shall we let this work go on regardless. of whether 
itis done on public property or on private property? Sir, when this 

of improving these flats was initiated no man gainsaid the pro- 

priety in the presence of threatened litigation of a declaration in the 
statute that not a dollar should be expended until the title of the Gov- 
ernment was settled beyond all question. Why is not that a correct 
ition to-day? In the presence of this official notice from the 
poini of Justice that there are numerous other claimants to this 
, why should we not stand still until it is determined how 


pro 
ere are, what their rights are, and what are the rights of the 


many 


Government? ~ 
Why shall we recklessly go forward, blind to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment, and expend money as we have been doing for the benefit of 


1886. 
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private persons? Gentlemen ask, would we stop the work? Why is 
there such a great passion in this House to go on with this work that we 
can not take care of tlie interests of the Government, that we can not 
stop toinquire about matters of which the most dignified and authori- 
tative notice comes from the Attorney-General? 

Sir, I do trust that this House will not consent to the expenditure of 
another dollar until it shall be fully ascertained who are the claimants 
and what are the rights of the Government. If we should, without 
inquiry, go on with this work and afterward when the public treasure 
has been expended it should turn out that there are not only Kidwell 
claims but canal claims and various others, what can we do but hang 
our heads in shame that we have deliberately gone forward and brought 
this scandal upon the House and upon the Government? I trust that 
this House, in the interest of its own integrity, will not incur the pos- 
sibility of having this scandal come upon it, even though it may be 
suggested that by taking proper precautions we may necessitate the 
stoppage of the work. Is it possible that, with such a wrong threaten- 
ing us, we can not stay the contractors, can not take time to inquire 
into this matter? I trust not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I modify my amendment by inserting 
after the word ‘‘river’”’ the words ‘‘ within the District of Columbia.”’ 
It is te Fg that without these words the amendment might seem 
to exclude the idea of improving any partof the Potomac River. The 
addition of these words will certainly do no harm. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, lam insympathy with the amend- 
ments which have heretofore been Pare te the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
and generally with the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Biount]. I do not think, however, that this last amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Texas should be adopted. I know something 
of this matter by reason of three years’ service on the committee having 
charge of the river and harbor bill, in which the appropriations for the 
improvement of these flats have always been made. The gentleman 
from Texas and the gentleman from Georgia are in error as respects the 
history of this appropriation. Congress has never directed (and in this 
cor has been at fault) that no part of the money appropriated for 
the flats should be expended urttil the title thereto should be settled. 
I will give the history of this appropriation. It first appeared in the 
river and harbor bill of 1882. At the first session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress the Committee on Commerce, then having jurisdiction of the 
improvement of rivers and harbors, did not report in the river and har- 
bor bill of that year an appropriation for the improvement or reclama- 
tion of these flats; but when the bill came to be considered in the Sen- 
ate Committee on Commerce, that committee attached to the bill an 
amendment appropriating $400,000 for this 5 

There was annexed to that appropriation a clause in the nature of a 
proviso, but it did not declare that no part of the money should be ex- 
pended until-the question of title had been settled. On the contrary, 
there was an outright appropriation of $400,000; and under the terms 
of the appropriation the then Secretary of War had no discretion, but 
was obliged to proceed in the work of reclaiming the flats. To bear out 
this construction I will read from the law itself: 

Improving the Potomac River in the vicinity of Washington with reference 
to the improvement of navigation, the establishment of harbor lines, and the 
raising of the flats, under the direction of the Secretary of War, and in accord- 
ance with the plan and report made in compliance with the river and harbor 
act approved March 3, 1881, and the reports of the board of engineers made in 
compliance with the resolution of the y.a of December 13, 1831, $400,000. 

That is a substitute proposition, making an outright appropriation of 
$400,000, and directing the Secretary of War to expend the money in ac- 
cordance with an existing plan. Then the act goes on to provide: 

And it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General to examine all claims 


of the title to the premises to be improved under this appropriation, and see 
that the rights of Government in all respects are secured and protected. 


This, it will be observed, is not a provision that none of the money 
shall be expended until this examination by the Attorney-General shall 
have been made. There was a direction to the Secretary of War to ex- 
pend the money; and the same law contained a direction to the Attor- 
ney-General—to do what? To pes with the investigation of the 
title and to see that the rights of the Government were protected. But 
the duties imposed upon the Attorney-General were one thing, and the 
duties imposed upon the Secretary of War were quite another. 

I repeat, there was nothing in the river and harbor act of 1882 which 
provided that no part of the money appropriated should be expended 
until the Attorney-General had made this investigation and ascertained 
that the title of the Government was good. = 

Mr. BLAND. I notice that the appropriation was made subject to 
the provisions of the act of 1881. Was there anything in that law of 
1881 bearing upon this question? 

-Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam not speaking of that; I am not familiar 
with the phraseology of that particular measure; Iam dealing with the 
law of 1882. 

Mr. BLAND. My point is this: That appropriation was made sub- 
ject to the provisions of the law of 1881; and if that law contained any- 
thing restricting the expenditure of the money we ought to know it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I willnot assert anything on that point, because 


I am not familiar with the legislation of 1881. The gentleman from 
Texas Mr. REAGAN] can perhaps give us the information. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the proviso the gentleman has just read is 
the one which I referred to as attached to the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman states that he thinks the pro- 
viso he has referred to is the one I have read, and if it be the only one, 
then I submit there was a positive direction to the Secretary of War 
to proceed with the expenditure of this money for the purpose named— 
the reclamation of the flats; and at the same time there was a direc- 
tion to the then Attorney-General to see that the rights of the Govern- 
ment were protected in respect to the title to the flats; but it was not 
provided anywhere that the performance of the duty assigned to the 
Secretary of War, or any part of it, should be postponed until the At- 
torney-General should have performed the duty imposed on him. The 
Secretary of War, under the direction made in that law, proceeded to 
expend the $400,000 in the reclamation of the flats. With any failure 
of duty on the part of the then Attorney-General the Secretary of War 
had nothing to do. I repeat, the Secretary of War was not directed by 
the act to wait until the Attorney-General had examined and reported 
upon the title. 

But I had not finished reading the proviso, and will continue: 

And if he— 


That is, the Attorney-General— 


deems it h , he is authorized to cause a suit or suits in law or in equity to 
be instituted, in the name of the United States, in the supreme court of the Dis. 
trict of Columbia, against any and all claimants of title under any patent which 
in his opinion was by mistake or was improperly or ill y issued for an 

of the marshes or flats within the limits of the pro; improvement. 

Now, it will be seen by the House that did nothing more than di- 
rect the Attorney-General to inquire into the title, and bring suits if 
necessary. It appears he did not do this. The Secretary of War was 
not to wait until he did it; on the contrary, he was to proceed with the 
improvement, and he did it; and for so doing he is not fairly amenable 
tocriticism by any gentleman on this floor. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The bill first went on to provide appropriation for 
the work to be done under the direction of the Secretary of War, and 
then at the same time the very same authority imposed upon the At- 
torney-General the duty to inquire into the title of the Government. 
I ask if a fair construction would not be that the Attorney-General 
should inquireas to the title of the Government before the money should 
be expended, or whether the gentleman would regard the Secretary of 
War was justified in going on to expend the money until the Attorney- 
General had reported as to the validity of the Government’s title to 
the property ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is a well-known principle of the inter- 
pretation of laws which my friend from Georgia overlooked for a mo- 
ment when he asked me that question, and that is that the plain letter 
of a law is not to be evaded under pretense of pursuing its spirit. Ib 
was laid down in the law of 1882 as distinctly as any one could lay it 
down that the Secretary of War was to proceed with this improvement 
of the flats, and it was laid down as distinctly as could be that the 
Attorney-General was to investigate this title. One official it seems 
performed his duty and the other did not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, all this is but preliminary to the point Iam going 
to make in opposition to the last amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. . Not only was $400,000 appropriated in 
1882, with the direction that it should be used in the reclamation of 
the flats, but in 1884 the Senate put on anamendment to the river and 
harbor bill of that year directing an appropriation of $500,000 to con- 
tinue the work. In the last appropriation there was no proviso at all. 
It was simply-a direction for the continuance of the work, and appro- 
priating half a million dollars for that purpose. Under that direction 
of Congress the Secretary of War went forward with the improvement, 
so that up to the present time in the neighborhood of $900,000 has been 
expended on this work. 

My information is the improvement of the flats embraces about 700 
acres. My further information is that the claim of the Kidwell heirs 
or the Kidwell assignees embraces but a small portion of these 700 
acres—47 out of the 700. There is one other claim, I believe. 

Mr. REAGAN. There are several claimants. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There are one or two other claims; the Chesa- 
peake Canal Company, or some such corporation, assertsaclaim. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, here are 700 acres which belong to the Government of 
the United States, except as parts of the property may be owned by 
the Kidwell heirs and other parties, whose rights it is proposed to buy 
out. 

Under these twoappropriations, aggregating $900,000, contracts have 
been made with individuals, and in pursuance of these contracts this 
work is being done. All of this $900,000 has not been expended, al- 
though the greater part of it has been; all of it or nearly all of it, so 
far as my information extends, is pledged under existing contracts. 
These contracts made on the part of the Government, by which indi- 
viduals acquired vested rights, should not be interfered with by any - 
legislation of Congress. It would be a species of repudiation. It is 
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interfering with vested rights, and I call that fact to the attention of 
this House. 

Surely ont of the 700 acres of the flats which it is proposed to re- 
claim or improve there is enough about which there is and can be no 
dispute as to the title to justify this House in saying that these con- 
tracts now in force shall be carried out. If it be necessary an amend- 
ment might be inserted providing that no part of the money on hand 
shall be expended on any part of the flats over which adverse claims 
hang. But do not stop the work; allow it to go on so far as the con- 
tracts based upon past appropriations are concerned. 

Mr, STORM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STORM. ‘The gentleman is a member of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam. 

Mr. STORM. And I am informed that that committee, having ex- 
amined the question of title, refused to make any appropriation in the 
present river and harbor bill because of the unsatisfactory character of 
the Government’s title to this property. Is that correct? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Itiscorrect, I will state to the gentleman. Itis 
not only correct, but I myself, as a member of that committee, concurred 
heartily in that conclusion. I say that Congress ought not to make a 
further appropriation of a dollar for the reclamation of these flats until 
this question of title shall have been definitely settled. But that is en- 
tirely a different proposition from the one I have beendiscussing. My 
remarks have referred to past appropriations containing no inhibition of 
the expenditure of the money until the question of title shall have been 
settled and upon which appropriations existing contracts are based. 

As I am reminded by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and in order to show the House how that committee has always 
endeavored to guard the rights of the Government, I will read the pro- 
vision referring to the Kidwell flats as incorporated in the river and har- 
bor bill reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in the sec- 
ond session of the Forty-eighth Congress: 

Jeaprovernsa® of Potomac River and raising the flats at Washington, D. C.: 
Continuing improvement, $150,000, 
Provided, That before any part of this sum shall be expended on any part of 
said work a report shall be made by the Attorney-General of the United States 
to the Secretary of War upon the validity of the title of the United States to said 
flats in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved August 
2,1882: And provided further, That the Secretary of War,after receiving said 
report, shall be satisfied that said title is good. 

That, too, was the committee’s position in the first session of the 
Forty-cighth Congress; and acting upon it the committee refused to in- 
clude in their bill of that session an appropriation for these flats; but it 
was put in in the Senate and insisted on there, and it went in the bill 
finally as a Senate amendment. 

In the last session of the Forty-eighth Congress we were called upon 
to make an appropriation for continuing the work, and did incorporate 
such a provision, but coupled with it the proviso that the money should 
not be expended until the titles were found to be in the Government, 
or until the adverse titles should be acquired by the Government. 

The river and harbor bill of the last session of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, as is well known, did not become a law. 

Now, what we said in the bill which failed is not what Congress said 
in 1882, as I have pointed out. It was not what it said in 1884 either. 
So that the Secretary of War found himself with two appropriations on 
hand, made by Congress, and aggregating in all $900,000, to prosecute 
the work, and nowhere in the laws making the appropriations was it 
anywhere said that the money should not be expended until the titles 
were found to be good. The Secretary of War then went on with the 
work, as was his duty, and made these contracts with private individ- 
uals, and in these contracts private rights are vested. The effect ofthe 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ]—a gentleman 
for whose judgment I have the highest t—the effect of that amend- 
ment, if adopted, would be to cut short these contracts, to repudiate, 
so tospeak, the obligation of the Governmenttowardindividuals. That, 
I say, Congress ought not to attempt to do, and legally can not do. 

Let these contracts go on, and let us confine ourselves. to putting 
into this bill a proviso that-all the money remaining on hand shall be 
expended on that portion of the flats only about which there is no dis- 
pute as to the title. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I presume, Mr. Speaker, that this discussion has 
proceeded far enough for the information of the House, and I therefore 
move the previous question upon the bill and amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to me for 
two or three minutes? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia, pro- 
vided he will renew the motion at the expiration of three minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Louisiana says that it 
will interfere with certain contracts if we do not allow this money to be 

ded, ibly upon private property—— 
. BLANCHARD. Lhope the gentleman from Georgia will not mis- 
quote me. I said nothing about expending it upon private property. 
I said the work should go on under the contracts, but to limit the ex- 
. penditure to work upon such portions of the improvement as presented 
no question of title. s 


Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I would rather withdraw the statement than 
yield the time. 

The gentleman from Louisiana insisted, as I understood him, at all 
events, that we ought not to interfere with the contracts already made 
for the prosecution of this work. We know—we are warned—that this 
title is defective in several respects and that thisimprovement is being 
made upon private property; for we have the Kidwell claim before us; 
the Attorney-General invites our attention to two or three claimants 
who are named, and we are also informed that there are others. Iask 
the House therefore if it is not better that we should suspend the opera- 
tion of the contracts now in force and not expend the money in this 
way until this question of title shall be settled? Then, if we have dam- 
aged the contractors in any manner by the suspension of the work, we 
can compensate them and proceed in a more business-like and logical 
method than by expending the money in the way proposed. 

We can do justice in a shorter, a better, and a higher way by stopping 
this work. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] calls attention to 
a provision of the river and harbor bill of last Congress providing the 
very thing my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is now wanting—that 
no part of the appropriation shall be expended until the litigation is 
settled, until the rights of theGovernmentaredetermined. There was 
a struggle with the Senate, and we had te abandon so upright a pro- 
vision in order to prevent the river and harbor bill failing. And we 
have had this struggle all the while against examination of the title be- 
fore an expenditure of money. It comes to-day not for the first time. 
Tt has come up in struggle after struggle between the two Houses. It 
has come up in various debates, and up to this hour these claimants 
have whipped the Government, and the Government has been left to 
the mercy of an improper administration of public affairs. You find 
to-day the great bulk of the Kidwell bottoms improved while there has 
been no examination of title. It is time we should rise to what is jus- 
tice to the Government and see that wrong is not continued. I now, 
for the gentleman from Virginia, demand the previous question on tho 
amendment and on ordering the bill as amended to a third reading. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to strike out the sixth section and in- 
sert what has been read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 27. 

Mr. BARBOUR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will order tellers, and appoints the 

ntleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the gentleman from Virginia 
IMr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I withdraw the demand for tellers. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
are and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANATOMICAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up the bill (S. 349) for the promotion 
of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That any public officer or officers, whether directors, trustees, 
superintendents, wardens, keepers, or m rs, having lawful charge of or con- 
trol over any hospital, prison, almshouse, jail, morgue, orasylum within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, may deliver to the duly authorized agent o mg f medical college 
or colleges in the said District of Columbia the bodies of such deceased persons 
as are required to be buried at the public expense, said bodies to be distributed 
among the several colleges equitably, the number assigned to each being pro- 
potent to that of its students: ided, however, That if the deceased person, 

uring his last illn of his own accord uest to be buried; or if, within 
forty-eight hours after his death, any person claiming to be, and satisfying tho 
authorities that he is, a relative by blood or marriage, or friend, of the deceased, 
asks to have the body buried, or if such deceased person was a stranger or trav- 
eler who suddenly died, the body shall not be so delivered, but shall be buried. 

Src. 2, That every physician or surgeon, before receiving such dead body, 
shall give to the officers surrendering the same to him a sufficient bond that 
each body shall be used only for the promotion of anatomical and surgical 
knowledge within the District of Columbia, and that after having been so used 
the remains thereof shall be decently buried; and whosoever shall use such 
body or bodics for any purpose other than that aforesaid, or shall remove the 
same beyond the limits of the said District of Columbia, and whoever shall sell 
or buy such body or bodies, or in aiy way traffic in the same, or who shall dis- 
turb or remove ies from graves in which they have been buried, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction, be imprisoned for 
a term not less than two nor more than three years, at hard labor, in the Dis- 
trict (or city) jail. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be read a 
third time, - 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 49, noes 13.. 

So (further count not being called for) the bill was ordered toa third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed;and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to resign 
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to ths gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILsoxN] the residue of the | Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman in chargeof this bill 


time alloted to the Committee for the District ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not resign the time; but if the 
committee does not call up further business it will be for the House to 
proceed to other business, as it may determine. A 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills, 

Mr. BARBOUR. Before that is done my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] desires me to call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
3426), to incorporate the American College for the Blind. I desire to 
state that there is an adverse report from the committee ‘on that bill. 
The gentleman from Kentucky desires to offeran amendment. Ifthere 
is objection to the consideration of the bill, I will yield the right of way 
to the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mz. WILLIS. I withdraw my request to have that bill considered. 


ELECTION CONTEST—CAMPBELL VS. J. B. WEAVER. 


Mr. TURNER. I submit, on behalf of my colleague [Mr. HALL], 
the report of. the Committee on Elections in the case of Campbell vs. 
Weaver, from the State of lowa. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire hereafter to file the views of the minority in 
this case. We have nut yet seen the report of the majority, and we 
ask for a week to prepare our report. 

There was no objection, and the views of the minority were ordered 
to be printed with the report of the majority. 

ANATOMICAL SCIENCE BILL. 

Mr. BENNETT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BENNETT. Is there any way by whichamember on this floor 
can make his protest against the passage of the bill called up a while 
ago entitled “A bill for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves?’ It is a bill which gives our poor 
folks to be used for anatomical purposes. I want to go on the record 


t that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be understood of course, from 
what he has said, as being against the bill. 
Mr. RANDALL, I want thesame thing to be understood of myself. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Andsodol. ` 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills, 

motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committce of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5886) mak riations f - 
emy PS fiscal ls Fah. Feng Nl So 1887. Se OPES EA SUST EE 

Mr. WILSON. Iask unanimous consent to pass by that bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the title of the next general appropriation bill on the 
Calendar, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr. WILSON. I make the same request as to that bill. 

There was no objection, and the consideration of the bill was passed 
over for the present. 
day Clerk read the title of the next general appropriation bill, as fol- 

ws: 

A bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILSON. I make the same request as to that bill. 

There being no objection, the consideration of the bill was passed over 
for the present. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next general appro- 
priation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 6397) makin; opri. y 
raginti, the dt Got tibiae ies Tomi goat coding tees Lr 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILSON, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with all general 
debate on this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON. Iask to dispense with the first reading of the bill 
and that it be now considered under the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection. : 

The Clerk proceeded to read the.bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

oar paragraphs ‘‘ for salarics and contingent expenses’? having been 
rea 


whether in the paragraphs just read providing for salaries there is any 
change in salaries, any decrease or any increase ? 

Mr. WILSON. No increase at all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read*as follows: 

For repairs to concrete pavements, with the same or other not inferior mate- 
rial, $55,000; for materials for permit. work, $50,000; an the commis- 
sioners of the District are authorized to apply such material to, and pay from 
this appropriation, the cost of labor for the improvement and of _— 
and sidewalks when, in their opinion, such course is Heirons Se the public 
health, safety, or comfort: Provided, That the costs of labor 1 be charged 
against and become a lien on the abutting property, and its collection shall be 
enforced in the same manner as the collection of general taxes; for continua- 
tion of surveys of the District of Columbia with reference to the extension of _ 
various avenues to the District line, $4,000; for sewers, $15,000; for work on sun- 
dry avenues and streets, and replacement of pavements in localities named in 
Appendix Ff annexed to the estimates of the commissioners of the District for 
1887, $256,000; in all, $110,000, 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, by instruction of the committee, I 
move to add a proviso at the end of line 154, as follows: 


Provided also, That no contract shall be made for making or rej ng con- 
crete or asphalt pavement at a higher price than $2 per square for a qual- 
ity equal to the best heretofore laid in the District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Erection of brick stable, concreting the rya, ving cellar, setting stone steps 
at sixth and seventh precinct station, and erection of stable at seventh precinct 
station, $5,000; police signal and telephone system first precinct, including pa- 
trol-wagon, $4,500; reconstructing cellsin third precinct, $600; in all, $344,160, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a verbal change in 
line 318 by adding afterthe word ‘‘sixth’’ the words ‘‘and seventh;’? 
and changing the word ‘‘station”’ to ‘‘stations,’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one health officer, $3,000; six sanitary inspectors, at $1,200 cach ; two food 
inspectors, at $1,200 each; one inspector of marine products, $1,200; for one 
clerk, $1,800; one clerk, $1,400; three clerks, at $1,200 each: one messenger, 
$40; one poundmaster, $1,200; laborers, at not exceeding $30 per month, $1,440; 
and for contingent expenses, including books, stationery, fuel, rent, repairs to 
pound, and vehicles, forage, meat for dogs, horseshoeing, and other necessary 
items, $2,400; removal of garbage and ashes, $20,000; purchase of one horse for 
pound service, $200; in all, $46,430, 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend by inserting in line 452 the words 
‘*maintenance of ambulance service.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. Under the instruction of the committee, I propose 
to add at the end of section 2 of the bill the provision which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 2 insert: 

“And all the drawback certificates heretofore or hereafter received for general 
taxes under the acts of June 27, 1879, and July 5, 1884, and paid or deposited in 
the Treasury, shall be considered and treated as money in the settlement of ac- 
counts between the United States and the District of Columbia under this or any 
other act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now rise 
and report this bill with the amendments to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it pass, ` 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6397) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses, and had directed him to report the same back with sundry amend- 
ments and with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question on 
the adoption of the amendments and upon ordering the bill to be en- 

and read a third time. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question was taken on the amendments made in Committee of 
the Whole; and they were agreed to, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill w: 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, as nostatement was made explanatory 
of the bill, I ask that the report be printed, with the bill, in the REC- 
ORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. WITLSoN) is as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, in presenting the bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the government of the District of Columbia for the fecal 
year ending June 30, 1887, submit the following in explanation thereof: 

The estimates upon which the bill is based will be found on pages 206 to 214 
of the Book of Estimates, and, exclusive of the water department, aggregate 
$3,656,385.97, one-half of which amount, or so much thereof as Congress may ap- 
propriate, is required to be drawn from the revenues of the General Govern- 
ment, and the remaining one-half to be levied upon the taxable property and 

rivileges in the District of Columbia, other than the property of the United 

es and the District of Columbia, pursuant to section 3 of the act appi 


June 11,1878, entitled “An act providing a permanent form of government for 
the District of Columbia.” (Statutes at , Volume 20, page 102.) 
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The total amount recommended to be a; ted for the felta Fe, See LE T eave oF San onrcee apace riation and the esti- 
ef the District of Columbia for the fiscal in the bill itted herewith | mate of the commissioners for the 1887, and will result in the reduction, to 
is, exclusive of water ent, 874.97, of which sum bere ort AR aS n for 1887 in thes civil hill for the general 

men fo required to pay $L T1437 48,08 that being the age tye hola ospital for the Insane. transfer not been 
sum, The whole amount recommended Ari less the th bit as Roland e monte have aggregated in all pry ngs, 081 96 loo then 

Theamount appropriated for the of the trict of Golumbia the current law. 
for the current fiscal year is 458 258.09 be being 96 more is The action of the committee in increasing the sum for the support of the indi- 
in accompanying bill for 1887. gent insane,as aforesaid,is based upon reasons set forth in a yo from the 

The amount recommended for the water department and e from the | superintendent of the Government Hospital for the Insane, which is made a 
water revenues, and which is not included So ray Seen eras ae sim The f part of this re Ry caper 
amount appropriated for the same purposes for the current fiscal year is y= Following is a table explgining in detail the bill as compared with the esti- 

mates for 1587 an ne £m ncor res for 1886, also a table exhibiting the estimated 

The amount recommended for the support of the indigent insane of the Dis- ! receipts of the District during the fiscal year 1887. 


Comparative statement showing the estimates for 1887, amounts recommerded for 1887, appropriations for 1886, the items increased over 1886, and 
1886. 


the items decreased under 
Objects Estimates | Recom- Appropria- | Increase | Decrease 
i 1887. pana tions, 1886, | over 1886. under 1836, 
SALARIES AND CONTINGENT. 
FEXOCUB VO OfTIC0 «ssc: pocccconcaisoneveboscobesenenonopeunens consesensocereosousbemmose suosiee esconsiboes $21, 844 00 $21, 244 00 $21, 244 00 
Assessor's office .. 15, 600 00 14, 600 00 13, 600 00 
Collector's office. 18,500 00 18,000 00 17, 300 00 
Auditor's office 16,500 00 16,500 00 16,500 00 |. 
Attorney’s office.. 9,000 00 8,512 00 8,712 00. 
Sinking-fund office. 3,100 00 2,900 00 2,700 00 
Coroner’s office... 2,500 00 2,300 00 2,500 00 
68,740 00 65, 690 00 65, 690 00 
5,000 00 5,000 00 5,000 00 
PE EAE A kseumeedonsode toevksien ga seapbeubbabsemuaies ce ausled ENE SE EL AEA OREERT, 15, 000 00 
Total salaries and contingent. sesioen oraeson er ees rhesog oseane sestiana aisan] 160,784 00 154,746 00 168, 246 00 
IMPROVEMENTS AND REPAIRS. i 
Repairs to concrete pavements. 75,000 00 55,000 00 50,000 00 
Materials for permit work . 60,000 00 50,000 00 50,000 00 |. 
Continuing surveys of the 5,000 00 4,000 00 5,000 00 |.. 
For sewers.... 75,000 00 45,000 00 25, 000 00 
Work on streets 256,057 00 256, 000 00 265, 000 00 |. 
Total improvements and repairs........... 461, 057 00 0,000 00 395, 000 00 
Constructing, os Ym S and repairing bridges.... 9,100 00 660 00 9,380 00 |.. 
Washington aqueduct........... pennabeadendbaadedbaseen 20, 000 00 000 00 20, 000 00 
Redemption of certificates ot “jndebtedness........... 396 96 
REFORMATORIES AND PRISONS. z | 
Washington Asylum... de vdeebeephvoseetevedcs on 56, 690 00 5, 385 00 69, 680 00 |. 
Reform School........... 35, 676 00 36, 556 00 38,616 00 
Georgetown Almshouse.. Ñ 1,800 00 1,800 00 1,800 00 
Transportation of paupers.. a 4,000 00 4,000 00 4,000 00 
Industrial Home School ef 12,000 00 10,000 00 12, 000 00 
‘Total reformatories and prisonS.........+.00+se00e0 FREI AH on AAR SR MEAT RO A A | 111,466 00 | 107,741 00 | 124,09% 00 |. 
a=a—q—m———™— 
Support of indigent insane.. sss. sessie +res Wailea t PER ee AEE e EEE ra toes a 130,725 00 5o | 53,462 00 
00 000 00 15, 000 00 |... 
00 000 00 ao 00 
° 000 00 5, 00 |. 
500 00 6,500 00 
000 00 18,000 00 
000 00 5,000 00 |. 
000 00 5,000 00 
Church Crees 500 00 1,500 00 |, 
Homeopathic hospital Sachets 15, 000 00 
Total for charities. 000 000 00 


$60, 000 00 $58, 000 00 
30,000 00 25,000 00 
45,000 00 40,000 00 
30,000 00 25, 000 00 
3,000 00 3,000 00 
20,000 00 18, 000 00 
105, 000 00 107,000 00 
aA E O A topes secgedon PEET IEE ye ie R | 293,000 00 | 276,000 00 
Metropolitan police.. 357,500 00 344,160 00 
Rugged i Hima] is % 
e 
DA PSOE ORS: 16,218 00 | 14,818 00 
For officers. 250 00 6,950 00 
For teachers. 000 00 415, 400 00 
Wei MIRAE GOTAONG 5. A EEE at ER ANEEL TS UNEEI OE LT EE S STAR E E E EEEE O Hia KENE RLO AA 2,000 00 
For janitors and care of Dainis 31,300 00 30,680 00 
For rent of school buildings......... 6,000 00 7,000 00 |. 
i | Re ETL ES cL 20,000 00 20, 000 00 |. 
For repairs and improvements 20,000 00 20,000 00 |.. 
For contingent expenses, furniture, &c. 20, 000 00 20,000 00 
For purchase of sites, new buildings, and furniture ERLI 40,000 00 60,000 00 
FEBS OTIS ORME, 5, E tock coe E E aR E EPP Ne AE A ee i 561,650 00 | , 554,930 00 


MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES, 


Re d lace t of hay-scales..... 

Rent of an i sper ment o: ¥ es. 
eneral ad: pet mod mente 

Books for register of “Wills, | pr 


Total miscellaneous. ..........----s+--oceesere 


8 
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iy Comparative statement showing the estimates for 1887, amounts recommended for 1887, &c.—Continued. 
Objects. 
Get hipaa 
General contingent fund fo 


Amount payable from the of the United States.......... 
WATER DEPARTMENT. 
[Payable from water revenues. ] 
For salaries and contingent expenses...........cccsccecccccnsceeersscessesstesssensenepscsepes tones 
For engineers, en, &c., pipe ee ee to any new mains, &c. 


Interest and sinking fund on water-stock bonds.. .........:....ccco-esetecerseeereeneeee 
Interest and sinking fund on account of increased water supply........... ENS 


Total for the District, exclusive of the water departmen 
Treasury 


Total water department..............,2-ccsesecore ovens Ee Se I Boy hy 


Estimated receipts of the District of Columbia for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887. 
Estimated assessed value of real estate, at $1.50 per $100.....,............-.. $94, 000, 000 
Esti assessed value of real estate, at $1 per $100 (agricultural)... 3,500, 000 
Estimated assessed value of personal property, at $1.50........6...ceeeee +000, 


Total MIATA SITE s oaas oeoo eps sotaossane corscoprees cssnse smeconee ebesdse snnepnens 108, 500, 000 
Estimated receipts: 
Tax on real property ($94,000,000 
Tax on real property ($3,500,000), at 35, 
Estimated collection, 80 NEF DON; OD......00eecrereccessnsecses aoan 1,445,000 1, 156,000 
Estimated collection, 90 per cent. on personal........... nadone 165, 000 148, 
Estimated receipts from— 
Arrears of general taxes prior to 1886 on $900,000, at 30 per cent... 270,000 
Arrears of personal taxes on $10,000, at 80 per cent........ SeaiSeaseetcoees 8, 000 
Licenses. ° 140, 000 
9,000 
35, 000 
6,000 
3,000 
1,700 
10, 000 
7,500 
8,000 
35,000 
ete draen apasi eseni pessoa nba’ ccadues EE ER E N SOAs OUD 


[Government Hospital for the Insane, W. W. Godding, M. D., superintendent. ] 
: Wasmıxgrtox, D. C., February, 20, 1886. 

Sır: In accordance with the verbal nest of your committee, I have the 

honorto submit a brief statement in tothe estimate made for the support 


of the insane in this hospital for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 
rts Book of Estimates for 1886-"87) I 


pital in accordance with Stati sections 4844 and 4850, and under care 
during the year ending June 30, 1887, be 581. The annual cost of mainte- 
nance, exclusive of is estimated at $225, which gives the total cost for 581 
patients of $130,725. In the same letter I have stated $56,670 as the probable sum 
that will be aj by Congress in the District bill. 

Not to make this statement too long, I inclose herewith tabular statements 
pen yer A, mi aaan respectively, containing statistics that have been the basis 
o estima 


Gran the correctness of the est the only question would seem to be, 
why should the sum in the District bill be 670 instead of $130,725, the balance 
of the estimate of $280,000 for support remaining to be provided in the sundry 


civil bill? 

Reference to Table B will show that the amount decided on in the first District 
bill (that of 1881) was $37,000, and following a somewhat 
euch successive year the appropriation has been $40,000, $416,700, $50,436, 
$53,462, and the same ratio for the year now under consideration would give 
$56,670. If the $37,000 for the year 1881 was an e adjustment of the mat- 
ter, the subsequent appropriations follow as a matter of course. I have no other 
reason to offer for the somewhat arbitrary figure of $56,670. 

Reasons which occur to me as having some weight why the whole sum of 
$130,725 should not be placed in the District bill are as follows: 

Of the 536 hospital Inmates from the District Jan 1, 1886,* 49 were non- 
resident, admitted under Revised Statutes, section 4850. Now, there is no doubt 
but the that Washington is the seat of the General nt makesit an 
attraction for “ cranks,” and that these 49 non-residents, which is a fair average 
Leona for the year, except on the ground of common humanity, haye no busi- 
ness here. 

Of the 536 in the hospital January 1, 1886, the board of 2 of the non-resident and 
10 of the resident indigent was paid by friends, and the money has been de- 

ted in the United States Treasury to the credit of the hospital. This is per- 

a fair average for the year. Obviously these should not be charged to the 
District, nor have they been in the bills rendered by the hospital, though they 
necessarily appear in the statement of the whole number admitted from the Dis- 


Again, bg to July 1,1877, the resident indigent insane were committed by 
order of the Secretary of the Interior, the authorities of the District having no 


ch, then instead of 536 we should have 314 as the probable aver- 
sie sharese og to the District for the present fiscal year and 333 for the year end- 
une 30,1 7. 


RAS have taken this date rather than the present because it is a fair average of 
e year, 


189,396 27 | 2,391 75 | 13,060 00 


Also in support of the claim that excessive number of the insane in the hos- 

ital are classed as District indigent is the argument drawn from the census of 
Taso. This census, in which the number of insane in the United States was very 
carefully taken, shows that the whole number of insane in a total population of 
50,155,783 was 91,997, or 1 in e 545 of the population. Of the two States 
adjoining the District of Columbia, Maryland shows a ratio of 1 to every 503, 
and Virginia 1 to every 627. Now,assuming that the bona fide population of 
the is 200,000 at the present time, which may or may not be an ambitious 
estimate, the ratio of insane to population here in the District, taking only those 
borne on the hospital-rolls as belonging to the District,and making no account 
of the considerable number at large,is one to every 377,a state of things only 
equaled in Massachusetts, where, according to the census, 1 in every 347 is in- 
sane. 

From all the data that I can gather, I should say that the nigh tf of one in 
every 545, which is that of the whole United States, was a fair one for this Dis- 
trict, and that the insane that would properly be a charge to a population like 
this would notexceed 370, of which number not more than three hundred would 
be found at any time under hospital care. 

I have thus given all the facts having a bearing on the question, and at the 
risk of traveling outside of the „I wish to say that what interests me and 
the unfortunate insane far more than this District question, is the fact that we 
have between thirty and forty criminal insane, and no pene distinct, secure 
building fortheircare. Three are sentenced for life, and I have notice of another 

. Is it not a wrong done to the innocent? Is it not a menace to the 
aii redr li Can the United States afford to do it? 


Ily submitted, 
W. W. GODDING, Superintendent. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman of Commitles on Appropriations. 


Exhibit A shows the whole amount that has been received from the District 
of Columbia for the support of the patients admitted to the Government Hos- 
ital for the Insane since the opening of that institution up to the close of the 
fiscal year, Prior to June 30, 1877, no payment was made for the class of 
resident indigent insane sent here under Revised Statutes, section 4845. From 
June 30,1877, to June 30, 1881, the payments were for the non-resident class and 
for the resident indigent admitted su ment to June 30, 1877, in accordance 
with the act of that year. Since June 30, the payment has been the amount 
appropriated in the District bill, covering both the resident and non-resident 
chaos. 


ExHIBIT A. 


Amount received from the District of Jor the support of patients adinitled to 

the Government Hospital for the Insane up to June 30, 1885. 

From opening of the hospital in 1855 toul, 1877, there was received 

under section 4850 Revised Statutes, ch provides for the pay- 

ment of non-resident insane, the sum of. Dresa 

aean year ending June 30— 
o 


$27,620 63 


Total .... ob aev se. cap peveantes 298, 995 SL 


Exhibit B shows the legislation in different years since 1877 in regard to the 
propano ex of the insane from the District of Columbia, in the 
ital, to be borne by the District. Prior to 1877 there is no legislation on the 
subject except Revised Statutes, section 4850, which provides for the admission 
“nf non-resident insane and the payment of their board by the District author- 
ities. . 


eee ae ne eeeeaseree 


Exner B. 


For the year ending June 30, 1877 : 

“One-half of nN oreo? of the indigent persons who may be hereafter ad- 
mitted from the of Columbia shal! be paid from the treasury of said Dis- 
trict, provided such indigent persons shall be admitted only upon orderof the 
executive authority of said District.” (Forty-fourth Congress, second ‘session, 
chap. 105, page 347.) 

For the year ending June 30, 1878: 

“ One- of the expense of the indigent persons who ey be hereafter ad- 
mitted (to the Government Hospital for the Insane) from the of Colum- 
bia shall be paid from-the treasury of said District: Provided, That hereafter 
such indigent persons shall be admitted only upon order of the executive au- 
Sony of said District.” (Supplement to Revised Statutes, chapter 105, page 
289. 
For the year ending June 30, 1879- 
“Pi That one-half of the expense of the in: t patients from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall be reported to the Treasury Department and 
against the appropriations to be paid toward the expenses of the Distri 
General Government.” Approved June 20, 1873, 

For the year ending June 30, 1830: 

“Provided, That one-half of the expense of the indigent patients from the Dis- 


3416 


trict of Columbia shall be reported to the Treasury Department, and charged 
against the appropriations to be paid toward the of the District by the 
General Government, without regard to the date of their admission.” (Supple- 
ment to Revised Stututes, chapter 182, page 461.) 


For the year ending June 30,1881 (as provided in sections 4813 and $ 
4844, svosenvesseesse $37, 000 00 


Be T L REN ococodenvcessotoviens E A 
For the year ending June 30, 1882 (approved March 3, 1881)... s. 40,000 00 
One-fourth of ad IF Gis TNL E E S ENIA L pase 20,792 57 


“Provided, That one-fourth of the amount herein appropriated shall be paid 
from the revenues of said District.” (Forty-seventh Congress, first session, chap- 
ter 390, page 264.) 

For the year ending June 30,1883 (as provided in sections 4844 and 
Revised Statutes) ..........0.+ RITE: ores ogy yee $43, 200 00 
46,700 00 


«. 50,436 00 
For the year ending June 30, 1886.. . 53,462 00 


Exhibit C is designed to show the proportion that the average number of in- 
sane patients from the District has borne to the average total number of inmates 
under treatment during each year since the appropriation of a specific sum for 
their support in the ct bill. The first section shows the average number 
during the year. The second section shows the total number of resident and 
non-resident insane remaining on the last day of each * bear including the Ist of 
January of the present year. Also the total number of patients in the hospital. 


EXHIBIT C. 


Since the appropriations for the District of Columbia havebeen made in a distinct bil}, 
the amounts appropriated in that bill for this purpose have been as follows: 


s... 


For year ending June 30— 


* Estimated, 
REMAINING IN HOSPITAL, 


Total Total 
Transient. | Indigent. | transientand | number in 
indigent. hospital. 


June 30, 1881.. 21 379 400 925 
June 30, 1882. 24 408 432 942 
June 30, 1883 31 420 451 904 
June 30, 188 36 450 486 1,146 
June 30, 1885.. od 42 487 529 1,221 
January 1, 1896.........0.-cesseseeeree 49 437 TUG lev cecocectentivesense 


* Two transient and 10 indigent paid for by friends. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. | 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
adjourn. ; 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BENNETT. - I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, the bill ‘‘forthe promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves’? in the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider was made and laid on 
the table after the of the bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then I ask unanimous consent that the vote be 
reconsidered. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. [I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BENNETT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I give notice here that such 
measures as this will not pass again in this House without a quorum. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Joseph F. Conard, executor of Armis- 
stead M. Miller, deceased, praying that his war claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition to accompany bill to pension Henrietta 
Burns, of Missouri—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Clara C. Lackey, widow of the late Chief 
Engineer Oscar H. Lackey, United States Navy, praying for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles P. Livesay, praying that his war claim be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition and evidence to file with House bill 
for the relief of Lieut. Leman D. Forrest, late of Company F, Thirty- 
fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers (Sixth Pennsylvania Reserve 
Corps)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. BURNES: Petition of Jacob Brenninger, for invalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABELL: Petition of the Board of Trade of Martinsville, 
Va., praying for the erection of a public building in said town—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of real estate owners and citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia, in behalf of the passage of House bill 
4649, incorporating the Washington Traction Railway—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of citizens of Rock, Dane, and Racine 
Counties, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Dexter, Dallas County, 
Iowa, praying for increase of pension of Thomas D. Kemp, late Com- 
pany D, Fifteenth Kansas Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of 213 citizens of Madison County, Iowa, praying for 
special act of Congress increasing the pension of Clark Boone, late Com- 
pany H, Thirty-third Iowa Volunteers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX: Papers relating to the claim of Oscar E. Harris, of 
Chatham County, North Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Memorial of citizens of Webb County, Texas, re- 
questing the passage of House bill No. 1513—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Memorial on behalf of certain widows of soldiers 
who served in the war of 1812~’14—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Statement in the case of Lizzie Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of Local AssemblyNo. 4727, Knights of Labor, of 
Bath, Me., against passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select Commit- 
tee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Local Assembly 4595, Knights of Labor, of Auburn, 
Me., asking for a Territorial form of government for the Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Dawson County, Nebraska, 
relative to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDEN; Petition of Local Assembly No. 3486, Knights of La- 
bor, of Litchfield, and of Local Assembly No. 4219, Knights of Labor, - 
of Mount Olive, 1l., against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: An appeal from the wage-workers of the 
United States, asking the passage of a law for the unlimited coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of Chaplain F. G. W. Simpson, favoring the Logan 
bill increasing the pay of Army chaplains—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, memorial of McElroy & Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa., and others, against 
the passage of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Berks County (Pennsylvania) Agricultural Society, 
against increasing rates of postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, arguments of the Traders and Travelers’ Union, in support of 
House bill No. 1661, authorizing commercial travelers to solicit orders 
without payment of license fees—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of American Agricultural Association, asking legisla- 
tion to prevent fraudulent sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the National Butter and Egg Association, against 
oleomargarine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of merchants, &c., against a bankrupt 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, petition of citizens of Chester County, Pennsylvania, asking for 
a commission to inquire into the effects of alcoholic liquor traffic—to 
the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of merchants, manufacturers, and bank- 
ers, against the passage of a bankrupt bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of James W. Rice, for payment as post- 
master according to act of Congress of March 3, 1883—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Mrs. W. B. Williams and other ladies 
of Pierre, Dak., for the passage of the Dawes bill for opening the great 
Sioux reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the faculty and students of the agricultural college 
of Brookings, Dak., for the division of the Territory of Dakota, and 
the admission of the southern portion as a State—to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Also, petition of D. H. Clark and others of Rapid City, Dak., pro- 
testing against Senate bill 1715, to regulate the transportation of liye- 
stock—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GLASS: Memorial from wage-workers for the unlimited 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Local Assembly No. 2323, Knights of 
Labor, of Benwood; of Local Assembly No. 1768, of Wheeling; and of 
Local Assembly No. 1484, of Brook, W.Va., against the free-ship bill— 
to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests, 


1886. 
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By Mr. W. J. GREEN: Memorial of J. D. Williams, R. P. Buxton, 
George N. Rose, and 47 others, citizens of Fayetteville, N. C., constitut- 
ing acommittee to memorialize Congress for the establishment of a Fed- 
eral court-house, and the erection of a public building in the said city 
of Fayetteville—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAILEY: Petition of Knights of Labor of Pocatello, Idaho, 
protesting against the passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, memorial from citizens of Lewiston, Nez Percé County, Idaho, 
praying against the removal of the present duty on foreign flax-seed— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALE: Memorial of stock-shippers and other citizens of Car- 
roll County, Missouri, against Senate bill 1715—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Papers in the claim of Ebenezer T. White, of 
De Kalb County; of John J. Hart, of Clayton County, Georgia, and of 
George T. Reeves—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON; Petition of Levi Mills and 35 others, 
citizens of Finchford, Iowa, asking for further allowances to third and 
fourth class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, 


Also, papers from Rey. G. W. Simpson, chaplain United States Army, 
raying for increase of compensation to Army chaplains; paper from 
. 8. M. Merritt, L. R. Blish, C. H. Smith, and John A. Wilcox, ask- 
ing for increase of pay to Army chaplains—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the 
Republic of the State of Illinois, at the twentieth annual encampment, 
held February 17, 1886, at Springfield, TIl., favoring an appropriation 
a: head-stones for soldiers’ graves—to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Taylor County, Iowa, 

raying that the Postmaster-General be authorized to pay rent, fuel, 
Re , for post-offices of the third and fourth classes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Clark County, Iowa, praying that 
the pension of J. C. Barber be increased—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, 
sagt a args pension to Mrs. Sarah Young—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers to accompany bill for increase of pension of 
Miss Rebecca Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor, of Knoxville and of Jellico, 
Tenn., inst the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship: building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor, of Roane County, Tennessee, in 
favor of the Hennepin Canal bill—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. x 

By Mr. IRION: Memorial of Charles H. Nye, of Ohio, praying for 
revocation oforder of retirement, and for restoration to rank in the Ma- 
rine Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition for therelief of Joshua F. Tonnen, of Point Coupée Par- 
ish, Louisiana, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Knights of Labor of New Castle, Pa., 
in favor of the Hennepin Canal, and similar public improvements—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers, &c., relating to the bill for the relief of 
Thomas J. Taylor—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of Francis Millet, for relief—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of Omar S. Brown, of Hopkinsville, Ky., to accompany 
House bill 6032—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Memorial of Knightsof Labor, No. 4459, of the 
town of Millburn, Essex County, New Jersey, asking that the General 
Government should make liberal appropriations for internal improve- 
ments, and indorsing the building of the Hennepin Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers in the claim of Michael Mayers, of Fort 
Smith, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of 38 citizens of Mills County, Iowa, in 
favor of the passage of an uct authorizing the Government to pay rent, 
&c., for post-offices of the third and fourth classes—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petitions of Lloyd A. Kessler, of Jacob Keller, 
of John J. Henshaw, and of Henry Rouzer, of Frederick County; and 
of Charles Ardinger, of Washington County, Maryland, for payment 
of war claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition of citizens of San Diego, Cal., in refer- 
ence to the price of lands in the forfeited Texas Pacific Railroad grant— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of the dairymen of New York against 
the manufacture of oleomargarine and all imitations of dairy products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George W. Brooks and others, of New York, favor- 
ing Mr. MILLARD’s bill to tax the manufacture and sale of oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. NEAL: Petition‘of citizens of Van Buren County, Tennessee, 
protesting against the passage of a bankrupt law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition asking that the words ‘“‘giving the 
title of the publication, or publications, and the number of copies in- 
closed, and” may be added to section 231 of the postal laws of 1879— 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. DONNELL: Protest of 167 Knights of Labor of Cold- 
water, Mich., against the passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of C. C. Smoot & Son and W. B. 
Smoot, in reference to the branding of cattle—to the Committee on 
Agrigulture. : 

Also, resolutions of the Norfolk and Portsmonth (Va.) Merchants’ 
and Manufacturers’ Exchange in regard to the establishment of an iron 
ship-yard at Norfolk—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A volume of petitions from manu- 
facturers of the United States, against any reduction of the tariff—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: An appeal from the wage-workers of the United 
States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of 8. G. Shaffer and others, of Ness 
County, Kansas, favoring a division of Kansas into two United States 
judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of N. C. McIntyre, James W. Transean, 
R. S. Smalley, and 112 others, citizens of Allen Township, Illinois, for 
relief of postmasters of the third and fourth classes—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the town of Hudson, Saint Croix County, 
and of the board of supervisors of Kinnekinick, Saint Croix County, 
Wisconsin, on the question of interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of ex-soldiers of Scott County, Illinois, pray- 
ing that a pension be granted to Edward D, Northcut—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of the Woman’s Ind‘an Association, 
of Pittsfield, Mass., for the immediate passage of Senate bill No. 52, 
known as the Sioux bill—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3248, Knights of 
Labor, of Leon, Kans.; of Local Assembly 2574, of Emporia; and of 
Local Assembly No. 1457, of Peterton, Kans., against the free-ship 
bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Hon. W. H. Slavens and others, of Yates Center, 
Kans., for the passage of the temperance-education bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. t 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of C. W. Kendrick and others, in favor of 
peal savings-banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

toads. 

Also, petition of John Mays and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, 
against the manufacture, sale, and importation of distilled or fermented 
liquors within the United States—to the Select Committee on the Al- 
coholic Liquor Trafe, 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of W. H. Aldrich and 48 others, citizens 
of Wood County, Ohio, for the relief of third and fourth class post- 
masters—to the Committee on the Post-Ottice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Knights of Labor of 
Clinton, Mo., in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, statement of Dr. Jackson T. Johnson, to accompany bill for 
his relief introduced by Mr. STONE, of Missouri, on March 29, 1886— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement of Capt. Alfred Curtis, to accompany bill for his re- 
lief introduced by Mr. STONE, of Missouri, on March 17, 1883—to the 
Committee on Claims. 4 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislatnre of 
Iowa, requesting the Representatives and Senators of that State to use 
all honorable means to secure a suitable peusion to Mrs. Sarah Young, 
of Des Moines, Iowa, for valuable services rendered during the war as 
an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of James Hammons, for relief—to the 
Committee on Pensions., 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Freeman H. Seely, for pension, 
&c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. L. Sidebottom, of Obion County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing for compensation for property appropriated and used by United 
States troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Benton H. Goodloe, of Nelson County; 
of Samuel Glick, and of John R. Fanver, sole devisee of Richard An- 
derson, deceased, of Augusta County, Virginia, asking that their war 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Memorial of citizens of Bay View, Milwau- 
kee County, Wisconsin, asking the repeal of existing treaties with 
China which permit immigration to the United States or its Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint Louis, asking 
for a direct mail communication between the United States and the 
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Central and South American states—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the National Butter, Cheese, and Egg Association, 
praying for the regulation of the traffic in imitation dairy products— 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 60 citizens of Sharon, Minn., for 
relief to postmasters of the third and fourth classes—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of D. C. Evans and 60 others, citizensof second district 
of Minnesota, for regulation of the manufacture of immitation dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of John Moran, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of citizens of Monroe County, 
Ohio, relating to third and fourth class post-offices—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of 170 citizens of Cortland, Nebr., 
and of George C. Curry and 17 others, citizens of Huxley, Nebr., ask- 
ing for the passage of a law requiring the Government to pay for rent, 
light, and fuel for third and fourth class post-offices—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, remonstrance of local assembly Knights of Labor of Lincoln, 
Nebr., against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition to grant relief to postmasters of the third 
and fourth class offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. WEST: Memorial from the Knights of Labor of Gloversville, 
N. Y., for the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition in favor of Thomas Many, for relief—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Margaret T. Webb, asking that her 
war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Resolutions of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Ex- 
change of Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va., relative to the Norfolk navy- 
yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 

requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Wayne and Bradford Counties, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of citizens of Brulé County, Dakota Territory. 

‘Also of Rev. O. A. and others, citizens of Dakota. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of Rev. E. S. Dolph and a large numberof others, 
citizens of Decatur County, Indiana. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Of Rev. J. at eg ate De citizens of Wash- 
mare Garrett, and Alleghany Counties, Marylan 

PLUMB: Of citizens of Will County, Tilinois. 

Also, of citizens of La Salle and Grundy Countio Tlinois. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Of citizens of Philad: 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of citizens of ree nnd ¢ Coffee Counties, 
Tennessee. 
Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of citizens of Chittenden County, Vermont. 


SENATE. 
., TUESDAY, April 13, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of Knights of 
Labor of Bellaire, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the free- 
ship bill; which was referred to the y, Taarer on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Hope, 
Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a preamble and resolutions of Parson Brownlow 
Post, No. 359, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, 
remonstrating against the reinstatement of Fitz-John Porter to his 
former rank in the Army; which was ordered to lie*on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of La- 
mar, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of R. M. Miller and 42 other 
citizens of Franklin, Ind., praying for the passage of the Mexican pen- 
sion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petitionof Knights of Labor of Gloucester, 
Mass., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of inter- 


nal improvement, and especially for the construction by the Govern- 
ment of the Hennepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Assembly 2495, Knights of La- 
bor, of Brockton, Mass., praying for the organization ‘of a Territorial 
form of governmentover the Indian Territory, and that the Oklahoma 
lands in that Territory be opened for settlement; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of 
City, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to thet Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Moline, 
Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Moline, IN., 
praying for the construction by the Government of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of Kennebec County Pomona 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Winthrop, Me., praying for the > pas- 
sage of the bill now pending known as the “Scott bill,” imposing a 
tax of 10 per cent. per pound upon all forms of artificial butter. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of William Paddack and other citi- 
zens of North Fairfield, Me., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 355) 
to promote peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for in- 
ternational arbitration, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CONGER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Kala- 
mazoo, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Muskegon, Mich., 
praying for the construction by the Government of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Hernando County, Flor- 
ida, praying for the forfeiture of the land grant made to the Florida 
Railway and Navigation Company; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Ransomville 
and Rosedale, in the State of Kansas, and a petition of Knights of La- 
bor of Cherokee County, Kansas, praying that liberal appropriations be 
made for works of internal improvement, and especially for the con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of employés of the Railway Mail 
Service, praying to be allowed the maximum compensation of their re- 
spective grades, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1526) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to pensions to certain disabled persons who have 
served in the Navy or Marine Corps; 

A bill (8. ac nd aang pension to James C. Ledbetter; 

A bill (S. 787) granting a pension to Reuben Farnum; 

A bill (S. at granting a pension to John B. 
bill (S. 948 granting a pension to Joseph 8. Moody; 
A bill (8. 1399) granting an increase of. pension to John Moore; 
A bill (S. 1326) granting a pension to Caroline E. Pratt; 
A bill (8. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shockley; 
A bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to Nancy C. Smith; 
A bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 
A bil (F 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson; 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


> 


pensio: 
6339) for the relief of Harrison W. Moore; 

1836) granting a pension to George Slack; 

Eo for tl the relief of Mrs. cert = Marble; x 
3919 ting a pension to t rien; 

3520 ‘granting a pension to William H. Blake; 
E granting a pension to Levi Koontz; 

3632) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada O. Krepps; 
3309) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward; 

. 4835) to place the name of John Pruitt on the pension- 
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to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton; 
to increase the pension of Patsey Jackson; 
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3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; and 

. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Magdalena Rehkopf. 
YER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
bill (S. 959) for the relief of John Moore, reported adversely 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred | ment intended to be proposed to the Post-Office ap iation bill, pro- 
the bill (H. R. 3375) granting a pension to John D. Clark, reported it | viding for an appropriation of $1,000,000 for rtation of the for- 


with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
atten bills, reported them severally without amendments, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to Amelia J. Gill; 
ill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer; 
ill (H. R. 5061) grantingan increase of pension to Samuel Baker; 
. R. 1136) granting a pension to Charles E. Bolles; 

R. 3117 ganiog a pension to Walter A. Phillips; 

R. 3177) for placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell on 
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-roll; 

. R. yet granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins; 
il . R. 4022) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stockdale; and 
ill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to John Owens. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally with an amendment, and 
submitted thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell; 

d 


ani 

A bill (S. 1494) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith, 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted rts thereon: 

A bill 1860) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen; 
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A bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of pension to James E. B. Dalzell; 

A bill (S. 489) granting a pension to Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow 
of Commodore Alexander A. Semmes, United States Navy; 

A bill ie R. 5779) granting a pension to Peter Falkner; 

A bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Joseph Chalfant; 

A bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to John C, Frees; 

A bill (H. R. 1567) granting a pension to Philip Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 1506) granting a pension to James McAnny; and 

A bill (H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions to 
submit a report to accompany the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension 
laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an 
arm or leg in the service, which was reported by me on tœ 6th instant 


from that committee. 
The report will be printed under the 


oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 987) for the relief of William 
H. Whiting, to ask that that committee may be di from its 
consideration, and that the bill may be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, It is not a military claim in any sense. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1038) for the relief of Robert Carrick, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 130) for the relief of John Fletcher, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 567) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1147) providing for the retirement of wagon- 
masters, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

` Healso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 

R. 1732) for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. John F. Stewart, submit- 

ted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 

postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a resolu- 
tion of the select and common councils of Philadelphia in favor of the 
removal of the walls inclosing the Bridesburg and Schuylkill arsenals 
and the naval asylum, and the replacement of iron railings therefor, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, and asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 505) for the relief of William J. Gamble, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 503) relating to thesupreme court of Montana 
Territory, and providing for the establishment of judicial districts in 
wa Territory, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 307) to amend section 688 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to writs of prohibition, &c., reported adversely there- 
on, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an amend- 


eign mails, including railway transit across the Isthmus of ex pom 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4) to permit the owners of certain vessels and the 
owners or underwriters of cargoes laden thereon to sue the United 
States, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 894) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay, George M. Clapp, 
George W. Lawrence, Snowden & Mason, and the executors of Donald 
McKay, the Atlantic Works, Jeremiah Simeson, and Curtis & Tilden, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate that not- 
withstanding the rule the parties named in the bill may have leave to 
withdraw their pa from the files. The adverse report is based not 
upon the merits of the claim (indeed I am about to report a separate 
bill for one of them favorably), but solely on the ground that the claims 
are all found in one bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the persons named in the bill 
just reported by him have leave to withdraw their papers from the files 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Notwithstanding the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Notwithstanding the rule. The 
Chair hears no objection, and that order will be made. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1477) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors 
of Donald McKay, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that Calendar number 566, being the bill 
(S. 851) to amend the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, 
be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to recommit the bill will 
be made if there be no objection. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. I ask whether that bill is not on the Cal- 
endar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis on the Calendar. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then how can it be taken up in the morn- 
ing hour under the ruling of the Chair made yesterday? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Virginia objects, Iwithdraw the 
motion. Í 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido object, until all the rules govern every 
Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was proposed to be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. The motion is withdrawn. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection being made, the motion is 
withdrawn. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ` 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2119) granting an increase 
of pension to Owen L. McCarty; which was read twice by its tile, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2120) for the relief of Francis Put- 
man; which was read twjce by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2121) to provide for the construction 
of Government warehouses and docks at Key West, Fla., in place of those 
destroyed by fire; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. In introducing the bill I desire to ask the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, if that be the proper committee, to give 
immediate consideration toit. A destructive fire has destroyed all the 
public buildings at Key West and nearly the entire city. There are 
18,000 or 20,000 people there, a very large majority of whom are out of 
employment and without the means of subsistence. The work is abso- 
lately needed by the Government, and there is no time for delay. Large 
shipments are being made there; it is a place where large importations 
constantly occur, and the necessities of the Government demand that 
these buildings should be immediately reconstructed. I beg therefore 
that the committee may at once consider thesubject. I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 2122) for the relief of 
John P. Walworth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2123) to confirm cer- 
tain entries of Kansas Indian trustand diminished reserve lands in Kan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2124) for the relief of Gran- 
ville H. Mallory, of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2125) for the relief of 
George M. Ochiltree; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2126) for the relief of L. B. Town- 
send, Louis S. Lovell, W. C. Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, 
Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. © 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2127) for the relief of Jona- 
than D. Stevenson, of California; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2128) for the relief of Len-ne- 
pi-ze-qua, a Miami Indian woman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Wills; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2130) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Miles; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2131) to amend section 5388 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to timber depredations; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2132) granting a pension to 
Fridoline Glastetter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. . 

- Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 2133)for the relief of the Sta 
University of California; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that the papers in the 
case of John K. Hummer may be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. The bill was adversely re- 
ported, but since that time a considerable amount of additional testi- 
mony has been furnished, and under the cireumstances I ask that the 
papersalready on file may go to the committeein order to be considered 
with other new papers which have been presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical science, and to pre- 
vent the desecration of graves; and 

A bill (S. 633) to change the name of Uniontown to Anacostia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2239) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War; and 

A bill (HL R. 6397) making appropriations to provide for the expen- 
ses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
335) to provide for protecting the interests of the United States in the 
Potomac River flats, in the District of Columbia, with amendments; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. A 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Concurrent or other resolutions” 
are now in order. [A pause.] If there be none such, the Chair will 
lay before the Senate the resolution submitted yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. RIpDDLEBERGER], and objected to. The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER, as follows: 

Resolved, That all matters other than those relating to treaties shall be con- 
sidered and acted upon by the Senate in open session. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. As I understand the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] gave notice that he would call up his resolution 
this morning, which in effect if passed would accomplish the same pur- 
pose, I will make any motion that is proper under the rules to lay mine 
on the table in order that his may be laid before the Senate; and that 
he may make such remarks on it as he proposes to submit. 

Mr. PLATT. I amvery much obliged to the Senator from Virginia. 
His resolution can just lie over. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Virginia will lie upon the table; and by agreement of the Senate yes- 
terday, as announced by the then presiding officer, the Senator from 
Connecticut has the unanimous consent of the Senate to call up the 
resolution heretofore submitted by him. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLATT Jaa- 


uary 29, 1836, and reported adversely from the Committee on Rules 
February 8, 1886, as follows: : 


Resolved, That executive nominations shall hereafter be considered in open 
session, except when otherwise ordered by vote of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] submitted amendments tothe resolution. Theresolution will 
be read as pro to be modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That executive nominations shall hereafter be considered and acted 
upon in open session except when otherwise ordered by vote of the Senate. And 
so much of section 2, Rule XXXVI, and section 2, Rule XXXVIII, of the Stand- 
ing Rules of the Senate as conflict with or is inconsistent with the above is to the 
extent of such inconsistency rescinded, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution being pending, the 
Senator from Connecticut has the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is a political question which I 
pro) to discuss, a political question, but in no sense a question of 
party politics. It rises above all party politics, and should be dis- 
cussed upon a higher plane than mere partisan questions are usually 
discussed. I consider it to be to-day the most.needed measure of ad- 
ministrative reform in this Government, and I wish to discuss it from 
the standpoint of deliberate and dispassionate argument and reason. 
My opinions in relation to the question have slowly changed, and I 
have come to-day to feel that the Senate of the United States can en- 
gage in no more important business than the change of its rules in re- 
spect to the consideration of executive business, especially so far as the 
business of nominations is concerned. 

I desire at the outset to have it understood exactly what this ques- 
tion isand whatitis not. It is a simple proposition to change the rule 
relative to the consideration of executive nominations, so that in the 
future the rule shall be that they shall be considered in open session, 
leaving only the exceptional cases to be considered in secret session. 
The present rules upon this subject I shall read. The first rule which 
seems to relate to it is Rule XX XV: 

On a motion made and seconded to close the doors of the Senate, on the dis- 
cussion of any business which may, in the opinion of aSenator, require secrecy, 
the Presiding Oficer shall direct Se panera to be cleared; and during the dis- 
cussion of such motion the doors remain closed. 

My resolution and the amendments which I have proposed do not 
interfere with this rule. Rule XXXVI, sections 2and 3, is as follows: 

2. When acting upon confidential or executive business the Senate Chamber 
shall be cleared of all persons except the Sec: , the Chief Clerk, the Princi- 

Legislative Clerk, the Executive Clerk, the nute and Journal Clerk, the 


= engi pein nes the Assistant Doorkeeper, and such other officers as the Pre- 
siding Officer shall think necessary; and all such officers shall be sworn to se- 


erecy. 

3. All confidential communications made by the President of the United States 
to the Senate shall be by the Senators and the officers of the Senate kept secret ; 
and all treaties which may be laid before the Senate, and all remarks, votes, and 
proceedings thereon, shall also be kept secret until the Senate shall, by their res- 
olution, take off the injunction of secrecy. 

Rule XXXVIII, section 2, is as follows: 


2. All information communicated or remarks made by aSenator when acting 
upon nominations, concerning the character or qualifications of the person 
nominated, also all votes upon any nomination, shall be kept secret. If, how- 
ever, charges shall be made against a person nominated, the committee may, 
in its discretion, notify such nominee thereof, but the name of the person mak- 


ing such charges shall not be disclosed. The fact that a nomination has been 


eves aE that it has been confirmed or rejected, shall not be 
secre! 

Then, to refer again to Rule XXXVI, in section 4, which I desire to 
read, and which I cannot read and which no Senator can hear read 
without a sense of personal degradation, we find the following: 

4. Any Senator or officer of the Senate who shall disclose the secret or confi- 
dential business or proceedings of the Senate shall be liable, if a Senator, to suf- 
fer expulsion from the body; and if an officer, to dismissal 
the Senate, and to punishment for contempt. 

So that if a Senator or an officer shall disclose any remarks made by 
a Senator when acting upon nominations, or the votes upon the nomi- 
nations, he is liable to expulsion from this body. 

A of legislative and executive proceedings of the different 
legislative bodies of the United States is exceedingly interesting, and I 
must to some extent refer to it in my remarks. 

But first I desire to examine these rules so far as they enjoin secrecy. 
I suppose it is apprehended that this rule which makes a Senator lia- 
ble to expulsion trom this body if he communicates or discloses any 
of the remarks which have been made in secret session when the con- 
firmation of a nomination is pending, has been a rule from the founda- 
tion of the Government, and that when we seek to change the rule we 
are departing from the well-established practice of the fathers. But 
that is an entire mistake. The first rule for requiring any secrecy in 
the matter of executive nominations was passed on the 3d of January, 
1820. Up to the 3d of January, 1820, there was no intimation orsug- 
gestion in the rules of the Senate that secrecy was enjoined or expected 
so far as action on nominations was concerned. Whatever of secrecy 
was implied was implied simply and purely because of the fact that the 
Senate sat with closed doors; but so far as the rules were concerned no 
secrecy whatever was enjoined in this respect. : 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut if up to 
that period all the proceedings of the Senate were not in secret session? 


the service of 
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Mr. PLATT. Iwill come to that before I get through with this ar- 
gument, and I think I shall show that the public sentiment of this 
country compelled the opening of these doors after they had been five 
years closed in legislative business; and I think I shall show that the 
same public sentiment now demands that they shall be opened as a rule 
upon the consideration of executive nominations. 

As I said, the first rule in regard to nominations was adopted January 
3,1820. Itistobe found in thereportof the Senate Committee on Rules, 
page 34, when, for the first time, the Senate enacted a rule that— 

All information or remarks touching or concerning the character or qualifi- 
cations of any person nominated by the President to office shall be kept secret. 

Butno penalty, mark you, wasattachedat that time. No penalty was 
attached by the rules to any disclosure of the executive proceedings of 
the Senate until 1844, when the following rule was enacted: 

Any officer or member of the Senate convicted of disclosing— 

Now, mark— 
for publication any written or printed matter directed by the Senate to be held 
in confidence be liable, if an officer, to dismissal from the ce of the 

, and in case of a member, to sufer expulsion from the body. 

The rule requiring that information and remarks concerning the 
character and qualification of members had then been in existence for 
twenty-four years; and yet when the Senate in 1844 proposed to attach 
a penalty for the disclosure of the secrets of executive session it was ex- 
pressly confined to the ‘‘ disclosing for publication any written or printed 
matter directed by the Senate to be held in confidence,” and it was not 
until 1868 that the present rule, whicli [ have said no Senator can read 
and no Senator can hear read without a sense of personal degradation, 
was adopted—March 25, 1868: 

Any Senator or officer of the Senate who shall disclose the secret or confi- 
dential business or proceedings of the Senate shall be liable, if a Senator, to suf- 
fer expulsion from the body; and if an officer, to dismissal from the service of 
the Senate, and to punishment for contempt. 

Remarks and information touching the character and qualifications 
of a candidate having been made secret, of course that rule now applies 
to such remarks and information. 

So it is seen that the departure from the practice of the fathers has 
been toward the establishment of a rigid iron-bound rule of secrecy, the 
violation of which is the expulsion of themember. It has been, in my 
judgment, a departure from the spirit of the fathers, in direct opposi- 
tion to the will and best interests of the people, and against the general 
welfare of the Government. 

Now what is my resolution? That there may be no mistake about 
it, I will read it as it will be if the amendment which I have proposed 
shall be adopted: 

Resolved, That executive nominations shall hereafter be considered and acted 
upon in open session except when otherwise ordered by vote of the Senate. 
And so much of section 2, Rule XXXVI, and section 2, Rule XXXVIII, of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate as conflict with or is inconsistent with the above 
is to the extent of such inconsistency rescinded. 

The objection which I have most frequently heard is the oneof which 
I have spoken, that this practice of sitting with closed doors is of long 
standing, dates back to the formation of the Constitution and the com- 
mencement of the sessions of the Senate, and the inference is that what- 
ever is old is wise and good and should be retained and never departed 
from. But I have shown that the departure has been in the line of 
more rigid secrecy and in the line of punishing for a disclosure of the 
secretsof the Senate, and I have to remind Senators that no great meas- 
ure of reform in this world has ever made progress that did not make 
it over the ram of custom and tradition. 

It seems to me that the answer may be rested on the history of the 
rule as I have cited it to the Senate. That whatever secrecy was im- 
plied from closed doors existed, Iadmit. Itexisted from thestart. That 
any more than is implied by closed doors existed at the time of 
the commencement of the sessions of the Senate,I deny. That any 
greater secrecy existed in relation to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness than existed with the consideration of legislative business while 
the Senate sat with closed doors, I deny. It was not until 1800, eleyen 
years after the Senate commenced its sessions and six years after the 
doors were opened for legislative business, that any rule of secrecy was 
applied to any kind of business transacted in executive session. So 
whatever secrecy the fathers observed for six years after the Senate was 
opened as to legislative business was the same secrecy with regard to 
executive business that they had at first adopted with regard to legisla- 
tive business and no more. I shall endeavor to show by some refer- 
ences to history,as briefly made as I can, that that was not a very rigid 
kind of secre¢y; that even in the Continental Congress, which sat with 
closed doors, and in the legislative sessions of the Senate, which for the 
first five years were held with closed doors, there was no rigid secrecy 
maintained. Members of the House, the newspapers, knew what was 
being discussed in the legislative sessions of the Senate although the 
doors were closed. i 

I have said that the Continental Congress sat with closed doors, but 
it was early in the history of the Continental Congress that Alexander 
Hamilton introduced the following motion, to be found on page 52 of 
Elliott’s Debates, fifth volume: 


A motion was made Mr. Hamilton, seconded by Mr. Wilson, that, whercas 
were desirous that the motives and views of their measures should be 


gress 
known to their constituents in all cases where the public safety would admit, 


when the subject of finances was under debate the doors of Congress should be 
open. 


Mr. HOAR. What is the date of that? 

Mr. PLATT. February, 1783. That was in the Continental Con- 
gress, and I call attention to Mr. Hamilton’s preamble and I commend 
it to Senators in the consideration of this resolution: 

Whereas Congress— 

It is not whereas the people were desirous of knowing what Congress 
was doing, but— 

Whereas Congress were desirous that the motives and views of their measures 
ona pe known to their constituents in all cases where the public safety would 
a a 

That is the doctrine which ought to-day to prevail in the Senate of 
the United States. The Senate of the United States ought to desire 
that their constituency should know what they are doing here and the 
discussions which take place upon any and all measures which may be 
before the Senate. 

The first Congress was to meet March 4, 1789, but a quorum not as- 
sembling, the House of Representatives did not organize until April 1, 
1789, and then transacted no business except of a mere formal charac- 
ter. On the 6th of April, 1789, a quorum of the Senate appeared, 
as Senators know, the votes for’ President and Vice-President were 
counted. On the 8th of April, two days afterward, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, departing from the custom established, threw open the 
doors of the House for the transaction of all business, and, except in 
rare instances of public danger, those doors have never been elosed 
since. John Adams, writing to his wife on the 19th of April, 1789, 
said: 

Before this, I presume, the printers in Boston have inserted in their gazettes 
the debates of the House of Representatives, which are conducted with o 
galleries. This measure, by making the debates paon will establish the Na- 
tional Government or break the Confederation. I can conceive of no medium 
between these extremes, 

The Senate did not open its doors, but a resolution to conduct the 
legislative sessions of the Senate with open doors was introduced very 
early. The Senate meeting in April, 1789, in the following April, 1790, 
on the 29th of the month, a resolution for open legislative sessions was 
offered, as we are told in Maclay’s Notes, by the Senators from Virginia. 
The Senators from Virginia were then William Henry Lee and William 
Grayson. I desire to correct myself. That motion was not offered by 
the Senators from Virginia, but was, as Maclay tells us, laid on the table 
at the instance of the Virginia Senators. Grayson died, and James Mon- 
roe succeeded him, and took his seat in November, 1790, and on the 
24th of February, 1791, he renewed the motion that the legislative 
sessions of the Senate should be with open doors. That was debated 
for two days in the Senate, and was defeated by a vote of 9 to 17. 
The record of it is to be found in Senate Journal, yolume 1, pages 281 
to 287. 

March 26, 1792, the motion was again renewed by Monroe; it was 
then defeated by a vote of 8 to 17. April, 1792, the motion was varied, 
and the motion was then to admit to the discussions in the Senate two 
persons who might be recommended by each member of the House of 
Representatives. That was also defeated, 6 to 16. 

On the 4th of February, 1793, a resolution was offered, as follows: 

Resolved, That the conducting of the legislative and judicial powers of the 
Senate in panus, and suffering an account of their measures and deliberations 
to be published in the ne , is the best means of difusi neral in- 
formation concerning the hele pelea motives, and conduct of indis dual mem- 
bers; and that, by withholding this information, responsibility becomes un- 
availing, the influence of their constituents over one branch of the re 
in a great measure , and the best security which experience has de- 
vised against the abuse of power and a maladministration abandoned. 

It was negatived by yeas 7, nays 21; butI call the attention of Sen- 
ators to the language of this resolution, because itis as pertinent in rela- 
tion to the conduct of ordinary executive business as it was with regard 
tolegislative business. On the same day a motion was made to agree to 
another resolution, in these words: 

Resolved, therefore, Thatit beastanding rule that the doors of the Senate Cham- 
papi leggy ence 
and that this rule shall commence and be enfoxeed bn the first day of the next 
session of Congress, 

That resolution got 10 votes in the Senate, and there were 18 against 
it. So the proposition all the time gained, as the present proposition has 
all the while gained, and will gain nntil it shall be adopted. 

Then the Senate, on the 11th day of February of that year—very 
much as we brought into this Senate the discussion of matters which 
were raised upon the consideration of nominations, by the resolutions 
of the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary—voted without 
division that the discussion and consideration of the question of whether 
Albert Gallatin, elected a Senator from Pennsylvania, was qualified for 
a seat in the Senate (it being objected that he had not been nine years 
a citizen of the United States), should be with open doors. It was so 
held; and the result of it was that it being once seen that a question 
of a legislative character could be discussed with open doors without 
any prejudice to the public interests, the Senate on the 24th of the 
same month passed a resolution that at the commencement of the next 
session the legislative sessions of the Senate should be open and that. 
a gallery should be constructed. 
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I have referred to this to show how the measure grew from the time 

when Alexander Hamilton introduced his resolution in the Continental 
Congress, which received only the affirmative vote of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, to the time when, as Hildreth in his history says, public senti- 
ment compelled the doors of the Senate to be opened when it was sitting 
inal tive capacity. 
It will be observed that on the same day that this resolution for open- 
ing the doors was passed the present rnle—therule which stands to this 
day, that the Senate should upon the motion of any Senator, seconded 
by another Senator, close its doors—was enacted. It seems to have been 
a kind of compromise, something such as is now suggested, that when 
any matter relating to a nomination comes up which in the judgment 
of the Senate should be conducted with closed doors, the Senate may 
by vote order it so to be done. 3 

It is interesting to note a fact of which we are told, that the first motion 
to conduct the legislative sessions of the Senate with open doors having 
been laid on the table at the instance of the Senators from Virginia, 
James Monroe came, at the next session, to the Senate instructed by a 
vote of the Legislature of Virginia to renew the motion and to press it 
to a favorable conclusion. I will not stop to refer to the interesting 
character of that debate, as shown by contemporaneous history. The 
resolution which I have referred to, of February 4, 1793, shows the 
line along which it must have been conducted. I think I will make a 
single reference to Maclay’s Notes, pages 296 and 297, for the purpose 
of K Eae that the very same arguments were urged against open leg- 
islative sessions which are now urged against open executive sessions. 
The Virginia Senators having mentioned their instructions— 

Md brought the subject of instructions from the different Legislatures into 
view— 

Which I do not care to refer to. Senator Maclay spoke on the main 
question. He says: 

As to the late conduct of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, I spoke with but 
fewofthem. I had no instructions from them, and, all things considered, I was 
happy that I had given my voice on a former occasion for it, 

That was for open session— 


The reasons which I gave then operated still in full force on my mind. 

The first was: That I knew of no reason for keeping the door of any Legisla- 
tive Assembly open that did not ly with equal force to us, 

The second was: That I thought i a compliment duo to the smallest State in 
the Union to indulge them in such request. 

The objeetions against it— 


And I ask Senators to note these objections, because they are the 
same which are raised to-day in regard to open sessions in executive 
matters — 


namely: That the members would make speeches for the gallery and for the 
public papers, would be the fault of the members. If they war in words 
and oral combats; if they pitted themselves like cocks; or played the gladiator 
for the amusement of the idle and curious, the fault was theirs. That let who 


would fill the chairs of the Senate, I hoped discretion would mark their deport- 
ment, That they would rise to impart knowl „and listen to obtain infor- 
matiow. That while this line of conduct marked their debates, it was totally 


immaterial whether thousands attended or there were not a single spectator. 

I have said that the rule of secrecy had been very slight, if any. I 
think there wasreallynone. The only question was whether the public 
should be permitted to hear the debates, not whether the debates should 
be communicated by members to persons outside; and the correspond- 
ence and contemporaneous writings of that day show that members of the 
Senate did not hesitate to tell what was saidand done in the Senate, and 
one curious instance I will stop to refer to. Maclay, on page 269, speak- 
ing of the vote upon the memorial which had been sent from Pennsyl- 
vania to the Senate against the funding of the public debt, which was 
then under consideration, says: 

Mr. Morris— 
A Pennsylvania Senator— 


was the only nay. I was in good humor myself, although I considered the vote 
of this day as waging a war with the publiccredito in which I will most prob- 
ably lose my ection, and was sorry to see my co! manifest such a de- 
gree of peevishness. He left the Senate after the vote. 


Now I want to refer to the writings of Fisher Ames. On the 23d of 
December, which was the day on which the vote was taken, writing 
SNe at his seat in the House to Thomas Dwight, of Connecticut, 

e says: 


It came in when the price of debt affordsan answer toit. No notice wastaken 
ofit. The I hear, have proposed to answer them by resolving that a re- 
vision of the act is improper. 


That was in tha commencement of his letter. At the end of it he 
says: 

The Senate have just voted, R. Morris only dissenting, in substance as I stated 
before. I wonder how the petitioners could overcome their Philadelphia mod- 
ay so far as to presentsucha memorial. You may fill the’ for your- 


Showing that Mr. Morris, being the only ‘‘nay”’ in the Senate, took 
his hat, rushed out of the Senate and rushed into the House, and poured 
his woes into the ear of Fisher Ames. It is puly-ome of numerous 
curious instances which show that there was no of , unless 
it was upon particular matters in which there was a special effort made 
to keep them secret. 

As I have said, there 
crecy in any particular. 


been no rule óf the Senate involving se- 
e rules of the Senate were first adopted 


re 16, 1789, were nineteen in number, and may be found in its Jour- 

, volume 1, pase 13. Nothing was said about keeping any of the 

proceedings, ei legislative or executive, secret. The only rule of 
the Senate in relation to executive nominations adopted prior to De- 
cember 22, 1800, was adopted on the 2ist of August, 1789, and is the 
rule which is now in force in relation to the conduct of public business 
when executive nominations are considered. It is to be found in Ex- 
ecutive Journal, volume 1, page 19, and is in these words: 
Resolved, That when nominations shall be made in writing by the President 
of the United States to the Senate, a future day shall be assigned, unless the 
Senate unanimously direct otherwise, for them into ideration. That 
when the President of the United States s meet the Senate in the Senate 
Chamber, the President of the Senate shall have a chair on the floor, be consid- 
ered as at the head of the Senate,and his chair shall be assigned to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. That when the Senate shall be convened by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to any other place, the President of the and 
Senators shall attend at the place appointed. TheSecretary of the Senate shall 
also attend to take the minutes of the Senate, 

‘That all questions shall be put by the President of the Senate, either in the 
presence or absence of the President of the United States; and Senators shall 
signify their assent or dissent by answering, viva voce, “ay yor “no.” 

Is it not remarkable, if any more secrecy were implied as to execu- 
tive business than as to legislative business, that when they were adopt- 
ing this first rule for the conduct of executive business there should 
not have been some mention in it that these proceedings should be 
kept secret? 

It ran on then without any further rule on the subject for six years 
after the Senate adopted a resolution that aai, eran sessions should 
be open. December 22, 1800, the Senate this rule; it is the first 
rule in the Senate with regard to secrecy, and let us see what it ap- 
plied to; it did not apply to the consideration of nominations: 


secret; and that all treaties which may 
also be kops secret until the Senate shall, by their resolution, take off the in- 
junction of secrecy. 

Does some one say the confidential communications included execu- 
tive nominations? That is shown not to be the case by the occasion 
on which it was adopted. It was adopted upon the transmission of a 
message of John Adams, then President, submitting instructions given 
to the envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to the French 
Republic in the following words: 

Gentlemen of the Senate: 

In conformity with your request in your resolution of the 19th of this month 
I transmit go the instructions given to our late envoys extraordinary and 
ministers plenipotentiary to the ch Republic. 

It is my request to the Senate that these instructions may be considered in 
strict confidence,and returned to me as soon as the Senate shall have made all 
the use of them they may judge necessary. 

JOHN ADAMS, 


Unttep STATES, December 22, 1800, 


If the Senate had been considering all messages sent by the President 
to the Senate as secret, why did he in the message request them to con- 
sider this particular measure in strict confidence? ‘The fact that the 
rule was adopted in relation to confidential communications on the re- 
ception of this message shows plainly the character of the commuica- 
tions to which it was applied. It was to communications of the char- 
acter that had just been transmitted to the Senate only—in that case 
the instructions given to Minister Short to France—and to-day that is 
what we uhderstand by the term ‘‘confidential communications.” That 
was six years, as I said, after open legislative sessions had been adopted. 
During these six years nominations and confirmations were published 
daily in the newspapers, or at leastevery few days! 

There are some very curious things to be found in the Executive 
Journal, if it be said that there was any rigid secrecy maintained in 
regard to such matters; for instance, on page 149 of the first volume of 
the Executive Journal I find this: 

‘That the Secre! of the Senate pay no further compensation to the printers 
for the weekly ion of the journals. 

So that in that early day, just about the time that the Senate con- 
cluded to hold its legislative sessions with open doors, for some reason 
or other (and it appears to have been a newspaper warfare) the Secre- 
tary of the Senate in executive session was instructed to pay no further 
compensation to newspapers for the publication of the journals; of 
course, meaning executive journals. ; 

The most important event that occurred in those days was the nomi- 
nation of ro 8 be Kept ORDA of the str Sisir tohis 
Britannic Majesty for purpose of negotiating a ty of commerce 
and amity. It created a good deal of discussion not only in the Senate 
but in the country, and a reference to the public journals of that day 
shows that the country understood perfectly well what that discussion 
was in the Senate. It turned on the question of whether we wanted 
any treaty with a power with which we had been so recently at war, and 
whether the negotiations should not in any event be conducted by the 
then accredited minister to that court; and it turned further upon this 
public question, whether a gentleman who was then one of the judges 
of the Siprem Court of the United States ought to be appointed as 
envoy extraordinary to England to negotiate that treaty without resign- 
ing his office upon the bench. 

That nomination was confirmed on the 19th day of April, 1794, and 
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on the 2ist of A: 1794, two days thereafter, the Senate voted that 
any member of the Senate might have an extract from the Journal; but 
we find this very curious circumstance, that on that very 19th day of 
April, on which Mr. Jay was confirmed as envoy extraordinary, J: 
A wrote his wife—to be found in page 156 of his letters—calling 
his wife, as he does in all of these letters, with touching sentiment, his 
“dearest friend:” 

‘The Senate has been three days in debate upon the oy rs of Mr. Jay 
to go to London. It has this day been determined in his favor—18 versus 8. 

That was before the Senate had allowed any person to take a copy 
of the proceedings; and under our rule now I understand that John 
Adams, then Vice-President of the United States, would have been lia- 
ble to expulsion for writing that to his wife. It shows the difference 
between former times and the present time. 

The most important event of that time following upon the nomina- 
tion of Jay was the negotiation of the treaty, its return to the United 
States, and its ratification by the Senate. That treaty, for the first 
time in the history of the Senate, was received under an injunction of 
secrecy. It was communicated by George W. n. I will not 
stop to read the message. It was ordered that the Senators “be under 
an injunction of secrecy upon the communication this day received 
from the President of the United States.” 

That was June 8, 1795, and yet they were holding open legislative 
sessions, and it is the first indication of a rule of secrecy or of any keeping 
of secrets to be found in the Executive Journal; and the contemporary 
historians tell us that great efforts were made to keep that treaty secret. 
Jobn Adams, in writing to his wife, does not disclose anything about 
the contents of that treaty, but he says ‘‘Mum, mum, mum.” He 
treats it entirely different from the way in which he treated the ques- 
tion of Jay’s nomination pending before the Senate. k 

If it had been the practice to receive everything under an injunction 
of secrecy, why should there have been a special order made that this 
treaty should be received under an injunction of secrecy? The treaty 
was ratified June 24, 1795. The next day many Senators were absent 
and the injunction of secrecy was removed, but it was reconsidered at 
the same session and the Secretary was directed to notify the absent 
Senators. They came in the next day and took the injunction of se- 
crecy off from the proceedings, but specially enjoined that no member 
of the Senate should divul a copy of that treaty. There was an effort 
to maintain secrecy something in the way we do at the present time. 
What was the result? 

Before I come to the result, I want to say this: James Madison, writ- 
ing when that treaty was under consideration by the Senate to James 
Monroe, then minister to France, communicated about as good an ab- 
stract of the contents of the treaty to James Monroe as he could have 
done if he had seen the treaty itself; and yet he says the most extraor- 
dinary efforts in official quarters have been made to keep it secret and 
he has got no hint of it whatever from official quarters. But what was 
the result of this effort to keep the text of the treaty secret? The vote 
to keep the text of the treaty secret was on the 25th of June, 1795. On 
the 26th or 27th a really good sketch of the treaty was published in the 
Aurora, in Philadelphia, where the Senate was then holdingits sessions, 
and on the 29th Mr. Mason, a Senator from Virginia, wrote a note to 
the editor of the Aurora stating that he had seen asketch of the treaty, 
and as he desired that there should be no inaccuracies and the public 
should understand just what it was, inasmuch asthe sketch had been 
published he sent a copy of the treaty, which he was at liberty to 
do with as he pleased; and it was published the next day in pamphlet 
form, and the next day after that in the Daily Advertiser, and it flew 
all over the country with lightning rapidity. That was the way they 
used to keep secrets in those days. I refer to it not for the pu 
of showing that they violated the injunction of secrecy, but that this 
was an individual instance where, on account of great considerations 
relating to the public welfare, an injunction of secrecy was put on in 
the executive sessions of the Senate. It is curious in this instance to 
remark, too, that Washington, just a day before the publication of the 
treaty, at the instance of Senator Mason, had directed it to be published 
so that the people might not be misinformed about it. 

There are plenty of indications, if I could stop to enumerate them, 
to show that absolute secrecy was not observed or required in reference 
to executive proceedings, but that the whole matter was left to the judg- 
ment of Senators, supposing that when there was any subject the tell- 
ing of which would go against—as Alexander Hamilton said in his reso- 
lution—public safety, then the Senators would have prudence and judg- 
ment panes to keep it secret. That was the original idea, and that 
was the only injunction of secrecy in those early days. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish toask the Senator whether the order for 
the Taanon of the Jay treaty was not made for the purpose of elicit- 
ing discussion throughout the countryin order that members of the Sen- 
ate might know what disposition to make of that treaty? It certainly 
did lead to a very extended discussion in Boston, New York, Charleston, 
and all over the country ; very able speeches were made in reference to 
the provisions of that treaty. I wish to find out from the Senator 
whether the order for publication was not made in order that the mem- 
bers of the Senate might be informed by their constituents as to the 
public ae in reference to the treaty. 

Mr. PLATT. I must have been unfortunate in not making myself 
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clear. The injunction of secrecy which was especiall, 

Senate, and the first injunction of secrecy ever ordered by it in relation 
to any matter pending before it in executive session, was rigidly ob- 
ohn | served—rigidly observed both in executive quarters and in the Senate. 


y ordered by the 


The greatest efforts were made to do so, and the Senate by vote en- 
joined that although the proceedings by which it was ratified in the 
Senate might be made public, no Senator should make the treaty pub- 
lic until after the ratifications had been ex: by the President. 
It was in direct violation of that that the treaty was published. It was 
not till after it had gone through with this discussion in the Senate, 
where it had been discussed for three weeks in a special called session 
of the Senate—it was not till after its ratification by the Senate that it 
leaked out and was published. 

I have said that in 1820 a rule was adopted that the remarks and in- 
formation communicated by a Senator upon the consideration of anom- 
ination should be kept secret; it had been attempted once before, in 
1813, in the Senate, and I refer to this because it is particularly im- 
portant. The records in the Executive Journal are too long for me to 
read and detain the Senate with. The history of the attempt will be 
found in Senate Executive Journal, volume 2, pages 374 to 415, 

The effort was made in executive session to adopt the very rule that 
was afterward adopted in 1820, namely, that a Senator should not be 
permitted to divulge remarks orinformation communicated by aSenator 
upon the consideration of executive nominations. It failed signally. 
It went through all the forms of reference and report, and finally was 
dropped. So in 1813 the attempt was made to enjoin secrecy and failed, 
and it was not until 1820 that the Senate succeeded in adopting any 
rule of secrecy applicable to what was said in executive session with re- 
gard to nominations. The fact that it failed in 1813 shows that it was 
not the rule or the practice at that time. This binding the Senate 
down by an iron rule of secrecy with regard to what is said respecting 
the character and qualifications of a person nominated to office is a re- 
cent matter. : 

But, Mr. President, I must not encumber the RECORD with more 
citations from the Executive Journal—which is an interesting book, if 
Senators will study it—upon this subject. Ihave only alluded to one 
or two things as illustrating my preposition, but I wish before I come 
to the more practical and argumentative part of my remarks to enu- 
merate hurriedly the efforts that have been made in open session of the 
Senate to do away with this rule. 

Much of the history of this subject is contained in the Executive 
Journals of the Senate since 1829. Up to that date the Executive 
Journals were published by order of the Senate, but since that date 
they are kept secret, no one other than Senators, the officers of the 
Senate sworn to secrecy, and the President may know the history of 
the country contained in those secret books, and if I refer to it I am 
liable to expulsion.. But I may refer to what has been done in legis- 
lative session. 

On February 20, 1841, Senator William Allen, of Ohio, introduceda 
resolution for open sessions. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS] the other day in the discussion of the question of the produc- 
tion of papers by the Executive referred to this Senator as ‘‘ Uncle Billy 
Allen,” and I take it it was not a term of reproach, but a term rather 
of endearment. Certainly he was a Senator representing the great State 
of Ohio, and he introduced this resolution: 

Resolved, That the fortieth rule for conducting business in the Senate, an@ which 
requires the Senate to close its doors when in executive business, be rescinded, 
except as to the action of the Senate on treaties. 

That was laid on the table by a vote of 26 to 20. It was laid on the 
table, I have no doubt, to cut off discussion; but the fact that 20 to 26 


Tpose | Senators in that day voted to not lay it on the table shows that it had 


some strength and support even as far back as 1841, Senator Allen 
never got an opportunity to discuss that again in open Senate. Here- 
newed it at every session of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Willit disturb the Senator if I ask him if there 
was anything like a party vote appearing in that case? 

Mr. PLATT. I think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. No party division ? y 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink not, but here are the yeas and nays; the Sen- 
ator can tell from them. I have not examined them to see: 

Yeas—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, 
Clayton, Dixon, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Ker, Mangum, Mit 
ler, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Prentiss, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Southard, 
Talmadge, and Woodbridge—26. 

Nays—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Cuth- 


bert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mouton, Nicholson, Pierce, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—20, 


Senator Allen renewed his resolution again at the next session, Feb- 
ruary 23, 1842. No opportunity was given to discuss it then. A mo- 
tion to go into executive session cut off the debate. 

Then again he renewed it December 28, 1843. He renewed it again 
February 23, 1848, and it was again laid on the table by a decided vote, 
39 to 13, probably an unfortunate time to press its consideration. I 
give the yeas and nays: 

Yras—Messrs, Ashley, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, But- 
ler, Calhoun, Cass, Clarke, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 


x, Downs, Felch, Greene, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Moor, Niles, Pearce, 
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Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Webster, and 
Yulee—39, 


Nays—Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Baghy, Bright, Cla; , Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, and ey—13. 


At the special session in 1853 Senator Chase, of Ohio, introduced the 
pains Ct pees thus supplementing the effort of his predecessor, 
Senator Allen: 


Resolved, That all sessions and all proceedings of the Senate shall be public and 
open, except when matters communicated in confidence by the ent shall 
be received and considered, and in such other cases as the Senate by resolution 
from time to tige shall specially order; and so much of the thirty-eighth, thirty- 
ninth, and fortieth rules as may be inconsistent with this rule is hereby rescinded. 

That resolution was discussed at some length, It was supported by 
Senators Chase, Borland of Arkansas, and Sumner, the predecessor of the 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, from whose speech I desire 
to read a single quotation: 

At the first o; ization of the Government the proceedings of the Senate, 
whether in legislation or on treaties or on nominations, were with closed doors, 
In this papas the legislative business and executive business were conducted 
alike. This continued down to the second session of the Third Congress. 
1794, when, in pursuance of a formal resolution, the 
opened so long as the Senate were e: in r 
in such cases as might, in the o 
rule hascontinuedever since, Here wasan exercise of the 
ate in obvious harmony with public sentiment and the spirit of our institutions, 

The cha: now proposed goes still further. It opens the doors on all occa- 
sions, whe l ve or executive, except when specially ordered otherwise. 
The r from South Carolina [Mr. Butler] says that the Senate is a confi- 
dential body, and should be ready to receive co! ential communications from 
the President. But this will still be the case if we adopt the resolution now un- 
der consideration. Thelimitation proposed seemsample forall exigencies, while 
the general rule will be publicity. The executive sessions with closed doors 
shrouded from the public gaze and public criticism, constitute an exceptional 
part of our em, too much in harmony with the proceedings of other govern- 
ments less liberal in character. The genius of our institutions requires pub- 
licity. The ancient Roman who bade his architect so to construct his house 
that his guests and all that he did could be seen by the world is a fit model for 
the American people, 


Let me also quote asingle sentence from the speech of Senator Chase 
especially pertinent to the proposition now under consideration. It 
will be noticed that his resolution provided for open sessions upon the 
consideration of treaties as well as nominations. After speaking of 
the propriety of considering treatiesin open session as a rule, he went 
on to say: 


The resolution went over after debate, and as the session adjourned 
in two days thereafter no action was taken. ; 

Then at the following session of Congress Mr. Chase renewed his 
resolution. It was laid on the table without discussion, at the instance 
of Senator Mason, by a vote of 23 to 14. I give the yeas and nays: 

Yeras—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Butler, Cass, Cooper, Dawson, Dixon, 


Evans, Everett, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Johnson, Jones of Tennessee, Mason 
Sebastian, Shields, Smith, Stuart, Thompson of New Jersey, Toombs, and 


essrs. Chase, Le of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Gwin, 
Hamlin, Norris, Pettit, Slidell, Sumner, Wade, Walker, Weller, and Williams- 
14.—Congressional Globe, first session Thirty-third Congress, page 240, 


The discussion of the subject came up in the Senate upon the resolu-: 


tion of Mr. Wade, submitted January 21, 1862, asking for a joint rule 
for legislative secret sessions upon important matters touching the con- 
duct of the war. In that discussion the question of secret sessions was 
pretty thoroughly discussed. I will not stop now to refer to the dis- 
cussion, because I see that I am consuming altogether more time than 
I had intended, and because I may wish to quote some extracts there- 
from upon another point further on in my remarks. 

To leave now the historical argument—and I think the practice of 
the fathers shows that it will be no very great departure from the prin- 
ciple which governed themif we should open the doors for the discus- 
sion of such nominations and such only as we think may properly be 
discussed with due regard to the public safety—leaving that branch of 
the argument, I wish to come to more practical considerations; I wish 
to answer some of the other objections which are pressed against the 
proposition. 

And here, Mr. President, I take my stand on the proposition enunci- 
ated by you on the 9th day of February last, when you said with great 
terseness and vigor and condensation of thought, ** There ought to be 
no secrets whatever in this Government of ours, a government of the 
people.” It comprehends the whole question. There is but one, and 
there can be but one, possible limitation to that proposition, and that 
is an absolute necessity for secrecy. 

And now I propose to examine this question to see whether any such 
absolute necessity exists, and I believe that to all fair-minded Senators 
I can demonstrate that there is no such absolute necessity existing; and 
if I do, then I ask their assent to this proposition: that unless that ab- 
solute necessity can be shown, unless public safety, public welfare de- 
mand it, no consideration of convenience to a Senator and no desire or 
disinclination on the pt of a Senator to evade responsibility of any 


kind whatever should him to give his vote for the continuance of 
the practice longer. 
Secrecy 


is odious to every human being in this world except when 
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he practices it himself. It is against the spirit of a free government. 
I said it was odious. Whenever you see secrecy you are suspicious that 
something is wrong. It is a relic of monarchical power and privilege 
that has no business in this day of democratic tendencies when we 
seek to make this Government even more actually democratic than it 
was expected to be by its founders. It is a lineal descendant of the 
privy council, that has always been hated in this country. We de- 
mand that the President shall have no secrets from us. Why? We 
think that if he has secrets there is something that ought to be dis- 
closed, that what is done in secret should§be proclaimed on the house- 
tops. Secrecy is as odious to us as it is to others when the President 
insists upon practicing it. But what do the people say tous? They 
say, You demand that the President shall have no secrets from the Sen- 
ate. We demand that the Senate shall have no secrets from the peo- 
ple. How are we to get away from the inexorable logic of that state- 
ment on the part of the people? 

Mr. President, publicity is the cure of all evils, whether they be gov- 
ernmental or financialorsocial. Publicity is the one thing upon which 
we must most rely in this country for the correction of evils. Why do 
we investigate matters? We order here and in the other House inves- 
tigation after investigation because we think something is done in se- 
cret which ought to be revealed. We believe when we get the slightest 
inkling of anything which has been concocted in secret that something 
is wrong—that it is the duty of each branch of Congress to turn on the 
lights, and the people sustain usin it, Usually when that which was 
done in secret is dragged out into the light we find that something wrong 
has actually been done. It is as true now as it was eighteen centuries 
ago that ‘t men love darkness rather than light because their deeds are 
evil.” 

Not, I want to marshal for a moment the arguments which have 
been made in favor of secret sessions; and the first is this: The argu- 
ment has always beep made, it was made in the discussions to which 
I have referred, that open sessions will deter Senators from frankly and 
freely communicating what they know when bad men are nominated, 
and therefore objectionable men will be confirmed. Well, we have tried 
the secret system for one hundred years, and do not bad men get con- 
firmed now? And when we see that the secrecy system does not work, 
that it does not improve the standard of our civil service, is it not worth 
while to try the other course and see whether publicity will not improve 
it? Iddmit that the consideration of a nomination in open session may 
involve some unpleasant duties for Senators; but is this Senatorial life 
a bed of roses? Has it no unpleasant duties and no unpleasant conse- 
quences? To imagine it to bea bed of roses requires all the imagination 
and stoicism of Guatemozin when he was stretched on his bed of torture. 
We have no such difficulty in relation to other matters involving the 
discussion of character. We have no difficulty in expressing our opin- 
ion with regard to individuals when they come up here in a way that 
brings them before the open sessions of the Senate. The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ], in the able speech he made the other day, did 
not have any hesitation in telling us what he thought about the appoint- 
ments that had been made in the State of Indiana; and yet when every 
one of those appointments are considered by the Senate the doors must 
be closed, because the Senator from Indiana cannot tell without un- 
pleasant consequences to himself what he thinks and what he knows 
about the men who are nominated for office there. 

Even the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] finds no difficulty, 
when he desires to do it, to discuss the character of men nominated and 
appointed to office in open sessions of the Senate. I turn to the trench- 
ant speech recently made by that Senator and read: 
sporene at Sioux City, Iowa, was convicted and sentenced in Dakota 


The 
for vi ion of the pension laws. 
* * $ s s s 


> 
In Rhode Island a Democratie postmaster was appointed who had been in the 
preceding three months arrested nine times for vio n of the liquor law. 

Andso on, giving the names of the officers and what they had been ar- 
rested for. He finds no difficulty in doing that. We had a discussion 
here recently on the educational bill, and what did the Senator from 
Kansas do? He discussed openly in the open Senate a nomination 
then pending before the Senate in executive session—the nomination of 
Zach. Montgomery to be Assistant Attorney-General for the Interior De- 
partment. Every word that he said was directly relevant and proper 
to be said in executive session on the consideration of that nomination; 
yet was there any trouble about it? Did the heavens fall? Was it 
unpleasant to the Senator? Was it unpleasant to anybody else? 

Take another illustration. Take the applications that we have here 
for restoration to the Army of people who have been dismissed from 
the service. Is there ever any hesitation or shrinking on account of 
its being unpleasant for a Senator to say what he thinks about the men? 
I bave here in my hand a quantity of reports where the whole record 
of the man is spread out on the records of the Senate. Some Senators 
seem to be more troubled with the idea thatit would be unpleasant, not 
to produce the bad record of a man, but unpleasant to say those things 
about a man which would perhaps wound his feelings, when he is 
really a very good man, except that he is not calculated for or adapted 
to:the office. But here in one case General Sherman accepts a man’s 
dismissal for utter worthlessness, and yet there was a proposition to 
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restore him to the Army discussed. I will not take time in referring 
to more of these. 

One answer to that argument is that bad men will not be presented 
here for discussion; the incompetent will not be presented here for us 
to discuss as they are now presented, if it be understood that their char- 
acters and qualifications are open to public discussion, and are to re- 
ceive public consideration. The whole business of appointing men to 
office will change. We shall have fewer recommendations of bad men, 
fewer nominations of bad men, fewer confirmations of bad men, if pub- 
licity can attend the whole business of office-seeking and office-getting 
from the White House to the Senate. 

Iwantalso to say this in reply to that argument: It may undoubtedly 
. be pleasanter to say a harsh thing, or an unkind thing, or an unpleasant 
thing behind a man’s back rather than tosay it before his face; but isit 
fairer to say it? In justice and decency and fair play, ought we not to 
say with respect to any man nominated here before the public and the 
world just what we would say about him behind these closed doors? 
I think we had; but we shall have less frequent opportunity or occa- 
sion to say it if these doors are open. How rarely it is now that a Sen- 
ator is called upon to say an unpleasant thing here with regard to a 
person who is nominated for office who is otherwise a good man, a man 
whose feelings they do not want to wound, whose sensibilities they 
do not want to hurt. 5 

, What Senator can remember the time when in executive session 
such things have required to be said about anyman? Ifwehave those 
cases where a Senator does not really want to wound the sensibilities 
of a candidate the rule which I desire the adoption of still permits our 
going into executive session with closed doors; but do Senators think 
they enjoy exemption as it ifnow? Do you think that tho man whom 
a Senator talks about here does not know what that Senator says about 
him? If he is rejected, he knows that he is rejected for cause; he knows 
that he is rejected because his Senator has not stood by him probably, 
and he surmises ten times as much as he would if that Senator’s con- 
duct and every word he said had been made public and open to the 
world. So this argument falls to the ground by its own weight. The 

consequences are more unpleasant now than they would be to take the 
ey in open session. 

t us test this argument a little more closely. A good many of us 
are lawyers. Do we hesitate to say in open court, when we are paid for 
it, what we think about the character of witnesses and parties in a 
cause? Notat all. No lawyer ever flinches from that duty. Why 
should we seek to flinch from it here? We are paid to do our duty here 
as elsewhere, and why should we flinch from doing it any more than 
in court? 

But, again, we have popular elections. Every four yearsa man is nom- 
inated for President, and from one end of the land to the other his whole 
character is discussed before the people. Senators go upon the stump; 
they say what they think about each candidate; his past record is dragged 
to light; every foible of his life is paraded; the whole question of his 
character and qualifications is everywhere discussed with the utmost 

ublicity, and why should we seek to shield ourselves behind closed 

oors when persons are nominated to office by the President when we 
never think of desiring to shield ourselves or evade the responsibility 
of saying what we think about the President himself when he is nom- 
inated for office? 

So judges and governors are elected, governors by the people and 
judges sometimes by the people and sometimes by Legislatures, elected 
openly, their characters canvassed openly. If a person thinks they are 

men, nice men, but will not make good judges, he says it, andhe 
says it openly. He is never deterred by any consideration that he will 
wound anybody’s feelings from expressing what he thinks when a Presi- 
dent is nominated, when a governor is to be elected, when judges are 
to beelécted, or even a justice of the peace is to beelected. Why, then, 
should we become so nervous when we are asked to tell what we think 
about the character and qualifications of a man who is nominated for 
office by the President instead of by a convention? We ourselves are 
nominated and elected in o Legislatures, where our characters are 
discussed, where our qualifications are considered, and our whole his- 
tory is brought to light and arguments made pro and con. If a mem- 
ber of the Legislature thinks we are fair men for some positions, but 
not for the Senate, does he ever forego the expression of that belief from 
the fear of wounding our tender susceptibilities ? 

Mr. President, we have election contests here sometimes. Look at 
the book which has been compiled by the Committee on Privilegesand 
Elections, study the cases which have been discussed here with regard 
tothe admission and the expulson of members when questions of bribery 
tosecure election, charges involving moral character, have been made 
against Senators and against the mode of their election, has there ever 
been any shutting of the doors to the investigation of those questions 
and to the discussion of such issues from the fear of wounding a Sena- 
tor’s feelings? They have been investigated in open daylight, they 
have been discussed in open Senate, and you could no more haye shut 
the Senate doors upon such discussions than you could shut them upon 
all legislative questions. Yet itis just as unpleasant for a Senator to 
say what he thinks about a person who has been certified as elected to 
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the Senate, about his.conduct and about the charges against him, as it 
is to say it with regard to the nominationof a man here, Take one 
noted case. My eye being on the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] 
now brings it tomy mind. For years and years there has been dis- 
cussed here in open session the conduct of Fitz-John Porter, and that 
Senator has not hesitated to say boldly, openly, in the hearing of the 
whole world, what he thought about that gentleman who is seeking to 
be restored to the Army; and when the bill ‘if it does pass, and 
when the President nominates him to be a colonel, if he eyer does, 
then these doors mušt be shut in order to consider whether we shall 
confirm him or not. Then the character and conduct of Fitz-John 
Porter must be discussed in secret. 

Sir, this argument becomes something farcical when you look it in 
the eye. What is the essence of it? It isa plea for personal privilege 
on the part of Senators; it is a plea to be exempt from unpleasant du- 
ties, I like to be exempt from unpleasant duties, but Ido not want 
to plead that, and I do not believe any Senator wants to plead that, when 
such exemption from public duty militates against the public, welfare. 

I want to say one thing more in reply to thisa ent. I have not 
been here as long as a good many Senators, but I have been here some 
years now. I affirm now that I never have heard a word said in ex- 
ecutive session which ought to have been said there, or which any person 
thought ought to have been said there, which might not just as well 
and just as appropriately have been said in open session in relation to 
the confirmation of nominations. . : 

But another argument is that we shall consume a great deal of time 
and encumber the RECORD. If that argument is good, we had better 
go back to the days of secret legislative sessions. That was an argu- 
ment used against opening the doors in legislative session; and if all 
debates were secret and we had no RECORD, and what a may said was 
not published in the RECORD, possibly we could get along with busi- 
ness a little more rapidly. Will we go back tosecret legislative sessions 
on that account? If not, it is no argument against open executive ses- 
sions provided it be for the public welfare and the public interests that 
they shall be held. It is inconsistent with the last argument. The 
two cannot stand together. 

Again, another objection I have heard is that there will be cases 
where public policy and the conservation of the public morals require 
that they shall be discussed in secret session. Whoever heard of such 
acase? Whoever heard of a case discussed in secret session of the Sen- 
ate that might not have been discussed openly and everything relating 
to it be published openly, without any prejudice to the public morals? 
It applies with much more force to cases in court than it doesin the Sen- 
ate; and yet no Senator here will stand up and say that the doors of the 
courts in this year 1886 shall be closed against any testimony in an 
case whatever. I think myself that the Paaranon of very much whic 
is donein court tends to debauch the public morals; but public sentiment 
isso far in favor of publicity and no secrecy that it will not permit, and 
it is right that it should not permit, the doors of the courts to be closed 
even-in cases where the details having a tendency to prejudice public 
morals are under discussion. 

But it is said that there is a distinction between the capacity in which 
we act in executive matters and in which we actin legislative matters, 
and that in this distinction, in this difference between our duty as legis- 
lators and our duty in confirming or rejecting officers, lies the real reason 
why we ought to act with closed doors. admit that in a sense we 
are a part of the executive power; but when we thus act, exercising 


| that duty and that function, we are still Senators, and the crucial test is 


this: if we are free from responsibility to the people when we act on 
the confirmation of nominees, when we discharge that portion of our 
duties which is executive, then I agree that it is quite proper to close 
the doors; but if we are Senators still, if we are responsible to the peo- 
ple for our trust, if we ought to report to the people how we discharge 
that trust, then the distinction which is sought to be drawn between 
our legislative and our executive functions falls entirely to the ground. 
I apprehend that we are Senators still, that we represent somebody still, 
that we are not beyond responsibility, that we are not beyond accounta- 
bility for our trust, when we act in the matter of the confirmation of 
officers. The administration of law is involved in the confirmation of 
officers. The whole question of administration, whether the Govern- 
mentshall be well administered or poorly administered, is involved in the 
question of what officers are appointed and what officers are confirmed; 
and it is as important that the people should know in this regard and 
for this reason how officers are appointed as it is that they should know 
how the laws are-made. 

I want to read from the report made by Garrett Davis, upon the 
Sylvester case in relation to secrecy. It was a partof the report of the 
Judiciary Committee in the discussion on the power of the President to 
withhold papers: T 

Why should there be any secrecy in these matters?— 


That is, in relation to removal from office— 


Secrecy is notnn elementof our system—its t and fundamental law is pub- 
lic opinion; and how can this pe wisely and justly formed when the facts which 


are necessary to enlighten it are concealed as “state secrets?” It is only false- 
hood and corruption, wrong and oppression, that are sought to be wrapped in 
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darkness; the officer who means and acts well dreads not the sunlight. There 
may be rare cases where secrecy in the removal of public officers would pro- 
mote the public good; but the mischief inseparable from such 
asystem will preponderate a thousan: 

It is oer septs to the matter of confirming officers rather than 
to their remo 

The PRESIDENT It is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business at this hour, being the resolu- 
tion reported by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, February 3, 1886. . 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be laid aside informally until the Senator from 
Connecticut concludes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no objection the unfin- 
ished business will be laid asideinformally until the tor from Con- 
necticut concludes. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithankthe Senate. I willconclude without consum- 
ing very much more of the time of the Senate. 

there any other argument than those which I have examined why 
we should continue thesesecret sessions? Yes, I have heard one other— 
that it is a Senatorial tive which it is wise for us to maintain. 


j is: 
from the political vocabulary of this country, and it is time they were 


stand pretty close to the people and trust the people if we want them 
to trust us. 

But I must do more than answer objections, Mr. President; I must 
take the affirmative. I say, then, we must do this thing in self-defense, 
as Senators and as a Senate. 

This is not a popular body, either in the political or colloquial sense 
of the term; indeed, I have come to the conclusion that it is fast com- 
ing to be a very unpopular body in the estimation of the citizens of this 
country. Some Senators will say it never was intended to be a popu- 
lar body; some Senators will say now, as was said in the constitutional 
convention, that here should be a body constituted with a long term 
to be elected not by the peels but by the States, to be removed from 
direct responsibility to the people, in order that they might check the 
tendencies to democratic extra ces; some Men May say now, as 
they said then, that it was well to mold one branch of this Legislature 
somewhat upon that branch of the English Parliament known as the 
House of Lords. Such seems to have been the idea of Senator Butler 
in the discussion in the Senate on the Chase resolution in 1853. I 
quote from Senator Butiler’s remarks (Appendix Congressional Glebe, 
Thirty-second Congress, second session, page 321): 

This is nota pure democracy. If the Government of the United States was 


an und and simple democracy, perhaps the gentlemen might well in- 
sist upon a resolution of this kind. They might make the Senate the arena for 


the discussion of every subject, as was done in Athens, or in democracies where 
the poopie directly had a vote. But we are a confederacy of organized repub- 
lics, and we live under a Constitution—a Constitution by whose obligations I 
feel bound, as well as the usages under it. 

But this Government was formed a century ago. The men who framed 
it made a theoretical democracy, but there were anomalies in that Gov- 
ernment which they so founded, and the Senate is one of them. They 
were theoretical democrats, but they were far from actual demo- 
crats; and whoever observes the signs of the times in this year will see 
that the day, not of theoretical democracy, but of actual democracy, is 
hastening on to its accomplishment and completion. Whoever looks 
abroad, whoever notices what is going on in all civilized countries, can- 
not fail TORRO SAD mead dagevsigiose which is to lift. the people of the 
world into more active ipation i 


sent the States. 

What are the States we are sent to t? Can you disconnect 
the States from the people of the States? By no means. The people 
are the States; and when it is said that a Senator represents here the 
State and is not directly responsible to the people, thatis only a fiction; 
it is only a nominal representation. Our responsibility is to the 
people of the State that we represent. What do I mean? DoI mean 
that the Senate is to be influenced by public clamor? No; I think 
Ihave as much courage to withstand public clamor as perhaps any 
Senator. Ido not mean to be nak by public clamor; but when 
I believe that publie sentiment with great imity demands a thing 
I am going to be very careful to draw the distinction between that pub- 
lic sentiment and public clamor and not mistake the willof the people 
deliberately formed for public clamor. 

No, Mr. President, the idea that we can set ourselves up above the 
people, not let the people know what we are doing, is not in accordance 
with the spirit of the age. This world has come to believe in the phi- 
losophy of the Divine Master: ‘‘And whosoever of you will be the chief- 
est shall be servant of all.” That is what a Senator must be. As the 


President and the governor and every other officer within the body-pol- 
itic, he must he the servant of the people. 

This means popular information and scrutiny of all governmental 
proceedings; it means better government; it means better administra- 
tion; it means the abolition of all exclusiveness, of privilege, of prerog- 
ative, of aristocratic tendencies. For better or for worse, that day has 
come. The people are to be omnipotent in government. 

What has this to do with secret sessions, says someone. The people 
believe that this Senate is aristocratic, that it holds itself above them, 
and does not consideritself responsible to them. I do not like to make 
that statement, but I believe it to be just and proper that I should make 
it because I believe that to a large extent, to a much larger extent than 
Senators it is the view which the people have of this body; 
that we intend here to maintain aristocratic privilege; that we intend 
here to maintain secret prerogative; that we intend here to put our- 


selves above ility to the people. In this, Mr. President, the 
people are y mistaken. They misunderstand us; they misunder- 
stand the and desires of Sentors; but, notwithstanding, that 


is their belief, and nothing has done so much to create that belief and 

perpetuate it as the fact that we close these doors when we consider 

nominations to office. It is just because the Senate, from habit and 

custom, from a disposition not to depart from what are supposed te be 

the good old ways, maintain certain things, and among them this mat- 

ea of secret sessions, that the people think we have set ourselves above 
em. 

The popular sentiment, Mr. President, is for open executive sessions 
with regard to nominations as a rule. It is not public clamor; it is 
real, true, and genuine popular sentiment. How is popular sentiment 
reflected in this country except by the press? I venture to say that of 
the nearly fourteen thousand newspapers in the land probably ten thou- 
sand of them, political or independent—a very large proportion of them— 
have declared their belief that this measure should be adopted. Iam 
met by some Senator by saying that he does not care what the press 
says, that an issue has been raised between the press and the Senate, 
and he is not going to be influenced by any such consideration as that. 
I desire to say here one or two very frank words. With that journal- 
ism which concedes to public men neither honest motive nor private 
virtue Ihave nosympathy and for it norespect. . It isa malignant kind 
of journalism which I cannot respect and which all right-minded men 
must condemn. But that is not the true character of the public press 
of this country asa whole. The country newspapers, the newspapers 
that have no paar eorn guard here, are all against these secret 
sessions. All over this land, without regard to section, these country 
newspapers, which represent the real sentiment of the country, which 
go where the minister and the schoolmaster do not enter, and where 
the voice of the Senate does not otherwise go, have declared in favor of 
this measure; the men who publish those newspapers thinkof our Gov- 
ernment, they study public questions a great deal more than we sup- 
pose, and the fact that there is but one voice in the press shows where 
public sentiment ison this subject. Public sentiment compelled open 
legislative sessions of the Senate, and it now demands open executive 
sessions of the Senate. 

Whence arises this demand? It is not idle curiosity. Itis not that a 
few reporters may look in on these i and send the news to 
the journals which they represent. Oh, no; that is notit. It is the 
desire of the people for a better administration of the Government. It 
is a desire of the people that the standard of official life and character 
shall be elevated; and they know the only way to do it is by having 
the qualifications of men discussed openly in the Senate Chamber. 

I should like to read extracts from newspapers, but I will content 
myself with reading one. I read it from a Democratic paper in my own 
State, a conservative paper, a paper that does not mean to mi resent 
Senators or the Senate. It is from the New Haven Register:- ` 

But it is in the confirmatory powers of both the national and State senates that 
the evil of the secret-session system most clearly discloses itself. Manyan un- 
worthy public official is the comm the 


secret session encourages a 
of politicians to seek public office. They know that whatever r faults are, 
they will not be held up to the contemplation of the country. They aresureto 
have,“ a pull” with either their own or some other fellow's Senator, which secret 
session will permit to be worked for all it is worth in bargains and trades. The 
results are that the responsibility for bad officials is hopelessly divided, and bad 
officials get into office. 


Pardona single other extract from among thousands. It is from the 
New York Independent: 


There is no good and sufficient reason why these sessions should be secret 
and the action of the Senate should be known to the people only in the result. 
gives an an adan for bargains between Senators and bargains be- 
President and Senators in respect to appointments to office, that 
would not exist to anything like the same extent if the sessions were open and 
the general public permitted to see all that isdone. Both the President andthe 
Senate, with sessions, would act under a sense of responsibility—the one 
in making ms, and the other in acting upon them—that would be fa- 
Sones oe sae neve UA os anor service of the country. Both would be 


aenced by the fact that the eye of the public is upon them. 


These extracts from conservative newspapers show what the senti-- 
ment is in regard to the way we conduct business here. I want to say 
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the press in this respect is largely mistaken; but you cannot eradicate 
that idea from the public mind. 

But there is another argument, whichis also an argument of self- 
defense. I have said that secrecy begets suspicion. Go toa dinner 
party, to any social gathering, and see two persons whispering together, 
and you think they are saying something which they ought not to say, 
and probably about yourself. Secrecy begets suspicion; and itis only 
human nature which the public are exemplifying when they believe 
that something wrong is done behind these doors in the way of bargains 
and trades and arrangements by which men are confirmed to office. 

I say no Senator can afford to expose himself to any such suspicion. 
Every Senator knows it exists. Every Senator knows that very largely 
through this country the idea is that we bargain with each other about 
confirmations, or that we confirm nominees out of good nature, or that 
through some idea of Senatorial courtesy we fail to oppose men whom 
we ought to or favor men whom we ought not to favor. Every 
Senator knows it, and I for one do not want to endure it. Ido not want 
it longer to exist. A poet said: 

o me power the us 
eeey 


I wish Senators would try to exercise that gift. I wish they would 
try to understand how they are regarded in this respect, what the peo- 
ple think of the way in which we conduct business here in the secret 
sessions of the Senate, and the motives which influence us in the con- 
firmation of persons to office. I Tam to testify, that it isa 
great mistake in the popular mind; but as I said, you cannot eradicate 
it. No record for honesty, no record of an honorable life;no record 
which a man has made of pure motives and pure intentions exempts or 
excuses him from this belief on the part of the people. If you doubt 
it, ride in the cars, in any public vehicle, listen to the conversation along 
the streets, hear what motives are attributed to Senators who we know 
are honorable hy poopie in ordinary conversation, If there were no 
other ment but this in favor of open sessions I should insist upon 
it that the people might know what my motives were in regard to the 

m-or rejection of men. 

But Mr. President, there is no secrecy. We are hugging an old cus- 
tom for its name rather than for its actual results. Weare pinning the 
Senate to the skirts of an ancient tradition which, as to any useful re- 
sult, is sterile and barren. There is no secrecy possible. There never 
has been any secrecy possible in any matter about which the public de- 
sired information that took place in executive session. I do not say 
how much or how little, or whether any at all, of the reports which we 
see from day to day in the newspapers published after each executive 
session is true, but I think Lam justified, without revealing any secrets 
of executive session, without doing what the Senator from Vermont 
intimated in bis colloquy the other day with the Senator from Kentucky, 
was done—yiolating a Senatorial oath and becoming guilty of Sena- 
torial perjury—I believe I may say that the secrets of this body are 
to a greater or less degree exposed and disclosed. Mixed they may be 
with untruth, mixed they may be with the fertile imagination of the 
newspaper reporter, nevertheless no Senator will deny me in saying 
that more or less of what occurs in executive session is disclosed. It 
is disclosed either by Senators or by the officers of the Senate, and 
when I say that I do not mean to cast the slightest suspicion upon the 
officers of the Senate. I do not want to bein a body where I am sub- 
jected to the suspicion of dishonorable disclosure. Weare a class here, 
as lawyers, as clergymen, as bank presidents, and as business men are 
a class; and when one does a thing that is discreditable we all suffer. 

I repeat, there is no secrecy possible with regard to the executive 
sessions as to those matters which the public want to know. Let me 
refer, as I have referred, to the Jay treaty. I refer to the treaty of 
Washington. I shall not stop to dwell upon it. I refer to the case of 
the Spanish treaty. I holdin my hand three pamphlets, International 
Awardsand Arbitrations, by George Ticknor Curtis, areply by Mr. Fos- 
ter, and another reply by Mr. Curtis. They all tell the public that 
there is a treaty here, and in what they say of the treaty they 
extracts from it, and yet if there is a treaty pending here to-day 
known as the Weil and La Abra treaty I may not say so, and I may 
not say one word in relation to it without incurring the degrading 
punishment of being expelled from the Senate. 

Let me quote from the discussion in the Senate in 1862 upon the 
Wade resolution, to which I havealluded. Mr. Foster, a Senator from 
my own State, said: 

Mr. President, I am not disposed to oppose the adoption of this joint rule, but 
I must be permitted to express my great doubts as to our secret with 
efficiency. I do not believe that secrecy is an elementof power in our Govern- 
believe itis an clement of weakness, . We haveat the pres- 

ent time what are sessions of Senate; and sir, what 

is secret or what is reported to be doneis before the eye 

of the public I think rather earlier and more minutely than what is done in open 
* session. I do not say that it is correctly reported, but it is so that the 
public give it credit; and if it is false it is more likely to do harm than though 
the truth were reported: Ido therefore, that we gain by attempting to 
conceal o! pu ms A Iam not , however, to en- 
ing toa Tule At y og eae test to do a. onprossionnl “alate, oome ae A 
Congress, session, part 1, page 491, 


Mr. Trumbull, of Illinois, said, speaking of a clause providing for 
expulsion in case of discl $ s 


osure 


it is no more the present rule of the Senate, I should 
this rule be ado: that we shall be able to keep our and that the 
ishment pı by the rules would be inflicted u 


if it is adopted, I hope it will be. $ 
I do not mean to oppose the adoption of a rule to go into secret session for the 
ppo indicated by thechairman of the War Committee. . I want to see greater 
rmony between the diferent De; ments of the Government, closer con- 
nection between them, each 


atthe disposal of a single member. 
gress, second session, part 1, pages 491, 492. 

Whata farce % is, Mr. President. The whole community, the world, 
are laughing at us that we d to have secret sessions. We our- 
selves would be infinitely better off if every word that is said here were 
known to the remotest portion of the globe than with the pretended 
publications of what we do and say mixed up with the imagination of 
reporters and the untruthfalness which accompanies the reports. 

There is nothing left to us butsilent endurance when we are misrep- 
resented. I could name matters in which to-day my people suppose 
that I have yoted one way because it has been so stated in the news- 
papers and I voted the other way. Ihave nothing left to do but toen- 
dure and to submit to the misrepresentation, because I cannot disclose 
what my vote was or the motive which led me to give it unless I can 
get the injunction of secrecy removed; and that goes, as every Senator 
knows, as a matter of courtesy very often, toa particular Senator. The 
public believes these disclosures. $ ; 

But there is another reason why we should make the discussion of 
nominations open, and that is because the discussion of the question 
whether an officer nominated to the Senate shall be confirmed or not 
often involves the most eritical and important policy of the Govern- 
ment. We have had an instance within the last few days in the dis- 
cussion as to the right of the President to withhold papers upon the 
consideration of nominations. It was so importaut as to be taken out 
of the secret business of the Senate and made the matter of a publicdis- 
cussion. Why? Because it involved a principle. So almost every 
nomination here that does not go as a matter of course involyes a prin- 
ciple of administration, a policy of administration, a policy of govern- 
ment. Take a few instances: 

‘Take Jay’s nomination. Take the removals for political reasons in 
1835, when Marcy uttered that famous sentence that ‘‘they agree to 
the rule that to the victors belong the spoils of the enemy.” That 
was in secret session. It arose in secret session upon the question of 
the confirmation of a nomination. For a knowledge of that important 
discussion we are indebted to the fact of the removal of the injunction 
of secrecy in the particular instance, so that Senators might, by pub- 
lication of their speeches, let the country know what was said in secret 
session. They were afterward written out and published, and thus 
only we get the information. A great many matters of great public 
importance have been discussed in secret sessions upon the consideration 
of nominations that have never gone to the public; the seal of secrecy 
has never been removed from them. I have heard s made in 
the Senate in secret session which ought to be in every school-book in 
the land, and yet they are sealed by that rule which makes me liable 
to expulsion if I disclose them. 

Without enlarging upon such cases, I instance the nomination of.min- 
isters to the Panama congress; the nomination of directors for the United 
States Bank; the Kearny nomination, where Mr. Benton, as Senator 
Hale said in the discussion of this subject in 1853 (I suppose he al- 
ludes to him), discussed that nomination for three weeks in executive 
session. It turned upon the policy of the government of the Territory 
of New Mexico while under a military governor. ‘Take the case of Bur- 
nett now pending; take the case where we confirmed a man nominated 
to office only a few days ago, the case of Judge Merrick. I ask Sena- 
tors who were in executive session that day whether it would not be 
better for this whole people that every word which was said on that oc- 
casion should be spread upon the record—whether important principles 
were not discussed which the people ought to know about. 

I have alluded to these instances only to show that except in the 
cases which go without contradiction, or the very few contested cases 
which arise npon the record of the candidate, almost all of these nomi- 
nations involve some important principle of the administration of the 
Government. What occasion is there for concealment? We hear fre- 
quently about the policy of the President. Whereis the policy of a Presi- 


3428 


dent shown more than in the class, the character, the tone of the men 
whom he nominates for office? The nomination of an Indian commis- 
sioner may involve our whole Indian policy; the nomination of a post- 
master may involve the whole policy of civil-service reform; and that 
leads me, Mr. President, to my concluding proposition: 

We never shall have a real, thorough reform of our civil service until 
the widest possible publicity is given to the methods of Presidential 
nominations and Senatorial confirmation. This thing has been going 
from bad to worse during the hundred years that we have closed up 
these doors, and the people have become more or less aroused on this 
subject. They do not believe that the methods of seeking office, of get- 
ting office, of making nominations and confirming men to office, are cal- 
culated to inure to the welfare of this Government, and they want a 
change. They think they have a right to know by what means men 
secure nominations and obtain confirmation. They want to know how 
it is done and why it is done—and they are right. 

What is the principle underlying the idea of civil-service reform? I 
want to say that I believe in that principle. It is that fitness and good 
character shall be the real primary tests and qualifications for office. 
Nay, more than that; not only that the man shall be fit and good but 
that he shall be the fittest and best man obtainable for the office. That 
is the principle of civil-service reform, and it has no limitations to men 
who discharge mere clerical duties. It applies to all officers, to the 
heads of Departments, to Senators, to members of the House, to every 
man who is nominated by the President, and comes before this body for 
confirmation. ‘The best government is only attainable by the appoint- 
ment of the fittest and best men. Negative fitness and ess will 
not do in this respect. We must have absolute fitness and absolute 
goodness in the character of our officers or the whole system of repub- 
lican institutions is in danger.. 

‘What was the abuse which has aroused the people in this respect? 
The abuse was that offices were bestowed as rewards for political serv- 
ice, or adherence to the fortunes of men who could manage appoint- 
ments; that patronage controlled appointments. That is the reason 
why men have.become earnest in this matter of civil-service reform. 
How was thatcarried on? It was carried on by the solicitation of poli- 
ticians to the appointing power, by recommendations from politicians 
to the appointing power, by nominations secured by such solicitations, 
persistent solicitations by politicians, by Senators and Representatives 
who should act only in a legislative capacity. That was the way it was 
possible; solicitation privately made, patronage privately dispensed, 
confirmations secretly accomplished. These are the things which have 
aroused the people, and Senators know that I speak the truth when I 
say it, 

Has it ceased, Mr. President? In this discussion I exclude the ques- 
tion whether officers should be changed when a political administration 
ise Admit that or deny it, the reason for open executive ses- 
sions is still the same. If the office-holders are to be taken from one 

litical party because that party is in power, you still want to get the 

and the fittest men in that party, and it is only thus that youcan 
secure the best government by that party. 

It is a mockery to speak of civil-service reform as accomplished be- 
cause some fifteen thousand mere clerks are appointed by competitive 
examinations and are not liable to be discharged on the change of an 
administration. We confirm between three and four thousand men in 
the Senate, not including military and naval officers, any one of whom 
has ten, twenty, nay, fifty times the political influence of any clerk 
who is appointed under the civil-service rules, and how are these men 
appointed? Go stand on the steps of the White House; see who goes 
there. Go stand within the library of the President; see how he is 
persistently approached and solicited to appoint men to office. 

I wish to putin a table, which I have obtained as approximately cor- 
rect from one of the Civil-Service Commissioners, showing the number of 
persons whom we confirm here to political offices: 


Memorandum of officers whose appointment is by nomination and confirmation. 


Department officers 
Consular and diplomatic service (about) 


Treasury Department: 
ment officers. 
Collectors of internal reven 
Officers of customs. 
Mint officers............. 
Supervising inspectors of steam-vessels. 
Assistant treasurers 


Interior Department: 
Department o: o ROE abaciceusanentes sablb T T E 
Surveyors-general........ face 
Receivers of land offices .. 
Tadex eA a 

ndian rs. 
Pension R a 
vernors,9; Territorial secretaries, 9 sais 
Witiaks commana thn ia ois N ve ccna E AAA vocves sevcessncsep tdoes A nee 


sesser spesesssoosessosesseo:aesocsse need tacene tensnecescenssseneeeeses tase 


| SSB2eaacn 


‘attorneys. 

erri udges. 
261 
Whole number requiring confirmation ...........sscccssecessereneceeeensessnenes „ 3,561 


Whole number of civil employés, about 110,000; of these, 52,632are postmasters. 
Places subject to civil-service examination, about 15,000, namely, Departments at 
Washington, 6,000; postal, 6,000; customs, 3,000. 

Is it possible for a President, no matter how gocd his intention, how 
strong his desire may be, to select for officers the best and most capable 
men even from the ranks of his own party until the present methods 
are done away with? Until there shall be some degree of publicity at- 
tending the procuring of nominations, until the President shall be in 
some d relieved from the solicitations to which he is subjected, 
until we speak openly in regard to the character of men who get nom- 
inations and the official standard of the service to which such men are 
appointed, this thing will go on. It is a farce and a mockery and a de- 
lusion to talk about civil-service reform as an accomplished fact while 
this goes on. 

There is no party consideration in this; either party will be advan- 
taged and neither party can be hurt by the adoption of this resolution. 
Is patronage no longer known? Can President Cleveland select the 
best qualified men while the country knows that recommendations are 
to be hidden and confirmations are to be surrounded by secrecy ? 

How then is civil service to achieve its ultimate triumph? One road, 
and one road only, leads to the goal of its perfect success. That road 
passes through those open doors. Give to the people every opportunity 
to scrutinize the means, the influence, by which men obtain nominations 
to office, the causes for which incumbents are removed, the methods by 
which confirmations or rejections are secured. 

While the Senate holds the President to his promised transaction of 
the business of selection of officials behind glass doors, let it, in the lan- 
guage of Senator Sumner, imitate the example of ‘‘ the ancient Roman 
who bade his architect so construct his house that his guests and all 
that he did could be seen by the world.” Then the whole scene will 
be changed; the man whose character cannot stand public scrutiny 
either at the Executive Mansion or in the Senate Chamber will no longer 
be a candidate for appointment, or if a candidate he will be an unsuc- 
cessful one; offices will thenin truth begin to seek the man, for it will 
be useless for the man to unduly seek the office. Office-holding will, 
as it should in a free government, become honorable and honored. 
Bestow the offices as publicly as possible. Let all the people know 
why and how they are bestowed, and they will see to it that the stand- 
ard of official life is raised to its highest plane. Still surround the 
bestowal of office with concealment, with m , with secrecy, and 
the standard of official life will inevitably sink to its lowest level. 

Mr. President, this Senate Chamber, constructed as it is to excludo 
the joyous sunlight and the pureair of heaven, is the most fitting place 
in which to conduct this business of secretly considering nominations 
to office. Here the sunlight never enters; here we may never breathe 
the pureairof heaven; here we languish andsicken and eventually die; 
here every vital physical and mental energyis impaired if not para- 
lyzed. While we remain we must live in a dungeon. 

This Chamber is an architectural failure—I had almost said an archi- 
tectural outrage; but it has its fair complement in the way we con- 
duct the business here regarding nominations. ‘That conduct is a po- 
litical failure; it is fast coming to be a political outrage. We can not 
change the construction of this Chamber, but we can change our method 
of doing our executive business. Do we wish to restore ear political 
health? Dowe desire a new lease of political and beneficent life? 
Then these doors must be opened. e must let in the light. The 
**keen, bright sunlight of publicity ’’ must illumine our transactions; 
we must breathe in the pure and vitalizing atmosphere of popular re- 
sponsibility. . 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Maine will peymit me, I will 
state that to-morrow after the morning business I shall ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate to submit some remarks on the resolution to which 
the Senator from Connecticut has addressed his speech to-day. I sup- 

it is scarcely worth while to get unanimous consent, although I 
believe that is usually done. 

Mr. LOGAN. If there be no objection, it is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. Ifthe fisheries resolutions should not be di of 
within half an hour or something of that kind to-day, I should like to 
have it disposed of to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. After the Senator from South Carolina is through with 
his remarks I shall ask that I may be permitted to occupy the remain- 
der of the time; and if he takes all the time to-morrow I shall then call 
up the resolution the day after in the morning hour with a view to sub- 
mit a few remarks upon the question which has been under considera- 
tion this morning. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. 60) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi 
River at or near Alton, Ill., and for other purposes; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6397) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and forother purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RETURN OF PRIVATE PROPERTY IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The bill (H. R. 2239) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
deliver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited 


co the Sey partment by the Secretary of War, was read twice 
y its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the 
chairman of that committee, is very familiar with that bill, and Ishould 
like to have it put on its passage withoutareference. I feel sure there 
will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLOM in the chair). The un- 
finished business is the resolution in charge of the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. FRYE]. Does the Senator from Maine yield? 

Mr. FRYE. If this leads to no discussion, I shall yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will not lead to one particle of discussion, I am 


sure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? si 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read at length. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state for the information of the Senate thata 
similar bill was reported by the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
at this session. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it the same as the hill we passed Jast year? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; it has been passed twice in the Senate. It is 
simply to restore some old pieces of silver, some boxes in the Treasury 
Department, to the owners. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donotobject toit if itis the bill we passed last year. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is the bill we passed last year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre 
thorized and directed to deliver, un 


vided, That in all cases proof ry tary be 
made by the said claimants of the ownership and identification of the said sil- 
verware, roa , portraits, watches, or other articles. 

BEC. 2. of the aforesaid articles which may remain in the United States 
‘Treasury one year after the of this act shall be advertised in not less 
than six newspapers, to be by the Secretary of the Treasury; and all 
of said articles which may remain inthe United States Treasury two years after 
the passage of this act shall be duly advertised and sold at public auction, un- 
der such rules and regulations as the Secre of the Treasury shall prescribe, 
and the net proceeds thereof be covered into the Treasury. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that this bill is identical with one 
reported from the Committee on Finance in February with the single 
exception of the clause relating to any like property from General 
Ketchum. I understand from the Senator from South Carolina that 
there is an additional box of like property in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is true; some pieces of silver. 

Coe If that is all, I see no objection to the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any report accompanying the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no report, the Chair is in- 
formed. The bill comes from the House of Representatives, and there 
is no report of the Senate committee. 

Mr. CONGER. - If there is no report, I wish to ask whether there is 
any statement as to the kind of property. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state for the information of the Senator ex- 
actly what the character of the property is. 2 

Mr. CONGER. What I wanted to ask was whether there was any 
list or schedule identifying the kind of property? 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill provides for its identification under such 
rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 
There are two boxes, put there in 1869, I think, captured by General 
Sherman’s troops coming through the State of South Carolina. I got 
a special bill through the Senate once to deliver to Mr. Macrae certain 
articles, specifying what they were. I went there with him to the 
Treasury; the boxes were opened; and among other things there was a 


miniature of his father, who had been a major in the British service. 
The old gentleman was very much affected by it; but the Secretary of 
the Treasury would not deliver the miniature because it had not been 
specified in the bill, whereupon I introduced a bill covering all the ar- 
ticles. There are some articles of silyer, old watches and silverware, 
really of no great value, but it has been the source of a great deal of 
annoyance and trouble to me by people entitled to the articles writing 
to knowif they could not getthem. The bill is simply to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to restore those articles to the owners upon 
their being identified under such rules as he may prescribe, and it fur- 
ther prescribes that at the expiration of two years the articles not 
claimed shall be sold at public auction. 

Mr. CONGER. On the face of the bill there seems to be nothing 
very objectionable to it. There is a clause in the bill which speaks of 
* any property of likecharacter,’’ and the question might arise whether 
— and abandoned property of the identical character would bein- 
cluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itisabox of old silver. The term “like property” 
refers toanother box. I donot know exactly what is in it, but watches, 
spoons, silver, &c. 

Mr.CONGER. The pictures, photographs, and daguerreotypes, and 
those kind of things I suppose have value only to the family and ought 
to be returned. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is about the only value I see. 

Mr.CONGER. If there was any statement in regard to the quantity 
or quality, the amount, or anything of that kind that the Senate could 
act upon, I think it would be very proper that the bill should pass; but 
with no report and a bill so general, I do not know exactly what the 
Government proposes to give up. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can give my own individual statement, which I 
haye given. I have seen the articles and the boxes, and I have stated 
their general character. Of course, if the Senator does not take that, 
he must do just as he sees fit about it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the bill (S. 1118) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to deliver to the rightful owners the contents of 
certain boxes deposited in the Treasury Department by the Secretary 
of War be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the bill (S. 851) to amend the charter 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. It requires some further amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the bill indicated by him be recommitted to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate now resumes the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business, being the resolution yelative to the 
appointment of a commission charged with the consideration and set- 
tlement of the fishing rights of the United States and Great Britain. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘Two or three very distinguished Senators are to address 


„the Senate on the resolution, whose word as to law will be regarded by 


the country as law, and therefore I wish to call their attention to one 
or two matters, so that they may discuss them. 

The discussion already in Canada and here has had a good deal of effect. 
Canada started out with a declaration that our vessels had no rights in 
their waters except those of hospitality. She has since modified that, 
by admitting that they have a right to ship crews there, and according 
to Consul-General Phelan, at Halifax, the farther right to land cargoes 
at the port of entry and transship them across the country in bond, and 
the further rightaccording to the same authority to lie at any port as long 
as they please, the Canadians exercising police duty over them. The 
Secretary of State of the United States has assumed to-day the position 
which I was very greatly in hopes he would assume, entirely different 
from that which he assumed some weeks ago in his telegram to Captain 
Whitten, of Portland. The Secretary of State received a dispatch April 
9, 1886, which I shall read, and his reply thereto: 


PORTLAND, April 9, 1886. 
To Hon. Secretary of State, Washington, D. C.: 
Having several fishing vessels ready for the Banks, we desire to know if they 


can enter Canadian ports for men and be protected in so doing. 
CUSHING & MCKENNEY. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 9, 1886. 


To Cushing € McKenney, Portland, Me.: 

The question of the right of American vessels engaged in fishing on the high 
seas or entering the Canadian ports for the pu: of shipping crews may pos- 
sibly involve construction of treaty with Great Britain. 1 expect to attain such 
an understanding as will relieve our fishermen from all doubt or risk, in the 
exercise of the ordinary commercial privil in friendly ports, to which, under 


Seog es laws of both countries, I consider their citizens to be mutually entitled 
T. F. BAYARD, 


Now, Mr. President, I want to call the attention of Senators, and es- 
pecially the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], to that treaty about 


from molestations. 
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which a construction may be required. It is the treaty of 1818. It is 
that provision which says: 
And the United States hereby renounce forever any 


heretofore enjo; 
or claimed iors 


habitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within three 

coasts, or harbors of His Britannic 

the above-mentioned limits: 

American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such 
ys. 

For rights of hospitality—I do not use the language—‘‘and for no 
other purpose whatever.” Canada claims that that phrase ‘‘no other 
purpose whatever’? means precisely that you shall have no longer com- 
mercial privileges there for a fisherman. I ask the Senator from Ala- 
bama in considering this question to look at the laws of 1823 and of 
1830, the proclamation of 1830, the acts of the Parliament of Great 
Britain, the act of the Parliament of 1849, and the act of the United 
States of 1849, wherein commercial privileges have been conferred by 
law upon our vessels, and all of our vessels, and to the additional fact 
that in 1818, when that treaty was made, there was no such thing as a 
commercial privilege known to our treaties, and it was utterly unknown 
to the commissioners who negotiated that treaty. When they put that 
language in it could not by implication be referred to comm: priv- 
ileges, because such things were absolutely unknown between us and 
Great Britain. 

Now, I call the attention especially of the Senator from Alabama to 
another thing. A fishing vessel licensed to fish can not be permitied 
to enjoy the ordinary commercial privileges granted to other vessels. 
Under our law character is given to our vessels in two ways—one regis- 
try, the other enrollment. Under the early law of 1792 or 1793, a 
registercd vessel alone was permitted to engage in foreign trade, and an 
enrolled vessel was confined to the coastwise trade. But t was 
simply a matter of Jaw, and we could just as well have provided by 
law then that enrolled vessels should engage in foreign trade and regis- 
tered vessels in the coastwise trade as to provide as we did; or we might 
provide to-day by law that no vessel of the United States should be re- 
quired to have anything but a register. That is the law of Great 
Britain, and we could require the same oo iy our law. We can 
give an enrolled vessel to-day the privileges of the foreign trade by law. 

I call the attention of the Senate to this, that neither Great Britain 
nor Canada has any sort of right to question what we do touching these 
rights conferred upon our vessels. They are not permitted to call them 
in question. The only question is whether those vessels have been 
armed and equipped by our law for foreign trade; and if they have 
that must content Great Britain. 

I eall the attention of the Senate now to section 4318 of the Revised 
Statutes: : 


Any vessel of the United States navigating the waters on the northern, north- 
eastern, and nothwestern frontiers, otherwise than by ses, shall be enrolled and 
lice: in such form as other vessels; such enrollment and license shall au- 


thorize any such vessel to be employed either in the coasting or foreign trade 
shall red for vessels so 


on such frontiers, and no certificate of register 
other 


be 
employed. Such vessel shall be, in e tothe regulations 
sen g prot relating to pce ha pnt j Passo pr nna ng 


There by law we have taken a whole class of enrolled vessels on the 
great lakes and have conferred on them the right to trade in foreign 
ports, and nobody in Canada ever dreamed of questioning the right of 
those vessels to trade with Canadian ports. The moment the act of 
1849 opened all those ports they were entirely free and open to that law 
which was passed in 1864. It is the law of the land to-day, and from 
that day to this enrolled vessels on the lakes have been engaged in 
foreign trade. Now, I call attention to another section, 4364, of the 
Revised Statutes. Here is where I plant myself, on this section of the 
Statutes: 

Sec. 4364. Whenever any vessel, licensed for ing on the fishery, is in- 
tended to touch and trade at an foreign port, it be the duty of the master 
or owner to obtain permission for that purpose from the collector of the district 
where such vessel may be, previous to her departure, and the master of every 
such vessel shall deliver like manifests, and make like entries, both of the vessel 
and of the merchandise on board, within the same time, and under the same 

oe ey by law provided for vessels of the United States arriving from a 
oreign 

So that we have by law conferred upon fishing vessels the same rights 
to trade in foreign ports that we conferred on those vessels on the great 
lakes, and all that the fisherman has to do is to go to the collector for 
Este and when he is armed with a permit to touch and trade, that 

ing vessel, in my opinion, is just as much entitled to free entry into 
the ports of Canada or the ports of Great Britain as a registered vessel. 

I call these points to the attention of Senators, because upon them 
rests this whole practical question. The only question left to-day be- 
tween us and Canada is whether or not we shall be permitted to buy 
bait orice. That is important to us. Canada sees its importance. 
She uses it as a lever to pry open our market; but I contend we have 
it now, and all that a fishing vessel has to do is to take out her permit, 


and she has the right to buy all the bait and ice she pleases. If that 


is maintained, it is all we have to ask. The telegram of the Secretary 
of State intimates that that is his opinion. 

One word more. I want to call the attention of the fishing vessels 
of the country to the absolute necessity, if they would be safe and se- 
cure, of taking from the collector whenever they sail a permit to touch 
and trade. 

Now, Mr. President, I yield with a great deal of pleasure to the 
Senator from Alabama. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, my difficulty in the discussion of 
the questions which have been mooted by the Senator from Maine [as 
FRYE] arises mainly from the fact that there is nothing before the 
ate upon which any definite j t of the Senate can be taken in 
regard to these matters. The President of the United States, for the 
purpose of a temporary arrangement with the British Government after 
the expiration of the treaty of Washington of 1871, entered into a cer- 
tain ent with that government of rather an original nature, the 
object of which appears to have been and was intended to prevent any 
collision between the people of British America and the people of the 
United States in the exercise of their commercial rights or of their 
fishing rights. The termination of that treaty in the middle of the 
fishing season, about the 1st of July of last year, was considered by a 
number of the fishermen on the northeastern coast, as well as by other 
persons and also br-o British authorities, as presenting a rather dan- 
gerous category; t men in the attempt toexecute rights they had ob- 
tained under the treaty of Washington might be drawn into collision 
and the governments thereby involved in strife with each other. 
Whether these apprekensions were fully justified by the facts or not, 
they were honestly entertained on both sides, for the British minister 
brought this subject to the attention of our Government as one that 
might lead to some unpleasant complications. Our Government re- 
sponded, and assured the British Government that it had no authority 
to create a treaty, no authority to renew an arrangement, but that the 
executive heads of the two governments could unite for the time being 
and by common consent not to exert themselves in the enforcement 
of the demands that might be made by their people on either side; and 
that led the President to make the recommendation to the Congress of 
the United States which I will read: . 


In the interest of good neighborhood and of the commercial intercourse of ad- 
nt communities, the question ofthe North American fisheries is one of much 
mportance. Following out the intimation given by me when the extensory 
ment above described was negotiated, I recommend that the Congress 

rovide for the appointment of a commission, in which the Goyvefhments of the 
nited States and Great Britain shall be respectively re; ted, cha: with 
the consideration and settlement, upon a just, equitable, and honorable of 
the entire question of the fishing rights of the two governments and their re- 
ve citizens on the coasts of the United States and British North America, 

he fishing interests being intimately related to general questions depend- 
ent — gea soe 4 and intercourse, consideration thereof, in all their equities, 
mig also properly come within the purview of such a commission, and the 
fullest latitude of expression on both sides should be permitted, 


In listening to the remarks of the Senator from Maine, and also in 
what investigation I have been able to give this subject, I am unable 
to ascertain that there is really any unsettled question between the 
United States and Great Britain in regard to the fisheries of the north- 
eastern coast. I have inquired of Senators who have had long experi- 
ence in the diplomatic affairs of the country, to ascertain, if I could, 
whether there was any ©) question of damages, any claim of dam- 
ages arising between the Governments respectively out of any supposed 
breach of our fisheries treaties or our fisheries laws; and I can hear 
nothing of that kind. The Halifax Commission seems to have settled 
for good and all every controversy, sounding in damages at least, which 
has been promoted or urged by the citizens of the countries on either 
side, 

Those considerations out of view, the next question would be whether 
there isany want of certainty in our treaty relations with Great Britain 
upon this subject. I conceive that there is no want of certainty in our 
treaty relations, and there is scarcely room for a difference in interpre- 
tation of what our treaty relations actually are. Thetwo treaties which 
have settled the actual and what we might term the permanent rights 
of the people of the United States and of the Dominion country in re- 
gard to the fisheries are the treatiesof1783and 1818. No other treaties 
we have made at all in respect to the fisheries have undertaken to de- 
fine the permanent, enduring rights either of the British people or of 
our le in respect of the fisheries. We have had two other treaties 
on this subject, the treaty of 1854 and the treaty of 1871, but they were 
both temporary in their character and both made liable to be suspended 
by the action of either government after they had run for ten-years, 
and both have been abrogated. -So that thefield is entirely clear in re- 
spect of the actual state of treaty relations between the United States 
and Great Britain, and those treaty relations rest upon the treaties of 
1783 and 1818. 

Now, the question arises, of course, whether the treaty of 1783 has 
been entirely superseded by the treaty of 1818, and I believe that the 
better opinion of the publicists and of those who have. been officially 
connected with the discussion of this subject, on our side at least, is 
that ali the rights we acquired under the treaty of 1783 were repeated 
inf a different form in the treaty of 1818; and when we wish to know 
what are the real treaty rights of the people of the United States in re- 
spect of these fisheries we go to that treaty and to no other place. Per- 
haps, to make this proposition a little clearer, itis better that I should 
read from these two treaties the text to see exactly what the modifica- 
tion has been. I will premise, however, by drawing attention to the 
fact that the Colonies before their separation from the British Crown 
were sister communities, all under the same dominion, members of the 
same great realm, and the rights of the Colonies were mutual and re- 
ciprocal in respect to the subject of the fisheries and a great many other 
questions. Throughout the whole extent of the British possessions in 
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America there was no distinction between persons who held fishery 
rights in Canada and persons who held fishery rights in South Carolina 
or Georgia. It was a common inheritance of right in which they all 
participated equally and in respect to which there was neither dis- 
tinction nor discrimination. 

I read from the treaty of 1783: í 

Tt is agreed that the aeg es the United States shall continue to enjoy un- 
molested the right to take of every kind on the Grand Bank, and on all the 
other banks of Newfoundland— 

tt Continue to enjoy.” That means that they had, before that time, as 
colonies, been in the full enjoyment of, and this plenary right was merely 
continued under the third article of the treaty of 1783;. and it goes on— 


also in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and at all other places in the sea, where the 
inhabitants of both countries used at any time heretofore to fish— 


A sort of common-law right that belonged to the Colonies was put 
into operation, and continued, notwithstanding the severance of a por- 
tion of the Colonies from the British Crown— 
and also that the inhabitants of the United States shall have liberty to take fish 
of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as British fishermen 
shall use (but not to dry or cure the same on thatisland); andalso on the coasts, 
bays, and creeks of all other of his Britannic Majesty's dominions in America; 
and that the American fishermen shall have liberty to dry and cure fish in any 
of the unsettied bays, harbors, and creeks of Nova Scotia, Magdalen Islands, 
and Labrador, so long as the same shall remain unsettled; but so soon as the 
same or either of them shall be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fisher- 
men to dry or cure fish at such settlement, without a previous agreement for 
that purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground. 


That was all that was said aboutit. A broader right of fishery than 
that can not be conceived of; no restriction or restraint upon it at all, 
except that in conducting their business they should not trespass or in- 
trude on private property on the shore in drawing their fish or mend- 
ing their nets or whatever other use they might have for the shore. 

e controversies arose—it is not at all n to refer to the 
character of them or the description of them or the subjects involved— 
in regard to this treaty, what the privileges of the people of the differ- 
ent countries might be under it; but the war of 1812 supervened, and 
after the declaration of peace this subject was again taken up, and the 
British Government acted upon the hypothesis or theory that all treaty 
rights which had been secured to us before that time had been abro- 
gated by the war, and that it required a reinstatement of all the fanda- 
mental rights as well as of all the commercial privileges we might there- 
after enjoy, by some express agreement between the two countries. So 
our diplomatists went to work to revamp the treaty relations between 
the United States and Great Britain. Various treaties were signed in 
rapid succession. In 1814, in 1815, in 1817, and in 1818 treaties were 
formed. The latest of these treaties, until we get down to 1822, related 
almost exclusively tothe subject of the fisheries. We took the subject 
up de noro, and in that treaty of 1818 we yielded certain very important 
rights which I have just called to the attention of the Senate, and we 
had parceled out to us some other rights in perpetuity. I will call 
attention to Article I of that treaty to show exactly what we yielded 
and what we retained; we did not gain anything. 

Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United 
States. for the inhabitants thereof, to take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic y’s dominions in America, it 
he She between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shall have forever, in common with the subjects of His Britannic 
D y; the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern coast 
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands, on the 
western and northern coast of Newfoundland. 

That appears to be a grant in perpetuity. 

From the said Ray to th Isla the sh f th 
iain aed ean g eoeaias A zi ra, aa pid o ona date 
the southern coast of T, to and through the Straits of Belle Isle, and 
thence northwardly indefinitely along the coast, without prejudice, however, to 
any of the exclusive rights of the Hudson Bay Company. 

All these rights were granted to us in perpetuity on that boundary, 
that definition of the limit— 

And that the American fishermen shall also have liberty forever to dry and 
cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of the southern part 
of the coast of Newfoundland, hereabove described, and of the coast of Labra- 
dor; but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof, shall be settled, it shall not 
be lawful for the said fishermen to or cure fish at such portion so settled 
without previous agreement for such purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, 
or possessors of the ground. 

That was what was granted to us, or rather it was what was left of 
our rights under the treaty of 1783. Now comes the part that we 
yielded: 

And the United States hereby renounce foreverany liberty heretofore enjoyed 
or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 
marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Maj- 
esty's dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned limits: 


Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such 
bays or harbors for the pu of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of 


ng wood, and of o! g water, and for no oth hat $ 
Bat they shall bė under such restrictions as may be hepsesary ty ta peorens their 
taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other manner whatever abusing 
the privileges hereby reserved to them. 

That I consider the treaty foundation in regard to the fisheries be- 
tween the United Statesand Great Britain. It seems to mea very clear 
one. Icanscarcely understand how it is the subject of misconstruction 
ormisunderstanding at all. It will be observed that in this proviso the 
language employed and the evident purpose of it was to extend to our 
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fishermen a peculiar privilege in the bays, harbors, inlets, and creeks 
into which they might resort, in favor of our fishermen. There is 
nothing in that article which I have justread to indicate that the fish- 
ermen of the United States were considered in any sense a piratical 
people or a people who were intruding upon the rights of the people of 
the British-American provinces; that their traffic was in any sense an 
unlawfal traffic or injurious to the people with whom we traded. On 
the contrary, this very privilege and license of entering into their bays 
was given to us for the purpose of promoting the welfare of the people 
along the cost of the British possessions. Here it is seen now that we 
have a very large area, commencing at the point I have just mentioned 
and running by the lines I have read, reaching indefinitely north along 
and through the Straits of Belle Isle and along the coast of Labrador, 
where it was supposed then, and where it is true now, that there are 
immense and very valuable fisheries. That was left to us in perpetuity. 
We renounced, however, the liberty that we had enjoyed theretofore to 
take and dry and cure fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of the 
coasts, not included in the former exception, in the other part of the 
Dominion. 

Then for the purpose of encouraging our traffic with them, of encour- 
aging us to goin there and do all such dealing with them as was neces- 
sary for carrying on a fishing adventure, this proviso was put into the 
treaty. It was a privilege given to our fishing ships that was not then 
enjoyed by any of our commercial ships, At tho date of that treaty it 
was the settled policy of Great Britain, enforced with great vigor and 
care, that we should not have any direct trade with her British-Amer- 
ican provinces, She intended to monopolize that trade entirely for 
Great Britain, and we were excluded from that trade by the greatest 
possible diligence. The first relaxation that was ever made in the Brit- 
ish policy in respect of our trade with her colonies was with the East 
India colonies, and then after a while they made a relaxation in favor 
of the West India colonies, and finally they made a relaxation in favor 
of the British North American possessions; but never by treaty with 
us. We have no engagement, as the Senator from Maine well said the 
other day, with Great Britain in respect of our traffic with the people 
of the British ions considered as such. 

In 1818, the time this fundamental and last real treaty was made 
between the United States and Great Britain about the fisheries, onr 
vessels of commerce that were not fishing-vessels had no right to resort 
there, had no right to go there, had no right to enter for the purpose 
of any traffic whatever with the people of the Dominion of Canada or 
the people of the British possessions; but our fishermen had tie right 
to go there by the express terms of the treaty. They had the right to 
go there then for certain purposes and certain restricted purposes; that 
is tosay, ‘‘ we give you a very large liberty of coming in here, not.a 
universal commercial privilege, for we do not intend to extend that to 
your people, but because you are fishermen and because your traffic is 
beneficial to our coast, because you come here to take our bait ’’—they 
did not have any ice to sell then, I believe—‘‘ because you come here 
to get your supplies from our people, because you run in here for the 
purpose of shelter, we intend to extend to yon certain privileges; the 
only qualification we make is that youshall not do anything while you 
are in there for the purpose of taking fish, drying, or curing fish.” 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to ask if the Senator’s construction of that pro- 
viso is quite as broad as he has just stated, and whether under it all 
American fishermen are not excluded from the bays, harbors, &c., ex- 
cept for four purposes—shelter, repairing damages, purchasing wood, 
and obtaining water? And then does not the last clause, ‘‘and for no 
other purpose whatever,” negative any idea that there was any privi- 
lege to take bait or to carry on a general trading venture? 

Mr. MORGAN. At that time it did certainly negative the idea of 
carrying on a trading venture, carrying on general commerce with that 
people in 1818, i 

Mr. GRAY. Icall the Senator’s attention to the force of the last 
clause, ‘‘and for no other purpose whatever.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave thatin my mind. I repeat that this was a 
privilege guaranteed to our fishermen as one of the benefits of the con- 
cession which we made in giving up the rights we had under the treaty 
of 1783, and it wasaright that nocommercial vessel of the United States 
at that time enjoyed, for no commercial vessel of the United States at 
that time could enter a Canadian harbor for any purpose, unless it might 
be driven in by stress of weather and might throw itselfon the general 
hospitality of the people under the laws of nations; but there was no 
legislative right to go there guaranteed to us by the Government of Great 
Britain, there was no treaty provision, and therefore we had nothing to 
go on. 

I will express the conviction again that this proviso in the treaty was 
a large indulgence to our fishermen far beyond that enjoyed by any of 
the commercial vessels of the United States, and was 50 intended. It 
was a restrictive advantage, I grant you, but still the only one that was 
enjoyed by any class of vessels of the United States at that time. 

As I remarked before, afterward the policy of Great Britain changed 
and she began to open up the trade of her colonies to us; first the East 
Indies, then the West Indies, and after a while she came around and 
opened up her North American possessions to us for general trafiic. 
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That was done entirely by statute, various enactments moving on the | of this character arose has been covered by the two conventions I have 


general line until the final enactment, made at a time almost contem- 
poraneous with our laws on the same subject, opened the ports of the 
British possessions in America freely to our ships of commerce, our ves- 
sels of every kind. Those statutes do not discriminate against fisher- 
men, nor do they discriminate in favor of vessels engaged in commerce 
other than fishing vessels. It is a broad, sweeping statute of Great 
Britain, admitting our vessels of whatever kind or character freely into 
those ports, whereupon, or at least almost contemporaneously with it, 
we passed a law of a similar character permitting British vessels to come 
here. Every vessel of the United States is included in that privilege 
granted by British law, without exception and without qualification. 
Every vaisel that has a register or an enrollment under the flag of the 
United States, and that has papers which authorize that ship to go to 
sea for traffic, is a vessel that may go into any Canadian port to do any- 
thing that any other ship may do there. 

The treaty of 1818 is totally perverted, in its application to this state 
of the case. A certain class of the provincial lawyers seem to assume 
that the treaty of 1818 gives to the fishremen the only rights they 
have got, and because those rights are restricted in the treaty therefore 
they can not do anything except what the treaty itself conferred upon 
them the power to do, when the fact is that the British statute, mak- 
ing no discrimination against them at all, permits them to go in equally 
with all the vessels of commerce of every kind and character that go 
into their ports. 

Now, why should we take a class of vessels that in the treaty of 1818 
had this great beneficial arrangement made in their favor, a class of 
vessels that were encouraged to trade in the British possessions, and 
when a general law is passed, without any discrimination againstthem, 
you presume to hold that that class of vessels, which were originally 
favored and have never met with disfavor at all, are excluded from the 
effects of this law because there was a treaty in 1818, in which they got a 
certain privilege or favor in advance of the rights of commercial ships? 
This reverses the whole theory of proper construction of the existing 
arrangements between the Government of the United States and Great 
Britain. The question between us and the British Government is 
whether or not they have any law that excludes a fishing ship from 
their ports. They have no law that excludes a fishing ship from their 
ports; they have not putitintoany statute. If they had done any such 
thing as that, their fishermen would not have been buying fish-bait 
and recruiting their crews and getting their supplies, everything of that 
kind, in our harbors., We passed a law for the purpose of conferring 
upon the British people an equivalent in right to that which they had 
conferred upon our fishermen. Their own people construed their law 
by coming here. They are here every day. They are in the ports of 
the Northeast to-day buying their bait and their supplies and traffick- 
ing with our people at will and pleasure. 

The treaty of 1818 is to be construed always in respect of the law as 
it stood at the time of its adoption, as well the laws of the United States 
as the laws of Great Britain; but when both governments place all the 
vessels of each country upon entirely a different footing and do not de- 
nounce the fishing vessels of either country, and when the people go on 
and practice upon that legislation, having perfect freedom of inter- 
course, the one set of people with the other, they have no right to turn 
around now and say, ‘‘In 1818 you were excluded from coming for any 
other purpose than for shelter and for wood and water.” We say that 
might have been in 1818, and a commercial ship at that time was ex- 
cluded for all things; but now, in 1886, we find under your laws that 
we have the privilege of going there, because our statutes have given 
to your people the privilege of coming here. That is the situation, and 
it is impossible to get back to the treaty of 1818 as a limitation upon 
the right of an American fisherman to go into British waters, unless we 
here intend to undo by some concessions we are about to make the 
whole effect of the British statutes giving us the privilege of going 
there. i 

Mr. GRAY. What has been the practice under the act of Parliament 
in regard to fishing vessels? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not prepared to say exactly what the practice 
under the act of Parliament has been, for the reason that nearly the 
whole period of time since 1818 or a large portion of the period of time 
since the passage of our several parallel systems of statute law has been 
covered by special arrangements—the treaties of 1854 and 1871 which 
have regulated in a different form altogether the fishery rights of the 
two countries admitting us to free fishing privileges within the 3-mile 
limit, and in the bays, harbors, gulfs, and so on. 

Mr.GRAY. What I was getting atwas whether there had been any 
practical construction by any department of the two governments of 
the effect of the laws on the fishermen. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can cite instancesI think in which there was action 
on thequestion, The Government of Newfoundland enacted some laws 
prohibitory of our people and which were considered as violative of the 
general commercial policy of the Government of Great Britain in respect 
to our fishing vessels, and that Government refused to give its sanction 
to those laws, and, therefore, they fel]. What I meant to say with re- 
gard to the precedent that may be drawn from actual practice is that 
the fact had been that a very large portion of the time since questions 


spoken of, each of which put the fishing rights of the American people 
and also of the British people in our waters on grounds of a peculiar 
character, taking them out of the operation of the ordinary laws of com- 
mercial intercourse, but giving us and giving them mutually certain 
privil that did not belong tó the nations of the world at large, cer- 
tain privileges within what might be called the inland seas of these 
different countries, So I have not attempted, nor do I think any per- 
son can justly attempt to settle this question at all upon precedent, for 
these conventions came in to interrupt the course of precedent as far as 
the law is concerned. 

But every day a precedent is being made. The British people have 
not any doubt at all of their right to come here with any ship of com- 
merce, whether a fisherman or what not, and go into Boston Harbor or 
Gloucester or anywhere else and trade fully and freely for anything 
they wish to buy in that market. They are just as welcome there as 
our own ships; they have as much liberty of action as our own ships. 
They construe the law every day as authorizing their ships to come into 
our ports. We construe it in the same way by going to their ports. 
Occasionally we meet with some impediment, some obstruction, but 
we find from the remarks of the Senator from Maine and certain in- 
formation that is given us to-day that they are rapidly relaxing their 
obstructions and objections and coming to the true interpretation of 
this matter. 

I do not think any sound-minded British lawyer can contend that 
acts relating to commerce passed years and years after the treaty of 1818 
are to be construed by reference to the langnagé of that treaty. The 
rights of the American fishermen are not left to be controlled by the 
treaty of 1818, because an American fisherman that has his enrollment 
or has his registry and his trading license is a ship of commerce and 
has a right to go toany place in the world where the American flag can 
float, and because he is on a fishing mission he certainly is not a pirate, 
he certainly does not endanger the peace, he does not thteaten any harm 
to any person, and there would be no reason for discriminating against 
him and excluding him from the benefits of British legislation that au- 
thorizes our ships of commerce to go into British ports, whether colo- 
nial or otherwise, for traflic as well as for shelter, wood, and water. 
And when we get to that proposition the whole case is answered, be- 
cause if we can go in there to buy a barrel of flour or a barrel of sugar 
or one hundred pounds of lard or bacon, we can for any purpose. We 
can not fish within the 3-mile limit any more, except north of that 
point which has been fixed by perpetual grant to us under the treaty of 
1818, Ourpeopleare not claimingitatall. Butsouth of that point we 
go in for the purpose, not of fishing, and not under any claim of right to 

h, but we go in for commerce.’ While our ships are there, whether 
they are commercial ships, or whether they are fishermen, they are 
prohibited from fishing in those waters. Suppose that a steam-yacht 
were to run into any port in the British possessions and happen to 
have a harpoon on the yacht and a yawl-boat, and all the necessary 
equipment happened to be there for the purpose of whaling, some ama- 
teur perhaps, and they find a whale in one of those harbors and they 
harpoon him. They violate the law not because they take the harpoon, 
rope, and tackle into the harbor, but because they use them there in vio- 
lation of law. Suppose you have got aseine purse-net upon a ship that 
you intend to send off fishing on the southern banks of Newfoundland 
or any of the islands we are permitted to fish about under the first 
article of the treaty of 1818. You gointo port with all the tackle and 
apparel and furniture necessary for a fishing outfit, and your purpose 
is to fish. If while you are within the 3-mile limit you do not use 
your tackle, your seine, and do not fish or attempt to fish, you do not 
violate the treaty of 1818, nor do you deny any British right. You go 
there and get your supplies in a commercial ship, intending to go back 
to the Banks of Newfoundland, and there to equip a fleet, if you please, 
of fishermen who are ready to cast their nets into the sea for mackerel, 
or their lines into the sea for cod or for halibut. That is no violation ot 
any law of Great Britain, and certainly not a violation of the treaty of 
1818. 

Why is it, let me ask, thata ship that goes in there with all the tackle 
necessary for fishing for mackerel, but being å purely commercial ship, 
not having a crew shipped for the purpose of fishing, not having any 
fishermen aboard, can go into one of the ports of the British possessions, 
buy what it chooses to buy, and go out again without obstruction; and 
yet if a fisherman goes in there, a man whose business it is to fish, he 
is condemned if he undertakes to buy anything but wood and water or 
claims anything but shelter, The argument is not reasonable; it is not 
a proper construction of the British law; and when we have said that 
we have said all that can be said about it. If there was no law but the 
treaty of 1818, then our fishermen could not go there, except for shelter, 
for wood, and for water, but the British Government has enlarged that 
by granting to us the commercial privilege in a sense of reciprocity for 
certain like privileges that we have granted tothem. Thatis the state 
of the law of this case. 

If that is so, it seems to me there is no difficulty at all either in con- 
struing or in handling this matter. As I remarked before, I can not 


see that there is any difficulty in the construction of the treaty of 1818 
taken by itself. All the rights that are guaranteed there and that have 
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not been enlarged by statute of Great Britain obtain, and there is no 
difficulty in the construction of them. There is no difficulty in the 
construction of the British statutes on this subject. But, then, we are 
not called upon to construe them. What we are called upon to do is to 
protect our people against any wrong construction that they may put 
upon their own laws, bya power that we reserve expressly in the hands 
of the President of the United States. That is, when the President of 
the United States is satisfied that the British people have legislated in 
hostility to our commerce or that they have construed their own laws 
in hostility to our commerce, we have the right to suspend intercourse 
with them either absolutely or partially. That power is given to the 
Executive, and he does it by a proclamation. Thatisan indispensable 
power, for the reason that there is no diplomatist, no set of diplomatists 
who have ever lived who can arrange between themselves all the rights 
of the people of two different states or nations in respect of a subject 
that is so intricate, so involved, that has so many incidents about it as 
this subject of conducting the fisheries. It must necessarily and nat- 
urally be left to the legislative power of the respective countries, left to 
the United States to say what privileges they will admit the British 
people to in our own waters, and left to the British people to say what 
privileges they will admit us to in their waters; and thenif they dis- 
criminate against us, or if by the construction of their own laws they 
inflict what we conceive to be injustice to us, whether they think it is 
right or wrong, we reserve the power in the hands of our Chief Execu- 
tive by proclamation to stop the intercouse till they come to their senses 
or until we come tosome agreement. That is the situation. Thereis 
no other, there can not be any other. i 

I do not wish to volunteer any opinions about this subject before a 
question gets before the Senate and I am compelled to act upon it; 
but my convictions are very strong; they are fixed; indeed I may say 
that we can get along with the people of Great Britain on this subject 
without any further treaty at all and without any further legislation. 
If any one were to ask me what provision of a treaty I would frame to 
compose and settle any question of fundamental law between us and 
Great Britain in respect of the fisheries, I could not suggest it, or if I 
were asked to propose an amendment to the statutes of the United 
States so as to put the control of this intricate subject more completely 
in the hands of our own Government I could not frame the amendment 
to the statutes. I would not know how to doit. I believe that both 
the treaty stipulations and the situation under the statutes are about 
as complete as we are able to make them. There may be other in- 
terests, and there are other interests lying between the people of the 
British possessions and the United States that I would like very much 
indeed to see promoted by further negotiation, but I can not call to 
mind, there is no suggestion to my mind of, anyimprovement that we 
could make under existing condition#of our rights in the fisheries of 
that Northeastern coast. 

Mr. GEORGE, Will theSenator from Alabama allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Do the British Government and our Government 
differ as to the rights of fishermen under the law ? 

“Mr. MORGAN. Ireally believe they do not. I have seen no evi- 
dence of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the trouble then? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think there is any. 

Mr. GEORGE. Do the colonial legislatures and authorities deny 
the right of our people under the municipal laws of England ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine has suggested that they 
have been denying us some rights, that some governor up there has 
issued a proclamation in which he has made a statement of the law, 
but I believe he has taken that back and referred the subject to the 
mother government. There was a denial of the right to one ship to 
ship a crew, and of another ship to buy bait, but they have not resulted, 
80 ber as I understand, in anything, 

Mr, GEORGE. Iunderstand the Senator that we have a right un- 
der the treaty to buy ice and bait in the provincial ports. _Isthatright 
- denied? How is that? 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood the Senator from Maine to say a mo- 
ment ago that they had conceded that. 

Mr. FRYE. They have yielded all but the ice and bait, which are 
the most important for us. 

Mr. MORGAN. Everything but that? 

Mr. GEORGE, Then what question is atissue between the two gov- 
ernments? The right claimed is asserted, as I understand, purely un- 
der the municipal law of Great Britain, not under the treaty. Is that 
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Mr. MORGAN. Certainly not under the treaty, but under the mu- 
nicipal law of Great Britain, under the law giving us the right to trade 
there, 

Mr. GEORGE. What prevents Great Britain from putting her own 
construction on her own statutes? 

Mr. MORGAN. Nothing inthe world. She can putit on any mo- 
ment she pleases, and all we have to do then is to put our construction 
on our statutes and retaliate. That is all wecando. You may frame 
the laws and amend them as much as you please, you will come back 
to that every time. 


Mr. FRYE. “Allowme. TheSenator understands, does he not, that 
there is a law to-day, a law of 1823, under which the President is not 
only authorized but directed to make proclamation under certain cir- 
cumstances ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I referred to that a moment ago. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator understands that to be the law now? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. How is that? Iwas diverted. Will the Senator 
from Maine repeat his statement ? . > 

Mr. FRYE. Iread the statute the other day. I was not certain 
it had ever been repealed or modified. Does the Senator from 
bama understand that it remains precisely as enacted ? y 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; no question of that. I called attention to 
it the other day when the Senator from Maine was debating about it. 
That is the solution of the whole matter, and that is the power we have 
over the subject, and it is the only power we can ever get overit. If 
we expect to improve our advantages or powers in respect to this com- 
mercial intercourse, we had better go to our own statute and amend it, 


_if it needs amendment, but I do not know how to amend it. 


Mr. GEORGE. Would it not be well to base the right to buy ice, 
bait, and all that sort of thing on the interpretation of the law? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ice and bait are not mentioned in this treaty. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know they are not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ice and bait are therefore to be treated as articles 
of commerce. If we have any right to get ice and bait there, it is 
ae the commercial privilege extended to us by the statute of Great 

ritain. 

Mr. GEORGE. Which Great Britain has a right 
herself. 

Mr. MORGAN. Interpret for herself until we come to our right to 
interpret, and then we say, ‘‘ If you interpret it in that way we inter- 
pret our statute so and so.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE. That is retaliation. 

Mr. MORGAN, And it is all you can make of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. It does not come to any agreement. 

Mr. MORGAN. It would hardly be expected, I think, that the 
diplomatic powers of two great goverhments should enter into a nego- 
tiation to determine the distinction between ice and bait on one side 
and bacon and flour on the other as articles of commerce; neither of 
them is mentioned in the treaty, but I should think it was unfortu-' 
nate for the civilization of this age, especially I should think it unfors' 
tunate for the character of the publicists of this age, if they should find | 
it necessary to interpret the meaning of ice and bait so as to exclude, 
them from the commercial list, when everybody would admit that 
flour and bacon are included in the commercial list. 

Whatever is legitimate traffic, whatever is not contraband, is lawful 
traffic in any port to which you have the lawful right of access; and if 
it is ice and bait itis justas much commerce as if it was flour and bacon. | 
You can not claim ice and bait under the treaty, you can not claim flour, 
and bacon under the treaty, but beyond question a merchant ship has_ 
the right to go there and buy flour and bacon and a fisherman has the 
right to go there and buy ice and bait if also his is a commercial ship, 
for a fisherman may have two characters, and every one of them I be- 
lieve has two characters. Oneis a business or vocation of catching fish,‘ 
and the other is of dealing in freights or in merchandise, traffic, barter, ' 
orexchange under license just as they wish. Wedo not send any ships 
out of our ports, as I understand, exclusively for the purpose of fishing, ' 
but we arm every one of them with a sea pass and give them the pro- 
tection of an enrollment or a registry, so that they are American ships in 
every sense of the word and commercial ships in every sense of the word.! 

Now, Mr. President, I beg to call attention again to the treaty of, 
1818 and to insist that the proviso which is found in the latter part of 
Article I was never intended for the purpose of discriminating against 
American ships and denouncing American fishermen or putting them 
underany bad character, casting any imputation orreproach upon them, 
but it was intended to provide for them privileges that at that time did 
not exist in the hands of ordinary commercial vessels—a favored class 
of ships under the treaty, a class of ships favored because of the ad- 
vantages which they brought to the people living upon that northern 
coast. The passage of laws afterward by Great Britain did not change 
that construction, did not put them under the ban; and there could be” 
no stronger evidence of the intention of the British Government that 
they should have enlarged privileges of traffic more than could be im- 
puted by those statutes in reference merely toshipsofcommerce. Ships 
of commerce came in possession of their rights in 1823, not before that. ' 
Fishermen came in possession of their rights in 1818 under the treaty. 
It was an easy matter therefore for us or for them to put our fishermen 
upon the commercial basis and to give them the advantage of the com- 
mercial regulations and laws of the country. That is where our fisher- 
men get the right to buy bait and buy anything else that is not con- 
traband. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Maine says that right is denied, 
as I understand him. The right to buy bait and the right to buy ice 
are denied by the colonial authorities. : 


to interpret for 


Mr. MORGAN. I understand that while it was denied by some of 
the British people there, the authorities of Great Britain are not deny- 
ing it. At allevents whenever it is authentically notified to the Pres- 
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ident of the United States that that right is denied, and he believes 
that is a right secured to us under the reciprocal advantages, as I will 
call them, of parallel legislation between the two countries, he has 
nothing to do but resort to that act of Congress and say ‘‘I i 
as President of the United States a suspension of trade until this mat- 
ter is rectified.” 

Mr. GEORGE. He has that power under the law now. 

Mr. MORGAN. He hasthat power now. Iwas speaking of thelegal 
situation. Iwas trying to state to the Senate that I did not know how 
to improve it either in putting the matter to new negotiation to define 
our treaties, or in putting it to new legislation to define or to protect 
our rights. It would take a great deal of negotiation to go over the 
whole field and to prescribe everything that a fisherman might do and 
that any other class of ships might do. Therefore I think that the 
Government should leave the matter just where it is, and I do not think 
Congress can be persuaded to repeal that act. I have not heard yet 
from any source whatever a suggestion with regard to its amendment, 

Mr. President, so far as I know that covers the whole case. With 
this view in my mind, I did not believe that it was necessary thatthe Con- 
gress of the United States should create a grand joint commission to ne- 
gotiate about the matter. If the President of the United States or the 
Secretary of State thonght that by a tiation with Great Britain they 
could remove out of controversy any of the questions which have been 
mooted between the people of the different countries, that is well enough; 
let them proceed and doit. So far as I am concerned I am entirely 
content with the state of the law as it is, both as expressed in the treaty 
and in the statute; but still, as has been suggested here, some conten- 
tion might be modified, or, perhaps, might be relieved entirely by a 
negotiation between the two governments which should settle expres- 
sions in regard to some of these disputed matters. If that is so, let it 
goon; but I confess I can not see any reason for a great joint commis- 
sion between the two countries for that purpose. The truth is that all 
the suggestion about a joint commission or a high commission had ref- 
erence entirely to the re-establishment of some form of reciprocity be- 
tween this country and Canada. 

I am in favor of reciprocity. There the Senator from Maine and my- 
self differ, I dare say. J am in favor of making reciprocal ent 
with our neighboring nations—I would not go very far abroad to do it— 
for the purpose of easing up the irritation of commercial friction. I 
would be very glad, indeed, if it could be accomplished, to see every 
state in the Western Hemisphere, in North and South America, upon a 
footing of commercial intercourse almost as free as that between the 
States of this Union. I believe it would redound greatly to the ad- 
vantage of all the people in this hemisphere, and I think the ted 
power that would be accumulated in this way would make West- 
ern Hemisphere something that men would be incapable of conceiving 
the power, grandeur, and force of. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator, is there not some danger, 
with the different interpretation of the rights of our fleets, of a collision 
being brought about? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think there is; but I do not think we can relieve 
it by negotiation. I think we can relieve it by enforcing the law on 
both sides. I think there is some danger, because there are enterprising 
citizens on both sides who would be willing to get up a fuss between 
the two countries. š : 

Mr. GEORGE. May there not be something done to avoid it? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know how you can do it unless by an ar- 


bitration law such as is proposed between the railroad companies and | 


the strikers. If difficulty actually exists and is formulated by either 

~government, then Ishould say that would lead to a negotiation of some 
kind forgthe purpose of relieving it. Irresponsible men, as far as di- 
plomacy is concerned, who are getting up these troubles, can not very 
well be restrained by our action. 

I will suppose a case. Iam not aware that it exists, but I willsup- 
pose that some of the Gloucester fishermen desire to intensify Ameri- 
can feeling a good deal just at this time for the purpose of holding on 
to the existing tariff on fish, and knowing that some thick-headed offi- 
cial in some Canadian portwould deny to them the right to buy a bar- 
rel of flour or a barrel of sugar or to buy bait or something else under 
the treaty of 1818, if we should go back to that, and the moment they 
go there and make the request, this official comes out and says, ‘‘ If you 
do not leave these coasts in your piratical enterprise of buying ice from 
our people we will have you arrested.” Thereupon the Yankee gets 
his back up because he started out to get it up; there is a capture made; 
they libel his ship, put an officer on board, take him into a provincial 
court and condemn his ship. I do not believe the provincial court has 
any jurisdiction of it under the treaty at all. We can see that by a 
maneuver of this kind it is very easy to startle the American people, 
very easy to arouse them, and a i free fish made in the 
Senate of the United States with the background of a little flurry of 
that kind, by some smart fellow who went there for the p of 


getting up a row, would more than likely prevent any change of the 
duties on fish. 

Mr. GRAY. That is just the case the Senator from Maine told us 
was probable about a week ago, that within a week’s time there would 
be a ship seized there. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I was su 


ipposing the case as one probable because 
I had not heard anything like it having actually occurred. 

Mr. FRYE. The tariff bill has not got over here yet. 

Mr. GRAY. But the Senator from Maine said that was entirely 
probable within a week. á 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Mississippi asks me if there are 
not difficulties. Iam expecting difficulties all the time, not between 
the governments, but I am expecting difficulties between private en- 
terprising men who want to raise rows and whose business interests 
lie in the direction of getting up afuss. I rather look for them, and 
I do not see any way in the world to prevent them unless we had some 
law on our statute-book which would punish a man for undertaking to 
bring his country into turmoil and discontent with other governments. 
But so far as I have heard yet in the matter of buying ice and buying 
bait and shipping crews, or buying anything else, our American fisher- 
men have got a right to go there and get these things although they 
are fishermen, for that is conceded to them under British law. 

Mr. President, I would not hesitate a moment in protecting a man 
in the assertion of his rights, even though he went upon an enterprise 
of the kind which I have intimated. We can not restrain all human 
nature; we can not curb and control the passions and selfishness of 
men in advance so as to prevent turbulence, prevent irruption, prevent 
strife between neighboring countries. What we have got to do is to 
observe a cool, quiet, honest, sincere policy. toward the people of other 
countries, insisting upon all that is due to us and demanding nothing 
that is not due to us. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator what in his opinion is 
the duty of the Government of the United States in the supposititious 
case which-he puts of a vessel haying been seized for attempting to buy 
bait in a provincial port. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think then it would be a good occasion for the 
Secretary of State to ascertain all the facts in the first place, and whether 
or not the Government of Great Britain espoused the cause of that 
official, and whether in making .the of his cause the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain violated its own plain laws or violated its laws 
as we understand them; and if the question grew into that magnitude 
that the Government of Great Britain had determined through the in- 
strumentality of this man to inflict a wrong upon us as a people, I do 
notknow where I wouldgo. I know there isone direction I would not 
go; I would not back out of it. I would try to have it settled peace- 
ably according to the American spirit. 

Mr. GRAY. There all agree. The Senator takes the position that 
we do not want to back out of it; butcarrying the supposed case a little 
farther, the vessel having been condemned by a provincial court by pro- 
ceedings in rem, and the judge of that court having interpreted the mu- 
nicipal law not to have enlarged the privileges given to American fish- 
ermen by reason of their having a commercial license, and that being the 
authoritative interpretation by thecourts of the provinces and so far of 
the courts of Great Britain, that this treaty stipulation was not enl 
by the statute law, what proper remedy have we, except to say that we 
must fall back on the treaty of 1818? Inasmuch asthe municipal laws 
of Great Britian have failed us, can we put an interpretation upon them 
and insist upon it? - 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably wecan do that. Our menin going 
there do not go under the license of the treaty of 1818; they go under 
the license of the British statute, and if the statute is in existence at 
the time they go there we should not hesitate to resent any wrong 
done to our people, any of them, for the performance of any innocent 
act, innocent at the time. What might be the result of it after we had 
had our controversy, I do not know. We might be forced back to the 
treaty of 1818, because they might repeal their laws and we 
ours and thereby proclaim again non-intercourse between the British 
provinces and the United States. Thatmight bethe result of it. But 
all this is now answering a beneficial purpose. It shows the impolicy 
of discussing any question of this kind as a mere problem, not upon an 
existing state of facts, not upon an issue made up between us and 
Great Britain, but upon a supposititious state of facts, conjectural en- 
tirely, and so far as I can understand this whole business we are deal- - 
ing from beginning to end with it as a conjectural matter, and not as 
something that actually exists, and not as something that actually 
claims the attention of the Government, at least this branch of it. 

Now notice the embarrassment here in speaking about what we should 
do in a certain case. Here are Senators who have to vote upon all the 
treaty relations that become laws between this and other countries; 
here we are debating a question that is not up, upon a state of facts that 
is only imaginary, and we are quoting very gravely propositions of 
law and tracing out their analogies and their history, and we are say- 
ing also in this state of case, ‘‘I would do thus and so,” and some 
other Senator says, ‘‘ In this state of case I would do thus and so.” All 
this debate has been brought before the Senate of the United States by 
what I conceive to be a mistaken call upon the Congress of the United 
States for its assistance in conducting this matter. The Congress of the 
United States has no assistance to grant in this case, and ought not to 
be called upon to grant it. If we were settling the issues of a war, as 
we were in 1871, and if we were settling questions of damages that were 
still open between ourselves and foreign countries growing out of al- 
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Jeged breaches of treaty obligations, then it might become necessary 
for Congress, in order, perhaps, to give emphasis, or some direction, or 
make some ancillary provision of law, to indulge in anticipation for the 
purpose of creating a great commission to go out and settle the ques- 
tion. Nevertheless when we came to settle that most important ques- 
tion that we have ever had since the war of 1812, the question of the 
Alabama claims, connected with which, by British ingenuity, was some 
almost indefinite claim in of the breach of the fisheries treaty, 
we did not come to the shane one of the United States and ask them to 
enact a law creating a great high commission. There were ten commis- 
sioners who negotiated the treaty of Washington, five on a side, but 
there was no statute and no joint resolution authorizing the making up 
of that great commission. 

The under his constitutional power, created and organized 
that commission. The law stood here empowering him to doit. The 
constitutional power of the President was sufficient, but we have pro- 
visions of law by which the President may appoint embassadors and 
other public agents, and we limit the number, the only limit being 
that shall grant the money for the purpose of executing the 
commission which he puts in their hands. In that great trial and 
struggle—for it was one of the most intense te dangerous character 
to the American people—Congress was not called upon to create a com- 
mission. 

So in this case I really do not see that there is any occasion for a com- 
mission. I can not so consider it. This is nota subject out of the 
ordinary course of affairs. Admit that the American fishermen and the 

Canadian fishermen are in somesort of controversy about their respective 
rights—yet I do not believe they are at much controversy about them— 
is not that a matter which the agencies of the diplomatic or- 

zation of our Government ean deal with, without bringing the sub- 

ect into Congress and asking that it shall be debated; that opinions 

shall be stated, grounds taken, committals made, policies fo owed? 
Really I do not see the reason for it. 

But the resolution presents not one of these questions. They come 
arguendo simply, and I think it takes a pretty lively imagination to 
get a proper foothold on which to discuss the questions we have en- 
gaged in discussing upon this resolution. The resolution is: 


That in the opinion of the Senate the tment of a commission, 

which the Governments of the United States Great Britain shall be rep- 

poche ry charged with the consideration and settlement of the fish Has ens 
o; 


the two governments on the coasts of the United States and Bri 
America, ought not to be provided for by Congress. 


If such a commission is to be provided for at all, let it be done under 
the constitutional powers of the President. He can appoint embassa- 
dors to go there, if he wishes, or the Secretary of State along with the 
British minister can negotiate the whole question here, or it can be re- 
ferred to London and negotiated between our representative there and 
the head of the British foreign office. There is no lack of agencies, no 
lack of power, no lack of authority, and therefore there is no occasion 
for this discussion in the Senate about it. Still I hope that the dis- 
cussion of it will lead the people of Great Britain to understand that 
whatever rights we have under the treaty of 1818 we consider are per- 
fectly clear, and what rights we have under the British statute we con- 
sider entirely clear,and that if we should upfortunately differ in our 
opinion with them about what our commercial rights are, we have the 
power in our own hands to rectify it; and that is the whole case. 
Therefore I am in favor of this resolution, but I putit upon the ground 
that Congress ought not to provide by law for a commission. I do not 
want Congress to do it. 

Now, make your question as broad and as important as you can state 
it, and Jet it relate to a subject of negotiation, of treaty relation between 
this Government and Great Britain in respect to the fisheries or to any 
other matter, not a question relating to the settlement of damages or 
the private rights of individuals who may be mutual claimants against 
the one government or the other, but, as in this case, a question entirely 
free from all such considerations and allsuch involvements, a pure ques- 
tion of diplomacy as to what shall be the future relations of this country 
with Great Britain in respect of our fisheries, whether they shall be 
changed or whether they shall not be , whether they shall be 
interpreted in one way or whether they shall be interpreted in a different 
way: under such circumstances I deny the right of Co; to raise a 
commission to settle a question of that kind, under the Constitution of 
the United States. 

If Congress has the right to raise a commission, Congress has the right 
to instruct the commission. We have raised several commissions, or 
authorized their being raised by the President of the United States, 
for the purpose of settling mutual claims between citizens of different 
governments, and so far as I remember we have never hesitated at all 
to put certain limits upon the powers of the commission. ‘‘ Youshall 
meet at a certain time; you shall sit so long; you shall hear so much 
evidence. In the event of adifference between the two regular com- 
missioners, you may select an umpire, or we will provide a means for 
getting an umpire. And the decision of these gentlemen or of the um- 
pire siding with one or the other shall be final and conclusive.” That 
is a commission in its proper sense; that is the business of a commis- 
sion. That is not a business of negotiation, but it is a business of set- 


tling damages growing out of some previous negotiation; and so we 
give instructions and limitations and put boundaries upon the authority 
of commissions of this kind. But when, as in the case before the Sen- . 
ate at this moment of time, everything that is to be done relates to 
some disputed proposition of law, merely some disputed proposition as. 
to what shall be the future policy of the two countries in regard to 
fisheries or reciprocity, then I submit that it is an improper exercise 
of power by Congress to raise a commission. If can raise a 
commission, I insist that it can instruct it, and therefore it should not 
do it. 

I believe in holding to the rights and powers of the Senate of the 
United States upon this question and upon a good many others that 
Senators seem to be willing to throw to the winds. The Constitution 
of the United States makes us the constitutional advisers of the Presi- 
dent in respect to the matter of negotiating treaties with foreign pow- 
ers, ‘There is no occasion for going to Congress to ask its authority, be- 
cause the Senate and President have the power to act. The President 
and the Senate in respect of the relations between themselves and for- 
eign governments can make the supreme law of the land, whether the 
other House participates in it or not, and no President can veto it; he 
may refuse to negotiate, and that is the end of it. Therefore I would 
leave this subject entirely in the hands of the ordinary diplomatic func- 
tionaries of the Government, supplied as they are with every ample 
facility for conducting any —— that can ly touch this sub- 
ject. I suppose there is no misunderstanding about what we are doing 
here. The honorable Senator from Maine introduced his resolution, 
It had a “whereas” to it, and it went to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It read thus: 


Whereas the President in his late message recommends “ that the Congress 
rou for Arip nep intment of a opens in which the Governments of the 
reat Britain shall be respectively represented, charged with 
the pieda pta rpa settlement, upon a just, pote agy and honorable basis, of 
the entire question of the fishin = rd of the two Governments and their re- 
ppoativs sii on the coast of nited States and British North America; * 


ereis “the fishing rights” were settled for ten 
pointed under the fee, i of Washington at a cost id in money, 
a a remission of duties amounting in the ten years ee yrs 000,000 more; 


Whereas the effect of the terms "fishin, upon by the said commission was fur- 


in the Canadian 
seamen ten thousand, with a corresponding decrease and sail- 
sae without any appreciable benefits to the: people of the United States: There- 
Be it resoleed by the Senate of the United States, Thatin the opinion of the Senate 
the a intment of a commission clothed wii ith such powers ought not to be pro- 
vided for by Congress. 

The committee have reported back without any recital at all the 
simple resolution which presents merely and only the question whether 
this is a case in which Congress should be called upon to provide a 
commission; and although we are acting negatively upon it and against 
what appears to be the recommendation of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, I do not hesitate to say, as a friend of the powers of this 
body, and conceding that I am one of the number in which every other 
Senator is only my equal charged with the duty of preserving the con- 
stitutional powers of this body, I am not willing upon an occasion like 
this to ask the intervention of the Congress of the United States to raise 
a great commission or any commission for the purpose of settling a ques- 
tion that seems, after all, to be scarcely a question at all. 

Mr. EVARTS.. Mr. President, as it is the purpose, I believe, of the 
Senate to proceed to vote on this question, I will detain them from the 
vote for some very brief observations which I think it suitable that I 
should make. 

I regret that important engagements before the Judiciary Committee 
have detained me there in important matters; and I had supposed that 
I should have an opportunity to-morrow to present perhaps more fully, 
and certainly more usefully if I could have heard the observations of 
the Senator from Alabama, the views I entertain. It is, however, I 
think, important that we should understand what our relations are 
toward Great Britain and the eee on this subject of the fisher- 
ies, and on this other subject, the intercourse of commerce and trade. 

So far as this resolution itself is concerned, I should not regard it as 
suitable to be originated in the Senate if no communication had been 
made to us from the President on this subject. But as that communi- 
cation has been made, and we have seen the basis upon which that 
communication is rested and the interchange of notes between the 
State Department and the British minister that have led up to an 
agreement in regard to the management of the fisheries of the two 
countries ad interim, and including in that the purpose of engaging this 
Government in a new convention, a new arrangement, a new compre- 
hensive settlement of the matters regarding intercourse with the prov- 
inces and the fishery enjoyments, I think it is important that this 
body should express its mind on this topic. 

As I understand it, Mr. President, the relations of this Government 
toward Great Britain and toward the provinces on the subject of the 
fisheries and on the subject of intercourse of trade, are two independ- 
ent subjects; that of the fisheries rests entirely upon treaties; that of 
intercourse of trade or commerce rests either upon the general conven- 
tions of commerce, or upon legislation that has proceeded in the en- 
actments of the Parliament of England and of the Congress of the United 
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States in the same intent and with the same results toward free, con- | egy upon the fish is to surround them with our seines and then, as if 


yenient, and amicable intercourse in e. 

As it has seemed to me, there had been some inattention or some want 
of circumspection on the part of the State Department in not observ- 
ng this discrimination. All the treaties that we have had on the sub- 
ject of the fisheries are embraced in She ices Beanie of penca aoe Bee 
jtion of empire, so to characterize it, between Great Britain and ourselves 
after the Revolution.” As we all know, the fishing grounds and fishing 
coasts up to our Revolution had been enjoyed by all the people of the Colo- 
nies asa of the British Empire; and when after the successful prose- 
cution of our Revolution, and its success recognized by Great Britain, 
we had before us nothing but the drawing of lines between the posses- 
sions of the new-made nation and the mother country after this sever- 
ance was completed, the lines of territory were drawn, and then there 
came to be a partition of this fishery, which had been one possession 
before, but now was to become one of a joint interest. And there the 
lines were drawn firmly, that we were to have the rights of fishery there 
as we had theretofore enjoyed them. 

Now, besides the fishery itself, that is the occupation and pursuit as 
upon the water alone, there eame to be in connection with the useful 
prosecution of the fishery a certain right of resort to the land. The 
whole region was desolate and unoccupied, and the then method of 
fishing made it quite necessary that there should be a constant, or cer- 
tainly a frequent, resort from the vessels occupied to the land in the cur- 
ing of their fish, and the curing then was inthe simple method of the 
uses of drying, as it was called, and such sustenance for the crews and 
protection against the severity of weatheras wasrequired. Sothe pro- 
vision in regard to access to the coast or use of the coast was but a part 
of the execution of the fishery right and its enjoyment, and in itself 
formed a of the access given to us, for the purpose of trade. The 
word ‘‘trade,’’ or ‘‘purchase,’? or the idea of intercourse by trade, did 
not enter into that treaty, and no more is it in the later treaties. The 
use of fire-wood was the use of the forest, and the use of the coast was 
for the exposure of the fish to drying by the sun. 

Afterward, from the war of 1812 having interrupted our relations 
with Great Britain, the pretension was set up by Great Britain that 
this division as to the fishery was not a division of empire between us 
and Great Britain in that regard as a permanent establishment of our 
independence, and its lines drawn, fixed, permanent, and subject to no 
pee disturbance, but that this part of the division of empire was 
treated as a concession or privilege resting upon convention that was 
separable and made no lon; ent and secure. 

We were not in a condition to cope with this great adversary upon 
as high terms as we now should be able todo. My own opinion has 
been, so far as I understand it the prevalent opinion of the public men 
of this country has always been, that it was a very severe and a very 
unjust treatment of us in regard to the fishery that when pae was 
restored our rights were not the same in that regard as they had been 
before the interruption of peace. But we did enter into the treaty of 
1818. That follows very much in the line of the original treaty except 
in the limitations, but the traits of that relation were preserved the 
same, that it was not a question of trade nor a question of hospitality, 
but as a part of the fishing rights and interests, and with the same rights 
of resort to the coast as had prevailed in the earlicr arrangement of the 
first treaty of 1783. 

In each of these treaties it was provided that whenever this use of 
the shores in connection with our fishery brought us in contact with 
settlers, in occupation in severalty or otherwise of the coast, we, under 
this eral right of our fishery purposes, by our own authority and 
permission, should not interfere with the local occupation and local in- 
terests, except by agreement with them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That included the fishery within the three-mile 
waters as well, 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; I am drawing no line between the three-mile 
limit and the other waters. All this had nothing to do with trade and 
with purchase, and the question of bait not being mentioned, nor ice, 
nor any of these circumstances of intercourse by trade acquiring for 
money and contract, these topics do not appear at all. X 

When therefore we were approaching a larger and larger occupation 
and interest of population there, still it was the same question. You 
do not find in the treaty of 1818 the least regulation of the question of 
our right to buy bait, or our right to buy ice, or any circumstances of 
trade. Our rightin to bait there under the treaty was the right 
to catch bait as cov by the fishing right we had; and whenever we 
had only the fishing right then bait already caught and separated from 
the sea was like any other item of exchange and commerce that the oc- 
cupants of those distant shores might have occasion to find to their ad- 
vantage in dealing with us. ; 

But we have changed our system of fishing, and by reason of that 
change this whole matter of our catching the bait-fish has disap 

. from any uses to our enjoyment. Our method of fishing now is so 
changed that we no longer practice our allurements or deceits upon the 
individual fish we are pursuing; our distribution of bait is to spread it 
upon the waters as if the gift of good Providence for the fish, and to en- 
tice and hold them there, and while they are enjoying this their greedy 
pursuit, whithout any hook appearing, our new method of larger strat- 


they were outcasts upon an inhospitable shore, place them on the d 
ofourschooners. That method we cannot carry on by catching the fish, 
which was the simple one of catching a herring and putting it on a hook 
and then catchinga . Ofcourse it became very valuable to these 
provincials if they could sell us bait at prices satisfactory to themselves 
and we could pursue our deep-sea fishing in the manner I have sug- 
gested. As the Senator from Maine has stated, I believe we paid $125,- 
000 a year in the purchase of bait. 

There was trouble under the 3-mile exclusion accomplished by our 
treaty of 1818. Of course, a line upon the surface of the water not 
nearer than 3 miles may readily be honestly obscure to the opposing 
interests, and it may be made the occasion of annoyance much beyon 
any such honest difference of opinion. To a certain extent, it was de- 
sirable for us that this line of disturbance between the two countries 
should be removed; and when we came to the convention of 1854 by 
which the reciprocity arrangement was completed, we then introduced 
this matter of the inshore fishing. There were many other exchanges 
of interest in that reciprocity treaty, but the right for us to fish with- 
out any limit was met by an equivalent right on their part to fish in 
our waters without any such limit. 

Our experience under the twelve years that the reciprocity treaty 
was in force gave us very definite and very trustworthy evidence of 
what was useful and valuable in regard to this inshore fishing. It 
ought to have advised, it gave in my judgment advice to the provin- 

ials, what the value of that inshore right to us without any mit of 
line was, and of how much to them was the value of intercourse by 
trade. . 

Our Government, with entire unanimity, as I am advised, on the part 
of the two Houses of Congress, gave notice of the termination of the 
reciprocity treaty as soon as we had an opportunity to do so, and that 
indicated not only the judgment of the interests of our fishermen and 
of all interested in that pursuit of how much or little importance there 
was in it, but it was evidence of the attitude of our Government that 
we were not asking for or desiring any renewal of that privilege. We 
had had the privilege. 

No notice came from Great Britain to dissolve that right, she having 
an equal power to terminate it on her part; but we, with entire una- 
nimity, had put an end to thisenjoyment in the fishery. True, there 
were other considerations of interchange of commodities between the 
provinces and ourselves; but from the experience of that twelve years’ 
enjoyment under the reciprocity treaty, and the alacrity and the una- 
nimity with which we dissolved that enjoyment of fishing as soon as we 
had an opportunity, no public man could have imagined that it was 
our interest or our disposition to take an attjtude of inviting or desir- 
ing for our own interests to have a renewal of that authority. 

After an interval of several years; in which to be sure there was no 
very great disturbance, we came to the great treaty of 1871, the treaty 
of Washington, a treaty, as we all know, for its large and principal sub- 
ject furnishing the motives and the inducements, and which furnished 
the great frame of the treaty, had regard to the Alabama claims. An- 
other great interest was to be settled and was settled under that treaty, 
and that was our northwestern boundary at Vancouver's Island and 
Puget Sound. 

When we approached the subject of the fisheries what had we of in- 
struction as to the estimate which the British Government and the 
provincial interests placed upon the treaty so far as they were inter- 
ested in ue it negotiated? Manifestly always, and so distinctly 
avowed, what Great Britain desired, what Great Britain for the prov- 
inces demanded as the principal if not the absolute and only proposi- 
tion upon which they would enter into this arrangement, was the gain 
of our market for their fishery products in the consumption of our people. 
Our people were not at all disposed to opening this market. At no stage 
were we in that attitude, and certainly our fishermen never had a de- 
sire that their markets should be parted with in any reference to their 
expectation of benefit to them thereby. Lord Elgin stated this very 
distinctly when the negotiations for the reciprocity treaty of 1854 were 
approaching. I read now from page 302 of the Foreign Relations of 
the United States for the year 1878, in which these words of Lord El- 
gin, as governor-general of Canada, to Sir Henry Bulwer, British min- 
ister here, written in 1851, are cited : 

Her Majesty’s Government are prepared, on certain conditions and with cer- 
tain reservations, to make the concession to which so much importance seems 
to have been attached by Mr. Clayton, namely, to throw open to the fishermen 
of the United States the fisheries in the waters ot the British North American 
colonies, with permission to those fishermen to land on the coast of those colo- 
nies for the purpose of drying their nets and curing their fish; provided that 
in so doing they do not interfere with the owners of private property or with 
the operations of British fishermen. 

Her Majesty’s Government would require, as the indispensable condition in 
return for this concession, that all fish, either fresh or cured, imported into the 
United States from the British North American possessions, in vessels of an: 
nation or description, should be admitted: into the United States duty free an 
en taran inallrespects of equality with fish imported by citizens of the United 

Thus as early as 1851, prior to the convention of 1854, we had an- 
nounced to us that the sine qua non, the absolute need of interest to 
be consulted on the part of the provinces was this free market for their 
fish here. No negotiations could be entertained in regard to the fish- 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3437 


eries that we were to gain of getting within the 3 miles, whateverim- 
portance we might attach to it, that could not be considered unless 
they had this market, without which as it was very apparent their 
fishery interests would languish and shrivel and shrink away. With 
that experience, then, this original view was confirmed by their enjoy- 
ment of our market during the twelve years of the reciprocity treaty. 
Now, how did Great Britain approach us in reference to this market 

- when the treaty of 1871 was on the carpet and was to be disposed of? 
That our market was indispensable to them, that that equivalent was 
for them all that was important and desirable, or at least without it 
nothing was valuable enough. 

We had this experience about the fishery during the twelve years of 
the reciprocity treaty, that our fishing within the 3 miles was of no 
great importance to us. These new methods of fishing had developed 
themselves, and we did not it as valuable to us. We did, how- 
ever, repeat in the treaty of 1871 substantially the equivalent article 
in regard to the inshore fishery for us on their coast, and gave them the 
inshore fishery upon our coast, and then we gave the free market for 
their fish. 

panne the attitude in which the negotiators of this treaty on our 
part had a right to look at this question of the value of our acquired 
fishing inshore as compared with what we had conceded to them in our 
free market, we had a right to consider that under the statement of 
Lord Elgin before the reciprocity treaty was negotiated and the expe- 
rience on both sides of its twelve years, we having our fishing inshore 
on their coasts and they having our market, the inshore fishing was 
trivial and the market was inestimable. 

Then came about a negotiation as to what should happen in regard 
to what might be called an owelty of partition. The provinces, it was 
said, would not be satisfied until and unless there had been some as- 
certainment by some impartial tribunal of what the comparative value 
of these exchanged equivalents on the one side and the other was. 
We offered to say, ‘‘ We pay you more in this market than all that you 
give to us, but we are willing in order for convenience and good neigh- 
borhood to obliterate that line, and we will pay you a million dollars 
in perpetuity for that line over and above what we have given in the 
free market for the twelve years, or the ten years.” They must have 
a valuation, and our negotiators seem to have been the victims of too 
great confidence in two great nations looking at the same subject in the 
same way before the negotiations that it would be maintained after 
they came to the arbitration and ascertainment of these values. 

Out of this grew the fishery commission at Halifax and the fishery 
award there; and as the commissioners kept no protocols in which they 
took and expressed the evidence concerning the value of the fishery on 
the one side or the other, after the astounding award of $5,500,000 was 
announced, we had no mode of exhibiting to Great Britain our convic- 
tion that the very matter which had been submitted under the arbitra- 
tion to the commission had been transcended, that the submission had 
been transcended by the award and therefore we were not bound by it. 
But this Government had made up its mind on this subject; and not- 
withstanding the gravity of the situation by which questions should be 
raised in regard to settlements that had been accomplished under arbi- 
tration, the appropriation of the $5,500,000 was granted and placed at 
the power of the President to make that payment only upon condition 
that after a correspondence between our Government and that of Great 
Britain the President should still find it his duty to make the payment. 
Under that necessity and duty a correspondence was opened by the State 
Department with the foreign secretary of Great Britain, and the follow- 
ing is a portion of the dispatch which I addressed to Mr. Welsh on the 
27th of September 1878, to be communicated to Lord Salisbury: 

Eortunately, there are trustwortby criteria for determining the value of the 


concession of Article XVIII, as I have defined that concession to be. They are 

to, TPR one side and the other, and confessedly furnish the material 
upon which the appraisement, if confihed to the subject as truly defined, must 
tarn. If, then, upon the evidence, if found conflicting or div t, the largest 
measure of valuation deducible therefrom be given in favor of the concession of 
Article XVIII, and that extreme value shall show no rational or approximate 
relation to the sum awarded, there would seem to be no escape from the con- 
clusion that the concurring commissioners accepted some other subject for their 
a ent than that submitted to them. 

t happened that before the Halifax commission had concluded its labors five 
fishing seasons of the treaty period had already elapsed, and the actual experi- 
ence of the enjoyment by the United States fishermen of the pri conceded 
replaced any conjectural estimate of its value by reliable statistics of its peculiar 
results. These statistics disclosed that the whole mackerel catch of the United 
States for these five seasons in the Gulf of Saint Lawrence, both within and with- 
out the 3-mile line, was 167,945 barrels. The provincial estimates claimed that 
pine aatres of this catch’ was within the 3-mile line, and so to be credited to 
the privilege conceded by Article XVIII. The United States estimate placed the 
proportion at less than a quarter. Upon the provincial claim of three-quarters, 
the product to our fishermen of these five years of inshore fishing would be 
125,961 barrels. It was established, upon provincial testimony, that the price 
which mackerel bore in the provinces, cured and packed ready for exportation, 
was $3.75 per barrel, and this would give as the value, cured and packed, of the 
United States inshore catch for five years, the sum of $472,353. But in this value 
are included the barrel, the salt, the expense of catching, curing, and packing, 
which must all be deducted before the profit, which measures the value of the 
fishery privilege, is reached. Upon the evidence, a dollar a barrel would be an 
excessive estimate of net profit, and this would give a profit to our fishermen, 


from the py for these five seasons of the fishery privilege conceded un- 
der Article II, of but $25,000 a year, or for the whole treaty period of twelve 
years of $300,000, 


Although ‘there would seem to be no reason for distrusting this commercial 
and pecuniary measure of the privilege in question, yet if itshould be pretended 


that the provincial value should not be taken, but the value in the market of 
the United States; and, further, that an extravagant rate of $10 per barrel should 
be assumed as that value, and, again, beyond all bounds of even capricious esti- 
mate, a conjectural profit of 50 per cent. should be assigned to the fis ing advent- 
ures, we should have but $125,000 a year, or $1,500,000 for the entire twelve years 
of the treaty, for the gross valuation of the concession to the United States by 
Article XVIII, undiminished, by Dae for the counter-concessions of the 
United States of Articles X(X and I. Yetthis sum, thus reached, is but little 
more than one-quarter of the award of the concurring commissioners, after tak- 
ing into account the deductions required for the privileges of Articles XIX and 

The proofs disclose another wholly independent criterion of the value of the 
privilege conceded to our fishermen by Article XVIII of the treaty, drawn from 
the experience of some years intervening between the abrogation of the reciproc- 
ity treaty and the negotiation of the treaty of Washington. The provincial gov- 
ernmentin these years adopted a license system by which vessels of the United 
States were admitted to the inshore fishery upon the payment of fees for the sea- 
son,rated by theton. The experience of thissystem showed that under an exac- 
tion of 50cents per ton our fishing fleet generally took out licenses; that when the 
fee was raised to $1 per ton, the number of licenses fell off about one-half; and 
when a fee of $4 per ton was exacted, but few licenses were taken out. The fair- 
ness of this measure of the value of the privilege isobvious, It furnishes acom- 
pensatory rate between opposing interests, suggested and acted upon by them 
without coercion, and by concurring consent. 

The tonnage, taking out licenses under the first and lowest rate, was about 
$2,000 tons. Assuming contrary to experience, that this tonnage would have 
borne the highest rate of $2 per ton, the sum of $64,000 per annum would have 
measured the value of the privilege in question, and would have yielded for 
the treaty parioa of twelve years $768,000. By this method the valuation of the 
privilege of Article XVIII (without deducting a penny for the counter-privil 
of Articles XIX and XXI) would be but about 14 per cent. of the award of the 
ean commissioners, after they had taken into account these privileges. 

You will say, then, to Lord Petabury; that with every’anxiety to find some 
rational explanation of the enormous disparity between the pecuniary compu- 
tations of the evidence and the pecuniary measure announced by the concur- 
ring commissioners, this Government has been unable to doso upon any other 
hypothesis than that the very matter defined in Article XVIII, and to which 
the proofs on both sides were apoios aud the very matter measured by the 
award of the concurring commissioners, were not identical nor even similar, 
and that such award, upon this reason, transcends the submission, 

The demonstration at which I have aimed sprees 80 conelusive upon the 
mere consideration of the concession of Article XVIII as to supersede, so farns 
the immediate argument goes, an exhibition of the reduction even of the mod- 
erate sum above assigned as the true appraisal of the concession of that article 
by the pecuniary value, as laid before the commission, of the counter-concessions 
of Articles XIX and XXI. Buta brief statement of the views of this Govern- 
ment on the treatment of these counter-concessions in the deliberations of the 
Halifax commission is requisite both to the completeness and frankness of this 
exposition. 

In brief, it may be said that Her Majesty’s Government formally insisted in 
their “case” avd in their “reply,” laid before the commission, that the conces- 
sion of Article XTX, pal pee ritish subjects are admitted to the freedom of our 
coast fisheries north of the t irty-ninth rallel, is, to quote the lan of the 
“case,” “absolutely valueless; * and that the concession of Article XXI, ad- 
mitting fish and fish-oil, the product of the provincial fisheries, to our markets 
duty free, to guate the language of the “reply,” “has not resulted in pecuniary 
profit to the British fishermen, but, on the contrary, to the American dealer or 
consumer,” 

If Thave been at all successful in showing the enormous disproportion be- 
tween the sum of $5,500,000 announced as their award by the concurring com- 
missioners and the uuniary value which the evidence assigns to the conces- 
sions of Article VIII, by itself considered, I need nd little time in showing 
that these commissioners must have accepted the views of Her Majesty's Goy- 
ernment that nothing was to be allowed for countervailing value to the con- 
cessionsof Articles XLX and XXI, or that these commissioners had in their minds 
a measure for the concession of Article XVIII still more inconsistent with the 
true treaty definition of the subject described in that article and submitted to 
the Apprainemont of the commission, 

Ir the concession of Article XIX was held by these commissioners to be “‘ abso- 
lutely valueless,” as asserted in the “ case ” of Her Majesty's Government, it must 
have been because the pecuniary profit to the provincial fishermen of the privi- 
lego,as actually enjoyed by them, was the true measure of estimation of the 
value of the concession. In this view, the immense value of these fisheries, as 
shown in the evidence, all went for nothing, because the population, capital, or 
enterprise in the provinces could not carry on what to them were remote fish- 
eries in competition with our own coast population, Withoutinsisting upon the 
unreasonableness of measuring the value of our fishing grounds by the inca- 
pacity of provincial resources to engage in the Sona opened to thein, this 
disposition of the value of the concession of Article XIX recognizes the whole 
force and result of the reasoning by which I have assigned the true criteria 
of value for the privilege of Article X VIII, under the experience of the actual 
five years' enjoyment thereof by our fishermen, who were able take advan- 
tage of the privilege, and did so to the furthest extent compatible with profit, 
The vice of the reasoning by which a right of niger ARNS in its own ca- 
pacity, is measured by the tenant's rpag meme to fish is obvious. 1t furnishes 
no true criterion of the rent value ofa fishery, which is what was needed to be 
gotat both under Article XVIII and Article XIX. Under Article XVIII we fur- 
nished a true criterion by the experience of a tenant, confessedly willing and 
able to improve the fishery to the utmost, and actually doing so. 


* Inow desire you to present to Lord Salisbury’s attention the subject of the 


concession of a free market in the United States for the products of the provin- 
cial fisheries as made by Article XXI. The value of this privilege to the proy- 
inces was ig gre by the treaty to be measured by the Halifax commission 
and deduc from their appraisement of the concession of Article XVIL in 
favor of the United States. 

The statistics of the importation under this privilege showed that, at the rate 
of duty prevalent before that concession, a revenue of about $200,000 per annum 
on mackerel alone, and of more than $300,000 on all kinds of fish (mackerel in- 
cluded) and fish oil, would have accrued to the United States, For the purpose 
of argument, conceding that but one-half of this annual sum of $300,000 should 
be set down as agora prons to the provincial interests, the sum of $1,800,000 
would need to be dedu on the score of Article XXI from the true valuation 
of the privilege conceded by Article XVIII. If I have assigned correctly the 
panas possible measure of the privilege of Article XVIII, upon the evidence, 
as being not more than $1,500,000, this low valuation of the privilege of Article 
XXI more than extinguishes it. 

Whatever disposition the concurring commissioners made of this countervail- 
ing concession of Article XXI—whether they gave it a value commensurate with 
the statistical evidence of the revenue loss to the United States and marketgain 
to the provincial interest, or considered it absolutely valueless—the matter is 
one of much moment, 

If these concurring commissioners gave the sum of $5,500,000 as the appraise- 
ment of the pinpin 24 of Article XVIII, after deducting some two million dol- 


for the countervailing concession of Article XXT, the argument, as it seema 
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Lord E declared: 
“Her sorora oparoan certain conditions and with cer- 
to which so much importance seems 


with permission to those 
pega Tor ADe daap pete ar Vaaia aa Sg gare agen provided that 
terfere with owners vate property, or with 

fishermen. 


commissioners replied “ y thought, wholl 
and Sn eee be of which the admission into 
the United States, free duty, of fish the of the British fisheries, did not 
“After a consternation of commercial equivalents, in which the offers of our 
commissioners accepted by the British commissione 


ur commission: 
were „they would inquire of their 
pared to assent to a reference to parras] Our 
Pigh commissioners replied "that they were of opinion that free fish and fish 


views of the value of our markets for the products of 
that this Government has not changed or at all m 
bject. To dissemble or conceal from Her 


I think it is demonstrable there, and no answer was ever made by the 
British Government to it, that the value of this fishery of ours upon 
the most liberal form of ion, the widest and most benevolent in- 
terpretation of the most favorable evidence that was offered on the pars 
of the British Government before the commission at Halifax—the over- 
whelming superiority of the advantage to Great Britain from our mar- 
ket over any possible view of our inshore fishery advantage to ourselves, 
was an inevitable conclusion from a mere examination of the evidence. 

We had two criteria. One was of the fishing product of the mack- 
erel, for that was the only inshore fishery; our deep-sea fishery of the 
cod was outside the line. Our fishing interests there came to but a 
very trivial sum upon any estimate. The largest at which it could be 
put and on the most favorable view that I gave to it was $125,000 a 
year. Really that; was an exorbitant and argumentative statement, 
which I made for the purpose of demonstrating that the award must 
have transcended anything that was submitted. But beside that, we 
had the criterion of what the value to the fishery interests or the gov- 
ernment of the provinces was during the period in which we did not 
enjoy the inshore fisheries; that is, the interval between the expiration 
of the term of the reciprocity treaty and the commencement of our 
new fishing under the treaty of 1871. 

Ths provinces established a license tax of 50 cents a ton on our ves- 
sels for the first year, a dollar for the second year, and $2 for the third 
year. For the first year, under the lower tax of 50 cents a ton, our 
fishermen for the most as I understand (and the Senator from 
Maine will correct me if I am wrong), took out the license of 50 cen 
That itself measured what our people could get that privilege for 
what it amounted to. I think something like sixty-odd thousand dol- 
lars was produced to the Treasury of the The second year, 
when they would tax us a dollar, but very few took out a license, and 
the revenueof the provinces was reduced, and when it came to $2. ton 
not a single license was taken out. 

Then we had an opportunity of measuring what was possibly an es- 
timate of the value of the inshore fishing to us as understood and meas- 
ured by them when we came to this market, which at the lowest state- 
ment is put at $300,000 a year duty that we lost. Treated in the 
rough manner that economists sometimes do, that when it isa duty laid 
one-half only is the profit of the importer that is saved, the difference 
between being free and being taxed; in other words, that if $300,000 
was parted with, they lost but $150,000, and we gained, if you please, 
the other $150,000 in the cheapness of food for our people, that made 
$1,800,000 for the twelve years. 

There was a distinct proposition to that commission to ascertain first 
what under the eighteenth article was the value of their inshore fishery 
to us; then what under the nineteenth article was the value of their 
inshore fishery upon our coasts; and then the value under the article 

roviding for free fishing. It was a simple mutter of computation to 
find out in dollars and cents what was the value under the eighteenth 
article, what was the value of the coun’ under the nineteenth 
article, and what was the value under the market. All that was 
neglected and omitted, and the whole matter was swamped in an award 
that $5,500,000 was the difference between what was accorded to us 
and that which we had accorded to them. 

Now, I come to the attitude which we took as we were approaching 
and reached the term of the of 1871, and the fixed term of ten 


.| years was to be exhausted and finally was exhausted. Just as soon as 


we had the power of giving notice that we would the advantage 
of the fishery and other articles under the treaty of 1871, I think by 
an act or resolution of the two Houses of Congress on the 3d of March, 


ator, who was then in Congress. : 

That was the attitude which this Government took in its correspond- 
ence with the British Government which I have adverted to; it was the 
action of this Government with entire unanimity. Now, two things 
happen. First, this treaty privilege came toan end. It came to an 
end on the ist of July last, and the British minister seems to have 
taken it into his head that this would be an unforeseen and abrupt 
termination which would come down as a surprise to the fishermen, 

SoA RES a SOET dpa tan D OA A 

the suggestion was made with a benevolent 

the part of the British Government that they would continue 
in order to save these injuries. 


is abrupt 
How was this an abrupt injury to our fisherman? With the univer- 
| sal approval, by their promotion as early as the 3d of March, 1883, as 


1886. 
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early as we had an ity, we had given notice that we would 
terminate this fishery treaty, and we knew by fixing it for the Ist of 
July, 1885, our people knew that it was to be terminated then. Fur- 
ther, when the time had arrived for the action of this Government, the 
President of the United States, President Arthur, issued a proclama- 
mation, I think dated on the 31st of January, 1885, giving distinct 
notice of the termination of this business of the fishery. 

The fishermen being the only persons interested in the prosecution 
of the fishery, were they the only people who were to find out in the 
waters of the provinces in the middle of July and in the middle of 
their voyages that their fishing rights had abruptly been terminated ? 
It would occur to me that the Government had been inattentive to that 
element, and that the British minister and the British Government if 
they had felt this uneasiness in regard to an abrupt disturbance of 
the enjoyment of our fishermen were not circumspect in their observa- 
tion of the preliminary arrangements that we had made for its termina- 
tion, and certainly had been unobservant of the character of our people. 

Besides this ad interim arrangement, the letters show that the British 
Government desired this, and that our Government also looked at it as 
anarrangement that should fairly contemplate a renewal of the subject of 
a restoration in some form or d of the fishing interest which had 
thus been terminated willingly, gladly, by all the people of the United 
States acting through the two Houses of Congress. All through the let- 
ters it will be found that if our Government would appoint a commis- 
sion which should undertake to settle these topics of the fisheries and 
such others connected in the way of intercourse between theconterminous 
perdone of our country and of the provincesof Great Britain, it would 

an element by which this concession would be made to us by Great 
Britain, that the rights of fisheries should not be enforced against us. 
It was of the understanding, and so expressed by the President of 
the United States to Congress as soon as might be after the meeting of 
Congress. Accordingly the Presidentaddresses usin thatsense, that this 
Government wishes to commititself by its own wish and purpose to have 
a renewal of, I do not say upon the terms and in the form and manner 
of previous arrangements, but in some substance, efficacy, value and 
service to us, of a restoration of the previous existence of thi 

It is in that view, and in that view alone it seems to me, that the 
attitude of this Government as disclosed in this correspondence with 
Great Britain, the attitude which it took in abrogation of the reciproc- 
ity treaty and enjoyments and of our termination of the treaty of 1871 
as applicable to the fisheries and to free market, should be understood, 
- and our Government should not be put in any doubtful attitude. On 
this subject the people of this country and the Houses of Congress rep- 
resenting them have come to a conclusive determination; therefore the 
Senate, at the earliest opportunity, should express its opinion against 
the desirableness, the fitness, or the propriety of pursuing the subject 
of acommission or other restoration of these matters in negotiation be- 
tween the two nations. 

If there are any interests that touch the provinces or touch the in- 
terests of Great Britain toward a new consideration of our free market, 
and an appreciation of it instead of a denunciation of it as being worth- 
less, as was the whole argument of the British counsel before the Hali- 
fax commission, it is for Great Britain and the provinces to understand 
that we meant, when we said that we desired to terminate the two suc- 
cessive arrangements we have had of reciprocity and of fishery arrange- 
ment under the treaty of Washington, to terminate them as soon as an 
opportunity was given, and that it was inconsistent with the public 
conduct and attitude of this Government to suddenly assume the posi- 
tion of asking, of inviting, or even encouraging, a renewal of those sub- 
jects. 

: I will add now, however late the hour, a few observations in regard 
to what I consider the situation in to trade. This matter of ico 
and this matter of bait and all other subjects of outfit, including those 
of crews for fishing, rest entirely upon the basis of commercial inter- 
course and only commercial intercourse. As early as 1793, we having 
an establishment by which fishery vessels took out papers of a certain 
description of enrollment, and that gave them only the fishing rights, 
this authentic documentation of a fishing vessel as such gave it noth- 
ing but the fishery rights and gave it no mercantile or trading rights 
whatever. But as early as the year 1793, found in 1 Statutes, page 305, 
there is a provision that— 

n any ship or vessel, licensed for carrying on the i 

sa os pn trade at any foreign place prin Ba rang shoes fn ee 

Application shall be made and permission given by the collector, and 
regulations as to manifests, &c., shall apply; in other words, a permit 
to trade which put the vessel carrying that permit on a ground other 
than that of a mere fishing vessel, section 34 establishing as an item of 

it fees, 25 cents forevery such permit. 

Now, how did we stand as trading with these neighboring 
provinces? The colonial system of Great Britain was maintained by 
her, established in the time of Charles the Second, which precluded 
other nations from intercourse with her colonies except through the 
mother country. When we became free and independent we were put 
upon the same footing with all other foreign nations, and we had no 
commercial intercourse. Gradually through years following, in 1818 
when we made the treaty, there came to be a relaxation of the system 


of Great Britain, and statutes were passed by our Congress recognizing 
these changes in 1820, in 1822, in 1823, and later still, till in 1830, by 
a proclamation made by General Jackson, it was understood that there 
wasa and general relaxation. But in 1849 a statute was passed 
by Great Britain which gave to the queen the right to close ports with 
such nations and trading parties as closed their intercourse and com- 
merce upon this or that ground, with a right to revoke it at her will 
when the change of circumstances required it. In 1850, in view of that 
statute of Great Britain and bearing upon the subject, we passed a 
ław, found in volume 9, page 469 of the Statutes, with this arrange- 
ment: 


tion district of the United States which he may designate. 


This statute, you will notice, does not pursue the phrases of similar 
regulations by statute which generally assign to the President the duty 
of aproclamationas the statute of 1830 required, and which was followed 
and pursued by President Jackson. ‘Thinking that this proclamation 
must be n to bring abont this concordance between British legis- 
lation and our legislation of opening the trade of our ports to the pro- 
vincials and the provincial ports to ourselves, it must necessarily have 
been evidenced by a proclamation; and one would look on it that there 
must have been some obscurity or concealment or accident about it; but, 
on looking at the statute, I think we shall see that nothing buta Treas- 
ury recognition of it was necessary, because the statute itself pursues 
those terms; that the Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of 
the President, if the President is satisfied, shall open our ports. 

It seems to me that in all this subject of buying and selling bait and 
ice and other commodities we do not need to look forsupport for enjoy- 
ment to any of these treaties about fishing, but in common with the 
whole substance and mass of intercourse of trade between friendly na- 
tions like Great Britain and ourselves, and including now the freedom 
of intercourse with the provinces which was so long denied by Great 
Britain in the earlier days as the basis, I shall anticipate no firm or pro- 
tracted insistance on the part of any of the authorities in the provinces 
against our enjoyment of what is the common possession now of friendly 
nations in the intercourse in all commodities that are useful to them. 

My attention has been called to the term of the warning as put out 
from the minister of marine and fisheries in the provinces; and it will 
be observed in this language that it is not restricted at all to fishing 
vessels or to the fishing trade. Let me read this operative clause of the 
warning: 

Therefore be it known that, by virtue of the treaty provisions and act of Par- 
liament above recited, all foreign vessels or boats are forbidden from fishing or 
taking fish by any means whatever within three marine miles of any of the 
coasts, bays, creeks, and harbors in Canada, or to enter such bays, and 
creeks except for the purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of 
purchasing wood, and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever, 

That is to say, all foreign vessels are precluded from access to their 
ports for any purposes of trade and traffic. For that there is confess- 
edly no support; and an attention to this discrimination between the 
rights that come by the power to fish and the rights that come by the 
power to trade will soon, as I hope, dispel all the disturbances of inter- 
est that now for the moment interrupt the true and harmonious inter- 
course which should characterize us between our great nation and the 
Canadian possessions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. ` 

Mr. FRYE. I desire the yeas and nays on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

t 
eben Tens cera raae 
with the consideration and settlement of the fis! ts of 
the two governments, on the coasts of the United States and Brit North 
America, ought not to be provided for by Congress. . 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
part isabsent from the city and is paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck]. If my colleague was present, he would vote “*yea.”” 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called}. Upon this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If he were 

t, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. LoGAn’s name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. LoGan] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 
My oo tagus would vote for the resolution if he were present, 

Mr. LER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


vote ae 
Mr. 


from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. If hewere here, should 
n” 
SPOONER (when his name was called). Iwas paired generally 
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with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson], but I understood he 
was to be here by Monday. As I observe that he is still absent, I re- 
frain from voting. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], Merri ereke. a and has 
left the Chamber. Ido not know how he would vote, If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. PIKE] is paired with the Senator 
from, Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote “yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I do not know how my colleague 
would vote on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Blair, Evarts, McMillan, Plumb, 
Brown, Fair, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Frye, Mahone, Sabin, 
Cameron, Gorman, Maxey Sawyer, 
Chace, Harris, Mitchel of Oreg., Sewell, 
Conger, Hawley, Morga Sherman, 
Cullom, oar, Morrill,” Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Payne, 
NAYS—10. 

Call, Colquitt, Pugh, Walthall. 
Cockrell, ` Eustis, Vance, 
Coke, Gray, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Kenna, Saulsbury, 

ck, Hale, Logan, Spooner, 

Bary ene a Manderson, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Harrison, Miller, Teller, 
Bowen, Hearst, Mitchell of Pa., Van W: yek, 
Camden, Jackson, Palmer, Vest, 
Dolph, Jones of "Arkansas, Pike, Wilson of Md. 
George, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 335) 
to provide for protecting the interests of the United States in the Po- 
tomac River flats, in the District of Columbia. Does the Senator from 
Vermont wish to have the amendments read or the bill referred ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From what committee did the bill come? 

Mr. INGALLS. It was reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. The amendments are important, and I think the bill, with the 
amendments, had better be referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 
I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
next special order. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. CULLOM. The interstate commerce bill will be the unfinished 
business to-morrow ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itwill be. The Senator from Ver- 
mont moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate this 13th day of April, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel H. Wagener, at San José, Santa Clara County, California, 
vice Daniel C. Bailey, term expired. 
PoS: A avis, at Corning, Adams County, Iowa, vice H. G. Ankeny, 


am E. Baker, at Fairbury, Livingston County, Illinois, vice Ben- 
jamin E. Robinson, resigned. 

Marshall Birdsall, at Emporia, Lyon County, Kansas, vice Samuel 
F. Murphy, resign ed. 

Charles H. pann at Sterling, Rice County, Kansas, vice Charles 
D. Ulmer, resigned. 

C. F. Colyer, at East New York, Kings County, New York, vice R. 
R. Wheeler, to be removed 

Edward Dolan, at Troy, Rensselaer County, New York, vice Gilbert 
Robertson, jr., term expired. 

George W. "Langdon, at Saratoga Springs, Saratoga County, New 
York, vice Benjamin F. sins term expired. 
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ee 8. Taon a at Clyde, Wayne County, New York, vice Albert 
Williams, resigned. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn April 13, 1886. 
H. P. Albert, to be postmaster at Stuart, Iowa. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 6, 1886. 


FOR PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Walter C. Cowles, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, 
from the Ist December, 1885, vice Inpey, promoted. 

Lieut. Austin M. Knight, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 19th December, 1885, vice Judd, retired. 

Lieut. Charles J. Badger, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 5th January, 1886, vice Stockton, retired. 

Ensign Walter McLean, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the Ist 
December, 1885, vice Howard and Cowles, promoted. 

Ensign Washington J. Chambers, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in 
the AN from the 1st January, 1886, vice Knight and Lyeth, pro- 
mot 

Paymaster Francis H. Swan, to be pay inspector in the Navy, from 
the Bih Fi February, 1886. 

Pay-inspector Richard Washington, to be a pay director in the Navy, 
from the 5th February, 1886. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Lawrence G. Boggs, to be a paymaster 
in the Navy, from the 28th January, 1886. 

Lieut. Samuel W. B. Diehl, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 9th January, 18836. 

Ensign Lovell K. Reynolds, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Har , from the 9th January, 1885. 

Lieut. Commander Charles J. Train, to be a commander in the Navy, 
from the 17th January, 1886. 

Lieut. Frederick W. Crocker, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 17th January, 1886. 

Lieut. Reginald F. Nicholson, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 17th January, 1886. 

Ensign James C. Gillmore, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from the 17th January, 1886. 

Lieut. Robert M. Berry, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 
from the 4th February, 1886. 

Lieut. Edmund B. Underwood, junior grade, to be a lientenantin the 
Navy, from the 4th February, 1886. 

ign Louis W. Piepmeyer, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from the 4th February, 1886. 

Lieut. Samuel C. Lemly, junior grade, to bea licutenant in the Navy, 
from the 20th January, 1886. 

Ensign Benjamin Tappan, to bealieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy, 
from the 20th January, 1886. 

Lieut. Clinton H. Lyeth, minor grade, tobe a lieutenant in the Navy, 
from the 1st January, 1886. 

Elmer Clark Tracy, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Navy. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon Nelson McP. Ferebee, to be a surgeon in 


the Navy, from the 12th March, 1866. 
Isaac Walter Kite, a resident of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONERS. 


“Charles Lyman,’of Connecticut, now chief examiner of the Civil Sery- 
ice Commission, to be a Civil Service Commissioner. 
John H. Oberly, of Illinois, to be a Civil Service Commissioner. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Alphonso E. Gordon, of New Jersey, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey. s 
PRINCIPAL LAND CLERK. 
Frank J. Parke, of Union, W. Va., to be principal clerk of the pub- 
lic lands in the General Land Office. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
William E. Russell, of Natchitothes, La., to be register of the land 
office at Natchitoches, La. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Malcom G. Barney, of Cheney, Wash., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Spokane Falls, Wash. 
SECRETARY OF DAKOTA. 
M. L. McCormack, of Grand Forks, Dak., to be secretary of Dakota 
Territory. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Strother M. Stockslager, of ponrsces Ind., to be assistant commis- 
sioner of the General Land Cfi i 
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. * INDIAN AGENTS, 


Robert L. Owen, of Vinita, Ind. T., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Union agency in the Indian Territory. 

Mark D. Baldwin, of Paulding, Ohio, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Blackfeet agency in Montana. 


POSTMASTERS, 

James D. Corcoran, to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of Oneida 
and State of New York. 

John H. Cochran, to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Texas. 

Howel Tatum, to be postmaster at Belton, in the county of Bell and 
State of Texas. 

Samuel M. Smead, to be postmaster at Fond du Lac, in the county 
of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin. 

Harvey C. Moore, to be postmaster at Brodhead, in the county of 
Green and State of Wisconsin. 

John A. Barry, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county of Oswego 
and State of New York, 

Edward B. Miller, to be postmaster at Pierre, in the county of Hughes 
and Territory of Dakota. 

W. E. Touvelle, to be postmaster at Celina, inthe county of Mercer 
and State of Ohio. 

Thomas A. Gary, to be postmaster at Galveston, in the county of Gal- 
veston and State of Texas. 

Henry P. Howard, to be postmaster at San Antonio, in the county of 
Bexar and State of Texas. 

James W. Beattie, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county of 
Wood and State of Wisconsin. . 

William H. Canon, to be postmaster at Merrill, in the county of Lin- 
coln and State of Wisconsin. 

Drummond G. Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

John Dawe, to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the county of Rock and 
State of Wisconsin, 

Walter H. Dawley, to be postmaster at Antigo, in the county of Lan- 
glade and State of Wisconsin. 

Henry C. Hunt, to be postmaster at Reedsburgh, in the county of 
Sauk oe) State of Wisconsin. 

M. H. Mould, to be postmaster at Baraboo, in the county of Sauk 
and State of Wisconsin. 

Valentine Ringle, to be postmaster at Wausau, in the county of Mar- 
athon and State of Wisconsin. 

Michael W. Ryan, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county of Tay- 
lor and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles A. White, to be postmaster at Gardiner, Kennebec County, 
Maine. 

Frederick W. Verbarg, to be postmaster at North Vernon, Jennings 
County, Indiana. 

z ohn M. Hengstler, to be postmaster at Defiance, Defiance County, 
Ohio. 
5 Enea J. Klein, to be postmaster at Bryan, Williams County, 

io. 

Albert M. Mackerby, to be postmaster at Greenfield, Highland County, 
Ohio. 

“idee H. Raymond, to be postmaster at Galion, Crawford County, 
Ohio. 

John W. Brophy, to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, Northumber- 
land County, Pennsylvania. 

Adol pe Seber, to be postmaster at Santa Fé, Santa Fé County, 
New co. 

Emmet W. McArthur, to be postmaster at Meadville, Crawford County, 
Pennsylvania. 
Ss Charles R. Chambers, to be postmaster at Luling, Caldwell County, 

XAS. 

Wiley V. Collins, to be postmaster at Gonzales, Gonzales County, 
Texas. 

F. Y. Goldsborough, to be at Ennis, Ellis County, Texas. 
sd H. A: McMeans, to be postmaster at San Marcos, Hays County, 

‘exas, 

Adam L. Nye, to be postmaster at Morgantown, Monongalia County, 
West Virginia. 

W. V. McGarvey, to be postmaster at Salinas, Monterey County, 
California. 
oar K. Hosford, to be postmaster at Edinburg, Johnson County, In- 


W. E. Banks, to be pontznarter at Russell, Russell County, Kansas. 

Charles Emile Dupuy, to bè postmaster "at Plaquemine, parish of 
Iberville, Louisiana. 

James Y. Patterson, to be postmaster at Martin’s Ferry, Belmont 
County, Ohio. 
i D. S. Chessher, to be postmaster at Georgetown, Williamson County, 

‘exas, 

Henry D. Jones, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, Cook County, Illi- 
nois. 
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oe S. Bonney, to be postmaster at McPherson, McPherson CBR; 


grees Corey, to be postmaster at Everett, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts. 

N. A. Elliott, to be postmaster at Mansfield, Tioga County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

John M. Hughes, to be postmaster at Braddock, Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania. 

James 8. McKean, to be postmaster at Mercer, Mercer County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

Henry C. Baker, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, Brown County, Kan- 


sas. 
T. A. C. Beard, to be postmaster at Crete, Saline County, Nebraska. 
Orlando B. Rippey, to be postmaster at Ainsworth, Brown County, 
Nebraska. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, April 13, 1886. 


MEMBER OF BOARD OF ELECTION IN UTAH. 


John A, McClernand, of Illinois, to be a member of the board of 
registration and election in the Territory of Utah, provided by section 
9 of the act of Congress approved March 22, 1882, to better yg the law 
relating to bigamy. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 13, 1886. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings; 
when 

On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent the reading 
of so much of the Journal as related to the introduction and reference 
of bills and resolutions was dispensed with. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


SUPPLEMENTAL DEPARTMENT ESTIMATES, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting supplemental estimates of appro- 
priations required by the various Departments to complete the service 
for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES OF JURORS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the , transmitting an additional estimate from the 
Department of Justice for fees of jurors, United States courts, for the 
current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on ‘Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REISSUE OF NICKEL AND COPPER COINS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, recommending that section 3529 of the Revised 
Statutes be amended so as to authorize the reissue from the mint at 
Philadelphia of redeemed minor-nickel and copper coins; which was 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ESTIMATES FOR SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting astatement from the Chief Signal Officershow- 
ing the items covered by estimates for the Signal Service for the next 
fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rule, will lay before the 
House for reference several bills received from the Senate. 

The bill (S. 880) granting the right of way to the Schuylkill River 
East Side Railway Company through the arsenal and naval asylum 
grounds at Philadelphia, Pa., was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. A House bill of similar nature to this has 
been reported back with a favorable recommendation from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
now considered. 

Mr. BEACH, That bill can be called up in the second morning hour 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. Iinsist on the regular order, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York objects. The bill 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

The bill (S. 69) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other p , Was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on ‘the Territo- 
ries. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr, ELDREDGE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for two weeks, on account of important private business. 


ELECTION CONTEST—HURD VS. ROMEIS. 


Mr. TURNER. I rise to a question of privilege, and call up the 
contested-election case of Hurd vs. Romeis, from the State of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Elections. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

|, That Frank H., Hurd was not elected a member of the Forty-ninth 
and is not entitled to a seat in this House. 
Resol' That Jacob Romeis was elected a member of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and is entitled to retain his seat. 

Mr. REAGAN. To-day was set apart for taking up the interstate- 
commerce bill. We do not propose to antagonize the Elections Com- 
mittee if it be understood that our bill will retain its place under the 
order of the House. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will look at the order. ¢ 

Mr. REAGAN. It isa continuing order; and I suppose there is no 
difficulty about it. 

Mr. TURNER. I understand that the order to which the gentle- 
man from Texas refers is a continuing order. 

TheSPEAKER. It is a continuing order. 

Mr. TURNER. I ask unanimous consent that the previous question 
may be considered as ordered on this election case at the end of eight 
hours’ debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to that; it is giving too much time to 
this case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] asks 
unanimous consent that the previous question may be considered as or- 
dered on this report. Is there a substitute to be offered? 

Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir; we desire that the minority shall have con- 
‘sent to offer their resolutions as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. A single resolution, or more than one? 

Mr. TURNER. There are two resolutions, and I have no desire to 
cnt off either. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ia asks unanimous con- 


sent that the previous question may be considered as ordered on this: 


and such substitutes as may be offered at the expiration of eight 
hours of actual debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. Eight hours of continuous debate on 
this subject will take all the week. 

Several MEMBERS. Only to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then fix the time. 

Mr. TURNER. If I may be allowed to make a statement, I desire 
to say, for the benefit of gentlemen, that I had hoped to impose shorter 
limits for this debate, but I could not procure the consent of my asso- 
ciates on the committee, who had views of their own they wished to 

resent, and for which they required at least this time I have mentioned. 
if consent will not be given, I give notice that at the proper time I shall 
ask the House to impose the limit of eight hours which I have indicated. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, is it in order at this time to move 
as a substitute for the resolutions of the majority the resolutions re- 
ported by the minority of the Committee on Elections? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor, but he 
can yield it if he desires for that purpose to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I understand he consents to it. 

"Eat SPEAKER. The gentleman will then send up his minority res- 
olutions. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On behalf of the minority I submit the follow- 
ing substitute for the pending resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions reported by a 
part of the minority of the committee. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Jacob Romeis was not elected a member of the House of Rep- 
rn of the Forty-ninth Congress from the tenth Congressional district 
Resolved, That Frank H. Hard was elected a member of the House of Repre- 
ae of the Forty-ninth Congress from the tenth Congressional district of 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my objection to the proposition of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws his objec- 
tion to the request made by the gentleman from Georgia. Is there fur- 
Se oan? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 


Mr. TURNER. I yield the floor now to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BOYLE]. 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Speaker, the tenth district of the State of Ohio 
is composed of the counties of Lucas, Erie, Ottawa, and Sandusky. 
At the election in October, 1884, the opposing candidates for Con: 
were the sitting member, Mr. Romeis, and the contestant, Mr. Hurd, 
Mr. Romeis the Republican, and Mr. Hurd the Democratic candidate. 

It appears by the return that Mr. Romeis was elected by a majority 
of 239. At the same election candidates for other offices were voted 
for, among them candidates for secretary of state. In this district, 
composed of these four counties, the majority for the Democratic can- 
didate for the latter office was 2,706. The majority against Mr. Hurd 
was 239, a difference of 2,945. This result was brought about by Mr. 
Hurd’s vote falling behind that of the Democratic candidate for secre- 
tary of state something over 1,500. And the voters who thus dropped 
him were not content with doing that, but seem to have voted for his 
competitor. 

There come from the Committee on Elections three reports. There- 
port of the committee, concurred in by nine members, finds that Mr. 
Romeis was elected. A minority report, made by four members, finds 
that Mr. Hurd was elected; still another minority report, made by 
two members, finds that neither of the candidates was elected. As a 
result of these reports we have—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON. DoI understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to say that nine members of the committee concurred in this 
majority report? 

Mr. BOYLE. Iso understand it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. BOYLE. I base the statement on the fact that there are fifteen 
members on the Committee on Elections. Four sign one minority re- 
port, two another, and that will leave nine as concurring in the report 
of the majority. 

I can be mistaken as to only one member, and as to him I think I 
am correct. So at least ten members of the committee, and I think 
eleven, find Mr. Hurd was not elected. There are but four who find 
he was elected. 

The contestant seeks to set aside this return, and in order to doso he 
asks this House to throw out entirely the votes of three election pre- 
cincts—Precinct B of the eighth ward of the city of Toledo, Precinct 
C of the third ward of the city of Toledo, and Kelley’s Island, in the 
county of Eric. 

In addition to this request, which does not impress meas a very modest 
one, he asks that corrections be made in several precincts of the city of 
Toledo, on the allegation that illegal votes were polled therein. In this 
he is supported by the minority of the committee, and in this way he 
figures ont his own election by a majority of something over 200 votes. 
‘To throw out the three precincts to which reference is made would be to 
disfranchise between 1,100 and 1,200 votersin that Co ional district. 
After a pretty thorough and careful examination of all the facts in this 
case, Iam convinced that there is not only no sufficient ground for revers- 
ing this return and unseating Mr. Romies, but, sir, there is, in my judg- 
‘ment, no good reason why the seat should have been contested. I believe 
the House will so conclude when it learns the facts. 

I proceed at once to take up in turn the four matters in controversy; 
that is to say, the three precincts to which I have referred and this 
matter of certain alleged illegal votes in the city of Toledo. First, as 
to Precinct B of the eighth ward of the city of Toledo. In that pre- 
cinct, sir, as returned, the vote of Mr. Hurd was 105 and that of Mr. 
Romeis 325, giving to Mr. Romeis a majority of 220. Mr. Hurd asks 
that this precinct be rejected on two grounds: First, he alleges general 
bribery—bribery to such an extent as to invalidate and make void the 
entire vote of the precinct. He asks further that this return be thrown 
out on the ground of irregularities—I believe he alleges nothing more— 
upon the of the election officers, irregularities of such a character 
as from his standpoint would make the returns uncertain and there- 
fore unreliable. 

As to charge of bribery, let me say that itis a very grave one. If 
general bribery has been proved, the vote of the precinct should not 
be counted. If particular instances of bribery have been proved, and 
the corrupt votes can not be separated from the honest ones, the pre- 
cinct should be thrown out. Bribery is to be proven, not presumed. 
It must be proven like any other fact alleged against a return. It is 
not to be conjectured or guessed at. The presumption is that votes cast 
are honest votes, and that elections are honestly conducted; and he 
who allegés the contrary must make satisfactory proof, or his charges 
will go for nothing. A 

Let us see if this charge of bribery is supported by proof. There is, 
sir, not a solitary fact in existence showing that a dollar went into the 
precinct from any quarter. There is not a particle of evidence of the 
bribery of a single voter in that precinct. 

I make these allegations with a full knowledge that the record is be- 
fore the House and that I am to be followed by gentlemen who have 
made as careful an examination of this testimony as I have, and who 
understand the case as well as I do, and perhaps better. - 

The witness whose testimony is relied on is one Gerstmann. It is 
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not pretended-that he proves more than that arrangements were made 
for sending money to Toledo. It is denied that he proves even that 
much. He seems to have had a checkered career. It appears from his 
own testimony that he enlisted as a private soldier in 1854 and served 
five years. He was discharged in 1859, and in 1860 he turned up in 
Savannah, Ga. The war came on, and having no taste for 
military life, became a peddler and a Jewish rabbi. To what church 
he was attached or where he ministered does not appear. He claims 
slog pet ana peddled by turns. He remained in Savannah 
unti 0. 

From that time forward it can not be made out from the testimony 
of Gerstmann where he has lived. He has been everywhere by turn 
and nowherelong. If gentlemen will take the trouble to examine the 
testimony they will find that he is a man of many homes, of many 
ayocations, of many parties. Perhapsit would be nearer the truth to 
say that he is a man of no place of abode, of no avocation, and of no 
party. [Laughter.] f 

On cross-examination he declined to give an accountof himself. He 
also declined way TORRT criminal had ae w not bomi mimis 
against him, whether he been in prison, or whether rew: 
been offered for his arrest. 4 

In 1880 he turns upin California. There he supported General Han- 
cock fer the Presidency. Se ee was not elected. 
After the inauguration Gerstmann came to i m to secure an office 
from President Garfield. He did not succeed. e know nothing more 
of him until August, 1884, and then he became a resident of Cincin- 
nati, In one partof his testimony he says he went there from Savan- 
nah; but in another he says he left Savannah in 1870. 

In , 1884, he appeared as an agent of the Republican 
national commi and claims to have been sent by that body through 
Ohio. He went to Toledo. He says himself the committee did not 
intrust him with any money; and he does not pretend his mission had 
any connection with money. He went to Toledo, and went among the 
Poles and the Germans. He says he was in Precinct B of the eighth 
ward of that city, although he did not know one precinct or one ward 
from another. He says he learned that everybody was for Mr. Hurd. 

But from whom he learned this he does not say. He names only one 
man, a Mr. Warnke; and this man contradicts all Gerstmann swore to. 
He says he re the condition of affairs to the Republican national 
committee. His first visit to Toledo was early in September. He did 
not return to New York until the latter of September. Then he 
made his report. How long he remained there is not clear. In one 

place he says two days, in another until the middle of October. 

He claims that while in Toledo he learned, from whom he does not 
say, that the sad state of affairs there could be changed only by beer, 
and that would require money. He appears to have confined himself 
to Precinct B of the eighth ward. Money for other parts of the city 
does notseem to have been thoughtof. His report was based on the con- 
dition of that precinct; and it is claimed that the money he was to have 
sent was to go to that precinct only. 

Bear in mind that he made this report late in September. He re- 

. turned to Toledo a week before the election. He found all changed— 
everybody for Romeis. A very few days had passed after the national 
committee was informed funds were necessary until Gerstmann returned 
to Toledo. The theory is funds were sent on his report. “The funds 
must have been sent very promptly indeed, for when he got there he found 
acomplete revolution had been accomplished by the use of this money, 
While in New York he called on the Democratic national committee 
and saw Mr. Smalley. From what followed he appears to have entered 
into the service of that committee also. 

When he returned to Toledo he reached there at 11 o’clock in the 
morning. He went to a Democratic family, a Mr. Hynes. Imme- 
diately after he went—where? To the Republican committee? Oh, 
no! He then called on Mr. Jackson, the secre of the Democratic 
committee, with whom he had a long conversation; going to another 
member of that committee and offering assistance to the Democrats. 
He must have put in the afternoon in that way; and the same evening 
he shook the dust of Toledo from his feet, to return no more. 

It does not appear that he saw a single ublican; and yet it was 
during this visit he claims to have learned of the revolution among the 
voters, and to have learned from the countenances of the people that 
they had been bought to vote for Romeis. 

Lhave spoken of Gerstmann’s visit to the national Democratic commit- 
tee. Iam convinced that his second visit to Toledo was in pursuance of 
an arrangement made with that committee. I think so for various rea- 
sons. One of them is the fact that at his second visit he consorted with 
Democratsonly. Another is that he received aletter from Mr. Smalley, 
secretary of the national Democraticcommittee, addressed to the chair- 
~ man of the Ohio Democratic committee. He also received a dispatch 
from Mr. Jahn, who was connected with the national committee. He 
first swore that he burned this letter the same night he received it. 
Seeing that this falsehood was detected, he confessed to having the let- 
ter subsequently, and to using it and the dispatch. I make this state- 
ment of Gerstmann’s dealings with the Democratic committee with a 
good deal of reluctance. [Laughter.] 


Mr. GOFF. He was employed by the Democratic committee then? 

Mr. BOYLE. I fear he was serving anew masters Gerstmann says 
he had no authority to promise money, that he promised none, that he 
was intrusted with none. He is careful tosay on two or three occasions 
that he had no money, and had nothing to do with money, further than 
to report to Mr. Elkins; and I have shown Elkins could not have sent 
the money after Gerstmann’s report in time to produce the marked change 
which Gerstmann saw in Toledo a few days later. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, will you believe that that is the evidence upon 
which this charge of bribery is founded? That is the evidence of the 
sending of money into Precinct Bof the eighth ward of the city of To- 
ledo. It does not appear—it may be true, but I take it that we are 
proceeding upon evidence in determining the right to this seat—it does 
not appear that one single solitary dollar was sent into that precinct. 
I have stated the preparation for the bribery. Ihave stated the whole 
of it. What is the evidence of the actual bribery? I will read that, 
as itis brief. There is a witness in the case named Louis Jahn, and 
this is his testimony in proof of the payment of money, and it is all 
there is in the case: 


H 


Q. 
; he was the vice-presi 

What, if anything o you know of the amounts of money paid to these 
eteen persons by Henry Gates? 
Aa maeh as I know,some of them got three dollars, some five, and a few 


That is the whole evidence as to bribery. He stated on cross-exam- 
ination that Henry Gates told him that he paid nineteen ticket ped- 
dlers. It is all hearsay; but assuming it to be true, and that Henry 
Gates did pay the ticket peddlers, does that prove bribery? I venture 
to say that that is done in every city in the country of the size of To- 
ledo. Thatis not bribery or fraud, but on the contrary, it i$ one of the 
most effective measures against fraud. There would be no such thing 
as holding a fair election in a city even as large as Toledo without the 
employment of ticket holders, and of course when men are employed 
for that service they must be paid. In Pennsylvania, where every pre- 
caution has been taken to prevent the use of money in elections, the 
expenditure of money for the distribution of tickets is expressly al- 
lowed. 

I have stated the evidence as to the arrangement for sending money, 
and the evidence of the payment of money—everything paid or: pre- 
tended to have been paid. There is not one single particle of evi- 
dence beyond this. And it is upon this that the contestant asks that 
420 voters, who for aught we know were as fully qualified and as much 
entitled to their votes as any other 420 men in the country and not 
one of whom is shown to have received 'a cent, shall have their votes 
thrown out! 

But the contestant attacks this precinct on another ground. He al- 
leges that there were such mistakes made by the clerks and the judges 
in making up the return as to render it uncertain. Let ussee. The 
evidence upon that point is briefly this: At the close of the poll the 
tickets were taken from the ballot-boxes and counted without tallying. ` 
They were put in two piles, one judge counted a part and another 
judge a part, and when they added their numbers together (without 
having kept any memorandum as they counted) they found that there 
were 438 or 436 titkets. There were only 430 names of voters on the 
poll-book, so that there seemed to be an excess of 6 or 8 tickets over the 
number of voters. 

They counted again, as appears by the testimony of some of the wit- 
nesses, who are contradicted by others, and by that count they found 
that there were only three tickets in excess of the number of voters. 
Then they opened the tickets, separated them, and counted and tallied 
them, and upon that count they found four tickets less than the number 
of voters on the poll-book. So that the possible extent of the uncer- 
tainty ranges from 8 votes in excess of the number of vote#s on the poll- 
book to 4 votes less, or only 12 votes. This can be corrected, and the 
ore allowed the full benefit of it, and the result will remain un- 
c : 

It will readily be seen how mistakes may have occurred in the first 
count, which was made without tallying. In fact, it would have been 
almost impossible for two persons to have made a count of that kind 
without making mistakes. 

But when they came to the third count, which was the only one they 
should have made, they found that there were four tickets less than fhe 
number of voters on theroll. Was this correct? It may be doubted. 
There is astrong probability that they neglected totally 5votes. These 
people (who donot seem to have been men of much intelligence), in order 
to get rid of the difficulty, upon the ion of the contestant’s prin- 
cipal witness, gave to each of the candidates 2 votes [laughter]—a very 
neat and easy solution of the difficulty, hardly allowable, but a mistake 
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which can becorrected. Thatistheextentof the uncertainty. That is 
all that is pretended to have been done. 

My own judgment is that it is more than was done. I do not be- 
lieve there were any votes in excess of the names on the poll-book. 
The clerk who made the tally, and who seems to have been the most 
intelligent man on the board, says that from the beginning there were 
fewer tickets than there were voters upon the roll. But, assuming the 
testimony of Louis Jahn to be true, he makes no stronger case than 
what I have stated. E 

Louis Jahn, through his entire examination and cross-examination, 
maintained that at no time were there fewer tickets than there were 
names upon the poll-book; that at all times the tickets outnumbered 
the names on the poll-book. Yet after a certain adjournment he came 
in and made his testimony agree with that of another witness, the 
Democratic judge who had testified, that finally there were fewer tick- 
ets than names on the book, 

Mr. GEDDES. I would like to inquire why the election officers 
counted the number of ballots in advance of beginning to tally. Ac- 
cording to my understanding, the usual practice is for the officers to 
take the poll-book and tally as they count. I can not understand why 
they should pour the tickets out on the table and count them before 
commencing to tally. 

Mr. BOYLE. Well, I would not undertake to account for what elec- 
tion officers do after the polls are closed. The law fixes a certain man- 
ner of proceeding; but election officers are what are called plain people. 
They are not in all instances acquainted with the law, and if they were 
the probability is that, without having any evil intention whatever, 
they would not follow it. Toexact strict compliance with it would in- 
validate a great many honest elections. 

This, I say, is the extent of this uncertainty. And the contestant 
says, because there were 6 or 8 votes more upon one count and 4 votes 
less on another than the names on the poll-book, the whole 430 votes 
should be thrown out. 

The contestant’s witness, this man Jahn, was on the board as the Re- 
publican judge; but from my reading of the testimony he voted the 
Democratic ticket. There wasa Democratic judge on the board—a Mr. 
Kelley, who had served in the same capacity many years. Both heand 
Jahn and the clerk and everybody else who testified in regard to this 
count say it was perfectly honest. I do not understand the contestant 
to allege that it was frandulent, but only that there were mistakes, 
But Jahn went upon that board as the representative of the Repub- 
lican party; and when he was asked on cross-examination whether he 
had voted for Newman or Robinson (Newman being the Democratic 
candidate, and Robinson the Republican) the contestant’s counsel in- 
terfered and advised him that he was not bound to answer. He pro- 
ceeded a little further, when the question was repeated and persisted 
in; and then the contestant himself felt it his duty to warn this man 
who was there as a Republican that he should not tell for whom he 
voted for secretary of state or for Congressman. 

Now, if he was an honest man and a Republican, as he pretended to 
be, there could have heen no reason why he should not have been per- 
mitted to state the fact. It was to the contestant’s interest to have it 
proved that he was a Republican, as he claimed to be. Jahn, is the 
same election officer who testified to the bribery of the ticket peddlers. I 
see that much is attempted to be made of the admissions extorted from 
Jahn on cross-examination, that he signed the return knowing it to be 
incorrect, and also from the statements of Jahn and other witnesses 
that they did not know what the true votewas. This is hardly a legit- 
imate use of that testimony. All they intended to say was that they 
were uncertain, because of the difference in the several counts, and only 
to the extent of those differences. They could not'tell the very vote, 
but it was not pretended that it differed much from what was actually 
returned. They all swore that everything was done fairly, that they 
knew of nothing fraudulent, and that the small mistakes made in count- 
ing produced all the uncertainty there was. 

The contestant asks also that Precinct C of the third ward shall be 
thrown out. It was a Republican precinct. It isclaimed on the part 
of the contestant that after the polls were closed and the officers were 
ready to make the count a man named. Bell, who had been a Repub- 
lican officer in this district time out of mind, and who had moved out 
of the precinct in thespring, after being again appointed, but was unable 
to keep away from his old stamping-ground, and remained there during 
election day and during the night while the votes were being counted, 
at one time put his hand into the ballot-box, took out a handful of 
tickets, and laid them on the table for the judges to count. It is not 
pretended that he putanythingintothe box; itis not pretended that he 
put anything on the table that he did not take out of the box, but the 
simple fact that he put his hand into the box and took out tickets and 
laid them on the table, the contestant says, is sufficient to justify 
throwing out this precinct of nearly 400 votes. 

Now, the testimony in regard to this is given by the Democratic clerk, 
a Mr. Emerick. Judge Potter, the Democratic judge, who had served 
on that same board with Bell, as he states, for I think forty years, says 
that his impression is that it was at the October election he saw Bell 
touch the box and warned him not to meddle with it; and that that 
was the last of it. Another gentleman who was there swears that it was 
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not at the October election, but at November. Bell himself testifies 
that it was at the November election when the occurence took place 
and when Judge Potter warned him against any interference. Nobody 
but Emerick pretends that the tickets were taken out by Bell, and not 
even Emerick pretends that any wrong was done, 

Of course it was an unwarranted interference, and was improper. 
But when the officers came to count the votes there were so many 
names and so many tickets, without any possibility of substitution. 
Everything was done openly and publicly before every member of the 
board,-one of the judges taking out the tickets, and another counting 
them, and the clerks tallying, without any attempt at concealment or 
secrecy. The contestant does not allege that a single ticket was sub- 
stituted or that a single vote was taken from him; but because Bell 
took out the tickets he says the whole vote of the precinct should be 
thrown out, The election officers all swear that the proceedings were 
perfectly fair, that there was no fraud of any kind, and they vouch for 
Mr, Bell as an honest, fair man, who had served for years as a Repub- 
lican election officer without suspicion of having ever behaved other- 
wise than with perfect fairness and honesty. 

I pass now to the third precinct, Kelley’s Island. That is an island 
in Lake Erie, where there were about 224 or 225 votes. The majority 
against Mr. Hurd on that island was 29. It seems there is a gentle- 
man there engaged in quarrying stone named Norman Kelley, and it 
is alleged by the contestant that on the day of the election Norman 
Kelley, having remained away from the election all day, came in the 
evening and intimidated his men and prevented them from voting as 
they intended to vote—for Mr. Hurd. 

Mr, Kelley is the employer of fifty or sixty men on that island, and 
the proof is that he did oppose Mr. Hurd to the extent of his ability; 
he did say to some of his men that the election of Mr. Hurd would be 
unfavorable to the business he was engaged in; thatif Mr. Hurd should 
be elected, and if Cleveland should be elected, and free trade should 
prevail there would not be the demand for stone there had been under 
the Republican administration, and he would not need so many men, 
and the first to go would be the men who had voted for Mr. Hurd. 

The only proof of direct interference is that he spoke to aman by 
the name of Peter Diffley. Diffley swears that Mr. Kelley did not speak 
to him at this election at all. 

Itis asked that these 50 votes, that is, all of Kelley’s force, shall be 
thrown out, and the vote of that precinct shall not be counted, and in 
that way get rid of the 29 majority given to Mr. Romeis. There is no 
proof that these 50 men were voters. There is no proof that they were 
Democrats. There is no proof that any one of them was a Democrat. 
There is no proof that any one of them intended to vote for Mr. Hurd. 
There is no proof that they did not all vote for Mr. Hurd. It is clear 
some of them did vote for him. ‘There is no proof a single man was 
influenced by Kelley’s interference, whatever it may have been, to vote 
otherwise than he would have done without it. 

Is this House, Mr. Speaker, is the Democratic portion of this House, 
ae eas to throw out a precinct upon such grounds? My experience 
is that where employers undertake to control their men they usuall 
produce the very opposite effect from that desired. Men under suc 
circumstances assert their manhood and independence and vote their 
own sentiments regardless of the wishes of their employers. I know 
there are exceptions; but there is no evidence in this particular case 
that one single voter was influenced to vte against Mr. Hurd. 

Look at the vote of that precinct at that election for secretary of 
state. The Democratic candidate received 106 votes; Mr. Hurd’s vote 
was 97, only 6 less than the head of the Democratic ticket received. 
The vote for supreme judge was 102; Mr. Hurd’s vote was 97, only 5 
less; and the Democratic vote for auditor was 94, 3 votes less than Hurd 
received, I do not understand there was any bulldozing or intimida- 
tion to affect the vote for auditor. 

The majority against Mr. Hurd was 29; the majority against the 
Democratic candidate for sheriff was 25. So Mr. Hurd did not lose 50 
votes through the misconduct of Norman Kelley. He did not lose the 
29 votes he asks to be taken from Mr. Romeis. He did not lose any, 
as appears from the fact that he received about as many as did the other 
candidates on the Democratic ticket. 

At the election in November for President the majority against Pres- 
ident Cleveland was 44—15 more than the majority against Mr. Hurd. 
So there is not only the absence of proof that there was any intimida- 
tion, or that any man’s vote was affected, but there is absolute proof 
to the contrary; that the people there voted as they saw proper with- 
out interference, and just as they did elsewhere in the district. Mr. 
Hurd did not lose as large a proportion of the votes on Kelley’s Island 
as he did in nearly every precinct in Toledo. Ho fell behind the head 
of the Democratic ticket in every precinct in Toledo, I believe, but one. 
In one case he was 65 votes short of the head of the Democratic ticket, 
in another 55, and the difference in majorities was double these figures. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I pass to the last claim set up by the contestant. 
It is that there were a number of illegal votes for Mr. Romeis in the 
city of Toledo, outside the precincts already named. I gather from the 
notice of contest that at the outset that was the principal ground on 
which the contest was based. 

Running through the list of the voters at the October election and 
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comparing it with the voters at the November election the contestant 
thought he discovered some seven hundred names of men Who had voted 
at the October election and who did not vote at the November election. 
An investigation was instituted. 

Mr. Hurd himself admits that nearly all of these voters were ac- 
counted for. Persons were sent out, and the alleged disappearing voters 
were nearlyallfound. Hestill claims, however, thatsome 200 and odd 
votes of that kind should be deducted proportionately from him and the 
sitting member in the wards in which they were cast and counted, and 
in that way, by some means, he succeeds in gaining an advantage over 
the sitting member of 79 votes. I confess I am not very clear as to the 
process by which he comes out ahead 79 votes; but that is the claim 
set up. 

Now, the sitting member alleges, and has produced the proof, that 
for all cf these 700 or 800 disappearing voters, except seventy-two or 
three, he has accounted; and I believe that to be true, that he has ac- 
counted for them to that extent. What more could be done, I ask? 
Here is a city of over 50,000 population at the last census, which has 
doubtless largely increased since; here is a city in which there are a 
large number of people coming and going constantly, not permanent 
residents, with a large foreign population. Many votes were ac- 
counted for by an improper spelling of the names on the poll-books— 
names of Poles and Hungarians, which nobody can spell. 

This testimony, taken several months after the election, shows that 
thege voters were all accounted for, even to the satisfaction of Mr. 
Hurd, except 200, and according to the claim of Mr. Romeis, 72. What 
more could be done in any city of this country of such a population 
four or five months after the election? Is there a city anywhere in the 
country where you can account for all of the votes, except 72 or 3, five 
or six months after the election? And it should be remembered also 
that according to the laws of Ohio amarried man may live in one precinct 
to-day and to-morrow move into another one and vote there. No time 
of residence is required to authorize the head of a family to become a 
voter in any precinct. An unmarried man has the right to vote after 
twenty days’ residence in a precinct. : 

It is not strange that these voters were not all found in the precincts 
where they had cast their votes at the preceding election; but as I have 
‘said they were all or nearly all accounted for, although in the nature 
of things there would be many removals between the time of the vot- 
ing and the date of the investigation. 

ut Iam compelled to confess, Mr. Speaker, and the figures make the 
confession unavoidable, that if there were any voters who voted at the 
October clection and disappeared before the November election they 
must haye been Democrats. It is utterly impossible to avoid the con- 
clusion, because in every single precinct in the city but three the Repub- 
lican vote was increased. The Democrats gained in only three and then 
gained only 5 votes in November over the October election, while the 
Republicans gained in all the other precincts, and their gain was 193 
votes. Now if the claim of the contestant be true, there should have 
been a Jess Republican vote in November than in October; because he 
alleges that there were Republieans who voted in October who were 
not there to vote in November; and yet, when you take these precincts, 
every one of them but three, you find that there was an actual Repub- 
lican increase at the November election over the October vote. 

There is no proof that a single one of these alleged disappearing vot- 
ers was a Democrat; there was no proof that a single one of them wasa 
Republican; there is no proof that if they were there and went away 
they were not qualified voters. 

The contestant alleges, and the minority of the committee present the 
same view, that attention having been called to these names of men who 
voted in October and had disappeared in November, and the burden is 
thrown upon the contestee to account for them, and not only that, but 
also to show that they were legal voters. Why, sir, in that way he 
might impose upon the sitting member the duty of proving that every 
man who voted was a legal voter by merely alleging the contrary. 

Other allegations were made, but all have been abandoned. It stands 
first on the claim that these three precincts shall be thrown out, and 
that this correction shall be made in the vote in the city of Toledo to 
the extent of 79 voters; and in that way the contestant figures up a ma- 
jority of over 200. If you throw out Precinct B of the eighth ward, 
and I can conceive of no reason for doing so, there is still left to the 
sitting member a majority of 19. And certainly this House will not 
throw out Precinct C of the third ward because Mr. Bell put his hand 
on the ballot-box, even if he did so. Nor will the House throw out 
Kelly’s Island, where the contestant ran as well as anybody else on 
the Democratic ticket. And it will not do to take from the sitting 
member the number of votes in the several precincts of Toledo, which 
the contestant claims should be taken from him, on such proof as has 
been made. 

It would have been more satisfactory to me as a Democrat: to have 
found in favor of the contestant than against him. In a doubtful case 
Ido not hesitate to say I would have found for him. I would have 
been for my party, although I do not mean to say that I regard con- 
tested elections as party questions. Party politics shall not control 
my conduct in determining contested elections. But if there had been 
any substantial reason for finding for the contestant I would have found 
for him with all my heart. No man who has ever claimed a seat in 
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this body would have received my support more heartily, more cheer- 
fully, more readily than the contestant in this case, because I have for 
him the highest admiration, 

I know it has been alleged somewhere that the action of certain mem- 
bers of the committee was controlled by their views on certain questions 
on which the Democratic party is not entirely a unit, and in which they 
are supposed to differ from Mr. Hurd. Why, sir, if I thought that that 
had had the least weight with me in ascertaining who is entitled to a 
seat on this floor, a matter not only of the highest privilege but of the 
highest right, I would despise myself forever. And I can not believe 
that the party to which I belong, which in times past has denounced the 
conduct of the Republicans in the decision of contested elections, will 
in this instance seat the contestant simply because he is a Democrat. 
and in disregard of the facts, If it does, I presume we will hear nothing 
more of the throwing out of precincts and counties and the change of 
results in the State of South Carolina, in Louisiana, and in others of 
the Southern States where wrong was done by the Republican party 
when it had the power. 

In this matter, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to follow the example of - 
the Republican party. I intend to do here, and am doing, just what 
the Democratic party said it would do when it attacked the conduct of 
the Republicans with respect to the clection cases to which I have re- 
ferred. 

How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCreary). 
five minutes. 

Mr. BOYLE. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iam gratified, indeed, that this somewhat noted 
case has at last come before the House for decision. And Iam gratified, 
too, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] who has just 
addressed the House was so considerate as to say if there was any par- 
ticle of doubt about the case he would have resolved the doubt in favor 
of the contestant, Mr. Hurd. That was a high compliment to seven, at 
least, of his colleagues on the Committee on Elections, who find, four 
of them absolutely, that Mr. Hurd is entitled to his seat, two of them 
that Mr. Romeis was not elected, and one is neutral and stands so to- 
day. 

So, then, in view of all this clap-trap talk that has gone all over this 
House in regard to the Elections Committee, I desire to state exactly 
how the case stands, in order that Members may vote intelligently upon 
it. I want them to know exactly the status of this case before the com- 
mittee. 

Now, I boldly and unhesitatingly say that there was not a substantial 
provision of the statute law of Ohio complied with in Precinct B of the 
eighth ward in the city of Toledo. They come and say Mr. Hurd has 
only a technical case. But I challenge any man on this floor to say that 
one single provision of that law was complied with. 

In the first place, the statutes of Ohio require that the clerks shall be 
of different parties. I want the Democrats of the House to listen to 
this; I do not care anything about the Republicans, because we know 
how they are going to vote six months before an election case comes up. 
[Laughter.] I want gentlemen to understand that the laws of Ohio 
require that there shall be two clerks to the election board, and that 
they shall be of different political parties, but in this case they were 
both Republicans. Two of the judges of the precinct were Republican, 
and the third judge, who was a Democrat, was a non-resident of the 
precinct in which the election was held. That is the beginning of the 
fraud; that is the beginning of the iniquity; that is the beginning of 
the conspiracy that was formed and brought about by a combination 
between the national Republican committee, the State committee, and 
the local committee. 

All these witnesses agree that there was some sort of an understand- 
ing between these bodies that Mr. Hurd should be beaten. In order 
to accomplish that purpose they started out with the view of fixing 
up members of the board to conduct that election who would be hos- 
tile to him, and they succeeded. They made out that Mr. Romeis had 
a majority, but how did they do it? Did they comply with the law 
when they counted the votes? No. What did they do? They did 
not do as the law prescribes, take out one ballot at a time and hold it 
up to be counted, but they dumped out the whole pile upon the table 
in the presence of twenty or thirty persons, and then what? Why, 
they counted them and they found there were 7 more ballots—mark it, 
gentlemen—7 more ballots than there were names of voters upon the 
poll-book. Then they put them back in the ballot-box and counted 
them again and made a final count, and there were 5 ballots less than 
there were voters’ names upon the poll-book. Thatis, in the first count 
there were 7 more ballots than there were voters’ names on the list 
and in the final count there were 5 less, The witness Louis Jahn tes- 
tifies as follows upon this point: 

Q. What was first done with reference to the ballot? 

A. We opened the ballot-box and took the tickets out and put them on the 
table, all of them, The other two judges counted them. They counted them 
over twice, and always had more tickets than the names on the poll-book; one 
said6or7; * * * never could get it out with the poll-book; the tickets never 
we meres with the tally sheet. 


hat then was done with the tickets? 
A, We put them all back—what was left, 


That is, after they had opened them there in the presence of twenty 


The gentleman has 


3446 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 13, 


or thirty fellows, finding on the first count a di of 7 between 
the number of ballots and the number of voters on the poll-book and 
on the final count finding 5 less ballots than there were names on the 
books, they put back ‘‘ what was left!” ~ 

What else did they do? After they had fixed the matterand looked 
over the whole field they said, ‘‘ Let us be fair. We have got Hurd 
beaten; we know it; we havea majority against him in a precinct which 
he carried at the last election; we have got him beaten, and now we 
will be fair.” So, in a precinct where one man had 220 votes and the 
other only 105, they gave 2 additional votes to the one and 2 to the 
other. That was an awful piece of fairness! That shows how they 
conducted the elections there. Nosingle provision of the law was com- 


plied with. I know gentlemen speak lightly about this, and say it was | all 


only an irregularity. From what these fellows do in the State of Ohio 
God Almighty only knows how they control elections elsewhere. Why, 
my friend from Mississippi [addressing Mr. SINGLETON], it beats your 
shotgun policy out of sight; it beats your tissue-ballots of South Caro- 
lina, and the bulldozers of Louisiana would pale into utter insignificance 
before these Ohio men, [Laughter.] My friend from Ohio [Mr. WAR- 
NER] had experience of that in his contest there at the last election. 
We have heard how the ublican Commissioner of Pensions was out 
there in my friend’s district, and he was also in Mr. Hurd’s district 
manipulating election matters, Now as to this being a fair poll, I want 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] 
to the testimony, and all I have to say is if this was a fair poll in Ohio 
it would not be fair anywhere else. One of the clerks gaye this testi- 
mony: > 

Q. You do not know then of your own knowledge how many ballots there 


were? 
A. No more than what I stated before. I had to take the judges’ word for 


that. 
o Were they counted properly ? 
A. No, sir; none of us, judges or clerks, could tell the true number of votes. 
James Kelley, one of the judges of election, was asked this question: 
State whether or not the return, as made up by the officers of election, stated 
truly the result of the election in that precinct. 
His answer was: 
Well, that I could not say; the way it was mixed up, we could not say which 
ib wi 
“> State f from what you know whether or not there was any certainty in the 
vote as ascertained and counted that day? 
A. No; I could not give no certainty to it. 

Now I turn to the evidence of Louis Jahn, one of the judges, on 

page 28 of the record. 
. Stat hether the return, as si tai 
RETRO MAREN ee eta 
A> To tell the truth, I do not think none of us could tell what was the true 
To. State whether the return, as made, states the result at that precinct? 

A. Itis not the true poll, 

Ah, here is aclincher for you. Here is one of yourown judges; here 
is the man on whom the whole election depends; at least he was one 
of the men who conducted it; and I want this House to know what he 
says in regard to this matter. 

Q. You say that the certificate is false, do you? 
A. Yes. 

Mr. BOYLE. Whose testimony is that? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. | It is the testimony of Louis Jahn. 

Mr. BOYLE. That is the Republican judge who voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Well, then, that is the only good thing he ever 
did in his life. [Laughter.] 

Q en —_ that the certificate is false, do you not? 
Q. You knew that the certificate was false to the poll-book when you signed 


Q. Then you signed it, knowing it was false? 
A, Yes, sir. 


Do you tell me, gentlemen, that this ballot-box is not successfully 
assailed? Do you tell me that there was no fraud in that election? 
Do you tell me that that was a fair count and a free ballot? Now, 
what does the law say in regard to that? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. What precinct is that? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. PrecinctBof the eighth wardin Toledo. That 
is the one we are seeking to throw out. Now, the law, according to 
Mr. Lamar, in one of his reports on an electiomw case, which was sus- 
tained by this House, is this: 

To validate an election there must be votes legal 
and legally counted, and the result legally d 

Now, gentlemen, can any man rise up and say that this was a legal 
election, a fair election, an election held in accordance with law? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Did the result of that election turn on that poll? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. It turned on this and one other, which I can 
satisfy anybody is worse than this one. 

Now, let me show the facts in regard to the combination that I spoke 
of. There was a conspiracy formed by the Radicals in order to effect 
the defeat of Mr. Hurd. The word went out from the national com- 
mittee that he must be defeated because he was a free-trader. That 
is all there was init. It was simply a base combination between the 
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secretary, Mr. Elkins, and this man Gerstmann—‘‘ We will form a com- 
bination, and I will send you (Gerstmann) down to the city of Toledo.” 
He did go there and he did ascertain what was the sentiment of the 
people there. They told him they were all Democrats and in 
favor of Mr. Hurd. Being able to the Polish and German lan- 
guages, the precinct being largely i ited by that class of people, he 
went among them and found out that they were in favor of Mr. Hurd. 
Then he ascertained further how much it would take to secure the elec- 
tion of Mr. Romeis over Mr. Hurd. They told him “‘ from two to three 
thousand dollars.” He went back and reported the result. He stated 
that he was the agent of Mr. Elkinsand of the Republican committee. 
Then, he says, he went back there afterward and found the sentiment 

changed. Why? Simply because the money that was demanded 
in order to compass the defeat of Mr. Hurd had been sent. 

Now, gentlemen talk about this man Gertsmann. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BOYLE] refers to him, I believe, as a ‘‘ wan- 
dering Jew.” Well, sir, the fact that he is a descendant of Moses does 
not make me love him any better or any worse. A man has a right to 
his own opinions, religious or political, ‘‘without to race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude.” [Laughter.]. I can prove by an 
honorable gentleman on this floor that this Gerstmann is a man of rep- 
utable character, a man who stands above reproach in the town where 
he lived for four years, and where he was the rabbi of one of the lead- 
ingchurches, [To Mr. Boyie.] You didnot know I could prove this. 

Mr. BOYLE. I know you did not do it. = 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I turn to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BURNES] and I ask him now to testify in regard to the standing of Mr. 
Gerstmann. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says I did not prove 
his standing. I want to know what the gentleman from Missouri says 
about it. I yield for his answer. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, the city of Saint Joseph has a popula- 
tion of about 60,000, and I venture the observation that no city of its 
size in the United States has a greater number of eminent, wealthy, re- 
spectable, and ‘influential Jewish citizens than Saint Joseph. They 
lead largely in the social and business pursuits of that city. They are 
nearly all of them persons of the very highest character and of very 
large influence. For several years—I will not say how many, but cer- 
tainly as many as four—Rey. Mr. Gerstmann was the Jewish rabbi minis- 
tering to the people to whom I have alluded. He ministered ably and 
successfully, and, so far as I know, to the entire satisfaction of the citi- 
zens of Saint Joseph, especially of those who worshi in his syna- 

e. Icanonlysay inaddition that Gerstmann, as I understand-—— 
Vie WADE. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. BURNES. In oneminute I will answer. Mr. Gerstmann, as I 
understand, was educated for the law, and after his ministrations at 
Saint Joseph he was led back into the practice of the law, and, resum- 
ing the practice after a fashion, he left Saint Joseph and came East. 

met him at the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress in the 
United States Senate as the private secretary of a distinguished Sena- 
tor in that body. With the exception of that meeting I have not seen 
him for several years. 

I can say during his residence in Saint Joseph I do not think any 
gentleman ever questioned his character for truth or honesty. 

I will now answer my colleague from Missouri [Mr. WADE]. 

Mr. WADE. The information which I sought from my colleague I 
obtained from a gentleman near me, and therefore will not trouble the 


House further. 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri a 


Mr. BOYLE. 
question. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I will yield for that p 

Mr. BOYLE. Does this Mr. Gerstmann sti 

Mr. BURNES. I think not. 

Mr. BOYLE. When did he leave there? 

Mr. BURNES. Four or five years ago. 

Mr. BOYLE. This Mr. Gerstmann involved in this case came to 
Cincinnati in 1884. He does not claim to be a lawyer. He entered 
the regular Army under twenty years of age. In all his statements of 
where he has been, and he has been everywhere, he does not say he ever 
was in Saint Joseph. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That shows he was trying to cover up his good 
parts. [Laughter.] z : . 

Mr. BOYLE. Does the gentleman from Missouri know this to be 
the same Gerstmann? 

Mr. BURNES. Iwill state that I received a letter from him this 
morning, written from Saint Louis, in which he informed me he was a 


witness in this case. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Well, that is enough on that point of this case. 
[Laughter.] The gentleman from Pennsylvania in his long and labored 
argument has attempted to show this man Gerstmann was not worthy 
of credence or belief. He attempted to show that if he was worthy of 
belief, coupled with the circumstances attending the great uncertainty 
of the vote of this precinct, then, asa matter of course, the return must 
be thrown out. Therefore I will concede, to myself at least, that much 
has been accomplished, and that 220 votes must be deducted from the 
return of 239 majority given to Mr. Romeis, which will leave only 19 
votes for the sitting member yet to be overcome, That I will proceed 


live in Saint Joseph ? 
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now to do to the entire satisfaction of any gentleman who will listen | if there is any evidence in the record, and if there is any will he read 


to me. 

In the first place, Mr. § er, there is a precinct known as Kelley’s 
Island. This Kelley’s dis anisland in Lake Erie, on which there 
is but one precinct. About one thousand people live upon that island. 
Practically it is owned and controlled by one man, Mr. Norman Kelley. 
Most of the men who vote on that island are in the employ of this man, 
Norman Kelley, who is engaged in quarrying stone. He gives employ- 
ment toaboutseventy of these men, and they embrace nearly the whole 
of the voting 2 popmatop. 

This man, Norman Kelley, up to that particular time, Mr. Speaker, 
had never taken any special part in elections. On this occasion he went 
around among his men and told them if Frank Hurd were elected 
member of Congress and Mr. Cleveland were elected President free 
trade would then be established in the country and his business conse- 
quently would be ruined. In that event, he told them further, the first 
thing he proposed to do would be to discharge the men who had voted 
for Mr. Hurd and Mr. Cleveland. 

These men were mostly Irishmen. Naturalized Irishmen usually are 
Democrats. If true to their convictions of what is right and what is 
wrong they are always Democrats. In my judgment there never was 
an honest Irish Catholic who does not vote when free and untrammeled 
to do so for the Democratic ticket. These Irish Catholics on Kelley’s 
Island were intimate friends of Mr. Hurd. They believed in him, and 
trusted in him. They were the warmest adherents he had in making 
the contest for a seat in this Congress. 

Well, late in the evening Mr. Norman Kelley goes down there to the 
polls and tells these men, *‘ You have got to vote the Republican ticket 
or else you must go. That is a pretty hard statement to make toa 
poor laboring man who has a wife and children to support, who lives 
on Kelley’s Island, and with the winter coming on. Iam told this 
Kelley’s Island is one of the coldest places on God’s footstool, where the 
wind hasthe velocity of something like 100 milesan hour. [Laughter. ] 

This man Norman Kelley goes down and tells these poor fellows, who 
have been working in his employ at the stone quarry, and who were 
residents, with their wives and children, of thisisland, they must either 
vote the Republican ticket or else they must leave his employment and 
find work elsewhere! Now is this House going to set the seal of its 
approval upon such intimidation as that? Norman Kelley was not at 
the polls, but they sent for him, telling him something was wrong. He 
came up and wanted to take charge of the whole thing. He knocked 
one man down. I do not wonder when such things occur on the part 
ofemployers, when they undertake to dictate how the voters in their 
employ shall cast their ballots, we have the strikes of which we readin 
the morning papers. I am not astonished, therefore, that seven hun- 
dred thousand Knights of Labor knock at the doors of Congress and ask 
for some mode by which their grievances may be investigated, the 
cause of their trouble discovered, and the remedy of their grievances 
provided as far as possible. 

No; for I say that when a man who with the whip and lash can dis- 
franchise seventy-four of the laboring people of this country in his em- 
ploy, who are Democrats by instinct and made to vote the Republican 
ticket, it is no wonder that such appeals come up to You 
can not find any of our Republican brethren deviating from the track. 
They always come to the scratch, no matter where or what the question 
is. Asa disti ed gentleman before me on the other side said—and 
as it was in the Forty-eighth Congress I have a right to refer to it now— 
hesaid: ‘‘Tom, when are you going to bring in another election case?” 
I replied, “I do not know; perhaps to-morrow.’ He said, ‘‘ I hope so; 
italways gratifies me to know that an election case is up, for it affords 
me another opportunity to vote-the Republican ticket.” [Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen, I have shown, and I think satisfactorily, that the 
election returns from this precinct, Kelley’s Island, and this Precinct 
B of the eighth ward of the city of Toledo, ought to be thrown out for 
the reasons that I have set forth; and when that is done it elects the 
contestant, Mr. Hurd. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I want to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
if there is any evidence, or if any was adduced before the Committee 
on Elections, to show that any of these 74 men on Kelly’s Island would 
have voted for Mr. Hurd if it had not been for the action of their em- 

loyer? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iwill say to the gentleman no; because you see 
they had already been bulldozed before the election. The lash of the 
party had been placed upon them in ample time to secure their votes. 
And then, sir, if they could be bulldozed once they could be bulldozed 
again. But I will say to the gentleman from Louisiana that nobody 
ever tried to induce them to show that they had not been intimidated. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is no testimony, though, to show how 
they voted. I merely ask for information. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit me to ask 
him a question ? X 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Kentucky inform the House 


it, to show that these men voted at all? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. There is none, because we did not know, ex- 
cept by this general intimidation—— 

Mr. WISE. How do you know they were intimidated, when you 
do not know how they voted? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. By the simple fact of the way they voted and 
other circumstances to which I have already referred. 

Mr, MARTIN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me toan- 
swer? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Certainly. 

Mr, MARTIN. The statement of the report is that Mr. Kelley sta- 
tioned himself inside and near the polls, and made them show their 
tickets as they wentin; and to oneof these men it seems who had voted 
contrary to his wishes, and only one of them, he used the language 
‘that he should be the first to go.” 

Mr. HENLEY. How many did he take in? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. What is the question? 

Mr. HENLEY. How many did he takein and make this threat to? 
I want to get at the facts of this case. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. He went there before his men went to the polls. 

Mr. HENLEY. But how many of his men were thus threatened or 
intimidated ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. He had about 74—— 

Mr. BOYLE. The evidence is that three-fourths of Kelley’s men 
had voted before Mr. Kelley got there at all. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. But had not he already gone around among the 
men and told them how he wanted them to vote? Did he not bull- 
doze them before the election? Ofcourse nobody was there to tell them 
exactly how they should vote just at the time. Youdid not have to go 
and threaten the men at the very moment they were about to put in their 
ballots to show that there had been intimidation. Theintimidation was 
done beforethat. Nordo you have to show that they would have voted 
otherwise. That is for the contestee to show. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE was recognized. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield to me for - 
@ question? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I have not the floor. If the gentleman from 
New York will yield for a question I will be glad to answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has 
been recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam perfectly willing to yield to the gentleman for 
a question if it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, Ihave reserved the remainder of my time. 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy fifty minutes of the 
time, and yield the remainder to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Dorsey]. 

I congratulate the House that we have an election case before us that 
can be determined upon a plain question of law and of fact. I con- 
gratulate the House that we have a case in which there is no charge of 
personal corruption or of any personal wrong on the part of either can- 
didate so far as the election is concerned. It seems to me if there ever 
was a case before the House in which every man can actas the judge 
of the election of his fellow-member this is the case; and I congratulate 
the House also on the fact that so many gentlemen have listened to the 
debate thus far. It seems to me an earnest on the part of the mem- 
bers of this House that they are to decide this question purely asa 
question of fact and as a question of law. Mr. Speaker, as has been 
said, the sitting member is here on a certificate of election with a ma- 
jority of 239 behind him. From this majority the contestant seeks to 
deduct certain precincts in the city of Toledo, deduct Kelley’s Island, 
and also numerous votes in different precincts in Toledo. 

Much has been said about Precinct B in the eighth ward. This is 
the precinct on which the minority of the committee seem to be agreed; 
the six members of the minority signing both minority reports. It is 
alleged in this precinct that there are various irregularities. In the 
first place it is complained that, whereas the law provides that the 
clerks of the election shall be of opposite politics, the two clerks were 
Republicans. Let me call the attention of the House to the Jaw upon 
this subject. Paragraph 3 of section 2933 of the revised statutes of 
Qhio provides that there shall be two judges of opposite politics; that 
each of these judges shall appoint a clerk, the clerks being of opposite 
politics; and then there is this clause: 

And if any judges or clerks fail to attend at the proper time or place, such 
judges and clerks and all additional judges and clerks shall be chosen by the 
electors of the ward. 

Now, sir, it was perfectly competent on the morning of the 14th of 
October if the Democratic clerk appointed by the judges did not appear 
for the electors of the ward to appoint a clerk in his place; and there 
is no qualifying provision in this paragraph prescribing that he shall 
be a Democratic clerk or that he shall be of me polities to the 
clerk that does appear. So it will appear from the law itself there was 


an opportunity under the law for the electors to elect a Republican 
clerk in the place of a Democratic clerk. Now, ifthe contestant wished 
to contest this precinct because there were two clerks of the same pol- 
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ities it was incumbent upon him to show that the law had been violated, 
and that this emergency did not occur in which the electors of the 
precinct could provide a clerk on the morning of the election. 

Then, it is alleged that one of the judges of the election, the Demo- 
cratic ju was not a resident of the precinct over which he presided. 
But, Mr. Speaker, the statute itself provides, not that the judges of the 
election shall be residents of the precinct, but that the judges of the 
election shall be residents of the ward in which they preside. Hecould 
be a resident of any precinct in the eighth ward and still would be 
eligible as a judge of the election. And it appears abundantly in the 
case that Judge Kelley, the Democratic judge, was a residentof the 
eighth ward and had been so for a great many years. So that there 
was no objection to the organization of the board under the statutes of 
Ohio. 

Then the claim is made that there was so much fraud and corruption 
about this poll in Precinct B in the eighth ward, that we are required, 
judging from the law and facts, judging from the evidence adduced, 
the competent evidence in the case, to disfranchise 430 voters and to 
throw aside a majority of 220 for the sitting member. As has been 
well stated, this evidence of corruption rests entirely upon the evidence 
of this man Gerstmann. Now, I do not care whether several years ago 
he was a Jewish rabbi, presiding over a Jewish synagogue in the city 
of Saint Joseph, or not. His own evidence, his own cross-examination 
in the case, will convince any member in this House, who will stop to 
read it, that he is totally unworthy of belief. 

He says that since 1870 he has not lived anywhere; he has existed. 
He says he bas been East, West, North, and South, and he declines to 
answer where he has been.- In the next breath he says he was in He- 
lena, Ark. He was asked what he was doing there, and he declined 
to answer. Asked if there is any reason for his declining to answer, 
he declines toanswer that. Being asked if he was in State prison dur- 
ing this period, from 1870 until that time, he declines at first to an- 
swer that; and then he says he does not know whether he has been 
in State prison or not. 

Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALL. I ask the gentleman whether Gerstmann’s declining to 
answer all through that cross-examination was not evidently due to 
the insolence of the cross-examination by an attorney whom there was 
no judge to control? 

Mr. PAYNE. Evidently not; for from the very outset of his cross- 
examination he began to decline to answer, as every lawyer in this 
House has seen witness after witness decline to answer, when a ques- 
tion was asked which might lead to something in his past life that he 
wished to cover up. It was not because of any insolence of the cross- 
examiner, but because he did not want his past history paraded before 
the notary or before this House or the country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, he did answer some questions. He says that in 
1880 he was living in California; that he was then a zealous advocate 
of the election of General Hancock; and if he had been elected that he 
expected an office under Hancock; that he expected to go to Jerusalem 
under the auspices of the Democratic government. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Dead or alive? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘That does not appear. ‘Then he says as soon as Gar- 
field was elected he came on to Washington. He still wanted to go to 
Jerusalem under Garfield. He was here as an office-seeker under Gar- 
field. He says he had persuaded Garfield, and but for his assassina- 
tion he would have gone to Jerusalem under Garfield’s administration. 
When asked to what political party he belonged he said, ‘‘ Why, I do 
not belong to any party, Democratic or Republican.’’ He said, ‘*I be- 


long to my own ? “What do you mean by your own party?” 
was the question. ‘‘Why, myself; ‘self-preservation is the first law 
of nature.’’? 


Then we come down to 1884. He says he was in the employ of the 
Repnblican national committee; that he went to the city of Toledo; that 
he went to investigate there to see how the sentiment was in reference 
to Hurd and Romeis. He says he went around through the city among 
the Germans and found them all for Hurd, and that then he went to 
New York to report to the national Republican committee, being in 
their employ. When he got to New York what did he do there? In- 
stead of going to the Republican national committee to report, he went 
straight to the Democratic national committee and had a little talk 
with them about finances, and two or three days later, at Cincinnati, 
he received a letter from the secretary of the national Democratic com- 
mittee. Thesubstance of that letter, he says, was that he was to go to 
the local committee and they would make arrangements with him for 
his services. à 

This is the man who was in the employ of the Republican national 
committee! Then he went over to the Republican national committee; 
and what did he tell them? He says he told them he had been up to 
Toledo and had talked with the Germans and that the sentiment was 
for Hurd, but that for beer the voters could be bought to vote the other 
way. ‘‘All you need,” hesaid, ‘‘istobuybeer.’? ‘*‘How much money 
isneeded?”’ ‘‘Twoorthree thousand dollars.” Hesays they told him 
that they wonld not let him have the money, but that what money they 


did send would be sent through the regular committee, the regular 
channels, Then he turns up again at Cincinnati, or at Dotan, at 
the headquarters of the Democratic State committee. 

He says that the same night on which he received this letter—I think 
it was from Mr. Barnum, but I am not certain about that—on that 
same night, he says, he burned the letter. Then he testifies that he 
subsequently showed the same letter to a member of the Democratic 
State committee. That testimony is in the record—that he showed 
that letter after he had burned it. Then he went to Toledo again. -He 
went there to see what had been done in the mean time, what change 
of sentiment had occurred. In the first place he testifies that he went 
there in about a week after his first visit; that he says he made three 
visits to Toledo; then he says it might have been two or three weeks 
after his first visit that he returned, but when he did return, lo, and 
behold! there was an entire change in the popular sentiment, and 
these Germans who had previously been shouting for Hurd were now all 
for Romeis. 

He does not tell what they said that induced him to think that, but 
he says, “I thought from’ their looks that they had been satisfied; I 
thought there was no further use forme. When I went there first I 
was a great mogul among those Germans; but when I went there the 
second time I was nobody. Iinferred from their looks,” he says, “and 
I saw them ‘jargooning’ together (whatever that may mean), and I in- 
ferred from this that money had been sent and that beer had been 
bought, and they had turned and were all for Romeis.”’ 

That is the evidence of bribery in this case. It comes from a man 
who is self-impeached, and not a word of it is direct evidence, because 
this witness does not undertake to detail a word of conversation with 
any man save one, Mr. Warnke. Mr. Warnke livesin Precinct Bin the 
eighth ward; and this witness closes his direct evidence by stating that 
outside of that precinct from fifty toseventy-five men had been corrupted. 
He gives no_evidence whatever in regard to Precinct B on his direct 
examination. During the last days of the examination, after the forty 
days had expired in which the contestant might take his evidence, and 
the forty days in which the contestee might answer it had passed, and 
during the last ten days when contestee had the right to put in his re- 
buttal, this man Gerstmann was again examined, and, for some reason 
not explained in the evidence, each time he was examined in Wash- 
ington. He claimed to hail from Cincinnati. Why he should be 
brought from Cincinnati to Washington to testify in this Toledo case does 
not appear, At all events the last examination is the only one in which 
he gives any evidence in regard to Precinct B in the eighth ward. 

I will read what he testifies on that subject. It will be found on 
page 129 of the testimony: ` 


What was said, at your last visit to Toledo before the election, by Warnke 
and other voters in Precinct B, in ward 8, as to money or other considerations 
ab en satisfactorily furnished to the voters of that precinct to carry it for 

me 

A. From the general conversations with Warnke and others living in that 
neighborhood there was no doubtin my mind that money and other materials 
were furnished to defeat Mr. Hurd in that precinct. There was no further use for 
me, and I left Toledo. My reasons for leaving, no doubt, is from the conversa- 
tions which I had on that subject with Warnkeand other voters of that precinct. 
I was satisfied in my own mind that Romeis wauld carry that precinct, notwith- 
standing at my first visit everything was for Hurd there. ad it not been for 
the use of nioney and other considerations used in the political machinery, 
Hurd would certainly have carried the precinct. 


That is the only evidence that there is in regard to Precinct B in the 
eighth ward. That is the evidence that the minority put in their re- 
port; it is the only evidence on this point that the contestant puts into 
his brief in this case to show corruption in Precinct B. And, Mr. 
Speaker, on that evidence members of this House, sitting as judges, 
are asked seriously to vote that there was bribery and corruption there. 
True, the contestant calls Louis Jahn, a man who figures as a Repub- 
lican judge, although on his cross-examination he says, substantially, 
that he voted the Democratic ticket. He does not say that in so many 
words, but no man can read his cross-examination without coming to 
the conclusion that he did vote the Democratic ticket in October. He 
testifies, as was read by Mr. BOYLE, to as much as he knows about money 
being used. His testimony is that Henry Gates paid ‘‘about nineteen 
ticket peddlers’’ from $2 to $10 apiece, the night after the election, at 
Joe Boldt’s grocery. On cross-examingtion he gave this testimony: 

Q- hiar you at Joe Boldt’s grocery on the night after the election? 
. o sir, 

Q. Did yousee any money paid? 

ry Aow io ou know that Hen Gates paid any money? 

¥ Iknow it by what Henry Gates told R205 4 T 

That is all the evidence there is in this case of bribery, every word of 
it, You see it is all hearsay evidence, and very indefinite too. Yet we 
are asked to say that there was bribery and corruption in that precinct, 
and we are asked upon such testimony to throw out 430 votes. It has 


been gravely asserted here that Henry Gates, being the vice-president 
of the #epublican club in that precinct, was an agent for the Repub- 
lican party, and that what he said after election was binding on Mr. Ro- 
meis ! 

What a proposition of law to be. dddressed to the understanding of 
What an extension of the idea of agency ! 


lawyers! Can you find it 
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in any of the books? Why, every book has been ransacked; and it 
seems there was a case in England some time in the seventeenth cen- 
tury, under their election laws, where each candidate for Parliament 
appoints his own agents for the different districts; and in that case it 
appears it was held that what the agents of the candidate said during 
the canvass and before the election became a part of the res gestw, and 
might be considered as an admission against the candidate himself. 
But, thank God, no case can be found in this country in which it has 
been held that every member of a political organization is to be con- 
sidered as the agent of the candidate of that party, and whatever he 
may say after the election binds the man who was selected as a candi- 
date by that same party. 

That is all there is of corruption in Precinct B of the eighth ward. 
I think it may be safely dismissed from the case. But it is said there 
was some irregularity about the counting of the votes. It is said the 
statute provides that the inspectors must take the ballots out of the 
box one by one, unfold them, and read them, and they must be tallied 
one by one. The statute does say just about that. But what lawyer 
on this floor does not know that the provision is merely directory, not 
mandatory; thata statute prescribing the time and place of holding an 
election is mandatory, but provisions of law as to the canvass and re- 
turn of votes are merely directory; and whether these directory pro- 
visions of the statute are observed by the judges and returning officers 
or not, the honest voter is not defrauded of his vote? No principle of 
law to the contrary of this has ever been evolved from any election com- 
mittee, even of a State Legislature or from any city court in Philadel- 
phia. 

Now, what is the factabont this precinct? Judge Kelley, the Demo- 
cratic judge, testifies that when the ballot-box was opened the officers 
took all the ballots out of the box and‘laid them on the table, having 
first swept the room; that he and oneother judge began to count these 
ballots, he counting a part and the other judge another part. There 
was no tallying between them. One did not count what the other 
counted, but each counted a different part. And on that count there 
was an excess of 7 votes over the names on the tally-sheet, there 
being four hundred and thirty names on the tally-sheet; not four hun- 
dred and thirty-one, as erroneously stated in the report of the minor- 
ity. want to correct the error on this point. The tally-sheets were 
prepared beforehand. The blank for the names were numbered con- 
secutively in print, so that each name appeared after its own true num- 
ber. When they got down to number 363 the clerks inserted a name, 
but for some reason the voter was challenged and did not vote, with- 
drew his ticket, and that name and number were crossed off, so that 
though the last number was 431, only four hundred and thirty men 
voted at that precinct. 7 

Now, on this first informal count, each one counting’a part—and we 
all know the liability of men to make mistakes in counts of that nature— 
there were 7votesover. Then these same two judgescounted the ballots 
back into the ballot-box, each counting a partagain, and there were 3 or4 
votes over—433 or 434 inall. Then they commenced their regular offi- 
cialecount. Theyseparated the ballots—the Republican and Democratic 
ballots—into distinct piles and commenced counting them off by fives, 
Judge Kelley counting off five and handing them to the next judge, 
and he counting them over toseeif the five tickets were there all right, 
and the clerks tallied the five tickets, which were then handed to the 
third judge, whostrung them on astring, undera provision of the statute. 
So they counted that entire box of ballots; and when they got through 
they found there were only 426, of which Mr. Hurd 103 and Mr. 
Romeis 323. There wasa deficiency of four tickets. What should they 
do? ‘There was some talk about counting again. Then Louis Jahn, 
who did no countingatall—he was the man who put them on thestring— 
objected to the count being repeated, but proposed that they add 2 votes 
to each candidate, making 430 votes; and that is what they did. But 
that is not all of the tally of those tickets. The clerk of the election 
swears that they counted the ballots that had been strung on the string, 
and they found just 426 tickets, corresponding exactly with the counts. 

Now, what is there about that count that any man can not rectify at 
once? They added 2 votes to each candidate—to the candidate for 
secretary of state and the candidate for Congress. It makes no differ- 
ence in the result whether you strike out those 2 votes for Mr. Hurd 
and Mr. Romeis or not. You still have 220 majority. You can get at 
the exact count from the evidence of thesemen. Yet because this offi- 
cial return had been impeached sufficiently to show that 4 votes were 
irregularly added, we are asked to disfranchise this precinct and throw 
it out. i 

That is the evidence, the whole evidence, in regard to Precinct B of 
the eighth ward. Then there is Kelley’sIsland. Thestatement in re- 
gard to Kelley’s Island will be found at page 95 of therecord. It is hear- 
say evidence as to what Mr. Kelley told Mr. Alvord that he had told 
his men ; but I select this evidence because it is the strongest state- 
ment of what Mr. Kelley said, being stronger than the statement made 
by Mr. Kelley upon the stand. 

He saidhe considered Mr. Hurd’s views on the tariff very detrimental 
to his interesés, and that if Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Hurd were elected— 
that if Mr. Hurd’s views should prevail under a Democratic adminis- 


tration, he should probably not want over one-third the men_in his 
business who were then employed, and thatif he was compelled to dis- 
charge any of his men, he would discharge those first who were not 
working for his interest. 

That is all Mr. Kelley said to his men. If Cleveland, if Hurd were 
elected—if Mr. Hurd’s views prevailed—if his business failed because 
of it and he should not want more than one-third or one-half of the 
men he then employed, he would discharge first those who had voted 
against his interest. He did say that. 

Now what is the proof of the influence that threat, if you call it a 
threat, had upon the men in Kelley’semploy? Thereis nota scintilla 


of evidence that one of these men voted for Mr. Romeis, or that oneof ~ 


these men voted the Republican ticket. There is not a scintilla of evi- 
dence but that these men were Republicans on the start. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MARTIN] called attention to the 
fact that it was proved in the case that Mr. Kelley himself walked up to 
the polls with one of his men and voted him against Mr. Hurd, that heso 
walked up to the polls with one of his men by the name of Peter Difiley. 
Peter Diffley was called to the stand, and hesaid Mr. Kelley did not speak 
to him on the day of the election. He did not walk up to the polls, he 
did not hand him a ticket, he did not ask him to vote; and so that fails 
by the testimony of the man himself. 

Some eight or ten were called of those who were in Kelley’s employ, 
and I think by the record it was proved every one of them voted against 
Mr. Kelley’s view and voted for Mr. Hurd. 

Yet youare asked to throw out this precinct without a word of proof 
that anything Kelley said had any influence on his men. Why, gen- 
tlemen, these mechanics are made of different stuff from that. If an 
employer makes such a threat their manhood asserts itself, and they 
are more apt to vote the other way under the influence of such a threat. 
They have some idea of American freedom and independence. They 
think they are a part of the sovereignty of the country, and they have 
a right to a voice in the decision of its affairs. Their manhood has not 
been emasculated. They are ready to vote, and to vote their own 
opinions; and they will vote them all the more readily if they think 
anybody like an employer is attempting to turn them away from their 
honest convictions. 

Thus much for Kelley’s Island. Then come the illegal votes claimed 
in the city of Toledo. After the notice of contest had been served, after 
the issue had been made up, and four or five months after the election, 
they began to make a comparison between the poll-lists made up by 
one of the clerks at the October election and the poll-lists made by one 
of the clerks at the November election, there being a different clerk at 
each election. They found at various wards in Toledo some seven hun- 
dred and odd names appearing in the October election which they did 
notin the November election. These they found in different wards and 
precincts, and then got one or two or three men and called them upon 
the witness-stand who swore they did not know men of those names 
living in those precincts and wards. 

I believe none of these men ever were inspectors of elections. It did 
appear some of them had taken the school census and found out who the 
school children were living in those precincts, and of course they had 
some knowledgeof theschool children. It did appear some were assess- 
ors and knew who were upon the assessors’ books in some of these pre- 
cincts. But every man who has property to be assessed is not necessa- 
rily a voter. 

Afterward Mr. Romeis had’occasion to examine these lists and bring 
residents of these different wards and precincts to say whether these 
men in October actually lived in the wards and were voters or not. 

Let me call attention to another curious position, or rather legal 
proposition, which is advanced in this case; and that is, if a contestant 
brings evidence tending to show a man is not a resident where he voted, 
then it becomes incumbent upon the contestee not only to prove the 
man is a resident, but to prove he is twenty-one years of age, to prove 
he is a native or a naturalized citizen, and to prove he has all the 
qualifications of a voter. I shall not spend any time in arguing that 
proposition. It does not devolve on the contestee to disprove anything 
that has not been proved by the contestant in the case. 

And if he has any evidence in the case showing that men are not resi- 
dents of the precinct, it only devolves upon the contestee to show that 
they were residents at the time of the election; and if he does that, then 
he has met the case. 

Well, they took up these different lists—they took the list copied by 
one clerk in a precinct in October, and they took the list copied by the 
other clerk in the same precinct in November, and on a comparison of 
the lists it was found that in many instances the names were entirely 
different; scarcely any two names were alike on thelist. Bearin mind 
that each name was numbered, so there could be no mistake as to who 
was intended by each clerk; and yet a comparison of names entered by 
these two clerks acting at the same time at the same poll showed such 
a discrepancy in the names that you could hardly recognizethem. You 
can readily see how this could happen. A German name announced 
by a judge of election would be liable to be misunderstood: and mis- 
spelled by the clerk who registered the name; and a specimen of these 
differences is set forth in the majority report, which I hope the mem- 
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bers of this House will find time not only to examine but will com- 
pare the two listsof names. Here is the list: 

List of names, Precinct A, eighth ward, for election held October 14, 1834, 
As given by P. A. McGahan: As given by Arion E. Wilson, clerk: 


1) 20 John Bright, 
192 Jacob 3 


Q 
K 
ae 


420°; 


2) 46 W. E. Higby. 
} 261 G. S. Hemerich. 


AZORI AKRON 
Q 
8 


aa 
Be 
f 


nie erent all 


13 Hammerick 
14) 40 F. W. Howe. Fred. W. Howe. 
15) 149 M. Karl. LL. 

6) 307 O.S. Mann. J. Seabar. 

7) 532 M. Manuel, M. Manion. 
18) 5541 H.C. Macy. H, C. Massey. 
19) 364 R. Phallan, Rich'd Fallon 
a 38 oan aes 
22) 22 William M. Supo. W. M. Luke. 
23) 418 John Starke. Chas, Stark. 
24) 523 J, Shulhite. E. Schultheiz, 
25) 557 F. Saint John F. St. John. 
26) 260 A. Thitter. A. Theidee. 
27) 210 P. Westley. 210 Pat Nester. 
28) 34 W. F. Yawo, 34 W.F. Young. 

(29) 307 J. Leaber. 307 J. Leober. 


Mr. Romeis called the old residents of the ward as witnesses; he called 
old inspectors of election; he called men who had made a canvass of 
the votes immediately before the October election, and proved from all 
of these sources that out of the 700 names that had been deducted by 
the contestant all but 72 were residents of the precinct and wards in 
which they had voted on the 14th day of October, 1884. Of these 72 
names, if they are apportioned out to the two candidates as the minor- 
ity would have them eg SR it would be almost a tie between Mr. 
Hurd and Mr. Romeis, I think 35 in one case and 37 in the other. 

It is claimed by the minority of the committee that the only way to 
purge the returns of these 72 alleged illegal voters is to take each pre- 
cinct of a ward by itself, and hold that that is a complete election dis- 
trict or a complete part of an election district, and that these illegal 
votes belonging to that district should be deducted from the majority 
candidate so far only as to reduce his vote to a tie in that precinct. 
Such a proposition as that, it seems to me, is most illogical. It is not 
the precinct voting for delegates to elect a man to Congress; it is the 
man who gets the majority in the district, even if he did not but 
one of the precincts, and the other, his opponent, had carried the 
rest. A contrary construction would be absurd. is no common 
sense, there is no logic in such a deduction. 

Bear in mind, too, that there is not a particle of evidence as to how 
the men voted, att dee established by the face of the returns them- 
selves, which show that in each precinct there was a falling off of the 
Democratic votes between the election held in October and the one in 
November, and in every ward there was a sufficient Sling of to cover 
every illegal vote, even those claimed by contestant himself, all of them 
showing a reduction of the Democratic vote. 

If they were illegal, if the men had disappeared after the October 
election, their vote does not show in theeountin November. The ab- 
sence of the votes in the November election was accounted for by the 
loss of the Democratic vote in November as compared with the Demo- 
eratic vote in October; and that evidence would seem to be conclusive; 
for if these men were illegal voters, every one of them must have voted 
the Democratic ticket in October, because the Democratic vote fell off 
and was less in November. Then, on the other hand, every ward ex- 
cept one exhibits an increase of the Republican vote in November over 
the Republican vote in October, except, as I say, in one ward; and in 
that there was a loss of 5 Republican votes. So, Mr. Speaker, Ido not 
see how these alleged illegal votes, even admitting them to be illegal, 
can be deducted from the count of either candidate or can affect the 
election in the least. 

But let us go a little further. What is the presumption? They 
claim that because these 700 names can not be found by the witnesses they 
produced, or rather because they were unknown to them, they were 
therefore illegal votes. And the contestee takes up the issue and shows 
that all but 72 were residents of the precincts. I say what is the pre- 
sumption as to the 72? Is it not strong and conclusive that the 72 were 
legal voters? Is it not a wonder that, five months after the election in 
October, in a city of 50,000 inhabitants, a city that cast 8,000 votes in 
October, every one of these voters of the 8,000 can be found, except 
‘72, five months afterward? I say is it not conclusive that there is no 

evidence of a single illegal vote in any one of these precincts in Toledo? 

Another point is raised as to Precinct C in the third ward of that 
city. Isee that one of the minority reports takes no accountof the as- 
sault upon these 166 votesthat are sought to be deducted from the ma- 
jority of Mr. Romeis. What is the truthin to Precinct C? At 


this precinct a man named Robert H. Bell, a resident of the precinct 
for forty years and a resident of the ward at the date of the 


ection, 


who ever since he had been a resident and voter had been a judge at 
the elections in that precinct, who was certified by Democratic judges 
who were called as witnesses as a man of the highest character and in- 


tegrity in that precinct—that on the night when they were counting the 
votes in October, Bell said to them, ‘‘ Boys, you want to hurry up the 
count; and when the tickets which had been taken from the ballot- 
box and placed on the table were exhausted in the count, he put his 
hand into the box, one witness says three times, and took out some 
tickets and laid them on the table to be counted. 

Another witness says he put his hand in the box and took ont one 
handful of tickets. Bell himself says he attempted to put his hand in 
the box to take out tickets, and one of the judges said to him, ‘‘ Hold 
on, Bob;’’ and he did not interfere after that. 

There is some question in the case as to whether this occurred in 
October or in November; but I think the weight of the evidence is 
that the November witnesses are mistaken and that this did occur in 
October. But how does it vitiate the count? How does it invalidate 
the return? How is it any excuse or pretext for the throwing out this 
poll whether it occurred in October or November? ‘The testimony is 
that Bell took these tickets out of the box and put them on the table 
and that every one of them was counted by the jud and when they 
got through with the count it agreed with the poll-list as reported by 
the clerks, and they returned it according to the facts. 

There has been dug up and brought into this case, to sustain the view 
of the contestant that this poll should be thrown out, a single case oc- 
curring in the assembly of my own State in 1871. I forget at this mo- 
ment the contestant’s name. The case is found in New York contested- 
election cases, and part of it is quoted in the minority report. It wasa 
case where a man of the mame of Terhune, appointed a supervisor of 
elections, interfered with the count in regard to the office of member of 
assembly. As supervisor of elections he had no business to count a 
single ballot except the ballots for member of Congress; but going be- 
yond his duty, taking no part in the count for Congress or any other 
part aoe count, he simply interfered with the count for member of 


ly. 

In our State the assembly ballots are on separate tickets from the 
Co and State tickets, and there is a separate box for each. 
He paid his entire attention to the assembly count. It appeared that 
he was a violent partisan and friend of one of the gentlemen, a Repub- 
lican, running for member of assembly. It appeared that that gentle- 
man received a majority of some twenty-odd in the district which elected 
him to the assembly, while the Democratic candidate for governor re- 
ceived a majority of 24 votes in the same election district, and this was 
not accounted for. It appeared farther that by the heading on these 
assembly tickets they were easily discernible, and a man could separate 
them if he wanted to commit a fraud, and pick out the tickets by their 
appearance. s 
“These last two facts seem to have escaped the attention of the mi- 
nority of the committee in their report. All that appeared in the 
case. And what more? ‘Terhune was called on to explain on two dif- 
ferent occasions, but failed to appear, and failed to make any explana- 
tion. Then, by a partisan vote in the committee, and by a partisan 
vote in the assembly, the assembly being very close, and they needing 
that vote very much to maintain their majority, this precinct was 
thrown out, the election was reversed, and the contestant was admitted 
to the seat. That is entirely different from the case here. In that 
case it appeared that Terhune might have manipulated the ballots; 
might have substituted other ballots; might have committed a fraud 
on the ballot-box. In this case it ap that Bell took the tickets 
from the ballot-box and laid them on the table, and they were counted 
by the judges and returned by the judges and clerks of election. Ido 
not think the House will throw ont 166 majority, will disfranchise 
three hundred and odd voters in any precinct on any such pretext as 
this, even if the New York assembly in 1871 did declare a different doc- 
trine on a different state of facts. 

How much more time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes re- 
maining, if ten are reserved for the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Dorsey]. 

Mr. DORSEY. If the gentleman from New York wants my ten 
minutes he can have them. ` 

Mr. PAYNE. Now in regard to this Precinct B in the eighth ward 
I want to state another fact. I see it stated somewhere in the report 
of the minority that the year before, in the year 1883, this precinct 
gave a majority for the Democratic candidate for governor. Who is 
there in this House who does not knowthat the majority for Governor 
Hoadley in 1883 in Ohio, inevery city in Ohio, and especially in every 
German precinct in every city in Ohio, was phenomenally large and did 
not represent the true Democratic majority in those precincts? On the 
other hand, the sitting member here isa German. The voters of the 
precinct were nearly all Germans. f 

The evidence in the case is that three times before this, when Mr, 
Romeis had been a candidate in the city of Toledo for the office of 
mayor, he had carried this Precinct B of the eighth ward by a *‘big 
majority,’’ as a witness puts it, every time. He was a popular man in 
Precinct B of the eighth ward. Mr. Warnke, the witness whom Gerst- 
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mann says he met and received these admissions from, not only contra- 
dicts what Gerstmann says, but says from the time of the nomination 
Precinct B of the eighth ward was almost unanimously for Romeis. 
He was their man. There was no from beginning to end of the 
canyass. And when the ballots were opened and counted they de- 
clared the true purpose of the electors of Precinct B of the eighth ward, 
and that was to vote for Romeis; he was a popular man in the precinct. 

It is not a surprising result, the defeat of Mr. Hurd in the tenth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Ohio. True, it is a Democratic dis- 
trict. True, it has been accustomed to give 2,500 or 3,000 Democratic 
majority, But he has been returned from that district somesix or seven 
times. It is not phenomenal, not wonderful, not out of the ordinary 
course of events that when a man comes from a district time after time 
he will eventually lose some of his popularity and standing in his party. 
The evidence shows there were many di tled Democrats in the city 
of Toledo and in the tenth district, many who opposed openly the can- 
nd of Frank H. Hurd and worked and voted against him at the 

lection. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in 1882 this tendency of Mr. Hurd to run be- 
hind his ticket began to manifest itself in the tenth district of Ohio. 
In 1882 Newman was the Democratic candidate for secretary of state, 
and his majority was 3,660. Hurd was a candidate against a man 
named King—a man not rejoicing in a German name or having any 

popularity in a German district—and Mr. Hurd’s majority was 
2,556 less than that of Newman, being only 1,104. In 1884 Newman’s 
majority in the same district was 2,706, and Romeis’s majority 239; 
a difference between Newman and Hurd of 2,945. So that Mr. Hurd 
did not lose votes as fast in the two years between 1882 and 1884 as he 
had been losing them previously in the campaigns of 1878, 1880, and 
down to 1882. 

It was nota surprising result; it was not an unexpected result; it was 
the natural result; it was just such a result as you would expect from 
the evidence in this case, which shows no intimidation, no dishonesty, 
no fraud, no corruption, nodishonest use of money in any precinct— 
which shows that the only evidence that some one even said money was 
to be used comes from a man of the name of Gerstmann, a witness 
who has im himself so thoroughly in his cross-examination that 
I have h no man claim, in the committee or on this floor, that he 
was to be believed, except on the pretext that he was a Republican 
agent, and that what he said after his agency had ceased was to be taken 

the Republican party not only, but against one of the servants 
of the Republican party, Mr. Jacob Romeis, the sitting member in this 


case. 

Mr. Speaker, as I said in the beginning, this is a case to be decided 
on the law and on the facts. It is an occasion for us to rise to the dig- 
nity of the question at issue, to the dignity conferred on us by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which makes us nee of the election 
of our members, [Applause on the Republican side. 

3 Mr. DORSEY was ized, and said: I reserve my time, -Mr. 


peaker. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, Frank H. Hurd denies and contests 
the right of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Romeis] to represent the 
tenth Congressional district of that State upon the floor of this House. 
The grounds of this contest were made known in due time to the con- 
testee; all the testimony deemed necessary by either pariy has been 
taken, and elaborate argument on behalf of each has been listened to 
by your Committee on Elections; and after careful examination into 
the merits of the matter I am not able to give my assent to the recom- 
mendation of the committee that Mr. Hurd should be denied his seat 
in this House. It is right and proper, in fact the duty which I owe to 
the contestant and to myself, that I should make known the reasons 
which have controlled my judgment in the conclusion that 
Mr. Romeis was not elected, and that Mr. Hurd was (upon a fair and 
lawful count of the ballots) duly elected to represent the tenth Ohio 
district as a member of this Congress. And as one of the number dis- 
senting from the report of your committee, I avail myself of this op- 
portunity for so doing. 

It will be proper, in the outset, to state the K degisen upon which Mr. 
Hurd has contested the apparent election of gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Romeis], so that we, as Representatives of the American people, 
and made the sole judges of the election, may know whether or not the 
causes assigned (if proven to be true) are sufficient to unseat Mr. 
Romeis, and, in his stead, to seat Mr. Hurd. 

The grounds of this contest are set forth with great distinctness by 
the contestant, and one and all of them are of the gravest nature, in- 
volving bribery, intimidation, irregularities, and uncertainties in hold- 
ing the election and counting the votes, a tampering with the poll-list, 
and, perhaps, ballot eye it 

To economize time I take them up in the following order: 

First. It was certified by the judges of election at Precinct B, ward 8, 
of the city of Toledo, that 325 votes had been cast at the last Congres- 
sional election for Mr. Romeis and 105 votes for Mr. Hurd—giving Mr. 
Romeis a majority of 220 votes at that polling place. It is not claimed 
by either of the parties to the contest that that certificate is true, but 
it is admitted by both parties to be untrue! 

This House has the power, unquestionably, to reject the entire poll 


e rnd seme but the power to do so is of such a character 
that it should be exercised only in an extreme case. But if the evi- 
dence should convince us that the one we are dealing with is an extreme 
case—one in which it is impossible to ascertain with reasonable cer- 
tainty the true vote; one in which the conduct of the election officers 
has been such as to destroy the integrity of their returns; and to avoid 
the prima facie made thereby, it is our duty not to hesitate about reject- 
ing the poll; for it is unquestionably one of the highest duties of this 
House to protect and secure the purity of the election of its members. 

McCrary, at section 303, first edition, lays down the doctrine that— 

The power to reject an entire poll is a dangerous power, be- 
longs tot the bunet having RE m iria to Sans pon. the orn encased 
election, it should be exercised only in an extreme case; that is to say, a case 
where it is im ble to ascertain with reasonable certainty the true vote, It 
must appear that the conduct of the election officers has been such as to destroy 
the integrity of their returns and to avoid the prima facie which they ought to 
bear as evidence before they can be set aside and other proof demanded of the 
true state of the vote. 

The object and end of this investigation is not to give the tenth Ohio 
district, as its Representative, a man whom the people rejected; but it 
is one of the highest duties weowe to, orcould discharge for, a free peo- 
ple to put in his seat that man who was fairly elected, in spite of the 
fraud and misconduct, the bribery and intimidation practiced by bad 
and corrupt men todefeat the popularwill. It isthesolemn conviction 
of the minority that the entire poll at that precinct, for reasons cogent, 
controlling, and imperative, should be rejected. Any other course of 
dealing with the bribery, irregularity, and uncertainty existing at that 
box would do violence to their honest convictions. 

Let some of the reasons which influenced the judgment of the minor- 
ity be briefly stated and submitted for your consideration: 

As in all other cases, where documents or records establish them prima facie, 
a may be assailed either because (1) it is false; (2) or dramdiilont= ) un- 
ce: . 

The returns from Precinct B, ward 8, of the city of Toledo are false. 
The judges of the election, who had solemnly sworn to make true return 
of the vote cast, deliberately signed a statement which they knew to be 
false. What has Louis Jahn, one of the judges, to say about this mat- 
ter? In answer to the question: ‘‘State what was first done with refer- 
ence to the ballots,” he replied: 

We opened the ballot-box and took the tickets out and put them on the table, 
all of them; the SOO OSA them; they counted them over twice, 
and always had more tickets names on the k; once they had 6or 


7, next time about the same; never could get it even with poll-book; tickets 
never did correspond with the tally-sheet. 


And when asked, what ‘‘did the clerks do themselves tomake their 
tally-sheets agree,’’ he replied: 

The clerks red out the all , and 
Perk = -4 acta o votes ready, and the tally-sheets did not agree 


Again he was asked: 


12. Ene VOO DAO Daan ired nigh ney clerks, what fia 
erence to make an agreemen’ tally-sheets and ? 

( to by Mr. Romeis's Agn mee being irrelevant.) 

A. They figured it up between ives and tried the best they could to 
make it agree; the clerks did it among themselves. 

13. After this, state what you and the judges did to make the vote and tally 


agree. 
A, I moved that should give every Democratic candidate 2 votes and 
PaA Rms ican candidate 2 votes. They done it, and still they had more 
ets le 
14, Did you count any tickets for the votes you added for the Republican and 
Dem: c candidates? 
A. Yes, sir. 
15. How many tickets were left in the box when you finished the counting? 
A. I guess it was about 7. 
16, State whether the returns as signed by the judges contain a true statement 
bat votes isa aans at that oem sya ) 
5 y Mr. Romeis’s rney as being irrelevant. 
A. To tell the truth, I do not think none of us could tell what was the true 


vote cast. 
(Objected to by Mr. Romeis’s attorney as being irrelevant.) 
17. e whether the return as made states the result at that preċinct. 
es ore to by Mr. Romeis’s attorney on the und of immateriality.) 
A. It is not the true po! Shaved panne 


ll; the beg tery was x 
in How long were you engaged in discussing the matter before you signed 
up the returns? 

(Objected to as immaterial by Mr. Romeis’s attorney.) 

A. Over two hours. It was after 1 o'clock. 

19. What was the occasion of so long a Goyan z 

(Objected to by Mr. Romeis’s attorney as being immaterial.) 

A. Judge Kelley counted the votes over, and still did notagree. Judge Kel- 
ley wanted me to count them over. I said it was not necessary, as they had 
counted them over two or three times. But I said, you have counted them over 
twice; and I said I would not count, and I did not count them at all. 


Mr. Jahn, in cross-examination, on pages 72, 73, said: 
121. T'llask you whether you did not, asa judge at the October election, certify, 


among other things, that Jacob Romeis had received a certain number of votes 
and Frank H. Hurd had received a certain number of votes at that poll on that 


day? 

A. Well, of us judges there was none of us who could tell what was the cor- 
rect vote that was cast. 
~ This man wasa Republican, but was examined on behalf of Mr. Hurd. 
Upon his s tion (page 73 of record) the following were 
among the questions asked and answers returned by this witness: 

125. Did you sign your name to anything after the count was made? 

A. Yos, sir; I did. 

A. The tally-sheet and the poll-book. 

127. The poll-book had a certificate to it in words as follows: “It is hereby 
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ae that the number of electors who voted at this election is 430,” did it 
no 
s A. I could not tell how many votes was polled; it was over 400. 

128, The certificate did contain the correct number, did it not? 

A. No, sir; I think not. 

129, Then you certified to a lie, did you not? ‘ 

A.. Well, could say none of us know how the vote stood; we done the best we 
could to make it agree the two tally-sheets alike. 

130. Then you certified to what you knew to be false, did you? 


A. No, sir. 

131. You say that the certificate is false, do you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

132. And you certified to it knowing it to be false, did you not? 

A. No,sir; we didn’t expect any fault about signing the tally-sheet so long as 
money. found any fault. We thought it was all right as long as nobody says 
anything about it. 

133. You knew that the certificate was false to the poll-book when you signed 
it, did you not? ? 


. Yes, sir. 

134. Then you signed it, knowing it was false, didn’t you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

135. You had before that taken an oath to make a true return of that election, 
had you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

136. And notwithstanding thet onth you consented to make a false return, 
didn't you? 

A. No, sir. 


agree together? 

A. The tally-sheet with the poll-book and the tickets; we always had more 
tickets than names on poll-book. 

Of the falseness of the returns there can be no doubt; it is undisputed. 
But the contestee, by his counsel, maintained that the Committee on 
Elections could correct the returns by simply dropping (from the num- 
ber of votes returned for each) the two extra or non-existent votes 
which were added just to make things agree. The proposition had the 
rare merit of modesty, for, to express it in other language, it amounted 
to this, namely: Believe so much of this false returnas will inure tomy 
benefit (contestee’s), and condone the crime of those who acted so falsely 
and basely in this matter. Itis a maxim of the law, and one resting 
upon a solid foundation, falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus—false in one 
respect, false throughout. 

Upon this point I need say no more. I come now to the great un- 
certainty in reference to the number of votes which were cast in that 

recinct, 
= To properly present this view of the subject I must read the follow- 
ing sections of the Ohio election law. 

The laws of Ohio, which bear on the present contest, as taken from 
Ohio statutes, are as follows: : 

2956. At the close of the polls the poll-book shall be signed by the judges and 


attested by clerks, and the names therein contained shall be counted and the 
numbers set down at the foot of the poll-books in the manner hereinafter pro- 


vided in the form of the poll-books. 

2957. After the poll-books are signed, in the manner hereinafter provided, the 
ballot-boxes shall be opened, and the ballots therein contained shall be taken 
out, one at a time, by one of the judges, who shall read aloud distinctly, while 
the ticket remains in hand, the name or names n contained, and then de- 
liver it to the second judge, who shall examiye the same and pass it to the third 
judge, who shall string it on a thread and carefully preserve it, and the same 
method shall be observed in to each of the tickets taken out of the ballot- 
box until the number taken out of the ballot-box is equal to the number of 
names in the poll-books; and any ballots in the box in excess of the number of 
names on the poll-books, together with the ballots strung as aforesaid, shall be 
de ted in the box and locked, and the box and contents delivered to the 
officer authorized to receive and keep the key or keys, and the box shall remain 
locked until the expiration of the time within which any legal notice of contest 
can be given, and if such notice be given shall remain locked until the trial of 
such contest. 

2958. The clerks shall enter, in columns, under the names of persons 
voted for, as hereinafter rovided, in the form of the poll-books, all the votes so 
as aforesaid read by the judges. 

3959. After the examination of ballots has been completed the number of votes 
for each person shali be enumerated, under the inspection of the judges, and set 
down, as hereinafter provided, in the form of the poll-books, and be publicly 
proclaimed to the people present. 

Now the evidence is that the poll-lists were not signed by the judges 
and attested by the clerks at the close of the polls, and the names con- 
tained therein counted, and the numbers set down at the foot of the poll- 
books. Nor were the boxes opened and the ballots taken out one at a 
time, counted and strung, as required by law; but instead they were 
emptied upon the table, and the judges (except Jahn) counted them; 
in fact, counted them over twice, and each time had more tickets than 
there were names on the poll-book—once about six or seven, next time 
the same number, and never an even number with the poll-book; the 
tickets never corresponded with the tally-sheet. When asked, ‘‘ What 
then did you do with the tickets?’’ he answered: ‘“‘We put them allin 
the box, what was left.” Such is Jahn’s testimony. Let us now hear 
from James Kelley, who was also one of the judges at that precinct: 

D, Q. What was first done with the ballots? 

A. They were taken out by handfuls and left on the table; then we counted 
them. The other judge and I counted them tosee if they would come out right 
with the names on the poll-sheets, and we were seven over; we counted them 
again and we were three over; then we decided for to tally them out, and we 
took the straights and scratched tickets and put them in separate piles. 

1. Q. When you finished, state whether the tally-sheets of the clerks agreed. 

(Question objected to by attorney for contestee on the ground of irrelevance 
and ouine for the contents of a written paper.) 

A. No; they did not agree. 

12. Q. What did the clerks do to make them sprost 

A. They fixed them up some way; between t they got them alike. 


13. Q. When the count was finished, how did the count compare with the num- 
ber of votes cast? r 


(Question objected to on the ground of irrelevancy by contestee’s attorney.) 

A. Well, they were short two names on the whole sheet than there was names 
on the poll-book. 

14. Q. State what the judges did to make the count and the number of votes 


agree. 
(Question objected to on the ground of irrelevancy by contestee’s attorney.) 
A. Well, I pro to count them over, and the other judges said for to add 
one, to give each candidate 2 votes cach, to make it come even with the poll- 


15. Q State whether that was done. 

(Question objected, on the ground that the question was Icading, by con- 
testee’s attorney.) 

A. Yes, sir. 
16. Q. State whether or not there were any tickets counted for these 2 votes. 
A. No; we did not have no tickets. è 

17. Q. Štate whether or not the returns as made up by the officers of clection 
stated truly the result of the election in that precinct. 

A, Well, that I could not say; the way it was mixed up we could not say 
which way it was. 

18. Q: State from what you know whether or not there was any certainty in 
the vote as ascertained and counted that day. 

_(Objected toas irrelevant, and as calling se witness's opinion as to official ac- 
tion by contestee’s attorney.) 

A. No; I couldn't give no certainty of it, 

As further evidence upon this point I read from the testimony of 
Charles F. C. Hahn, who was one of the clerks of the election. He was 
asked: 

1140. When the tickets had all been counted and tallied, how did the number 
so counted and tallied correspond with the number of names on the poll-book ? 

A. There were four tickets short. 

1141. At what time in the count was the discovery first made that the tickets 
were less in number than the names on the poll-book? 

A. I think it was when the votes were counted. 

1142. What, if anything, was done to determine whether the tallies equaled the 
number of tickets, after the deficiency was discovered ? 

A. The tickets were all counted over without being taken off from the string. 

gap ae that time were there any tickets remaining uncounted. 

- NO, sir. 

1145. What, if anything, was done to make the tally-shect harmonize with the 
poll-book? 

A. We Fave each candidate on both tickets two votes. 

1146. What effect had that on the tally-sheets and poll-books? 

A. It made them come outeven. 

TI have read only so much of the testimony of these witnesses as is 
necessary to establish this fact—so forcibly stated by the witness 
Jahn—that there was ‘‘no certainty of it.’? When the count began 
there were 7 votes in excess; when it closed there were 4 votes short 
of the number shown by the poll-book. What became of these votes; 
how came abont the excess; by what sleight of hand did they dis- 
appear? Jahn has answered this question for us. 9. “‘What then 
did you do with the tickets?—A. We put them all in the box, what 
was left.” Who can trust such men; and what return could they 
make which this House could, would, or should respect? In addition 
to certifying to what they knew to be false, and to the violation of the 
law of the State in every essential particular, we must not forget that 
the deficit did not occur during the two first countings of the ballots, 
and not until they had been put back in the box and tallied out. 
(Hahn’s testimony, question 1141.) 

There is still another circumstance we can not overlook. There were 
not so many as 450 votes cast at that precinct, and although the polls were 
closed at 6 o’clock p. m. on election day, the count was not completed 
until 1 o’clock a. m. the next day—just seven hours afterward. It is 
said that the provisions of law which were violated were, each and all of 
them, merely directory, and not in any manner mandatory. The dis- 
tinction between such provisions is well known and recognized. But 
it is only when the purpose of the Jaw has been fulfilled—when, not- 
withstanding the violation of directory provisions, an honest and fair 
election has been secured—that this distinction is of any force or vir- 
tue. Who will contend that, when directory provisions have been vio- 
lated in order to secure a false and fraudulent return, they amount to 
nothing, and should not enter into our consideration or influence our 
conclusions? Under such circumstances they become potent factors in 
enabling us to perceive what is right, and they stimulate us to do it, 
namely, to reject this entire poll. % 

In the discussion of this matter before the Committee on Elections 
it was said ‘‘the general rule is that the ordinary rules of evidence 
apply as well to election contests as to other cases. The evidenceymust 
therefore be legal evidence, be confined to the point in issue, and must 
be relevant.” Good law, certainly, to govern our examination of the 
evidence. ‘The evidence in this case may be, and is no doubt hearsay 
upon several points, but it is none the less admissible; itis part of the 
res gest as to that portion of it upon which we rely. ‘‘The res geste 
may properly be defined as consisting of those circumstances which are 
the undesigned incidents of a particular litigated act, and which are 
admissible when illustrative of such act.” (Wharton on Evidence, sec- 
tion 259.) As an illustration, I read the following from the record, 
taken from the testimony of the witness Mr. Gerstmann: 


Q. From the convershtions that you had in the precincts with the residents 
and voters there, what did you find to be the occasion of the change? 

(Question objected to on the part of the contestec as incompetent.) 

A. From the conversations that I had with those people and from the change 
of feelingsand their countenances, I could see, I supposed, that their desires had 
been satisfied or something in thatway. Ofcourse they did not come expressly 
out, but from that I could infer that something was done to poison their minds 


or to poison their ideas, and that can only be done with money, I su 
isaccording 
funds, 


pose ; that 
to my ideas, but I was xot there, and I had nothing to do with the 
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He was testifying in relation to the condition of things in Precinct 
B, ward 8, of the city of Toledo. 

“t Incidents that are thus immediately and unconsciously associated 
with an act, whether such incidents are doings or declarations, become 
in this way evidence of the character of the act’? (Wharton on Evi- 
dence, section 259), and in this case are overwhelmingly convincing, in 
view of the result of the election at that precinct. The witness had 
already testified as follows: 


Q. When you went there what did you ascertain as the sentiment of the peo- 
ple resident there with reference to the Congressional candidate ? 

(Question objected to on the part of the contestec.) 

A. Well, I heard that Frank H. Hurd stood a pretty good chance; it wasall 
Frank H. Hurd ; that is all I know. 

Q. State w 
Frank H. Hurd could aged. 

A. Well, it could be changed by dealing out s good many kegs of lager-beer, 
and that would cost morfey, I suppose, by keeping on the side of good fel- 
lows; you gentlemen understand more about election business than I do. I 
was not sent there as a distributor; nothing was intrusted to me, and so far as 
that was concerned I had merely to take a view and report. I presume you 
understand exactly what I am saying. j 

& What amounts, if any, were specified in any of the conversations that you 
had with residents of that ward as necessary to make this change? 

(Question objected to as immaterial and incompetent.) 

A. Well, some had a prety big amount, and some came down a little lower. 
To approximate it, they said that two or three thousand dollars would change 
the whole thing, but if they had any for that purpose I don’t know. 

State whether or not you reported this information to any of the persons 
who had directed you to go there. . 

A. I did; I he pede it to headquarters. 

Q. What headquarters? 

A. State and national; that was all of my business, 

& What report did you make to the national headquarters? 

A he eee for the contestee desires to ask the witness whether that report 
n writing. 

The Witness. I believe Ireported both verbally and in writing. Iam pretty 
sure of that. 

(Question objected to on the part of the contestee, because it appears that the 


report is in ting.) . 

A. I reported that it would uire financial aid. I did not go into details in 
na Pond it would require it. presume they understood it at headquarters 
w for. 

Q. What did the representatives of the national committee say to you as to 
whether this fand should be supplied or not? 

(Question objected to as incompetent and immaterial.) 

A. They said to me that they could not give me ccaildsy rent anythin 
tribute, that it would be a bad precedent; that every individual would ask as 
an individual, but that it would come forward through some other nnel— 
that it would go to the committces. That was not given tome in writing at all; 
that was given to me verbally when I visited New York, and had the conyersa- 

r, Elkins, who sent me out. 7 

Q. State what, if anything, was said as to the importance or necessity of send- 
ing money to that district, 

. They said that it was a nationally important question; that you were a 
free-trader, and that it was necessary that you should be defeated. ‘That wasin 
conversation; that wasall. They said that if a precedent could be established 
that monga could be given to me individually and to others, that they would 
furnish it, but they could not deviate; that they did not have it exactly to devi- 
ate. That wasabout ten minutes’ conversation, and that is the last I have seen 
of the gentleman. % 

Q. t, if anything, was said as to the persons to whom the money should 
be sent in order that it should go to this district? 

A. That it would go through the regular channels; that it would go through 
the committee, 

Q. Through the State committee? Y 

A. Isuppose so. I know I was told by Mr. Elkins, ‘‘ You go ahead and tell 
the chairmen of the State committee to do all they can.” 


But it will be urged that the uncertainty and falsity of the count and 
of the returns may be easily by rejecting the 2 votes each which 
were given to the candidates and suffering the result to stand. No! 
there was such falsity and uncertainty about the returns from that box 
that the extreme case provided for by Jaw is presented, and the whole 
poll must be rejected. 

But I have not done with the vote cast at Precinct B, ward 8 of the 
city of Toledo. ‘There is, in my judgment, evidence of the most satis- 
factory character going to show that bribery was resorted to for the 
purpose of carrying that precinct for Mr. Romeis. Let us consider the 
nature and of that crime. It may be, very properly, assimi- 
lated to adultery in many respects; for the briber and the bribe-taker, 
like the adulterer and the adulteress, are both infamous. It requires 
but two to commit the crime, and when committed both are equally 
anxious to forever conceal it from human eyes. Hence it is that the 
evidence we are compelled to rely upon in almost every instance is not 
of that positive so easily attainable in other violations of 
law—it is circumstantial in its character, but oftentimes overwhelm- 
ingly convincing. Now, what are the facts inthis instance? The wit- 
ness mn tells you that he went under the supervision of the 
national Republican committee to this precinct; that he had been ‘‘ap- 
pointed by the Republican national committee just to go through 
Ohio and see how things looked there.’? Again he was asked: 


Q. When you came to Toledo to whom did you report? 

A. To the chairman of the central Republican committee. 

Q. What was his name? 

A. First I believe it was Captain Schenck, after which I was introduced to 
Captain Brown, who was then chairman, 

Q. A = work were you especially assigned by these gentlemen while you 
were there A 

(Question objected to, because it seems that witness was assigned to work by 
the committee.) 

A, Well, I was assigned to the German and Polish clement, to see how the 
matter stands there, because being acquainted with the language, I was to find 
outtheir ideas—how they stood, : 


to dis- 


„if soy- sugoeions were made by which this sentiment for ` 
chan 


The result of this work was told by him when hestated that the sen- 
timent in favor of Hurd could be changed by dealing out kegs of lager 
and the use of $2,000 or $3,000. I need not further repeat what has 
been set forth in a former part of my remarks; he returned to find that 
the desires of the voters of that precinct ‘‘ had been satisfied.” The 
work had been done, and this ‘‘ nationally important question’? had 
been settled by the defeat of Mr. Hurd. The witness was so impressed 
by all he gleaned from Ferdinand Warnke and others that he stated, 
‘* Had it not been for the use of money and other considerations used in 
the political machinery Hurd would certainly have carried the pre- 
cinct.’’? Such is the testimony of this duly authorized agent of the Re- 
publican party, and the fruit of his work lies rotten-ripe before us. 

I shall now maintain that Mr. Romeis is responsible and must suffer 
for the acts and doings of his party friends and managers. They were 
his agents, and whether this bribery was done with or without his 
knowledge and direction he can not escape, much less can he justly 
claim the fruits; it renders the election void. In the case of Donnelly 
vs. Washburn, third district Minnesota, Forty-sixth Congress, the com- 
mittee said: : 

Itisa clearly established principle of law, both in England and the United 
States, that bribery committed by the sitting member, or by any agent of the 
sitting member, with or without the knowledge or direction of the principal, 
renders the election void. A 

In England bribery is an offense of so heinous a character and so utterly 
subversive of the freedom of elections that when proved to have been com- 
mitted, though in one instance only, and though a erty Ae unbribed voters 
remain, the election will be absolutely void. (Cushing's Parliamentary Law, 
page 70, section 189; Douglass, 11, 389; Maine on Elections, 345; 2 O. M., Hard- 
castle, 41; 10. M., Hardcastle, 50, 203, 236, 119, 37; Rogers on Elections, 417.) 


Mr. Romeis can not complain that we hold him responsible for the 
actsof Mr.Gerstmann. In Rogers’s Lawand Practice of Elections, pp. 
221, 222, we find the following: 

The ee les of agency derived from the transactions of private life can not 
be applied with strictness in cases of clectioneering agency. In elections where. 
the ehiaygiages of the public interest is the object to be attained, a candidate has 
no right to complain if he is made to suffer from the misconduct of others se- 
lected or allowed by him to act for him, the seat may be avoided for bribery by 
agents, though without the knowledge of the sitting member. 


It may be insinuated, or even openly c , that Mr. Gerstmann is 
not worthy of belief. But this will not avail anything; for the record 
does not show even an attempt to impeach him by the examination of 
witnesses for that purpose, although the predicate was laid by the” 
counsel for Mr. Romeis forso doing. Besides, Mr. Gerstmann is corrob- 
orated by Louis Jahn, one of the Republican judges of the election at 
that precinct, when asked: 

22. What, if anything, do you know about any money being paid to voters 
there that day after the election was over? 

(Objected to by contestee on the grounds of immateriality.) 

A. Much as I know was about nineteen ticket peddlers around there, and 
Henry Gates paid them off the same night in Joe Boldt’'s grocery. 

23. To what pearel party does Henry Gates belong? 

(Objected to by contestee on the grounds of nsn ary. SOO 

A. To the Republican party; he was the vice-president of net B. 

24. What, if anything, do you know of the amounts of money paid to those 
nineteen persons by Henry Gates? 

(Objected to by contestee on the grounds of immateriality). 

A. As much as I know some of them got three dollars, some five, and a few 

ot ten. 
. 25. How long have you resided in that precinct? 

A. Over cight years. 

26. Asa judge of the election, which political party did you represent? 

A. The Republican. 


What does all this conclusively prove? Certainly, that money was 
used for the purpose of corrupting this poll, and that the effort was 
successful. Mr. Gerstmann’s statement is corroborated, and that por- 
tion of it which was objected to as merely hearsay evidence may now 
be lawfully used for the purpose of explanation and of making evgry- 
thing plain; and for the purpose, also, of illustrating the methods some- 
times employed to defeat the will of the people. 

When we remember that Mr. Elkins was not called upon to testify 
and deny the charge, if he could (although it is a fact, known to all of 
us, that he was accessible and could easily have been examined), when 
we remember that no one has attempted to tell us where the money 
came from with which the nineteen ticket peddlers were paid, and when 
we find that it took nineteen of such peddlers to peddle tickets in a 
precinct which cast less than 450 votes—the conviction is overwhelm- 
ing that bribery and corruption ran riot that dayin Precinct B, ward 
8, of the city of Toledo, Ohio. The testimony of Mr. Warnke, as 
every lawyer knows, is merely negative testimony. It may be true, 
every word of it, and yet amount to nothing; he simply swears to what 
he knows of his own knowledge, and denies (so far as he knows any- 
thing about it) that any money was used to buy votes for Mr. Romeis. 
Mr. Jahn, on the other hand, tells how, when, where, and upon whom 
the controlling influence of money was brought to bear. He proves, as 
a fact, that money was used in paying off the ticket peddlers. 

But it may be argued that the burden of proving the charge of brib- 
ery is upon Mr. Hurd; that no vote should be rejected until he shows 
that the elector was corrupted. This would serve every purpose if it 
was dealing with an individual. But the contestant has notattempted 


to prove the bribery in each individual instance; he has done far more, 
for he has proven that the poll at that precinct was corrupted. The 
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law, as laid down in Goode vs. Platt, Election Manual, 679, is as fol- 
' lows: 


Bribery at psies ee helda a common law, 
Both the See rreg pore gt -taare 


fi Ea a ‘Thats r acceptan ly be Hpk DE the 
or r ce can on avo! app! 

rule of law, so well known and of such general adoption that py ai need scarcely 
be repeated here, that when illegal or fraudulent votes have been proven, and 
the poll can not be purged with reasonable certainty, the whole vote must be 


I maintain that it is the duty of this House to reject the whole vote 
cast at Precinct B, ward 8, of the city of Toledo, because ‘‘the poll can 
not be purged with reasonable certainty.” By so doing the apparent 
majority for Mr. Romeis is reduced from 239 to 19 votes, since the major- 
ity claimed for him at that precinct was 220. 

The second ground assigned for this contest is that illegal votes were 
cast in the city of Toledo. 

We will inquire, first, how was this fact found out; and, after learn- 
ing the number of illegal votes, then let us determine what should be 
done with them, in justice to the parties interested, namely: the con- 
testant, the contestee, and the people of the tenth Ohio district. 

There is no ion law in Ohio. We can not determine, there- 
fore, by a mere examination of the poll-list, that a certain voter named 
therein was or was not a legal voter. 

There was but one way to contestant, and he has pursued it. 
Two elections were held in that State in the year 1884, the one, held 
in October, for State officers and members of eos aa ’and the other, 
held in November, for electors of President and Vice-President. Tak- 
ing the poll-lists of the two elections and by comparing them it was 
believed that 347 persons of those who had voted for a Congressman in 
that city were not lawful voters. In reaching this conclusion witnesses 
from each precinct of the ci ms who had lived there for many 

years—were called and se SE fir to the qualifications of those sus- 
iat of illegal voting. These witnesses were well acquainted with 

‘all the people of the respective precincts; they had fom doing busi- 
ness with them, had held offices among them, had taken the lists of 
names and called in a number of prominent people from every part of 
each precinct to pass upon the names of the suspected ill voters. 

. They compared the lists, went from house to house personally to learn 
whether or not the ol pias named were legal voters, and found that 
they were not. any one say that a prima facie case was not thus 
made out? 

In Blair vs. Barrett, May 22, 1860, 1 Bartlett, 30, it is said; 

Many voters were to be non-residents—some of the State and more ot 
the particular precinct in which they voted. The very nature of the charge 
shows the difficulty of the proof. It involves to a great extent proof of an 
tion respecting persons w namesare ipes known; and, except in a few 
aioe! Sisto or in pag ler been of The same ‘Stat the wey it aan hardly betes 
tise acess of the case of a itive and direct rect character. J these Sodes the 
committee based their conclusions upon evidence that Shoe men had never 
voted in that precinct before; werestrangers to the old residents of the precinct, 
to individuals who had acted as judges pret clerks of election for a 
of years; had no home or ess in the precinct known to 
quaintance, its home and business, and that they have disappeared from the 

ny of the election, their whereabouts not having been discovered since even by 
the canvass-takers, With this evidence on the one side so easy of rebuttal by 
the production of the voter if a resident, or of some one else who knew him to 
be a resident, yet left uncontradicted, the committee could como to no other 
conclusion than to reject all such voters as illegal. 

The contestee recognized the force of this evidence, and sought to 
show that the persons suspected were in fact legal voters. By his own 
showing the contestee failed to account for 73 votes, and we are now 
to decide what should be done with them. As to the remaining 275 
votgs (of the number of those suspected of being illegal) contestee un- 
dertook to prove that there had been a mistake made when the names 
were called at the polls; that since many were foreigners it happened 
that a wrong name had "been entered b; y: the clerks at the election, and 
that the names found in the city clerk’s office were the true names of 
the voters whose right to vote had been called into question, For ex- 
ample, Peter Chuley had been entered by the election clerks as P. Judy. 
But I need not dwell upon this feature, for contestee fails to account 
for 73 votes, while contestant asserts that there were 191 votes which con- 
testee did not and could not satisfactorily account for. What are we 
to do with these illegal votes, whatever the true number may be? 

Let us begin with a mopoa which no one should deny: That il- 
legal votes can never entitle contestant to the seat; but may operate to 
deprive the sitting member of his seat in this House. The effect of such 
votes should be to avoid the election. What election? is the next ques- 
tion. Shall votes which were cast at boxes where no law was vio- 
lated be thrown out? Surely, not so! We are not endeavoring to 
defeat, but rather to secure to the people of the tenth Ohio district the 
right of choosing their own Representative. 

In Le Moyne vs. Farwell, Digest of 1871 and 1876, page 412, the com- 
mittee approve the rule of Duffey (4 Brewster): 


Upon news that fraudulent votes have been received the burden of proof falls 
aoe the candidate acknowledged by the count toshow that the person so voting 
Thay avers polled andl SOLNAS Sor Intel and ths poll will be purged ly Oika 

were po! and coun! for an poll w p y ng 
the whole number of such votes from count, 


Again, the doctrine is thus laid down in the case of Duffey (4 Brews- 
ter, page 531): 


the election papse on file in the proper office, and 


if it De apparent from them that persons Ih Saver neeeS whose names 
were not on the -} lege) ing vouched according to law, then 
prima facie all such votes are a contest has been ina’ ted 


t such votes have Peas received, the 
burden of proof falls upon the candidate advantaged by th ch naan count in 


severally eye 
C ipay neneng. m or, if this be not so, that they voted for 


opponent; he Lina 
curse which the law imposes upon such ballots, otherwise it will be pre- 


sumed that they were polled and counted for him; and there! the Apon will 
be purged by striking the whole number of such votes from is soa 

If, therefore, illegal votes should be rejected—and no. one will deny 
it—there is, it seems to me, but one safe rule, and it is this, namely: 
Deduct the illegal votes from him having the majority in the precinct 
in question up to the number of hismajority. This procedure amounts 
to a rejection of the whole poll, as it should do whenever the illegal 
votes equal or exceed the majority of the foremost candidate. If the 
number of illegal votes do not equal the majority of him having the 
highest vote, then what remains inures to his benefit. By this rule the 
honest voter is not disfranchised, and the candidate having the majority 
has no right to complain. Let us apply the rule to the present case. 
At the precincts which gave Mr. Romeis majorities there were cast 135 
illegal votes. At the precincts which gave Mr. Hurd majorities there 
were 56 illegal votes cast. Since the majority in each instance for the 
respective candidates was greater than the number of ill votes cast 
in the precinct we reach the result by simply deducting 56 from 135, and 
find that Mr. Romeis’s apparent majority of 239 votes in the district 
must be reduced 79 votes. I will now read the table, showing fully 
what I have before expressed: 

Precincts in Toledo giving Mr. Romeis a majority in each: 

- Majority. 

Precinct A, ward 2.. oe 22 


* Real majority 32. 
From the following precincts in Toledo, which gave Mr. Hurd a ma- 
jority, the following deductions should be made: 
BENENE 


Precinct A, ward 4... 
Precinct C, ward af 
Precinct A, 
Precinct B, ward 5... 
Precinct A, ward 7... ie 
PAIN Ay E E cas caehin sponta is ub ear R Lash E NR ve 10 


Deduct the one from the other, and it leaves 79 yotes illegally cast in 
Toledo to be deducted from the apparent majority of the contestee. 

We think that this is as favorable a view for the contestee as ought to 
be taken of these illegal votes. 

We are next called upon to decide what should be done with the 
vote cast at Precinct C, ward 3, of the city of Toledo. 

What are the facts, as shown by the testimony? It is that one Rob- 
ert H. Bell, a partisan Republican, who had no right or business to be 
near the ballot-box, repeatedly put his hands into it while the count- 
ing was going on and handled the ballots, taking them out of the box 
and placing Bi upon the table. To properly estimate the enormity 
of such conduct, and to enable us in deciding whatshould be done with 
this poll, I will read the Ohio statute upon this subject. Section 7059 
of the Revised Statutes provides: 


agred at any election unlawfully, either by force, fraud, or other hom, St 
cans, obtains or attempts to obtain possession of any ballot-box, orany jots 
therein deposited, while the voting at such election is going on,or before the 
ballots are duly taken out of such box and enumerated by the judges of the 
election, according to law, shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary not more than 
three years nor less than one year. 
And the following extract from the brief filed in this case on behalf 
of the contestant: 

The act here prohibited is not merely the fraudulent taking posession of bal- 
lots, but the iiogal taking of them by any improper means. This shows the 
view in which the Ohio statute holds the giving ofany opportunity to unauthor- 
ized persons to tamper with the votes. 

'The New York case, above referred to, is the case of Cary vs. Twom- 
bly, New York Contested-Election Cases, page 474, There it is said: 

The irregularity angoa. before the committee on protest of the board of can- 
vassers * * * and before the committee of this house in relation to the eight- 
eenth district of the sixteenth ward in the fact that Mr. Wiliam Ter- 
Bane a person notan PAPON POTD in the canvass of the votes for mem- 

bers of assembly, and performed acts and duties allowed by law to be performed 


so den an inspector of election. 
Fact of the participation of the said Npabas xian ine handling the ballots be- 
fully established before your committeo, 


age 


fore they were counted, was * * * 
It was also shown by the evidence. 


It a ae: thata paren occupying the position ot: Mr. Terhune, and 
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g the ballots as he was known to have ed them, could haye sub- 
stituted ballots contesting member for the sitt .. In other 
words, that he could have substituted one ballotforanother. It furthet 
before your committee said Terhune was a friend an of the con- 


tment by Judge 
ority to interfere or 


Your comunittee, therefore, upon due de! 
votes for each of the parties in said district, 
If, now, the offense of handling the ballot is one so heinous that a 
man must be imprisoned for not less than one nor more than three 
in the penitentiary, we might well hesitate to receive the vote of that 
inct. But there is more to influence one in deciding the question. 

n the first place, it seems that the defeat of Hurd was deemed a mat- 
ter of national importance, and a large sum of money was expended by 
the party to which Bell Aree es in order to carry another precinct for 
Mr. Romeis. Secondly, the effort by Bell to avoid the necessary result 
of his interference with the ballots is a circumstance of great weight, 
and should lead us, I think, to reject the entire poll. This course will 
commend itself, in the light of the following reply from the witness 
David Emerich. He was asked: 

8. Q. State in what way, if any, Robert H. Bell interfered at the time of the 
October election, 1884, in inct Cof the third ward, with the work of the judges 
and clerks in po! and counting the vote of that election. 

(Question obj to as leading and not rebuttal), z 

A. He took tickets out of the ballot-box, put them on the table, took my poll- 
ing-sheet and wrote a lot of names while I was gone to dinner. 

DAVID EMERICK. 


A candid examination of the testimony satisfies my mind that the in- 
terference with the ballots was at the October election, and not at the 
November election, as Mr. Bell would have us believe. He does not 
nat niteni The only point he seeks to make is that it was not 
at the Congressional election, Underall the circumstances an unpreju- 
diced mind will believe the testimony of a disinterested witness, and 
decide that he did so interfere at the October election. 

One of the most painful circumstances to the average citizen connected 
with this contest is in the proof, which was laid before the committee, 
as to the intimidation of voters on Kelley’s Island. This island lies upon 
the bosom of Lake Erie, about 20 miles fromthe mainland. There lives 
Mr. Norman Kelley, a gentleman whose devotion to his party can not be 
questioned. Largely interested in two kinds of business, he gave em- 
ployment to many operatives. These men were dependent upon him for 
their daily bread. With his favor, they could take care of and provide 
a support for their wives and little children; to'provoke his displeasure 
was to invite destitution, with all its attendant horrors. 

There were seventy men of them, and they voted between 5 and 6 
o’clock in the afternoon, during which time Mr. Kelley was at the polls. 
He had urged them beforehand to vote against Mr. Hurd, and stand- 
ing at the door of the house where the election was held he told his 
men that he wanted to see their tickets; in some instances required them 
to show him their tickets. When one of his men came away from the 
polls whom he supposed had voted for Mr. Hurd, hesaid to him that ‘‘he 
would be oneof the first to go.” The testimony shows that Mr. Kelley 
was not in the habit of going around the polls, but on this occasion, as 
one John Woodford had sent word to him that things were not going 
very well at the polls and he must come up, he went to the polls and 
acted as I have related. A more cruel piece of intimidation could not 
have been practiced upon poor, dependent voters. The key-note may 
be found in the statement which Mr. Kelley made to the witness Fred- 
erick Alvord, namely: ‘‘ He [Mr. Kelley] then said that he did not con- 
sider it intimidation, but that it was a matter of business with him; 
that he had to protect his own interests.” In one word, he felt war- 
jar rapt 4 to what every one will denominate intimidation in 

er end his pecuniary interest against the anticipated evils of 
the election of a free-trader. a 
In Richardson vs. Rainey, Digest of 1876-’80, page 228, it is said: 
The that threatens such loss of emplo 
and pb ate daga just as culpable as one w zigerin dy vag ne Monge aeee 
political ends, 
And upon this subject the law of Ohio is clear and severe: 


Section 7065 of the Ohio Revised Statutes provides that “if an employer of 
laborers, or an nt of such employer, threatens to withhold or reduce the 
= Se hanes tae eeaiey tos one yap nape “fe + è shall 

more than or than , or impriso: in itentiary 
not more than three years.” of ait 


At this precinct the majority for Mr. Romeis was 29 votes. The 


number of Norman Kelley’s men was seventy. Will it not be even 
more than justice to Mr. Romeis tosimply reject this poll? ‘True, a 
lesson should be taught employers who drive their employés to the 
polls like sheep to the shambles; and since Mr. Kelley became (as I 
have already shown in the case of Mr. Gerstmann) the agent of Mr. 
Romeis, that gentleman can not be heard te complain if we deduct the 
entire illegal vote from the number of votes which were returned by the 
election as cast for him. It is said in the of the com- 
mittee that there is no evidence that any one was inti ted and that 
this ground of contest is not well taken. The reply is an easy one, and 
I think equally conclusive, namely, that it was believed by Mr. Ro- 


failed | meis’s friends that intimidation was necessary; that Mr. Kelley was 


sent for certainly to control his employés, and that he went to the 
polls and there used such means as were well calculated to intimidate 
the poor and dependent.employé, and that the precinct gare a major- 
ity for Mr. Romeis. If this evidence, the best which the nature of 
the case permits, does not convince you that the entire vote of the pre- 
cinct should be rejected, then we of the minority have mistaken the 
temper of this House. 

In view of all this Iam ready to-day, as I was when the vote was 
taken in our committee, to again declare by my vote, my unfaltering 
conviction, that Frank H. Hurd is entitled to his seat as the Repre- 


Yeats | sentative from the tenth Ohio district. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (S. 60) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near 
Alton, Ill., and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had without amendment a bill (H. R. 
2239) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to deliver to the orig- 
inal owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in the Treasury De- 
partment by the Secretary of War. 

HURD VS. ROMEIS. 


Mr. ROBERTSON resumed the floor and yiclded to Mr. Croxton. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
MARTIN] has consumed twenty minutes of the time of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the arrangement, 
the gentleman from Virginia | Mr, Croxton] has fifteen minutes in his 
own right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
ROBERTSON ] has twenty-eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. But I want the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Croxton] to take the floor in his own time. 

Mr. CROXTON. Then I am to speak fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is the understanding. 

Mr. CROXTON. Mr. Speaker, I can hardly say that I regret on this 
first occasion when I address the House of Representatives that I find 
myself occupying a somewhat curious position. Upon the committee 
with me I find gentlemen of distinction who differ very widely with 
their political brethren with whom I found myself associated as to the 
right of this remarkable case. Irepeat, I can not say that I regret this, 
although we have the example on the other side of a solid front, with- 
out one shadow of wavering as to what their opinions are in this re- 
markable case. We Democrats claim the right to differ. Iregret that 
that right should have been indulged in on this occasion on Mr. Hurd’s 
account, but as far as I am concerned it is a source of congratulation 
to me that F am with gentlemen who have expressed their opinion can- 
didly, as I mean to express mine. 2 

Now, sir, the first question I shall treat in this case is this charge of 
bribery—not specific acts of bribery, not that A or B or C were bribed— 
but that there was a general bribery at this i precinct in the 
city of Toledo which corrupted the poll at that precinct and rendered 
it unworthy to be counted in an election; that that bribery pervaded 
the entjre result there and rendered it absolu null and voi What 
evidence is there of that fact? Bribery and fraud, Mr. Speaker, can 
not be proven as you prove a debt. It is not required, under the law, 
that you should substantiate a chargeof that sortas you would a debt, 
an ascertained factabout which men may differ, but the proof of which 
is up to the hub on one side or the other. 

There is no court in Christendom, the highest in the land, that ever 
dreams of expecting bribery or fraud to be proven as you would prove 
a conceded fact, one way or the other, where one man claims one thing 
and the otheranother. Howdoyouproveitthen? By circumstances. 
Circumstances are frequently the best evidence in the world. Now, 
what are the circumstances that lead up to the conviction that there 
was general bribery at this particular precinct? Is there a man here, 
or is there a man on that committee, who entertains a shadow of doubt 
that this man Gerstmann went to that precinct for the purpose for which 
he says he went there? : 

Can any man who reads, or hears stated, the facts connected with 
Gerstmann’s visit there doubt that he went there, and went for the 


3456 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 13, 


purpose which he says carried him there? What was that purpose? 
To ascertain the condition of affairs in that precinct. Why was that 
precinct selected? The population was made up largely of Germans 
and Poles, and this man spoke both languages. He was then a proper 
man to go'there, for he could converse with the people. He did go. 
There is no earthly question about that fact. He mingled and con- 
versed with those people, and he reported to Mr. Brown, representing 
the State committee of Ohio, the fact that ‘tthe entire current is in 
favor of Frank Hurd; the people in this precinct are all in favor of 
Hurd.” By the advice of these people at Toledo he goes to the State 
committee and reports what he had found. Then the question was, 
‘“Whatwill cure the trouble?”? ‘‘Money.”? ‘‘Howmuch?? ‘‘Two 
or three thousand dollars.” 

What does he do next? Hegoes to visit the national executive com- 
mittee, and there is not a man here who doubts the fact that Gerst- 
mann had an interview with Mr. Elkins and some othermembersof that 
committee. He tells them what he has learned in Ohio. He states 
the fact as he had stated itin Ohio; and he repeats when he gets back 
the assurance which had been given him, which was, ‘‘ Money shall be 
forthcoming; we can not send it through you; it must go through the 
proper channels; that is the custom, and we must follow it; but the 
money shall be forthcoming.” He did not say that he carried the 
money. There is not a shadow of evidence in this case that he asked 
to be permitted to carry it. He did what he was engaged todo. He 
went to that precinct, ascertained the condition of things, and made 
report. > 

Did the money go there? How can we prove this? How can any 
man prove that two or three thousand dollars wascarried there, unless 
by putting Mr. Elkins or some other member of the national commit- 
tee on the stand? Did the money go there? This man testifies that 
he was requested to go back there, and did go, just preceding the elec- 
tion, and found acomplete revolution in the sentiment of those people. 
The direct question is asked him, ‘‘ What produced this changè?” He 
says: ‘‘Money and other things that were brought to bear.” Every- 
thing he said would happen did happen. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is it notas plain to the mind of every man here as 
that ‘two and two make four” that if this man lied it was the easiest 
thing in the world for Mr. Romeis to show that he lied? Why did he 
not do it? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. He could have put Mr. Elkins himself on the 
stand. 

Mr. CROXTON. Why did not Mr. Romeis undertake to prove that 
the statements of Gerstmann were false? Why, sir,if Mr. Elkins had 
simply written a note to Mr. Romeis saying ‘‘ the whole story is a lie,” 
the refutation would have been brought out, and this whole evidence 
of Gerstmann would have been completely overturned. 

Mr. Romeis, if Gerstmann’s statement was false, might have put upon 
the stand the chairman of the State committee of Ohio, who might have 
testified: ‘‘ This fellow never approached me; I never had anything to 
do with him; I know nothing in the world about him.’’ Mr. Romeis 
and his friends had it entirely within their power to crush the whole 
of this evidence, but they did not attempt to do it. 

But they say it is hearsay evidence. What sort of hearsay evidence? 
What did Mr, Gerstmann hear? Why, he heard what he was sent to 
inquire for—the condition of sentiment at Toledo. What did he do? 
He reported it where he was expected to report it. For what purpose? 
That appliances might be brought to bear to revolutionize the state of 
things at that precinct. The advice which he gave was acted on; and 
the result followed precisely as he said it would follow the liberal use 
of money. 5 

Now, I do not want to be misunderstood. We do not charge that 
there were specific acts of bribery, but we say this large sum of money 
was sent there to debauch and corrupt that precinct, and it had its 
effect, ~ 
Gentlemen talk about the personal popularity of Mr. Romeis there 
in local contests. It is hardly for me to say, at least to my 
Southern friends, that such considerations do not weigh a feather in 
contests of this kind with us; and I do not believe the case is different 
at the North. Especially do I not believe it is different in Ohio; for 
gentlemen may, as did my friend from New York just now, compliment 
the freemen of Ohio just as highly as they please, but unless history 
lies most egregiously, large sums of money haye been used, and suc- 
cessfully used, in that State for years, and have had the result sought 
and anticipated. 

Now, who was Mr. Girstmann? He was the agent of these very peo- 
ple, the very man that they sent there; and his statements are not hear- 
say statements at all. He states the facts which came to his knowledge 
by contact with the people whom he was sent to visit. And the very 
result which he told them would follow did follow. Whatattempt. has 
been made to break him down? They actually attempt to break him 
down by the testimony of Mr. Brown, the lawyer who examined him, 
the very man he went to consult with when he went to Ohio upon this 
business. I do not wish to be understood as intimating that the men 
who are the go-betweens or agents between the briber and the men 
sought to be bribed are the best witnesses whose testimony we can have; 


but I do say that the man who encourages another to act in that ca- 
pacity is the last one on earth who ought to be believed if he under- 
takes to attack the agent for doing what he engaged him todo. Mr. 
Gerstmann accomplished the job he contracted for; and whatever dis- 
credit may attach to him attaches with tenfold greater weight to the 
parties who engaged him to do that dirty work which they were afraid 
or ashamed to do themselves. 

Did he do it? If he did, is not that poll then corrupted and de- 
stroyed? It is corrupt, gone, and ought not to be counted in a contest 
where fairness and observance of law are required to be kept in view. 
As far as my opinion goes, Ihave not a shadow of doubt upon the sub- 


ject. 

Local elections prove nothing. I have witnessed numbers of in- 
stances, where no political issue was at stake, where gentlemen—be- 
cause of their personal influence and great popularity—have been car- 
ried into office by a very large majority. lt is the hardest matter in 
the world to draw political lines in an election for local offices through- 
out the country. 

Now, why was this man Gerstmann sent down there to the city of 
Toledo on the part of this syndicate? It was a vital matter with them 
that the contestant in this case [Mr. Hurd] should not be elected to 
Congress, because he wasa free-trader. And these people were told they 
must destroy him. Why was a syndicate selected for the p and 
why was this man Gerstmann selected to do the work? The work de- 
signed to be accomplished could be accomplished in the city better than 
inthe country. He wassent to the very place where these Germans and 
Poles were located, and because they were to a great extent strangers 
to our own people it was supposed they might be influenced more readily 
by astranger because hespoke theirlanguage. This was the reason why 
this syndicate was raised and that man sent among these Germans and 
Poles to influence their vote against Mr. Hurd. 

Isthatall? Togive way to the testimony in this case would force óne 
to the conclusion every man connected with that election was corrupted. 
Judges were debauched, clerks were debauched, and the whole pro- 
ceedings carried on in fraud and utter disregard of law and with con- 
tempt for all the observances required on a solemn occasion of record. 
In that town they took one of the judges outside of the precinct in 
which these people were expected to vote. They had four hundred and 
odd voters, and it was not difficult, it seems to me, to find enough men 
there sufficiently qualified to constitute the judges of election. 

The testimony shows as to some of these men they were extremely 
ordinary in every sense of the term. Ido not wish to discuss ques- 
tions of law in the brief time allotted to me, as my friend from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MARTIN ] who preceded me, hascovered that ground almost 
entirely. But if the law of Ohio does not peremptorily require the 
selection of these judges of election from residents within the precinct, 
then I should like to have that fact appear. 

Mr. WISE. Will my colleague permit me to ask him whether it is 
contrary to the laws of Ohio to take a judge outside of the precinct? 

Mr. CROXTON. That is unquestionably the spirit of the law; and 
I thank my distinguished colleague, who is a member of the committee 
with me, for suggesting the idea by asking the question. 

Mr. TURNER. I did not make the suggestion. 

Mr. CROXTON. I ask whether any one ever heard of a single in- 
stance of a judge of election being appointed outside of the precinct 
where the election was held? I myself never heard of a judge of elec- 
tion being taken from outside of a precinct. 

But this man outside of the precinct was selected as one of the judges 
of this election. What does that man say of the result of that elec- 
tion? He says positively he does not know what the result was. An- 
other judge says distinctly he certified the poll knowing it to be false. 
The clerk who kept the record of the votes there testifies he does not 
know what the true poll was, and no man could tell what it was. 

Was it a1 certificate of the vote of that place? Did it comply 
with one single requirement of the statutory law of the State of Ohio? 
It did not. asit thethingaimed at? Wasita result obtained which 
you could act upon? Was it a fact certified according to lawsworn to 
in advance—if they are sworn there—and I do not know whether they 
are or not required under that law to do certain things, but notasingle 
thing required was done. And after the work was accomplished they 
proclaimed on the witness stand they had certified to what was not 
true. 

Is that the result of the election? I have, Mr. Speaker, as high a 
regard and as sacred a feeling for a spotless and unstained. ballot as 
any man in America. I believe, Virginian though I am, ina free bal- 
lot and a fair count, but I believe a free ballotand a fair count should 
be cast according to the principles of the law. I can say to my friends 
on the other side of the House if there is a man on earth who ought 
to be for a free ballotand a fair count it isa son of Virginia, where the 
infamies of a Republican Ans ate have been brought to bear 
against us by everything nuity could suggest or invent. 

But in having that free ballot and fair count I want it according to 


law; and if the law is not observed I am an advocate for throwing out 
the thing you call a poll, and the result of the election, and rejecting 
it entirely, proclaiming to the world that there has been no election. 
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Why? The law defines what an election is. It prescribes the mode 
zf conducting and consummating it; and if you depart from the law 
you have done the thing that you had no right to do. 

Oh, but the ery is raised you deprive honest voters of the right to 
vote. Whodoesit? Thelaw. Itis said you will deny men their 
rights as freemen. I ask again, who does it? The law. Complain of 
that, if you want to complain. Make your election officers obey the 
law, repeal or change it ifa change be needed, but as long as the statute 
of the State of Ohio or of any other State isin force do not violate that 
statute, and then come before Congress or the world and ask thata man 
shall be declared duly elected when the very groundwork of his claim 
is unwarranted by a line or a letter of the law of his own State. He 
has no right to it, and it is useless to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia has eon- 
sumed fifteen minutes of his time. 

Mr. WISE. But the gentleman can proceed in his own time. 

- Mr. CROXTON. No; I am tied down to fifteen minutes. Well, I 
hardly know whether I am glad or sorry. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, in supporting the majority report of 
the committee within the limited time I have, I will briefly call the 
attention of the House to certain facts as shown by the records in this 
case, and endeavor to ascertain upon what the contestant relies when 
he asks this House to set aside the election of Mr. Romeis, notwith- 
standing his majority of 239 votes, and to award him the seat. 

In my judgment the contestant, in seeking for an excuse for his de- 
feat, has failed to look in the proper direction. All his claims that there 
was an organized conspiracy entered into by the leaders of the Repub- 
lican party, both State and national, to compass his overthrow are 
founded upon such unworthy testimony that Iam sure no court of jus- 
tice, much less the House of Representatives of the United States, will 
give a verdict in his favor. r 

The contestant claims that money was raised in different portions of 
the country and sent into his district for the purpose of bribing the 
voters in the interest of his opponent; that there was*wholesale fraud 
and corruption, many illegal votes being cast; that in a certain district 
the ballots were tampered with, in another many illegal votes cast, and 
in another an attempt to intimidate the voters. 

# - Now, let us see upon what kind of evidence these charges are based. 
And first we will examine the charges of bribery and corruption. No- 
where does the contestant show by any except hearsay evidence that 
there was a dollar spent to bribe or corrupt the voters of this district; 
nowhere does he show in the evidence that there was a dollar of money 
sent into this district to be used for the purpose of bribing and corrupt- 
ing the voters. 

he contestant bases his charge of money being sent into this district 
on the testimony of one Ggrstmann, who, in his direct examination, 
swears that he was sent by the national Republican committee into 
the tenth district of Ohio, prior to the election held in October, 1884, 
for the purpose of looking over the ground and ascertaining the status 
of the campaign. He says that he visited a district where there were 
Polish and German voters, and that he learned on his first visit to that 
district that Mr. Hurd stood a good chance of election, but that the 
sentiment could be changed if money was sent there, some persons 
naming $2,000 or $3,000 as being necessary to accomplish this, and 
that he reported this to the Republican headquarters; that they re- 
fused to send any money to the State committee of Ohio through him, 
and that he was told to go back and tell the Republican committee to 
do all they could to elect the Republican ticket; but that on a second 
visit to this same district, made later, he found that the sentiment had 
been changed, and that instead of its being for Mr. Hurd, as at the time 
of his first visit, it was against Hurd, and he supposed there had heen 
money sent for the purpose of bribery and corruption, as he had seen the 
people “‘jargooning’’ together. But nowhere does he say, on the con- 
trary he affirms, that no money was sent by him (nor could he be trusted 
with any), nor does he show that one dollar was sent to the State. 
After being hard pressed by the attorney for the contestee, he admitted 
that there was but two or three weeks’ time between his visits to 
Toledo; consequently within that time he must haye gone to the Re- 
publican headquarters in New York, the money must have been sent 
to Toledo, and the voters corrupted. Is such a thing possible? 

Now, let us take up the cross-examination of this witness and see 
what that discloses: Mr. Gerstmann swears that he had lived in Ohio 
since April, 1884, and that he had lived in a Southern State from 1856 
to 1870; that at the commencement of the rebellion he wasin business 
in Georgia. To avoid conscription in the confederate army he ap- 
pointed himself a Jewish rabbi, traveling around over the country 
speculating during the week, and on Sunday, if called upon, perform- 
ing the duties of his office; that he was an itinerant; that for many 
years since the war he has been traveling over tke country, first on 
the Pacific coast, then back to Georgia or Florida, one month in Arkan- 
sas, the next in Pennsylvania; has always been a Democrat; was a sup- 
porter of General Hancock in 1880, and had General Hancock been 
elected expected to receive an office. He would not give the names of 
any of the leading members of the churches to which he ministered, 
nor refer to any leading citizen residing anywhere that he had lived— 
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in fact, a ‘‘ Wandering Jew,” with no permanent abode; nor could he 
show any letter of authority for him to act for the Republican party. 

On the cross-examination he swears that while in Ohio he was in com- 
munication with the Democratic State committee, and showed letters 
and telegrams purporting to be from the Democratic national commit- 
teemen, one being from Mr. Smalley, the secretary, trying to convince 
every one with whom he was brought in contact that he was a man of 
importance, and should be cultivated. When with the Republicans he 
tried to impress them with the statement that he was a trusted leader 
of the Republican party, with an important mission for the national 
committee. When with the Democrats he talked freely of his intimacy 
with Mr, Smalley, secretary, and with Mr. Barnum, chairman of the 
national Democratic committee. ‘ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is it proper to suppose that such a man as this 
Mr. Gerstmann would have been sent by the chairman of the Repub- 
lican national committee upon the important mission he claims he was 
intrusted with; that is, going into a section of the country where he 
was totally unacquainted to confer with the party leaders there to as- 
certain the status of the public mind so that the leaders could intelli- 
gently act in reference to the work necessary to be done? In the first 
place, this man shows himself totally unfitted for the position; and in 
the second, as not worthy to be trusted by any one, So far, many 
charges have been made against the gentlemen who conducted the Re- 
publican campaign in 1884, but no dne has ever accused them of being 
so foolish as to employ such agents as this manGerstmann. I am sat- 
isfied, and so is every one who has*carefully read the testimony of this 
man, that he was never employed by the Republican committee. 

It is upon the testimony of this man alone that the contestant relies 
to prove the attempt to bribe the voters of the tenth Congressional dis- 
trict of Ohio. No other wittiess does he introduce to corroborate the 
testimony of Gerstmann; nor does he show by Gerstmann any docu- 
ments, letters, or orders to support his statements. 

But this is not all, Mr. Speaker. This man Gertsmann in his testi- 
mony names certain men in the tenth district with whom he claims to 
have had cértain conversations and from whom he received informa- 
tion. One especially, Mr. Warnke, of Toledo, who denies in every par- 
ticular all to which Gertsmann testifies, and swears that he never told 
him anything in reference to the voters of the precinct in which he re- 
sides; that all the conversation he ever had with Gertsmann was when 
he came into his saloon and asked concerning the election, saying, 
“What do you think of this election?’? Warnke replying that he di 
not know, Gertsmann then asked if he was acquainted with certain 
men in the.town who were Democrats, and invited Warnke to go down 
town with him; Warnke declining, Gertsmann ‘‘ ordered a pony beer’? 
and then left. Mr. Speaker, this House will require better evidence 
than that of this man Gertsmann before the contestant can hope to prove 
the conspiracy he charges was entered into to defeat his election to 
Congress. If this large amount of money was expended in the tenth 
district, as contestant charges, some traces of it could be found, and the 
active, energetic friends who aided contestant in the contest would long 
since have discovered the clue. : : 

The contestant tries to show by the testimony of one Jahn that there 
was money paid to bribe the voters of a certain precinct. Mr. Jahn 
says that one Henry Gates had paid nineteen ticket peddlers the night 
of the election; that some of the peddlers got $3, some $5, and others 
got as much as $10; but when Mr. Jahn was asked if he was t 
at the time or knew that the money was paid, he testifies that he was 
told such was the case—entirely hearsay testimony. Now, sir, there 
is no proof or testimony which would be received in any court that one 
dollar was illegally spent by the contestee or his friends in the tenth Con- 
gressional district of Ohio during the campaign of 1884. On the con- 
trary, it is shown that no money had been furnished by the contestee 
or his friends, and that no money was used in that election excepting 
for legitimate expenses. There is no question but that the ticket ped- 
dlers were paid by the Republican campaign committee, as is the cus- 
tom everywhere, and I suppose the Democratic campaign committee 
in that district did the same thing. ‘These men were employed for the 
pUrposeof distributing tickets; their time was given and they were paid 
for it; but they were not employed or paid for the purpose of wrong- 
fully influencing voters; it was simply a reimbursement for the time 
they had lost on the day of election. 

Another specification: The contestant charges that in Precinct B of 
the eighth ward the election was so loosely conducted that it was im- 
possible to ascertain the true vote of that precinct. He claims that 
the tickets were so carelessly counted and the poll-book kept in such 
a manner that it was impossible to make them agree, and that because 
of this he claims the whole precinct should be thrown out. The testi- 
mony shows that when the tickets which had been deposited were 
counted there was a difference between the number of tickets counted 
and the number of names on the poll-hook—from five to seven—and 
one witness, Louis Jahn, swears that they could not make the two 
agree, always being more ballots than names on the books. Now, the 
factsare and the evidence shows that when the ballots were first counted 
they were in excess of the names on the poll-book; the second count 
showedless, but when they had been tallied and accurately counted it 
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was shown that there were 4 less ballots cast than there were names on 
the poll-book, and the judges, without authority of law forso doing, to 
cap allay Le pen ng added 2 votes to each of the candidates 
for Congress, as well as for all other officers voted for, there being 326 
ballots in the ballot-box, while the poll-book showed 330 names, 

Now, if this was irregular, and I think it was, deduct the two votes 
from each of the two candidates, and you have not changed the result; 
but there is nothing in the testimony to show that there was any at- 
tempt at fraud in this precinct, or that the election there was not fairly 
or honestly conducted. All the witnesses agree to that; and if these 
judges did transcend their authority in their anxiety to make the poll- 

k and ballots agree, they showed no disposition to harm any one, 
nor is there any reason why this precinct should be excluded. Nowall 
the authorities agree to this view: That the most that could be done was 
to throw out the 4 votes added to make the ballots correspond with the 
number in the ballot-box. 

The contestant also charges that there were counted many fraudulent 
votes that were cast in the city of Toledo; and to prove this he has the 
poll-books used at the October election compared with the poll-books 
used at the November election, and the names appearing on the books 
as having voted at the October election and not ing on the 
books for the November election he claims were fraudulent and should 


be thrown out. As the House well knows, the election for Repre- | adj 


sentative to Congress took place in October, and the election for Presi- 
dential electors in November, 1884. The list of voters contestant fur- 
nished to the contestee as irregular contained 347 names, and 
months after this election the contestee was able, by unimpeachable wit- 
nesses, to show that 275 of the 347 were regular voters, and were then 
residing within the city of Toledo, and that a large number, nearly 
one-half, had voted for the contestant for Representative in Congress. 

When the House considers that Toledo is a populous city, con- 
taining a large number of men employed on railways, who are con- 
stantly ing their residence, is it not surprising that five or six 
months after the election so many of these citizens who had voted could 
be traced and accounted for? e contestant must furnish the House 
better testimony than has been relied upon before the charge of irregu- 
lar voting will have any weight or influence. If there were 72 illegal 
votes cast on the day of election, will this committee allow the con- 
testant to that all these have been cast for the contestee without 
showing for whom the ballots were cast? I think not. The law is too 
plain and too well understood by this House to be applied in that way. 

The contestant makes another charge; that i hg hee attempt to intimi- 
date the voters of Kelley’s Island precinct, in Erie County. This is a 
small voting precinct, casting a little over 200 votes, and has at Presi- 
dential elections heretofore been Republican; giving in 1880 a major- 
ity of 41 to Garfield. At the October election in this precinct Mr. 
Romeis received 126, and Mr. Hurd 97 votes. In the Presidential elec- 
tion in the following month Mr. Blaine received 131 votes, 5 more than 
Mr. Romeis, and Mr. Cleveland 87 votes, or 10 less than Mr. Hurd had re- 
ceived the preceding month. From this it will beseen that there could 
have been no attempt at intimidation in October, unless there had been 
greater in the following month. 

It appears that Mr. Kelley, for whom the island is named, works a 
stone quarry, and has in his employ sixty or seventy men, and that he 
was a very earnest Republican, declaring himself to be such to hismen 
and to all with whom he came in contact. He thought if Mr. Hurd 
was elected and Mr. Hurd’s ideas prevailed it would be detrimental 
to his business interests; and he explained his views to his men, urging 
all of them to vote as he did. There is nothing in the testimony to 
warrant the assumption that Mr. Kelley attempted to force his men to 
vote the Republican ticket, but on the contrary it is shown that while 
a number of them voted the Republican ticket others voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket; and the man who is said to have been followed by Mr. 
Kelley to see Low he voted, and one that was intimidated, swears that 
Mr. Kelley did not follow him, that he saw him when he voted, and 
that was all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have briefly called the attention of the House to 

some of the facts in this case, as I I gather them from the record. - There 
is nothing in the evidence presented to warrant the assumption that 
there was bribery, onions ondtengery as intimidation of the 
voters of the tenth mal district of Ohio. On the contrary, I 
believe the election was fairly and honestly conducted. That Mr. Hurd 
did not poll the full Democratic vote, there is no question; that the 
Paporit were bribed or forced to vote for the contestee, I do not be- 

ve. 

At preceding elections when Mr. Hurd has been a candidate for Rep- 
resentative in Congress his vote has fallen far behind his ticket. For 
instance, in 1882 Mr. Hurd’s majority over Mr. King, Republican can- 
date, was 1,104, while the Democratic candidate for secretary of state 
in the counties composing the tenth district had a majority of 3,720 
over his Republican competitor; Mr. Hurd losing 9 per cent. of the 
Democratic vote. In 1884 the Democratic candidate for secretary of 
state had in this district a majority of 2,706 over his Republican com- 

tor, and Mr. Hurd lost but 8 per cent. of the Democratic vote. So 
1882 Mr. Hurd lost more Democratic votes than he did in 1884, 
when, as he charges, there was a conspiracy to defeat him and money 


was used for that p The facts are that Mr. Hurd was defeated 
by members of his own political party, who announced after the nomi- 
nation had been made that they would not support him, but would 
aig the Republican nominee, whoever he might be. 

Hurd has been a candidate for Congress seven times; three times 
he has been successful, and four times defeated. He has never polled 
the full vote of his party in his district, his positive convictions upon 
economic questions have raised bitter opponents within his own party, 
~< they were surprised that the majority against him was not more 

ecisive. 

I believe, Mr, Speaker, that the sitting member was fairly and hon- 
estly elected, that a majority of the legal votes in the tenth district of 
Ohio were cast for him, and that he is entitled to retain his seat; and 
that if this House should seat the contestant upon the flimsy and weak 
showing made it would not be impossible to successfully assail the 
seat of any member upon this floor. 

[Before the conclusion of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time yielded to the gentleman 
from Nebraska has expired. 

Mr. DORSEY asked and obtained leave to extend his remarks as 


above. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
journ. 
Mr. TURNER. Let us go on for a half hour longer. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 76. 

So the motion was not to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. The questionsof law and fact 
involved in this case have been studied by me long and carefully, and 
I have endeavored in so not to be actuated by fi of partisan 
bias or “and I believe that this House, if it will give to these 
questions the like patient study and investigation, will arrive at the 
same result: that the contestant, Frank H. Hurd, was duly elected a 
member of this’ House from the tenth district of Ohio at the last regu- 

PAC RR Sani Na ae are Jacob Romeis, was not 
so elected. 

Upon the face of the returns Mr. Romeis, the sitting member, has a 
majority of 239. Mr. Hurd claims that the returns from three pre- 
cincts should be rejected, and that certain illegal votes should be de-® 
ducted from contestee’s majority in the city of Toledo, and that the 
true result would show a majority for contestant of 255. The contestant 
first impeaches the return from Precinct B, ward 8, in the city of To- 
ledo, and asks that it be rejected upon the following grounds: 

(1) The two Republican judges appointed were residents of the pre- 
cinct, while the Democratic judge was not. Upon an examination of 
the statute and its context I am thoroughly persuaded that this was an 
undoubted violation of the spirit if not of the letter of the statute. (Re- 
vised Statutes of Ohio, section 2933.) The very purpose of the law was 
to require the judges of election to reside in the same vicinage or neigh- 
borhood with the voters. The law intended that the judges and the 
voters should live together in the same election precinct and vote at the 
same box. Any other construction is narrow, strained, and illiberal. 
Qui hæret in litera, hxret in cortice—‘‘ It is the letter which killeth. ” 

Did thestatute intend that a judge should be appointed fora precinct 
in which he did not reside and in which he could not vote? Why was 
James Kelley, a Democrat residing in Precinct C, eighth ward, appointed 
to actas judgein Precinct B? Hecould not vote in the latter precinct, 
and if he performed his duties faithfully, as the statute required, he 
could not-vote any where on that day; and, so far as the evidence shows, 
he did not vote; or, if we suppose that he did, he must have abandoned 
his post without authority of law. I do not know what the reasons 
were for Mr. Kelley’s appointment, but certainly the effect was to dis- 
pascal ap Pao a E DEEE i at BENS RNAS 
expense of neglecting, at some possibly critical period during the day, 
the important duties wa bang se him bylaw. I do not believe the 
statute we are considering will bear such an unfair and unreasonable 
construction. 


2) Spry asd per emmy corriog iDa tao mea required them 

to be of different politics (section 2933 

(3) ‘At the close of the polls all the ballots were taken from the bal- 
lot-box and put upon the table in the presence of a large number of 
persons, twenty-five or more. The statute required the ballot-box to 
be opened and the ballots to be taken out one at a time by one of the 
judges, who must read alond distinctly, while the ticket remains in his 
hand, the names thereon contained, and then deliver it to the second 
judge, who must examine the same and pass it on to the third judge, 
na on a thread and carefully preserve it, &c. (section 
2957 

(4) The ballots were then counted two or three times by two of the 
judges. The first count showed 7 ballots in excess of the names on the 
poll-books. A second count showed 3 or 4 ballots in excess of the 
names. Louis Jahn,a Republican judge, testified ‘‘that the tickets 
never did nd with the tally-aheet,”” and in answer to the fol- 
lowing question, ‘‘ What did you then do with the tickets?” said: 


We put them all in the box—what was left. (Record, page 68.) 
Another count then took place, and still the tally-sheets did not agree. 
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‘The same witness also téstified, in response to a question by Mr. Ro- 
meis on cross-examination, that the clerks made ‘‘the great mistake 
right along with the tally-sheet, and that one of the clerks always had 
more votes than the other; and afterward they fixed the tally-sheet 
among themselves so that both would be alike.?’ (Record, page 72, 
question 118.) He also swore on the same cross-examination that the 
clerks made ‘‘lotsof mistakes on the tally-sheet.’? (Questioni41.) He 
also said that he finally ‘‘moved that the judges should give every 
Democratic candidate 2 votes and every Republican candidate 2 votes,’’ 
and that “they done it, and still they had more tickets left.’? (Answer 
to question 13, page 68.) 

Mr. Jahn farther stated that at the time when the 2 additional 
votes were ndded to each candidate no one of the judges or clerks could 
tell the true number of votes. (Answer to question 279, page 80. 

And so it seems that the attempt ‘‘to force a balance’’ did not suc- 
ceed, but failed completely. 

James Kelley, the Democratic judge, also testified to the same effect: 

Q. 9, P: 29. What was done with the ballots? 
eee ey were taken out by handfuls and left on the table; then we counted 

Q. 11. When you finished, state whether the tally-sheets of the clerks agreed. 

A. No; they did not agree. 

Q. 12. What did the clerks do to make them agree? a 

A. They fixed them up some way; between them they got them alike. 

Fred. Kolbown, judge, and Fred. Rachow, clerk—both Republicans— 
were not examined by the contestee. Why not? 

(5) The poll-books were notsigned until lateat night, after the votes 
had been counted and after the tallies and the poll-books had been 
altered and ‘‘fixed up.” The statute required the poll-book to be 
signed by the judges and attested by the clerks, &c., at the close of the 
polls (section 2956); but this requirement was not complied with. 

It thus appears that every substantial requirement of the statute 
regulating the holding of the election and the counting of the votes 
was persistently, repeatedly, and deliberately violated. 

The reply to all this evidence is that the judges only committed ‘‘im- 
material errors,” ‘‘ which did not affect the result,” and that they were 
guilty ‘‘of mere irregularities, which could not void the election in the 
absence of fraud or corruption.’’ But is there no evidence hereof fraud 
or corruption? Every rtunity was afforded the judges and others, 
clerks and bystanders, for the abstraction, the displacement, and the 
substitution of ballots. If this House believes the uncontradicted facts 
testified to by the witnesses Kelley and Jahn, the conclusion is inevi- 
table and irresistible that actual fraud, whether committed by the 
judges or others, has vitiated the whole election held at Precinct B, ward 
8, in the city of Toledo. The certified result in this precinct is shown to 
be ‘‘so tainted with fraud that the truth can not be deduced therefrom.” 

Tt is insistel, however, that the election requirements of the statutes 
of Ohio are directory merely, and not mandatory, and that therefore it 
is immaterial to inquire whether these directory requirements were 
complied with or not. 

But I do not so understand the law. It is only innocent and unin- 
tentional variations from the provisions of the directory statutes them- 
selves which can be permitted with impunity. 

Judge Cooley (Constitutional Limitations, page 77), in referring to 
the rules ‘‘ which are to be made use of in determining whether the 
provisions of a statute are mandatory or directory,’’ says: 

Those directions which are not of the essence of the thing to be done, but 
which are given with a view merely to the proper, orderly, and prompt conduct 
of the business, and by a failure to obey which the rights of those interested 
will not be prejudiced, are not commonly to be regarded as mandatory ; and if 
the act is performed, but not in the time or in the precise mode indicated, it may 
still be sufficient if that which is done accomplishes the substantial purpose of 
the statute. =" * * Even as thus laid down and restricted, the doctrine is one 
to be applied with much circumspection ; for it isnot to be denied that the courts 
sometimes, in their anxiety to sustain the proceedi of careless or incompe- 
tent officers, have gone very far in substituting a judicial view of what was es- 
sential for that declared by the Legislature, 

In the same connection, Judge Cooley commends the views of Lewis, 
chief-justice, in Corbett rs. Bradley (7 Nev., 108; Constitutional Lim- 
itations, 76): 

When an uirement irectory, therefi 
material AIA A e ener: raglan bonia roy pnr eee itself. sa 
consideredit. * * * No court certainly has the right to hold any requirement 
ofa law unnecessary ,unless it be manifest the Legislature did not intendto im 


the consequence which would naturally follow from a non-compliance, or which 
would result from holding the req mandatory orindispensable. 

Whether the provisions of the Ohio statute be directory or mandatory, 
the argument in this case is not affected thereby, for— 

Itis well established that while mere neglect to perform directory requirements 
of the law, or performance in a mistaken manner, when there is no bad faith and 
no harm has accrued, will not justify the rejection of an entire poll, it isequally 
well settled that where the proceedings are so tarnished by fraudulent or neg- 
ligent or geeks sod eonduct on the part of the officers as that the result of the 
ele@tion is rendered unreliable, the entire poll will be rejected, and the parties 
left to make such proof as they may of votes legally cast for them. (Covode rs. 
Foster, 2 Bartlett, 600,) 

_ The certified return from this precinct gives to Mr. Romeis 220 ma- 
jority. But the contestant has successfully impeached the return, which 
is proved and conceded to be false if not fraudulent. The only evi- 
dence to show how many votes were cast and for whom at this precinct 
is the return itself. Two judges and one clerk were examined and 
testified, but they did not attempt and were not asked to prove any 
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facts relating to the election independently of the return. The con- 
testee, advisedly, it must be presumed, as he had the benefit of learned 
counsel, did not offerany evidence to prove that he had a legal majority 
in the precinct. “Why not? Probably because he could not. The 
prima facie character of the return having been destroyed, Mr. Romeis 
knew that the laboring oar had shifted, and that the onus was upon 
him to prove the true number of votes which he had received. It 
would seem that if he could have explained satisfactorily the irregu- 
larities and corrupt practices which are alleged to have prevailed in 
that precinct at that election he would have been only too glad to 
doso. The contestee has acted deliberately with his eyes wide open; 
and, having taken the risk, he must abide the consequences. In my 
humble judgment no member of this House, with the lights before 
him—aunless he is determined to close his eyes and ears to the truth 
and neither read the evidence nor listen to the arguments in this case— 
can fail to reach the conclusion that the entire poll of this precinct 
should be rejected. : s 

The next precinct to be considered is Kelley’s Island. The vote there 
was 126 for Romeisand 97 for Hurd; majority for Romeis, 29. At the 
last preceding general election in October, 1883, the precinct had gone 
Democratic by 55 majority. On this island Norman Kelley, who was 
engaged in ‘‘grape-growing”’ and ‘‘stone-quarrying,’’ had in his em- 
ployment about seventy men, or nearly one-third of the voters of the 
precinct. Mr. Kelley had not been generally active in politics at pre- 
ceding elections; but this time he was thoroughly enlisted—election- 
eered earnestly with his men before and on the day of the election. 
He permitted his zeal to outrun his discretion, and there can be no 
doubt used his position as an employer of labor in a very offensive and 
unjustifiable manner. He boldly, but insidiously, threatened to dis- 
charge those of his men who would not ‘‘ vote or work for his interests.” 
He said ‘‘ he did not consider this intimidation, but that it was a mat- 
terof business with him, and he had to protect his own interests.” He 
admits himself that he told his men ‘‘he would naturally expect to 
retain those who voted for his interest,’ which he also informed them 
was ‘‘their own.’’ It was very unusual for Norman Kelley to be seen 
at the polls; but on this day he was there in the afternoon before his 
men went up to vote. He stood at the door of the hall or room where 
the election was held, and as his men went in to vote told them ‘‘he 
would like to see their tickets.” He did not seem to care ‘‘so they 
voted against Hurd.” He worked very hard with his own men, in- 
dustriously electioneering with them in the very room where the vot- 
ing was going on. He spoke to several (four or five) whom he could 
not influence as each one retired after voting: ‘‘ You will be oneof the 
first ones that will have to go.” This was said inside the hall, in the 
presence of everybody, so that all his men could hear it. 

This testimony shows, beyond all peradventure, that Norman Kelley 
(1) intended to intimidate his employés, if possible; (2) made his men 
generally and fully acquainted with hisintention; (3) carried his inten- 
tion and purpose into effect by his presence, talk, and conduct at the 
polls on the day of election. 

Now, what is the rule in such cases? The minority report, prepared 
by ex-Speaker Keifer, in the case of Donnelly vs. Washburn, states it 
correctly; and ‘‘undoubtedly,’’? as Mr. Keifer says, ‘‘ when bribery, 
fraud, or intimidation isso interwoven with the vote of any voting pre- 
cinct that it can not be eliminated with certainty from the egate 
vote cast, the whole vote of the precinct may and perhaps should be re- 
jected.” 

I also quote from Cunningham on Elections, page 184: 

Thetrue rule is: when the law has been violated, and outrage and intimida- 
tion the onus is on the respondent of showing that that outrage and 


intim: m haye not produced their natural consequences, namely, terrifying 
the people from exercising their franchise. + 


In the Drogheda case it is said: 


But who is there would venture to gauge the influence of intimidation? Who 
will say how far that reaches? Who wiil be able to tell what the effect of in- 


timidation is upon the human mind? (Brickwood & Craft's Election Manual, 


page 215.) 

Listen also to Mr. Justice Keogh, in the same case: 
without font or tatimiation, VAES to the oourt-house, om the Say of slostion, os 
the richest man upon the register, and as good a right as the great majority of 
the community. 

The presumption therefore always is that intimidation, when re- 
sorted to, has produced its intended results. The workingmen and 
the wage-earners in this country look to this House—which is supposed 
to reflect truly the will of the free and unbought suffrages of the Ameri- 
can people—to protect them from the insolent threats, intimidation, 
and violence of those persons from whom they are compelled to seek 
employmeit. Asarule, American employers of labor—to their honor be 
it said—do not attempt to interfere with the free exercise of the right 
of suffrage by their workmen. And the factory owner or other em- 
ployer who dares attempt to interfere with this, one of the dearest rights 
of every freeman, should be held up to the scorn, derision, and con- 
tempt of the whole civilized world, and should be punished to the ut- 
most extent of the law. yi 

The entire poll of the precinct at Kelley’s Island should be rejected. 
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Arrin 13, 


Without proceeding further, if I am right thus far Mr. Hurd’s ma- 
jority is 10 votes over Mr. Romeis’s. 

Precinct C, ward 3, of the city of Toledo, is almost in as bad condi- 
tion as Precinct B. Mr. Romeis received there 319 votesand Mr. Hurd 
153; majority for Romeis, 166. David Emerick, clerk of the election 
testifies, pages 11, 137: ` 


Answer to question 8, Mr, Kirk unlocked the ticket-box and threw probably 
one hundred and fifty or one hundred and seventy-five tickets on the table, and 
the judges proceeded to open up and assort them * * * bypiling the straight 
Republican tickets on one pile, the scratched Republican tickets on another 
pile; the straight Democratic tickets on one pile, and the scratched Democratic 
tickets on another pile, &c. : 

Answer to question 12. I think Mr. Kirk took out about one hundred an 
serene are or two hundred, and Mr. Bell threw the balance of the tickets orf 
the e. 


The illegal interference by Bell with the ballots certainly occurred at 
the October election. There is absolutely no reasonable doubt about 
that. The law regulating the count was also deliberately violated. 
Every opportunity was afforded the election officers and the bystand- 
crs for the fraudulent counting, abstraction, displacement, and substi- 
tion of the ballots. The law having been deliMrately violated, and 

-the burden of proof having been shifted to the contestee to show that 
the irregularities committed and the departures from the law were in- 
nocent and unintended, and he having failed to show by any evidence 
offered a satisfactory explanation of these violations of the law, it is my 
opinion that the vote of the precinct should be thrown out. 

It is not necessary, and I have no time to argue the case at any greater 
length. I have considered the questions involved in all their bearings, 
and after a patient and exhaustive examination of the evidence and of 
the law bearing thereon, I see no loophole of escape from the conclu- 
sion that Frank H., Hurd was duly elected a member of this House 
from the tenth Congressional district of Ohio, and that Jacob Romeis 
was not. 

At the conclusion of the remarks of Mr. HENDERSON, of North Caro- 
lina, he asked and obtained leave to extend’ his remarks in the REC- 


ORD. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mn ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible within the limits of 
ten minutes to attempt to discuss the issues involved in this case, and 
I shall not therefore try to go over the mass of evidence here presented, 
but what I have to say will be confined to one or two points merely. 

The presentation of this contest in this Congress is an illustration of 
the general belief that any one of the majority party, for the time be- 
ing, desiring to contest the election of his opponent has only to furnish 
a plausible excuse for the contest, after which his party friends, with- 
out reference to the right of the matter, will vote him into the seat. 

I repeat, the presentation of this case in Congress is but another il- 
lustration of that general belief; for I undertake to say that there is 
not a lawyer in this Congress who would risk his professional reputa- 
tion in advising any client to present such a case in any respectable 
court. Outside of this House and outside of any feeling of partisan- 
ship, and I think I know what I say to be true, no respectable lawyer 
who respects his reputation would advise the presentation of this evi- 
dence in any respectable court. 

This contest turns absolutely upon Precinct B of the eighth ward of 
the city of Toledo. Without that goes out in whole, there is not any- 

-thing left in the claim of the contestant that would overcome the an- 
nounced majority for contestee. That ward is sought to be thrown out 
under a charge that corruption was used in the ward; and the strange 
proposition is announced here that bribery or corruption need not be 
proven, but it is sufficient that they may be suspected, and the party 
may be deprived of his seat on a mere suspicion. 

The sole testimony which has been presented, attempting to prove 
this allegation of bribery, comes from a man named Gerstmann, a man 
who scarcely told a single truth—as illustrated by his answers on cross- 
examination—during his whole testimony; and not having an intelli- 
gent understanding of what was testimony, he did not succeed in tell- 
ing even an able-bodied lie. [Laughter.] I undertake to say that no 
man in this House, if sitting upon the bench, would permit to go to 
the jury a particle of the testimony which was sworn to by that man 
bearing upon the question of corruption. He attempted to testify as 
an expert upon the question of whether voters had been influenced by 
such means. He went to Toledo, he did not know what portion of the 
city or what ward; he talked to somebody, he does not know who; and 
he expressed the opinion that the people with whom he talked were in 
favor of Mr. Hurd’s election. He expressed a mere opinion; there is 
not a fact testified to on which to base it, no name is given, no parties 

are mentioned, nostatement of who or what they were, or to what party 
they belonged. Subsequently he said he went to that ward and found 
the sentiment was changed a good deal, that by the looks in their coun- 
tenances they had been corrupted. He testifies as an expert judge of 
facial expression. He did not testify that the people he saw the second 
time were the people he saw the first time. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? i 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Was it not possible for him to have detected it if 
they had been corrupted through fear ? . 

Mr. ROWELL. Almost anything was possible for this man who 
nineteen times refused to answer when pertinent questions were asked 
touching, his credibility; who seventeen times refused to remember 
when the questions were bringing him into contact with some name; 
only once he ventured to mention a name, and he was promptly contra- 
dicted by a respectable witness. 

He said when he went back the second time he found the feeling of 
the voters changed. On cross-examination it turns out when he went 
back that time he went to his Democratic friend, the only man he 
knew in the city, visited the Democratic central committee-man, then 
went away and did not go round among the voters; that the time he 
discovered by the looks of the countenances that the vote was changed 
was a week after his first visit, before he went to New York; three or 
four weeks before he had reported to anybody, if he is to be believed. 

And this calls out the opinion that in law you do not need to prove 
corruption and fraud, but that when you bring a witness to express 
such an opinion from the looks of people that they have changed their 
political relations that is sufficient. 

This eminently respectable citizen of Saint Joe, who refused to tell 
where he lived, this eminently respectable man swears he does not 
know any way of changing votes except by buying them. Now if that 
were true we had better quit making stump speeches, we had better quit 
circulating compaign literature. And if it is true that Mr. Hurd is to 
be seated upon that theory, it isan announcementon the part of his party 
friends that the only way they ever expect to convert people in that dis- 
trict to Mr. Hurd’s views is to buy them up, because there isno way of 
reaching their intelligence. 

I say the whole thing is based on the senseless talk of a traveling, 
Polish, self-elected rabbi, who does not dare to tell of his past life or 
where he has been, but crosses his track whenever cross-examined, re- 
fuses to have his knowledge put to the test by mentioning anybody, 
and when he once carelessly mentions a name is promptly proved to be 
a liar. 

And I undertake to assert there is no man on either side of the 
House, even my friend from Missouri, who represents the eminently 
respectable people of Saint Joseph, who, if he will read the record, 
will not say if Mr. Hurd could not get a better lie than this he had 
better leave it out entirely. 

But believe every word he says, and he proves nothing. He swears 
to nothing. He testifies to no fact, and he testifies about a ward and 
a precinct in the city of Toledo that had three times before this given 
like majorities to the contestee in this case and did not need to have 
its vote changed either by argument or by corruption. 

Then it is said that there were some ticket peddlers hired. Well, I 
do not know whether there were or not; but there is not a particle of 
evidence in this record that there was a ticket peddler hired. A man 
swears he was told there were some ticket peddlers hired. If that is 
legitimate evidence in a contested-election case before the House of Rep- 
resentatives, it is about time we learned something about the laws of 
evidence. 

Again, it is said that during the count of the vote once or twice the 
clerks called a halt to correct their tallies. Did anybody ever sit in a 
voting-room and see the votes counted that did not frequently see the 
clerks call a halt when one man would get the tally one side or the 
other? And because that is true, is this vote to be thrown out? They . 
say they did not follow the technical law. Ah, gentlemen, are you 
going to disfranchise 430 legal voters because the judges of election, in 
a matter of pure discretion, do not follow the literal letter of the law, 
provided they get at the exact fact—because they turned the ballots 
out and counted them unopened? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The time of the gentleman from Mi- 
nois has expired. 

Mr. ROWELL resumed his seat amidst applause. 

Mr. TURNER, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEAN; Petition asking for an act authorizing the Postmaster- 
General to pay certain expenses of third and fourth class postmasters, 
such as rent, fuel, &c.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. . 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Afídavit to file with House bill 7814 for relief 
of Leman D. Forrest, lieutenant Company F, Thirty-fifth Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, affidavits and letter to accompany House bill 5754, to remove 
the Spp of desertion from the record of Russell F. Thurston, Com- 
pany E, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Protestof citizens of Blair County, Penn- 
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sylvania, against the admission of foreign-built ships to American reg- 
istry—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of the wage-workers of the United 
States, asking for the unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Local Assembly 3867, Knights of 
Labor, of Muskegon, Mich., against the passage of the free-ship bill— 
to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of H. C. Ballard and 12 others, citizens 
of Chicago, favoring free and unlimited coinage of silver—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, in favor of organiz- 
ing the Territory of Oklahoma and opening the same to settlement—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FELTON: Memorial and petition of Col. J. D. Stevenson, 
of California, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of National Association of Engineers and 
of Local Assembly No. 4856, Knights of Labor, of Cleveland, Ohio, in 
favor of House bill 5390—to the mittee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4921, Knights |. 


of Labor, protesting against the passage of the free-ship bill—to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 


ests. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting a pen- 
sion to Warner F. Wood, and House bill granting a pension to Lucetta 
Carse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Papers in the claim of Walter Wadsworth, of 
Decatur County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER (by request): Papers relating to the relief of 
Thomas Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of certain citizens of Berks and Phila- 
delphia Counties, Pennsylvania, praying that a pension be granted Mrs. 
Louisa Lindeman, mother of George F. Lindeman, who died in 1863 
from disease contracted while in the service of the country as a soldier 
in.Company G, First Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the same 
committee. 

Also, protest of the Pattern-makers’ Association, of Philadelphia, 
against the admission of foreign-built ships to American registry—to 
the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolutions from labor organizations of Bing- 
hamton, N. Y.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Memorial from the Legislature of Iowa, asking 
that a pension be granted Mrs. Sarah Young—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. = 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Knights of Labor of Tracy City, Tenn., 
remonstrating against the of the free-ship bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of R. A. Solomon and 64 others, citizens of 
Barbour County, Alabama, praying Congress to provide for the payment 
of rents, stationery, &c., for third and fourth class postmasters—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Thomas B. Tappen and others, com- 
mittee representing savings-banks of State of New York, asking for the 
repeal of the law which directs the coinage of the 412}-grain silver dol- 
lar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Knights of Labor of Nickerson, Kans., 
protesting against the passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of John Malcan, Simeon Burns, and 53 
others, glass-workers, of Streator, Ill., relative to the tariff—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Knights of Labor respecting silver 
coi to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolutions adopted at the twentieth annual 
encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illi- 
nois—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of S. J. McAfee and 40 others, of Kings- 
land, Ind., and of Arthur Ward and 30 others, of Leaketon, Ind., asking 
favorable action on the bill for the relief of third and fourth ciass post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: An appeal from the wage-workers of the 
United States, asking for laws for the unlimited coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Knights of Labor of 
America, and of Calhoun, Mo., against the free-ship bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of 44 citizens of Elliott County, Ken- 
tucky, praying that a pension be granted to Daniel Sparks—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of William Cox, of Irvine, Ky., for relief—to thesame 
committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Illi- 
nois, praying for a bill in accordance with the recommendations of pen- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3461 


sion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Thomas R. Ware, for removal of po- 
litical disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 32 members of McMillan Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, No. 4780, praying for the favorable consideration of 
House bill 1914—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of citizens of Niagara County, New York, 
to amend the Constitution—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traftic. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Frederick Ashford, administrator 
of Bowling Byrd, only heir of Martha Byrd, asking that his war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Roches- 
ter, Minn., in favor of a law to prevent unjust discriminations by com- 
mon carriers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of B. 8. McNeil, of Hardy County; and 
of heirs of Joseph R. Morrow, deceased, of Jefferson County, West 
Virginia, praying that their war claims be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for fhe enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CONGER: Of citizens of Polk and Warren Counties, Iowa. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Of citizens of Cayuga County, New York. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Of citizens of Wyoming, Genesee, and Livingston 
Counties, New York. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of citizensof Morgan and Christian Counties, 
Tinois. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 14, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. ; 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RESIGNATION OF SENATOR JACKSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from Hon. HOWELL E. JACKSON, notifying the Senate that hav- 
ing accepted the office of circuit judge of the United States, his office of 
United States Senator becomes vacant. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., April 14, 1886. 
Sim: I have this day accepted the office of circuit judge of the United 
for the sixth judicial circuit,and in consequence thereof my office of Uni 
States Senator for the State of Tennessee has become vacant. 
Will you be kind enough to inform the executive of Tennessee (Hon. W. B, 
Bate) of this fact? 
Very truly and respectfully, yours, 
HOWELL E. JACKSON, 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will lie on the table; and 
notice will be given according to the request, if there be no objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents certain resolu- 
tions adopted by the national convention of wool-growers recently as- 
sembled in Saint Louis, in which they complain of the proposed action 
in respect to placing wool on the free-list, and set ont in some detail 
the grounds of their opposition and objection to the proposed action. 
If there be no objection these resolutions will be printed as a docu- 
ment, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of merchants of New York city 
and Pittsburgh, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of a bankruptcy 
law. Ipresent this memorial with a great deal of satisfaction, because, 
so far as I know, heretofore the merchants of the great cities of this 
country havearrayed themselves against the country merchants in favor 
of a bankruptcy law, and I am glad to have this evidence of returning 
sense on their part. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of the Frontier Guards, an or- 
ganization which was created in Washington during the early period 
of the war of 1861, for the purpose of meeting the emergencies then 
upon the Government, praying for the of an act authorizing 
the issue of discharges to certain members of that body. I move that 
the petition be referred to thé Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Concordia, 
Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of certain organizations of wage-workers 
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in the United States, praying for the unlimited coinage of silver; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 62 citizens of Kootenai County, 
Idaho Territory; resolutions of a mass-meeting of citizens of Kootenai 
County, Idaho Territory; a communication of two members of the board 
of county commissioners of Kootenai County, Idaho Territory; a peti- 
tion of 64 citizens of Kootenai County, Idaho Territory; a petition of 11 
citizens of Kootenai County, Idaho Territory; resolutions of a mass- 
meeting of citizens of Kootenai County, Idaho Territory; a statement 
of members of the grand jury of Kootenai County, Idaho Territory, 
and a petition of citizens of Kootenai County, Idaho Territory, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill 2889 annexing North Idaho to Wash- 

Sas which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

ited memorials of Knights of Labor of Ogdens- 

Sie Sieh oe Allentown, in the State of New York, remonstrating 

against the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Nashua, 
N. H., remo the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the New Hampshire State boarp 
of health, favo the establishment of a national health department, 
and indorsing the bill preventing the introduction of contagious and in- 
fectious diseases into the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Roswell, 
Ga., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commeree. 

Mr. FAIR presented a memorial of cattle-owners of Nevada, re- 
monstrating against some of the provisions of Senate bill 1715 to reg- 
ulate the transportation of live stock; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Franklin County, 
New York, praying for the right to take grain across the Canadian 
frontier to be ground and to bring back the flour, &c., without the pay- 
ment of duties; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Syracuse, N. Y., 
praying that liberal appropriations be made for internal im Senin 
and the construction of a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, 

Mass. ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Allentown and 
Syracuse, in the State of New York, remonstrating against the passage 
of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CALL. I present a letter in the nature of a petition from J. W. 
Hagan, of Sumterville, Sumter County, Florida, in relation to the home- 
stead law and oppressive action in the administration of the same in the 
State of Florida in reference to homesteads, and he petitions suggesting 
the necessity for a modification in regard to it. I ask that the letter 
be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

The paper is as follows: 

SUMTERVILLE, FLA., April 5, 1886. 


Dear Sim: Yours of 2lst March, 1886, received, and am glad to say that your 
favorable and very kind offer is daly appreciated. The case as referred to isas 
follows: Thatthe F., R. & N. Railroad through my homestead a distance 
of 1 mile, and my cabin was in the of way. I rapt permission for it to be 
moved out. My house was moved out, and rward burned down, 
saa my carpenter tools and my effects, and pean Bailey then entered ape 

y homestead and cut cross-ties; 1,100 or 1,200, and I forbid trespass as 500 
F A found out he was on my u He continued; I notified the United States 
aa OODE sa nc Tomy Mr. Coffman came down. Now, Mr, Coff- 


ayit and for one-half, to 


of the 160. o aiak oy , 1883, and April, 1884 T 
received asummon requiring me Sr ai Gainesviis, er Fla., = over to pene pi 


Coffman’ s) witnesses are transient men, and marag! is but one of them in the State 
at thistime. Therefore they forced meto offer my evidence first, so that he could 


deny = same. 

Mr. Coffman had the sheriff subpoenaed, and then refused to let him testify, 
as he Sra, not seem to cater to his wishes. He did, however, make his state- 
ment, at my request. The trial was ex in toto ; and, further, Mr. Horn pub- 
licly confessed that he himself or Mr. Coffman did not desire to di ive me aed 
Repos marian eo bev tex Dran AEO Sage hy Mar, Star's aed oe MAREE SESSE 

m pay for the Qne by ey; an r 
Main trons damage one Mr. Kenfroe, who was then ident of the 
Gainesville College, had filed a contest against the land. Th aoai a is now in 
Colorado, so I am informed. And to furti show their intenti: the acting 
Sri kei k mauso, and Mr. Coffman both resigned the same week they put 
is Job; Now, if this statement merits your further thought, you will 
Boda all the evidence inthe case. Will be found Mith Messrs. Drummond & Brad- 


aor , D. C. ere has been some additional evidence sent up 

since the i which you Tia also find, Hoping that you will understand the 
case, and will give the same a small part of your valuable time, for which you 
shall be fully rewarded, I am, 


Yours, respectfully, 


8. P. GREEN. 
Bag Sb yan oy CALL, 


Washington, D.C. 


Col. W. CALL: Ihave read the above letter, and I was also a witness in the 
case. As far as I know, the statement is correct. I was nt on the trial, 
I never saw a more unfair trial carried on, You sec Mr. Green states that Mr. 
Coffman was court, complainant, and all; this wastrue. He dictated every 
word that was put down on his side, and objected to most every important 
point offered against him, He told me before the case was called that the case 
was decided inst Mr. Green already, and all that he wanted to do was to 
carry it through a form. This I am ready to testify at any time. 

I am, yours, very respectfully, 
J. W. HAGAN. 


Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Moline, Ill., 
praying for the construction by the Government of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Bloomington, 
Streaton, Pekin, and Lincoln, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ravenwood, TIl., and a pe- 
tition of citizens of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a law requir- 

ing scientific temperance instruction in schools under Federal jurisdic- 
tion in the District of Columbia; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of ‘citizens of Illinois, praying the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to prevent the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Tariff- 
ville, Conn., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of 
internal improvement, and especially the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of 26 shippers, producers, and 
commission handlers of live cattle, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating pas 
the e of the bill (S. 1715) to regulate the "transportation of live- 
stock; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 203) 
for the relief of Cyprian T. Jenkins; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Perez Dickinson, of Knoxville, 
Tenn., surviving partner of Cowan & Dickinson, praying that an ap- 
propriation be made to pay him for cotton furnished and delivered to 
General Burnside at Knoxville, Tenn., in accordance with the findings 
of the Court of Claims; which was referred tothe Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the heirs of John Byrns, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill aa R. an granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode; 


A bill R. 737) granting a pension to N. M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Edgar Payne; 

A bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Susannah Carmichael; 

A bill R. 3364) granting a pension to Asahel Middleton; 

A bill (H. R. 3539) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chap- 
man; 

A bill (H. R. 3524 ting a pension to Maria Mibord; 

A bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; 

A bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1703 granting a pension to Joseph Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to C. W. I. Pugh; 

A bill (H. R, 3903) granting a pension to Taylor Voss; 

A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Noland; 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Brace. 

A bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; 

A bill (S. 1169) granting a pension to John S. Bridges; 

A bill te 1113) granting a pension to Lawrence A. Hudson; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to William Powell; and 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Alfred Denny, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally with amendments, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1190) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Fisher; 


and R 

A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahr. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2134), 
granting a pension to Patrick A. Callanan; which was read twice by 
its title. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3463 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 895) granting a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am also instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 233) granting a pension to Christiana 
Cooley, to report adversely thereon. e claimant since the papers 
were filed has received a pension at the Department. Imovethat the 
bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 897) for the relief of John Kouns, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 4411) forthe relief of A. Gates Lee, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same commi to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1256) for the relief of Thomas H. Norton and James McLean, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1963) to compensate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. Ellis, of San 
Francisco, for services rendered the Government, moved its indefinite 

ement, which was agreed to; and he submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2135), to compensate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. El- 
lis, of San Francisco, for services rendered the Government; which was 
read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1876) for the relief of Piromis H. Bell, administratorof Marcus A. Bell, 

deceased, and others, rted it with an amendment. 

- Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
392) for the relief of Edward Fenlon, moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was to; and he submitted a report, accompanied 
bya bill (S. 2136), for the relief of Edward Fenlon; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, 

to whom was referred the bill (S. 502) for the relief of J. M. English, 
peta cn tn of the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased, to report 
itadversely. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the aie report of the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 586) for the relief of William H. Wy- 
more, as administrator of the estate of Carey Nall, deceased, to submit 
an adverse report thereon, and ask that the bill be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 410) for the relief of J. A. Hodges, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
pone indefinitely. 

CHESAPEAKE BAY LIGHT-SHIP. 


Mr. GORMAN. From the Committee on Commerce I report favor 
ably the bill (H. R. 7632) to establish a light-ship off the entrance to 
Chesapeake Bay. Asthere is very great importance that this bill should 
be passed and the appropriation made, I ask unanimous consent to have 
it considered now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the bill? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 


The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Èc., fog:signai, aff the entrance to Chesapeake Bay, the cos of 


i be iet to the lowest bidder after ad 

and {hat said light-ship shall be built in responsible bidder a =a 

By unanimous consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is there ontehiy accompanying te bill showing the 
necessity of this proposed light-shi: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not advised. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator from New Jersey that 
there is a House report on the subject, in which the Light-House Board 
recommend the appropriation for this purpose as being absolutely nec- 


essary. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that the report be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk A the following report, submitted by Mr. CLARDY 
in the House of Representatives April 6, 1886: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6076) pro- 
viding for the establishment of a light-ship and fog-signal at the entrance to 


Chesapeake Bay, beg leave to report that they have had the same under con- 


sideration, and recommend the passage of the accompan substitute, which 
has the approval of the Light-House Board, as is shown by the communications 
of S. C. Rowan, vice-admiral United States Navy, an chairman of said 

to the honorable tha EEEE e Treasury, under dates March 20, 1886, aud 
April 3, and which are hereto appended, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE Licut-Hovsz peg 
Washington, March 20, 1886. 


Sir: The Light-House Board has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a 
letter from the Committee on Commerce of the House of Representatives, dated 


March 5, 1836, transmittin po its views two House bills, one of which was bill 
No. 076, appropriating 000 to construct and lish a first-class light-ship 
with a steam fog-si off the entrance to Chesapeake Bay. 


7, 1886, when th 
ship so placed would be ‘a valuable aid to navigation, and the Seana Rane 
honor to recommend that the pepe oe steps be taken for its establishment. 

a ee on Commerce and of H. R. bill 6076 are 


Very respectfully, 
HENRY F. PICKING, 
Commander, U.S. Navy, Naval Secretary. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, April 3, 1886, 


Committee on Commerce of the House of in rage pone p e ia 
transmit for its views two House one of which was bill No. core, ap” ap- 
ae ,000 to a first-class light-ship with a steam 


ff the entrance to Ghesupeae Bay. 
Kuat reply the board begs leave to sa; 
from tíme to time to make this entrance by 
without much success, as the lights have gone out and the buoys have been 
carried away from their positions, so that they have afforded littie, if any, real 
aid to mariners. 

The board feels that it is very bean emmy to have a light-ship at that point, as 


re sage pt bag: commerce ry and Charles is immense, 
shipping that is making fo for timore, Richmond, Norfolk, the 
new the tributaries to 


Chesapeake Bay, as 


railroad system, 
n made at Norfolk 


proved an 72: methods primaires should be given 
A copy “st the above-mentioned letter 
of House bill No, 6076 are 
Very respectfully, 


Oek iiio on Commerce and 


8. C. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral, U. 8. Navy, Chairman, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


WIARTON’S DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL DECISIONS. 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up from the Calendar the joint resolution (S. R. 58) providing for the 
purchase and distribution of 4,000 copies of a te, ol of a 
Decisions of the United States, edited by Francis 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order to. consider the 
joint resolution except by unanimous consent. The Senator from New 
York asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to take up for present 
consideration the joint resolution indicated by him. It will be read 
for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and the join 
resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The at- 
tention of the Chair is called to a formal amendment in line 8, where 
the word ‘‘dollars’’ is printed for ‘‘copies.’’ That correction will be 
made. There are amendments proposed by the Commaittes on Foreign 
Relations, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8, after the word * copies,”? insert: 

For use in the committee-rooms of the Senate, 100 copies, and of the House of 
Representatives, 100 copies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, after the word “‘thousand,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ two hundred;’? so as to read, tein all, 4,200 copies.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the joint resolution be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That there be purchased, for distribution among the members of 
the House of Representatives, 2,000 000 copies of a Digest of International Decisions 
of the United States, edited by Francis n; for distribution among the 
members of the Senate, 1,000 copies; for the use of the Department of State, 
1,000 copies; for use in the: committee-rooms of the Senate, 100 copi Paay of the 
House of Representatives, 100 copies; in all, 4,200 copies; said d 
for at a uniform price m volume to be fixed by the chairman of 
on Foreign Relations in the Senate and the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs in the House of Representatives, acting concurrently, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the joint resolution by striking out 
all that part which refers to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the Senate and the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives and inserting ‘‘the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing of the two Houses.” 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me I will state that the 
joint resolution and the book haveno connection with the public print- 
ing. Thisis a book prepared and edited and to be published by the 
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editor, and the application is for the appropriation of so much as may 
be required for the purchase of a certain number of volumes of the 
book. It is not connected with the subject of public printing at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that before we commit ourselves to 
the purchase of a book which is of course practically a private enter- 
prise we ought to know something aboùt it. I think myself that the 
cost of setting the type and furnishing the paper and doing the press- 
work and the binding, &c., is at least a guide to the value of the book. 
Of course there is to be added besides the headwork necessary to pre- 
pare it. But I should not like to depart, as far as I am concerned, from 
the usual rule which we have adopted about submitting these matters 
to the judgment of the committee which has them specially in charge, 
and especially as where that thing has been done heretofore it has re- 
sulted in giving, I think, a rather unusual price. It seems to me that 
we ought to say what the price is, or else we ought to submit it to some 
competent committee to ascertain. I presume it is known exactly as 
well now what the price will be as it will be later; but whether it be 
or not, either the price should be named or it should go to some com- 
mittee such as has charge of similar subjects under the rules of the Sen- 
ate and the House. 

Mr. EVARTS. I will say in reply to the suggestions of the Senator 
from Kansas that the book is not now completed and ready for delivery, 
certainly not for purchase. The suggestion that the Committee on 
Printing might be wise guides to the chairmen of the Foreign Commit- 
tees of the House and theSenateis pagaba hed maton pee gs. but 
nevertheless the criterion of the value of a published book of this nat- 
ure, if the Government thinks it of public service so that it should be 
purchased for the use of the Government, has usually been left to the 
Secretary of State or tosome committees who had charge of the subject- 
matter treated of in the book. Mr. Bayard wotld assume that respon- 
sibility if it were desired, but his preference was that it should be fixed 
by the two Houses acting in this way by the two committees that had 
relation to the subject-matter of the work. 

I will say in regard to the work that I think the title will commend 
itself to every one as a book that, if competently prepared and edited 
and printed, every one would desire to have possession of and have the 
means of widely distributing for the use of the public service. The 
title is ‘‘A Digest of the International Law of the United States, taken 
from the Opinions of Presidents, and Secretaries of State, and of Attor- 
neys-General; and from the Decisions of Federal Courts, and of Joint 
International Commissions in which the United States was a Party. 
Edited by Francis Wharton.” The only amendment proposed in the 
Foreign Relations Committee was an addition of 200 copies to the num- 
ber named in the joint resolution as introduced, specifically applying 
100 for the committee-rooms of this body and 100 for the committee- 
rooms of the House of Representatives. 

This relates to the purchase of a book prepared by an editor and 
printed under his charge; at least there is accorded to the author and 
publisher fall control, and the question is whether we think it worth 
while for us to purchase the work. The work itself is commended 
highly by every one, and I perhaps do not add much to the general 
knowledge concerning Mr. Wharton, the editor, from the personal ac- 
quaintance that I have long had with this gentleman and an acquaint- 
ance with his public works as an editor, as a jurisconsult, and asa 
publicist; and I imagine that all who have given attention to this sub- 
ject would be gladly put in possession of this work as promptly as 

ible. I hope the joint resolution will pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be stated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
New York to a section of the statutes and ask him whether the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations has considered this statute in reference to 
this resolution? As I heard the resolution read, it provides that 1,000 
copies of this publication shall be purchased for distribution among 
members of the Senate and 2,000 among members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I call his attention to section 42 of chapter 4 of the Re- 
vised Statutes: 

Src. 42. When any book is ordered to and received by any Member or Delegate, 
by a resolution of either or both Houses of pe goat the price forthe same 
shall be deducted from the compensation of such Member or ugato except 


books ordered to be printed by the Congressional Printer during the Congress 
for which the Member or Delegate was elected. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

hang PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yesterday I was informed by the Chair that 
under Rule VIII all motions made before 2 o’clock to proceed to the con- 
sideration of any matter should be determined without debate. I 
moved to take from the table a resolution, and then when the proposi- 
tion was taken from the table and debate ensued the Chair ruled that 
under Rule VIII no debate could occur. Now Iam not willing to have 
propositions pending before the Senate looking to the opening of the 
doors in executive session, as it is now called, subrogated to a proposi- 
tion to print anybody’s law reports. We have got so many law reports 
now that no lawyer can do more than consult a quota of the volumes. 
I make the point of order, not for the purpose of cutting off debate, but 


to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that there isa rule here for 
the government of all Senators. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair is bound to overrule the 
point of order made by the Senator from Virginia because the Senate 
by unanimous consent—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That was to take up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senate agreed to take up and 
consider the joint resolution now before the Senate. The Senator from 
Virginia concurred in the unanimous consent, and the Senate thereb; 
waived the rule so far as the consideration of this joint resolution 
aceea. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has the 

oor. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presumed I was speaking to the question 
itself, and not as to the advisability of taking up the resolution. I do 
not know whether this section of the Revised Statutes has been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Foreign Relations; but it seems to me 
that we might find ourselves in this predicament: We shall have 3,000 
yolumes of this work, unquestionably a valuable one, ordered for mem- 
bers of Congress when the members will not be willing to pay the cost 
price. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I fail to understand the remarks of the Senator 
from New York whospoke upon this subject. The Senator from Kansas 
I understood propounded the inquiry what this book would probably 
cost, and I supposed the Senator from New York was addressing himself 
to that inte tion, but from the noise in the Hall it was impossible 
for me to hear his answer to it. Ishould like to know the probable cost 
of ot work; but before that let meask how many copies in all are to be 


ord és ie: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Four thousand two hundred. The 
pending amendment will be read. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I should like to make some inquiries after 
the amendment is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 12, after the word ‘ by,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘concurrently,”’ in 
line 15, as follows: 


The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations in the Senate and the 


chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the House of Representatives, 
acting concurrently. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 
The Joint Committee on Printing of the Senate and Mouse of Representatives, 


So as to read: 

Said Digest to be paid for at a uniform price per volume to be fixed by the 
Joint Commtttee on Printing of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Do I understand that this book is not yet printed? 
Is it in type? 

Mr. EVARTS. No. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then why not direct it to be printed at the 
Government Printing Office, if it is to be a document to the extent of 
4,200 copies ? 

Mr. EVARTS. It is not a document at all. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I presume the purpose is to makait a document 
for distribution, as I understand the resolution. 

Mr. EVARTS. What the United States purchases will be at its dis- 
position for distribution. The proposition is to buy a certain number 
of copies. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. To that extent it will be a document. 

Mr. EVARTS. It will be the possession of the United States after 
the copies are bought. There are various instances of books of that 
kind. This is not the product of the public action of the United States; 
it is nota ponien by the United States of its own papers; it is a 
book edited by a competent and useful editor of a very useful and val- 
uable book. The question proposed to us is whether we should be- 
come the purchasers of a certain number of copies for public use in the 
manner propored That is the nature of the proceeding. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not of much importance that I can see 
whether the chairmen of the two Committees on Printing of the twe 
Houses are consulted or are associated in this purchase; but perhaps it 
might be well enough if it is thought important, as the Senator from 
Kansas seems to think it is, that the Printing Committee should have 
some share in fixing and estimating the value of the purchase, to add 
“and the chairmen of the Committees on Foreign Relations and the 
chairmen of the two Printing Committees.” I ask the Senator from 
Kanses to consider my suggestion that the chairmen of the Committees 
on Printing be associated with the chairmen of the Committees on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that when we come to provide for these 
books, if we shall do so, we put in the price for the number of volumes 
we propose to buy. We are doing avery unusual thing. While I am 
not saying or designing to intimate that this responsibility will not be 
wisely exercised, it is departing from the usual legislative custom to 
put a responsibility of this kind, which we can exercise ourselves, in 
the hands of somebody else. I would suggest, therefore, to the Senator 
from New York, if he is not now prepared to fix a maximum price for 
these volumes, that he let this resolution lie over until such time as he 
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can come here and say that a certain price will amply compensate the 
editor and publisher, and put that in as a limitation on the discretion of 
the Committee on Printing or whatever other body of men we submit 
the question of purchase to. 

As faras I am concerned, while I have not any doubtabout the value 
of the purchase, at least to the extent named, still we ought to observe 
as far as we possibly can, I think, the essential precautions that are 
usually observed in matters of this kind. 

While I am up, I will say that this will not be a public document. 
I venture to say there are not half a dozen members of both Houses of 
Congress who will care to distribute it to the extent of paying the post- 
age. Now and then of course some attorney would like to have it, but 
it will not bein any considerable demand, and it can not be sent 
through the mail as a public document, it not being printed at the 
Government Printing Office, but being purchased. It seems to me it 
ought not to be published for a distribution which will not take place, 
But apart from that, it seems to me that in the first place we ought to 
determine what the book is going to cost. 

Mr. EVARTS. Itiscertainly very advisable that ata proper stage of 
proceedings there should be a proper ascertainment of the value of 
the book that as a purchaser the United States should engage to take; 
and as the representatives of the United States are by the editor and 
the proposed publisher made the sole judges as to the price that they 
will pay, it does not seem to me that any complaint can be made of 
any undue charge by the publisher or the editor. It is submitted to 
the United States, represented in the two Houses by their respective 
committees on the subject, to determine what is a fair price for this 
book. Somebody must determine that price. I will agree that these 
chairmen ought to consult the Public Printer or the Printing Commit- 
tees as to what should be a guide; and I am quite willing to add to 
this resolution the chairmen of these two Printing Committees. How 
otherwise you can determine as between buyer and seller the price that 
the buyer should be willing to give than by this ascertainment by com- 
petent judges and experts on his part to determine it, I can not for my 
life see. 

This book is a work that, if left only to private patronage, would 
probably be put to the purchasers and to a fewer number of purchasers, 
at a larger price than if the Government becomes a purchaser of a cer- 
tain numberof volumes. It belongs to that class of publications which 
are mainly and principally for the use of the public service in the elu- 
cidation and exposition of the line of diplomatic and state papers that 
instruct us in this and that topic as it comes up for debate. And while 
I have every desire that nothing should be done in the way of fixing a 
price that is injurious or excessive, I know of no mode of fixing that 

rice better than by that here pro Nor can I think that the pub- 
isher or the editor can be complained of if they leave it to the buying 
side of the contract entirely, for the buying party to determine it. 

The book is very nearly ready to go to press; and the Department of 
State and the Foreign Relations Committees of both Houses are dis- 
posed to think that the sooner it is in possession of the public and of 
Congress the better. With that view we have promptly and unani- 
mously reported this resolution adding only 200 copies; and I should 
hope that with entire unanimity we might dispose of this question 
with proper guards as to the protection of the public interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from New York how many 
volumes there will probably be of this work? 

Mr. EVARTS. Two volumes, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. And does it comprise the correspondence, state pa- 
pers, &c., of the State Department, and the decisions of the courts of 
the United States, and acts of Congress? 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER, Is the morning business through? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remind Senators that 
the morning business has been interrupted. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwas under the impression that the morning busi- 
ness was through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. The order stands at re- 
ports of committees. This joint resolution was taken up by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. Was this resolution reported to-day ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it is pending by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object if it is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate having given its consent 
to take up the resolution, it must be proceeded with. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But I did not consent to debate. 
up a bill is one thing, and to debate it is another. 
the Chair ruled yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution was taken up 
by order of the Senate, and is open to debate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire simply by way of suggestion to say a word 
in reference to this resolution. 

I do not know that I desire it to be considered from what I shall say 
that I shall oppone the purchase of this valuable work if it shall turn 
out to be so, but I wish to suggest to the Senator from New York that 


To take 
That was the way 


this resolution is certainly an unusual one in reference to the purchase 
of books. It does seem to me that this book when prepared ought to 
be submitted, if the Congress of the United States is to become a pur- 
chaser, to a competent committee for the examination of its contents. 
If they shall report to Congress that it isa work of great value and 
would be so esteemed by men who desire to examine into the subjects 
to which it relates, on a report of that character doubtless Congress 
would purchase the book, or at least a certain number of copies. But 
to agree to the resolution to purchase 2,000 volumes for the House and 
1,000 for the Senate and 1,000 for the State Department, comprising 
two volumes, without any fixed price, does seem to me as rather an 
extraordinary p. ing. 

I merely suggest that I think the resolution ought to lie over or 
back to the committee, and let there be a proposition offered here for 
the examination of this work. No matter how competent this author 
may be, yet it will not do to take a book on trust and say that because 
he is a competent man therefore the book is going to be of great value. 
Sometimes people are imposed upon, not intentionally, by an author, 
but by mistake as to the value of the property he tenders or the writings 
that he may prepare. So it might be in this case, This man is acom- 
petent man, doubtless. He is certainly a pretty good authority on this 
particular question; there is no doubt about that. I admit that prop- 
osition; but at the same time, for safety, I do think that acting on the 
part of the people as a Congress we ought to take the steps which would 
make it safe and secure. It is not safe to act without an examination 
of the work, to see what the character of the work is and whatits prob- 
able value may be to the people. 

I make that suggestion to the Senator because, as I said, I do not 
wish tocommit myself against this proposition, for doubtless it will be 
a valuable work. I have no doubt of that, but at the same time I do 
not wish to vote blindly for a resolution to purchase so many volumes 
of a book unknown except by mere extracts that we have from it. And 
it being a digest, which means a mere compilation of the opinions of 
courts and those high in authority in reference to foreign relations—it 
being of that character, I would rather see the work myself, or at least 
I would rather have some competent committee see it before p i 
it, than to take a leap in the dark and say that we will purchase so 
many volumes without fixing the price. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask theSenator from New York whether 
it isexpected to compensate Mr, Wharton for his labors as editor in part 
in the price of the book, or whether those labors are rendered as a part 
of his official services as Assistant Secretary of State, or whatever the 
office he now holds; that is, whether we are to pay only for the mechan- 
ical execution of the book and the material, or for the editing. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. Wharton is a very competent editor of such a 
work we shall all agree, I imagine, who are acquainted with him either 
by personal knowledge or by repute; and others can inform themselves 
as to the general relation of the subject. I donot understand my friend 
the Senator from Illinois to raise any objection to the competency of 
his editorship. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. EVARTS, He will be in a position, if he publishes it on his 
own account, to fix the price at which it shall be sold in the market. 
Whether the production of such a work as this would warrant an ex- 
pectation by the editor of an adequate amount of general patronage in 
the market to make the return what it should be in all respects may 
of course be doubted. Perhaps a conclusion might be that it would 
not bea venture on publishing that would be recommended. The 
United States is then asked at this stage of matters, when the work is 
substantially ready to go to the printer, to say whether it will become 
a patron in the market, or the purchaser of this book to the extent of a 
certain number of copies at such price as we muy fix. That is the 
whole transaction as one of dealing concerning the book. 

So too in regard to such consideration or approval as has already been 
given to the subject by the Foreign Relations Committees, ifthe House 
committee should report as they are expecting to do, I believe, a simi- 
lar resolution on that committee’s approval of the work, then it stands 
that the two Houses through their Committees on Foreign Relations 
have approved of the work, so that we of the committee, without dis- 
sent on the subject, have been satisfied that the work itself in its pro- 
ject and in its frame is valuable, that the various selected specimens 
which are furnished us are in accord with what should form the mat- 
ter of such a book. Then the committee having access if they desire it 
to the bulk of the work as now ready to go to print can make further 
examination. Recommendations were presented from the Secretary of 
State and from some eminent public authorities—on such subjects, I 
mean, not official—and these, together with the inspection which we 
gave to the subject and to the specimensand to the frame and purpose, 
satisfied us that it was a useful book. 

Now in regard to the question made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I can only say that the editor, as I understand, would be the pro- 
prietor, with the publisher, of the book after it shall have been pub- 
lished; and if the United States does not purchase it in any way, the 
United States is not a party at all to the question of the value and sal- 
able price of the book. The United States in determining (which is 
wholly confided to them) the price they will put upon it have a right 
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to regard the matter suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts as to 
the work ing out of material that is furnished by the Govern- 
ment i 7 

I am willing that this should stand over, Mr. President, in order that 
we may ascertain whether it is supposed that a larger tion of the 
nature of the book or a nearer ascertainment of the probable cost of the 
book may be reached, for I have not the least desire that this should be 

ted except wholly in the public interest. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As this matter I understand is to go over on 
the suggestion of the Sentor from New York, I simply desire—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move to lay it on 
the table? 

Mr. EVARTS. Let it lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. By unanimous consent I desire to make a sug- 
gestion in reference to the resolution. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not consent. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York having 
moved to lay this matter on the table, the question is not debatable. 

Mr. EVARTS. I will recall the motion for the purpose of hearing 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The motion can not be withdrawn after 
objection is made. The objection has not been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that when a 
motion to lay on the table is pending no debate can follow; an objection 
being interposéd by the Senator from Virginia, no debateis now in order. 
The only question is shall the joint resolution lie on the table? The 
question is on that motion. 

Mr. EVARTS. I withdrew my motion for the purpose of hearing the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. Do not the rules expressly provide that a motion may 
be withdrawn before the yeas and nays are ordered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But objection had been interposed 
before that proposition was made. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand the rule to be express that, objection 
or no objection, it is the right of any Senator who makes a motion to 
withdraw it unless the yeas and nays have been ordered. Now the Sen- 
ator from New York made this motion; he has withdrawn it; the yeas 
and nays have not been called for; and therefore the matter stands open 
to debate as if the motion to lay on the table had not been made. That 
is my point, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Chair is of the opinion that 
under the circumstances, the objection having been made pending the 
motion to lay on the table, that stopped the privilege of debate on that 
proposition; and a mere withdrawal by the Senator making that motion 
would not renew the pinige of debate after objection had been made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? To lay on the table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To lay the joint resolution on the 
table for the present. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BUTLER. Is the morning business through? + 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not. If there be no further re- 
ports from standing or select committees the introduction of bills isin 
order. . 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2137) granting a pension to David 
Eells; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 2138) for the relief of Edward 
Braden and Job W. Angus; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. et 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2139) to establish the order of pro- 
motion in the Medical Department ofthe Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2140) authorizing the Secretary of the 

to establish a subport of entry and a port of call at Port An- 
geles, Wash.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2141) for the reliefof John Spicer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2142) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Owen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Com mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2143) granting a pension to William 
Wallace; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
i pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2144) granting an increase of 

ion to Grace F. Edes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2145) to amend section 3738 of 
the Revised Statutes relative to the eight-hour law; which was read 
twice by its title,.and referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2146) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to place on file in the War Department the names of 


the officers and members of the ‘‘ Frontier Guards,’ mustered into the 
volunteer military service of the United States on the 18th day of 
April, 1861, and issue di to the same; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2147) granting a pension to George 
Faulk; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO BILL, 

Mr. MILLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the 
service; which was ordered to be printed and lie on the table. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SEWELL, it was 


Ordered, That James Cascy have leave to withdraw from the files of the Sen- 
ate the papers in his case. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and’ they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tem : 
A bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical science, and to pre- 


vent the desecration of graves; 

A bill e 633) to change the name of Uniontown to Anacostia; 

A bill (S. 1476) to amend an act of Congress approved June 12, 1884, 
entitled “An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wis- 
consin; ” 

A bill (S. 761) granting a pensian to William Webster; and 

A bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to Noah Nelson. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report showing the 
maintenance of the channel at the South Pass of the Mississippi River 
by Capt. James B. Eads during the quarters ending March 9, 1885, 
June 9, 1885, September 9, 1885, December 9, 1885, and March 26, 1886; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


“TIMBER SEIZURES. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be directed to ascertain by what 


authority timber cut on the public domain by consent and knowledge and under 


the rulings and instruction of the Interior and Public Land Department is 


seized by snid Department without due process of law and ordered to be sold 
without any judgment or execution directing the same. 


NOTICES OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to give notice that to-morrow at 2 o’clock, or as soon thereafter 
as the business of the Senate will conveniently allow, I shall ask the 
Senate to go into executive session for the consideration of certain pub- 
lic matters. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to give a notice. Some time since I gave no- 
tice that on a day named I would ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 
1407) in relation to Indian depredations, for the purpose of submittin 
some remarks upon it. When the day arrived that I had designa; 
the Senate was so engaged that I chose to let the business of the Senate 
proceed without interruption. I give notice now that on Friday next, 
after the morning business is concluded; I shall ask the Senate to take 
up the bill for the purpose only of submitting some remarks, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Allow me to to the Senator from Oregon 
that he fix 20’clock. The Senator can of course obtain the floor, as any 
Senator can, for the purpose of making remarks at any time; but if he 
sets a time before 2 o’clock it prevents action upon the ordinary busi- 
ness on the Calendar. I hope the Senator will say after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. DOLPH. I prefer unless there is objection to take up the bill 
after the morning business, because I do not wish to antagonize the in- 
terstate-commerce bill which has been waiting so long. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire tostate that I have on several occasions 
designated a time at which I should move the consideration of the bill 
providing for the taxation of railroad lands. I had designated yester- 
day previous to 2 o’clock; but the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] desiring to take the floor at that time that was abandoned. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] desires to take the 
floor to-day. I give notice now that to-morrow morning after the morn- 
ing business I shall ask for the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know whether we can come to have a vested 

ht in this giving notice of what it is proposed todo. If so, I cer- 


ri 
tainly have a vested right to move to-morrow morning to proceed to 
the transaction of pension business. I do not know but that the Sen- 
ate has decided never to transact any more pension business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Say after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. For over three weeks I have been persistently making 
an effort to have a general pension bill considered, and then have three 
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or four cases of special acts which ought to be taken up acted on. I 
will give one more notice, that to-morrow morning at the conclusion 

the morning business—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Say after 2 o'clock. 

Mr, BLAIR. No, after the morning business I will move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1886, which is a gen- 
eral pension bill. I hope to be able to get it acted on by the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


Mr. BUTLER. © Is the morning business concluded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro The morning business is now closed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution referred to will be 


read. 
_ The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLATT Janu- 
ary 29, 1886: 
Resolved, That executive nominations shall hereafter be eonsidered in open 
session, except when otherwise ordered by vote of the Senate, 


Mr. BUTLER Mr. President, for the purposes of what I shall have 
to say on the resolution now under discussion it is not material when 
the rules proposed to be modified were adopted. I shall therefore not 
stop to inquire into their origin, continuance, or existence. The hon- 
orable Senator from Connecticut has given a historic narrative of the 
origin and operation of the rules. They have been standing rules of 
the Senate during my service here, and I have endeavored to give them 
loyal obedience. For the first time, in my judgment, a conspicuous 
and urgent occasion has arisen for their repeal or modification. This 
occasion has led me to examine with care the character and utility and 
object of the rules, and this has brought me to the conclusion that they 
ought to be abrogated. A brief comparison of the two political parties 
in respect to the business pertaining to executive sessions may serve to 
illustrate how the privileges of secret sessions may be abused. 

Mr. President, when a Democratic majority controlled the policy of 
the Senate a few years ago it did not in secret session or elsewhere 
make refractory and factious opposition to the President of the United 


What is the present condition of affairs? We havea President whose 
election and inauguration were not questioned. He came into office 
without friends to reward or enemies to punish. He has exerted his 
best efforts and energies to give the people an efficient, business-like, 
honest administration. This, I think, is admitted on all sides, by party 
friends and party foes. While it can not beclaimed the President has 
not made mistakes, it may be said with truth that all his methods of 
administrative reform have been in the line of improvement and in the 
interest of good government. ; 

How has he been met by the Senate of the United States? Bya 
frank, patriotic disposition to hold up his hands and re-enforce his efforts 
to give the le an efficient administration? Not atall, sir. Butin- 
stead a carping, fault-finding, criticising, factious opposition, and every 
pretext to delay action on his nominations and recommendations. 

Almost the first act of the majority of the Senate, or rather a relent- 
less, incorrigible faction of that majority, which had med its asso- 
ciates into acquiescence, was to call upon the President for his “‘ reasons” 
for exercising his discretion under the Constitution, with which this 
Senate had no more to do than the council of Choctaws. ‘‘ Reasons” 
were what was first asked for, and there is no use denying it, for the 
honorable Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] produced the rec- 
ord, as did other Senators. Discovering the absurdity of such a de- 
mand it was abandoned with ill-disguised humiliation, and ‘‘ papers on 
file” were asked for. ‘‘Paperson file ” which influenced or controlled 
the executive mind in the exercise of a legal discretion. These were 
properly refused, because the Senate has nothing to do with the exer- 
cise of that discretion. It was an officious, unwarranted invasion of 
the constitutional rights of the Executive, entered upon not to correct 
an abuse or promote reform, but to score a point for party, and the 
President would have been unworthy his high office and untrue to his 
obligations and trusts if he had not resisted and refused compliance 
with such a demand. 


What do we see as the result? This same faction of the same ma- 
jority taking the ground they will not confirm nominations made by 
the President, however meritorious and fit, however much the public 
service may suffer, however unwarrantable such a course may be made 
to appear; they will block the wheels of Government and paralyze the 
executive power if their partisan demands are not complied with. That 
is the position, sir, stripped of all disguises and pretenses. As well 
might we say to the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court, if you do not 
transmit to the Senate the authorities and reasons which influenced your 
judicial discretion in a certain decree we will withhold the necessary 
appropriation for the transaction of the business of your court. What 
would be thought of such a proposition? And yet itis no more absurd 
and untenable than that into which this faction is trying to drag the 
Senate—into which it has drawn it. j 

There are great numbers of nominations now held by committees; 
nominations to fill vacancies created by resignations or terms exnired, 
not by suspensions or removals, on which action is refused to the great 
detriment of the pubiic service, to say nothing of injustice to the per- 
sons nominated. Is this done topromote goodadministration or gratify 
party spleen or gain party advantage? Admit for thesake of the argu- 
ment the President has done wrong, would that be held a justification 
for the Senate in doing wrong by withholding consideration of the 
Presidents nominations? That seems to be the proposition. But 
when it is demonstrated over and over again the President was right, 
how can it be maintained with any show of consistency or reason that 
the Senate is justified? I shall not attempt, Mr. President, to restate 
the arguments so forcibly urged in support of the President’s position. 

But I desire to call attention to the situation to justify in part the 
vote I shall give in favor of the pending resolutions. Iwant the doors 
of this Senate thrown open and nominations of the President acted 
upon in open session in order that the country may be advised and in- 
formed of how frivolous and pretensive the grounds upon which action 
is refused and the responsibility lodged where it belongs. 

It has been my habit to proceed cautiously and guardedly in such 
innovations as is proposed by this resolution, but with my sense of 
obligation and duty to those who have sent me here I can not longer 
permit such injustice to their rights without at least an effort to cor- 
rect it, and this seems to be the most efficacious remedy. Aside from 
the foregoing considerations, Mr. President, my experience here con- 
vinces me there is no necessity or excuse for secret sessions except, 
perhaps, in considering treaties with foreign countries. It is asome- 
what curious fact that this is the only parliamentary body of impor- 
tance in the world, with perhaps one exception—to which I will refer 
later—which has among its rules of procedure provision for secret 
sessions, > 

Some days ago I addressed a letter to a distinguished representative 
of each of the Governments of Great Britain, France, Germany, Spain, 
and Mexico, making inquiry in regard to secret sessions in their respect- 
ive parli bodies, and also in regard to the manner of making 
appointments to office, and whether parliament or cither branch had 


any supervision over appointments. 
All have done me the honor to respond except the re ntative of 
Spain, and I submit extracts as follows. Keferring to the British Par- 


liament, my correspondent says: 

I to inform you that no “executive” or “secret” session can be held in 
either house of the British Parliament. It is, however, com nt for any mem- 
ber of either house of Parliament to move “that the galle be cleared,” but 
such a proceeding is unusual. 
ats Crair session of the oe the pipri States does po Act in 

glish ameni procedure with regard to government appointments to 
office in and; neither house exercises any control with the exception of the 
officers of the two houses; they all emanate the crown and the executive 
departments, subject to entrance by open competitive examination under the 
civil-service commission, x 


In regard to France, the reply is as follows: 
WASHINGTON, March 31, 1836. 

My Dear SENATOR: In reply to your inquiry of the 30th instant I have the 
honor to inform you that executive (secret) sessions are unknown in the rules 
and lations of the French Parliament. With regard to appointments to 
office, are made in France to commissioned officers by decree of the Presi- 
dent of the French Republic, after having been or recommended to 
him by the cabinet member of whose ent this special officer depends. 
Officers of a lower rank are appointed by arrétéof the respective member of the 
cabinet alone, 

All a 
and ent 


prenent The parli 
ts explanation, gives him the majority or puts him in 
votes are, however, generally without result. 
Yours, rempacetaniy: &e. 
The rules in the Mexican Congress will be understood from the fol- 
lowing: 
In reply to your favor of yesterday, inquiring if the Mexican senate has any 


rules for the holding of secret sessions and what matters are treated therein, I 
have the honor to inform you that the two houses of the Mexican are 


governed by the regulations of December 23, 1824, which were peepee A 
ish Cortes in force at that time, with the |- 


vernment which was ado; 
he articles of said peter tee 


oe from ere oe the § : cs 
ons consequent upon the republican form 
by the Mexican constitution of October 4, 1824, 
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referring to secret sessions are marked under numbers 34, 35, and 36, of which 
I inclose you a translation. 

Although those regulations have been since amended on some points, I under- 
stand that the above articles are yet in force. 

With sentiments of the highest esteem and consideration, I am, sir, your obe- 
dient servant, 

[Translated from the rules of the two houses of the congress of the union of 
December 23, 1824.} 

" Sec. H. Secret sessions shall be held on Mondays and Thursdays of every 
week for the discussion of matters requiring secrecy, commencing at 1 o’clock 
in the afternoon. 

“Sec. 35. Should any matter of that kind come up outside of those days, not 
admitting of any delay, secret sessions shall be held at the opening or closing of 
the public session, on motion of amember of congress or of the er thereof, 
= at the aig of the members of the cabinet on behalf of the government of 

e republic. 

‘Src. 36, There shall be presented at secret session : 

“1, Any charges which may be made against the members of the two houses, 
or of the president or vice-president of the republic, the members of the cabi- 
net, governors of the states, or judges of the supreme court. 

in Any communications marked confidential addressed by onc house to the 


other. 

“3, Matters of a purely economic character of the house, 

“4, Ecclesiastical or religious matters. 

"5, Other matters considered confidential by the president or the members of 
the cabinet.” 


In my letter, to which this is a reply, I omitted to inquire as to how 
appointments are made in Mexico, and hence the absence of the expla- 
nation. 

The constitution of the German Empire provides as is set forth in 


the following letter: 
Marcu 81, 1886. 

ATERN GENERAL: I have the honor to answer your inquiries of yesterday 
as follows: 

1. Article 22 of the constitution of the empire says: “The discussions of the 
Reichstag take place in open session.” No secret ons are mentioned. 

2. Article 18 says: “The emperor makes the appointments to the offices of the 
empire.” These appointments do not require any parliamentary confirmation. 

With assurances, &c, 


It may be insisted that the examples cited have no force or applica 
tion, because the parliaments have no executive functions, no control 
over executive appointments, and therefore there is no occasion for secret 
or executive sessions. It appears, however, in point of fact, both the 
British and French Parliaments have the right to question executive 
officers in regard to appointments, and to that extent they have ex- 
ecutive functions. Further on in this discussion I shall refer to an 
improvement which I think would accrue to our service if the same 
right should be allowed this body. Whether these foreign parliaments 
are endowed with executive functions or not does not affect the prin- 
ciple I contend for, and so ably and forcibly presented by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] in his exhaustive argument yesterday 
in behalf of open sessions. 

Isit not somewhat remarkable that this Government, boasting of the 
sovereignty of the people, of its representative character, its free in- 
stitutions, the direct responsibility of its officials to the people, the 
freedom of discussion on public matters, the influence of popular opin- 
ion, should be the only one in the family of great nations to close the 
doors of one branch of its Con, while considering questions of ad- 
ministration vital to the people’s interest? Is there anything con- 
nected with the conduct of the affairs of the people more important to 
them than the character of the officials who are appointed to discharge 
a public trust? If not, why should the consideration of their appoint- 
ments be concealed from the eyes of the public? ‘There is really no 
good reason for it. The Constitution does not command it. There is 
no law directing it. Thecontemporaneous discussions do not disclose the 
object for which they were first adopted or why they were continued. 
The deliberations of the Continental Congress from 1774 to 1789 were all 
conducted in secret session, and the first three Congresses under the 
present Constitution, to 1794, were also held in secret. 

I can account for this on no other hypothesis than that at the time 
this Government came into existence there was among the despotic 
nations of the Old World great jealousy of the principles upon which it 
was founded, and a corresponding caution in its deliberations and con- 
duct to baffle the designs and thwart the intrigues of its enemies and 
strengthen the faith and confidence of its friends. Absolutism, despot- 
ism, imperialism,'monarchy, feudalism, or by whatever name you may 
call it, had not relaxed its hold upon the throats of the people. France 
had made a spasmodic, desperate effort for liberty, but licentiousness, 
mistaken for ‘‘liberty and equality,” paved the way for the first em- 
pire. Our struggle and success filled the crowned heads and despot- 
isms with alarm, and they would spare no pains to obstruct the march 
of liberty regulated bylaw. Under these circumstances, the statesmen 
of that early day no doubt felt justified in hedging their deliberations 
about with the mystery of secret sessions, profiting by whatever protec- 
tion they afforded the young Republic against its enemies. 

Secret sessions, a necessity perhaps at first, grew into a practiceand 
have been handed down as institutions sanctioned by custom. If this 
hypothesis be correct, the reason upon which the custom was founded 
no longer exists. We were then weak, more or less timid in dealing 
with foreign nations, not sure of our foothold as a government even 
with our own people. 

Not so now. Weare strong, independent, and fully abreast of the 
great nations of the earth, and except in transactions involving diplo- 


matie considerations, having nothing to conceal or fear from foreign 
powers and surely nothing to conceal from our own sovereign. Is there 
anything in the administration of a popular government that requires 
concealment from the sovereign—the people? Surely not. 

Weare hereas the agents and servants of the people, exercising a trust 
forthem. As I have already should they not have a full and 
complete account of how that trust is di ? It would seem so; 
and yet when we come to transact administrative duties as important 
as any other, namely, pass judgment on public officials, we shut the 
doors, close the blinds, and shroud ourselves in the mystery of secret 
sessions—at least that is the purpose, although itis not always realized. 
Besides, Mr. President, there is such a thing as obsoleteism in govern- 
ment as well asin laws, Whatis wise and proper to-day may be wholly 
inapplicable and insupportable a quarter of a century hence, In the 
half century just passed, steam and electricity have revolutionized 


commerce all over the world. Modern discovery in science and art, . 


labor-saving implements, popular enlightenment and intelligence, and 
popular demands have upset our old methods of doing business) Our 
modern system of banking, the clearing-house, checks, and exchanges, 
have set aside the business methods and established business relations 
entirely different from those in use before the late improvements—if 
they are improvements; many old customs in every branch of human 
affairs have yielded and passed away before the march of new ideas 
and habits and processes. Ido not know that I can better explain what 
I mean by obsoleteism as applied to this question than by quoting from 
the language of Chancellor Dargan, one of the most learned and dis- 
tinguished jurists South Carolina has ever produced, in delivering the 
opinion of the court in the somewhat celebrated case of Jaggers vs. 
Estes (3 Strobhart’s Equity). Discussing the flexibility of the com- 
mon law, he said: 


There are many principes recognized as law in South Carolina, as well asin 
England, not founded upon statute, that are diametrically opposed to what was 
considered the well-established principles of the common law. It is a system 
of law resting for its authority upon usages, and these usages are evidenced by 
judicial interpretations and the decision of cases brought before the courts for 


judication, 

gr sesi such a system we must naturally look for mutations, and even revolu- 
tions, in the judicial exposition of the law. Upon such a code it would be un- 
reasonable to ex that the changing features of each succeeding age would 
not be characteristically impressed. The common law has ever been admitted 
to possess a remarkable flexibility, which renders it capable of being adapted to 
the ever-varying wants of a p ve civilization in matters too minute or 
unimportant to call for lative action. Upon the principles of obsoleteism (if 
I may use the expression) it drops, or throws pees its own inherent energy, 
that which the progress of society has rendered ess or inexpedient, and by 
the same vital force it eliminates new principles and develops extensive branches 
Z ecg eau Tse which are found in the ancient system, if there found at all, 
only in a radimental state. 

e common law of early times was the code of asemi-civilized people, inastate 
of military subjection to fuedal chiefs, with little wealthand few wants. It was 
then as rude as their own manners, or their own early Gothic manners. What 
isit now? A vasts of jurisprudence, admirably adapted to the necessities 
of spos powe and wealthy people, ofa commerce, and boasting 
a ement and civilization which mpe that of rah other people of any 
other age of the world. Ponderous in ifs proportions, itis yet fect and com- 
plete in its finish ; alike adapted to the greatest exigences and interests as well 
asthe minutestwantsofsociety. How hasthis vast and complicated system been 
built up? In the progres of ages, mainly by whatis opprobriously termed 
judicial legislation. Thus it is that the common law to-day is not that of fifty 
years since, nor that of fifty years since the common law of the p: ing cen- 
tury. Nor is the common law of South Carolina always that of the mother 
country. It has, in many particulars, received a new impress and a new direc- 
tion from our uliar circumstances, habits, and institutions; and it would be 
absurd to say we are under any obligation to follow the decisions of the 
English courts with blind submission. 


So it is, Mr. President, with many things in the administration of 
this Government and of all governments—the principle of obsoleteism 
obtains, and it obtains here. The rule sought to be repealed by these 
resolutions ought to be repealed. Every deliberative assembly has an 
inherent right and power to close its doors whenever a majority of its 
members so decide. A convention immediately from the people has 
the power—and sometimes in cases of great emergency exercises it— 
of deliberating with closed doors, but there, as here, this course ought 
to be the exception, rather than as here, where the open executive ses- 
sion is the exception. Instead of greater secrecy in our deliberations 
there ought to be greater publicity. None but those who could stand 
the focused light of the public gaze would be sent to us, and great good 
would agerue to the public service. Opportunity would not be given 
the assassin of private character to secretly ply his avocation. Many 
an improper person would be kept out of Government employment and 
many agood man would escape slaughter in the darkness of secret ses- 


sions. 

We have heard a good deal about ‘‘ star-chamber methods’? of the 
President in withholding his reasons for removals or suspensions—nota- 
bly the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wi1son], who, among other things, 
said in his speech of March 11: 

Thus the assumed kingly prerogative of the President places under lock and 
key the public records of the country, and denies the information which they 
contain, even in confidence, to the Senate, notwithstanding the President is, at 
the same time, asking it to advise and consent to the consummation of the as- 
sault, implied from his own professions of reform, which he has made on the 
character and reputation of the citizen concerned, 

And again he said: 

No matter what may be the grade of crime to him imputed, whether the V- 
est known to the law or the most insignificant found in its definitions, he is en- 
titled to enjoy all of the protective forces organized by this imperial article of 
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the Constitution. It isasuperb monument marking Lend Ryan: where our fathers 
buried the star-chamber practices which charged, tried, and condemned men 
without notice or hearing. 

Reference is here made to the sixth article of the constitutional 
amendments. 4 

Mr. President, what was the method invented for the surrender of the pro- 
fessed reform purposes of the administration to the pressure of partisan demands? 
Simply the star-chamber method of inviting assaults upon the characters and 
reputations or the personal or official conduct of officers, and denying to them 
eee of the nature of the charges presented, and refusing opportunity for 
answer thereto, It was a simple process, but it wasa wrong one, It answered 
the purpose of every citizen suspended from office. The nd "no secrets 
here” is taken down from its place above the “glass doors” of the abode of the 
administration, and the public official files are stowed away in dark closets un» 
der lock and key, all in the name of reform and the public interest. 

Again he says: 

The star-chamber method of procedure will never be approved by the people 
of this country. Any administration that insists upon its establishment will be 
exccrated by the people, for partisan zeal can not outlive that devotion to fair 
play, exact cf ustice, frank methods, and conservative regard for the rights of the 
citizen which is characteristic of our people. 

Let us apply these emphatic observations of the distinguished Sen- 
ator to our own “‘star-chamber methods,” and correct them before going 
out of our way to assail another and co-ordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment. 

The Senator from Indiana heads his fierce assault on the President 
in conspicuous head-lines, ‘‘ Relations between the Senate and Executive 
Departments—Star-Chamber Methods,” and then proceeds with most 
vigorous language : 

That is the issue, and great as the constitutional questions involved here may 
be, it is practically a greater question whether this Government in its civil-sery- 
ice shall be administered asin a star chamber where accusations may be lodged 
and heard and decided without the knowledge of the man whose interests are 
to be affected and whose character is to be blackened.” 


After exciting the Senate alternately to tears with a pathetic recital 
of the sorrowful woes of Mrs. De la Hunt and the wrongs trated 
on the ‘‘poor soldier,’’ and to laughter by his vivid and hilarious de- 
scription of the likeness of the Republican candidate for Vice-President 
[Mr. Locan], the Senator says: 

Let us uncover this, Mr. President. I would like to have the world know, I 
would like to have the people of Indiana know just who it is here or in the House 
of Representatives that would file such charges and ask removal upon such a 

, and then recommend men of the description I have named to fill the place, 
Iknow what our people would think of it. I know they would think it 
was a base and an insincere thing whoever didit, Letus uncover this box, The 
President may not know this. I can not but believe,as I say, that there are se- 
crets here hidden from him, and that he oughtto know of them, that he ought to 
know whether he has been trusting men in their recommendations for office who 
are asking him to turn out men as offensive Republicansand to put in men who 
put their claims to the office upon the ground they want its emoluments to 
run a Democratic newspaper, and on no other und in the case I have sup- 
poma Heought toknow it, Ifheis sincere, as I must assume, it would shake 

ais confidence in some of his advisers, and there may be more excuse for the 
President than many of us are willing to admit in the unreliable character of 
his advisers. 

From these expressions of the two Senators, so earnest and emphatic 
against ‘‘ secret star-chamber methods,” I shall expect them to aid in 
“ uncovering this box” of ours. Will they have the courage to open 
the doors of this Senate so that the public may see the charges preferred 
against the President's nominations on which they have been held by 
these Senators for months and months? Idoubtit. Other Senators on 
thatsideof the Chamber, with varying phrases and terms, have severally 
denounced the President for ‘‘ withholding papers” from the Senate. 
Let us see if they will continue to withhold papers from the public. I 
have said, Mr. President, there is no constitutional mandate for “‘ secret 
sessions.’ The only reference to secret sessions is found in paragraph 
3, section 5, of Article I of the Constitution, which says: 

Each House shall keep a journal of its proceedings, and from time to time pub- 
lish the same, excepting such parts as may in their judgment require secrecy. 

This provision is an affirmative recognition of that inherent power in 
all deliberative bodies, whether the business is legislative or executive. 

It has been repeatedly affirmed in these halls and outside that Con- 
gress is the d inquest of the country, and our secret sessions have 
been likened to the secret proceedings of a grand jury. 

There is no analogy. Thereis nothing inquisitorial in the powers ot 
Congress. They are purely legislative, except the executive functions 
of the Senate in regard to appointments and treaties and its judicial 
functions in impeachments; but there is nothing inquisitorial in these. 
No, Mr, President, it is misconception of the high duties of Congress to 
say they are inquisitorial. A most pernicious practice has grown up 
of appointing committees of investigation with powers intended to be 
inquisitorial (but when put to the test fortunately failed), to look into 
every conceivable complaint however frivolous or absurd. It is a most 
pernicious practice and ought to be abandoned. Committees of inves- 
tigation may be properly authorized when information is sought to aid 
legislation, but very rarely otherwise. My observation and experience 
teach me that the nearest and surest and safest road to reform in the 
civil service is to throw wide open our doors for executive as well as 
legislative business and compel by law the members of the President’s 
Cabinet to come upon the floors of Congress at stated times to answer 
questions, participate in debate, but without a vote, as was proposed 
by the bill of Hon. George H. Pendleton, late a Senator on this floor. 

Nothing, in my opinion, would contribute more to that harmony and 


intelligent intercourse between the two co-ordinate branches of the 
Government so essential to orderly and efficient administration. Some 
have apprehended from this innovation an undue influence by the Ex- 
ecutive; but, Mr. President, this, I submit, is also a great mistake and 
delusion. There is much more danger from legislative than executive 
encroachments; much more danger of converting this into a parliament- 
ary—a government of unrestrained majorities—than a one-man govern- 
ment. The time for executive usurpation of power is passed and will 
not return until chaos reigns and the sword will have to be drawn to 
restore and preserve order. Let us hope that that time is in the very 
distant future if it must come, and that the true and fundamental 
principles of popular government may survive all encroachments from 
every source. 

It has been said, Mr. President, that the sovereign of Great Britain 
reigns but does not govern, the President of the French Republic neither 
reigns nor governs, and that the Chief Magistrate of the United States 
governs but doesnotreign. This isina measure true. The President 
of the United States governs by faithfully executing the law as laiddown 
in the Constitution and laws of Co His power to govern does ' 
not extend one hair’s breadth beyond that, and when he exceeds this 
jurisdiction he becomes a usurper and revolutionist. But in his faith- 
ful execution of the laws lies the strength and power and invincibility 
of this Government. Wise and just laws enacted by the legislative | 
branch of the Government, faithfully executed by the executive, and 
honestly construed and interpreted by the judicial is the full measure 
of a perfect representative government, embracing the best principles 
of civil liberty and preserving the most cherished muniments of human 


rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina desire any action on the resolution? 

Mr. BUT. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has 
charge of the resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to take up Order of Business 347. : 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from South Carolina is through with 
his remarks——- 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam. à 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that my colleague does not desire to 
go on to-day; and as it is within a few minutes of 2 o'clock, I ask that 
the unfinished business be now taken up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the pension bill be taken up, and then it will 
be the unfinished business in the morning hour. [* No!” “No!”] 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the hour of 2 o'clock arrives I de- 
sire to offer an amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
LOM] has submitted a motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rose and addressed the Chair and made a motion be- 
fore the Senator from Illinois was on his feet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Hlinois first. 

Mr. BLAIR. That may be, but I addressed the Chair very distinctly 
before the Senator from Illinois rose, and stated my motion and named 
the bill or the order of business when the Senator from Illinois ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield, with the understanding that at pre- 
cisely 2 o’clock the unfinished business shall be taken up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only desire to take the bill up that it may be read 
and that it may be the unfinished business inthe morning hour. I do 
not wish to interfere with the Senator from Illinois at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. ‘I ask the Senator to allow me to offer an 
amendment to the pending resolution, on which I do not propose to 
make a remark. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
to the Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘There is no such thing as unfinished business in the 
morning hour. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that technically, but the Senate extends 
the courtesy of unfinished business in the morning hour, and has done 
so for several days. 

Mr. FRYE. Not at all. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Secretary to take down my amend- 
ment, which is by way of substitute for the pending resolution; so as to 
make it read: 

That all matters other than those relating to treaties shall be considered and 
acted upon by the Senate in open session. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be received and printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I yesterday gave notice that after the Senator from 
South Carolina was through I would take the floor; but there are only 
five minutes of the morning hour left. I desire it to be understood 
that I shall have the floor to-morrow morning during the morning 
hour. 


Task for action on my motion and then I will yield 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
recognized as entitled to the floor when the subject is resumed. 
Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 


PENSION TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Barr], to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ed to consider the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers 

after six months’ service, who 
are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for support, and of 
dependent parents of soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities 
contracted therein. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senate will remember that in the 


they may have been passed 
to the House, where it fai It was introduced at the begi 
this session in the Senate and also in the House, but difficulties arose 


the same, and its merits have already been discussed and considered. 

It was estimated that the bill to which I have referred would have 
added to the annual burden of the country in the way of the pension- 
list about. $50,000,000. In the nature of things it was im ible to 
compute the increase of the public expenditure with absolute accu- 
racy, but from the best information that could be obtained the sum 
would have been about $50,000,000. I think the amount called for by 
this bill, should it become a law, would be somewhere from fifteen to 
twenty-five million dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed the Senator was only going to make a 
remark. The hour of 2 o'clock has arrived. 

Mr. BLAIR. I stated distinctly that I did not propose to interfere 
with the Senator, and I do not think he should interfere with me. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not disposed to do so, and I did not under- 
stand that I was doing so. I am willing the Senator should finish his 
remarks, but I want the unfinished business laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHACE in the chair). The Chair 
will lay the unfinished business before the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I have no objection to yielding informally so 
that the Senator may conclude. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be 


stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 
Mr. BLAIR. I did not propose to interrupt the Senator by going 


beyond 2 0’clock. I was simply proceeding until in the ordinary way 
the Chair laid the unfinished business before the Senate. I am per- 
fectly willing now to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Chair was waiting, I takeit, to let the Senator 
conclude without interruption. The Senator may have a few minutes 
if he desires. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not occupy the time further than to state that 
to the best of my ability to form an estimate upon the public expendi- 
ture resulting from this bill if it should become a law the amount will 
not be more than $25,000,000. Itincludes all those soldiers who, being 
honorably discharged, are now suffering from any disability, however 
contracted, provided the disability is not the result of any fault of their 
own, whoare also, in addition to being disabled, dependent upon thefr 
own labor for support. It also includes dependent parents. Where 
both parents are living, it includes the mother. Where the mother is 
a dependent, he is embraced in the provisions of 

There are many reasons that could be assigned why this bill should 
become a law. I may advert perhaps to one of them. The Senate is 
aware that for many years what is known as the Mexican pension bill 
has been pressed, and I think meritoriously and with great persistence, 
upon the attention of the country. It has, however, always embraced 
one feature which, while adding very largely to the expense perhaps 
of administration should the Mexican pension bill become a law, would 
have been exceedingly dangerous to the Treasury of the country by 
reason of the precedent which it would contain for the almost imme- 
diate application of the principle of service pension to the soldiers of 
the late war. That principle and the ition to apply it to the 
soldiers of the late war has already obtained a great deal of considera- 
tion in the country. : 

It may be that Senators will remember, those who were here dur- 


The Senator from Illinois will be | ing the last 


that a very large number of the Grand Army 
posts of the country memorialized both Houses in favor of the passago 
of a service-pension law embracing the soldiers of the war for the Union. 
It would be impossible for any one probably to estimate the expense 
of such a law, because no one can tell how many of the soldiers of the 
war for the Union are still surviving; but I do not think ifit should 
become a law it would add any less than one million names to the 
pension-roll of the country. I do not think that the expenditure un- 
der such a law would be less than $150,000,000, and I hardly think 
less than $200,000,000 annually. > 

Notwi ing this immense expenditure, this great burden which 
by such a law would be cast on the finances of the country, there has 
grown up a very strong feeling that something like justice demands 
the of this bill, and there is a still stronger feeling that it is 
the duty of the country to see that those who engaged in the war for 
its preservation and who are now for any cause disabled, provided it 
is not a cause attributable to their own vice or their own wrong prac- 
tices, and who are also dependent upon their own labor for support, 
should receive from the country itself that assistance which must come 
from somebody, either from their friends, who usually are as impover- 
ished as themselves, from local charity, from the ordinary charity pro- 
vided for the paupers in the various States, or through the Grand Army 
of the Republic, which has undertaken the support of this class of our 
soldiery to as great an extent possibly as it is able to bear. 

The Senator from Ilinois desires to proceed with his bill, and I will 
take the opportunity of submitting what further remarks of a general 
character I wish to make on this bill when it comes up again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me to ask 
the Senator from New Hampshire one question in connection with this 
pension bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What will be the change between the amount 
allowed under this bill and under the laws now? 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides, so far as dependent ts arecon- 
cerned, for the same increase from $8 to $12 a month as has already 
been provided in the bill, which has become a law, for widows. The 
provision in this act for those who may be disabled and also dependent 
upon their own labor for support is a sum not exceeding $24 a month. 
The Senator will find in line 18 of the first section on the second page 
the provision covering the point to which he has referred: 

The highest rate of pension granted under this section, which shall be for 
total incapacity to perform any manual labor, sball be $34, which is hereby made 
divisible upon that basis for any less degree of disability. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is it now by law? 

Mr, BLAIR. There is no provision made for cases of this kind by 
law at all. This bill proposes to give ions to an entirely new and 
different class, It may include those who would be entitled to pen- 
sions under the general laws already existing, but who, on account of 
the failure of proof and for other reasons, may find it difficult to es- 
tablish their right, and see proper, being disabled—that being a matter 
easily demonstrable—and also poor, to take their claim from the Gen- 
eral Government under this bill, thereby waiving their right under the 
general laws already existing. g 

Mr. COCKRELL. The point I want to get at is, would not this bill 
practically increase the rate of pension from $8 to$24.a month? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, beeause it would not be given in any case where 
a man draws pension under the general law. He must make his elec- 
tion. If he draws his pension under the general law, then he can take 
nothing under this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would not all the applicants necessarily place 
their applications under this law and draw $24? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, not at all. This bill would allow a pension of 
only $24 at the uttermost, whereas under the general law a pensioner 
might receive $72. If he chooses to take er this bill, he can get 


I think I shall have to proceed with the regular 


order. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator will yield a moment, I desire to 
offer an amendment to the bill of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
There is one feature in the bill that I did not understand, though Iam 
on the Committee on Pensions. Therefore it is that I desire now to 
offer as an amendment this proviso, which I will explain at another 
time. 

Provided, That no soldier under this act shall receive less than $8 per month. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I ask for the regular order. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before p ing to make any remarks in regard 
to the bill, I desire in behalf of the committee to offer a few amend- 
ments, which are mainly formal. 


I offer first an amendment tosection 5, lines 16 and 17. The amend- 


ment is, to strike out, after the word “‘the,”’ in line 16, all down to and 
including the word ‘‘and,’’ in line 17, as follows: ‘‘ manner, extent, 
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and localities to which they shall apply and ” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the word *‘ ó 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator please repeat the lines? Idid not 
catch them. 


Mr. CULLOM. I propose an amendment to section 5, commencing 
in line 16, after the word ‘‘the,’’ by striking out the words ‘‘ manner, 
extent, and localities to which they shall apply and” and inserting in 
lien of those words the word ‘‘ places;’’ so as to read: 

And said commission shall from time to time prescribe the measure of pub- 
licity which shall be given to such rates, fares, , and classifications, or to 
such part of them as it may deem it practicable for such common carriers to 
publish, and the places in w. ich they shall be published. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to amend section 5, line 29, by inserting the 
word ‘‘previous’”’ between the words “without” and ‘‘public;’’ so as 
to read: 


No advance in such published rates, fares, charges, and classifications shall be 
made except after ten days’ public notice, but reductions in the samé may be 
made without previous public notice. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

. Mr. CULLOM. I move in the same section, line 31, to strike ont the 
word ‘‘changes;’’ and also in line 32, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to insert 
‘of changes in;” so as to read: > 

And the commission shall prescribe the manner in which notice of advances 
and reductions in such published rates, fares, charges, and of changes in classifi- 
cations shall be given. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. sf 

Mr. CULLOM. In section 7, line 7, I move that the word ‘‘one”’ 
be stricken out before ‘‘thousand ” and “‘five’’ inserted; so as to read: 

Sec. 7. That any common carrier who shall willfully do, cause to be done, or 
permit to be Sone Say of the wets, matiera; ax thee in tris sat declaraa So be 
en ithe United States within whose jurisdiction such 
subject to a fine of not more than $5,000 for each 


Was c0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. In lines 9 and 10, of section 7, I move that the 
words ‘‘its principal” be stricken out before the word ‘‘officer ;’’ in the 
same line, after the word “‘officer,’”’ to strike out the words “‘or traffic 
manager, by whatever name called, or the ;’’ in line 9, before the word 
“officer,” to insert “‘any;’’ and after the word ‘‘person,” in line 10, to 
insert the words ‘‘connected therewith ; so as to read: 

Provided, however, That whenever such common carrier is a corporati 
officer, sang or pilhant y aai o who shall be guilty of ssi ar 
violation of this act, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then in line 15 of the same section, I move tostrike 
out the word ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘“‘ five ;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That whenever such common carrier is a corporation, any 
officer, agent, or person connected therewith who shall be guilty of such viola- 
tion of this act, shail be personally liable as and for a misdemeanor, and, upon 
conviction thereof in any district court of the United States within whose juris- 
diction such offense was committed, shall be subject to a fine of not more than 
$5,000 for each offense. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BROWN. Idid not get the Senator’s statement of the previous 
amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will again read the clause as proposed to be 
amended. 


Provided, however, That whenever such common carrier is a corporation, an 
officer, agent, or person connected therewith who shall be guilty of any Send 
violation of this act, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia ob- 
ject? 

. Mr. BROWN. No. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is only trying to get the words. Then 
in section 12, after the word ‘‘commission,”’ in line 20, I move to in- 
sert: 

And to the satisfaction of the party or parties complaining. 
So as to read: 
tim i be i 
a hl sept mle na pe fnlgeer grep 
in comptiance with 


reparation for the report 
kanginan Areg ha miega paly Reaper ber arm boner g 
eae A Sanni See effect shall be entered of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. In section 9, lines 10 and 14, I move to insert the 
words “and testimony” before the words ‘‘of witnesses’’ in each of 
those two lines; so as to read: 


And for the purposes of this act the commission shall have power to require 
the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of all books, 
pers, tariffs, berramzee agreements, and documents relating to any matter 
ion, to that end may invoke the aid of any court of the 

United States in requiring the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the 
production of books, papers, and documents under the provisions of this sec- 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CULLOM. These are the only amendments I desire to offer; 
and I now wish to say a few words generally with reference to the bill. 
I am not disposed to discuss the general subject of the regulation of 


interstate commerce, for the reason that it was very extensively dis- 
cussed during the last term of Congress when the bill was before the 
Senate for consideration, and I think the Senate and the country gen- 
erally agree that some legislation ought to be enacted. 

The select committee appointed by the Senate about a year ago has 
prosecuted the investigation it was charged with, doing as best it could. 
It has made its report to the Senate, which report, with the testimony 
taken, is before the Senate and the country, and along with it the com- 
mittee reported the bill now under consideration. 

I believe I am justified in saying that there is no subject of a public 
nature thatis before the country about which there is so great i 
of sentiment as there is upon the proposition that the National Govern- 
ment ought in some way to regulate interstate commerce. The testi- 
mony taken by the committee shows conclusively to my mind, and I 
think to every man’s mind who reads it, that there is a necessity for 
some legislation by the National Government looking to the regulation 
of interstate commerce by railroads and by water ways in connection 
therewith. 

I believe the time has gone by when it is necessary for any one to 
take up the time of the Senate in di ing the proposition that Con- 
gress has the power to regulate interstate commerce. These questions 
have been discussed over and over again in Congress, and the highest 
judicial tribunals of the country have decided over and over again that 
Congress has the power to regulate commerce the States. So I 
do not feel at liberty, if I were disposed, to occupy attention of the 
Senate in discussing the general question of whether the people of the 
United States want Congress to do anything, or whether there is any 
necessity for our doing anything, or the question of the constitutional 
right of the Congress of the United States to pass some act regulating 
commerce among the States. 

If the three propositionsare correct, that the public sentiment is sub- 
stantially unanimous that we should act, that the necessity for action 
exists, and that the power of Congress is admitted, the only question 
left is what ought to do specifically; in other words, what 
kind of an act Congress pass? The committee has reported a 
bill which is the best judgment that the committee had upon the sub- 
ject, and I may say about which substantially the committee is unani- 
mous in its judgment in favor of it, There may be one or two points 
in connection with the bill that the committee was not entirely unani- 
mous concerning, but which I will only intimate may be so. 

So, Mr. President, all I desire to do in connection with the bill is to 
explain as specifically as I can, without taking up too much time, the 
meaning of the provisions of the bill, and the reasons, very briefly sug- 

for the provisions of the bill as they are contained in it. 

The general legislation proposed in the bill is contained in the first 
seven sections, the remainder being devoted to the organization of a com- 
mission and to the details of its operation as a means of securing the 
enforcement of the act. 

The general theory of the measure is that as unjust discrimination 
in its various forms is recognized as the chief of all evils growing out of 
the existing methods of railroad management it is the duty of Congress 
to strike at that evil above all things else. ‘The bill has accordingly 
been drawn with that endin view. The first section defines and pre- 
scribes the scope and application of the bill. The second, third, and 
fourth sections specifically prohibit and declare unlawfal the varions 
forms of unjust discrimination between persons, between different com- 
modities or particular kinds of traffic, and between places. The fifth 
section requires the publication of rates and declares it unlawful to 
charge more or less than the public rates. The sixth section provides 
that shipments shall be considered as continuous from the place of ship- 
jeans Sib wong of peagsaertalee prohibits ee to evade the 
provisions eact ing of bulk, carriage in different cars, trans- 
shipment, or otherdevices. The seventhis the general-penalty section. 
It makes the performance of any acts declared unlawful in the preced- 


20, in which it is expressly stipulated that the provisions of this act 
shall not in any way abridge or alter the common-law remedies now 
open to the shipper, butshall be considered as in addition to such reme- 

i See ne N Oe 
bill shall not both be prosecuted at the same time. Under the terms 
of the bill no one is obliged to appeal to the commission, and two courses 
are open to any one who may be aggrieved by the violation of any one 
of these general provisions which I have mentioned. He is simply 
obliged to elect which course he will adopt, and may at his own pleasure 
either bring suit in the courts on his own account for the recovery of 
overcharges or damages, or he may ask the commission to arbitrate the 
controversy, and, if necessary, to investigate his complaint, the ad- 
vantage of the latter course being that in the event of a favorable find- 
ing by the commission his evidence is collected for him without ex- 
pense to himself, and he can if it becomes necessary go into court with 
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greater measure of publicity is essential and can be secured by legisla- 
tion. The first is as to the rates actually charged, in order that every 
shipper may know whether he is treated fairly and without unjust dis- 
crimination. The secondisas tothe methods of management and finan- 
cial operations of the railroad corporations, in order that the net results 
of their business may be accurately known, and that the public may 
be placed in a position to determine the reasonableness of the charges 
made, which are in the nature of a tax upon commerce. The publi- 
cation of rates as provided in the fifth section is intended to in part 
meet the first requirement I have mentioned, and the bill proposes to 
meet both the first and second by the creation of a commission authorized 
to secure the enforcement of the law and with ample power to investi- 
gate every detail of railroad management, and to enforce the making 
of complete and accurate reports by the corporations. If the railroads 
can he compelled to let in the sunlight of publicity upon all ther opera- 
tions, personal favoritism and the chief causes of complaint will to a 
great extent disappear, and the accurate information obtained will ena- 
ble the law-making power to devise any further remedies that it may 
be possible to apply by legislation. With this brief explanation of the 
general scope of the bill, I will now invite the attention of the Senate 
to the provisions and meaning of the different sections more in detail. 


SECTION 1. 


By the terms of the first section, the provisions of the bill are made to 
apply only to transportation by or upon a railroad, except where a rail- 
road and water route are together used for a continuons carriage or ship. 
ment. The pending bill goes further than others which have been before 
Con in proposing toregulate the transportation of passengers as well 
as of freight, because there seems to be no good reason why so important 
a branch of the railroad business as the passenger traffic should not be 
made the subject of regulation as well as the freight traffic. While the 
provisions of the bill are made to apply mainly to the regulation of inter- 
state commerce, in order to regulate such commerce fairly and effectively 
it has been deemed necessary to extend its application also to certain 
classes of foreign commerce which are intimately intermingled with inter- 
state commerce, such as shipments between the United States and adja- 
cent countries by railroad, and the transportation by railroad of ship- 
ments between points in the United States and ports of transshipment or 
of entry when such shipments are destined to or received from a foreign 
country on through bills of lading. To avoid any uncertainty as to the 
meaning of these provisions in regard to what may be at the same time 
in some instances State and foreign commerce, it is expressly provided 
that the bill shall not apply to the transportation of property whdlly 
within one State and not destined to or received from a foreign country. 

The bill is not intended to affect the stage-coach, the street railway, 
the telegraph lines, the canal-boat, or the vessel employed in the inland 
or coasting trade, even though they may be en in interstate com- 
merce, as it would do if it was made to apply to all common carriers en- 

in interstate commerce, because it is not deemed necessary or 
practicable to cover such a multitude of subjects. It is aimed at the 
regulation of the railroad corporations, but the definition of the term 
“Tailroad ” given in the first section is intended to bring within the ap- 
plication of the bill all the numerous instrumentalities of shipment or 
carriage by or upon a railroad, such as the fast-freight lines, express com- 
panies, sleeping-car companies, or any other organizations which under- 
take any part of the work of a carrier by railroad. 

No reason is apparent why these independent and auxiliary cies 
of rtation should not be made subject to supervision and regu- 
lation as well as the railroad corporations that have intrusted them with 
the performance of a portion of their public duties, while it is plain that 
if they should be left unrestricted in their operations the opportunities 
for evasion of the law by the railroads would be greatly increased, and it 
is clear that thesame necessity exists for protecting the people against dis- 
criminating or unreasonable charges by the fast-freight lines and these 
other outside agencies as on the part of the railroad corporations them- 
selves. The concluding paragraph of the first section asserts the com- 
mon-law requirement that all charges made in the transportation of pas- 
sengers or property by or upon a railroad shall be reasonable and just. 

SECTION 2. 

The second section strikes at the evil of which the most serions com- 
plaint is made, and made justly, by prohibiting and declaring unlaw- 
ful every variety of personal favoritism or unjust discrimination be- 
tween persons. Its provisions are confined to that one great evil, and 
the object of the section is to place all shippers upon an absolute 
equality as to the rates changed for a like service under substantially 
similar circumstances. This section specifically prohibits special rates, 
rebates, drawbacks, or other devices for discriminating between ship- 
pers similarly situated and making like shipments. This particular 
and almost universal form of unjust discrimination is carefully defined 
in this section, and in addition to the fine provided for such an offense 
` in section 7 the carrier is made liable for all charges collected from all 
ms in excess of the lowest rate ed any person for like ship- 


ments during the same period. ‘This section is a most important one, 
and seems to have been made as strong as possible; but if it can 
be strengthened in any way, I for one would be willing to make it 
stronger in order to do every thing possible to break up the existing sys- 
tem of personal favoritism. 
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SECTION 3. 

The third section is broader and more general inits terms, and should 
perhaps have been made the second section, as it contains a general 
prohibition of every variety of unjust discrimination. The section 
covers two subjects. The first paragraph prohibits the giving of any 
undue or unreasonable preference to any particular person or locality, 
or any particular description of traffic, in any respect whatever, and de- 
clares such a preference unlawful, which by section 7 is made a misde- 
meanor punishable by fine. This covers in general terms, though by 
no means so completely, the provisions of section 2 as to discriminations 
against persons, but goes further and includes discriminations against 
localities or particular descriptions of traffic. The language adopted in 
this paragraph is substantially that of the English statute on the sub- 
ject, which has been repeatedly construed by the English courts, so 
that its meaning has already been judicially established. The second 
part of the section is modeled in part upon the English and in part 
upon similar statutes in several of the States. Its purpose is to require 
railroads to furnish to connecting roads all reasonable and proper facil- 
ities for the interchange of traflic that may be necessary for the con- 
venience of the public, and to prevent one road, or a combination of roads, 
from *‘ freezing out” a connecting line by refusing to accept traffic from 
it or deliver trafic to it upon any terms, as has been done. 


SECTION 4. 

Section 3 in general terms prohibits undue discriminations against 
localities, but section 4 is more specifically directed against that evil, 
by prohibiting a greater aggregate charge for a shorter than for a longer 
distance over the same line, in the same direction, and from the same 
original point of departure.. This is the general declaration made, and 
it is agreed that this is the principle that should be observed as a gen- 
eral rule. The committee found, however, that this principle was not 
of universal application; that there were cases in which the railroads 
were compelled to make lower rates for longer than for shorter dis- 
tances by the great law of competition, which is stronger than any Jaw 
we can make, and that in some cases it would be a great hardship to 
the public as well as to the railroads to rigidly enforce the general 
principle. 

In order to provide for these exceptional cases it was agreed that 
the commission should be authorized to make exceptions in cases where 
on investigation it may be found necessary and proper, and by general 
rules cover exceptions in cases where there is competition by river, sea, 
canal, or lake, from the operation of the fourth section of the act. In 
the judgment of at least a majority of the committee such a provision 
of law is necessary in order to get the benefit of any short-haul pro- 
vision and at the same time do no injustice to the business of the coun- 
try. The public sentiment of the country favors a provision of law 
prohibiting, without exceptions, a charge of more for a short than for 
a long haul on the same line of road, in the same direction, and from 
the same point of departure. 

As a general proposition, common carriers should not be allowed to 
do so, and in hundreds and thousands of instances t inj ustice is done 
to localities by such a mode of unjust discrimination, and the commit- 
tee have attempted to provide against such discrimination by prohibit- 
ing it except in such cases as a wise commission may determine that 
the interests of the commerce of the country and common fairness to 
the common carrier require that exceptions shall be made. 

The interest of both the producer and consumer of this country re- 
quire that the food and fuel, which make up half of the property trans- 
ported, shall be brought as nearly together as possible, so that the pro- 
ducer shall be able to produce and live and that the consumer shall be 
able to buy and eat and live. Distance must be as nearly as possible 
overcome, so that the grain and produce of the far West and North may 
be put down at as cheap rates as may be by the side of the manufact- 
urer, the consumer, in the East. 

So, Mr. President, looking at the question in its effect upon the busi- 
ness and prosperity of the whole country, the committee did not and 
do not now believe that such a provision of law as would prohibit the 
pais for the shorter distance in all cases would be a wise one; 

ence the qualification in the bill. 

Those who favor an absolute short-haul provision assert that the pro- 
vision of the bill will amount to nothing; while those against any law 
touching the short-haul question assert thatit is too strong, and should 
be further modified or go out of the bill. As it stands it is largely in 
the discretion of the commission, and as the whole scheme of national 
control is new in this country, in my judgment it is wisest to go no 
further than the committee pro on so doubtful a point until we 
sce the operation of the Jaw, if it shall become one, and get a report 
from the commission on the question, if one shall be established. 


SECTION 5. 

The purpose of section 5 is to secure the greatest possible publicity 
of rates and charges. As I have said, investigation and experience 
show that this is the best remedy for the evils of unjustdiscrimination. 
But while this is generally believed to be the proper remedy, a practical 
difficulty is met with in attempting to apply it. 

So far as any one railroad is concerned, or any one system of roads 
under the same management, there ought to be little difficulty. Even 
if there should be 10,000 miles of road under one management, that 
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corporation could post up or otherwise publish at each station on its 
line a complete schedule of its rates on all classes of freights to the 
hundreds of other stations on its roads. To do this it might perhaps 
become necessary to cover the walls of its stations with schedules of 
rates, or to print a very bulky volume to contain them, but it could 
certainly be done. 

But when Congress orders this corporation to also publish rates from 
the hundreds of stations upon its lines to the thousands and thousands 
of stations upon all the other lines throughout the whole United States 
to which it may at some time or other be called upon to accept ship- 
ments, the practical difficulty of enforcing a sweeping requirement that 
all interstate rates shall be posted or otherwise published must be ap- 
parent. A sweeping requirement of this character would interfere with 
the freedom of commercial intercourse and work a great hardship to 
the public, because it would be in effect a prohibition of shipments to 
points to which rates had not been previously published. The only 
way in which the railroads could comply with such a requirement would 
be by publishing rates to the great competitive centers and by refusing 
to ako through rates or give through bills of lading to the less im- 
portant points throughout the country. This they would be free to do, 
because they are not compelled to act as forwarders, and it is only be- 
cause it is to their interest to promote the convenience of the public by 
doing so that they issue through bills of lading and assume the responsi- 
bility of acting as forwarding agents. No matter how strong the stat- 
ute might be made or how severe the penalties affixed, I do notsee how 
an absolute requirement of that character could possibly be fully en- 
forced. It is not a question as to the power of Congress to impose such 
a requirement upon the corporations, but simply the practical question 
of whether it is possible for the common carriers to comply with it if 
they were ready and willing to do so. 

But this is not the only difficulty encountered when we attempt to 
apply such a provision to the more than 125,000 miles of railroad in the 
United States. Noone road can make or publish rates over any other 
except by the consent of the latter. How, then, are the through rates 
under which perhaps half of the traffic of the country is transported to 
be published? They are now and must continue to be established by 
agreement between the roads interested. It would therefore be obvi- 
ously unfair to hold one carrier responsible for the violation by another 
cues of an agreement as to through rates. 

But as a matter of fact it does not seem to be necessary to have every 
interstate rate actually included in the publication proposed in order to 
secure practical publicity. If each railroad should simply publish rates 
between the points on its lines and the principal places in the United 
States, the provisions of section 3, prohibiting discriminations against 
any locality and particularly those of section 4 as to the short haul, 
would, it seems to me, fix the rates at all other shipping points and 
would substantially protect the people at the interior and less impor- 
tant points. The provisions of this section ize these practical 
difficulties in the way of securing the absolute publication of all inter- 
state rates and only propose to require what it is possible to enforce. 
The section requires every carrier subject to the provisions of the act 
to file with the commission copies of its tariffs of rates and fares, and 
charges of every kind, and from time to time all changes in the same 
which are to be made public in such manner as the commission may 
direct and so far as in its Judgment be deemed practicable. 

The theory of these provisions is that the commision will require 
such rates to be made public as it is evident can be published without 
difficulty, and will then add by degrees to those to be published until 
as many as possible areincluded. The plan of doing the railroad busi- 
ness upon a system of established and published rates is entirely new 
in this country, and will revolutionize existing methods of business. 
It therefore seems to be the part of wisdom and prudence to put this 
new and untried system into operation gradually, and to feel our way 
along cautiously rather than to plunge into legislation of which we can 
not fully foresee the results. 

Under the provisions of the section as it stands it is made unlawful 
to charge any person more or less than the published rate, and the car- 
riers are required to adhere to such published rates until they have been 
changed in the manner specified. The published rates can not be in- 
creased except after ten days’ public notice. They may be reduced 
without previous public notice, but immediate notice of such reductions 
must be given in such manner as the commission may direct. Regard- 
ing the publicity of rates as essential to the success of any plan of regu- 
Jation and as of the first importance, the committee proposed a more 
radical and severe penalty for the violation of this section than of any 
other. The last paragraph, beginning in line 47, page 7, provides that 
a failure or refusal to file or publish its tariff shall subject a carrier to 
a writ of mandamus to compel compliance with the requirements of 
this section, and that failure to comply with the mandamus shall be 
punishable as for contempt. And if that should not answer to enforce 
compliance with the law, the courts are also authorized to restrain rail- 
roads from engaging in interstate business until they publish their rates 
as required. 

J SECTION 6. 
Section 6 declares it to be unlawful for any common carrier to enter 
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into any combination or agreement to prevent the carriage of freights 
from being continuous from the place of shipment to the place of des- 
tination, and provides that no breaking of buik, stoppage, or interrup- 
tion shall prevent the carriage of freights from being treated as contin- 
uous, unless made for some necessary purpose and not with theintention 
of evading the provisions of the act. The purpose of this section is to 
prevent evasions of the act by such devices as rebilling or transshipping 
at State lines, for instance, so as to make it appear that an interstate 
shipment was a State shipment and not affected by Congressional leg- 
islation. s 
SECTION 7. 

Section 7 provides that any common carrier who shall willfully do or 
permit to be done any of tlie acts or things declared in the preceding 
sections to be unlawful shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall, upon conviction therof, be fined not more than $5;000. ‘The pur- 
pose is to make the person msible for the violation of the law sub- 
ject to the penalty, and it is therefore provided that if the carrier is a 
corporation the officer, agent, or person guilty of any violation of the 
act shall be personally liable for the fine imposed. 

SECTION 8, 

Section 8 creates a commisssion of five members, who are to be appoint- 
ed by the President and confirmed by the Senate, and to serve for terms 
of six years. Itis provided that not more than three of the commis- 
sioners shall be selected from the same political party, and that they 
shall not own railroad stock or bonds or engage in any other employ- 
ment. 

` y SECTION 9. 

Section 9 prescribes the general jurisdiction of the commission. It 
is given authority to inquire into the management of the business of 
all railroads and other common carriers subject to the provisions of the 
act, and to keep itself informed as to the manner and method in which 
the same is conducted. To this end the commission is given the right 
to obtain from such carriers all the information necessary to enable it 
to perform its duties, and may also invoke the aid of the courts in re- 
quiring the attendance of witnesses and the production of books and 
papers. Provision is made for the punishment by the courts of a com- 
mon carrier or any person connnected therewith who shall refuse to obey 
a subpoena issued by the commission. 

Sections 10, 11, 12, and 13 regulate the method of procedure by the 
commission in the settlement and investigation of differences arising 
between shippers and carriers. The experience of the State commis- 
sions has shown that a very large proportion of the complaints ordi- 
narily made can be settled without special investigation or delay, and 
as a matter of fact by far the greater portion of them are promptly and 
satisfactorily adjusted when the commission calls the attention of the 
railroad officials to them. It is often difficult for the ordinary shipper 
to reach the head of a great railroad corporation with his grievances, 
but the existence of a commission gives the humblest shipper ‘an as- 
surance that his complaint will reach headquarters. It is easy to under- 
stand how in these great corporations the details of management must 
be left largely to subordinates, who may exceed their authority and 
perhaps successfully conceal from their official chiefs all knowledge of 
complaints that are made. 

There are numerous ways in which differences may arise between 
shipper and carrier through mistakes or misunderstandings which are 
easily adjusted when the facts are understood. The method of proced- 
ure marked out for the commission is intended to provide for the speedy 
adjustment of all such complaints as I have indicated, as well as those 
based upon a state of facts which the carrier will not attempt to excuse 
or defend. In this way it is believed that a considerable share of the 
complaints submitted can be disposed of to the complete satisfaction 
of the complainants without unduly taxing the time of the commis- 
sion, which would be blockaded with business if an investigation was 
required in every case. 

SECTION 10, 

I desire to call special attention to this section of the bill. It pro- 
vides that any person, firm, corporation, or association, any mercantile, 
agricultural, or manufacturing society, any body politic or municipal 
organization, or auy State railroad commission may complain in writ- 
ing to the commission of anything done or omitted to be done by any 
common carrier in violation of law, or that the commission may insti- 
tute investigations on its own motion. When complaint is made the 
commission is required to forward a statement of the charges to the 
carrier and to call upon the latter to adjust the matter or make answer 
within a specified time. If the complaint should be satisfied, that is 
the end of the matter. If it can not be thus disposed of, it becomes 
the duty of the commission to investigate the matters complained of 
in such manner and by such means as it shall dcem proper. Such in- 
vestigations may be conducted in any part of the United States by one 
or more of the commissioners, but a majority of the commission is re- 
quired for the final determination of a case. 


SECTION LI. 


The next step in the proceedings is covered by the provisionsof section 
11, which requires the commission to make a report in writing when- 


3474 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 14, 


ever an investigation is made, which report shall include the findings 
mmission are based and its 


of fact upon which the conclusions of the co: 
recommendations as to what reparation, if any, should be made by the 
carrier to the ies found to have been aggrieved. A copy of such re- 
port shall be furnished to the complainant and the carrier. 

I desire to say that in the investigation we have made the most promi- 
nent and, so far as appearances have indicated in the States, the most 
influential commissions that we had any conversation with, and who 
were heard before us, are simply in the States to-day asking that pro- 
visions of law be passed by their States, prominently, for instance, the 
commission in the State of New York, which is a very able commission 
and which seems to be substantially satisfactory to the people of that 
State—are merely appealing to their Legislature to-day, I think, forthat 
much more power than they have already under the law, which so far 
is simply the right to investigate and report, so that, whatever they find 
to be the facts, those findings of fact shall be made prima facie evidence 
in courts of law wherever the testimony may be heard. I that 
provision of this bill as a very important one and of great service to the 
people, because substantially the commission makes the case on which 
the party goes into court, if the case has to go there and is not settled 
by the action of the commission. 

One of the most important features of the bill is the provision in this 
section that the findings of the commission in an investigation shall be 
taken in all judicial proceedings a ee De evidence as to each and 
every fact found. The purpose and necessity of this change in the or- 
dinary rules of evidence can perbaps be best illustrated by reading a 
few phs from the report of the committee. In considering this 
branch of the subject the committee say: 


The simple fact that the shipper is now obliged to submit to the adjudication 
of his complaint by the other party in in the y by whom he supposes 
himself to have been aggrieved, isin itself sufficient to demonstrate the neces- 
sity of such legislation as will secure to the shipper that impartial hearing of 
aar pee, ogee to which he is entitled by all the recognized principles of justice 
an mity. 

Evidence is not wanting to prove that the remedy at common law is imprac- 
ticable and of little advantage to the ordinary shipper. - It has been found so by 
the people of the States in ergs, Datos their local traffic, and, as has been shown, 
their recognition of the fact has m authoritatively recorded in nearly every 
State in the Union by statutory enactments, and in many of them by the estab- 
lishment of commissions, in the effort to provide for the shipper prompt 
and effective remedy which it has been found by experience that recourse to the 
common law has failed to afford. The reasons for this failure apply with even 
greater force to the more complicated transactions of interstate commerce than 
to State traffic, the former involve more perplexing — and are 
affected by a greater diversity of varying condilions, The legislation of the 
States, the reports of the State commissions, the records of the courts, the evi- 
dence of shippers, and, in short, the whole current of testimony, is to the same 
effect; and the fact stated is also admitted by some of the highest railroad au- 
thorities. Mr. Fink says: 

“In many cases where small amounts are involved, which do not justify legal 
proceedings against the company, the aggrieved parties are preven m 
ee their claims, * * * Ordinary courts are not properly constituted 

for that purpose, and the time required for the adjudication of claims is so long 
and the expenses so great as to defeat the very object for which proceedings are 
instituted,” (Testimony, page 107.) 

Leaving out of consideration the natural disinclination of the average shipper 
to en in litigation with a corporation which may Mave the power to deter- 
mine success or failure in business, and to enter the lists against an adver- 
sary with ample resources and the best legal talent at its command and able to 
wear out an opponent by the tedious delays of the law, it is plain that the 
shipper is still ata aot disadvantage in seeking redress for grievances under 
the common law, which places upon the comp! ant the burden of proof and 
requires him to affirmatively establish the unreasonableness of a given rate or 
the fact of an alleged discrimination. What such an piacere, Bong pans 
involves is indicated by the following extract from the statementof Mr. Kernan, 
the chairman of the New York commission, which sums up the whole case : 

“Assuredly there have been and do exist unreasonable rates and unjust dis- 
eriminations, This much will be admitted by all; it will not be denied even by 
any carrier. Why, then, have not the courts enjoined the continuance of the 
wrongs and enforced the oe of dam: ? Why, again, is it that substan- 
tially no such suits ever have been brought and that so few decisions in this 
country exist? It is not because of defects in the law or in the constitution of 
the courts; but it is because the subject is one which neither client nor lawyer, 
judge nor jary,can unravel or deal with intelligently within the compass of an 
ordinary trial and with such knowledge of the matter as men generally well 
educated possess. Let a man take the testimony in five volumes before the 
Hepburn committee; read one hundred pages of the clear and able statements 
of Mr. Blanchard, for instance; con over the facts and figures he gives, and then 
let him try to reach a conclusion upon the question under discussion. Some 
conception will thus be obtained of what a lawsuit is which involves the reason- 
ableness of rates, or the existence of an unjust discrimination, or a local rate as 
compared with a through rate. As the onus is upon the complainant, add to his 
difficulties the fact that his adversary has nearly all the evidence in A sige we 
sion, locked up in books and in the memory and intelligence of experts who 
have made the subject their study. The expense involved, the uncertainty to be 
faced, and the difficulties to be overcome in an ordinary suit at law have made 
that remedy obsolete and useless.” S 


SECTION 12. 

The twelfth section points out the course to be taken subsequent to 
an investigation. If it be found thatthe law has been violated or that 
any injury has been sustained by the complainant or other parties 
aggrieved, it becomes the duty of the commission to notify the carrier 
to desist from the further violation of the law or to make reparation for 
the injury done, or both, according to the circumstances of the case. 
If the carrier shall be willing to accept the adverse finding of the com- 
mission and to settle with the complainant or those injured, without 
further contest, it is given an opportunity to do so. This is to the in- 
interest of the complainant, as it saves him the delay and uncertainty 
of litigation, and the basis of settlement is always under his control 
and must meet his approval. If, however, the carrier should decline 


to make settlement in accordance with the finding of the commission, 
or should presist in violating the law after notice to desist, the com- 
mission is required to certify that fact to the district attorney of the 
proper district, and to forward him a copy of its report in the case. 
If may be claimed that, if resort must y be had to the courts, the 
complainant gains nothing by the creation of a commission or by ap- 
pealing to it for relief, but that does not fairly state the case. 

In the first place, we are justified by the experience of the State com- 
missions in believing that the mere fact of the existence of such a tri- 
bunal would have the effect of materially diminishing the causes of com- 
plaint. In the second place, we are justified in ving that under 
the course of procedure which has been proposed, and with the aid of 
the great force of public opinion, the commission would be of great serv- 
ice to the peoplein bringing about an amicable adjustment of tlre larger 
portion of the complaints submitted promptly and to the entire satis- 
faction of the complainant. But, in the third place, even in those cases 
in which resort to the courts should happen to become necessary, the 
complainant would gain rather than lose by prosecuting his case before 
the commission. All he could lose would be the time occupied in the 
investigation, while he would gain an immense advan: by having a 
pema Jacie case established and by the summary m provided for 

ts prosecution, and by having his ease prosecuted by the Government. 
SECTION 13. 

Section 13 provides that when a case has been certified to the district 
attorney he shall forthwith bring suit in the name and on behalf of the 
parties aggrieved for the recovery of the damages sustained. In cases 
in which the carrier has persisted in violating the law after notice from 
the commission to desist, it is also made the duty of the district attorney 
to apply for and of the court to grant a temporary injunction restrain- 
ing the carrier from further violation of the law until the matter can 
be fully heard. Without this provision for summary injunction upon 
the prima facie case established by the report of the commission, the 
railroad company could afford to continue violating the law and use all 
its energies to delay the litigation, and would have the same object in 
adopting these tactics that it has to-day. But under the provisions of 
this section the carrier would have nothing to gain by delay, and would 
in any event be immediately compelled by the courts to desist from 
what the commission declared to be a violation of law until the courts 
could determine the question. 


THE REMAINING SECTIONS. 


Section 14 relates to the conduct of the work of the commission. 

Section 15 provides for the salaries and expenses of the commission 
and its employés: 

Section 16 authorizes sessions in any part of the United States when- 
ever necessary. 

Section 17 requires annual reports to be made to the commission by 
the carriers, and specifies in detail particular information that such re- 
ports shall contain. 

Section 18 requires an annual report to be made by the commission, 
which is to contain such information and data as may be considered of 
value in the determination of questions connected with the regulation 
of commerce, with such recommendations as to additional legislation 
as the commission may deem necessary. 

Section 19 requires the commission to specially investigate the sub- 
ject of pooling, and to report to Congress whether any legislation on 
that subject is advisable. 

Section 20 exempts from the provisions of the act property carried 
for the United States, State or municipal governments, or for charitable 
purposes, or to fairs or expositions for exhibition, as well as mileage, 
excursion or commutation passenger tickets, 

Section 21 relates to the appropriation that is asked to be made. 

Mr. President, I have undertaken to state ifically the provisions 
of the bill in detail, with a mere suggestion of the reasons for each sec- 
tion of the bill. 

I am led to believe that the bill aş it stands is perhaps a more per- 
fect bill on this subject than has ever been introduced in the Congress 
of the United States before. There may be many suggestions of amend- 
ment by honorable Senators during the consideration of the bill; and 
if any Senator has any suggestions of amendment to make, of course it 
is within the privilege of the Senate to adopt them; but I am very 
anxious that this bill shall be as promptly considered as possible and 
as promptly acted upon and passed as possible if in the judgment of 
the Senate it ought to be passed at all. 

As the Senate know, this subject has been up for consideration from 
one term of Congress to another almost time out of mind, until the 
people of the United States have come almost to believe that there is 
no real purpose on the partof Congress to do anything more than intro- 
duce and report bills and discuss them awhile and then let them die 
before any final action is reached upon them. 

I said in the outset that in my judgment there is no publie question 
before the American people to-day about which there is greater unanim- 
ity of sentiment than there is upon the proposition that the Congress 
of the United States ought to enact some law looking to the regulation 
of commerce among the several States, and I trust without taking up 
the time of the Senate longer that every Senator will give attention to 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3475 


this subject until we can pass some bill and get it to the other branch 
of Congress in the hope that before this session adjourns we shall get 
some legislation on this subject that will beof some service to the people 
and reasonably satisfy the public expectations. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I expect to give my vote to this bill, 
not because its scope is all that I could approve, but because I regard 
it as looking in the right direction and because I trust that its opera- 
tion will educate and prepare for more comprehensive legislation. 

The necessity for the enactment of this measure recalls an Oriental 
tale which lingers in my memory from boyhood: Some fishermen one 
day drew to the shore in their nets a chest from which sounds proceeded, 
and on listening the sounds became articulate and intelligible. In re- 
ply to their questions a voice told them that its r was a dwarf 
endowed with wondrous powers, that he had imprisoned by a 
wicked Genie, and if they would release him he could and would labor 
for them and enrich them. They forced open the lid and there emerged 
a misshapen being, black, feeble, and unattractive. Its docility and in- 
telligence were remarkable, Itshowed the greatest eagerness to serve 
them. Asitsstrength increased it brought coal, precious stones, and fra- 

t woods from the mountains, and fish and amber and coral from the 
sea. Itevinced such capacity, tact, and tractability that they reasoned 
if he did so well as he was what would he do if they could increase his 
strength and stature. 

Acting on this idea, they fostered him, brought the most nutritious 
food for him, and did everything they thought would conduce to the 
desiredend. Hethrived,andgrewapace. Heexpanded, became erect, 
and in time towered above them all. ‘Then there came achange in his 
demeanor, and instead of being their servant and benefactor, showing 
them hidden sources of wealth and teaching them how to cheapen the 
necessaries of life and multiply its luxuries, he proclaimed himself their 
master and compelled them to bring to him for his use gems, spices, 
and costly bales, and assumed all the pomp, circumstance, luxury, 
cruelty, and rapacity of an Indian prince. 


TIE BENEFICENCE OF RAILROADS. 


Among the servants of our civilization none have approached in effi- 
ciency the railway. It has annihilated distance; it has not only made 
the wilderness blossom as the rose, but also has enabled the rose to be 
readily ex for the products of cities. It has conduced to the 
widest diffusion of labor and rendered nations measurably homogeneous. 
In our own country the cost of transportation of a year’s food from the 
agricultural west to the seaboard has been reduced to the price of a day’s 
labor, so that the mechanic of the man ing centers may by the 
sacrifice of a single holiday be said to practically live by the side of the 
farm. 


It has rendered possible the establishment of great manufactories at 
centers of population, where labor is abundant and capital present to 
superintend, instead of the former necessity of placing the manufactory 
at the point of supply of raw material. The natural advantages of pro- 
duction in each locality have, by minimizing the cost of transportation, 
been allowed to be exercised to their utmost, and values added to ce- 
reals in remote and isolated districts. ‘Thesurplus corn of the North- 
west, which was formerly so cheap as to be used for fuel, has, by re- 
duced transportation, been enabled to compete with that raised near the 
seaboard. . Ores are profitably shipped from the mountain fastnesses, 
where a plant is undesirable, to Saint Louis, Detroit, Philadelphia, and 
Pittsburgh, for reduction. 

Frederick List, in urging upon Germany a necessity for developing a 
railroad system in 1841, mentions among others the following advan- 
tages: s 

First. As a means of national defense, it facilitates the concentration, distribu- 
tion, and direction of the army. 

Second. Itis a means for the improvement of the culture of the nation, as it 


facilitates the distribution and promotes the rapidity of distribution of all liter- 
ary products and the results of the artsand sciences. _ It brings talent and knowl- 
edge and skill of every kind to market, increases the means of education and 
instruction of each individual and each class and age. 

Third. If secures the community against dearth and famine, and against ex- 
cessive fluctuations in the necessaries of life. 

Fourth. It promotes the hygienic condition of the community, as it destroys 
the distance between the sufferer and his means of cure. 

Aree It promotes sectional intercourse, and brings friend to friend, relative to 
relative. 

Sixth. It promotes the spirit of the nation, as it has a tendency to destroy the 
Philistine spirit arising from isolation and provincial prejudice and vanity. 

Seventh, It binds nations by ligaments and promotes an interchange of food 
and commodities, thus making it in effect to be a unit, The iron rails become 
the nerve of a system which on the one hand strengthens public opinion andon 
the other strengthens the power of the state for police and governmental pur- 
poses, 

PRIMITIVE METHODS OF TRANSPORTATION, 

It is within the lives of most of us that man was mainly dependent 
for the transportation of material and product for exchange or use upon 
water ways, natural and artificial. Primitive man was necessarily lim- 
ited for the supply of all his wants to his immediate neighborhood. 
Shepherds and hunters moved in circumscribed areas, and it is proba- 
ble that the exchange of products by personal intercourse was their 
only relief from self-supply. When man abandoned nomadic life and 
became a hewer of wood and drawer of water he sought a fixed habi- 


tation, where the wood, either hewn or crude, could be easily floated te 
its destination. 

The first great commercial people, the Phcsnicians, built no roads, 
but carried letters to and impressed their civilization on all the tribes, 
cities, and nations bordering upon the Mediterranean and Red Seas. 
The Persians built but limited roadways for commerce. The Romans 
were the first to appreciate the value of a vast system of roads to secure 
the permanency of their conquests and fasten their civilization on peo- 
ples rendered subject. 

The conquered provinces were retained by her because she gave more 
than she took away, and chief among the benefits confe was her 
system ofroads. The history of the intellectual and commercial progress 
of E will show that its earliest and fullest seine Biro was along 
the line of the old military roads. They were not only the arteries of 
the empire, but 2lso the conduits through which the wealth of the world 
flowed to Rome. They were the tentacles which her territory 
and transmitted to and took from the Eternal City intelligence of the 
status of the provinces, political and otherwise. The saying that ‘‘all 
roads lead to Rome”? was an epigrammaticassertion of her universal do- 


minion. 

The Incas of Peru developed a nation of thirty millions of people by 
establishing speedy intercommunication with all districts as soon as 
subjected by meaus of roads tadiating from Cuzco, one of which was 
1,000 Spanish leagues long, 20 feet broad, and built of heavy flags of 
freestone. 

From the days of the Cæsars until the present, the substantial, the ` 
intellectual, and the moral p of districts and of peoples has heen 
clearly measured by their facilities for commerce, by canals, by improved. 
water ways, and by substantial highways. The possibilities of exchange 
have been enlarged and the transfer of the best product of each people 
to the others has carried with it an elevation of laws, of manners, and 
of customs. The introduction of steam asa motor to ships and carriages 
has multiplied opportunities of development without changing the great 
commercial laws affecting the progress of mankind. A 

Railways and steamboat routes are improved highways, not a new 
but a developed feature of the advancement of the race. The question 
atthe front to-day in this country and in Europe is not how tocripple or 
restrict railroad building or railroad operations; is not how to do away 
with the vast commercial power, extending over 265,000 miles of rails 
laid through developed and developing territory, but how best to pro- 
mote them, that they may continue to serve rather than to rule the in- 
terests of individuals and communities. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD3 IN EUROPE. 


That theexperience of a little more than half a century under various 
conditions and under every civilized form of government has not been 
sufficient to remove the regulation of railways from the field of experi- 
ment is shown by the various methods of to-day on trial in Europe and 
America. In Belgium the government has either built or purchased 
the main trunk linesof the kingdom. Branch lines are allowed to be 
built and operated by private capital, the government guarantecing 
4per cent. interest upon the investment and retaining the practical super- 
vision of the ent, 

The competition of the canals and of the government lines, together 
with the obligations of the governmental guarantee, would seem to pro- 
vide a system of checks and balances most desirable. It is reported 
that the roads are managed satisfactorily to the ple, that the rates 
are fixed andstable; but an early absorption by the government under 
provisions in the charters of the private lines is predicted, which would 
indicate a dissatisfaction on the part of private capitalists. 

In France the main trunk lines were originally assigned a district or 
field supposed to be profitable without competition on condition that 
they should build branch lines into the less productive districts. This 
proved impracticable, and the government was obliged to lend its aid 
for the development of the territory. The charters provide that atthe 
expiration of ninety years all railways should revert to the state, the 
state purchasing the rolling-stock at an actual valuation. Already 
the government has advanced 600,000,000 francs to the railways, and 
its policy looks toward an earlier appropriation than that nominated 
in the charters. 

Already a perpetual committee supervises the management, arranges 
the tariff of charges, and settles disputes between competing lines and 
betweenthe publicand the railways. Ratesand time-cardsare required 
to be published, and no change against the interests of forwarders or 
passengers can be made without thirty days’ notice and the consent of 
the commission. No private arrangements with individuals or corpora- 
tions are permitted. 

In North Germany all concessions are made by the minister of com- 
merce, unless there is to be a largess or guarantee of interest when an act 
is required. In Prussia, at the commencement of its railway system, 
each railway chartered was given a field without competition, the state 
reserving the right of purchase of the road after the lapse of thirty 
years. In1882there were9,500 miles of State lines, 1,320 miles of private 
lines under state management, and 2,400 miles of private lines. The 
control of the government may be considered practically absolute, and 
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is given over to a special board at the head of which is the minister of 
public works.. Special tariffs are prohibited, correspondence in time- 
cards in railways insisted upon, persons and merchandise conveyed in 
the order in which the application is made. No variation in rates or 
time-table can be had without the consent of the board. 5 

Austria followed the course of France in allowing concessions for the 
period of ninety years, and in addition the government built several 
trank lines, which it retains. It also maintains supervision over pas- 
senger and freight traffic. Switzerland has no state lines, but an ef- 
fectnal system of supervising the tariff charges and a perpetual commis- 
sion to regulate the relations of the corporations to the stockholders and 
the pubie, and provide for the constant publicity of railway transac- 
tions. Italy ownsa portion of its railways and is in negotiation for the 
remainder. The policy of the government is ownership by the state. 

In the history of English legislation on railroads and its results we 
find the closest resemblance to our own. In 1836 England had, next 
to Holland, the most complete canal system and service in the world, 
and its restrictive endeavors were guided not by a proper conception of 
the problem before it, but by its experience in Aealing with oppressive 
methods in canal management. The popular belief in the power of 
competition to cheapen rates and control commerce in the public inter- 
est was ted, and in spite of the warning of the astute Morrison and 
the terse axiomatic statement of George Stephenson, that ‘* where com- 
bination is possible competition is impossible,” their early legislation 
was bent to increase competition between capitalists. 

The natural consequences of combination, discrimination, secret-rate 
making, preferences, the building up of seaports, and the oppression of 
non-competing points followed in spite of the most stringent legislation, 
until, in 1872, after over 3,300 acts had been passed and the expendi- 
ture of about £80,000,000 imposed upon the companies, a joint select 
committee recommended and Parliament provided for a railway com- 
mission, which has since become permanent and been increased in exec- 
utive and judicial power. Thesalaries of the commissioners are £3,000 
each, and some progress has been made in the regulation of the inter- 
ests of the general public, 

RAILROAD MILEAGE OF THE WORLD. 

The following table, taken from Spofford’s Almanac for 1883, gives 

the statistics of the railways of the world to January 1, 1881: 


1, North America: Miles. 
United States (1883)... iccvesssrescsesseasaevsssecosescosonnensosoccs tones bees 117,717 


Total, Middle AMETiIc..........-.resccsvssreceseossevees jseserscnees grisin diisses 1,004 
8. South America: 

PARIS KLODUDIIC. «ir oscoecossccvecsnesvatbenbecebonecderes becakevenicabasoohsevesneasess 1,619 
Bolivia.......coeeesseeee 8L 
Brazil... 1,899 
Chili... 1,193 
Colombi 99 
Ecuador .. 7 
Guano (British)... 21 
Paraguay. 44 
Peru... 2,030 
Uruguay 235 
Venezuela.......... 70 

Total, South Amend savas soises sasce recess sescns skoectsansnveesicsasosececcsoovsbsoseens, 7,316 

4. Europe: 

Austria-Hungary... 11,738 
Belgium .. 2,597 
Denmark 978 
France. 17, 027 
Germany. 21,565 
Great Britain and Ireland 18, 168 
Greece, 7 
Italy... 5,410 
Nether! 1,227 
Norway... 946 
Portugal... 1,089 
Roumania... 916 
Russia. 14,067 
Spain... 3, 49 
Sweden 3, 836 
Switzerland 1,636 
EUEKOY .cniconesonsucereacesnovogsncnanvens uinssnrasieeasa consonnnvsar oon saevsiganeees payne benasse'ssess 889 

pa a n rari n JE TE S E E OE R AOE OR T E T 105, 895 

5. Asia: 

a E A LT T E A AE ARE E I R NA 136 
India (British) 9,872 
Japan ........ 96 
Java (Dutch 3,498 
Phillipines ( 279 
‘Turkey in Asia. 3 250 

PDR, AGIA... <.-cendeupnsebe R EA E TEULE T E TEER, 14,131 


6, Africa: > 
Algeria (French)... s.es ceasceoseusecdsessasesasetes puns edanpassabies'von Geseen ssis bapi i ~ 
cee Colony (British)... . 


Mil 


TUIE crickesecvccsserssvesaceohunsésegevesaavvbeasabssconsessslaboessbeciackceesstibevesibegneve Sense x 
Total, A Riiner naeio Bape. 9ST AOS i 


7. Australia: 
New South Wald. .sisesserossecosssisascssssnascsrtssss seps onbicbi sadesvessdeseusbasecstes 
New jand..... 
Queensland, 
South Aust 


Western Australia. 
Dotan); AKIR occises ssvaes ne nopsetvansnaseheneuscactadecesbsponeend sncsedshaavs deteetuss 


Grand total - = 


RAILROADS OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A ccording to the statement of H. R. Hobart, editor of the Railway 
Age, made before the Senate committee, the railway mileage ‘of the 
United States and Territories at the commencement of 1885 was about 
125,500 miles. This is the aggregate of distances between points on 
railroads, without taking cognizance of double orside tracks. The cap- 
ital stock and bonded indebtedness show a value of $7,795,000,000, or 
more than four times the national debt, and 20 per cent. of the estimated 
wealth of the entire country. They employ about 725,000 persons, and 
thus support directly more than 3,000,000 of men, women, and children; 
and indirectly they aid in supporting many millions more concerned in 
the manufacturing, mercantile, and other interests of which the rail- 
ways are very large patrons. : 

These figures appear magnified when the short period of their growth 
is considered. In 1828 there were 3 miles of railroad; in 1830, 41 miles; 
in 1840, 2,200 miles; in 1850, 7,500 miles; in 1860, 29,000 miles; in 
1870, 49,000 miles; in 1880, 93,671 miles. These are the modern high- 
ways for commerce, and should differ only in extent and facilities from 
their predecessors back to the days of the Roman roads. The lawsgov- 
erning the Roman highways were the bases of the laws of the to - 
this day. They were built by sovereigns having the right of eminent 
domain, and their use was common and equal to all. They were sup- 
ported by taxes upon the bordering people, or by tolls upon those who 
made use of them. 

Under our somewhat complicated system of government the railroads 
were chartered by States, who bestowed upon them-the right of emi- 
nent domain, and they were builded wholly or in part by contributions 
directly from the State or by the people along their line, and they 
were intended for the common and equal service of all who chose to 
make use of them. In their inception they were supposed to bear an 
analogy to the canal, and traces of this mistake appear in almost all of 
the early charters. Itwas believed that the railway, like the toll-roads 
of that day, would be built by one company and used by any and all 
who chose to prepare suitable carriages. 

The charter of the Ithaca and Owego Railroad contains the following 
language: 

Sec, 12, All persons paying the toll aforesaid may, with suitable and proper 
carriages, use and travel upon the said railroad subject to such rules and regula- 
tions as said corporators are authorized to make by the ninth section of this act, 

Special charters were the rule up to the passage of a general act, re- 
garded as a convenience, by the Legislature of New York, which was 
imitated by the other States, and in the acceptance of some provision of 
which nearly if not quite all of the roads holding special charters have 
brought themselves under its general provisions. 

Li legislation and a speculative spirit among our people led to 
overbuilding and misbuilding, and upon emerging from the crisis of 
1857 many railroads found themselves embarrassed and the mortgages 
upon them were foreclosed. 

ORIGIN AND RESULT OF STOCK WATERING. 

At this time, under a system of reorganization which appeared plaus- 
ible and just to the people, to the stockholders, and to those holding 
other than first-mortgage claims, bankruptcy was given a novel and 
dangerous turn in railrord financiering, and ‘‘additional capitaliza- 
tion,” discounted upon the markets of the world, paved the way for the 
absolute control of this vast value and interest by a handful of men 
irresponsible to the people for the condition and conduct of their high- 
ways. 

To-day it is represented that half a dozen gentlemen meeting in an 
office on Wall street may, by the power derived from ownership in these 
railways and wealth not obtaiffed by the development of the country 
or improved transportation but by financial jugglery, dictate the profits 
or losses of men and communities throughout the land. By their fiat 
Rochester must stop milling that Minneapolis may thrive. All man- 
ufacturing establishments at Niagara Falls save one must’ suspend 
that the one may become wealthy. The capital and labor invested in 
thousands of oil wells and refineries must be lost that one combination 
may be made powerful. Villages and cities as well as individuals 
have been selected for development or for destruction. Mr. Charles 


1886. 


Francis Adams, formerly of the Massachusetts commission, now presi- 
dent of the Union Pacific Railroad, before a committee of the Federal 
Congress in 1880, says: 

I must ask you to dismiss all preconceptions from your minds and to fairly 
consider what is the real cause of the inequality, the injustice, the discrimina- 
tions of the existing railroad service, those ills of the y-politic for which you 
are now undertaking to prescribe. I will not stop to dwell upon them or de- 
nounce them, It isnot necessary to do so, for I hold them to be proven and 
their existence notorious, The record is full of evidence on the subject. Weall 
know, every one knows, that discriminations in the railroad treatment and 
charyes do exist between individuals and between places. We all know that 
the railroad tariffs fluctuate wildly, not only in different res. but in different 
seasons of thé same year. We know that certain large business firms, the le- 
viathans of modern business, can and do dictate their own terms between rival 
corporations, while the small concern must accept the best terms it can get. 

It is beyond dispute that business is carried hither and thither to this point, 
away from that point, and heim i the other point; not becauseit would natur- 
ally go to, away from, or through those points, but because the rates are made 
on an artificial is to serve ulterior e . In regard to these things I regard 
the existing system nearly as bad as auy system can be. Studying its opera- 
tions asI have long and patiently, Iam ready now to repeat what I have Topeak: 
edly said before, that the most surprising thing about it to me is that the busi- 
ness community sustains itself under such conditions. The principles of law 

verning common carriers are habitually violated; special contracts covering 
Ess periods of time are made every day with heavy shippers under which a 
common carrier, whose first duty it is to serve all equally, gives to certain parties 
a practical control of the markets, There is thus neither equality nor sys- 
tem, law nor equity, in the matter of railroad charges. A complete change in 
this respect is a condition precedent to any equitable system of railroad trans- 
portation. 

DISCRIMINATION, 

The Senate committee, whose investigations have resulted in the pres- 
entation of this bill, present in their report eighteen specific causes of 
complaint against the railroad system, which may nearly all be epito- 
mizedas ‘‘ discrimination’ inone formoranother. They citeamong the 
many instances the case of the Standard Oil Company, which has been 
enabled by railroad discrimination to practically control the oil supply 
of the continent, and who are reported to have realized $10,000,000 in å 
single season from diminished freights alone. 

A single instance, given on page 199 of the report, is sufficient to con- 
demn the system. It appears that the company operates the Macks- 
burg pipe line which carries oil to the Cleveland and Marietta Railroad. 
This road was in the hands of a receiver, who was removed by Judge 
Baxter upon the investigation of the rates charged for the rta- 
tion of oil. It was found that he was charging all independent ship- 
pos 35 cents per barrel, and the rate to the pipe line was but 10 cents. 

t appears that the Standard Oil Company owned the pipes through 
which the oil is conveyed from wells owned by individuals, with the 
exception of certain pipes owned and used by one George Rice, carrying 
oil from his wells, and to get rid of this competition the assistance of 
the receiver was sought and obtained. 

‘The company offered to give the railroad three thousand dollars’ worth 
of business each month, while Rice could give but three hundred dol- 
lars’ worth. If its demands were not complied with it threatened to ex- 
tend its pipe line from Macksburg to Marietta, on the Ohio River. What 
those demands were was stated as follows in a letter filed by the re- 
ceiver as part of his defense: 

The Standard Oil Company threatens to store and afterward pipe all oils 
under its control unless you make the following arrangements, namely: You 
shall make a uniform rate of 35 cents per barrel forall persons except the Stand- 
ard Oil Company. You shall charge them 10 cents per barrel for their oil, and 
oe pay them 25 cents per barrel out of the 35 cents per barrel collected of other 

ppers. 

THE RELIEF PROPOSED BY TIIS BILL, 


It is not necessary to multiply instances. The able report of the com- 
mittee, with the testimony taken at fairly selected and widely distributed 
ints, is beforeeach Senator for his information. The bill, judiciously 
rawn and based upon the information impartially obtained, may be 
epitomized as legislating upon five points concerning which it appears 
to me that no disinterested difference of opinion can exist. 

First. It provides that all charges shall be reasonable and just. 

Second. That unjust discrimination shall bea misdemeanor, punish- 
able by a penalty against the corporation and a personal penalty. against 
the officer willfully violating. 

Third. That facilities shall be furnished without unjust discrimina- 
tion under similar penalties. 

Fourth. C ing more for a shorter than a longer distance in the 
same direction shall be presumptive evidence of unjust discrimination 
which may be rebutted by the carrier, and the commission may estab- 
lish rules to regulate this. 

Fifth. That the rates and regulations shall be made public in such 
& manner as the commission shal! prescribe, und ten days’ notice is re- 
quired of any advance in rates. The rates so established shall not be 
varied from, and violation shall subject the carrier to mandamus upon 
the relation of the commission and to arf injunction to restrain further 
violation. ? 

QUALIFICATIONS OF TIE COMMISSIONERS. 


For the carrying out and enforcement of these provisions, with au- 
thority to require reports and investigate all complaints and with power 
to proceed in the courts to enforce the law, a commission is provided, 
and upon the character and efficiency of this commission would seem 
to depend the real and specific value of the legislation. Holding in 
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mind the fact that the estimated wealth of this nation is divided be- 
tween the railroad corporations and all other property-owners in the 
proportion of 1 to 5; that the 20 per cent. represented in railways has 
become concentrated under the control of men who may becounted upon 
the ten fingers, while the 80 per cent. is diffused among individuals and 
companies of diverse interests; that our present action is taken because 
of the oppression of the 80 per cent. by the organized 20 per cent., it 
would seem that we fall short of our duty if by the terms of this bill 
we prevent the employment of the best talent attainable to represent 
the interests of the people. 

This commission will be regarded as the people’s attorneys, and should 
be composed of men at least the equals in legal acumen and practical 
force of those whose unjust schemes they are expected to thwart and 
whose unprecedented powers they are designed to direct. Concentrated 
capital never mistakes cheapness in the employment of its agents for 
economy, and salaries of from $12,000 to $25,000 for those intrusted 
with the business management of railways are not uncommon. This 
bill provides that the commissioners shall have no other business and 
that the main office shall be in Washington, thus necessitating or indi- 
cating a residence here and an income limited to the amount named in 
the bill. On this account I urge upon Senators and the committee 
having the bill in charge the serious consideration of an amendment of 
section 15 increasing the amount of compensation. 

I do not expect that the passage of this bill and the appointment of 
any five gentlemen who might be named under its provisions for its en- 
forcement will at once bring the millennium to American transporta- 
tion. For forty years a constant straggle of wits has been going on 
between the grasping corporations and Legislatures endeavoring to re- 
strain them, and to-day we are confronted with successful, legalized 
wrongs remaining uncontrolled and unredressed. But we shall have 
done our duty when we shall have done our utmost for the future se- 
curity of the people. I do not believe that this bill will accomplish 
radical results, but it is a step in the right direction, both for the peo- 
ple and for honest railroad management. For many years a contest 
between the safe-maker and the burglar has been waged. Each failure 
of the safe to withstand its robber has begotten improvements believed 
to be final, and each in turn has yielded to human cunning and in- 
genuity. But itis not for the safe-maker to stop in his endeavors. If 
this bill becoming a law should fail utterly to supply a remedy, another 
attempt must be made, If it is partially successful, we shall have ac- 
complished something and new remedies will be suggested by its par- 
tial failure. : . 

THE COMPLAINT OF THE PEOPLE, 


An examination of the report and testimony will not show that rail- 
road corporations are making too much money, or that the average rates 
of transportation are too high. On the other hand they have been in 
the main unprofitable, and transportation between competing points in 
America is the cheapest in the world. The complaint of the people is 
of discrimination, uncertainty, and secret injury. The complaint of 
investors is that two-sevenths of the capitalized investment is water, 
and that through inside combinations the masters of Wall streetare able 
to realize vast profits upon railroad wreckage and the depreciation of 
railroad property, as wellas upon their prudent conduct.and honest man- 
agement. A greatstride toward personal liberty was believed to have 
been made when our Government was pcre | with the prohibition 
of entail; but the sovereignty of trunk lines and railroad systems, im- 
perishable as they are, present a more dangerous imperium in imperio 
for our consideration than the largest entailed interests of the world. 


RAILROADS SERVANTS, NOT MASTERS. 


Railroads are beneficent servants, but they must not become masters. 
The dwarf has grown large enough for us to impose restrictions upon 
his growth, else the old fable will be illustrated in practical life. If 
unchecked he bids fairto develop into an Afrite of gigantic stature and 
overwhelming and malignantinfluence. Railroads are no longer dull, 
insensate things. They are imbued with intelligence, and an intelli- 
gence that neither slumbers nor sleeps. They are no longer joint stork 
companies alone; they are dynasties. 

They are already outlined, and in a few years if not supervised and 
controlled by legislation they will have become as firmly fixed in their 

upon continued power, commercial, social, and political, as the 
Hapsborgs, the Hohenzollerns, or the Guelphs. These reigning houses 
were bornof force. They were the triumph of the strong over the weak. 
These modern dynasties will have been born’of law and of concession 
and will be the triumph of the creature over the creator. 

Theold cry of the mayor of the palace when he appeared at the window 
of the Tuilleries, ‘‘The king is dead, long live the king,” may well be 
proclaimed when the railroad magnate goes to his long home. Nota 
schedule is changed, not a locomotive puffs less fircely, not a sardine 
less is soldin the restaurant. The same intelligence, fortified andinten- 
sified possibly by new blood, wields the scepter and utters its mandates. 

The fact that the stock changes hands does not detract from its power 
or alter its purposes. It is more remorseless than man, for the respon- 
sibility is divided.. The cabinet or ministers who shape its policy and 
carry out its behests justify their course by the plea of necessity, and 


; 
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feel no tremors of conscience from the fact that their personality is 
merged in that of the corporation. 
SPECIAL PRIVILEGES FOR NOXE—EQUAL RIGHTS FOR ALL. 

Hitherto content has come to the plain people of our land, to the me- 
chanic, to the farmer, to the artisan, because, as he sat by his hearth 
noting the progress of his fellows who had outstripped him in life’s 
race, his eye turned to the bright boy and the laughing girl with a 
knowledge that to them America offered every possibility of culture, 
wealth, and power. He knew that the history of the men whom 
America had delighted to honor had shown that from the humblest 
beginnings nothing restricted ordirected the development of the Ameri- 
can citizen outside of himself. To-day he sees the price of his labor 
determined not from his surroundings. Hesees his village built up or 
destroyed by a foreign will. He sees the value of his little pro 
decreased and that of the property of his fellow in an adjoining vanes 
increased without the action of either and beyond the control of any. 
He sees his neighbor, by secret arrangement with the railroad com- 
pany, increasing his store with no extra Jabor or display of energy or 
ability, while his fellows are correspondingly depressed. 

These things it is the object of this measure to correct. 

All the American citizen has asked in the past or will ask in the fut- 
ure is a fair chance; no odds of the Government, but its protection, 
for which his life is pledged, and its schools, for which his money is 
paid. Special privileges for none, equal rights for all. 

Mr.SEWELL. I wish toask a question about one amendment which 
has been adopted. On page 14, in section 12, line 20, my memorandum 
has it an amendment was adopted inserting ‘‘ and to the satisfaction of 
the party or parties complaining.” I ask the Senator from Mlinois.if 
the word ‘‘and,’’ at the beginning of line 20, should not be ‘‘or,’’ be- 

cause by that language you have first to satisfy the commission and get 
their judgment and then satisfy the parties afterward? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not sure but that the Senator is right. If the 
complainant is satisfied, of course the matter ends. I have no objection 
to that change. , 

Mr. SEWELL. Task that that change be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator send it up in writ- 
ing? . 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis only a suggestion to the word “‘and, ” 
at the beginnig of line 20 of section 12, to the word “‘or;”’ so as to 

- read: 

In compliance with the report and notice of the commission, or to the satis- 

faction oft the party or parties complaining. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection the modifica- 


tion will be considered as agreed to. 
that the Senate proceed to the con- 


Mr. ALLISON. I now move 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr, SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow me to present 
some amendments to the pending bill and to have them printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments will be receivedand 

inted. 

REN WILSON, of Iowa. Iask that the bill which has been under con- 
sideration be printed as amended, so that we may haveit in its present 
state as proposed by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If thero be no objection that order 
will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After one hour and five minutes | tin 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 14th day of April, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Frederick A. Ross, to be postmaster at Tuscumbia, Ala., rice John 

. Goodloe, jr., to be removed. 

If. C. Briley, to be postmaster at Dell Rapids, Dak., vice Albert C. 
Folsom, resigned. 

Jacob P. Kerlin, to be postmaster at Warren, Ill., vice H. C. Gann, 
to be removed. 

W. C. Camp, to be postmaster at Guthrie Centre, Iowa, vice William 
Holsman, term expired. 

Philip B. Spence, to be postmaster at Newport, Ky., vice Mary L. 
Ross, term expired. 

William B. Beck, to be postmaster at Tekamah, Nebr., vice Peter F. 
Peterson, resigned. 

Francis G. Boswell, to be postmaster at Phelps, N. Y., vice Samuel 
8. Partridge, term expired. 

James P. Owen, to be postmaster at Caniden, N. Y., vice Heman 
Snow, resigned. 

John Shaw, to be postmaster at Van Wert, Ohio, vice David P. Duna- 
than, whose removal, for cause, is p 


J: F. Robertson, to be postmaster at Culpeper, Va., vice John C. | 728 
ames F. Ko m. ? , * | (No. of ice Kelly, of Mlin 
Bell, to be removed. ` | {arth district of Ilinois i y 


- 


CONFIRMATIONS. ¢ 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 29, 1886. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Samuel J. Tilden, jr., of New York, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the fifteenth district of New York. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
e Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 

e RECORD: 


The Commitice on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
863) of Samuel J. Tilden, jr., of New York, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fifteenth district of New York, in place of James S. Smart, ed, 
and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find Mr. 
Tilden is a fit and proper person to discha’ the duties of the office, and that 
there are no or papers on file reflecting upon the character of James 8. 
Smart, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury: 

-TREASURY DEPAETMENT, March 17, 1836. 

Str: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of James S. Smart, late collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the fiftcenth district of New York, suspended,” is received. 

Se remy Semen Bere Wee See So eee tan ah eae ae relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating 
to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave 
to remind the committtee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached 
to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in~ 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 
bx md the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 

hange. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
ofticer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


ully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justry S. MORRILL, z 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that are no or papers on file in the De- 
—— reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Tilden. 


George A. Wilson, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fifth district of Illinois. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 


Mob 1287) of George A. Wilson, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
‘or the fifth district of Illinois, in pac of Howard Knowles, nded, and, so 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find t Mr. Wilson 


is a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are 
no or papers on file Linge ees Steam the character of Howard Knowles, 
suspen as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 
Sır: Your communication on behalfof the Finance Committee of the pia 


relates to 
ident’s 


office refi term attached toit, 
and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said oftice will result in an improvement of the service, and that 
the policy of the presentadministration will be better ed out by such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended - 
officer mentioned in your communication are inthe custody of this Department. 


Respectfull: ours, 
n7 D. MANNING; Secretary. 
Hon. Jusrıx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 


nance, April 6, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 
“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1896, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 


of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character.” 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation Wilson. 


Maurice Kelly, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
fourth district of Illinois. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: 


Committee on Finance have bad under consideration the nomination 
to be collector of internal revenue for the 


of Illinois; in place of Richard Rowett suspended, and, so far as 
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they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Kelly is a fit 
and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are no 
or or papers on file reflecting upon the of Richard Rowett, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836. 

Sm: Your communication on behalfof the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any on file 
against the official or moral of Richard Rowett, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fourth district of Illinois, s mded,”’ is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as thisinquiry relatesto 
a sus on from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions, But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it,and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 
oe the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 

echange. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
once mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
men 

Respectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 

Hon. Jusrrs S. MORRILL, 

Chairman of the Senate Commillee on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all sim to the foregoing: 

“ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
seoant reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 

aracter.”’ et 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal reyenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Kelly. 


William B. Anderson, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the thirteenth district of Illinois. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 
the RECORD. 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
$47) of William B. Anderson, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the thirteenth district of Illinois, in place of Charles W. Pavey, suspended, and, 
so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. An- 
dereon is a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that 
there are no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Charles 
NSE ahs suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary 


of Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836. 


Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Charles W. Pavey, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the thirteenth district of Nlinois, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so for as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general ect of such suspensions. But 
in order that [ may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an improvement of the publicservice, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 


chan; 
Exeept as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
tain: reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 


= pee patna in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


ully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 

“ Resolved, That the letters of the of the to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the com: recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Anderson. 


Frank Schlaudecker, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
1308) of Frank Schlaudecker, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania, in place of Jacob F, Walther 
res erry and, so far as t! have been able to obtain the information, they 
find that Mr, Schlaudecker is a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of 
the office, and that there are no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the 
character of Jacob F. Walther, suspended, as will appear from the following 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury: X 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 

Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not ‘ there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Jacob F. Walther, late collector of internal rey- 
enue for the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania, suspended," is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inqui 
a suspension from offi i 


recent m to the 
But in order that I may surely act within 


relates to 


I feel bound by the rules laid down in the ident’s 
nate upon the —- subject of such suspensions. 
requirements of the statute relat- 


ing to the furnishing by this tment of information to the Senate, I beg 
leaye to remind the committee t! the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it,and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 


the incumbency of office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
pep wa at ine policy of the present on will be better carried out 
y su 


Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the s ded 
os mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment. $ R 


R ctfully, yours, 
ra 3 D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Jcstix S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that'there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the 
confirmation of Mr. Schlandecker. 


Charles B. Staples, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 
the REcoRD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
1307) of Charles B. Staples, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal reyenue 
for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania, in place of Edward H. Chase suspended, 
and,so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. 
Staples is a fit and proper person to disch. the duties of the office, and that 
there are no chai or pa on file reflecting upon the character of Edward 
IL. Chase, suspended, as l appear from the following letter of the Secretary 


of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 


Sim: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the oficial or moral character of Edward H. Chase, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this aguiy relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent m: to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 
But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relat- 
ing to the furnishing by this ay sory wpe of information to the Senate,I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the publicservice, 
eo the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment. 

Respectfully yours, 


Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1866, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee on 
Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently,in relation to the suspension of 
collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declar- 
ations made in faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
a reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or- 

haracter. ; 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, thecommittee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Staples. 


John T. McGonigle, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the ninth district of Pennsylvania. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: > 


The Committee on Finance haye had under consideration the nomination (No, 
1306) of John T, McGonigle, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the ninth district of Pennsylvania, in place of Andrew J. Kauffman, sus- 
pended, and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find 
that Mr. MeGonigle isatit and proper person to discharge the duties of the 
office, and that there are no charges or on file reflecting upon the char- 
acter of Andrew J. Kauffman, suspended, as will appear from the following let- 
ter of the Secretary of the Treasury : 

Treasury Department, March 17,1886, 

Str: Your communication on ‘behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any on file 
against the official or moral character of Andrew J. Kauffman, late collector of 
internal revenue for the ninth district of Pennsylvania, sus nded,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from oflice, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent eran, Ù tothe Senate upon the peon uhea of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 


D. MANNING, Secre‘ary. 


Mat the policy of the present administration will be carried out by such 
change. 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 


taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 


officer mentioned in your communication arein the custody of this Department, 


Respectfully, yours, 
; ve D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon, JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


-and, so far as they have been ab 
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on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the sion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be recaived and held as honest E PAS 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
onran nt reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or char- 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. McGonigle. 


Matthew H. Vanderveer, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the third district of New Jersey. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
1301) of Matthew H. Vanderveer, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the third district of New Jersey, in place of Culver Barcalow, suspended, 
and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. 
Vanderveer is a fit and proper person to discha: the duties of the office, and 
that Lng ne aae a or pa on file reflecting upon the character of Cul- 
ver Barcalow, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17,1886. 


Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Culver Barcalow, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue forthe third district of New Jersey, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the eral subject of such suspensions, But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied thata change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result inan improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining cha: reflecting upon the official or moral character of the rng sora 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this 
ment. 

Respectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 

Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, 


Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adapees by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the to the ittee 
on Finanoe, dated March 16, 1885, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest dec- 
larations made in faith that there are no or papers on file in the 
scan reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 

aracter, 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Vanderveer. 


Thomas M. Ferrell, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of New Jersey. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 
the RECOED: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
1300) of Thomas M, Ferrell, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of New Jersey, in nanem of William P. Tatem ay ere 

to ol n the information, they find t Mr. 
Ferrell isa fit and proper person to the duties of the office, and that 
there are no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of William 
P. Tat m, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary 


of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886, 


Sir: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “‘ there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of William P. Tatem, late collector of internal 
revenue for the first district of New Jersey, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this mp cag ann to 
a suspension fronroffice, I feel bound by the rules laid down in t 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such 
But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relat- 
ing to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it,and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
tee oe the policy of the present adm on will be better carried out 

8! nge. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, ne papers con- 
taining — reflecting upon the official or moral character of the s: ded 
a mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Dect: 
ment. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Justrs S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commitice on Finance, 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the sion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
_— reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character.” 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Ferrell. 


John Dowlin, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the twenty-second district of Pennsylvania. 


D. MANNING, Secrelary. 


The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 


in the RECORD: 

The Comm: on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
No. 868) of John Dowlin, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the twenty-second district of Pennsylvania, in place of Frank P. Case, sus- 

pended, and, so far as they haye been able to obtain the information, they find 
that Mr. Dowlin is a fit and proper person to discharge the daties of the office. 

and that there are no charges or popes on file reflecting upon the character of 
Frank P. Tee as will appear from the following letter of the Secre- 


tary of the 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 


relates to 
resident's 


this Department of infurmation to the Senate, I beg 
i that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result inan improvement of the public service, 
aac that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


y, yours, 
. D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justix S. MORRILL, 
n of the Senate Commiltee on Finance, 


A resolption, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 


“ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest decla- 
rations e in good faith that there are no or rs on file in the De- 
parapent reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 

racter. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Dowlin, 


Edmund A. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the twenty-third district of Pennsylvania. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No. 867) of Edmund A. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel M. Jack- 
son, nded, and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, 
they find that Mr. Bigler is a fitand proper person to discharge the duties of the 
office, and that there are no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the char- 
acter of Samuel M. Jackson, suspended, as will appear from the following letter 


of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 


Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of theSenate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking. whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Samuel M. Jackson, late collector of 
grime revenue for the twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, suspended," is 
received. ; 


In reply thereto I have the honor to state that so far as this inquiry relates 
to a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the Presi- 
dent’s recent message to the Senate upon the pan subject of such suspen- 
sions, Butin order that I may surely act within the requirements of the stat- 
ute relating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, 
I beg leave to remind the committee that the office refe: to has no fixed term 
attached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change 
in the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
sa =< that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 

yS change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining Seine eee upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
ofticer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


ly, yours, ss 
D; MANNING, Secrefary. 
Ion. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1856, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 

oh ‘hat the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to thes nsion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest ra- 
tions.made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character,” 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Bigler. 


Samuel Klotz, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fifth district of New Jersey. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: : 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
859) of Samuel Klotz, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
fifth district of New Jersey, in place of Robert B. Hathorn, geereneess and, so 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Klotz is 
a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office. and that there are 
no ores or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Robert B, Hathorn, 
suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the 
plas Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 

Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Sew 


1886. 
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ate, dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “ there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Robert B. Hathorn, late collector of 
internal revenue for the fifth district of NewWersey, suspended,” is received. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from oflice, Ifeel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent ap to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to it, 
and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said affice will result in an improvement of the public service, and that 
ol policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 


ge. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the ofticial or moral character of the suspended 
— mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this 
ment. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon, Justin S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


A resolution,as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, 'T’ the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


ch r. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal reyenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Klotz. 


William H. Yarborough, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fourth district of North Carolina. 

Theabove confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
ae Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 

e RECORD: . 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No, 804) of William H, Serpong of North Carolina, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fourth district of North Carolina, in place of Isaac J. Young, sus- 
pended, and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find 
that Mr. Yarborough is a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the 
office, and that there are no charges or papere on file reflecting upon the char- 
acter of Isaac J. Young, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury : 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


. TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 


Sr: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not ‘there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Isaac J. You ng, late collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the fourth district of North Carolina, suspended," is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this gs og relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions, 
But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relat- 
ing to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the oftice refe to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, 
nti Oecd the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
suc nge, 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining cha: reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment. 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Jusrıs 8. MORRILL, 
hairman of the Senate Committec on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and/all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of ithe Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest decla- 
rations made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the 
Department reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Yarborough. 


James F. Robinson, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the seventh district of Kentucky. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 
the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No, $53) of James F. Robinson, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the seventh district of Kentucky, in place of Charles H. Stoll, suspended, 
and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. 
Robinson is a fitand proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that 
there are no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Charles 
sya suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of 
t reasury : 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


n TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 

Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not“ there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Charles H. Stoll, late collector of internal rev- 
enue for the seventh district of Kentucky, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto 1 have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I fee! bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions, But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating 
to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave 
to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached 
to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 
=~ the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 

nge. 


Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the porponded 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment, 


Respectfully, yours, 
side D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justry S. MORRILL, 


Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1835, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on filedin the De- 
yoreneue reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character, 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committce recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Robinson. 


George L. Spear, of Vermont, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Vermont. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 
the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No, 875) of George L. Spear, of Vermont, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Vermont, in place of John C. Stearns, suspended, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they tind that Mr. Spear is a fit 
and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are no 
charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of John O. Stearns, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 

Sir: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Jolin C. Stearns, late collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the district of Vermont, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this iodul relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent m; e to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to it, ` 
and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an improvement, of the public service, and that 
the policy of the presentadministration will be better carried out by such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


Respectfully, yours, t 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon, Justry 8. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimonsly adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1846, or subsequently, in relation to the saspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
ane reflecting in any manneragainst their moral or official conduct or char- 
acter, ‘ 
Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Spear. 


Thomas S. Bronston, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eighth district of Kentucky. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed in 
the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
852) of Thomas N. Bronston, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the eighth district of Ken in place of William J. Landram, suspended, 
and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. 
Bronston isa fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and 
that there are no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Will- 
iam J. Landram, suspended, as wiil appear from the following letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury : 

: TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 

Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “ there areany chargeson file against 
the official or moral character of William J. Landram, late collector of internal 
revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the sident’s 
recent m to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office refe: to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an improvementof the public service. and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


Respectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Ilon. JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 
A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6,1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 
“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest d 
tions made in good faith that there are no fh a og or papers on file in the De- 
passant’ reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
racter,” = 
Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- , 
firmation of Mr, Bronston. 
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Attilla Cox, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
fifth district of Kentucky. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 


(No. 1298) of Attila Cox, of Kentucky, to be collector of revenue for the 
fifth district of Ken: „in place of Lewis'Buckner, suspended, and, so far as 
n the information, they find that Mr. Cox is a fitand 
proper person to the duties of the office. and that there are no charges 
or on file reflecting upon the character of Lewis Buckner, suspended, as 
will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 


Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Lewis Buckner, late collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the fifth district of Kentucky, suspended,” is received. 
that, so far as this east relates to 

e President's 


change. $ 
a as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 
Res 


pectfully, yours, 
Si D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Jusrrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

*“ Resolved, eari aeaa er Secretary wA en Tory, ri = Col ttee 
on Finan March 16, or subsequently, in relation e suspension 
of pot peorien of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the Depart- 
ment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or char- 
acter," 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the co: recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Cox. 


Renssalaer Stone, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Illinois. 
. The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, and ordered by the Senate to be printed 
in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
ae eg of Renssalaer Stone, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
first district of Ilinois, in place Fo Joel D. Harvey suspended, and, so far as 


on (age apnea upon the character of Joel D. opr n; 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 


= TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836, 

Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Joel D. Harvey, late collector of internal reye- 
nue for the first district of Illinois, suspended,” is received. K 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this ey eee 
asuspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within ents of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term to 
it,and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 
that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 

‘Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges re upon the or moral charaeter of the sı ed 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment, 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Justis S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was meetan pores eae by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

Aaaah dated Marah Ii, 100s or sobanapanihy, in relation bo ihe suspension 
on or su uently, in ion to the s nm 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
miaro reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
racter, 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the co: itec recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Stone. 


charges or 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April.14, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was.read and approved. 
A THOMAS SYMONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a statement and papers in support of the claim 


of Thomas Symons for services as counsel}in defending the United 
States in the case of the Choctaw Nation of Indians in the Court of 
Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5543) mak- 
ing appropriation for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, with 
the amendments of the Senate thereto. xi. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill, with the Sen- 
ate amendments, be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Intheabsence of objection the bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the Senate amendments 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STORM, until Tuesday next, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Gorr, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, until the Ist of May, on account ot 
important business. 

To Mr. BURLEIGH, for one week, on account of important business, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, . 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1476) to amend the act of Congress approved June 12, 1884, 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin; ’’ 

A bill (S. 638) to change the name of Uniontown to Anacostia; 

A bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to Noah Nelson; 

A bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical science, and to pre- 
vent the desecration of graves; and 

A bill (S. 761) granting a pension to William Webster. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TURNER rose and was ized. 
Mr. TURNER. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoR- 
RISON], who desires to make a report. à 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. MORRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to pre- 
sent the report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules has had under consideration several propositions 
intended to facilitate the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands relating to the forfeiture of Jand grants, speculation in the public 
lands, and the reservation of public lands for actual and bona fide settl and 
in lieu of all the matter referred to it reports the resolution hereto attac! and 
recommends its adoption: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands shall have leave at any time 
during the present session, after the morning hour and the hour for the consid- 
eration of bills reported by committees, to consider, in the order in which they 
stand on the Calendar, bills for the forfeiture of land grants to railroad and 
other corporations, bills preventing speculation in the public lands, and bills 
for the reservation of the public Jands for the benefit of actual bona ae settlers; 
the same not to interfere with revenue or general appropriation bills.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman calls the pre- 
vious question I wish to inquire whether the terms ‘‘corporations,’’ as 
used in the report, would embrace the States. Some of these bills cover 

ts made to States for the benefit of railroad corporations. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is intended to reach 
the bills already reported by the Committee on Public Lands and re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] will probably remember that when the Committee on Rules 
reported a code or system of rules an amendment was made by the 
House giving to the Committee on Public Lands the right to report at 
any time. In the exercise of that right the committee has permitted 
some of its bills to go on the House Calendar, and the committee now 
complains that its members are unable to reach the bills so referred to 
or placed on the House Calendar by them, and the Committee on Rules 
has ss ae this resolution to enable such bills to be reached and con- 
sidered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ITapprehend, however, that it will be found that 
some of those bills are bills declaring the forfeiture of lands granted not 
to corporations directly, but to States for the benefit of such corpora- 
tions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did not understand the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Myquestion was whether the term ‘‘ corporations,”’ 
as used in this report, is broad enough to cover the States, because in 
some instances lands have been granted to States for the benefit of cor- 
porations, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The term “‘corporation’’ is usually broad 
enough in this House to cover the whole business. [Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state (if the gentleman from Indi- 
ana will permit) that the language of this resolution describing the 


character of bills embraced by it is precisely the language used in the 
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rule as it now stands, which was 2 |»pted by the House, giving the 
Committee on Public Lands the right to report at any time. 

Mr. MORRISON. And written by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. i 

The SPEAKER. In other words, the resolution gives the right to 
have considered precisely the same character of bills which the com- 
mittee has the right to report at any time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think “‘ corporations *’ is broad enough to 
cover everything. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise toa point of order. Can this resolution be 
printed and go over? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman makes that point-— 

Mr. DUNHAM. I make the point. 

Mr. RANDALL. It comes rather late. 

The SPEAKER. Although the point raised by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] would have been good if raised earlier, the 
Chair thinks the point made on the other side that the question is 
made too late must, if insisted on, be sustained, as the resolution has 
now been considered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not delay the passage 
of a resolution deSigned to facilitate the consideration of these bills of 
forfeiture. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire that this resolution shall go over and be 
printed, so that we may understand perfectly what it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is certainly too late to make the point now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point that the question of order of the 

tleman from Illinois comes too late.. = 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the point of the gentleman 
from Illinois is made too late, as the resolution has been considered 


and discussed. 

Mr. REAGAN, I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
to accept an amendment to this resolution so as to provide that this or- 
der of business shall not take precedence of prior orders. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam not authorized to accept any amendment, 
but I do not object to the gentleman from Texas offering an amend- 
ment. I move the previous question on the report and the proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Judge REAGAN], which may 
be considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], as the 
Chair understands, moves to insert the words ‘‘prior orders” before 
the words ‘‘revenue or general appropriation bills.” The gentleman 
from Illinois demands the previous question upon agreeing to the 
amendment and adopting the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. REAGAN, it was 
agreed to; there being—ayes,75, noes 16. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. REAGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
ask that they be discharged from the farther consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4690) to equalize the right of fishing in the navigable waters of 
the United States which border on any State or Territory; and to ask that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as it involves 
an important legal question. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Commerce was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of House bill 4690, andthe same 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 22) for the relief of Martin Murphy and P. B. Murphy; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Claims, 


ELECTION CONTEST—HURD YS. ROMEIS. 


Mr. TURNER, I now call up the contested-election case on which 
the House was ei ed yesterday. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iyield twelve minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HALL]. | 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, the contested-election case of Hurd vs. Ro- 
meis has attracted general attention all over the country, and its disposi- 
tion isa matter of publicinterest. Occurring as it did in the memordble 
political reconnaissance in force, as it were, in Ohio,.just preceding the 
national election of 1884, the marked political views of Mr. Hurd as 
an advocate of free trade rendered his canvass somewhat conspicuous, 
and the unfavorable result to him, and the succeeding contest, have all 
tended to keep alive public interest in the subject. Notwithstanding 
the record is not a very voluminous one, yet circumstances were such 
as to justify two arguments of the case before the Committee on Elec- 
tions, and now the case comes before the House upon these reports from 
different segments of the committee, each differing from the other, the 
majority holding that Mr. Romeis is entitled to retain his seat, a re- 
port from four of the minority holding that Mr. Hurd was legally elected, 


and a second report from two of the minority holding that neither was 
elected and relegating the question back to the people. 

The tenth Congressional district of Ohio is composed of the counties 
of Erie, Sandusky, Ottawa, and Lucas, in the latter of which is the act- 
ive and commercial city of Toledo. Upon the face of the returns the 
sitting member was elected by a majority of 239. In thenotice ofcon- 
testa great many causes and specifications were assigned, but the whole 
case turns upon the evidence relating to the following four subjects: 

1. Precinct B, ward 8, Toledo. + 

2. Precinct C, ward 3, Toledo. 

3. Kelley’s Island precinct, Erie County. 

4. And about 220 illegal votes alleged to have been cast in Toledo. 

It may be mentioned as an unusual circumstance in contests of this 
character that while in his answer the contestee set up charges of va- 
rious kinds of quite as severe a character affecting the canvass of the 
contestant not an item of evidence has been introduced to support them.. 
There was time, and there was surely occasion, even upon the old ap- 
othegm that misery loves company. But the contestant’s canvass and 
the management of the election so far as he is concerned is left un- 
touched and unquestioned. The inference is almost irresistible that 
it was not vulnerable to successful attack or impeachment. A con- 
sideration of the case then brings us to the charges and evidence relat- 
ing to (1) Precinct B, in ward 8, in Toledo. 4 . 

The charge made here is twofold: First, that in this precinct the elec- 
tion was tainted with wholesale corruption and bribery suflicient to 
exclude the vote of the precinct; and, second, that by reason of irregu- 
larities and illegalities on the part of the judges and others in counting 
the ballots and preparing the returnsthere is such uncertainty as to the 
vote of that precinct as must cause its rejection from the canvass, 

(1) There is no doubt a wide distinction exists between individual 
bribery among several electors of a precinct and general bribery taint- 
ing the whole, so that the pure and unbribed can not -be separated 
from the corrupt and bribed. In the former case the evidence must 
show individual corruption and for whom the corrupted vote was cast; 
therenponit is cast out and eliminated from the count. In the latter 
caseit is notnecessary to specify or shew the particular individuals cor- 
rupted, for that would only eliminate their individual votes; nor is it 
necessary to show how they voted; but having shown that a cor- 
ruption fund was raised, sent into the precinct, and generally distrib- 
uted, in fact, as a fund to influence voters, the case is made out. 

I do not stop to draw any parallel between the English law of elec- 
tions relative to the agencies of the candidates there and their methods 
and the laws and methodsin operation here. The candidate here who 
accepts a nomination from a convention under a drilled and disciplined 
organization, with its Congressional, county, city, ward, and township 
committees, chairmen, secretaries, &c., and whose whole campaign is 
managed and conducted by that agency, must be held to have adopted 
them as his agents, and for all purposes of the public interests should 
be bound, by their conduct in matters of this character. Whenever 
through these agencies a large fund, sufficient in amount to affect a pre- 
cinct in a general sense, has been sent into itand used upon it, we are 
not required to point out the individuals who received it—to segregate 
the good from the bad. Bribery and corruption will be presumed to 
have accomplished their intended purposes, and the vote of the pre- 
cinet must be excluded. Especially will this be the case where the con- 
testee, upon whom such facts cast the burden, makes no effort himself 
to limit the effects of his own corruption and save the innocent and 
guiltless from the consequences of his own contaminating conduct. 

In the present case, however, while there is some slight evidence in 
the direction of such corruption, I am forced to hold that, in my judg- 
ment, it falls far short of establishing the necessary and essential fact. 
The only witness who speaks or even gives intimation of the use of any 
considerablesum of money isa Mr.Gerstmann. Itis impossible in the 
brief space allowed to give anything like a satisfactory analysis of his 
evidence. Itis enough to say thatitdoes not satisfy the mind or give rest 
toconyiction. Heclaimstohayve gone to Toledo, under thesupervision or 
direction of the national Republican committee, “‘just to look about, to 
see how the campaign was progressing, how matters looked, not to look 
after any particular element; just to go through Ohio and see how mat- 
ters looked.’? Then, finally, he puts it, ‘‘He was assigned to the Ger- 
man and Polish element.’ But, while hiscommission of authority cov- 
ered the whole State, and he came to Toledo expressly tolook after that 
city, which contains quite a number of precincts, composed very largely 
of Polanders and Germans, his whole attention seems to have been 
limited and contracted to this one small precinct of 426 voters. He 
did not familiarize himself with the wards sufficiently to know them. 
When he first went there he heard Frank Hurd stood a pretty fair ` 
chance, but it could be changed by dealing out a good many kegs of 
beer—keeping on the good side of fellows. He was not sent as a dis- 
tributer; only to take a view and report. ‘‘Some said a pretty big 
amount would change things; some less; to approximate it, $2,000 or 
$3,000.” Hereported to headquarters it would require financial aid; 


did not go into details in what way it would require it; ‘‘ presume they 
understood it at headquarters what for.” He had a talk at New York 
with Mr. Elkins, who sent him out. - “‘'Fhey could not give the funds 
to him, asit would be a bad precedent. It must come forward through 
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the committee.’? They said ‘‘the election in that district was of national 


importance, owing to Hurd’s free-trade teachings.”? The conversation 
lasted about ten minutes. He supposed the fund was to go through 
the State committee. Mr. Elkins said, ‘You go ahead, and tell the 
State committee to do all they can.” 

Some five or six days before the election this witness went back to 
Toledo and found a change. They were then all for Romeis; had no 
need for him, the witness. From the conversation he had with these 
people, and ‘‘from the change of their feelings and countenances he, 
could see, he supposed, that their desires had been satisfied, or some- 
thing that way. Of course the people did not come expressly out, but 
from that he could infer that something was done to poison their minds 
or their ideas, and that can be done only with money, he supposes. 
Without stopping to note that he mentions the name of no people or 
locality where or from whom he obtained information, that his own ac- 
count of himself is not as satisfactory as it should be, and that he is 
flatly contradicted by about the only person named by him as to cir- 
cumstances and conversations between them, it is to be observed that 
he has no knowledge whatever that any sum of money was ever sent by 
the national committee, the State committee, or any other committee 
oragency. He makes no pretense that he saw or learned of any money 
used, distributed, or paid for treating; saw no kegs of beer. He gives 
no statements, confessions, or admissions of people to the effect that 
improper methods had been resorted to; and his inferences from con- 
versations not repeated ci stated, looks not described, and jargonings 
that were unintelligible even to himself, are as incompetent as evidence 
as they were probably unwarranted in fact. Now, when to the above 
I add the testimony of Louis Jahn, we will haye the entire evidence 
relating to wholesale bribery. It is as follows: 

22, Q. What, if anything, do you know about money being paid to voters there 
that day after the election? 

A. Much as I know was about nineteen ticket peddlers around there, and 
Henry Gates paid them off the same night in Joe Boldt’s grocery. 

Whether the witness intended to give this as his own personal knowl- 
edge or did not understand the distinction between a narration of events 
which had been told him by others, it appeared very distinctly further 
on in his evidence that he had no personal knowledge of the transac- 
tion whatever, and that the whole foundation for his answer was a state- 
ment made to him some three weeks after the election by Henry Gates, 
achairman of the Republican ward committee, to the effect that on the 
evening of the election he (Gates) had paid off some nineteen ticket ped- 
dlers, at from $5 to $10 each. While even this statement is not wholly 
uncontradicted, yet its competency is so certainly challenged, that it 
seems useless to dwell upon the consideration of its weight or effect. 
I have given it my most careful attention and find it impossible to hold 
it competent. Conceding all that is claimed in the matter of Gates’s 
original agency in the campaign organization, and even that for some 
purposes that agency may have continued after the day of election, yet 
the conversation between Gates and Jahn was not in the exercise of 
any agency on the part of Gates, 

The interview was not a business one; had no relation to accomplish- 
ing or perfecting any feature of the election or its result, but was simply 
a casual meeting and talk between two acquaintances; and the state- 
ment alleged to have been made by Gates was so entirely and purely 
a narrative of a past event that itis mere hearsay and incompetent. 
Some cases are cited from English authorities in cases of elections where 
declarations ofindividuals subsequent to the events and in explanation of 
them have beenallowed. Butthey are required to be sufficiently recent 
and so naturally connected with the general bribery itself as to spring 
from it, and to be competent as showing a state of corruption at the 
day of the election. It proceeds upon the theory that just as swells and 
heaving of the waters are indications of a recent storm on the sea so 
where a community has been corrupted by general bribery its effects 
and consequences will remain and operate for some little time after- 
ward. The men influenced will meet and talk over the matter, and 
say and do things with reference to the bribery, its circumstances, &c. ; 
and such talk and conduct have been allowed as evidence under the pecul- 
iar system relative to elections there. But so far as I am aware such 
evidence has never been recognized here. It is for these reasons that I 
am of opinion this charge of bribery is not established. 

(2) The objections to the returns of the election at this precinct isa 
much more serious subject. Thestatute of Ohio more immediately ap- 
plicable to this matter provides— 


[SEc. 2956.] At the close of the polls the poll-book shall be signed by the judges 
and attested by clerks, and the names therein contained shall be countedand the 
numbers set down at the foot of the poll-books in the manner hereinafter pro- 
. vided in the form of the poll-books. 

Sec. 297. After the poll-books are signed, in the manner hereinafter bak 
vided, the ballot-boxes shall be opened, and the ballots therein contained shall 
be taken out, one at a time, by one of the judges, who shall read aloud dis- 
orayi Fane the ticket remains in hand, the name or names thereon contained, 
and then deliver it to the second judge, who shall examine the same and pass 
it to the third judge, who.shall string it on a thread and carefully preserve it, 
and the same method shall be observed in respect to each of the tickets taken 
out of the ballot-box until the number taken out of the ballot-box is equal to 
the number of names in the poll-books ; and any ballots in the box in excess of 
the number of names on the poll-books, together with the ballots strung as 
aforesaid, shall be deposited in the box and locked, and the box and contents 
delivered to the officer authorized to receive and keep the key or keys, and the 
box shall remain locked until the expiration of the time within which any legal 


notice of contest can be given, and if such notice be given shall remain locked 
until the trial of such contest, 


It will be carefully observed that after the close of the polls and be- 
fore the ballot-box shall be opened the judges are required to sign 
the poll-books and the clerks to attest them. The importance of this 
is obvious. When that record is thus perfected and completed, before 
the condition and number of ballots in the box are known, it is placed 
beyond the possibility of manipulation or alteration, unless it shall be ' 
open to the observation of all the judgesand clerks. Until this is done 
the judges en in receiving votes are ignorant of the condition of 
the poll-book, and it may be easily changed or altered, tallies changed 
and balances altered. In the present case the poll-books were not thus 
signed until after several counts of ballots had been made, with ever- 
varying result, in total disregard of law. To this day there has never 
been a legal count of the ballots deposited in that ballot-box. But, on 
the other hand, everything was done which the statute prohibited to be 
done, and every opportunity was given for manipulation and substitu- 
tion of ballots, to avoid which the statute was enacted. Instead of one 
judge taking out a ballot, announcing it, passing it to the next judge 
to scrutinize it, and the third stringing it on astring, where it must re- 
main unchangeable for a second or third count if necéssary, as required 
by the statute, the judges poured the ballots out on the table and there 
counted themin thatlooseandirregular manner. They then found there 
were 7 more ballots than there were names of voters on the poll-book. 
The ballots were again counted, and there were 3 more ballots. They 
then divided the ballots into straight and scratched tickets, and arranged 
them in fives, probably crosswise, as bank bills are sometimes counted. 
A more complete and perfect method to enable parties or bystanders to 
even up the ballots where there has been addition or subtraction, or to 
remove from the piles of one class of votes and add to the othera corre- 
spotiding number, can not beimagined. And it was thesuccess of fraud 
in just such methods of counting that induced the Legislature of Ohio to 
enact this statute, which was violated in every particular here. Find- 
ing in this count there were 4 ballots short, the judges very compla- 
cently divided them by giving to both sides of the ticket 2 imaginary 
ballots, and then strung the tickets and signed the poll-books. There- 
turn thus made of the vote of that precinetis an official document made 
ex parte, and until impeached is conclusive of the facts stated. But 
when impeached, shown to be false, as this is conceded to be, it loses its 
official character and ceases to be evidence. ‘The judges themselves con- 
cede that this return is untrue, made so by them knowingly. It con- 
tains 2 more votes than were actually cast on each side. 

Now, while the return must be excluded and discarded as evidence 
it is competent for the party to resort to any other competent evidence 
to show how many votes wereactually cast and for whom. It may be 
done by producing the identical ballots, or proving it by the judges, 
or in any other proper manner. In this case it is attempted by the 
simple arithmetical process of striking off of each side 2 votes and 
accepting the balance as the true vote. Now, if the count had been 
regular and in accordance with law, and upon the ascertainment of 
the deficiency of 4 votes the judges had made this return, then that 
course of correction might be a safe one. But is it not absolutely nec- 
essary, after we have discarded the return itself, that we shall place 
ourselves in the position of the judges of election on that November 
night, know what they knew, and endeavor to ascertain with the nec- 
essary certainty what was the true result? 

Well, sir, when we do that we find the judges, who testify, acknow- 
ledging that they did not know the result, or how many votes were cast. 
The return and tally-list as made out shows that adding the 4 votes there, 
325 for Romeis and 105 for Hurd, of course omitting the 2 votes each, 
the vote would be, Romeis, 323; Hurd, 103; total, 426. But the count 
of votes which makes this result as between Hurd and Romeis, was made 
after the several previous-counts just stated, showing a variation of 11 
votes in the total number had been made. It may besaid the first count, 
where there appeared an excess of 7 ballots, and also the next counts, 
were erroneous, amistake was made. But no presumption of innocent 
mistake obtains in a proceeding conducted wholly in violation of Jaw. 
On the contrary the presumption is that some wrongful purpose was con- 
templated, that the law was violated to enable the enactment of some 
such fraud upon the ballot-box which the statute was designed to pre- 
vent. Hence the burden rests upon the contestee to show by clear and 
unequivocal evidence that the ballots, which were finally counted after 
the several unlawful manipulations in the presence of bystanders, are 
the identical and unchanged and wholly unsubstituted ballots deposited 
by the electors, and that as the straight tickets Jay piled up in such con- 
venient and suitable shape to enable 25, 50, or 75 straight Democratic 
tickets to be abstracted and an equivalent number added to the other 
pile, some such legerdemain was not resorted to. There was a disap- 
pearance in some way of 11 ballots. 

It is not shown to have been a mere error or discrepancy in count. 
And while it is true that no witness testified that votes were abstracted 
or changed, so no witness testified that it was not done or could not be 
done. No one sees the pickpocket abstract the watch, but this does not 


disprove that the watch is gone; and yet we have precisely the very 
ear-marks and indicia of* such jugglery and fraud, namely, the illegal 
emptying of the ballots and placing them in the reach of fraud; piling 
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the tickets into small packages and arranging them for the nimble 
fingersof fraud; the disappearance of ballots and consequent confusion, 
and the final declaration of the judges that they did not know how 
many votes were cast. 

Says Louis Jahn, one of the judges: 

Q. The certificate did not contain the right number, did it? 

A. No, sir; I think not. 

Q. Well, after you had given Hurd 2 votes without examining the tickcts to 
see whether he was entitled to them, he had, all told, 105, didn’t he ? 

A, I don’t know whether he did or not. 

Q. Look at the tally-sheet and see? 

A. Well, I couldn’t tell that this is the correct number—that this is the votes 

. which he got on the tally-sheets, cause everything was mixed up. 

Q. Now, then, before you made that motion (to add 2 votes to cach) Hard 
had 103 votes, didn’t he? 

A. Don’tknow how many he had; couldn’t tell; that wasthe right figure before. 

Q. Well, before you made your motion your tally-sheet showed that Romeis 
and Hurd together had 426 votes, did it not? 

A. It did, but that was not the right number of votes; that’s where the clerks 
made mistakes, 

The other judges and clerks are equally uncertain and indefinite as 
to the precise number of votes. But there is no uncertainty or doubt 
as to the irregular and unlawful conduct in conducting the count and 
exposing the ballots, the disappearance of ballots, the variation and 
confusion, and that no lawful count ever was or can be had of the bal- 
lots deposited in the box by the electors. It is not the mere discrep- 
ancy of 5 or 11 ballots. It is the uncertainty whether the ballots that 
were finally counted were the actual ballots cast, without which there 
can be no election. If 5 or 11 ballots changed, how many more were 
exchanged or substituted? There is the uncertainty—the genuineness 
of the ballots. And in aid of this uncertainty, developed thus in ir- 
regular and unlawful procedure, it may well be pondered if the phe- 
nomenal majority secured in this precint by the contestee—280 in a 
vote of 426, where Hurd has always had a majority of about 70—may 
not find some explanation quite as satisfactory as the supposed repel- 
lant free-trade doctrines of the contestant. While bribery and corrup- 
tion are not proved to have aided in producing this phenomenal result, 
in my judgment an uncertainty, pointing in almost as serious a line, 
destroys the result and deprives the election of result in this precinct. 

(2) Precinct C, ward 3, Toledo. 

These observations, Mr. Speaker, are all pertinent to the conduct of 
the judges and third parties in the counting the ballots in Precinct C, 
ward 3, Toledo. Instead of complying with the statute and counting 
the ballots one by one out of the box here also, they took them out upon 
the table, arranged them in piles, and counted them. There is no evi- 
dence of variation in the count, or excess of tickets; but that a Mr. 
Bell, an unauthorized person, interfered with the ballots, put his hand 
over and took ont some of the ballots and placed them on the table to 
be counted, and had a most excellent opportunity to change tickets is 
established by a clear preponderance of evidence. If he put in any im- 
proper tickets for one side, it only needed for him to succeed in with- 
drawing as they were piled on the table a corresponding number from 
the other side to keep the countright with the poll-book. 

When charged in the evidence with this unwarranted and unjustifi- 
able conduct, instead of acknowledging the fault and pleading zeal or 
anxiety to count out tle result he denies the charge, alleging that what 
hedid wasatanother election; but his defense not only fails, butis clearly 
shown to be untrue. It is a false defense made by one detected in a 
wrong and illegal act. It is a defense made under oath and persisted 
in. It is shown that Mr. Bell isa bitter and intense partisan, helps 
run the machinery in ward politics, has often acted as judge of the elec- 
tion, and knew what the law was, and on this occasion declared that he 
knew more about the election laws than any twenty men there. Yet 
he not only interfered with the ballots as stated in manner almost to 
bring it within the law of felony, but when confronted with the charge 
he denied it under oath,’and thus by evasion and falsehood deprives the 
original act of the charitable construction of innocent p . and in- 
vestsit with the necessary implicationof fraud. It is true that he him- 
self denies changing any votes, yet he is the only one who would know 
the extent of his own interference, and his statement is no longer reli- 
able or trustworthy. There is nothing said against his personal char- 
acter; but the plea of character will not availas against conceded facts, 
and unfortunately there are said to be localitiesin Ohio where character 
seems not to be seriously impaired by sharp political qualifications in 
either corrupting the voter ormanipulating the ballot-box. In any view 
here was a direct interference, not done through ignorance, but deliber- 
ately, and to it can be justly ascribed no other than an improper motive, 
and it casts a doubt and suspicion upon the genuineness of the ballots, 
rendering them uncertain. 

(3) Kelley’s Island precinct. 

The consideration of this point in the contest involves a matter of 
grave importance, and illustrates the imperialism which men of capital 
are prone to exercise over laboringand dependent men. In this contest 
to-day it is concreted into the small and insignificant space of an un- 
known island in Lake Erie; but in the general extent of the pernicious 
evil thus illustrated itisas widespread as the continent, and it permeates 
deeper than the waters of that lake. In this case, Norman Kelley, a 


quarryman, hadin his employ about seventy men. Hitherto he had not 
taken an active part in C cnona pak on this occasion the profound ex- 
citement had finally penetrated hi 


indifference and he became zealous, 
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not generally, but with reference to the laboring men in his employ. 
He did not go out among his acquaintances to discourse upon the ad- 
vantages of protection, or to proselyte in so good a cause, but, with that 
assuranceand patronizing countenance of fatherly care which such em- 
ployers exhibit toward employés, he gave them the strong and cogent 
argument—a mere opinion—that the adoption of free trade would em- 
barrass his business as a stone-dealer, and in that event he would not 
require over or to exceedone-half, or probably not one-third, of his pres- 
ent force of men, and he thought the interest of the men was the same 
ashisown. Inother words, they were given to understand with perfect 
distinctness that the election of Hurd and Cleveland would bring free 
trade, which would compel a reduction of the force, and in that event 
free-trade men, or men supporting Hurd and Cleveland, would be the 
first to go. The threat was all the more contemptible because of the 
thin and unmanly disguise in which it was attempted to be concealed. 
He did not stop to explain to them that free trade was pernicious, be- 
cause it would enable the free importation of heavy rock or stone walls 
or foundations for houses, or would tend to reduce their wages and en- - 
able him to conduct a more profitable business. He did not stop to 
consider that possibly some of his men, laborers as they were, were 
broader in comprehension and character than he, and that his business 
would always be safer in the hands of the workman who voted as his 
judgment dictated and defied discharge and the consequent suffering, 
despite the threats of such small despots. 

But, regardless of the skill, excellence, and faithfulness of the em- 
ployé, whether he were single or a man of family, the advance of the 
Season, or any such consideration, the employé’s vote was to determine 
whether he should remain employed or go. To accomplish this threat 
and make the duress of poverty and necessity more forceful and suc- 
cessful, employer Kelley appears at the polls about 4 p. m., the time his 
men are to leave their work and vote. He stationed himself at a point 
where they would have to pass in approaching the judges, inspects the 
tickets in their hands, and when one of them had the hardihood and 
manliness to cast his own vote, and not that of the quarryman, the lat- 
ter follows him and vehemently tells him he will be the first to go. 
Such things disgrace the precincts in which they occur, and the strong 
hand of public contempt and the stronger hand of the law should be 
laid heavily upon such men and such transactions wherever they occur. 
There was a time when the law recognized no duress except that which 
resulted from actual violence, the bludgeon, or the pistol; but we have 
come to recognize that a higher manhood quails sooner at beholding the 
hunger and suffering of wife and children than at the mere contem- 
plation of personal pain or indignity. The threat of deprivation of 
honorable employment is more alarming and may be made more insid- 
iously and covertly; there is less protection against it, and it is there- 
fore more to be condemned than threats of violence. Men who threaten 
violence can be proceeded against and held to keep the peace. There 
is no remedy against discharge by a political ‘‘boss.’? This character 
of duress has been recognized in Congress and elsewhere. 

In the legislation of Ohio, section 7065 of the Revised Statutes de- 
clares it to be a felony for an employer to threaten to withhold or reduce 
wages or to dismiss from his employ any laborer with the’ view of in- 
fluencing his vote. Here, then, we have the law and the fact. What 
is the effect upon the vote? As to the employés thus sought to be af- 
fected it is not necessary to show how they voted. The burden of 
showing that theintimidation, ouce established, produced no results is 
upon the one authorizing it or to be benefited by it. It is presumed 
to have had its effect. If all the men voted for Hurd it could easily 
be shown. If all would have voted for Romeis anyhow, evidence of 
that fact could have been adduced. But the intimidation would natur- 
ally deter Democrats from voting their sentiments; it would close the 
ears and hearts of Republicans to reason and argument and deter them 
from change or conviction; and it is the inevitable consequence that it 
taints with illegality and uncertainty the vote of each one of the em- 
ployés where itis not shown that he acted independently of it. There 
are important reasons why the burden of disproving the consequences 
of intimidation ought to be thrown upon the one who authorizes it or 
profits by it. The burden ought to rest upon him as a penalty for its 
use, It is much easier to establish its non-effect, where it produces no 
results, than to prove its affirmative consequences. It is unjust to re- 
quire a contestant to resort to evidence of the employés to prove their 
own humiliation, which human nature is naturally unwilling to ac- 
knowledge. And this position is sustained by authorities. 

Sir, we are beginning to realize that a feeling of unrest is seizing 
upon the great massof the laboring men. Slowly but surely the great 
fact is dawning upon them, that they do not participate in a just dis- 
tribution of the resultsand products of their own labor. An unknown 
artisan in Europe, standing at the head of a few brawny-armed grime- 
faced workmen, shouts to the crowned heads to beware and heed the 
cries of despair, for one of these days, when standing armies are send 
to suppress the disorder of misery, even the armies will lay down theic 
arms, or deliver them to labor; and his words echo around the world, 
Even here discontent and organization go hand in hand. The huge 
leviathan only moves and it shakes the land. The huge turmoil rests 
at no rivers and stops at no State lines, but fills the broad land. Rese 
lutions of investigation and statutes for arbitration will avail nothing 
unless practicable and appreciable results follow. 
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Labor must be enco 
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acivilization which it practically creates, ioe receives a just and equitable 
participation, and is not cheated and defrauded, limited and starved 


and upon any principle of 
It must know 
and protection of 


at each turn, day and night. Herein this unimportant contested-elec- 
tion case labor may be not only protected and dignified, but, sir, when- 
ever you elevate its ballot to the plane of intelligence and independence 
youalso guard and fortify it. Congressmay not have power to increase 
orregulate wages, but it can by guarding and protecting an independent 
ballot in the hands of wage-men put it in their power to accomplish 
those results. Power and capital may still exact. At their mills and 
factories and around the operations of great corporations and combina- 
tions they may grind down wages, but when they come in the presence 
of the urn where we cast the suffrages of freemen even these mighty 
forces must fall back and uncover in the presence of the hmeblest when 
he comes to exercise this right. And when it shall be made to appear 
that this right has been invaded, that power, success, and insolence stand 
at the very door and block the way to the urn, hold poverty, suffering, 
and above the heads of humble men as the consequences 
of freedom and independence, the judgment of condemnation should 
be as swift as are the bolts of Heaven, and as effective too. In the 
present case there is no remedy or redress except the rejection of at 
least 50 of the votes cast by these employés of Norman Kelly. 

(4) I come now to the ill votes cast at the city of Toledo. In 
October, 1884, for the last time, Ohio held an October election. The 
Presidential election occurring in November enabled a comparison be- 
tween the voters as toname, number, residence, &e., at that and the 
October election. It soon became apparent that alarge number of votes 
were cast by persons in October who did not vote in November; and 
a great many who voted in November who did not vote in October. 
Careful, thorough, and prompt investigation showed that most if not 
all these strange ms voting in October had disappeared. They had 
voted, and an ‘ folded their tents, like the Arab, and assilentlystoten 
away. ” Nobody knew them or of them. There were some 347 of this 
kind of voters in certain precincts s; ed in the record. When the 
contestant’s evidence was comp! a clear prima facie case was made 
out as to them. At once the contestee brought the whole party ma- 
chinery into operation to help him. The local papers advertised the 
names of these unknown voters, and gave all the information descrip- 
tive of them possible; they were urged to come forward and disclose 
themselves. Thecitizens were urged to hold meetings and furnish in- 
formation and aid in accounting for the unknown ns. Anda most 
comprehensive search was made. It would be impossible to consider 
and state the evidence in all these cases, for nearly every case depends 
upon its own peculiar circumstances. But upon the whole record I 
think iť may be fairly and justly declared that 200 of these voters are 
shown to have been illegal. Mr. Romeis insists that he has accounted 
for all but 72. But while there may be some 10 or 12 about which 
men might differ, I believe the evidence establishes the illegality of at 
least 200 votes. 

The suggestion made in argument on the floor of the House that these 
illegal votes were cast for the contestant because there was an increase 
of the Republican vote of 105, while the Democratic increase was only 

is too remote and inconsequential to be entitled to serious considera- 

. Itis quite as likely that a large number of the fraudulent voters 
in October voted under other aliases in November, or that the Presi- 
dential contest brought out more voters and induced greater importa- 
tion from across the borders. It is the very common case where it is 
not known for whom the votes were cast. Butin view of the fact that 
no charge is made against Mr. Hurd’s canvass, thatseriousand whole- 
sale bribery is charged against that of Mr. Romeis; that the grossest 
violations of law are proved, it would be a strange conclusion to charge 
the whole consequences up to the credit of the innocent party. 

There are sufficient of these votes to change the result if the illegal 
votes at Kelley’s Island or Precinct B, ward 8, ought not to be counted. 
In such case what rule must be applied ? 

Mr. McCrary, in his valuable work, lays down three rules for the 
disposition of such votes: 

1. Deduct such votes from the majority. 

2. Apportion them between the candidates in proportion to their re- 
spective votes. 

3.. Declare the election void. 3 

He says the rule of a F EIERENS ‘is probably the safest that can 
be adopted in a court of justice, nA no power to order a new 
election, and. where great injury would result from declaring the office 
vacant.’? 

Indeed an examination of authorities will show that this rule origi- 
nated in courts of lawin proceedings of quo warranto or other proceedings 
where the judgment of the court is without any discretion, proceeds 
wholly upon the evidence, and must go on behalf of one of the parties 
upon the preponderance of the testimony. But such is not the case 
in a legislative body. Even in matters of contested elections its pro- 
ceedings are not wholly judicial. It a discretion and a power 


of receiving and giving consideration to evidence of influences and op- 
erations effecting results in elections that can not be appreciated in 


ats of property, ania wep arepan isn 


courts. In concluding his consideration of his rules for guidance Mr. 
speaking of the apportionment rules, says: 

tive body having power to order a new election, and in any other 
AAN, ving the same power, it will doubtless generally be safer and more 
conducive to the ends of justice to order such new election than to reach a re- 
sult by the application of the rule abovestated. (Section 299.) 

Now, sir, according to my uaga the House has this king of a 
case before it. There is one precinct, B, in ward 8, which in a court of 
law would be absolutely rejected, making a change of 200 votes, on ac- 
count of the grossest violation of law, accompanied with clear indica- 
tions of a change and substitution of ballots. ‘There is another pre- 
cinct in which at least 50 votes should be rejected in consequence of 
intimidation. There are 200 illegal votes found in the single city of 
Toledo, enough to warrant the presumption of the grossest corruption 
and use of money. Over all these hangs some evidence of actual and 
wholesome bribery. It may not be in the minds of some sufficient to 
find a verdict unless it be the Scotch one, ‘‘not proved.” In the minds 
of a number of the committee as well as of a number of members on 
the floor it does bring conviction, and they have so expressed them- 
selves. Nounbiased mind can fail to experience serious doubt whether 
it was a just and fair election or the result is the expression of the 
pepo will. The purity of elections and the prompt suppression of 

ribery and substitution of ballots are paramount to the personal rights 
of either of the candidates, To relegate the controversy back to the 
people most interested can result in no injury, and may correct a gross 
outrage upon lawandorder. No great inconvenience can result. Such 
an order is not only the proper solution, but it will be hailed by men 
of all parties as an indication on the part of this body to upheld the 
integrity of the ballot, and the people will be thereby induced to guard 
with greater care and scrutiny the conduct of elections and to compel 
the observance of the Jaws under which they are conducted. In my 
judgment neither contestant nor contestee is entitled to a seat, and a 
new election should be ordered. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, it isagreed by the parties to this contest 
that the contestee’s returned majority is 239. 

The contestant claims that the following votes should be deducted 
from those counted for the contestee: 


First. Ilegal votes in Toledo..... 79 
Second. The majority returned for contestee in "Precinct. B, ward. 8, Toledo.. 220 
Third. The rity returned for contestee in Precinct C, ward 3, To ledo...... 166 
Fourth. Votes in Kelley’s Island .........-...<-s+seessese . 60 
Fifth. Illegal votes in dora Township, Lucas Co: 3 
Sixth. I votes in Milan Township, trie County. 5 
Seventh. Illegal votesin Precinct A, ward 6, Toledo........c...sccsrtcseeessseses senses 2 
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Were these deductions made the contestant’s majority would be 295, 

The alleged illegal votes in the fifth, sixth, and seventh items can 
not turn the scale in the decision of this case, and I pass them by with- 
outcomment. Each of the other four may determine this contention, 
and concerning them I desire to make some observations for the con- 
sideration of the House. 

The contestant in his argument before the committee sur- 
prise that he should have been defeated at the October election, 1884, 
while the general Democratic ticket received a very considerable ma- 
jority. Thiswasnotunnatural. Norisitstrangethat heshouldcharge 
the cause of his defeat to the wrongdoing of the party of his opponent 
and demand an investigation. Noman takes kindly to self-examina- 
tion or self-condemnation. No man is swift to believe that his own 
popularity does not keep step with thatof his party. No man can con- 
template with satisfaction a result humiliating to his pride, andit may 
bein conflict with his conscientious belief that he is deserving of better 
things. But this result is not so unusual or anomalous as to excite 
surprise in the minds of disinterested persons. It is by no means un- 
common. Nearly every election is attended bya similar result. The 
latest reported State election, that of Rhode Island, is no exception to 
the rule. There the Republican candidate for attorney-general was 
defeated by a large majority in a poll which gave the other Republican 
candidates about 4,500 majority. He was a man of and abil- 
ity, but did not have the confidence of the people on one important 
issue. So it was in the case before us. 

lf we seek for the cause of Mr. Hurd’s defeat in the last Congres- 
sional election, we find it not in mistakes of election officials, not in 
illegal votes, not in bribery, not in intimidation, but in the fact that 
he was not on one interesting question in harmony with a majority of 
the people in the tenth Con; district of Ohio. The record be- 
fore us not only tends to show but demonstrates the a of this 
conclusion. Eminent Democrats of the city of Toledo openly and boldly 
opposed his election. Democratic newspapers gave him little or no 
support, and admitted to their columns articles hostile to his fortunes 
and ideas. Mr. Patrick A. McGahan, a Democrat and city clerk of 
Toledo, called by contestant, testifies to those facts, and other witnesses 
called by the contestee fully corroborate his testimony. 

But the most conclusive and significant evidence on this point is fur- 
nished by an examination of the state of the ballot in these wards of 
the city of Toledo in which Mr. Hurd claims that illegal votes were re- 
ceived. Such examination demonstrates, first, that illegal votes were 
not cast, and second, that voters in large numbers, who su the 
head of the Democratic ticket, substituted Mr. Romeis for Mr. Hurd as 
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their candidate for The head of the ticket at the October 
election, 1884, in Ohio, was the secretary of state. I invite your at- 
tention to the condition of the ballots in the wards of which Mr. Hurd 


complains: 

‘Toledo ward 2, October election, 1884: Hurd ran behind Democratic 
secretary of state 36 votes; Romeis ran in advance of Republican sec- 
retary of state 33 votes. 

Ward 3: Hurd ran behind Democratic secretary of state 11 votes; 
Romeis ran in advance of Republican secretary of state 14 votes. 

Ward 4: Hurd ran behind Democratic secretary of state 98 votes; 
Romeis ran in advance of Republican secretary of state 106 votes. 

Ward 5: Hurd ran behind Democratic secretary of state 113 votes; 
Romeis ran in advance of Republican secretary of state 122 votes. 

Ward 7: Hurd ran behind Democratic secretary. of state 80 votes; 
Romeis ran in advance of Republican secretary of state 40 votes. 

Ward 8: Hurd ran behind Democratic secretary of state 80 votes; 
Romeis ran in advance of Republican secretary of state 74 votes. 

Precinct B, ward 8:. Hurd ran behind Democratic secretary of state 
55 votes; Romeis ran in advance of Republican secretary of state 55 
votes. 

Entire district: Hurd ran behind Democratic of state 1,509 
votes; Romeis ran in advance of Republican secretary of state 1,436 
votes. = 

What is the natural conclusion to be deduced from these returns? I 
will not affirm that it is impossible to account for them on one theory 
only. When I look into the record in this case and observe the paucity 
of facts therein contained and then listen to the huge and glittering 
argument constructed thereon, I am prepared to believe that all things 
are possible. Iadmit and admire the boundless possibilities of the 
ratiocination of the contestant, and no longer presume that others can 
not soar through the limitless realms of the air because I can not follow 
them in their flight. 

But leaving the possibilities, and applying to these returns that ordi- 
nary common sense which serves us so well in the business of life, I re- 
spectfully submit that the probable, the natural, the reasonable infer- 
ence to be drawn from this state of facts is that while a few of the 
Democrats who declined to vote for Mr. Hurd also failed to vote any 
Congressional ticket a sufficient number of them voted for Mr. Romeis 
to give him 239 plurality; to my mind it is the irresistible conclusion. 
No man has yet claimed in this case that a single illegal vote was cast 
for the Democratic secretary of state. Such a claim, if made, would be 
beyond the power of rational belief. The two great partiesof the coun- 
try struggled, I may say agonized, in the great October campaign in 
Ohio of 1884 because it was supposed that the result would in no small 
measure influence the Presidential election in the following November. 
But it was the result of the State and not the Congressional election 
that was to wield this influence. Therefore, no act would have been 

«done by the Republican leaders to add one vote to the poll of the head 
of the Democratic ticket. If not, then 1,509 legal voters in that dis- 
trict voted for him who did not vote for Mr. Hurd. This number was 
more than sufficient to elect Mr. Romeis. Did they vote for him? 
Every fact in this record indicates that they did. This is the only 
natural explanation of the result of the election. Any other is con- 
strained, and illogical. 

The same cause which leads a voter to discard his party candidate 
equally leads him to vote for the opposing candidate. No claim hasbeen 
made that a single illegal vote was cast for the Republican secretary of 
state. Theclaim ofillegalityis confined to the 1,436 votes which Romeis 
received above the general Republican ticket. It seems to me unrea- 
sonable, I had almost said absurd, to say that those votes were not 
cast by the voters who voted for the Democratic secretary of state, but 
did not vote for Mr. Hurd. 

I might well stop here and be content. But other considerations 
equally forcible govern my vote in this eause. 

I invite the attention of the House to the character of the evidence 
which, it is claimed by the contestant, tends to prove illegal voting in 
the city of Toledo. To fully comprehend the weakness of this testi- 
mony it is necessary to refer to section 2945 of the Revised Statutes of 
Ohio, which is as follows, namely: 


Sro. 2945. Soer shall be permitted to vote at any election unless he shall 
have been a dent of the State for one year, resident of the county for thirty 
days, and a resident of the heoo k village, or ward ofs city or village for 
twenty days next p ng the election at which he offers to vote, except where 
he is the head of a family and has resided in the State, and in the county in 
which such township, village, or ward of a city or village is situate, the length 
of time required to entitle a person to vote under the provisions of this title, and 
shall, bona fide, remove with his family from one ward to any other in such city 
or village, or a ward of such city or village to a township or village, to a 
ward of a city or village in same county, or from one township to another in 
the same county, in which cases such person shall have the right to vote in such 
township, village, or ward ofa city or village without having resided therein 
the length of time above described to entitle a person to vote: Provided, That 
such voter so removing with his family from a petna 4 to a village, or ward 
of city or village, in the same county, shall not have the right to vote at any 
municipal election held in such city or village unless he shall have resided 
therein twenty days prior to such municipal election, 


By this law voters who are married men may remove from one ward or 
precinct of a city to any other ward or precinct in said city and vote with- 
out limit as to time, and voters unmarried may vote if they have been 
in the precinct for twenty days previous to the day of election. The 
contestant originally claimed 710 illegal votes. e claims to have 


offered testimony concerning 365 only. How did he arrive at this lates 
result? He compared a single poll-book of the October election with æ 
single poll-book of the succeeding November election, and names which 
he tinds on the October poll-list and not on the November poll-list, or 

spelled differently on the two lists, he sets down as illegal votes. He 

then calls witnesses who testify that they are residents of the precincts, 

that they do not know these voters, and think they are not vaters or 
residents ofthe ward. These witnesses did not go personally from house 

to house, nor from their knowledge of the people of the precinets or from 

their investigations coald they testify with any certainty about these 

voters. 

If any gentleman doubts the fairness or the accuracy of this summary 
of the contestant’s evidence on this part of his case I ask him to exam- 
ine the testimony for himself. But as it conflicts with the statements 
of the report of the minority, which in this part of it isa ve m copy 
of the contestant’s brief, I desire in proof of my summary of Qhis evi- 
dence to say what I think will not be denied, that this evidence ap- 
plied with equal force to three hundred and sixty-five, oras I make it, 
three hundred and sixty-six voters, and that the contestant admits 
that the contestee proved to his satisfaction that one hundred and 
fifty-three of theni were legal voters. I am sure that this admitted 
fact amply sustains our able and experienced chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Elections in his statement that “in a busy and crowded city” 
such evidence *‘ can not be safe however great the opportunities of the 
witnesses.” I say in all sincerity that I have a profound respect for 
the gentlemen who compose the minority of this committee, and I com- 
mend their prudence in copying into their report from Mr. Hurd’s brief 
the statement, verbatim, ‘This testimony is entirely competent and 
always makes out a prima facie case against the voters claimed to be il- 
legal. This doctrine is well settled.” But I know that in the good- 
ness of their hearts they will forgive me if I follow Mr. Turner rather 
than Mr. Hurd. z 

The minority of the committee, again copying the brief of Mr. Hurd 
verbatim in their report, says: 

The contestee recognized the force of the rule of law and accepted the onus of 
the proof, and undertook to show that the persons whose names were presented 
by the contestant were not illegal voters but possessed the quatifications neces- 
sary to make them electors at the various precincts where they voted. 

I do not so understand the fact to be. I understand that the con- 
testee denies that this evidence is sufficient to throw the burden on 
him; bat there being no tribunal to decide this question, he did show by 
competent evidence that all the voters claimed to be illegal voters were 
legal voters by investigations made from three to five months after the 
election, excoptseventy-nine. And I maintainand submit to this House 
that this fact that in the great city of Toledo, with its constantly shift- 
ing population, with its manifold industries, with its young men con- 
stantly comingand going, Mr. Romeis has been able to locate all voters 
whohave been claimed to be doubtfal except seventy-nine in a poll of 16,- 
188; or, if we restrictitto the precincts contested, 9,008, is aresuit which 
no man would have ventured to foretell. In how many of the districts 
of the gentlemen on this floor could it probably be done? As showing 
still further how unreliable the contestant’s evidence is, and how thor- 
oughly his claim is disproved, I insert a table abstracted by me from 
the record, showing the illegal votes claimed, the illegal votes claimed 
to be testified to, those proved to be legal, and those concerning which 
no testimony has heen offered, in each precinct of the city of Toledo: 
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Ward F, precinct A. 
Ward 1, precinct B. 


Ward 5, precinct A. 
Ward 5, precinct B 
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Ward 6, precinct B.. 
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Ward 7, precinct C. 
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Again, the case of the contestant is fatally defective in that he far- 
nishes no evidence to prove for whom these votes were cast. This isad- 
mitted by thereport ofthe minority. In the absence of such proof these 
votes can not be deducted from either candidate. This doctrine is well 
settled by this House in recent cases of Wigginton vs. Pacheco, Forty- 
sixth Congress; Massey vs. Wise, Forty-eighth Congress; O’Ferrall vs. 
Paul, Forty-eighth Congress; Garrison vs. Mayo, Forty-eighth Congress. 

Every principle of justice and right requires that this rule should be 
adhered to firmly and strictly. The propriety and indeed necessity of 
this doctrine is established and emphasized by facts proved in this case. 
In ward 2, Precinct A, the contestant claims to have made out a prima 
facie case against 30 votes of which the contestee proved 21 to be legal. 
He also proved that 13 of these votes were Democratic. Now, according 
to the rule contended for by the contestant, he would have received the 
benefit of 13 votes and the contestee would have had 13 votes, which 
were never cast for him, deducted from his majority. Could anything 
be more unjust or iniquitous than this? 

So much for the claim of illegal votes in Toledo. The contestant has 
utterly failed in law and in fact to establish his claim. The quotation 
from McCrary on Elections, which the contestant parades with so much 
ostentation, and which the minority of the committee copy, even to the 
varying type in which it is printed, is a boomerang full of danger to 
him. ‘The learned author says: ‘‘If the district or territory within 
which the voter must reside is large or very populous and the witness 
has not an intimate and extensive acquaintance with the inhabitants the evi- 
dence will be of little value, and standing alone will avail nothing.” 
The contestant admits that his witnesses were mistaken one hundred 
and thirty-five times out of three hundred and forty-seven, and it isthe 
fact that they were mistaken two hundred and eighty-seven times out 
of three hundred and sixty-six. Such evidence is indeed “‘ of little 
value, and standing alone will avail nothing.” 

I now come to consider the claim of the contestant that 220 votes for 
contestee in Precinct B of ward 8 should be thrown ont. ' The argu- 
ment already made applies to this claim, and I desire to emphasize but 
not repeat it. I pass on to refer to that part of the contestant’s claim 
which is peculiar to this precinct. 

He charges bribery and attempts to prove it by two witnesses, S. 
Gerstmann and Louis Jahn. The gravity of this charge, and, in this 
instance, its high improbability, demands ample proof to convince us 
of its truth. This precinct was composed almost entirely of German 
and Poles, voters who would be most likely to vote for Mr, Romeis, 
Frederick Warnke, an unimpeached and uncontradicted witness, says 
that Mr. Romeis had always had ‘‘a big majority in this precinct. 
* * * The voters were for Mr. Romeis from the start.” 

Let us look at the witnesses and the testimony on which the contest- 
ant relies. 

S. Gerstmann says that he went to Toledo under supervision of the 
national Republican committee in the beginning of September; can’t 
tell what precincts he visited, or what wards until asked directly by Mr. 
Hurd if it was ward eighth, then says he presumes it was (page 116 
of the record); that the sentiment was for Hurd; ‘‘it could bechanged 
by dealing out a good many kegs of lager beer;’’ ‘‘that would cost 
money;”’ ‘‘to approximate it, they said that two or three thousand dol- 
lars would change the whole thing, but if they had any for that pur- 
pose I don’t know.” Witness says that he reported at State and na- 
tional Republican headquarters. What wassaid at State headquarters 
he is not asked by Mr. Hurd, and does notstate. Theonly things said 
at national headquarters which witness reports is that Mr, Elkins 
said to him: ‘‘You go ahead and tell the chairman of the State com- 
mittee to do all they can’’ (page 116); that witness went to Toledo 
“about five or six days,” about the Wednesday before election, to wit, 
October 8, and found, as he says, the sentiment changed from Hurd to 
Romeis. 

There is no proof of bribery. But whois the witness? His cross- 
examination shows as follows: He says ‘‘I have lived in Cincinnati since 
August, 1885; just prior to that lived in Savannah, Ga., thirteen years.” 
(Record, page ae Was in United States Army from 1854 to 1859. 
(Record, page 118.) Lived in Savannah, Ga., at breaking out of the 
war and became a Jewish rabbi to avoid conscription in confederate 
army. Lived in Americus, Ga., from August, 1859, till February, 1860. 
Lived in Savannah, Ga., from February, 1860, till 1870. Declines to 
answer how long he lived in Savannahafter 1870. Declines to answer 
where he lived after he left Savannah. (Record, page 119.) Did not 
belong to any political party ‘‘other than my own.” 

Q. What is that? 

A. Myself; self-preservation is the first law of nature. (Record, page 119.) 

Q. How many times have you been in prison since 1879? 

A. I don’t think I was any time in prison, 

Q. Are you positive of that? 

A. Iam not itive of that. 

Q. You would have known whether you were or not? 

A. I suppose I would. (Record, page 120.) 

Lived in Danville, Pa.,seven months. Lived in Portsmouth, Ohio, 
in 1872 and 1873. Lived in Sacramento, Cal., in 1880. Lived in Hel- 
ena, Ark., in 1881. (Record, page 120.) Had no business. 


I was a candidate for Government office if General Hancock had been elected 
and I was a candidate under Garfield, (Record, page 121.) 


The witness reiterates on cross-examination what he said on direct 
examination, that he was in Toledo twice, to wit, once early in 
tember, and the second time five or six days before the election of Octo- 
ber 14, after he had been in New York, and that it was this second 
time that he discovered the change of sentiment from Hurd to Romeis 
until he is confronted with these facts, drawn out of his own mouth by 
the hardest kind of cross-examination, to wit: 

First. That on this visit to New York he went to the Democratic 
headquarters, saw and talked with Mr. Smalley, the secretary of the 
national Democratic committee. (Page 121.) 

Second. That he shortly after received a letter from Mr. Smalley at 
Cincinnati, addressed to the chairman of the committee of the Demo- 
cratic party in. Ohio, with certain authority in it, which he first says 
he destroyed and then partially admits that he sent to the chairman 
or showed to the secretary of that committee. (Page 122.) 

Third. That for some purpose he moved into the back part of the 
room with said secretary, but does not remember the conversation with 
him there, (Pages 122 and 123.) 

Fourth. That on his arrival in Toledo, five or six days before election, 
he went directly to the house of Mr. Hyde or Hyne, a Democratic 
friend, and staid there until he went to see the secretary of the Demo- 
cratic committee, and then returned to Mr. Hyde’s house and remained 
there until he left Toledo. ( Vide.123.) 

After all this was shown the witness said he was in Toledo three 
times, and it was on this third visit, which was the second in order of 
time, that he discovered the change in sentiment. He now says this 
visit covered two days ( 125 and 127), but in his direct examina- 
tion only one. (Page 117. 

He will not say that the time between the first and second visit was 
more than one’week, until he sees how absurd it is to say the senti- 
ment changed in so short a time. (Page 126.) 

This witness finally recontradicts himself by swearing that the inter- 
view with Mr. Elkins and the interview with Mr. Smalley were on the 
same day. (Page 128.) 

In this man’s interviews with the member of the Democratic State 
and city committee he carefully inquired into their financial condition. 
(Page 124.) 

In his conversation with Mr. Jackson, the secretary of the Demo- 
cratic county committee, this witness never mentioned to him that the 
me were buying up this precinct or any other. (Pages 126 

The only satisfaction to be got out of this witness’s testimony is 
when he swears at the close of the cross-examination that he did not 
get any money out of either the Democratic or Republican committee. 


(Page 128.) 

though carefully questioned, this witness tells the name of only 
one person who told him what the sentiment of the precinct was, and 
says that person was Ferdinand Warnke, and that he had three con- 
yersations with Warnke. 

Ferdinand Warnke is called by the contestee as a witness, and testi- 
fies that Gerstmann did have a conversation with him, in which he de- 
sired him to go and see one Sam Stettiner, the chairman of the Demo- 
cratic county committee. Warnke contradicts Gerstmannin every par- 
ticular. Mr. Warnke appears to be a fair and honest witness. His tes- 
timony is brief, and I insert it in full in my remarks as it appears in 
the record of the case: 


MonpDay, April 13, 1885—2 p. m, 

Mr. Romeis being present by his counsel, and Mr. Hurd in person, the taking 
of depositions in the ve-entitled action was resumed, as follows: 

Ferd d Warnke, of lawful age, being first duly sworn to testify the truth 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, as hereinafter certified, deposes and 
says: 

808. State your name, age, and place of residence. 

A. Ferdinand Warnke; 50 years; reside at the corner of Tecumseh and Eliz- 
abeth streets, in Toledo, Ohio. 

809. In what precinct and ward did you reside during summer and fall of 1884? 

A. In Precinct B of the eighth, Toledo, Ohio. 

810. Of what nationality are the residents of that precinct gencrally? 

A. Some Polanders, some Ge and some I: Á 

811. What business are you en; in, and in what precinct and ward is that 
business located? 

A. Groceries and provisions; in Precinct B of the eighth ward. 

812. State whether d the month of September or the first two weeks in 
October, 1884, you at any time or at any place had an interview with aman by 
the name of Gerstmann, from Cincinnati, Ohio, and, if so,when and where that 
interview was. 

A. I did; it was on a Sunday afternoon, between 3 and 4 o'clock, at my place 
of business; don’t know just what date; it was some time before the election. 

are you ever seen him more than once? 

A. No. 

814. At the time you did see him did you state to him in words or in substance 
Sere = voters in your ward or precinct were all for Mr. Hurd? 

« No. 

815, Did you state to him in words or in substance that beer, cigars, or moncy 

could induce them, or any of them, to vote for Mr. Romeis? 


816. Did you state to him that anysum of money whatever could induce them 
to vote for Romeis? 


A. No. 

(The last three questions and answers objected to by Mr, Hurd.) 

817. Was the subject of money in connection with the election of Mr. Romeis 
say waa between you? 


5 o. 
818. Was anybody present at the conversation you had with him? 
A. No; we sat by a table in my saloon; just he and I. 


` 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3489 


819. Please now state what he eaid and all that took place between you. 

A. When he came in at my place he said, *' Is this Warnke's place?” I said 
“Yes.” He then said, “ What do you think about the election?” and I said, "I 
don’t know.” He says, "Are you acquainted with Stettiner and Landman? 
‘They sent me down to you, and that I should ask Pa how the election would 
be.” And then told me I should go down to Sam Stettiner’s the next Monday 
morning. I said, “I don't know if I will come or not.” Then he says, “I 
haven't much time; I would like to go out to see the Pollocks in our precinct, 
down to groceryman’s by the name of Bolter, Rudolph Bolter.” Then he said, 
Give me a pony beer." He then went out and I staid in my saloon. 3 

820. Was anything said by him as to how the vote would stand in that precinct 
between Mr, Hurd and Mr. Romeis; and if so, what? 

A. He asked that. I told him “I guessed they were all for Romeis. Romeis 
is a good man; that we don't want free trade.” He then said, ** Don't forget to 
come down to Stettiner's at 10 o'clock to-morrow morning. I'll be there, too.” 
That's all he said, and then went out. 

821, Was the Sam Stettiner of whom you speak chairman of the Democratic 


county committee? 
A. he was. 
aoe you go down to Stettiner’s the next day? 


. No. 
823, Do you know who the ary spied of the voters in your precinct were in 
favor of when Messrs. Hurd and Romeis were first nominated for Congress? 

A. For Romeis. 

8%. Dic they continue to be in favor of Romeis until the election? 

A. Yes; they kept it up until the election. 

825. Has Mr. Romeis many friends among the Germans and Poles of that pre- 


? 

A. Yes, sir; he has. 

£26. Have they voted for him often in that precinct? 

A. Yes, sir; with a big aai A 

827. When he has been a candidate, who has received a majority in that pre- 
cinct, he or the man that him? 

A. I guess he (Mr. Romeis) has received a majority. This was the case when 
he was a candidate for mayor three times, and when he ran for Congress. 


Cross-examination by Mr. Hurd: 

828. Can you state more definitely how long before the clection it was that 
you bad this conversation with Mr. Gerstmann ? 

A. I don’t know. It was a week or two weeks before ;. can't tell exactly. 

829, How long did your conversation with him last? 

A. May beten minutes; may be not so long. č- 
Eear many persons were present in the saloon while you were talking 

? 

A. There were ten or twelve. They were in one part of the saloon and we 
were in another. Nobody heard what we spoke. 

831. Did he tell you his name and where he came from? 

A. No; he told me he came from Cincinnati. 

832. Was anything said about the Presidential clection,or about Cleveland 
and Blaine? 

A. Yes; he said from this election we'll find ont how the next will be. 

rie poron know how long he remained in that precinct that afternoon ? 

A. No,I do not. 


Mr. Hurd here reserves the right to recall Mr. Warnke for further cross-exam- 


ination, 
FERDINAND WARNKE. 


APRIL. 21, 1855—2 p. m. 
Both parties were present by counsel. 
‘Thereupon Mr, Ferdinand Warnke was recalled, under agreement heretofore 
noted, and testified under cross-examination as follows: 
1250. You are the same Ferdinand Warnke who has heretofore testified in this 
Sire be you? 


am, 
1251. In what precinct and ward is your business located? 

A. In Precinct B of the eighth ward. 

1252, Where lod bre place of business situated with reference to the voting 
place in that p ct? 

A. Itis on the opposite corner of the same bleck. 

1253. Where do the people live, and to what class do they belong, who patron- 
ize or trade with you at your place of business 
poy Aoroa gemen and some Irish, living all around in said Precinct B of 

e ward. 

1254. Was any money spent by any one who was working in the interest of 
Mr. Romeis in the Congressional campaign in the fall of 1884 in treating the 
bay go your precinct or ward at your place of business in said Precinct B? 


. No. ; 

Did Mr. Romeis, the contestee in this casc, spend any money in said Congres- 
sional campaign in buying beer or other drinks at your place of business 
aos the voters of your ward or precinct? 

No. 

1255. Did said contestee give you any money, or did any one for him give you 
any money, to pay for beer or other drinks to be furnished by you to the voters 
of fie ward or precinct? 

0. 


1256. Did you have any money furnished you by any one during that campaign 
to pay for beer or other drinks to be furnished by you to the voters of your ward 


or ct? > 
. No. 

1257. Was any moi given you during said campaign to pay for groceries, 
provisions, or any such things to be by you furnished to the voters of your ward 
or ? . 

. No. 

1258. Was any money given you by Mr, Romeis. or by any one in his behalf, 
to pay for services rendered by you for Mr. Romeis during said Congressional 
ee i 7 

. No. 


1259. Was any money given to you by any one to pay for services rendered by 
any during said Congressional campaign? 
o. 


1260. Was any money paid to you, or to any onc for you,or to you for any one 
else, or did you have any agreement with any one to receive yourself, or that 
any one should receive money for you, or that you should receive money forany 
one else, or that you should pay money toany oneto induce them or you to vote 
and work and to yote or work in the interest of said contestee during said Con- 
ee campaign or on the day of election, October 14, 1881? 


. No. 3 
1261. Did you pay any money yourself for services rendered at the polls in 
precas B of the eighth ward on the 14th day of October, 1884? 
A. No. 
1262, You say in your examination-in-chief that Mr. Gerstmann asked you to 
hrpa the next day at the store of Stettiner & Landreau, do you not? 
. Yes. 
1263. Did you go there the next day to meet him? 


XVII——219 


A. I did not. 

1264, Moya = not go? 

A. I told him there was no nced for me to go there; there was time enough 
before election. 

1265. What did you mean by the expression that “there was time enough be- 
fore election?” a 

A. [meant that I wouldn’t go there Monday, the next day. 
‘ 1266. Did you aid any one in getting their naturalization papers in the fall of 

884? 


A. No. 
1267. Did you furnish to any one money to pay for naturalization papers dur- 
ing a fall of 1884? 
. No 


1268. Did you 
spent for obtaining their natural 
A. No. 


1269. Do you know of any one in your ward or precinct who obtained his nat- 
Dalei papers at any time during the fall of 184? 
. No. 
1270. Were you in any way connected with or consulted with about obtaining 
the naturalization papers of any one at any time during the fall of 18317 


A. I was not. 
FERDINAND WARNKE. 


Now, is it possible, that any man, in the face of this testimony, can 
believe, as the report of the minority asserts, that this Gerstmann’s ‘‘tes- 
timony remains uncontradicted and unimpeached?’’ Moreover, this 
testimony is not competent, because it is hearsay. Hearsay evidence has 
been repeatedly held inadmissible in election cases, as in Duffy vs. Ma- 
son, Digest, 1876 to 1880, page 368. 

Greenleaf on Evidence, in asserting that hearsay evidence is wni- 
formly incompetent, says: 

Its intrinsie weakness, its incompetency to satisfy the mind as to the existence 
of the fact, and the frauds which may be practiced under its cover, all combine 
to support the rale that hearsay evidence is wholly inadmissible. 

Yes, ‘the frauds which may be practiced under its cover.” That 
leads me to inquire why this Gerstmann was selected as the only wit- 
ness to prove these facts. He testifies, referring to himself, ‘‘self-pres- 
ervation is the first law of nature.”’ He tried to sell himself to both po- 
litical parties and failed. Mr. Hurd well knew the character of this man 
after his cross-cxamination was completed, and yet called no witness 
to corroborate him. In this precinct 103 witnesses had voted for Mr. 
Hurd. Was there not one of this 103 who would sustain Gerstmann? 
The fair inference is that there was noti 

If it be attempted to support this witness by Louis Jahn it will be 
found thatthe same observations may apply to him, though not for the 
same reasons. This man, it is true, was a Republican judge at this 
precinct, but he was a Republican only in name. It is evident that 
through some fancied or real grievance he did all he could to defeat Mr. 
Romeis and to elect Mr. Hurd. He testifies that he voted the split 
ticket, and when asked, ‘‘ Whom did you vote for for secretary of state ?’’ 
Mr. Hurd makes haste to tell him that he need not tell for whom he 
voted unless he pleases to. (Record, page 69. 

What is his testimony on this point? He says, and his expression 
is important: 

Much as I know nineteen ticket diers around there, * * è and Henry 
Gates paid them off the same night in Joe Boldt’s grocery. * * * Muchas 
1 know some got $3, some $5, and a few $10. 

On cross-examination he says that he knew nothing about it except 
what was told him by Gates and others, This is hearsay testimony 
beyond all question. f 

But were it evidence it does not prove cither the number of ticket- 
peddlers or the amounts paid. Whatever was done was done openly. 
lt was a perfectly legitimate transaction and is done everywhere. I 
have known it to be done for years, and I never heard it questioned. 
These ticket peddlers were paid for services and according tothe value 
of their respective services. There is not a word of evidence tending 
to show that they were not Republicans. 

The contestant claims that the election in this precinct is void for 
uncertainty in the count of the ballots. This I cannot egree to. No 
precinct shall be disfranchised by my consent unless in a case of abso- 
lute necessity. No necessity for any such course of action exists in 
this case. 

The election was honestly conducted, and the officers tried to do their 
daty. So testifies Louis Jahn at page 75 of the record. I have ex- 
amined the poll-books and the tally-sheets and they bear the marks of 
honesty and accuracy. The poll-books of the two clerks agree and 
show 430 votes. A careful counting and tallying of the votes showed 
426 votes. And of these votes, 323 were for Nomeis and 103 for Hurd, 
giving Romeis a majority of 220 votes. Mr. James Kelley, the Demo- 
cratic judge, says that the only uncertainty about the vote, as ascer- 
tained and counted and returned, grows out of the fact that the tally- 
sheet of the clerks showed 2 less votes than appeared on the poll-book. 
(Vide page 30 of the record.) 

Now, the utmost that could by any possibility be claimed for Mr. 
Hurd is 12 votes. There is no evidence whatever of tampering with 
or corrupting the ballot, or destruction of ballots. If such allegations 
are founded on the testimony I am unable to discover it. Toc 
these judges and clerks with fraud and crime for what was at the ut- 
mat a mistake in counting seems to me to be utterly unfairand unjust. 
These men strove to do their duty. Why, I ask, should they be branded 


y money, or agree to: pe Boer to any one for the time they 
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as knaves and criminals? I emphasize again the testimony of Mr. 
Jahn: ‘The officers tried to do their duty.” Mr. Jahn was strongly 
prejudiced in favor of Hurd, and yet he is obliged to testify, ‘‘The 
election was honestly conducted, and the officers tried to do their 
duty.” Will honorable gentlemen on this floor declare that this man 
and his Democratic associate and the other judge and the clerks were 
guilty of such base and wicked crimes? I can not believe it. 

It clearly appears to me that the first counts, which showed a differ- 
ence of from 4 to 7 votes above the poll-list, and as to the number the 
witnesses differ, was probably incorrect; yet to give Mr. Hurd the ben- 
efit of every doubt, count 12 votes in his favor and reduce Romeis’s ma- 
jority in this precinct to 208 votes, It is all that he can fairly claim, 
and more than the testimony would fairly give him. 

The contestant has sought out and made every legal objection to this 
precinct that possibly could be found, however small. While such a 
course of procedure does not commend itself to my mind, and while a 
seat in this House obtained on such grounds would not in my estima- 
tion be worth the having, I admit that it is his right to require the 
committee to consider these points of law, and without prejudice to give 
him the full benefit of them. £ 

His first objection is that oneof the judges did not reside in the pre- 
cinct. The answer to that is, that he resided in the ward, which is all 
that the statute requites. (Vide Ohio Revised Statutes, section 2923.) 

His second objection is that both clerks were Republicans, while the 
law requires that they should be of opposite political parties. 

The decisions of this House and of the courts of the country show that 
this does not affect the validityof the election. I cited Baird vs. Bank 
(11 Sergeant and Rawle, 414, supreme court of Pennsylvania): 

A person indisputably ineligible may be an officer de facto by color of election. 

Pritchett et al. vs. The People (1 Gilman, 529, supreme court of Mi- 
nois): : 


It is 1 of the law that ministerial acts of an officer de facto 
Eh perme pd shove, ot they concern the public and. the rights of ia 
he has no legal or constitu’ right to 


parties, although it may appear that 
the office. i 

To the same effect are: McGregor vs. Balch, 14 Vermont, 428; People 
vs. Cook, 14 Barbour, 259 (N. Y.); Taylor vs. Taylor et al., 10’ Min- 
nesota, 107; Saint Louis County Court vs. Sparks, 10 Missouri, 121; 
Whepley vs. McKune, 10 California, 352; and in this House, Barnes vs. 
Adams, 2 Bartlett, 760; Eggleston vs. Strader, 2 Bartlett, 897. 

That officers conducting an election, canvassing boards and return 
judges, are ministerial officers is settled by the decisions in nearly every 
State. 

In concluding my review of the numerous objections to the vote in 
this precinct, I have this much to say, that not one dollar is shown to 
have been used improperly init; there is no evidence that anybody was 
bribed; not even so much as a glass of beer was given to any voter to 
influence his vote; that the vote was cast in favor of the man who had 
always carried the precinct by large majorities; that the ballots from 
the time they were cast until they were counted were in the custody of 
the duly elected officers of the precinct and of no other person whatever; 
that they were honestly counted, and that the result, so far asit affects 
this contest, is certain beyond a doubt; and that no valid legal objec- 
tion has been shown why it should not be counted in favor of Mr. 
Romeis substantially as it was returned by the officers of that election. 

I come now to consider the contestant’s objections to the vote in Pre- 
cinct C, ward 3, Toledo. 

This precinct gave Romeis 166 majority. X 

The contestant claims that this majority should be discounted from 
Romeis’s voteand this precinct disfranchised. For whatreason? That 
one Robert H. Bell interfered with the ballots. 

The report of the chairman of the committee truly states that this 
complaint is supported by the evidence of one of the clerks of the elec- 
tion, butis tived by the judges and flatly denied by Bell. 

One David Emerick, one of the clerks of the election, is the only wit- 
ness who saw what the contestant here complains of. He testifies: 
ti Mr. Bell stood at the head of the table, with his arm on the ballot- 
box, and as the tickets would: exhaust he would put his hand in the 
ballot-box and put them on the table as the judges would sort them 
out.’ (Vide page 12 of the record.) And on cross-examination he tes- 
tifies: 


a he ore was, he took them out of the ballot-box and threw them on the 
e, see. 

This is the whole of his offending. It was done in the presence of 
the three judges and two clerks representing the two political parties. 

Now, contestee claims that this occurred in November and not in Oc- 
tober. - But suppose it occurred in October, and suppose the tule of law 
is as stated in contestant’s brief and copied with his t thereon 
bodily and verbatim into the report of the minority of the committee; 
then on his own showing and on his own rule of law he has failed to 


make a case. . 
Mr. Hurd, at 32 of his brief (page 20 of the report), states the 


rule of law governing the case, in the following words: 
Any interference with them— 
Meaning the ballots— 
by an unauthorized person, any handling or taking them into possession by oth- 


ers than the proper officers, whereby an opportunity to tamper with them and 
alter them has been given, will be fatal to the count, unless the clearest and 
most satisfactory information has been made of the conduct of such person. The 
burden is shifted to the cuntestee to show that what was done did not interfere 
with the ascertainment of the true result. 


Mr. Romeis has complied with this rule of law, and his compliance is 
found in the testimony of Mr. E. D. Potter, the Democratic judge of 
election in this precinct at the October and November elections, 1884, 
His cross-examination on pages 140 and 141 of the record was as fol- 
lows, namely: 


1. Q. You were the Democratic judge at the October election, 1834, at that pre- 
cinct, were you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

2. Q. How long have you known Robert H. Bell? 

A. About forty years. 
A . He has been your immediate neighbor for a number of years, has he not? 
. Yes, sir. 
4. Q. For how many years? 
4 n Oh, I have lived as near neighbor ever since he has lived here, for about k 

orty years. 

5. Q. It is true, is it not, that up until the October election, 1834, ber and he 
had been upon the election of that precinct at every election held therein 
from the time of the formation of the precinct? Z 

A. We have ever since the appointments of judges of election were made by 
the city council. 

6. Q. Whether the appointing power has been either Democratic or Repub- 
lican you two have always beon selected as two of the judges of that pre 
have E not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

7. 2. I will now ask you what his general reputation is in that precinct and 
in this city for honesty and integrity ? 


(Question objected to as irrelevant and incompetent.) 

A. I never have. 

9. Q. I will now ask you if all the votes cast at Precinct O, third ward, on 
October 14, 1884, were taken from the ballot-box and counted ? 

A. gel one, and they corresponded with the tally-sheot, 

10, Le ere any ballots counted at that time which were not deposited in the 
ballot-box by the voters of the ? 

A, I don't think there was; Isaw every ballot taken from the box, 

1, At the time Robert H. Bell did take tickets from the box, as siated by 
you, S d you see him while so doing? 


. Yes, sir, 

12. Did he at that time place any tickets in the box? 

i i y aos see him put any in; I didn't see him if hedid; I should have known 
e i 

13, Q. From what you know of him and his personal character asa man would 
you suspect him ot doing so? 

(Objected to as irrelevant and incompetent.) 

A. I wouldn't believe it of him. 

14. Q. Did he at that time place any tickets on the table which he did not get 
from the ballot-box? 

i X ceveutd think he did not; I should have been likely to have seen him if 
e had. 

15. Q. From your knowledge of his personal character would you suspect him 
of doing so? + 

Ones to as irrelevant and incompetent.) 

A. [should not suspect him of it. 

16, Q. Is it not true that between the spring election of 1884 and the October 
election 1884 he removed out of that precinct, and is not that the reason why ho 
was not appointed judge with you for the October election ? 

(Objected to as incompetent and irrelevant and not proper cross-examination.) 

A. He was appointed judge in June with me, and before the October election 
moved out of the precinct, Bob was alittle officious and thought thenew hands 
were not quite rapid enough and wanted to give them instructions, I suppose. 

17. I will now ask you if the canvass and declaration of the vote of Precinct 
C of the third ward of Toledo, on October 14, 1884, was not in all ts in aœ 
cordance with the ballots deposited by the voters of that precinct on that day? 

(Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant, and not proper cross-examination.) 

A. Well, I think they were. 

18. Q. Do you know of any act of deceit or fraud at that precinct on that day, 
either in the receiving of the ballots, their count, or the declaration thereof? 

(Q ted to as incompetent, irrelevant,;and not proper cross-examination.) 

A. I don’t know of any deceit or fraud practiced at that election; I don't be- 
lieve there was any. 

19. Q. Do you know of any voter voting at that precinct who was not by law 
entitled to vote there; and, if so, who was he? 

(Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant, and not proper pei ynag ay 

A. There was one man who voted there who was not entitled to vote in 4 


ig seem to as incompetent, irrelevant, and not proper Paper arg E 
Tdid 


$ 
EMERY D. POTTER. 


George W. Waterman, another judge of elections in this precinct, 
testified on page 221 of the record, as follows, namely: 

878. Please state fully the adopted from the time the ballot-box was 
unlocked until the count was completed. 


A. We first counted the ballots without. opening them. Itook the ballots from 
the box and laid them on the table ina pile. All the judges and clerks proceeded 


to count from the pile to see if the number of correspon with -the 
number of names on oe ee Ithink they corresponded exactly. We 
then proceeded to unroll them and assort them out. We laid them in se 
piles, putting the unscratched Democratic tickets in one scratched 


likewise with the Prohibition tickets. Then the tickets were called off, Mr. 
Kirk and Judge Potter, the other judge, taking turnsin the reading. The tick- 
ets were then recorded by the clerks, and I strung them on the string. The 
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tied aed were on placed back in the box and the poll-books were then com- 
879. Erny ser all of the tickets in the box at the time it was first unlocked 
xes counted? 
A. Yes, sir; they were. 
830. Were any tickets counted that were not in the box at the time it was first 
unlocked? 


Here it is clearly shown that theactsof Mr. Bell, admitting that they 
took place at the October election, ‘‘did not interfere with the ascer- 
tainmentof the true result.” It wasnot fraudulent. Mr. Hurd never 
claimed any such thing nor did he charge it in his notice of contest. I 
do not understand the law to be as laid down by Mr. Hurd, nor does 
the case of Cary vs. Twombly, in New York, which he cites sustain him. 
The facts in that case so widely differ from those of this case that it is 
notin point. Even if Bell had violated the penal statutes of Ohio, and 
was liable to punishment, it by no means follows that the people of a 
whole precinct aretosuffer. The peopleofthe country have some rights 
which we are bound to In this precinct 472 citizens deposited 
their ballots for Congressional candidates. All except 1, which was cast 
for Mr. Hurd, were legal votes. They were counted and corresponded 
with the poll-book. It is clear that the true result was declared. ‘To 
disfrani these honest citizens upon any such irregularity as the one 
here alleged will be a nate and unpardonable wrong to them, against 
which I most earnestly protest. 

The last claim of AUR, to which I wish to refer, is that of Kel- 
ley’s Island. The report of the minority say that 29 votes should be re- 
jected on the ground of intimidation practiced by Norman Kelley. Tho 
claim is of little importance in the decision of this case, and my refer- 
ence to it will be brief. Mr. Kelley worked a stone-quarry on Kelley’s 
Islandand employedabout seventymen. The only conversation proved 
between Mr. Kelley and his men is thus stated in contestant’s brief: 

‘He said tothem thatif Mr. Cleveland and Mr, Hurd should be elected, 
and Mr. Hurd’s free-trade views should prevail, he would not want 
more than one-third of the men he was then employing, and that when 
he would be compelled to discharge men the first to go would be those 
who voted for Mr, Hurd and inst his interest.” This summary of 
the eyidence ismuch stronger than the record will justify, butI pass it. 

It is said that Mr. Kelley stood at the polls and asked to see the tickets 
of his men. 14) Some showed them and some did not.’’ (Minority re- 

rt, pa 
Post ‘this pal Rare I asked Mr. Hurd at the first day’s hearing 
_ before the committee to show me a case where it was held to be in- 

timidation, and he has not yetdoneso, AsI understand the law, itis 
necessary in order to throw out a precinct on the ground of intimida- 
tion to prove such acts as would intimidate men of ordinary firmness, 
If an employ is intimidated by being told by his employer that if he 
votes for a certain candidate and such vote ruin the employer’s busi- 
ness he will be discharged, he must be a very weak man. The labor- 
ing man in our country is not to be turned from his course by any such 
talk. It is an insult to him to assert it. I rejoice that in our land of 
freedom the poor man, the laboring man, the mechanic, every worker 
with his hand, in the quarry, in the factory, in the fields, on the rail- 
roads, everywhere and 15 all times, can and does look every other man, 
however wealthy or powerful, squarely in the face, and proclaims by 
his voice, his pen, and his vote his principles, his needs, his hopes. 

Again, the contestant has failed to show that any man was intimi- 
dated. The law governing this subject is well settled. 

Where it is alleged that a large number of persons have been deterred from 
voting by violence or intimidation, the testimony of those persons, or some of 
them, should be produced. The opinions and impressions of others is not suf- 
ficient. (Norris ts. Handley, Forty-second Congress.) 

As a matter of fact, in the case under consideration no voter was in- 
timidated, nor has any employé of Mr. Kelley been discharged. Nich- 
olas Smith mentions one only by name whom he claims to have been 
intimidated, ong Peter Diffley. And Peter Diffley swears that Kelley 
never epok e to him, and further that he did not know and had not 
heard that any of the employésof Kelley were intimidated by anything 
Kelley said. Mr. George P. Bristol, who was a witness for Mr. Hurd, 
was at the timcof the election, and now, superintendent for Mr. Kelley. 
He was a Democrat and one of the judges of the October election. * 

The whole matter of intimidation is summed up in one question and 
answer in the testimony of Garrett Howard, oneof Mr. Hurd’s witnesses, 
at + pago 100 of the record. 


Was it ony, understood among the men that if Mr. Hurd were 
ated ag. Mr. ki elley’s business would suffer, and some of them would be dis- 


ar eis was just like ape gr else. Some were of one opinion, and some said 
it wouldn't, and some said it would. 


I also called attention to the sixteenth question and answer of this 
witness’s testimony, as showing Kelley’s position in the matter: 
16. Q. What did Mr, Kelley say that led you to believe that he was a Republi- 
can? 
A, Mr. Smith was in the hall and accused him of bulldozing hismen. He 
eat he had as good a right to talk to his men and ask them to vote the Repub- 
lican ticket as men that were in his employ had to electioneer for the Demo- 


Comment and argument are upnecessary. As in the material world 
so in the operations of the mind, given effects reveal and characterize 


the causes which prodace them. In determining the quality and prop- 
erty of that action by which one mind influences or controls another, 
the language employed may, indeed, be deceptive, but the intent of 
the one and the effect upon the other can not fail to lead us into the 
paths of truth. In this case the intent, the Janguage, and the effect are 
all in harmony. Mr. Kelley simply and solely expressed his opinion 
of the effect which Mr. Hurd’s election would have on his business, It 
was so understood by his employés. They were not intimidated. I 
doubt ifa single vote was changed. They voted according to what in 
their judgment would best subserve their interests. 

Sach are the conclusions to which I have arrived in the case. I have 
given to it the most careful and thorough study of which I am capable. 
I have not been conscious of partisan, certainly not of unfriendly, bias. 
If I have been unjust or unfair to Mr. Hurd I Tegret it, I believe the 
voice of the people was expressed at the polls in this district: that the 
votes were honestly cast by legal voters; that the vote was counted as 
cast; and that Mr. Romeis was elected by a suhstantial majority. 

The SPEAKER. The time yielded to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. ELY. I would like to have the privilege of extending my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. GREEN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his time re- 


maining. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Ithink thatisa mistake. The gentleman from 
North Carolina spoke twenty-seven minutes yesterday and—— 

The SPEAKER. How much time did the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Twelve minutes, 

The SPEAKER, Then the gentleman has thirty-two minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. ROBER N. Thatis correct. I now yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. ~Mr. Speaker, I do not flatter my- ' 
self that a single vote will be affected by what Iam about tosay. But 
I propose to express my opinion of cant and contempt for moral lect- 
ures on party duty and patriotism, which, on each recurring occasion 
of this sort, are hurled at us from the other side of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, Charles Greville, an acute observer of the politics of his 
time, speaking of the impeachment and trial of Lord Melville, makes 
this pertinent reflection in his admirable memoirs: ‘‘I was struck with 
the fact that every gentleman of his lordship’s party thought and voted 
him innocent, while every one on the otherside believed and voted him 
guilty.” I quote from memory. 

What a commentary that upon political bias and party passion. And 
yet, Mr. Speaker, a brief occupancy of aseat on this floor convinces me 
that it is in the main well grounded. We see it illustrated in Rome 
both in the forum and the capitol, and doubly so in the internecine 
conflicts ensuing, which were the forerunners of the empire. Doubt- 
less, too, it was the case in antecedent states long before Marius and 
Sylla. 

i spite of bathos and the golden rule, poor frail humanity i is natu- 
rally prone to incline to the side of such as are of a kindred line of 
thought. At least it is and thus has ever been with our friends across 
the way. We see them forsooth in the-plentitude of power seating 
Democratic contestants! Wesee them, ‘‘in my mind’s eye, Horatio,” 
scrupling to unseat those whom suffragans had seated to make room for 
others of more than questionableclaim! ‘We have seen them unseating 
Democrats who had been elected by thousands—ay, many thousands! 
But discarding sarcasm, we have seen a commission composed of Sena- 
tors, Representatives, and Supreme Court judges overriding the ex- 
pressed and manifest wish of the constitutional majority of this broad 
land, placing a pretender, a usurper, a sort of Perkin Warbeck, in the 
proud position—ay, the proudest when honestly won and worthily worn 
on this mundane sphere of ours—in utter disregard of the rights of the 
people and of him whom the people had chosen. Few believed it a 
righteous decision at the time, and still fewer will maintainitnow. Of 
course party had nothing to do with it! 

In view of this, Mr. Speaker, we are constrained to admit that with 
some at least party ties are not bound with liliputian threads, or party 
claim the figment of a disordered fancy. Ay, next to the ties which 
hold men together in the crisis of battle none are made of stronger 
cord. For one I lay no self-righteous claim to be unfettered by them, 
and what is more, I do not sis graven be, as longas itis patent and appar- 
ent that they hold my political foes together with the tenacity of hooks 
of steel. I have always been afraid, Mr. Speaker, of being better than 
my neighbors; for next to the devil I hate, loathe, and detest a tyrant, 
and next to him their twin brother, the ill-begotten offspring of hypo- 
crite and pharisee. 

` God forbid that I should out-Herod Herod or out-pharisee the phari- 
sees. 

Other things being equal, it behooves good, simple, and sinful man 
to be even like other men, and no better by mere assumption. Other 
things being equal, from my poor miserable standpoint it behooves him 
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to incline to the side of his friends when the issue is narrowed down | I humbly submit that the law which applies to South Carolina and 


and evenly balanced. Other things being equal, if he be a man of 
sense instead of an Arcadian dreamer, he will be content to walk the 
earth in his day and generation, and leave to others to attain to that 
plane of maudlin sentimentalism which enjoins self-immolation and 
party immolation to evoke the open acclaim but covert sneer of his 
friends—the enemy. Far be it from me, sir, to enjoin literal imitation 
of those who judged by the record hold party fealty paramount to the 
ten laws of Israel’s inspired leader cr the nine and thirty articles of a 
later epoch of injunction. 

tt Fas est ab koste doceri” is an excellent rule in statecraft or party 
tactics. But mine be the teaching which in party strife or civil broil 
ineulcatesimitation of example instead of precept coming from the other 
side. 

Ay, Mr. Speaker, I am not ashamed to proclaim myself a party man, 
or, if you prefer, a partisan, tothe point that self-contempt would be my 
legitimate portion did party foes praise, pity, or otherwise cajole me. 
And so, Mr, Speaker, I approach this question with a degree of bias con- 
fessed, which some othérs fee], but fain would smother or conceal; and 
yet I trust I approach it dispassionately and with as honest purpose as 

any on this floor to be guided by facts and the rulesof evidence. I ap- 
proach it with a full conviction, sustained by the facts of the case, that 
the contestant is entitled to the seat he is claiming. But were I ham- 
pered with a doubt, Heaven forefend that I should stretch my conscience 
to give the benefit of that doubt to the other side. 

Justice is justice, and should ‘‘be done though the heavens fall.” 
But magnanimity is another thing after the requirements of justice have 
been answered. Prate not to me of party magnanimity. In man’s deal- 
ings with his fellow-man, it is beautiful, itissublime. In party conces- 
sions to opposing faction, itis folly—itis worse than folly, itis a blunder; 
and that, quoth Talleyrand, is worse thana crime. That party whose 
convictions are worth a pinch of salt should, where issue is joined and 
principles involved, ‘‘a hair divide betwixt the south and southwest 
side’’ before conceding the breadth of a hair. es er tok wins 
in a national struggle should stickle for party unity and brotherly ac- 
‘cord; and toinsure it, should have its parts and props congenial. An- 
tagonistic composition implies discord, and discord driveling, waver, and 
premature rot. He was a wise kindergarten teacher who, walking in 
the garden with the young king one day, was asked by his majesty 

` whether he should retain in confidential trust the adherents of his un- 
friendly predecessor. Replying, not in words, he began to strike off 
with his cane the heads of the highest poppies. Leave not your enemies 
about you, and especially those of a larger growth, was the lesson incul- 
cated. The Jesson to-day is worthy of illustration, chimeras and cob- 
webs notwithstanding. 

Off with the official heads of overgrown poppies and all such noxious 
weeds. In the enemy's lexicon, toleration of such implies timidity. 
In ours, it should import espionage upon those above and disregard of 
the claims of those below. 

“In the name of the great Jehovah and the Continental Congress,” 
I ask, is such vacillating conciliation sound statesmanship or genuine 
party policy? But, Mr. Speaker, in my zeal for party ends, which I 
trust imports ‘‘my country’s, my God’s, and truth’s,’’ I have been led 
into digression. Let us now come back to the case of Hurd rs, Romeis 
and sift the facts with due deliberation. I believe it will be-conceded, 
Mr. Speaker, that fraud, intimidation, and irregularities are among the 
most essential elements in voiding and vitiating the election of him who 
employs such agencies, whether it is done by himself or by his adher- 

ts. 


en 

Now, sir, it has been shown to my entire satisfaction from evidence 
adduced that each and all of these are conspicuous in the election by 
which the contestee in this case was given the certificate of election, 
upon apparent returns, by the slight majority of 239. 

Fraud and intimidation are euphonic terms on the tongues of Repub- 
licans, and seem to have been specially invented for their political vo- 
cabulary to hurl at the heads of us poor-devil Democrats whenever 
there is a chance of their stealing a seat on this floor or a President by 
their employment. On such occasions they roll them out with such 
unctuous fervor that the unthinking world is prone to take them at their 
claim as the party of high moral ideas and the ninety and nine capital 
virtues. What we poor sinful creatures consider only moral suasion is 
with the saints across the way the concentration of fraud, bribery, and 
corruption. A mild intimation to a ‘‘ gentleman of color ” that his serv- 
ices can be dispensed with after election day is intimidation of the shot- 
gun type. Of course they scorn the use of such base agencies! > 

Of course railroad magnates, and cotton-spinning lords, and rolling- 
mill potentates, whoare generally of the ‘‘ unco guid?’ or Republican per- 
suasion, employing their thousands and tens of thousand, never vote 
these under the lash of implied threat and starvation consequences se- 
quent. Certainly your little stone-cutter, employing his three or four 
score of white dependents, would scorn to do it. Of a verity, ward 
politics in virtuous Ohio towns, like Toledo, for example, are not con- 
trolled by filthy shekels and the judicious manipulation of ballots 
by a blatant pot-house politician. But of course, if such things be, it 


is for the good of the wage-worker, who is not aware that he would 
otherwise vote against his true interest! 


But, sir, if such things be, 


Louisiana under Republican potency shall none the less apply to New 
England, or Pennsylvania, or Ohio elections under the ruling of a 
Democratic House. 

Let us have done with all such confusion of terms, which import one 
thing in one locality and an entirely different thing in another. Let 
Republican irregularities be measured by their own bushel. Then, 
Mr. Speaker, when the vote is taken there will be one more tenant on 
this side of the House and a corresponding vacancy across the main 
aisle. 

[At the expiration of the fifteen minutes yielded to Mr. GREEN he 
asked and obtained leave to extend his remarks in the REcoRDas above, ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the contest in this case arises in the 
tenth district of the State of Ohio, the returns from which district show 
that the sitting member, Mr. Romeis, was clected by a majority of 239 
votes. That majority was sought to be overcome by the contestant, 
Mr. Hurd, in his notice of contest by attacking the twenty-three differ- 
ent voting precincts in the city of Toledo, and by attacking Kelley’s 
Island precinct and several other precincts in the different counties 
throughont the district. 

The argument before the committee, and especially the arguments of 
gentlemen upon this floor, however, have centered upon three distinct 
propositions. These are the votes in Precinct B of the eighth ward ‘of 
the city of Toledo, the precinct upon Kelley’s Island, and Precinct C 
in the third ward of the city of Toledo. During the time that I shall 
occupy the floor in this discussion, Mr. Speaker, I shall devote my re- 
marks to these three propositions which have been raised by gentlemen 
who seek to-secure the seating of Mr. Hurd upon this floor as a mém- 
ber from that district. I shall not take them up in the order in which 
they have been discussed by the gentenen upon the other side who 
has just preceded me, but shall first devote my attention to Kelley’s 
Island. That seems to have been the chief point of attack made by 
the gentleman from Iowa in his remarks this morning. 

As a member of the Committee on Elections I have given long and 
careful attention to the evidence which is adduced by Mr. Hurd in order 
to disfranchise voters upon that island, and have from that evidence 
come to a conclusion diametrically opposite that maintained by the 
gentleman from the State of Iowa in his remarks. I believe, Mr, 
Speaker, the evidence will not lead to the conclusion drawn by the 
gentleman from Iowa, by the contestant, Mr. Hurd, or by any of his 
advocates on this floor. It fuils of that character which would warrant 
the House in disfranchising the voters of that precinct. The men who 
rely upon that must call in the aid of their imagination for their facts. 
In dealing with matters of this kind I know of no better guide than 
those which spring from experience and observation inthe ordinary 
matters of life. 

The chargeis made that upon this island Mr. Kelley, a man who had 
a large number of laboring men in his employment, succeeded in intim- 
idating them into voting against their own convictions and in voting 
for Mr. Romeis as against Mr. Hurd. It has been my good fortune, 
Mr. Speaker, for many years to reside in a city and Con; ional dis- 
trict where large manufacturing interests are centered, sit where many 
hundreds—ay, thousands—of men go daily to their employment, and 
it is my experience and observation that this class of men are the least 
susceptible to such influences. 

I think the workingmen of America are more independent, that they 
have more integrity and more character, than is usually assigned to 
them by those who think they can be intimidated into voting against 
their convictions, or believe them capable of being influenced in favor 
of their employer by unworthy means. The glory of this country is 
its free institutions, and the fact that all the avenues in business, poli- 
tics, and the professions are as open and inviting to the hod-carrier’s son 
as to thesonof his rich neighbor. Itisa knowledge of this which makes 
the laborer a more enterprising and independent man. He looks for- 
ward to the day when his sons and daughters can take a little better 
‘and higher position in life than the one filled by himself, And as are- 
sult he reads more, thinks more, and is freer and more independent than 
the laborers of the Old World. 

.In my own home the men who are employed in the railroad shops 
and in the different mills and manufactories are a class of citizens whom, 
any man may well be prond to represent in this House. The majority 
of those who have reached middle life own their own homes, their 
houses are well farnished, and their hearth-stones are the centers of com- 
fort and happiness. Their children have grown up useful and intelli. 
gent citizens. Their boys and girls who have a taste for an education 
have the facilities under our splendid common-school system of acquir- 
ing it. And now some of our most prosperous young business men, 
brightest young lawyers, and successful physicians are sons of mechan: 
ics who work in the shops and mills. Such men, Mr. Speaker, can not 
be driven to the polls at the behest of any man orsetof men. They 
realize and appreciate the dignity of labor, and act and think for them= 
selves. ` 

The evidence in this case when it is properly considered, in my judg- 
ment, will bear out the statement Ihave made. Noman can read the 
testimony of any of the men who testified in regard to what took place 
on election day on Kelleys’ Island without being impressed with the idea 
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that those men, long before-the day of election, discussed this matter 
among themselves. They discussed the respective merits of Mr. Hurd 
and Mr. Romeis. They discussed the great economic questions which 
have divided parties since the earliest history of our Federal Govern- 
ment, and these men, in their plain, unpretentious way, came to the 
true and logical conclusion that the interests of the employer and em- 
ployé are identical. They came to the conclusion that the opinions 
that were advocated by Mr. Hurd were not in harmony with the best 
interests ot the laboring peoplo of America; and that opinion of theirs 
was carried ont on election day by voting against Mr. Hurd and for 
Mr. Romeis, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before I go into an examination of the evidence 
I desire to call the attention of the House to the law governing cases of 
this character. Mr. McCrary, in his able work on elections, in speak- 
ing on this subject, uses the following language: 

Where it is alleged that a large number of persons have been deterred from 
voting by violence and intimidation, the testimony of these persons, or some of 
them, should be ost gir The opinions and impressions of others are not 


sufficient upon this point. The report of Norris vs. Handley, in the Forty-second 
Congress, is as follows: 


I will not stop to read that. But it carries out the doctrine that is 
announced by Mr. McCrary. 

I am aware that in the minority report, which bears the ear-marks of 
Mr. Hurd, they cite two cases in the Forty-fourth Congress which they 
claim bear ont the doctrine that all that is necessary is to show an at- 
tempted intimidation. One is the case of Ford vs. Abbott; the other 
the case of Goode vs. Platt. I have examined both of those cases with 
great care, and I say, without fear of successful contradiction, that 
those cases are not in point, and that the principle of law which they 
announce is not applicable here. In the case of Goode vs. Platt, which 
arose from one of the Congressional districts in Virginia, the point 
raised was this: At the Norfolk navy-yard they employed nine hun- 
dred men regularly. Just before the Congressional election the Re- 
publicans added six hundred more men, with the understanding, as 
was claimed by the parties who testified, that those men were to vote 
for a certain candidate for and they voted and the contest was 
made upon that. They held that there wasa bargain and sale between 
these employed men and the parties who put them there. That is not 
intimidation, but a species of bribery. 

In the case of Ford vs. Abbott it was not a question as to whether 
the others had been intimidated, but the charge was made that bribery 
- had influenced the votes. 

I want to call the attention of gentlemen upon the Democratic side 
to this: that this law which I have read to you, as stated by Mr. Mec- 
Crary, is the settled law in this country. It is the settled law of this 
House, and it is the law that you ought to take and by which every 
member ought to be guided in giving his vote on the issue that is pre- 
sented in this case. If you do that, there is no need of my taking any 
further time in discussing the case so far as relates to the precinct on 
Kelley’s Island. a 

No witness has been produced by Mr. Hurd to show that a single 
voter was intimidated on that island. No witness has been produced 
who has shown that by reason of the influence of Mr. Kelley any man 
was debarred from votingas he saw fit. On the contrary, the evidence 
of almost all the witnesses is to the effect that the men that were Dem- 
ocrats before voted the Democratic ticket. I know thatoneof the gen- 
tlemen who addressed the House yesterday, I think the gentleman from 
Alabama[Mr. MARTIN], cited the evidence of Peter Diffley. Mr. Diff- 
ley testified in this case, and if any member will take the time to read 
his evidence he will find he voted the Democratic ticket; and that is 
the only man upon Kelley’s Island who was named. I shall take no 
further time on this question of Kelley’s Island, but I call the attention 
of Democratic members to this principle of law and to the statement I 
have made that no proof has been brought to show that a single voter 
voted otherwise than according to his plain political convictions. 

The next point to which I desire to call the attention of the House 
is in regard to Precinct B of the eighth ward of Toledo, The charges 
made in the notice are bribery of a general character, bribery of indi- 
vidual voters, and such uncertainty in the returns that the entire pre- 
cinct ought to be thrown out, In that precinct there was a majority 
for Mr. Romeis of 220 votes. 

I will take up these propositions which have been presented by Mr. 
Hurd and his adherents upon this floor in the order in which I have 
stated. 

What is the evidence in regard to general bribery? I wish Demo- 
cratic members to understand that this charge of bribery is something 
which affects the character of Democrats as well as Republicans. You 
gentlemen are as much interested in seeing that this charge is carefully 
looked into as any Republican. 

If the Republican has been guilty of bribery, then according to the 
statement of Mr. Hurd it is the Democrat who has been bribed. Are 
you prepared to say by your votes to-day that the Democrats of the 
city of Toledo are so base and corrupt, and have become so politically 
debauched, that they can be bought and sold like sheep in the sham- 
bles? Are you prepared to say that the Democrats of the city of To- 
ledo and the tenth Congressional district of the State of Ohio are so 


lost to all political principle that they can be driven hither and thither 
as the bosses may direct or as money may indicate? That is the propo- 
sition that is presented to you, and it is presented upon the evidence 
of a man by the name of Gerstmann. I would like to have every mem- 
ber of this House read the testimony of that man and trace the history 
of his life. The storyas told by himself shows that the trail of the ser- 
pent is over it all. It shows that he has a worse charaeter than that of 
Shylock as depicted by Shakspeare. A man without a country, ashe 
himself confesses, without a home, without a religion, without a party, 
and without principle; that is the kind of witness that Mr. Hurd has 
brought here, and upon whose testimony he asks you to put the mark 
of Cain upon three or four hundred voters in the city of Toledo. I 
ask you Democrats of this House if you are prepared to disgrace three 
or four hundred fellow-Democrats in that faircity in the State of Ohio 
upon the evidence of a man of that character—a man who, during the 
late war, in order to escape conscription in the confederate army, took 
to himself the sacred robes of a Jewish rabbi. 

That is the kind of man upon whose testimony Mr. Hurd relies on 
this point. Later on, from 1870 to 1884, he is like the bird of passage— 
you can not find him, hischurch,or his congregation. When he is cross- 
examined as to where he preached and who his congregation were, he 
pointed the examiner to a vacant church and a congregation that had 
all died. 

That is the kind of man and that is the character of evidence that 
Mr. Hurd has introduced here to impeach Democratic voters and show 
that they were debauched by Republican money. Isay that while Re- 
publicans upon this side would not believe from evidence of that char- 
acter that fellow-Republicans were guilty of such an offense, you are 
equally interested to protect the fair name and fame of the Democratic 
party of the State of Ohio from the foul aspersions cast upon it by the 
evidence of this renegade Jew, Gerstmann. i s 

Gentlemen, I shall occupy no more time on that branch of the case. 
This Gerstmann is the only witness that is produced in support of the 
charge. Ihave had some experience in courts of justice in the prose- 


cution and in the defense of men charged with crime, but I have never . 


seen a court of justice disgraced by such a disreputable witness. 

The other branch of the charge, individual bribery, rests upon the 
evidence of a man named Louis Jahn. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. MARTIN], in his remarks yesterday, stated that Jahn was a Repub- 
lican. I deny that he isa Republican. He is a renegade; he is more 
of a Democrat than a Republican, and yet I would not disgrace the 
Democratic party by claiming that fie is a Democrat. He has reached 
that high state known as Mugwumpism. From the time of Judas 
Iscariot down to the days of modern Mugwumpism, you will always 
find the most despicable characters among that classof men, Mr. Hurd 
could not get a Democrat to swear to individual bribery in that pre- 
cinct. He had to go among the Mugwumps to get a man to give the 
testimony he desired. 

Now, what is the evidence of Jahn? In his direct examination he 
swears like ‘‘ the army in Flanders” upon the fraudulent use of money 
to carry the precinct, but when he was cross-examined his evidence 
showed that at the time when, as he undertook to testify, Mr. Gates, a 
Republican, was paying from $3 to $10 apiece to nineteen different men, 
he g ahn) was off in some other locality, so that his testimony was en- 
tirely hearsay—he knew nothing about it. Every man that has looked 
intoalaw-book understands that hearsay evidence is not competent proof; 
and if you invoke the rules of law which usually govern proceedin; 
of this kind, the evidence of this man Jahn must be entirely excluded. 
But I say, as did the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] yes- 
terday, that if you take this evidence and give it the highest coloring 
that Mr. Hurd or his adherents on this floor can give it, it simply 
means this: that in this large precinct in the city of Toledo, a city of 
from fifty to sixty thousand inhabitants, these nineteen men were em- 
ployed as ticket peddlers, not to corrupt voters, but for the p 
of seeing that every man who desired to cast his ballot on that occa- 
sion was furnished with a ballot; not to corrupt the polls, but to see 
that the thugs and gutter-snipes, who have rendered the city of Cincin- 
nati almost infamous, should be relegated to the rear, and that honest 
men could go to the polls and vote according to their convictions for 
the candidates whom they believed would ¢arry out their political 
principles, 

The third proposition that is made by Mr. Hurd and by the minority 
of the Committee on Elections is in regard to the question of uncer- 
tainty in thisprecinct. They claim the result is so uncertain that no man 
can tell the number of votes that were cast. Now, Mr. Speaker, let us 
for a moment look at the evidence on this point. In the testimony 
which was taken, the tally-sheet which I now hold in my hand was 
used as an exhibit. This tally-sheet-shows that at that precinct 103 
votes were cast for Mr. Hurd and 323 for Mr. Romeis, leaving a ma~ 
jority of 220 for Mr. Romeis. Now the trouble arose in this way: 
When the officers had finally counted the number of ballots in the box 
they found that there was a deficiency of 4 as compared with the num- 
ber of names on the poll-book; and the only uncertainty is in regard to 
this deficiency of 4, and an excess of 7 which there was on the first 
count. 

That excess of 7 in the number of ballots as compared with the num- 
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ber of names on the poll-book is accounted for in this way: The bal- 
lots were taken out and counted by two different judges and their re- 


sults added together. Anybody who has had experience in matters of 
this kind knows the uncertainty of that character of count. Those 
tickets were then placed back in the box; and Mr. Kelley, the Democratic 
judge of the precinct, testifies that they were counted out one by one. 
Mr. Jahn took them and handed them to the other judge; and Mr. 
Kelley strung them on astring. When they took care in this way, 
they found that the ballots were 4 fewer than the number of names on 
the poll-book; and they found that the majority of Mr. Rameis was 
220, just as I have indicated. 

Now, there is no uncertainty there. It is plain from the evidence 
adduced, upon which the House can act, that the majority of Mr. Ro- 
meis, on the number of votes counted, was 220. But these judges of 
election desired to have the tally-sheet correspond with the poll-book; 
and on motion of this man Jahn, the man who has attempted to impeach 
and destroy the vote at that precinct, 2 votes were added to each of the 
candidates, increasing the 426 votes to 430. Now, that this did not op- 
erate atall to the injury of Mr. Hurd is apparent from this tally-sheet, 
which I hold in my hand. Members<an see that upon this occasion 
there were some twenty candidates in all voted for, paana the Repub- 
licans and Democrats together; and what was true in Mr. Romeis’s case 
was equally true in regard to the secretary of state, the judge of the 
supreme court, and all the other candidates. So that Mr. Romeis is in 
the same condition with these other men who received their certificates 
and are filling the offices to which they were elected by the suffrages of 
the people of that district. 

On every principleof law and justice the vote of this precinct must 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE]. 

Mr, PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, the poet Tennyson has said: 

Better fifty years of Europe than a cycle of Cathay. 

Ido not want to talk to a House that does not listen to me; and I 
` the time which may be consumed in bringing the House to order 

will not be taken out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday we were treated to 
a very singular phenomenon. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BURNES] came forward voluntarily as a witness to the good character 
of one S. Gerstmann. That I may not do the gentleman from Mis- 
souri any injustice I propose to read what he said yesterday: 

Forseveral years—I will not say how many, but certainly as many as four—Rev. 
Mr. Gerstmann was the Jewish rabbi ministering to the people to whom [have 


alluded. He ministered ably and successfully, and, so far as I know, to the en- |, 


tire satisfaction ofthe Shios ot Saint J reer especially of those who worshiped 
in his synagogue. 


Now, that was a rate witness. I wish my friend from Missouri were 
present, because I propose to introduce a witness better even than him- 
self in regard to the character of thisman Gerstmann. Whom do you 
suppose Iam about to introduce? Mr. Gerstmann himself. Mr. Gerst- 
mann, take thestand! What do you say about yourself? Now, I ask 
every gentleman on the other side of the House to listen to what 
Gerstmann swears about Gerstmann: 


aid: I understand you to say tbat you were in Savannah, Ga., in 1870 How long 
you ereraa to live there? 
. I quitted it in 1870. 
& Have you been back there since ? 
A. For a few months to visit my sister; I had a sister living there. 
Q- What is her name? 
A, I refuse to answer. 


Why not? Do you suppose any decent man in America would be 
. ashamed to tell the name of his sister ? What does Gerstmann say? 

A. She is in the graveyard. 

Q What was her name when she did live? 

. I decline to answer. 

Q What was there about your residence in Savannah, Ga., that leads you to 
refuse to answer these questions? 

A. I decline to answer, 

[ Laughter. ] 

Hold on for a moment, gentlemen; that is not all. 
from Missouri [Mr. BURNES) was here now: 

Q Ta e criminal records down there develop any reason why you had 

A. I decline to answer. 

Mr. WOLFORD rose. 

_Mr. PETTIBONE. Ihave but a few moments myself, and can not 
yield to any interruption. 

Now hear what Gerstmann swears about Gerstmann: 

Q. Will the criminal records down there develop any reason why you bad 
better not? 

That is, will the criminal records down there when you resided in 
Savannah, Ga., give any reason why you had betternotanswer? Well, 
what was ‘his answer? 

A. I decline to answer. 


But let us goon. Where have you been since 1860, when the war 
began, when you refused to go into the confederate service, when you 
assumed the robes of a Jewish rabbi to get out of it; where have you 


Iwish my friend 


been? Well, I lived in Arkansas, at Helena. When? After I left 
Savannah. What other places did you live at? He could not tell. 

And this is Gerstmann, and not my friend Burnes, of Missouri. 
What do yousay, Gerstmann; where did youlive? Idonot know what 
other places I lived at. That is the only place I know of. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

Gentlemen, do you tell me this man Gerstmann told the truth? Do 

you tell me he was honest? 

Mr. BURNEs says Gerstmann lived four yearsin Saint Joseph. Gerst- 
mann swears he does not remember where he lived after 1870 except in 
Helena, Ark. 

Gentlemen, I put it to the clear intellects of the men before me, do 
you believe that story? I will tell you I do not, and I do not believe 
any honest man on this floor believes what Gerstmann says. 

We can rely on what our brother BuRNES says, But recollect when 
you strike out Precinct B of ward 8 of the city of Toledo you have got 
to rely on this man Gerstmann. 

Hold on fora moment. Iam not dead yet, nor done yet. This is 
Gerstmann’s statement about what he knows about Gerstmann: 


Q. You did not enter the confederate service? 
A. No, sir; I did not. 
Q t Ces used yonk clerical robes to protect you from military duty? 
es, sir. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 
Let me go still further: 


re You did preside over achurch? 
I presided over one; yes, sir. 

g How long did you continue to preside over that church ? 

A, I decline to answer. 

Think of it—a clergyman ashamed to tell how long he presided over 
a church. [Laughter. ] 

Q- How long did you continne in the clerical work at Savannah? 

. I decline to answer, 
But let us go on and see what else we can find: 
Q. Give us the names of the leading members of that congregation there. 
A. They are all dead. I am the only living member left, 
[Great laughter and applause. ] 

That isto be found on page 119 of the testimony. I turn over to the 
next page, and I find the following: 

9 How many times have you been in prison since 1870? 

I don’t think I was any time in prison. 

Q You don’t, eh? 

[Laughter and applause.) 

Q. Are you positive of that? 

A. Tam not positive of that. 

Oh, gentlemen! [Laughter and applause. ] Gentlemen of this House, 
Americans, do you believe this Wandering Jew, who says he can not rec- 
ollect whether he was in prison or not! I know you do not believe 
him, and you know we do not believe, avy one of us, what he says. 


Q Where did yon preach last? Is it anything to be ashamed af? 
. I decline to answer. 


[Laughter. ] 

And this is your man Gerstmann! What does this man know about 
the fraud in that precinct (B) when he swears he went to the Republi- 
can headquarters in New York and they would not give him any money. 
And then he swears he went to the Democratic headquarters, and they 
would not give him any money. What do you know? How will you 
cast out the vote of Precinct B? I want you to listen to it, and then I 
hope as mere partisans you will find he is a saint among saints, 

Now, thank God, this is not a political question. Honorable gentle- 
men, who are strong Democrats, are entirely united with me in saying 
we can not believe this creature Gerstmann. Heisan Israelite of whom 
it could never be said: ‘‘ Behold an Israelite indeed, in whom is no 
guile! 

What do you know about his evidence, for I am going to read you a 
sentence, upon which the case must turn, of your Gerstmann in 
to Precinct B of ward 8 in the city of Toledo—what do yon think of 
it? And listen, if you please, while I read. You will find it on page 
117 of the evidence. 

A. From the conversations that I had with those people, and from the change 
of feelings and their countenances— 

Mr. Speaker, I hope I may have the attention of the House for the 
few moments I have the floor. 

se M SPEAKER. Thegentleman’stime hasexpired. [Great laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I would like to read this by common consent. It 
is the answer of Gerstmann. [Cries of ‘‘Read!’?] Then I will read. 

Mr. TURNER. I have not interposed any objection myself to the 
gentleman proceeding with his remarks; but it must be the distinct 
understanding that the time he occupies shall not come from the side 
of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. 
yield? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Ido not want more than half a minute. 

‘Mr. TURNER. I cannot yield any time to come outof the time of 
the majority. 


How long a time is the gentleman willing to 
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The SPEAKER. How long will the gentleman yield, provided it 
does not come out of that time? 

Mr. TURNER. I will not split hairs about a half a minute, but I 
think the debate ought to end at the time fixed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman will pro- 
ceed, the time taken not to come out of the eight hours. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I will read: 


A. From the conversations that I had with those people, and from the change 


of feelings and their countenances, I could see, I supposed, that their desires 
had |, or somethin, 


been in that way. Ofcourse they did not come ex- 
pressly out, but from that I could infer that something was done to poison their 
minds, or to pouon their ideas, and that can only be done with money, I sup- 
pose. That is according to my ideas, but I was not there, and I had nothing to 
do with the funds, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I have the unanimous consent of the House of 
course to extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Then, sir, I conclude as follows: It appears 
that unless this witness Gerstmann can be belieyed—not only as to 
what he swears to; but also as to what he surmises—this case of Hurd 
va. Romeis must practically go by the board. But it is evident that 
either he is a great liar, or he has a wofally incompetent memory, If 
he isa common liar, hecannot bebelieved. If hecannotrecollect, ashe 
swears, whether he has ever been in prison; if he can not recollect whether 
for four years hewas a rabbi to the Jewish synagogue at Saint Joseph, 
Mo., as our brother BuRNES swears he was; if he càn not recollect any 
possible fact that would impeach his moral character, so that in decency 
he can not be believed, then it is evident he is nothing less than a driv- 
elingidiot. If he is not, then heis a knave andself-confessed perjurer. 

I leave the dilemma to besolved by those who profess to believe him. 
I think that he is simply 

' A wandering mass of rank, unwieldy woe. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Speaker, I think, saying 
it with entire deference, that the difference between the majority re- 
port and the arguments made on the floor in support of it, and the re- 
port of the minority and the arguments made on the floor in support 
of it, is the difference of looking at facts in detail and looking at them 
as a whole; between taking them up separately and ascertaining froma 
separe examination of them the value of each as an isolated fact, and 

them up in their concatenated relation as a whole. 

I admit, after a most careful examination of these three reports and 
the briefs filed for the contestant and contestee, that if each fact be 
taken up by itself and isolated from all that went before and all that 
came after, it is not sufficient of itself standing alone to base a verdict 
upon. But upon the reading of all these papers I can not avoid the 
conclusion that taking them as a whole, concatenated as a series, it is 
beyond cavil that the seat occupied by the sitting member was not 
oo to him by the voice of the people at an election held according 
to law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit me to 
ask him a question? 3 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have not time. IfI have 
time left to do so, I will yield to the gentleman to ask me a question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I judge if that celebrated and historic fox that 
stood at the mouth of the lion’s den, hesitating as to whether he should 
accept the hospitable invitation to dinner, could have heard an argu- 
ment of some friend of that lion that he ought not to put too much 
weight, attach too much importance to the individual tracks, that 
really no one track meant anything; that certainly no one of them 
ought to overturn the presumption that the royal lion was honest, and 
anyhow such evidence was illegal, not in accordance with the prece- 
dents in the books of the realm, he would have listened to an argument 
saan as keen, and as conclusive as the arguments we have heard an 

A 

But it was all the tracks, leading all in the same direction, that pre- 
served that fox on that occasion from that celebrated feast; and so, Mr. 
Speaker, it is in this case. 

Upon the doctrine of probabilities, Precinct B of ward 8 of the city 
of Toledo could by no accident have so many incidents that need ex- 
planation; and I desire, in what I intend to submit, merely to group 
these incidents which require explanation, and show that they are too 
numerousand that they are too much alike; that they follow each other 
in their logical order; that they belong in their proper places, and that 
necessarily they had but one result, and that result was accomplished. 
I care not who the witness Gerstmann is; but if a man were to come 
and say, ‘‘ Watch Precinct B, ward 8; there is going to be something 
done there, and I know that is the ward that is selected,” that is a fact 
wholly independent of the character of the witness, and he is sustained 
or he is refuted by what occurs subsequently thereto. 

For if it be true that a particular ward is selected as the arena fora 

icular class of operations, if it be true that these operations are to 

in a sequence, that in essence they are that money shall be put into 

the ward for the purpose of changing its ordinary political voice from 

soe side to the other, then if that be successful certain results will fol- 
ow. 


Now the initial step of this proceeding, the very ‘* beginning corner” 
of this survey, is that Precinct B of ward 8 was selected as the place 
where money was to be put and where the operations were to be per- 
formed. And the evidence is persuasive that the Republica commit- 
tee of the city and the national Republican committee united in both 
the selection and the accomplishment of this purpose. I have not time 
to present that evidence; but it is positive, it is cireumstantial, and it 
is corroborated by the silence of those accused, who knew of the accu- 
sation, had opportunity to testify, and failed so to do. 

Secondly, upon the doctrine of probabilities, in any other ward in 
that whole district it would be equally likely that the judges and offi- 
cers would be selected contrary to law; but if this ward had been se- 
lected, then it would follow,that there you would expect to find an ille- 
gal selection, and we find two judges are Republicans and the Demo- 
cratic judge is a non-resident of the precinct. 

This is the beginning. But what next? We go a step further; and 
in that particular election in that district for this office there is a dis- 
satisfied element of the Democratic party, so that the dissatisfied Dem- 
ocratic element may be the element from which the non-resident judge 
has been selected. And you further find that the two clerks in that 
particular precinct, instead of being of opposite and separate parties, 
were selected as belonging to the Republican party. It is said that this 
is not absolutely illegal, and that there is a hypothesis that makes it 
legal.. I grant you that is true; but is it not remarkable that that un- 
explained and unproven hypothesis should happen to occur in connection 
with a ward which has been selected to be tampered with atan election - 
at which the judges are selected contrary to the spirit of the law? 

Let us goa step further. It would beif honestly done, if there was 
no design in it, that the election in that precinct would be like all the 
electionsin all of the other precincts; that when the ballot-box is opened 
the law of Ohio, which is an exceedingly plain, well-drawn, and well- 
guarded system, would beobeyed. If, on the other hand, that had been 
selected for the attempted manipulation, that manipulation would be 
seen when the ballot-box is opened and even before it is opened; for 
by the law of Ohio the poll-book is to be signed before the ballot-box 
is opened. There was a merei arity, it isclaimed, in this respect. 
Grant it. But this irregularity in all of the lines, in all of the tracks, 
was in the same direction—all going into the lion’s den. It is an irreg- 
ularity that opens the way to fraud. 

The statute explicitly requires that the poll-book is to be signed by 
the two clerks before the ballot-box is opened, so that the book shall 
stand upon its own record and the ballot-box shall stand upon its own 
count. Now, I repeat, the poll-bookis not signed, and the reason is ob- 
vious. It is that if these selected officials, these judges and these two 
clerks, both of the same party, failed to do their duty, and a fraud is 
contemplated, there may be the means of carrying it out, so if there be 
a manipulation of the vote there may be a method found for making 
that manipulation successful. Then theballot-boxisopened. Thelaw 
of Ohio in this regard and with respect to counting the ballots is, in my 
judgment, mandatory. I submit to the great names in our profession 
that have drawn that distinction, which I have long considered danger- 
ous, between directory and mandatory provisions, it is doctrine which 
puts the judge-madelaw above the legislative will. It is this doctrine, 
which has been so bentand twisted for those ‘* hard cases,” which makes” 
shipwreck of the science of jurisprudence. But assuming that the law 
of Ohio in this respect is not mandatory, it does not weaken the force 
of the thought I desire to submit. 

It is the duty of those judges when they open that box for one of them 
to take a ballot singly out of the ballot-box, open it before the crowd 
assembled there who may choose to witness the transaction, read it, 
pass it to his brother judge, who reads it aloud and passes it to the 
third judge, who strings it. 

There have been words dropped in this argument which I do not un- 
derstand. They speak of ‘‘an informal count of a ballot.” And what 
is an informal count of a ballot but an illegal tampering with a ballot. 

There is no such thing as an informal count of the ballot which rep- 
resents the voice and will of the people. As I have said, all that these 
men can lawfully do is for one of them to take each ballot singly out 
of the box, read it, pass it to his brother judge, who reads sand cancel 
it to the third, who strings it. Now, it might be according to the doc- 
trine of probabilities that ignorant judges might be found in that 
cinct as weli asin others. But how does it happen they are found in 
no otber precinct than that;, that in this particular precinct, selected, 
as Gerstmann says, for manipulation, there should be these judges (one 
a non-resident of the precinct), these clerks of the same party, these 
ballots counted illegally—that all this irregularity is found in that pre- 
cinct? 

Then we go one step further. Between that ballot-box and that un- 
signed poll-book is an irreconcilable discrepancy. And those ballots 
are taken out, laid on the table, put in piles, first, as one of the reports 
says, according to politics; then divided in subpiles of five, and then 
counted; every step being an illegal step; every step being a step open 
to fraud and giving opportunity to commit it. 

And now see the result of all—a Democratic precinct giving a majority 
of 70 gives a Republican majority of 220.. The selection was wise; the 
means effective; the result accomplished. Shall we now declare it to 
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have becn legal, proper in its conception, lawfal in its progress and ex- 
ecution, praiseworthy in its success? 

I say when you group these series of facts there is but one fair con- 
elusion to draw from them. When you look out of a window and see 
a feather floating by you do not need to liave the swaying of a whole 
forest to know the wind is from the east. When the cook brings on 
the table bread beautifully risen, you do not need to be told about the 
yeast that has been used to produce this effect. And so at this feast, 
with these facts before you, you do not need to be told there has been 
leaven put in this measure of meal; you can well ju from the form 
of bread that comes out, what culinary operation has resorted to. 

I say by every principle of law that ballot ought to be thrown out. 
Then if it is to be thrown ont, ought the election to be declared void ? 
I say, emphatically, no. The election in each precinct is a separate 
election. Each precinct holds its own polls. Each precinct has its 

te judges, and the election which is void is the election about 
which we have been investigating, about which these things can be 
said. Quoad hoc the election is void, but only so far as that ballot-box 
and that precinct are involved. 

I do not intend to go into the other questions, but they illustrate 
how what I havesaid about this precinct is corroborated by what hap- 

in the others. In another precinct a gentleman by the name of 
Bell handles theballots. In another there is the intimidation of Kelley. 
These acts in all of these precincts being in favor of the one candidate 
and all against the other, the contestant. — 

The question as to Kelly’s Island stands upon a somewhat different 
footing; not hostile, but onlydissimilar. For all these principles find 
their common root in the great principle that an election is the free 
deposit of the ballots of free voters in the ballot-box at a time designated 
by law, at a place appointed by law, in a mode prescribed by law. We 
must not lose sight of that principle amid our discussions. That is 
an election, and that only is an election, which is deposit of the free 
ballot of a free voter freely exercising his choice, deposited on a pre- 
scribed day, at an appointed place, inaccordance with designated modes. 
All these must concur. Of course there must be some flexibility in the 
application of the rules of law. There must be evidence to establish 

e great fact whether there has been such an election. 

But the preliminary inquiry, the one that lies at the very beginning 
of all investigation, is this question: Are they the votes of those who 
deposited them, or are they the votes of somebody else who makes 
them be deposited? Now, that is the sole question of the Kelley’s Isl- 
and precinct. Inmy mind intimidation is a word of vast and irregular 
and uncertain meaning. What will intimidate one man has no effect 
upon another. It has been said in one of the old cases, and eloquently 
said, by a gentleman who is still on this floor, that ‘‘a threat to starve 
is a greater and meaner threat than a threat to murder.’’? A bringing 
of the pressure of losing wages to the wage-earner out of whose sweat 
must be coined the bread and raiment of those who are dependent upon 
him is a worse intimidation than all the racks and tortures that ever 
were devised, the one most certain to break his spirit and break his 
heart. And they never come in these cases in direct language. 

They are never so openly made as to be entirely taken hold of. You 
can not measure them; you can not exactly weigh them; you have to 
ascertain them by the ordinary means by which you ascertain subtile 
and invisible powers. The greatest forces in nature are those subtile 
and invisible forces which are so tial; and this power over the 
mind of man by this subtile a to his heart and to his necessities 
is not like a threat of personal violence; it is not like corporal pun- 
ishment, capable always of exact proof; itis like the illustrations which 
I have tried to submit, capable of proof only by a series of connected 
links. 

Here are the men in the employ of Mr. Kelley, here is Mr. Kelley say- 
ing that to vote in a certain way will be against his interests, here he is 
adding that those in his employ who vote that way will be the first to 
be di here he is at the polls when the votes are deposited, 
here he is complaining that one of them is deposited against him; there 
is the majority against the man that he is against for the man that he 
is for, and that at a precinct habitually Democratic. What further 
proof is required? You do not have to eat the whole leg of mutton to 
get the taste of the meat or to know the quality of the cook; you do 
not have to enter every chamber to know the character of the house. 

Agassiz from a single fin could construct the whole fish from which 
it came, and ex pede Herculem is an old Latin maxim ressing the 
same thought. Here is the employer, here is the employé, here are the 
necessities of the employé, here is the influence of the employer, here 
are his expressions, here is his conduct at tlie polls, here are the votes 
cast; there is the result—defeat for the man he is against, success for 
the man he is for. You may tear the argument to pieces; you may iso- 


late the facts, and say there is nothing in this orin that; you can break 

each fagot; but I deny that there is any legal or intellectual acumen 

strong enough to break the whole bundle of fagots when you tie them 
ther in your mind and examine them as a connected whole. 

. Speaker, it is for these reasons and these reasons alone that it 

seems to me that the contestant ought to be given his seat. I admit 

that we ought to be careful with the ballot-box. 


I not only admit it, 


sir, but I think the great crying danger of the American Republic is 
that the omnipotent power of the law seems hardly enough to keep 
sacred the ballot-box. 

I would be glad if some divine power could always guard the ballot- 
box, in which and through which alone the voice of afree yop can be 
freely heard, and when itis once established that the voice is the august 
voice of the free, it ought to be obeyed. But the way to keepit sacred is 
to say that when it is the voice of fraud, when it is made to utter a lie, 
when it is surrounded by those who manipulate it, when base priests 
nominally worship at that altar but worship for base purposes, that 
those for whom these outrages are perpetrated shall receive no benefit 
therefrom. 

Let no title to a seat in this House be secured by such muniments. 
Let it be once more proclaimed that there can be no election to this 
House at the dictation of the employer to the employed. Once more 
solemnly declare that there is no place in American jurisprudence for 
rules of so-called law by means of which fraud can be successful and 
wrong triumphant. We will this day perform a righteous and far- 
reaching act if we determine that the voice of Jacob shall not deceive 
us into any surrender of our birthright. It is thus and thus alone that 
we can preserve the purity of the ballot-box; thus and thus alone can 
we make perpetual our determination that its voice shall be honestly 
heard and its behests loyally obeyed. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I am not in charge of the interests of 
the minority of the committee, but I desire now to advertise them that 
this is the last hour to which they are entitled, and if it is their wish, 
: will now ask unanimous consent that the contestant be heard for one 

our. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HURD (contestant). Mr. Speaker, in a cause in the result of 
which I have such a deep personal interest I hesitate to address this 
House. If it were a mere question of the occupancy of the seat of the 
sitting member from the tenth Congressional district of Ohio I should 
be silent; but I can not rest under the imputation of seeking a seat to 
which I have not been elected, relying upon a partisan friendly ma- 


jority. 


To vindicate the course I have pursued in making this contest, to show 
to this House and to the American people that I have cause to 
claim that-I have been elected to this Congress, a sense of duty to my- 
self, to my friends, tothe constituency which has so often honored me, 
and to the members of this House, com me to s to-day. Nor 
do I overlook the interest which the public has in the question which 
I shall discuss. Above and beyond the interest which either the sit- 
ting member or I have in this controversy is the interest of the public. 
It makes but little difference who the legislator is, provided the sources 
of his pone be pure and uncontaminated. Vastly above and greater 
than the question, Who is the Representative? is that other question, 
Has the election on which he relies been free? For without pure and 
free elections the Republic is like the splendors of tropical bloom when 
the fi ce and the colors have de 

In what I shall say to-day I shall indicate the penalty which offended 
selfishness attempted to impose upon the honest advocacy of a cause be- 
lieved to be true. I shall point out the paths through which monopoly 
and ill-gotten wealth are pressing to throttle free ion. I shall 
show the methods by which the public will, in one district at least, was 
attempted to be thwarted. And whatever the result of this contest to 
me mally, I shall not consider this occasion altogether lost if it shall 

le me, even in the slightest degree, to arouse public attention to 
the great danger which is brooding over free institutions in the poison- 
ing of the ot-box through corruption and the enslavement of labor 
through terrorism at the polls. 

Several grounds were assigned in the notice of contest on which my 
claim to a seat is based. I shall only consider two: those which grow 
out of the assailment of Precinct B, in ward 8, of the city of Toledo, 
and Kelley’s Island. 

There is no doubt of the power of this House to reject an entire pre- 
cinct. Each election precinct is a separate and independent political 
division. It has its own machinery, its own officers, its own elections. 
When the voting is finished its return is made ont and sent to the can- 
vassing officers, who make a general return. This general return is 
based on these particularreturns, and presupposes that each one of these 
is true. When the return so sent from a precinct is false or fraudu- 
lent or uncertain, or when it appears that no election has been held, 
then the entire return should be rejected by any tribunal which has 
jurisdiction to review the election. ; 

There is no dispute as to the principles of law by which the conduct of 
the House should be governed in rejecting an entire poll. Thereturn 
is merely the prima facie evidence of the result of the election. Un- 
assailed it is sufficient to authorize it to be counted in the eral re- 
turn; but when attacked successfully for falseness or fraud or uncer- 
tainty, then it ceases to be evidence for any purpose whatever. Verity 
can never be im to falseness; definiteness can never be predicated of 
uncertainty; integrity can never be attributed to fraud; and therefore 
when the return has been attacked and impeached successfully, foreither 
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of these reasons the entire poll must be rejected. Then he who relies 
upon the vote of the precinct is left to prove by other testimony what 
the result of the election is. 

If he expects that the poll of the precinct shall be counted for him, 
the burden of proof is upon him to show by evidence aliunde what the 
true vote is; and this evidence must establish every material fact nec- 
essary to make a valid election. Applying these principles to the case 
in hand, I inquire is there anything in the election in this precinct in 
Toledo and in Kelley’s Island which will justify this House in throw- 
ing out the entire vote of each? 

First, I wish to call your attention to the conduct of the officers of 
election at Precinct B, ward 8, of Toledo, after the polls were closed. 
The law of Ohio provides, that as soon as the election is over the total 
number of votes shall be ascertained by the officers, who shall figure 
up the poll-books and sign and certify tothesame. The tickets are to 

.Temain in the ballot-box until this has been done. Thereupon the box 
is to be opened and the tickets taken out one by one, and the names of 
the candidates read by one of the judges, while the ticket isin his hand. 
This shall be continued until a number of tickets shall have been ta- 
ken from the box equal to the number of names on the poll-books, 
Then the counting ceases, and if more tickets are left they remain un- 
counted in the box. 

In this case not one provision of the law on this subject was regarded. 
The poll-books were not signed until after the final count had been 
completed, so the foundation was never laid for the counting contem- 
plated by the statute. Instead of the judges secking to make the tick- 
ets agree with the poll-books, they endeavored to make the poll-books 
agree with the tickets. In other words, they learned the number of 
tickets before they had learned the number of voters. 

The ballots did not remain in the box until the poll-books had been 
signed. But they were, immediately after the close of the polls, thrown 
upon the table, around which were crowded thirty persons. These 
ballots, while thus out of the place where they were required to be, 
were counted over informally twice. The result showed seven more 
tickets than names, After they had thus been unlawfully exposed for 
a considerable time, the judges put the tickets back into the box pre- 
paratory to beginning the general count—not the tickets, but ‘‘ what 
was left of them,’’ as stated by Jahn, a Republican judge. 

Instead of taking the tickets out one by one, they were taken out in 
quantities and arranged in four piles on the table, from which they 
were counted by fives. At the end of the count they were five tickets 
short. 

The judges, aftér considerable delay, added two tallies to each can- 
didate without any tickets in the box to correspond to them. 

This count, which ought to have been finished by 9 o’clock in the 
evening, was not concluded until 1 o'clock in the morning. The judges, 
tired and mad, at last signed the certificates, and it was then re- 
marked that the whole vote would probably have to be thrown out. 

These facts are not disputed, but it is said in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee that these are mere irregularities which do not 
avoid the election. ButIanswer, what confidence shall be given to the 
acts of officers who have violated every provision of the law which was 
intended to secure the purity of the election? The presumption on 
which official acts are received is that the officer has obeyed the law 
and done his duty; but when he is proved to have violated the law and 
not to have done his duty, then no trust is to be given to anything that 
he has done. 

Of what value are laws governing elections if they are to be disre- 
garded with impunity? Of what force is the obligation of an oath, if 
it imposes no duty on the conscience of an officer? Is the return ofa 
man who does his whole duty and makes a perfect return to be of no 
more verity in the general count than the returnof aman who has vio- 
lated his oath and failed todo hisduty? Is there no difference be- 
tween public honesty and public crime in the conduct of an election ? 

It is said that these provisions of the Ohio statute are directory, and 
that the individual voters ought not to be punished for the mistakes 
of the officers of the election. This is true, I admit, if you can find 
the result of this election by other testimony than that of the officers 
of the election. Here is the duty which the law devolves upon the 
sitting member—that he shall show affirmatively, when the return has 
been impeached, what the true vote is. 

I do not suppose there will be any difference between lawyers on the 
proposition that when these irregularities and this misconduct have re- 
sulted in uncertainty as to what the true vote was the return should 
not be counted; then it must be rejected; because, if the result has not 
been ascertained, there has been no election. In this case the return 
affords no evidence of the result of the election, because itis false. This 
is shown by the testimony of one of the judges: ` 

2. bo =e that this certificate is false, do you not? 

Q. You knew that the certificate was false to the poll-book when you signed 
it, did you not? 

A, Yes, sir, 

No words of mine can add to the force of these statements. I donot 
care in what the falseness consisted. The return is fatally impeached. 
The maxim falsum in uno, falsum in omnibus applies especially to offi- 
cial acts. Ifa man charged with a public trust is shown to have been 


negligent of his duty and regardless of his oath, you can not put any 
confidence in anything that he may do. 
To count this precinct for the sitting member, you must count this 


lie. His whole title to the majority here rests upon an uncontradicted 
falsehood. Shall the true returns from the honest precincts be over- 
come by the falseness of this one ? 

But it is said that this falseness consisted merely in adding 2 votes 
to each candidate, which did not change their relative votes. 

But whatrelative vote? Thereis no relative vote, except that fixed 
by the very officers whose conduct is under impeachment. It is plain 
that nothing that they have done can be accepted as evidence for any 
purpose of the election. 

But the falseness is more than in the addition of the two tallies. Ib 
affects every declaration which the officers of election were required to 
make. The statement it contained as to the total number of votes, 
both before and after the addition, was false. One of the judges testifies 
that the total vote was not as appeared on the poll-books, but consid- 
erably less, The statement of the vote given for me was false. The 
statement of the vote given for the sitting member was false. What 
declaration of the officers, therefore, which is material to the election, 
was true? Absolutely none. The whole return therefore must be 
rejected for every purpose of evidence as to the result of the election. 

If the sitting member wishes this precinct counted for him he must 
show the vote by other testimony. This he has not done. He relies 
upon the admissions of the impeached officers, made on cross-examina- 
tion, to show what the true vote was. But can the statements of men 
as witnesses be received when their certificates as officers as to the sub- 
ject-matter are rejected as false? The same conduct which impeaches 
their official acts will also impeach their unofficial declarations. - 

But the statements of the officers themselves do not help the sitting 
member. Hahn, the clerk, testifies that he knew nothing of the vote 
except as he learned it from the judges. Kelley, the Democratic judge, 
stated that the result was so mixed up the judges could not tell which 
way it was. Jahn, a Republican judge, said that the return before the 
additions were made did not show the true result, and that none of the 
judges or clerks could tell what the true vote was. , 

Is there anything in this testimony, supposing it stood alone, to show 
the result in that precinct? Absolutely nothing. Yet this is all the 
evidence there is upon this point. No recount of ballots, no voter in the 
precinct called to testify as to his vote, no person put upon the stand, 
who knew the result, to state what it was. 

Mr. Speaker, if ever there was a case of uncertainty resulting from 
the misconduct of election officers, it seems to me it is here. What 
more conclusive evidence of uncertainty than the statements of the offi- 
cersthemselves? If they say they did not ascertain the result and could 
not, who shall ascertain it for them? If the officers the night of elec- 
tion had signed a certificate stating that through their own violations 
of the law they could not ascertain the result, they would have told the 
truth. The contestee has given you no more evidence than they had. 
What, therefore, it was impossible for them then to do it is impossible 
for you to donow. ‘This precinct must be rejected because its true 
vote never has been, and with the evidence before you never can be, as- 
certained or declared. 

For another reason this entire poll should be thrown out. When 
these ballots were put upon the table and ‘‘ what was left of them”? 
was returned to the ballot-box, a preliminary count had shown there 
were 7 more tickets than there were names on the poll-books as they ap- 
peon After the final count they were 5 tickets short. Therefore 

tween the close of the election and the close of the count 12 tick- 
ets had disappeared. Not only was there an opportunity through ex- 
posure of the ballots in violation of law to tamper with them, but there 
was an actual tampering with them. 

Remember what the judge of the election stated as to the disposition 
made of the tickets which had been unlawfully exposed on the table. 
The tickets were returned to the ballot-box preparatory to the final 
count. But what tickets? Not the tickets taken from the box—not 
the tickets which had been deposited by the voters, but ‘‘ what was 
left of them.” 

Some of them had disappeared. How many? Who hadcaused their 
disap, ce? What was the motive for destroying them? We have 
pte thas twelve, at least, had disappeared, and how many more, who 
can tell? 

It was said in the argument of this case before the Committee on Elec- 
tions that the contestant ought to be satisfied if 12 votes were taken 
from the returned majority of contesteein this precinct. That proposi- 
tion rests upon a misapprehension utterly of the law. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no verity in an election unless there is cer- 
tainty that the votes counted are those cast; unless the ballots actually 
deposited by the voters are counted. The counting of other votes does 
not ascertain the result. There must be absolute assurance that the 
ballots areactually expressive of the sense of those whocastthem. This 
can only be had when the tickets have remained in the places and in 
the custody of the officers appointed by law. To permit them to be 
handled by others than officers, to ex them in places where by law 
they are not permitted to be, is to invite improper interference from dis- 
honestmen. Large proportions of election frauds have been perpetrated 
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through these opportunities, and legislation has always imposed the se- 
verest penalties upon those who engage in them. The interest of pure 
elections demands that no exposed voteshall ever be counted unless itis 
clearly shown thatno harm has been done the ex Iftam- 
pering has actually occurred, then the return be rejected without 
hesitation. ` Popular government requires it, for unless the choice of the 

le can be honestly ascertained elections are worse than a mockery. 

o allow such practices at the sourceis as though a corpse were thrown 
into a fountain, from which all the outflowings afterward would savor 
of death. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another ground for the rejection of this 
precinct. It is that these corrupt practices prevailed. It was a pre- 
cinct which at the previous general election given 70 Democratic 
majority. A stranger by the name of Gerstmann, a man of whom I had 
never heard until long after the election, visited the city of Toledo in 
relation to election matters, under the direction of the Republican 
national committee. He went to this precinct after he had ed to 
Mr. Brown, the chairman of the local Republican committee of Toledo, 
for service. Mr, Brown detailed him to this particular precinct to as- 
certain the sentiment of the community, chiefly because he spoke the 
language of itsinhabitants, who were Germans and Poles. His work 
was ised by Brown until it was finished. Under his direction 
Gerstmann went to the city of New York to report to the Republican 
national committee what he had ascertained. 

This man Gerstmann went from house to house and from saloon to sa- 
loon throughout that district finding out the sentiment of the voters. 
He testifies that he found it allfor me. It had been a Democratic pre- 
cinct; and he wanted to know of some of the leaders there whether a 
change in the sentiment could be brought about. ‘The answer was, 
“Yes, by the expenditure of two or three thousand dollars in money.” 
When he returned to New York he carried that information with him 
and reported it to the Republican national committee. 

Mr. Elkins said it was important that Mr. Hurd should be beaten; 
that his election involved a nationally important question; that he was 
a free-trader, and should be defeated on that account, and directed 
Gerstmann to go back to Toledo and instruct the Republican committee 
to do all that they could to defeat him. He said, “I will not give you 
the money, but it will be supplied, it will go there as soon as it will 
be necessary through the proper channels for the purposes for which you 
desire it.’? Gerstmann returned to Toledo a few days before the elec- 
tion, and went over the very same ground and talked with the very 
same people, with the voters there with whom he had conversed before, 
and learned that the sentiment had changed; from the admissions of 
the voters themselves he learned that the change had been made by 
the use of money among them, and which change he testifies had been 
accomplished in the time between his first and last visit. This testimony 
of Gerstmann is corroborated by the statement of another witness, Jahn, 
who testified that the Republican manager in that precinct boasted a few 
days after the election that he had paid nineteen men from $3 to $10 
apiece for services as ticket peddlers on election day. 

If these facts are true, is there any question as to what ought to be 
done with this precinct? If an actual conspiracy were entered into in 
this little precinct in the city of Toledo, with its 450 votes, to defeat me, 
aconspiracy between the Republican national and the local committees; 
if money were expended for the purpose of corrupting the voters of that 
district, and a precinct with 70 Democratic majority was changed to 
220 Republican thereby; if, as the testimony shows, a large amount of 
money had been expended in the ward for services which were not re- 
quired, what must be the result of a question as to the count in that 
district? There can be no doubt that the whole vote should be ex- 
cluded from the general return. But the majority of the committee 
say, in the first place, that Gerstmann, who testifies on this point, is 
not to be believed; that he is nota credible witness; that his testimony 
isincompetentor hearsay, and, evenif admitted, that it does not disclose 
the names of the bribers or the bribed. The claim that he is not a 
credible witness is based" upon the ground that in his cross-examination 
he declined to answer certain quesions. : 

But, Mr. Speaker; an examination of that testimony will show that 
the questions were so irrelevant and offensive that the witness felt in- 
sulted, and was justified in declining to answer. 

Besides, all the cross-examination on which they rely to affect his 
credit relates to immaterial matters. It is not followed by an attempt 
at contradiction, nor is there anything in the testimony which affects 
his story as to the substantial matters. As to these, I will notask this 
House to believe a word he has said if it be not fully corroborated by 
other facts which have been proven. 

Let me show you the corroboration. What are the material facts? 
First, that there was a conspiracy between the national committee and 
the local committee in Toledo to corrupt Precinct B, ward 8, against 
me; second, that Gerstmann was the agent of the Republican party 
to inaugurate the scheme of corruption; and, third, that the money 
did actually go there to produce the dishonest result. As to all these 
he is fully corroborated. As to some of the matters to which he testi- 
fies, Mr. Warnke, a resident of the precinct, is put on the stand by con- 
testee for of contradiction. While denying certain state- 
ments of Gerstmann to which his attention was especially called in the 
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interest of the contestee, he admits that Mr. Gerstmann came to his 
saloon and in conversation with him about matters connected 
with the election at the very time that Mr. Gerstmann says he was there. 

Here is a corroboration by their own witness of the important state- 
ment of Gerstmann that he was in Toledo at that precinct engaged in 
the work of the canvass. 

Secondly, as to the important matter of a conspiracy, Mr. James M. 
Brown, of the city of Toledo, was chairman of the Lucas County, or 
perhaps of the city, committee ing the Republican campaign. 
Gerstmann testified it was to him he reported; thatit was under his di- 
rection he visited this precinct and engaged in the work of ascertaining 
the feeling of the voters to Jay the foundation for bringing the money 
there. This same James M. Brown was the attorney of Mr. Romeis, 
the sitting member, and was the very attorney engaged in the cross- 
examination of Gerstmann. 

Now turn to Mr. Gerstmann’s cross-examination. Does Brown ask 
him a question about what Gerstmann had said as to his interviews 
with him? Does he propound a question to him about the arrange- 
ment made between them in reference to that precinct about which | 
Gerstmann had testified, or as to what was done in New York about car- 
rying out the arrangement? Not one word. 

Mr. Speaker, is it inconceivable that an attorney engaged in the cross- 
examination of a witness will sit quietly by and allow the witness to 
charge him with conspiracy and fraud and crime and not allude to it 
in the cross-examination if it be not that the witness is telling the 
truth? Brown could have gone on the stand himself to contradict 
him. But never did he testify. Never did he call the attention of 
Gerstmann to any one of the facts relative to the conspiracy to which 
he had testified. 

It is a well established rule of law that when a man is present when 
a charge of crime is made against him and he is silent, the charge will 
be presumed to be true. And here, in this case, when Gerstmann 

there was a conspiracy to defraud me of my election, to de- 
bauch this precinct in the city of Toledo, in the presence of Mr. Brown, 
one of the alleged conspirators, and Brown does not deny it, he, by his 
silence, confesses it. And I ask no better corroboration of that impor- 
tant orr of the case than this silence of the attorney of the sitting 
member, 

But there is a corroboration as to the other fact that money was sent 
tothis precinct. Where did the Republican manager of the precinct get 
the money with which he paid the voters of that precinct, as he boasted 
he had done after the election? 

It is not likely he paid itoutof his own pocket. Iis certainly a fair 
presumption that it came from a corruption fund which had been pro- 
vided for that precinct. 

I regretted to hear my friend from Pennsylvania say yesterday this 
was legitimate work, the paying of men for ticket-peddling. Why give 
one man $3 and another man $10? Why givenineteen men money for 
peddling tickets at an election in a little precinct containing less than 
450 votes? If the same expenditure were made in the other precincts 
of the tenth ional district one thousand men would have been 
employed and from five to ten thousand dollars in money required. 
No such amount of money could ever be honestly used at an election. 

It is said this testimony is hearsay. Idenyit. Itis thestatement 
by the witness of a fact within his knowledge. The general sentiment 
of a community upon a particular subject is just as much a fact as any- 
thingelse. Andif you can not prove it bya man who declares he knows 
the fact, then you will be obliged to put every man in the community on 
the stand and show what his particular opinion was, so as to reach the 
general sentiment by the aggregate of individual opinions—a course 
which would be both impracticable and absurd. 

But if there were any doubt upon this point that doubt is removed 
by a recent decision in an English contested-election case, the North 
Durham case. It is reported in 1 O’Malley and Hardcastle, page 152, 

The petition contained the usual allegations of corrupt practices by 
agent, and also an allegation that the election was void on account of 

riot and intimidation. i 

In the course of the case a witness who had been employed to can- 
vass against the respondent was asked by Mr. A. L. Smith, for the peti- 
tioner: 
on When you canvassed the tradesmen what was the feeling you found among 

em 


Ad found a reluctance to promise, and certain of them told me if they 
y — < 
Mr. Sergeant Parry, for the respondent, objected to this as not being 
admissible. He submitted that the tradesmen themselves must be 
asked if it was sought to prove that they had been unduly influe 
Mr. Baron Bramwell said: $ 
I think you are at liberty to ask the question as to generals, but you may not 
fini to particulars. You may ask the eral question whether he found any 
e 


cular difficulty in getting promises in a particular district, and if so whether 
can attribue it to any canse, 


The principle here established shows Gerstmann’s testimony to be 
clearly competent. 

But it is said the evidence does not disclose the names of the briber 
and the bribed. I did not intend to prove the briber and the bribed. 
If I had done that, I should have failed in the object I had in view. 
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I assail the whole precinct, endeavoring to show that it should be 
thrown out on account of general corruption. If I had proved the 
briber and the bribed, the poll could have been purged by the elim- 
ination of the illegal votes. The entire poll will never be rejected 
when you know the bribed votes. This will be done only where gen- 
eral bribery has been shown, and it is impossible to separate the good 
votes from the bad. It is like proving the general reputation of an in- 
dividual to be bad. 

It can not be shown by particular acts of misconduct, by proving what 
people generally say of the person assailed. It is that sort of impeach- 
ment that I have attempted to make of this precinct in this case. I 
claim that the testimony is competent to. show it; that in all the ma- 
terial points the corroboration of Gerstmann is complete, and that if it 
were not, the failure of the sitting member to a a single witness on 
the stand to contradict any of the suspicions that have been proved 
makes out a case. 

It is said that the proof I have given as to the declarations of the 
manager of the election in this precinct is not competent because it is 
also hearsay. It will be remembered that one of the witnesses testi- 
fied that the Republican manager told him shortly after the election 
that he had paid nineteen men from three to ten dollars apiece for serv- 
ices as ticket peddlers the evening after the election. I admit that 
these declarations would not be competent to affect the sitting mem- 
ber with bribery, nor even to prove that nineteen persons had been 
bribed. ButIclaim that they are competent as the'admissions of a 
confessed agent made shortly after the election as a circumstance tend- 
ing to show the prevalence of corrupt practices on election day. Such 
evidence has been repeatedly admitted in recent English contested-elec- 
tion cases. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that for all these reasons the whole vote of 
this precinct ought to be rejected. It ought not to be counted because 
of the uncertainty of the result, because of the misconduct of the elec- 
tion officers, because of the tampering with the ballot-box, because of 
general bribery and corruption. If all this be not enough to affect a 
precinct, and to show that it ought to be thrown out, I donot know what 
testimony would be regarded as sufficient. Six out of the eight Dem- 
ocratic members of the committee who express an opinion upon it agree 
that it should be rejected, and I do not know upon what principle any 
other conclusion can be reached. 

Mr. Speaker, the poll must go. The sanctity of the ballot-box has 
been invaded and no atonement can be made for it; the certificate has 
been stained, and no waters can purify it; the ballots have been pois- 
oned and nothing can cleanse them, and the return itself is a lie, and 
neither this House nor any other power can make it true. 

Kelley’s Island is the next precinct to which I call attention. That 
is a little island in Lake Erie. It gave 55 Democratic majority in 1883, 
and 29 Republican majority against me in 1884. Mr. Norman Kelley 
was the leading manin the preon He employed seventy men, nearly 
one-third of the voters, The proof shows that he said to the men that 
if Frank Hurd were elected and free-trade were to prevail he would 
be compelled to reduce his force two-thirds, and that when the time 
for reduction came the first to go would be those who voted for me and 
against his interests and their own. 

Not satisfied with that, he ordered his men to vote between 5 and 
6 o’clock in the afternoon; he went down to the door of the hall where 
the election was held, and as the men passed in he required them to 
show their tickets to him; in two instances he went to the poll with 
men to see that they put in the tickets he had given them, and when 
one man dared to vote the Democratic ticket he said to him, in the 
presence of a crowd of his employés, ‘‘ You shall Be the very first to 

.”? The Democrats protested against this interference, and begged 
him to let his men vote according to their own judgment, but-he re- 

lied: “‘It isa matter of business with me, and Lam going to protect my 

msiness.’” AsI understand it, there is no disputeas to the facts. This 
is a clear case of intimidation, and certainly a clear violation of the 
Ohio statute, which expressly prohibits the employer from directly or 
indirectly interfering with or compelling his men to vote against their 
inclinations. 

But it is maintained that the vote of the precinct shall not be af- 
fected, because there is no proof to show that the intimidation was 
effectual or that it produced the result of compelling the man to vote for 
Mr. Romeis. This implies that the burden of proof is upon me, not 
merely to prove the intimidation, but in addition to prove that the in- 
timidation accomplished its purpose. Mr. Speaker, I do not so under- 
stand the law. Intimidation, when practiced, is a crime, and when 
proved on the of a contestant, because it is a crime, devolves upon 
the contestee duty of explaining what its results have been. Itis 
sufficient for the contestant to show the violation of law. 

When that is shown, when the organization of the intimidation has 
been proven, the presumption is that it would not have been practiced 
if it had not been necessary and that its natural results have followed 
in the way of influencing the election. And then, asall lawyers know, 
by the operation of that doctrine which in the progress of the trial of a 
cause shifts the burden of proof through presumptions, the burden is 
shifted from the contestant to the contestee. , There are three presump- 
tions, Mr. Speaker, which shift this burden from the contestant to con- 


testee. One is that the natural consequences of an unlawful act have 
followed; and if a man in whose interest such unlawful act is done 
does not show that the natural consequences did not follow, the pre- 
sumption will be that they have followed. The second is, that where 
a fact is proven in the case which is material, and the other party has 
such eontrol over the witnesses as would enable him better to put them 
on the stand and produce the testimony, then if he does not do it the 
presumptions are that the suspicious circumstances which they might 
have explained if they testified are true. 

In this case these employés were in the service of Mr. Kelley; and it 
was easier for him to put them on the stand than it was for the con- 
testant. The third presumption is that all things are presumed against 
theunlawfuldoer. Omnia præsumuntur contra spoliatorem. He who de- 
spoils, who violates the law, shall have every presumption against him. 
Here I have proved a violation of law in the interest of contestee. All 
the presumptions therefore are against him, and he must prove that the 
intimidation did not result in its natural consequences or lose the votes 
which were sought to be influenced. a 

Mr. Speaker, this rule is laid down in iLe English cases. I will read 
only two extracts. In Cunningham on Elections, page 184, it is said: 
Pp that w the ma has ice te ee eo and he ers heer 
organized, the onus is on the respondent of showing that thatintimidation and 
violence have not produced their natural consequence, 

I make one further citation. Itis from the opinion of Mr. Baron 
Bramwell in the election case from the county of North Durham, al- 
ready referred to: 

What the judge has to do in that case—that 
is to say that the burden of proof is cast upon the constituency whose conduct 
is incrimi: and unless it can be shown that the gross amount of intimida- 
tion could not possibly have affected the result of the election, it ought to be 
declared void. * * + ides, I am of the opinion that where there has been 
80 |; an amount of intimidation that it is uncertain whether the result would 
Tavo ta the same without it, it can not be said that the election was free, or 
that it represented the real opinion of the constituency, but that it must be held 
void on account of that intimidation, 

This very doctrine was also declared by this House in the case of 
Goode vs. Platt. I wish members would read the speech made in that 
case by Hon. J. Randolph Tucker in defense of the proposition as I 
now maintain it; and if was his purpose to make the same statement 
to-day; but I understand he has been called away, so that he will not 
have the opportunity of saying to this House what he has said to me, 
that he heartily approves of the views I have expressed upon this point. 
The doctrine of the law maintained in that speech and sustained by the 
House in seating Mr. Goode was that after proof of intimidation the 
burden of proof is put upon the respondent, and unless he is able to 
show that the intimidation did not affect the result the election in the 


precinct where intimidation was popoa should be declared void. 
There can be no doubt that the laid down by these authorities is 
correct. 

Intimidation is an exterior power that operates upon the mind, and 
no man can know its influence and extent except the person over whom 
it has been practiced. The proposition is therefore that I shall put the 
employés of Mr. Kelley on the stand, and show by them that intimida- 
tion affected their votes. But, sir, consider in the first place that these 
very men unless di would be under the same control in testi- 
fying that they were under when they voted. If they trembled before 

cir employer when they cast their ballots, will they not fear him 
when theyare called upon to testify against him and convict him of 
crime? Itis a cruelty to compel weakness which has once yielded to 
coercion to be exposed to the temptation of perjury. It is an outrage 
to set a man’s livelihood and that of his family against truth. But 
again, who is willing to admit that he has been intimidated? Who 
will willingly confess that he has been a coward ? 

Who will consent to say that his conduct, even under the most try- 
ing circumstances, has been controlled by the power of others? The 
respect which everybody has for the brave, courageous, determined 
mau, and the contempt with which everybody regards the coward, at- 
test the unwillingness with which witnesses will testify that they have 
been affected by intimidation. Do not adopt a rule which will compel 
men to go upon the stand and proclaim that they have been unmanly. 

But, in the third place, who can measure intimidation? What is 
its height and depth, its length and breadth? Rarely does it operate 
alone upon the human mind. It is associated with other influences 
and powers; and then who shall testify what share it had in producing 
the result? Sometimes it is so hidden that you can scarcely trace it. 
Often it is so delicate or indeterminate that the man himself scarcely 
realizes that he has been influenced by it. 

For these seasons, Mr. Speaker, it is apparent that if you put the 
burden of proof upon the contestant to show what intimidation has 
done, that it has affirmatively affected the result, you compel him to do 
an impossibility. There is no difficulty in the contestee showing that 
the intimidation did not affect the vote; and therefore under the rule 
of law I have already suggested the burdenof proof must be upon him. 

Mr. Speaker, there is something to me especially revolting in this 
kind of intimidation. How pitiful, how pathetic, the spectacle of the 
high-minded man who is: ing against its power! If he were alone 
he might make a strugglesuccessfully, because with purpose unquailed 


is, where intimidation is proved— 


3500 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 14, 


and will uncontrolled he could seek employment in new fields. But if 
he have a wife and home involved, then how strong the temptation to 
yield. On the one side are political convictions, sense of duty, party 
associations, party fealty; on the other the home his earnings have 
saved, his faithful wife, and his clinging children. Intimidation did 
not affect the result! 

Mr. Speaker, there is something particularly revolting in this kind of 
intimidation to a generous and humane nature. Remember that it is 
only a corrupt man who can be bribed, but an honest man may be in- 
timidated. The crime is all on the part of the intimidator. The law 
is so kind to human weakness and frailty that it holds him guiltless 
who has been coerced by superior power. Where intimidation is at- 
tempted, I can conceive of no spectacle more touching and pathetic 
than the struggle of the high-minded man against the coercive power. 
If alone he might make it successfally, for the world is wide, and with 
noble purpose and unquailed will he can seek employment in new fields. 
But it may be that his family and home are involved. When they 
are, how strong is the inducement to yield! On the one side are man- 
hood, political convictions, party associations, partisan fealty; on the 
other the humble home his earnings have saved, the faithful wife and 
clinging children. His home and their happiness set against a single 
ballot! Ifhecould, he would deceive his employer by voting the ticket 
of his choice. But the employer is on watch at the polls. His ticket 
is placed in his hands. It is voted. 

Thestruggleisover. Hismanhoodisgone. Hisself-respect is gone, 
his political convictions surrendered, his party ties sundered; but his 
home is safe, his wife shall not suffer, his children shall not starve: 

Shame upon a cause which in its interest will perpetrate such crimes 
against labor. [Applause.] Shame upon a party that shall deliber- 
ately engage in the work of unmanning men. [Applause.] 

This gentleman, Norman Kelley, said he was interfering with his men 
in the interest of his business to protect his business. I do not know 
of any business, Mr. Speaker, that requires violation of law for its pro- 
tection. If there be, the quicker men engaged in it get out of it the 
better. i 

You may have enterprises that bloom into seeming prosperity; you 
may have your lines of trade cast in every direction; you may gather 
your wealth from every nation; but if your business must succeed 
through crime and violence the day will come when enterprise will fail 
and when the trade will be lost and the wealth shall not remain. [Ap- 


lause. 

I A Mr. Kelley and every other employer in America like him to 
understand this: You may own your acres, you may own your plants, 
you may own your machine and your machinery, but you can not own 
yourmen. [Applause.] With youremployésthere isa line over which 
you shall not go. [Renewed applause.] You may persuade, you may 
argue, you may convince, if you will, but you shall not threaten, you 
shall not coerce, you shall not compel. That is the lesson which the 
law teaches. ‘That is the lesson I would have this House to-day teach. 
Teach every employer in America that every vote attempted to be in- 
timidated shall be lost to the person for whom it is attempted to be 
compelled unless such person shall affirmatively show that the intimi- 
dation did not affect it. 

Teach them that they must respect the rights of labor and the dig- 
nity of manhood. Teach them that no wealth however great can rob 
the humblest citizen of his suffrage, and that no manufacturing inter- 
est however potential shall be permitted to interfere with the freedom 
of elections. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, if these two precincts are thrown out I shall be elected. 
Exclude the precinct in the eighth ward, and count this in Kelley’s 
Island as returned, and you have given to one man on that island the 
power to elect a member of this House. 

Reject it, as I propose, exclude it from the general return, and then 
the true majority of the honest, uncorrupted, and unintimidated pre- 
cincts is for me. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it improper in conclusion to call atten- 
tion to the election at which I was defeated. It was the October elec- 
tion in Ohio in 1884. The Democratic party of that State was engaged 
in the first great battle of a national contest. The efforts were concen- 
trated upon its soil. The fate of the Republican was held in its 

“hands. If Ohio went against the Republican State ticket, then Ohio 
was lost to the Republican candidate for the Presidency. It is a mat- 
ter of public notoriety that whatever wealth and powerand organization 
could do to secure success for that party was done. Members of the 
different Departments at Washington here wereinOhiothen. Thecam- 
paign was managed under the eye of the great leader of the Republican 
party himself. The Republican candidate for President was in Ohio, 
and in my own district staid on the night before the election. 

The eyes of the whole nation were turned toit. The whole country 
awaited the result with the keenest anxiety. The battle everywhere 
else was suspended, but it went on in the State of Ohio. 
went on on the part of the Democracy, with itsstrain on nerve and vi- 
tality against fearful odds, especially in the cities, none know ex- 
cept the gallant Democrats of Ohio themselves who were i 
the conflict. We were defeated; but, Mr. § 


the day lost then was not the day won in November? It was in this 
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battle, in the very forefront of it, in which I was stricken down. IfI 
had been fairly stricken down Ishould have waited for the tender hand 
of a kindlier day to lift me up; but having been unfairly overcome, as 
I honestly believe, could I do less than to appeal to this House to give 
me theseat to which I am entitled, not through sympathy, not thro’ 
partisanship—God forbid—but in punishment of wrong and in vindi- 
cation of right? [Loud and prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to modify the motion 
which I offered on yesterday, so as to make the first resolution offered 
by the minority a substitute for the first resolution of the commiteee, 
and the second a substitute for the second resolution of the committee, 
so that the vote can come up ly. 

Mr. TURNER addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2239) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the conténts of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—HURD YS. ROMEIS, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ROBERTSON ] tosubstitute the first 
resolution proposed by the minority for the first resolution proposed by 
the majority. The Clerk will read the first resolution proposed by the 
majority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Frank H. Hurd was not elected a member of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and is not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. For that the gentleman from Kentucky proposes a 
substitute, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Jacob Romeis was not elected a member of the House of Rep- 
prvi of the Forty-ninth Congress from the tenth Congressional district 
o o. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I think we may as well have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TURNER. I desire to state that the other section of the minor- 
ity had proposed a resolution, which I am entirely willing should be 
offered now as a substitute for those pending. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the resolution referred 
to by the gentleman from Georgia is the same resolution as is proposed 
by the first branch of the resolution ofthe minority, namely, that the 
sitting member is not entitled to his seat, the first vote comes upon 
that proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution 
upon which we are going to vote be again read. : 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair-will cause the 
resolution to be again read. The Clerk will read first the resolution 
pro by the majority of the committee. y 

e Clerk read as follows: : ; 
Resolved, That Frank H. Hurd was ‘hot elected a member of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and is not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. For the resolution just read the minority of the 
committee propose a substitute, which the Clerk will read. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Jacob Romeis was not elected a member of the House of Rep- 
Ay did of the Kerty-ninth Congress from the tenth Congressional district 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substitute 
which has just been read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 168, not 
voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—106. 

Adams, J. J. Cox, Johnston, T. D. , Pindar, 
Anderson, C. M. Crain, Jones, J. H. = 
Ballentine, Crisp, Jones, J.T. J. W. 
Barbour, Croxton, ing, Reese, 
Bar! e, Culberson, Kleiner, Richardson, 
Barnes, Curtin, Laffoon, Robertson, 
Barry, Davidson, R. H. M. Landes, Sayers, 
Belmont, Dawson, - Le Fevre, Benoy, 
Bennett, Dougherty, Mahoney, Singleton, 
Bland, Dowdney, Martin, Skinner, 
Bliss, Eden, Matson, Springer, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Elisberry, Maybury, me, W.J., Ky. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Ermentrout, M Stone, W. J., Mo, 

es, Fisher, McMillin, ey, 
Bynum, Forney, McRae, Taulbee 
Cabell, Frederick, Merriman, Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell, Geddes, Miller, To end, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, Eustace Mills, 
Campbell, J. E. Glass, Mitchell, Van Eaton, 

pbell, T.J. Green, R.S. Morrison, Viele, 
Carleton, Green, W. J. Muller, Wellborn, 
Clardy, Hall, urphy, Wheeler, 
Cc} ts, Halsell, Norwood, Wilkins, 

y Hatch, tes, Willis. 
Compton, Henderson, J.S. O'Neill, J.J. 

mstock, Hill, Outhwaite, 

Cowles, Hutton, Peel. 
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NAYS—168. 
A G.E. Foran, Lanham, Rowell, 
Allon, C. H. Ford, Lawler, Ryan, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Funston, Lindsley, Scranton, 
Baker, Gallinger, Little, Seymour, 
Beach, Gay, Long, Shaw, 
Bingham, Gibson, ©. H. Lore, Smalls, 
anchard, Gilfillan, Louttit, Sowden, 

Blount, Grout, Lovering, Spooner, 
Bound, Guenther, Lowry, Spri 
Boutelle, Hale, Lyman, Steele, 
Boyle, Hammond, rkbham, Stephenson, 
Brady, Hanback, McComas, Stewart, Charles 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, McKenna, Stew: J.W. 
Brown, 0, E. H: McKinley, St. Martin, 
Brown, W. W. Hayden, Moffatt, Stone, E. F. 
Brumm, Haynes, Morgan, Strait, 
Buchanan, Heard, Morrill, Struble, 
Bunnell, Hemphill, Morrow, Swope, 
Burrows, Henderson, D.B. Neal, Symes, 
Butterworth. Henderson, T.J. Neece, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Henley, Negley, Taylor, I. H. 

ler, Hepburn, O'Donnell, Taylor, Zach. 
Cannon, Herbert, O'Ferrall, Thompson, 

k Herman, O'Hara, Tillman, 
Catchings, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles ‘Turner, 
Conger, Hiestand, Osborne, Van Schaick, 
Cutcheon, Hires, Owen, Wade, 

z Hiscock, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Davenport, Hitt, Payne, Wait, 

Davis, Holman, Payson, Wakefield, 
Dingley, Holmes, Perkins, Ward, J. H 
Deckers, Hopkins, Perry, Warner, A. J. 
Dorsey, Jouk, Peters, Weaver, A.J. 
Dunham, Jackson, Pettibone, Weber, 
Dunn, James, Plumb, West, 
Ely, Johnson, F. A. Price, White, A.C, 
Evans, Johnston, J.T. Randall, White, Milo 
Everhart, Kelley, Ranney, Wilson, 
Felton, Ketcham, Reed, T. B. Wise, 
Findlay, La Follette, Rock well, Wolford, 
Fleeger, Laird, Rogers, ~ Worthington. 
NOT VOTING—0. 

Aiken, Eldredge, Phelps, Swinburne. 
‘Allen, J. M. Farquhar, Pidcock, Thomas, J. R, 
Arnot, Glover, Pirce, Thomas, O. B, 
Bayne, Goff, Pulitzer, ‘Throckmorton, 
Bragg, Grosvenor, Rice, Tucker, 
Buck, Howard, Riggs. Ward, T, B. 
Burleigh, Hudd, Romeis, Warner, William 
Cole, Irion, Sadler, Weaver, J. B. 
Collins, Al i Scott, ' Whiting, 
een McAdoo, Sessions, Winans, 
Daniel, Millard, Snyder, Woodburn. 
Davidson, A.C Milliken, Stahinecker, * 

ble, Nelson, Storm, 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. Prpcock- with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. Rice, 

Mr. Wry ans with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. THOMAS, of Minois. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. Prrce. 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

For this day: 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. SESSIONS. 

On the Hurd-Romeis case: 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Storm. 

Mr. ELDREDGE with Mr. Cooper. Mr. ELDREDGE would vote for 
Hurd, and Mr. COOPER for Romeis. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. THoMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Arnot with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. RieGs with Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Ricos would vote for Hurd, 
and Mr. MILLARD for Romeis. 

Mr. DARGAN. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that I am paifed with 
Mr. Prince, of Rhode Island, but I have voted upon the assumption that 
if he were present he would vote as I do upon this question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I am announced as paired with Mr. ARNOT. 
Were he present, he would vote to seat Mr. Hurd and I would vote 
against it. > 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER.. The Clerk ‘will now read the second resolution and 
the proposed substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Jacob Romeis was elected a member of the Forty-ninth Congress 
and is entitled to retain his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed substitute for 
the reso}ution just read. 


The Clerk read as follows: = 
Resolved, That Frank H. Hurd was elected a member of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress from the tenth Congressional district of Ohio, 


_ The question was taken on agreeing to the substitute, and it was re- 


jected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the adoption of the reso- 
lutions reported by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. If no 
division is asked, a vote will be taken upon both resolutions jointly. 

The question was taken, and the resolutions were agreed to. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 2 

Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 7632) to establish a light-ship off the entrance to Chesapeake Bay. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. My object is to call up the 
river and harbor bill. . . 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that the general 
appropriation bill for the Agricultural Department has precedence on 
the Calendar, and that I will not consent to its being laid aside to take 
up the river and harbor bill as proposed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr, WILLIs]. 7 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, pending this question, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] desires leave to print some remarks 
in the RECORD on the case of Hurd vs, Romeis. i 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The motion of Mr. WILLIS was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. The Clerk will report the first appropria- 
tion bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5886) making aroro riationstfor the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. [Is there objection to passing over the bill the 
title of which has just been read? The Chair hears none. The title 
of the next bill in order will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular sery- 
ice of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. WILLIS. I make the same request in regard to this bill. I 
will state that I have consulted with the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs [Mr. BELMONT], and he is ready, as he has been for 
the last ten days, to proceed with this bill; but in view of the neces- 
sity of having the riverand harbor bill at the other end of the Capitol 
as speedily as possible he waives any contest for priority, upon the un- 
derstanding that if the river and harbor bill should occupy more than 
four or five days we shall yield two hours for the consideration of the 
diplomatic and consular bill. : i 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be passed over. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will read the title of the next bill in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

A bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be passed over. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 
The Clerk read as follows the title of the next bill in order: 
A bill (H. R.7481) making an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that this bill be passed over. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. I insist upon its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the Committee of the 
Whole will rise and report the objection to the House. 
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The Committee of the Whole accordingly rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr, WELLBORN reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union having reached in reg- 
ular order the agricultural appropriation bill, objection was made to 
the motion to pass it over. > 

Mr. WILLIS. I move thatthe Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union be instructed to pass over the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
be instructed to pass the bill over? 

The question was determined in the negative; there being—ayes 74, 
noes 89, > 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House having refused to instruct the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to pass over House bill No. 7481, the first reading 
of the bill is now in order. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to occupy a single mo- 
ment in any general discussion of this bill. I only ask unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be 
now read by paragraphs for consideration under the five-minute rule. 
I will endeavor to answer any questions which may be asked in regard 
to the several paragravhs as they are reached. z . 

There being no objection, the first reading of the bill was dispensed 
with; and the Committee of the Whole proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill by paragraphs under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Animal Industry : 

For carrying out the provisions of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bu- 
reau of Indastry, there is hereby peer ropriated the unexpended bal- 
hs nis alaaa marar heepra A pipra e eiae re ikara 

ng the diseases of animals,” in theact of June 5, 1884, making an appropria- 
tion for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes; and also the unexpended balance of the sum appropriated 
under the paragraph * Bureau of Animal Industry,” in the act of March 3, 1885, 


entitled “An act making an appropriation for the Agricultural Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, Tsss and for other purposes.” 


Mr. DUNHAM.” I ask the chairman of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure to state the amount of the unexpended balances referred to in this 


paragraph. j 

Mr. HATCH. The fiscal statement up to February 1 of this year 
showed that this Bureau had in- round numbers—I have forgotten the 
exact figures—$150,000, which the committee considered sufficient for 
the wants of the bureau as now established by law. There is now 
upon the Calendar a bill, from our committee proposing to amend the 
existing law. If that bill should be passed, it will increase or dimin- 
ish the appropriation recommended, according to the form in which it 
may become a law. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
needed? 

Mr. HATCH. The committee thought not. 
consider right for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I understand that this para- 
graph appropriates in round numbers $150,000. 

Mr. HATCH. It does not appropriate it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It reappropriates it. 

Mr. HATCH. We are advised that, according to the opinion of the 
accounting officers of the Treasury, it is really unnecessary to put this 
clause in the bill; but the committee were unanimous in favor of in- 
cluding it, so that the House might know the amount to the credit of 
the department; and the reappropriation will avoid the possibility of 
any question arising in the future as to the power to expend this 


Is not $150,000 a great deal more than is really 


It is about what they 


. money. 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. There is one amendment which the committee desire 
to offer to remedy an accidental omission. I ask unanimous consent 
to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 33, page 2, the 
words ‘‘one- assistant fireman, at $500,” and to increase in accordance 
with this addition the aggregate appropriation made by the paragraph. 

‘There being no objection, the amendment was to. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iwishto ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
what is the whole amount it appropriates? It is notstated in the bill; 
and I have not been able to get a copy of the report. 

Mr. HATCH. The amount appropriated by the bill, as stated in the 
report, is $523,215. 

Mr. McCREARY. That is less than was appropriated last year ? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. Chairman, I move that this bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House witha recommendation that it 
do 4 s 
Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, before being laid aside I desire to sub- 
mitan amendment to the last section of the bill, which I will have 
read. I will state that it was considered by the Committee on Agri- 
culture and received the commendation of the committee, and though 
it is not in the bill, it is embodied in the I think, however, it 
ought to be in the bill, and hence I offer the amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

np er A adding atthe end of the second ssction : 

“Provided, That the salaries and compensation herein provided for shall be 
for full service during the legal hours of labor of each secular day in the year, 
and any less shall be entitled to a proportionately less compensation.’’ 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, and I think the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin will remember that that resolution was adopted 
by the committee and has been inserted to accompany the report, but 
is not a part of the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. In reply to the gentleman from Missouri I will state 
that the subject—— 

Mr. HATCH. I will reserve the point of order upon the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PRICE. It was considered by the committee, who regarded it 
of sufficient importance to embody it in the report. I offered the 
amendment in the committee and was overruled there, but I distinctly 
reserved the right to present it here for the action of the House. 

We found, Mr. Chairman, upon an examination of the facts, that there 
were persons employed there who never pretended to work over six 
hours a day, and on Saturdays only fiveand a half hours; we found 
seventy .persons at work during the year, when the law prescribed that 
only twenty-seven should be employed; and that they, by a zealous ex- 
penditure of the time, were able to make an appearance of earning the 
money. Now I wanted to guard against the possibility of the continu- 
ance of that proceeding. Iam perfectly willing to give a million of 
dollars if it be necessary for this work; but I do not wantit to be paid out 
to political pets who do not earn their money. 'That is the reason I 
have offered the amendment. If the House is in accord with the senti- 
ment they will sustain the amendment; if not, they can vote it down. 

Mr. HATCH. In behalf of the Committee on Agriculture I wish to 
say a word in reply to the gentleman from Wisconsin, and that is, we 
have called the attention of the Commissioner of Agriculture, in the 
a of the committee and by this resolution, to the existing law, and 

that is required is that the Commissioner of Agriculture shall exe- 
cute the law as it is upon the statute-book. 

Mr. PRICE. And I want to make it compulsory upon the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture to do so. I want tocompel him to do that which 
neither he nor his predecessors have done. 

Mr. HATCH. must insist upon the point of order against the 
amendment that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair thinks the amendment is notin order, 
upon the groundalleged by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], 
and rules it out. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to make the point of order that the objec- 
tion made by the gentleman from Missouri comes too late. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin had offered the amendment and was proceeding 
to discuss it. It was nnder consideration by the House. 

Mr. HATCH. Notatall. The point of order was made at once. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair understood the point of order to be 
reserved. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I submit if it is not true that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin was proceeding to discuss the amendment when the gentle- 
man from Missouri made his point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
was made in time, as it was distinctly reserved by the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. I reserved it at the time. 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask wherein the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin changes existing law? I understood the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to say that the law now provides that these em- 
ployés in the Agricultural Department, seventy in number, should do 
certain work, and that seventy employés are only doing the work that 
twenty-seven should do, and the gentleman from Wisconsin says in 
effect by his amendment that we will direct the Commissioner to 
erae ad law, and by executing it to discharge forty-three useless 
employés. 

Mr. HATCH. It is all covered by the resolution of the committee. 
It is embodied in the report. p 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, in our report, which is binding upon no living 
man under heaven. 

Mr. HATCH. Weill see thatit is after this fiscal year terminates. 

Mr. CANNON. Upon that point, made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, that it does change existing law: It may be the present Com- 
missioner of Agriculture may consider that the existing law, which re- 
quires twenty-seven persons to perform the work that he employs 
seventy ns to do, was under a Republican admistration, 
and that it does not bind this administration—the Democratic admin- 
istration—atall. Andif perchance by directing him, as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin says, to observe the existing law, you may possibly 
make him ize that it is binding upon him. 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not think the gentleman can speak to a point of 
order which has been already decided by the Chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair was indulging the gentleman for his | 7481) making an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for 


own information. If an improper ruling has been made, the Chair is 
perfectly willing to indulge the gentleman to point it out. : 

Mr. CANNON. I should not have attempted to argue the ques- 
tion were it not that I gather from the gentleman from Missouri him- 
self, as well as the gentleman from Wisconsin, both agreeing upon the 
one point, that there is a distinct violation of the law which they had 
sought to correct not by the action of Congress but bya mere reference 
in the report of the committee, which binds nobody. 

Now, the minds of the two gentlemen meeting upon the proposition 
that there is this violation of law, it occurred to me there could be no 
contravention of the rule by instructing the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure to execute the law by legislative enactment. That is all. 

Mr. SKINNER. I want to make a remark or two at this juncture. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Prick] said what he wanted to 
do was to keep political pets from being put in office and kept there 
for political purposes. I want to say that the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, if he keeps any political pets in that office, keeps Republican 
political pets. He has got there, as I understand now, one private sec- 
retary, paid $1,800; one disbursing clerk, paid“ $1,800; superintendent 
of the folding-room, paid $1,200; three messengers, each $720; one la- 
borer in folding-room, $600; two laborers on grounds, each $660; four 
or five laborers on the grounds, each $400; one coachman, $660; two 
firemen, each $720; none of whom are protected by the civil-service 
aie I merely wanted rai that it was not Democratic pets the Com- 

issioner was i utb ublican 

Mr. MOCREARY. Tis pest rtm of pee 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE 
offered an amendment, and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. HATCH 
raised the point of order that it was in violation of the rules of this House, 
inasmuch as it proposed to enact new legislation. The Chair promptly 
decided, and I think decided correctly, that the point of order was well 
taken. Now, sir, as the Chair decided that way, I submit there is noth- 
ing to be done except-to go on with the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point oforder is well taken. The Chair will 
state again he listened to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
simply because he desired to hear him for his own information. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the oa with the recommendation that it do pass with the amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


ge oe war The Clerk will report the next general appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the committee rise. _ 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not press that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 43, noes 71. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask what is the duty of the Chairman 
when in Committee of the Whole it is developed that a quorum is not 

nt? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from-Iowa 
that the motion in committee to rise is equivalent to a motion of ad- 
journment in the House, and neither motion requires a quorum. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did not the vote show a quorum is not present ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thevote ona motion to rise does not show that. 
The Clerk will report the next general appropriation bill. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
bill (H. 7480; ing a; constru i 
terta of Seria paidie NOES cn rivers Ea a 
poses. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ido not intend at this late hour to occupy the time 
of the House. But this bill appropriating a Jarge amount of money 
should be explained, and, with the peme of the committee, I will to- 
morrow undertake to explain it. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7481) making an appropriation for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 
had directed him to report the same back with an amendment; and 
further, that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, having also had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7480) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on the bill (H. R. 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, and the 
amendment. ; : 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. , 

Mr. PRICE. If the previous question is ordered will that exclude 
all amendment? 

se SPEAKER. That is the effect of the previous question. It 
stops all debate and amendment. ? 

Mr. PRICE. Then I hope the House will not order the previous 
question till the amendment I offered in committee has been voted on. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PRICE. I rise to announce the fact that a quorum is not de- 
veloped. I call for a division. 2 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has announced the result on the motion 
for ordering the previous question. The gentleman can call fora divis- 
ion on the amendment. 5 

Mr. PRICE. The amendment is not pending. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is reported by the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. The question is on agree- 
ing to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. ` 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by-which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELECTION CONTEST—PAGE VS. PIRCE. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I desire to presenta privileged report 
from the Committee on Elections that it may be printed, intending to 
call it up on a future day. 

The resolution accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That WILLIAM A. Prece, sitting member from the second Congres” 
sional district of Rhode Island, be allowed thirty days from the passage of this 
resolution within which to resuby and cross-examine witnesses heretofore 
examined by Charles H. Page, contestant, and to take any testimony he 
may desire,and that ten days thereafter be allowed to said Page to take evi- 
dence in rebuttal. 


The resolution and accompanying report were ordered to be printed 
and laid over. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House do now adjourn. ' 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. : ; 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Petition for unlimited silver coinkge—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.. 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of postmasters of the third and fourth class, 
asking for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Papers relating to the bill for granting a pension to 
Martha J. McIlwain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Protest of Local Assembly 3691, Knights 
of Labor, of Muncie, Ind., against the passage of the free-ship bill—to 


‘the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning In- 


terests. x 

Also, memorial of Local Assembly No. 3691, Knights of Labor, of 
Muncie, Ind., protesting against the employment of convict labor—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Papers in the claim of William H. May, of 
Chatham County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Protest of citizens of Martinsburg, Pa., 
against granting to foreign-built ships American registry—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. ; 

By Mr. CRAIN: Papersrelating to bill for thereliefof R. A. Haynes— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Jackson Whitehouse, of Thomaston, 
Me., for payment for ship timber used by the United States Army in 
constructing fortifications in Virginia in 1861—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Board of Health of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., against the abolition of the board of health of Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of W. F. Bradbury and 103 others, 
members of the Massachusetts Association of Classical and High School 
Teachers, for the enactment of House bill 2119, to establish the metric 
system of weights and measures in the Departments of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of citizensof Venango, Crawford County, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of a pension law that will embody the 
recommendations of the national pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. GROUT: Evidence in support of House bill for increasing 
the pension of George L. Livingston—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Frank Martin and 83 others, citizens of Williams- 
town, Vt., praying for a tax upon the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_ By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of William M. Shannon and 128 others, 
citizens of Camden, S. C., in favor of a measure for the payment of rent, 
&c., of third and fourth class post-offices—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa, asking Congress to grant a pension to Sarah Young, 
of Des Moines, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Catherine K. Barley, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Memorial of Local Assembly No. 3029, Knights 
of Labor, Lynn, Mass., in favor of liberal appropriation for the con- 
struction of internal works of national importance, and especially in- 
dorsing the plan for building the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of James W. Watson and 193 others, 
citizens of Morgan County, Indiana, asking for additional pension legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Fayette County, Texas, for 
relief of third-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the Knights of Laborof Nashville, 
Ill, against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Jesse Y. R. Harrison, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, testimony to support bill for the relief of the heirs of Miranna 
Jennings, of Grainger County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. = 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Mrs. Snodgrass and others, of Dunlap, 
Kans., for the passage of the temperance educational bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition for an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting the making, &c., of distilled and fermented liquers—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Ben. C. Harman for pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Daniel Hayman for an appropriation 
to pay for schooner Mary Wood and cargo, taken during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Knights of Labor of 
Loomisville, Mo., against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Jacob Mearing, asking for allowance of 
claim for provender furnished the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Mildred 8. Cash and others, heirs 
of Benjamin Cash, deceased, of Shelby County, Tennessee, asking that 
their war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee, 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Glick, and 
of John B. Fauver, of Augusta County, and of Benton H. Goodloe, of 
Nelson County, Virginia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of civilian clerks in the Army, pro- 
testing against the clause in the Army appropriation bill abolishing 
fifth-class clerkships—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Milwaukee Assembly No. 4864, Knights of Labor, 
against is passage of the so-called free-ship bill—to the Select Commit- 
tee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, memorial of Milwaukee Assembly No. 3927, with 670 members, 
asking for the repeal of existing treaties permitting Chinese immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., against Chinese im- 
migration—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of Milwaukee Assembly No. 4864, with 279 mem- 
bers, citizens of the fourth Congressional district, asking for the repeal 
of existing immigration treaties with China—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WAIT: Papers relating to the claim of Milton B. Duffield— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Stephen J. Matthews, asking that 
his war claim be referred to thé’Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly orin part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: f 

By Mr. WILSON: Of citizens of Morgantown, W. Va. 

Also, of Rev. L. E. Peters and others, citizens of Mineral County, 
West Virginia. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 15, 1886. 


` Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents the report of a 
committee of the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, dated April 12, 
1886, remonstrating against the construction of a railroad bridge over 
the Ohio River at Cairo, Ill., as proposed by Senate bill No. 1718 and 
House bill No. 6047, setting out the reasons why it should not be au- 
thorized. If there be no objection, the paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. >) bie 

Mr. SAWYER presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Milwau- 
kee and Neenah, in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. y 

Mr. HARRISON presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Fort 
Wayne and Muncie, in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the 
passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Muncie, Ind., 
remonstrating against the employment of prison contract labor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of J. M. McCullough and 97 other citi- 
zens of Decatur County, Indiana, praying for the passage of an act grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors in the Army and Navy of the United 
States of the war of the rebellion, and to their widows and orphans, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 128 members of Local Assem- 
bly No. 1757 of Knights of Labor of Cummings, Ill., and a memorial 
of 110 members of Local Assembly 271 of Knights of Labor of Spring- 
field, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PIKE presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Nashua and 
Rollingsford, in the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating against 
the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. $ 

He also presented résolutions of the New Hampshire State board of 
health, favoring the passage of the bill (H. R. 4959) to prevent the in- 
troduction of contagious and infectious diseases into the United States 
and to establish a bureau of public health; which were referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented the petition of Herman Baum- 
hager, of East Portland, Oreg., late a private of Company &, Fifth 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, praying to be allowed an in- 
crease of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Lynn and 
Georgetown, in the State of Maszachusetts, praying for the construction 
by the Government of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. j 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Nebraska, praying for asixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution prohibiting the disfranchisement of women on account 
of sex; which was ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Hon. William B. McCreery 
and 36 others, citizens of Flint, Mich., praying for the adoption of a 
constitutional amendment providing for universal suffrage; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Grand Rapids, 
Muskegon, Cadillac, Essexville, Flint, Lapeer, Ionia, and East Sagi- 
naw, in the State of Michigan, praying that liberal appropriations 
made for works of internal improvement, and especially the construc- 
tion of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against the of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Car- 
thage, Mo., and a memorial of Knights of Labor of Jackson, Johnson, 
and La Fayette Counties, in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against 
the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of 
Atlantic, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Ionia and 
Mount Clemens, in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. è 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of internal 
improvement, and ially the construction of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
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Mr. MILLER. I rise to present a memorial from the Saratoga Mon- 
ument Association. 

It will be remembered that Congress has made one or two appropria- 
tions to aid in the erection of a monument upon the battlefield of Sara- 
toga. Moneys were also appropriated by the State of New York, and 
avery largesum, I think $100,000 or more, has been collected by private 
subseriptions. At all events the money thus collected and donated by 
the State of New York and by the Congress of the United States has 
been sufficient to finally complete this monument. It is one of the 
finest monuments in the United States to-day. The board of trustees 
of the association, who have had this matter in hand and have carried 
it to completion desire to have a public dedication of the monument 
some time during the present year. The funds of the monument asso- 
ciation have been entirely consumed in the erection and completion of 
this great work, and they ask that a suitable appropriation may be 
made by Congress to aid in properly celebrating and dedicating the 
completion of the monument. 

I ask that this memorial be read, as it isshort, and that it he referred 
to the Committee on the Library; and I hope that the committee will 
be able to take speedy action in the matter. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be read and 
referred to the Committee on the Library, as follows: 


Memorial. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates: 

The Saratoga monument, which in ornate and enduring granite records the 
most important event of our Revolutionary annals, is now completed, and what 
in these days may be considered phenomenal, completed at the original esti- 
mated cost. No debt hangs over it. The Saratoga Monument Association, un- 
der whose supervision the structure has been erected, now wish to have the 
monument dedicated the coming autumn, by which time the bronzes for its in- 
terior and exterior adornment are expected to be in place—dedicated in a man- 
ner worthy of the great event which it commemorates. 

The association propose to invite to be present on that occasion the President 
of the United States and his Cabinet, the foreign ministers accredited to this 
country, and also delegations from the different States of the Union. 

It is also proposed to extend to the French Government a special invitation 
to send a representative delegation, since it was the surrender of Burgoyne 
which brought about the French alliance, and thus enabled the contest finally 
to be decided in favor of the Colonies, 

But the Saratoga Monument Association, having exhausted all the available 
means at their disposal, find themselves entirely powerless to make the dedi- 
cation sonay ofa great nation. Accordingly, and bearing in mind the gener- 
ous spirit which instigated Congress to appropriate $100,000 for the celebration 
of the surrender at Yorktown, which event would have been rendered impossi- 
ble but for the surrender at Saratoga, the association respectfully ask from your 
honorable body an appropriation adequate toinsure the success of the proposetl 
dedication. association, although believing that $20,000 would not be too 
much to ask for, yet willingly leave Congress to determine the sum which it 
thinks should be sufficient for the purpose indicated, praying that action be 
taken as soon as possible in order that the committee having the work in charge 

- may know what can be depended upon, and make arrangements accordingly. 

All of which is most respectfully submitted. 

[sear] GEORGE WM. CURTIS, 

JOHN H. STARIN, 

JOHN WATTS DE PEYSTER, 
ALGERNON S. SULLIVAN, ` 
JOSEPH W. DREXEL, 

T KERTIER. READ, 


Commitica on Design, Saratoga Monument Association. 


Mr. VEST penus memorials of Knights of Laborof Carthage, 
Lamar, Rich , Trenton, Stanberry, Lexington, Randolph, Festus, 
Warrensburg, Bevier, and Calhoun, in the State of Missouri, and a me- 
morialofKnightsof Laborof Jackson, Johnson, and La Fayette Counties, 
in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the free- 
ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Saint Louis and Oregon, in 
the State of Missouri, praying legislation to so amend the Constitution 
of the United States as to protect women in the enjoyment of the right of 
suffrage on equal terms with men; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Saint Louis, Clin- 
ton, Huntsville, and Springfield, in the State of Missouri, praying that 
liberal appropriations be made for works of internal improvement and 
especially the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Short-Horn Breeders’ Associa- 
tion of Saline County, Missouri, praying legislation for the suppression 
and control of contagious diseases of cattle, &c.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Rockport, Mass., 
praying the construction of a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, 
Mass.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knightsof Labor of Saint Louis and 
Kansas City, in the State of Missouri, praying for the restoration of the 
wages at the Government Printing Office to a certain former rate; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Saint Louis, 
Mo., remonstrating against certain proposed legislation on the subject 
of pilotage; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented the petition of W. Smith Hedges and others, citi- 
zens of Barton County, Missouri, praying for the free coinage of silver 
and for the speedy payment of the national debt; which was referred 


.to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of the United States, remon- 
strating against the passage of any bankrupt law; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of wage-workers of the United States, 
praying for the unlimited coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint 
Louis, praying for liberal appropriations to subsidize any steamship line 
establishing steam communication between the Mississippi Valley and 
the Central and South Americanstates through the port of New Orleans; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor, Local Assembly 
No. 107, of Missouri, praying for the restoration of wages at the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office to a certain former rate; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of the Clearing-House Association of 
Kansas City, Mo., praying for legislation giving jurisdiction to the 
United States courts in civil cases in the Indian Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the wholesale merchants of the city 
of Saint Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1025 
giving jurisdiction to the United States courts in civil cases in the In- 
dian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee oa Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 380) for the relief of Mrs. Henrietta H. Cole, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller; 

A bill (H. R. pe granting a pension to Henry S. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to Henry H. Green; and 

A bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Jesse H. Gaines. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 668) for the relief of Charles de Arnaud, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
862) granting a pension to Matilda Ann Wiley, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Mrs. N. C. Cushman, widow of the late Commander Charles H. Cash- 
man, United States Navy, praying for an increase of pension, submitted 
a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2148) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Nannie Cushman; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: ; 

A bill (H. R. 4026) granting a pension to Algernon 8S. Flagg; 

A bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to Sophia Y. Bixby; 

A bill (S. 2025) granting a pension to James Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Enoch Goss; 

H. R. 1108) granting a pension to Margaret Coffey; 
H. R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart; 
H. R. 3019) to increase the pension of Abigail Smith: 
S 1290) granting a pension to David W. Hamilton; 
H. 
5. 
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R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to James McMul- 
oe 
1 (S. 1077) granting a ion to Newcomb Parker; 
1(H. R. i303} granting a pension to Eliza A. Fisher; 
1 (H. R. 1369) granting a pension to George H. Perkins; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen S, Tolman; and 

A bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter S. Haynes. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct a bridge ` 
across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thercon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I report from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill pro- 
viding an appropriation of $36,000 “for compensation due the United 
States and Brazil Mail Steamship Company for carrying the United 
States mails during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886,” that it may 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. In submitting the re- 
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rt I wish to state on behalf of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | day, when the time for the Calendar is reached, I shall ask the Senate 


that it is not committed to the precise sum stated in the amend- 
ment; but the subject it is deemed proper to send to the Committee on 
Appropriations for its consideration. 
The amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ASSISTANT COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resol: That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and ey are hereby, 
authori. to employ an assistant clerk, who shall be a stenographer, at an an- 
nual of $1,440; and that the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby. 


authorized and directed to pay the said salary out of the miscellaneous items of 
the contingent fund of the | syn 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R.'7481) making 
an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. ` ` 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were tiereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7632) to establish a light-ship off the entrance to Chesa- 
peake Bay; and 

A bill (H. R. 2239) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War. 


BILLS INTRODUCED: 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2149) granting an 
increase of pension to Herman mhager; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. CALL {by request) introduced a bill (S. 2150) in relation to cem- 
eteries and churches or buildings used for religious worship located upon 
the public lands of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to fhe Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2151) to pension Bartola Thebaut, a 
soldier in the Florida Seminole Indian war of 1849—50; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 2152) to amend chapter 218 
of the acts of the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, approved 
June 15, 1882; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2153) to create a 
board of audit to adjust all claims for s to real estate by 
reason of public improvements in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Districtof 
Columbia. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2154) granting a pension to 
George W. Menser; which was read twice by its title, and, with theac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM,. LI introduce a bill by request, as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is not present, that it may be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. It was previously introduced, but in the 
body of a memorial, so that it was not discovered. 

The bill (S. 2155) for the relief of John Wightman was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PREMISES FOR THIRD-CLASS POST-OFFICES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and hereby 
is, instructed to inquire and report to the Senate what legislation is necessary 
to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease premises for the use of third-class 

ces, 


post-offl 
AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NOTICES OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to give a notice. There are 
two matters on the Calendar which it seems to me common charity and 
common decency require that the Senate should dispose of, which will 
‘take but a very short time. One is the case of Alice C. Underwood, 
where a property in a claim which has been affirmed by two or three 
committees of the Senate in succession belongs to a young lady of great 
worth, known to several members of the Senate, and who is in very 
humble circumstances. The other is the case of Albert H. Emery, 
which has passed the Senate half a dozen times and failed to be dis- 

of in Congress. 

I will not at this time interrupt the Senate, who desire to hear the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan], I know, unanimously, by asking 
to take up either of these cases, but I give notice that at a very early 


to hear those matters and to dispose of them one way or the other. 
EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the unanimous under- 
standing of the Senate, the morning business being concluded, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] in regard to the consideration of executive 
nominations in open session, on which the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. 
LOGAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I desire to discuss as fully as I can, 
without going over the ground which has already been occupied, the 
question so ably presented by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
and also by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. I desire, 
however, to direct my remarks to the resolution offered by myself, which 
differs only in a very slight degree from the one offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut, In fact, there is very little choice between the two, but I 
ed the one that I introduced, for the reason that it provides that the 

te shall be open without reference to a vote of fhe Senate in regard 
to the confirmation and rejection of ms whose names are sent to 
the Senate by the President of the United States. The resolution sub- 
mitted by me is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United Slates, That the sessions of the Senate com- 
monly known as executive sessions, so far as they apply to nominations, con- 
firmations, or rejections, shall hereafter be held with open doors, and that a pub- 
lic récord of the same shall be kept, the same as in legislative sessions, 

At the end of the resolution I propose to add the following words: 


And so much of section 2, Rule XXXVI, and section 2, Rule XX XVIII, of the 
standing rules of the Senate, as conflicts with or is inconsistent with the above 
is to the extent of such inconsistency rescinded. 


Let me here state the rules that this applies to. 
Rule XXXVI, sections 2 and 3, is as follows: 
2. When acting upon confidential or executive business the Senate Chamber 
shall be cleared of all persons except the Secretary, the Chief Clerk, the Princi- 
al Legislative Clerk, the Executive Clerk, the Minute and Journal Clerk, the 
t-at-Arms, the Assistant nee ta and such other officers as the pre- 
siding officer shall think necessary; and all such officers shall be sworn to se- 


crecy. 
3. Allconfidential communications made by the President of the United States 
to the Senate shall beby the Senators and the officers of the Senate kept secret ; 
and all treaties which may be laid before the Senate, and all remarks, votes, and 
Kens thereon shall also be kept secret until the Senate shall, by their reso- 
ution, take off the injunction of secrecy. 


Rule XXXVIII, section 2, is as follows: 


2. All information communicated or remarks made by a Senator when acting 
upon nominations, concerning the character or qualifications of the person 
nominated, also all votes upon any nomination, shall be kept secret. If, how- 
ever, charges shall be made against a person nominated, the committee may, 
in its discretion, notify such nominee thereof, but the name of the person mak- 
ing such charges shall not be disclosed. The fact that a nomination has been 
made, or that it has been confirmed or rejected, shall not be regarded as a 
secret. 


Rule XXXVI, section 4, provides: 


4. Any Senator or officer of the Senate who shall disclose the secret or confi- 
dential business or proceedings of the Senate shall be liable, if a Senator, to suf- 
fer expulsion from the body; and if an officer, to dismissal from the service of 
the Senate, and to punishment for contempt. 


The first Congress was to meet March 4, 1789; the House of Repre- 
sentatives did not organize until April 1, 1789. On the 6th of April, 
1789, a quorum of the Senate being present, the votes for President 
and Vice-President were counted. . On the 8th of April the House of 
Representatives threw open the doors of the House for the transaction 
of all business, and, except in rare instances, those doors have never 
been closed since. 

The Senate meeting in April, 1789, in the following April, 1790, on 
the 29th of the month, a resolution for open legislative sessions was 
offered by James Monroe, who took his seat in February, 1791, and on 
the 24th of February, 1791, he renewed the motion that the legislative 
sessions .of the Senate should be with open doors. ‘That was defeated 
by a vote of 9 to 17. 

March 26, 1792, the motion was again renewed by Monroe; it was 
then defeated by a vote of 8 to 17. 

On the 4th of February, 1793, a resolution was offered as follows: 


Resolved, That the conducting of the legislative and judicial powers of the 
Senate in panio and suffering an account of heir measures and deliberations 
to be published in the newspapers, is the means of diffusin eral in- 
formation concerning the pr neiples, motives, and conduct of individual mem- 
bers; and that, by withholding this information, responsibility becomes una- 
yailing, the influence of their constituents over one branch of the lature in 
a great measure annihilated, and the best security which experience has devised 
against the abuse of power and a maladministration abandoned. 


It was negatived by yeas 7, nays 21. . 

On the same day a motion was made to agree to another resolution, 
in these words: 

Resolved, therefore, That it bea standing rule that the doors of the Senate Cham- 
ber remain open while the Senate shall be sitting in a legislative and judicative 
capacity, except on sueh oceasions as, in their judgment, may require secrecy ; 
and that this rule shall commence and be enforced on the first day of the next 
session of Congress. 

That resolution got 10 votes in this body, and there were 18 against it. 
I quote from Senator PLATT: 


The first rule for requiring any secrecy in the matter of execulive nomina- 
tions was passed on the 3d of January, 1820. Up to the $d of January, 1820, there 
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was no intimation or in the rules of the Senate that secrecy was en- 
joined or expected so far as action on nominations was concerned. 

Mr. President, without going further into the history of the secret 
sessions of the Senate of the United States, I desire to state this one 
simple proposition, that there is not now nor has there ever been any 
necessity for the consideration of nominations in secret sessions. Be- 
fore proceeding with my remarks, I will read from Story’s Commenta- 
ries on the Constitution, page 580, what he says with regard to the 
particular clause of the Constitution upon which this proposition seems 
to rest, or at least is claimed to rest. Mr. Story quotes Article I, sec- 
tion 5, paragraph 3, of the Constitution, as follows: 

Each House shall keep a Journal of its gs, and from time to time 
publish ap temncneas oe 3 such parts as may in their judgment require se- 
, and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question 

at the desire of on of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

In discussing that paragraph of the Constitution, Mr. Story says: 

The object of the whole bree mad to ee eee, to bareactgner ate of the 

e members ir respect- 

aabang "And it ta! founded tn 5 conn Polay and deep political foresight. 
of some of their Tesui plot- 


iecture, but by positive facts, 3 

Why secret sessions were ever adopted I can not conceive, or what 
there is in the discussion of the character of an individual who may be 
nominated by the President of the United States for official position 
that should be kept secret from the people of this country is beyond 
my ken. What there is in connection with the public or private char- 
acter of any individual who is to become an official, and responsible to 
the people for his conduct in his official capacity, that should be covered 
over by a veil is something that I can not understand. If the reputa- 
tion of a man for honesty and ability to perform the duties of an office 
can not be examined in the open day, I would like some one to inform 
me whether such a man is a proper man to hold official position. 

This resolution applies alone to nominations and confirmations. It 
was said in substance by the Senator from South Carolina that perhaps 
in the early days of the Republic a fear existed in the minds of those 
who represented the people, they being somewhat timid in the manage- 
ment of the affairs of a great republic—the question may have arisen 
in their minds as to whether or not the people at that time had full knowl- 
edge and understanding of the principles upon which their government 
was based. I differ as to the intelligence of the people, however, even 
at that time. 

But, sir, the House of Representatives, legislating with closed doors 
for a short period, soon opened their doors, and why? Because they 
were di ly the representatives of the people; they receive the votes 
of the people and are responsible directly to their constituents, and they 
could not stand against the desire and right of the people to know what 
the character of legislation was and the course pursued by their Repre- 
sentatives who were elected by their votes; so, for that reason at once the 
doors of the House were opened; but the Senate, claiming at that time 
not to represent the people but to represent the States, ignoring the idea 
that they were the representatives of the people, but of the States, con- 
tinued secret sessions, legislativeand executive. But the people of this 
country are as much interested in having a knowledge of what their rep- 
resentatives in the Senate do, and what their course of conduct has been 
and now shall be in reference to confirmations as in regard to the legis- 
lative acts of their immediate representatives. 

Weare the representatives of the people as well as of the States. The 
people are oy mpage in their State Legislatures, and by their willand 
consent and by no other authority do Senators hold their seats on this 
floor. That being true, we areas much indebted tothe people, and as 
much bound to give to them at.all times, not the necessary secrets of 
the nation, but to give to themachance to look in uponand examine into 
` our course of conduct in reference to our investigating men who are se- 
lected from their midst to perform the functions of office, as in reference 
to any legislative act. x 

Sir, in this discussion I do not want to see, and I hope we shall 
not sec, Senators who are in favor of secret sessions silent.. I do 
not wish to see silence reign in this Chamber while the desire exists 
with them to close the doors and fasten the gates against giving the 
knowledge to the people. If there are reasons for secret sessions let us 
have them, let the people know what they are. There is certainly not 
a Senator on this floor who is ashamed or afraid to allow what he says 
in secret sessions to go before thecountry. Would he say anything in 
secret session that he would not say before the world? Would heperform 
any act in secret session that he would notin open session? Can he 
be a man in opensession and less than a man in secret session? 

Why, sir, what do you discuss in secret in reference to confirmations 
that might not be discussed anywhere? If a man who is nominated 
for an office has been indicted and tried and convicted for crime, why 
should that be kept secret from the world? If he is an honest man he 
should be delighted to have it known by the country. If his reputa- 
tion is good, he is willing to have it investigated. If his reputation is 
bad, he should not be nominated for office. Sir, let the doors of this 
Chamber be open when men’s names come before the Senate, and con- 
firmations through the mysterious agency of ‘‘Senatorial courtesy”’ 


will give place to the honest man whose fair record boldly courts public 
inspection. 

Not only so, sir, but we shall find that open executive sessions for the 
consideration of nominations must aid in purifying the public service. 

The traducer of character and the condoner of bad records will both 
shrink before the free and open consideration of executive nominations. 
Then, too, sir—I will not say such a thing has existed—a course that 
might be pursued by men calculated to deceive the honest and the 
ignorant who may apply for confirmation would cease if existing. 
Thetreacherous stiletto of cowardly opposition would give place to open 
and manly warfare. The applicant for public place with crooked record 
who expects to steal his way through the mysteries of secret session to 
an official position would seek other places than the halls of the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, in a great republic like this, where we claim that all 
there is of this Government rests upon the consent of the people, if 
that be true why shall the people not know what we do in giving our 
consent, which means their consent, to the occupancy of official posi- 
tion? Secret sessions in many respects are demoralizing, not only to 
Senators but to those outside the Senate Chamber. Who is there 
in the Senate without manhood h when a man comes to him 
and says, ‘‘I wish to be confirmed,” if he is o to him will not 
tell him that he can not vote forhim? Is there one? I hope not; 
but yet I have known men who believed they would be confirmed, and 
who claimed to have reason to believe so, that were rejected by large 
majorities. How did this occur? I will not undertake to explain. 
Still such things have occurred. 

I said it was demoralizing. What do I mean by ‘‘demoralizing?” 
I mean that secret sessions Senators, if they are so disposed, 
to utter what they would not desire to do perhaps in other places. I 
will not say they falsify, buf some man might possibly obtain a seat 
in the Senate who would be guilty of that character of conduct. It 
may not have frequently occurred, but it may occur. Why is it? 
We have a rule in which we declare that we will expel any member 
from the Senate who gives away the secrets of the Senate. Are they 
not givenaway? Have you ever held an executive session where there 
were important matters considered that something was not given away 
that took place in theSenate? Whodoes it? Wealwayssay, of course 
not Senators. Who then? As was well said bythe Senator from Con- 
necticut, I acquit the officers of the Senate. 

Now, if the secrets are given away, why not open the doors and let 
the world know the truth? If they are not given away they are pre- 
tended to be. ‘The newspapers are full of them every day, and they 
profess to give them correctly. If they do not give them correctly and 
practice a deception upon the country, is it not better for the country 
to have the honest version of the action of the Senate given than to be 
deceived and have a false statement in reference to it? Yet the news- 
papers say they give it correctly. Iwill not say that they do or that 
they do not, except in certain instances I-am sure that they have not; 
but they do the best they can. They get here and there what they 
can. They get the statements from some one, I do not.know from 
whom, probably from the spittoons, or desks, or cats, if there are any 
about the Capitol; bnt nevertheless they get something. 

Is it honest, is it right for the Senate to do that which induces false- 
hood to be sent to the country, if they say it is falsehood? Is that 
proper? If there is no harm to come from opening the doors of the 
Senate, is there not good to come from it? How? By the country 
having the truth instead of having that the truthfulness of which 
they suspect. Is it not encouraging the men who are engaged in 
newspaper work to state things that are not true; and in that re- 
spect is not the moral of it bad? The newspaper men must have 
something to send to their papers; they send what they can get; and 
are we not thereby encouraging them to scatter over the country 
that which is not true unless they should in some way get the ab- 
solute truth? Is it the part of honorable men to so act as to justify 
falsehood, and not only justify it but induce it, encourage it, and 
in fact force it, because if is forced and compelled by reason of the 
fact that if they do not give the facts they are expected to give some- 
thing and something is given, so that the Senate to-day is responsible 
for every falsehood that is uttered in the newspapers in reference to ex- 
ecutive sessions for confirmations. And why? Because they maintain 
that there is something mysterious, something that requires secrecy, 
in the confirmation or rejection of men whose names may be sent to the 
Senate—something mysteriousabout it, so as to make the people believe 
that great consequences might grow out of the fact that what Senators 
say or do here shall be known by the people. There are no great con- 
sequences to grow out of what may be said, no great consequences to 
grow out of what may be done, and my judgment is that if the doors 
were opened there would be less said than there is said in secret sessions; 
that our sessions would be not only more orderly, but debate would be of 
a more dignified and elevated character than possibly under existing 
circumstances. ; 

Ah, sir, I believe, and I think we all do, in honest and in fair dealing 
with the people that we represent. I am not afraid of any of my offi- 
cial acts being exposed to tao popie. I may not do what my constit- 
uents desire always; I may fail in many respects in representing their 
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wishes; I may fail to know what their wishes are; yet I am not afraid 
to have them see my votes, and I vote about as often as any Senator. 
I am perfectly willing they shall see my votes on confirmations, and if 
I dared do it I would tell every day what my vote was in every secret 
session; but I can not; this great and important secret must be locked 
up for all time in my breast. . 

I have spoken about the inducement to have the truth always go be- 
fore the country and the people undeceived. Sir, truth is a jewel, 
though not possessed by all men; let us give encouragement to all men 
to adorn themselves with that jewel, by opening the doors and letting 
that truth that ought. to go everywhere be sent out to the world, so 
that our course and our conduct may be open to inspection. 

It was said centuries ago ‘‘Let your light so shine before men 
that they may see your good works.’’ If we are to let our light so 
shine before men that they are to see.our good works, we should not 
cover those acts in darkness; weshould not throw over them the shade 
and darkness of night through which the light of truth can not pen- 
ctrate; but, sir, weshould let those acts be such that the light should 
flow from them, and our constituents determine whether they are good 
or whether they be bad. 

But, Mr, President, let me state one other proposition. I intend to 
deal in general principles with reference to this question, as I do not 
wish to trespass upon the ground over which the Senator from Connect- 
icut passed; but thereis a great principle underlying this. There has 
never been a shackle that has fallen from men that has not been forced 
off either by the strong arm or by public opinion. Liberty comes by 
degrees, and not like a flood of light thrown instantly upon the world. 
It comes by constant pressure, it comes not from the source of kings or 
monarchs, but it comes from the class that requires to be released, who 
feel the oppressor’s hand. It germinates there and grows until finally 
it bursts the bonds that confine it, and then those who have repressed 
it are apt to shout the loudest for it. Everything grows in reference 
to power, to , to government and all that there is connected with 
the affairs of man, except that particular system or policy which is be- 
lieved in by a certain class that never yields, never grows, and never 
severs the bonds until by force of public opinion it is accomplished. 

Look back for centuries; take governments instituted; where the 
power is or was in one head; his or her rule enforced upon the people, 
not through the people, enforced not by them but upon them. When 
the idea entered the minds of men that the modes, procedure, and laws 
and administration of government were too strong, too powerful, the 
people who were oppressed broke the bands and gave to themselves 
that measure of liberty which the times then demanded or would ad- 
mit of. 

So it is to-day, and so itis in all governments. Take the Euglish Gov- 
ernment to-day, where the queen sits enthroned with but little power. 
Much of that power once in the head of that government has been 
taken away step by step by that growth of liberty in the minds of the 
people, the knowledge which they have gained in reference to govern- 
mental affairs, and the intelligence they have acquired in regard to 
their own rights and the policy which is beneficial to them, until now 
that people have privileges unthought-of by them a century ago, 

Take the case of Ireland to-day, downtrodden and trampled under 
foot for centuries. Why is it that the grandest statesman whom En- 
gland has produced for half a century, perhaps, is to-day struggling in 
behalf of downtrodden Ireland? It is because of the growth of in- 
telligence among the people; it is because of the expansion of the great 
idea of liberty; itis that light of intelligence breaking in upon the 
minds of the people, who are demanding certain privileges. 

Ireland struggles for what? Fora change, for more power to the 

ple; in reference to government, more privileges, more independence. 
Why? Because the people have grown more intelligent and have now 
a better understanding of their rights. 

So in our own country, everything has grown with this growth of in- 
telligence, exceptin the fact of the Senate of the United States in ref- 
erence to the right of the people to have a knowledge of what we are 
doing—the only part of the people to-day in this Government who 
have not advanced with the growth of the country, and who now stand 
back with a veil drawn between the people and themselves. 

How have the privileges and rights of the people of this country 
pom Step by step they have demanded and obtained rights from 

ngress; step by step they have demanded and obtained greater priv- 
ileges and protection in the amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States, being fifteen amendmentsinall. Step by step this great 
Republic has moved forward; and the demands of the country have en- 
larged the boundaries of your Constitution, Step by step you have en- 
Jarged and expanded your laws. They must have a growth along 
with the intelligence of the people; they must expand with the neces- 
sities of the people. The only place where that growth has been 
stinted by its rules is in the Senate of the United States. 

What was it that abolished slavery in this country? It was theim- 
mediate result of war all people say, but it was the intelligence of the 
people, their growth and advance in civilization, and the knowledge of 
the rights of man which caused that band which bound human beings 
to masters to be severed by war, and made the slave to leap forward 
ward as a free man before the civilized world. 


While speaking of the advance in civilization and intelligence in the 
world we find here in our own midst another growth. While the idea 
of privileges to man has beep in the advance, stimulated by the will- 
ingness of those in power to yield to their demands, on the other hand 
we find a growth in the power of money and corporations which has 
been unhealthy to the growth of republican ideas in our country. 
But whenever that growth becomes so overtowering, so colossal and 
powerful in its proportions that it becomes oppressive, then it is the 
duty of the representatives of the people to check and control that 
power. So it is with reference to everything else connected with the 
Government. 

As we grow we must have our checks and our balances, in order that 
the idea of liberty and of privileges to men shall go along togetherand 
that one shall not be caused to shrink while the other grows, that 
all may move along harmoniously together. The way for us to do is 
to make wholesome laws and execute them to protect all lawful rights 
of every citizen. You will then have peace, prosperity, happiness, and 
fraternal feeling. 

Let me go onestep further. There are but two ways by which things 
are remedied when they become offensive and oppressive to the people. 
One is by revolution, which may and probably would destroy all gov- 
ernment as well as liberty; the other is by reformation, which may 
amend all. So when the people in any land, I care not where, become 
oppressed or are denied rights they are entitled to enjoy, they will have 
them, and the legislation of the country must comport with the rights 
of the people or else one of two results must follow, either reformation 
orrevolution. Reformation is my idea—law and order—reform as we 
move forward righting all the wrongs. That is the character of ref- 
ormation which every man who is an honest man ought to desire in- 
stead of revolution. 

Paul said, “‘ When I was a child, I thought as a child; I spake as a 
child; but when I became a man, I put away childish things.” Wein 
the Senate of the United States are not children—we ought not to be; 
but when our Government was a child it dressed itself in a garb of 
secrecy. It was a child and it thought as a child, but when this great 
Government, majestic in all its proportions, me aman, why should 
it try to be a child any longer?) Why should the Senate cling to the 
childish ways of the olden times that our acts may be obscured from 
the sight of men who gave us the places that we occupy? Let us put 
away childish things; let us put on the garb of a man, and assert the 
tights of the American people in this Senate Chamber to which they are 
eutitled, for they are entitled to know what you and I do. 

There is a strong desire on the part of a great many Senators to have 
secret sessions every day. It seems to bring joy to their very souls to 
see the people rushed out of these galleries, and the doors shut as if some 
great, mysterious thing was going to transpire, as if some great calam- 
ity was going to befall the country, and therefore the doors must be 
closed. In other words, you drive the people out of the galleries, and 
why? Toshowourimportance? Isthatit? Toshow that the Senate 
of the United States is a body of men who must have secrets of state? 
Is that it? Are we magicians? Will we turn sticks into snakes 
in secret, or something equally mysterious? Is there a Senator who 
does not know that it is a farce, an absolute farce? Nothing has ever 
transpired in the Senate in executive session in reference to the con- 
le gy of a man, to my knowledge, that ought not to have been made 
public, 

I want to see a vote on the pending resolution; I want to see Sena- 
tors who announce that the world ought to know everything that is 
going on voting in executive sessions the same way that they talk on 
the floor when the doors areopen. ‘This mysterious thing of doing in 
secret what you will not do openly is not manly. It gives the chance 
for men to vote in secret one way and talk in open Senate another. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question suggested by a word _ 
which he used, and did not intend to use, I understand, whether the 
logie of the Senator’s reasoning would not require that all committees 
of the Senate also should have their meetings openly and in public so 
far as conveniently may be done? 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; not at all. Why should 
the doors of committees not be open if the committees want them to 
be open? Is there any objection to it? Inever did anything in a com- 
mittee that I would not do in open day. It is a mere question for the 
committee themselves. If they do not want the public in to bother 
them they keep them out; but the public do not come into this Chamber 
to bother you. That is a very different proposition. You have no gal- 
leries in your committee-rooms, and what you do there is made public, 
is published every day. That is a mere question of convenience; but 
this is not a question of convenience, it is a question of the right ofthe ` 

ple. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to draw the attention of the Senator to the 
point, because it seemed to me, though I probably misunderstood it, 
that the logic of his whole reasoning, and especially his last point, would 
make it the duty of the Senate committees as far as possible to open 
their doors. I suppose there is nothing which takes place in secret ses- 
sion so interesting and important to the people of this country as the 
proceedins of the Ways and Means Committee of the House and the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, and especially the proceedings of the 
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committees of conference from those two bodies when revenue questions 
are up. I wish to inquire of the Senator, if it does not divert him from 
his argument, whether he thinks that also should be made open and 

ublic. J 
£ Mr. LOGAN. Ihave always recognized the astuteness of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. Whenever a proposition is made that is not 
exactly in accord with his notion, if he can draw you off the track on 
to something else he is always anxious to do it. We are not discuss- 
ing the question of committees, but we are discussing the question of 
executive sessions of the Senate of the United States, and committees 
have nothing whatever to do with this proposition. But there is this 
to be said in reference toit, a committee is raised for the purpose of 
transacting business that comes before the Senate. ‘The nominations 
go before the conimittees, but here is the place where they are acted 
upon, and that action ought to beopened up. It is here in the Senate 
Chamber that the business is transacted; it is here in the Senate Cham- 
ber that the vote is taken; it is here in the Senate Chamber that nom- 
inations are passed upon and your final action determines the result. 
This is the place, and this is where the people want the doors opened, 
that they may see and know what we do. 

The people have not asked you to open your committees, and they 
have not thought of it, unless you desire to open them; but they do say 
these Chamber doors should be opened, and not only that, but they 
will thunder at them until they are opened; and, mark what I tell 
you, they will be opened. It will not be longeither. You gentlemen 
may revel in the dark for a while over nominations and delight your- 
selves to go out and know something that the people do not know. 

“Oh, it charms me so; I am filled with knowledge that I can not 
give to the world; I have a great secret in my bosom that I can not 
give you.” Some man asks, ‘Did you confirm this little postmaster 
downat Athens, in Tennessee?’’ ‘ʻI can not inform you; I am bound 
to .”? What an important secret that is, as to whether a post- 
master to alittle office has been confirmed, and whether I voted for his 
confirmation or not! Oh, what a great veil this is that is drawn be- 
tween the Senator and the people in reference to a little post-office! 

In darker days, when the minds of men were not illumined as they 
are to-day by the common school and by books which are found every- 
where, you might fool somebody by talkingabout the secrets which you 
possess; but that time has passed. The people of this country know as 
much as we do, and a great many of them who are in the humbler walks 
of life would make better Senators than many of us, doubtless. We 
find to-day in the Senate people different from those with which the 
Senate was filled once, when it was filled exclusively with lawyers, who 
supposed that they had all the wisdom of the world, that they controlled 
everything, that they wrote all the constitutions and draughted all the 
laws. These things were then done in order to keep up the mystery 
and shrond their course of conduct in darkness and cause the people to 
stand off in awe of them, and havethem imagine a greatness that they 
could not fathom. 

To-day we find it different. To-day in the Senate Chamber we,find 
lawyers, we find miners, merchants, bankers, luambermen, and men in 
the different avocations of life. The people elect their men according 
to what they think is their business qualification for the purpose of 
legislating toadvance their interests. No longer is this mystery thrown 
around the aris of this country which once assembled for the 
purpose of blinding and keeping from the people that knowledge which 
they were entitled to have. 

No, sir, this Governmentis growing, itis growingin republican ideas, 
in republican feelings, it is growing in the interest of the people. 

Growth in the wrong direction must cease and it will cease. The 
growth in this country which has been in the direction of depriving 
men of their rights at the polls or their rights anywhere else will have 
to cease. The growth calculated to oppress will be checked. I warn 
my friends here that the people of this country will know what you do. 
They will open these doors and they will look in upon you, They are 
entitled to; and until these doors are opened the people of this coun- 
try can not say thatall have an opportunity of ascertaining a full knowl- 

of the workings of his Government; and the man who is deprived 
of the knowledge he ought to have in order to be well informed is de- 
prived to that extent of the privileges he ought to be permitted to enjoy. 

It is only by degrees that liberty comes. It is only by degrees that 
liberty is rls and the degree that you repress the intelligence of 
the people as to the action of their representatives to that extent you 
repress their liberties and the privileges they should enjoy. 

Let the Senate turn its eye to the house of lords in England, where 
power comes not from the people, where they are born with certain 
rights and privileges, where they are made lords without the consent 
of the people. To-day they are trembling and tottering, and the time 
will soon come when the house of lords in England will be made by 
the people of England. 

Let the Senate not pattern longer after the house of lords; let the 
Senate not pattern longer after its star-chamber proceedings, but let 
it, as a free, independent body of the representatives of a free and inde- 
pendent people, open the doors and let the light, if any can emanate 
from the Senate, flash across the continent, that every intelligent man 
in the land may understand how the duty as performed by the Senator is 


performed, whether in the direction of patriotic devotion to the interests 
of the country or not. In all these things let the country understand 
and know what is beingdone. Let the people be no longer misled; let 
them no longer be made to believe that there is some mystery about 
secret sessions; let them be made no longer to believe that there is some- 
thing transpiring here which would not transpire with open doors; let 
them be made no longer to believe that they are notour equals. When 
we declare that the people of this country are our equals, that each and 
every man is the equal of each and every other man before the law, let 
not their representatives imagine that they are higher than the people, 
that they are better than the people, or that they have secrets of state 
which can not be imparted to the people who have trusted them. 

You who are trusted by the people can not trust them. Is that the 
rule, that the man trusted can not trust the men who trust him? When- 
ever I fail to trust the people of my State who have trusted me, who have 
given me their confidence as a legislator for them, whenever I shall 
come to the conclusion that I am so far above them that I can not trust 
them with what I do as a legislative or executive act, then I will come 
to the conclusion that I myself have become aristocratic and that I am 
greater than those who made me whatI am. Do notimagine yourselves 
greater than those who made you what you are; you are not, Those 
who make Senators can unmake Senators; those who make Re mta- 
tives can unmake Representatives. So, too, with the President and all 
power in this land; the power that makes them can unmake them, and 
the power that makes them ought to unmake them if they have no con- 
fidence in that power. 

Mr. President, open these doors! open these doors! Let the knowl- 
edge go out to the people. The people: are outside; they wish to see 
inside. Ah, Mr. President, we are on the inside now, but political life 
is short at best; we may soon be on the outside and have a desire to look 
inside. Take away this mystery; stop this grand farce. 

I thank the Senators for giving me so kind and courteous a hearing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the pension bill, which was partially disposed of yesterday during the 
morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of 
soldiers of the late war honorably discharged after six months’ service, 
who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for support, and 
of dependent parents of soldiers who died in the service or from disabili- 
tiés contracted therein. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that I would have been glad to ask for 
a vote at this time on the resolution which has been under discussion 
this morning, but I am advised that one or two other Senators desire to 
speak upon it, and I trust we may goon withit to-morrow morning. I 
will ask the Senate to vote upon it at as early a day as is possible. ` 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President I wish to make a brief ex- 
planation of my substitute offered yesterday morning before the motion 
to take up the pension bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pension bill has been taken up. 
- Mr. BLAIR. Did the Senator ask me a question? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I said I wanted to make a statement to the 
Senate about the substitute I offered yesterday morning in the morning 


hour for the resolution ofthe Senator from Connecticut. Iwish to with- 
draw it. 
Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator desires to occupy afew moments I have 


no objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I shall at the same time continue to con- 
tend for the consideration of this resolution during the morning hour as 
against all Calendar business. Even if I have to consume the morning 
hour in itsdiscussion mysel!, I will doso. The pension bill is Calendar 
business. This resolution is peculiarly morning-hour business, and can 
be cut off at 2 o’clock by a mere rap of the gavel, as has been’ done time 
and again. 

I was going to say, however, Mr. President, that yesterday morning I 
offered a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Connecticut. 
I did it under the apprehension that it was the rale of the Senate that 
the adoption of his resolution in the form proposed by him requires a 
two-thirds vote. The substitute which I offered -—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Virginia 
what his proposal is at this time? I have only twenty-five minutes to 
complete the consideration of this bill, and I desire the Senate to com- 
plete it. I can not yield to a speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia has the 
floor on the pending bill, 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, if he is discussing the pending bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. As Isaid, and I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire nuderstood it, I offered a proposition as a substitute, be- 
lieving that the resolution of the Senator from Connecticut required a 
two-thirds vote. On examination I find that the Senate has changed 
the rule which obtains in what is called Jefferson’s Manual, and that 
a majority vote is sufficient to carry either proposition. Therefore I 
withdraw my substitute. That was my only object. A majority of 
the Senate can change a rule any morning they shall please to do so. 

Now, sir, I am opposed to taking up the pension bill or any other bill 
in the morning hour until this resolution is disposed of. If I appear 
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to be forcing the fight (if I may so express it) on this matter I shall be 
excused for it, Ipresume that, when I recall the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that I think I introduced the original proposition some 
time in December, certainly within the first month of the session, and 
now if we give way in the morning hour with the intention on the 
part of certain Senators here to defeat it by any and all motions, if 
possible, there can be no chance of its passing during this session. 

I shall therefore, as I have said, consume every minute of the morn- 
ing hour rather than have this resolution run over again by those who 
are opposed to its passing by urging the consideration of bills which 
seem to be more patriotic. I believe that closed sessions and closed 
doors—secret sessions—are in violation of every principle upon which 
this Government is founded. I believe they are violative of the Con- 
stitution itself; and that there can be no authority found in the Con- 
stitution for executive sessions exceptfor special purposes. The House 
of Representatives has aright to have its secret sessions, as namedinthe 
Constitution, for special purposes. Here wesitfrom12 to 1, for instance, 
and two Senators can say that every citizen of the United States shall 
be expelled from the ery in order to take up something that must 
be considered secretly. There is no such authority given in the Con- 
stitution under which we are acting and which is the limitation of our 
powers. Then the doors can be thrown open on the motion of some 
Senator to take up something else, or without the doors being thrown 
opén—I give away no executive secret when I mention it—a Senator 
can rise here and say, ‘‘I ask that the doors shall be considered to be 
open (though they are closed) for the purpose of introducing a public 
bill.’? That is done here almost every day. . x $ 

Now,sir, I undertake to say that either the resolution of the Senator 
from Connecticut or the resolution of the Senator from Illinois will 
leave it in the power of theSenate to open or close the doors, as the Con- 
stitution provides that a majority may do on any question. It only 
provides that and nothing more. It does not give two men a right to 
close the doors upon the people of this country. Why, sir, you bringa 
man in here and you put him on trial forfelony when he is nominated 
by the President of the United States for an office, and you say that he 
has been a horse thief and a convicted felon, you say that he has served 
a term in the penitentiary; and he has no opportunity of being heard. 
You take a man who is guilty of murder, who is guilty of the highest 
crime known, and you would not dare to try him in a county court- 
house unless he were confronted by his accusers and every witness was 
present and every word uttered for or against him during the progress 
of the trial was public. If it were done otherwise, he could set the 
whole proceedings aside. This is the Constitution and the constitu- 
tional provision for the protection of personal liberty; but it seems that 
the Senate of the United States assumes that it can try any American 
citizen and say that he is fit or unfit for an office, without giving that 
citizen an opportunity tobe heard. ~ 

I tell you, Mr. President, addressing the Senate through you, sir, as 
I am obliged under the rules to do, that it smacks smartly of coward- 
ice. I haye never yet known a man to be put on trial before any jury 
of his countrymen—I have never yet known a jury that were willing 
to try a man—unless he were confronted by his accusers and had his 
witnesses present, until I got into the Senate of the United States. 
That this body—I may call it the supreme law-making body—should 
itself violate a fundamental principle of fair trial is remarkable to me. 
It is upon.that principle mainly that I rested my proposition, in its in- 
ception, to open the doors and let every man know what was said for 
or against him, and let the country know the reasons for our action. 

I have heard it said that the scandalous accusations brought against 
men would prolong the session. I do not believe it, sir. You open 
the doors and leave every man who makes an accusation responsible to 
him whom he has accused and you will find fewer of such subjects dis- 
cussed and fewer men to take part in their debate. I will instance a 
case, if I can do so within the rules. I will take a man, for instance, 
who is nominated by the President of the United States to be a Solicitor- 
General or an Assistant Attorney-General. Let the doors be opened 
and accusations made and discussed in open session, and the debate will 
be concluded in much less time than if you have secret sessions, where 
no responsibility rests. 

I believe moreover that open sessions would improve what we call 
the civil-service rules; we should have real civil service honestly and 
better when the nominations of civil-service commissioners were sent 
in here if we had open sessions to consider them. In secret session 
we all know that Senators make short speeches, and they disavow any 
purpose of accusation in what they say, saying things which are ex- 
pressed in language that nobody understands. In open session a Sen- 
ator has to express himself to the country, and not to the smoking con- 
gregation of this body. ; 

I believe if you open the doors and let every nomination be fairly 
discussed here, every character be analyzed, every accusation against 
personal character be duly investigated, that you will have a better 
class of men performing the public service. Why, sir, the President 
himself, just prior to the meeting of this Congress, invited even the 
Republicans to come and state tohim anything that they knew went to 
the fitness or the unfitness of any of his appointees. Who went? I 
do not know. Ihave never seen him. Republicans, he invited you 
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to go there and tell him what you knew of the are character and 
fitness of a man. Why should we not discuss both in this body and 


let the country know about them? You say that these secrets get out. 
Then why not let the facts go out without being secret? Why not let 
the truth go instead of falsehood? How do they get out? If I were 
permitted to guess I could tell. I havea private secretary, for instance, 
and I consider him particularly private. I walk down the Avenue with 


‘him and he asks mea question or two, and being smarter than I am, he 


knows more in five minutes than I learn ina week. Then he gives itto 
somebody else, and the whole newspaper fraternity get it; and my ob- 
servation is that if you were to undertake to exchange intelligence the 
newspaper men would have the best of this Senate by a large majority. 
That is the way the secrets get out. That is the way the secrets of the 
executive sessions get out all the time. 

Another reason why I am in favor of open sessions is that then they 
can not misrepresent you. ‘The newspaper fraternity, like every relig- 
ious denomination or the masonic fraternity or a temperance association 
or anything else will have some unreliable men among them, and an 
instance occurred here last week that I icularly noticed because I 
was most concerned in it. Almost all the papers which I saw stated 
nearly the exact facts. There was one here representing, or supposed 
to be hired to misrepresent—I would like to make it as moderate as 
possible—misrepresenting a Representative in the House of Representa- 
tives, and that just took the facts which all the others reported and 
reversed them, and put my name in the place of the other man. He 
would not have dared to do so if we had had open sessions. 

Mr. President, I will yield the floor now to take up the pension bill. 
Will that deprive this resolution of its priority to-morrow morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no unfinished business of 
the morning hour; either the pending bill or the resolution in respect 
to secret sessions would have to be taken up on motion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If the pension bill is taken up, would that 
deprive this resolution of its priority to-morrow morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itwould not. Neither of them has 
any priority in the morning hour, but must be taken up on motion. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. I yield the floor. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


Mr. BLAIR. - I remind the Senator that the pension bill is up. He 
has been spakin on the pension bill. Now I ask for a vote on the 

ion bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The, bill (S. 1886) for the relief of 
soldiers of the late war honorably discharged after six months’ service, 
who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for support, and 
of dependent parents of soldiers who died in the service or from disa- 
bilities contracted therein, is before the Senate as in Committee of the 


Whole. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at length. 
Mr. COCKRELL. To-day? ` 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yesterday. Does the Senator desire 


that it be read again? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. Is there a report with it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that there is no 
report, and that no amendment is reported. The bill will be read again 
at the request of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The Chief Clerk began to read the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the reading proceeds further I wish to say that 
the bill has been twice read to the Senate already since the debate com- 
menced. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Chair—I do not know 
whether the Chair can answer the question—whether it is the expec- 
tation that the interstate-commerce bill will proceed at 2 o'clock? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It comes up as the unfinished busi- 
ness at 2 o'clock, š 

Mr. HOAR. I appeal to my friend from New Hampshire that a bill 
of this great magnitude ought not to be dealt with in the three min- 
utes left before 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will remind the Senator from Massachusetts that he 
has had ample opportunity to know in the present condition of the _ 
business of the Senate that the bill has been up three times. It has 
been kicked and buffeted about beyond any abuse I ever saw put on 
any pension legislation in this or the other body, and I am utterly 
disgusted at the manner in which this bill and all pension legislation 
at this session has been treated by the Senate. I have never seen any- 
thing like it in either House of Congress; and unless there can be some 
understanding that the Pension Committee is to be treated in regard 
to its reports in the Senate as it has been at former sessions, for one I 
shall feel under the necessity of asking to be entirely excused from fur- 
ther service on the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend will exonerate me from any dis- 


Mr. BLAIR. I exonerate the Senator from any disrespect certainly, 
but Senators seem to forget the course of procedure in reference to this 
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“pill. In the first place, it was called up some three weeks ago and dis- 
cussed, and by the exercise ofthe most malicious and ludicrous malignity 
onthe part of several Senators they used up the few minutes we had then. 
Itwentoverafortnight. Senators wanted to be heard without reference 
to anything that was pending in the Sencte, and this continuous babble 
about secret sessions and open sessions has interfered with it, and every- 
thing that all the dictionary nonsense that it was possible to concert 
seemed to be combined for the purpose apparently of defeating this pen- 
sion legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend will pardon me—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like a vote on-this bill. 3 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennessee has called 
for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to hear the bill read. 

Mr. BLAIR. That will make three times it has been read to the 
Senate already. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it makes the fortieth time, I ask for the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, being the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. CAMDEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from West Virginia will yield tome 
I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, in accordance with notice given yesterday. 

Mr. CAMDEN, I yield. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the question on the 
motion the Chair will present a House bill for reference. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7481) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of February 4, 1885, certain information relative to claims of Pot- 
tawatomie Indians; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution: ‘ 

A bill (S. 82) toamend an act entitled ‘“‘Anact to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the port of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; and ; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; 

A bill ie R. 6637) relating to contested-election cases; and 

A bill (H. R. 7465) to amend section 3357 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1880, 
and section 3389 of said Revised Statutes as amended by section 16 of 
the act of March, 1879. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MonRGAN] moves that the Senate proceed to the cortsideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After three hours and thirty-seven min- 
utes spentin executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 44 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 15th day of April, 1886. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Charles A. Spofford, to be collector of customs for the district of Cas- 
tine, in the State of Maine, vice William H. Sargent, term expired. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Gilbert W. Farrington, to be postmaster at Monson, Mass., vice Ar- 
thur D. Norcross, to be removed. 


Hiram Foote, to be postmaster at Amesbury, Mass., vice J. W. Good- 
rich, term expired. 

Charles N. Perley, to be postmaster at Danvers, Mass., vice Joseph 
E. Hood, resigned. ; 

Patrick M. Shea, to be postmaster at Chicopee Falls, Mass., vice 
William P, McFarland, term expired. 

Frank B. Patchen, to be postmaster at Silver Creek, N. Y., vice John 
I. Lamphere, whose term expires April 28, 1886. H 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, April 15, 1886. 
POSTMASTER, __ 
R. E. Goodell, to be postmaster at Leadville, Lake County, Colorado. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 15, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 

MILBURN, D. D. INS 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
AMERICAN PORK. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 


Inr mse to a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 6th instant, 
requesting the Secretary of State “‘to transmit, if not AE NE T with the 


publie interest, copies of all correspondence between ent and the 
representatives of France, Germany, Austria, and any other Baropean country 
w. rtation of American pork,” T 


ich has partly or entirely restricted the im 
transmit herewith the report of the Secretary 


Execetive Mansion, Washington, April 14, 1836. 
TAXATION OF PETROLEUM IN HOLLAND, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In onse to a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 17th ultimo, 
AEAN aa the Secretary of State “to communicate to the House of Representa- 
tives, if not incompatible with the public interest, copies of the recent corre- 
spondenceand dispatches between the Secretary of State and the minister of the 

nited Statesat the Hague, touching the subject of taxation of petroleum in 
Holland and in the Dutch colonies, and that of the export therefrom of leaf- 
tobacco to the United States,” I transmit herewith the report of the Secretary 


of State on the subject, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, April 14, 1886. 


UNITED STATES ASSISTANT TREASURER, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of force and salary 
of assistant treasurer at New York, in lieu of estimates heretofore sub- 
mitted, for the next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BUILDING, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS., ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of War of appropriations for building at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 
purchase of land at Jeffersonville depot, Indiana, and purchase of land 
at Neptune Island, New York; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HORACE P, HOBSON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and find- 
ings of fact by that court in the case of Horace P. Hobson, adminis- 
trator, &c., against the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


State on the subject. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


HENRY BAZINSKY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and find- 
ings of fact by thatcourt in the case of Henry Bazinsky, administrator, 
&c., against the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for three days,to attend the funeral 
of his brother-in-law in New York. 

To Mr. MILLARD, until April 24, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Prpcock, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 
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To Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. ELLSBERRY, for ten days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Forty-third Congress the papers in the caseof J. W. 
Habridge, without leaving copies. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer a rés- 
olution for reference, 

Mr. BEACH. I object. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privi- 
leged report. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to 
report the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and to ask its 
immediate consideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 12, 1888. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to transmit to the 
Housea schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury since the allowance of those emb; in House Executive Document No. 70. 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the resolution call- 
ing upon the Secretary of the Treasury for a schedule of all claims allowed by 
the accounting officers of the Treasury since the allowance of those embraced 
in House Executive Document No. 70, having considered the same, report it back 
herewith, and recommend its adoption with the following amendment: At the 
end of line 3,after the word * Treasury," insert the following words: ‘‘ Under 
appropriations, the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur- 
pine fund, under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 20, 1874.” 

The SPEAKER. The question’ is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. , 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Iask unanimous consent to report a bill from 
the Committee on Military Affairs for reference to the Private Calen- 
dar, 

Mr. BEACH. Ishall have to object. . That report can be made when 
the committees are called under the rules, å 

Mr. MURPHY. Iask unanimous consent to offer at this time for 
adoption the resolution which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, May 1, after the reading of the Journal, be set apart 
for the consideration in the House as in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union of House bill No. 5869, ‘ 


Mr. DUNHAM. What is the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. MURPHY. Does the gentleman object if the bill is referred to 
the Committee of the Whole? I do not understand that he does, 

Mr. HAMMOND and Mr. SPRINGER called for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIS. After consultation with a number of gentlemen on 
the floor, I move to dispense with the first morning hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY. The committees have not been called for some 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. A two-thirds vote 
is necessary for the adoption of this motion. -~ 

The question being taken, the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports to be referred to the appropriate Calendars, ‘The call rests with 
the Committee on War Claims. 

ADMINISTRATORS OF S. H. HILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5849) for the relief of Henry H. Epping 
and Alexander M. Brannan, administrators of 8. H. Hill; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. _ 

T. J. PITZER. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF AYERS P. MERRILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 7878) for the relief of the heirs and estate of Ay- 
ers P. Merrill, deceased; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE CONWAY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also 


ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of George 

Conway; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 

ordered to be printed. 
; ELIZABETH HENDERSON. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2178) for the relief of Elizabeth Henderson; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 3189, a bill (H. R. 7879) to. amend 
the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 3189 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

BOOK-MAKING, POOL-SELLING, ETC. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5044) to prohibit 
book-making of any kind and pool-selling in the District of Columbia 
for the purpose of gaming; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LOTTERIES. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2294, a bill (H. R. 7880) to pun- 
ish the selling and advertising of lottery tickets in the District of Col- 
umbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 2294 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

MEDICAL EXAMINERS. 


On motion of Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of a letter from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a letter from the Secretary of the Interior in relation to an 
increase of number and salaries of medical examiners in the Pension 
Office; and the same was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


BOARD OF PENSION APPEALS—SALARIES, 


On motion of Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department was also discharged from the further 
consideration of a letter from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Interior recommending 
that the salaries of members of the board of pension appeals be in- 
creased; and the same was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

OBJECTS OF VALUE AND ART. 

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
favorably joint resolution (S. R. 46) accepting from Julia Dent Grant 
and William H. Vanderbilt objects of value and art presented by va- 
rious foreign governments to the late General Ulysses 8. Grant. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the report required 
by the resolution. The rule requires each bill to be accompanied by a 
written report. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will withdraw it, then, for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can present the report hereafter. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well; I will do it. 

The joint resolution was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MANUSCRIPT BELONGING TO THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, also reported 
back favorably the bill ($. 1851) establishing a éommission to report to 
Congress on manuscripts belonging to the Government; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The same order in reference to the accomparying 
report will be entered in this case as in the other. 

INTERNATIONAL POLAR EXPEDITION. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably Senate concurrent resolution to print report of international 
polar expedition to Lady Franklin Bay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, also reported 
back favorably concurrent resolution to print 38,000 copies of report of 
Commissioner of Education for 1884-85; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 5135) to classify labor 
and equalize the pay of employés under the Government of the United 
States; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


- 
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YACHTS. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with amendment the bill (H. 
R. 1602) amending the Revised Statutes relating to yachts; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. s 

ELECTORS OF PRESIDENT, ETC. 


Mr. CALDWELL, from the Select Committee on the Election of 
President and Vice-President, reported back with amendment the bill 
(S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and 
Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the 
votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions 
arising thereon; which were referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS R. WARE. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 7881) to remove the political disabilities of James R. 
Ware, of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. $ 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to report back adversely the memorial of John 
McC. Perkins for the impeachment of Thomas L. Nelson, judge of the 
district court of the United States, Massachusetts. And Ihave thought 
it proper to call the attention of the House to it before I move to lay 
the memorial on the table, which I now do. 

The memorial was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

PROOF OF LOYALTY. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 3184, a bill (H. R. 7882) to repeal in part and 
to limit sections 3480 and 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 3184 was laid on the table. 

CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY ACTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, as a substitute for H. R. 4305, a bill (H. R. 7883) in relation to 
claims arising under the provisions of captured and abandoned property 
acts, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

House bill 4305 was laid on the table. a 

ESTABLISHMENT OF SUBTREASURY, LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 902) establishing a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTION OF LIVE STOCK, ETC. 


Mr. DUNHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3899) to provide for the 
inspection of live stock, hog-products, and dressed meats, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. HATCH submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 27th day of April, 1886, after the second call of com- 
mitt be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented 
by the Committee on Agriculture ; this order not to interfere with general appro- 
priation or revenue bills; and, whether interfered with or not, shall be a pee i 
ing order until the bills presented by said committee shall be disposed of, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back with adverse recommendation joint resolutions and a bill of the 
following titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports printed, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 14) requesting the President to invite the 
co-operation of the governments of American nations in securing the es- 
tablishment of free commercial intercourse among those nations and an 
American customs union; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 94) to authorize the President of the United 
States to invite the autonomic governmentsof America to send delegates 
to an international American congress to arrange for the arbitration of 
all national differences; and 

A bill (H. R. 5444) for the encouragement of closer commercial re- 
lations in the interests of the perpetuation of peace between the United 
States and the Republics of Mexico and Central and South America and 
the Empire of Brazil. 
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INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 7267 a bill (H. R. 7884) authorizing 
the President of the United States to arrange a conference for the pur- 
pose of promoting arbitration and encouraging reciprocal relations be- 
tween the United Statesof America and the Republics of Mexico, Cen- 
tral and South America, and the Empire of Brazil; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bill 7267 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

Mr. BELMONT asked and obtained leave to tile the report of the 
minority on said bill. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH ARSENAL GROUNDS, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 880) granting 
the right of way to the Schuylkill River and East Side Railroad Com- 
pany through the arsenal and naval asylum grounds at Philadelphia, 
Pa.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

KENSINGTON AND TACONY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4243, a bill (H. R. 7885) granting 
the right of way to the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Company 
through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Pa.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 4243 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

MARTIN MURPHY. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2156) 
for the removal of the charge of desertion from the record of Martin 
Murphy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHNSON 8. PRALL. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 329) for 
the removal of the charge of desertion against the record of Johnson S. 
Prall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 670) to 
authorize the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company to pur- 
chase certain land, and for other purposes; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. ERMENTROUT, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4446) for the repair of Fort Marion, at Saint Augustine, Fla., and the 
inclosure of the grounds attached to suid fort, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee an Appropriations. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of Francis J. Conlan; . 

A bill (H. R. 1777) to authorize the Secretary of War to correct the 
record of certain meritorious soldiers of the late war, and to secure to 
them an honorable discharge from the service, and to provide for the 
payment of the salary or bounty withheld from such soldiers by reason 
of their alleged desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 5428) for the relief of George W. Meloy; 

A bill (H. R. 3952) removing the charge of desertion from the record 
of John Knockelman; > 

A bill (H. R. 4613) for the relief of George Henry Parker from the 

e of desertion; and ‘ 
A bill (H. R. 1705) for the relief of W. P. Payne. 
JAMES M. M’KAMEY. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bi!l (H. R. 5775) for the relief of 
James M. McKamey; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


DONATIONS OF CANNON, ETC. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3020) donating 
condemned cannon and cannon-balls to the village of Albion, Orleans 
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County, New York; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendations the bill (H. R. 3021) donating 
condemned cannon and cannon-balls to the village of Nunda, Living- 
ston County, New York; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were peop on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3553) for the relief of Mannister Worts and others; 

A bill (H. R. 3723) directing the Secretary of War to amend the rec- 
ord of Cyril Greenwood; and 

A bill (H. R. 3599) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
Marshall N. Murphy, late a private in Company A, Fourth Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

CHARLES W. FAUST. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2704) 
for the relief of Charles W. Faust; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. S. HARDAWAY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
3696) to relieve John F. 8. Hardaway from the charge of desertion; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP TAYLOR. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
4727).to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Philip Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

EMANUEL KLAUSER. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
3887) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calender, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. WALTERS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
3214) for the relief of John H. Walters; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. È 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
also reported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following 
titles; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports or- 
dered to be printed: - 

A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Desire B. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4065) for the relief of Charles E. Molen; 

A bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief of Charles H. Hammond from the 
charge of desertion; 

A bill (H: R. 4676) removing the charge of desertion against Charles 
Lowther; 

A bill (H. R. 1909) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William C. Jones; 

A bill (R. R. 3965) removing the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Thomas Bowles; and 

A bill (H. R. 3299) for the relief of John Wells. 


TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. VIELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 238, a bill (H. R. 7886) for the relief of telegraph 
operators during the war; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 238 was laid on the table. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the House resolution to fix a day for 
the consideration of the bill (F. R. 7635) to consolidate certain bureaus 
of the Navy De nt; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the House resolution to fix a day 


for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval es- 
tablishment; which was referred to the House Calendar. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1883. 


Mr. BALLENTINE, from the Committee on Naval Affi reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2557) limiting 
a portion of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the na- 
val service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses;?’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole, House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. F 

Mr. HERBERT obtained leave to present the views of the minority, 
to be printed with the report of the majority. ; 

PRE-EMPTION OF PUBLIC LANDS, ETC. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, reported in lieu 
of sundry bills a bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws providing for the 
pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber 
culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, obtained leave to present the views of 
the minority, to be printed with the report of the majority. 

LAND DISTRICTS, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (S, 1487) toestablish two addi- 
tional land districts in the State of Nebraska; which by unanimous con- 
sent was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LANDS IN RANDOLPII COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 334) granting the title 
of the United States to certain lands to the county of Randoiph in the 
State of Illinois on certain conditions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

PEORIA AND MIAMI INDIANS. 

Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 739, a bill (H. R. 7888) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to united Peorias and Miamis in the Indian 
Territory; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed, 

House bill 739 was laid on the table. 

. INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS AND. NEBRASKA. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to extend the time of the pay- 
ment of the purchase-money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe 
and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas; 
which, by unanimous consent, was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 7217) to provide for the or- 
ganization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other p ; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BARNES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to submit the 
views of the minority, to be printed with the report. 

PENAL COLONIZATION. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back, 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table, a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of New Jersey relative to penal colonization; and it was so 
ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWBURG, N. Y. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1569, a bill (H. R. 7889) to erect a 
public building at Newburg, N. Y.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 1569 was Jaid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, AKRON, OHIO. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 5734, a bill (H. R. 7890) for the 
erection of a building at Akron, Ohio; which was referred to the Com- 
mitte of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 5734 was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SEDALIA, MO. 


Mr.WADE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


` 
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reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1376, æ bill (H. R. 7891) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Sedalia, in the State 
of Missouri; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompaning report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bill 1376 was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HELENA, MONT. 
Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2885) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Helena, Mont.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PETERSBURG, VA. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 480) for 
the improvement and enlargement of the public building at Peters- 


burg, Va.; which referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, re- 
ported, asa substitute for the resolution (Mis. Doc. 142) directing an in- 
vestigation of books, accounts, &c., of the Union Pacific Railroad, a 
resolution (Mis. Doc. 225) authorizing an investigation of books and ac- 
counts and of accounts of the Pacific railroads which have been 
aided by the United States Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA C. BEEZELEY. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Beeze- 
ley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

: JOHN M’GOWAN. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John Mc- 
Gowan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


NELSON MONROE. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6088) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nelson Monroe; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES SCHULER. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of Charles Schuler; 
which was to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

RANDOLPH SEAMAN. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7300) for the relief of Randolph Seaman; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CALLIE WEST. ; 

Mr, .0’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7222) granting a pension to Callie West; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

A ISAAC N. HAWKINS. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of 
Isaac N. Pawon ya be si to eg Committee of the Whole 
House on rivate Calen wi e accompanyi 
ordered to be printed. ns ene 

MRS. MARGARET COLBATH. $ 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. VAUGHN. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SAMANTHA A. SMITH. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6452) granting a pension to Samantha 
A. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SARAH CASTEEL. 

Mr. MO from the Committee on Invalid P: also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
Casteel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN J. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6453) granting a pension to Mar- 
tin J. Reynolds; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL ROBBINS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H; R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel 

bbins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed. 
JOHN H. WESTERHOUSE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to John 

. Westerhouse, late of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home 
Brigade )Thirteenth) Maryland Volunteers; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

MARY S. WOODSON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7073) granting a pension to Mary 
S. Woodson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES D. COTTON. ° 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6117) grantinga peñsion to James 
D. Cotton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 
ally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6802) restoring to the pension-roll James Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 6805) to increase the pension of Michael Wetzel; 

A bill (H. R. 6497) granting a pension to Charles H. Walford; and 

A bill (H. R. 7085) granting a pension to Archibald Mathews. 

ROBERT CHAWNER. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions was di from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6719) to pension Robert Chawner; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. > 

On motion of Mr. PINDAR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 

i from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6532) for 
the relief of the widow of the late Lieut. Col. Joseph A. Haskin, United 
States Army; and the same was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

On motion of Mr. PINDAR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 5343) for 
the relief of Thomas Smith; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

ANTOINETTE BIRNEY. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antoinette 
Birney, widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. THOMAS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Thomas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA ALLEN. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5645) granting a pension to Rebecca Allen; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the acompanying report, ordered to be printed. - 

NANCY RB. BROWN. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1997) granting a pension to Nancy 
R. Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse 
= the — Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

printed. 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5753) granting a pension to Eliza E. Berry; and 

A bill (H. R. 2126) granting a pension to Mary E. Bryant. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SWOPE, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 

i from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4800) for the 

relief of Matilda Caldwell, late Matilda Sparks; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, and 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5318) for the relief of John Sturgis; and 

A bill (E R. 5666) granting a pension to Arnold Carey. 

NAVY PENSIONS, ETC. 


Mr. HUTTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 4702) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to pensions to certain disabled persons who have served 
in the Navy or Marine Corps; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. LANDES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of William H. Deery; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

S HENRY H. SIBLEY. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 2485) for the relief of Henry H. Sibley; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the views of the minority; which were 
ordered to be printed with the majority report. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1898) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Martin Webb, deceased; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 407) for the relief of the Adis Israel Hebrew congre- 
gation of the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (H. R. 2194) to exempt the property of the Young Men’s 
Christian Association of Washington, D. C., from taxation. 

j LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL BASIN. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4927, a bill (H. 
R. 7892) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland Canal Ba- 
sin, upon certain conditions; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. : 

House bill 4927 was laid on the table. 


YOUNG WOMEN’S CHRISTIAN HOME, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. GAY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7083) to incorporate the trustees of the 
Young Women’s Christian Home, in Washington, D. C.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT TO U. S. GRANT. a 
Mr. STAHLNECKER, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back favorably the bill (8. 1564) for the erection of a monument to the 
late Ulysses S. Grant; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whcle House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL NOBLE. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 7893) to remove the bar of the statute of limitations, that Sam- 
uel Noble may prosecute a cotton claim before the Court of Claims; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL REVENUE LAWS. 
Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as 
a substitute for the bill H. R. 7549, a bill (H. R. 7894) to amend the 
internal-revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly onrolled a bill (H. R. 7632) to es- 
tablish a light-ship off the entrance to the Chesapeake Bay; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

INDIAN COMMISSION, 

The SPEAKER. The next business is the call of committees for the 
consideration of bills; and the pending question is on a bill (H. R. 
6973) to provide for the appointment of a commission to inspect and 
report on the condition of Indians, Indian affairs, and for other pur- 
poses, which comes over from a previous morning hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has sixteen minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is, of the first hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has sixteen minutes of his time. 
There is one hour afterward. 

Mr. WEAVER, ofIowa. I would ask the gentleman if this can not 
be passed over by unanimous consent until to-morrow, retaining its place 
without prejudice? 

Mr. MORRISON. No; to-morrow is private bill day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwilistatethat a request has been made by gentle- 
men connected with the Committee on Territories that this bill should be 
allowed to go over to a laterdate, Tuesday, perhaps, of next week is the 
latest, without losing its place under the call. If we can have theright 
of way on Tuesday for the consideration of the bill I shall make no ob- 
jection to the request for the purpose of accommodating the gentlemen 
who make this suggestion. I thereforeask unanimous consent that this 
bill be passed over, to be entitled to consideration for one hour on Tues- 
day in the usual time. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I further request that any gentlemen who desire to 
propose amendments to the bill may be permitted to present them and 
have them considered as pending. $ 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL 6973. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved the following amendments to House bill 6973: 


First. Fill up the blank in line 6, first section, with the word “ major.” 

Second. Fill up the blank in third line of the fifth section with the word 
cee and in the fourteenth line of same section with the words “ ten thou- 
sand, 
Third. In line 16 of fifth section, after the word “commission,” the following 
words: “ not drawing salaries, nine thousand.” 

Fourth, Strike out the word “‘five,” after the word “twenty,” in twenty-sec- 
ond line of the fifth section. 


By Mr. CuTCcHEON: 


1, Amend the title of the bill to read as follows: 

“A bill to provide for reorganizing and further defining the dutics of the 
Board of Indian Commissioners, and for other purposes,” 

2, Amend section 1 of said bill so that it shall read as follows: 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
Americain Congress That the President of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to reorganize the Board of Indian Commissioners, so as 
to make it to consist of seven persons, two of whom may be detailed from the 
officers of the Army, who shall report to the Secretary of the Interior for duty, 
the other members to be appointed from the existing board, from civil life, or 
detailed from officers in the service of the Department of the Interior. And 
when said Board of Indian Commissioners shall be so appointed, the organiza- 
tion and fanctions of the present Board of Indian Commissioners shall cease and 
determine, It shall be the duty of the said reorganized Board of Indian Com- 
missioners to perform all duties heretofore intrusted to and performed by the 
Board of Indian Commissioners; and they shall inspect all goods and supplies 

urchased for the Indian service, and advise the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 

n to a of such goods and ys ene It shall also be the duty 
of said commissioners, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
inspect from time to time, as he may require, the condition of the Indians of 
the various tribes and bands on the different reservations under the cate, con- 
trol, or jurisdiction of the United States.” 


CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee on 
Elections to call up the bill (H. R. 6637) relating to contested elections 
and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Tne bill is as follows: 

Be it enacled, &c., That section 127 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be so amended as to read as follows: 

“All officers taking testimony to be used in acontested-election case, whether 
by deposition or otherwise, shall, when the taking of the same is completed, and 
without unnecessary delay, certify and carefully seal and immediately forward 
the same, by mail or by express, addressed to the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, Washington, D. C.; and shall also indorse upon 
the envelope containing such deposition or testimony the name of the case in 
which it is taken, together with the name of the party in whose behalf it is taken, 
and shall subscribe such indorsement. 

“The Clerk of the House of Representatives, upon the receipt ofsuch — 
tion or testimony, shall file the same with the clerk of the Committee on Elec- 
tions. As soon as all the testimony relating to any caseis received by the clerk 
ot the Committee on Elections he shall notify the contestant and the contestee 
by registered letter through the mails to appear at the committee-room at the 
Capitol, in person or by attorney, at a reasonable time to be named, not exceed- 
ing twenty days from the mailing of such letter, for the pu of being pres- 
ent at the opening of the sealed packages of testimony and of agreeing upon 
the parts thereof to be printed. pon the day appointed for such meeting the 
clerk of the committee shall proceed to open all the packages of testimony in 
the case in the presence of the parties or their attorneys, and such portionsof the 
testimony as the parties may agree to have printed shall be printed by the Pub- 
lic Printer, under the direction of the clerk of the committee; and in case of 

nt between the parties as to the printing of any portion of the testi- 
mony, the said clerk shall determine whether such portion of the testimony 
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shall be printed; and the said clerk shall prepare a suitable index to be printed | cers at the port of New York in respect to the appraisementand reappraisement 
with the record, : of the merchandise in controversy. S 
“If either party, after having been duly notified, shall fail to attend, by him- Meanwhile, to wit, on the 2ist of December, the House passed the resolution 
self or by an attorney, the clerk of the committee shall proceed to open the peoi calling for the letters and documents in the case, whereupon Lehmann was in- 
ages, and shall cause such portions of the testimony as he shall be of opinion | formed by the Secretary of the Treasury that, pending the investigation of Con- 
ought to be printed. _ , gress, no further action would be taken by the in reference to his offer 
“He shall carefully seal up and preserve the portions of the testimony not | to prove fraud, Ue A 
printed, as wellasthe other portions. when returned from the Public Printer, and "he committee are of opinion that a resolution caliing for letters and docu- 
y the same before the Committee on Elections at the earliest opportunity. As | ments nogat not to delay or hinder an investigation by the Department of 
soon as the testimony in any case is printed, the clerk of the Committee on Elec- | charges of fraud against its officials. They therefore recommend the adoption 
— shall pecans oy mail, if desired, ano comes liythe « to the Bera tay [ee or of the following resolution. 
one yro e contestee, and si n e contestant to file wit Mr. HEWITT. Unless some further information is demanded with 
the clerk of the committee within thirty days a brief of the factsand the authori- is x $ fs n è 
tien retied on to establish bis case. ‘The clerk of the committee shall forward by | respect to thisresolution, I move that it be put upon its passage. Itis 
mail two copies of the contestant’s brief to the contestee, with like notice. unanimously reported from the Committee on Ways and Means. 
“ Bh ee zeelt of suo Soereas prat the Gehe shall ger Neate oes Hac The resolution was agreed to. 

o the contestant, who may, e desires, reply to new matter ie con’ cc's oS Ps : 
brief within like time. All briefs shall be printed at the expense of the parties | Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
respectively, and shall be of like folio as the printed record; and sixty copies | was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
thereof sha}! be filed with the clerk of the committee.” the table. 

Sec. 2, That the clerk of the Committee on Elections shall hold his office until of 5 
his successor is appointed and qualified. He shall receive for his services $2,000 The latter motion was agreed to. 
per annum; and he shall prepare, when directed by the committee, for publica- 


Mn, A ajv of election cases, but shall not be entitled to additional compensa- IMPORTATION OR LANDING OF MACKEREL, 
ion thereior, z 
> Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed 
Mr. TURNER. Task that the report be also read. by the Committee on Ways and Means to call up the bill (H. R. 5538) 


The report (by Mr. TURNER) is as follows: relating to the importing of mackerel canght during the spawning sea- 


The Committee on Elections, to whom was referred the bill relating to con- ia $ ; 
tested elections (H. R. 6637), have had the same under OAA En ANA rec- son. This is on the House Calendar, and the Feport is No. 343. 


ommend its passage. The bill was read at length. 
By the present practice the printing of the evidence and preparation of the Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, I now move to 
aparece contested ted elections can not be done until the Committee on Elections | postpone the further consideration of this bill to the 18th day of May, 
The object of this bill is to have the evidence printed and the briefs filed be- | after the second call of committees. 
fore the new Congress meets. By this arrangement it is believed that the work The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Arkansas desire to fix 


of the committee can be advanced atleast two months, and the titles to the dis- 9 will trol tter himself, i 
puted seats can be determined before the other business of the House is ready the hour? However, he have con of that mai hi cam 


for consideration. the event of the adoption of his motion, and can call it up at any time 
Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to sup- e eiee LEn of Arkansas. Ido not know that thin ore 
ply an omission which was made in the draught of the bill. nities alll hecalled atthab tanta 
fee eae xen “ Takua: est ane NIA AT oiia The SPEAKER. The right of consideration would not be affected 
en n een ‘ ion l, ‘a! $ i i 
“And tha norton of contest and tha RaR E of the sitting Arte yas shall also be | by that. Whether the committee is called or not the gentleman could 
printed with the record.” | 


z i Mr. REED, of Maine. Could its consideration’ be postponed simpl 
Paneer aa satan $ Laerte to ask the gentleman from Georgia aques- | to the 18th day of May and then be called up at any time during the 
’ permissio om : | day ? 
Mr. TURNER. I yield for a question. | ‘The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Arkansas, if 


Mr. SPOONER. I want to inquire if the Committee on Elections | adopted, would make it in order. to call it up at any time on that da 
vonsider, if this bill be enacted into a law, it will be effective in secur- | “The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Ay. 


ing the taking of testimony in the manner there provided? ? i i ia bi i 
Mr. TURNER. Has the gentleman concluded his question ? PRSE SEO AET AGEE OESR DIL Po a Hrne 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir, The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER. I desire to state in reply to the gentleman Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote 
Rhode Island that this bill does not attempt to alter in any respect the | hy which the motion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
present statute governing election contests, except in the particular reconsider be laid on the table. 
that it requires the printing of the record by the Public Printer before | "The latter motion was agreed to. 
the new. Congress commences, and for that purpose I think the bill will i ee 
be thoroughly effectual. : PORT OF OMAHA, NEBR. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment | . Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call up from the House 

proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. Calendar the bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June 

The amendment was agreed to. _ _ | 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to imme- 

, The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” to the 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 


7 7 : x The bill was read, as follows: 
Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | pe i enacted, œc., That the privileges of immediate transportation of dutiable 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the merchandise conferred by the act of June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend 
table. | the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
Y, 


| call it up any time during the day. 


; | other purposes,” be, and the same are hereby, extended tothe port of Omaha, in 
The latter motion was agreed to. | the State of Nebraska, as provided for as to the ports mentioned in section 7 of 
REAPPRAISEMENT OF CERTAIN IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. eanan 


A Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iwill only say the committee 
Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Ways Saati 
and M Task diate GAA Aeration ofa lution on the House | addressed a communication to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he 


Calendar, reported from that committee, in regard to the reappraise- advised this extension of the privileges of the act to the port of Omaha 


à : be granted. Unless some gentleman wishes to make some inquiries or 
CEE R CGS ae ons wilt be vend remarks I will ask for a vote on the bill. 
The Clerk read a ‘tlowe: P The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 


z the third time, and passed. 
Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to proceed to hear Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arka : 

d determine the charges made by L. Leh he wan procsedine th do ak Ir. JKIN o: nsas, moved to reconsider the vote by 
the time of the ara OF te oaia of the: pre. Joes that he report the which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 


result thereof to the House of Representatives at the earliest possible date con- i i h le. 
sistent with a proper determination of the question at issue. ype tae rye or eite: Oe aio 
g i 


I ar ee ae eit There isa report also preceding this resolution, which PORTS OF PORTLAND AND PORT TOWNSEND. 


The report (by Mr. Hewirr) was read, as follows: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call up for consideration the 
The Committee on Ways and Means have had under consideration the letter | bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitted in response to a resolution of | relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
the House, adopted December 21, 1885, calling for copies of letters and docu- | purposes,” approved June 10, 1880. 
ments relating to the ap lication of L, Lehmann fora ner ie eho of cer- Thi bill d foll ies 
tain imported merchandise. They find that Lehmann has filed charges with the O DOT Was TESA; AS LOMOWS: 
Secretary of the Treasury that there was collusion between the examiner and Be it enacted, dc., That the privileges of the first section of the act approved 
merchant appraiser in this case, by which his invoice was fraudulently raised, | June 10,1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
and he was compelled to pay duties not lawfully im: by statute. They find | transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” be, and the same are 
further that the tary of the Treasury informed Lehmann that he had no | hereby, extended to the port of Portland, Oreg.; and that the privileges of the 
power to set aside a reappraisement, unless it could be clearly shown that the | first and seventh sections of said act be,and same are hereby, extended to 


appraising officers acted unlawfully or dishonestly. the port of Port Townsend, in Washington Territory. 
a ap aa further that on the 26th of December Tohare notified the Secre- nits i ey 7 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
ta: the Treas that he was prepared to furnish proof of fraud or of a fraud- i à Z; Sly 
lait conephaty pt Shonen the cant npaeadecr aod certain custom-house ofi- ! the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. s 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORTS OF KEY WEST AND TAMPA. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Icall up for consideration the 
joint resolution (S; R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the provisions of the first and seventh sections of the act 
entitled “ An act to amend the ctatutes in relation to immediate rtation 
of dutiable goods, and for other p ” approved June 10, 1880, be extended 
to the port of Key West, Fla.; and that the provisions of the seventh section 
of the same act be extended to Tampa, Fia. And all the other provisions of 
said ai pren apply to bothsaid ports and to all goods and merchandise therein 
mentio I. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. - 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call up for consideration the 
bill H. R. 4007. 

The SPEAKER. The bill H. R. 4007 is on the Private Calendar, 
the Chair is advised. It is to admit free certain articles for the benefit 
of a church. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does a bill of that character go to the Private 
Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It does. It is for the benefit of a private institu- 
tion. s ; 
Mr. SPRINGER. , But it has relation to the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. So has every bill which appropriates money; but 
if it is for the benefit of a private individual or corporation it is a pri- 
vate bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Is it in order to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration ofthis bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not in this hour, because this hour is devoted to 
business of a particular class. 

BONDS OF BREWERS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to call up for consideration from the House 
Calendar the bill (H, R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“ Sxc. 3336. Every brewer, on filing notice asaforesaid of his intention to com- 
mence or continue ess, shall execute a bond to the United States, to beap- 
proved by the collector of the district, in a sum equal to three times the amount 
of the tax which, in the opinion of the collector, said brewer will be liable to pa: 
during any one month, and conditioned that he shall pay, or cause to be paid, 
as herein provided, the tax required by law on all beer, ale, porter, 
and other fermented liquors made by or for him, before the same is sold or re- 
moyed for consumption or sale, except as hereinafter provided; and that heshall 
keep, or cause to be kept, a book, in the manner and for the purposes herein- 
after specified, which shail be open to inspection by the proper officers, as by law 
required; and that he shall in all respects faithfully comply, without fraud or 
evasion, with all requirements of law relating to the manufacture and sale of 
any malt liquors aforesaid; and he shall execute anew bond, whenever required 
so to do by said collector, in the amount above named and conditioned as above 

ided, which bond shall be in lieu of any former bond or bonds of such brewer 
n respect to all liabilities accruing after its approval by said collector.” 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The only change in the law 
proposed by this amendment is that whereas, under the present law, 
_ the brewers give an annual bond for twice the amount of the tax that 
is supposed to be payable during any one month, this makes the bond 
a continuing perpetual bond for three times theamount, with power in 
the collector to require anew bond whenever in his judgment itshould 
be demanded. The act was submitted to the Bureau of Internal Rev- 
enueand approved byit as being inevery way equal to the presentstat- 
ute and removing an unnecessary burden from the brewer, and remoy- 
ing also the questions that occasionally arise as to the effect of the 
lapse of time and the failure to renew the bond upon the security. That 
is the sole object of it. If there is no further explanation demanded, 
I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MANUFACTURERS OF TOBACCO. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call up from the House Cal- 
endar for consideration the bill (H. R. 7463) to amend section 3357 of 


the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by section 2 of 
the act of June 9, 1880, and section 3389 of said Revised Statutes, as 
amended by section 16 of the act of March 1, 1879. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That section 3357 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1880, be further amended 
and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

* Every collector shall keep a record, in a book or books provided for the pur- 
pose to pen to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal revenue, 

uding ‘Epaty collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name and resi- 
dence of every person en: in the mannfacture of tobacco or snuff in his dis- 
trict, the place where such manufacture is carried on, and the number of the 
manufactory; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manu- 
facturer, a copy of every inventory required by law to be made by such manu- 
facturer, and an abstract of his monthly returns; and he shall cause the several 
manufactories of tobacco or snuff in his district to be numbered consecutively, 
which numbers shall not be thereafter changed, except for reasons ry 
to himself and approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue,” 

Sec. 2. That NET 3389 of said Revised Statutes, as amended by section 16 of 


ze act of 1879, be further amended and re-enacted so as to read as 
ows: 

“ Every collector shall a record, in a book provided for that purpose, to 
be open to the ion of only the proper o! rs of internal EEE AEE in- 


cluding deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name and resi- 
dence of every person engaged in the manufacture of cigars in his district, tho 
paos where such manufacture is carried on, and the humber of the manufac- 

ry; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manufacturer, 
an abstract of his inventories and monthly returns; and he shall cause the sev- 
eral manufacturers of cigars in the district to be numbered consecutively which 
number shall not thereafter be changed.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The sole change that is made 
by this bill in the present statute law is that in each of the sections as 
they stand. now are the words, ‘‘to be open to the inspection of any 
person.” Under the law as it now is, the manufacturers of snuff, to- 
bacco, and cigars are compelled to file certain schedules, inventories, 
and reports, which taken together reveal all their private business, and 
the formulas under and by which all their manufactures are made, and 
which, if examined by a competitor or rival, give to that competitor 
or rival all the business secrets of the manufacturer. The committee 
did not think the Government ought to go partners in this improper sort 
of business method, and give to others the means of obtaining this secret 
information. ‘They have therefore simply stricken out the words ‘‘to be 
open totheinspection of any person,” and inserted the words, ‘‘to be open 
to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal revenue, including 
deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents;’’ this particular clause 
having been dranghted by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as 
being entirely ample for the purposes of revenue. If there is no further 
explanation desired, I shall ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

@ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF ENTRY, CAPE CHARLES CITY, 


Mr. HEWITT. I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to call up House bill No. 5789, to amend section 2552 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: < 

Be it enacted, &c., That paragraph 1 of section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States be amended by striking out “Che: ne,” in the sixth line, 
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘Cape Charles City ;’’ so that it will read “Cape 
Charles City shall be the port of entry,” &c. 

Mr. HEWITT. This bill changes the port of entry from Cherry- 
stone to Cape Charles City, because a railroad has been constructed 
and anewterminusmade. Itisapproved by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 

The SPEAKER. Has the bill been reported from the committee? 

Mr. HEWITT. It has been duly reported and the report filed. 

The bill was ordered to be en; and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 

EXPORT TOBACCO MANUFACTORIES AND DRAWBACK. 


Mr. HARRIS, Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to call up from the Calendar the bill (H. R. 2522) to 
authorize the establishment of export tobacco manufactories, and for 
drawback upon imported articles used in manufacturing exported i0- 
bacco. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, as there is not much time left to be 
occupied by this committee, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
considered in the House without going to the Committee of the Whole. 
This will give us further time, so that we may complete or rather pass 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There are twenty-two minutes left. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] asks unanimous consent that the 
bill indicated be considcred in the House without going to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
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Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to offer to this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The course proposed will not prevent that unless 
the previous question is demanded and ordered by the House. 

The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill as above. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
moves that the Committee of the Whole be di from the farther 
consideration of the bill the title of which has just been read, and that 
the bill be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Thebill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That it shall be lawful to establish export-tobacco manufac- 
tories for the manufacture of tobacco exclusively for exportation, under such 
regulations as the Secretary‘of the Treasury may prescribe; and that the pro- 
visions of section 3433 of the United States Revised Statutes, and sections l4and 
15 of the act of May 28, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the laws in relation to 
internal revenue,” so far as applicable, shall be in force in res] to such ex- 
port tobacco manufactories; and that the same drawback shall be allowed to a 
manufacturer who shall use sugar or molasses in his ex tobacco manufactory 
upon which an import duty has been paid that would be allowed under existing 
laws to a person exporting the same, such drawback to be allowed and paid as 
now provided for by law. 

Sec. 2, That exports of manufactured tobacco not produced in export tobacco 
mannufactories shall be entitled to a drawback of 90 per cent. of the duty upon 
such imported articles as are actually used in the manufacture of such exported 
tobacco, upon such evidence and under such regulations as shall be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, Iask for the reading of the report which 
accompanies the bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 232) 
to authorize the establishment of export-tobacco man ories, report: 

That the committee have bad said bill under consideration, and find that for 
many years a large business has been done in the exportation of manufactured 
tobacco; that at this time more than 10,000,000 pounds per annum of tobacco 
var pg Des in the United States isexported for consumption in foreign coun- 

a: S 
It also appears that in the course of manufacturing said tobacco large quan- 
tities of sugar, licorice, licorice-paste, rum, alcohol, and other articles are used, 
upon which customs duties or internal-reyenue taxes are levied and collected by 
the United States. 

italso Sppesta thak these duties and taxes add so materially to the cost of man- 
ufacture that American manufacturers of tobacco for export find themselves at 
great disadvantage in foreign markets in competition with manufacturers of 
other countries, who are relieved from such duties and taxes, 

Upon aconsideration of the facts, your committee have reached the conclusion 
that it will be wise to relieve American manufactured tobacco exported to for- 
eign countries from this burden, as a means of stimulating and increasing our 
foreign trade in this important article of manufacture. 

Your committee call attention to the fact that this subject was referred to the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury for his opinion. The Secretary referred 
the subject to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his views, and that ofi- 
cer reported that— > 
“ As it is evidently sound policy to favor the exportation of domestic products, 
I would recommend the enactment of the bill into law.” É 

Secretary Folger, in transmitting the letter of Commissioner Evans, said: 

“Tn further response to your inquiries, I will add that I see no practical difi- 
culties in the way of executing the law if it be enacted, it appearing to be 
entirely consonant with the existing laws authorizing the establishment of man- 
ufacturing warehouses for the manufacture of medicines, preparations, compo- 
sitions, perfumery, cosmetics, cordials, and other liquors exclusively for ex- 


rtation. 
ER The interests concerned are shown to be now quite large, though placed at 
considerable disadvantage, and it would seem that they are equally as desery- 
ing of the fostering care of the Government as the other interests named.” 

And the bill also meets the approval of the present Commissioner of Internal 


Revenue, 
Your committee therefore report said bill back to the House of Representa- 


tives, and recommend its passage 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman has kindly yielded to me. I want to 
offer an amendment to the second section of the bill. I move to strike 
out, in the third line of the second section, the words ‘‘90 per cent.” 
and insert the words ‘‘ the whole amount;’’ so that it will read, ‘‘that 
exports of manufactured tobacco not produced in export tobacco manu- 
factories shall be entitled to a drawback of the whole amount of the duty 
paid upon such imported articles as are actually used in the manufact- 
ure of such exported tobacco upon such evidence and under such regu- 
lations as shall be required by the Secretary of the Treasury.” . 

Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House but a moment in support of the 
amendment which I have offered. I approve, of course, of the object of 
this bill. There are two classes of manufactoriesembracedinit, Those 
who manufacture tobacco exclusively for exportation get under the first 
section of the bill such imported articles as. are used in the manufacture 
of their tobacco without the payment of any duty. Those manufact- 
urers who are engaged in the manufacture of tobacco for home con- 
sumption as well as for exportation are required topay the duty in the 

instance, and under the provisionsof the second section of this bill 
are entitled to a drawback of only 90 per cent. Thus it will be seen 
that the two classes of manufacturers are not put upon terms of equality. 
I understand the purpose of retaining the 10 per cent. to be to coverany 
probable cost which may be occasioned to the Government by the allow- 
ance of the drawback. Tobacco, Mr. Speaker, is taxed in three ways. 
There is a tax of 8 cents a pound upon all manufactured tobacco. 
The manufacturer pays in addition a special tax and the fees of the 


- 


inspector of his tobacco. These inspectors can guard and protect the 
interests of the Government against the possibility of fraud if this bill 
be passed. ‘These officers are in the manufactories every day, and they 
can perform every duty which is required under the provisions of this 
act, and I can see no necessity for the retention of 10 per cent. of the 
tax. Ihave said, Mr. Speaker, that tobacco is already taxed largely. 
Twenty-six millions have reached the Treasury as the result of taxation 
of tobacco during the present year, and the object of this bill is simply 
to enable these manufacturers of tobaceo to go to the foreiga markets 
and there enter into competition with tobacco mannfactured in Canada, 
in Australia, and in other portions of the world. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the-gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WISE. Certainly. ` 

Mr. DUNN. The general Jaw as to rebate applicable to all other 
articles exported reserves 10 per cent. to pay the expense of collecting 
and refunding the rebate. Now, why should we make an exception in 
this instance ? 5 : 

Mr. WISE. I have already told the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Dunn] that the retention of 10 per cent. is not ni in this case, 
because the manufacturers are already taxed (I think unjustly) for the 
payment of the fees of the inspectors, who can and will perform all the 
duties mentioned by the gentleman, and the allowance of the drawback 
will entail no expense upon the Government. In the case of cosmetics 
and medicines the manufacturers are not called upon to pay the fees of 
the officers employed to protect the Government against frand. But the 
tobacco manufacturers are already taxed to pay the fees of the officers 
of the Government. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia | Mr. 
WisE] and myself represent probably the largest tobacco manufactur- 
ing interest in the world. I am entirely satisfied with this amend- 
ment. It would be very unfair to the large manufacturing interests 
of my district if they were compelled to erect separate buildings for 
making up this export tobacco. The Lorillards are located in my dis- 
trict, and pay I think a million dollars in revenue to the Government 
every year, besides employing thousands of people. To allow them 
the same rebate that will be given to manufacturers having separate 
buildings will be only a matter of justice. To pass this bill as it is 
now will be to revolutionize their entire establishment and that of the 
other tobacco manufactories. It will cause them more additional ex- 
pense than any possible rebate to meet its requirements. It is not nec- 
essary to have a separate building, as the manufacture is now under 
thorough Government inspection in all its departments; and besides, 
the bill gives the Secretary of the Treasury full discretion to make all 
necessary roles to prevent frauds on the revenue. This invidious dis- 
tinction of one factory against another will derange and damage the 
whole tobaceo trade. 

Mr. DUNN. They import in bond, do they not, articles they usein 
the manufacture of tobacco for export, and therefore avoid the expense 
of collection and refunding which would exist in the case of a rebate? 

Mr. McADOO. My objection to the bill in its present form is that 
it would compel these manufacturers to erect separate buildings in which 
to manufacture their export tobacco, or they would lose the 10 per cent. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘That is, if they import in bond articles to be used in 
the manufacture. 

Mr. McADOO. As they undoubtedly do. This bill will seriously 
damage many establishments and injure instead of aid the trade unless 
amended. Ifa personor company has a large establishment he orthey 
must npset their works; if a small manufactory, the great expense of 
new buildings must be undergone. Fraud can be perpetrated in the 
one case as well as in the other. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire the House to understand that 
this bill-was maturely considered by a subcommittee and still more 
so by the full Committee of Waysand Means. The committee has pre- 
sented the bill to the House without amendment. The bill is a bant- 
ling of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WIsE], drawn by himself. 

Mr. WISE, The gentleman will allow me to say that it was not 
drawn by myself. It was drawn, at the instance of a very large man- 
ufacturer, by another gentleman. F offered it at his request. 

Mr. HARRIS. I speak by authority of the superscription of the 
bill. I know nothing of the details. 

I wish to say to the House, as some members probably have not at- 
tended closely to the reading of the report, that we regard this as a 
business proposition solely in the interest of the expartation of manu- 
factured tobaceo to other countries, We are satisfied that those who 
are engaged in the manufacture of tobacco for export have resting upon 
them an incubus of taxation which does not apply to manufacturers 
in foreign countries; and the result, in one instance, has been to drive 
out of the city of Danville a capitalist having in plant and fixtures for 
the manufacture of tobacco for export several hundred thousand dol- 
lars. He has had to turn his back upon his homeand move his estab- 
lishment to Australia. This is the effect of thisincubus as it attaches 
to all articles mannfactured in this country for export. 

eg DUNN. I did not know the tariff increased the price of any- 
thing. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a debatable question, and we remand it to a 
future day. Isimply wanted to make this explanation in justification 
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of the Committee on Ways and Means, who reported the bill, I believe, 
without dissent. i 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will allow me to say I think this 
bill is right in principle, but I would like to inquire, why not extend 
it to afl other manufacturing operations? There is a bill, I think, be- 
fore the committee to that effect. ‘ 

Mr. MORRISON. Well, neither the world nor all export manufact- 
uring interests were created inaday. So let us do a little at a time. 
Weare going justas fast as we can. This measure has merit, itis plain, 
and may be passed in the hour allotted and but a small part of which 
is left to us. $ 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS] has said about all I care 
to say. I wish to add, however, that our friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Wise] is rather hard to please in all that relates to tobacco. I did sup- 
pose, when we had reported after mature consideration his bill, word 
for word and letter for letter as he introduced it and asked us to report 
it, he would be satisfied; but it seems he is not. He now offers an 
amendment, His amendment gives a drawback of all duties paid on 
articles imported and used in tobacco for export. The bill as reported 
gives back but 90 per cent. if the tobacco is manufactured elsewhere 
than in an exporting manufacturing warehouse. 

Now a word by way of explaining the discrimination made in the 
bill; I mean this difference of 10 per cent. in amount of drawback. 
The bill is intended to encourage the building of tobacco exporting 
warehouses; and where tobacco is manufactured for export in such an 
establishment we propose to remit all the taxes paid on articles im- 

and used in the manufacture. Where in any establishment to- 
is manufactured, part for export and part to be sold and consumed 
at home, we propose to retain 10 per cent. of the tax, so as to encourage 
the building of export warehouses. The reason is, where tobacco for 
export is made in the same establishment with tobacco manufactured 
for home consumption there may be some cheating. The object of re- 
taining the 10 per cent. tax in the latter case is to offer inducement—10 
per cent. of the tax—for the manufacture of export tobacco in separate 
warehouses, where no other tobacco is made, thus assisting in the pre- 
vention of fraud, as we believe. The bill also remits the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits used in making the tobacco exported under the same con- 
ditions and limitations as now remitted in case of some other articles 
made for export. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, in my previous remarks I omitted one 
essential statement. The provisions of this bill are very similar to, and 
almost identical with, the provisions of a bill reported to the Forty- 
eighth Congress. That bill was approved by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue and the Secretary of the Treasury of the last adminis- 
tration, as this bill is approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and the Secretary of the Treasury of the present administration, show- 
ing that it is not complicated in its administration, that it is wise in its 
provisions, and that it encourages the export trade of our tobacco manu- 
facturers. i 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS] 
will allow me just one minute. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I think it is hardy proper for me as 
the exponent of the committee to stand here and allow their bill to be 
mutilitated in this sort of way. We do not know whether with these 
proposed amendments the bill will meet the concurrence of those who 
are to administer and enforce the law. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman will allow me just one minute. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate to whom he yields ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I call the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HISCOCK.. Is it in order to offer an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. MORRISON. The previous question has been moved on the bill 
and amendments, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER, It has, 

Mr. HISCOCK, I hope the gentleman will allow me to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for an amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. No, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let us have a division on ordering the previous 
question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 33. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on Mr. WISE’s amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 47. 

Mr. McADOO. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The hourunder the rule has expired and the bill 
goes over, the pending question being on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE]. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order of business. 


SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, CHICAGO. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Illinois will withdraw the demand for the regular order of business until 


I have an opportunity to ask unanimous consent in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to call up the bill (S. 1394) to 
provide for the ascertainment of the market value of certain property 
in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 


to sell and convey said property. 
Mr. MILLS. Has the other question been di of? 
The SPEAKER. It has not. The hour has expired, and the bill 


will come up in the next morning hour. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
WORTHINGTON]? 

Mr. SWOPE. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There are two or three gentlemen who were ab- 
sent when their names were called, and if there be no objection their 
reports will be received. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

The DUNHAN. The bill referred to by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. WORTHINGTON] relates to a matter in the district I represent on 
this floor. Is it in order for me to know, Mr. Speaker, what member 
made objection to taking it up? 

ot hi ea The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SWOPE] 
objected. . 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

[Mr. Sworr] will withdraw his objection. 


r SAMUEL NOBLE. 


Mr. QATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 7889) for the relief of Samuel Noble; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE SYSTEM. 


Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 7549, a bill (H. R. 7890) to amend the internal- 
revenue system of legislation, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bill No. 7549 was laid on the table. 


SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, CHICAGO. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. I appeal again to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Swope] to withdraw his objection to calling up Senate 
bill 1394, to provide for the ascertainment of the market value of cer- 
tain property in the ay of Chicago, and to authorize tho Secretary of 
the Treasury to sell and convey said property. 

Mr. SWOPE. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER, Is there further objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not rise to object to the measure, ‘The ques- 
tion is one of some importance, and I would suggest, if the bill be al- 
lowed to come before the House, some agreement should be reached by 
which twenty minutes’ debate will be allowed upon it. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think a moment's explanation will satisfy 
eyery gentleman it is an entirely proper measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman agree to allow. twenty minutes? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam compelled to object. Let my friend from Mli- 
nois make a five-minute statement, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can go over until to-morrow morning after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to calling the bill up with 
that understanding. > 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to that understand- 
ing. 


from Ilinois [Mr. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WILLIS. So far as the Committee on Appropriations is con- 
cerned it is ready to go on with the consideration of that bill without 
any general debate whatever. I move, therefore, that the general de- 
bate. be limited to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point, as there has been 
no debate on the bill, the motion to close debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask by unanimous consent, as the copies have been 
exhausted, there be a reprint of the bill and accompanying report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. WILLIS moved that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the river gnd harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. WELL- 
BORN in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 


. 
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preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, it is not the desire of the committee to 
discuss this bill, except under the five-minute rule. Ihave, represent- 
ing the committee, made a report showing the rivers and harbors for 
which appropriations are recommended, and the amounts allotted to 
each. That report has been printed, and is before the House. The to- 
tal amount is $15,120,000; for harbors ting $4,000,000, and for 
rivers nine or ten millions of dollars. other words, two-thirds of 
the bill is estimated for rivers and about one-third for harbors. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, haying made this brief statement, in order 
to obtain the sense of the House, reserving the balance of my time if 
it shall be necessary to use it, I move that the committee do now rise, 
a that my purpose is to submit a motion to limit the general 

ebate. : 

ae ee was taken; and on s division there were—ayes 114, 
noes 12. 

So the motion was a; to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
river and harbor bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of theriver and harbor bill; and pending that 
saiora I move that all general debate upon the bill be limited to ten 

mtes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that it 
would be better to let the general debate run for a short time, at least, 
before submitting that motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, what length of time would the gentleman sug- 
gest? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would suggest tothe gentleman this, that I think 
it would facilitate the consideration of the bill if the gentleman would 
allow the general debate to go on and be exhausted. For my own part 
I do not think there will be any prolonged general debate, I thinkin 
all frankness that this should be done, so as not to let it appear at the 
outset as if it was an rg on the part of the committee Heving 
charge of this bill to stifle debate. ` I repeat, in my opinion it woul 
facilitate the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iwill state to the gentleman from New York that 
there is no intention or desire on the part of the committee to shut off 
anybody from any reasonable opportunity of debating the bill. We 
have had no intimation, however, up to this time from anybody, ex- 
cept the objection made by the eman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
son], that any member of the House desired to discuss the bill, and 
consequently we thought it useless to exhaust the time of the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Why not let the general debate run for a short 
time, and then see if there is any disposition to continue it? I do not 
think there is any disposition on the part of the opponents of the bill 
to take up any length of time. 

Mr: WILLIS. Iam sure of that; and if the gentleman will indicate 
some time when the debate, in his opinion, might be closed -——— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have suggested that it be allowed torun without 
limit for a while. 1 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state that in consequence of the illness of sev- 
eral membersof the committee and those on the other side of the Honse 
some members are necessarily absent, and of course the committee is 
somewhat embarrassed, and we have not felt called upon to indulge in 
any general debate, but thought it proper to ask the House to take up 
and consider the bill under the five-minute rule, which I think will 
give all of the debate required, because in that manner every para- 
graph of the bill will be subject to explanation and discussion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no idea, as I have already said, who desires 
on this side of the House to speak for or against the bill; but for a bill 
carrying such a very large sum of money as this, it seems to me that 
the gentleman should go back into the committee and see what the dis- 
poran of the Houseis after debate has begun. And I say again that I 

ieve there is no intention or pu: on the part of gentlemen, those 
who wish to discuss or criticise the bill, to embarrass its passage in any 
manner; but certainly ample time should be given for its consideration. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from New York is better versed in 
these matters than I am, in consequence of his long experience here; 
and as we have no intimation of a desire on the part of anybody to dis- 
cuss the bill, I should be glad if he would suggest some time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know that my experience has been longer 
than that of the gentleman from Kentucky—— 

Mr. WILLIS. It has been better, at all events. 

Mr, HISCOCK. And it is witha view toallowing the debate to con- 


. tinue for a while, and then to get an expression from the House as to 


the length of time, that I have made the suggestion to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. That being done, it will not look as if it was an at- 
tempt to stifle debate, and I am satisfied that we will make more rapid 
progress. 

Mr. WILLIS. While I appreciate fully the grounds upon which the 
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gentleman bases his suggestion, I would, in turn, suggest to him that 
many gentlemen are unwilling to be detained here by a general debate; 
and if there is to be a general debate, they will naturally want to know 
when it will terminate and when the bill is to be taken up for consid- 
eration. They will ask how long the general debate is to run, and I 
know, as the gentleman from New York is well aware, that there isal- 
ways a desire, during the continuance of a prolonged general pionen Nes 
the part of gentlemen to absent themselves for convenience in attending 
to other business, for which the general debate offers the opportunity. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can only say to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that at the present time I am not advised of the name of a single gen- 
tleman who desires to make a speech upon the bill. Ido not know that 
there is one. Likely, however, there may be; and, if so, the o; u- 
nity should be afforded to them. I repeat that in my opinion it would 
facilitate the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the object of general debate on 
such a bill is to give information to the House and country of the nat- 
ure of the bill; and the object of continuing debate is to answer points 
and objecsions which may arise. It does seem to me unreasonable, be- 
fore any debate has commenced, to limit the time, because until thesub- 
ject begins to be discussed nobody can tell what is necessary to be said. 
Now, surely, the discussion of such a bill as this ought not to be an 
empty farce. Itought to grow naturally out of what is said at thecom- 
mencement of the debate and during its continuance. 

It ought to be such in its character as to satisfy the House that the 
items and the principle of the bill will commend themselves to the 
House and to the country. 

Now, we onght not, if we are going to pass a bill like this, to have 
it followed by the usual tempest of misunderstanding which follows 
such a thing as this. It does appear to me the wisest course for the 
House, and the best thing for the country, is. to give free rein to dis- 
cussion within such limits as shall be made reasonable by the House 
after the commencement of the discussion. 

What is the object of discussion except to bring out the points of the 
bill, to bring out the objections of members, and to afford an answer to 
them, if answer can be made, or to modify the bill ifno answer can be 
made? 

Mr. REAGAN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable, but the Chair has 
permitted these remarks to be made to see if an understanding can be 
arrived at. j 

Mr. REAGAN. The privilege of general debate is insisted on by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED]. For what purpose? They both avow they are 
not prepared to discuss this measure. They have no point to make 
against it. No oneelse has proposed to discussit. Is thepurpose sim- 
ply to delay this House in its business and toshow a Democratic House 
can not get through the public business? If that is it we had better 
understand it. If the object is to wear out time and delay public busi- 
ness, we had better understand it. The bill has been for a long time 
printed. It has been accessible to gentlemen, and if any desire to de- 
bate it they have the means of knowing its contents, and should be in 
a position to state their objections, But itis a different thing simply 
to ern about in the brush to see what objection can be epski against 
the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Thewords of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] deserve some answer. Ishall speak for myself, and I have no 
doubt the gentleman from Maine can speak for himself. I certainly 
have not sought to delay legislation at this session of Congress. The 
gentleman from Texas knows it, and this House knows it; neither by 
long speeches nor by making any s when it was not a proper oc- 
casion, nor by any improper methods. And I desire to say further to 
the gentleman from Texas, that this side of the House has not sought 
on any occasion to delay the orderly, regular, systematic, energetic, 
carrying out of the policy of the House, if it have one. We have done 
nothing to produce delay, and if we are to have a long session of Con- 
gress, I desire to say to the gentleman from Texas here and now he 
need not advertise to the country that we on this side of the Houseare 
responsible for it, : 

Mr. WILLIS. Just one word. I accept the statement the gentle- 
man from New York makes in perfect good faith. I do not believe fora 
single moment that any one purposely designs to delay thisbill. That 
ismy personal conviction, and I believe itis well founded. Bunt wecome 
here and no one has offered to debate the bill and a number of members 
of the committee are absent. If any suggestion in regard to the debate 
is to be made let us hear it and consider it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does the gentleman from Kentucky mean to 
say that he proposes, with no explanation except what he can make in 
ten minutes, to present a bill of this sort to the House? 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the gentleman from Maine, I have pre- 
sented a report in which I have analyzed the bill from beginning to 
end, I have no idea the gentleman has done me the honor to read the 
report or that he will do so. Butif he desires to know the contents 
of the bill he will read that report. But there is no wish on the part 
of any member of the committee to prevent any reasonable considera- 
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tion of this bill; none whatever. Let panes however, indicate 
some time. If they will say two hours, I will 


Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas. I will say.no for es I am concerned 
that that is fair. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I modify my motion, and will say two hours. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that this side of the House shall 
have uarters of that time? 

Mr. W. I find as to that I have made a suggestion which my 
colleagues on the committee do not agree to. But I will change my 
motion so as to give the other side what amounts to three-fourths of 
the time, by making the whole time for general debate two and a half 
hours instead of two hours, with the understanding that if that length 
of time is notoccu in the general debate wo will go akead with the 
consideration of the bill by paragrapbs. 

The SPEAKER. The question ofa division of the time is a matter 
of arrangement. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the river and harbor bill; and 

ing that motion he moves that general debate be limited to two 
and a half hours. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into aes Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union was 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the river and 
harbor appropriation bill By order of the House all general debate 
on this bill has been limited to two hours and a half. The Chairwould 
inquire as to the arrangement touching the division of the time. 

Mr. LIS. Iwill ask the Chair tostop me when I have occupied 

7 AIRMAN. tleman 

The CHAIR The geni from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in compliance with the wishes of my 
colleagues on the committee, I desire to call attention to the ameunt 
and character of the appropriations recommended in this bill. I will 
also very briefly submit one or two remarks of a general nature. Iwill 
not stop at this late day to discuss any supposed constitutional objec- 
tion to this class of appropriations. There is no question now more 
fully settled than the right and duty of the Federal Government, within 
proper limitations of economy and public necessity, to regulate and to 
facilitate commerce by all appropriate public works. 

While all political parties are agreed as to this, there are in both par- 
ties upright, patriotic, and honorable men who object to bills of this 
kind unless the amount appropriated is reasonable and the objects na- 
tional in their character. Our committee submits this bill as one com- 
ing within the description I have just stated. We think that it calls 
for no morethan isimperatively demanded by the commercial interests 
of the country, and we are fully persuaded that the most critical sern- 
tiny will show that both the rivers and harbors which are enumerated 
are worthy of improvement and a public necessity. 

Coming then briefly to the first objection, which is that bills of this 
character sometimes appropriate for objects that are not national in their 
character, I desire to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
for a few minutes to an analysis of this bill in answer to that objection. 
The main divisions of the bill are of courss between rivers and harbors. 
The amount recommended for harbors is $4,415,500, about one-third 
of the whole. Considerably more than one-half of that sum, or $2,705,- 
000, is appropriated for fifteen harbors, the amounts therefor ranging 
from $100,000 to $435,000. The mention of those harbors will answer 
the question as to their national character. They are New York, Bal- 

timore, Chicago, Toledo, ue pores prerai Mobile, and other har- 


over three-fourths of the whole amount are for harbors of the character 
which I have named and which are set forth in detail in the printed 
eper accapa nying i, and which I will print as a part of these 
remar: 


There are fifteen other harbors, the recommendations for which range 
in amount from $20,000 to $50,000 each, and which receive by this bill 


s, 000. Theremaining harbors, eighty-one in number, receive $975,- 


Sr river and channel items there are one hundred and sixty-five rivers 
and five channels recommended, amounting in the aggregate to $10,- 
185,200, which is two-thirds of ‘the whole bill. Of this amount, the 
Mississippi River from its headwaters to the passes receives $3,725, 000, 
or over athe of the whole. Sixteen other rivers receive 
$3,831,500. Two channels, Hay parila in Michigan, and Saint John’s, 
in Florida, receive $——. Adding these sixteen rivers and two cay 


nels to the Mississippi River we will have for seventeen great rivers 


and two channels $——,, being nearly four-fifths of the amount recom- 
mended for such improvements. The national character of these rivers 
will be recognized from their names, Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Illi- 
nois, Delaware, Red, James, &c. (page 2 of report), and next as to the 
aggregate amountof the bill. How does it compare with similar bills, 
and if larger, is its increase justifiable before the country ? 

The first appropriation of this kind wasin 1802, for the Delaware River, 
which received the sum of $30,000. Since then Congress has, with one 
or two exceptions, voted similar appropriations every year. These river 
and harbor bills have annually increased in amount, and keeping pace, 
but not equal pace, with the increase of the wealth, commerce, and pop- 
ulation of the country. 

Thus we find for the year ending June 30, 1871, the sum of $3,445,- 
900 was appropriated; for 1872, $4,407,500; for 1873, $5,588,000; for 
1874, $6,102,900. Passing to the year 1879, we find $8,323,700; 1880, 
$9,577,495; 1831, $8,976,500 was appropriated; in 1882, $11,451,300; 
for the year ending June 30, 1883, which is the largest bill ever passed by 
any Congress, the amount was $18,988,875; for the year ending June 
30, 1884, there was no appropriation, For 1885 the amount was $14,- 
948,300; and for the year 1886—this year—there was no appropriation. 
Thus it will be seen that the river and harbor bill has gone from $5,228, - 
000 in 1873, to $14,948,300, in 1885, being an average increase during 
the past ten years of one and a quarter millions per annum. This in- 
créase may seem great, but we must bear in mind that duringan equal 
period of time—ten years—our population increased from 38,000,000 to 
50,000,000. 

During the same period of time the increase of exports and imports 
was $240,000,000. The increase of aggregate exports of leading articles 
in 1883 over 1873 was: Cotton SEN, Siena 000; cotton manufactures, 
$10,000,000 (or four times as ); flour, $34,000, 000 (or three times 
as great); wheat, $68,000,000 (or C one-half times as much); and 
of other articles, correspondingly. These figures give some idea of the 
enormous increase of production and its corresponding demand for 
transportation during this period of time. 

It may be well, also, to compare the wonderful progress of the rail- 
road system, upon whose exactions this system is intended to be a 
check. ‘The railroad system began in this country in 1830, when 23 
miles were built. 

Between 1830and 1850, 9,000 miles ofroad were built. To-day wehave 
the grand total of 128,407 in actual operation, whose capitalization is 
sevenand a half billionsofdollars. Deducting one-half of this for depre- 
ciation, there will remain $4,000,000,000, as representing the present 
market value of the railroad system—a system which in 1884 transported 
over 300,000,000 passengers and 400,000,000 tons of freight. The total 
amount appropriated for rivers and harbors from the beginning of the 
Government, March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1886, is $144,546,008 as against 
$4,000,000,000. In other words, the railroads which have been con- 
structed within the last thirty or forty years have cost over thirty times 
the total amount expended for rivers and harbors from the foundation 
of the Government. 

I need not stop to add that the value of the lands granted to some of 
these railroads has been over five times the value of these appropria- 
tions. The expenditures, therefore, for these two rival systems bear no 
comparison with each other, either in aggregate amount or annual in- 
crease. 

In determining what our own country should appropriate for its 
water ways, it may not be improper, Mr. Chairman, to. consider what 
individual States and other nations have expended for similar pu 
Compare ourexpenditures with those of our commercial rival, England. 

We have 23,000 miles of dangerous coast line on the oceans alone; 
England has only 1,300; yet in one year she expended in her harbors 
alone $15,000,000. "Had we expended an amount proportionate to our 
coast line we would have appropriated the enormous sum of $270,000,- 
000 for one year, and this would not have included one dollar for our 
thousands of miles of navigable rivers. Look farther at the appropria- 
tions which England has made. Ten years ago I stood u 
of that wonderful river the Clyde. Converted from a P E init rivulet 
into a magnificent river, filled with the merchant vessels of every nation, 
it was at once an index and monument of England’s wise statesman- 
ship and commercial greatness. 

p to June 30, 1875, there had been expended on that single river. 
over $30,000,000, a sum nearly as great as we have expended upon all 
our rivers and harbors from the foundation of the Government up to 
the same year. Upon the Mersey River the outstanding debt in 1882 
was over $82,000,000. The breakwater at Portland cost $5,043,870; 
at Holyhead, $6,500,000; at Plymouth, $7,214,000. These consti- 
tute but a small portion of the expenditures in England alone, while in 
the various provinces the British Government has made most Javish 
outlays in the same direction. Canada, on the Welland Canal and 
its branches alone, has expended $45,115,000. In the same direction 
of cheaper transportation England expended in the East Indies, up to 
the end of the fiscal year 1882 and 1883, $125,000, 000. 

Not only this, but subsidizing certain railroads ‘the British Govern- 
ment had expended $741,500,000. The State investment in railroads 
for the same purpose was $156,800,000, making a grand total, in round 
numbers, of $900,000,000. The Government and State loss on all rail- 
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roads for twenty-four years—that is, from 1859 to 1883—was $124,725,- | been the necessities of commerce. We have not stopped to inquire in 


000. In other words, England lost as much in twenty-four years in 


_ securing cheaper transportation in railroads alone nearly as much as 


we have expended altogether on our rivers and harbors for the same 
purpose, France has expended annually from fifteen to fifty millions 
of dollars, and yet the aggregate length of her water ways is not 7,000 
miles, the cost of which has been over $400,000,000. Upon one of her 
harbors, that of Cherbourg, France has expended $100,000,000, or four 
times as much as our own Government has expended on all the great 
harbors of the Atlantic and Pacific seaboard and on the great lakes of 
the country. 

Germany has just completed surveys for the improvement of her 
rivers and harbors and artificial water ways at an estimated cost of 
more than $100,000,000. She has also just built a ship-canal, connect- 
ing the Luebach Bay with the North Sea, thereby reducing the trans- 
portation on wheat6 cents a bushel. Russia has just completed water 
ways connecting the Volga and the Don at an enormous expense, which 
will save in transportation 7 cents a bushel on wheat. It must be 
borne in mind also, as has been well said by the very intelligent gen- 
tleman, Mr. Dore, of Chicago, in presenting these statistics to the com- 
mittee, that we should consider also the burdens under which these 
countries labor, their great standing armies, their large navies, their 
immense national debts. 

France, with more than 500,000 soldiers in her standing army, 302 


ships of war, and 40,000 marines, at an annual expense of $160, 000,000, ` 


and a public debt of within a fraction of $6,000,000,000, three times the 
amount our national debt ever was, is not embarrassed, though hav- 
ing only a population of 37,000,000. Germany has a standing army of 
445,000 men, supported at an annual expense of $85,000,000, 91 men- 
of-war, and ‘15,000 seamen, at a cost of $7,000,000, making a total of 
$92,000, tion 45,000,000. Great Britain has astandingarmy 
of 181,000, costing $90,000,000 per annum, a navy of 246 vessels, with 
57,000 men, costing $53,000,000; total cost of her army and navy, $140,- 
000,000 annually. Her public debt is more than three and a half bill- 
ions, and population 35,000,000. These are the nations which compete 
with the United States for the trade of the world. 

The United States has an army of 26,000, costing $40,000,000, and a 
navy—largely on paper—of 93so-called men-of-war, costing $17,000,000. 
Total cost of our Army and Navy, $57,000,000; population, 60,000,000. 
Upon these facts, to secure that cheap transportation without which com- 

ition with these nations, as I shall presently show, is useless, will it 

thought extravagant, unwise, unbusiness-like to appropriate fifteen 
or sixteen millionsof dollars for these great national works of the Fed- 
eral Union? 

The present bill appropriates a total amount of $15,120,700, which 
is within $52,000 of the last bill making appropriations of this charac- 
ter. That bill, like this, appropriates just 33$ per cent. of the esti- 
mates. The bill of the Forty-seventh Congress appropriated 564 per 
cent. of the estimates, The estimates upon which the present bill is 
founded call for $42,332,100. In addition to the regular engineers’ es- 
timates, there were before the committee special reports for new im- 
provements and new projects for old improvements calling for over 
$20,000,000 additional. The total demand upon the committee was 
therefore in round numbers $60,000,000. 'Theamount allowed of this 
total is, as just stated, $15,000,000, or 25 per cent. thereof. 

I submit, therefore, Mr. Chairman, in view of the immense amounts 
expended by our rivals and competitors in trade, in view of the rapid 
and enormous extension of the railway system and of the larger de- 
mands of our increased population and commerce, that the amount 
asked for in this bill is reasonable and proper. 

Another and equally important fact to be borne in mind in this con- 
nection is that Congress failed to pass a river and harbor bill last year. 
For the present fiscal year, therefore, ending the 30th of next June, not 
one dollar was riated. It will be remembered that, while the 
first bill presented by this committee in the last session of the last Con- 
gress, appropri iting twelve millions, met with opposition, a substitute 
appropriating five million was with ticalunanimity. This 
was the very smallest amount which in the judgment of that Congress 
could with propriety be appropriated. 

The committee which presents this bill has therefore been compelled 
to appropriate for two fiscal years. 

THEORY OF THE BILL, 

One of the criticisms usually and easily made upon river and harbor 
bills is what may be called the phical criticism. I do not know 
that any gentleman will feel called upon to attack this bill in that way. 
I do know, however, that such an attack, if made, is utterly without 
foundation. I state here, what every member of the committee will 
confirm, that the question of State lines or district lines was never 
either directly or indirectly considered in the formation of this bill. 
For myself I declare now that I could not come within a hundred 
thousand dollars of stating the amount that any given State in the 
Union has received under this bill. 

I venture to say that no member of our committee, unless his atten- 
tion has been called to it since the bill was reported, could make any 
better guess than I have upon that subject. The single proposition 
upon which we have acted in recomménding these appropriations has 


what State or district a harbor or river was located. If it needed aid 
and the facts wairanted our action we have given it, and given it as 
fully as the limits of a prudent bill would admit. We have unani- 
mously regarded this bill as a bill for the execution under the Consti- 
tution of great national instrumentalities of commerce among the sev- 
eral States, and not as a bill of distributions, as of a dead man’s estate 
among his heirs. The locality of the particular harbor or the partic- 
ular river was of no consequence whatever. 

Where the need was, where the disease was, there we have applied 
the remedy, whether it was in the North or South, the East or West, 
whether in a Territory or in a State, whether it was in a State with a 
half-dozen votes on the floor, as the great metropolis of New York, or 
in a State with only one, as the State of Oregon. It is true that some 
States, like Michigan, have an immense coast line, being 15 per cent. 
of the whole Union. The demands of commerce are greater, therefore, 
than ia a land-locked State, like Kansas or Colorado. The internal 
commerce of Michigan is over one-half of the whole United States. 

Will any member of Kansas be so unreasonable as to complain that 
Michigan with its immense coast line has received a greater per cent., 
if you please, in this bill than his own State? As well might he com- 
plain of any other one of the great appropriation bills of this House. 
Comparing his own State in these appropriation bills with that of Massa- 
chusetts, for instance, or Maine, he might criticise and refuse to vote 
to appropriate for life-saving stations, for light-houses, or fortifications, 
complaining that Congress had discriminated in favor of these States 
and against his people. The ready and complete answer to such an 
unreasonable and unjust complaint would be that the subject-matters 
of the bill were not included in the territorial limits of his State. 

Proceeding See this theory, ignoring State lines and State bound- 
aries, and considering only the demands of commerce at each point, we 
took the reports of the engineers as the foundation of our examination, 
carefully investigated all the facts with reference to each harbor and 
each river in the country. We examined the original plans and esti- 
mates to find out how far they had been accomplished, and the total 
amount appropriated therefor; we took into consideration the amount 
of money on hand at the beginning of the fiscal year; and, finally, we 
inquired into the commercial statistics of the place, because we recog- 
nized the fact that a harbor which sheltered a thousand vessels was 
ten times more important than the harbor which sheltered a hundred, 
and that the river that bore upon its bosom the commerce of $20,000,000 
was twenty times more important, the necessity for improvement being 
the same, than the river which bore a commerce of $1,000,000 in value. 
Thus availing ourselves of the reports of the engineers and of official 
documents, we invited and welcomed any supplementary information 
from any source whatever, whether oral or documentary. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, otr committee—and when I say com- 
mittee I mean all of them, because we referred none of these subjects 
to a subeommittee—our committee, as an entirety, sitting as a jury, if | 
you please, heard all the testimony and rendered our verdict upon each 
proposition incorporated in the bill upon the specific and detailed facts 
presented in reference to it. We therefore laid down for ourselves no 
cast-iron rule; we were not bound by any regular per cent. In some 
instances, like that at the Muscle Shoals on the Tennessee River, we 
gave the fall amount asked by the engineer for the completion of the 
work, and it was a largeamount; but the committee were unanimously 
of the opinion that in an improvement which was so national in its 
character, and which had been pending since 1830, in which the Gov- 
ernment had invested an immense sum of money, and where no bene- 
fit whatever could result until the work was open, we thought it wise 
economy and good business sense to make this investment return some- 
thing as ily as possible. There are other instances of a similar 
character, but I allude to this as being one of the most noted and most 
important. 

And permit me to say farther, and to challenge contradiction from 
any source, whether in the committee or out of the committee, that so 
far as this bill is concerned the charge so usually bandied about in re- 
gard to river and harbor bills, that they are matters of chance, indus- 
try, and push—that many appropriatiations are putin by reason of the 
activity and perseverance and zeal of members, whether represented in 
committee or elsewhere—such a charge is not sustained by any fact 
within my knowledge or the knowledge of my colleagues on the com- 
mittee. We heard all and treated all with equal and exact justice. 

INCIDENTAL PRESENT SENEVITS OF THE BILL. 

It may not be improper, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to the pres- 
ent condition of the country and to the urgent demand for employment 
by hundreds of thousands of worthy men, not as a reason for the pas- 
sage of this bill, but as one of the many bencfits which will result from 
its passage. I repudiate as fully as any gentleman upon this floor the 
idea that this is a paternal government. I deny that it is either our 
duty or our right under the Constitution to take the taxes drawn from 
all classes of the people and distribute them as a charity or to afford 
employment to anybody who isin necessity in the country. The Fed- 
eral Government is not an eleemosynary institution. Itisnotand ought 
not to become the common almoner for all who are in want. 

I do not believe that our Government, imitating France under the 
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first Napoleon, should inaugurate great works of public improvement 
simply for the purpose of giving employment to those who can not find 
employment elsewhere. The cry of nem et circenses’? is the cry of 
imperial Rome, and not of republican, democratic America, But while 
holding to these doctrines we shut our eyes to the terrible facts 
which environ us? Poverty and want stalk othe the fires in our 
furnaces have been extinguished; many of the largest manufactories 
in the land haveshut down; capital shrinks from investment, and labor 
is unemployed. 

Under these circumstances will any one regret, will we not rather 
greatly rejoice, if this Federal Congress in the exercise of its legal and 
constitutional functions, building up and completing these great har- 
bors whose outstretched arms and sheltering wings receive and protect 
the commerce of our people from storm and from ruin; widening and 
deepening these majestic rivers through whose veins pours the life-blood 
of our trade—shall we not gladly welcome the fact that while accom- 
plishing these beneficent and necessary results we at the same time are 
furnishing employment to the millions of worthy workingmen, giving 
bread to their hungry children, and putting again life and hope and 
happiness in the darkened homes of poverty throughout the land? 

Not, therefore, as an gj sre but as one of the results of these appro- 
priations, seldom in the history of our country will the passage of a 
river and harbor bill, in my judgment, meet with a heartier support 
and warmer welcome than now. Certainly no one will regret if the 
Federal Government, which so often goes to the people as a tax-gath- 
erer, enforcing its laws and collecting its revenue, to the oppression and 

ip frequently of its people—no one will regret that that Federal 
Government should occasionally, at least, present itself to that people 
as in this bill in acts of beneficence, returning its exactions as the 
heavens return the moisture gathered from the earth, to the accommo- 
dation, benefit, and happiness of those from whom they were made. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I feel that it is unnecessary to call at- 
tention to the urgency and commercial importance of this class of appro- 
priations. If there was any doubt upon these questions it would be 
answered by the facts of the past year. We have had pending before 
the American people during that time many great public questions af- 
feeting their honor, their prosperity, and their happiness. The restora- 
tion and rehabilitation of our Navy, the adjustment of our external and 
internal taxes, the further or the free coinage of silver—these and many 
other questions have occupied and agitated the public mind. But in 
no one of them has the interest been as great as in the subject of cheaper 
transportation, involved in the improvement of the rivers and harbors 
of our country; in no one of them has public interest been sufficient 
to call together a large convention of even one State or Territory of this 
Union. 

While upon this subject of the improvement of our water ways there 
has been not one but five largely attended conventions, representing more 
than half the people of the United States and more than two-thirds of 
its productive energies. 

I have before me the reports of those conventions, at Saint Paul, at 
New Orleans, at Kansas City, and if any gentleman doubts the fact 
that our people are in earnest about this matter, let him read the decla- 
rations that have gone forth from those great conventions and he will 
see that the people of the United States are terribly in earnest upon this 
question of cheap transportation. And, sir, why should they not be? 
Do we not see yonder in England a movement for the opening of the 
- Suez Canal which has brought directly in contact with the markets of 
England the cheap products of her great colony of India? Do wenot see 
in PERAR and in France the deepening of their rivers and the widen- 
ing of their harbors and a general effort in the direction of securing 
competition with the United States? How are we to meet that com- 

tition? How, except by widening our rivers and by deepening our 

hors, so that vessels of larger draught may pass through them, thus 
cheapening transportation and laying down the products of the teeming 
West in the seaports upon our Atlantic coast and in the markets of 
ree at 15 or 20 cents per bushel less than they now cost? I have 
al occupied more time than I had intended, so I will not stop now 
to nef the statistics, but I will incorporate in my remarks the figures 
showing the great decrease that has taken place in the cereal exports 
of this country. 

Those exports are from sixty to eighty million dollars less to-day than 
they were this day a year ago. And your people, my friend from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON], are more deeply interested in this question than 
mine or than those who reside upon the Atlantic coast, because your 
people are shutin by land, bound up by railroad monopolies, and unless 
you can offset those disadvantages, unless you can prevent the exac- 
tions of those monopolies you are, as you know, their slave, and every 
foot of land within the territorial limits of your State is mortgaged by 
their power. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not close without expressing to the House, 
and to each individual member of it that appeared before our commit- 
tee, my own thanks and the thanks of members of the committee for 
the courteous way in which they treated us, and we have endeavored, 
in reciprocation of that treatment, to be just and correct in our dealing 
with the subject committed to us by the House. [Applause.] 

eman from Ken- 


The CHAIRMAN. What disposition does the gent 


tucky [Mr. WILLIS] desire to make of his remaining time—twenty- 
eight minutes ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield now to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Jones], if he desires to goon. If not, I reserve tho time. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Unless it is agreeable to some one who 
wishes to op the bill—— 

The - Unless the gentleman from Alabama desires to 
goon now the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON] in his own right. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to express my 
concurrence in what the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] has 
just said in regard to the desirability of regulating railways by cheap- 
ening transportation through the opening of the water ways. Upon 
that there can be little difference of opinion, I fancy, among those 
who live in the interior; and, as for myself, no one will recognize more 
fully the effect which water navigation must in the nature of things 
have upon railway transportation. It is for that reason that I heartily 
favor the development of any water way, whether it be by river or by 
canal, which will have the result of giving to the people of the West, 
to those growing grain and raising stock, cheaper outlets than are now 
afforded by pooled railways. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while men agree upon a priniciple, whether it 
be a principle of Jaw or of theology, it happens often that there is a 
question about theapplication of that principle. I shake hands heartily 
with my friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] upon the proposition 
which he has enunciated with respect to the effect of water navigation 
upon railway transportation, and just because of the thoroughness of 
my belief in that proposition I have some little difference of opinion 
with the gentlemen who have framed this bill as to the application 
which they have made of the principle. : 

For instance, take the Mississippi River, upon which the central States 
of the continent will some day largely depend for transportation—I say 
central, because Kansas is the geographical center of the continent—that 
river in the fature will undoubtedly be of immense value to the whole 
Missouri River basin. No one can doubt that; and if it were to-day 
an original question as to whether you should by an appropriation create 
the Mississippi River or not have it, I certainly would vote to have it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when the Great Architect planned and framed 
thiscontinent, with wondrous foresight and with infinite sagacity throw- 
ing that stream up toward the lakes, throwing the lakes back from the 
Atlantic, providing by His own grand act those superb water ways, and 
indicating the future lines of cheap transportation when there shall be 
a hundred millions or two hundred millions of people upon this conti- 
nent, one-half of whom will be west of the Mississippi River—when He 
did that, I recognize that He did something which may perhaps render 
unnecessary such large appropriations for the Mississippi River as are 
annually recommended by the Committee on Commerce. * 

And when He made the broad channel in that river, when He deep- 
ened it, when by the snows from the mountains and the rainfalls every- 
where in the great basin he farnished the water to wash out that chan- 
nel, I fancy He did something that might perhaps save the Government 
of the United States from the necessity of making appropriations to 
develop the levee system on the Mississippi River. In other wo: I 
do not think the boats will run on the levees, and I do not think the 
levees will have any material effect either in deepening or preserving 
the channel. 

I recognize, too, another fact—that for centuries before the white race 
had set foot on this continent the Mississippi River proper was a navi- 
gable stream, and is to-day a navigable stream in the sense that it is 
practically capable of carrying large steamers with large cargoes. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I would like to know whether the gentleman 
meant to say that the Mississippi carried steamers centuries before the 
white man came here. [Laughter.] I understood him to say so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am very much obliged to my friend 
for calling my attention to that point. If I have made any such state- 
ment, I withdraw it out of respect to my friend. 

Mr. VAN EATON, I just ‘‘ wanted to know, you know.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No doubt it would be a mistake to 
say that there were steamers on the Mississippi before the white man 
came, to this country; but as to there being water in this river sufi- 
cient to float steamers before the white man came here, that is not a 
mistake. 

Mr. VAN EATON. How does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, by logic. 

M VAN EATON. Ijust‘‘wanted to know, you know.” [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think that could be proven without 
much trouble. 

Now, the question arises, in my mind at least, whether it is neces- 
sary in a bill appropriating in the aggregate $15,000,000 to make an ap- 
propriation of $3,600,000 for the Mississippi River; and while, as I said, 
no one on this floor is more ready than myself to favor anything which 
will cheapen railroad transportation by developing water transporta- 
tion, yet, when I come to apply that proposition to the Mioa +r 
River, I feel that this bill proposes to give a great deal too much fort 
river. In a bill appropriating $15,000,000 to the whole continent it 
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seems to me an appropriation of $3,600,000 for the Mississippi River, 
less than one-fifth of the total, is altogether too much, when, in fact, 
the Mississippi River to-day will carry all the vessels needed to trans- 
port your freight, ; 

I do not wish to be misunderstood. If there are obstructions in the 
Mississippi River—if there be any points which should be deepened or 
protected in order to secure navigation—I am willing to vote liberal 
appropriations for that purpose; but I wish to know beforehand whether 
the proposed scheme will be effectual—whether if you expend $50,- 
000,000 or $500,000,000 in this form of improvement there will beany 
improvement there at the end of five years from the termination of the 
expenditure. And I am frank tosay, Mr. Chairman, that I regard the 
utility of the present itures for the deepening of the channel of 
the Mississippi River as, to say the least, exceedingly problematical. 
I should be inclined to go further, and say that I regard such expendi- 
tures very much in the same way as if some one should attempt to fill 
a rat-hole by pouring water in it. 

Mr. VAN EATON. ` I will state to the gentleman that I have very 
often filled a rat-hole by pouring water init. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, I am happy to know that my 
friend has been successful in that respect—more successful than he has 
been in some other things sometimes. 

Now, there is another stream which concerns especially the States of 
Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota, and a large group of States constituting, 
if not the finest, certainly as fertile and productive a grain region as 
there is upon the continent, and to this stream the committee has 
seen fit to pay very little attention. _ I find that the total appropriations 
for the River are $500,000 from the mouth to Sioux City, 
$80,000 from Sioux City to Fort Benton, and $30,000 for the removal 
of obstructions, making a total of $610,000. Compare this with the 
total of $3,630,000 for the Mississippi River, and it seems to me there 
is, to say the least, a lack of symmetry in the bill; because the Mis- 
souri River, if thoroughly developed and utilized, would furnish water 
transportation in competition with railways for a section of country that 
is more populous and raises larger crops than that of the Lower Missis- 
sippi. 
of pn defect in the bill is this: There are pointsalong that river— 
for instance, Atchison and Leavenworth in my own State, Kansas City 
and Saint Joseph in Missouri, where there are populous and enterpris- 
ing cities and where the banks are in danger of washing away. While 
no one of these points is in my district, yet I understand that my col- 
league from the first distriet | Mr. MORRILL] asked that a specific ap- 
propriation be made for Leavenworth and Atchison; and I think the 
aoe representing the districts in which Saint Joseph and Kansas 

ty are located made similar applications, They were declined; and 
there are no specific appropriations in this bill, it being assumed by 
the committee that these points will be provided for out of the aggre- 
gate half million appropriation. Why the committee has reached that 
conclusion I do not know; probably because of some general rule, and 
as to many rivers they have evidently followed it, but there are several 
geen which the rule has not been applied. 


Im ing Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $45,000; of 
which $22,500 are to be used opposite Bay City. t 


„ Here is a specific appropriation. Also— 

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois— 

Mr. WILLIS. My friend from Kansas will permit me to call atten- 
tion to the fact that in the last Congress he, with his colleagues and 
other Representatives from the Upper Missouri, requested the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors to create a Missouri River commission and put 
the river under that commission, and yielding to their better judgment, 
although against the judgment of the committee, they created that com- 
mission, ’ Therefore nothing specific is asked by this bill. At the Sag- 
inaw River there is no commission, and hence the committee is at lib- 


erty to rca yo appropriation. 


Mr. P. . Is nottherea Mississippi River commission, and why 
not treat the Missouri as the Mississippi? 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘There is aspecificrecommendation on the part of the 
Mississippi River Commission for the improvement the gentleman refers 
to, and that is the only difference. There was no desire on the part of 
the committee, I will say to the gentleman, to do more than adhere to 
the commission of your own creation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, So far as that is concerned I think 
when Congress creates a commission the House does not part with its 
right to designate specific points at which expenditures shall be made. 

I do not know whether the Illinois River is under the authority of a 
commission or not, but at any rate here is a specific appropriation: 

Improving Illinois River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $100,000; of 
which sum $5,000 may be expended in dredging the river in front of Peoria, 

Here is another one for the improvement of the Ohio River. Is that 
in charge of a commission? 


Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $500,000; out of which 
sum Bo,c0are to be expended at Grand Chain in extending the upper dike down- 


stream and removing rocks and other obstructions to navigation at that local- 
ity; also $20,000 may be expended in constructing or aiding in the construction 
of suchan embankment on'the other side of the Great Miami River, near its 


junction with the Ohio, as may be necessary to confine the watersof the Great 


Miamiin floods to the general course of its channel at or near the Ohio, to 
the end that the formation of the bar in the Ohio River now forming and ob- 
structing navigation may be arrested; also $30,000 of said eda! ger shall be 
expended in A, four ice-piers, pursuant to the plansof the Chief of En- 
gineers, at or near the following places to wit: One at Pomeroy, Ohio; one at 
Middleport, Ohio; one at Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at Ironton, Ohio, 

Here is our venerable friend again Davis Island Dam. 

Also out of said ig gisats for the Ohio River $5,865 shall be used in oper- 
ating and keeping in repair the Davis Island Dam; and hereafter the Secre 
of War is authorized to make requsitions from tithe to time on the Secretary of 
the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to oparte and keep in repair 
the works at the Davis Island Dam, to be paid out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


Here is the Mississippi River. That I believe is under a commission. 


Improving Mississippi River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $510,000; of which sum $8,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be applied to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, 
at the Rock Island Rapids. 


Mr. MURPHY. The Mississippi River Commission only extendsup 
to Saint Lonis. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am obliged to the gentleman for the 
information. My point is that whether a stream be under the charge 
of a commission or not, it is within the province of this- House to say 
that a specific sum shall be expended at given points. 

Here is an appropriation for dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids, $65,000. 

-Then we have another, which I will read: 


Im roving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the Ili- 
nois River, neluding the river at Quincy Bay and the removal of the bar at the 
mouth of Whipple k; including also the strengthening of Sny Island Levee 
where it crosses Snicarte Slough, and other Moug referred to in the report of 
Engineer Maj. A. Mackenzie, dated the 26th of January, 1885, which work of 


strengthening said levee shall be performed according to the s ions and 


estimates of said Mackenzie, ás set forth in said report: Continu ng improve- 
ee a PAR Provided, That not more tban $16, shall be expended at Sny 
slan: vec, 


Here is another: 


Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the 
mouth of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illinois shore oppo- 
site the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $500,000; of 
which $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended in ex- 
tending the work for the protection of eastwardly bank of the Mississippi 
River at Cairo, and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at te 
southerly end of the present Government revetment work and continuing down- 
stream; and the river commission may, in their ion, use so much of said 
sum of $500,000 as may be necessary to correct the current of the river and im- 
prove the channel at Saint Louis. 


This latter is a point covered by the Mississippi River Commission. 
I think the appropriation is wise, and that the channel abreast such a 
city as Saint Louis ought to be improved, and I hold that this House 
has the right to say there should be specific appropriation at that point. 
That being so, Mr. i I do not see why there should not be 
specific appropriations for Kansas City, Leavenworth, Atchison, and 
Saint Jo 


Here in the Lower Mississippi we have an appropriation of— 

Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars for the rectification of the Red and 
Atchafalaya Rivers by preventing further enlargement of the latter stream and 
Phacginner 3 its outlet ca ty, and for keeping open a navigable channel through 
the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi, 

Then— 

One hundred thousand dollars in dee; 
dredging through the bar existing there; last-named sum shall not be ex- 

nded, unless after another examination or survey the commission shall deem 

t advisable; and if they shall not, then $50,000 shall be expended in the im- 
provement of navigation at Vicksburg by constructing suitable dikes and other 
appropriate works. 

Theonly pointI wish tomake by reading these items, Mr. Chairman, is 
that the committee has in many instances made specific appropriations 
where there is a commission and where there is not a commission, and I 
do not see why there should not be specific appropriations where they 
are needed upon the Missouri River. 

I have no desire in the world to make any factious opposition to this 
bill. I have not had time to examine it, even to read it, until this 
morning. My point is that you have given too little te the Missouri 
River. Representing as I do in part that region of the country, looking 
to the importance of that stream, I wish frankly to say that if $600,000 
be considered enough for the Missouri River improvement I certainly 
shall not vote and can not vote for $3,610,000 for the Mississippi River. 

You see this money comes from the people of the United States. It 
should be expended, and I doubt not the committee desire if should be 
expended, for the benefit of the people of the United States in a broad, 
true sense, in an effective sense; and, looking at the present densities 
of population, looking at the relative industries and products of sec- 
tions, looking at the value of water navigation to the people of the 
West, I certainly feel, and I think the gentlemen representing that re- 
gion all along the Missouri River will feel, justified first in criticising 
this bill, and second in expressing themselves in opposition to an appro- 
priation of $3,610,000 for the Mississippi River. I do not think it is a 
fair divide. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Itis a fact—I make the statement—it isa fact 


ing the channel at Vicksburg b; 
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that the amount appropriated in this bill for the Missouri River is 
greater in proportion, acco: to the estimates of the engineers, than 
that included in the bill for the Mississippi River. Is the gentleman 
aware of that fact? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Iam obliged to my friend from Louisi- 
ana, but he has much too high an opinion of the estimates of the engi- 
neers for me. His opinion is very much higher than mine. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is the estimate of the commission. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The engineers make their estimates 
for a specific point ‘at which they aro aS made their examination and 
surveys, Ido not undertake to criticise their work in that respect, or 
criticise them in any manner in the sense that there is not a proper dis- 
charge of their duties. But I stand here representing a State with a 
large interest in cheap transportation upon an entirely different stand- 
point from that occupied by the engineers, and from this point I insist 
again that the appropriation for the Mississippi River is altogether too 
large if the appropriation for the Missouri River is a proper one. 

I yield the remainder of my time—— 

Mr. VAN EATON. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VAN EATON. If I understand the gentleman from Kansas, his 

t is that the Mississippi River ROT E n REE COS <3) 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, bir. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Do I understand ‘the gentleman from Kansas 
to contend that upon the principles of hydraulics you can notfill arat- 
hole with water? [Laughter.] 

tage ANDERSON, of Kansas. I yield the remainder of my time to 

the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Thave some objections to some of 
the features of this bill. I have no objection to a limited expenditure 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors—improvements that can and 
ought to be made; but I have very great objection to some of the waste- 
ful features of this bill. I believe that some of its appropriations are 
without any justification or without any warrant whatever; that they 
are simply a i wasteful throwing away of the people’s Moof 
I find in this bill a tions for works, without any change in th 
character of the work, without any proposition whatever to modify 
the plans of the engineers who are condu the work, and without 
even a recommendation of a change, al & year ago gentlemen, 
then and now interested, were denouncing upon this floor these plans 
as leading to unwarranted extravagance. - 

Let me call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Do you not know that this appropria- 
tion is made under new recommendations and new plans of the engi- 
neers, and that a survey has been completed of Galveston Harbor, under 
which survey and the recommendation thereon by the Chief of Engi- 
neers this is made? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will you tell me the differeuce between the Plan 
now and what was contemplated at that time? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. There is a considerable difference. One 
differente is that at that time they were using brush for revetments. 
Now they propose to use stone. That is one of the and of 
course it necessarily involves a greater expenditure, but the work is 
more permanent. I want to say further that another change is in the 
lines of the jetties; that they are placed nearer together under this plan 
than they were before. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will you tell me how much nearer? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Several hundred feet. I have sent for 

the report. I think it is six or eight hundred feet. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Last year the objection was not that brush was 
being used; but it was claimed then that these jetties were 3,009 feet 
apart; that they were so wide that there was no possibility of securing 
the scouring process and no possibility of the deepening of the channel. 
And gentlemen told us there was loss of water on the bar after the ex- 
penditure of millions of dollars—less of water on the bar than when 
the improvement was begun. And they read tous here from reports 
to show conelusively—and they were able to do it—that those state- 
ments were correct. 

Not only that, but the gentleman representing the city of Galveston 
himself moved to strike out of the bill an appropriation of $250,000 for 
that work, saying, as he did so, that it was a waste of public money. 
Then gentlemen wanted seven and a half millions of dollars for this im- 
provement. Are we to understand, and will the chairman of the com- 
mittee state whether new plans have been adopted at Galveston in 
accordance with the scheme that was then upon the tapis, and that is to 
cost seven and a half millions of dollars by estimate aay shanty five 
millions in fact? 


` Mr. WILLIS. There is no such plan pending in Congress. There 
is a new plan, which lessens the width. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isit substantially the plan of Mr. Eads? 

Mr. WILLIS. Notat all; and the gentleman will understand me 
when I say it is just the reverse. It isa plan of the United States en- 


gineers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Substantially the plan originally adopted, only 
slightly narrowing the channel—— 

Mr. WILLIS. There is that much of difference; the only objection 
to the original plan was the width. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And changing from brush to stone. 

Mr. Chairman, I find another appropriation here, an appropriation of 
more than $2,000,000, for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
And yetthe gentleman. from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE ]—and there 
isnoonein this House, in my judgment, who is better informed on the 
subjectof the Mississippi Riverimprovementor knows moreabontit the- 
oretically or practically—that gentleman last year told us that the plan 
upon which thecommission was then at work was an absolute and total 
failure. The gentleman from Arkansas then told us that there was an 
absolute necessity for an immediate and entire change of the whole 
programme if benefit was to result from the expenditure of these large 
sums. Is thereany change of the plans of the commission? Have they 
in any manner modified their views with regard to this great work ? 
Are they not conducting the work now precisely as they proposed to 
do in their first plan submitted to Congress, namely, the building of 
levees, the revetment of the banks, and the narrowing of the channels 
for the purpose of scouring out the bottom of the river—the same plans 
that they were working upon last year, that the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas told us were to result in absolute failure and to make this appro- 
priation a wasteful and prodigal expenditure of the public money ? 

Ihave no hostility, Mr. Chairman, to the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi Rivet. I believe that its navigation ought to be improved. I 
have no faith in the pretense that it is an improvement of the naviga- 
tion of that great river that these expenditures are for. Strike out of 
this appropriation and of the plan of the commission the levee feature, 
and in my humble judgment there is no gentleman from the Lower 
Mississippi River that will raise his hand to secure an appropriation. 

Will you remember, sir, with what tenacity these gentlemen have 
clung upon all oceasions to retaining the power upon the part of the 
commission to build the levees? And ib seems to me that sometimes 
they have acted with something else than fairness and ingenuousness 
in their efforts to secure a continuation of that power. Let me call 
your attention to a clause of this bill. On page 47, I read this proviso: 

That no portion of this ropriation shall be expended to re or build 
levees for the purpose of aaa en lands or preventing inher as teats by 
overflow. 

That would seem to be a very proper provision. What right has the 
planter of Louisiana or the planter of Mississippi to demand that his 
private estate shall be protected; that it shall be enhanced in value at 
the cost of the Government? What right have you of Louisiana to tax 
the people of Iowa in order to raise your lands above the point of over- 
flow? No one that I know of would have any objection to these lands 
being the most fertile of the earth; but we do not want their fertility 
parcha out of our pockets. There is difficulty in that region, and 
I recognize it. z 

In the old days and under the old system of labor each plantation 
was provided with watchful guardians of thelevees. There wasalways 
a force there instantly to repair the first break in the levee. But it is 
not so now. Iam told that the laborers there are unwilling to devote 
their energies and their time to the rebuilding of the levees or watch- 
ing them. There must be some other power, some other authority for 
this purpose, and in my humble judgment the gentlemen whoare the pro- 
ponents of this measure have discovered in the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion the watchful that are constantly to look after and care 
for and rebuild when necessary the levees of that country that !make it 
of value. I want to call your attention a little further to a second 
proviso which I find on the same page: 

Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to pay and build levees, 
if in their judgment it should be done as a part of their om to afford ease and 
safety to navigation and commerce of the river, and to deepen the channel. 

Why, gentlemen, every member of that committee knew that the 
Mississippi River Commission had declared that the building of levees 
was absolutely essential to their plan of improving the river, and when 
they put in the first provision prohibiting the commission from build- 
ing levees and couple it with this other, it is the merest pretense of 
fairness. It is an attempt, itseems to me, to throw men off their guard 
to pretend to say that the public money shall not be expended in the 
building of levees for private uses, and yet to say that it shall be, be- 
cause the commission have said that they deem it necessary to build 
them in order to improve the navigation. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that the language which he has just read has been used in every appro- 
priation made by Congress for the Mississippi River from the time of 
the formation of the commission in 1879 down to the present time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know that it has been in every one. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. It has. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I knowthat there has been a vigorous effort made 
to strike it out of some of them, and I know that the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], while protesting al] the time that the 
purpose was not to build levees, has been one of those who have in- 
sisted most strenuously upon keeping this ambiguousand disengenuous 
language in the law. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And the gentleman will do me the justice to 
state that I have never contended for the construction of levees at all 
except as a part of the plan of the commission for the improvement of 
the river. j 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thatis just what Iam complaining of, Mr. Chair- 
man. Iremember that last year the gentleman wanted $200,000 to be 
carved out of the appropriations for the p of improving and per- 
fecting the harbor of the city of New Orleans; in other words, to rip- 
rap one of the levees of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. When the gentleman makesa statement of that 
sort he will surely allow me to correct him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, the gentleman from Louisiana did not 
do anything of the sort. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwill appeal to the record. I will not dispute 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors made an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of New Orleans under 
plans submitted by the commission separate and apart from the appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What was the improvement? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [Itis stated there in the report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was the riprapping of the levees of the river. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not at all. It had nothing to do with the 
levees of the river. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What harbor is there there, excopt the levees? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, It was the improvement of the harbor where 
the ships anchor; the levees are on the bank. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They come right to the bank, do they not? 

Mr. RLANCHARD. It was the anchorage-ground of the city of 
New Orleans. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. I think we are both talking about 
the same thing. Now, Mr. irman, I am satisfied that there are 
improvements that are needed upon the Mississippi River, for in cer- 
tain stages of low water there are several bars, perhaps twenty in all, 
from Saint Louis down, that inconvenience and sometimes interrupt 
the navigation of the river, and I would be perfectly willing that ex- 
penditure should be made for the of rectifying those diffi- 
culties. They are local in their nature; they could be easily removed, 
it seems to me, and I would have no objection to the expenditure of a 
reasonable sum of money for that purpose; but I have-been told, and 
I believe there is an abundance of authority for the assertion, that the 
contemplated improvement by the commission will cost hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 

If any gentleman is doubtful with 
him to the testimony that was taken by a 
House about two years since; I refer him to the reports of some of the 
members of the commission—the di ing reports; I refer him to 
the entire absence, on the part of any one who is authorized to speak 
or whois supposed to understand the subject, of a contradiction of the 
statements that have been made from time to time of the immense 
cost of this improvement. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I am not satisfied that this improvement will be of 
the transcendent benefit that some people seem to think it will. I 
remember being at one of the great river conventions in the city of Saint 
Louis, of which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] spoke a 
while ago. He wasa guest of the city of Saint Louis at that time, and 
he will remember that the members of the convention were invited to 
take a trip on one of those splendid barge vessels and tows with which 
they navigate that river. 

We went some twenty miles down the river. There were pointed out 
to us nearly a hundred of these and twenty or thirty pow- 
erful steamers that propelled them tied to the bank of the river. Yet 
the river was then at flood. On that very morning there was published 
in the papers of Saint Lonis a notice to all the agents of the railroads not 
to ship any grain to that city, that all the elevators were full, and that 
two thousand cars were standing upon the track waiting to be unloaded. 
Here were millions of bushels of freight seeking a market; here was the 
river with twenty or more feet of water on every bar from Saint Louis 
to New Orleans; here werea hundred of these barges and twenty or more 
steamers tied in idleness tothe bank. There was no freight for New Or- 
leans. It was not the direction this grain was seeking. There was no 
demand for the river, improved or unimproved. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] will remember the incident. What was the 
reason of that? Simply because at the city of New Orleans there are 
no vessels beyond those needed for the transportation of cotton that can 
be gheaply laden to Liverpool with grain. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the gentleman will allow me a moment I 


to that proposition, I refer 
ial committee of this 


will refute his statement that that is not the direction the grain takes: 


I desire to read some official statistics slowing the grain shipments 
from New Orleans, 

Mr. HEPBURN. You can do that after I am h. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not for that purpose. I know what I am talking 
about, because I witnessed the incident I have stated. The gentleman 
from Kentucky was there with me atthe time, and he knows the truth- 
fulness of my statement. I am perfectly willing to yield for a con- 
tradiction from the gentleman from Kentucky if he is disposed to 
make it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no recollection of the circumstance; but I 
implicitly believe the statement which the gentleman makes. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow me to make one 
statement? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
question. 

Mr. KING. Then I will ask a question. Does the gentleman mean 
to state that there were no ships at New Orleans to carry the grain? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isay there is no such excess of transportation at 
the city of New Orleans as to produce the low rates which we obtain 
from New York to Liv: 

Mr. KING. I simply wish to say that ships can and will come to 
New Orleans for just as much grain as will be delivered for shipment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly; but they will charge full rates; 
while at New York vessels are competing for this freight; they fre- 
quently take grain as ballast; and there have been shipments of it from 
Chicago to Liverpool at 10 cents a bushel. 

These are some of the reasons, Mr. Chairman, why I do not want to 
vote for these extravagant appropriations. There is no proportion be- 
tween the results accomplished and the expenses. 

I remember, Mr. i Iwas able at one time to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the Blue Book, in which I found the names of such 
a number of employés of the Mississippi River Commission above the 
grade of laborers as necessitated an expenditure of $509,000 a year in 
the way of salaries. I did not include one laborer in the estimate. 
Mr. Chairman, the Mississippi River Commission to-day owns twice as 
many vessels, large and small, as belong to the Federal Navy. They 
are not so expensive, I admit, and they are not all so large; but they 
are more than twice as numerous. There are more than 200 vessels, 
large and small, belonging to the Mississippi River Commission. The 
plant of that commission is wonderful. It shows that these gentlemen 
have a proper conception of the tude of the work upon which they 
are employed. They expect it to many years, and expect if toin- 
volve an expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars. 

There is another objection I have to this improvement; and that is 
the imperative necessity of renewing it every five or six or eight years. 
Where timber is used in narrowing the they use the soft woods . 
that grow along the marginof the river. The life of that kind of tim- 
ber, exposed as it is to the alternations of wet and dry, is from four to 
five years; so that every four or five years this work will have to be 
renewed. 

I presume every gentleman here is familiar with the method that 
the commission haveadopted. They propose to narrow the channel to 
a uniform width of 3,000 feet, making it necessary. for them to estab- 
lish a bank nearly the whole length of that stream. They do this by 
driving two rows of piles a few feet apart, binding them together by 
wire ropes; then they interweave those with brush for the purpose of 
retarding the current, expectin > asap: the sediment will be deposited, 
and in that way they will build up an artificial bank. 

They then protect this by immense mattresses of willows and No. 8 
wire, lying the mattresses from the bottom up along the sides to the 
top of this improvement, protecting the natural bank in the same way, 
and covering that with stone above the low-water mark. Then back 
of that, at a distance of a quarter or half a ‘mile, they build their 
levees for the purpose of controlling the river at its flood. Any one 
can see that this necessitates the buildingof several thousand miles of 
levees, because every tributary must have a levee until a point is 
reached up the river where the bank isof the same height as the levee 
on the bank of the Mississippi. Thus the work has to be continued, 
inyolving the expenditure of hundreds of millions, There is the Saint 
Francis River, ranning parallel, which must also be so treated; there is 
the Atchafalaya, which must be so treated, with all the innumerable 
bayous and lagoons which are tributary to these streams. 

This is the kind of expenditure, gentlemen of the committee, that 
you are invited to make; and every dollar that is invested, every ap- 
propriation that you make gives these gentlemen so much stronger hold 
upon you. Is it not time to stop this wasteful, prodigal “expenditure 
of the le’s money? 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter I notice in this bill (I did 
not examine it until to-day) to which I wish to call attention, because 
there is something of novelty aboutit. I find it on page 20: 


I can not yield for a statement; I will yield fora 


igation Company, situated in the Monongahela River, in the Penn- 
ane est nia; and in order to ascertain the value of said works 
of War ì appoint a commission of three competent engineers 
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from the Engineer Corps of the United States Arm 
of War. 


Mr. Chairman, isnot that somewhatof a harsh method of proceeding? 
Is there not something of hardship in that, gentlemen of the committee? 
Here is a navigation company authorized to exist, authorized to 
certain property, ing that property under sanction of law, which 
they do not want to sell perhaps, and here we give authority to take 
possession of that property, and if they can not agree on a price, or if 
the owner will not sell it for such sum as the Secretary of War thinks 
it ought to bring, then heis authorized to take it without price. 

Is that Jeffersonian Democracy? Did Mr. Jefferson discover such 
ample authority on the part of the Federal Government in the Consti- 
tution? Gentlemen, it will not do for you to talk here about being 
Jeffersonian Democrats. You will have to limit your classification to 
Jackson men. Old Hickory might do that—Jefferson never. 

There is one thing in this bill which perhaps in one sense I commend, 
and that is $15,000,000 and probably $18,000,000 will be in it before 
it passes through the two Houses. I am glad of that amount in one 
sense, because I remember something of history. Four years ago the 
Republican party in this House had a majority, I think, of 11 votes. 
That majority was seduced into passing a river and harbor bill appro- 
priating $18,000,000, and it carried 81 majority of Democrats into the 
next House. I am hoping history will repeat itself, and if you gentle- 
men desire to pass a river and harbor bill of $18,000,000, grief will come 
to you as it came to us; and that would be the only solace I would have 
for the enormities I find in the bill. Thanghtent 

There is one other thing connected with this bill I can commend, and 
that is the very liberal manner in which the committee treated its mem- 
bership.. [Laughter. ] 

Here is a gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART], an amiable gentle- 
man, who ought to have very largely whatever he asks for; and, by the 
way, he has asked largely, and secured nearly around million for Texas. 
Here is the gentleman from New York [Mr. BuRLEIGH], active, ener- 
getic, always around when anything for New York is to be secured, and 
he has been able to secure nearly $900,000 for the Empire State. Here 
is my friend from California [Mr. MARKHAM], whois modest and quiet 
and new to his duties here. Just look at the bill and see how amply 
he has provided for the State of California, What will he not do when 
he has served a score of years! 

Mr. MARKHAM. He knows its necessities. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lookat Michigan! She has been well represented 
in the committee; magnificently in the bill. [Laughter.] I doubt 
whether there is an inlet to the land from the surrounding lakes which 
has not a place in this bill. They are all named without regard to the 
unpronounceable character of their names. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time yielded to the gentleman, forty min- 
utes, has expired, ‘There remain thirty minutes to the opponents of the 


bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Other gentlemen may need that time. [Cries of 
“Go on!” 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. IfI have the floor I will yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was informed the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] might wish to be heard. If he does not, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Iowa to control the time left to the 
opponents of the bill. : 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwill extend my remarks in print and leave that 
time for other gentlemen. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, thanking my friend from Ala- 
bama for the few minutes yielded to me, I will endeavor to correct some 
of the statements made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 
the opportunity to correct which he denied me in the course of his 


When the gentleman from Iowa said he had gone down the river 20 
miles from Saint Louis in 1880, and saw a number of barges belonging 
to the Mississippi River commerce lying there idle, and then went on 
to state that it indicated there was no grain from Saint Louis being 
shipped southward, I rose not for the purpose of contradicting his 
statement about seeing barges lying idle along the banks of the river, 
but to correct his assertion that the southward direction was not the 
one which any considerable amount of grain was taking. He denied 
me the opportunity to have read some figures which I now call his at- 
tention to. 

Mr. Chairman, [hold in my hand a statement of the quantity of wheat 
shipped by the river route from Saint Louis to New AB pon prior to the 
construction of the jetties at the mouth of the river and a statement of 
the shipments made since the completion of the jetties there. I hope 
my friend from Iowa will give heed to these, 

There were shipped before the construction of the jetties—this isthe 


exports of grain from New Orleans—4,400,000 bushels of wheat. The 
depth of the channel on the bar at the mouth of the Mississippi River 

at that time was from 12 to 18 feet. There have been shipped since the 

construction of the jetties 48,700,000 bushels of wheat, and the depth 

ot the channel at the mouth of the river has been increased to 26 and 30 
eet. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How many yearssince the jetties were completed ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It gives the amount in round numbers before 
and after the construction of the jetties. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But how many years since the completion of the 
jetties? 

ar BLANCHARD. My recollection is the jetties were completed 
in 9. 

Before the jetties were constructed the foreign steamship arrivals— 
in 1873—numbered 83, with an aggregate tonnage of 107,000 tons. 
After the construction of the jetties, in 1883, the number of foreign 
steamships aggregated 402; increasing from 83 per annum before the 
construction up to 402 per annum after the construction, while the ag- 

te tonnage was increased from 107,000 to 653,000 tons. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How much of the aggregate of 48,000,000 bushels 
wheat was received by rail from California for shipment by way of 
New Orleans? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
nia? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. A 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Thestatement does not show that, but I know 
it was comparatively very little. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, pursuing the inquiry further: Before the jet- 
ties were built a vessel of 1,500 or 2,000 tons’ capacity was above the 
average in arrivals at New Orleans. Now, since the success of the jet- 
ties, vesséls of 5,000 tons’ capacity are loaded at New Orleans. Before’ 
the jetties vessels were loaded to not over 15 feet draught; now vessels 
are laden to 26 and 27} feet draught, and pass out to sea without diffi- 
culty. Before the jetties were completed skillful pilotage and manage- 
ment were of no avail, for the channels were ever shifting; now, where 
a vessel is kept within the jetty channel, detentions are unknown. 

Before the jetties the tonnage on vessels was from $1.25 to $1.50 per 
ton. Now itcanand has been for 50 cents a ton, and a proportionate 
roi in the rates of insurance on vessels and cargoes also been 
made. . 

Before the jetties the exports of grain were 5,750,000 a year; now 
they are 14,250,000. The total exports were valued at $68,000,000; 
now they amount to $94,000,000; an increase of 50 per cent. 

Before the jetties foreign freights were 18 to 24 cents per bushel; now 
they are from 8 to1Zcents. Nor is it true, as some suppose, that grain 
is liable to become musty and thereby injured by passing through the 
heated regions in transit through New Orleans to a foreign market. 
Here is a well-authenticated statement completely refuting that: 


In 1879 or 1880 two barges were loaded with corn and wheat at Saint Paul, as 
an experiment to test this very question. Its transitat points was purposely de- 
layed, and it was held in New Orleans in the month of July, and was several 
months on the way; yet on arrival at Liverpool it rated the same as to condition, 
upon pan, fpern that it did at Saint Paul. Another instance: a ca of bulk 
grain and cotton was loaded upon a steamship; the steamer went ashore at or 
near the mouth, was brought back to the city, and with saro intact was placed 
in dock, repaired, and again went to sea, and in about eighty days after ship- 
ment from New Orleans arrived at Liverpool in a perfectly sound condition; all 
of which proved not only that our Southern climate does not affect its condition, 
but, as claimed by Mr. Bad s, a vessel with a full cargo can be taken from the 
water into a dock without injury. 


Now astofreightrates. The difference is largely in favor of the river 
route. During the season of navigation of the Mississippi River the 
rate from Saint Louis to Liverpool, by rail to New York and by river 
to New Orleans, has been as follows for the last three years: 
1883. Via railroad to New York, per bushiel...........:<:sessenersssererseceeeessereee 23 to 29 
Via river to New Orleans, per bushel............ . 17 to 233 
Difference in favor of the river route. 


1884, Via rail to New York, per bushel.............. 
Via river to New Orleans, per bushel........ 


How much was shipped by rail from Califor- 


Difference in favor of the river route... 4to 9 

1885. Via rail to New York, per bushel.............. 14 to 27 
Via river to New Orleans, per bushel........ 13 to 13 
Difference in favor of the river route....ccssecccsssssererceeeessereeeee 1tol4 


Here is an average difference for the three years of at least 6 cents 
per bushel in favor of the river route. ‘The country affected by this 
difference produced in 1885, according to the estimate of the Agricult- 
ural Department, 357,112,000 bushels of wheat, which, at 6 cents per 
bushel, would be worth $21,466,720 more than it is. With this great 
difference and advantage in favor of the river route, a very considerable 
portion of the grain crops of the country will, undoubtedly, go south- 
ward, the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] to 
the contrary notwithstanding. e 

It is useless, Mr. Chairman, to pursue the subject further. There 


is no indisposition on the part of the grain from the West to find an 
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dutlet to sea through the Mississippi River at New Orleans, and the fig- 
ures show it and refute the mere assertions of gentlemen to the con- 


trary. 

Again, the gentleman from Iowa made an extravagant statement con- 
cerning the number of vessels used by the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion in the work of improving that stream. Now, as showing the true 
facts relative to this, I read from the report of the commission itself: 

Mr. HEPBURN. What report? . 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The report for 1885. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Take the report for 1884 and see what it says. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This statement embraces the entire plant be- 
longing to the Government for the improvement of more than 1,500 
miles of navigable water way on the t Father of Waters. 

The present plant now in use by the Mississippi Commission com- 
prises 14 steam towboats, 7 steam-launches, tugs, and survey boats, 49 
quarter-boats, 83 pile-drivers, 6 hydraulic graders, 1 dredge, 6 dump 
boats, 2 pump boats, 3 derrick boats, 6 shop boats, 5 dock boats and 
store boats, 19 mattress bouts, 2 ways, 8 screen boats, 263 barges, 25 
coal boats, shells, and flats, and anumber of skiffs, yawls, and sounding 
gri Toos; instruments, gauging apparatus, &c., aggregating in value 

? s - 
owever large that showing may make the number of boats belong- 
ing to the Government and the value of the plant in use, itis for the 
improvement of over 1,500 ı iles of navigable water way from the Des 
Moines Rapids to the Gulf of Mexico, and is not greater than the actual 
needs of the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr, JonEs] allow me to make one statement in reply to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. ~ 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman if it does not 
come out of my time. t 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In regard to the rate of freigh 
from New Orleans the gentleman from Iowa said there had been no re- 
duction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh no; I did not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentleman 
tosay that. I will make this statement: I remémber seeing two or three 
years ago a statement from the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans that 
the saving upon cotton freight to Liverpool and the East was a saving 
of a dollar a bale; and that the saving on freight rates to the commerce 
of the Mississippi Valley by the jetties had paid for the jetties every two 
years since they had been in existence. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have raised no question about that. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this 
general debate, as far as it has progressed, and the opposition, so far as 
made to the bill reported by the committee, have amply vindicated the 
wisdom of the proposition made by the chairman of the committee, that 
the general debate should be dispensed with. It seems to me that the 
opposition is perfectly trivial, and that it has amounted to nothing in the 
2 = Eeg than an hour, that has been occupied by the adversaries 
of the bill. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] has made an 
objection to the bill on the ground of the perfection of the Mississippi 
River. He says that it has come from the hands of the Creator so per- 
fect, so fit for navigation, that it was entirely useless to appropriate 
money foritsimprovement. Well, Mr. Chairman, the Mississippi River 
has come from the hands of its Creator ina very imperfect state. Like 
all natural blessings it has been bestowed upon us to be improved, to be 
perfected by human skill, The Mississippi River is no exception to 
that rule. On the contrary, it needs more improvement, it needs more 
work than any other river in this country on account of its peculiar 
nature and eccentric habits. 

The gentleman assumes that the work that has been done and the 

. work that is contemplated by the commission on that river consists of 
levees. That is very far from being the fact. The Congress of the 
United States saw fit several years ago to create a Mississippi River 
Commission, and to put this great river of 2,000 miles of navigable 
water under that commission. It was an experiment, and was con- 
ceded at the time to be an experiment. But they have gone further, 
and the results obtained justify the wisdom of that measure. They 
have attained a depth now at Providence reach and Plumb Point reach 
of about 13 feet to show for their work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What has it cost—how many millions—to get 13 
feet of water at these two points? 

Mr, JONES, of Alabama, The gentleman may have his opinion of 
the cost—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. It has cost a million of dollars a foot. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama., No matter if it has cost more than that, 
the results would justify it. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] said they were taxing 
the people of his State to improve the Lower Mississippi and that the 
people of Kansas had no interest in thatimprovement. It is, Mr. Chair- 
man, to the interest of the people of Kansas, a large wheat-growingState, 


that their grain should find its way to the seaboard at a low cost of 
transportation. That is a great wheat-growing country and greatly 
stands in need of cheap transportation. j 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘The grain does not want to go that way. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. When the facilities are furnished it will 
go that way, and it has gone that way to the extent of millions and 
millions of bushels, as has been shown by the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD]. It will always follow the cheapest route. 

Objection further was made that certain harbors are to be improved 
on that river and noton others. The answer is, this is part of the work 
of the commission. The gentleman from Kansas assumes the work by 
the commission consists in building thelevees. Thisisnottrue. Their 
work consists of a contraction of the stream and making revetments 
where it is necessary to prevent cut-offs that might change the channel 
of the river. ‘The commission does not hesitate to avail itself of levees 
already constructed, and to supplement them when itis necessary for 
channel improvement or for the benefit of navigation. Itis no part of 
their business to reclaim lands. Why should the commission seek to 
reclaim lands when it is not to their interest and outside of their func- 
tions? 

The gentleman from Iowa has made the same kind of attack upon the 
bill. These attacks are merely beating over again the old straw that 
has come down to us from the last session of Congress. It is that and 
nothing more. The gentleman from Iowa makes a concluding objec- 
tion, that the bill amounts to $15,000,000, and perhaps more; and he 
has conjured up the apparition of the bill of 1882, which appropri 
$18,000,000, and exhibited it here to “‘affright the souls of fearful ad- 
versaries.’? ‘That bill has no terror for us. This bill is not like the 
bill of 1882, not even in amount. This is a bill which provides for two 
fiscal years, and dividing the te amount between these two 
fiscal years it is only $7,500,000 for each. As long as eight years ago, 
in 1878, the appropriation by Congress for one fiscal year was over 
$8,000, 000. 

Since then the estimated wealth of this country has increased enor- 
mously, our population has increased wonderfully, and do we not need 
any larger appropriations to furnish transportation for this increased 
population and this increased wealth? And yetin point of fact we are 
now appropriating a smaller amount annually than in 1878. Why, sir, 
as for that bill of 1882, the House of Representatives in the December 
following its adopted a resolution calling upon the Secretary of 
War to furnish information about some portions of the bill, and, saong 
other things, to inform the House ‘‘whether any money appropria 
by that act was appropriated for works or objects that are not in the 
interest of, or for the benefit of, commerce or navigation.” The Secre- 
tary of War, in response to the resolution, culled out from that eighteen 
million bill a number of objects and items which in his opinion were 
not for the interests of commerce or for the good of navigation. 

I have taken the trouble to add them up, and they amount to less 
than 5 per cent. of the eighteen millions appropriated; and I under- 
take'to say that if the unworthy objects in the bill that is now pend- 


ing before this committee could be culled ont they would not amount - 


to 2 per cent. of the total appropriation made by the bill. That leaves 
98 per cent. of this bill that is wholly beneficial to our commerce, for- 
eign and internal. And, Mr. Chairman, whatisthatcommerce? The 
report of the Bureau of Statistics, which I hold in my hand, shows 
that in the year 1884 the foreign commerce of the United States was 
valued at one billion four hundred and eight millions; and the same 
report goes on to declare that our internal commerce is beyond com- 
putation, that it can not be estimated, but that it is at least fifty times 
as great as our foreign commerce; so that it must be a good deal more 
than $50,000,000,000. 

Now, sir, what isthe use of these carping criticisms and these puerile 
attacks upon a bill of this character, whose object it is to furnish trans- 
portation for this enormous commerce? The country demands cheap 
transportation, and if this $15,000,000 here appropriated will reduce 
the cost of transportation one quarter of 1 per cent., itwell give back 
to the people more than the amount appropriated in the ane to the 
producers and consumers of our widely extended country. Sir, the 
population of this country and the productions of this country have 
increased more rapidly than the means of transportation. Private cap- 
ital and private enterprise haye done much to furnish the required 
transportation. 

Private enterprise, as the chairman [Mr. WILLIS] has stated, has 
built 128,000 miles of railroads in this country, and they represent an 
investment of $8,000,000,000. Those railroads carry, as he has stated, 
400,000,000 tons of freightannually. And, sir, private enterprise would 
have improved our natural water ways if it had been permitted to do so, 
but whenever private enterprise undertook to do that, it was met by the 
stern injunction of the General Government, ‘‘ Thus far shalt thou go 
and no farther.” This Government has assumed exclusive jurisdiction 
over the harbors and the navigable waters of this country, and when it 
assumed that jurisdiction itassumed also the obligation to improve them. 

Mr. Chairman, this country is liarly adapted to cheap and ample 
water communications. There is no other country on the face of the 
earth so highly favored in that respect, and it becomes us, representing 
such vast interests here, the interests of agriculture, the interests of 
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i the interests of the commerce to which I have referred, to as- 
sist nature, and to furnish the cheap transportation that the people 
demand. Thatisa duty that is devolved upon us, and we ought to 
meet it. Ouragricultural interests are more important than any other. 
Morc people are engaged in agriculture. More capital is invested in 


agriculture than in any other occupation. ture receives less 
protection and bears more burdens than any other interest, and one of 
the heaviest burdens now resting upon our farmersis the heavy cost of 

theircrops to market. Hence we find the farmers so unan- 
imous and so earnest in asking for these appropriations and these 
improvements. Our wheat and our cotton are now engaged in a death- 
strurale with the cheap wheat and cotton of India. England and other 
countries have been building water communications to cheapen trans- 
portation. The consequence is a great increase in the production of 
cheap grain and cheap cotton to compete with American wheat and 
American cotton. Since the opening of the Suez Canal American cereal 
exports have diminished in proportion to the increase of Indian exports. 
We are therefore compelled in self-defense and on behalf of our farm- 
ers to follow the example of these countries and furnish cheaper trans- 
portation. Our exports will increase, prices will increase, prosperity 
will increase as ing rates are cut down. 

As I have said, the railroads do much to furnish transportation, but 
itis well known that they do it primarily for their own benefit, and 
that they charge high rates upon the freight that goesoverthem. The 
problem that is agitating State Legislatures, the problem that this Con- 
gress has been grappling with for eight or ten years, is how to regulate 
the ; but, sir, in my judgment, the best solution of that prob- 
lem is to be found in cheap water transportation, in the competition of 
the water ways. Nothing excels water forcheap rtation. When 
our northern lakes and rivers are blockaded with ice and navigation is 
obstructed, up go the railroad rates; but when spring returns and the 
ice disap down go the railroad rates. The railroad lines between 
Cincinnati and New Orleans raise their rates from 50 cents per hundred. 
pounds in high water to 80 cents per hundred pounds in low water. 
These facts show the influence of water transportation in controlling the 
railroads, and that is the most effectual lg Bey crab pd charges 
of these railroads, which carry 400,000,000 tons of freight a year in this 
country. 

But these appropriations, in regard to which gentlemen make com- 
plaint as to their amount, are not like other appropriations; they are 
for works which are tin their nature. The benefits are eon- 
tinving. The for the support of the Army and Navy, 
ee the iadions he TERI be cee io eae ne their expendi- 
ture leaves no trace behind; but the results of these appropriations for 
rivers and harbors remain with us; and, as I.-have shown, they are 
beneficent. Why, sir, aceording to the report of the Labor Burean, 
one million laborers were recently out of employment, and in the de- 
bate on the labor-arbitration bill a few days ago it was stated that this 
number had increased to one million and a half. 

Now, while I do not believe thatit is one of the functions of this Gov- 
ernment to furnish employment to its citizens, yet, when in times of de- 
pan distress, and wecan produce this beneficent resultin the per- 

formance of a legitimate public duty, when expediency goes hand in hand 

with the Constitution, as it does in this case, it is our duty to make 
liberal appropriations for these public works, and thus benefit the labor 
of the country. In no bill that Congress passes do the itures 
go so directly to the people or benefitso direetly the labor of the coun- 
try as these appropriations for rivers and harbors. They furnish work 
to the laboring man and they give him wages for his work. 

Mr. Chairman, if I have any time remaining I yield it to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART]. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes of the gentleman’s time 
remaining. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the appro- 
priation made for harbor improvement at Galveston, the largest com- 
mercial ay upon the coast of the State which I have the honor in part 
to upon this floor, has been attacked by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], I feel it my duty to "y afew wordsin reply. It 
is true that quite a number of the citizens of Galveston have not been 
satisfied with the progress of harbor improvement at that city under the 
supervision of the Government engi and they believed that better 
and more speedy results in the harbor improvement of that city could 
be obtained by this Government entering into a contract with the great 
engineer Capt. James B. Eads than would be accomplished by the Army 


engineers. 

About this there was a division of sentiment among the people of 
Galveston. But a committee came from Galveston to this city during 
the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress and prevailed upon the 
Senators and Representatives from Texas to urge upon Congress the 
adoption of what was known as the ‘‘ Eads plan” for harbor improve- 
ment at Galveston, and in doing this the Texas delegation who favored 
it believed that they were serving the best interests of Galveston and 
of the country. 

A bill was introduced in this House which, in effect, was a contract 
with Captain Eads on the part of this Government for the improvement 


of Galveston Harbor, and it was commonly called the ‘‘ Eads bill;’’ and 
one precisely like it was introduced in the Senate, and I am not sure, 
but think it was passed by that body. It may not be improper for me 
to say that although I never actively opposed the Eads bill, I wasnever 
friendly to it, and that I was very much opposed to its becoming a part 
of the river and harbor bill, and I was glad when it was not incorporated 
in said bill. 

In this House the Eads bill was never acted upon, and I donot think 
it was reported to the House from the committee to which it had been 
referred. But it was d the pendency of the ‘‘Eads bill” that 
the gentleman from Iowa heard the declarations made that there was 
no possibility of accomplishing good at Galveston by the continuation 
of the plans then adopted by the board of engineers. I alsoremember 
what has been stated by the gentleman, that Mr. Ochiltree, who then 
was the immediate representative of the city of Galveston, moved to 
strike from the river and harbor bill the appropriation of $250,000 that 
hat been made for the improvement of Galveston Harbor, and that he 
succeeded in having it done. I shall never forget it. 

Bat, Mr. Chai the striking out of the appropriation made for 
Galveston in the bill of 1884 and the denunciations of the Government 

ns and of the Government engineers were but the indiscretions of a 
ot-tempered zeal for the success of the ‘‘ Eads bill,’’ and I beg you to 
consider the injustice of denying a sufficient appropriation for harbor 
improvement at Galveston because of what has been said by com 
atively a few men, of whom it is not disrespectful to say that 
knew no more about the matter than many others who differed with 
them in regard to it. 

I never shared in the opinions that were then expressed about the 
work at Galveston. I then regretted, and I now regret, that in the zeal 
manifested for the Eads bif such opinions were expressed. Doubtless 
the gentlemen who expressed those opinions believer they were correct, 
but they were not, in my judgment, based upon established facts. What 
was the criticism made by Captain Eads upon the work at Galveston ? 
In brief, he said the jetty walls were too far apart and not high enough, 
and for these reasons they could neveraccomplish the result predicted by 
the Government engineers. ‘I thought if these objections were well 
founded that the correction could beas easily applied by the Government 
engineers and at less cost to the Government. 

General Newton, the Chief of Engineers, has submitted during this 
session a supplemental upon the improvement of the harbor at 
Galveston, in which itis shown that the changes proposed to be made 
at that point will remove all just cause for criticism, and I see no rea- 
son why the work of harbor improvement at that point should not be 
prosecuted, and why the Government engineers may not be relied upon 
to obtain all the success that could be secured by Captain Eads, or by 
any one else, and if you will but make as large appropriations for Gal- 
veston as were required by the E eaa of the Eads bill they will 
secure such success quite as rapidly. 

I beg to call the attention of the House to the fact that no appropri- 
ation has been made for the improvement of Galveston Harbor since 
the passage of the bill for river and harbor appropriations in 1882, and 
that no work has been done at Galveston since that appropriation was 
exhausted. The appropriation made for Galveston in the bill of 1884, 
amounting to $250,000, was, as I have before stated, stricken out, and 
the river and harbor bill for 1885 failed to pass the Senate, and for these 
reasons Galveston has been without an appropriation since 1882, and 
this fact should appeal strongly to the House for a liberal appropria- 
tion for Galveston at this time. 

Galveston is the largest city upon the coast line of Texas, and has a 

lation of not less than 35,000 and possibly 40,000 inhabitants, and 
it is now the largest commercial port in my State. Ideny that money 
expénded for harbor improvement at Galveston has been wasted. 

I assert that the work done by the Government at Galveston has been 
of great benefit to that port and to the commerce of Texas. It has fixed 
the channel, and has given an increased depth of water upon the outer , 
bar of not less than 18 inches if not 2 feet, and I make this assertion 
npon the testimony of experienced seamen and shipmasters who have 
been thoroughly acquainted with the entrance to Galveston Harbor for 
more than twenty years, and their testimony is corroborated by the pilot 
books kept at Galveston. 

It is unfortunate that the work of harbor improvement at Galveston 
was stopped by the refusal to accept of the appropriation made in the 
river and harbor bill of 1884, but I trust that this appropriation may 
not be decreased, for it is no more than is necessary, and with it the 
work may be resumed, and with appropriations that may hereafter be 
made I trust that the work may be continued until all obstructions to 
navigation are permanently removed. My friend from Iowa said that 


I was amiable and ought to have largely what I ask for, and that I had 
asked largely and obtained for Texas nearly a round million of 
dollars. 


Will my friend permit me to suggest a better reason for the appro- 
riations made for harbor improvement on that part of our coast which 
Ties within the limits of Texas? In the first place, much is required to 
be done on that coast, and the estimates furnished by the Secretary ot 
War are large, but not larger than are absolutely required, and no 
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greater proportion of those estimates have been allowed in the pending 
bill than have been given to other sections of the country, and in many 
instances they are not so great. 

It must be remembered that Texas is a great State. Within her 
limits are more than 274,000 square miles, and this great area of terri- 
tory is divided into more than two hundred counties, and the State is 
rapidly increasing in population. In 1870 the population of Texas was 
819,000; in 1880 it was 1,597,618; in October, 1884, it had increased to 
2,215,318, and now it is safe to assert that we have a population of not 
less than two and one-half millions. 

It has been said, and I believe truly, that Texas has a cotton belt as 
large as the State of Mississippi, a sugar section as large as the State of 
Lonisiana, a wheat region as large as the State of Ohio, a mineral bed as 
large as the State of Pennsylvania, and grazing grounds larger than 
the State of Kentucky. Texas produces one-fifth, if not one-fourth, 
of the cotton crop of the United States. In 1884 her cotton crop was 
1,456,000 bales. In all the valuable woods she is without a rival. 

In the report of forestry made by Mr. bgt aay to Census Bureau it 
is shown that in pre there is growing a pine forest Hey if ped cut 
into lumber would aggregate 65,000,000,000 feet. crops of corn 
and small grain are made, and much larger erops of grain would be made 
if cheap transportation could be had to carry the surplus to other mar- 
kets. We have beef and mutton enough to feed all the people of the 
United States; and our live-stock of all kinds are estimated to be not 
less than twelve millions in number, and to-day Texas is the largest 
wool-growing State in this Union, Ohio to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We will take care of the wool-growing in- 
terest for you. [Langhter.] 

Mr. STEWART. We will discuss that when we reach the proper 
bill. Yet with all these vast products, with her increasing wealth and 
population, Texas, unlike other States of this Union, is almost entirely 
without navigable rivers to carry her products to the sea or to regulate 
and cheapen freights by rail. Within the State of Texas there are more 
than seven thonsand miles of railway, and the agricultural interests of 
Texas are completely at the mercy of railroad combinations. 

With a coast line of more than 400 miles in length, there is not a 
harbor in which a vessel drawing 18 feet of water can enter, and but 
one in which a vessel of 15 feet dranght can safely venture. There is 
a pressing necessity not only for improvement of the harbor at Galves- 
ton but for all the harbors upon the coast of Texas. 

[iere the hammer fel 1. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr, STEWART. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, almost destitute as Texas is of navigable rivers there 
is but one practicable mode by which transportation may be cheapened 
in that State and her people liberated from the domination of corporate 

wer, and that is to improve not only Galveston Harbor but all the 

rbors of the Texas coast. Let there be as many competitive points 
for freight by water as the coast will supply. 

Short hauls by competitive lines of railway to these competitive points 
on the Gulf coast will do much to solve the problem, and I am sure it 
will result in benefit to every portion of the State. Noris Texas alone 
interested in the development and improvement of the harbors upon 
her coast. All that vast extent of territory lying north of Texas be- 
tween the Mississippi River on the east and the Rocky Mountains on 
the west have a very great interest in the improvement and deyelop- 
ment of those harbors, for they are their nearest outlet to the sea. 

If a wise policy shall be adopted and pursued by this Government, 
whichshall bring usintocloserand better commercial relations with Mex- 
ico and thecountries of Central and South America, the day is not far dis- 
tant when the ports on the Texas coast will be the gateways through which 
a commerce will pass that now it is impossible to even approximate its 
great value, and in national importance those ports will be second to 
few others to be found in this Union. Deep water in Texas harbors is 
mot only a necessity to the people of Texas, but it is equally so to a very 
large portion of the people of the United States. 

I desire to emphasize what has been so well stated by the chairman 
of the committee, that in the preparation of this bill no attempt was 
made to divide the appropriations among the different States, geograph- 
ical lines were not observed, and we did not consider any place merely 
with reference to its locality. We only looked to the commercial im- 
portance and necessities of each place as shown by the report of the 
officer of this Government having in charge its improvement, and to 
such other testimony tending to establish these facts as may have been 
brought to the attention of the committee. 

Itrust that thesame rule which controlled the committee in the prepa- 
ration of the bill will govern the House in its consideration, and that no 
sectional feeling will prevent any one from giving to the bill that fair 
and impartial consideration which should be accorded to a measure of 
so much importance to the entire people of this country. 

Public sentiment in this country is far in advance of Congress upon 
the subject of internal improvements. This assertion may be strange, 
but it is nevertheless true; recent events show that it is true. 

Large conventions have been held in different sections of this Union 


for the express purpose of considering the improv 
ways, and they have implored Congress appropria- 
tions. These conventions were held at Saint Paul, Kansas City, New 
Orleans, Savannah, and Tuscaloosa. They were not merely the repre- 
sentatives of special interests, but they were largely composed of men 
representing the entire business interests of the country. 

At the Saint Paul convention it was declared to be the sense of the 
convention that an annual expenditure of $25,000,000 should be made 
for the improvement of our water routes, and in the other conventions 
which I have named it was declared that an enlightened policy de- 
manded liberal appropriations from this Government for the improve- 
ment of its rivers and harbors. 

Cheap transportation is the key to prosperity, and there is no ques- 
tion before the American people at this time of more vital im 
to their prosperity than this question of cheap transportation. AN ad- 
mit that water routes furnish the cheapest transportation, but they do 
more; they regulate and cheapen transportation by railways. All the 
conventions to which I have alluded bear testimony to this fact, and it 
was abundantly sustained by the testimony of all who appeared before 
the committee its deliberations. 

But it must not be concluded that because water transportation is 
cheaper, and makes transportation by rail cheaper, that the improve- 
ment of our rivers and harbors will injure the railways of the country. 
It will not doit. It must be remembered that articles of light weight 
will always seek the more rapid transit by rail, while heavy, bulky arti- 
cles can be transported with more convenience and at less cost by water, 
but thegreat and underlying cause of there being no destructive antago- 
nism between water and rail transportation is to be found in the fact that 
the cheap transportation afforded by navigable waters to the heavy farm 
products of the country adds largely to the wealth of the producers and 
their increased ability to supply their wants and gratify their desires 
creates and expands commerce, manufactures, and all other industries 
which give employment to all kinds of carriers. 

No class receive greater benefits from the increased prosperity of the 
country than do our common carriers. 

From Poor’s Manual for Railroads for 1885 I learn that at the close 
of Jast year there were in the United States 125,151 miles of railroads 
and also 156,496 miles of track, estimated to have cost $6,924,554,444, 
or but little less than $45,000 permile. Isupposethis estimate includes 
rolling-stock and all the equipments necessary for their operation, and 
as the amountis large it may alsoinclude watered stock, fictitious bonds, 
and other fraudulent devices too frequently connected with railroad 
management in this country. 

Of-one thing we may be sure, and it is that large interest upon this 
amount and perhaps more is annually exacted from the producers of 
this country by those who have the and control of said 
railways. Itis a burden upon the interests of this coun- 
try, which can be lightened by the improvement of the rivers and har- 
bors, and I believe more substantial good will result to the people from 
liberal expenditures for this purpose than for any other, save the nec- 
essary expense of maintaining the Government. 

What interest upon the cost and equipage of these roads is annually 
expended in their maintenance and repair I do not know; I have fre- 
quently heard it asserted that not less than 50 per cent. of their earn- 
ings were thus expended. But for my purpose now I will assume that 
not more than 10 per cent. of their original eost is thus in 
the anpual repair and equipment of these roads, and we have a sum 
of more than $600,000,000. How infinitesimal does the amount oi 
this bill appear in comparison with the amount that is annually ex- 
ery by corporations in the improvement of their railways. 

Mr. Chairman, it is believed that we now have in this country more 
than sixty millions of people, and that the aggregate wealth of the 
country is not less than fifty billions of dollars. These two facts—the 
population and wealth of the country—should be properly considered 
in forming our judgment about the pending bill. 

The great number of people who Inhabit our vast area of territory, 
with their restless commercial energies, require the greatest and best 
facilities for the cheaj rtation to be obtained by means of our 
water ways, and the wealth of the country is abundantly large to en- 
able the Government to have made such improvement of our water 
routes as will render them adapted to the ever-i ing demands of 
ae i and I believe it is the imperative duty of the Government to 

o it. 

Why should the Representatives of the people hesitate to make suf- 
ficient appropriations for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of 
this country, when they know thatthe improvement of our water routes 
will cheapen transportation and reduce the amount of money annually 
taken from the pockets of the people by corporations? 

It is not a pleasant suggestion, but it is nevertheless true, that this - 
Government has—in land and money—donated vastly more money for 
the construction of railways than it has from its foundation until now 
appropriated for the improvement of rivers and harbors. Navigable 
waters are free to all, and they are free from the oppression of corporate 
power, and, if properly protected and im by the ess ang angers 
they will be of incalculable value to the people. Th people have 
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that sufficient appropriations shall be made, and I hope that this Con- 
gress will not fail to comply with their request. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam aseeker after information in reference to this 
bill, and I ask the attention of the chairman of the committee. I un- 
derstand this bill appropriates $2,250,000 for the Lower Mississippi. 
iaga pisi will I find estimates and plans for the work at New Or- 
leans ? 

Mr. WILLIS, It is in the fourth volume of the report of the Chief 
of Engineers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What year? 

Mr. WILLIS. This present fiscal year. I hold it here in my hand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to have the date of the estimate. I 
do not care what volume it is in. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is before me and in a moment it will be given to 
the gentleman. - 

Mr. HISCOCK. I pass on from that while he is looking for it, and 
ask if he will tell me where I will find the report for the rectification 
of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers? 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman’s question was in reference to the 
port of New Orleans, He will find that on page 2871 of the fourth 
volume of the report of the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the date of the estimate? 

Mr. WILLIS. In December last, 1885. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the estimate? 

Mr. WILLIS. Six hundred and eighty-ihree thousand six hundred 
dollars. 

Mr. HISCOCK. For the rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya 
Rivers, where will we find that? » 

Mr. WILLIS. In one second. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Read in that connection also the estimate for the 
Greenville reach. 

Mr. WILLIS. In regard to the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers the gen- 
tleman will find it on page 2868. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the date of the recommendation ? 

Mr. WILLIS. It is in the last report; December, 1885. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is a recommendation of that date? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir, In to the Greenville reach, about 
which the gentleman also inquires, he will find it on page 2871, The 
estimate is $186,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘That leaves a million and a half for the general 
improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. WILLIS. One million seven hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Where will I find estimates, plans, and recommend- 
ations for that amount? . 

Mr. WILLIS. I have them before me in the report of the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Give the date. : 

Mr. WILLIS. Page 2871. I will read it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Who is that by? 

Mr. WILLIS. The Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘What date? 

Mr. WILLIS. Last report, December, 1885. 

ESTIMATES OF FUNDS FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER FOR 
THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 980, 1887. 
For continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River from Des 

Moines Rapids to the mouth of the Illinois River... secees 
For continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River from the 

mouth of the Illinois River to Cairo, Il....s.ssessesrsrnssussesssssssnerrroreeesasse 
For continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River from Cairo. 
_ Ill, to the Head of the Passes, including the improvement of the Red 

River at and below the head of the At J Biss <cdccseccnosscedcsosetes acess, Oy 000, OOO 

Mr. HISCOCK. In that report is there any recommendation this 
money should be appropriated and expended; and, if so, by whom? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. By whom? 

Mr. WILLIS. The commission. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The commission recommended it? Give me the 
names of the gentlemen who recommended it. And I ask these ques- 
tions, if the gentleman will pardon me, in the light of the declarations 
made on the floor in the last Congress, I believe, that the plan of the 
Mississippi River Commission for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River had proved a failure, and that it had been demonstrated it was 
a failure and money was being wasted there. I understood these dec- 
larations to have been made with deliberation heretofore. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not wish to take up the time of the gentleman, 
but he will recollect there is a difference between the contraction sys- 
tem and the system of revetment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the Mississippi River Commission changed 
their plan? ` 

Mr. WILLIS. They have not. f 

Mr. HISCOCK. From the declarations we had at the last session in 
reference to them it would appear they had. You leaveit, then, to the 
Mississippi River Commission ? 

Mr. WILLIS. In theirstatement, if the gentleman will examine it, 
there would be no further appropriation in the direction he suggests. 
The gentleman asks who signed it? The following gentlemen: 

Q. A. Gillmore, colonel engineers, brevet major-general, U., S, A., president 
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Mississippi River Commission; Chas. R.Suter, major of engireers, U. 8. A.; 
sed itchell, Coast and Geodetic Survey; B. M. E. 8. Taylor, 8. W. 
‘erguson. 


Mr. Comstock files a supplemental report, in which he recommends 
two and a half millions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is his recommendation ? 

Mr. WILLIS. A million dollars for Plum Point reach; as much 
(that is a million) for the Lake Providence reach; half a million for 
Memphis and the Atchafalaya, That, he says, is ample for the pros- 
ecution of those works for the coming fiscal year, and we recommend a 
quarter million dollars less than Mr. Comstock, the dissenting engineer, 
recommends, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But you donot recommend its use in the way 
in which he says that it ought to be used. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Comstock, as the gentleman understands, filesa 
minority report. The committee has been controlled by the views of 
the other members of the commission, constituting six out of the seven. 
In other words, we took the judgment of six in preference to the judg- 
ment of one. But the question put to me was in regard to the amount 
recommended by Mr. Comstock, and I have given it. ? 

Mr: REED, of Maine. Herecommends an appropriation of $2,000,000 
oe specific purposes, and you recommend that it be scattered all over 

e river. 

Mr. WILLIS. He recommends two and a half millions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILUIs] if the report he has before him is the one transmitted by the 
Secretary of War to Congress. Is it anything other than the report for 
1885 ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Itis the last report; not the one that you are looking 
at. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have here the report of the Secretary of War for 
1885, and I find in it the report of the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. WILLIS... The gentleman has probably been misled by the fact 
that both the report for 1884 and the report for 1885 are in the same 
volume. 

The last report he will find on page 2859. ‘Then there is the supple- 
mental report filed January 15, 1886, which is Executive Document 38, 
Forty-ninth Co first session. 

Mr. . I have the document. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are fifteen minutes remaining to the op- 
ponents of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. If no one desires to occupy the time, I will call for 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that it would be 
useless to ask to reserve these fifteen minutes until to-morrow, and so 
I will say crudely to-night what perhaps I might say in better shape to- 
morrow. Although this debate has come upon me somewhat unex- 
pectedly, yet I have a few general considerations which I should like 
to submit to the committee. My criticism upon the bill will be con- 
fined to the appropriations which are made for the benefit, it is said, of 
the Mississippi River. There are gentlemen in this House who will 
recollect the origin of this attempt to do something for the Mississippi 
River. It had its origin in two things: First, a general panoe clamor 
against the use of the public money for small creeks and inlets, and a 
desire that something should be done for what were called, in large 
language, ‘‘the great highways of commerce.” 

The second cause found its motive in an honest tion on the 

t of this nation, especially in the North, to do something for the re- 
bilitation of the Southern States, their industry and commerce. 
Both motives were praiseworthy and deserve our highest respect. But 
if it shall prove, as it seems to me it has proved, that our efforts have 
resulted simply in a waste of public money, it is time that we calla 
halt to the transaction. My attention was first awakened to it by the 
action of members upon the last river and harbor bill but one. I re- 
call the fact that the committee of the House of Representatives ap- 
pointed and sent to examine and which actually did examine the Mis-* 
sissippi River problem upon the spot was not favorable to any such ac- 
tion as was taken by the House. On that committee were the present 
Speaker and other members not less distinguished and competent. 

In the year 1884, I think it was, on the last river and harbor appro- 
paeo bill but one, the proposition was distinctly presented to this 

ouse that in all human probability, or, to put it mildly, that there 
was every reason to suppose, the attempt which had been made was a 
failure, and that the man who had proposed the plan, and who was spe- 
cially relied upon to carry it out, Mr. Eads, seeing that failure, had 
withdrawn himself from any responsibility and resigned his position 
upon the commission. Under this state of facts the question was pre- 
sented to this House as well as it could be in the hurry of the then 
shortened debate, that there was one plain duty for us to perform, and 
that was to confine this attempt to its experimental stage, to devote 
all the money that we were willing to spend to two reaches—the Plum 
Point reach and the Providence reach. 

‘The idea of those who opposed that proa, so mapie and so just, 
was to scatter the money all up and down the river and make begin- 
nings all around, which would force us to continue the appropriation 
before the result of the experiment had shown us whether it was a suc- 
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cess or a failure; and the unanimous mustering of gentlemen on that 
side first opened the eyes of the country to the character of this trans- 
action. 

To improve.a great highway for navigation the United States was 
willing to spend money. To throw money into the Mississippi River 
with the sole result of reclaiming land upon the banks was some- 
thing which the people of the United States did not want to do with 
their money. Precisely that plan, thus objectionable, is followed out 
in this report and in this bill. We are asked to spend $2,000,000 all 
over the river, when to-day no man knows whether the attempt to con- 
trol that river will be a success or a failure, a fact which could be 
easily ascertained by carrying out the work in one reach of the river. 
Am I not right then in saying the purpose and object of this is to get 
the pette States involved in an expenditure to which no man can see 
an end? 

Look at this proviso of the bill which says there shall be no money 
expended on levees; provided, however, that the commission may ex- 
pend it if they want to. Isay—and I mean no disrespect, for I came 
etd near being fined for disrespect to the committee the last time I 
spoke on the subject—I say this is a proviso that something shall not 
be done provided the very fellows who intend to do it shall not think 
it ought to be done; and we already know they think it ought. i 

Now, what is the object of all this? Commerce is beyond the control 
of the Government of the United States. Commerce takes its own way. 
It is our business to notice the movements of trade. We can help them; 
we can not change them; that is beyond our utmost power. What is 
the tendency of modern mercantile transportation? It is upon the lines 

- of shortest time. No merchant to-day sends his ship off on a voyage 
of months and months, taking his chances that it may arrive when the 
markets are free from the which the ship may bring. To-day he 
never amasses for himself those sudden and Jarge profits which were the 
happy fortune of the merchants of olden days. No, sir; the great mer- 
chant of to-day makes his money by small percentages upon great trans- 
actions, and, therefore, he wishes to eliminate from his business every 
element of loss. He demands the element of time, in which losses may 
happen and fluctuations may take piace shall be cut off and as far as 
possible annihilated with space. That is his object. Hence it is that 
the movement of commerce in this country is from east to west, and 
largely by railroads, because they save time, eliminate loss, and enable 
the merchant to calculate his small percentages on his great transac- 
tions. 

The result of this mercantile system under a great law of nature is 
that men day after day are obtaining at the least cost the products of 
the whole world. Look at the result upon ono single railroad. I 
noticed the other day, in the report of the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint 
Paul Railroad, some simple figures, to which I ask the attention of the 
committee. In 1865 every ton per mile cost 4.11 cents; in 1875 every 
ton per mile cost 2.10 cents; in 1885 it cost 1.28 cents. There isa law 
here visible which is working inevitably to the benefit of the consumer, 
working without the Cornisanoe and apparently without the knowledge 
of Congress, if one could judge from speeches of members. These 
great laws of trade keep on without us, and we need not attempt here, 
by this bill, to make a change in them, because the result will be in 
this Mississippi that we shall be only throwing away our moncy 
not in a change, but in a futile attempt to make a change. 

If gentlemen on the other side believe that this Mississippi River 
improvement is a thing which is worth its cost, why do they not sit 
down, like patient and sensible men, and appropriate the money neces- 
sary to complete the experiment in one of these reaches, so that we may 
understand once for all whether it will be a failure or not? If we know 
what one reach costs we can than calculate the whole cost. Butif the 
object is the mere spending of money in one locality, what better way 
of doing it can there be than this to get us involved in an expenditure 
extending over 1,500 miles of distance, with apparently no other pur- 
pose than to continue it until it reaches an enormous sum ? 

I am well aware that the public mind is filled with that old idea of 
the great highway of commerce. It is astonishing how this mouth- 
filling doth beguile the people. Let us sit down and look at 
it with sense in our heads and light in our eyes, and ask ourselves if 
we are willing year after year to incur the opprobrium of the country 
by adding this sum to our bill without any more proof of its righteous- 
ness and its wisdom. Let us cut loose this great question from the 
general river and harbor appropriation bill and let it stand upon its 
own merits—it is big enough todo it—if thereare merits in it. Surely 
this is a wise course. If we still intend to keep it in the general river 
and harbor bill, let us confine it toan appropriation for a single reach. 
Let us try the experiment, even though, as my friend from Chicago 
[Mr. DUNHAM] well says, the grain will want to go the other way. 
But if you gentlemen think otherwise, and I am bound to yield defer- 
ence to the judgment of so many of you, let us see if the experiment 
weare undertaking is going to beasuccess, and not throw money away 
on an uncertainty. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes’ time still allowed to 
the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT. I wish to ask the chairman about the provision 
which I find in the bill (page 6, line 128) by which it appears that a 
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marine hospital in the State of Pennsylvania is to be ceded to the 
United States. Idid not know that a marine hospital was part of the 
river and harbor bill; but I suppose the chairman can exp: the nat- 
ure of this provision. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman would read it over just once more 
I do not think he would ask the question. It is not a ceding of a ma- 
rine hospital, but it is a provision to obtain from the marine hospital 
at Erie the title to the peninsula of Presque Isle, in order that the 
Government may own the property that it is improving. - 

Mr. HEWITT. Is not this part ofa scheme that has been several times 
before the House, by which the whole of that property is to be ceded 
to the United States? 

Mr. WILLIS. Not that I know of. 

Mr. HEWITT. Does the gentleman know that it is not? 

Mr. WILLIS. I know nothing abont it except what I state. The 
Government is asked to improve that part of the navigable water in 
front of Erie, and before doing so it was thought prudent that the ma- 
rine hospital, which was said to have certain rights there, should be re- 
quired to surrender them. 

Mr. HEWITT. I have risen for the purpose of giving notice to the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that when this item 
is reached I hope he will be prepared to give the House some explana- 
tion of this provision, by which the United States is to come into pos- 
session of a certain marine hospital under an act of the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania. I think it is an old friend which comes up again ina 
new form. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the House for general debate 
has expired. The bill will now be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 

Improving harbor at York, Me.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


An amendment reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
striking out the words ‘‘continuing improvement,” was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, it is obvious that this 
bill can not be completed to-day, and I wish to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill whether he is willing that the committee shall now, 


rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. We are willing to hold on as long as the Committee 
of the Whole is di to continue the consideration of the bill, but 
if it is the general desire, I shall not object to the committee now rising. 

Several MEMBERS. Rise! Rise! 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, before making the motion, however, 
I will ask leave to have printed in the RECORD the report of the com- 
mittee upon this bill, as the supply seems to be exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


Mr, WItx1s, from the Committee on Riversand Harbors, submitted the follow- 
ing report, to accompany bill H. R. 7480: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors beg leave to report back to the House 
the nonpa ring bill (H, R. 7480) “ making approp eon for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,” with sundry amendments, and to recommend the passage of the 


same. 
The last river and harbor act, which was passed 5th July, 1884, as it left the 
House appro; $12,619,100, upoñ estimates by the engineers that $35,301,885 
could be * profitably expended in the fiscal year,” or 33} per cent. of the esti- 
mates. The bill reported herewith appropriates $15,120,700, upon the engineers’ 
estimates of 42,332,100, : 
PRINCIPAL ITEMS OF THE, BILL. 


The following is an itemized statement of the appropriations recommended 
in this bill: 


BOD PEM ORGS RTEA AN SAAS IE E fashapaaevevepioes te E NS AAOS $9, 922, 700 
124 harbors....... 4, 380, 500 
5 channels an 262, 500 

2 ice-h: rs 35, 000 

5 break waters. 215, 500 

4 special surveys... 139, 500 

PGE PRUNE cactus A E E a E E A seria pra e aoe 65,000 
Examinations, surveys, and Contingencies, 0.0.0.0... ccccceseeeenceneeeesesen ressas 100, 000 
15, 120,700 


Of this total amount the sum of $1,018,000 covers items not carried upon the 
Book of Estimates, this last sum from the total, as given above, 
leaves $14,102,700 as the amountappropriated upon the regular estimates, which 
is less than 33} per cent. thereof. 


NUMBER OF ITEMS REJECTED—XEW ITEMS. 

The estimates called for appropriations for 201 rivers (including 8 channels and 
inlets). Ofthese the committee rejected 40. They also called for appropriations 
for 138 harbors (including 5 breakwaters and 2 ice-harbors). Of these the com- 
mittee rejected 15. Thus, out of a total of 339 items for which appropriations 
were asked by the engineers, 55 have been refused by the committee. The prin- 
cipal new item is an appropriation of $250,000 for the construction of a new lock 
on the Saint Mary’s River, which is the outlet for the great lake system. The 
immense increase of commerce on the lakes and the increased draught of yes- 
sels passing through this river fully justify the proposed work. 


THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ESTIMATES. 


‘The largest appropriation in the bill is for the Mississippi River. The com- 
mittee have appropriata to river, from its mouth to source, $3,725,000. 
This amount includes $50,000 for the reservoirs at its headwatets. An itemiza- 
tion of this aggregate sum is as follows: 

Reservoirs at head waters. .........cccccseo svecssevseccdnesenpeetsoossensyennsnodguoanecssohees $50, 000 
Snag-boat on Upper Mississippi............ 30, 
From Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids.......... 510, 000 
At Des Moines Rapids, to complete modified pro} 35, 


From Des Moines Rapids to mouth of Illinois River.... 
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From mouth of Illinois River to mouth of Ohio River.. seese 500, 000 
From Cairo to the Head Passes, including Red River th 

head of the i forinar gt eens ons 2, 250, 000 
Survey of Mississi ver between Head 75,000 
To remoye obs' ions, 75,000 


head of the Atchafalaya... 
Survey of snes River, 
‘To remove obstructions, &c. 


Total ......... a 


In addition to the Mississippi, other great rivers in the country receive the 
following amounts: 


Missouri River. 


eeeeeene. 


Arkansas River.. 
Wor BVO 8 i, ipsos tp cc cacinecnoteasant s 


a teeteeeeseseesesereseersencereseees 


Anne nee cneepe evens stere 


3, 831, 500 
< RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SMALLER RIVERS. 
There are in the present bill recommendations for other rivers, as follows. 


80, 000 


ateeee 


Poe eeeeeeeeeeeene an eneenes 


1,872, 500 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR HARBORS AS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL, 


For harbors, &c., the recommendations of the bill are as follows: 


aeeeneeseeere ae pene sen: 


The following are the leading appropriations for harbors: 


New York Harbor (Hell Gate, &c.). 


Galveston Harbor. a 400, 000 
Sabine Pass, Texas. 265, 000 
Charleston Harbor. 250, 000 
Mobile Harbor.... 120, 000 
Baltimore Harbor.. 100, 000 
150, 000 

150, 000 

150, 000 

135, 000 
125, 000- 

, 000 

35, 000 

00, 000 

Humboldt Harbor.. 100, 000 
Total for fifteen harbors ...........::00++00 AO Aa Er E 2,705,000 


The following harbors are recommended for appropriations ranging from $50,-, 
000 to $100,900 : 


$95, 009 

80, 
80, 000 
80,000 
sdadsa 75,000 
reisst BO 000 
scscogessones 50,000 
Bo, 00 

Brazos 

Dulath.......... à 50,000 
Total amount for eleven harbors. oe 735, 000 


In addition to the ahove there are fifteen harbors, for which recommendations 
ranging between $20,000 and $50,000, amounting in the aggre- 


SUMMARY OF HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 
and upward................ 


Fifteen harbors, at and above $20,000 


TWO RIVER AND HARBOR BILIS IN ONE, 


Your committee think it proper to call attention to the fact that the present 
bill carries pa a meer for two years. The = ap tion for rivers and 
y 
the 


sreseseseressesesesse 


harbors was act of July 5, 1884, which ae 
30, 1885. In last session of the Forty-eigh! 
Rivers and Harbors reported a bill the ropriation 12,323,- 
700. This bill was discussed for several weeks, when another bill, appropriating 
$5,000,000, was substituted for it and the House, but failed in the Senate 
from want of time to consider it, deliberate judgment of the representa- 
tives of the ple vraa SS oneness Reeere sees lee 

needed “for the construction, repair, and n 
on rivers and harbors for the fiscal year ending une 30, 1886," 


The failure to secure this or any amount for such purposes excited great come 
plaint, and when this committee commenced their work at the big aag regede the 
present session they were confronted with numerous demands for immediate 
appropriations. The committee did not think it proper to yield to these de- 
mands, but they embrace in the present bill the total amount to be expended for 


sg: thrown on your committee the duty of combining two river 
n one, 

Dividing the present amount recommended between the two fiscal years will 
give $7,500,000 as the amount of the present bill properly chargeable to this Con- 


gress. 

No appropriation has been made for the improvement of the Potomae Rivyer 
and flats for the reason that the title to the reclaimed land is in dispute; and, until 
some satisfactory information on that subject has been furn , it was not 
thought prudent to expend money in that direction. 


GENERAL LEGISLATION, 


The general legislation of the bill is confined to three or four provisions, touch- 
ing the control, administration, use,and navigation of rivers and harbors. A 
ae oh is required as to locks and dams now improved under authority, upon 
which tolls are charged, and as to the advisability of purchasing said improve- 
ments by the Government; and in oneinstance, that of the Monongahela River, 
the Government is authori if necessary, to acquire by condemnation the 
works of the Monongahela Navigation Company, to the end that the navigation 
of the river may be made free. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS AND THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER 
COMMISSION. 


The report of the Mississippi River Commission, er with theannual re- 
port and maps of the Chief Baines, fre req to be made on or before 
the lst of December ineach year. In theannual report of the Chief of Engineers 
he is directed to report— 

“HAI the instances in which piers, breakwaters, or other structures or works, 
built or made by the United States in aid of commerce or navigation, are used, 
occupied, or injured by a Sor poration or an individual, and the extentand mode 
of such use, occupation, or injury, and the facts touching the same. He shall 
also report whether any brid causeways, or structures, now erected or in 
process of erection, do or will interfere with the free and safe na of the 
rivers and other public works herein appropriated for, and if they do or will so 
interfere, to report the best mode of altering or constructing such bridges or 
causeways as to prevent any such obstructions.” 


CONTRACT SYSTEM PERMISSIBLE. 

Another provision makes it the— 

“Duty of the of War to apply the money herein appropriated for 
improvements, other than surveys estimates, in carrying on the various 
works, by contract or otherwise, as aner ve most economical and advantageous 
to the Government. Where said wor such 


_| the next fiscal year. The failure of the last House to make any appropriation 
Rad harbor bills 


ner and form as the 


OBSTRUCTING BRIDGES AND CAUSEWAYS. 


Your committee have also recommended tion touching the removal of 
bridges, causeways, and other structures wh interfere with the free and con- 
venient navigation of rivers and harbors, and providing that hereafter the draw- 
ings and posh ag of such proposed works shall first be submitted to the Seo- 
retary of War for his approval. 

SURVEYS AND EXAMINATIONS, 


Your committee have directed the Secretary of War, at his discretion, to cause 
examinations or surveys, or both, and estimates of costs of improvement proper, 
to be made of fifty-six rivers and twenty-eight harbors. The wise rovision of 
the act, placing these examinations and surveys under the supervision of the 
Secretary of War, and prescribing the conditions precedent therefor, have been 
adopted and made fuller and more specific in the present bill. 

to make a prelim- 


Before sny money is ordered the local engineer is required 
inary examination, and report to the Chief of Engineers— 

“ Whether, in his opinion, said river or harboris worthy of improvement, and 
shall state in such report fully and particularly the facts and reasons on which he 
bases such opinion, including the present and prospective demands of commerce; 
and it shall be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to direct the making ofsuch sur- 
vey. if in his opinion the river or harbor proposed to be surveyed be worthy of 
improvement by the General Government, and he shall report to the Secretary 
of War facts, and what public necessity or convenience may be subserved 
thereby, together with the full reports of the local engineer.” 

Such reports will place Congress in possession of all the facts, and prevent 
either partiality or prejudice. 

Your committee finall recommend that such reports of preliminary exami- 
nations and surveys shail be made to this House and shall be printed. At pres- 
ent reports are sent to the Senate, and the committee primarily charged 
with their consideration are thus frequently deprived of important and neces- 


ee’! information. 

3 our committee confidently ee us Congress Par ia 

egislative recommendations, as they are Engineer Depart- 

a and have for their sole object the naira manic. and economical admin- 

of the publie rapi re the proper regulation, maintenance, and 

of those great public works whose importance to commerce and 

has been recognized from the foundation of our Government. 

CONCLUSION. 


Your committee, in bringing this report to a conclusion, can not refrain from 
ee to the unusual and embarrassing circumstances under which 
the bill now was framed, and the efforts which they have made to dis- 
charge acce} y the arduous and responsible duties devolved upon them. The 
fact, already alluded to, that two river and harbor bills are embraced in the 


men oning this 
provement equally meritorious and important, 

In ng th duty your committee have availed themselves of all the 
information wi their reach. Not only have the committee twice carefully 
considered all the facts contained in the special and general reports of the War 
Department, but ev: Member and Delegate was invited to appear, and over 
nine-tenths of them did appear and present additional facts touching the im- 
provements within their respective districts. Numerous delegations, repre- 
senting different works, were also heard. 

Conscious that in the investigation of so many hundred public works, new 
and old, they may have in some instances done injustice, but trusting that in 
the main the conclusions arrived at will be found to be correct, the commit- 
tee submit this bill as the result of their labors, with the hope that it will meet 
with the approval of Congress and of the country, 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee now rise. 


1886. 


The motion was agreed to. 
_. The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resamed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN, from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that they had had ander consideration 
the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


RELATIONS OF LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


The SPEAKER announced the following-named members as the Se- 
lect Committee to investigate the causes of the existing disturbed con- 
dition of the relations between railroad companies engaged in inter- 
state commerce and their employés in certain States: 

A. G. Curtin, of Pennsylvania; J. N. Burnes, of Missouri; W. H. 
CRAIN, of Texas; J. H. OUrHWAITE, of Ohia; J. W. STEWART, of Ver- 
cme A. X. PARKER, of New York; and James BUCHANAN, of New 

ersey. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, at the request of a number of gentle- 
men, I ask unanimous consent for any member who desires to print in 
the RECORD remarks on the river harbor bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. J. W. STEWART, for one week,from this date, on account of 
im t business. 
o Mr. TURNER, indefinitely. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KING moved that the House adjourn, but withdrew the mo- 
tion at the request, of Mr. Gay. 


ALTARS ADMITTED’ FREE OF DUTY. 


Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up House 
bill No, 4007 and put it upon its passage. It will take but a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ep hag Sen Treasu: ereby, 
thorized and p frao oras rrr free = at dut, ey Peete abe in New 
Orleans, La., a set of altars for the Catholic fe of Saint John the Evangelist, 
of the h of La Fayette, imported by Rev. Ernest Forge, pirat rhe us church, 
Gi eea P. Gerard, and Louis Gus Breaux, trustees of said church, and 

ia eet of New Orleans, La. 
g SPEAKER Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. GAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELECTORAL COUNT BILL. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, when I reported the electoral count 
bill I forgot to ask leave that the views of the minority might be printed 
with the report of the committee. I now make that request. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KING, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 min- 
ntes p. m. ), the House adjourned. 


and 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The npe petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Mrs. Josephine Carlin, of Louisi- 

ana, praying compensation for quartermaster’s stores taken by fhe 
Union forces during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Josephine Carlin, of Terre 
Bonne Parish, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of William T. Coleman and others, for 
tariff on borax and borates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Papers relating to the claim of Catherine Odlam— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition in support of House bill 7740—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Jacob Goetz, for relief and 
restoration to roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Phil. Erkel, of Cincinnati, Ohio, with accompanying 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of Knights of Labor of Baltimore, against 
the passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of H. Stevens, of Brazoria County, Texas, 
for earra the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of civil employés of the Quartermas- 
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ter General’s Department, in regard to the Army bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

‘Also, memorial of civilian employés of the supply department of the 
Army, in regard to certain limitations contained in the bill for the sup- 
port of the Army known as the Army appropriation bill—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Muskegon, Mich., asking for the submis- 
sion of a constitutional amendment to protect women in the enjoyment 
of suffrage in the States and Territories—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Nebraska, asking forsubmission of the sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of the Chicago Live Stock Ex 
favoring legislation to relieve the hog-product of the United States 
against the unjust discrimination by foreign governments—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial against the sale of oleomarga- 
rine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the sale, 
&c., of all intoxicating beverages—to the Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers relating to the claim of Antoine La Forest, of 
La Fourche Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial of Minneapolis monthly meeting of 
Friends of Minnesota, in favor of the bill to promote peace among 
nations—to the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. R. S. GREEN: Petition of citizens of New Jersey, in favor of 
paron savings-banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Frank E. Lawyer and 98 others, citi- 
zens of Greensborough, Vt., in favor of taxing the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of Knights of Laborof Kirwin, Kans., 
praying for the construction by the United States of a double-track 
IONIT from New York to Kansas City—to the Committee on Com- 


AO a letter from William Baird, of V , Lincoln County, Kansas, 
relative to legislation in behalf of soldiers of the Union in the late war 
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition on expenses in the post-offices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of William Dempsey and others, of 
Franklin County, New York, for modification of existing laws so as to 
allow citizens living near the line to take their grain to mills in Canada 
to be ground and bring the flour and meal back into the States with- 
ont paying duty thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J.T. JOHNSTON: Petition of J. D. Galleher and 66 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Warren County; of E. M. Slottleman and 104 
others, soldiers and citizens of Guernsey County; of soldiers and citizens 
of Wabash County, of Pike County, of Ford County, of Vermillion 
County, and of Sullivan County, Indiana, asking for the passage of 
House bill No. 3320, pensioning all Union soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Local Assembly No. 2281, Knights of Labor, of 
Terre Haute, Ind., in relation to public lands, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Thomas K. Cushman, lieutenant Company I, Sixth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, asking for arrears of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Local Assembly No. 318, Knights of Labor, of Knights- 
ville, Ind.; of Local Assembly No. 299, Knights of Labor, of Clay County; 
and of Local Assembly No. 456, Knights of Labor, of Carbon, Ind., ask- 
ing for relief of labor—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Cardonia, Ind., against the free- 
ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. - 

Also, petition of Dr. W. H. Gillam, and 30 others, citizens of Parke 
County, Indiana, relating to public health—to the Committee on Com- 
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merce. 
By Mr. LANG: Memorial of Knights of Labor Local Assembly No. 
4638, of Bridgewater, Mass., in aid of the Hennepin Canal—to the Com- 


mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Memorial of the Woman’s National Indian As- 
sociation of Newark, N. J., and other citizens, asking for the passage 
of the Dawes Sioux bill—tosthe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Knights of Labor of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Com- 
mittee onRailways and Canals, 

By Mr. O'HARA: Petition of citizens of Fayetteville, N. C., ve 
for a term of United States court, and for other purposes—to the Com: 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Knights of Labor of Auburn, N. Y., in 
favor of the passage of the Hennepin Canal biil—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 
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Also, remonstrance of Knights of Labor of Auburn, N. Y., against the 
pae of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
hip-building and Ship-owning Interests. x 

By Mr. PERKINS: Communication from the president of the board 
of education of Cherryvale, Kans., and the president of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, and others, for the passage of the temper- 
ance educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of John W. Haldeman and 88 others, citi- 
zens of Taylor County, Wisconsin, for the passage of the bill recom- 
mended by the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the 

ublic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of the Maine branch of the Woman’s 
National Indian Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 52—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce against 
bridging the Ohio River at Cairo as proposed by Senate bill 1718 and 
House bill 6047—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Petition of 54 members of Local Assemby No. 
2116 of Knights of Labor, of Atlantic City, Iowa, against the passage 
of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 


mema sigs Secor | Interests. 

y Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Local Assembly No. 2511, Knights 

of Labor, of Pekin, Ill., against the free-ship bill—to the same com- 
ittee. 


mi i 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of John P. Fraley, to be placed on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.. 

By Mr. J. H. WARD: Petition of Local Assemblies Nos. 522 and 
4670, Knights of Labor, of Chicago, against the: free-ship bill—to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests. 

Also, memorial of Knights of Labor Local Assemblies Nos. 522 and 
1307, of Chicago, Ill., in favor of the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. > 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James W. Rudgeforth, asking that 
oa can be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Bp Mr. WOODBURN: Six petitions of 237 citizens of Idaho Terri- 
tory, praying for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. WOODBURN, 
of Nevada, for the extirpation and suppression of polygamy in the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the Territories. : 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the publie schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, in the Military and Naval Acad- 
emies, and in the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: : ° 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Of citizens of Cook County, Ilinois. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of'citizens of Wayne and Henry Coun- 
ties, Indiana. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Obion County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Of citizens of Osborne, Rooks, Jewell, and 
Mitchell Counties, Kansas. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 16, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; and i 

A bill (H. R. 7465) to amend section 3357 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1880, 
and section 3389 of said Revised Statutes as amended by section 16 of 
the act of March, 1879. 

The bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes 
ofthe United States, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 6637) relating to contested elections, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


e 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of Knights of La- 
bor of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the construction 
of a bridge across the Ohio River at Cairo, Ill., as contemplated by Sen- 
nate bill 1718 and House bill 6047; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. - 
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Mr. DAWES presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Georgetown 
and Lynn, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the construction 
by the Government of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH presenteda paran of citizensof Lewiston, Idaho, pray- 
ing for the annexation of Northern Idaho to Washington Territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Tariffville, 
Hartford County, Connecticut, praying for the construction by the Gov- 
ernment of the Hennepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. z 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Bath, Me., 
praying that liberal appropriations be made for public worksof internal 
improvement, and especially for the construction by the Government 
of a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Madison 
County, Tennessee, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Atlan- 
tic, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania 
praying for the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of alcoholic 
liquors in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Colum Í 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania praying for 
the adoption of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure and saleof alcoholic liquors throughout the national domain; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COKE. I presenta petition signed by ten ortwelvecolored people 
of Groveton, Trinity County, Texas, praying for the passage of a bill ap- 
propriating not Srreoding roe? capita, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the American Colonization Society, in paying the expenses of 
emigrants to Liberia and in providing there six months’ shelter and sup- 
port of themselves and children. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Sidney Plains, N. 

Y., praying for the passage of a law taxing imitations of butter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. PALMER presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., praying for the construction by the Government of the 
Hennepin Canal and other internal improvements; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presenfed a memorial of 167 Knights of Labor of Colgwater; 
a memorial of 70 Knights of Labor of Ionia, and a memorial of 117 
Knights of Labor of Mount Clemens, in the State of Michigan, remon- 
strating agaist the of the free-ship bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 450 Knights of Labor of Spring- 
field, HI. , remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; whi 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Miners- 
ville, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill providing for the organization of the Territory of Okla- 
homa; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Kirwin, Kans., 
praying that the Government purchase or construct an experimental 

ouble-track railroad from the city of New York to Kansas City, Mo.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rai 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Wyandotte County, Kan- 
sas, praying for the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations 
of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic 
in regard to pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of William H. F. Lee, of Fair- 
fax County, Virginia, praying for the removal of his political disabil- 
ities; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the 
State of Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a 
navigable stream in said county and State, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HARRIS. For the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, who is now 
absent, and in his name, I report from that committee the bill (S. 851) to 
amend the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company with amend- 
ments, and I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 


1886. 
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a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 762) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits 
within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York city, by dumping 
or otherwise, and to punish and prevent such offenses, and making 
other provisions in connection therewith, reported a bill (S. 2157) to 
prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within the harbor and adja- 
cent waters of New York city, by dumping or otherwise, and to punish 
and prevent such offenses, and making other provisions in connection 
therewith; which was read twice by its title. 

* Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6661) to provide for closing up the 
business and paying the expenses of the Court of Commissioners of 
Alabama Claims, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BROWN. The Committee on the District of Columbia has had 
under consideration the bill (8. 1617) to incorporate the Union Passen- 
ger Railway Company of Washington, D. C. The question has been 
referred by the committee to the commissioners of the District, who say 
that the contemplated route is located in a section already very well 
supplied with street-railroad facilities, and the commissioners are un- 
aware of any general demand of the residents along the line of it or else- 
where for the additional accommodation this road might afford. The 
commissioners say they are satisfied ‘‘that the establishment of the 
road proposed in the bill would not materially improve the public-con- 
veyance service already. existing, while it would greatly add to the 
public inconvenience along streets where there are ngw no railroads. 
There was also a strong protest sent to the committee by citizens resid- 
ing upon C street against the construction of the road upon that street 
on account of the narrowness of the street. 

The committee therefore report the bill back and recommend that it 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The report was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

- Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1909) for the relief of W. H. Ward, moved its indetinite 
postponement; which was agreed to; and he submitted a report accom- 
panied by a bill (S, 2158) for the relief of W. H. Ward; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1047) for the relief of Patrick H. Estes, a veteran invalid 
soldier of the Mexican war, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


JOHN RANDOLPH HAMILTON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam authorized by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report an original bill for the relief of John Randolph Ham- 
ilton, of North Carolina, from his political disabilities. He has fileda 
proper petition; it is found that he is not indebted to the United States; 
and according to our custom in such cases, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 2156) for the relief of John Randolph 
Hamilton, of the State of North Carolina. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed; two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative. 


JOHN TAYLOR WOOD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am also authorized by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report favorably the bill (H. R. 5198) to remove the dis- 
abilities of John Taylor Wood, of Louisiana, and I ask unanimous con- 

sent that it be now considered. There is a proper petition, and the 
~ gentleman is not indebted to the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed; two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative. 


DINWIDDIE B. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5876) for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips, 
in respect of whom there is a petition, and he is not indebted to the 
plo States. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be now consid- 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed; two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative. : 


DR. A. SIDNEY TEBBS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
also the bill (S. 1285) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs, and ask 
to be discharged from its further consideration, It is not a political 
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disability bill, but is one in reference to a military disability, and I 
think it ought to go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary will be discharged, and the bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CONGER. The bill relates to an appointment in the Marine- 
Hospital Service and not in the Army service. s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis an Arnfy provision. Otherwise he would be 
eligible to the Marine-Hospital Service if it is not a military appoint- 
ment or a naval one. 

Mr. CONGER. He has been serving in the Marine-Hospital Service, 
and the objection arose in that service. That matter is in charge of the 
Committee on Commerce, though I have no objection to the proposed 
reference. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Buthe wants to be appointed in the regular Army, 
and it comes under the Army provision; it does not touch the Marine- 
Hospital Service at all. 

_Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

EDWARD G. W. BUTLER. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report ad- 
versely the bill (S. 1220) for the relief of Edward G. W. Butler from 
political disabilities, and I ask that it be indefinitely ned, for the 
reason that we have already at this session passed a House bill for his 
relief. 

The report was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT. I introduce a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Almira 
Ambler, a volunteer nurse. 

The bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira Ambler was read 
twice by its title, aud, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2160) grantinga pension to Mary 
J. Hagerman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2161) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Rebecca A. Craw; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2162) for the relief of Perez Dick- 
inson, surviving partuer of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to 
Powhatan B. Short; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 2164) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Missouri River at or near Eastport, 
opposite Nebraska City, and at Plattsmouth and at Omaha; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2165) for the relief of David 
Ryan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 2166) for the reliefof John F, Cadwalla- 
der; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2167) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Margaret Dunlap; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2168) for the rewarding of 
Chief Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, for meritorious 
services, &c.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2169) in relation to Indian depre- 
dations; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iintend this bill to accompany Senate bill 1820 in- 
troduced by me, and I ask that it be laid on the table until after the 
remarks I propose to submit this morning. At the conclusion of my 
remarks I shall move to refer the bill to the appropriate committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table for the 


resent. 
Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S.°2170) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Elizabeth A. Barbour; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. EVARTS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 61) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to erect at Stony Point, N. Y., a monument; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Li- 


brary. 
AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. DAWES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, providing an appropri- 
ation of $100,000 for continuing improvement of the national harbor of 
refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


The bill will be referred to the Com- 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of H D. Coley be withdrawn from 
the Aios of the Banats und referred to the Comuntites on Caine, under the rules 
of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. CALL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of H. Myers, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, a KANE OMANO IDAR F 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Mr. James Z. GEORGE be, and he hereby 
of the Committee on the Judiciary in place of Mr. Howell 


ALLEN’S REPORT ON ALASKA. 


Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate the official report by Lieut. Henry T. Second United States 
Alaska jn the year 1885, for reference to the Committee on i aes 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have the resolution now, so that the 
report may be referred to the Committee on Printing when it is re- 
ceived. It is the report of a very wonderful exploration, I think. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 15th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex. ; 

An act (S. es 


inted a member 


ap) 
ackson, resigned. 


to increase the pension of Florence Murray; 
granting a pension to Henry O. Hill; 
granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Gilman; 


An act (S. 683 

An act (S. 811 

An act (S. 814) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline M. Putnam; 

An act (S. 1363) granting a pension to William Blanchard; 

An act (S. 60) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
sissippi River at or near Alton, IlL, and for other purposes; and 

An act (S. 1127) to amend and correct the act approved March 3,1885, 
granting a pension to Sarah Hague. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_ Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


Mr. DOLPH. May I say a word? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana yicld 
to the Senator from Oregon? 


Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. Some weeks since I introduced a bill, and last Tues- 
day I gave notice that I should desire to address the Senate to-day upon 
it. It relates to what I consider a very important matter—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire tosay at once to the Senator from Oregon 
that I was not aware his notice was for this morning, and that as a mat- 
ter of course I would be guilty of no discourtesy; and so I yield to the 
right of the Senator to make his remarks. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam much obliged for the courtesy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What motion does the Senator from 

n make? 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up now for the purpose of submitting 
some remarks upon it the bill introduced by me this morning in con- 
nection with the one heretofore introduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2169) in relation to Indian depreda- 
tions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The motion is to take up the bill, is it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to take up the bill 
named, : 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Itisa motion to take up in the morning 
hour a bill pending on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I gave notice—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have a notice pending here which ante- 
dates any other that can possibly be given. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me a moment I will state 
that my object simply is to take up the bill for the purpose of submit- 
ting some remarks—a courtesy always accorded to any member of the 
Senate when notice has been given. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That notice was given this morning. I 
gave a notice four months ago nearly, and I find that there is every 
-kind of endeavor made here to defeat the resolution for open executive 
sessions. s 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I inquire who has the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon has the 


floor. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. He made a motion to take up a bill, and I 
am answering that motion. May I not do so? 
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Mr. DOLPH. I gave notice last Tuesday that after the conclusion 
of the morning business this morning I should ask leave to submit 
some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is whether the Senate 
will proceed to the consideration of the bill named by the Senator from 


. COCKRELL and others. That motion is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
erage on agreeing to the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iask for the yeas and mays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. FRYE. The question is on a motion to take up the bill referred 
to by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, simply for the purpose of allowing the Sen- 
ator to make some remarks, of which he gave notice. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And to take it up in the morning hourand 
defeat by indirection the resolution which I am trying to bring toa 
vote. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MILLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], but as this is not a polit- 
ical question I shall vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. E 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the Chair whether a motion to 
reconsider would be debatable? 

tees PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not be debatable under the 
rule. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. My purpose was to change my vote and 
make such a motion if it were debatable. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nay 1; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Allison, Conger, n. Pu 
Beck, Cullom, ioar, Boeell fb 
ad Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Dolph, anderson, Spooner, 
Brown, Edmunds, Maxey, Teller, 
Butler, Eustis, Miller, Vance, 
Call, Evarts, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Frye, ~ Walthall, 
Cockrell, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Gray, Pike, of Md. 
Colquitt, Harris, Plamb, 
NAY—L 

Riddieberger. 

ABSENT—3l. 
Aldri Hale, ogen; 
Aaaah, Ham MeMillan, Sabin, 
Bowen, Sse yı Hepara; panamai, 
Camden, earst, one, 
Chace, Ingalls, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford. 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck, 
Gibsen, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Vest. 
Gorman, Kenna, Platt, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to make a 
notion to adjourn to Monday ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill called up by the Senator 
from Oregon is now before the Senate. 
Mr. DOLPH. As I desire to refer to Senate bill 1820 I ask to have 


it read as part of my remarks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any mone: 
in the not otherwise appropriated, the sam of $5,000,000, or so mu 
Le necessary, to pay the Indian depcedation claims whioh have 
been heretofore filed and eka anir under the direction of the Secretary ofthe 
Interior and reported by him to Congress, in pursuance of the Jaws of Congress 
ree vr sora with the rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
e Interior. 


Mr. DOLPH. I now ask to have read the bill which I introduced 
this morning concerning Indian depredations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 2169) in relation to Indian depre- 
dations, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Court of Claims shall have power to hear and de- 
termine all claims for depredations committed by Indians embraced within the 
terms of section 2156 of Revised Statutes, whether the said claims have been 
heretofore presented to the Interior Department or Congress, or not. 

SEC. 2. That the Secre of the Interior, or the Secretary of the Senate, or 
the Clerk of the Houge of resentatives, as the case may be, shall immedi- 
ately after the passage of this act transmit to the Court of Claims for adjudica- 
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ie ts a ore nee eet acne oe | Sofi ae at et ec ke ee ee 
Lehalf eant | Subject to the right of occupane e and tha 
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such rules as said pes persed aco 
Sxo. 3. That the Attorney-General, or his assistants under his direction, shall 
appear therein to defend the United States and the Indians in all such actions, 
with the same power to cen age 4 Sounlac aie, offsets, defenses for fraud, and 
n in sai 


sag on Ce rc apa he 

Cain ot ccncal to the Bapeesie Cots ok ie Unial 
EEAS eucatng ix ANAE anaes os thie Courhat Cantina OAIT exis in this onsen com> 
sidered under this act. 

SEC. 5. That no person shall be excluded from in cases under this 
act on account of bein: re and theaffidavits and other evi- 
dence heretofore filed filed {a gress orin th e De} ents in such cases may be 

considered by said court, and such weight shall be given to paare massage fit 
court may deem proper. 

Sec. 6. That the Court of Claims shall in every ent rendered under this 
act find the tribe of Indians by which, or bymembers of which, the depredation 
was committed, and whether annuities or other funds are due to said tribe from 


the United States. 

Src. 7. That the amount of any judgment so rendered shall be charged ne 
the tribes by which, or by members of which, the court shall find that the 
dation itied,and shall be deducted and paid in 
ner: Pik o eny panne rea pcan oer yest On dy 
Crer AR If no annuities are due or available from any other funds due — iae 
from the United States arising from the sale of their lands or otherwise. Thi 
If no such funds are due or available from an; i tor tue hone et 
said tribe, other than pa a ee for their current and necessary support, 

ed esep Eaistoirg E If no such ne wry ts fund or appro- 
is due or ‘available, the amount of judgment from the 


Per following ae 
nited States. Sec- 


such 
n hereinbefore designated which may hereafter e 
nited States to such tribe, 
all claims which have arisen prior to ae romana et eae 
whether heretofore presented or not, a petition on behalf of the claimant shali 
be the ithin three from the date erect: and not there- 


ndian depredations 
shall be rore DAA aot Laigse be 
Government, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, by the two bills just read it is designed 
to provide for the adjudication and payment of that class of claims 
against the Government, known as Indian depredationclaims. By the 
first of these bills an appropriation is proposed for the payment of all 
such claims as have been duly presented to the Interior Department, 
examined and approved and reported to Congress, and by the second it 
is to provide for claimants whose claims for any reason have 
not been so examined and approved, a tribunal to which such claims 
can be presented and adjudicated according to law and the rules and 
practice of the court. 


On the 16th-day of January, 1884, I introduced and had referred io | habitan 


the Committee on Indian Affairs a bill to provide for ascertaining losses 
sustained by citizens of the United States in Oregon, Washington and 
Idaho Territories, and in Northern California, by reason of Indian depre- 
dations committed during the period from 1855 to 1878inclusive. The 
bill provided in substance for the appointment of three commissioners 


to inquire into the extent and character of such depredations and the | af 


description and value of the property destroyed or carried away and the 
sustained by citizens by reason thereof; and italso further pro- 
vided the manner in which testimony should be taken, and such claims 
should be examined and reported by the commissioners to the Third Au- 
ditor of the Treasury, and by him to the Secretary of the Treasury to be 
transmitted to for an appropriation. That bill and a number 
of private bills for the relief of aren for losses sustained by such dep- 
redations, introduced by me at the e session, were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, but none of them were ever reported. 
Being desirous of presenting to the committee and to the Senate the 


reasons which, in my judgment, require that such claims should be ~ 


paid without further delay, and fearing that if the bills which have 
just been read shall be first referred to the committee they will share 
the fate of those on the same subject, heretofore introduced by me and 
referred to the committee, I have concluded to address the Senate upon 
them before they are referred. 

The civil status of the Indians in the United States has always been 
an anomaly. From an early period in the history of the Government 
the Indian tribes were treated in a degree as political bodies, and as 
possessing some of the functions of nationality, but as neither foreign 
nor domestic nations. Congress, however, by an act approved March 3, 
1871, provided that thereafigr no recognition by treaty or otherwise 
should be made by the United States of the claim of any Indian tribe 
as being an independent nation, tribe, or power. In the articles of con- 
federation it was declared that ‘‘the United States in Congress assem- 
bled have the sole and exclusive right and power of regulating the trade 
poe mangi ng all the affairs with the Indians not members of the 

Under this provision Congress issued a proclamation September 22, 
1783, prohibiting and forbidding all persons from making settlements on 
lands inhabited or claimed by Indians within the limits or jurisdiction 
of any State, and from purchasing or receiving any gift or cession of 

or claims without the authority of Congress, and d 
every such unauthorized settlement, p or cession null and void. 
It has been settled by decisions of the highest judicial tribunal of the 
country that the Indian tribes are not the owners of the Territories oc- 


ances of their lands by them are void ab initio, the right to the property 
not subsisting in the grantor; that the General Government holds the 
right of eminent domain as "well as the title to the soil in the public - 
lands subject to the right of occupancy by the and that, as was 
said by Chief-Justice Marshall, in Johnson vs. McIntosh, 8 Wheaton, 
543, ‘‘The Indian inhabitants-are considered merely as occupants to be 
protected while in peace in the possession of their lands, but incapable 
of transferring an absolute title to others.” 

Acting upon this theory, the Government has never surveyed, sold, , 
ordisposed of the publiclands prior to the extinguishment of the Indian > 
right of occupancy, but has proceeded from time to time to terminate 
the occupancy of the Indiansas the lands were needed for settlement, by 
conquest or purchase; and since the act of March 3, 1871, keeps up ‘the 
form of purchase of the right of occupancy, although not recognizing 
the Indian tribes as independent powers, and although the Indians are 
treated in all otherrespects as mere wardsoftheGovernment. Themore 
sensible and consistent position under existing laws would be to treat 
the right of occupancy as a privilege only, which the Government may 
withdraw when the interests of civilization and of such in the 
opinion of the guardian, may demand it. Hasingassumed the absolute 
control of the Indians and treated them as personal wards, the Govern- 
ment should assume as absolute a control of their property. and not per- 
mit the wantof their consent to stand in the way of a disposition thereof, 
which, in the opinion of Congress, would be for their benefit. 

‘The Indians in the United Statesare now, and have been for years upon 
reservations, the boundaries of which have been fixed by the Govern- 
ment and which are in charge of agents appointed by it and are main- 
tained toa great extent by annual appropriations from the Federal 
Treasury. Congress underthe Constitution has power to regulatecom- 
merce with the Indian tribes, and under this power the United States 
has at all times exercised the exclusive control of the trade and inter- 
course with the Indians, and no one has ever been permitted to deal 
with them except under license from it. The first act ting trade 
and commerce with the Indians was passed May 19, 1796 (1. Statutes, 
469). Section 14 of this act was as follows: 
aoe if Indian or paliparan petowetog to any tribe 

over or across the sa: 


arpes bian me Boge orci violence, or out: 
citizen shall be of such citizen or 
t, his representative, attorney, or Sir ap 


lication to the su- 
nited States shall 
authorize for that p 
ments and 
the United States, make application to the nation or tribe to which such Indian 
orIndiansshall i i 


foresnid, to mak: 

and forward to him 
may yn ped as a be proper to obta —_ —- 

mean time in respect roperty sen si n,or 
———- to the party injured an eventual indemn: 
if such injured party, his representative, attorney, or agent, shall, in any 
yey. violate any of the provisions fe this ators by seeking or age p> À to ob- 
tain private satisfaction or ali eiafm up over the line on an. the In- 
dian lands, he shall forfeit all upon me nited States for such indemni- 
fication: And provided also, That nothing herein contained prevent the 
legal apprehension or arresting within the limits of any State or district ‘of any 
Indian having so offended: And pi Surther, That it shall be lawful for the 


in the case, that such Minar 
satisfaction for the injury. Andint 
the United States 
n: Provided always, 


perty takı n oen, or destroyed by any „Out of the annual 
nd which the United are bound to pay to the tribe to which such 
In shall belong. 


This section was substantially re-enacted in the act of March 3, 1779 
(1 Statutes, 747), in the act of March 30, 1802 (2 Statutes, 143), and in 
the act of June 30, 1834 (4 Statutes, 731). The changes from the orig- 
inal section made by the acts of 1779 and 1802 were merely verbal, and 
all of the acts contained the following clause, quoted from the act of 
June 30, 1834: 

And, in th time, in respect to the propert, tak Ji destro: 
he Paitai Sates guarantee to the cient ars ighared an seenlont rier kelerabe san 

And the act of 1834 contained the following provision: 

And if the nation or tribe to which such Indian may belong receive an ae 
from the United States, such claim shall, at the next payment of the annuity, be 
deducted therefrom and paid to the party injured; and if no Sana is pa; 
to such nation or tribe, then the amount of the claim shall id from the 
Treasury of the United States. 

These provisions of the act of 1834 remained in force, and claims for 
losses from Indian: depredations were paid by the United States in ac- 
cordance therewith until the passage of the act of February 28, 1859, 
section 8 of which repealed the provision for the payment of these 
claims from the Treasury, and was in the following words: 

And be it further enacted, That so much of the act entitled “ An act to regulate 
trade and Sere iih nie Indian tribes and peace on the front- 
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By joint resolution passed June 25, 1860 (12 Statutes, 120), it was 
provided: 

That the repeal by the eighth section of the act of Congress approved the 
28th day of February, 1859, of so much of the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
regulate trade and intercourse with Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the 
frontiers,” approved June 30, 1831, as provides that the United Statesshall make 


` indemnification out of the Treasury for property taken or destroyed in certain 


eases by Indians trespassing on white men, as described in said act, shall not be 
construed to destroy or impair any right to indemnity which existed at the date 
of said repeal. r 

Claims for Indian depredations, arising prior to February 28, 1859, 
were therefore paid out of the Treasury, if there were no annuities pay- 
able to the tribes committing the depredations from which they could 
have been paid, and the payment of claims for depredations committed 
after February 28, 1859, was continued out of annuities due the tribe 
committing the depredations until- the passage of the act of July 15, 
1870, section 4 of which (now 2098 of the Revised Statutes) is as fol- 
lows: 

That no part of the moneys appropriated by this act, or which may hereafter 
be appropriated in any general act or yeaa bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department to pay annuities 
due, or to be used and expended for the care and benefit of any tribe or tribes of 
Indians named herein, shall be applied to the payment of any claim for depre- 
dations that may have been or may be committed by such tribe or tribes, or any 
member or members thereof; and no claim for Indian depredations shall here- 
after be paid until Con; i make special appropriation therefor; and all 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


By an act passed May 29, 1872 (17 Statutes, 190, now section 466 R. 
§.), the Secretary of the Interior is required to prepare and cause to be 
published such regulationsas he may deem proper, prescribing the man- 
ner of presenting claims arising under laws or treaty stipulations for 
compensation for depredations committed by the Indians, and the degree 
and character of the evidence necessary to support such claims, and to 
carefully investigate such claims as may be presented, subject to the 
regulations prepared by him; and it is provided that ‘' no payment on 
account of said claims shall be made without a specific appropriation 
therefor by Congress.” 

Sections 2156 and 2157 of the Revised Statutes, being a partof the 
act of June 30, 1834, as modified by the act of February 23, 1859, and 
of July 15, 1870, provide: 

Sec, 2156. If any Indian, belonging to any tribe in amity with the United 
States, shall, within the Indian country, take or destroy the property of any per- 
son lawfully within such country, or shall from Indian country into any 
State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States,and there take, 
steal, or destroy any horse or other property belonging to any citizen or in- 
habitant of the United States, such citizen or inhabitant, his representative. at- 
torney, oragent may make application to the proper superintendent, agent, or 
subagent, who, upon being furnished with the n documents and proofs, 
shall, under the direction of the President, make application to the nation or 
tribe to which such Indian shall belong for satisfaction; and if such nation or 
tribe shall neglect or refuse to make satisfaction in a reasonable time, not ex- 
ceeding twelve months, such papadana nt, or subagent shall make 
return of his doings to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that such further 
seps may be taken as shall be proper inthe opinion of the President to obtain 
satisfaction for the injury. 

Sec. 2157. The superintendents, agents, and subagents within their respective 
districts are autho: and empowered to take depositions of witnesses touch- 
ing any depredations within the purview of the preceding sections, and to ad- 
minister oaths to the deponents. 


These sections have remained in force, and numerous claims for In- 
dian depredations have since 1859 been presented toand audited by the 
Interior Department, notwithstanding the Government had virtually 
ceased to appropriate money for the payment of the claims thus audited. 
If it was intended by Congress, by the act of 1859, to repudiate the obli- 
gation of the Government to its citizens to indemnify them for such 
losses it should have said so then, and not have held out to them delu- 
sive hopes by continuing to receive proofs of these glaims and to audit 
them undet regulations prescribed by its authority. 

» The claims examined and audited by the Interior Department have 
been reported at different times to Congress and are contained in the 
following executive documents, all being letters from the Secretary of 
the Interior to the House of Representatives: 

House Executive Document No. 127, Twenty-fifth Congress, second 
session. 

House Executive Document No. 311, Forty-first Congress, second ses- 
sion. 

_ House Executive Document No. 11, Forty-second Congress, third ses- 
sion. F 

_ House Executive Document No. 65, Forty-third Congress, second ses- 
sion. á 

House Executive Document No. 147, Forty-fourth Congress, first ses- 
sion. 

House Executive Document No. 135, Forty-seventh Congress, first 
session. 

House Executive Document No. 10, Forty-seventh Congress, second 
session. 

_ House Executive Document No. 23, Forty-eighth Congress, first ses- 
sion. 

_ House Executive Document No. 102, Forty-eighth Congress, first ses- 
sion. 

_ House Executive Document No. 132, Forty-eighth Congress, first ses- 
sion. 

House Executive Document No. 20, Forty-eighth Congress, second 
session. : 


House Executive Document No. 86, Forty-eighth Congress, second 
session. 

House Executive Document No. 182, Forty-eighth Congress, second 
session. 

House Executive Document No. 197, Forty-eighth Congress, second 
session. 

By act of March 3, 1885, the Indian appropriation bill, the sum of 
$10,000 was appropriated for the investigation of certain Indian depre- 
dation claims, and it is provided in said act that ‘‘in expending said 
sum the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be madea complete list of 
all claims heretofore filed in the Interior Department and which have 
been approved in whole or in part, and now remain unpaid; and also 
such claims as are pending, but not yet examined, on behalf of citizens 
of the United States on account of depredations committed chargeable 
against any tribe of Indians by reason of any treaty between such tribe 
and the United States, including the name and address of the claim- 
ants,” &e. 

The first clause of this provision is construed by the Interior Depart- 
ment to comprehend all claims for Indian depredations, without refer- 
ence to treaty obligations, which had been approved in whole or in 
part, and were unpaid and on file in this Department at the date of the 
passage of the'act. 

The latter clause is construed to comprehend, and to require the ex- 
amination of such unexamined claims in favor of citizens of the United 
States, on account of Indian depredationsas were pending at the passage 
of the act, and which are chargeable to Indians who were in amity with 
sco Wine States and bound by treaty obligations to make satisfaction 
therefor. 

Sothat unintentionally, probably, Congress has, in the claims directed 
to be reported, made adistinction between claims of the same class, filed 
under the same law, and audited under the same regulations of the In- 
terior Department, by requiring those only which had been approved 
before the passage of theact, to be reported in cases in which they arenot 
chargeable to the Indians under treaty stipulations. 

By House Executive Document No. 125, being a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, dated March 11, 1886, to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, there was transmitted a report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs made in pursuance of said act of March 3, 1885, contain- 
ing a list of about forty-five hundred claims, approximating in amount, 
as is stated in the report, to about $15,000,000. Some idea of the magni- 
tude of the question of the adjudication and payment of these claims 
can Aes obtained by an inspection of this report which I hold in my 

and. 

The list ofclaims with alphabetical indexes makesa volume oftwo hun- 
dred and ninety pages. Most of the claims which appear in this report 
have been heretofore reported to Congress from year to year by the - 
retary of the Interior in his annual reports of depredation claims audited 
and allowed under the provisions of the Revised Statutes, and still the 
claimants have no assurance of the paymentof theirclaims. Weshould 
temporize with this matterno longer. It can be better dealt with now 
than it ever can be hereafter. 

Under the authority conferred upon the Secretary of the Interior by 
section 466 of the Revised Statutes, there was issued July 13, 1872, by 
the Department rules and regulations, still in force, of which the fol- 
lowing is a copy: 

Rules and regulations adopted by the Department of the Interior relative to 


the presentation and examination of claims on account of depredations com- 
mitted by Indians. 


By the seventh section of the act of pao thang making ens for the 
Indian ent, approved May 29, 1872, it is enacted: ** That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Interior to prepare and cause to be published such 
rules and ions ashe may deem necessary or proper, presori the man- 
ner of presenting claims arising under existing laws or treaty stipulations, for 
compensation for nas paused committed by the Indians,and the degree and 
character of the evidence necessary to support such claims; he shall carefully 
investigate all such claims as may be presented, subject to the rules and regula- 
tions prepared by him, and report to Congress, at each session thereof, the na- 
ture, character, and amount of such claims, whether allowed by him or not, and 
the evidence u poke his action was : Provided, That no aspen on 


account of sai shall be made without a specific appropriation by Con- 
gress. 
In compliance with the requirement of the law as quoted above the follow- 


ing rules and regulations are prescri! - 

I. Application for indemnity or satisfaction for the loss or injury sustained 
must be made by the claimant, his attorney or duly authorized agent, * * * 
to the United States * * * Indian agent, or su nt within whose jurisdic- 
cae or charge the nation, tribe, or band is to which the offenders or depredators 

jong. 
2. ‘the necessary documents and proofs must wqoprinry | the application of 
the claimant, his attorney, or agent, and should be in legal form, and consist— 

First. Of the sworn declaration of the claimant, setting forth when and where 
the oeprodanon was committed, and by what Indians, their tribe or nation being 
named; describing fully the property stolen or destroyed, and giving the quan- 
tity of each article or number, condition or quality thereof, and the just value of 
each article or piece of property at the time the same was so taken or destroyed. 
Should the depredation have been committed while the claimant was in the In- 
dian hotest he must state whether he was lawfully there, either having a li- 
cense to e with the Indians, a ort, or a permit from the proper Indian 
authorities, or was en route through said country to a place of ultimate destina- 
tion at some point within the limits of any State or Territory not included 
within the limits of the reservation for any nation or tribe of Indians set apart 
by treaty provision or by executive order; and he in such declaration must 
further state whether any of the property so stolen or destroyed has subse- 
quently been recovered by or for him, the claimant; and whether the claimant 
has at any time received part compensation therefor, and, if so, how much, 
when, and from what source; and further, that claimant has in no way en- 
deavored to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, 
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Second. Of depositions of two or more persons having personal cognizance of 
the facts or any of them as embraced in the declaration of the claimant, which 
depositions must set forth the means of knowledge which deponents have as to 
the fact of the depredation, when, where, by what Indians, and under what cir- 
vumstances the depredation was committed, of what the property consisted that 
was so taken or destroyed by the Indians, describing it as fully as practicable, 
and stating the value thereof. If the deponents, or any of them, were at the 
time of the depredation in the employment of the claimant it must be so stated, 
and in what capacity. In addition to the foregoing the claimant must show, 
by his own evidence or that of other persons, t at the time the depredation 
Was committed the property then stolen or destroyed was being properly guarded 
and eared for, and that the loss thereof was not occasioned by the negligence or 
carelessness of himself or employés. 

3. The testimony adduced by the claimant must be taken before some officer 
authorized by law to administer oaths.or it may be taken before the proper 
* + © Indian agent, orsul nt. Iftaken before a justice of the peace, ot- 
cial character of that person should be certitied by some proper ofticer empow- 
ered thereunto. All interlineationsor chan, thatit may be necessary to make 
in the testimony of any person testitying in behalfof the claimant, either before 
or at the signing of the same, must be duly attested by the officer before whom 
the testimony is sworn to and subscribed. 

roofs shall have been received by 


4. When the pa Biagce =n documents, and 
n officer shall carefully investigate 


the * * * Ind nt, or subagent, sai 
the case; shall pa hoes Da by inquiry of reliable persons, from advertised prices, 


or otherwise, whether the prices fixed by the claimant upon the articles of prop- 
ey mentioned in the claim are just and fair as compared with the market prices 
ruling at the time in the State or Territory in which the depredation was com- 
mitted. with dué allowance for enhancement of price by reason of transportation ; 
and, where it is possible to procure it, said officer shall, if deemed advisable, take 
testimony as to the credibility of the claimant, or of any person testifying in 
his behalf; and also respecting the statements set forth in the application, docu- 
ments, and proofs submitted by the claimant. Upon the performance of this 
duty, the * + * Indian agent, or subagent, will, without unnecessary delay, 
present the case to the proper nation or tribe assembled in council, according 
to the custom of such nation or tribe, and, after fully explaining it to them, he 
will then and there demand satisfaction for the claimant. If within a reason- 
able time the nation or tribe shall not have complied with such demand, the 
fact of the depredation by some of their people being admitted in such council, 
or if they deny the charge as made and perenpuan refuse to render any satis- 
ion, the * * * agent, or subagent, will in s case submita report of the 
gs had, together with all the papers, to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. Such report shall state whether the Indians in council recognized, re- 
membered, and admitted the depredation charged ; and, if so, how far and with 
what particularity the alh ons of the claimant respecting such depredations 
were borne out by the recollections and acknowledgments of the Indians in ref- 
erence thereto. 

5. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs will cause all claims received by him 
as above noticed to be duly registered and filed in his office, and shall, as soon 
thereafter as pee any cause the same to be carefully examined, and then 
forwarded, with a report of his views and opinion in each case, to the Secretary 
of the Interior for the action of the Department. 

©. DELANO, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, July 13, 1872. 


And under the act of March 3, 1885, the Commissioner of Indian 
Afairs issued a circular, of which the following is a copy: 


[Circular No. 159.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Weshington, D. C., , 188—, 


To rE 


g 


By an item in the act of Congress approved March 3,1835 (Stats, 23, page 376), 
the Secretary of the Interior is required to investigate certain depredation claims 
as therein indicated,and make report thereof to Congress at its next regular 


n. 
The evidence on file in depredation claim for $ is not madein com- 
pliance with the rules prescribed by the ent, and is defective and inade- 
quate to satisfactorily establish the claim, Any additional evidence in support 
of the claim must besubmitted immediaiely, and if none is submitted within 
days the case will be examined, adjudicated, and disposed of upon the testimony 
now on file and forwarded to the Secretary.of the Interior for transmittal to 
Congress at its next session, as required by law. 

ion Po ce and proofs in support of the claim must be in legal form, con- 

ng of: 

First. Of the sworn declaration of the claimant, setting forth when and where 
the depredation was committed, and by what Indians, their tribe or nation 
being named; describing fully the property stolen or destroyed, and giving the 
quantity of each article, or number, condition, or quality thereof, and the just 
value of each article or piece of property at the time the same was so taken or 
destroyed. Should the depredation have been committed while the claimant 
was in the Indian country, he must state whether he was lawfully there, either 
having a license to trade with the Indians, a rt, or a permit from the 
proper Indian authorities, or was en route through said country to a place of ulti- 
mate destination at some point within the limits of any State or Territory not 
included within the limits of the reservation for any nation or tribe of Indians 
set apart by treaty provision or by executive order; and he, in such declara- 
tion, must state whether any of the property so stolen or destroyed has 
subsequently been recovered by or for him, the claimant, and whether the claim- 
ant has at any time received part compensation therefor, and, if so, how much, 
when, and from what source; and further, that the claimant has in no Way en- 
deavored to obtain private satisfaction or revenge. 

Second, Of depositions of two or more persons having personal cognizance of 
the facts or any of them, as embraced in the declaration of the claimant, which 
depositions must set forth the means of knowledge which deponents have as to 
the fact of the depredation, when, ziora by what Indians, and under what cir- 
cumstances the depredation wascommitted, what the property consisted of that 
was so taken or destroyed by the Indians, describing it as fully as practicable, 
and stating the value thereof. If the deponents, orany of them, were at the time 
of the depredation in the employment of the claimant, it must be so stated, and 
in what capacity. In addition to the foregoing, the claimant must show, by his 
own evidence, or that of other persons, thatat the time the depredation was com- 
mitted the property then stolen or destroyed was being Foa guarded and 
cared for, and that the lossthereof was not occasioned by the negligence or care- 
lessness of himself or employés. $ 


Commissioner. 
While the Government is thus, by neglecting to make appropriations, 
ignoring the claims of its own citizens it is careful to protect the rights 
of the Indians. Provision is made by law for the recovery from any 
white person of twice the value of any property of an Indian taken, 


injured, or destroyed by such white person and for the payment of the 
just value of such property from the Treasury of the United States if 
the offender is unable to pay the same or can not be apprehended and 
brought to trial. These provisions are found in sections 2154 and 
2155 of the Revised Statutes, which are as follows: 


Src. 2154. Whenever, in the commission, by a white person, of any crime, of 
fense, or misdemeanor within the Indian country, the property of any friendly 
Indian is taken, injured, or destroyed, and a conviction is had for such crime, 
offense, or misdemeanor, the person so convicted shall be sentenced to pay to 
such friendly Indian to whom the property may belong, or whose person ma 
be amperes sum equal to twice the just value of the property so taken, ernest 
or destroyed. 

Sec. 2155. If such offender shall be unable to pay a sum at least equal to the 
just value or amount, whatever such payment shall fall short of the sum shall 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. — If such offendercan not be ap- 
prehended and brought to trial, the amount of such property shall be paid out 
of the Treasury. But no Indian shall be entitled to any payment out of the 
Treasury of the United States, for any such property, ifhe, or any of the nation 
to which he belongs, have sought private revenge, or have attempted to obtain 
satisfaction by any force or violence. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs at the present session has reported 
upon two bills, one (S. 145) for the relief of James Bainter, and the 
other (S. 146, report No. 130) for the relief of George S. Comstock, 
upon what appears to me to be a new theory for getting rid of this 
class of claims. The reports in these two cases are substantially alike. 
The one in the case of George S. Comstock is as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 146) for 
relief of George S. Comstock, have considered the same, and in accordance 
with the views of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, given in the inclosed let- 
ter, which is made part of this report, they recommend the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., February 11, 1886. 

Sm: Iam in receipt, by reference, of your letter of the 6th instant, addressed 
to the honorable Secretary of the Interior, referring bill (S. 146) for the relief of 
George 8. Comstock, with a vogue for such information relative thereto as this 
Department may possess, and in reply I have the honor to report that it appears 
from the records of this office that a claim of George 8. Comstock, amounting to 
$18,908.53, on account of depredations all to have been committed seg Ohey- 
enne and Sioux Indians, on the 9th and 10th days of August, 1864, was filed in this 
office June 22, 1882; on the Sth July following the claim was transmitted to 
United States Indian Agent eee et ye ne Ridge agency, Dakota, with 
directions to carefully examine all the facts connected therewith, and, after sub- 
mitting the same to the Indians in council, to report the result, together with his 
recommendation of allowance or disallowance. Underdate of January 21, 1834, 
Agent McGillycuddy returned the claim with his report, recommending favora- 
ble action. On the 2d of February following, the report of this office, recom- 
mending an allowance of $12 404.36, to be paid from moneys due Sioux of differ- 
ent tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska, was submitted to the honorable 
Secretary of this Department, and by him transmitted under date of February 
15, 1884, to the Speaker House of Representatives, and my, Spe by Executive 
Document No. 102, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, to have been referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs 

‘The claim was returned to this office for re-examination in pursuance to the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1885, and was again examined and re- 
ported to the honorable the Secretary of the Interior, under date of November 
30 last, with the recommendation that the claim be dismissed as by force 
of the seventeenth section of the act approved June 30, 1834 (4 Statutes, 731, 732), 
and the recommendation for disallowance was concurred in by the honorable 
Secretary, under date of 10th December last, 

The papers in the case are now on file in this office. Senate bill 145 is herc- 
with returned. 

Respectfully, 
J. D. ©. ATKINS, Commissioner, 

Ion. H. L. Dawes, 


Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, United States Senate, 


Section 17 of the act of June 30, 1834, referred to in this report, was 
what is now section 2156 of the Revised Statutes. It contained the 
clause by which the United States guaranteed to the party injured by 
the taking or destroying of his property by Indians an eventual indem- 
nification, and also the following proviso: . 

Provided, That if such injured party, his representative, attorney, oragent, shall 
in any way violate any of the provisions of this act by seeking or attetupting to 


obtain private satisfaction or revenge, he shall forfeit all claim upon the United + 
States for such indemnification: And provided al. t unless such claim shall 


also, T 
be presented within three years after the commission of the injury, the same 
shall be barred; and if the nation or tribe to which such Indian may belong re- 
ceive an annuity from the United States, such claim shall at the next payment 
of the annuity deducted therefrom and = to the party injured,and if no 
annuity is due to such nation or tribe then the amount of the claim shall be paid 
from the Treasury of the United States, 


These provisions for the payment of claims out of the Treasury and 
out of annuities were repealed by the acts of February 28, 1859, and 
July 15, 1870. When these provisions were repealed the limitation of 
the statute, in my judgment, ceased to be of force. After such repeal 
there could be no payment of such claims without the authority of Con- 
gress, and a statute of limitation against Congressional action would be 
useless. That part of the statute was not, therefore, included in the 
Revised Sta'utes, and if in force when the Revised Statutes were en- 
acted was expressly repealed by section 5596. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, however, notwithstand- 
ing the claims in question were presented and audited by their prede- 
cessors under the rules prescribed by the Interior Department and re- 
ported to Congress forits action have, upon re-examination of the claims, 
discovered, as they supposed, that they are barred by a statute of limit- 
ations which originally applied to the payment of claims by the Depart- 
ment without Congressional action and which has long since ceased to be 
operative, and the Committee on Indian Affairs appears to have adopted 
the views of the Department. 
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Since the provisions for the payment of these claims out of the Treas- 
ury and out of annuities were repealed and elaimants could only look 
to Congress for legislation authorizing their payment it would be pal- 
pably unjust to apply any statute of limitation to them or to discrim- 
inate between claims equally meritorious. If after the long delay of 
Congress to act upon these claims, and after the Government has, by a 
course of conduct continued for over a quarter of a century, induced 
these claimants to believe their claims are just and that they would 
be paid by the Government, they are not to be paid some better excuse 
should be found than that they were not presented in time. 

I have examined the debates in Congress upon the subject of the ob- 
ligation of the Government to protect its citizens against depredations 
by the Indian tribes and to pay them for losses incurred by such dep- 
redations, and I am surprised to find that neither when the general laws 
under which the Government indemnified its citizens for such losses 
prior to the passage of the act of 1859, providing that depredation claims 
should not thereafter be paid out of the Treasury, nor when the act of 
1871 providing that such claims should no longer be paid from annu- 
ities due the tribes committing the depredations without the con- 
sent of Congress, or when any of the private acts for the payment of 
such claims which have been were under consideration, was there 
any considerable discussion of the principles upon which such indem- 
nity should be made or withheld. Congress appears to have assumed 
that such an obligation existed and to have acted upon it for over sixty 
years after the organization of the Government and to have suddenly, 
without much consideration or discussion, changed its policy and re- 
pudiated its obligations to its citizens in this regard if one exists. 

I find myself, therefore, compelled, in support of the proposition that 
it is the duty of the Federal Government to afford protection to its citi- 
zens against Indian depredations and to make good their losses arising 
from inadequate protection, except in so far as the uniform course of 
the Government prior to 1859 tends to show the existence of such an ob- 
ligation, to resort to first principles. I admit that the obligation, if it 
exists, must be traced to the duty of the Government to afford protec- 
tion to each of its citizens in the enjoyment of life, liberty, and prop- 
erty, which lies at the foundation of the social compact. I need not 
stop to show that such a general obligation exists. Government is 
organized society. The word designates the te powers, what- 
ever the form, to which the exercise of sovereignity belongs in a State. 
It can exist no longer than it can compel the submission of all the citi- 
zens of the State to its authority expressed in accordance with the fun- 
damental law which constitutes the social compact. 

Submission to the Government is the primary obligation of the citi- 
zen, and protection of the citizen is the correlative obligation of the 
Government, Theoretically, it is the duty of the Government to afford 
protection to all its citizens in the enjoyment of life, liberty, and prop- 
erty, not only within its borders, but ev here they may lawfally go. 
While its obligation to afford protection is sometimes by law devolved 
by the State upon municipal corporations intrusted with certain powers 
of Government, the duty is the duty of the State, the power so exercised 

` being derived from the State. The Government of the United States 
forms no exception to this general rule. Within the powers conferred 
upon it by the Federal Constitution and forthe purposes of its creation 
it demands the allegiance of the citizen, and to the extent of those 
powers it owes every citizen protection. As Con has power ‘‘ to 
declare war,’’ ‘‘to raise and support armies,” ‘‘ to provide and main- 
tain a navy,’’ and the States are prohibited from keeping ships or troops 
in time of peace, from entering into any agreement or compact with 
another State or with a pot nl ponet or to engage in war, it becomes 
the evident duty of the General Government to protect the citizens of 
the United States in the enjoyment of life, liberty, and property against 
foreign powers and their citizens and subjects, and the obligation of the 
Government to do this has never been denied, and in the discharge of 
this obligation it has declared war, called into use the Army and Navy, 
taxed the people, and borrowed money upon the public credit. 

The Senator from Georgia during the discussion of the educational 
bill cited an act of Congress approved by President Washington appro- 
priating $4,539.06 to indemnify citizens of the United States for money 

id by them asa ransom to the Government of Algiers (act approved 

y 30, 1796). This act was but a recognition of an obligation of the 
Government to its citizens, which, so far as I know, has never been re- 
pudiated in similar cases. The United States have never failed to de- 
mand of foreign nations satisfaction for injuries done by such foreign 
nations or subjects to the persons or property of its citizens. The 
war with Algiers was waged for the purpose of punishing that state for 
depredations upon our commerce and the unlawful imprisonment of 
our citizens. The war of 1812 was caused by the interferenceof Great 
Britain with the rights of our merchant marine and of our sailors, and 
to-day, should the most powerful nation upon the earth, or the citi- 
zens of that nation upon the high seas or within the jurisdiction of 
such nation where our citizens under treaty stipulations have a lawful 

ht to go for pleasure or profit, forcibly take or destroy the property 
of an American citizen and refuse to make restitution or submit the 
matter to arbitration, war would be declared against that nation, and 
the administration which should refuse to demand indemnity for such 
an outrage would be hurled from power by an indignant people. 


The obligation of a government fo protect its citizens in a 
country is thus stated in Wheaton on International’ Law (Boyd’s edi- 
tion, page 207): 

The American citizen who goes into a foreign country is entitled to the - 
tection of our Government, and if without the violation of any municipal law 
he should be unjustly oppressed, he would have a right to protection of 
his Government, and the interference of the American Government in his fa- 
vor would be considered a justifiable interference. 


This is from Halleck (page 276): 


i a — should seem Ke enact the requisite laws to apip Nap yr jects pon 
citizens from systematic and re aggressions upon the rights of others, an: 
to enforce such laws when ade woes only exposes itself to the just hostility 
of the parties eved, but virtually becomes an outlaw from the society of 
nations, and, by the well-established pee of international jurisprudence, 
is liable to be attacked and punished by all. 


This is from another American authority, Woolsey (2 62): 

Foreigners admitted into a country are subject to its laws. They are * * è 
entitled to pranon, and failure to secure this or any act of oppression may 
bea nas of complaint, of retortion, or even of war, on the part of their native 
country, 


Vattel states the principle thus: 


If a nation should refuse or fail to pass the laws necessary to restrain its citi- 
zens from a jon upon other states, or upon their citizens; or if, such laws 
being en , the officers of the state neglect to enforce them, and such aggres- 
sone: by rated ed result therefrom, the state is unquestionably responsible 

‘or the injury. 


Hall, a recent writer in England, says: 


Prima facie a state is of course responsible for all acts or omissions taking 
lace within its territory by which another state or the subjects of the latter are 
juriously affected. * * * Ifthe acts done are undisguisedly open or of com- 
mon notoriety, the state is obviously responsible for not using proper means tc 
repress them; as obviously it becomes responsible by way of complicity after 
the act if it does not inflict punishment to 


Phillimore says (volume 2, chapter 2) : : 


The state to which the foreigner belongs may interfere for his protection when 
he has received positive maltreatment, or when he has been denied ordinary jus- 
tice in the forcign country. The state of the foreigner may insist upon repara- 
tion immediately in the former case. In the latter the state must be satisfied 
that its citizen has exhausted the means of legal redress afforded by the tribu- 
nals of the country in which he has been injured. 1f those tribunalsare unable 
or unwilling to entertain or adjudicate upon his ievance, the ground for in- 
terference is fairly laid. But it behooves interfering state to take the utmost 
care, ai han the commission of the wróng be clearly established; secondly, 
that the denials of the local tribunals to decide the question at issue be no less 
clearly established, It is only after propositions have been irrefragab! 
proved that the state of the foreigner can demand reparation, and it is not until 
after the executive as well as the judicial authorities have refused redress t 
recourse can be had to reprisals, much less to war. 


Our relations with the Indian tribesareas much under the exclusive 
power of the General Government as our relations with foreign nations, 
Congress has power under the Federal Constitution, and has always ex- 
ercised it, to regulate commerce with the Indian tribes. If the rela- 
tions between the United States and the Indians are in any sense sim- 
ilar to those between the United States and foreign nations, then it is 
the duty of the General Government to afford its citizens protection 
against the Indian tribes; but I shall proceed to show that such is not 
the true relation, and that the obligation of the Government in this 
regard rests upon stronger grounds, 

Predicated upon the fourth section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution, which provides: s 

The United States shall a ieppooacrn to every State in this Union a republican 
form of government, and ll protect each of them invasion, and on 


application of the Legislature, or of the executiye (when the Legislature can 
not be convened), t domestie yiolence— 


And upon the latter part of thé tenth section of the first article of the 
Constitution, which is as follows: 


No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, keep 
troops, or ships of war in time of peace; enter into any agreement or compact 
with another State, or with a foreign power, or engage in war, unless actually 
invaded, or in such imminent danger as will not admit of delay. 


The States and Territories have always preferred claims against the 
General Government for expenses incurred by them on account of vol- 
unteers and militia called out for their protection against hostile Indians, 
and where the emergency was such as to require action hefore the United 
States could or did take effective measures for their protection there is 
an unbroken line of precedents for the payment of such claims by the 
General Government. ; 

For every wrong there should bea remedy. If one citizen of a State 
injures another in person or property the State ought to provide for the 
redress of that wrong by 1 methods; and whenever the State, or 
municipal corporation within a State, fails to afford such reasonable 
protection as is within its powers to the citizen, the State or municipal 
corporation upon the plainest principles of justice should be required 
to indemnify the citizen for any loss sustained by reason of such failure. 

‘The States are powerless under the Federal Constitution to protect 
their citizens from the Indian tribes. It is true that in case of actual 
Indian hostilities they may repel invasion and drive the murderous 
savages back to their cities of refuge—the reservations—but within them 
they are safe under the protecting ægis of the Federal authority. The 
States can not demand or enforce satisfaction from the Indians for the 
losses sustained by their citizens. The Federal Government interposes 
itself between the States and their citizens to shield the Indians from 


o extent of its legal powers. 
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the ordinary and natural consequences of their acts. . The citizen can 
not justly demand that recourse against the State which is allowed by 
the laws of many countries and many of the States for losses occasioned 
by lawlessness and violence, and can only look to the Federal Govern- 
ment for redress. Laws providing for making good at the public ex- 
pense the losses of those who have been so unfortunate, as, without their 
own fault, to be injured and to suffer the loss of their property by acts 
of lawlessness and violence which it was the duty of the Government to 
prevent, have existed from an early period. 

It was one of the institutions of Canute which was ized by the 
Saxon laws that when any person was killed and the slayer had es- 
caped, the ville should pay 40 marks for his death, and if it could not 
be raised in the ville then the hundred should pay for it. 

In the statutes of Manchester (13 Edward I, chapter1, page 1) provis- 
ion is made touching the crimes of robbery, murder, and arson, thatif the 
country, i. e., the jury, would not answer for the bodies of the offenders, 
the people dwelling in the county were to be amenable for the robberies 
and the damage sustained, so that the whole hundred where the rob- 
bery was committed, with the franchise thereof, should be amenable. 

An act for consolidating and amending the laws of England relative 
to remedies against the hundred (7 and 8 George IV, chapter31) repealed 
several prior acts providing remedies against the hundred for damage 
occasioned by persons violently and tumultously assembled, and pro- 
vided a new method of procedure. As the hundreds were not corpora- 
tions theaction was to be brought against the constable, and the judg- 
ment being rendered the sheriff was to draw his warrant on the county 
treasurer for the amount of the recovery, and the money was to becol- 
lected by taxation from the hundred liable. 

An act of the Legislative Assembly of theState of New York entitled 
“An act for compensating parties whose property may be destroyed in 
consequence of mobs or riots,’? passed April 13, 1855, provides for the 
bringing of an action to be prosecuted to judgmentaccording to the usual 
modes of prosecuting suits against cities and counties by persons sustain- 
ing losses by destruction of property by mobs or riots, and underits pro- 
visions judgments were recovered against New York city by citizens 
whose property was destroyed by the draft riots of 1863. 

‘The Legislative Assembly of Pennsylvania, by anactapproved May 31, 
1841, made the city of Philadelphia liable for property destroyed by a 
mob, and that act was by an act approved March 20, 1849, extended to 
Allegheny County, and under its provisions ies whose property was 

destroyed by mobs at Pittsburgh during the riots of July, 1877, recov- 
ered judgments against the county. 

Similarstatutes are in force in the following States: Kentucky, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, and Wisconsin. 

The laws of these States, as we have seen, are based upon a policy 
which is coeval with the laws of England. 

The United States have assumed the control and managementof the 
Indians, and in any possible view of the case should be held liable for 
their torts. If it be made to appear that any domestic animal is vic- 
ious and accustomed to do hurt, and that the owner has been notified 
of the fact, a duty is then imposed upon ‘him to keep the animal secure, 
and he is responsible for the mischief done by the animal in con- 
Sequence of a failure to observe the duty, and the duty to protect 
against vicious animals is imposed upon the keeper irrespective of own- 

“ership. The duty of one who should undertake to keep a dangerous 
wild animal would be even greater than that imposed upon the keeper 
of a vicious animal. 

The practical relation of the General Government to the Indian tribes 
has been for years and is now that of guardian and ward. The Gov- 
ernment has taken and exercised control of the persons and estates of 
the Indians. The general rule is that an infant is responsible for his 
torts as any other person would be, and certainly the Indian wards of 
the Government are entitled to no greater immunity than infants un- 
der guardianship. The Indians to-day, whether they are considered as 
owners of the soil of the reservations occupied by them or only as hav- 
ing the right of oceupation, which must be extinguished by purchase 
before it isopen to settlement under the land laws, are wealthy. Their 
average individual wealth is probably far above the av: wealth of 
the citizens of the United States and of any other civilized « country. 

‘The total number of Indian reservations in 1880 was 147; total acre- 
age 154,436,302; total number of Indians exclusive of the natives of 
Alaska was 253,934, which gives about 603.41 acres of land to each 
Indian. The Government is from year to year extinguishing the right 
of occupancy of its Indian wards to these lands and paying large sums 
to the Indians therefor; it also makes large appropriations from the 
Treasury for their support and education, and at the same time shields 
their property from the just demands of its citizens for losses on account 
of property stolen or destroyed. 

The obligation of the General Government to support and educate 
the Indian, whatever may be its origin or extent, is a national obliga- 
tion. Theré is no reason or justice in assuming that it must be dis- 
charged at the expense of individual citizens, and whenever the National 
Government refuses to pay the just demands of its citizens against the 
Indian tribes ontof moneys due from the Government to such tribes, and 
which by treaty stipulations with them the Government has a right to 
retain and pay to its citizens in satisfaction of their claims, or which 


according to international law it would, in the exercise of its duty to 
protect the rights of its citizens, have the power to retain, and pays such 
moneys to the Indian tribes or expends it for their support and educa- 
tion, it di a national obligation at the of individual 
claims and upon the plainest principles of justice must be substituted 
for the Indian tribes and isin duty bound to make satisfaction to its 
citizens, 

By the treaty between the United States and France, promulgated 
by the President December 21, 1801, the United States was relieved 
from certain embarrassing obligations to France arising under the treaty 
of alliance with that country of February 6, 1778, and the igs ol 
amity and commerce of the same date, which obligations were no 
than to guarantee the possessions of France in America, and of im- 
portant privileges for the armed ships of France, and a promise of 
American convoy to French commerce, and in return set off and re- 
leased the individual claims of her citizens against the French Gov- 
ernment arising from the spoliation of our commerce by France. 
Eighty-four years afterward, at the last Congress, long after the origi- 
nal claimants and two succeeding generations had away, Con- 
gress provided for the payment of the private claims thus bartered 
away by the Government. 

On January 17, 1870, Mr. Sumner made an exhaustive report upon 
these French spoliation claims, in which the groundsof the liability of 
the Government were clearly and forcibly stated, and from which I 
quote the following: ; 

Had the claims on each side been“ national,” no subsequent aoon could 
have ocourred, for each would have extinguished the other in all respects for- 
ever. It was the peculiarity in this case that on one side the claims were “ na- 
tional,” andon the other side “individual.” Buta set-off of‘ individual" claims 
against “national” claims must, of course, leave that government responsible 
which has PA set mayer the “individual” claims to this a purpote: The set-off 
and mutual release is between nation and nation; but if the claims on one side 
are only “individual,” and not“ national,” the nation which, by virtue of this 
consideration, is released from “ national” obligations, must be substituted for 


ions, 
the other nation as debtor, so that every “individual” whose claims are thus 
appropriated can confidently turn to it for satisfaction. On this point there can 
be no doubt, whether we regard it in the light of common sense, reason, duty, 
Constitution, or authority. 

(1) According to common sense, any “individual” interest appropriated toa 
“national grins must create a debt on the of the nation, still further 
enhanced, if through this appropriation the is relieved from outstand- 
ing ongigemante already the t embarrassment, and hanging 
like a drawn sword over the future. 

(2) Aceording to reason, any person intrusted with the 
ticular interests 


on gi 


obligations becomes personal]; 
the trustee approp the trust fund for any personal iñterest arapa r 
sonally liable, this is too plain for ent, but it is applicable to a nation 
as to an individual. In the case now before your committ 
was attorney to prosecute “individual” claims of citizens, and also trustee for 
their benefit, to watch and protect their pacman so that it was bound toall the 
responsibilities of attorney and trustee, absolutely incapaciated from any act of 
personal advantage, and compelled to regard all that it obtained whatever form 
of value it might assume, whether money or release, as a trust fand for the 
Sg: Bese ep M with enjoin: t the prot 
a s ony reason, s n goyernmen eo- 

tion of Stiena against foreign spoliations and she penueecion of their es to 

u ent. Claimants are powerless as “individuals.” Their claims are effect- 

ve only when adopted by the nation. This duty,so obvious on general 
ciples, was re-enforced in the present case by the special undertaking of Mr. 
Jefferson, already adduced, when he announced that he “had it in ch from 
the President to assure the merchants of the United States concerned in foreign 
commerce and navigation that due attention will be paid to any injuries they 
any suffer on the high seas or in foreign countries.” Such a duty, thus founded 
and thus openly assumed, could not be abandoned, on any inducement proceed- 
ing from tee without a corresponding responsibility toward those citizens 
whose interests were allowed to suffer. A waiver of national duty, especially 
where made for the national benefit, must entail national obligation. 

(4) The Constitution also plainly requires what seems so obvious to common 
sense, reason, and duty, when it declares that “ private property shall not be 
taken for public use without Phy race) genom ya Here, “private property,” 
to a vast amount, was taken for “ pul use,” involving the peace and welfare 
of the whole country; and down to this day the sufferers are itioning Con- 
eo for that ‘just com nstitution, 


This reasoning applies with equal force to the case under considera- 
tion, in which the United States, guardian of the Indian wards and of 
the interests of its own citizens, to save expenditures from its Treasury 
on account of such wards, interposes its authority to prevent the appro- 
priation of the property of its wards to compensate its own citizens for 
losses arising from the torts of such wards. The analogy is complete. 

In the discharge of its obligation to protect its citizens from losses 
from Indian depredations the Government has in many instances in 


| treaties with the Indian tribes stipulated for the payment, out of annui- 


ties coming to such tribes, of claims against them for depredations com- 
mitted on the property of white men. In other treaties the Indians 
have been required to to use their best efforts to return stolen 


property and to punish offenders. In others the United States has stip- 
ulated that the Indians should be paid by the Government for depreda- 
tions committed upon their property by white men. I will submit at 
the close of my remarks lists of these treaties. 

Numerous special acts for the payment of the losses of citizens on 


3544 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRI 16, 


account of Indian depredations have been passed by Congress, extend- 
ing from 1819 up to last session, so that precedents are not wanting for 
such payment, even since the provisions tor the payment of such claims 
out of enk er and ont of annuities without special appropriations 
were re 5 ; 

I have prepared a list of such special acts (but which Iam not certain 
contains them all) showing in each case whether payment was made 
outof the Treasury or from Indian annuities. The total amount of the 
appropriations from the Treasury is $1,604,028.25. The total appro- 
priations from Indian annuities is $197,716.37. These totals do not 
include the sum paid under the general laws heretofore referred to. 

The Senate amendment striking out of the Indian appropriation bill 
of last session the provisions for the payment of sundry depredation 
elaims was adopted upon the ground that it was general legislation 
upon an appropriation bill. But with strange inconsistency the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations reported the sundry civil appropriation 
bill with a clause appropriating $46,770.21 to pay H. C. Oburn, out of 
annuities, for depredations committed by the Cheyenne and Arapaho 
Indians, and the bill passed with the provision. 

Able reports have been made upon some of the private bills which 
have been by Con for payment of such claims in which the 
grounds of the liability of the Government are stated with much force. 
From report No. 780, made by Mr. Comingo at the first session of the 
Forty-third Congress upon the bill (H. R. 3315) for the relief of John 
Fletcher, I quote the following: 


Such being the facts in tho case, is the Government liable to indemnify claim- 
ant for his xaid loss? That we may be able to arrive at a satisfactory and just 
conclusios in prem it may be well to consider the relations the I ns 
bear to the Government, and the legislation that affects that relation. Between 
them and the citizens of the United States } tion has interposed a ** high 
wall and a deep ditch,” and has thereby left the latter without remedy, if the 
Government Ís not liable for the depredations of those around whom it has 
thrown its protecting arms, and between whom and its citizens it has inter- 


posed insuperable TS. 

. The Indians have long been ed and treated as the wards of the Govern- 
ment. This relation was recogn and acted upon almost three-quarters of a 
century ago, and at no time since has it been disclaimed. As far back as 1802 
our ancestors saw the propriety and opr of protecting the citizens of the 
then feeble Republic from the ra ity and violence of that race, and provided 
means of indemnity for spoliations committed by such of them as were in 
“amity with the United States.” (2 Statutes at Large, page 143.) 

This liability and promise to indemnify continued as a part of the written law 
of the land from that time until 1859, when, as we shall spears ee the m- 
ise, but not the liability, was revoked by act of Congress. The ility, Tn the 
opinion of your committee, did not depend upon, nor was it created by, 
the promise. It existed independent of the lat latter being a simple 
recognition of the former; and, in the opinion of your committee, liability 
has not yet been ignored, but to the contrary has n ized in all subse- 
quent legislation on the subject, although the express promise of indemnity has 
been recalled. 

The trade-and-intercourse act of 1834 expressly repeals that of 1802 (4 Statutes 
at Large, page 734); but by the seventeenth section of said act (4 Statutes at Large, 
pace 731) provisions are made for full indemnity, and the same Spat 

y the Government. This statute remained in force from the of June, 
1834, to the 28th of February, 1859, at which time it wasrepealed. Therepealing 
clause is ns follows: 

“And be it further enacted, That so much of the act entitled ‘An act to regulate 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes and to preserve peace on the fron- 
tiers,’ approved June 30, 1834,as provides that the United States shall make in- 
demnification out of the Treasury for property taken or destroyed in certain 
cases by Indians trespassing on white men, as described in said act, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to impair or destroy the obligation of the Indians to 
make indems‘tleation out of the annuities as prescribed in said act.” 
utes at Large, page 401, section 8.) 

Let it be remembered that this leaves in force all of said act except the clause 
that eee indemnity out of the Treasury. The seventeenth section of the 
act of June 30, 1834, contains the following among other provisions: 

“Provided, That if such injured party, his in aceon ge ip attorney, or agent 
shall in any way violate any of the provisions of this act, by seeking or attem, 
ing to obtain private sati ion or revenge, he shall forfeit all claims on the 
United States for such indemnification.” 

Thus, we find, the citizens of the United States are wholly without remedy for 
wrongs and aune perpetrated by the Indians unless by reason of the liar 
relationship they sustain to the Government, and the exclusive ial eaan 
over them, assumed by the latter, it is responsible for their willful and unpro- 
voked trespasses. 

The act of July 15, 1870 (16 Statutes at Large, section 4, page 360), forbids the 
use of any part of the annuities then due, or thereafter to become due, the In- 
dians d: ated in the actin A ee Ara of claims growing out of their depreda- 
tions. Itshould be observed t it does not ignore the liability of the Govern- 
ment in such cases, but rather recognizes it by providing that claims of that 
character shall Barres be paa one ot suant, and T may be paid by a 
special appropri m made for t purpose by an act o ugress, 

Tho section last referred to reads as follows: 

“That no part of the moneys hereby appropriated by this act, or which may 
hereafter be appropriated in any general actor deficiency bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and con ent expenses of the Indian Department, to pay 
annuities due to or to be used and expended for the care and benefitof any tribe or 
tribes of Indians named herein, shall be applied tothe payment of o7 claim for 
fer sapatia that may have been or that may be committed by said tribe or 
tribes, or any member or members thereof; and no claims for Indian depreda- 
tions shall hereafter be paid, until Congress shall make special sppropriations 
therefor; and allacts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed.” 

By the 7th section of an act approved ree, Fee 1872 (17 Statutes at Large, page 
190), the last clause of the foregoing section is re-enacted, and it is made the duty 
of the Secretary of the Interior to prepare and publish such rules and ula- 
tions as he may deem n , prescribing the manner of presenting claims 
for compensation for depredations committed by Indians, and the degree and 

character of the evidence necessary to support the same, and to report to Con- 

„gress, at each session thereof, the nature and character, &c., of such claims, 

whether allowed by him or not, and the evidence on which the action was based. 

Provisions are thus made for ascertaining the extent of injuries that may be 
inflicted on citizens of the United States; the result of these injuries we call 
claims, and we provide that they may be paid out of our general treasury, and 

that they shall not be paid out of the annuities due or to become due the Indians. 


(11 Stat- | 


If we do not thereby recognize a right on the part of those who suffer from the 
depredations of these people to recover the actual damages they may sustain, 
what is the meaning and effect of all this 1 ion? Why do we forbid the in- 
jured to redress their own grievances? and why lock up the annuities of those 
who despoil our citizens, and hold out a pretended promise of payment? 
Congress may ako sp ate a renapoare pay these losses, Thisisplain. Butit 
is insisted by some that there is no } liability to pay them. If this be true, 
when did the liability cease? Why have we continued to pay some of these 
claims, and why make provisions for prosecuting them in the manner in which 
we have done? and why do we provide for = be them out of the Treasary? 
If they are not valid s, by what authority can we appropriate money out 
ofthe Treasury to pay them? The right of recovery depends, in each case, on 
the particular that bearupon it, In this respect it does not differ from the 
right of recovery in any civil action, such as assumpsit, covenant, or tresspass. 


And from Report No. 253, made by Mr. Mason in the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the Forty-seventh Congress upon the bill (H. R. 2824) 
for the relief of William Franklin Grounds, I quote the following: 


Your committee are satisfied that the claim of Mr. Grounds is a just one, and 
that the Government is under obligations to compensate him for these losses, 
In arriving at these conclusions, your committee are guided by numerous legis- 
lative precedents in cases similar to this, and by the principles declared by emi- 
nent publicists. They believe that it would be in violation of the spirit of our 
institutions to impose on one citizen the burdens whichshould be borne by all 
and that thecitizen who pays taxes, bears arms, serveson juries, and bears his just 

roportion of the burdens of Government, and complies with all its exactions, 

s entitled to security in person and property, and to the prompt fulfillment by 
the Government of all the obligations it is under to him as a citizen. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs of the United States Senate, first session 
Thirty-fourth Con to whom was referred a bill a the payment of 
certain claims for Indian depredations,and in which the equities were not as 
clear and strong as those which exist in this case, say : 

“ The spoliations for which redress is now sought were caused by predatory 
expeditions, undertaken without lawful authority and without cause, as like- 
wise without the usual formalities, and solely with the view to plunder, and is 
therefore excepted by Vattel and all the p LANAS publicists from the principle 
undergwhich redress is here sought to be derived, and brings it within the robes 
ciple under which, by the practice of all civilized nations, the citizen or subject 
has been held entitled to indemnity, and under which this Government has 
uniformly extended redress,” (Senate Report No, 244, first session Thirty- 
fourth Congress, volume 2.) 

These great principles of government have been ized and passed into 
a compact between this Government and the citizen in the several “trade and 
intercourse laws” enacted by Congress in 1802, 1834, and 1859, Sinee then it bas 

y, in the hundreds of private acts for relief, recognized its obligations 
to pay the citizen out of the Treasury of the United States for losses sustained 
by Indian depredations. It has gone even further, and paid friendly Indians 
for losses sustained at the hands of hostiles of the same tribe when they (the 
hostiles) failed to make restitution of the property stolen, as stipulated in the 
articles of capitulation, 


The law of 1859 repealing the provisions of the act of 1834, by which 
the United States guaranteed eventual indemnity for losses on account 
of Indian depredations, and which provided for the payment of such 
claims out of the Treasury, was an amendment to the Indian appro- 
prepriation bill, and passed without much consideration and without 
debate. But the act of 1870 provoked more discussion. In the Senate, 
during the debate upon the bill, Mr. Thayer, of Nebraska, said: 


Mr. THAYER. The honorable Senator from Iowa and the honorable Senator 
from Oregon say that in some cases the annuities of Indian tribes have been ab- 
sorbed in meeting these claims. I tell those two Senators that the property, the 
all of settlers on the frontier has been destroyed by Indians; and I say to them 
also that the way to produce an effect upon the Indians is by letting them know 
that if they commit these depredations their annuities shall be taken to pay for 
them. That is the only way in which you will reach them. That is the only 
way in which you will have an effect on the Indians and compel them to cease 
their depredations on the settlers. The last remedy for a man whose property, 
w crops, whose horses, and whose-cattle have been taken from him by In- 
dians is to tell him to come to Congress and wait until the day of doom before 
piaren get satisfaction or compensation, I trust that this whole section will be 

cken out. 


Mr. Tipton said: 


Every Senator here who knows anything about the new States knows that 
when a band of savages pass through our borders, or when the Indians who are 
on the reservations pass through our States, there is nothing that protects the 
property of the settler so well as a consciousness on the part of the chiefs and 
the ine men of the the Indians that if the stock of the settler is killed, if his 
crops are destroyed, theirannuities may be reached and they will feel it in their 
pockets. Nothing so completely gives protection to the settler as that. Then, 
when their young men upon the penes and roam abontat will, when 
they come upon the cabin of a settler and his property is entirely in their power, 
they will have been warned by those in authority over them not to touch it or 
the value of the property will be taken ont of their annuities. I tell you that 
gives us more protection when they pass through our inhabited counties and 
portions of our States than anything else that you can devise. But let it be un- 
derstood that if they commit depredations, those who complain of them, if they 
can make a case, may come to Congress and get their pay out of the Treasury 
of the United States, and who cares what depredations are then committed? I 
say that unless this section be stricken out, or soamended that the redress shall 
be direct upon the tribe or upon the annuities of the tribe, we shall have yery 
little protection. 

Mr. Williams said: 

Itisa mistaken policy, in my judgment, that undertakes to throw around 
these Indian tribes the PECIA of law in robbery, a thing which they will un- 
derstandjust as well as white men. Itavill not be long before the Indians will 
know that they can with impunity make inroads upon the white settlers and | 
steal their horses and cattle, and carry them away and make use of them, and 
that there is no remedy for the white persons so injured. 


In the House of Representatives Mr. Degener said: 


Iam not a lawyer, but common sense teaches me that if any person chooses 
to keep a dangerous animal on his premises, say a rattlesnake iir his room; if 
he chooses to feed it, chooses to provide a warm blanket for that rattlesnake, so 
that it may not suffer from cold, and if he does not choose to extract the poison- 
ous fings of that animal then he becomes responsible should that rattlesnake 
escape from his room and upon the premises of his neighbor and there bite 
his ueighbor, or his erat adm wife, or children, or his cattle. I belleye com- 
eaches us that that is the correct principle. 


mon sense t 
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Mr. Wilkinson said: 


The principle is essentially j and there is no reason for changing the ex- 
iting aw except the clamor whi risen on account of the reputation that 
the Indian Department has had before the country. If the Indian Department 
stood as well before the country as the Treasury Department there is not a man 
in — House who would think of making the change proposed by this amend- 
men 

Mr. Paine said: 

On the other hand, it is desirable, if possible, to so regulate the payment of 
our annuities to the Indians that we may avoid the difficulties, the animosities, 
and the troubles that will be sure to grow out of the collection of false and fic- 
titious and sham claims insttheIndians, Ifthere were an absolute certainty 
that only just claims would be presented against these Indians, if we were sure 
that only the claims of honest frontiersmen whose property had actually been 
destroyed or stolen would be presented and paid out ofthe moneys which would 
otherwise be devoted to the payment of these annuities, then I would have no 
hesitation in allowing the lawtostand asitnow is. Butthereis thedanger that, 
by permitting the law to stand as itnow is, we shall give encouragement to the 
prosecution of unjust claims. I believe everybody understands that it bas been 
true that large numbers of outrageous claim have been presented against the 
Indians; demands made by men who set themselves deliberately to work to 
trump upclaims upon no substantial foundation, for the pu’ of robbing these 
Indians, On the whole, for the purpose of avoiding that difficulty, lam willing 
to encounteranother, 

And during the debate upon the act of May 16, 1872, Mr. Harlan, 
of Iowa, said: 

Under the amendment the Senate has agreed to, the last amendment preceding 
this offered by the honorable Senator from Nebraska, it will be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Interior to examine these claims and report them to Se Sheree 
Then Congress can make an appropriation to pay each claim that is ically 
reported by the Department. It seems to me that would be much safer than to 
order their payment out of the appropriations made to feed and clothe these In- 
dians that are now being supported by the Government and have no other re- 
source whatever, except preying on the frontier settlements, 

From these debates it is apparent that it was not the intention of Con- 
gress by the acts of 1859, 1870, and 1872 to repudiate its obligations to 
its citizens on account of these claims, but only to require that thesame 
should not be paid without special appropriation by Congress for that 
purpose, The statement of Senator Thayer that ‘‘the last remedy 
for a man whose property, whose crops, whose horses, and whose cattle 
have been taken from him by the Indians is to tell him to come to Con- 
gress and wait until the day of doom before he can get satisfaction or 
compensation’? was prophetic. 

The discussion in the Senate of the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to strikeout the provisions in the Indian ap- 
propriation bill of lastsession as it came from the House, for the payment 
of certain depredation claims which had been presented to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, audited, and reported to Congress, was, I think, the 
most extended discussion which ever took place in Congress upon the 
subject of the payment of such claims, and no Senator during that dis- 
cussion ventured to question or deny the obligation of the Government 
to pay such claims, but all the Senators who took any considerable 
part in the debate expressed the opinion that such an obligation exists. 

Mr. PLUMB said: 

* Ld > kd + $ = 

While I say that, Iam as earnest as any one can be in favor of the Govern- 
ment adopting a rule which shall result in the payment of what I regard as 
justly an obligation against the Government as any other one which it is called 
upon to a to. There are millions of dollars, I are tant many 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, which the Government of the United States 
owes to claimants all over the country. I have no doubt the case of which the 
Senator from California speaks is one, toa certain extent at all events; possibly 
there may be some doubt about the amount; but in all these cases there ought 
to be a tribunal provided fortheascertainment of theamountdue. Iintroduced 
a bill years ago, and have reintroduced it, to have an auditing of these claims 
in order that they might come before Congress not as objects of suspicion, but 
upon their true footing as genuine existing liabilities against the Government, 
and having had all the scrutiny that they ought to have preceding their allow- 
ance, The Committee on Appropriations, for the pernos of bringing about 
an amendment offered to the bill in 


this result, seized u the House and so 
reframed it as they eve will result in establishing the validity or invalidity 
of these claims in such a way that they will not be subject to objection any 


* + * 


> * 

Instead of committing the United States to the payment of particular claims 
by paying 15 per cent. upon them and letting all this vast amount remain back 
ting for that provision to go through, the Committee on Appropriations have 
proposed, on page 47 of the bill, this amendment, which I beg leave to read: 
“For the investigation of certain Indian depredations claims, $10,000; and in ex- 
pending said sum the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a complete list of all 
claims heretofore filed in the Interior Department and which have been approved 
in whole or in part and now remain unpaid, and also all such claimsas are pend- 
ing but not yet examined, on behalf of citizens of the United States on account 
of depredations committed, chargeable a any tribe of Indians by reason 
of any treaty between such tribe and the United States, including the nameand 
address of the claimants, the d.te of the alleged depredations, by what tribe com- 
mitted, the date of examination and approval, with a reference tothe date and 
clause of the treaty creating the obligation for pa: nt, to be made and pre- 

sented to Congress at its next regular session; and the Secretary is autho: 
and empowered, before making such report, to cause such additional investiga- 
tion to be made and such further testimony to be taken as he may deem neces- 
sary to enable him to determine the kind and value of all property a. or 
destroyed by reason ofthe depredations aforesaid, and by whattribes such dep- 
redations were committed; and his report shall include his determination upon 
each claim, together with the names and residences of witnesses and the testi- 
mony of each, ant also what funds are now existing or to be derived by reason 
of treaty or other obligation out of which the same should be paid.” 

+ * * * 
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paseo rren orana. anan ti required to seeks oe these claims. ie has 
upon them in the past in the manner w ve suggested. e has 

not had the money to send anybody into the Territories where it has been al- 

J that these depredations have been made. He has the power under the 

statute, but he has not had the money; he has had no men that he could pay for 


Therefore, whenever a man sent his claim up here or referred it 
to the agentof the tribe, when the agent of the tribe got the affidavits furnished 
by the claimantand sent them up here, without any hearing or cross-examina- 
tion whatever, the Secretary of the Interior has written “approved; ™ and the 
claims come to Congress,thirty-one hundred of them in a single letter, amount- 
ing to more than a million and a half dollars,and a dozen of them were put 
upon a single page in this bill by the other branch with a stipulation that o a 
15 per cent. should be paid. Fifteen per cent. of them would take twice as m 
as the very Indians upon whom they are charged have got in the Treasury; and 
we are called upon in this bill, independent of that, to appropriate some $25,000 
to support and feed these very Indians. 

I submit that the safest way is the one proposed by the Committee on Appro 
priations, and that any other way is unsafe, unfair to other claimants, invidious, 
unjust, and groundless discrimination in favor of these ms. 


Mr. CoKE said: 


I think, Mr. President, thata proper measure of justice to the claimants who 
have suffered from Indian depredations would suggest tothe committee andto 
the Senate that the claims which have been investigated under acts of Congress 
prescribing the mode and manner of their investigation, which are on file in 
the Interior Department, and have been reported to Congress by the Secretary 
of the Interior, approved by him as just and honest claims, should be embraced 
in this bill, and appropriations made to pay them, The committee propose by 
their amendment that they shall be Heinys gan Why reinvestigate claims 
which have already been fully investigated? We must presume that they have 
been fully investigated, because the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, the agents and superintendents over the Indians, all had au- 
thority to make the investigations, to summon witnesses and take depositions, 
and upon their investigation, presumably correctly made, the of the 
Interior has reported a large number of t claims, belonging chiefly in Kan- 
sas, Colorado, and Texas, as just and approved by him. 

The committce now propose to reinvestigate those claims after a lapse of from 
fifteen to twenty years, when all the testimony has gone, possibly when the 
facts upon which the claims are founded are Sere y obscured from loss of 
testimony and d of witnesses. There is no justice in such a course, 

The people of the frontier States knew that they had no recourse against the 
Indians, except what Congress gave them, and Congress in the acts to which I 
have refe prescribed certain methods which they havepursued. They sub- 
mitted themselves fully to the jurisdiction prescribed; and now, after their 
claims have been approved by the tribunal appointed by Congress, their wit- 
nesses dead or scattered, they are to be called upon to be go come forward and 
resubstantiate the same claims already adjudicated and on file in the Depart- 
ment and reported approved to Congress, s = g 


I know something about these claims for Indian depredations. I know that 
the frontier of Texas was at one time driven back 75 miles by hostile Indians 
from the Fort Sill reservation, where they were under the care and control and 
management and protection of the Government of the United States. The peo- 
ple of Texas ARA not go upon that reservation to retaliate. They could have 
gone there and wiped out Indians, but the United States Government pro- 
tected them. Whenever a full moon ne at night they came down upon 
Texas, drove off cattle and horses, burned houses and killed and scalped men, 
and carried women and children into captivity. 

* + s + * * 


I have no doubt that the same experience was realized by all the other frontier 
States. I have personal knowledge of the fact that until the State of Texas or- 
ganized a battalion of State troops and sent them to the frontier and protected 
the settlers against the Indians, the frontier was almost abandoned. I know 
hundreds and hondreds of men in Texas who had thousands of head of cattle 
and hundreds of head of horses, who lost every dollar's worth of property they 
had by the depredations of those Indians. Yet the Senator trom Massachusetts 
oou cast an imputation upon the justice of these claims, examined and ap- 
proved as they have been. 

* s $ s s * $ 

As the Senate Committee on Appropriations determined that they would not 
appropriate the money now to pay these claims, that they would not put these 

aims thus approved and reported upon this bill, then I believe the next best 
thing for them to do was, as the committee has done, require a full report of all 
these to be made to Congress at the next sessiou,and when this report 
comes in and we see what they all amount to I shall favor,and I believe that 
the honor of the Government will require, that Congress shall take steps to 
liquidate them at once. I do not see why those who have honest claims for 
Indian depredations should be sneered at. They are the pioneers of the coun- 
try. They have gone westward until we have no frontier left, blazing the way 
for settlement and civilization. 


Mr. MANDERSON said: 


Mr. President, I certainly quite agree with the suggestions made by the Sen- 
ator from Texas in regard to the duty of the Government to pay those who have 
suffered loss on the frontier of the country by reason of Indian depredations, 
and I wish to supplentent his suggestion as to the claims mentioned in this bill, 
in that part ofthe bill which has terry Segre stricken out by the action of the 
committee, by reading from a report of Committee on Claims. It was stated 
by the Senator from Tennessee (Mr. JAcKson] that the claims presented in this 
bill had been reported adversely by the committee. That statement is truthful; 
but it does not tell all the truth, The inference might follow that these claims 
were rejected because of lack of merit, for fraud, or because the parties had not 
suffe: the losses they pretended to have suffered; but that is not the finding 
of the committee. The Committee on Claims, following the action of the Inte- 
rior Department, reports as to these claims,and I read from the report: 

“The claimants are all citizens of Texas, generally engaged in agriculture or 
stock-raising, quickly and peaceably pursuing their avocations, having nothing 
to do with trade or traffic with the Indians, and in no way connected with aay 
disturbance between-whites and Indians there or elsewhere. They were 
citizens of the State of Texas, and while engaged in peaceful pursuits were set 
upon by bands of Indians (who were supposed to be under the restraint and 
control of the Government on their reservations), their stock stampeded and 
driven off, and other property destroyed or carried away, and in many cases 
their herders killed or wounded. They have, as the evidence shows, at all times 
refrained any violation of law by taking the remedy into their own hands 
and giving blow for blow, but have, in compliance with the laws which Con- 
gress has from time to time passed for their protection and indemnity, made 
out their claims, supported them by ample proof, both as to quantity and value, 
and have presented them to the officers designated by the Government to ex- 
amine into their justness and the truthfulness of their statements; and those. 
officers, after having sent the claims to the nts of the different tribes to be 

resented to the Indians for their statements in to them, and after hear- 

ng the reports of those nts and making a ul examination of the proofs 
offered by the claimants, have allowed them the various sums for payment of 
which the claimants now ask an Spprcpsiavicn by Congress.” 

So that the~e claims have not been allowed by the Department of the Interior 
upon mere ez parte affidavits, but upon full investigation and with a chance to 
the Indians themselves, through their agents, to be heard, 

They are taken upin this report, and although the committce recognizes their 


that purpose. 


merit and the o! ion upon the Government to pay this class of claims, it 
doss tepat py Teee ra them, as suggested by the Senator from Tennessee, in 


general these claims.” 
I admit that the gg sar geen of the committee is awiseone. All of these claims 
should be dealt with, but yearafter year rolls by and they are not paid. In my 


own State I know of existing claims, as valid and as meritoriousas thosethatare 
stated in the report, that are nearly a quarter of a century old, for depredations 
committed by Indians upon frontiersmen who were invited i fess Government 
togo upon Government land, and these men driven from their lands, their homes 
destroyed, and in frequent instances members of their families killed or treated 
worse by Indian dep rs, remain with their serious losses yet unpaid. 

I submit, Mr, President, that it is a crying shame that these claims bave not 
been paid. i 

Mr. Maxey said: 

Mr. President, the general plan for efficient and prompt settlement of out- 
standing claims proposed by the Committee on Appropriations I think is wise; 
but I submit to committee and to the Senate whether there is any reason 
why, because they propose to adopt that plan, the claims which have been al- 
lowed by the House and which come to us as approved claims shall be stricken 
outof the bill. In other words, the law has always favored the vigilant. If gen- 
tlemen who have claims have gone to the labor and the expense of gathering 
up their testimony, of laying it before the Secretary of the Interior, of having 
their claims examined and approved recommended to Congress and Con- 
gress in its wisdom allows those claims and the bill comes to us with those 
claims thus allowed, I ask if there is any reason or propriety in striking out all 
the claims allowed, as found on pages 8,9, 10, &c., of the bill which comes to us 
from the House, simply because a provano ismade Pitna Appropriations Com- 
mittee for a general settlement of all such claims? the claims which are al- 
lowed are just in themselves, and the Senator in charge of this bill does not 
gainsay that proposition; if they are right why should they be struck out in 
order to take their place under the general plan of settlement when they have 
already been examined and approved and allowed by the proper committee of 
the House as justand proper claims? I can, therefore, see no reason why these 
claims shall be stricken out, nor do I see any conflict between the claims which 
are allowed by the House standing as a part of this bill and the proviso which 
is put in by the Appropriations Committee of the Senate in respect to those 
claims which are not as yet allowed or haye not been sent up by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. President, it is to the interest of the Republic that there be an end of liti- 
gation, and if these men have had claims ray got and passed upon and the 
have been allowed by the House, why should they be stricken out of the biil 
by the Senate? It is not pretended that they are not just claims, If there was 
a shadow of suspicion cast on the claims there would be some reason in that, 
but there is none. They are admitted to be just, they are admitted to be right, 
but they are simply stricken out beca they may conflict with the plan pro- 

for future settlements. These claims having been already settled, why 
should they be relegated to the future to besettled then? I can notsee anyzea- 
son for that. It does not seem to me to be a fair proposition. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, said: 

What I object to is this practice of the Government of the United States, which 
is unbecoming a great governan interposing technical objections to shilly- 
shally around and putoff payment in the manner of a bankrupt debtor or a man 
who is not di to pay debts. That is the ition in which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to-day are putting the Government of the United 
States in relation to the citizens who hold these claims. That there is an obli- 

tion to pay these claims out of the funds held in trust by the Government be- 

onging to the Indians, there can be no doubt; but the Committee on A ppropri- 
ations or the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs who has rge of 
this bill seems to desire to put off the payment continually, It isso year after 
. This process has been going on for a great many years, and when we are 
confronted by the condition of things, then we invent some new scheme, some 
new plan by which these claims shall be put off; we have not got the report we 
want, or there is something lacking, and a man who has yigilantly prosecuted 
his claim and has had it adjudicated, and the amount found due shall not be 
i because somebody who has not used the time diligently and whose claim 
not been adjudicated is not paid, and that furnishes a reason why the man 
who has a just claim which has been adjudicated shall not be paid. That seems 
to me a strange position to take. I can notsee why whena claim is adjudicated 
and found to be due this great Government should desire to put off the day of 
payment, and to bring up technical and other objections to avoid the payment. 
+ + We have said t these Indian disturbances were not wars, that In- 
dians were not to be rded as belligerents. They are wards of the nation. 
The Government of the United States has assumed to take care of them and to 
protect the frontier against them by placing them on reservations and under the 
control of the ager ge A and they have thus invited people to go on the frontier, 
risk their lives, and risk ek property. 

The Government has invited them to dothat and has placed agents over the 
Indians; but for all that they break out and they carry with them the torch; 
they burn, pillage, rob, destroy, murder, and carry into captivity; and when 
these unfortunate people come to Congress and ask for relief, because every man 
has not been yi cal to bring forward his claim in the mode and manner which 
is required ala ers who have done so are to be relegated to some commission 
hereafter to be appointed to regulate these things. Sir, thatis not just. Let 
** every tub stand upon its own bottom.” If aman hasan honest claim let it be 
brought forward, and if the claims amount to $8,000,000, as the Senator from Wis- 

n says, if they are just claims for depredations committed by these wards 
of the nation upon the defenseless frontier people in the destruction and robbery 
of their property, this Government, as an upright and honorable and honest 
gentleman would do, ought to pay the last dollar of it if the Indjans have not 
enough money of their own to pay that debt. I assume in the broadest form 
the position that it would be just and right and fair to do it. 


Mr, COCKRELL said: 


It is a matter of absolute necessity that we shall sift these claims, that we 
shall ascertain those that are properly chargeable against the nations and tribes 
that have annuities and with whom we have treaty stipulations and whose 
money we have, so that we can pay the claims. Now, Iam for making these 
Indians pay every solitary dollar due for the actual depredations committed 
by them, whenever they have any money or whenever they have any lands 
out of which they can be paid. I want to hold them ble to the fullest 
extent of the law; but I only want to pay what is actually due, the real value 
of the property destroyed or the real injury done to it, and not mere imagina- 
tive damages that may have resulted, and which should never be allowed in 
any court of justice. Therefore we put in the amendment, under the head of 
“Indian depredation claims,” at page 47. regulo a thorough in on of 
this whole matter. We appropriate $10,600 for it. The Secretary can take this 
money and he can have a thorough investigation made; he can report to us all 
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the facts; he can show us the evidence upon which these claims are allowed, 
and the treaties and the funds. Then we can go to work and settle the cases 
intelligently and honestly and fairly; but we can not do it until we have that 
oaan ey itis idle to undertake to do it. We are simply making fish of 
one and of another, We are making a favorite of one, and we are doing 
great injustice and wrong to hundreds of others. 


If it was not the intention of Congress that payment of these claims 
should be ultimately made by the United States the appropriation of 
$10,000 at the last session of Congress for the purpose of having such 
claims investigated and reported upon by the Secretary of the Interior, 
was a waste of money and useless legislation. I have a right, there- 
fore, to assume that the provision of the act in question for the exam- 
ination of such claims and requiring areport of those approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior to be transmitted to Congress, was for the pur- 
pose of providing a basis for an appropriation by Congress at a subse- 
quent session for payment thereof. Congress should treat the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior as conclusive so far as the claims that are 
approved areconcerned, and appropriate money for their payment. The 
bill presented by me to authorize suit in the Court of Claims would then 
be applicable to claims which have been heretofore disallowed by the 
Department, to claims which have been heretofore filed but have not 
been examined and reported, and to those which may hereafter be filed. 

I think the Government is morally bound to pay the claims which 
have been proven under the laws and the rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by the Interior Department, approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and reported to Congress. I do not care, however, so much for 
the manner in which the object I have in view, which is, the payment 
of these claims, is accomplished as I do that some action shall be taken 
by Congress now, without further delay, which will accomplish it. The 
inaction and indifference of Con in this matter is a disgrace to the 
Government and an injustice to its citizens which should be no longer 
permitted. 

It is because I suppose the bill offered by me to refer claims of this 
character hereafter to the Court of Claims will not be subject to some 
of the objections which have been heretofore urged against the payment 
of these claims, and may therefore find favor with the majority of both 
Houses of Congress, that I have offered it. y 

By reference to the first section of the bill it will be seen that it does 
not create a new class of claims against the United States. It provides 
a more satisfactory method for the examination and determination of a 
class of claims already recognized. * AsI have shown, claims for Indian 
depredations are now considered in the Interior Department upon ex 
parte affidavits, filed by the claimants, and upon such further informa- 
tion as the agents of the Department are nble to gather. When exam- 
ined in the Department they are reported to Congress, which, instead 
of treating the approval of the claims by the Secretary of the Interior 
as conclusive, and making an appropriation to pay them, either takes no 
action or delays final action, and postpones the day of settlement and 
payment by expedients like that adopted at the last session, when pro- 
vision for the payment of certain claims was stricken out of the Indian 
appropriation bill by the Senate, and an appropriation of $10,000 made 
for examination and report upon such claims by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The truth is that neither the De ent of the Interior nor 
Congress is so situated as properly to examine claims of this character. 

No greater objection has ever been urged to these claims than that 
the ex parte examination which they have hitherto undergone neces- 
sarily fails to separate the good from the bad, and indeed invites fraud. 
The provisions of the present bill answer any such objection. 

In the Court of Claims the Government is represented by the At- 
torney-General through his assistants. All the machinery of the De- 
partment of Justice is at the disposal of the Government in securing 
evidence. No testimony can betaken ex parte, but under the rules gov- 
erning the court the Government is present by its counsel at the exam- 
ination of all witnesses andcan call witnesses in defense. The methods 
of procedure in that court are simple, and there is no better way of se- 
curing an impartial and thorough examination and just decision of the 
claims for Indian depredations than by submitting them toit. The 
court is able, as I will presently show, to d of a much larger 
amount of business than is now before it. Probably the passage of 
this bill would necessitate the appointment of additional counsel to 
represent the Government in cases brought under it, as the force of at- 
torneys for the Government has not heretofore been enough, 
With a slight addition in this respect, cases arising under this bill could 
be promptly considered and decided. 

Propositions to refer claims of this classto commissioners are open to 
objections. It would be difficult to obtain commissioners of sufficient 
learning and experience who would accept temporary official positions 
and who would dispose of interests so important in a manner acceptable 
totheclaimants and the Government. Commissioners would be obliged 
also to act as counsel for the United States as well as judges. It need 
not be said that these two positions are incompatible and that a judge 
so situated is hardly able to render an impartial decision. If this work 
were done by commissioners Congress would be overwhelmed by peti- 
tions of unsuccessful claimants for relief. This has been the past ex- 
perience with commissioners andspecial tribunals. Suitorsagainst the 
Government should have the same right to trial in a judicial tribunal 
as other suitors. 


1886. 


The sixth and seventh sections of the bill are in harmony with the 
rony of the Government as expressed by the act of 1834. Itis pro- 
vided that judgments shall be paid outof Indian annuities, if any exist. 
An examination of the Indian treaties shows that a large proportion 
of all the treaties ever made with the Indian tribes contain provisions 
that claims for depredations shall be paid out of the annuities due 
such tribes. The course of legislation shows that where annuities have 
existed this has been the uniform rule from 1796 to the present time. 
In the absence of treaties especially designating this course the obliga- 
tion of the Indian tribe is equally strong. A tribe committing depre- 
dations can not to receive trust funds from the Government 
while claims of its citizens arising out of their own misconduct are un- 
paid. The rights of the Indians are but no more sacred than 
the rights of innocent white citizens. The line must be drawn be- 
tween justice and sentiment. The white man must be given justice 
as well as the Indian. 

These principles are carried to their logical and proper extent by this 
bill by providing that, if there are no annuities and funds become due 
to the Indians from the sale of their lands, then they must pay out of 
such funds for their depredations, or out of any appropriations made for 
their benefit other than for their subsistence, support, and education. 
Should there be no funds in the hands of the Government due the In- 
_ dians it is provided by the bill that the judgment of the court shall 

be paid out of the Treasury. This adopts the provisions upon this 
subject of the act of 1834, which was only a re-enactment of the pro- 
visions of the acts of 1796, 1799, and 1802. The provision is only a 
i by the Government of its just obligations arising out of 
peculiar relations of the Government, the citizen, and the Indians. 
When the act of 1870 was passed directing that no claim should be 
paid out of annuities without the special authority of Congress, there 
were many annuities due to Indian tribes which have since been fully 


A reference to House Executive Document 5, Forty-first Congress, 
second session, page 182, shows that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1870, $4,167,486.36 was appropriated for fulfilling treaties with various 
Indian tribes. All this sum was, under the laws and treaties, subject 
to the payment of claims for depredations committed by the Indians 
to whom annuities were due. The act of 1834 pled the Govern- 
ment to such payments. But since then very few claims have been 
paid, while the annuities have been gradually exhausted with the lapse 
of years, until the Secretary of the Treasuary in 1884 that the 
sum of $1,420,150 only is necessary to carry out treaty stipulations for 
the year ending June 30, 1886. 

+ The ntor trustee has paid out the funds without regard to its own 
obligations as guarantor and must answer from its own estate. 

Con has at almost every session passed some bill for the payment 
of Indian depredation claims, and at every session claims as meritorious 
as those passed are presented and ignored. The passage of this bill 
would at once relieve Congress from further consideration of this class 
of claims. It would remove the objection made to their payment that 
they are exaggerated and have not been established with sufficient cer- 
tainty to justify appropriations, and provide the most satisfactory way 
of ing the amount of loss sustained by each claimant. While 
it would entail some upon the claimants, they would, I believe, 
gladly accept its provisions and be satisfied with the final adjustment 
of their claims under it. 

The present system of auditing claims of the character under con- 
sideration is a delusion; it has outlived the purpose for which it was 
instituted; appropriations no longer follow as matter of course, either 
for the payment of these claims, as audited, out of the Treasury, or from 
annuities due the Indians chargeable with the depredations. 

I have considered the question of the ability of the Court of Claims 
to dispose of the additional business which would be im upon it 
by this bill should it become a law, and find that it will be able with- 
out any additional clerical or other force to dispose of such business. 
The expense of examining these claims under this bill would be no 
greater than the expense now caused by the examination of them by 
the Interior Department. In answer to a letter addressed by me to 
Hon. William A. Richardson, chief-justice of the Court of Claims, I 
received the following: 

COURT or CLAIMS CHAMBERS, Washington, February 23, 1886. 


My Dear Srm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 


per er instan t, with a copy of Senate bill No, 1407, “in relation to Indian dep- 
ons, 

You say that you “have been informed that the impression is prevalent, to 
some extent, that the Court of Claims would be unable to dispose of any con- 
siderable addition to the business now before it,” and you ask me to inform you 
whether it would be possible for the court to dispose promptly of cases whi! 
a r arise under this bill should it become a law, and whether any changes 
existing law would be n to enable the court tọ determine the causes 
which might go before it, should the bill be passed by Congress. 

The impression to which you refer is an erroneous one. Although the busi- 
ness of the court has been largely increased of late, no difficulty has been or is 
likely to be found in disposing of it as fast as the parties are ready for trial. 

Of course the judges are required to work somewhat harder, but of that they 
do notcomplain. They always hold themselves in readiness cheerfully and 
promptly todo whatever business Congress sees fit to put upon them. 

When the Bowman bill, which became the “act to afford assistance and relief 
and the Executive Departments in - inv: on of claims and 
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jurisdiction referred to it by Congress, suchas the abandoned and captured prop- 
erty cases, under the act of March 12, 1863; cases against the District of Colum- 
bia, under the act of June 16, 1880: and numerous cases and classes of cases re- 
ferred by private acts. It is found that such cases bring in new litigants and 
new counsel, who prepare and submit their cases while others are in prepara- 
tion and do not obstruct the general business. Litigants are always promptly 
heard whenever their cases are ready for submission, and the court promptly 
decides them, and the business has never been in arrears; so that the extent of 
business which the court may transact can hardly be estimated.” 

Further experience with the business of that act before the court has con- 
firmed the views there expr 

Ihave no doubt.that the court, with no additional assistance, would be able 
ee promptly all the business that would come to it if the present bill becomes 
a law, 

Isend herewith a copy of the History, Jurisdiction, and Practice of the Court 
of Claims, from which you will get a full account of the business of the court. 


Iam, vi trul ‘ours, &c. 
wa bile feel LE aac WILLIAM A. RICHARDSON, 
Chief-Justice, 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH, Senator, £c. 


I also addressed a letter to the honorable Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, to ascertain the number of depredation claims and their aggre- 
gate amount, and received the following reply: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRs, 
Washington, D. C., March 3, 1886, 

Sm: Inreply to your interrogatories relative to number, amount, &c., of In- 
dian depredation claims pending in this office, I have the honor to inform you 
that with the force employed and the amount of other duties devolving upon 
them, it has been impossible to collect the full and exact data ayon desire; such 
facts, however, as the office has been able to collect, and which are believed to 
be approximately correct, are Ern 

There are about forty-five hund claims on file on account of Indian depre- 
dations, dating from 
$13,000,000. Prior to the act of July 15, 1870 (see Re: 


5 ination of 
March 3, 1819 (3 Statu page 517), and coming down to the act-of March 3, 1885 
a b> seen that ys ioanen te ted 

payment of claims about the sum of $1,654,530. 

As to what amount of claimg has been allowed by and what amount has been 
rejected by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior 
heretofore car not be ascertained within the time desired by you, if in fact it 
could be ascertained at all in a satisfactory manner, as in many instances the 
Sacs claim has been disallowed by one Secretary of the Interior and allowed by 

successor, f 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
United States Senate, 


It will be seen that the number of these claims which have been here- 
tofore filed is about forty-five hundred and the total amount claimed 
about $13,000,000. Experience justifies the expectation that when 
these claims are required to undergo investigation in a court, and to be 
presented in accordance with the rule of pleading and established by 
evidence taken in such manner as to allow the cross-examination of 
witnesses, many of them will never be presented; and of those which 
are presented, when the claims without merit are winnowed ont of the 
whole, their number and amount will be greatly reduced. I do not be- 
lieve that the total amount of claims which would be allowed under 
this bill, should the whole thirteen millions be presented, would ex- 
ceed $5,000,000. To show the probability of a large reduction in the 
amount of these claims if submitted to the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of this bill, I submit the following statement: 


J. D. O. ATKINS, Commissioner. 


Claims presented, allowed, and disallowed in various claims tribunals, 
showing the proportions of claims to allowances. 


I. 
Southern Claims Commission, under act of March 3,1871 (16 
Statutes, 524): 
SETTS CHARIOTS S55 sacaan EAE EIN taddes sented cenint sevese 
Amount allowed.... m 


IL 
Court of Claims, in cases decided from December term, 1367, 
to December term, 1880: 
Amount claimed ..,. 
Amount allowed 
Amount rejected ...... i 


IM. 
Claims commission under convention with Great Britain of 
February, 1853 (10 Statutes, 988); 
Amount claimed, *“ millions,” 
Amount allowed, E L O E N AE E TEN y 
(See message of the President communicating the proceedings, printed by the 
Senate Printer, 1858, page 4.) 


$600, 000 00 


Iv. 


Claims commission under convention with Mexico of July 
4,1868 (15 Statutes, 679): 


Amount allowed in claims against Mexico... 


Amount rejected in claims against Mexico..............scsesses AENEA 408, doe Soi 


aces Senate Executive Document No. 3], Forty-fourth Congress, second ses- 
on. 
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Claims commission under convention with France of Janu- 
ary 15, 1880 (21 Statutes, 673): 


Amount of claims against the United States..............ccscsssssesseeeee $17,368,151 27 
Amount allowed in claims against the United States .... scone 625,566 35 
Amount rejected in claims against the United States .... „e 16,742,584 92 
Amount of claims against France SS 2,427,544 91 
Amount allowed in claims against Fran n- 

times, Or abOUt........ssisssosorsseresessisesaese 2,732 00 
Amount rejected in claims against France.......ss sesscsesessssnesereeseeees 2,424, 812 91 


(See House Executive Document No, 235, Forty-eighth Congress, second ses- 
sion, pages 191, 193.) 


Claims under the act of July 4, 1864, filed in the office of the 
uartermaster-General : 


Amount claimed : $41, 107, 266 48 
Amount reported tothe Third Auditor under the second section 
of said act with recommendation for settlement up to March PONIA 
sadesuyesenecss ontsae secese eese stescs ceesevedes unoooovenees Sneses cesses eacessneseossesses 750,119 71 


Claims filed in the office of the Commissary-General up to 
March 10, 1886: 


Amount claimed.................eccseecre-ccqeeroncesseccentenaccsesers rossos seess BES 
Amount recommended to the Third Auditor of the Treasury for 

settlement under said act to said date 
Amount rejected 
Amount of claims now pendin. 

The bill under consideration is designed to provide a tribunal, open to 
the citizens of all the Statesand Territories, authorized to hear and de- 
termine their claims according to the Iaw and the facts. Itis a meas- 
ure demanded by every principle of justice and good faith on the part 
of the Government. 

The people of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, in my judgment, have 
an exceptional claim upon the Government for indemnification for losses 
occasioned by Indian depredations, growing out of the causes which led 
to the settlement and occupation of the Oregon Territory by American 
citizens, the inducements held out by the Government to settlersin that 
‘Territory, and the causes which led to Indian hostilities there. . 

It is well known that the title to the territory which comprised what 
is now Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, lying west of the Rocky Mount- 
ains and north of latitude 42° north, was for a long time in dispute. 
It was claimed at different times by Russia, Spain, Great Britain, and 
the United States. Russia’sclaim rested on occupation by fur traders, 
and its southern boundary was undefined. She had established a fur- 
trading post in Northern California at an early day. 

By a treaty ratified by the United States in 1825 the line between 
the territory claimed by the United States and that claimed by Russia 
was fixed at 54° 40’ north latitude. Great Britain, claiming the ter- 
ritory south of that line, made haste to negotiate a similar treaty, de- 
fining 54° 40’ north latitude as her northern boundary. 

The claim of Spain to this country rested upon alleged discovery 
backed by occupation. Spain transferred her interests to France, and 
in 1803 Napoleon sold Louisiana to the United States, and by the Flor- 
ida purchase latitude 42° north was fixed as the boundary between 
Spain and the United States on the Pacific coast, and thereafter the 
controversy concerning the title to the territory was between the United 
States and Great Britain. The claim of Great Britain to the country 
by discovery was indefensible, but as early as 1793 English fur traders 
in private employ pushed into the Oregon country and established 
trading posts there, but made no attempts at permanent settlement 
south of 49° north latitude. 

The claim of the United States rested upon the doubtful claim ac- 
quired from Spain, the voyage of Capt. Robert Gray, of Boston, who in 
1792 entered and explored to some distance from its mouth the River 
Saint Roque, the name of which he changed to Columbia, the name of 
his ship, and the exploration of Lewis and Clarke, who, under orders 
from Fresident Jefferson, crossed the continent, floated down the Col- 
umbia, wintered at Young’s River, near the mouth of the Columbia, and 
explored much of the Oregon country. 

e treaty with Russia fixing, as against the Russian claim to the 
territory, latitude 54° 40’ north as the northern boundary of the pos- 
sessions of the United States, created in the United States a belief that 
was our true boundary as against Great Britain, and the Oregon bound- 
ary was for many years an absorbing question in the politics of the 
coun It formed the subject of political platforms and political 
campaigns; it threatened to involve us in a war with Great Britain; 
the Monroe doctrine was invoked against allowing Great Britain’s claim 
to any part of the Pacific coast. It became apparent to the people of 
the United States and to the Government that the question of title 
would be eventually determined by actual occupation. By the con- 
vention of August 6, 1827, the joint occupation of the Oregon country 
by the United States and Great Britain was continued indefinitely, 
with a provision that either party might annul and abrogate it upon 
giving twelve months’ notice to the other, and from that time forward 
until the Northwestern boundary was finally settled by the treaty of 
1846 occupation became an important factor in determining the ques- 
tion of title. The condition of the western half of North America at 
the time Captain Gray discovered and explored the Columbia River is 
thus graphically described in an article published in the Daily Morn- 
ing Oregonian of Portland, January 1, 1886: ; 
With the anniversary of another century, in the year 1792, exactly three hun- 


dred years after Columbus discovered the New World, and two hundred and 
fifty years after the first can navigator sailed up the west shore of Oregon, 
an American shipmaster discovered the great river of the west. 

Up to that time the western half of North America was so unknown thatfrom 
the Gulf of California tothe icy pole there was scarce a trace of civilization. 
That little was where Jesuit missions to the far south were striving to bring up 
from untold ages of vice and d ion the miserable native hordes that peo- 
pee the choicest regions of the West, These efforts were only then commenced. 

fone could have stood on the divide from whence the melting snows 
turn westward, the view would have been unbroken by one single touch of en- 
terprise, with not a trace of civilization to mar the perfection of its savagery. 
The Indian with bow and arrow followed the chase, or with spear and net 
soughta food-supply from the waters. And somewhere, on that vast expanse 
of wilderness, hostile bands were alwayson the war-path. The war-whoop and 
the savage yell waked many a scene of night, and tlames of torture blazed to 
mark each victory. The Indian of this far West may have heard some rumor 
of the white man’s coming, but on all the hills ann paing and through all the 
mountain wastes, from Athabasca’s snows to California’s perennial summer 
times, the native tribes were, as their fathers had been before them, barbarian 
and savage beyond recall, 


How great the change that time has wrought! Immigration has 
swept across the continent; civilization has taken the place of barbar- 
ism, the arts of peace of perpetual warfare; the then wilderness has 
become the home of millions of intelligent, law-abiding, and liberty- 
loving, industrious, and prosperous citizens, and the native hordes which 
then roamed over that vast territory are confined upon reservations and 
are kept under Government control. This change has not taken place, 
and in the nature of things could not take place, entirely peacefully. 
The conflict between civilization and savage life is irrepressible. It 
needs no prophet to foretell that one or the other must prevail. Civ- 
ilization or extermination is the fate of the remnant of the Indians. 

The occupation of the territory was favored by the Government. As 
we have seen, peaceful occupation by American citizens was provided for 
in the treaty with Great Britain; Government expeditions were sent to 
explore the country; Government protection was afforded to immigrants 
crossing the plains; the patriotism of the people was appealed to, and 
to induce immigration to aid the settlement of the country Congress 
passed an act, approved September 27, 1850, commonly known as the 
donation law, granting to every settler upon the public lands who was 
such prior to September 1, 1850, adonation of the quantity of a half- 
section, or 320 acresof land, ifasingle man, and, if married, the quantity 
of an entire section, or 640 acres, one-half to the husband and the other 
half to the wife in her own right, and to suchasshould become settlers 
between September 1, 1850, and December 1, 1855, the quantity of a 
quarter-section to a single man, and, if married, a half section, one- 
half to the husband and the other half to the wife in herown right. 

Prior to 1830 several unsuccessfal attempts were made by American 
fur companies to establish and maintain postsin the Territory, but they 
failed on account of the opposition and rivalry of established British 
companies. Immigration began in 1832, and after 1838 each year there 
were large additions to the permanent settlements of the country by 
companies of enterprising persons, who had braved the perils and en- 
dured the hardships of the long and tedious journey across the conti- 
nent to establish homes for themselves and hold the country for the 
United States. 

The increasing American immigration added to the perils of joint 
occupation, and it is firmly believed by many that some of the Indian 
massacres and depredations were incited by those unfriendly to Ameri- 
can occupation of the Territory. While it was the policy of Congress 
to induce the settlement of Oregon by the whites and to continue the 
joint occupation until the United States should be able, with the aid 
of the American population of the Territory, to assert and maintain an 
exclusive right to it, the settlers were from the first left without ade- 
quate protection by the Government. The pioneer population of the 
region suffered greatly at first from the inability of the Government to 
afford them protection, and afterward from its indifference and inaction. 
From the commencement of American immigration for the purpose of 
permanent occupation, and from the time it became apparent that 
Great Britain could not compete with the United States in the settle- 
ment of the country, Indian massacres of emigrants commenced. In 
1834, on the Umpqua River, a party of thirty white persons were treacher- 
ously and brutally murdered. This was followed by the massacre of 
Dr. Whitman and his twenty-seven companions, near Walla Walla, by 
the Cayuse and Walla Wallas in 1847. Theseoutbreaks were followed 
by murders of immigrants by bands of Modocsin 1852, by the Southern 
Oregon Indian war in 1853, the Rogue River and Jacksonville wars in 
1855 and 1856, raids of marauding bands of Snakes in Eastern Oregon in 
1858-59, the marauding massacres, murders, and thefts by the Snakes 
in Eastern Oregon and Washington in 1865-’70, the Modoc outbreak in 
1872-73, and the Nez Percé war of 1878. 

In 1858 a committee was appointed by the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Oregon and directed to examine and report in regard 
to depredations upon immigrants in 1854, the number and dates, places 
and namesof persons killed by Oregon Indians in timeof peaceand those 
killed in timeof war by Indianssupposed tobe friendly. Thecommittee 
made a report February 3, 1858, giving the names and dates of persons - 
killed and names of the tribes doing the killing. The following is 
taken from the concluding portion of the report: 

It will be seen by the fo ing list that prior to 1851 by gute of fifty citizens 
were murdered by Oregon Indians, Since 1851 upward of one hundred and 


fifty citizens have been murdered by the Indians of Southern Oregon and their 
immediate allies, and about fifty by the Indians of Northern Oregon and their 
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allies. Many more names could be obtained from papers and living witnesses, 
but your committee have not time to investigate any further. 

Recapitulation : Killed in 1834, 30; in 1835, 4; in 1846, 1; in 1847,16; in 1850,8; 
in aaa Ji; in 1852, 50; in 1853, 11; in 1854, 29; in 1855, 51; in 1856, 45; in 1857,5. 


Isolated from civilization, neglected by the General Government, sur- 
rounded by savage foes, the pioneers of Oregon demonstrated to a re- 
markable degree the self-reliance, the undaunted courage, endurance, 
and capacity for self-government of the American people. It is for 
these brave men who penetrated the wilderness, took possession of the 
Oregon Territory and planted civilization there; who defended their 
hearth-stones against savage foes incited by the emissaries of foreign 
powers; who laid the foundation of prosperous States and Territories 
that are, and the powerful and wealthy States that are to be, and for 
the widows and orphans of those who lost their lives by the neglect of 
the Government that I plead to-day. I demand for them the same 
treatment accorded to all the citizens of the Republic í ra veriod of 
over sixty years from the organization of the Governmeni. [he time 
will come when this demand will be heeded, and provision will be made 
for determining the amounts of their losses by Indian depredations 
and for the payment of their claims, How much better it would be to 
make such provision now, while the evidence can be found to sift the 
false from the true, and while the money will be available to relieve 
the necessities of the original claimants. 

If the committee favors the payment of these claims and the bill of- 
fered by me does not provide the best means for ascertaining the amounts 
thereof, let them devise a better plan and speedily present it to the 
Senate. If it is proposed to repudiate all liability on the part of the 
Government for damages for such losses, I hope nevertheless a report 
will speedily be made, that the opinion of the Senate may be taken on. 
the question. The present condition of these claims is very unsatis- 
factory. An occasional bill for relief is passed; other claimants do not 
understand why the Government should make a distinction between 
its citizens. They press their claims upon members of Congress at each 
session; bills are introduced for their relief; Congress takes no action; 
and the same thing is repeated at the next session. If an obligation on 
the part of the Government to pay these claims exists, a great injus- 
tice is being done to the claimants by the inaction of Congress. If 
there is, in the opinion of Congress, no obligation to pay them and no 
intention of paying them, let us say so and not evade the question 
longer. But, sir, as I have said, the obligation exists. The people whose 
cause I present to-day do not come as suppliants for the bounty of the 
o> but as suitors for what, by every principle of justice, is 

eirs. 

I do not beg, I demand for them what the Government justly owes 
them. I Congress with the virtual repudiation of an obligation 
ofthe Governmentas sacred asits obligation to pay itsoutstanding bonds. 
I charge it with having repudiated this obligation at atime and under 
circumstances which make a most unjust discrimination against the peo- 
ple of the far West, under circumstances which have the appearance of 
selfishness upon the part of the majority of Congress, and indifference to 
its obligation tothe braveand loyal men by whose enterprise and energy 
civilization has been extended over the western slope of the continent. 
Their demand may not begranted; my feeble presentation of theirclaims 
may not even disturb the Committee on Indian Affairs in the even tenor 
of their way. The bill under consideration may be consigned, with the 
others introduced by me which have preceded it, to the files of the com- 
mittee, to sleep the sleep of death; but I have done my duty in present- 
ing the cause of as meritorious a class of claimants as ever sought relief 
from Co; They will never understand why the Government so 
suddenly changed its policy, and why their claims have been repudiated. 
They will not cease to demand from Congress what they conceive to be 
their due; and if their claims shall be now ignored and relief denied 
them, let no one imagine that they will cease from troubling Congress. 
The claims are just. If not paid before, after the present claimants 
shall have passed from the stage of action and the claims are repre- 
sented by their children and grandchildren, and when the Territories 
of the West have been admitted to the Union and are represented in 
both Houses of Congress, their united strength, backed by the uniform 

ice of the Government for so many years and the justice of these 
claims, will succeed in accomplishing what, from their numerical weak- 
ness, the delegation in Congress from the remote West is unable to ac- 
complish to day. 
` Mr. President, I now submit as a part of my remarks a list of special 
appropriations for payment of Indian depredation claims, as follows: 


SPECIAL LEGISLATION. 


Appropriations for Indian depredation claims: 

The following is a list of special appropriations for payment of Indian depre- 
dation claims. In each casc it is stated whether payment is to be made from the 
‘Treasury or from the Indian annuities. The total a a sabia ines ee grey from 
the Treasury is $1,604,028.25; the total appropriated from Ind annuities is 
$197,716.37, But these totals do not embrace the sums appropriated from the 
Treasury by rere ene eres 2, 1827; May 31,1830; June 30, 1534), in which the 
amounts are not specified : 

By act of March 3, 1819 (section 5,3 Statutes, 517), $4,000 is appropriated from 
ig" Tressa hat remit clai of citizens of the United States for property stolen 
or destroyed by the Osages. 

By act of March 2,1827 (6 Statntes 361), William Morrison, late contractor for 
supplies to the Army, is allowed credit (out of the Treasury) for sixty-nine beef 


cattle taken from near the military post of Prairie Du Chien in July, 1816, by cer- 
tain predatory tribes of Indians, 

By act of March 25, 1830 (6 Statutes 408), the Secretary of War is directed to pay 
$6,703 from the Treasury to four persons for property taken by the Osage Indians 
from 1816 to 1823, 

By act of May 31 1830 (4 Statutes 428), certain depredation claims are referred 
to the Third Auditor to be decided a to the provisions of section 14 of 
the act of March 30, 1802, the money to be paid out of the Treasury. 

By act of March 2, 1831 (4 Statutes 470), $1,300 is appropriated from the Treas- 
oz for peyan of sundry claims for Indian dep ons, 

y act of June 28, 1834 (4 Statutes, 705), $7.800 is appropriated from the Treasury 
to defray the expense of investigating claims inst the Seminoles for property 
pectin ar Ne patie by them and for liquidating such as may be satisfactorily 
established. 

By actof June 30, 1834 (4 Statutes, 721), payment not exceeding $250,000 is granted 
out of the Treasury to citizens of Georgia for claims founded upon the capture 
and detention or destruction of property by Creek Indians prior to the act of 
March 30, 1802. 

By act of June 30, 1834 (6 Statutes, 581), certain claims for Indian depredation are 
referred to the Secretary of War, who is directed to pay out of the Treasury all 
which shall be established. 

By act of July 1, 1836 (6 Statutes, 659), $403 is appropriated from the faioee-vn to 
James Alexander,and $575 to [ra Nash for losses sustained and depredations 
committed by Sac and Fox Indians in 1814. 

By act of July 2, 1836 (6 Statutes, 671), the of War is directed to pay to 
Joesph Bogy $5,000 from the Indian annuities for his merchandise and property 
taken or destroyed by the Choctaw Indians in 1807, 

By act of March 3, 1837 (5 Statutes, 158-162), the President is directed to report 
to Congress as to depredations commitzed by the Seminoles and Creeks, before 
and after the recent Indian war. 

By act of March 3, 1841 (6 Statutes, 822), the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
to pay out of the Treasury, to Avery, Saltmarsh & Co., mail contractors, $9,779, 
for property employed b7 anen in transporting the mail, captured and destroyed 
by the Creek Indians in y, 1836, 

By act of June 15, 1844 (6 Statutes, 913), the Secretary of War is directed to pay to 
George Wallis $3,000, out of the Indian annuities, for the destruction of cattle be- 
longing to the said Wallis by the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indians, 

By act of A 9, 1846 (9 Statutes, 24 Private), $1,500 is appropriated from the 
Indian annuities to pay to the legal representatives of Cyrus Turner for depre- 
dations committed by Sioux Indians. 

By act of March 2, 1847 (9 Statutes, 41 Private), $1,081 is appropriated from the 
Hene ry to pay Elijah White and others for property taken by the Pawnee In- 

ans, 

By act of March 3, 1847 (9 Statutes, 41 Private), $676.91 is appropriated from the 
Treasury to pay Joseph E. Primeau and Thomas J. Chapman for depredations 
committed by Yankton Indians. 

By act of August 14, 1548 (9 Statutes, 90, Private), $800 is appropriated from the 
Treasury to pay Charles N. Gibson for a Wagon captured and destroyed by the 
Seminole Indians in Middle Florida in February, 1839. 

By act of March 3, 1849 (9 Statutes 141, Private), $4,155 is appropriated from the 
Areaan to pay Thomas Talbot and others for property taken by the Pawnee 

ndians, 

By act of August 30,1852 (10 Statutes, 41, 55), $1,200 is ap riated from the 
Treasury to pay James M. Marsh for losses for property roi ots by the Sioux In- 
dians while extending the line of surveys under contract. 

By actof January 18, 1855 go Statutes, 843), $500 is appropriated from the Treas- 
ag to pay Moses D. Hogan for cattle taken by the Indians. 

y act of August 18, 1856 (LL Statutes, 65, 81), 
ordered to investigate claims for depredations by Indians in New Mexico. 

By act of March 16, 1858 (11 Statutes, 
the lst day of June, 1852, was appropriated trom the Treasury to 
ilton, of Birt eg County, Ohio, for his time and services du: 
onment with the Indians in the war of 1812 with Great Britain. 

By act of June 19, 1860 (12 Statutes, 44, 58), $16,679.74 is bpd seh nip gs from the 
Treasury to pay for the loss and destruction of property of citizens of Minnesota 
and Iowa at Spirit Lake in 1857, by Sioux Indians. 

By act of reh 2, 1861 (12 Statutes, 203), $9,640.74 is appropriated from the 
Treasury to indemnify citizens of lowa and Minnesota for destruction of prop- 
erty at or near Spirit Lake by Inkpadutah’s band of Sioux Indians, 

y act of February 16, 1863 (12 Statutes, 652, 658), provision is made for payment 
out of their forfeited annuities for damages done by Sioux Indians in Minnesota 
on the occasion of the Sioux massacre in 1862. 

By act of May 28, 1864 pang 92), $928,411 is appropriated from the Treas- 
ury to pay the awards of the commission under the act of February 16, 1863, for 
damages done by the Sioux Indians in 1862, and a further sum of $241,963 is ap- 
propriated for additional claims, 

By act of June 29,1866 (14 Statutes, 609), $28,175 is a) riated from the Treas- 
ury for Elizabeth Woodward and George Chorpenning for destruction of prop- 
erty by Indiens 1862, and by the second section of the same act $26,370 is appro- 
priated from the Indian annuities to pay George Chorpenning for property de- 
stroyed by Indians prior to April 1, 1856. 

By act of March 2, 1868 (15 Statutes, 356), $400 is appropriated from the Treasury 
to the widow of Maj. Gen. I. B, Richardson for one mule and four horses stolen 
from him by Apache Indians while on Te duty in New Mexico. 

By act of April 10, 1869 (16 Statutes., 13, 39), $10,906.84 is appropriated from the 
pra to pay for depredations committed by Indians in 

n A 

By act of February 27, 1871 (16 Statutes., 704), $2,564.10 is appropriated out of 
oy. money appropriated for the benefit of the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians, 
to Lucy A. Smith, for losses by depredations of said Indians in Nebraska. 

By act of May 7, 1872 (17 Statutes, 395), commissioners are pet to exam- 
ine into depredations committed by Indians and Mexicans in Texas. 

By act of May 21, 1872 (17 Statutes, 661), $14,650 is appropriated from the Treas- 
uy io gann fy Charles F. Tracy for depredations committed by Apaches in 

ay, 15/0, 

By act of June 5, 1872 (17 Statutes, 675), $10,000 is py Wi sine w from the Treas- 
oy me pay Mrs, Fanny Kelly for property taken an estroyed by Sioux Indians 


By act of June 10, 1872 (17 Statutes, 690), $30,000 is appropriated from the Treas- 
ury to pay the heirs of Alexander Watson for property lost, captured, or de- 
stroyed in Florida during the Indian hostilities commanding in x 

By act of June 10, 1872 fi7 Statutes, 701), $13,200 is pack pha pce from the Treas- 
ury to Elbridge Gerry for valuable services rende: the Government in 1864, 
Ny for all claims for Indian depredations up to the date of the passage of this 


a 
By act of March 3, 1873 (17 Statutes, 766), $2,250 is eg bh bw from the Treas- 
bat Sa Mrs. Ann Marble, administratrix, for losses by depredations by Cheyenne 
ans. 
By act of April 28, 1874 (18 Statutes, 543), $1,095.37 is appropriated from the 
peceeuay, to pay Mrs. Siloma Deck for losses by depredations by Sioux Indians 
n 


By act of March 3, 1875 ge Statutes, 424), $2,500 each is appropriated to Ade- 
laide German and Julia rman, two white children captured in Kansas, the 
same to be withheld from annuities due the Cheyennes, 

By act of March 3, 1877 (19 Statutes, 549), $2,253.92 is appropriated from the 


orthwestern Iowa 
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remakes Soper Haia O. Dampers for Aanias ber ome Tatiane in Minnesota 


By act of March 3, 1879 (20 Statutes, 396), $2,915 with interest at 7 per cent. is 
from any treaty funds of wa In to the heirs of Abel 
8. for propert: ken ant destroyed by the Kiowa In in 1872. 

By act of March 3, 1879 (20 Statutes, 396), $5,000 is out of any money 
appropriated for the use and efit of Indians, to Mrs. 

og re 8, 1890 (21 Statutes, 549), $15,857.50 is to Hı 
a une ” proprieta enry 
aeren for damages sustained by depredations of Indians 1871, while Warren 


x a Soyenment contractor, the same to be withheld from the amounts due 
Indians. 

By act of June 16, 1880 (21 Statui $2,000 is appropriated from the annui- 
Sioa tine KA Cheyenne PAg teeny PS ans to Amanda M. Cook, whose mother 


was killed and herself captured by the Indians in 1865. 

By act of March 3, L (21 Statutes, 610), $58,059.46 is a) riated from the 
Treasury to pay Dodd, Brown, & Co., assignees of E. M. Durfee & Co., and others, 
for depredations committed by various tribes of Indians, the amounts to be de- 
d from the annuities. 

By act of May 17, 1882 (22 Statutes, 86), $9,870.10 is appropriated from unex- 

näed balances of treaty funds to pay various claimants for damages caused 

a raid of Northern Chapant, 

By act of March 3, 1883 (22 Statutes, 804), $12,200 is ropriated from moneys 

due the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians 'to 1 AE raa Newman and D. and B. 


Powers for dej ions committed by 
By act of March 20,1884 (23 Statutes, ree wee appropriated from the 
ene. to pay Lo y for ns committed by the Modoc In- 
ns. 


By act of March 3, 1885 (23 renee! bate $46,770.21 is 
Doyen ra of annuities for depredations committed by 
ndians. 


List of all treaties by which the Indians agree to allow payment of claims nst 
them, out of their annuities for depredations commitied on the property of white 


ropriated to pay W.C. 
Cheyenne and Arap- 


men, 
[The references by pages are to the “Revision of Indian Treaties,” 1873.] 


ll 10 
6 2 
8 pal 
4 32 
9 5 
1 130 
1 136 
4 255 
Comanches, Kio Apaches. Feb, 12,1854 ais EEN 
es, Was, ‘eb. 
Comanches, Kiowas..........+00» = Aug. 25, 1868 1 319 
July 25, 1868 1 328 
peo 18.1839 3 338,339 
pr. 
. BO, 1825 7 412 
Feb. 211838 35.7 456,457 
‘eb. 
Apr. 18,1859 9 | 463, 464 
Aug. 12, 1818 1 528 
Apr. 29, 1859 8 | 537,538 
. 3, 8 563 
June 21, 1854 10 | 567,563 
see note c below).... .| Jan. 7,1819 1,2 | 575,576 
see note d below)........ «see Dec. 30, 9 580 
Osages (see note e below «| Mar, 2,1839 6 584 
Oregon, Middle... Apr. 19, 1859 7 627 
Otoes and Misso June21, 1854 9 640 
Pawnees. 26, 5 653 
CRS. snese Apr. 11,1859 q 664 
Quapaws....... July 15, 1818 6 | 717,718 
Quinaielts, &e. Apr, 11,1859 8 | 725,726 
Sacs and Foxes.. ‘eb. 12, 5 | 738,739 
Apr. 29,1859 9 803 
July 10,1866 4 805 
. 26, 1859 iL 861 
. 31, 1859 6 85, 89 
. 31, 1859 6 907 
besonconcen Feh. 24, 1869 1 | 914,915 
Bannacks..... Feb, 24, 1869 1 932 
ee reese a0 sees: — o 1864 : 980, ct 
mpquas and Calapooias............++ ar, 30, 1855 
Ubon pen cee oe Nov. 6,1868 6 | 983, 984 
Walia Wallas and Cayuses..... „| Apr. 11,1859 8 992 
Yakamas........0....00 eosceseson Apr. 18, 1359 8 1045 


a The United States agrees to appropriate $100,000 to pay for depredations and 


forcible exactions, 
b Tne United States to pay for all depredations since 1815, 
c Depredations co tted since 1814 are to be paid by the United States, in 


consideration of the cession of Indian lands, ` 
d The United States agrees to pay for all de ions since 1808, 
e The United States agrees to pay all de: ion claims. > 
List of all treaties by which the Indians agree to use their best efforts to return 
stolen property or to punish offenders, but do not provide for payment out of their 
anntities. 
[The references by pages are to the “Revision of Indian Treaties,” 1873.] 
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List of all treaties which the Indians agree to use their best fo return 
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Tribes. Date. Article. | Page. 
Miamis ............cc-0eres: TASIS Ae S 9 519 
„| Feb. 6,1825 6 466 
Dee. 26, 1815 9 | 573,574 
sopen Jan. 21,1867 10 588 
Feb. 6,1826 5 632 
Feb. 6,1826 5 63 
Feb. 6,1826 5 | 667,688 
Feb, 26, 1826 6 | 728,729 
Apr. 12, 1854 6 | 731, 732 
July 17, 1854 10 | 761,762 
sane), OWS R l4 800 
Sioux, ` 5 868 
Sioux, bey 5 | 872,873 
Eis | ai 
ossoa y 7 
Winnebagoes iss 23, 1855 10 1010 


List of all treaties by which it is provided that the Indians shall be paid by the Gov- 
ernment for depredations committed on their property by while men, 


[The references by pages are to the “Revision of Indian Treaties,” 1873.] 
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T ask now thatthe bill introduced by me to-day be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and if that is the proper reference for a bill 
to make an appropriation for the payment of claims audited and allowed 
I ask also that Senate bill 1820 go to the same committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the proper disposi- 
tion of the Senator’s bill, but it seems to me that it being a bill con- 
ferring jurisdiction over certain matters on the Court of Claims itis in 
the nature of a bill requiring the care of the Judiciary Committee, 
Would it not be well to refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the controlling and important question is 
whether we are going to make provision for disposing of these claims. 
That I suppose ought to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Bat 
as far as regards the mere question of whether this is a proper tribunal 
or not, and whether the provisions of the bill are proper to enable the 
Court of Claims to dispose of thesubject matter properly, probably that 
cA a a question, but it is not the important question involved in 

e a 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course after the proper laws have been passed an: 
regulations provided for the investigation of these claims and they have 
been adjudicated, then I suppose it would be proper that a provision 
making an appropriation for their payment should go to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to hear from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.DAWES. Itseems to me there is very little in this measure that 
requires it to be considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is 
not specially the relations of the Indians to the Government that would 
determine the question involved in the bill. It is a-breader question, 
affecting the general duty of the United States to its own citizens, not 
growing out of any particular relation of the Indians to the United 
States, whether the United States will take money out of its Treasury 
to pay its own citizens for losses they have sustained at the hands of 
Indi That is a question which I do not see that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs are especially called on to consider. It is a question 
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broader than anything that the Indian Committee considers. It con- 
siders as to the treatment of the Indians themselves. This is the treat- 
ment of citizens of the United States by the United States; and so far 
as the Indian Committee is concerned, I am quite certain it would pre- 
fer that the Senate should come to a conclusion, and the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, of all other committees, it seems to me should consider that 
question. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will consent that it shall go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and if that committee think it ought to be reported back 
and sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs, that will do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope if will not go to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, first because I think it relates really to the general Indian 
question with which the Committee on Indian Affairs as at present 
constituted is more familiar than any former committee I have ever 
known in my experience here, and possesses the entire confidence of 
the Senate as to its thoroughness and impartiality. It is really an In- 
dian question, or related to the Indian question. 

Then as to the Committee on the Judiciary, I am bound to say that 
we are so overburdened with matters now under consideration that it 
could not be expected that we should be able to take this thing up out 
of its order, and probably we should be unable to do anything about 
it at this session at all. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to say, Mr. President, that the Congress of 
the United States has separated the Indians from this question by stat- 
ute. It has definitely, so far as I understand it, determined that the 
United States are not to take out of their Treasury money to pay for 
these depredations in the absence of funds in their possession belong- 
ing to Indians; and so far as these claims are concerned, in so far as I 
have been able to examine them, they lay against, if at all, Indians 
who have no funds in our hands; and it is a question, if they are to be 

id at all, whether they are to be paid out of the Treasury of the 

nited States, and that is a broad question of the duty of the United 
States to its citizens. The Indian has passed outof connection with it 
by a statute. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Then let it go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES. So far as the exanfination of each claim goes, that is 
as to the extent of it, to ascertain whether it is a just claim and how 
much is due in each particular case, it would be just as impossible for 
the Indian Committee to discharge that duty as for the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. I know the Judiciary Committee is crowded with business, 
and so is the Committee on Indian Affairs, There are at this moment 
forty-one bills before that committee which are styled Indian depreda- 
tions which have come here reported from the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the question at the bottom of them all is whether it is 
the duty of the United States to respond from its Treasury to meet 
such claims. The Committee on Indian Affairs are waiting the decis- 
ion or recommendation of some proper committee upon that point, and 
will be governed by that; but for the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
put itself up as a committee on claims or a court of claims to revise 
these claims, it would be impossible for it to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, in answer to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that there is no necessity for that at all. The statute 
provides how these claims shall be proved, and all these claims that are 
recognized in the Interior Department as having any standing at all 
have been proved according to the provisions of the statute, and all 
claims not so proved are not certified or not treated as legitimate claims 
in behalf of the parties who are claiming. There is a great number of 
claims made informally that have never been proved up; but the list 
sent here is the list of claims proved according to the statute. That 
process has already been gone through. There is no necessity for any 
committee of this body to determine that question. 

The point simply is, will the Government of the United States do 
what it did prior to 1859, make good these depredations either out of 
money belonging to the Indians or out of its Treasury? When thatis 
determined, it is barely possible that there may be some necessity for 
a further scrutiny of some of these claims; but that can be had after 
the first question is determined; and the only matter I think that is 
worthy of consideration now is, shall the Government make good either 
out of the moneys it holds in trust for the Indians where it does hold 
any, or where it does not hold such moneys out of its own Treas- 
ury, to the citizens of the Western country these losses growing out of 
oe depredations which the Government always did pay prior to 

Mr. DAWES. Without doubt the question presented by the Sena- 
tor from Colorado stands at the front and must be decided to begin with, 
and therefore it had better be decided before any committee is charged 
with any duty of re-examining these claims. The Senator seems to 
think that as these claims are reported from the Interior Department, 
it will hardly be necessary to go back ®f that report. I have not gone 
into the late report—the report made at this session—enough to be able 
to express an opinion on that; but I heard the Senator from Oregon a 
little while ago speak of a report that was made to the other body, 
ert I think he said $3,000,000 of claims had been reduced to $50,- 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him, unless 
the Senator from Oregon will explain that. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I should like to makea suggestion without repeating 
what I said. This is a question that we can not with safety to our- 
selves ignore much longer. In the volume before me [exhibiting], the 
special report of the Interior Department on this class of claims, there 
are four thousand five hundred claims, and they aggregate $15,000,000. 
As I said, most of these claims have been examined and reported fa- 
vorably by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress in his annual re- 
ports on Indian depredation claims. At the last session of Congress in 
the Indian appropriation bill we made an appropriation of $10,000, and 
I think, although it is somewhat doubtful, authorized the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior to re-examine 
into them. In part mse to that resolution he has sent this letter, 
embracing a list of all these claims, stating against what tribes they 
are preferred and the amount claimed. I understand that on the 3d of 
this month he sent another letter, in response to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives, in which he stated that he had examined 
claims amounting to $3,000,000 and had ruled out all but $50,000 of 
the 33,000,000. 

That, however, is hearsay. I have not seen the report, but itis stated 
that he ruled them out on the ground that they were barred by the limi- 
tation contained in section 17 of the act of 1834, which was certainly 
expressly repealed by the Revised Statutes, and I think was impliedly 
repealed when we ceased to pay these claims out of the Treasury and 
outoftheannuities. Ifthatdecision stands there will be not only forty- 
one bills, but there will be forty-one hundred bills before the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs at the next session of Congress asking payment of 
these claims on the ground that they have been ruled out by this new 
ruling of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and are not to be reported 
as audited by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress, and they will 
all come here for ptivate relief. 

It is time Congress said, ‘‘ We will not pay these claims at all; we will 
repudiate this obligation, although we have held out this hope all the 
while, although we have authorized these claims to be submitted to the 
Interior Department, and proved and audited and reported to Congress 
for the last quarter of a century;’’ we had better either stop now and 
say, ‘‘ We will never pay any of them,” and cease passing an occasional 
bill for private relief, or makesome provision for paying. Weare bound 
to do that for our own protection, because if this new ruling stands of 
the Secretary of the Interior raling ont on re-examination the claims 
audited and reported favorably, then the parties will come to Congress 
for relief; and that renders the creation of some tribunal which can treat 
these questions necessary, I think, to which all these claims may be 
submitted without regard to the question when they were submitted to 
the Interior Department. It is an important matter, and I am only de- 
sirous to have it go toa committee that will giveitattention. As I say, 
the important question is, will we pay claims, or provide a tribunal to 
investigate and determine the amounts that aredue? The mere ma- 
chinery by which we do that is one thing and is a question of minor 
importance. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no disposition to give this subject the go-by 
byany means. I have been appalled by the book that has been sent up 
here and by the oppressive burden of these claims that have been for 
years knocking at the door of the committee-room of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, for there it seems they have gone; I do not know why; 
nor do I desire to reflect at all upon the labor heretofore expended by 
the Interior Department upon the examination of these claims. With 
the material at their command, and with the money appropriated for it, 
they have done all they could heretofore and this present year; but in 
the nature of the case, the longer they are investigated the less each one 
of these claims, speaking as a rule, will belikely to be. They are ofa 
kind which, when you come to sift them, will bear a great deal of re- 
duction. Yet there is a vast amount of honest claims on somebody by 
the citizens of the United States which demand a hearing and demand 
of the United States some sort of response to that application. 

The applicants ought to know what to expect. They can not get any 
sum amounting to anything from any annuities in the Treasury or any 
trust funds there, for the claims asa general thing are against that body 
of Indians who have long since spent all their money that was in the 
Treasury, and they have got to come, if at all, out of the United States 
Treasury directly; and if we can once establish the policy of the United 
States toward them, if it be adverse to them, they ought to know it. 

Mr.DOLPH. The Senator will allow me a word. He speaks about 
the Indians having spent their annuities. The annuities have been 
paid to the Indians from year to year and expended by them notwith- 
standing there are stipulations in the treaties that they should be ap- 
plied on these claims. © 

Mr. DAWES. While claims enough to exhaust the annuities have 
been pending ten or fifteen years, we have paid out their annuities and 
trust funds all that time, and passed a law that there should be no 
moneys taken out of their trust funds except by aspecial appropriation 
passed under another law that would not pay them out of the Treasury 
or something of that kind. So we have left these people totally igno- 
rant upon the question whether they were to be recompensed ‘or not. 

I am notsayinga word against them, because I know that very many 
of them have honest claims against somebody. Whether the United 
States will ever feel that they can take the money out of their Treasury 
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and make these citizens whole I do not think ought to be a matter to be 
considered, in the first instance, by the Indian Committee; for whether 
that be wise or not has nothing to do with the treatment of the Indian; 
it is outside of that. While the Indian Committee—I do not speak for 


myself; all the rest of them—are very industrious and hardworking 
members and are willing to do their whole duty, they think that it will 
be utterly impossible for them to pay proper attention to this question 
involved in limine, upon the threshold, before we go into the examina- 
tion of how much each claim is, whether it isa claim that anybody 
can pay after it is found out thatthe Indian has nothing. I want that 
settled. I want it settled before any committee is overwhelmed with 
the four thousand claims, every one of which they have got to examine 
to some extent. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to make a statement in regard to the 
law which was passed for the payment of these claims ont of the Treas- 
ury. We did not pass any law that they should not be paid out of 
the Treasury, nor could we, for we have been constantly paying them 
at every session by special bills. The law we passed was that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should not pay them out of the Treasury with- 
out an Se ae by Congress, as was done prior to 1859. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Thatis thegeneral law; but as the Senator says, some- 
times a claimant who has the good fortune to have a friend in Congress 
that will press his claim has got his claim through to be paid out of the 
Treasury, and that is spread abroad among the other claimants and 
ai come here, and two more in place of that one get a rebuff and are 
told they can not be paid out of the Treasury. That is the trouble. 
Once in a while we pay one of these claimants out of the Treasury and 
ali the others want to know why they are not treated in the same way, 
and they come here and spend their money and their time in advanc- 
ing what they think is an honest claim against somebody, and in the 
end they are turned off. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, may I inquire what is the question 
before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). 
erence of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that 2 o’clock has arrived and the unfinished business should be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill of 
the Senator from Oregon will be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The Chair hears no objection. The hourof 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like a reference of the other bill while we 
are upon it. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the President to announce that there 
was no objection to the reference of the bill to the Committee qn Indian 
Affairs. I donot know but that it is too late toraise an objection now, 
but I should like the yeas and nays on that question. I do not think 
it is : matter that the Committee on Indian Affairs are called upon to 
consider. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would rather they should not do it if they are 
not called upon to do it. 

Mr. DAWES. It belongsto the Judiciary Committee, Ishould think. 


SENATE EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolutions; which were ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed: 
Resolved, That R. A. Fennel, a Democrat, 


The ref- 


hereto | employed as a skilled la- 


rged by the Sergeant-at- 


Arms without cause except to make place for a Republican, be reinstated on the 
roll of Senate oer Sg 
2. Resolved, That the Republican majority of the Senate will allow the Dem- 
ocratic minority the same number of Senate employés with the same propor- 
tion of salaries as were allowed by the Democratic majority to the Republican 
minority in 1879, 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES. When the Senate adjourned yesterday it was the 
understanding thatwe should go into executive session at an early hour 
to-day. I yielded, however, for the purpose of allowing the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH | to make the remarks which he has made. 
The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] appeals to me to post- 
pone my motion to go into executive session until he submits some 
remarks on the interstate-commerce bill, which is the pending order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a remark ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM, As amember of the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce which reported the bill before the Senate, I desire to give notice 
to the Senate that after to-day, at the next sitting, I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to renew the consideration of the bill and to continue its considera- 
tion from day to day until itis disposed of, in the hope that we may 
get it out of the way so that it will not be in the road of other bills 
that are being pressed before the Senate. I hope the Senate will bear 
in mind ànd allow the bill to be taken up on Monday, if we shall ad- 
journ over until then, and will continue its consideration from day to 
day, if it requires more than one day, until it is finally disposed of by 
the Senate. ; 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I thinkit right tosay, in the absence of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that there are subjects of 
pressing importance for consideration of the Senate acting with closed 
doors, which all the Senators understand, that have been pendinga great 
deal longer than interstate commerce has, and that ought to beattended 
to, and therefore I shall put in my caveat for one that, now that we are 
not bound by courtesy to yield to my friend from West Virginia, I trust 
we shall proceed from day to day until we dispose of the pressing mat- 
ters in executivesession. That will be for theSenate todetermine when 
the motion is made. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I have been able to perceive there is not 
very much disposition to discuss the bill before the Senate at length; 
and I think if the Senate would allow its consideration for a day or a 
little more we should soon be able to dispose of it; and the Senator from 
Vermont can then get the floor for executive business, so far as I am 
concerned, as long as he wants to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ishare the anxiety which the Senator from Ver- 
mont manifests to dispose of the executive business before the Senate. 
I can not, however, resist the appeal which the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia makes to me that he be allowed to occupy the floor for a short 
time onthepending bill, and I give notice that at the end of his remarks 
I will then move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, the remarks I propose to make relate 
chiefly to the provisions of the fourth section of this bill, which I con- 
ceive to be its most important feature, and as I have pro an amend- 
ment which materially affects its general application, I prefer to intro- 
duce it into the general discussion now in order that it may have its 
share of consideration along with the provisions of the bill as a whole. 

The committee appointed by the Senate to investigate and report 
upon the subject of interstate commerce has performed its duty labori- 
iously and with marked ability, and has submitted with its report a 
large amount of most interesting and useful information upon this im- 
portant subject. 

There is no longer any doubt that the interests of commerce and the 
demands of the country require effective legislation to equalize and regu- 
late transportation. Public opinion as well as the railroads themselves 
have made marked progress in this directionin the pastfew years. The 
report of the committee only echoes the almost unanimous sentiment 
upon this subject when it says—I quote from page 175 of report: 

It is the deliberate judgment of the committee that upon no public question 
are the people so nearly unanimous as upon the proposition that Congress 
should undertake in some way the regulation of interstate commerce. Omittin, 
those who speak for the railroad interests, there is practically no difference o 
opinion as to the necessity and importance of such action by Congress, and this 
is fully substantiated by the testimony accompanying this report, which isa fair 
consensus of public sentiment upon the question, The committee has found 
among the leading representatives of the railroad interests an increasing readi- 
ness to accept the aid of Con in working out the solution of the railroad 
problem which has obstinately baffled all their efforts, and nota few of theablest 
railroad men of the country seem d to look to the intervention of Con- 

as promising to afford the best means of ultimately securing a more equita- 


le and satisfactory adjustment of the relations of the transportation interests 


to the community than they themselves have been able to bring about. 
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I assume, therefore, that there is no longer much difference of opin- 
ion ups the wisdom and necessity of Congress passing a bill to regu- 
late interstate commerce, and, in my judgment, the committee has 
submitted with its report a bill which, in its main features, will meet 
the approbation of the country. 

The methods for carrying out and enforcing the provisions of the bill 
by creating a Government bureau in the Interior Department for that 
p will, I think, be regarded with particular favor for the reason 
thatit establishes a tribunal under the control of the Government to en- 
force its provisions without cost to individual shippers. No matter how 
wise and efficient any law for this purpose may be in its provisions, if 
its execution depends upon the efforts of individuals to enforce it many . 
violations would be submitted to rather than incur the expense and 
trouble of seeking redress in the courts. 

But, Mr. President, itis not my object to discuss the general features 
of the bill that has already occupied the attention of the Senate. My 
object is to call the attention of the Senate to the fourth section of the 
bill as reported by thecommittee, and to urge the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by me to that section. 

I will ask the Secretary to report the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Strike out all of section 4 from'the first to the eighteenth lines, inclusive, and 
insert in lieu thereof: 
BE Ep trp gen pep gia md T 
similar amount and kind of ropes. for concen, receiving, storing, forward- 


ing, or handling the same, for a shorter than for a longer distance, which in- 
cludes the shorter distance, on any one railroad; and the road of a corporation 


shall include all the road in use by such corporation, whether owned or oper- 
ated by it undera contract, agreement, or lease by such corporation.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. The fourth section_as it now stands in the bill is as 
follows: 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier tocharge or receive 
any greater compensation in the 


aggrgate for the transportation of passengers 
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or property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer 
distance over the same line, in the same direction, and from the same original 
point of departure: ver, That upon application to the commission 
sppointed under the provisions of this act, such common carrier may, in special 
cases, be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the 
transportation of passengers or property ; and the commission may from time 
to time make general rules covering exceptions to any such common carrier, in 
cases where there is competition by river, sea, canal, or lake, exempting such 
designated common carrier in such special cases from the operation of this sec- 
tion of this act; and when such exceptions shall have been made and published 
they Lower have like force and effect as though the same had been specified in 
s on. 

Any common carrier who shall violate the provisions of this section of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of extortion, and shall be liable tothe person or per- 
sons nst whom any such excessive charge was made for all damages occa- 
sioned by such violation. 


The provision contained in the section, as reported, to prohibit charg- 
ing more for a shorter than a longer haul does not go far enough to 
pee against the evils of discrimination most largely complained of 

y shippers all over the country. 

At the last session of the Forty-eighth Congress, when a bill some- 
what similar to the one now under consideration was before the Sen- 
ate, but which did not contain any provision to regulate charges for 
long and short hauls, I advocated an amendment substantially the 
same as the one now pro’ yi 

I have always been of the decided opinion that a provision prohibit- 
ing the charging more for a shorter than a longer haul, which embraced 
the shorter haul, embodied the mostimportant feature that could be em- 
braced in any bill for the regulation of transportation, and I am more 
and more impressed every day with the comprehensive justice and im- 
portance of such a provision, unqualified by limitations and excep- 
tions. In my opinion it is the key to the whole transportation prob- 
lem to prevent iminations and to force the railroads to properly 
adjust rates from competing points. The principle is fair to both rail- 
roads and shippers under all circumstances, and there should be no 
exceptions to the rule. 

The fourth section of the bill as reported is intended to recognize 
this principle, but its limitations and provisos destroy its force and value, 
and renders it inadequate to meet the universal demands of all sections 
of the country upon this subject. The committce in its report recog- 
nizes this principle. 

I quote from page 195: 

$ RATES ON LONG AND SHORT HAULS, 

The most la: ed for-the ti f ust discrimina- 
Unig haD AA pinnae ‘and eee qasonihol distance hae Soon whats ATEA 
“short-haul law,” or the prohibition of a greater sugregaic charge fora shorter 
than for a longer d ce as between shipments of the same kind over the same 
road and going in the same direction. 

No question connected with the problem of railroad rapuiaion has given the 
com: more perplexity than that relating to the utility and expediency of 
Jegislation prohibiting a carrier from charging more for a shorter than fora 
Jonger haul under any circumstances; not that we have any doubt as to the injus- 
tice of such a charge under most circumstances, but because it seems inexpedi- 
ent to enforce such a regulation under all circumstances, 

Palpable discriminations, peculiar to no State or locality, but too common, ap- 
parently, to all, would seem to be remedied by such a provision. It isasked for 
and u top ude the carriers from reimbursing out of local rates and ship- 
pos what they lose by reckless and needless competition upon through rates, 

t is too plain to be made plainer by ment that, within certain limits and 
under certain oft-occurring canditions, the provision would be a useful and fair 


one. 

Jt does not seem as if there could be any justification for charging one ship- 
per more for hauling a car of grain 50 miles than he or another is at the same 
time charged for hauling another car of grain 100 miles over the same road and 
in the same direction, The unfairness of the greater charge for a shorter dis- 
tance is apparent, and yet when careful consideration is given to such instances 
and illustrations as have been cited to the committee it is dificult to avoid the 
conclusion that, while the principle that no greater charge should be made for 
a shorter than for a longer distance is just and right, exceptions to the general 
rule may sometimes warranted, even in the case of individual roads, And 
when the effect of the proposed prohibition is considered with reference to the 
whole internal commerce of the United States, and especially with reference to 
the necessity of preseesiee the prevailing cheap rates for grey enemy trans- 
portation, there is reason to fear that the result of rigidly enforcing the pro- 
posed regulation would be to stifle competition in numberless cases where it 
now exists and is to the general public interest, and haps to deprive the 
country of the benefits of low through rates now for years given to and 
— the tide water, without practical or appreciable advantage to intervening 
points, 

The purpose to be accomplished by prohibiting er charges for shorter 
than for longer hauls is to equalize the existing differences between through 
and local rates. It is intended for the protection of those most in need of pro- 
tection, the shippers at interior non-competitive points, and to prevent corporate 
carriers from charging such shippers unreasonable rates in order to recoup the 
oe cents in reckless rate wars and by carrying through freights at less 

An cost, 

The accomplishment of the purpose aimed at is a “ consummation most de- 
voutly to be wished,” and the necessity of remedying the discriminations com- 
plained of isapparent. The real question to be considered is, therefore, whether 
an absolute prohibition of a greater charg for a shorter than for a longer dis- 
tance would accomplish the result desi: by those who favor such legislation. 


Mr. President, I think the committee would have been fully justified 
in saying that it is tooplain to be made plainer by argument, thatsuch 
a rule is susceptible of universal application, and would, under all 
circumstances, be a useful and fair one. The justice of the general 
principle seems now to be admitted on all sides. The extent and man- 
ner of its application seem to be the only question. 

If the fourth section had stopped at the end of the provision prohibit- 
ing charging more for a shorter than a longer haul over the same road 
and in the same direction, leaving out the words, ‘‘ from the same original 
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point of departure,” in lines 5 and 6, and then had left out the entire 
proviso following, the section would have acconiplished the object in- 
tended to be provided for by the proposed amendment, and the object 
which ought to be provided for and without which any bill will fail to 
meet the widest field of necessity for the passage of a law regulating 
interstate commerce, 

The section as it stands limits the provisions against charging more 
for a shorter than a longer haul to shipments from the same original 
point of departure. Why should this limitation be made? What jus- 
tice is there in it? 

Take, for instance, Chicago as the great starting-point from the West, 
in which all the trunk-line roads leading to the seaboard are in com- 
petition—this provision limiting its operations to the same original 
starting-point would mean, that if a car-load of grain, live stock, or any 
other product was shipped to the seaboard at a given rate, the rates 
on all other shipments of the same kind of freight from Chicago to the 
same points or to intermediate points should not be charged more than 
the through rate from Chicago to the seaboard, but as soon as you get 
out of Chicago the roads have arbitrary discretion to charge the whole 
country outside of Chicago to the seaboard any arbitrary rates they 
choose. 

This would insure to Chicago and other great competitive shipping 
points cheap and uniform rates of transportation in all directions, but 
would deny the same advantages and protection to intermediate points 
and all other sections not blessed with large commerce and competing 
roads. Such a provision might aptly be termed ‘‘A bill to increase the 
wealth and population of commercial cities’at the expense of the coun- 
try at Jarge,’’ for it not only discriminates against shippers, who are 
generally the producers, at intermediate and non-competitive points, 
but it does more—it discriminates against sections of country, it dis- 
criminates against the thrift and enterprise of towns and the distribu- 
tion of manufacturing interests, the value of real estate, and of the gen- 
eral interest and enterprise of the whole country outside of the large 
cities and competitive shipping points. It regulates arbitrarily the 
interstate commerce of the country, and usarps a function which the 
Constitution confides to Congress alone. It amounts to an abuse; and 
abuses will find a correction sooner or later, especialiy where great pop- 
war interests are involved. 

A town or section of country may have manufacturing advantages 
of certain kinds that would enable it to manufacture to advantage in 
competition with larger places at the same rate of freight. But manu- 
facturers and shippers at such points may be either forced into bank- 
ruptey or.compelled to remove their business to the cities or competi- 
tive railroad centers by being charged higher rates on short hauls than 
competitors in the same line of business are charged for longer hauls, 
It has the effect of driving population and business enterprise from the 
country and the towns to the cities and centers of rail competition, 
and of creating for one section over another section commercial adyan- 
tages which no power ought to be permitted to exercise. 

In order to show the workings of the provision as it stands in the 
bill, let us start with a shipment from Chicago or Saint Louis and fol- 
low it through to the seaboard, and for the purpose of this illustration 
we will assume the average distance to be 800 miles and divide it into 
sections of 50 miles each. 

A car-load of freight starts, billed through to the seaboard at $50. 
The provision limits the rate to all other shippers of the same kind of 
freight over the same road from that point to the same destination, or 
to intermediate points over the same road to the same rate, or in case 
of the shorter haul not to exceed the same charge; but after you get 
out 10 miles from the original point of departure the limitation is re- 
moved and shippers may be charged in the first 50 miles 20 per cent. 
more than wascharged from Chicago or Saint Louis to any point in the 
same direction; aud shippers in the next section of 50 miles may be 
charged 30 per cent. more, and so on for any succeeding section, there 
being no limitation as compared with the shipments from other points 
of departure. The right to charge is unlimited except by thecapacity 
of the freight to bear the charges. 

But let us assume that at the end of the sixth section, or 300 miles 
from the first point of departure, the car reaches another important 
shipping center where competition foreesa recognition of the 300 miles 
shorter haul, and the rate from that point is $35 for the car-load, but as 
soon as you get out of that point on the next section of 50 miles the 
limitation is again removed and the conditions may favor charging for 
the sections covering the next 200 miles double the rate charged in any 
of the preceding sections, In other words, the provision extends only 
toshipments from thesame points—and leaves all other points and sec- 
tions open to the same palpable discriminations that now exist, for 
local rates to go up or down as circumstances and location permit. 
Competition fixes rates for cities and centers of trade; individual rail- 
road lines fix it for the country and towns through which they pass, 

Mr. President, we will now go back over the illustration to point out 
the practical features of the discriminations to which shippers so much 
object and so earnestly demand shall be corrected by legislation. The 
charge to the shippers on the first section of 50 miles after leaving the 
original starting-point is not governed by the rates for the longer haul, 
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and may be charged $20, or even $30, more per car than was charged 
for the longer haul. They therefore see passing their doors car-loads 
of the same products from a greater distance going to the same markets 
at a less rate of freight; and this same feature of discrimination may 
and does continue with increased aggravation and injustice at various 
points as the distance increases from the starting-point and diminishes 
toward the markets, until in the States occupying the geographical 
position, like the one which I have the honor in part to represent, sit- 
uated in the line of transit two-thirds of the distance nearer the East- 
ern market, is often charged considerably more for the sanre products 
for one-third or one-fourth the haul than was charged to others from the 
original point of departure in the far West. 

But, Mr, President, the evils of this kind of discrimination complained 
of are not confined by any means to the long hauls from the West, 
The far greater proportion, I would say 80 per cent., originates along 
the lines of railroads from non-competitive points as compared with 
competitive points throughout the country in all directions, and. the 
illustration drawn from the longer haul is applicable to all points and 
distances on every road to which legislation by Congress could apply. 
Take, for instance, competitive points along the Ohio River—where low 
rates prevail by reason of competition—and the non-competitive points 
50 and 100, or even 200 miles nearer the market, the same products 
going in the same direction are often charged 50 per cent. more, and 
sometimes double the amount of the longer haul from the Ohio River 
or beyond it. 

Mr. President, this is not theory, norisit the statement of imaginary 
cases that might exist; it isthe every-day experience. Itisa notorious 
fact that men engaged in agricultural and stock-raising pursuits in 
West Virginia and other States near the Eastern markets, who ship their 
podno from points one-half to three-fourths nearer the markets, will 

met in the same markets with the same kind of products shipped 
two or three times the distance, coming by their own doors at greatly 
less rates, often as much as one-half less. And it sometimes happens 
that shippers living in these States ship their own products to market 
and at the same time purchase products of the same kind in Chicago 
and the West and ship to the same market at the same time at less 
freight than is paid for their own products almost at the market gates. 

In support of this assertion I beg to read a letter, received only a few 
days ago from one of the most substantial, intelligent, and reputable 
farmers of the South Branch Valley, in my State. Ido not give his 
name, for the reason that I have no authority to give it publicity, but 
the letter is only the repetition of complaints received by Senators and 
Representatives almost daily on this subject. The letter says: 

I believe you are op: to the interstate-commerce bill. I believe the peo- 


ple of our State are ost unanimously in favor of it. I know of none who 
are Ac some to it, except those who are interested in special rates and in rail- 
roa 


I will stop here to remark in this connection that I do not know how 
the writer could have imagined this to be my position unless he has been 
deceived by misrepresentations, or imagines that because I have some 
railroad interests in my own State I can not rise to the level of a dis- 
interested conviction on thisimportant subject. I havethat conviction, 
and this is not the first time I have expressed it on this floor. But let 
that pass; that is not the point to which I wish to call the attention of 
Senators. 

The letter goes on to say: 


Pp 
t deal more to get my cattle home than to ship them to the 
Btate ean never prosper unless we can compete with the West in transporta- 


off if we were 500 miles farther west. I own one of the best farms in this part 
of the State, and am offering it for sale in order to go west, where I can get 
cheaper transportation, and many others are doing the same thing and leaving 
our State, 


Now, Mr. President, why should we legislate to perpetuate this dis- 
crimination, that affects the great body of shippers all over the country, 
instead of providing for its relief? I challenge any satisfactory reason 
for it. If.we are in earnest about passing a bill that will reach the 
greatest evils of discrimination let us meet the question fairly and 
squarely. If you limit the provisions ‘‘to the same original point of 
departure,’’ instead of covering the most important principle in long 
and short hauls, it only adds to the evils of the discriminations com- 
plained of by practically sanctioning its most objectionable feature. 

Such a bill discriminates in favor of discrimination, for it discrimi- 
nates against whole sections of country, and would give to large cities 
the monopoly of nearly all kinds of business by reason of the guarantee 
that would be offerred for cheap and uniform Sonoran charges. 
This principle was most eloquently expressed by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mx. Witson], although I believe he voted against the amendment 
then pending. Iquotefrom the remarks of the Senator, page 438, second 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress: 


The people of this country can not be brought to an acceptance of the abnor- 
mal system of forced combination and centralization with which the transport- 
ing corporations have bound to their own real or supposed convenience the in- 
dustrics of the country. Iam glad to feel assured that this isso; for I can not 


believe that the ——— tendency to drive the manufacturing industries and all 
who employ and are employed therein toa comparatively few localities will tend 
to conserve the best public interests, whether we regard them from the stand- 
points of moral, material, or political consideration, singly or combined. The 
system is repressive andunjust. A body-politic can nomore thrive under asys- 
tem which confines the vital forces represented by its employments, its busi- 
ness, its commerce to a few points than can a natural body whose life currents 
are obstructed and denied their normal action. A self-reliant man, whose inde- 
pendence and individuality assert themselves in his ways of life, is always a con- 

uering force. A nation thrives by multiplication of such men; it weakensand 

warfs as their numbers diminish. The rule is not confined to individuals, It 
applies to communities as well asto men. A self-reliant, energetic, prosperous, 
contented community is a national force. Multiply this force, and the nation 
grows in strength, prosperity, contentment; and so long as these conditions 
exist its power will increase and its institutions endure. 

Mr, President, a diffusion of industries will multiply such communities as will 
give us the results I have indicated, and this diffusion will transpire whenever 
the transportation shackles shall have been stricken from the willing limbs of 
communities now impatient of the restraints which hold them toinaction. The 
want to move, but oey can not, They witness the processes of forced centrali- 
zation going on, and feel and know tbat the vast concentration of capital, and 
work, and workers in the ponderous cities gives back no augury of encourage- 
ment to us to let this system go on unchallenged. Idonot mean by this that wo 
should so legislate that cities shall cease to grow; but I do mean that the prac- 
tices of the transporting corporations whereby abnormal growth is forced upon 
a few cities at the expense of the equal rights of other communities shall cease 
by voluntary action or be reformed by law, and in saying this [ look beyond the 
field covered by the material interests of those other communities as they may 
be affected by a diffusion of industries throughout the country, and into that 
even more intricate one where the action of political forces tends to resolve the 
weal or woe of this Republic. Nor do I make the suggestion in any sense from 
the standpoint of partisan consideration, but from that better view which takes 
in the public good, the general welfare and stability of our institutions, regard- 
less of the effect which may fall to any party organization or association of men. 


Thecommitteeadmit, within certain limitations and oft-occurring con- 
ditions, that the provision prohibiting charging more for a shorter than a 
longer haul, which includes the shorter haul, would be a usefuland fair 
one. 

Mr. President, there should be no limitations to these conditions. 
Railroad experts may, and do, advance plausible theories for retaining 
this unlimited control over shipments along thelines of their roads, but 
there can be no just and equitable reason for it. A railroad company 
may say that it can haul a loaded car twice the distance under certain 
conditions for the same amount that it would haul another car, simi- 
larly loaded, one-half the distance. That means that a loaded car can 
be hauled a given distance for nothing, but no railroad company can 
demonstrate that a loaded car can be hauled a given distance for less 


than nothing. = 

The amendment preposed does not provide that the shall be 
in proportion to the distance, or at a rate per mile; it simply requires 
that railroads shall not charge a greater sum for the same kind of freight 
for a shorter haul than it does for a longer haul, which includes the 
shorter. Shippers are willing that the railroads shall receive fair and 
remunerative rates; they do not complain so much of the rates as they 
do of the unfairness of discriminations that gives one section advan 
over another section, one town over another town, and one set of man- 
ufacturers over other manufacturers; that makes lands in one locality 
worth more than in another locality less eligibly situated with refer- 
ence to the markets. And they especially complain to see car-loads of 
the same kind of freight passing their doors from more distant points 
to the same markets at less cost than they pay for transporting the same 
class of freight to the same market a less distance, 

Albert Fink, trunk-line commissioner, and perhaps the highest au- 
thority on railroad traffic in this country, says in his evidence before 
your committee, on page 91: 


The local cha can always be properly regulated when proper through 
tariffs are maintained; hence the first object should be to secure the mainte- 
nance of prey adjusted through tariffs that are reasonable to the public and 
to the railroads, This done there will be no difficulty in adjusting local tariffs 
and preventing unjust discrimination. It isa rule generally adopted by all rail- 
roads to properly iy ye local tariffs to the through tariffs when the latter are 
reasonable and fairly remunerative. For example, the tariffs of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad are so arran, that no Biner ch: is made from any station 
east of Pittsburgh to Philadelphia than from Pittsburgh to Philadelphia, nor 
from any station this side of Chicago than from Chicago. That is a rule gener- 
ally adopted by all roads. 

Senator Harris. Neyer to charge more for a short than for a long distance ? 

Mr. Frxx. I do not Say “never,” because there are conditions under which 
this may be done without any injustice; but it is the inp rule, in making 
tariffs, that whenever a proper through tariff is established, under which the 
railroads can live, they regulate all the local charges so as not to cause any un- 
just discrimination between the through and local rates; but when the railroads 
get into a fight, as some of them are at present, and when they charge 10 or 12 
cents a hundred on grain from Chicago to New York, less than the cost of trans- 
portation, not because such low rates are a commercial necessity, but simply be- 
cause the companies can not control the maintenance of reasonable rates on 
account of dissension among themselves, then the local rates can not be graded 
down to suit those through rates,and unjust discrimination between local and 
through rates is the unavoidable result. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say the local rates can not be graded down? 

Mr. Fixx. They can be, of course; but the result would be that the roads 
would very soon have to stop running, because wos d would not make enough 
money to pay their operating expenses; and it is in this way that the great difli- 
culty arises, which has given just cause to much complaint, that in times of war 
between the railroads, when proper, well- lated tariffs are not maintained, 
the local interests suffer, and unjust discrimination exists. The remedy, how- 
ever, is not to po down the local rates, but to put up the through rates to a 
propor basis which would be just and reasonable both to the public and the rail- 
roads. 

The CnAmmaN. Do you mean by the Government? 

Mr. Fısx, That is the question, There can be no doubt that there must be 
some control exercised over the railroad tariffs that will prevent unjust dis- 
crimination. If the railroads can not govern themselves, then I think it is 
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proper that the Government should step in and give aid to the railroads. In 
that case the question would be whether the Government can give any aid at 
all, and what that aid should be. 

It will be observed that Mr. Fink, who speaks with as much knowl- 
edge and authority from a railroad standpoint as any man in this 
country, concedes the justice of the long and short haul principle, but 
assumes that through rates must control the local rates; and as the rail- 
roads, by reason of competition, rate-cutting, and rate wars, can not 
control the through rates, that the local rates must not be controlled. 
That is to say, that railroad managers must be allowed to cut each 
other’s throats on long hauls from competing points and make up the 
deficiency on the balance of the country by higher rates on shorter 
hauls. 

Mr. President, is it not plain that if Mr. Fink will reverse his prop- 
osition and give stability and something like uniformity to local rates 
he will solve the problem of uniformity and stability to through rates? 
For if railroads are prohibited from charging more for a short than for 
a longer haul, which includes the shorter haul, and they know that 
competition and rate-cutting at distant points means rate-cutting all 
through to the end of the line in the same direction, would the roads 
not be forced in self-preservation to maintain uniform and fair through 
rates in order to maintain proportionate local rates? And why should 
not the local rates be made to govern the through rates to the extent 
that the charge for a short haul should not exceed the charge for the 
longer haul? The more especially so since the intermediate points 

. supply so much the larger proportion of the freight. 
railroads must depend chiefly for support on the traffic originat- 
ing aing the lines of their roads, and for that reason ought to encour- 
age and build up their local business. This is a well-recognized fact. 
Then why should this great preponderance of local traffic be subordi- 
nated to the caprices of a comparatively small amount of traffic fro 
through competitive points? . 
Take, for instance, the tonnage over the Pennsylvania Railroad on 
its main line cast of Pittsburgh, and the statistics for the past four years 
show that a fraction over 90 per cent. originated on its line, and only 
about 10 percent. of what is called through freight originated and came 
to it from lines west of Pittsburgh. And what is true of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad is true to a greater or less extent of all other railroads. 

This statement differs greatly from the general impression in regard 
to the extent and volume of what is called through freights, and I call 
_ the attention of Senators to it; that 90 per cent. of the freight trafic 
passing over the Pennsylvania Railroad east of Pittsburgh originates 
on its line, and that only 10 per cent. comes from west of Pittsburgh— 
the proportion may vary on other roads. And yet this small percent- 
age of through freight is the subject of nearly all the railroad wars and 
rate-cuttings that disturb the transportation of the country. Is it not 
therefore fair, Mr. President, to shippers, and good policy on the 
of the railroads, that the 90 per cent. of local freights originating along 
the line of the road should, within certain limits, govern the rates on 
the 10 per cent. of through business ? 

Mr. Fink says that the tariffs onthe Pennsylvania Railroad are so ar- 

that no higher charge is made from any station east of Pitts- 
burgh to Philadelphia than is from Pittsburgh to Philadelphia, 
nor from any station this side of Chi than from Chicago, and that 
this is the rule generally adopted by all railroads, 

Now, that is just what is asked to be fixed by the proposed amend- 
ment, andit is precisely what is demanded by the great body of ship- 
pers of the country. It embodies a principle of fairness to shippers 
and security to railroads that is beginning to be recognized by nearly 
all railroad men, and I believe that all well- railroads would 
be ready to adopt and be controlled by this principle if, as Mr. Fink 
says, they could control themselves; but asit is conceded they can not 
control themselves Congress ought, in passing an interstate-commerce 
bill, to interpose and assert and maintain the principle for shippers and 
railroads alike. 

Mr. President, this is no new position with me. I advocated the 
same principle in the Forty-eighth Congress when an amendmentsim- 
ilar to the one now proposed only received 11 votes in this body. I 
quote from my speech in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, pages 886 and 
8387: 


In my judgment, many of the evils complained of against the railroads are 
the result of unwise and undue competition between the roads which forces 
them to do things which are unnatural and unhealthy in a business point of 
view, and I believe that careful and progressive legislation will result in great 
advantage to the railroads as well as to the people by protecting the roads from 
the necessities of their own errors, for in nine cases out of ten the unwise nc- 
tion of one road in making undue discrimination forces all the other compet- 
ing roads not only to do the same thing and to adopt for the time being the 
same policy, but even at times to go toa further extreme in the same direction. 

It is now a well-established principle in railroading thatthe movement ofcar- 
loads of freight costs the railroad so much per ton per mile on theaverage. This 
amount is ascertained and known by each road with almost mathematical exact- 
ness, We may assume, if you please, for illustration, that this cost is at the 
average rate of 1 cent per ton per mile for all the freight hauled over the whole 
line of road, and it is equally well known that long hauls can be made at some- 
what less cost in proportion than short hauls, It is, therefore, a fundamental 
principle in railroading that the average rates of tonnage per mile must be kept 
up to a point necessary to yield the road a fair profit on its capital from its 
business. Now, when a road takes its through freight from competitive points 
ona long haul at less than it can afford to do the business per mile and make a 
profit, or at less than it can afford to do the business and pay actual expenses, it 
must make up the deficiency‘on itsayerage business from non-competitive points 


between the starting place and the market to be reached, and the lower it is 
forced to take through freight the higher it must charge on its local freight. 

This is the result of competition forced upon railroads by themselves rather 
than their voluntary action. For it is fair to presume that railroads as a matter 
of business would not of choice discriminate unjustly between sh.ppers, but 
would equalize rates to a reasonable extent to produce the average earnings per 
mile required if they could follow out their own judgment of what would be 
equitable and fair and their own inclinations to do it. 

And again: 

There can be no good reason assigned to justify railroads in making these 
discriminations, and I do not think they do make them from choice, but from 
necessity, to bring up their average earnings. There can be no more reason for 
a railroad charging more for half the labor than for twice the amount of labor 
than there would be for any other interest Foreves by the rules affected by 
machinery and labor, or than there would for charging more for making 
one plow than for making two plows, or fora cart to charge more for carrying 
a load half a mile than it wonld for a mile over the same road; or fora hod-car- 
rier to charge more to carry brick to the first story of a house than he would to 
carry the same brick to the second story over the same ladder by which he 
reached the first story. The costof transportation to a railroad is nieasured by 
the wear and tear of the road and equipment, and the expenses per niils for 
fuel and labor in moving the train ; and there is no theory that I Lave ever seen 
advanced that satisfies my mind that these physical conditions are varied toany 
great extent per mile in proportion to the distance. 


It may be urged by Senators from the Western States that this amend- 
ment will tend to increase the through rates from Chicago, Saint Louis, 
and other large Western competitive points. Iadmit that on its face it 
will have this tendency, butit will have the counterbalancing effectin re- 
ducing the rates to shippers in the same States outside of the large cities. 
Under the operation of the amendment they will be relieved of burdens 
now borne on shipments into these centers from the interior, and so 
the principle will in the end adjust itself without detriment to the con- 
sumers or unjust influences on the large commercial centers. I have 
no complaint to make of the cheap rates given to the Western cities. 
I have no objection to that. What I want is that the nearer shipper 
shall not be charged more than the more distant shipper, and to that 
extent be made to assume and bear hisburdens. But why should ship- 
pers from the far West, cultivating cheaper and more productive Jands, 
ask to receive cheaper transportation for the same kind of products 
than is given to persons nearer the market, cultivating less productive 
and more e; ive lands? 

Why should the shipper of the same kind of products in the States 
of Indiana, Ohio, Tennessee, Kentucky, West Virginia, Virginia, Mary- 
land, Pennsylvania, and other States similarly situated geographically 
be discriminated against and compelled to pay more than is charged 
from Chicago or Saint Louis? I think itis too plain for argument that 
the true principle is, that the nearer shippers should not be charged 
more than the shipper at a greater distance under any circumstances 
or under any conditions. 

Mr. President, I have directed my remarks mainly to that clause in 
the section Spreng its provisions to the same original point of depart- 
ure, because that limitation embraces by far the widest range of ex- 
ceptions in the application of the long and short haul principle. Its 
application, embracing all sections of the country, gives it almost uni- 
versal application, and for that reason is of much greater importance 
than the provision extending discretionary power te vary the rule 
where thereare competing waterways. Thisonly affects comparatively 
few localities, but that provision, in my judgment, is also very objec- 
tionable, for it discriminates against water transportation by allowing 
the railroads to compete against such tra: ion at ruinous rates in 
order to take the freight that naturally belongs to such modes of trans- 
portation. 

If a railroad can not afford to take freight from competitive points, 
that might otherwise go by water transportation, at rates that justify 
the same roads in taking freights of the same kind from nearer points, 
then the water routes should be allowed to carry it without legislative 
interference against their interests. To make this exception would in 
some cases interfere with equality and justice as between railroads. 
Thus New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Norfolk are competitive 
points for exportation; the railroads leading to all these cities are in 
competition at the same points in many sections where limited water 
transportation exists. 

The railroads leading to one of these exporting cities may have water 
competition, while the roads leading to another export city may not have 
water competition. The effect of this proviso would be either to allow 
railroads to compete upon an unequal basis to seaboard cities by reason 
of one point having competing water transportation while another point 
did not haye it, or else, by conceding the competitive rates governed by 
water transportation to all the roads leading to the seaboard, it would 
destroy the long and short haul principles at intermediate points on all 
the roads. a 

The proportion of the amount of freight carried by water is fast being 
diminished, and steeLrails and other improvements in operating rail- 
roads tending to cheapen transportation, added to the certainty ofquicker 
time and diminished risk, is enabling railroads to do the general busi- 
ness cheaper than the water ways. Railroads will in time become al- 
most the sole carriers, but there are still largeinterests and investments 
in the equipments for water transportation, and the water ways still 
serve a most useful purpose in commerce. The speed of its destruction 
and disuse should not be hastened faster than fair, legitimate competi- 
tion produces it. Therefore, whenever it will not pay railroads to take 
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any kind of freight at rates that water ways can afford to take it, then 
the water ways should take it if the shipper prefers it. Railroads are 
now being built along the chief water courses, because it has been 
demonstrated that they can do the business cheaper than it can be done 
by water. Commerce should be left to follow its natural channels, 
and the railroads and water ways should be left to compete without 
discrimination. 

In framing a general law for the benefit of the whole people of this 
country to regulate its vast carrying interests, is it not better to make 
the rule uniform and of general application, in which the interests of 
the vast body of the whole people are to be affected, rather than to make 
exceptions that apply only to isolated cases, and which exceptions may 
affect so materially the purposes of the bill? 

In order to get at the exceptions it becomes necessary to delegate to 
the commission appointed under the provisions of the bill a dangerous 
discretion, which virtually places in their hands the essence of the whole 
question of discriminations intended to be remedied by the bill. It 
will also impair the usefulness and high reputation which the commis- 
sion ought to possess for disinterested fairness and subject it to suspi- 
cions and imputations; for every exception the commission may make 
must be in the interests of the railroads, and it will subject it to em- 
barrassing criticisms, from which it ought to be exempt. 

Mr. President, I wish it understood that I have no warto make upon 
railroads or corporations within the proper limit of their usefulness. I 
only aim at fair and just regulations, such as will correct the unwisdom 
of their own acts and produce approximate stability and fairness in rates 
to their patrons. I know there are in many communities men whose 
hobby it is to denounce railroads, men who are neither laborers, pro- 
ducers, nor shippers themselves, and who never aided with encourage- 
ment or soaba by their means to the employment of labor, the 
building of railroads, or the development of any other useful public en- 
terprise; men who do not create employment or ‘“ make two blades of 

grow where only one grew before.” 

If the development of the country in which they live had depended 
upon their exertions we would have had little interstate commerce to 
regulate, and we and our children perhaps for generations to come would 
have found our way from our forest homes by means familiar to the 
pioneers. In the eyes uf such men, the man who invests his means or 
gives his energies to public enterprises is the subject of suspicion, de- 
nunciation, and abuse. 

Mr. President, I have no sympathy with this class of agitators. They 
agitate, not because they have ever felt or known the effects of discrim- 
inations or the oppression of corporations, but agitate and denounce be- 
cause it is their political stock in trade—a capital that costs nothing, 
an investment which if it pays is all{clear gain to them, and leaves the 
development and thrift of the country to take care of itself or be taken 
care of by thuse who are willing to labor for it and be advertised as 
enemies to the public good. 

Onr railroads have been of untold benefit, They have been the means 
of opening up and developing this country as no other country has ever 
been developed in the same space of time before. They are “‘ the ar- 
teries through which flows the life-blood of the world’s commerce.’’ 
They are the means of civilization and of progress in all the material 
aims and purposes of life. They have become so necessary to t:e de- 
velopment of every section of country, that emigration and capital will 
not go beyond the lines of transportation, and in the very nature of 
things all enterprises of magnitude, whether of railroad, mining, or 
manufacturing interests, must be built up and operated by the aggre- 
gation of capital in the form of corporations. F 

This capital, except in rare instunces, can not be obtained in the 
communities to be benefited most by their construction. It is there- 
fore not only unwise but unjust to foster the impression that such cor- 
porations are public enemies, to be denounced and legislated against as 
such, 

This country has more capital invested in railroads than the aggre- 
gate of all other investments, and these securities are owned through- 
out the country indiscriminately, and they have precisely as much right 
to protection and no more than any other class of pro that exists. 

‘There is no community without the facilities of railroad transporta- 
tion that does not hail with satisfaction the prospect of obtaining it, 
withallitsaccompanying advantagesand conveniences. Without trans- 
portation manufacturing can not exist, mines can not be operated, forests 
can not be turned to value, labor is without demand and forced to seek 
employment where thrift and enterprise follow in the wake of trans- 
portation and commerce. We feel this in the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent, a State which lacks only railroad facilities 
to penetrate and develop its mines of hidden wealth and carry off its 
forests of valuable timber to make it one of the foremost States of the 
Union in wealth, prosperity, and increasing population. For these 
reasons I would ask no unjust or oppressive legislation to retard deyel- 
opments or imperil the capital already invested. I would treat all such 
corporations with the same fairness I would treat individuals, but I 
would require from them equal fairness to their patrons. 

I would invite capital and enterprise and labor with the hospitality 
of friendship to come and make their homes with us, and would assure 
them fair and generous protection instead of proclaiming them enemies 


seeking to intrude unbidden and unwelcome into our territory. And, 

Mr. President, whatever may be said or done by the few who may be 

prompted by motives of their own, political or otherwise, I am sure 

that in the statement of this spirit of broad-minded and liberal fairness 

I represent the general sentiment on this subject which characterizes 

e great body of the good people of my own State and of the country 
arge. 

This spirit is just to all—it is this spirit which has marked and made 
the progress of mankind. It will continue to promote the development 
of the country at large, and no State in all classes of its citizenship, with 
fair adjustment of the relations of labor and capital, will profit more 
largely by it than my own. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After one hour and fifty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (S, 1487) to estab- 
lish two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska. 

Tho message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S, 
1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market value of certain 
property in the city of Chicago and to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell and convey said property, with amendments, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 4007) to admit free of duty a certain set of altars for the Catholic 
church of St. John the Evangelist, in the parish of La Fayette, Louisi- 
ana, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CALL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Silvis Wilford be taken from the files 
and aa to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, there being no adverso 
report, 

dered, That the papers in the case of Perry G. Wall and the executors of O, 
B. Hart, deceased, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Caroline M. Seton and Mary Jeannette 
Sibbald be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, there being no adverse gee 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Matthew Smith be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being uo adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Laura Prine be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, there being no adverse report, 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Herman Ruge be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Julia A. Ross be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papersin the case of Ann Leddy be taken from the filesand 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, there being no adverse report. 

Or ered, That the pews in the case of Arvah Hopkins be taken from the file 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Cyprian T, Jenkins be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there neni no adverse report, 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of James Filor, William Curry, and Will- 
iam Pinckney be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
there being no ad verse report. 

Ordered, That the Dae ae in the case of Jane L. Donelly be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, there being no adverso 


report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Francis Denmead be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, there being no 
adverse report. 


ADJOURNMENT, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairlays before the Senate the 


unfinished business, being the bill (S. 1532) toregulate commerce; pend- 
ing which the Senator from Vermont moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday next, the 19th instant. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 16th day of April, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Mrs. Virginia Campbell Thompson, to be postmaster at Louisville, 
Jefferson County, Kentucky, whose commission expired March 31, 1886, 
John C. Riley, to be postmaster at Cincinnati, Hamilton County, 
Ohio, vice S. A. Whitfield, commission expired. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, April 14, 1886. 
INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 

William T. Bishop, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Ohio. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the nomination of William 
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leave to reportas follows: 
ttee can obtain under the 


B. Montgomery, was an excellent officer, faithfully duties in all 
has maintained his office in the front rank, and he has been sus- 
upon his official or moral 


rd 
the letter of the areta of the 
which, fairly aA, fully vouches for Colonel 
Montgomery’s official and moral character and conduct, covered under some 
ambiguous phrases, which were no doubt intended to save the President from 
the = in his official 


officer. 

ublican, and that Mr. Bishop was appointed because he was 

as such, inary in the language of the Secretary, ‘‘ better pro- 
istration. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., March 16, 1886. 

Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 3, 1886, asking whether or not “ there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Clark B. Montgomery, late collector of internal 
revenue for the first district of Ohio, suspended,” is received. 
In reply thereto, I have the honor to state that, so far as this ner aA relates to 
a ion from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 


recent m to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of thestatute relating to 
the farn: this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 


by 

remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to it, 
and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such change, 

Except as same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
oona priser at in your comunication are in the custody of this Department, 


lly, yours, 
: D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon, Justis S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


James W. Newman, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the eleventh district of Ohio. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the nomination of James 
W. Newman, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for the eleventh dis- 
ie of Ohio, in place of Marcus Boggs, suspended, beg leave to report as fol- 

WS: 

It appears, from all the information that the committee can obtain under th 
recent order of the President, that the former incumbent of the office, Maj. 
Marcus was an excellent officer, faithfully discharged his duty in all re- 
spects, had an honorable record as an officer of the Union Army in the late war 
has maintained his office in the front rank, and that he has been suspend 
without any cha or complaint reflecting upon his official or moral character 
or conduct, This information is derived from the uncontradicted testimony of 
those who know him best, and his official record and conduct. It is not in the 
least pupaid by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, hereto annexed, 
which, fairly construed, fully vouches for Major Boggs’s official and moral char- 
and conduct, cov under some gay ocd phrases, which were no 
doubt intended to save the President from the of insincerity in his offi- 
cial declarations in suspending so excellent an officer. It fairly appears that he 
was suspended for political reasons, and because he was a Republican, and that 
Mr. Newman was Apooraa because he was a Democrat, and, as such, would, 
in we langte of Secretary, ‘ better promote the policy of the present ad- 
mi ion, 

In this aspect of this case, and in view of the manly declaration of Major Boggs 
that he has settled up his accounts, has the statement of the Department t 
they are correct and are closed, and no desire to be restored to the office, and 
does not contend against the appointment of his successor, and your committee 
being satisfied, from other information, that Mr, Newman is a man of good char- 
acter dnd proomo able to discharge the duties of thé office, do recommend his 
confirmation. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 16, 1886. 

Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finanee Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 3, L asking whether or not “there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Marcus Boggs, late collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Ohio, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating 
to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave 
to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached 
to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 
bn the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 

ange. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


‘ually yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon, Jusrrs S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commiltce on Finance. 

Christian J. Knecht, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the sixth district of Ohio. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the nomination of Chris- 


tian J. Knecht, of Ohio, to be collecter of internal revenue for the sixth district 
“a Ohio, in place.of George P. Dunham, suspended, beg leave to report as fol- 
ows: 
It appears from all the information the committee can obtain under the recent 
order of the President that the former incumbent of the office, Col. George P, 
Du uties respects, 


preg mined arg amen OEE prem we bie spre S S S inall 

had an honorable record as an officer of the Union Army in the late war, has 
maintained his office in the front rank, and that he has been ded without 
any charge or complaint reflecting upon his official or moral or con- 
duct. This information is derived from the uncontradicted testimony of those 
who know him best, and his official record and conduct. It is not in the least im- 


ired by the letter of the Secret of the ‘Treasury hereto annexed, which, 
hiriy construed, fully vouches for Colonel Dunham’s official and moral; char- 
acter and conduct, covered under some ambiguous phrases, which were no 
doubt intended to save the President from the of insincerity in his offi- 
cial declarations in er E a so excellent an officer, Itfairly thathe 
was suspended for political reasons, and because he was a Republican, and that 
Mr. Knecht was appointed use he was a ocrat, and as such would, in 
the language of the Secretary, "better promote the policy of the present admin- 


istration.” 

In this aspect of this case, and in view of the manly declaration of Colonel 
Dunham that he has settled up his accounts, has the statement of the 
ment that they are correct and are closed, and has no desire to be restored to 
the office, and does not contend against the pro seer of his successor, and 
your committee being satisfied, from other information, that Mr. Knecht isa 
man of good character and probably able to discharge the duties of the office, 
do recommend his confirmation. 


Treasyey DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 16, 1886, 


Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate. 
dated March 3, 1886, asking whether or not “there areany — on file against 
the official or moral character of George P. Dunham, late collector of internal 
revenue for the sixth district of Ohio, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the ident’s 
recent m: to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspension. But 
in order that i may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied thata change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


uly yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justry S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


Frederick Gerker, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the first district of Pennsylvania. 

Theabove confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD. 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
869) of Frederick Gerker, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Pennsylvania, in place of William J. Pollock, suspended, 
and, so far as they have been able to obtain the inf n, they find that Mr. 
Gerker is a fit and proper person to the duties of the office, and that 
there are no or papers on file reflecting upon the character of William 
J. Pollock, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary 


of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 

Str: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral racter of William J. Pollock, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the first district of Pennsylvania,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this in ee! relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the ‘3 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such s msions. 

But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
Jating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is gatisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
seg bend Lae bg policy of the present administration will be better carried out 

y such cl 7 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 


taining e S reflecting upon the official or moral r of the s nded 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment, 

Respectfully, yours, 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commitice on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee on 
Finance, dated March 16, 1885, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension of 


collectors of internal revenue, should be received held as honest declarations 
made in good faith that there are nocharges or papers on file in the Department 
reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or character.” 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Gerker, 


Asa Ellis, of California, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
first district of California. 

Thomas H. Simms, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Arkansas. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the REcoRD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
845) of Thomas H. Simms, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal revenue for 


the district of Ar! in place of He M. Cooper, suspended, and, so faras 
Mt sid y find that Mr. Simms is a fit 


kansas, 
they have been able to obtain the information, 
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oto netas o the office, and that there are no 
on penas oa a gu pon the character of Henry M. Cooper, sus- 
lapper iom thé folk owing letter of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 
Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 


and propa person to 


Said AN IA ION KS EOE ES charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Henry M. Seip phe abe DADAR internal rev- 


a for the of Arkansas, suspended. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state so far as this relates to 
a an = Cmar I feel bound by the rulès laid down in the dent's 


n the general subject of such suspensions. 
ee act within the requirements of the statute re- 


leave to remind the ne bry that the office referred to has 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the publio serv- 
ice, and cepa the policy of the present jon will be better carried out 


by such 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining g upon the official or moral character of the suspended 


ing charges reflectin, 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


ully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon, Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commitice on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, in to this and an Ley 04, iaoa to the foregoin 

T letters of ithe Secretary of the ry to the Comm Oomilise 

on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 

of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 

tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 

a reflecting inany manner against their moral or official conduct or char- 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Simms. 


William D. H. Hunter, of Indiana, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the sixth district of Indiana. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the areles ga No. 
850) of William D. H. Hunter,of Indiana, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the sixth district of Indiana, in place of Horace McKay, y Seapendenk, „and, so far 
as they have been able to obtain the information Mr, Hunter is a 
fit an proper person {o discharge the duties of the o , and that there are no 

or papers on file refl: ee the character E O racer de ie cio baie 
„as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of ry: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, hse 17, 1376. 

Simm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any on file 
against the official or moral character of Horace br ref late collector of internal 
revenue for the sixth district of Indiana, ived. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state a this inquiry relates to a 
suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules- down in the President's re- 


perm 


cent m to the Senate upon the subject of such suspensions. 
But in order that I eon A surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the furnishing by this ent of information to the Senate, I beg 


leave to remind the padlon that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
theincumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the publicservice, 
ae edron the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
su 

Except as wag a same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining raat ot reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


Respectfully yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Jusrıx 8. MORRILL, 
Chairman i the Senate Committee on Finance. 


rations made in faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
partment r in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character.’ 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the 
confirmation of Mr. Hunter. 


John B. Malony, of Michigan, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Michigan. 

The above confirmation was accom 
from the Committee on Finance; whi 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
857) of John B. broad of Michigan, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
first district of Michigan, in place of James H, Stone, s ded, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Malony isa 
fit and proper person to d prs duties of the office, and there are no 
anos or papers on file eg any Sees n the r of James H. Stone, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the Enowing letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ve TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836. 


Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, - asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the offic r moral character of James H. Stone, late an ea of inter- 
nal revenue for the ‘first district of Michigan, ” iş receiv: 


ied by the following report 
was ordered by the Senate to 


In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so faras this inqui y relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in t esident's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions, 


But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of f the: statute re- 
lating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 


the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
ios; and that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 

y such chan 

Except as PPP oy same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining poorer ado ees upon. the official or moral character of the a 
officer in your communication are in the custody of this 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate ABTG ees Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was unan: Similar letters y the Committee on Fi 

nance, April 6, 1886, in reldiion to this» mae er lar letters A emaze her gradoa N 
That letters of the tothe 

on Finance, dated March is. 1886, or subsequently, bpm relation to the 
of collectors oa internal aprope should be received a held as honest pend 
rations made in good faith that there are no r papers on file im the 
oe reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the 
confirmation of Mr. Malony. 


Robert M. Henderson, of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fourth district of Texas. 

The above confirmation was accom 
from the Committee on Finance; whi 
be printed in the RECORD : 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No- 
873) of Robert M. apr ry of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth district of Texas, in place of Webster rey ae and, so 
far as they have been able to obtain information, they find that 
Sn 3) ANO peewee DATION Sa a eemaie te ARKAS ok ee and that there are 
no or papers on file reflecting npon eee he character of Webster Flanagan 
ri mee as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1885, 
Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 


re ges by the following report 
was ordered by the Senate to 


ent to th 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the the publio serv- 


las; at that the policy of the present administration will be be! out 
su 
oe tas same may be involved in these a ote r ae o papae ee 


cepi 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral characte: 

Sos mentioned in your communication are in the proves ot of this 
men 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Justis S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on teense 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimous! 
nance, April 6. ow in relation to this and a 
“Resolved, Thai 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


iat i loen ee raig enean hee Fi- 
milar letters to the foregoing: 

t the letters of the e Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or poe toms here ‘a tote relation to the nsion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
—— reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


nie this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collegtor of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Henderson. 


MINT MELTER AND REFINER. 


Leonard Magruder, of Louisiana, to be melter and refiner of the 
mint of the United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

The above confirmation was accom: s esi by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance, which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
837) of Leonard Magruder, of Louisiana, to be melter and refiner of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, in place of Frank F., Claussen, suspended, and, 
so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Ma- 
gruder is a fit and prope person the ian of the office, and that 
there are no suspended, PAm or on ‘fie reflecting E character of Frank F, 
Claussen, 1 appear from the fol wing letter of the Secretary 


of the j an aa 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 


Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “ there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Frank F. Claussen, late melter and re- 
finer of the mint of the United States at New Orleans, suspended, ” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in ident’s 
recent message to the Senate a. the general subject of such suspensions, 

But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the furnishing by this SSepartment of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
=e sa = the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 

y such change. 

Except as the same may be-involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
omoa mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this part- 
ment. 

. Respectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretory. 


Hon. Josrtrs S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commitiee on Finance, 


1886. 
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A resolution, as follows, was arene pa ad by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

$ That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Co; ttee 
on Finance, dated March 16,1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of officers, should be received and held as honest declarations made in good faith 
that there are no charges or papers on file in the Department reflecting in any 
manner nst their moral or official conduct or SA 

Under statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 


to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Magruder, ° 


MINT COINER. 

Allen Thomas, of Louisiana, to be coiner of the mint of the United 
States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: $ 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
pony ak Allen Thomas, of Louis: to be coiner of the mint of the United States 
at New Orleans, in place of Frederick K. tee tery ees and,so far as they 
have been sanon tain a vee are rs ape nd ings mort Thomas isa fit and 
proper n ischa: e duties of the office, an ere are no charges 
Orpa; Sale refi: re of Frederick K. J 


upon the . Jones, suspended, 
as appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17,1886. 
Sr: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, at p eronyi or not ‘‘there are any cha on file 
against the official or moral character of Frederick K. Jones, late coiner of the 
mint of the United States at New Orleans, suspended,” is received 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this ae relates to 
a suspension from oftice, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the — subject of such suspensions. 
But in order that I may surely act wii the requirements of the statute re- 
to the furnishing by this De ent of information to the Senate, I 
beg leave to remind the committee the office referred to has no fixed term 
attached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change 
in the incumbency of said office will result inan improvement of the public serv- 
ice, and that the policy of the present adiniaistration will be better carried out 


by such per oe 

as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer Sarees a in yourcommunication are in the custody of this Department. 


lly, yours, 2 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. JuUsTIN S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 
A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
in relation to this and all si 


nance, April 6. milar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Fi March 16,1886, or subsequently, in relation to the sus ion 
of offi should be received and held as honest declarations made in 


good 
faith that there are no or papers on file in the Department reflecting in 
any manner against their moral or official conduct or character.” 

nder this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Thomas, 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


ag teria A. MeWhortern, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Saint Mary’s, Ga. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
John L. Price, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the land office at 
Topeka, Kans. ` : 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Col. Joseph H. Potter, of the Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be brigadier- 
general, April 1, 1886. 
Col. Thomas H. Ruger, of the Eighteenth Infantry, to be brigadier- 
general, March 19, 1886. 
Rey. William H. Pearson, of Ohio, to be post chaplain, April 1, 1886. 
Rey. John S. Seibold, of New York, to be post chaplain, April 1, 1886. 
Rey. Allen Allenworth, of Ohio, to be chaplain Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, April 1, 1886. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Second Lieut. Philip P. Powell, of the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry, 
to be first lieutenant, January 12, 1886. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


James T. Gregory, of Ashland, Wis., to be agent for the Indians of 
the La Pointe Agency, in Wisconsin. 


- POSTMASTERS. 

Williarn Wood, to be postmaster at Middletown, New Castle County, 
Delaware. 

Willard Wright, to be postmaster at Atlantic City, Atlantic County, 
New Jersey. 

Wesely E. Hughes, to be postmaster at Fresno City, Fresno County, 
California. : 

John McCann, to be postmaster at Martinez, Contra Costa County, 
California. 

James Tyson, to be postmaster at Placerville, El Dorado County, Cal- 
ifornia. 

Granville R. Rider, to be postmaster at Salisbury, Wicomico County, 
Maryland. 

W. H. L. Pepperell, to be postmaster at Concordia, Cloud County, 


Kansas. 
Eugene C. Wilson, to be postmaster at Clay Centre, Clay County, 


lend "raver to bo postmaster aè Rocka lan Coen 
5 bs ee H. Dixon, to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, Mercer County, 
atte to be postmaster at Cumberland, Alleghany County, 

Henry C. Hunt, to be postmaster at Delavan, Walworth County, Wis- 


consin. 
Francis C. Sharpe, to be postmaster at Oconto, Oconto County, Wis- 
consin, 
POSTMASTER AT KEOKUK. 


Patrick Gibbons, to be postmaster at Keokuk, in the county of Lee 
and State of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered by 
the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to which was referred the 
nomination of Patrick Gibbons to be postmaster at Keokuk, Iowa, vice S. M. 
Clark, suspended, reports: ° 

That the suspension of Mr. Clark was made on purely political grounds. The 
entire files of the Post-Office Department relative to the case were communi- 
cated to the committee by the Postmaster-General in response to its request for 
the same, There is nothi in the papers on file that tends in the slightest de- 
gree to injuriously affect the character, king ayo or integrity of Mr. Clark 
ei as an officer or as a man., Moreover, Mr. Clark does not desire to retain 
the office or to obstruct Mr. Gibbons’s confirmation. On the contrary, he has 
addressed a letter to a member of the committee, in which he says: 

“As Mr. HALL, Representative in Con from the district in which the office 
is located, seems to 

junds, which I deem admissible, and not Se ag grounds in any way preju- 
to me, and as Mr. Gibbons may be injured in a personal and business way 
by present incertitude, I take the liberty toask you at your earliest convenience 
to call up his case and have confirmed.” 

The committee thereupon report the case to the Senate with a recommenda- 
tion that Patrick Gibbons be confirmed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 16, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


PASSED ASSISTANT PAYMASTER FRANCIS J. PAINTER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting copies of ings in that Department rela- 
tive to the retirement from active service of Passed Assistant Paymaster 
Francis J. Painter; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. In accordance with the consent obtained 
yesterday I now call up for consideration the bill (S. 1394) to provide 
for the ascertainment of the market value of certain property in the 
city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
and convey said property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the bill be read before the twenty 
minutes allowed for debate begin. According to the understanding of 
yesterday, I believe it was intended there should be twenty minutes 
for debate exclusive of the time occupied in the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That seems to have been the understanding yes- 
terday morning. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So that there will be twenty minutes for debate 
after the bill is read. 

The SPEAKER. ' Is the reading of the bill demanded ? 

Mr. HITT. Will it be in order to offer amendments when the bill 
comes up for consideration ? : 

The SPEAKER. It will be unless the previous question should be 
ordered. 

Mr. HITT. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. FELTON. Has unanimous consent been given for the consid- 
eration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. Consent was given yesterday morning that the bill 
be taken up to-day immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There will be twenty minutes for debate after the 
bill is read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill has once been 
read to the House. Is the reading again demanded ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. It had better be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. .Whereas the Chicago and Great Western Railroad Company, a corporation 
chartered under the laws of the State of Illinois, is constructing its railroad 
within the ay of Chicago, and possesses, under its charter and under the ordi- 
nances of said city, a franchise to construct, maintain, and operate its railroad to 
n street, in said city, for which purpose it has acquired, and is acquiri: 

by purchase and otherwise, the real estate | between Taylor streetand 
py Štrbe st and west of Fifth avenue; an 

Whereas the United States owns the south half of block 87, in school section ad- 


dition to Chi which is in the center of the property so acquired and being 
acquired by said railroad company for piatra er facilities, 


and is vacant, and is 
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indispensable to said company in exercising said franchise and affording to the 
public the tepminal facilities for which said company has so purchased the prop- 
=. as aforesaid: Therefore, 

e it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the tary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to name, within ten days after the pesaga or this act, a com- 
mission, to consist of three persons, officers of the United States, whose duty it 
shall be to ascertain and report,to said within twenty daysafter their 
Fs peerage the cash market value of the lot above mentioned in the city of 
Chicago; and the said y is hereby authorized and empowered to sell 
and convey the said lot to the said Chicago and Great Western Railroad Com- 
pany, at such price, not lessin any event than the value thereof as appraised 
and reported by said commission, as he and said railroad gag ane Ac agree 
Spoo ; the said price, when upon, to be paid in cash: led, however, 
That if said Secretary and said railroad company shall be unable to agree upon 
the A cd to be paid for said property, the same shall be finally fixed by a board 
of commissioners to be appointed as follows: One, upon the application 
of the railroad company, on notice to the district attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Illinois, by the district judge of the United States in 
and for said district; another to esi ed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and the two thus chosen to select a third, who shall be competentand dis- 
interested. The said board thus constituted, or a majority thereof, shall fix the 
price (not to be less, however, than the first appra’ thereof hereinbefore pro- 
vided for) at which the same shall be sold to said company, and upon payment 
to the Secretary of the Treasury of said price the title to saldproperty shall vest 
is said company, its successors and assigns, If the purchase-price of said land, 
as agreed upon or soen fixed as hereinbefore provided, is not paid within ten 
days after the same shall have been so agreed upon or fixed as aforesaid, this 
act shall be null and void. 

Src. 2. That all costs incurred under the provisions hereof in appraising said 
property, or ascertaining the price to be paid therefor, shall be added to the said 
pe as upon, or as the same may be finally fixed hereunder, and paid 

y said railroad company. ; 

Sec. 3, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall invest the purchase-money of 
said lot so paid to him, or so much thereof as may be necessary therefor, in 
suitable lot within the corporate limits of the city of Chicago, and shall cause to 
be erected upon said lot a building for Government uses, with the appropriation 
made by and in accordance with the porion of the act entitled “An aot for 
the erection of a public building at Chicago, IIL,” approved March 3, 1885. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Tn section 1, strike out the words * officers of the United States,” 

In section 1, between the words “three” and “ persons,” insert the word 
“disinterested.” 

i Amend by inserting after the word “assigns,” in the first section, the follow- 
ng: 

‘én upon the following express conditions, that all non-competing railroads not 
now having right of way into tp os desiring to use the tracks, switches 
depots, and terminal facilities of said Chi and Great Western Railroad, shall 
be by said company or its assi; permitted todoso, tothe extent ofthe capacity 
of said company to furnish railroad terminal facilities, upon fair and equitable 
terms and regulations; and in the event the companies interested can notagree 
upon such terms and regulations, then the same shall be fixed and determined 
by three Lg Pee OET one of whom shall be selected by said Chica, 
and Great Western lroad Company, one by such other company as may de- 
sire to use said tracks, switches, ard terminal facilities, and the third by the two 
persons so selected.” 

Strike out section 3, and insert the following section in its stead: 

“Seo, 3. That the parad of the Treasury shall invest the purchase-money 
of the said lot received by him, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in the 
purchase or acquisition by condemnation of a site, and in the erection thereon 
of a suitable and commodious warehouse, for the use of the United States local 
appraiser of customs, and other Government uses in the city of Chicago. The 
site and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be 
previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not ex- 
ceed in cost the purchase-money received by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the Jot mentioned in the first section of this act; nor shall any site be purchased 
until estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accom- 
modations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed 
in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 
chased and paid for, shall haye been approved i the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and no pure of site, nor plan for said building, shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said pur- 
chase-money received by the rains A of the Treasury under this act for site 
‘and building; and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to dan- 
ger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys: 
Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the 
said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Illinois shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time 
the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except 
the administration pf the criminal laws:of said State and the service of civil 
process therein. 

“And the act entitled ‘An act for the erection of a public building at Chicago, 
Ti,’ approved March 3, 1885, is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. At the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] I desire to offer, with the consent of the com- 
mittee, the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. It can be read now for information; the first ques- 
tion will be upon the amendments reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ however,” inline 15, down toand including the 
word “com y,” in line 28, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to direct said Rectatery to 
make said sale, unless he shall deem the price fixed by the commission or 


agreed to be paid by said railroad company to be a fair and reasonable price 
and that the interests of the Government will not suffer by said sale.” 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. ‘The object of thisamendment, Mr. Speaker, 
as every gentleman can see by a moment’s examination, is to take from 
the billits mandatory character and leave it discretionary with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury whether or not to make the sale after the appraise- 
ment shall have been made by the three appraisers to be appointed 
by him. A single remark as to the bill. It has been very carefully 
considered by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and is 
unanimously reported by them with the amendments, because they be- 
lieve that the public interests will be materially promoted by the pas- 
sage of the bill. A railroad company, having already completed 600 


milesof railroad, is seeking to gain an entrance into the city of Chicago, 


having purchased the right of way at a cost, I am informed, of nearly 
$3,000,000. This piece of land, belonging to the Government, is the 
only piece of land now blocking that right of way. It can not be con- 
demned, because it is Government property. It is of no peculiar value 
to the Government any more than any other lot similarly situated; and 
the railway company is perfectly willing to pay every cent that any dis- 
interested men may say the property is worth. I think every possible 
guard has been thrown about the bill in order to protect the interests 
of the Government. 

Mr. MILLS. I notice that by the provisions of the bill the proceeds 
of the sale of this land are to go to the construction of a public build- 
ing in the city of Chicago, Will this be in addition to the appropria- 
tion already made? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. No, sir. I willexplain that. The bill re- 
peals the act of the last Congress, which appropriated $50,000 for build- 
ing an appraisers’ warehouse, and turns that money back into the Treas- 
ury; but it is believed that from the proceeds of the sale proposed by 
this bill sufficient money will be obtained to purchase a lot suitable for 
an appraisers’ warehouse and to erect that building. This, I believe, 
is the whole proposition of the bill. 

Mr. FELTON. Does this bill make that appropriation? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. It authorizes the use of the proceeds of this 
lot, when sold, for the purchase of another lot and the erection of a 
building; but it repeals the act of the last Congress, and turns the $50,- 
000 then we back into the Treasury. 

If no further debate is desired I will ask the previous question upon 
the bill and amendments, reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust this bill will receive at least a few moments’ 
careful attention. The Government owns part of a block in the city 
of Chicago, known, I believe, as the Bridewell lot. Two years ago we 
made an i al akion of $50,000 to erect an appraisers’ warehouse 
upon that lot. For some reason or other the erection of that ware- 
house has not commenced; and now this bill is brought forward pro- 
posing to sell this lot to a railroad corporation and to buy ground 
elsewhere in the city of Chicago upon which to erect the appraisers’ 
warehouse. : 

The history of the ownership of this property by the Government 
indicates the importance of some care in disposing of public property 
where other property is to be purchased in its stead. In 1873 we ac- 
quired this Bridewell property from the city of Chicago by an even ex- 
change. We transferred to that city certain real estate we owned in 
that city for this Bridewell lot —an even transaction, property for prop- ` 
erty, an even exchange. 

It was supposed at that time the transaction was favorable or at least 
fair to the Government. It now appears the property we transferred 
to the city of Chicago is worth from $600,000 to $650,000, while this 
property we acquired in lieu of it is said now to be worth only $125,- 
000. In this single transaction affecting this real estate the Govern- 
ment would seem to be a loser, if that statement is correct, by over 
half a million of dollars. 

Now it is proposed that the Government dispose of that Bridewell 
property with a view of adding to the convenience of the commerce of 
that city and at the same time purchasing other property in that city 
to be applied to the use for which the property sold was intended to be 
applied. 

will state briefly the objection I have to this measure. I have not 
felt justified, inasmuch as the gentlemen representing the State of Illi- 
nois, and especially the gentlemen representing the city of Chicago, be- 
lieve that this is a proper measure, to interpose further objection to its 
consideration; and yet the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WORTHING- 
TON ] knows very well I do not favor the passage of this bill, even as 
proposed to be amended. I understood from him that he is willing to 
go a step further and throw the entire responsibility of the ascertain- 
ment of the value of this property upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the appraisers to be bn saprees by him. I wish to avoid any divided 
responsibility. I wish the whole responsibility to remain with the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. He alone is to be responsible for the ap- 

intment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is in the appointment of these three apprais- 
ers who are to ascertain the value of this property ? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Yes; it leaves with him the entire respon- 
sibility of that matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It leaves with the Secretary of the Treasury the re- 
sponsibility as to the mode of ascertaining the value and whether or not 
he will dispose of this property. In that view I admit the bill isa safer 
measure than as originally proposed. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the fact can not be overlooked that it is not in 
the interest of the Government to sell property where other property 
must be purchased for the same purpose to which the property to be 
sold was designed to be applied. The Government always sells at a 
low price and buys at a high one. A 

It is said in a statement which has come to me from the city of Chi- 
cago that the corporation to which this property is to be sold has not 
the right of way in the county of Cook, in which the city of Chicago is 
situated, That the attorney representing the board of county com- 
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missioners, at the instance of that board, has instituted proceedings in 
the propéf court in the city of Chicago to enjoin that corporation from 
éntering that county and crossing its roads and public highways as not 
being a railroad corporation vested with such rights. As to that I 
know nothing except from the statement made, but of which I wish 
the House to be informed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If that be true, then they will not want this 

d. 


Jan 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does not follow. The statement I refer to is 

Suppea from the Chicago Times of the 3d of April. The statement 

e is this: that the corporation acquiring this property is to furnish 
terminal facilities, not to one particular corporation, but for the purpose 
of leasing out its property to other corporations; a ive measure 
that a number of corporations are interested in. Yet that fact of itself 
does not necessarily diminish the force of the suggestion that the Gov- 
ernment should not interpose its authority and its property against a 
public improvement. It must be admitted that the Government ought 
not to occupy the position of interposing unnecessarily between a proper 
public improvement in its ownership and control of property. 

But I have thought it necessary to submit these matters to the con- 
sideration of the House, so the whole facts, so far as I am informed of 
them, may be known to the House. 

Our experience has been not only in the city of Chicago, in the in- 
stance I have mentioned, but in New York and elsewhere, that we have 
generally sold property at a low price where we have sold it, and pur- 

at an exorbitantly high price where we have purchased it. It 
seems to me, therefore, the fair mode of procedure in this matter would 
be to leave the Secretary of the Treasury in condition to say to this cor- 
poration, ‘‘You furnish a given body of land as valuable as this and 
equally adapted as this for the purpose of the Government and the Gov- 
ernment will make an exchange with you.” 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. He can do that now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In that way the Government might possibly ac- 
quire property adapted to its purposes of equal value with the prop- 
erty in question and no loss would be sustained. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Iyield now one minute, or two, if he wishes 
it, to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison]. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I am too far away from Chicago—— 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman allow me to offer an amendment to 
have it read for information, so that he can consider that also in the 
course of his remarks? Í 

Mr. MORRISON. Let the proposed amendment be read. 

Mr. HITT. I move to amend by striking out—— 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield to my colleague [Mr. Hirr] that his 
amendment may be read for information—notto beofferednow. Neither 
do I pi to discuss it. I have only a minute for reply to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HITT. I will offer the amendment hereafter. , 

Mr. MORRISON. I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am too 
far away from Chicago when at home to know much, personally, of the 
merits of this question; but after very diligent inquiry into the facts I 
am convinced that there is so much merit in the proposition as to jus- 
tify us in passing thisbill. The Illinois members representing the city 
of Chicago all favor the bill. The statements of the gentleman from 
Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN], as I believe and from what I do know of the 
matter, are misleading, if not unfair. He says, truly maybe, the State 
exchanged pon with the Government heretofore, and then esti- 
mated equal in value to this property, and that this property so taken 
in exchange is now estimated to be worth $125,000 only, while the 
other given in exchange to the State has advanced in value to $600,000. 
In that I think the gentleman was not quite fair. I think he should 
have stated further that this lot now in question is a sort of dump- 
ing-ground for the city. 

Mr. LAWLER. That is just what it is. 

Mr. MORRISON. And the property which the city of Chicago got 
in exchange for it has been improved by the expenditure of vast sums 
of cesar Ine Beng on publie or costly and splendid buildings on the 
property i and the adjacent property. In these splendid structures 
and improvements are to be found the causes for increased value of the 
grounds on which they are built, as well asadjacent grounds. No doubt 
a like expenditure on or in the immediate vicinity of this Bridewell lot 
would raise its present value, and it, too, would be worth $600,000. 

If the improvements had been made and the money expended upon 
the property we now offer to sell, it would have increased in value in 
the same proportion as that we exchanged for it. These are the facts 
as stated to me by the Chicago members here, as well as by other gen- 
tlemen from Chicago who have no personal interest involved. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I now ask the previous question upon the 
bill and amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the time fixed for the 
general debate by the House has not yet expired; the gentleman from 

diana has four minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the statement of my friend 
from Illinois I will say that my understanding is different from his. 
My understanding is that this property, which was transferred to the 


city of Chicago by the United States in equal exchange for the property 
now under consideration, bears a ground-rent upon a valuation of $600,- 
000, so that the amount expended for improvements and buildings upon 
it is not taken into account in estimating its value on that statement. 

I repeat, the ground-rent is based upon an actual valuation of the real 

estate at $600,000. If so, the loss to the Government in that transac- 

tion is apparent. l 

But I only mention this to show the importance of caution when it 
is proposed that the Government shall dispose of real estate which it 
needs, and when it will be called upon to purchase other property for 
the same purposes in the same locality. In such case the Government 
will most certainly be the losing party. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If it be true that the Government made a bad 
trade in swapping some other property for this, I would like to ask if 
that is any reason why the Government should not dispose of this 
property at a fair price? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a very fair question, and my answer is, in- 
asmuch as experience has taught us that usually governments sell at a 
low price and buy at a high price, we ought to guard carefully such 
transactions, and not sell except where public interests really require 
it. Three or four just such transactions have taken place within the 
last few years in the city of New York alone; and in view of the facts 
that these transactions are never favorable to the Government, I sub- 
mit that Congress can not overlook the probable result of this transac- 
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Is not the Government well guarded in 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I admit that it is so far as the direct responsibility 
of the Secretary of the Treasury is concerned, pre Mo to beamended. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And if it is not guarded, then the amendment 
which the gentleman in charge of the bill has offered would seem to 
be a sufficient protection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permita question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Can you state whether the Represent- 
atives of the people in this House are in favor of this bill; those repre- 
senting the people of Chicago? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand they are. í 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I only wanted to get the admission of 
that fact from the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that they are in favor of the bill, but 
they are not alone responsible for our legislation; but that is a reason I 
did not feel justified to further interpose objection to at least a considera- 
tion of the bill by the House. But I wish to see the rights of the Gov- 
ernment properly protected and guarded in whatever may be determined 
upon in connection with the disposition of this property, as you are not 
proposing to sell for the benefit of the Government—for the Government 
does not desire to sell—but for the benefit of other parties. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to submit an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there are amendments to 
this bill already proposed by the committee, and one proposed by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON]; so that other amend- 
ments would not now be in order, except that they may be read by con- 
sent of the House for information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
will be read. 

The SPEAKER. It can be read for information. g 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I can not consent to the amendment which 
I understand the gentleman proposes to offer. It is a matter that was 
considered fully, and was rejected by the committee in its present shape. 

Mr. HITT. Iask that the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Jn line 1, of the second amendment of the committee, strike out the words 
“ non-competing.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield the balance of my time, if I have any, 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] to explain his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has only half a minute, 

Mr. HITT. The amendment would permit any road hereafter built 
by the people into Chicago to enter upon fair and equitable terms into 
this depot, and to do it under such conditions and restrictions as would 
work no injustice to the road that now pro; to enter there. It 
would save the people, who ultimately pay all that goes to build and 
run the railroad, the paying of $10,000,000 for a new entry into Chi- 
cago. It would do in this case exactly what has been done by five 
competing roads in another part of the city of Chicago, where they all 
harmoniously enter and work together at the Polk-street Depot. The 
assertion which may be made that these roads are in strife and can not 
meet together peacefully in a depot has no foundation in fact and in 
practice, as shown by the history of the Chicago and Western Indiana 
road, which is actually the terminal of five great competing roads which 
enter the city together upon just such terms as I now propose for this 
station. It should be left open to the entry, upon fair terms, of any 
new roads that may be built to serve the people in the country and con- 
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tribute to the commerce of Chicago, not forcing them to buy their way 
by the expenditure of many millions for other and entirely new termi- 


nals. It would be just to the people whose y we are 

with to this corporation, because we think it is for the public good; an 
in behalf of the peopismbo want all the railroad facilities they can get, 
this entry to Chicago should be open to future roads upon their paying 
their share. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WORTHINGTON addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. WortHN GTON] 
has two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Two competing roads can no more use the 
terminals and depot at the same time than they can use the same track. 
The ordinance which permits this road to pa ah into CHa provides 
it comes in on the condition that it allows other roads e capacity 
of the terminals and depots to use them. But a railway is valuable 
just asit makes its connections. If it is so hampered by limitations 
that a competing road can come in and desfroy the use it of termi- 
nals, the utility of the road is destroyed. The roads that are permitted 
to use the company’s terminals must be connecting roads that continue 
its track in different directions. It is for this reason that after very 
carefully considering the matter suggested by the gentleman from Hli- 

nois . Hitt] the committee believe the word ‘‘non-competing”’ 
should be inserted in the bill. Inow demand the previous question. 

Mr. HITT. Has the gentleman from Illinois any time left in which 
he could answer a question? 

The SPEAKER. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. Thegen- 
tleman demands the previous question on the amendments ne order- 
ing the bill to be a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
proposed by the committee. Is a separate vote demanded on- any 
amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould like to have the amendments read in their 
order. 

The Clerk read the first amendment recommended by the committee, 
as follows: 

In section 1, line 5, strike out the words “officers of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read the next amendment recommended by the committee, 
as follows: 

In section 1, line 5, after the word “three,” insert the word “ disinterested.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment recommended by the committee, 
as follows: 

In section 1, line 30, after the word SAna ” insert the following: 

“That all non-com peti mpeting railroads not now having right of way into Chi 

desiring to use the tracks, switches, de and terminal facilities of said Chi 
o and Great Western Railroad, be, by said company or its 
mitted to do so, to the extent of the ity of said company to furnish vallined 

terminal facilities, ere fair and equitable terms and ions; and in ond 

event the companies interested can not agree Huser such terms and 

then the same shall be fixed and determined three disinte: 

one of whom shall be selected by said Chicago ‘and Great Western persons, 

Company, one by such other company as may desire to use said tracks, 

switches, and terminal facilities, and the third by the two persons so selected.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is an amendment to that, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. Butthat amendment was notin order, as the Chair 
stated at the time. 

Mr. HITT. I offer it now. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered; the gen- 
tleman from Ilinojs [Mr. WORTHINGTON ] refused to admit that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I refer not to the proposed amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] but to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois in charge of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then thisamendment ought not to be adopted, be- 
cause this amendment provides for the appoinment of these appraisers 
by divided authority. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is so. The amendment I offered 
strikes out a part of thisamendment recommended by the committee. 
I ask that my amendment be reported. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment willbe reported. It isan amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, line 15, after the word “ however,” strike ‘out all to and including 
ae edri “company,” in the twenty-eighth line, and insert in lieu thereof the 

That nothing in this act shall be construed so as to direct said Secretary to 
make ees sale aan he shall deem the price fixed bythe commissioners or 


by the said company to be a fair and le price, and 
thoi interests of the Government will not suffer by said sale. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. That strikes out the second commission en- 
tirely and leaves the appraisers only. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Appointed by the of the Treasury ? 

Mr. WORTHIN' SGTON. Appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that is ribs effect of it, I have no objection. 


The SPEAKER. That isan amendment to the bill. The question 
is now on the amendment recommended by the committee, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 3, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall invest the purchase-money of 
the said lot received by him,or so much thereof as may be necessary, in the pur- 
chase o shes puaran, by condemnation of a site, and in the erection thereon of a 
suitable and commodious warehouse, for the bere of the United States local ap- 
praiser of customs and other Government on plans the city of Chicago. The site 
and building thereon, when com iied upon pi 
Sagai ge made and approved by 
in cost the purchase-money eeyo by the nae the 
mentioned yn the first section of this act; nor shall any site be p until 
estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall orth been pur- 
chased and for, shall have been ap pores by the of the Treasury; 
and no peck map of site nor plan for said building shall be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury involving an expenditure ex said purchase- 
money received by the of the Treasury under this act for site and 
build pgi Peaga the site ron Frese ee building a 

m fire an open space o! east eet, including streets an 

vided, That no part of said sum shall be e at a ret tthe te cho seid 
site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Illinois 
to the United States exclusive hyran over the same during the time the 
United States shall be or 


therein. And the act entitled ‘An act for the miner “of fa public building at at 
Chicago, Ill., approved March 3, 1885, is hereby repealed.” 

The amendment was agreed ‘to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON ] to the first section. 

The amendment was again read; and was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the bill is subject to be ro again at this 
stage. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [should like to have the first part of the first sec- 
tion read as amended. 

The first portion of section 1 as amended was read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HITT. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds with instructions to report the same back 
with the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in me third amendment proposed by the committee the word 
“non-competing."’ 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I hope that motion will not prevail. The 
matter has been very carefully considered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hrrr, there were— 
ayes 51, noes 95. 

So (farther count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be lald 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS, NEBRASKA, 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the farther consideration of 
Senate bill 1487, which is on the Private Calendar, and that the bill be 


taken up and put upon its passage. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the ae will 
ask for objections. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That all that portion of the State of Nebraska bounded and 
described as follows: Commencing on the west boundary of the State of Ne- 

braska at the intersection of the township line between townships numbered 
23 and 24 north, sixth principal meridian; thence east along the erate line 
between said townships tothe fifth guide meridian west ; thence north along said 
guide meridian to the north boundary of the State of N Nebraska; thence west 
along said boundary to the northwest corner of the State; thence’ south along 
the west boundary of the State to the place of ning, be, and is hereby, con- 
stituted a new land district, to be called the n west land district of the State 
of Nebraska, the land office for which shall be located at such place asthe Presi- 
dent may direct. 

Sec. 2. That all that portion of the State of Nebraska bounded and described 
as follows: Beginning on the west boundary of the State of Nebraska at the 
point of the intersection of the township line between townships numbered 
23 and 24 north, sixth principal meridian; thence east along the township line 
between said townships to the fifth guide meridian west; thence south on said 
fifth guide meridian to the patarik or corner of township 12 north, range 4l 
west; thence west on the township line between townships 11 and 12 conte to 
the west boundary of the State of Nebraska; thence north to the northeast cor- 
ner of the Stateof Colorado; thence west along the north boundary of Colorado 
to the west boundary of the State of Nebraska; thence north along the west 
boundary of the State of Nebraska to the place of begin: be, and is hereby, 
constituted a new land district, to be called the Sanan land district of the State 
of Nebraska, the land office for which shall be located at such place as the Pres- 
ident may direct. 

Sec. 3. That the President, eh and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
is rr authorized to appoint registers and receive for such land districts 


who e ead similar duties and receive the same amount o 
sp penaa as other officers ng like duties in the other land offices 
ofsa 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 
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Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to object, but I wish 
to reserve the right to do so until I ask the gentleman in of the 
bill one or two questions, the answers to which may determine whether 
I shall object or not. I desire to ask the gentleman what number of 
acres of the public lands in Nebraska remain unsurveyed ? 

Mr. DORSEY. None, sir. All the public lands in the State of Ne- 
braska have been surveyed and opened to settlement. This bill is rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Interior and by the Commissioner of 
the General d Office. These two new land districts will be about 
125 miles in length from east to west, and 75 miles in width from north 
to south. 

There are thousands of people pouring in there daily, and I have pe- 
titions on file from thousands of settlers asking that these districts be 
created, because some of those people are compelled now to go over 200 
miles to a land office. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The reason I asked the question is that informa- 
tion had come to me that all the public lands in Nebraska had been 
surveyed, as the gentleman states they have been. The object of this 


bill, I suppose, is to afford additional facilities to people who desire to 
take up those lands for settlement. iat 
Mr. DORSEY. I can say to the gentleman that this bill is in the 


interest of the people, and will tend to prevent frauds by giving the 
people land offices nearer their homes. 
. RANDALL, I make no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

Fie IILAN ees Se ee TAAA ee es and be- 
in sn $a it was accordingly read the third time, passed. 

Sirr. RSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
le. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CANADIAN FISHING REGULATIONS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr.Speaker, I rise to t a privileged report. 
I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to submit the re- 
port which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and to ask its present consider- 
ation. 

The report was read, as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 5, 1836. 
Whereas the minister of marine of the Dominion of Canada has issued a proc- 
lamation directing the enforcement of an actofthe Dominion parliament which 
hibits any fishing vessel of the United States from entering any Dominion 
ie © purpose of shelter, repairing damages, and purchasing 


; and 

es announce that under this proclamation Dominion 
officers have denied to fishing vessels of the United States the right to enter ports 
of entry in said Dominion for the purpose of purchasing supplies or landing fish 
caught in deep water for shipment in bond to the United or doing other 
acts which Canadian and other British vessels are freely permitted to do in ports 
of the United States; and 

Whereas these acts of the authorities of the Dominion of Canada are in contra- 
vention of the principles which late the intercourse of friendly civilized na- 
tions and in direct conflict with a legislative arran; ent between the Govern- 
ments of the United States and Great Britain which went into effect the Ist of 
Jan , 1850, by which Great Britain, in view of similar privileges condition- 
ally conceded to her vessels by the United foes eae the vessels of the United 
States on the same footing in British ports, inclu: iahon colonies, as that on 
which British vessels are placed in the ports of the United States, the 
trade only excepted: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to reigns the House, if compatible 


coasting 


For which the committee propose the following substitute: 


Resolved, That the President be aes to furnish the House, if compatible 
with the public interest, with any information in his on relative to the 
epee of ays ys vas from mq right of ente s 
of the Dominion of Canada for p trading, purchas plies, or 

fish caught in deep water, for r mein in bond tothe United Btates, or 
doing other acts which Canadian and other British vessels are freely permitted 
to doin ports of the United States, and also to inform the House what steps have 
been taken to such unwarrantable and unfriendly acts of the Dominion 
authorities to the attention of the British Government— 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the pending resolution of inquiry 
was offered by myself for the purpose of bringing before the House and 
the country the unwarrantable and unfriendly course of the Canadian 
authorities toward American fishing vessels, and emphasizing the fact 
that our Government enters its protest against such i and 
intends to follow up the protest until the vessels of the United States 
are accorded the same privileges in Canadian ports that are freely con- 
ceded to Canadian vessels in the ports of this country. The following 
oxnenetere shows that the Secretary of State is in accord with this 

ew: 


To Hon. Secretary of State, Washington, D. C.: 


Having several fishing vessels ready forthe Banks, we desire to know if they 
can enter Can: ports for men and be protected in so doing. 
CUSHING & McKENNEY. 


PORTLAND, April 9, 1836, 


Wasutvatoy, D. C., April 9, 1886, 
To Cushing & McKenney, Portland, Me. : 

The question of the right of American vessels engaged in fishing on the high 
seas, or en! g the Canadian ports for the purpose shipping crews, may pos- 
sibly involve construction of treaty with Great Britain. I expect to attain such 
an understanding as will relieve our fishermen from all doubt or risk in the ex- 
ercise of the ord: commercial privileges in friendly ports, to which, under 
existing laws of both countries, I consider their citizens to be mutually entitled 
free from molestations. 

T. F. BAYARD. 


The right ofan American fishing vessel, provided with a custom-house 
permit, to touch and trade, as authorized by section 4364 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to enter and purchase supplies of all 
kinds offered for sale, and ship fish in bond to the United States, is as 
clear as the right of any other American vessel. This right to touch 
and trade and buy whatever may be offered for sale in a Canadian port 
has nothing to do with the fishing rights under the treaty of 1818. We 
claim no right to fish within the 3-mile limit of Canadian shores, although 
we decline to accede to the Canadian construction of that limit. 

The present difficulties, however, have nothing to do with any dispute 
as to the proper line of demarkation between fishing grounds exclu- 
sively belonging to and fishing grounds open to us and to the 
world. Canada has undertaken to exclude American vessels intending 
tofishin waters beydnd even Canadian jurisdiction from Canadian ports 
for the purpose of purchasing supplies, including bait and ice, landing / 
fish caught in deep water to be shipped in bond to the United States, and 
doing other acts which Canadian fishing and other vessels are freely 
permitted to do in our ports. 

The sus ing prodansion of the minister of marine of the Domin- 
ion of Canada shows what is the unwarrantable and unfriendly course 
which the Dominion authorities have mapped out: 


PROCLAMATION BY THE CANADIAN MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISHERIES. 


The Government of the United States having by notice terminated articles 18 
to 25, both inclusive,and article 30, known as the fishery articles of the Wash- 
ington treaty, attention is called to the following provision of the convention 

ween the United States and Great Britain, signed at London on the 20th Oc- 
tober, 

“Article 1. Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by 
the United States for the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, and cure fish on cer- 
tain coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic 's dominions in “ 
it is agreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants 

United States shall have forever, in common with the subjects of His 
Britannic Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that of the 
southern coast of Newfoundland which extends from Ca; e Rameau 
Islands on the western orthern 


, bays, har! 
of Labrador, to and through the Isle, and thence northwardly in- 
definitel eg the coast, without prejudice, however, to any of the exclusive 
rights of the Hudson's Bay Company; and t the American fishermen shall 
also have liberty forever to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, har- 
bors, and creeks of the southern part of the coast of Newfoundland hereabove 
described, and of the coast of Labrador; but so soon as the same, or any portion 
thereof, shall be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to dry or 
cure fish at such portion so settled, without previous agreement for such pur- 
with the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground. 

“And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore en- 
ree! or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or 
within 3 marine miles of any of the Camery kes creeks, or harborsof His Britan- 
nic Majesty's dominions in America not uded within the above-mentioned 
limits: Provided, however, That the American ‘fishermen shall be admitted to 
enter such bays or harbors for the pu: of shelter and of repairing 
therein, of purchasing wood and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose 
whatever. But they shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary to 
prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any manner whatever 
abusing the privil hereby reserved to them.” 

Attention is called to the following provisions of the act of the parliament of 
ne chapter 61 of the acts of 1568. an act respecting “fishing by foreign ves- 
sels.’ 

2. Any commissioned officer of Her Majesty’s navy, serving on board of any 
vessel of Her Majesty’s navy, cruising and being in the waters of Canada for 
purpose of affording protection to Her s subjects engaged in the fish- 
eries, or any commissioned officer of Her esty’s navy, fishery officer, or sti- 
pendiary magistrate on board of any vessel belonging to orin the service of the 
government of Canada and employed in the service of protecting the fisheries, 
orany officer of the customs of Canada, sheriff, magistrate, or other person duly 
commissioned for that purpose, may go on board any ship, vessel, or within 
any harbor in Canada, or hovering (in British waters) within 3 marine miles of 
any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or Arie in Canada, and stay on board so long 
as she bran A remain wi such piae or distance. _ 

3. If such ship, vessel, or boat be bound elsewhere, and shall continue within 
such harbor, or so hovering for twenty-four hours after the master shall have 
been required to depart, any ‘one of such officers or persons as are above men- 
tioned may bring such ship, vessel, or boat into port and search her cargo, and 
may also examine the master upon oath touching the cargo and voyage; and if 
the maner pran incommand shall not truly answer the questions put to him 
in such e ion heshall forfeit $400; and if such wip vessel, or boat be for- 
eign, or not navigated ing to thelawsof the United ‘ingdom or of Canada, 
and have been found fishing, or pre g to fish, or to have been ne iS 
ish waters) within 3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or ‘bors 
of Canada, not included within the above-mentioned limits, without a license, 
on or after the expiration of the period named in the last license granted to such 
ship, vessel, or boat under the first section of this act, such ship, v or 
a — tackle, rigging, apparel, furniture, stores, and cargo thereof be for- 

eited. 


4. All goods, ships, vessels, and boats, and the tackle, rigging, a) 1, furni- 
ture, stores, and cargo liable to forfeiture under this act, may & ps me and se- 
cured by any officers or persons mentioned in the second section of this act, and 
every person opposing any officer or person in the execution of his duty under 
this act, or aiding or abetting any other person in any ck err meg shall forfeit 
$800, and shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction be liable to im- 
prisonment for a term not exceeding two years. 

Therefore be it known that, by virtue ot the treaty provisions and act of par- 
liament above recited, all foreign vessels or boats are forbidden from fishing or 
taking fish by any means whatever within 3 marine miles of any of the coasts, 
bays, creeks, and harbors in Canada, orto enter such bays, harbors, and creeks 


accordi: 
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except for the purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of pu 


rechas- 
ing wood; and obtaining water, and forjno other pur; whatever; of all of 
which you will take notice and govern yourself accordingly, 
GEORGE E. FOSTER, 
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. 
DEPARTMENT OF iwaya Š 
Ottawa, 5th March, 1886. 

Canada undertakes to justify her unfriendly acts toward American 
fishing vessels by reference to a provision of the old treaty of 1818, in 
which it is provided that— 

American fishermen shall be admitted to enter Canadian baysor harbors forthe 
roe of shelter, and of repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, and 
of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever, 

Whatever may have been intended by this provision in 1818, when 
all American vessels were excluded from the commercial privileges en- 
joyed by British vessels in Canadian ports and all Canadian and other 
British vessels from the privileges enjoyed by American vessels in the 
ports of the United States, it should be borne in mind that since that 
time there has been reciprocal legislation by both countries, culminat- 
ing with a reciprocal legislative ent which took effect January 
1, 1850, having all the force of a solemn treaty, by which Great Britain 
and the United States have placed the vessels of each nation, respect- 
ively, on the same footing in all their ports, including the colonies of 
Great Britain. 

Granting that the treaty of 1818 did exclude American fishing vessels 
from Canadian ports except for the four purposes named, yet these leg- 
islative arrangements and reciprocal ents have sweptaway the dis- 
criminations of both nations against each other’s vessels, and placed 
American fishing vessels, which have all the privileges of touching and 
trading at foreign ports accorded to other American yessels on the same 
footing in Canadian ports that Canadian vessels aro sci in the ports 
of the United States. Canadian fishing vessels are freely permitted to 
enter our ports to purchase whatever they may want, including bait 
and ice, to ship fish in bond to Canada, and to do other acts which 
national comity permits. 

The United States demands of Great Britain that the reciprocal ar- 

ents as to the rights of vessels of either nation in the ports of 
the other shal? be faithfally observed by her Canadian dependency. I 
can not doubt that Great Britain, on representation which will be made 
to her by our Government, will recognize the reciprocal rights of Amer- 
ican fishing vessels and put an end to the vexatious and unwarrantable 
course of the Canadian authorities toward them. If she should refuse 
to do so, then I trust we shall act promptly in withdrawing from Cana- 
dian vessels in our ports pices which she refuses to vessels of the 
United States. Without further legislation the Presidentis authorized 
by the act of 1823 to issue his proclamation withdrawing the privileges 
now granted the vessels of any foreign country which discriminates 
against American vessels in her ports. 

The object of the Canadian authorities in their vexatious and un- 
warrantable treatment of American fishing vessels which have no in- 
tention of fishing in Canadian waters is so plain that no one can fail to 
understand it, ‘They are seeking to force the American people and the 
American Congress to admit Canadian fish free of duty into the United 
States. The Canadian market wants but a small portion of the fish 


caught by Canadian fishermen. The United States has a most valuable | a 


market, and the Canadians desire the pie of bringing their fish 
here and selling them without payinga duty. The exports of i 

fish to the United States rose from: eighty-four and one-half thousand 
dollars in 1871 to three and three-fourths millions in 1884, Twice 
have they driven the United States to enter into a treaty admitting 
Canadian fish free of dnty—in 1854 and again in 1871—by vexing and 
troubling our fishing vessels until our Government was wheedled into 
making ins which seriously Timagod Suen fishing interests. 
To be sure the treaty of 1871, which admitted American fishermen to 
Canadian waters for the purpose of fishing, was thought at the time to 
be favorable to our fishing interests, but the result proved far other- 


wise. 

On the 1st day of July last the United States got rid of the last bad 
bargain, and since that time Canadian-cured fish have been charged a 
duty when brought into our markets. Before even the last arrange- 
ment terminated the Canadians set to work to secure a commission to 
make another icy zai by which their fish should be admitted to 
our markets free of duty. They even persuaded the President and Sec- 
rg Ho State to recommend such a commission, but the protests of 
the fishing interests of the country have been so earnest and strong 
againstanother sacrifice ofour fishermen, thatit is now evident that Con- 

ress will not carry out the plan. The emphatic vote of the Senate on 
tor FrYE’s resolution disapproving a commission settles this point. 

Angered by our refusal, the Canadian authorities have commenced 
the vexatious course toward our fishing vessels to which I have alluded. 
They have sent an armed schooner to the fishing grounds to annoy and 
seize our fishing vessels on various pretexts, and they have warned our 
vessels not to enter Canadian ports for commercial purposes, to purchase 
bait or ice, or for other objects, which their vessels are freely permitted 
to pursue in our ports. ` : 

When it is borne in mind that American fishing vessels are not seek- 
ing to fish in Canadian waters, but in waters in which it is admitted 


they have a right to pursue their calling, and that their visits to Cana- 
dian ports have reference only to purchasing supplies for their legiti- 
mate business, the attempt of the Canadians to deprive them of ordi- 
nary commercial privileges in their ports in order to annoy our fishermen 
and make this legitimate business impracticable is not only a NET 
but unfriendly. If Canada ists in this course and Great Bri 
declines to interfere, nothing remains but to take the remedy into our 
own hands. We prefer to avoid retaliation, but nothing else would be 
left to us, If American fishing vessels, duly authorized to touch and 
trade and pursuing a legitimate business in waters outside of Canadian 
jurisdiction are not to be permitted to enter Canadian ports for the 
purpose of purchasing rt of any kind offered for sale and shi 

ing fish in bond to the United States, then Canadian vessels should 
be denied similar privileges in the ports of the United States. 

It can not be admitted for a moment that Canada has any ane to 
interfere in the tariff policy of this country so long as we impose no 
higher duties on her products than we do on the similar products ofany 
other foreign country. We claim no right on the other hand to inter- 
fere in the tariff policy of Canada, and she would justly regard any 
such interference on our part as an impertinence, 

Toa poly of this country, except in the periods when so-called re- 
cip treaties have provided otherwise, has always been to impose 
duties on imported fish as a measure of protection to our own fishermen. 
So long as the general policy of the country has been protective, simple 
justice has demanded that the fishing interests should ve the same 
measure of protection as other industries. The hardy fishermen who 
man our fishing vessels deserve our protection and encouragement. 

But there has been a reason beyond this which has led our Govern- 
ment in the past to have special regard for our fishing interests. The 
sea fisheries have ever been the nursery of seamen—the school in which 
have been trained the men who have manned our cruisers in time of 
war. The value of this school has been attested in every war in which 
we have been engaged. It was New England fishermen who manned 
our nayal vessels in the war of 1812, and wrung victory from British 
cruisers in many a bloody contest. Every naval nation has encouraged 
the sea fisheries as a resource in time of war. For many years we gave 
a large bounty to encourage the fishing interests. That bounty was 
withdrawn twenty years ago, but we can not take away the inducement 
to maintain the fisheries offered by exclusive possession of our markets 
without destroying the sea fisheries and depriving the country of an in- 
yaluable school for seamen to man our vessels in time of war. 

In view of these considerations it is to me a matter of t surprise 
that the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means toes reported 
a bill to admit all imported fish free of duty. If such a step was con- 
templated it should be done by a reciprocal treaty, which would give 
us something from in return. She stands ready to-day to give 
us-a bonus for a privilege which makes her fisheries prosperous. , 

But such a step should not be taken on any consideration. - It would 
assuredly destroy our sea fisheries. It would do grave injustice to the 
hardy fishermen who poe a calling so hazardous and yet so benéfi- 
cial to the country. It would deprive us of the most valuable school 
for seamen to man our vessels in time of war that any nation can pos- 
sess, I can not believe that Congress will adopt so unjust and unwise 


policy. 
Instead of placing all kinds of imported fish on the free-list, as is pro- 
posed, a law should be enacted im g 2 duty upon fresh fish of all 
inds, herring only excepted, which are now admitted free of duty 
when intended for immediate eonsumption, or at least a law giving a 
proper construction to the term ‘‘fresh fish.’ Under the present law 
the Treasury Department has ruled that fish preserved by ing and 
ice are still “‘fresh fish.’? Under this construction fish preserved by 
freezing and ice are being brought into our markets by Canadians in 
latge quantities free of duty. With modern methods of ee man, ane 
preserving this decision is seriously interfering with our fishing inter- 
ests. Obviously, instead of placing all fish on the free-list a measure 
should be passed, as I have already proposed, to construe fresh fish as 
not including frozen fish or fish preserved by the use of ice, salt, freez- 
ing, smoking, or other preservative process. 

I trust, Mr, Speaker, that the Secretary of State will not onas onge 
bring to the attention of the British Government the unwarranted course 
of the Canadian authorities in endeavoring to deprive American fishing 
vessels of the rights in Canadian ports which belong to us under recipro- 
cal “legislative arrangement,” but will also follow this up by securing 
a just settlement of the disputed question of the proper construction of 
the 3-mile limit within which only Canadian vessels are entitled to 
fish. I take it for granted that a just decision of this controversy will 
dissipate the absurd headland claim under which Canadians have some- 
times endeavored to claim the exclusive right to fish in waters of great 
gulfs and arms of the ocean. This claim isso preposterous that British 
ministers have repeatedly declined to enforce it. It is important, how- 
ever, that the line of demarkation between Canadian fishing-grounds 
and those that belong to us and the world should no longer be in doubt, 
and thus give to Canadaa pretext for annoying American fishing vessels 
in deep water on the false claim that they were fishing in Canadian 
waters, 

It is time that the interests of American fishermen should be as 
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scrupulously and persistently guarded as the similar interests of other 
nations are g ed by them. In 1880, according to the last census, the 
number of persons employed in the fisheries of the United States was 
131,426, of whom over one hundred thousand were schooled in the man- 
agement of boats and other vessels; and 80 per cent. of those were Amer- 
icancitizens. There wereemployed 6,605 vessels and 44,804 boats, with 
acapital of nearly $40,000,000 invested. The value of the products of 
the fisheries was $44,546,063. The value of the products in a market- 
able condition of the 606 fishing vessels and 5,920 boatsof the State of 
ate oon I have the honor to represent in part on this floor, was 
614,178. 

It will beseen, therefore, that, considered simply as an industry sup- 
plying food to our people, our fisheries are of great importance. But 
important as is their commercial value, their value as a nursery of sea- 
men for our merchant marine and for our Navy, especially as a resource 
in time of war, can not be overestimated. I appeal confidently to the 
sense of justice and the patriotism of the House to protect and encourage 
the fishing interests of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Speaker, for myself I have no objection to 
the suggestion’ that this legislative branch of the Government shall in- 
dicate by its action in favor of this proposition that we mean, so far as 
the power rests here, to watch carefully and to maintain firmly all the 
rights of the American fishermen whoare engaged in the trade to which 
the resolution relates. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire tostate that the many recitals contained 
in the preamble of the original resolution are not embodied in the sub- 
stitute, which is merely a resolution of inquiry in regard to this ques- 
tion. Seeking for information looking to the protection of the rights of 
American fishermen in Canadian waters, I do not deem a discussion of 
the question necessary in advance of the official information sought. 

The question being taken, the substitute proposed by the committce 
was a, to, and the resolution as amended adopted. 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WILLIS. After consultation with a number of gentlemen on 
both sides of the House I feel it to be my duty, although with reluc- 
tance, to test the disposition of the House as to going on to-day with 
the general appropriation bill now pending in preference to private 
business: With this view I move to dispense with private business 
for this day. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Before that question is put I hope the gentleman 
will yield to me to have read for information a resolution I desire to 
offer on this subject and upon which I would like to have a vote. It 
pertains to the private business, and will not interfere with the gen- 
tleman’s proposition. I desire to sec whether we can not reach some 

ment in regard to private business. : 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to reading the proposition of the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] ? 

Mr. FELTON, I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Have we not the right to hear it read before objec- 
tion is made? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman asks unanimous consent; and as 
the proceeding is not regular, no part of it can take place unless by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Unless it is read, the House can not tell what the 

uest is. 

e SPEAKER. Still gentlemen have the right to insist on the 
regular order and to object to the reading of anything which is not in- 
cluded in the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I make no opposition to the motion of the 

tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], for I think that the Private 
Calendar in the ordinary method of its consideration ought not to stand 
in the way of important public business. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIs, there were— 
ayes 67, noes 83. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ihave great respect for the opinion of this House, 
and I shall not attempt to press my motion any er. 

So the motion of Mr. WILLIS was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the standing and select committees for reports of a private nature. 

SARAH ANN WILLIAMS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6919) granting a pension to Sarah 
Ann Williams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7383} granting a pension to Storer E. Stiles; and 

- A bill (H. R. 7333) for the relief of Ann Cowan. 


WILLIAM H. STARR. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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back favorably the bill (H. R. 6718) granting a pension to William H. 

Starr; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 

Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ELANDER M. MOONEYHAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6801) granting a pension 
to Elander M. Mooneyhan; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed, 

RICHARD HORRIGAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6120) for the relief of 
Richard Horrigan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

STOKELEY D. DAGLEY. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6655) granting a on to 
Stokeley D. Dagley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
| ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 
laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7309) granting a pension to Charles M. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 6798) granting a pension to William D. Acuff; and 

A bill (H. R. out) granting a pension to Daniel F. Mack. 
| 


MARGARET MADDEN. 
Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of Margaret Mađ- 
den; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
CATHARINE S. TODD. 
Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 4166) to increase the pension of Cath- 
arine 8. Todd; which was laid on the table, aud the accompanying re- 
| port ordered to be printed. 
| ROBERT GRAY. 
i 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 620) granting a pennos to Robert Gray; 
| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
HENRY BOLLMAN. 


Mr, CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3366) granting a pension to Henry Boll- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompan ying report ordered to be printed. 

SARAH BROOKS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3645) granting a pension to Sarah Brooks; 
which was referred to the Committee of the le House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
| back adverely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

5 ae (H. R. 2092) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah W. 
unker; . 
A bill ta R. 6244) granting a pension to Henry Berry; 

A bill (H. R. 4711) granting a pension to John W. Blake; and 

A bill (H. R. 6374) for the relief of Henrietta Harman. 


JAMES MADISON PRUITT. 

Mr. CHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5051) to place the name of James 
Madison Pruitt on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6103) granting a pension to George Chambers; and 

A bill (H. R. 1263) granting a pension to Jared D. Wheelock. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


On motion of Mr. O'HARA, the Cammittee on Invalid Pensions was 
i from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7484) for the 


relief of Algernon M. Cook; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Perisions. 
LEVI JONES. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of Levi Jones; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS BLACK. 

Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2214) forthe relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Black; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed 
JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 


Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1623) to muster Jesse H. Strickland as colonel 
of cavalry in the service of the United States, and to pay him for his 
services from Jan 30, 1863 to March 31, 1864, inclusive. 

Mr. JAMES and Mr. RICHARDSON both asked the adverse report 
be eee to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 


The adverse report was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON T. OTEY. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to Washington T. 
Otey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF FOR VOLUNTEER OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr, LAIRD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1427, a bill (H. R. 7895) for 
the relief of certain officers of the volunteer army, and for other pur- 

; which was read a first and second time. 

TheSPEAKER. Does this make or rcquire an appropriation to be 
made? 

Mr. LAIRD. I believe not. $ 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL NOBLE. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, when I submitted the report 
from the Judiciary Committee of the bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of 
Samuel Noble, I forgot at the moment my agreement to notify the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], as he desired to submit the views of 
the minority. 
Mr. SENEY, by unanimous consent, presented the views of the mi- 
nority in that case; and they were ordered to be printed with the ma- 
jority report. : 
EVENING SESSIONS FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. SPRINGER: Mr. Speaker, pending the motion togo intocom- 
mittee, I ask that the resolution which I send to the desk be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


sive bills, other than pension 


5 yee soot e m. 

Resolved further, That when the House at such evening sessions shall resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider billson the Private Calendar, as 
herein provided, it shall be in order to take bills in their order, and alter 
five minutes’ time given to an explanation the: the question shall be put tothe 
committee whether there is objection to the present consideration of the bill; 
and if five persons to its consideration, such bill shall be passed over in- 
formally and the next bill shall be taken up for consideration in like manner. 
Bills to the consideration of which there are not five persons objecting shall 
mabe to ten minutes’ debate, five minutes in favor of the bill and five minutes 
against it; when the question shall be put upon laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House. 

After the Calendar has been called thro once under this order, private bills 
SS thereafter be considered under the rules of the House, as heretofore pro- 
vided, 


Mr. SPRINGER. This does not relate to the day at all. 

The SPEAKER. The only request made by the gentleman from 
Milinois was it should be read for information. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Isuggest it be printed in the RECORD and brought 
up some other day. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; if there be no objection let it lie over. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is understood it has no right to considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not. 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If there be no objection I will move it be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman desires to call it up here- 
after he will have to ask unanimous consent, 


It is only asked to be read and 
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ee te I will ask to have it referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 
í Mr. SPRINGER. I will accommodate the gentleman from Maine if 

can. 
AE UN HAM. There is no objection toits going to the Committee 
on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection made by the gentleman from 

e. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nothing gives me more pleasure than to accom- 
modate the gentleman from Maine. Ifit offends him, I will never men- 
tion it again. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Imovethatthe Houseresolveitselfinto Committee 
5 the Whole for the consideration of business upon the Private Calen- 

r. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know it is not debatable, but I wish to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On Friday last a number of bills were reported 
favorably from the Committee of the Whole, and my inquiry is when 
and in what manner they will be reached for final action by the House? 

The SPEAKER. They will be the first bills taken up for consider- 
ation when the committee rises to-day—the first in the class of busi- 
ness to which they belong reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar. The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill under consideration when the 
committee last rose. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5194) directing the Quartermaster-General to settle with th® 
M’Minnville and Manchester Railroad Company, and for other purposes, ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on Friday last it was 
dividing on the question submitted by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] of laying this bill aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There having been no decision of the committee 
upon that subject, I ask to withdraw the motion. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] in charge of the bill desires 
to reply to some remarks made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GED- 
DES] at that time. Had I known the fact I should not have submitted 
the motion; and since I do not desire to deprive him of any advantage 
which he might have by replying to those remarks, I withdraw the 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the motion will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. f 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I have g right to withdraw it, there being 
no decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the committee was dividing upon the question at the time 
the committee rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But no quorum having appeared, and no decision 
having been reached, I have the right to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears ro objection to the withdrawal 
of the motion. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. -On last Friday I submitted the considerations 
which I thought ought to move the committee to favor the passage of 
this bill. I must confess that I was somewhat surprised at the very 
fierce onslaught made on the measure by the chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES]. I wassome- 
what astonished at the earnestness with which he made the attack and 
the zeal he then displayed. I think, with all due respect to my able 
friend, that he was rather extravagant in his assertions as to why the 
bill should not pass and the reasons he assigned in opposition to it. 
He starts out, Mr. Chairman (and I read from his remarks), as printed 
in the RECORD, by saying: 

It is one of the most obnoxious measures that could be presented as an enter 


ing-wedge for a class of claims which in amount would aggregate a sum equal 
to the national debt at the close of the war. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, at the same time he told the committee that of 
the fifty railroads in the South that became involved in their accounts 
with the General Government, every one had settled its indebtedness 
with the exception of four. Then by his own statement, sir, there are 
but four roads whose accounts have not been settled, adjusted, paid, or 
compromised; and yet we have the remarkable statement from the able 
chairman of this committee that the accounts of these four railroads 
amount in the a te to an indebtedness greater than the war debt 
at its close, or over $2,600,000,000. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3967 


Mr. GEDDES. Let me interrupt by asking my colleague to recog- 
nize at once the fact that the class of claims to which I referred is by 
no means limited to these railroads, It embraces many others. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What other can possibly stand upon such a 
footing as this? If there is any other case, Mr. Chairman, in which 
the Government of the United States, by its authorities, took the prop- 
erty of a citizen, artificial or real, and appropriated it to its own use, 
and then sold it toa third party and obtained money for it, it seems 
to-me that we can not make a better precedent than to pay this. I 
say that there are no such claims in existence to the amount indicated 
by the gentleman in his remarks. 

Now, he said, and I take his statement as true, because the Quarter- 
master-General’s report shows it, that there are about four roads whose 
accounts are unsettled, and which amount in the aggregate to about 
$1,000,000, so that would hardly swamp the Government financially if 
we undertake to pay allof them. Butthatisnotso. There is no other 
railroad whose affairs are in that condition or who came here asking for 
such relief. ; 

But, Mr. Chairman, in the line of the extravagant statement of the 

tleman, and the zeal he displayed in opposing the payment of a 
fast claim like this, he says further: 
Th u Tennessee le hav hr h 
mee a zoe. oe see vein ar aa we already got two bills passed through this 

And when heis reminded that these bills included claims in a large 
number of Sre Nan York and others, he replieđ: 

“Yes; in New York there is $1.50 allowed.” Now, I have the bill 
before me, and it shows $150 to the State of New York, so that the gen- 
tleman is out only about 1,000,000 per cent. in his estimate of the 
amount that goes to that State. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to go further at this time into an 
answer to many of the statements made by my friend from Ohio; but I 
may do so before my time is up. I wanted to say that much. And 
now I shall yield to my friend from South Carolina [Mr. Perry], who, 
I understand, desires the floor, and I ask him to yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN] that I may reserve the remaining few 
minutes I am entitled to. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. e gentleman from South Carolina can take 
the floor in his own right. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Before the gentleman from Tennessee 
takes his seat I ask him, as he reported this bill, to read that part of 
the petition of the McMinnville and Manchester road which asks Con- 
gress to take this action, and also to show from the records he has had 
control of the right that the Memphis and Charleston road has to this 
appropriation, and also to show the order upon which the McMinnville 
and Manchester road was sold and the amount for which it was sold 
by the State of Tennessee, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would do anything in the world to please 
the gentleman from Indiana, but I do not understand his inquiry. The 
Memphis and Charleston road has nothing to do with this. The gen- 
tleman has got the record and can read it in his own time. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana, I have not got the record. I ask 
this question because those facts are notshown by the record. If they 
are in the record, I can not find them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not answer the gentleman’s question. 
reg Memphis and Charleston road has no connection with this road or 

its claim, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I know the gentleman can not an- 
swer it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is wholly immaterial. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Perry] 


is sy she 

Mr. PERRY. Iyield the floor to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MOMILLIN ] for such time as he desires it. 

Mr. MoMIL I shall not, Mr. Chairman, trespass long upon 
the patience of the House in the discussion of this case, because the 
facts upon: which it turns, and upon which payment is to be made, if 
made at all, may be put ina nutshell. What are they? 

Under an act of Congress passed the31st January, 1862, the President 
of the United States was authorized to direct the taking of the railroads 
of the country for the use of the Government during the mighty strug- 

è that was then in progress whenever it became necessary. The 

vernment did take possession of this McMinnville and Manchester 
road and the Nashville and Chattanooga road. What did it do when 
it got possession? Not needing the road in controversy because it was 
only an arm of the Nashville and Chattanooga road, it proceeded to 
take up the iron from this road, the switches, the chairs, and spikes, 
and carried them to the Nashville and Chattanooga road, which needed 
rails, &c., and put them down upon that road and used them. Nowit 
will not be denied by the most strenuous opponent of this bill that the 
Government took the road, that it took up the rails, that it carried the 
material to the Nashville and Chattanooga road; that, having done so, 
it put it down there, and used it as long as it wanted it. That is in- 
controvertible. 

What is the next step in the case? The next action of the Govern- 


ment was when the war was over that it returned the Nashville and 
Chattanooga road to its management. Before doing so it said, ‘‘ We 
have added valuable improvements to this road; we have placed more 
rolling-stock upon it, we have put down more rails, and we ask you 
in accepting this road to pay us for the rails so put down and material 
furnished,” 

Mr. GEDDES. Where do you find that? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis in the record of the casc. 

Mr. GEDDES. Just read me one line on that subject. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwill read you more than one line. 

Mr. GEDDES. Read from the proof in the case—not from any 


speech. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will read from the evidence of this case, and 
that cannot besuccessfullydisputed. Employés who originally worked 
upon the McMinnville and Manchester road were sent and made an in- 
vestigation of the property after it was taken to the Chattanooga road 
and identified it, 

Mr. GEDDES. That is correct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman does not deny that. I will read 
their testimony: ó : . 

A, Powers and S. 8. Mahoney, being sworn, de and say: That they are 
now, and before the late war were well acquainted with the line of the McMinn- 
ville and Manchester Railroad, its road-bed, and the iron laid upon the same; 
that during the late war the said road, with the greater part of its machinery 
and property, was occupied by the United States forces; that previous to said 
capture the said affiants were employed on the said road; that a Ja amount 
of the iron rails of said road were by the forces and authority of the United 
States taken up and removed. That said affiants have carefully examined a 
quantity of the iron rails now held by the United States in the dof Capt. 
and Byt. Maj. S. S. Hammill, assistant quartermaster at Nashville, Tenn., and 
from such examination they find that of rails so held by the United States two 
hundred and seventy rails or bars belong to the McMinnville and Manchester 
Railroad’ Company, and are, as affiants believe, part and of the same 
rails esas up and removed from the road-bed of the said company as above 
stated. 


Then there was the report of the Quartermaster-General, made years 
afterward, which recited and admitted the fact that the rails were laid 
down on the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad track. The Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga road was para by their use, and I have never 
heard any man deny it before. have been over the road dozens of 
times, and it is the history of the country there, undisputed and indis- 
putable. 

Now, having got through with the use of the property, what does the 
Government do? It calls upon the Nashville and Chattanooga road, 
as I have stated, to pay for all of the property that it had added to that 
road while in its ion. 

Mr. GEDDES. There is the trouble. Show me the proof of that. 
Now you strike it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bond of that company shows it. Does not 
the Government of the United States to-day hold the bond of the Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga Railroad Company for the property placed there 
by the Government? Does not that establish the fact beyond contro- 
versy? Who would want better proof? Who could give better? 

Mr. GEDDES. Notatall. Not for one cent’s worth. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does not? 

Mr. GEDDES. I will read from the record if you will allow me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is wholly in error. if the gen-. 
tleman desires to ask a question, I will yield for that, but not for his 


speech. 

Mr. GEDDES. Well, fora question: Have you read the record con- 
taining the’evidence upon which this claim is based? If you have, do 
se not find in that record proof of the direct reverse of your claim 

ere—proof that instead of asking pay of either of these roads for any 

of the iron taken off, they returned to the McMinnville and Manches- 

ter road gratuitously every rail that could be identified, and never 
the other road one penny for anything that they received ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. There was not, so far as I have been able to see, 
one single rail returned. On the contrary, ex-judge and ex-Congress- 
man H. H. Harrison, one of the directors of the road, called upon Gen- 
eral Thomas for a settlement of the accounts. General Thomas had an 
investigation made, and a report was made by his officers in which they 
admit the taking and carrying away and using of 25} miles of the rails 
of the McMinnville and Manchester road. 

Mr. GEDDES. No one denies that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the history of the case. 

Mr. GEDDES. You do not come to the point of trouble. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; the point of trouble with you is paying for 
that which the Government took. 

Mr. GEDDES. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You hesitate to pay for it. 

Mr. GEDDES. Certainly. : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now the Government has obtained from the Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga company a bond for that property. And Ido 
unhesitatingly say that when the Government got the rails of this com- 
pany, used them on the Nashville and Chattanooga road, turned the 
road over to the Chattanooga management after the close of the war, 
and got a bond from that company to pay for that property, the Gov- 
ernment can not afford to refuse to give that bond, or a fair proportion 
of it, to pay for the 25} miles of rail which belonged to the McMinnville 


3568 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 16, 


and Manchester company. That iswhatIsay, and that is the strength 
of this case, and it is justice. 

Mr. GEDDES. Let me read from the record. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would rather the gentleman would read it in 
his own time, as my time is limited. The gentleman has an opportu- 
nity to read whatever he wishes. These are the facts. Much of the 
record has been read here. I have in my pocket the order made by 
General Thomas for the appraisement of the value of the property, the 
return of the officers who made the appraisement; and the amount in 
this bill is less than they said was actually due; yet gentlemen hesi- 
tate to make: payment. Much has been said, Mr. Chairman, about 
this case establishing a bad precedent. It is a late day to talk about 
precedents when you have settled with forty-six of the fifty roads that 
were used by the Government already. The Ss from Ohio 
[Mr. GEDDES] has said that the management of the road, or perhaps 
the road itself, was rebellious—in other words, had committed treason. 
It is the first time that I have heard a claim resisted in Congress upon 
so flimsy a pretext. 

It is known to all men that during the war, when the confederates 
were in that country and wanted to pass over any road or any part of 
it they passed over it, and that when the United States forces wanted 
to travel over any road they did it. Whichever army was occupying 
the country used the existing facilities for transportation, and all the 
powers then in existence, either corporate or individual, would have been 
ineffectual to prevent that. Therefore, to say that this claim should 
not be paid because at Some time this road was used by those wha were 
in the military service of the confederacy and whom the Government of 
the United States itself was notable to expel, is to place argument upon 
a puerile ground that is unworthy of Congress and untenable in any 
tribunal that pretends to act justly. 

Muck has been said too about this property being taken by the Army. 
Why, sir, the Army took horses, and you paid for them; it took pro- 
visions, and you paid for them; it took fuel, and you paid for that; 
and to say that you will not pay for anything because it was captured 
is just to say that you will not pay for anything at all. Where is the 
distinction? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We did not pay for horses captured. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You did not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why, I have voted to pay for hundreds of horses 
taken in your own State during the Morgan raid for the use of the Army. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I think my friend is mistaken about that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman [Mr. HOLMAN] wants to make 
his record straight I have no objection. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no necessity for making my record straight 
or crooked. It is the crooked record which my friend is making that I 
am trying to straighten out. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The crookedness is in my friend’s vision, not in 
the record. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government has paid for all horses taken and 
appropriated to the uses of the Government—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Exactly; that is what I have stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In States like Indiana and Ohio—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And Tennessee, and West Virginia, and Maryland, 
and Kentucky, and Missouri. In all those States the Army would 
come along and capture the horses of citizens—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend talks about “capturing’’ and about 
‘captured’? property. The Government has never paid for any prop- 
erty captured. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend saysthe Government pays for property 
when it ‘‘takes’’ it, but not when it ‘‘captures’’ it. I would like to 
know the difference between taking and capturing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The difference is very marked. When the Army 

g through the country found it necessary to take horses from 

oyal people for the use of its troops the Government has paid for horses 

so taken; but the idea of paying for captured property has never been 
even suggested. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not insisted nor has any other man in his 
senses insisted that property captured as an act of war from parties act- 
ually in arms against the Government has been the subject of payment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now my friend sees the importance of the correc- 
tion which I made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Here is the distinction which I draw: The Gov- 
ernment does not pay ravages of war—mere ra But when the 
poe is taken for the use of the Army, and the owner is not barred 

y disloyalty, or statutes of limitations, then the Government does 

y for the actual use and benefit which it gets out of the property. 

t is the distinction, and it is drawn in this very case. Where the 
turn-tables were destroyed, this report does not pro: to pay for them; 
where bridges were burned, they are not to be paid for; the depot build- 
ings destroyed are not to be paid for—why? Upon our distinction that 
these were ‘‘ ravages”? of war. But where property was taken and 
converted by the Government to Government use, and part of it sold 


to another party and a bond taken for the purchase-money, the Gov- 
ernment having drawn interest upon that bond for twenty years, the 
claim for compensation can not be rejected without flagrant violation 
of every principle of justice. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend has referred to the act of Jan 31, 
1862, authorizing the military authorities to take possession of all the 


railroads of the United States; that act has been referred to by the 
gentleman as the law underlying this claim. At the time now under 
consideration this railroad property was in the hands of men waging 
war —— the United States. The Government captured that prop- 
erty, did it not, by its Army, and then did not that property come 
under the law touching captured and abandoned property, and not 
under the act of January 31, 1862? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Notatall. It was immovable property, used by 
who ever occupied the conntry it ran through. General Albert Sidney 
Johnson, commanding the confederate forces, occupied the city of Bow- 
ling Green, Ky., and all of the Louisville and Nashville Railroad south 
of Bowling Green to Nashville. He used that road for the transporta- 
tion of his troops; he carried his supplies over it; he used it in every 
way in which a railroad could be used by a belligerent force. But the 
man has not yet been born who will say that because that road was so 
used therefore the Government when it obtained possession of the road 
could confiscate it or did confiscate it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government captured it, however. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Government ‘‘captured”’ it just as it did 
this road. And what did it do when it got it? It entered into a con- 
tract with the management of the road, if I remember correctly, to pay 
large rates over the road, and thereby made it one of the richest cor- 
porations in the world having the same length of road. 

Mr. GEDDES. That was after the war was over. 

Mr. McMILLIN. During the war. 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Duringthewar. Ispeak only from memory, but 
think the gentleman will find that the Government paid for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I guess not. i 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Gentlemen will observe that the stock of this road 
rose during the war, instead of falling; Imean the Louisville and Nash- 
ville road. And I wish to state further, in order to show that thatcase 
was as strong as this can possibly be, that the Louisville and Nashville 
road was composed of two corporations, one under the law of the State 
of Kentucky, extending to the Kentucky line in the direction of Nash- 
ville, the other under the law of Tennessee, extending to Kentucky in 
the direction of Lonisville. Tennessee was a seceding State. Yet the 
Government never confiseated the Lousyille and Nashvilleroad. That 
is the history of the matter. I insist that the plainest principles of jus- 
tice and fair dealing between the citizen and his Government demand 
that the Government shall pay for the benefits which it obtained from 
this McMinnvilleand Manchester road by the use and sale ofitsiron, &c. 

What hardship will be wrought by doing even the best that it is pro- 
posed to do here? The Nashville and Cha Railroad Company 
has had to pay interest on its bonds from the date of the settlement, 
soon after the war, down to the present time—about twenty years—and 
they will have paid in interest upon these bonds more than the amount 
of the principal. Yet under this bill, giving to this road only the value 
of these rails, only the value of property which the Government ob- 
tained and used, not what it destroyed, it is proposed not to pay one 
cent of interest. Iam not complaining of this, for it is the policy which 
the Government has pursued with all claimants—to pay no interest. 
But I am showing the hardship to which this railroad is subjected even 
if compensation be made as now proposed. 

-Mr. GEDDES. My friend I know wants to be accurate, but he would 
leave on my mind, if I did not know all about this , this impres- 
sion: That this Nashville and Chattanoga road had incurred an indebt- 
edness to the Government upon which they had paid interest for up- 
ward of twenty years; when the record shows this to be the fact, that 
their purchase from the Government ted one million seven hun- 
dred and odd thousands of dollars, and the Government afterward com- 
promised with the company, and gave up seven hundred and odd thou- 
sand dollars, and insisted only upon the payment of a million of dollars 
of that indebtedness upon $1,700,000. 

Then I wish to state this other additional fact: That bill for rolling- 
stock, and iron, and property furnished new after the war was no part 
of the iron and other property taken from that or any other company. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In the latter part of his statement is where the 

ntleman is in error. There he certainly is. 

Mr. GEDDES. Furnish the evidence. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I admit his case so far as he has accurately stated 
it. ‘The Government did demand of that road such bond as no conscion- 
able officer, after the excitement of war had gone and prices had fallen, 
would exact the payment of. One million seyen hundred thousand 
dollars was demanded after using the company’s rolling-stock and road- 
bed for years. After the clouds had passed away it was admitted on 
all hands that was an exorbitant demand on the part of the Government. 
The rolling-stock obtained had been badly worn, and the rails put down 
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had been in a 
was, therefore, a claim of that kind, and not asa set-off against payment 


great measure worn out by the Government itself It 
of interest that any such remission was made, That is the fact of the 
case. Ido not understand that for the part claimed there is a dollarof 
interest remitted which can be claimed as a set-off for this. I do not 
understand the fact to be that way. However that may be, the fact, as 
I said in the beginning, is at least in a nutshell. Is it nota fact that 
the property was taken by the Government from that corporation? Is 
it not a fact that the officers of the Government have not returned the 
road in the condition in which it was when they took it? This differ- 
ence of value is what the Government owes. © 

Gentlemen on the other side have said that General Thomas did not 
recognize it. Ought it not to be considered a recognition by him of 
the justice of this claim when he issued his order for a report as to what 
was the value of the material taken off, and whatit would cost to place 
it in the condition it was in when the Government took possession of it? 

When gentlemen come to vote on this bill the only question for them 
to determine is whether they will make restitution of the property the 
Government took and kept or sold. 

We ask no pay for burned-down houses, we ask no pay for destroyed 
depots, we ask no pay for torn-up bridges, we ask no pay for the mutila- 
tions and ravages of war, but only for that the Government took, kept, 
and used or sold; and we do insist this great country would do itself 
a great wrong by standing back and declining to do even-handed justice 
to one or more of the citizens it was organized to protect. 

Mr. PERRY. Iyield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, the ground of opposition to the pay- 
ment of this claim, as stated by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GEDDES] 
the other day, is that it would be more manly for this corporation to 
come here and say, by the ravages of war you got our property, by right 
of capture you had it; and now we want you to pay us forit. In or- 
der to establish his proposition he assumes that we are here demand- 
ing pay for property taken as an act of war; he takes the deposition of 
an employé of the railroad who used the word ‘‘captured,’’ and stands 
on that. I submit to any man who wants to be fair whether this is 
not straining and wresting the testimony, to say this man used the word 
“captured” in any sense which would justify a lawyer of any promi- 
nence in holding it would include us in the category of demanding pay 
for captured and abandoned property. The expression was used by this 
employé in the common parlance of the time, and in no other sense. 

There is no tribunal to decide for us or anybody else this property 
was captured. You will have to decide how this property came into 
the possession of the Government, not by the unlettered and unguarded 
expression of a couple of railroad hands, but by the facts of the case 
and the Jaw which governs them. f 

How did this road get into the hands of the Government? Did it 
come into the hands of the Government like the salt-works to which 
General Grant alludes in his message? Certainly not. Those salt- 
works were destroyed to keep the confederate forces from getting the 
benefit of them. It was the destruction of property as an act of war 
to decrease the power of resistance on the part of the public enemy. 

That was not a case where private property was taken and applied 
to public uses in any sense of the Constitution, he says; that was an 
open and flagrant act of destruction in the carrying on of the war then 
in progress. 

Now, what are the facts? How did this property get into the hands 
of the Government at all? Did it come into its possession by seizure 
or capture actually upon the theater of war, or did it come into its 
hands under the act of 1862? Let us examine the question now for a 
moment. 

The gentleman from Ohio expresses great alarm if this case shall be 
allowed by the Congress of the United States that it would form a prec- 
edent for a raid upon the that would bankrupt the Govern- 
ment; for, he said, it would probably result in demands upon the 
Treasury equal in amount to the national debt at the close of the war. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not help the fact of the gentleman’s getting 
alarmed, but let us see how he is scared and what he is scared at. I 
have, in my own experience, seen many men with defective vision get 
scared at objects at night, and let us see for a moment if this is not an 

i apprehension which the gentleman from Ohio has conjured 
up in his own brain to get frightened about. ` 

It is a matter of great regret, sir, in the history of this country that 
the gentleman from Ohio did not get scared soon enough, and that he 
was not in Congress at the time the act of January 31, 1862, was passed, 
that he might then have taken on the tremendous scare which now 
afflicts him. 

The gentlemen who passed that act, imagine, in that Congress knew 
exactly what was alarming and what was not. They probably under- 
stood at that time the exact conditionof affairs. Thecountry was then 
absolutely engaged in war, and these men, with the full knowledge of 
the facts before them, were putting into the hands of the President of 
the United States every power that they could safely place there inorder 
to crush out the civil strife then progressing in the country; and in fur- 
therance of that idea among other things they provided that in certain 
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contingencies, wherever the President of the United States in his judg- 
ment should approve, or where the public safety required it, he was 
authorized to seize and take possession of railroads, and they further 
provided that three commissioners should be appointed by the President 
of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to assess and determine the suffered by such seizure. They 
did not see that there would be any great danger to the Government in 
that fact, but simply regarded such a proceeding as one of the most 
effective means of safety and publicdefense. In pursuance of that pol- 
icy this railroad got into the hands of the General Government; and the 
fact stands that way, notwithstanding the strained argument of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio upon the unguarded expression of two railroad hands, 
The idea of capturing a railroad is not embodiedin thiscase. Theidea 
of seizing a railroad in order to use it for the public good, in any way 
the department commanders might sce proper, is just exactly whatisin 
this case. 

But what else, Mr. Chairman? ‘The gentleman is alarmed, I say, too 
late. General Thomas was not alarmed about this case; for after the 
war was oyer and this railroad asked that its rights should be consid- 
ered, he absolutely authorized a commission to inquire as to how much 
it would take to rehabilitate the road. Was he alarmed? Did he see 
the terrible danger that the gentleman from Ohio finds? Is it possible 
that that great soldier and loyal man General Thomas would stand 
there and have men come up to him asking him to put them upon a 
basis to settle with the Government of the United States, or rather to 
go on and rehabilitate the road, when he knew them to be red-handed 
rebels, and demanding, as the gentleman from Ohio said, to be paid for 
the ravages of war? ‘The gentleman from Ohio should have been there 
to get scared then. He should have been there to frighten General 
Thomas. Was General Thomas, that able officer, a man to be imposed 
upon? Was that clear-headed general, that active, vigilant officer a 
man to have given under any circumstances aid to men who were 
endeavoring to impose upon the Government? Would not he drive. 
such men from his presence, saying you are coming here to attempt to 
get me to assist you in the rehabilitation and rebuilding of this road 
when you are-not entitled to a cent, when you are in flagrant rebellion 
against the Government, and in your effort to impose upon the Govern- 
ment you are here first trying to impose upon me? 

It is a great pity, I repeat, that the gentleman from Ohio was not 
there to tell General Thomas what he should get scared at. Why Gen- 
eral Meigs, I suppose about as intolerant as any man who ever lived to 
what he considered.an unjust claim, certainly one of the most faithful, 
vigilant, and just officers with reference to these claims, guarding the 
Government’s interest in every respect where questions were submitted 
to him, taking for granted many things against a claim which I am 
not disposed to criticise, but it is singular that when the question of 
the return of this iron was referred to him, his answer is not that he 
was frightened, but he says it is impossible to return it; it is imprac- 
ticable to return the same iron, and that only compensation could be 
made for it. Is it possible that that officer would not have had his in- 
dignation aroused by an attempted imposition upon him or by such an 
attempted raid upon the Treasury? Isit possible that he would not have 
had sense enough and sufficient nerve certainly to have said to those 
men: Youare making a most preposterous demand; you are, in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Ohio, simply asking us to pay you for your 
ob ead which was injured hy the rayages of war. But he says no such 

ing. 

The clear implication from what he says is, thatif they had had the 
identical iron, and it had been practicable, they would have returned 
it to the road. But only compensation could be made for it. The fact 
is, as appears in the record, the reason why the claim was not paid was 
that the Government itself failed to appoint the commissioners to make 
the assessment provided by the act of January 31, 1862. 

The gentleman says nosuch claim as this was everin Congress and he 
hoped none ever would be. Iwill tell you why no such claim has been 
here. It was because in all such cases the Government was not guilty 
of any laches, but appointed commissioners and assessed the damages, 
and the amount was paid through the Department. In this case the 
Government did not do this, and we have no other resource than ta 
come here and say: ‘‘ You have taken the iron, sold and converted it 
to your own tse, and we ask you to pay for it, as you got it under theact - 
of January 31, 1862, and as that corporation could not commit treason, 
and, in fact, did not.’ I reserve the balanceof my time, if I have any. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. GEDDES took the chair ag 
Speaker pro tempore. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Coox, its Secretary, informed the 
House that the Senate had the bill (S. 2156) for the relief of 
John Randolph Hamilton, of the State of North Carolina, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5198) to. remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, 
of Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 5876) for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips. 


be nt Sanne reba ete aes 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3570 


APRIL 16, 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If there isto beno farther debate I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. SMALLS addressed the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Perry] 
has twenty-five minutes remaining. Does he reserve his time? 

Mr. PERRY. Yes, sir. > 

Mr. SMALLS. Iam in favorof this bill, and did intend to take some 
part in the debate. But I find that the gentlemen from Tennessee know 
more of the case than Ido. I have, therefore, agreed to yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr.GRosvENoR] twenty-five minutes of my time, 
Dr I oo a yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 

. Hour]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I approach the discussion of this 
question with'no feeling of hostility to the payment of any proper claim 
against the Government growing out of the seizure of pro; in the 
South. On the contrary, the first utterance I made in the House of 
Representatives was in favor of the passage of a bill which covered a 
Jarge number of small claims in my own State and a much larger num- 
ber of claims in Kentucky and Tennessee. 

I should be glad if every legal citizen—and in using the word citizen 
I give it its broadest and most comprehensive meaning and application, 
b g within the scope of the word the corporations of the South—I 
should be glad if all loyal citizens could be paid and indemnified for all 
of their losses out of which the Government of the United States made 
anything during the recent war. I agree with the distinguished gen- 
tleman from my own State [Mr. GEDDES], the chairman of this com- 
mittee, that this bill carries within it P atmo cay of danger that no 
man can comprehend until he has gone through the details of the claims 
which must arise out of and upon the structure that the passage of this 
bill would create and erect. 

Now I am actuated in my own course upon this bill by some knowl- 
edge of many of the pertinent facts connected with what is now called 
the seizure of the McMinnvilleand Manchester Railroad by the Govern- 
ment. Ideny that in any proper sense that railroad was ever seized by 
the Government. 

Mr. HOUK. That is true; it never was. 

Mr. GROSVERNOR. And while it may not be strictly proper to 
apply the term “‘ captured,’’ there isa greater error in the attempt made 
by a certain report in connection with the statute of 1862 to put the 
Government in the attitude of having seized this property for the pur- 

of the Government pursuant to the terms of that statute. 

And right here, Mr. Chairman, I want to say in answer to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that when 
he undertakes to stand upon the fact that the Quartermaster-General 
or any of his deputies appraised this p y and made an inventory 
of it he stands upon a proposition that is without materiality to his 
side of the case. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to correct the gentleman so far, to say that 
I did not refer to an appraisement by the Quartermaster’s Department, 
but to the appraisement ordered by General Thomas, the commanding 


general. x 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is all one thing, and I am going to show the 
act of General Thomas in making the order of appraisement was long 
after all the acts complained of by the complainant had been done and 
performed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is all true, but the order was made with a 
view to payment. General Thomas recognized the propriety of pay- 
ment by the appraisement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman must not put a construction on 
the conduct of General Thomas which is not authorized by contempo- 
raneous acts and history. The authorities of the War Department or- 
dered officers in the South whenever they took possession of any prop- 
erty wholly regardless of the condition of the mind of the owner, whether 
he was a rebel or a Union man, to give a receipt for it, and in all proper 
circumstances to have it appraised. I remember, and will give the 
gentleman the name of one of his constituents possibly, although I am 
not cognizant of the lines of his district, and I imagine there never 
will be a claim presented here on behalf of a gentleman named Chil- 
ders, who lived in the immediate neighborhood of Murfreesborough, and 
yet I knowasa fact, within my personal knowledge, that as to every part 
of his property taken the officers gave him receipts for it and made an 
appraisement of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If my friend will permit me to suggest, this ap- 
praisement was not of that class; but the directors of the road, who 
were loyal men, called upon General Thomas after the close of the war 
to make the appraisement, and it was done at their instance, and not 
in the pro forma way su ed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the facts, and what I wish to de- 
duce from them is that that was simply the act of General Thomas in 
pursuance of the general policy of the Government, in order to show, as 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 


a matter of permanent record, the value of the property, leaving every 
other question to be decided in the future; and that the mere act of 
making an inventory and appraisement did not, for any purpose, com- 
mit the Government to the recognition of a claim for payment. That 
is what I say. I put myself upon no stronger ground than that, and if 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] attempts to occupy any 
other ground than that the appraisement was made for this purpose and 
for no other, then, as a mere matter of fact, he will make a mistake. 

In the summer of 1862 the command to which I had the honor to be- 
long marched over this railroad line from Tullahoma to Manchester. 
There were no cars uponit; the road was dismantled; alarge proportion of 
of the ties had been destroyed. Afterward, during the of the 
summer and some time prior to our evacuation of that region, we re- 
builta ion of the road; and the United States Government furnished, 
out of its supplies at Nashville the iron that was used in the récon- 
struction of the road between Tullahoma and Manchester. We never 
did rebuild the road higher up than that, but we sent our troops as far 
as McMinnville over it. 

Mr. HOUK. Can thegentleman state what is the distance from Tul- 
lahoma to Manchester? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It depends entirely upon the condition of the 
road. [Laughter.] I traveled it once when I thoughtit was 100 miles. 
I think, however, that in good weather it is about 15 or 16 miles. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the distance is 12 miles. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, we will compromise on 12 miles. We 
staid at Manchester and occupied that 12 miles of the road, and the 
spoliations on the balance of it had been done by the rebels. We 
staid there until McCook’s retreat took the Union Army out of that 
part of the country and concentrated it at Nashville. There we staid 
until after the battle of Stone River, and the whole of that country 
along the Nashville and Chattanooga road south from Murfreesbo: 
was in the hands of the Southern confederacy. When we got-back 
road was still farther dismantled. We made our a there 
again about the 2d of July, and found communication totally cut off 
and the road wholly wrecked. From that time on the rebel cavalry 
cut the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad upon every possible occa- 
sion; and if this bill is to pass, I would like to amend it so.as to have 
a commission appointed to ascertain how much of the amount my 
amiable friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] ought to pay for the 
destruction which he perpetrated upon it during the time that we were 
holding a sort of tentative position along the lineof that road. [Laugh- 
ter.] For I never knew him tostrikeat that railroad that he did not hit 
it, and I never knew him to leave it without having destroyed from 1 
to 5 miles of it, and he understood the business of destruction better 
than we did, for he destroyed not only the wood butthe iron. [Laugh- 
ter.] When we got back upon that line and thought we had got a final 
position we were still mistaken, for as late as the fall of 1864, when 
the Union Army was coo up inside of Nashville, and Schofield and 
Cox and Stanley were being driven back from Franklin, the same gen- 
tleman, with his coadjutors, struck the main line of that road, and de- 
stroyed it in the rear of the command with which I came to Cha 
to try to rescue the falling fortunes of my countrymen at Nashville. 
After that, when we again got into position, what did we have?—and 
here is the turning-point, my friend from Tennessee. The rebel army 
had destroyed the iron upon the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad. 
We never destroyed a single bar of it. Our purpose was to build up and 
complete and hold; theirs was to wreck and destroy. They were right 
from the warstandpoint, as we were. We were in possession; it was our 
line of communication; they struck it and destroyedit. Now, we took 
from one of these railroads iron enough to make good the waste of war 
upon the other. We simply placed in position the rails—old, worn rails 
many of them were—and much of that material was railroad iron which 
the Government had bought, which the Government had paid for, which 
the Government had laid down upon the McMinnville road. It wasour 
iron, and we took it and put it oyer on the Nashville and Chattanooga 
main line, abandoning the little branch, because we could not hold any- 
thing but the main line. 

Mr. RI IN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand you to say that the Federal 
Army placed iron upon the McMinnville and Manchester road only be- 
tween Tullahoma and Manchester? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So far as I know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now I to call your attention to the fact 
that the line of road between and McMinnville is 34 miles, 
and therefore there are 8} miles there for which there is no charge in 
this: bill. The charge is only for 25} miles, which would not include 
any iron placed on the road by the General Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gravamen of your claim is that this 
was iron placed there by the Nashville and Cha’ road, and that 
the Government in that indirect way got the value of it. Now Iam 
assuring you that the Government had already placed that same iron, 
or its equivalent, on the McMinnville and Manchester road, and after- 
ward used the same material on the Nashville and Chattanooga road to 
make good the ravages of war committed by the Southern confederacy. 
That is my ground, 
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Mr. Chairman, I shall not recount the proceedings by which the 
Nashville and Chattanooga road acquired title to the McMinnville and 
Manchester branch. That has been already discussed more fully than I 
could discuss it now. I desire now to call attention to the facts con- 
nected with the suit in the United States court, and I desire to set right 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. Lyman], if he has not already repented. 

Mr. LYMAN. I have not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman sayshe has not. I desire to set 
him right upon the subject of the moral effect—not the legal effect but 
the moral effect—of the failure of the McMinnville Railroad Company 
to make answer in the action brought by the Government against them 
on the bond on which this judgment of $90,000 was predicated. Iad- 
mit that it is notconclusive evidence that a defendant has no counter- 
claim or set-off that he does not setit up; butit must be admitted that 
throughout the whole country we punish with some ty a defend- 
ant who allows a judgment to be rendered against him upon a claim 
against which he has a lawful set-off or counter-claim. ‘In all coun- 
tries, and certainly in our country, it raises a strong suspicion that the 
epee alleged is not understood to be one which would stand in a court 
of justice. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa, as I understood, said that this was 
not a claim that could be set off against the Government in its suit 
against the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company. I donot 
so understand. I desire to refer to the code of the State of Tennessee; 
and, as I understand the practice in the United States courts upon a 
question like this, the civil code of the State in which the action is 
pending in a United States court is the law of the case. I read from 
page 681 of the code of Tennessee of 1884, and I find by the decisions 
of the supreme court of that State that the code is older than that: 

The defendant may plead by way of set-off or cross-action: 

1, Mutual demands held by the dant against the plaintiff at the time of 
action brought, and mat when offered in set-off. : 

Any matter arising out of the plaintiff's demand and for which the defend- 

ant would be entitled to recover in a cross-action. 

3. Any matter growing out of the original consideration of any written instru- 
ment, for which the defendant would entitled to recover in a cross-action. 

4. Any equities between the defendant and the original under whom the 


lai ‘claims which by law have attached to the demand in the plaintiff’s 
or and for which the defendant would be entitled to a recovery against such 
original party. 


Mr. HOUK. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio what court 
the railroad company could have found having jurisdiction of their 
action against the Government? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ah, that point would be worthy of the ambi- 
tious efforts made at some of the cross-roads justices’ offices in my 
friend’s district. He asks me what court the railroad company could 
have gone into to sue the United States. That does not make any dif- 
ference. When the United States selected its forum and brought its 
suit, that was the place where the railroad company could have set up 
its defense. It is not worth while for my friend to stultify his good 
history as a Jawyer by undertaking to raise such a question as that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I recognize the plausibility of the argument 
the gentleman is making.. I was not counsel in that case, although the 
court sat at Nashville, where I live. I remember the litigation, how- 
ever; and since this question has been up I addressed a communication 
to the gentleman who was counsel in the case, and I asked him the di- 
rect question now propounded by the gentleman: why set-off was not 

in the action were the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad 

pany. His reply by telegram was that, under the law, the*claim 

being for unliquidated damages, it could not be pleaded as a set-off. 

Such is the law of Tennessee. A claim for unliquidated damages can 
not be set-off against an ascertained amount. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let us see whether that is the law or not, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That is the statement of counsel in the case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I read from a decision of the supreme court of 
Tennessee: 

Unliquidated damages to be ascertained by a jury can not be set off, but in 
all cases where indebitatus assumpsit will lie the damages may be set off. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is an action for the value of iron taken by 
the Government. When I pressed this matter a little the other day 
some of my friends got into some confusion about the law, and one 
gentleman insisted b this was a claim for unliquidated damages. 
Then I said it is a war claim, a claim for the ravages of war. There- 
upon another gentleman said it is not a claim for unliquidated damages, 
but for the unascertained value of goods taken. ‘ Very well, then,” 
said I, ‘‘there stands the decision of your court that where the action 
of indebitatus assumpsit would lie under the common-law practice, that 
is a subject of set-off or counter-claim in such an action.” I ask the 
gentleman, as a lawyer, would the old common-law declaration of in- 
debitatus assumpsit lie if your statement is true that this is an action to 
recover the value of a certain number of tons of iron taken and ap- 
propriated? He will not deny it. 

So my point remains triumphantly sustained that it was within the 
proper equitable power of that court to have adjudicated this claim and 
rendered a judgment at least to extinguish the claim made by the 
McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company, if not to have given 
a judgment for the full amount claimed, 


Mr. CALDWELL. This was an action by the United States against 
the railroad company. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CALDWELL. This set-off, you say, could have been pleaded 
there. Of course you know as a lawyer that the Government can not 
be sued even by cross-action except by virtue of some statute, Now 
show the statute by which this could have been pleaded against the 
Government. x 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Any man who would write such a statute would 
at once be a proper subject for disbarment from practicing law. 

Mr. CALD L. Why? ' : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wherever the Government, or eile ¢ dont Lem 
serts a claim, there is no Jaw that prevents a claim of the t 
from being asserted as an answer. 

‘Mr. CALDWELL. Can the Government be sued at all in any form 
of action except by express provision of statute? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend is talking about something which I 
have conceded. But when the Government seeks to maintain its claim 
by an action, the Government can be defeated in that action just as 
though it were a private individual. It has invoked its own processes; 
it has invoked the operation of its own statutes; it has invoked the 
procedure of its courts, and may be met by all the defenses with which 
a private individual could be met. _ 

r. HAMMOND. Can the gentleman show a line of Jaw in any book 
to sustain that proposition? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can the gentleman show a line of law in any 
book sustaining his position? ; 

Mr. HAMMOND. I can show a thousand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well, then the gentleman will have an 
opportunity to do so. The position of the gentleman is that the Gov- 
ernment can make a claim against the citizen for money, and the citi- 
zen can not answer it by pleading as a set-off a debt which the Govern- 
ee owes him. Letthe gentleman sustain that position by any law- 

k. 

Mr. HAMMOND. My proposition is that no sovereign can be sued 
except by its own consent. In every case where set-off can be pleaded 
against the Government it is by virtue of a statute which authorizes 
it. The Government can only be sued in the Court of Claims by virtue 
of thé statute allowing suits in that court. 

:Mr. GROSVENOR. But in this case the Government selected its own 
forum, and submitted itself to a court governed by the code of Ten- 
nessee; and when it did so, it submitted itself to the operation of the 
code of Tennessee. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman does not take my point. When- 
ever one individual sues another in any forum, that other can set up a 
cross-action. But where asovereign like our Government is not subject 
to suit except by its own consent and can only give consent by statute, 
then it may enforce collection of claims against individuals without 
liability to any cross-action. The Government may levy on my prop- 
erty for taxation, and I can not resist by any counter-claim. But if I 
levy on your property by virtue of a judgment and you have a counter- 
claim, you can set it up, you and I as individuals are able to 
sue each other; but the Government can not be sued without its con- 


sent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has taken the floor for the pur- 
pose of asking me a question and holds the floor apparently for the pur- 
pose of making a speech, in which he seems to be making a statement 
about the difficulty of doing things which do not exist. [Laughter.] 
The sovereignty may take my property, but I may set up a counter- 
claim. The Government owes me; but when the Government comes 
into court and says I am indebted to the Government, the Government 
must meet all the terms of the statute which it has itself invoked. 
Sovereignty of the Government may be waived by the Government in 
coming into a State court to sue. 

The very doctrine I assert underlies the whole of the controversies 
where there is conflict of jurisdiction with the Government. 

Is it possible my friend from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] has taken 
such advanced ground in favor of the consolidation of power, and such 
advanced ground in opposition tothe rights of the States, that he holds 
a citizen may be sued in court and yet the sovereignty of the State can 
strip the citizen of the right to show he paid the debt for which he is 
sued? Thatisa position which is calculated to make the oldState-rights 
men rattle in their coffins. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It may be they might raltle in their coffins, but 
it would depend very much on whether they were lawyers or not. 
[Laughter.] Now, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will 
look at the nineteenth volume of Georgia reports he will find there a 
case, the law reviewed and the authority laid down, that the State, that 
no sovereign government, can ever be sued except by virtue of its own 
statutory consent. 

. Mr. GROSVENOR. Precisely. 

Mr. HAMMOND. And particularly that every one of the restrictions 
placed on the privilege of suing must be complied with. 

A set-off is but a cross-action. The test of the case read by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] was that wherever you could main- 
tain indebitatus assumpsit you could plead set-off. But you can not main- 
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tain the action of indebitatus assumpsit against the United States any- 
where except in the Court of Claims under the statute which organizes 
that court and in other cases according to the terms of permissive stat- 
utes, as on official bonds and the like or under the post-office laws. 
These statutes expressly authorize a person to set up claims in cutting 
down a claim of the Governmentagainsthim. In other words, itis the 
perfect right of every State of the United States, of the United States, 
and of every government in the world, that you can not sue it eriginally 
or by cross-action without its consent by statute and according to the 
statutory consent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have yielded to these gentlemen for the pur- 
pose of asking me questions, and it has resulted in the whole of my 
time being occupied by them. < 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman a question if he 
will allow me. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time yielded the gentleman from Ohio has 


expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is that the way gentlemen on the other side do? 
I have yielded my time to them to ask questions, and now when it 
Poni aed time to reply thereisnotime left for thatpurpose. [Laugh- 
ter. ‘ 

Mr. CALDWELL, I believe I did not consume all of the time 
yielded to me by the gentleman from South Corolina [Mr. Perry], 
and whatever I have left of that time I will willingly yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to contiriue his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SMALLS] took the flcor and yielded thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Houk], who took the floor. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] entered the Hall, and the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. SMALLS] yielded to him twenty-five min- 
utes, and that twenty-five minutes the gentleman from Ohio has oceu- 
pied. The Chair therefore now recognizes the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Houx] to occupy the half-hour which has been yielded to 
him. 

Mr. CALDWELL. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has been taken up by interruptions from this side, and 
it is only fair, as we have consumed most of his time, further time 
should be yielded to him if possible from this side. 

Mr. PERRY. If I have any time remaining I will yield it to the 
gentleman from Qhio. 

Mr. HOUK. I will allow the gentleman to continue his remarks, 
but I do not wish it taken out of my time. How much time does the 
gentleman want? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ten minutes is all I want. 

Mr. CALDWELL. If the gentleman is allowed to proceed, I hope 
he will speak to the facts of the case, which he has not done hereto- 
fore, and let the law alone, as it seems to burn him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Ohio will stand on his 
position, and will not import anybody into the case to help him ont, as 
the gentleman from Tennessee did. He will not be helped out by bring- 
ing in somebody else. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not yield. The trouble about these gen- 
tlemen is they take up all my time with their questions, and in that 
way make my speech for me, and I now prefer to hold the floor and 
make my own. [Laughter. ] 

I maintain, sir, that my proposition of law is sound to-day. But I 
willturn from it, simply claiming the right when Judge HAMMOND comes 
back again to show him precisely what his supreme court did decide, 
as reported in 19 Georgia; and I will make the further proposition, no 
matter what the law may be, no matter what technical construction may 
have been likely to grow out of a claim like this, the gentlemen can not 
afford to deny that they have at least prejudiced their claims by their 
own actions; their long silence, their conan ng be a judgment, their 
failure to appeal to the executive branch of the Government, failure to 
comé to Washington and see the Attorney-General and take advantage 
of that boasted sovereignty of the United States, which the gentleman 
from Georgia says has now obliterated all power of the State courts 
and all rights of the citizens, which has become all dominant, all per- 
vading, breaking down the rights of the citizens everywhere, all of 
which has grown out of a simple construction of the sovereign power 
vested in the United States, I say their failure to come is a circum- 
stance against the case. They did not come here; they did not under- 
stand that they had any claim; they did not understand that there was 
a court of law to which they could appeal; they did not come toa court 
of conscience; they did not enter the forum of equity, nor did they come 
here to treat with the Government, and say you are asking us to pay 
you $90,000 when you owe us $240,000. I do not say that this is con- 
clusive of the right of these parties, but I do say that it is a powerful 
suggestion against the equity—the stale equity—of the claim asserted 
here twenty-two years after the cause of action had accrued. : 

A claim of this kind now set up here in any one of the States of this 
country would long ago have been barred; a title to real property would 
have accrued; the statute of limitations would intervene; for it is a 
claim so stale that it bears upon its face the suggestion of doubt at least 
as to its equity. 


Now, if our friends over there desire to pay this claim I have no ob- 
jection; I only want them to do it with their eyes wide open. I wantit 
to be understood that-it is done on the grourid that corporations in the 
South were incapable of bringing down upon their heads the inhibition 
of the statute against paying the claims of disloyal citizens; and that 
all a man had to do there was to take his certificate of stock in a rolling- 
mill or a foundry and he was safe, no mattter what he did. 

Then he could make cannon and bayonets, or make powder to shoot 
down the Union soldiers who came down to the South, andif he could 
only show that the foundry, the armory, or the arsenal was the property 
of a cerporation, the members of it could shield themselves behind 
their certificates of stock and go unwhipped under the statute forbid- 
ding the payment of this class of claims. I want them to pay it on 
the further ground that the Government of the United States is now 
called on to divide up the responsibility with the South for the destruc- 
tion of their private property; that wherever property was seized ‘or 
destroyed, no matter by what party, the Government of the United 
States shall undertake to pay the whole claim, and that it shall look 
to the Southern confederacy to contribute its proportion for the wrong 
which they themselves did. That is the position I plant myself upon. 
I am opposed to the payment of this claim for the reason that it is, first, 
a claim shrouded in mystery as to its details, and, second, a claim rest- 
ing upon State equity; and when its nature and its history are developed 
it stands in the attitude of a Southern war claim, sugar-coated by certain 
circumstances that the people of this country can not draw the line 
upon. 

I reserve the remainder of my time, or five minutes of it, until I can 
get hold of the Georgia case. 

ee seals oe Itis a pity the gentleman did not get somebody 
to help him. y : 

_ Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I beg the House to let us proceed in 
the ednsideration of this claim with one fact constantly prominent in 
our minds: Every man on this floor knows, whatever gentlemen on 
the other side may have felt, that during the time of the entire war, 
from the hour it was proclaimed until the close with the surrender of 
Lee at Appomattox, the entire war from the beginning to the end of if 
was fought on the theory that all the States were inthe Union. I call 
your attention to the fact now, for I shall have occasion to use it a little 
further on. -But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] and others, 
and I include also my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr.GRosVENOR], 
have discussed this bill as though Jefferson Davis was standing at the 
door of this House of Representatives demanding pay for the negroes 
taken from him by Berjamin F. Butler and put to work upon the fortifi- 
cations on the Mississippi. 

My friend from Ohio on the left [Mr. GEDDES] especially managed 
the other day to work himself up into a perfect frenzy. He succeeded 
in reorganizing the armies, placed them confronting each other in battle 
array, mounted, booted and spurred, and made as gallant a charge on the 
rebel brigadiers and their constituents as wasever made during the re- 
bellion upon the field. 

Thad thought, Mr. Chairman, that the war wasended. Ihad thought 
that nobody attempted to arouse the passions and prejudices in debate 
either in Congress or out of it except occasionally we Southern radi- 
cals. But I find it takes a Northern Democrat to do absolute justice to 
the subject, and become a bloody-shirt rampanter. As I listened to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDEs] the other day making his ear- 
nest gnd eloquent appeal for the purpose of arousing the patriotic senti- 
ment on this side of the House, and perhaps in his own party, for the 
purpose of defeating a claim which I will show in the progress of what 
I have to say has no more to do with the rebellion than the gentleman 
drawing his salary at the Sergeant-at-Arms’s room—as I listened to him 
I could not help but ponder and think to myself, putting this and that 
together, what queer people somė of these Northern Democrats are. 
They are very singular. Why, about election-time I will venture to 
say the gentleman from Ohio would hug the rebels to his bosom. And 
he would come here and vote for almost anything to keep the Demo- 
cratic party in power in the South. But justletaSouthern corporation, 
composed as it was of Union men, its president being a man than whom 
never a better Union man drew breath—let a Southern corporation com- 
posed largely of Union men come here, and then the gentleman from 
Ohio is ready to raise the bloody shirt in order to drive men from voting 
to do justice and pay an honest debt. 

I am glad the gentleman from Ohio who has last spoken [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] made the admission he did. All the argument against this 
bill thus far, until the argument of that gentleman, has proceeded upon 
the idea that this railroad was captured by the Federal Army. Allthe 
defense that has been set up against this debt is that it was a destruc- 
tion; that it was a devastation of war; that it was one of the rights in- 
hering in a military movement to take this property. Why, sir, do 
gentlemen know what they are talking about? Where is the law-book, 
where is the judge, where is the lawyer that will lay it down asa 
proposition of law that a military commander has s right to take pri- 
vate property, except in the midst of conflict and while the war is fla- 
grant and raging at the time? How was it in thiscase? What is the 
distinction between this and other Southern railroads? I say, and I 
have waded through this entire record for the purpose of seeing what 
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the facts are, there is not another railroad case in the whole South par- 
allel with this or like it. 

What is the difference between this road and the Chattanooga road? 
And why should you pay the oneand not theother? The Chattanooga 
road was being operated and used by the rebels. We had to fight for 
every inch of the road of which we afterward took possession. There 
was not a yard of it but flagrant, actual, persistent war was waged in 
order to recover it. 

Here comes in this principle of law that in time of war the law is 
silent, and the military commander has the right to do what he pleases. 
In seizing the Chattanooga road or any other road like it, it was not 
only the right but the duty of the military to take it for the use of the 
Army. What are the facts about this road? Was this road being used 
by the rebels at the time this property was taken? Not a bit of it. 
Could this road be a wicked instrument in the hands of the rebellion? 
Not a bit of it. 

Why, sir, originally it was 34 miles long—running where? Run- 
ning from Tullahoma up into the gorges of the mountains. It had 
started but had not got anywhere. Perhaps in the beginning they 

rted a hog or a beef or a company of soldiers overit. That is 
probably true. But does that justify the Government seizing this 
property when war had ceased in that community, and ap- 
propriating, selling it, and taking the money for it? Why, sir, what 
are the facts? And I vouch for every fact I state being found in this 
record. When we approached Tennessee—and when I say “we” I 
mean the Union forces—the Nashville and Chattan road was still 
operating, and as we gathered ready to march on the line of that road 
the rebel army seized, took, stole, and carried away every particle of 
the rolling-stoek on that road and left nothing but the road-bed, taking 
the iron rails, chairs, and other property. 

I invite to this question the attention of the distinguished lawyers of 
this House who like to show their wit and legalacumen. I say if war 
was actually existing on the line of the road at that time the Govern- 
ment would have had the right to take the iron without compensation. 
But what weré the facts? Our forces had driven the rebels out of the 
country from ten to twelve months before. At the time this property 
was taken there was not an organized force within 100 or 150 miles of 
the place. Society all over that country was as tranquil as it was pos- 
sible for it to be after the civil convulsion through which we had passed. 
Courts were then being reorganized under acting Governor Johnson. 
Peace, except for the doings, it may be, of a robber or a straggler here 
and there, prevailed throughout all that region. There was no flagrant 
war; there was no enemy. How could there be a war authorizing a 
commander to take private property unless there was more than one 
army there? I never heard of one army carrying on a war by itself. 

I come now to another question, Mr. Chairman. The military au- 
thorities that took this property never thought of its being an act of 
war. I invite the attention of this House to this great fact. 

Not a single man, from General Thomas or General Rosecrans down 
through all their subordinates, ever raised the point that it was taken as 
an act of war. I may as well in this connection try to show what this 
claim is for. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman give way for a 
moment? 

Mr. HOUK. Ican not give way. You have all had your say. 

mis OHNSTON, of Indiana. I understand that you are stating the 
reco’ 

Mr. HOUK. You have all made your speeches, and I can not yield. 
I am making Hovxk’s speech now. [Laughter. } 

I state that there was notasingle Governmentoflicer who ever thought 
about claiming that this was an act of war, done under the authority 
vested in the military commander by the principle that where actual 
hostilities exist the will of the military commander is supreme. I say 
that no officerof the Army or of the Government ever took that ground. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what is this claim for? Here [illustrating] is the 
Nashville and Chattan road; here is the McMinnville and Manches- 
ter road, running off for 36 miles, from 34 of which the Government of 
the United States, through its military officers, took the iron rails, 
bridges, and spikes, burned all the buildings (we ask nothing for that), 
and used the iron taken from that road to repair the Nashville and 
Chattan Railroad, and afterward, instead of turning it back, as 
somebody has stated, to the McMinnville and Manchester road, ‘the 
Government never did return one pound of it, but sold it to the Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga Railroad at $120 per ton, as the record shows. 

When the officers of the McMinnville and Manchester road made 
application to General Thomas to restore this railroad to them, what 
did he say and do? There is a great big thought in this; it is a pow- 
erful argument to enforce this claim. What did General Thomas say 
when they went to him and made that application? They said to him: 
‘*You have taken the iron off our road, and we want you to restore it 
tous.” When they made that application, did General Thomas reply: 
‘Why, we captured that property; we took possession of it under the 
power vested in the military authorities in ‘time of war?” He said 
nothing of the sort, but he proceeded at once to instruct his quarter- 
masters and deputy quartermasters todo what? To goon and ascertain 
the value of the property, not only how much iron there was and the 


value of it, not only what it would take to reconstruct the buildings 
that were burned (for which no pay is asked), but also to ascertain 
what it would cost to place the road in the condition in which it was 
when the iron was taken from it. 

I have not time to read the record, but I have it here, and it shows 
that General Thomas gave such instructions to his officers, and that 
they proceeded to make that investigation. You will find the opinion 
of the engineer in the record—I s from the record; I do not speak 
outside of the record—yonu will find the report of this engineer saying 
that they have not got the iron on hand to place the road in that con- 
dition, and that therefore they can not comply with that part of the 
order. The suggestion runs through every order and every conversa- 
tion and every deposition that was ever taken in relation to this matter 
that the Government felt itself bound to place that road in the condi- 
tion in which it found it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when was this? My friend from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is not aged; you would think him a young man if it were 
not for his hair [laughter]; but I think he is very forgetful, because 
he has spoken here of events as happening in 1864 that really took 
place in 1863—the use of that road by the rebels in connection with the 
battles along that line. 

But it was in the latter part of 1864 that this iron was taken from 
the one road and placed on the other. Now, I do not want to appeal 
to any man’s party prejudice or passions; but I do appeal toevery man. 
Republican or Democrat, to rise above party and vote for honesty an 
right. Gentlemen have taken occasion to use by way of illustration 
eases coming under the 4th of July act. Now, what is the differ- 
ence between such cases and this? In one case you take corn out of a 
man’s field; in another case you take this iron. After we occupied 
the insurrectionary country did we not send out files of soldiers with 
trains of wagons to go into men’s fields and take their corn, and did 
we not pass a lawto pay men for property taken in that way when they 
were proved to be loyal? Dowe not vote here all the time todo that? 
Now, in this case you send out a file of soldiers to take up this prop- 
erty in the peaceable possession of its owners and appropriate it, and 
afterward yousell it and get themoney. Is not theprinciple precisely 
the same? 

Mr. GEDDES. The gentleman will remember that I allowed him to 
interrupt me several times—— 

Mr. HOUK. I do not so understand. 

Mr. GEDDES. And I would like to make a single remark. 

Mr. HOUK. Very well, if it is brief. 

Mr. GEDDES. I want to call the attention of the House—— 

Mr. HOUK. I did not give way for the gentleman to make a speech 

Mr. GEDDES. Well, I will ask a question. The gentleman wili 
remember I challenged every man on our side of the House to show me 
from the record one word or sentence to prove that the Government ever 
sold any portion of this property to any one or ever received a penny 
for it. None of them conld produce such proof. The gentleman now 
repeats that assertion, and I repeat my challenge for him to show any 
such thing in the record. 

Mr. HOUK. I have not time to read; but I say if it is not shown 
in this record that one hundred and seventy-two pieces of this iron were 
afterward identified, I will agree to go out and be hung by the meanest 
Democrat you have got. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GEDDES. I will not be your executioner. 

Mr. HOUK. You might officiate at the funeral. 

Mr. GEDDES. If the gentleman will read from the record I will 
give him the page. . 

Mr. HOUK. I know the page, but I have not time toread. Imake 
the assertion on my honor (and if any gentleman disputes it, let him 
come up here and take this record and read it—my colleague [Mr. 
RICHARDSON ] can point out the page)—that one hundred and seventy- 
two pieces of this iron were identified by two witnesses. 

The learned gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who I presume 
in Ohio is a good Jawyer but he would not be in my State if he did not 
make stronger points than he did to-day, says it isan absurdity to talk 
about this property having been taken under the act of July 1, 1862. 
Let me call the attention of every lawyer in the House to the fact that 
at the time of these occurrences, the confederate army having gone, 
peace prevailing so far as that country was concerned, it was back in 
the Union on the ground that we were all fighting and claiming and 
clamoring for; and there being no active hostilities there, there being 
but one army in the viciaity, substantial peace prevailing, there were 
two ways by which that property could be taken. One was to seize it 
under the act of 1862; the other was, in imitation of others, to go and 
pillage it, to go and plunder people after they had been restored under 
the flag of their country. Take either horn of the dilemma you please, 
I say this property ought to be paid for. 

For fear that there may be some misapprehension I wish to say (as 
there has been so much talk thrown in about ‘ rebels”) that I know a 
part of the directory of that road were loyal; I personally know its 
president was loyal; and I know, and this record shows it, that General 
Thomas treated with them on that basis. Even though they had been 
the vilest rebels that ever went unhung, being a corporation, the ques- 
tion of loyalty could notenter into the case. The argument of the gen- 
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tleman of Ohio would make churches ‘rebels?’ and schools ‘‘ rebels,” 
and I believe some gentlemen do go that far. I have even had it in- 
sinuated that because I ha to live in a rebel State I was a rebel. 
Iwish you were all rebels just like me, you would stand a better chance 
of glory than you do. [Laughter.] : 

Now I desire to read from the record of General Thomas. Hear 
what General Thomas says aboutit. He does not talk of capture, con- 
fiseation, and the rights of war. Oh, no. He says: 

Respectfully forwarded to Mr. Horace Harrison and others for their informa- 
tion. The original papers have been referred to the Quarte 
and the recommendation that the articles taken from the road 
By command of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, 
J. L. DONALDSON, 
a 


Brevet Maj. Gen. and Chief A. Q. M. M. D. T. 


They did not return them, butsold them and got pay for them. And 
all we ask here is that what the Government got for them shall be re- 
turnedtothiscompany. Now the original articles have been referred to. 

Mr. GEDDES. „Further on it shows they were returned. 

Mr. HOUK. Why do you not show it? 

Mr. GEDDES. You read it all through and you know it. 

Mr. HOUK. I have not been able to find any such record there. 
That is a question which can be settled by everybody. 

Let me read this order: ; 

GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE, 
UNITED STATES MILITARY RAILROADS, 
* Nashville, July 20, 1865. 
Respectfully returned to Bvt. Maj. Gen. J. L. Donaldson, chief quartermaster 
Military Division of the Tennessee, calling attention to the inclosed report and 
estimates of A. Hibard, chief engineer of construction and repairs, who esti- 
mates the cost of repairing pont peep A the road in running order at $346,880, but 
to restore the os removed and destroyed by military order will probably 
cost not to ex 000. No trestle-works or culverts were destroyed by the 
United States forces. No cross-ties were removed, and only 300 feet of bridges 
burned by order of the United States officers. : 
W. J. STEVENS, 


Superintendent. 


Then follows General Thomas’s order, which I have read. 

Now we come down to General McCallum. He repeats another fact 
which I had nearly forgotten, and it is also repeated by nearly every 
one of these officers, that they make application under the act of 1862. 
General McCallum and General Meigs recognize it was not robbery, 
but seizure in the sense of the act of 1862. 

Now, there are a few things in this record which ought to be known 
to every man on this floor. I am sorry it has not been printed and dis- 
tributed in the House so that every mancould read it and see them for 
himself. I spentsleepless nights over it to discover what were the facts 
set up by the gentleman from Ohio, and I was unable to discover them. 
Every Government officer who had anything to do with this transac- 
tion recognized this p. as taken under the actof July, 1862. 
The act of 1862 was not complied with, and what do we do now? 
Simply ask the Government to do us justice. Sup) it had been 
in court and we had failed to plead a set-off and the law recognized a 
set-off, which I deny; but suppose the lawyer neglected it, where is the 
place to invoke justice better than here; and what right have we tosay: 
**Here, you-did not get the right lawyer; your lawyer ought to have 
pleaded a set-off and he forgot to do so?’ The difficulty is, the com- 
pany did not have a lawyer like the gentleman from Ohio, or else they 
would have been all right, would they not? [Laughter. ] 

Now, there never was a claim before this House more just and equi- 
table, never a claim before this House which deserved to be recognized 
quicker than this one. 

The argument of the gentleman that the material was taken from the 
Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad, and therefore the Government 
had the right to take this property to make up that which was lost, is 
astrange one. Where on earth did he learn such law? I never read 
it in the Bible or in Blackstone or in Story or in any other book, that 
because the first party did wrong you may take the property of a sec- 
ond party outof which to ir that wrong, and let the wrongdoer 
(which was the United States in this case) escape! 

I expected to get an hour on this subject, and therefore have not cov- 
ered all the ground I intended, because it was impossible in the short 
period to which I have been limited. : 

‘And now, in conclusion, I have only to make this further remark. I 
am not hereasa friend of corporations, and certainly nobody will accuse 
me of being partial to rebels. But, sir, I am here to do right, as I see 
the right when called upon to do it. Any business man who should 
conduct himself in a rororo ona transaction to this as the Govern- 
ment has done would cover himself all over with infamy, so far as the 
Þusiness men of this country are concerned. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has twenty-five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. This is an important question, and we 
ought to consider it calmly and dispassionately. If, as I said in my re- 
marks before, the Government owes the McMinnville and Manchester 
road or anybody else it should pay its debt. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Houx] who has just taken his seat says the record shows 
in this case the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company is here 


asking this bill be passed. I defy the gentleman to turn to itand show 
ae reese the road he has pleaded for asks any relief at the hands of 
ngress. 

Gentlemen on the other side argue very ingeniously by making ai 
plea, which they put upon the ground that the McMinnville and Man- 
chester road have this right of recovery on their own demand; when as 
a matter of fact the McMinnville and Manchester road are not asking 
a dollar at the hands of this Congress. 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of re re I will not, because you would not 

t us, and you have the close of this argument. 

Mr. HOUK. I did it you to interrupt me. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Well, what is it? 

Mr. HOUK. I wanted to say that I had expected to occupy an hour 
in the argument of this case, but that time was very much reduced, as 
the gentleman knows. I had a note of that point and I want to show 
that the facts are these—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Well, now, I can not afford to yield 
to the gentleman to make a speech. Itis the gentleman’s own fault if 
he did not state the facts. 

Mr. HOUK. If the gentleman would state the facts as they are I 
would not ask leave. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That is just what I expect to do. 

- Mr. HOUK. That is just what you have not done. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will state the facts in the case, just 
what the gentleman has not done. 

Mr. HOUK. That is not true. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Well, we will have no question about 
that. I suppose the gentleman from Tennessee is honestly mistaken, 
and he is too small a man for me to have a personal conflict with. 
[Laughter. ] 

Meo HOUK. The ‘‘gentleman from Tennessee’’ can take care of 
imself. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I say, Mr. Chairman, and I reiterate 
it now, that this record from the beginning to the end Shows one state 
of facts, and that is that in 1870, or about that time, this road applied 
to General Thomas to have that railroad made good; and that General 
Thomas had his quartermaster to estimate what it would cost; that 
the quartermaster and the Government refused to make it good, be- 
cause they said they held it as captured ; and if you will turn 
to page 37 and page 87 of that record you will find it there. Again, 
afterward the road was sold under authority of the government of the 
State of Tennessee, whereby it was sought to rob the General Govern- 
ment of her lien for rolling-stock and iron, and since that time the 
McMinnville and Manchester road has been dissolved, and they have 
never asked either in or out of Con, to make this claim. 

Mr. HOUK. Now tell it all; tell all the facts. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will, sir, if you will keep your seat; 
I can not talk while you are on end. [ ter. J 

Mr. HOUK. All I want is that you wi the whole story; do 
not tell a part, but tell it all. 3 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I say the further fact that the road 
was sold under decree of the State court of Tennessee, whereby they 
sought to rob the General Government of her loss for iron and rolling- 
stock; and that that act of the State of Tennessee, when they sold that 
road, compelled this road to make all legal defense that they had to 
the claim of the Government upon it. When they sold the road to the 
Charleston road they bound themselves to stand between them and the 
General Government, and provided they would in every legal 
defense they had to this claim, and bound them up by the law requir- 
ing them to make all 1 and equitable defense to the ninety-eight- 
thousand-dollar demand of the General Government. Did you find 
that in the record? X 

Mr. HOUK. Did they not propose to pay that $98,000 to the Gen- 
eral Government, provided the Government would settle its indebted- 
ness to the road? Did they not agree to let that be deducted from the 
amount due to the road by the General Government? Does the gentle- 
man know what became of that road? Does he know who owns it, with 
all of its rights and franchises? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Where is the McMinnville and Man- 
chester road now? It has gone where ‘‘ Ward’s ducks” went, I suppose, 
and you are here asking the General Government to pay you over 
$240,000 to a defunct corporation which has no legal existence what- 


ever. 

Mr. HOUK. Does the gentleman from Indiana state all the facts? 
. Mr. JOHNSTON, of i That is just what I am doing. 

Mr. HOUK. Does not the gentleman know the road-bed and all the 
franchises that the McMinnville and Manchester road had were sold to 
the Memphis and Charleston road first, and that subsequently, under a 
decree of the court, its franchises, rights, and assets were sold to the 
Nashville and Chattanooga road, which assets embraced this claim now 
setup here? The gentleman does not state all the facts. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Iiidiana. Let me answer this first, and I shall 
refer to the record to show the state of facts to which I am ref 
That record shows that from the time that road came into the posses- 
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sion of the Memphis and Charleston Railroad, under the decree, they 
refused utterly to carry out the contract with the Government for car- 
rying the mails. Theyrefused on the ground that they bought nothing 
but the naked road, and whatever there was left of the rolling-stock 
andiron. They did not agree that they had bought any part of any con- 
tract previously existing, and set up no claim against the Government. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if he con- 
siders this a calm consideration of the question? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I hope, since that comes fronr a friend 
of mine, that he is asking a pertinent question. I do not know what 
you mean by a ‘‘cawm” consideration of the question. If you say 
“calm” consideration, I might understand you. [Laughter. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It was to me to ask the question in that 
form; but if the gentleman does not desire to answer it I will with- 
draw it. | Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I hope these interruptions will not 
come outofmytime. Isay this record shows (instead of showing what 
the gentleman from Tennessee says it shows) that this corporation 
bought that road with all of its rights. I say the record shows us that 
they bought it and whatever rights and equities it had; but they ac- 
knowl none of the liabilities of the McMinnville and Manchester 
road. And did they refuse to carry the mail? 

Mr. HOUK. I do not know. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana. The gentleman says he does not know. 
The gentleman has made a without knowing a scintilla of the 

_ facts in that reeord—not one of them. He has madea speech that would 
do justice—I would say without wishing to create any feeling—that 
would do justice to a man arguing a case before some justice of the 

at some cross-road. 

Mr. HOUK. That is where you passed as a lawyer, no doubt. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. This record shows a further state of 
facts. It shows that this company bought the road as it was then, that 
it turned the road over as it wasat the time, and the Government said, 
‘We will turn these roads over, leaving you to settle these disputed 
questions yourselves.” And in place of the McMinnville road thinking 
it held a claim against the Government it sued in the State courts of 
Tennessee the Chattanooga road. Theysettled it between themselves, 
not looking to the Government. After this sale it went into the hands 
of another corporation. That corporation, which did not pay a dollar 
for it, comes in now and seeks to collect this claim, and invokes the aid 
of the gentleman from Tennessee to help through a claim for a corpo- 
ration that never paid a dollar for it in the world; and this record does 
not show that it did. 

Mr. HOUK. That is not the fact. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I asked the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Houx] and the other gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] what did the Chattanoga road pay for the Manchester road? 
They did not answer the question. They are as dumb as oysters on 
that point, and they do not propose totell. I presumeit was less than 
$100,000, because I see by the record they claim the State should de- 
posit $125,000 of State bonds as a guarantee to them. $S they 
bought it for $125,000, they got $20,000 of rolling-stock the Govern- 
ment had there, and $46,000 of iron the Government had there—they 
got 27 miles of railroad for $125,000. And now they come and ask 
the Government to pay $268,000 for what they could not have paid 
over $125,000 for, and yet leave them the property. That is the con- 
dition of this case. 

Task the gentleman from Tennessee as he closes this argument to show 
by this record by what right the Chattanooga and Nashville road can 
make this claim. ‘Thereis not a word in that record to show they ever 
bought this road. If the decree was set out, if the execution was there, 
if the return of the officer was there, and a deed from the marshal or 
sheriff to the Chattanooga road, for this line of road, we might have some 
data from which to form an estimate. But I say if we owe a single sol- 
itary dollar on that road we owe it to the McMinnville and Manches- 
ter road, to whom this bill does not give a dollar. And if you ac- 
knowledge your liability by the passage of this bill as soon as this is paid 
they can recover the $246,000, and you have no defense to it, unless 
these people bring an assignment here of some kind. 

If you pass this bill you can not prevent the McMinnville and Man- 
chester road from afterward asking the Government to pay for this 
property. It amounts to asking the Government to pay a debt to a 
party when the third party concerned is not in court. That will be the 
result of this whole transaction. We will have admitted that we owe 
the debt, and we will have paid it to the Chattanooga and Nashville 
road without any request upon the part of the McMinnville road and 
withont any agreement on their part that the payment of this shall be 
a satisfaction of the debt. And I say that this record from the begin- 
ning to the end does not disclose that they have got any title to the 
road at all. All that we can do is to rely upon the very fertile imagi- 
ee of the gentleman from Tennessee as to what ought to be in that 
record. : A 

Now I want to say to our Democratic friends that there is one other 
consideration that makes me oppose this bill very strenuously. Two 
years ago in the campaign my constituents were told from every stump 
that there was $8.75 in the Treasury for each one of them and that they 


should have it if the Democratic party was successful. Butif you vote 
the money in the Treasury away to these ay eagen I will never get 
done answering questions when I get home from my people why they 
haye not gottheirmoney. [Laughter.] Youought to be true to them. 
I oppose this because in this record—and I, like the gentleman from 
Tennessee, have spent sleepless nights over it—I can not find an affirm- 
ative proposition there as the gentleman stated it on the other side. I 
could read to you, but I have not got paragraph after paragraph 
where the Government claimed they held this as captured property and 
where they refused to turn it over. 

How much time haye I? =) 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, I yield it to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GEDDES]. ae 

Mr. GEDDES. It was not my purpose to say a word in addition to 
what I have already submitted to the House in regard to this case, and 
I would only now endeavor to emphasize two propositions, One of 
them was evidently rded as important by the friends of this mess- 
ure on both sides of the House. They started out on our side of the 
House to make it appear this was an equitable and a fair claim, hy 
asserting that the record discloses the fact that the iron for which they 
now sought payment was put down on the Nashville and Chattanooga 
road and the Nashville Chattanooga road charged with it, and that 
they entered into an obligation to pay for it, and that that enters into 
the obligation now resting upon that road. I regarded that as impor- 
tant. It would be an equitable consideration. Iam not at‘liberty to 
say how it would overcome my judgment as I now stand. ! followed 
with anxiety the gentlemen in their statements. I challenged the 
first one, the second one, and the third one that made the assertion a 
week ago, and they have had one whole week to spend sleepless nights 
with my friend here over the record to discover that matter. , 

But he saw proper to come here and boldly repeat the declaration in 
the face of the record without referring to a word or a lineinit. Iex- 
tracted from that record this morning what I think will clearly show 
that this was not so. The Quartermaster-General, in speaking of the 
action of the Government in that matter, says: 

The iron taken from the road was laid upon the Nashville and Chattanooga 
a prospect fit is said, that a judgment will be rendered in favor of the Molinn: 

c and Manchester Railroad Company. 

After the war and after all these acts, the McMinnville and Man- 
chester Company sued the Nashville and Chattanooga Company (they 
are now in combination) to seek to recover this money, and what does 
this officer say about it? 

In restoring the road to the companies the United States did not undertake 
to settle questions of property between the different companies or to give title 
thereto, but left that matter to be settled by the judicial tribunals. 

That is, “Recover, if you can, of the Nashville and Cha: 
road; we settled no question of property; we gave no title thereto; do 
the best you can; so far as the Government is concerned, it was ravages 
of war, nothing more, and we do not interfere as between you.’’ There 
is the declaration, plainly and clearly made, that the title to the prop- 
erty taken from the one road during the war and placed upon the other 
during the war was left just where the Government found it—that the 
Government left all legal questions to the courts. Now, that is the 
record that is staring my friends here in the face, and staring in the 
face the good, earnest gentleman on the other side of the House [Mr. 
Houx]. I had the honor to serve as a subordinate under that gentle- 
man when he was chairman of the Committee on War Claims, and if 
this claim had been presented to that committee I know what his judg- 
ment then was in regard to similar claims. But the presentation of 
this claim was left to this Congress, when I have the responsibility of 
the action of that committee; it was not presented under my good friend 
on the other side when he was chairman of the committee. Now, all 
I ask is that our friends on this side of the House shall not do what 
they on the other side were ashamed to do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., Mr. Chairman, I only desire to supplement the 
remarks I have already made by putting into the RECORD the author- 
ities relied upon by those who support the proposition that in the State 
courts of Tennessee the claim of the McMinnvilleand Manchester Rail- 
road Company would not have been a proper subject of set-off against 
the claim of the Government, and it may be that it is better for me to 
admit now that in so far as that rail: company might have sought 
a judgment against the Government, ‘the authorities are that it could 
not have maintained.its position. In 11 Howard, page 290 (followinga 
subdivision of the syllabus, is the following words: ‘* To sanction judg- 
ment under a plea of set-off would ARGAN be allowing the United 
States to be sued, which the laws do not allow’’), the court used this 


language: 


udgment inst it would be equivalent to the ission of asuit to be prose- 
: inst it, ns Vrata between individuals b; 


leadings and judgmentare to be made to correspond. (See Lo 
Practice, 874, ot arn 871-377.) In Perry vs. Gerbeau and wife,5 Martin, Revised 
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Statutes, 18, the court say, “The claim set up in the answer was one in recon- 
Merry and too general. Such demands should have the same certainty as a 
ion. 

Po would present, also, the inconsistency of the officers of a government issu- 
ing precepts against it, and seizing and selling the property under their own 
charge and protection. Orit would present the other alternative, of entering 
aju ent against a which it could not enforce by execution, and which 
none of its officers had been authorized to discharge, 3 

The court there say that it'would be folly to render judgment against 
the Government when they would not collect the judgment. Now, let 
it be borne in mind that my position does not necessarily involve the 
proposition that there might have been a judgment in the Tennessee 
court for the balance over and above the claim of the Government, but 
I call upon gentlemen on the other side to produce any authority that 
will justify them in saying that the presentation by plea in the Ten- 
nessee court of a greater claim against the Government would not have 
been a sufficient answer to the claim of the Government for judgment 
there. This authority, which seems to be the strongest one within my 
reach, goes only to the proposition that the set-off should not be al- 
lowed to be proceeded upon to judgment against the Government. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Because the United States could not be sued. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ileave that proposition where the distinguished 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] has already placed it. 

But I desire to put into the record another authority which sustains 
the proposition I make, so far as the equity of itis concerned. I read 
from 9 Cranch, page 235: 

The act of Con providing for the settlement of accounts] between the 
United States ‘aan the receivers of nips: moneys is so vo po as to preclude 
every difficulty in deciding on the first question, The third section of the law 

at iaa that where a suitshall be instituted against any person indebted to the 

nited States, the court shall grant judgment at the return term, on motion, 
unless the defendant shall in open court make oath or affirmation that he is 
equitably entitled to credits, which had been, previous to the commencement of 
the suit, submitted to the consideration of the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury and rejected, specifying each particular claim so rejected in the affidavit. 
The next section declares that in suits between the United States and individu- 
als no claim for a credit shall be admitted upon trial but such as shall appear 
to have been submitted to the accounting officers of the Treasury for their ex- 
amination and by them disallowed, unless it shall appear that thé defendant at 
the time of trial is in on of vouchers not before in his power to procure, 
and that he was prevented from ShD a claim for such credit by absence 
from the United States, or by soms unavoidable accident. 


I think this settles the proposition that these defendants when this 
demand was made against them might have made their claim to the 
accounting officers of the Treasury, and then when it was disallowed 
they could have set it up as a set-off in the court in Tennessee to the 
extent of defeating the claim of the Government for judgment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, [have not attempted to argue the 
merits of thiscase. Butin the debate to-day I challenged a statement 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] by a declaration that 
according to the law as settled everywhere a sovereign can not be sued 
without its statutory consent. The gentleman after he finished speak- 
ing asked me to cite him a case. -I cited the one in 9 Cranch, the one 
in 11 Howard, and another in 103 United States Reports, As to the 
State authorities, I was not extravagant when I said I could cite a thou- 
sand lines of them. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the Commit- 
tee of the Whole by further discussion of the questions arising on this 
bill. Last Friday I presented very fully what I thought was a fair and 
clear statement of the facts involved. If I were disposed to occupy 
time now for the purpose of running over and answering all the argu- 
ments made by my friend from Indiana and others who have opposed 
the bill, I think I could do so in detail to the satisfaction of every mem- 
ber. I can not undertake to answer all the questions propounded by 
the gentleman from Indiana, because they have no. relevancy or con- 


` nection with the matters involved in this controversy. The circum- 


stances of the case are simply these: The Government took this iron 
from the McMinnville and Manchester road; it took it when there was 
not an armed confederate soldier within 100 miles of that place. The 
officers of the United States laid this iron upon the Nashville and Chat- 
road and used it there a few months, until the war closed; they 
then sold to the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad Company more 
than $1,500,000 worth of property; and included in that sale, as we 
assert, was the very iron which had been taken from the McMinnville 
and Manchester road and laid down on the Nashville and Chattanooga 
road. . 
These facts appearing to the subcommittee of the Committee on War 
Claims which investi this case, the subcommittee assumed, as did 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Forty-eighth Congress, that the 
Government having taken this iron from the McMinnville and Man- 
chester road, having placed it upon the Nashville and Chattan: road, 
and then having sold it to the latter road, the Government ought toac- 
count to the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company for the 


iron. 
My friend from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] says that the facts do not so ap- 

r in the record. Mr. i , we did not know until he spoke in 
this debate that that question would be controverted. If we had an- 
ticipated such athingI could have piled testimony upon testimony until 
the most skeptical man would never have questionedthe matter. But 


the gentleman did not give me notice that he would make that objec- 
tion to this bill. It had passed our committee; it had been on the Cal- 
endar for two long months; and I did not know until last Friday that 
this objection would be raised by the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. GEDDES. Now, I think my colleague on the committee, as he 
has referred to the action of the committee, ought to state the additional 
fact as to how the bill the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; it passed, as I remember, by aunan- 
imous vete, except that the chairman voted against it, saying that he 
did not understand it. Ido not want to state what occurred in the 
committee, but the gentleman has challenged me to do so. 

Mr. GEDDES. I make no objection to the statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say that the gentleman voted against the 
bill there, with the statement that he did not understand it. 

Mr. GEDDES. Was not this the fact—— 

= MEMBER. How did the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON] 
vote? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not know how the gentleman from In- 
diana voted. I do not want to divulge these matters which occurred 
in committee—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I rise to a point of order, that the gentleman has 
no right to disclose what occurred in committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I take it all back. 

I have in my hand a telegram from the president of the Nashville 
and Chattanooga road. I say I was surprised at the formal objection 
raised here; and I sent to this gentleman a copy of the RECORD contain- 
ing the debate last Friday. His telegram in reply says: 

On page 3371, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Mr. BUCHANAN wishes to know why 
the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad should be paid for the iron which was 
taken from the McMinnville road and laid upon our track, seeming to think that 
we want for that which we have already received. The answer to this is 
that the United States laid the iron belonging to the McMinnville road upon our 
track and then sold to us at the close of the war this iron, 

Mr, Chairman, I am aware this is not evidence —— 

A MEMBER. From what does the gentleman read? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A telegram sent to me by John W. Thomas, 
president and general manager of the Nashville and Chattanooga road. 

The gentleman from Indiana says the Nashville and Chattanooga road 
is not here asking for relief. . Thatis true. This bill proposes to settle 
with the McMinnville and Manchester road. The conclusion reached 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE], the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. LyMAN], and myself—a conclusion which I think the record 
abundantly sustains—was that this iron having been used as I have 
stated, the Government ought to settle with the McMinnville and Man- 
chester road. But it does appear that the McMinnville and Manchester 
road expresses its entire willingness to take, in settlement of this in- 
debtedness, the obligation of the Nashvilleand Chattanooga Railroad to ` 
the General Government. 

Now, I say you have no right to complain of that. If the McMinn- 
ville and Manchester road, the beneficiary in this bill, is willing to take 
the obligation of the Nashville and Chattanooga road to the Govern- 
ment in part payment for the very iron out of which this indebtedness 
arises, we say-no one has the right to complain. 

I say, in conclusion, the proof shows this very iron sold by the Gov- 
ernment to the Nashville and Chattanooga road in 1865 was sold at $125 
per ton, and the statement upon which the calculation was made here 
and the allowance to the McMinnville and Manchester road is at the 
rate of $85 a ton. 

The Judiciary Committee of the last House, having investigated this 
claim, reported it unanimously, as far as I know; the subcommittee of 
the Committee on War Claims having carefully examined it at this 
session, the committee having reported it, and there being no dissent- 
ing report—two committees having examined the complicated facts pre- 
sented in this record, it does seem to me the House ought to be satisfied 
with it and make the settlement that is asked to be made. 

I am reminded it does not take money out of the Treasury, but is 
simply a settlement of accounts. I move the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 62. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. 
GEDDES. 

The committee again divided. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw my point of no quorum. 

Mr.-GEDDES. I renew it. 

Mr. MILLS. I move the committee rise, as it is apparent there is 
no quorum in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That motion can not be entertained. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no quorum in the committee at pres- 
ent, and I ask by unanimous consent the bill go to the House with re- 
port of the facts as they have occurred, and when we go into the House 
the vote can be taken. 

Mr. GEDDES. It must be recommended one way or the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The usual practice in such cases is to report the bill 
to the House without recommendation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ihave no objection to that if the record shows 
how the fact is. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 68. 


passed 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to report the bill to the | table. 


House without recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid 
aside to be to the House without recommendation. 

Mr. BAYN Upon the understanding the yeas and nays are to be 
called upon its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection that will be done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HATCH reported back without recommendation either way 

the bill (H. R. 5194) directing the Quartermaster-General to settle with 

the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company, and for other pur- 


poses. 
CHANGE OF RANK ON RETIRED-LIST. 


The first business coming over from a previous day was the pill (H. 
R. 37) to change the rank of an officer on the retired-list of the Army. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was reported to the House on the 9th of 
April with an adverse recommendation. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that this bill Eo Over over in the absence of the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. ` 

Mr. WHEELER. That bill comes from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and I ask the gentleman to withdraw his objection. 

Mr, STEELE. I move that it be laid aside, to come up in its proper 
order on next Friday. 
_ Mr. MCMILLIN. I object to that. 

Mr. STEELE. The chairman of the committee on Military Affairs 
is absent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
the bill, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. PRICE. This bill is in charge of the gentleman from Alabama 
pe WHEELER], not the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
paiman from Indiana to lay aside the bill, to be acted upon next 


day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EMMA H. FISH. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole witha favor- 
able recommendation was the bill (H. R. 1185) for the the reliefof Emma 
H. Fish, with amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. LYMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FERRY ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, FORT BUFORD. 


Thenext bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with a favor- 
able recommendation was the bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. 
Hunt to erect and maintain a ferry across the Missouri River at the 
military reservation of Fort Buford, Dakota Territory, with amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WAKEFIELD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

_ The latter motion was agreed Z 
THOMAS F. PURNELL. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with a favor- 
able recommendation was thebill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of Thomas 
F. Purnell. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 

ALEXANDER SMILEY. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with a fa- 
vorable recommendation was the hill (S. 221) for the relief of Alexan- 
der Smiley. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and k 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


The previous question is not pending upon 


~ 


; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MRS. FANNIE S. CONWAY. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with a fa- 
yorable PNE RNET was the bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fannie 8. Conway, with amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to.~ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN FRASER. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with a favor- 
able recommendation was the bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of John 
Fraser. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and being 
en was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


H. H. FAULKNER AND MARY WOODLEE. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with a favor- 
able recommendation was the bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. 
Faulkner and Mary Woodlee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

vn. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole, without 
recommendation, was the bill (H. R. 5194) directing the Quartermas- 
ter-General to settle with the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It willbe necessary to have a yea-and-nay vote 
on this bill, and inasmuch as it is evident there is no quorum present, 
I move that the House take a recess until 7.30 o’clock this evening for 
the consideration of pension bills under the special order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think there is a quorum present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I withdraw the motion. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—PAGE VS. PIRCE. 

Mr. ELY, from the Committee on Elections, presented the views of 
the minority of the committee on the contested-election case of Page 
vs. Pirce; which were ordered to be printed, to accompany the report 
of the committee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HALSELL. I ask consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, rye 20, 1886, after the reading of ae be 
fixed for the consideration of Seg bill No. 2851, to provide for ascertaining and 
settling private land claims in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and 


the State of Colorado, pored from the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
this order, DONY; not to interfere with K nage appropriation and revenue 
bills, or special orders heretofore made by the House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. WILLIS. “I will ask the gentleman to include in that also the 
river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest a farther exception, that bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands be excepted. 

Mr. HALSELL. I accept the suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. OATES. I object. 


JOSEPH W. M’CLURG. 


Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table and 
have referred to the Committee on War Claims the bill (H. R. 3521) for 
the relief of Joseph W. McClurg. The bill was tabled on an adverse 
report, and I ask that it be taken from the table and recommitted to 
the War Claims Committee, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
6873) relating to the construction of public buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
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ea sean amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be 
print 
WASHINGTON MOYUMENT GROUNDS. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Bui and Grounds, also reported back with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the grounds of the Washington 
National Monument, known as public reservation No. 3 of the city of 
Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House do now take a recess 
until half past 7 o’clock for consideration of business under the special 
order. 

The guenon eee taken, there were—ayes 92, noes 24. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. groaning 
will occupy the chair at the evening session as Speaker pro tempore. 

The result of the vote was announced; and accordingly ape 4 o’clock 
and 40 minutes p.m.) the House took a recess until 7 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled (at half past 7 
o’clock p. m.), and was called to order by Mr. McMILLIN as Speaker 
pro tempore. A 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SWOPE. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calendar under 
the special order of the pa for Friday evening. 

The motion was 

The House accordingly iaa itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HĘarcH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar under the 
order of the House. The Clerk will report the first bill under the 
order. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5693) 
for the relief of. Maria K. Ritter. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that this bill be passed over informally for 
the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4097) 
for the relief of William J. Owings. 

The Clerk commenced to read the bill. 

Mr. a I ask that this bill be passed over informally for 


the 
whos We was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SWOPE. Iask unanimous consent that the members present 
may be permitted to call up bills ott of their regular order on the Cal- 
endar, such bills as are in order under the special order for Friday ses- 
sions, as they may see proper. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HIESTAND. I desire to call up—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairwillstate to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. HIESTAND] that the request that bills may be called up 
out of their order has been objected to. Some members prefer that the 
bills on the Calendar shall be called in their regular order, believing 
that in this way all the bills on the Calendar embraced in the special 
order may be disposed of to-night. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1201) 
for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is one of the bills that were passed over in- 
formally at the last Friday evening session 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that it be passed over thformally for the 
present. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SANFORD C. WILLHOITE. 


The next business on beds oer the bill (H. R. 3972) 
granting a pension to Sanford C. oite. 
The bill was sei as follows: 


itations of Sarees laws, the name anisan Santord Gv 0. aig late a private in 
Company E, Thirtieth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside tf be reported to the House with the recom- 
maendation that it do pass. 
ROBERT H. STAPLETON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4797) 
granting a pension to Robert H. Stapleton: 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit d&c., That of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
to pi pension-roll, to the provisionsand 
en eee laws, the name of Robert late colonel 
Third Regiment New Mexico Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES A. CITASE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6372) 
to pension Charles A. Chase. 
eet bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior and he hereby is, au- 
theres and directed to place on the sion-roll, ages to the EANA 
limitations of the pension laws of the United States, the name of Charies A, 
Chase, of Fairfield, Me., late of Gocioans C, Thirteenth Maine Volunteers. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EMELINE F. ROBERTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3741) 
granting a pension to Emeline Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the ofthe Interioris hereby directed Spee 
on the pension-ro]l the name of Emeline Roberts, widow of James Roberts, la 
of Company D, of the, Twenty-ninth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, in the 
late war, at the rate of $8 per month, subject to the rules and regulations of the 
Interior Department. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 4, insert after the word “roll” the wo 
limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 6, insert initial “F.” 

In lines 7, 8, and 9, strike out the words “in the late war, at the ze Arias per 
month, subject to the rules and regulations of the Interior Departm 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM ANTES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5329) 


granting a pension to William Antes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 


“ subject to the provisions and 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations oi eles arag laws, the name of William Antes, late of Company C, 
First Regiment United States Artillery Volunteers. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 7, strike out the word “ volunteers.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was aside to be reported to the House with 
the enone. that it do pass. 


ROBERT BEARD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5899) 
to place the name of Robert Beard on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, se is hereby, directed 
to place the name of Robèrt Beard, late of Company B, One hundred and first 
Regiment United States Colored Troops on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 3, strike out the word “‘ Treasury” and insert in lien thereof “ Interior," 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE ALGIER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4229) 
granting a pension to Charlotte Algier, widow of Samuel Algier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
aamke and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
rovisions of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Charlotte Algier, widow of 
uel Algier, late-a private in Gaupeer G, Thirty-first Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
CHARLES F. WARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5643) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Ward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is he: , author- 
ized and directed to pay to Charles F. Ward, formerly of the ship Jermont, 
United States Na Ty, 6 D GE SDD S saath Som ae alee the AES OLE 


act, in lieu of the pension now received by hi 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 6, strike out “$50” and insert " $24.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reparted to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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BRIDGET M. CULLEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6183) 
for the relief of Bridget M. Cullen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pra Tag eA sen deed a rovisions of 


the m laws, the name of Bridget Cullen, late 
a eg vate in Com: Company B, Ninetieth New York Volunteers at the rats of $13 per 
mont 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 
In lines 7 and 8, strike out the words “at the rate of $12 per month.” 
The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
SYLVESTER ROOT. 


sree next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3054) 
ting a pension to Sylvester Root. 
The bill was oo as follows: 


Beit aas By Spa the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized irected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations ofthe 


Tii the name of root B Root, late of Company 
E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRADY. ‘Would it be in order to move that members be per- 
mitted to call up bills out of their regular order 

The CHAIRMAN. irrisa aorar E Goon adie Gia hae 
been objected to. 

H. L. KYLER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1818) 
granting a pension to H. L. Kyler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and instructed to restore to the pension-roll the name of H. L. 
under pensio! numbered 117536, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LEMUEL ADAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7468) 
granting a pension to Lemuel Adams, 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and dirested to place on the pension-roll, ect to the provisions and 
limitatioris of the pension laws, the name of Lemuel Rapor a private in Capt. 
John Tremble’s company, Major Russell’s battalion, war of 1812. 

There beingno objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


SOLOMON MESSER. 


mites business ee the eVa Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3166) 
gran a pension to Solomon Messer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ag ete Aa hereby 
pe name of yae agr peal late of atone aal a com pang leg — 

iana Oopa bender Aeon the erokee Indians, on the pension-roll, subject to 
of the pension laws. 

The committee recommended KERERE etd bill by inserting after the 
words ‘‘late of” the words Pigs coca elsey’s,’’ so as to read ‘‘late 
of Nathaniel Kelsey’s EET i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill asamended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JENNETTE S. KENT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 231) 
granting a pension to Jennette S. Kent. 
othe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub: ect to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennette S. Kent, „dependent mother 
of fh nor allan sparen late æ corporal in Company G, Second Regiment of United 

ooters. 
There te Ba no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CATHARINE WHITESELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6590) 
granting a pension to Catharine Whitesell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interi d he hereby is, auth: 
ized and directed to place on the eee paar es the preciins cad 

or ge se Whi eS of 

Dr. George L. Whitesell had been m 
tok inte the military service of the United States during the war ofthe rebel. 
ion as an assistant surgeon with the rank of captain. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out, after the word ‘‘rebellion,”’ the words ‘‘as an assistant 


au- 
y ler, 


surgeon with the rank of 


captain” and inserțipg the words ‘‘and pay 
her the pension of the widow pan assistant stirgeon.’’ 

The amendment was 

The bill as amended was nid aside to be neported. to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET J. REIGHTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5761) 
granting a pension to Margaret J. Reighter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit d&c. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to fe ot err arg and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret J, Reighter, widow of 
Andrew J. Reighter, late of Company H, First nt Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteers, and that her pension shall date from ebruary 4, 1863. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out the words ‘‘and that her pension shall date from Febru- 
ury fourth, eighteen hundred zad sixty-three.” 

The amendment was 

The bill as amended was laid a aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANN E. COONEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4544) 
granting a pension to Ann E, Cooney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interio: d he is hereby, 
thorined and dirested to pines on the Kaiia faqja bong the provislonvand 
limitations of the ion laws, the nameof Ann E. Cooney, who served asa 
hospital nurse da ng the late rebellion, at the rate of $25 pr eirges per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out the words ‘‘twenty-five’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
“ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ISAAC N. MINSHALL, 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 283) grant- 
ing a pension to Isaac N. Minshall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Anterior be, Pg ve heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ls ns and 
limitations of the pensions laws, the Semani peee AAT late of Company 
= Eleventh Ohio Po lunteers, and Company C, Seventy-fifth Ohio Volunteer In- 
antry. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES WOLFE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1768) 
granting a pension to James Wolfe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Wolfe, late pal rdg a Com- 
pany F, Second Pennsylvania Volunteer 

There being no objection, the bill was laid. aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. ` 


ANNIE BAGLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1627) 
granting a pension to Annie Bagley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit = That the a of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and a sagaran pension-roll the name of Annie 
widow of Robert FB F. lat zs So perdis Company F, Fifty-first New York 
Volunt as thoug! T Praid h usband had contracted the disability of which 
he died ín the heey service of the United States. 

There being no objection, the bill was laidaside to be Sy giriek tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SOPHRONIA WITHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7641) 
granting a pension to Sophronio Witham. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


ley, 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secret: of the Interior = hereby is, span 
ized and direc! to place on the pension-roll, subject to limitations and 
visions of the ion Jaws, the name of Sophronia Wi widow of 
McGill, late a private in Company A, Twelfth Regiment Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to pexeperiot tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


HENRY BROOKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5472) 
to increase the pension of Henry Brooks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £o., Lenora the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
and directed to increase the pension of Henry , late of Company E, 


Vermont Volunteers, to $18 per month, 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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JOHN F. CHASE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4382) 
to increase the pension of John F. Chase. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and is hereb: 
ized and directed to increase the pension of John F. Chase, late ofthe 
Battery, to the sum of $50 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended striking out the 
word ‘‘fifty’’ and inserting ‘‘ forty-six,” so as to make it read ‘‘forty- 
six dollars per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

+ The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN M. MATTINGLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5951) 
granting a pension to John M. Mattingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 3 

Be it enacted, &c., That the th i z i , au- 
thorized and directed to e a tin Dea Oa eo maiat i Sedana bes 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Mattingly, late a private 
in Sey Se Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per 
mon 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out the words ‘‘at the rate of $8 per month” and inserting 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


LARKIN G. MEAD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5283) 
granting a pension to Larkin G. Mead. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


author- 
Maine 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended striking out the 
words ‘‘at the rate of dollars a month,” and inserting ‘‘sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ARETUS F. LOOMIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7018) 
granting a pension to Aretus F. Loomis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
to place the name of Aretus F. Loomis on the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws. A 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended inserting after the 
name ‘‘ Loomis,” in line 4, the words ‘‘late a private in Company K, 
One hundred and twenty-fifth New York Volunteers.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. SHANNON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1766) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Shannon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitationsand 
restrictions of the pension laws, the name of ray A. Shannon, widow of Criner 
C. Shannon, late a private in Company G, One hundred and eighteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARTIN JACOBY. i 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4699) 
granting a pension to Martin Jacoby. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Martin Jacoby, of Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania, for theJoss of his two sons, David Jacoby, of Com C, Sev- 
enteenth Regiment'Pennsylvania Cavalry, and Martin Jacoby, jr., ofthe Seventy- 
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 3 
DAVID L. M’DERMOTT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5435) 
granting a pension to David L. McDermott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
toplace on the pension-roll, ect to the provisions and 


y K, 
‘ieee ead pay the said David L. McDermott a pension at the rate of $8 per 


month, commencing from the 4th day of March, 1862, the date of the wounding 
of the said David L. McDermott. R 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
At the end of the bill strike out all after the words “Pennsylvania Volun- 
eers. e 


The amendment was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be r9- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOSIE H. BABB. ' 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7330) 

granting a pension to Josie H. Babb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josie H. Babb, widow of John 
hs mag late a private in Company I, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteers. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ private ” and insert “ musician.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 

ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PATRICK M’KEAN. 


` The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7329) 
granting a pension to Patrick McKean. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub) to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick McKean, formerly of Com- 
pany K, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
FERDINAND KOEHLER, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6770) 
granting a pension to Ferdinand Koehler. 
The bill was read, as follows: ‘ 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and_ he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ferdinand Koehler, late of Company 
C, Second Regiment Missouri Artillery (pension claim No. 272760). 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY B. HAVENS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6780) 
granting a pension to Henry B. Havens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry B. Havens, late of Com- 
pany I, Twenty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL W. BOWLING. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6797) 
to place the name of Samuel W. Bowling on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place the name of Samuel W. Bowling, late a private in Compan 
D, of the Eleventh Regiment of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension-roll, 
subjectto the limitations and provisions of the pension laws of the United States. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M. SWARTZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6725) 
granting a pension to William M. Swartz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ress A au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pension laws, 
the name of William M. Swartz, late of Company F, Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio 
infantry Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARIA KILE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4145) 
granting a pension to Maria Kile. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an i he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, aie to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Kile, mother of Nathaniel 
KUA late a member in Company K, Fifty-sixth Regiment, New York Volun- 

TS. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MISS REBECCA MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 813) grant- 
ing a pension to Miss Rebecca Miller. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3081. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miss Rebecca Miller, daughter of 
the late Brigadier-General Miller, at the rate of $50 per month, 


Mr. PETERS.. I would like to hear the report in this case, 
The report (by Mr. ELDREDGE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 813) granting a 
pension to Miss Rebecca Miller, make the following report: 

The father of the lady for whose benefit this billis introduced was the Colonel 
Miller who, at the battle of Lundy’s Lane, in Canada, in the war of 1812, when 
asked if he could capture a certain battery of the enemy that was doing great 
damage to our forces, replied, “I'll try, sir,” and instantiy charged the battery 
with his regiment, a most desperate undertaking, and in an almost incredibly 
short space of time took and silenced the battery, and the battle of Bundy’s 
Lane was won. 

His laconic as well as patriotic KORE has ever since been the battle-cry of our 
soldiers, and he has inspired many a heroic deed by officers and men. i 

Colonel Miller became a general, and performed faithful and gallant service 
until the conclusion of peace with Great Britain. 

He died leaving two maiden daughters, with no property but a homestead, 
a small farm, which afforded them buta meager support. Congress passed an act 
granting to these two sisters a pension of $15 per month each some years since. 

In September, 1855, the younger sister died, leaving Rebecca Miller, the one 
mentioned in this bill, now seventy-two years oldan Lc phn a raps by rheu- 
matism, entirely unable by age and d to perform any kind of work, and 
without any means of support except the small pension heretofore granted her 
and the little (and which is very slight, often not paying expenses of cultiva- 
tion), which she receives from the little farm which she occupies, 

It is true that when her father performed the gallant actsas a soldier which 
made him famous throughout the whole civili world, she was but an infant, 
and had nothing to do with her father’s grand soldierly conduct or the benefits 
he gave his country, but your committee deem it no more than just, at least 
magnanimous ina great country as this has now become, to give this only sur- 
viving child—now old, decrepit, and needy—of a soldier who performed such 
gallant service to his country asum sufficient to render her life comfortable 
during the short time she 1 be likely to live. 

Attached hereto are two petitions, signed by men of high standing. 

The committee are also in possession of several affidavits of leading citizens, 
including medical evidence of her enfeebled condition, 

The committee do therefore recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to bo reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALLEN P. JACOBS: 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5622) 
granting a pension to Allen P. Jacobs. 
The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Allen P, Jacobs, a soldier of the war 
of 1812, on the sion-roll, subject to the provisions of the act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and the 
widows of deceased soldiers,” approved February 14, 1871, as of February 14, 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ pension-roll,” in line 6, and insert “and pay 
im a pension at the rate of $25 a month from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. BRADY. Task that the report in this case be read. 
The report (by Mr. BRADY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5622) grant- 
ing a pension to Allen P. Jacobs, having had the same under consideration, sub- 
mit the following report: 

That Allen P. boets, of Owen County, Kentucky, before he was sixteen years 
of age, was sent by his father to atten his sick brother, Elijah —. Jacobs, who 
was a soldier in Captain Williams's pny te Colonel Whistler's 
the war of 1812; that upon his arrival at Dayton, Ohio, where the United States 
troops were then located, he, the said Allen P, Jacobs, finding that his brother 
had recovered from his sickness, joined Col. R. M. Johnson’s iment in its 
pursuit of the Indians and British, and that on the 5th day of October, 1813, this 
command was en with the enemy at the battle of the River Thames; that 
young Allen P. Jacobs was conspicuous for his bravery in said battle, in which 

e was severely wounded by a pullet-shot through thigh, about midway 


iment, in 


between the hip joint and the knee. It does not appear from the recordsof the |* 


War Department that he was regularly mustered into the service of the United 
States, and therefore the Pension Office have not acted upon his application for 
panion ; but that asa Boy he volunteered, served gallantly in the field with the 
nited States Army, and was severely wounded, as above stated, is clearly 
ecd t Sian testimony filed with the papers in the case and examined by the 
comm. e : x 
This veteran is now nearly eighty-nine years of age, he is almost helpless, 
and still a great sufferer from the wound he received in his country’s service 
seventy-three years ago, and now in his old age he is compelled to live on the 
charity and kindness of friends. $ 
ä Your committee recommend that the bill be amended, andasamended thatit 
o pass, : 
The amendment was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY MURPHY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4730) 
for the relief of Mary Murphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the name of Mary Murphy, widow of Thomas Murphy, 
late a private of marines, may be placed on the pension-roll of the United States 
Pension Office, together with such of her children as were minors at the date of 
the death of the said Thomas Murphy, November 29, 1874, subject to the limita- 


tions and provisions of the pension laws, and to commence from the date of the 
death of the said Murphy. 


The amendment reported by the committee was to make the bill read 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary Murphy, widow of Thomas 


Murphy, late a private of marines, on the pension-roll of the United States, sub- 
ject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 


Mr. BRADY. I ask that the report in this case be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report (by Mr. BRADY) was as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4730) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Murphy, having had the same under consideration, re~ 
spectfully submit the following report: 

That Mary Murphy is the widow of Thomas Murpby, late a private of the 
United States Marine Corps, and her application for pension was jected by the 
Pension Office on the ground that the immediate cause of her said husband’s 
death was typhoid fever and pein: as shown by the death certificate of the 
health officer of Washington, D. ©. 

It appears from the evidence that the said Thomas Murphy, while in the sery- 
ice of the United States as a marine in the year 1866, contracted pneumonia, 
from which he never recovered. 

Abbie Paul and Anna Parker, who knew him well, swear: 

“That from the time Murphy came home he coughed badly; that the cough 
never left him; that the difficulty in his chest seemed to grow worse ; he be- 
came weaker, until he finally died.” 

Arthur Flynn, a brother marine, swears: 

“ Murphy was disabled in service; that on account of illness he was sent to 
hoeoicak: and never recovered his health, and during all the time had a bad 
cough, and raised a quantity of phiegm. e 

Dr. ©. S. Magruder, of Washington, D, C., swears: 

“That he attended Thomas Murphy for pneumonia about March, 1873, and 
attended him through the attack.” 

Dr. J. E. Bracket, of Washington, D, C., swears: 

“That he attended Murphy; that his condition was bad, having contracted 
pneumonia in the service, from which he never fully recovered, and that he 
died from the effects of said disease.” 

Dr. Bracket, at the time of Murphy's death, gave a certificate for burial to the 
effect that he died of typhoid fever, and upon this and the certificate of the health 
ofticer the Pension Office rejected the widow's application for pension. 

Ina letter dated March 4, 1866, to Hon. W, H. Perry, Representative in the pres- 
ent Congress from the State of South Carolina, Dr. Bracket frankly acknowl- 
edges his error in issuing said death certificate, and is clear and positive in stat- 
ing that Murphy died of consumption, contracted in the United States service. 
The records of the Washington naval hospital show that he was there treated 
for ‘pneumonia; duty exposure,” 

From the testimony herein given, the committee is of the opinion that Thomas 
Murphy died of disease contracted while in the service of the United States asa 
marine; and therefore they report back the bill with amendments, and as 
amended recommend that the same do pass. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass, 


THOMAS R. WARE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.7881) 
to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. Ware, of Virginia, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., (two thirds of cach House concurring therein), That Thomas R. 
Ware, of the State of Virginia, is hereby relieved of all political disabilities 
imposed upon him by the third section of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, and the same are hereby removed. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


I. G. FLOURNOY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7650) 
to remove the political disabilities of I. G. Flournoy, of Mississippi. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c, (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That I. G. Flour- 
noy, of the State of Mississippi, is hereby relieved of all political disabilities im- 
posed: upon him by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 

There being no objection, the bill waslaidaside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that all the pension bills in 
the hands of the Clerk have now been disposed of. There are other 
pension bills on the Calendar, but the bills and reports, having been 
presented yesterday, have not yet been received from the Printer. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN haying resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration bills upon 
the Privaté Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills to the 
House with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole with- 
out amendments, were severally ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; pes engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, and 

; namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to Sanford C. Willhoite; 

A bill (H. R. 4797) granting a pension to Robert H. Stapleton; 

A bill (H. R. 6372) to pension Charles A. Chase; 


A bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension to Charlotte Algier, widew 
of Samuel Algier; 

A bill (H. R. 3054) granting a pension to Sylvester Root; 

A bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension H. L. Kyler; 

A bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams; 
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granting a pension to William M. Swartz; and 
H. R. 4145) granting a pension to Maria Kile. 
the following titles were severalty reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with amendments, the amendments were agreed 
to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and, being engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, 
* and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. a Saas Sentient een Glen Ge 

A bill (H. R. 5329) granting a pension to William Antes; 

A bill (H. R. 5899) to place the name of Robert Beard on the pen- 


sion-roll; s 
A bill (H. R. 5643) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Ward; 


2 
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A bill R. 5951 ting a pension to John M. Mattingly; 
A bill (H. R. 5283 i ting a pension to Larkin G. Mead; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. 
A bill (H. R. 5622) granting a ion to Allen P. Suche: and 

_A bill (H. R. 4730) for the relief of Mary Murphy. 

‘The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee ofthe Whole, 
were severally ordered to a third reading; and were accordingly read 
the third time and passed, namely: x Bee et 

A bill (8. 231 Serripes Ap enne . Kent; 

A bill (S. 283 ting a pension to Isaac N. Minshall; and 

A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Miller. 

The following bills for the removal of sang disabilities were 

(two-thirds voting in favor thereof), namel 

A bill (H. R. 7650) to remove the political disabilities of I. G. 
Fournoy, of Mississippi; and 

A bil (H. eis F t to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
Ware, of Vi 

Mr. BRADY? mored to reconsider the several votes by which pension 
bills were passed; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRILL (at 8 o’clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of W. L. B. Wheeler, to be paid for 
articles taken for the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of the Woman’s National Indian Asso- 
ciation of Bangor, Me, and citizens of the fourth Congressional district 
of Maine, in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 52—to the Commit- 
tee on Indians Affairs. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Resolutions of the Board of Trade and 

tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, against the building of a bridge 
across the Ohio Riverat or near Cairo—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Charles H. Wiltberger, ex- 
Pras for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Local Assembly No. 1781, Knights of Labor, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers relating to the claim of B. P. Rogers, of 
Atlanta, and Ambrose Chewsing, of De Kalb County, Georgia—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of 10 members of the Samuel Judd 
Post, of 15 members of the John A. Dix Post, and of 8 members of 
Zach Chandler Post, No. 35, Grand nagar Republic, of Michigan, 
asking that an increase of pension be granted Mary E. Champlin, 
sioa of the late Brig. Gen. Stephen G. Champlin—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Labor Assembly No. ee Knights 
of Labor, of Grape Creek, IL, against the passage of the free-ship 


bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the abolition of the liquor traffic in the District 
of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GAY: Resolutions by commissioners of the States and Ter- 
ritories at the last meeting of the North, Central, and South Ameri- 
can Exposition—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning interests. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Mrs. C. M. Cloud and others, for 
temperance education in.the District of Columbia and Territories—to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also; petition of Lieut. Col. E. M. Foster and others, praying that 
a pension be granted Mary L. Bradley, formerly Mary L. Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting a pen- 
sion to Sally B. Bent—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of J. B. Sanderson and 86 others, citizens of Highgate, 
Vt., asking for a tax upon the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Mrs. Thomas Smith and 13 other 
ladies of Versailles, Ripley County, Indiana, in favor of the passage of 
the temperance educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of George Crilly, for reliefagainst the frauds perpetrated 
on the settlers, under patent from the United States, of lands on the 
Des Moines River, Jowa—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Joseph F. Klemme and 30 others, citizens of Blue 
Creek, Franklin County, Indiana; and of Adam § and 42 others, 
citizens of Southgate, Ind., in favor of the bill providing for payment 
for rent, light, and fuel of third and fourth class post-offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the executive board of the Woman’s 
National Indian Association, praying for the passage of Senate bill 52, 
per pie as the Dawes Sioux bill—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

tition of Isabel L. Chamberlain, guardian of Isabel M. Evans, 
cine’ ild of John J. Evans, for Terating and reissue of pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of the Woman’s Indian Relief Asso- 
ciation of Madison, Wis., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 52, 
taney a portion of the Sioux reservation of Dakota to settlement— 

mmittee on Indian Affairs. 

oe Mr. McADOO: Petition of shippers of cattle in New Jersey—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Knights of Labor of Cumberland, 
Md., the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition from Davenport, Iowa, in favor of a 
national board of health—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of 100 citizens of Burnside, IlL., asking for 
a law embodying the recommendations of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic of Minois, pray- 
ing for an appropriation to procure tombstones for soldiers’ graves—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. J. Q NEILL: Memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Saint Louis, urging subsidies for South and Central American steam- 
ship lines from New Orleans—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the Veterans’ Rights Union, of 
Kansas, asking for legislation giving to all honorably discharged Union 
soldiers preference in matters of appointment and employment by the 
Government in the civil service—to the Select Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the board of supervisors of Erin, Wis., 
on interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Knights of Labor of Black River Falls, Wis., for 
Territorial government for Indian Territory, and up to settle- 
ment under the homestead law all public lands—to mittee on 
the Territorics. « 

Also, memorial of Knights of Labor of Black River Falls, Wis., in 
favor of the Oates bill, making it impossible for aliens to obtain title 
to United States lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Robt. J. Mitchell for compensation 
for preparing digest of the decisions of the Second Comptroller—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition and remonstrance of merchants and trad- 
ers, of Baltimore, Md., setting forth the frauds committed in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by the renting of licenses to sell goods as drummers, 
and by persons fraudulently transacting business of drummers under 
pretense of being partners in local business houses in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of T, F. Leeper, of Lima, Ill., for the pas- 
sage of House bill 3973—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Scott and other counties of Illinois, pray- 
ing for a pension for Marshall Smith, of Oxville, I1l.—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Knights of Labor Local Assembly, No. 
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2529, of Toledo, Ohio, against free ships—to the Select Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. . 

By Mr. SENEY: Paper of W. F. Shuman, for the passage of House 
bill 3973—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of W. S. Warner, of Lowder, Ill., in 
favor of the Arthur Kill bridge—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Mary Henderson to 
have the nameof James L. Henderson on the muster roll of Com- 
pany B, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TAYLOR: Papers in the case of Corrona, Taussig & 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims. - 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of P. B. Young, administrator, praying 
that the war claim of Daniel W. Kennedy, deceased, of Nelson County, 
a tginia, be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms. P; r 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Samuel C. Pointer, asking that pa- 
pers in his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. f 4 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with id; that there be issued coin certificates of on 
two, and tive dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one an 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the ry, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, ben Sip and Measures: 

By Mr. NEECE: Of Knights of Labor of Tl. 

The fol titions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific tem ce instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. MORRISON: Of citizens of Washington, Saint Clair, and 
Madison Counties, Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 17, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
WEATHER -MAP OF SIGNAL BUREAU. 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, with inclosures, aletter from the Chief 
Signal Officer concerning the claim of the American Graphic Company 
for publishing a weather map of the Signal Bureau, and recommending 
its payment; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN RANDOLPH HAMILTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2156) for the 
relief of John Randolph Hamilton, of the State of North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 1851) granting a pension to Mrs. 
M. Z. Gilman, the Chair finds, on examination, should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. In the absence of objection the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions will be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and it will be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also finds that certain executive com- 
munications have been improperly referred. If there be no objection 
the Chair will direct the Clerk to change the reference of each to the 
Committee on A: iations. 


jection, and the following changes of reference were 
accordingly made: 


The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence recommending 
that provision be made for four additional watchmen at the silver 
vaults in the new post-office building, Philadelphia; and it was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department was 
discharged from the further consideration of the letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior recommending that the salaries of members of the board of 
pension appeals be increased; and it was referred to the Committee on 
tise Oae aides da Epia Ws ie Tremany Dertte 

mmitteeon itures ent was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Director of the Mintand 
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asking that the salaries of the examiner of mints and the comptuter of 
bullion be increased to $2,500 per annum; and it was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. i 

The Committee on Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ing an additional estimate from the Secretary of War of an appropria- 
tion for the Signal Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; and 
it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Comptsoller of the Cur- 
rency relative to the inadequacy of the salary of the deputy comptroller 
of the currency, and recommending that it be increased; and it was ro- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JAMES, for four days, on account of business. 

To Mr. LANDES, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Crisp, for ten days. 

To Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. WADSWORTH, for ten days; and _ 

To Mr. HEARD, for ten days, on account of important business. 


CAPTAIN JOHN BURKHART. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Task unanimous consent that the House take up 
from the Private Calendar and pass a very small bill, involving three 
or four hundred dollars, for the benefit of a soldier of the late war. It + 
is a meritorious measure. The settlement of the claim has been de- 
layed unfortunately for many years. Iam satisfied that when the bill 
shall have been read there will be no objection to it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, nuthprized 
and directed to pay to John Burkhart, late captain of Company F, One hundred 

-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, in the late war, out of any money 
approp! © pay of the Army, the pay and emoluments of captain of 
said company from March 1, 1865, to June 22, 1865, deducting from the sum found 
due him as the pay and emoluments of captain of said com y for the period 
above specified the sums of money that have been paid to said John Burk- 
hart for military service, either as a private or otherwise, rendered by him dur- 
ing the period above specified. 


Mr. BEACH. Ishall not object to the consideration of the bill, but 
I trust my friend from Indiana will furnish the House with an expla- 
nation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. Iask that the report of the Committee 
on War Claims be read. ; 

The report (by Mr. GEDDES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 446) for 
the relief of Capt. John Burkhart, having considered the same and accompany- 
in pers, submit the following npa 3 

Sonn Burkhart, the claimant, enlisted as a private, eee F, One hundred 
and forty-sixth Regiment, Indiana Volunteers, March 1, , at Greensburg, 
Ind., to serve one year. 

On regimental returns for March, April, and May he is reported as captain 
Com: wither ty or get ain ; he was mustered out with his company 
as private Au; 31, 1865, at timore, Md. The military history of said - 
ant, obtained from the War Department, further shows that Barton W. Cole was 
mustered in as captain of said Company F, to date June 23, 1865, to fill original 


vacancy. 

The claimant organized Company F at Camp Carrington, Indianapolis, Ind., 
and was commissioned as captain ty ene governor of said State on the Ist day 
of March, 1865, and had charge of the company from that time until the 22d day 
of June, 1865, during which time he was recognized and o as such, and 
performed all the duties as captain of said company. Merrett ©. Welch, the col- 
onel of said regiment, in his testimony, says: 

‘During the time said Burkhart was in command of said company he was one 
of the most efficient company commanders in the regiment, a good disciplina- 
rian, and the best drill officer in myregiment. He was al pleasant, yet 
prompt to duty, and after he ceased to command said company his bearing and 
conduct as a private soldier was unexceptionally be 

Your committee find from the exhibits and testimony in the case that claimant 
performed all the dutifes of a captain of said Company F from the date of his 
commission by the governor of Indiana, March 15, 1865, to the 22d of June, 1865, 
and failed to be mustered in on a purely technical ground. On February 24 
1865, the governor of Indiana requested of the War Department the removal of 
the disability occasioned by the resignation caused by John Burkhart as of the 
Sixty-eighth Indiana Volunteers with a véew of his accepting a new commission 
in the One hundred and forty-sixth Indiana Volunteers. Anticipating a favor- 
able reply, the governor, on March 1, 1865, issued a commission to said Burkhart 
as os of Company F, One hundred and forty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, but 

isability was not removed, and claimant was not therefore mustered inas 
captain, and his commission as such was on that account canceled by the gov- 
ernor of Indiana, and the said Barton W. Cole commissioned in his stead. 
Your committee therefore recommend that claimant be allowed the pay and 
emoluments of a captain of said company from said Ist day of March, 1865, to 
said 22d day of June, 1865, deducting therefrom the sums of money that have 
been paid to him for military service during that period either as a private or 
otherwise, and for that purpose report the accompanying bill as a substitute for 
bill H. R. 446, and recommend the passage of the same. 


Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand just what is meant by the 
“disability ” under which this officer seems to have labored. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from Texas will allow me to explain 
I will state that Captain Burkhart had been a lieutenant in the Sixty- 
eighth Indiana Regiment. He had resigned that office. Afterward, 
at the instance of the governor of Indiana, he raised Company F of the 
One hundred and forty-sixth Indiana Regiment. The governor, assum- 
ing that the objection to his being commissioned in the new regiment 


for 
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would be readily removed by the War Department, gave Captain Burk- 
hart his commission on the Ist of March, 1865, He went with his 
company tothe seat of war, and continued to act as captain in the serv- 
ice till June 22, 1865. But finally the War Department declined to 
remove the objection on account of the former resignation, and there- 
fore he was not mustered in and his commission was withdrawn. The 
service was rendered for the entire period named—three or four months— 
at the end of which time he resumed his post in the ranks, and served 
until the regiment was mustered out. Mr. Cole was appointed captain 
and assumed the command of the company on the 23d of June, 1865. 
Captain Burkhart, alike as captain and private soldier, made a most 
honorable and gallant record in the Union Army. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
tion. I see the bill directs the payment of this person to be made out 
of the appropriations for the pay of the Army. That is an annual ap- 
propriation, and contemplates the pay of the Army asitstands. It 
does not occur to me that this payment ought to be provided for in that 


way. : 

ue HOLMAN. I do not tiftnk my friend will find there will be 
trouble about that. If there is, it will be corrected hereafter. 

. BLOUNT. Isubmit to the gentleman from Indiana himself if 

this would not take the money from a fund devoted to another pur- 


pose? 

Mr. REAGAN. This seems to be a case in which this man resigned 
his position in the Army, and, haying asked authority from the Govern- 
ment to raise an additional company, went and raised a company, and 
now demands the pay of captain. 

. Mr. HOLMAN. He not only raised the company under commission 
as second lieutenant, but was commissioned captain by the governor 
of Indiana, and actually performed the service for nearly four months, 

Mr. REAGAN. He was not commissioned by the Government? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Hewas commissioned by the governor of the State. 
He is reported as captain for three or four successive months. The 
Government had the benefit of his services for that time, and he surely 
is entitled to be paid for his services notwithstanding the action of the 
War Department. 

Mr. BEACH. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me fora 
question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEACH. I would liketo know why the beneficiary of this bill 
can not receive the money that may be due. him under the act that 
passed last Congress? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Because of the technical objection which I have 
stated. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think the objection made by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] isa valid one. The appropri- 
ations for the Army are made upon estimates of the cost of the support 
ofthe Army. This is simply a claim, and shou be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise a appropria 

Mr. BLOUNT. We might as well t tho Secretary of War to 
pay any other claim out of the a appropriation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. T ‘ore I think the bill should be 
amended so as to direct payment to be made out of any money in the 

not otherwise appropriated. = 

Mr. HOLMAN, I consent to that amendment, although it is un- 
necessary, as the sum ink ge icin for the pay of the Army always ex- 
ceeds the sum required. Let the amendment be made. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will be adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I would-like toask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill what rank this man held on the Army roll at the 
time for which this claim is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reports show that he ranked as a captain and 
performed duty as such, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsfder the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to teconsider be laid on the 
table. e is 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZUR B. HALL, 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize a patent for the south half of the south- 
east quarter of section 34, in township 22, of range 15, east of the sixth 
principal meridian, to Elizur B. Hall, as administrator of the estate of 
ian Frederick Schlagel, and that the House proceed to consider 

e same 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was Swish as follows; 


Be it enacted, &c., That a pees shall issue to Elizur B. Hall, as administrator 
of the estate of Willam Frederick gman one ‘or the south half of the southeast 


quarter of section 34, in township 22, oi range 15, east of the sixth principal 


oran; in the usual form and with the usual covenants, as far as may be prac- 


as SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

‘The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr, RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF WAY, ARSENAL GROUNDS, PHILADELPHIA, 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of Senate bill 880, granting the right of way to the Schuylkill 
River East Side Railroad Company through the arsenal and naval 
asylum grounds at Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a.parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEACH. I desire to know whether the bill whose consideration 
is now asked is on the House Calendar or on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BEACH, I find a bill here with the same title on the House 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that isa bill reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, which the Chair thinks was erroneously put upon the 
House Calendar. It is a bill for the benefit of a private corporation, 
and properly belongs to the Private Calendar, as the Chair thinks. The 
Senate bill will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the argh River East Side Railroad Company is 
hereby authorized to construct its railroad across the grounds of the United 
States forming a part of the grounds of the naval asylum and of the arsenal at 
Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania; and for that purpose said com y 
is hereby granted a width of 60 feet across said grounds for its right of wa 
through the grounds aforesaid: Provided, That the location of said road thro’ 
said grounds shall be approved by the Secretary of War andthe Secretary of 
Navy; and the damages for the use and occupation of the right of way cote 
pan shall be fixed by a board of two Army ere appointed by the Secre- 

cad Shed of War and one officer of the conf preg he doacetaty ofthe Navy, 
an payment of said damages so fixe: 


pcr Of the rights by this act ted: And provided free; Thatin the con- 
struction of said road th said 


an be paid b; oan company into the Treasury of the United States: And pro- 
led further, Tha 


ved 
passage of vehicles 
pete said rail- 
ser panemine on said grounds, at epeng as the sasha be ke e Navy shall 
eem necessary for the protection of persons or OF eee pr WA pn on so in the neighbor- 
toed of said Airoa on said grounds: And mo , That the said 
company shall construct a proper switch and siding upon eines arsenal grounds, 
and suitable means for crossing to the wharf on said arsenal unds, for the 
purpose of rroeiying sag shipping freight by water. Any violation of any of 
the provisions of this act by said company, or its successors or assigns, shall 
work a forfeiture of all rights granted by this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to object. I desire, 
however, that the bill be considered for a few moments with reference 
to the question of the measure of damages. 

The SPEAKER. Itis open to amendment. The question is upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, a bill for the purpose indicated in this 
bill was introduced in the House and contained a provision that the 
benefit resulting to the Government by the construction of this railroad 
through its grounds should be taken into consideration in the assess- 
ment of the da: It seems to me that that is not asound princi- 

le in a case like this, but Iam told that that provision is not contained 
in the bill as now presented. Ifit is not, I am not aware of any other 
objection to the bill, but I ask that that portion of it which provides 
for the appointment’ of the appraisers by the Secretaries of War and— 
the Navy may be read again. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read again that portion of the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the location of said road through said Knas shall be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the JAR and the dam- 
ages for the use and occupation of the Tahko of fy herein granted shall be fixed 
x a board of two Army officers ap pointed e Secretary of War and one 

Mercy of the Nav. appolnted by the cr of the Navy, and the payment of 
id damages so fixed shall be a condition precedent to the exercise of the right 
= this act granted, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isee that the provision in-the other bill which I 
thought objectionable is not in the bill as now presented. 

The EEL wae orao aren. comp moor Snia anie; and being 
Oro t was accordingly e ti ime, and passed. 

ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
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was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILKINS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. That will require a two-thirds vote. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 95, noes 14, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I make the point that no quorum 
has voted, and I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered under the rule; and Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Mr, DIBBLE were appointed. 

Mr. DUNHAM (during the count by tellers). I hope my colleague 
on the Committee on Commerce, that committee having been treated 
so well a week ago, will withdraw the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, There is a quorum present, and I 
want the vote to show it. 

Ps House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 140, noes 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. DIBBLE 


was agreed to. 
EXPORT TOBACCO MANUFACTORIES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rule, will proceed to call the 
committees for the consideration of bills. The call rests with the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. The Clerk will read the title of the pend- 
ing bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 2522) to authorize the establishment of export tobacco manufac- 
pores and for drawback upon imported articles used in manufacturing exported 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, WIsE], upon which no 
quorum voted. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Inline 3 of section 2, strike out ‘90 per cent. ™ and insert ‘ the whole amount,” 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HARRIS] has agreed to yield me two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question has been ordered, and de- 
bate is not in order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask unanimous consent to make some remarks on 
this amendment, not to exceed three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and 
the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I feel reluctant to object to this bill, 
because I believe in every measure calculated to facilitate our export 
trade with the rest of the world; but as the bill is now framed it will 
create a monopoly in favor of those tobacco manufacturers who are en- 
gaged solely in the export trade. A tobacco concern making tobacco 

ess of where it is to be sold—in New York or in Melbourne—will 
under this bill get a rebate of 90 per cent. on the imported articles en- 
tering into the tobacco so made, But themanufacturer who makes to- 
bacco solely for export gets 100 per cent., a difference of 10 per cent. in 
favor of those establishments making tobacco solely for export, a mo- 
nopoly being thus created in their favor by Government action. 

One word as to the practical operation of this bill if passed in its pres- 
ent form; and I sincerely hope, if the amendment be not agreed to, that 
in justice to the great tobacco manufacturing interests of this country 
the bill will be defeated. A large establishment engaged in the manu- 
facture of tobacco and snuff must, if this bill passes, in order to meet its 
requirements, revolutionize its entire trade; it must erect a new build- 
ing, introduce anew set of machinery, anda new foreman. Anyestab- 

ishment, however small, in order to take advantage of this bill, will 
be obliged to erect a separate building. 

Gentlemen have spoken of the necessity of separate establishments 
for the manufacture of export tobacco with the view of preventing fraud. 
But if they will look at the first and second sectionsof the bill they will 
see it is provided that the act is to be carried out under such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, so that, if 
the amendment of the gentlemen from Virginia be adopted, there will 
be no opportunity for fraud, because the Secretary of the Treasury can 
adopt such rules and regulations as will prevent any such possibility. 

One other point. It has been said here that the object of retaining 
this 10 per cent. rebate is to pay the Government for expenses it may 
incur in the detection of fraud. Now, that argument might be good 
if applied to articles the manufacture of which is not supervised by the 
Government—cosmetics, perfumery, and the like. But the tobacco 
business is supervised directly by the Government, an agent being lo- 
cated at the factory; and there will be no additional cost to the Got- 
ernment in the prevention of fraud under this bill. So that the argu- 
ment in fayor of retaining this 10 per cent. rebate does not apply. I 
sincerely hope the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia will be 
adopted or that the bill will be defeated. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, how much time is left fos debate? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered, and no 
debate is in order. 

Mr. MILLS. How did the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
Anoo] obtain the floor? 

Several MEMBERS. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I ask unanimous consent to speak for a few mo- 
ments upon this amendment. I ask three minutes—the same time 
occupied by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS] will proceed. 

Mr. CABELL. If there is to be any further discussion I think the 
debate ought to be open to all, so that every gentleman interested may 
have an opportunity to express his views. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. WISE. I object. 

Mr. MORRISON. As thegentleman objects to debate, I will only say 
that I disagree with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 
I think the bill ought to be voted dewn if the amendment is adopted, 
because in that form it will tend to promote fraud or make the perpe- 
tration of fraud easy. The gentleman from New Jersey wants the bill 
voted down if the amendment is not made part of the bill. He thinks 
this necessary, to place all manufacturers for export, whether in export- 
ing warehouses or in other warehouses. 

Mr. CABELL. I say the bill ought to be passed, asitis avery proper 
one. 

Mr. MILLS. Who objected? 

Mr. WISE. I did. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman spoke for ten or fifteen minutes on the 
amendment, and now objects to my being heard for two or three min- 
utes in opposition to it. I hope the House will vote the amendment 
down and be in favor of the bill reported by the committee. 

The question recurred on the amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 83. 

Mr. McADOO. No quorum has voted. - 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. McApoo and Mr. Harris. 

Mr. McADOO. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 7 

‘The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McADOO demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 13. 

So, no further count being demanded, the bill was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS FROM OVERFLOW, ALABAMA, 


Mr. FORNEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to call up the bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of the sufferers by the 
overflow of the rivers in Alabama, and move that the House now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration of that measure. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 67. 

Mr. FORNEY. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. FORNEY and Mr. BEACH were appointed as tellers. 

Mr. BEACH. _Is it in order to call for the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. s 

Mr. BEACH. I think that is the best way to dispose of this matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us first try it by tellers. 

Mr. BEACH. I withdraw my demand for the yeas and nays. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44—— 

Mr. HERBERT. This only provides for $150,000, and I think at 
least we should be granted a hearing on the subject. 

The tellers reported—ayes 73, noes 71. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question ison the bill (H, R 7645) 
for the relief of thesufferers by the overflow, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended by and under 
the direction of the Secretary of War tr the purchase and distribution of sub- 
sistence stores and other necessary articles to such destitute persons as may re- 
quire assistance in the districts recently overflowed by the rivers in Alabama; 
and he is authorized to co-operate with the authorities of the said State and of 
the cities situated in said overflowed districts in making distribution of the same; 
and he is authorized, in his discretion, to use any steamers and other boats an: 
vessels belonging to or now employed by the Government in the transportation 
and distribution of the supplies furnished by the United States or individuals to 
and among said destitute and suffering people; and he may employ such other 
REEN of E aSa rana as he may deem necessary to carry the purpose of this 
act intoe 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and I hope its reading will receive 
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the attention of the members of the committee, as it contains the tele- 
grams received by the committee and upon which the pending measure 
was reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Forxry, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the following 


report: 
[To accompany bill H. R. 7645.] 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(H. Res, 155) appropriating 000 for the relief of the sufferers by the overflow 
of the rivers in Alabama, having considered the same, recommend the 
of the accompanying bill, which appropriates $150,000, as a substitute therefor. 

The following telegrams were submitted to the Committee on ie anh eigen 
during their consideration of the question of relief to the sufferers by the over- 
flow of the rivers in Alabama: 

MONTGOMERY, ALA., April 5, 1886. 
Hon. H. A. HERBERT, House of Representatives : 


City and county authorities unable to cope with the distress from overflow; 
principally colored people. Can't you help us with the Government? 
s C. L. MATTHEWS, W.L. ERS. 
W. W. ALLEN. 


JOSHUA MORRIS. 
C. RANDOLPH. JOS. GOETTER. 


H. C. MOSES. E. B. JOSEPH. 


MONTGOMERY, ALA., April 5,1886. 
mon. J. L. PucH, Joun T. MorGAx, H. A. HERBERT, A. C. DAVIDSON, and J. M. 
ARTIN : 
Our information is that suffering from flood isso great impossible for local au- 


thorities to relieve. 
H. R. SHORTERS. 
W. C. TANSTALL. 
IL C. TOMPKINS. 


SELMA, ALA., April 5,1886, 
The Senators and Representatives of Alabama, Washington, D. C.: 
This flood has been more destructive than any we have ever heard of in Ala- 
bama. Thousands of people along the river are without food, clothing, or 


shelter; mostly colored people. Weare supplying all we can. This is a case of 
extreme necessity. Can not the Government aid these pole peonia? 
E. W. US, 


H. 8. D. MALLARY, 
F, BOYKIN, Jr., 
Committee of Citizens’ Meeting. 
MONTGOMERY, ALA., April 5, 1283. 


Hon. H, A. HERBERT, 
Washington, D. C.: 
The distress among the colored people in the overflowed district is terrible to 
contemplate, and while the county and municipal authorities and the citizens 
erally are responding nobly, they can not relieve the necessities of the un- 
rtunate, Please, therefore, urge an immediate woke yy by Con: 


[Copy of telegram to governor of Alabama.] 
Wasurneton, D. C., April 5, 1836. 
Governor E, A. O'NEAL, 
Montgomery, ‘Ala. ? 


Does the situation in Alabama require relief for the people injured by the flood 
which the State can not furnish? 
What is needed—rations or money; at what points and what Be mesons ? 
vie the lnea undertake geet if Congress grants relief? 
egra; direction o! elegation, 
KE SE WM. H. FORNEY. 


MONTGOMERY, ALA., April 6, 1886. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 


louse of S > 
There is distress and destitution in all the river counties of the State. The 


State can not give relief without a special session of the Legislai 
not be had in time to meet the emergency. If Congress 
tion, let it be in money, epera Pouar E too bon singe ee or ution. 
As at present advised, my o; m w S en 

tg x: A. E. O’NEIL, Governor. 


During the year 1884 similar aid was granted to the sufferers by the overflow 
of the Ohio and Mape Rivers, and $500,000 was appropriated therefor. 
(See Statutes at Large, volume 23, pages 267-269 and 273.) 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, the precedent was established during 
1884 in the case of theoverflow of the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. The 
overflow of the rivers in Alabama has been greater than ever known 
before, and there are to-day thousands of people in that State destitute 
and suffering. 

We have quite a number of rivers in Alabama. In the northern 
portion of the State there is the Tennessee River, where there has been 
an overflow. In the eastern portion the Coosa River also was over- 
flowed. The overflow reached 9 feet higher than ever before. Then 
comes the Tallapoosa. The confluence of those two rivers forms the 
Alabama, where the overflow has been unprecedented. Numbers of 
plantations have been covered with water. The rivers have reached 
the highest point in fifty years. - 

To-day, fellow-citizens [laughter]—yes, Mr. Chairman, we are to-day 
all fellow-citizens. [Applause. ] 

Now, sir, I want to say at this time from Elmore County down to 
the bay of Mobile there are over 25,000 people suffering on account of 
this flood. As evidence of that I desire the Clerk to read a telegram 
from most respectable gentlemen, which will furnish some idea of the 
condition of that country at this time. I ask for its reading the atten- 
tion cf the House. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon. Alex. C. Davidson, Washington, D. C.: 

Twenty-five thousand people live within the overflowed district of Dallas, 
Wilcox, and Lowndes Counties. Twelve thousand of these are absolutely des- 
titute. Other counties in this State along the Alabama, Coosa, and Tallapoosa 
Rivers will ave with those of the fourth Con sional district, above 
named, Theoverflowed aeS slong pends ita arrior, and Cahaba Rivers 
is not extensive, but the suffering is great. 

E. W. PETTUS. 


H. S. D. MALLARY, 
; F. BOYKIN, Jr. 

Mr. FORNEY. That telegram refers to three counties in the State, 
where twenty-five thousand people are sufferers from the overflow; 
twelve thousand five hundred of whom are to-day destitute and suffer- 
ing. They reside in Lowndes, Dallas, and Wilcox Counties. Thegreat- 
est suffering no doubt is in Montgomery County. There are at least five 
or six thousand people who are in destitution, caused by the overflow 
of the Alabama River. The counties where the greatest suffering pre- 
vails are Coosa, Elmore, Autauga, Montgomery, Lowndes, Dallas, and 
Wilcox. 

The amount we ask is only $150,000. The people of the State have 

been contributing largely of their own means, but the distress is so 
great and so widespread that they can not supply all, and they come 
now and appeal to Congress, asking that the Government will at least 
assist them in this emergency in view of the fact that the Legislature 
can not be called together in time, and the citizens are unable to ren- 
der the assistance that is demanded. 
. Now, as my colleague from the second Congressional district [Mr. 
HERBERT] represents a section of the State which is perhaps more se- 
riously injured than any other by these freshets, and is more in need of 
assistance, and since my district is not suffering so greatly—we are not 
asking relief, as we are higher up the country—I yield to him such 
length of time as he may desire. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Let me askthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
FORNEY ] a question.’ > 

Mr. FORNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Have the waters subsided, or do-they still cover 
the country? 

Mr. FORNEY. The waters have subsided, but the people have been 
left destitute. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I wanted to know that fact, because —— 

Mr. FORNEY. But before I conclude I desire now to have another 
telegram read ing upon this same question, which comes from a 
mass meeting of the colored citizens of Dallas County. The people who 
are mainly suffering now are the colored population, for in that region 
of country where these floods have been most disastrous that class of the 
population outnumbers the white perhaps 4 to 1. 

I ask to have this telegram read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SELMA, ALA., April 9, 1886. 


in Congress, Wash: A 
We, the colored citizens of Selma, Ala., in mass meeting, to the honorable the 


SELMA, ALA., April 9, 1888. 


House of Representatives, in session in Washington, D.C. We u immedi- 
ate me Aparen for at least seventy-five thousand persons, rende: homeless 
and u y destitute in the flooded districts of Alabama. Unless aid come im- 


mediately the suffe: TELES ro calculation, One hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars is not enough to relieve the destitution until we can 


help ourselves. 
R. M, CHEEKS, Chairman, 
©, O. BOOTH, Secretary. 

Mr. HISCOCK. . I would like to inquire of the gentleman- from Ala- 
bama if he is willing to accept an amendment appropriating a further 
sum for the relief of the cyclone sufferers in Minnesota? 

Mr. HAMMOND (from his seat). Yes. 

Mr. FORNEY. I do not know anything: about that; I have never 
heard of it before. I did not know that assistance was needed. 

I think you ought to let our little matter go through, however, with- 
out any incumbrance; and if this is a matter which demands our at- 
tention, and the gentleman brings it before the committee, I can assure 
him that it will have prompt consideration. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
how long it has been since this flood took place; and if the destitution 
was so apparent, why this bill has not been presented before? 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘This was considered by the committee and passed 
immediately upon the information reaching us. It was considered as 
promptly as we could get at it in the committee. This has been be- 
fore the House for several days, as the gentleman will remember. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. “I ask the question because I notice that these 
telegrams are not of very recent date. 

Mr. FORNEY. Theclassof persons most afflicted are those belonging 
to the farming community. They are the persons who work on shares 
orrent thelands. Theyare principally dependent upon the commission 
merchants and landlords for supplies, and the commission merchants 
have already furnished them with supplies for this year; they have 
drawn upon the commission merchants for this season, and now all of 
their supplies and all of their means of making their crops have been 
swept away. ‘Theirstock has been carried away, and thelandlords are 
not able to furnish them with the means to make a crop. The result 
is an immense amountof destitution, which, unless aid is given to them, 
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will be greatly increased in the future, because all they can now rely 
upon is the charity of the public and the aid of Congress; and being 
without means of making 2 crop; of course the condition will be worse 
next fall and winter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Alabama how long this condition of affairs has been going on? 

Mr. FORNEY. About two weeks. 

i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much stock has been 
ost? 3 

Mr. FORNEY. I suppose millions of dollars’ worth of stock and 
other property have been lost in the State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What information have you 
or your committee as to the amount of stock actually lost? 

Mr. FORNEY, Iam informed that cattle, mules, and horses in large 
numbers have been swept away, and many of the colored people them- 
selves have been drowned. The flood has rendered thousands of peo- 
ple not only homeless but absolutely destitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But has the gentleman from 
Alabama any written information as to the exact condition of affairs 
and the actual extent of the losses there? 

Mr. FORNEY. Why, every newspaper in the State of Alabama shows 
that this condition of affairs exists, and that the floods have been un- 
precedented and the damage greater than ever has been known before 
from such a source. It shows that from the Tennessee River down to 
Mobile Bay every water course in the State has been swollen to an un- 
precedented extent, bridges swept away, culverts destroyed, planta- 
tions flooded, stock carried off; the Coosa River was 9 feet higher than 
was ever known before, and the Alabama 6 feet higher than the highest 
record within the last fifty years. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not what I desired to 
ask the gentleman. I asked the géntleman if he had any information, 
or if he was in possession of any facts, showing the extent of the de- 
struction to working stock. Nothing has been read here indicating 
that a single mule or a single work-horse has been lost. That is the in- 
formation I would like to get. 

Mr. FORNEY. My understanding is that it is almost universal 
along these streams. On one plantation alone I have information that 
twenty-five mules were swept away, and all the cattle and horses. 
Down upon the Warrior River the information is that there have been vast 
losses in stock and plantation supplies, and the same condition of af- 
fairs exists on the Alabama River as well as other streams throughout 
the State. . The Alabama River extended at one time to 10 miles wide 
in many places. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How wide is this bottom-land 

which has been overflowed ? be 

a FORNEY. The Alabama River extended at one time 10 miles 
wide. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I mean what is the width of 
that region? 

Mr. FORNEY. Isay the river extended to 10 miles wide in some 
places; from 1 mile up to 10. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That I suppose does not repre- 
sent get Sone width of that region of the country? 

Mr. FORNEY. That region, I will state to the gentleman, is a kind 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam not asking the gentleman 
as to its condition. We have had remarks upon that. What I want 
now is information as to the width of that alluvial region. 

Mr. FORNEY. It is all lowland country, extending from 20 to 30 
miles wide. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have often crossed that re- 
gion of country myself. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me state to my colleague that this question- 
ing will take up all the time allotted to the committee, and it is im- 
portant that action should be taken on this measure. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. These are questions which are 
important, because they bring out information that we ought to have. 

Mr. FORNEY. I have only this to say in response to the gentlman 
from Arkansas, that from one side to the other this whole region is an 
alluvial plain, undoubtedly once the bed of a sea. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You are talking now of the 
prairie region? 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the gentleman from Alabama if he will per- 
mit an amendment making provision for the cyclone sufferers in Min- 
n 


- of delta—— 


esota ? . 
Mr. FORNEY. Ido not know anything about that. Iam not au- 
thorized to accept any such amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill say to the gentleman from Alabama I do not 
see that we have any way of providing relief to the sufferers by the 
cyclone unless we bring it by way of an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yon can introduce a bill for that purpose. But I 
would suggest that the path of a cyclone is very narrow as compared 
with the extent of this devastation. This overflowed district is 400 
miles in length, extending from one end of the State to the other. 

Mr. NELSON. Iwould suggest to the gentleman that by increasing 
the appropriation to $100,000 the bill could be made to include the suf- 
ferers by the cyclone. Three towns have been almost destroyed. 


Mr. FORNEY. The bill, I suppose, will be open to amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the gentleman accept the amendment? 

Mr. DUNHAM. If the gentleman from Alabama had ever seen a 
cyclone he would have known it is something worse than the overflow 
of water. 

Mr. OATES. Task my colleague to yield to me. 

Mr. FORNEY. For how long? 

Mr. OATES. I may want not exceeding ten minutes. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney] 
does not accept the amendment which has been suggested to provide for 
the relief of the sufferers by the cyclone, I hope he will give his views 
on the constitutional question involved. Certainly that ought to be 
discussed. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I regret to differ with my colleagues 
upon this measure. Since I have had the honor to bea member of the 
House of Representatives of the United States I have, with uniform- 
ity, whenever measures similar to this have been presented, cast my 
vote against them; and, sir, I can not’ make an exception in favor of my 
own State. This measure is confessedly outside of the Constitution. 
I believe that the oathof office I took to support that instrament would 
be violated if I went outside of it and usurped authority to appropri- 
ate the people’s money. [Applause.] And I shall never do it know- 
ingly. ; 

It is true, sir, that there was a great overflow of thess rivers in Ala- 
bama and much destruction of property and much suffering; but, sir, 
that was two or three weeks ago. The people who suffered most, tem- 
porarily, were the colored people residing on the plantations in the river 
bottoms. The people who lost the property were the owers of the planta- 
tions, and to-day the rivers of Alabama are within their banks if Iam 
correctly informed by the newspaper press; and in consequence of the 
destruction of the houses and fences there is more work needed and 
more employment for those who labor and at better wages than they 
are accustomed to get. They have but to work and the supplies will 
be abundant, and they will be paid well for their labor, 

During the period of their suffering the generous people of Alabama 
who had it to give contributed with liberal hands to their relief all 
along those streams which had overflowed. But to-day I apprehend 
the suffering amounts to little, although it has been very considerable. 

The last telegram which was read, the House will note, was dated on 
the 9th instant. This is the 17th. There is a marked difference be- 
tween the state of the water to-day and what it was when that tele- 
gram was sent. 

And now, sir, as indicative of public opinion on this subject in the 
State of Alabama, I have retained two—I had four—of the daily papers 
speaking out on that subject, and I will ask that extracts from editorial 
articles of two of those leading papers be read to the House. I first 
send to the desk acopy of the Daily Dispatch, published in Montgomery, 
Als. : f 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE RESULT OF FEDERAL AID, 


Aside from the constitutional question as to the right of Congress to grant 
Federal aid to the overflowed sufferers, there isanother feature to be considered 
in this matter which concerns more directly the farming interests. 

If such an appropriation should be made by sgcen pp as soon as it is known 
by the negroes in the overflowed districts they will drop their plow-handles 
and the bbing-hoe, lose all interest in the farm, and flock to the cities, or the 
the supply depots, no matter where located, to get their share of the Govern- 
ment “ perwisions.” Labor will be completely demoralized, and farm work 
will be neglected and delayed. Nothing can be done on the farm Silareerneae 
has secured his full share of the “overflowed bacon,” and has used it up an 
made his second trip for another supply, and then learned that there isno more 
for ate, and that he must go to work and earn his’own bread by the sweat of 

row. 
If the present appropriation bill of $150,000, agreed on by the House commit- 


tee y ay, passes Congress, it will provea curse rather than a blessing tothe 
farming interests of Alabama. Our Co en should take warning from 
8 ’s “overflowed bacon.” It did him as little good as it did the people 


who were supposed to get it. 


Mr. FORNEY. What paper is that? 

Mr.OATES. The Montgomery Daily Dispatch. Inowask the Clerk 
to read a passage I have marked, being an editorial in the Selma Morn- 
ing Times. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent that this short editorial be 
read from the Daily Times of Selma, where the dispatch came from - 
which was read from the desk. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield my colleague time to have the extract read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


We think it very likely that Mr. Heesert's resolution appropriating $150,000 for 
the flooded district will pass. Ifthe Alabama delegation asks it the House will 
grant it almost as a matter of course, and the old woman from New Hampshire 
will see it through the Senate. The President need not stickle, and will not 
probably, to sign it. After that comes the deluge, We trust that the first man 
who gets hand on the fund will steal it and run off to Siam, Ifit is ever dis- 
tributed it will doa million dollars of damage by demoralizing labor in the river 
eounties. We used to think some disease and disaster was the portion of every 
man born into the world,and he was expected to stand up under it as best he 
could. In the great grab game, now so popular, nature herself is outwittedand 
each man lives at the expense-of others. The General Government shoulders 
all disasters, private and public, and by the grab game we are all made happy. 


[Much laughter. ] 
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Mr. OATES. I would like to say more, but the five minutes yielded 
to me by my colleague have expired. I shall not insist. 

Mr. FORNEY. Asan offset to what has just been read I send tothe 
desk, to be read, an editorial from the Daily Advertiser of Montgomery, 
a leading paper of the State, having an extensive circulation. It is of 
the 15th instant, after the flood had subsided. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

DISTRESS ON ACCOUNT OF THE FLOOD. 


Some newspapers, criticising the action of Alabama’s Representatives in intre- 
ducing a bill appropriating money for sufferers by the recent unexampled flood 
in this State, are not altogether justin their remarks. Let it be understood once 
forall that fully fifteen thousand people have been put practically on the charity 
list, They will havetoremain there until they can make a cropor get one under 

way as to obtain advances. Many of them had already strained their 


credit to the utmost in getting mulesand supplies. These have been sweptaway, 


and they are left in a pitiable condition. Merchants have done all they could to 
start them, and could not try to support them for three or four months without 
running the risk of bankrupting themselves. The State of Alabama is forbid- 
den by its constitution to borrow money for any p: except to pay existing 
debts. It could not make an appropriation to meet the present extraordina: 

suffering without running the risk of leaving her debts unpaid and her - 
table institutions in trouble. Private charity, with the best i pian ermnase, could 

r 


y. 
not in months the people deserving of succor and these reasons the 


appeal was made to Congress. 
nder similar circumstances other sections of the country, with a more pros- 
perous population than ours, and in States with cities and millions of prop- 
erty, have been relieved, and it wasthought si action would be taken for the 
benefitofthe againn eg lad livealong the banks ofthe Coosa, Tal 
tate. There would have been no 


raging waters. 
me refer to Chattanooga's refusalofaid. So would Montgomery and Selma, 


so far as the relief of those in their territory were concerned. Thiscity and our 
neighbor down the river looked after their destitute and sent expeditions tothe 
overflowed districts to relieve those who were suffering. The distress is in the 
country. It isamong a class who are not working by the day or week, and who 
as soon as the waters subsided received their pay regularly. They have to wait 
until the seed is planted and the crop harvested before they can see a cent of 
money with which to buy the necessaries of life. It is for them that the appeal 
was made, and not for town or city nay, abr who have suffered some, but who 
can supply all their wants as they have heretofore done with their regular wages. 


Mr. FORNEY. I yield now to my colleague [Mr. HERBERT]. 

TheCHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. FORNEY. As much time as my colleague desires. 

Mr. HERBERT. This bill, Mr. Chairman, provides that the sum of 
money to be appropriated shall be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. It will be expended only for the destitute, if there 
areany. The gentlemen who have written these articles which have 
been read at the desk, the editor of The Selma Times and the editor 
of the Dispatch, are entitled to t respect; but with all due respect 
to them there are people living in the overflowed districts in Alabama 
who have been left destitute by this flood, There can be no sort of 
doubt about it, that though this flood has subsided it has left desola- 
tion in its tracks, Fodder, corn, fences, houses, cattle, horses, mules, 
all have been swept away by a flood absolutely unprecedented in that 
country—just such a flood as produced the suffering in Ohio whick this 
House voted to relieve, just such a flood as that which occurred on the 
Mississippi when Congress came to the relief of the sufferers. 

Mr. OATES. Will my colleague yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HERBERT, What is the question? 

Mr. OATES. Suppose this appropriation made, can it be used to re- 
place any of the mules or horses or other property destroyed? Is it not 
merely for the relief of the people who are suffering for want of food 
to eat and clothes to wear? 

Mr. HERBERT. This money will be applied to the relief of the des- 
titute, and it is the loss of these things that has left them destitute. 

It is argued that the sufferers are all colored people, the employés of 
white men, and that the landlords have suflicient means to employ 
thein at larger wages and better remuneration than they were getting 
before. That I understand to be about the substance of the argument 
of my goengae [Mr. OATES], and it isnot a fair statement of the case. 
The fact is that many of these colored people were in partnership with 
white men and owned a part of the stock, owned corn and fodder and 
other property that has been entirely swept away. Others were farm- 
ing for themselves, mostly on rented lands, and have lost everything 
they had. 

It is not for me, in answer to my colleague’s question, to say just in 
what way it will seem proper to the Secretary of War to set about re- 

. lieving this distress. The bill proposes that the money shall be voted 
for the relief of the sufferers, and it is to be put in charge of that offi- 
cer. He is tosee thatit is properly applied, andif we have confidence 
in him that is a sufficient answer at this time to the question of my 
colleague. 

Mr. Chairman, so fi as the Constitution is concerned I believe my- 
self in adhering to that instrument; but, sir, when suffering is at my 
door crying for relief I do not deem it my duty to be more rigid in the 
construction of the Constitution that JohnC. Calhoun, the great apostle 
of strict construction, than John Randolph of Virginia, than Felix 
Grundy of Tennessee, than Richard M. Johnson of Kentucky, than 
Nathaniel Macon of North Carolina, than William R. King of Alabama. 
These men voted (in 1812 I believe it was) to relieve the sufferers by 
an earthquake in Caracas, in South Armerica, and the bil! for the re- 


lief of thosesufferers wassigned by James Madison, who has been called 
the father of the Constitution. 

Mr. OATES. Will my colleague allow mea word in answer to what 
he has just said? s 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; not in answer. 
tion. 

Mr. OATES. I will put it in the form of a question, then. Does 
not my colleague know, as a well-educated State-rights Democrat, that 
when the Government of the United States deals with other nations 
or with outside communities it isa nation, and that its action is not 
controlled by the Constitution, but only by the discretion of Congress 
and the President? And the instance he cites was an outside instance. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I answer that I do know that there 
is a difference in this respect and to this extent: that so far as foreign 
nations are concerned these States and the people of these States con- 
stitute but one nation, covered by but one flag; but I do not know of 
any difference under the Constitution that would justify the expendi- 
ture of money for the relief of people abroad and at the same time 
would inhibit similar relief for our own people at home. Where is the 
provision of the Constitution which says that this Federal Government, 
which has the right to go into the States to administer justice, to go 
into the States to clean out rivers, to go into the States to regulate com- 
merce, to go into the States to tax every citizen of a State, has the right 
to apply those taxes to the relief of the people in South Americaand to 
the relief of the people in Ireland, as was done in 1847, yet has no right 
to relieve with those same taxes the suffering people in the State of 
Alabama? 

Mr. OATES. I will answer you. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ican notseeit. There is no distinction. This 
Government, it is trne, is a government of limited powers; the powers 
not granted to the Federal Government are reserved. It is true the 
States made no express grant of power to the Federal Government to 
vote money for charitable objects inside a State, but it is also true that 
there is no express grant to do such things abroad. There is also the 
doctrine that we may imply all powers necessarily incident to the 
granted powers, but, Mr. Chairman, out of this can not come the dis- 
tinction the gentleman makes, because it is no more necessary that the 
Federal Government should have the power to do charitable deeds in 
Ireland than in Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman permit one more question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. Do you believe that Congress has the constitutional 
power to make this appropriation? If so, under what clause of the 
Constitution ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing to admit, 
in answer to my colleague, that if this were an original question I 
should most unhesitatingly say no. But itis not. The precedent has 
been set, not only twice in this House since I have been a member of 
it, but, as I have stated, it was set years ago by great men who are 
looked upon as apostles and defenders of the Constitution away back 
in 1812 and again in 1848. ; 

Mr. OATES. Can any number of violations of the Constitution 
make such action constitutional ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I will simply rest this constitu- 
tional point with those t men whose names I have cited. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 
How may times must the Constitution be violated in order to make 
the violation right? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HERBERT. I leave this constitutional question just there. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Do not leave it with me. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, I will not leave it with the gentleman; but I 
leave it with this House. It isa question we have already decided. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I would 
be glad to be permitted to ask him a question. 

Mr. HERBERT. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr.BARKSDALE. Mr.Chairman, remembering that under precisely 
similar circumstances Congress came to the relief of the suffering 
ple of my own State and of Arkansas and along the valley of the Ohio 
River, it would be ungracious on my part to oppose the pending bill. 
I wish to inquire of the gentleman, however, for information, whether 
the larger part of the sufferers by the floods in Alabama are colored or 
white people. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the larger part of themare colored people, 
but notall; but that makes no difference. I make no appeal for white 
or for black, but for the destitute—for those who have lost all they pos- 
sess. Ido not care to discuss the constitutional question. The appeal 
is based on precedents. 

Here we are again in the presence of suffering. We have relieved 
suffering before. Shall we stop now? Shall we draw the line here— 
draw it at Alabama? Will men who voted for the Ohio River resolu- 
tion and the Mississippi River resolution draw the line on Alabama? 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour forthe consideration of bills under this 
order has expired; the committee under the rule will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 


I will yield for a ques- 
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bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of the sufferers by the overflow of the 
rivers in Alabama, had come to no resolution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5198) to remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, 
of Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 5876) for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering, in accordance with the order heretofore made, bills reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Pending that 
motion I move that debate on each of the bills in Committee of the 
Whole be limited to ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Including the reading of the report? 

Mr. EDEN. How many of these bills are there? 

Mr. DIBBLE. There are about ten bills, scarcely any of them in- 
volving any considerable amount of money. A 

. Mr. EDEN. Ido not remember the terms of the order. What is 
the limit as to amount? 

Mr. DIBBLE. ‘Twenty-five thousand dollars is the largest amount 
in any of the bills. 

Mr. EDEN. I will insist upon the right to have the report read in 
any case where it may be desired, without deducting it from the time 
allowed for debate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think it would be best to leave this matter to 
the determination of the Committee of the Whole. I suppose some of 
these bills will not consume even ten minutes, 

The SPEAKER. Objection ismade. The question is upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of business from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds under the former order of the House. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. ; 


COURT-HOUSE AT KEOKUK, IOWA. 


. The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 4498) authorizing an 
additional appropriation of $15,000 for the court-houseat Keokuk, Iowa, 
and to make the same fire-proof. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas by an act of approved February 25, 1885, the Secretary of 
the Treasury was autho: to purchase a site for a court-house at Keokuk, 
Jowa, and to erect thereon a building suitable for said purpose, and by an act 
approved March 3, 1885, there was appropriated the sum of $100,000 for said pur- 


pose; and 

Whereas said site has been selected and acquired, subject to the conditionsof 
said acts, and the plans and cations for said building prepared by the Su- 
jpervising Architect, but said appropriation is insufficient, as shown by said 
plans, to provide a building of cient capacity for the purpose required and 
complete the same as a fire-proof building: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That there is naeg appropriation, out of any money in the 

not otherwise appropriated, the further and additional sum of $15,000, 


or so much thereof as may be necessary, to construct and finish said building at 
Keokuk, Iowa, as a IE building, in accordance with said plans and speci- 
fications in the office ofthe Supervising Architect, 


Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HALL]. 

Mr. HALL. I desire to submit an amendment, which I ask the 
Clerk to read, y > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, strike out “15” and insert “40,” 

Strike out all after the word “ necessary,” in line 6, and insert “to enlarge 
and complete said building and to finish the same as a fire-proof building at 
Keokuk, Ipwa; the sum of $140,000 to be the limit of the cost of said building.” 

Mr. EDEN. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. HALL. I desire to state that this amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] makes 
a point of order, which he will state. 

Mr. EDEN. My point of order is, that under the orderof the House 
the consideration to-day of bills for the erection of public buildings was 
to be confined to measures in which the appropriation does not exceed 
$25,000. This amendment proposes to increase the appropriation in 
this bill beyond the amount limited by order of the House. If the ap- 
propriation can be increased in this way to $40,000 it might be increased 
toamillion. It certainly was the intention of the House when this 
leave was given that no appropriation exceeding $25,000 should be 
made to-day for any public building. I, for one, would not have con- 
sented to this order upon any other condition. 

Mr. HALL, I desire the consent of the House to make a statement 
in opposition to the order, and with a view to asking unanimous con- 
sent that this amendment may be considered. In support of that I 
wish to state the amendment itself is authorized by a letterand request 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. It is suggested by the Government 
itself. Before offering the amendment I submitted the facts to the 


various members constituting the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and I understood not one of them personally made objection 
to it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HALL. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. DIBBLE. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment 
does not come from the committee. 

Mr. HALL. That is correct, and if the House will indulge me fora 
moment I will explain the exact circumstances. This bill originally 
appropriated $15,000 to construct this building, and as a fire-proof 
building was required there, the committeee reported it back favorably. 
On the morning that committee first obtained the floor of the House 
for the consideration of billsthus reported a letter was presented, by my 
hands, from the Secretary of the Treasury suggesting, owing to thespace 
required by the Government, the appropriation was insufficient, and 
that $40,000 instead of $15,000 should be fixed as the amount. With 
the permission of the committee I will ask the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury be read for the information of the House. 

Mr. EDEN. Has the point of order been disposed of ? 

The CHAIRMAN. .Nothing is in order now, except by consent, but 
debate on the point of order raised by the gentleman from Illinois. 
The gentleman from Iowa can withhold the reading of the communica- 
tion until the point of order has first been disposed of. 

Mr. EDEN. The question as to whether it is important the appro- 
priation should be increased beyond the amount limited for considera- 
tion in to-day’s session is not a matter before us at this time. If this 
is a case requiring a larger sum than $25,000 let it be considered at 
some other time. > 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Isuggestto my colleague thathe mod- 
ify his amendment so as to make the sum $25,000 and take the chance 
of having it increased to a proper amountin the Senate for the construc- 
tion of this public building. I concede he ought to have $40,000, and 
if he does not get it because of these complications it is not his fault, 
but it can be made all right in the Senate. 

Mr. HALL. I do not understand this bill is not within the order of 
the House. Thatorder covered the bills reported from the committee 
not exceeding in amount $25,000. This wasreported for$15,000. Now, 
it is impossible to proceed with the consideration of any bill unless 
that bill is open to the ordinary amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheClerk will read thespecial order under which 
the committee is sitting. < 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol That Saturday, April 17, 1886, after the morning hour for considera- 
tion of bills reported from committees, be fixed for the consideration of such 
bills reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and Groundė as involve 
no expenditure from the Treasury or an expenditure not exceeding $25,000 in 
any one bill, not to interfere with prior peral orders or general revenue or ap- 
pro: tion bills; but if displaced by such, then to continue a special order for 
each Saturday thereafter until consideration of such bills be had, 5 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be observed that the order under which 
the committee is in session limits the amount of the appropriation in the 
bill to be considered. But it does not, the Chair thinks, in the action 
it shall take upon the bill after consideration has been entered upon. 

It may be true that those who consented to this rule thought the com- 
mittee, even in amendments, would be governed by the limit fixed as 
to the amount of appropriation in the bills to be considered. However 
the Chair may be inclined to hold that way, it is constrained to hold 
the limitation is in the amount that shall be embraced in the bill as a 
prerequisite to its consideration, and that the Committee of the Whole 
is not limited in the method of disposing of a bill or the amount they 
shall add to it after its consideration has been entered upon. 

.Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, if, under the unanimous consent 
granted the other day, members believed we would be called upon to 
consider bills beyond the limit of theamount of appropriation then agreed 
upon, that consent never would have been granted. So believing, if 
in order, I now move the bill and amendment be recommitted to the 
committee, I believe it isa clear violation of the intention of the House 
in granting unanimous consent for to-day’s sitting. 

Mr. HALL. I wish to be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. As this is a new question, the Chair will hear 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HALL. I do not wish to put the committee or any members of 
the House who were instrumental in procuring the order for to-day in 
any condition of bad faith, and I therefore will ask leave to withdraw 
my amendment. I supposed, in view of the fact it had been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury, I would have unanimous 
consent to its being acted upon, and I ask that I shall have unanimous 
consent for its consideration. £ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds, and thinks it well to state it 
again as there seems to be some misunderstanding, that the amendment 
offered is in order, but in view of the feeling in the House the gentle-' 
man who offered it can take such course as he sees proper. : 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have an opportunity 
of being heard fora moment upon this point. In the Forty-eighth 
Congress we passed a bill appropriating $95,000 for the construction of 
a public building in the city of Keokuk. They then went to work 
under the appropriation and bought the ground, and the plans and 
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specifications were prepared for the erection of a building which was 
not contemplated to be fire-proof. 

The Secretary of the Treasury recommended, however, that it should 
be made fire-proof, for the reason that the Government ought not to put 
up a building that is not fire-proof; and hence my friend got into this 
trouble over his bill. He got some ing, by some means ór 
other, that an increase of $15,000 would accomplish the object that the 
Secretary of the Treasury had in view—that is, to make it a fire-proof 
building; but after the bill was reported the Secretary of the Treasury 
sent, I own, a letter to the committee stating that $15,000 would be in- 
sufficient, and that it would require an appropriation of $40,000 to do 
this work; and if there is any objection to the bill passing with that 
increase, which ought to be put into it, while this is right close to my 
district and my people are interested in it, I would suggest that he 
offer an amendment to increase it to $25,000, the limit fixed by the 
order of the House, although I think it is right and proper that we 
should appropriate the $40,000. However, if that can not be done, I 
would suggest to him that he take the $25,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it could be understood that this action shall not 
be taken as a precedent for the increase to an indefinite amount to other 
bills which may be presented to-day, and if this might be considered by 
unanimous consent, I should not interpose any objection to the increase 
with that understanding. 

Mr. NEECE. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that this in- 
crease be allowed to come up for consideration in the committee. This 
is notin my district, butitis amatterof importance. I know the neces- 
sity for it, and this amendment by unanimous consent, as the gentleman 
from Texas suggésts, can be considered in this case, but with the under- 
standing that objection shall be made to any such increase hereafter I 
myself will interpose an objection if no one else does. 

Mr. EDEN. I shall not give unanimous consent to this increase. 

Mr. NEECE. I do not understand that it will be necessary to ask 
unanimous consent to consider it under the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. EDEN. I certainly will not give consent. 

Mr. NEECE. ‘Then let us take a vote on the amendment. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Towa, desiring to accommodate the feelings of the committee, indicated 
his purpose to withdraW the amendment if there was objection made 
to its consideration, The Chair understands that there is objection. 

. Mr. EDEN. LIobjecttoit. _ 

Mr. HALL. Then I ask to withdraw the amendment fixing the 
amount at $40,000. n 

Mr. NEECE. No, I hope that will not be done; letit stand at $40,- 
ni “ghar that consent will be given if this is the only case of 

e 5 

The CHAIRMAN. But objection is made. 

Mr. NEECE. I thought the objection would not be made if it was 
insisted that this case was to be considered as an exceptional one, and 
the same rule was not to be allowed in reference to the other bills.. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. My point of order is that this is now considered 
pone Jags five-minute rule, and that the five minutes have been ex- 

t 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. ) 

Mr. HALL. I withdraw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the bill as reported from 
the committee. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, ifI can be recognized, I de- 
sire to renew the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, foras I think 
it is an eminently proper one, and if I ean have the attention of the 
committee for a moment I believe they will with me. This is 
an isolated case, and it is vety important that this building should be 
made fire-proof. The amount asked is very moderate; and I do not 
think there is any other bill to be considered to-day where such an 
amendment will be offered. 

Mr. EDEN. Butit ought not tocome in by practicing a deceit upon 
the House. : > 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I submit the case in that respect; and if 
any other amendment should come in on another bill, this being con- 
sidered an isolated case by consent, there would be opposition to it. 
I myself should oppose it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let us have a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. - 

Mr. HAMMOND. Under the special order limiting bills to be con- 
sidered to-day to $25,000, is it in order to amend and pass a bill above 
that amount? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in response to the point of 
order suggested by the gentleman from Georgia, that the same point 
was made when the amendment was first offered. The Chair held then, 
as it now holds, that it is not in order to enter upon the consideration 
of a bill carrying an appropriation of more than $25,000, the limitation 
in the order of the House being simply as to the consideration. But 
the Chair holds that this does not prevent the committee from amend- 
ing above that amount if they see proper. 
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Mr. HAMMOND. Iwas temporarily absent, and did not know that 
the question had been raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WorTHINGTON]. 

ae poe was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 35, 
noes 13. 

Mr. EDEN and Mr. HAMMOND made the point that no quorum 
had voted. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. If in order I shall withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

There being no objection, the amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I did not object to the amount of the bill, but I 
made the point, my purpose being to confine this business to the limit 
as understood by the House. % 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I now moveto amend the bill by strik- 
ing out ‘'$15,000’’ and inserting ‘‘ $25,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be ‘reported 
favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. i 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN DALLAS, TEX. 


The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 2410) Í 


for the addition of a third story to the public building in , Tex. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Su ising Architect of the Treasury and 
hereby is, authorized and di to add a third story to the public bulino ia 
the city of Dallas, Tex. 

“Bios pipon for ned papes ay pa she precoding aoa yri be, and 
appropriat e sum oi 000, out of any moneys in 
not erwise appropriated. if ng Teeny 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the 
following amendment: 


In line 3, strike out the words “ Supervising Architect" and insert in licu 
thereof the word “ Secretary.” 7 


Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. WELLBoRN]. 

Mr. WELLBORN. I have nothing to say in support of this bill 
further than to ask the reading of the report. The report gives a clear 
statement of the reasons for the proposed legislation, and I believe will 
be satisfactory to every member of the House. 

The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third story tothe public buildingat Dallas, 
Tex., having considered the same, submit the following report: 

The bill authorizing the erection of this build was enacted into law some 
four years ago, the amountof the appropriation being $75,000. The Supervising 
A tect designed a building within this limit, plain and without ornamenta- 
tion, and began its erection some twelve or ir pipar months ago. During the 
Forty-seventh Congress $25,000 was added to the original ap riation for the 

urpose of having the building of fire-proof construction. The walls are now 
finished up to or near the second story, and this bill is for the addition of a third 
story. The needs of the public service in Dallas imperatively demand this en- 
largement. The building is small, being 55 by 84 feet. The post-office will oc- 
cupy the first floor, while the second floor is designed for the uses of the United 
States courts. The first floor is barely sufficient to meet the present demands of 
the postal service, while the second floor is wholly inadequate to the uses for 
which it is contemplated. 


The dimensions of the court-room, as planned, are but 25 by 46 feet, and even „ 


the reduction of the court-room to these small and contracted proportions does 
not leave sufficient space for the necessary offices pertaining to the court, while 
no provision is made for the office of deputy collector of- internal revenue. 

Dallas is one of the most im: nt cities in Texas, both in the number of its 
inhabitants and the extent of its commerce. 

The territory within the municipality is quite limited, being only 1} miles 
square. The population within the municipality is about 15,000. Immediately 
conti, to these chartered limits, however, and in reality a part of Dallas 
for all practical business purposes, is a population estimated at 10,000. 

Since the construction of the building was authorized, some PEA gp ago, 
e pom revenues of the post-office have increased from $30, to about 

„OCO, t 
1885, and are gest ty and rapidly increasing. The post-office has the free-de- 
livery system, with ten carriers. i > 
jas has five railroads, and is the point of intersection of the two great trank 
lines, one from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, and the other from the great 
lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. 

United States courts are held at Dallas. The court was established some six 
years ago; its business has assumed large portions. 

Without any reference tothe future rapid growth of Dallas, which will require 
enlarged accommodations, the capacity of the building, as designed, is wholly 
inadequate to the pressing needs of the public service, The addition of a third 
story is an urgent necessity. 

The committee report back the bill and recommend its passage with the fol- 
lowing amendment: In third line of first section strike out the words “ Super- 
vising Architect” and insert in lieu of them the word “ Secretary.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FRANKFORT, KY. 


The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 868) 
appropriating money for the completion of the public building at Frank- 
fort, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $15,000 be appropriated, out of any money 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of completing the 
public building at Frankfort, Ky. 


1886. 
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Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is an appropriation to 
complete a building that is almost completed. The necessity for it 
arises mainly out of the bankruptcy of the contractor who originally 
contracted to construct the building. Unless some member desires the 
report to be read, I will merely state there is in the reporta letter from 
the Supervising Architect showing that the amount the committee has 
reported is recommended by the Supervising Architect and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would state there is $7,000 which is to go to the 
surplus fund, an unex ed balance of an appropriation which has 
been given heretofore; $7,000 go back, and we give $15,000, which just 
completes the building. 

e bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. i 

The next business under the order was the bill (H. R. 6980) 
making an appropriation to complete the publie building at Jackson, 
Tenn., and to reappropriate an unexpended balance therefor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ena ya &e. T a completion of the public building for a court- 
po enya gym ip ad hg $2,525.25 approp wn nthe sundry 
civil act approved March 3, 1885, for the approaches, ing, fe g, and pav- 
ing for said building. ` 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. JoHN M. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. Ihave no disposition to take up the time of 
the Housein di ing this proposition. publie building at Jackson 
is almost completed, and only requires the additional sum of $10,000 
for its completion. The committee in their bill report $9,500. That 
is the amount we ask. Unless some gentleman desires the report to be 
read I will move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES GROUNDS IN CHATTANOOGA. 


The next business under the special order was the bill (H; R. 7467) 
to grant for the use of the publica street across the United States grounds 
in the city of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, &c,, That there is granted to the city of Chattanooga and count: 

of Hamilton, in the State of Tennessee, for the use of the public, a street or - 
way, 60 feet in width and about 860 feet in length, to be located, to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War, over and gcross the lands of the United States 
n inthe city of Chattanooga, formerly occupied for barracks and pa- 
und, extending from the Westernand Atlantic Railroad on the north 
toand connecting with what is known as Hooke street, and thence about 800 
feet southward over said Hooke street to Montgomery avenue; but this t 
EEDE a gues TONA A MO wetopomel TINS CATAL te thabe het tie Unites NO 

in a , equal w. n t 
Government Aei poet gett a the ay with the national cemetery. id 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I believe those are all of the bills that are in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on thestateof the Union. There is one that, 
by inadvertence, went on the Private Calendar. If the Chair rules it is 
in order to call that up now I will do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair observes that the order does not im- 
pose a limit as to the Calendar to which the committee can go. The 
gentleman, therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, can move to take up 
the bill if it is within the limit prescribed by the order. 

CARROLLTON ROAD COMPANY, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Under the ruling of the Chair I call up the bill (H. 
R. 4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the Carrollton and 
Lock No. 1 Turnpike Road Company to locate and construct its road 
on land belonging to the United States at lock No. 1, on the Kentucky 
River, in the State of Kentucky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &o., That the Secre 4 
empowered to permit the Carolo zon bho aee hern 4 Cop maana 
to locate and construct its road through the land belonging to the United States 
at lock No, 1, on the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky, upon such 
terms and conditions as he may consider proper: Provided, That said road 
shall not be so located or constructed as to obstruct the nse of the said land by 
the United States for public purposes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the bill be laid aside with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this land which belongs to the United States in 
connection with the work of improvement on the river? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. I will yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to give an explanation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana desire any further explanation ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is that land, I am satisfied. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the committee rise and report the vari- 
ous bills which have been acted upon to the House, 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, haying had under consideration various 
bills, had instructed him to report them back to the House with various 
recommendations. 

- BILIS PASSED. 


The bill (H. R. 4498) authorizing an additional appropriation of $15,- 
000 for the court-house at Keokuk, Iowa, tomake the same fire-proof, was 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union with the following amendment: 


In the fifth line of the bill strike out ‘* $15,000" and insert “$25,000.” 


Mr. HALL. I desire to ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment changing this bill to an appropriation for $40,000. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment re- 

by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. E 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move to amend the title so as to make it conform 
to the body of the bill as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H, R. 2410) for the addition of a third story to the public build- 
ingin Dallas, Tex. The committee proposed to amend in the third line 
by. striking out the words ‘‘Supervising Architect” and inserting the 
word ‘‘Secretary.’’ ; 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . P 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 864) appropriating money for the completion of the public 
building at Frankfort, Ky. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 6980) making appropriation to complete the publie building 
at Jackson, Tenn., and reappropriate an unexpended balance therefor. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
peed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

- The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the public a street across 
the United States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, in the State of 
Tennessee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pomet; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4503) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to permit the Carrollton and Lock No. 1 Turnpike Road 
Company to locate and construct its road on land belonging to the 
United States at lock No. 1 on the Kentucky River, in the State of 
Kentucky. : 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Private Calendar; but if there 
be no objection the Committee of the Whole House will be discharged 
from its further consideration, and the bill will be considered in the 
House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing snared, it was accordingly read the third time, and 4 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. ` 
LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I now call up Senate bill No. 481, au- 
thorizing the partition of certain land in Louisville, Ky., belonging 
jointly to John Echols and the Government of the United States, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas a tract of ground situated in Louisville, Ky., adjoining the Louisville 
and Portland Canal, and known as * Rowan’s Basin,” is owned by the United 
States of America and by John Echolsin the following proportion and under the 
following conveyances, to wit: The United States, as the proprietor of the Louis- 
ville and Portland Canal and the owner of all the stock of the Louisville and 
Portland Canal Company, owns an undivided three-eighths of said real estate 
by virtue of the an ig, Bevery One from R. H. Campbell and others to the 
Louisville and Portland Canal Company, recorded in deed-book numbered 135, 

423, and one from George H. Douglas to said canal company, recorded 

n deed-book numbered 137, page 402, both;in the Jefferson oe E OT 
clerk's office; and said John Echols owns an undivided five-eighths of said rea! 
estate under and by virtue of the following deeds to him, to wit: One from Eliza 
H. Boone and others, recorded in deed-book numbered 255, 134; one from 
Rebecca B. Rowan, trustee, and others, recorded in deed- numbered 254, 
pose 382; one from Rowan Buchanan and others, recorded in deed-book num- 

ers, 


in 
) clerk’s 
of said 


Beit pag cx iy WO and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress X ry of War of the United States is 
hereby authorized and empowered to agree with said Echols, his heirs or his 
assigns, upon such partition of said real estate as may seem to the Secre! of 
War to be just and proper, and may, in the name of and on behalf of the United 
States of America, make, execute, and deliver to said Echols, his heirs or his 
assigns, and receive from him or them,’such deed of conveyance as many effect- 
uate the partition herein provided for. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from its passage, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Writs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been very fully considered. 
It was considered in the last Congress, and it passed the Senate. Jt then 
came to the House, was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds in the last Congress, and was unanimously reported by 
that committee, but failed to pass because it was not reached on the 
Calendar. In this Congress it was unanimously passed by the com- 
mittee and by the Senate, and it comes back an act—the act that is now 
before the House. It has also been unanimously reported by the pres- 
ent Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. The bill simply pro- 
poses to partition between the Government and Mr. Echols certain prop- 
erty lying near the canal basin in Louisville, Ky. The United States 
attorney reports that it is to the interest of the Government to make 
this partition. 

The Government has no use for that part of the property which Mr. 
Echols has, and Mr. Echols has no use for that part which ought to be- 
long to the United States, and it is to the interest of both parties that 
this partition should be made. Unless some gentleman desires to ask 
a question, I will submit the bill upon this statenient. 

‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CANAL BASIN, LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up House bill No. 4927. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds reported a substitute for that bill, and that 
the original bill was laid on the table. The substitute is pending; its 
number is 7892. 

The bill (H. R. 7892) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal basin upon certain conditions was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the written contract made and entered into by and 
between the city of Louisville and the Louisville and Portland Canal Company, 
and the written contract by and between the city of Louisville, the Louisville 
and Portland Canal Company, and Jobn P. Byrne, under which the firm of 
Byrne & Speed e, Ky., has constructed a basin on the south side of 
the Louisville and Portland Canal, above Fifteenth street, and has also erected 

with elevator machinery therein, on land then the popaty of the 
Louisville and Portland Canal Company, now the pro y of the United Sta 
are ratified and confirmed, subject, however, to the following modifications an 
provisions, to wit: Byrne & Speed, their assignees and 
y to the ‘United States of America, for the use of the land, an annual rental of 
), to be paid semi-annually, through the officer in charge of the canal, to the 


f War. A 
Seo. 2 That fon in the opinion of the Secretary of War, the public interests 
uire the vacation of the Government land now occupied by the firm of Byrne 
& Speed, the Secretary of War shall give to the said firm of Byrne & Speed, their 
assignees or grantees, at least six months’ notice to vacate the premises in ques- 
tion, and thereupon the aforesaid premises shall be vacated within such tim 
art bee claim for damages or costs of any description shall lie against the United 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr, WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill reported by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROWN]. The firm of Byrne & Speed, under 
a contract with the old Portland and Louisville Canal Company, had 
the right to use a portion of the canal basin for elevator purposes. They 


ntees, are hereafter to | en 


presented a bill to this House in which they asked Congress to confirm 
them in the right, and to say that when they were required to remove 
certain damages should be allowed to them, and also that a certain 
notice should be given them of the expiration of their user. The En- 
gineer Department do not agree to that. They say that there ought 
to be no allowed when the Government calls upon this firm to 
surrender its use, and they say also that something ought to be paid for 
the use of these elevator privileges, and upon that suggestion the bill 
has been amended. 

I do not know that the bill in its present form meets with the favor 
of Byrne & Speed, but I accept it as the result of the committee’s in- 
vestigation and the suggestions of the Department. It requires that 
this shall pay $250 per annum rental, and shall remove upon six 
months’ notice, and that when they do remove they shall receive no 
damages whatever because of removal. The committee have reported 
back the bill in this form, and while it probably is not what Mr. Speed 
wants, I think it isthe best that can be obtained, and I trust the bill will 


pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend please explain the origin of this 
right? Was there a lease or contract between these parties and the 
Louisville and Portland Canal Company, and was there any rent paid ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Probably the best answer to the gentleman will be 
to refer to the report of Colonel Merrill, the engineer in charge. I read 
from a communication of the Chief of Engineers, dated March 3, 1886. 
Hon. WILLIAm ©. ENDICOTT, 

Secretary of War: 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowl the receipt, by reference to this office, 
of the letter of Hon. C. P. Snyder, of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the House of Representatives, dated the 16th ultimo, inclosing, for 


views of the War Department, H. R. 4927, a bill “authorizing the use of the 
Louisville and Portland Canal basin upon certain conditions "— 


That is the original bill, which the committee has amended— 


and to state that it was referred to Lieut. Col. W, E. Merrill, Corps of Engineers, 
who reports thereon as follows, under date of February 23, 1886; 

os ‘ully returned to the of Engineers. 

“I would recommend that in line 17, page 2, the words ‘two hundred and 
fifty’ be inserted in the blank space, and that the whole of section 2 be stricken 


out. 
That refers to section 2 of the original bill. The $250 is for rental. 
“I have always maintained that Byrne & Speed have obtained possession of 


the property in question without consideration, and that they are merely ten- 
ants at will of the United es. Under these circumstances, I can not see any 
justice in chaps gine Bese United States to pay a large sum, or any sum whatever, 
in the event of its being found necessary to remove them from the tract which, 
in my opinion, they now occupy without legal authorization. Ithink, how- 
ever, that it would be but just to guarantee six months’ notice in case they 
should be required to vacate the premises, 
oe similar bill was introduced into the last Congress upon which I made a 
e report. 

* I would therefore recommend a new section 2, to read: 

“* Src. 2. That when, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, the public inter- 
est requires the vacation of the Government land now occupied by the firm of 
Byrne & Speed, the Secretary of War shall give to the said Byrne & Speed, their 
assigneesor grantees, at least six months’ notice to vacate the premises in Planne 
tion, and thereupon the aforesaid premises shall be vacated within such time 
sna no, claim for damages or costs of any description shall lie against the United 

ates. 


That is the second section as now in the bill. 


“Tn this connection I would refer to previous reports from this office,” * * * 
I beg also to inclose a copy of a report of Colonel Merrill on a bill of the same 
purport (H. R. 7891, Forty-eighth Con; second session), introduced in the last 
Congress. His views and recommendations are concu! in by this office. 
The letter of Hon. C. P, Snyder is herewith respectfully returned. 
Very res} y, your obedient servant, 
JOHN NEWTON, 


Chief of Engineers, Brig. and Bvt. Maj, Gen. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not raise any further question. Colonel 
Merrill is an entirely reliable gentleman, and thoroughly competent to 
act on such a subject. I had supposed, however, that originally some 
rent was reserved; but it seems such was not the case, 

Mr. WILLIS. There was no rent reserved. This bill proposes to 
give the Government $250 rent for property which has been oceupied 
without the payment of any rent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Colonel Merrill, I think, is one of the best officers 
in that service. 

Mr. WILLIS. Unless there be some further question, I ask a vote 
on the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being. 
; it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 6873) relating to the 
construction of public buildings. 

The SPEAKER. This bill appears to be in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It contains no appropriation nor anything that can 
call for an appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itought to be on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair on examining the bill finds that it seems 
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‘to embrace restrictions on the Secretary of the Treasury and contains 
no appropriation. It was reported late yesterday afternoon at the mo- 
ment of adjournment, and was erroneously referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Is there objection to 
discharging that committee from its further consideration ? 
x Sys BAYNE. I reserve points of order till we understand what the 
is. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit ane €c., That hereafter no plan shall be prepared or He banat by 


the Treasury for any public building authorized b; nhs 


Secretary 
erected until after the site therefor shall have been Yardy. re 


he shall not authorize or approve of any plan for any such building which = 
involve a greater expenditure in the completion of such building creat gage 

ae than the amount.that shall remain of the sum fied in the law me 

the erection of such building as the limit of the cost of the site and 

ble for or charge- 


badina ak site shall have been paid for. 

ANUA AT expense atten anain reaga shali not be any streets surround: 
ing or aajao to any public building ran Niar by the United States outside 
of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BAYNE. I have no objection to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union will be from the 
further consideration of the bill, and it will be considered in the 
House. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this bill, which was introduced by 
myself and has been favorably reported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, has only two objects. It is the result of ex- 
Fis bj in connection with our appropriations for public buildings. 

seh in the first place, is that the limitation on the cost of these 

gs should always include the expense of the approaches. Some- 

te where a building has been authorized at an expenditure of, for 

instance, $50,000, there has subsequently been called for a further ex- 

penita of $10,000 for approaches of the building. The expense ot 

these approaches ] has in many cases been excessively disproportionate 

to the original limit of the cost of the building—about 20 per cent. in 
some instances, 

The second section of the bill speaks for itself. It is designed to 
avoid any responsibility on the part of the Government for the cost of 
paving or repaving the streets and carriage-ways around public build- 


ings. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, On the very point now suggested by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania I would like some, explanation from that 
gentleman, who I understand introduced this bill, or from the com- 
mittee. In making this inquiry I have no particular building in view, 
but am speaking upon general principles. If the Government owns a 
building surrounded by public streets, those streets must be paved; 
and if paved, by whom? 

Mr. RANDALL. In the original dedication in almostevery instance 
where the Government of the United States accepts property it does so 
upon the express stipulation the property ceded to the Government 
shall be free from taxation or other charge. Yet, sir, there has been 
in this House constant controversies on this subject. And it will be 
remembered the Committee on Appropriations have always resisted, 
when their attention has been called to it, this mode of compelling the 
Government indirectly to submit to taxation of this sort. 

There is not a city ora town in the United States which secures a pub- 
lic building that is not greatly benefited by such construction. It 
never was in contemplation, I think, the Government of the United 
States should pay in addition these sums which have now come to bea 

serious in the te. In the estimates for this year we 
have $11,000 asked of the United States for this character of expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. LONG. Let me ask the gentleman, perhaps in furtherance of 
his argument, what is the rule in regard to county and State buildings 
in a city? 

Mr. RANDALL. Thesamerule,sofarasI know. I would not like 
to state, as a general proposition, that in all instances such is the case; 
but the gentleman knows, having been the governor of a great common- 
wealth, that such is the practice in his State. 

Mr. LONG. And the same rule should apply to the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes; the same rule should apply to the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. In my own city of Chicago the question 
will never become a paman one, because the streets around the pub- 
lic building or half of the streets next to the o aap building have been 
solidly paved with granite. But I can readily imagine there may bea 
city where this would apply. This bill prohibits Congress from appro- 
priating hereafter for the pavement of a street. 

Mr. RANDALL, As I have said, in the original dedication to the 
Government it has been with the express understanding the prorerty 
* was to he ceded free of all tax or other charge. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is, the Government shall refuse to 
pave the street. The question is whether we will pass a law prohibit- 
ing Congress from paving a street hereafter. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave been confronted with appropriation acts 
which have made appropriations for this character of work, charged 


against the Federal Government by the municipality wherein the pub- 
lic building is located. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. But the gentleman has always held the 
right of a State to tax the property of the United States is invalid. 

Mr. RANDALL. I certainly hold it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. ‘And then the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania having the law at his back, and having considerable moral cour- 
age to support him to resist such appropriations when he sees fit, the 
question is why we should pass a law compelling Congress to agree to 
refuse hereafter. 

Mr. RANDALL. Congress has occasionally thought otherwise. 

„Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will yield to the gentleman from Geor- 

gis Bers HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, because I happen to know a casein 
which such a payment is needed I would oppose that section. It is in 
the city in which I live. We donated seventy-odd thousand dollars’ 
worth of land to the United States upon which to erect a public build- 
ing. It put upapublic building costing some $200,000. They are ex- 
empt from taxation, that building and the ground upon which it stands. 

But the city of Atlanta chose to have courts there. They would 
have been there anyhow. The United States accepted the donation of 
the land in the particular locality because it was tendered to them, and 
taken as naturally as water takes its level. [Laughter.] 

The court had been held in a small town some 16 miles away. It 
was moved to Atlanta and held in a rented ees and a new court- 
house had to be built in Atlanta. 

We can not tax land under the Constitution of Georgia for the im- 
provement of streets unless we tax all property uniformly; but, under 
the exceptions which have been made throughout the United States, the 
improvement of streets around public buildings is not regarded in the 
nature of a tax or within the constitutional prohibition. 

Land-owners in thatcity have been assessed to pave the various streets 
with Belgian blocks and other material. Upon the streets around this 
public building Belgian blocks have been laid. ' 

At one point the present capitol of the State faces this public build- 
ing. The State has paid its quota, as a private owner of property at 
that point would have done, and the city has paid itsshare. But the 
United States has not paid its quota, and we are asking now to haveit 
paid by a bill, pending, I believe, in the Senate. i 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
whether the grant of land made by the city of Atlanta was not made 
to the Federal Government because the Federal Government proposed 
to build thereon a public building which would y add to the con- 
venience of the court and the public officials, as well as to the 
ornamentation of the city; and whether the grant itself did not con- 
tain the clause to which I have already alluded, that the Government 
of the United States should be free thereafter from all taxes or charge 
of any kind? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will answer both questions of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as well as I can, It is impossible for me to know 
what were the motives of those who gave this land to the United 
States. I was not one of them. 

E suppose one motive was to get some work—to build the house. I 

the adjacent land-owners anticipated thereby an increased value 
oft eir property; but what may have been the views of themayor and 
common council of that municipality who voted the donation I donot 
know. One thing I do know, they gave away $70,000 for something 
that I think we would have gained without the expenditure of the 
$70,000. Thatismy opinion. But whether trueornot that the United 
States takes the property with a condition of perpetual exemption from 
taxes, grant for the sake of argument, and I do not know it to be true, 
but grant for the sake of argument that we agreed it should not be 
taxed. If this is not a tax—and the books lay down that it is not— 
if this is not a tax, then the United States, if it made the acceptance 
with a critical examination of the gift, understood it was not to be re- 
lieved from its share of this charge. 

Mr. RANDALL. On the contrary—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, on the contrary; and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has no more right to determine what the United States 
understood than I have. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; but the dedication itself shows. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania eyer read 
the dedication? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have examined numbers of them, and believe,.as 
far as I have examined them, that they are uniformly alike. We had 
this matter discussed in the last Congress. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have never read one of them in my life, and I 
do not suppose there is a gentleman here upon this floor who can repeat 
ten words consecutively contained in any one of them. 

Mr. RANDALL, It is a matter of record; the gentleman may have 
been absent or his memory may have failed him. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Both of which are possible. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; because this matter was fully discussed 
before this House in the gentleman’s preSence. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not saying that the 
Federal Government can be taxed by a State, or that it can be made 
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to pay an assessment for street improvements. I know that it can not 
be. Isimply meant to second the idea of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ApAMs], that as the gameis all in our own hands, there is no use 


of throwing up this barrier or saying by law that we shall never here- 
after even make an exception in any particular case. 

I have been talking about two main streets on the front and end of 
this building. To show-you to what a ridiculous extent these restric- 
tions may go, thereis behind this public building an alley of 9 feet width. 

I believe it was given half by the adjoining land-owner and one-half 
by the United States when this building was put up to make a joint 
alley between the two. The adjoining land-owner is willing to put 
macadam or Belgian blocks on his side of the alley, which runs clear 
across the square in the rear of this public building. He is willing to 
put it down at his own expense on his own property, but not on that of 
the Government; but the United States is too poor to put downits share 
of it; and consequently that alley remains unpaved and isa mere mud- 
hole, through which all the mails are carried, and you can not go to the 
house in the rear with any degree of comfort or convenience by reason 
of the state of affairs there. . 

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRISON. I wish to say that I do not know which side I 
am on, because this is a question I do notclearly understand. IfI am 
correctly informed, we are going to pass a law now which will prevent the 
State or citizen from presenting claims against the Government for ex- 
penditures of the character suggested here and will also prevent us 
from paying them. Now I want to know from the gentleman from 
Georgia, or somebody else who can tell, for I do not know how we can 

vent these claims from being presented, or, in case they are presented, 

w we can prevent the next House from paying them. . 

Mr. HAMMOND. _I will answer that by saying that the city of At- 
lanta, I believe, under the Constitution, has the right of petition, butif 
it has not, its citizens have; and therefore you can not prevent their 
coming here. This law, if you pass it, simply reads thus: 

That hereafter the United States shall not be responsible for, or chargeable 
with, any expense the paving or repaving of any streets surrounding, 
or adjacent to, any public building constructed by the United States, outside of 
the District of Columbia, 

Mr. MORRISON. It is not responsible now. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is not chargeable now to the Government un- 
less Congress makes it so. - That is just what I say. It is not respon- 
sible now; it is not chargeable now; this is to put an obstacle in the 
way of these claims, and for what purpose? 

Mr. RANDALL. It would be in the nature of a notice that the 
United States ought not to pay anything outside of what was stipulated 
when the deed of grant was made. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not mean to be disrespectful, but I will say 
I consider it a piece of impertinence for this Congress to serve notice on 
future Congresses as to whether they should pay for the improvement 
of streets around buildings belonging to the United States. 

Let us look at the other side of this thing. Here was a street be- 
tween the capitol of the State of Georgia and this public building, 70 
feet wide, that needed a good macadam orsomething of that kind. We 
put down Belgian block to make it good. Supposeit had been known 
in advance that the United States was bound by a law never to con- 
tribute to making that street, and suppose Atlanta was as niggardly as 
it is proposed the United States shall make itself on the statute-book 
to-day, the approach to your building would have been left just as it 
was before perhaps, an eye-sore to the community—disagreeable to us 
and disagreeable to the United States so far as approaching this build- 
ing was concerned. It would have been a nuisance. 

Now, the United States can never be asked to pay anything more than 
its proper proportion for the fixing ofa street; it could never be made 
to pay’a dime without a majority vote of both Houses of Congress and 
the signature of the President of the United States to the act that re- 
quired the payment. And for us to undertake to say that we are going 
to determine in advance that there shall never be any improvement 
made on tlie streets opposite public buildings unless the city itself will 
pay for those improvements seems to me to be wrong. It is unneces- 
sary. s 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] talked as if a 
little town could slip up on the United States and get its hand into the 
Treasury whether it was unlocked or not. We have the key; the fut- 
ure Congresses will hold the treasure of the Government. To under- 
take to save in this way is saving at the spigot when the bung-hole is 

all the time. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be impertinent for the Government of the 
United States to stand upon the rights which were given to it when the 
property was handed over by the municipality or State; or it may be 
niggardly. But there is one thing certain, this would prevent the ex- 
traordinary spectacle of the United States being a tax-payer all over 
this Union, when every one of these public buildings was erected for 
the convenience of the people of the State and the locality; and there 
is not an instance where, in my judgment, if the Government of the 
United States had said, ‘‘ We will construct the building provided you 
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have had experience of this thing, and this House voted by an enor- 
mous majority—a vote of two-thirds—that they were unwilling to pay 
this kind of taxation. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Can not they do it again? 

Mr. RANDALL. Never mind; you are through. 

The other body thought otherwise, and the bill went to a committee 
of conference. We were compelled to yield or let the bill fail. That 
was the spectacle that was presented, and the object of this bill is to 
prevent that or provide a remedy in the future. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will this second section prevent it? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis notice to all hands, and it is a restriction on 
the Supervising Architect. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then let it read ‘‘ and the country is hereby noti- 
fied that hereafter we do not want to do this.” 

Mr. RANDALL. When this is a growing evil in every part of the 
country, and claims are coming in as they are this year for the payment 
of these expenses, I think it is time to meet it by some sort of notice 
that will prevent it. I care ing, however, about it personally. If 
the House does not want to pass this it need not. f 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thequestion ot whether or not the Federal Govern- 
ment shall contribute a proportionate share to the expense of improving 
streets is not a new one in Congress. It has been raised by various gen- 
tlemen at different sessions of Congress ever since I have been a mem- 
ber, and the claim has been uniformly rejected. I remember a case 
from Indiana in which the special plea was made that the Govern- 
ment should pay a proportion of the expense of paving the street. 
The circumstances were that they were inhibited from raising beyond 
agiven rate of taxation; that the public building was ona great thorough- 
fare of the city, the most important street, and that unless paid 
its proportion the citizens of that city would be subject to incon- 
venience of not having that street paved. Such special reasons as these 
have attended most of the applications I have known made to Co: 
for aid in the construction of streets, and, as I have said, the claim has 
been uniformly rejected. 

I see no objection to placing in this bill a declaration on the part of 
Congress in conformity with its uniform ros on the subject. As 
suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the 
public buildings themselves were placed where they are largely for the 
convenience of the public. The streets passing and adjoining them are 
used for the business of the city largely, almost wholly. 

The little access that becomes necessary for the Government to have 
to the public building for handling mails, &c., is but a small part of 
the use of those streets. It seems to me, therefore, therecan be no objec- 
tion tothis declaration. Asthe gentleman from Pennsylvania has said, 
it is notice to the several cities of this Union where these building have 
been constructed and are to be constructed that the Government does 
not contemplate any more than furnishing convenient buildings for the 
purposes of theGoverament. And I trust, sir, that we shall never have 
to be involved with the various cities in this Union in struggles on this 
fidor on ex parte statements with respect to the cost of streets. 

There is nothing in the nature of the case or in the relation of these 
buildings to the communities where they are located to justify those com- 
munities in asking the Government to bear this expense. Of course 
they will make such A Ete The right of petition, as -has been 
suggested, exists, and they will come with unreasonable demands. But 
while we are lavishly providing for expenditures on public buildings, 
it is a fit time to couple with such expenditures an express declaration 
that we will do nothing more more than what is legitimate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
Government of the United States has any voice whatever in determin- 


-ing the necessity of this taxation for street improvements, or the method 


of its diture? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink the gentleman’s question carries its answer 
with it. Theimprovement of streets is a local matter, intended for the 
benefit of the community in its business intercourse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to inquire of the gentleman whether it 
is not true that in quite a number of cases cities where the Govern- 
ment owned considerable real estate have made street improvements for 
which, so far as the Government was concerned, there was no necessity. 
The bills in such cases, I admit, have not generally been allowed by us, 
yet they have been pressed upon Congress, and will undoubtedly be 
ultimately paid unless it is understood as a rule that the Government 
does not pay any portion of the cost of constructing or repairing streets, ` 

Mr. BLOUNT. I not only think it probable such has been the fact, 
but there are a great many cases all over the United States where the 
Government has constructed buildings and where pavements have been 
laid at the expense of the localities without any question being raised 
as to the propriety of the Government bearing that expense; and if we 
should adopt the policy of sharing these expenditures with the different 
cities, it would be but natural that we should not only contribute to 
such expenditures in the future, but, asan equitable obligation, go back 
and pay our pro rata share where the expenditures have been already 
incurred. 


1886. 
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Mr. BYNUM. May I ask the gentleman one question? 
Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 
Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman alluded to a case in Indiana. Now, 
in that State these improvements are held to be an improvement of the 
particular property, not a general tax, and in the case to which the gen- 


tleman alluded, the pavement around the Indianapolis post-office—, 


Mr. BLOUNT. I did not allude to the Indianapolis post-office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The arsenal grounds. 

Mr. BYNUM. I was about to say that in the case of the improve- 
ment around the Indianapolis post-office, although the contract is made 
y the city, the city is not liable, but the particular is charge- 

le with e The city can not be held liable; and the man 
who did that work is without his money for one-fourth of theimprove- 
ment, 

Mr. BLOUNT. The man never had any claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States for it. The Government has uniformly de- 
clined to make compensation in such cases; and if the contractor, in 
the face of the policy of the Government and in the face of the plain 
justice of the case, has goneon and made a bad with the authori- 
ties in reference to street improvements, that is his misfortune. While 
it may be true that each citizen shonld be required to contribute in 
reference to the amount of his Rroperty, the same consideration does 
not apply to the Government of nited States, which has but little 
occasion to use these streets, and has no voice or vote or influence in 
determining whether there shall be local improvements or what shall 
be their character. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it has been asserted here that 
this isa question of taxation. Now, insome parts of the country it may 
be so; but it is not so in Illinois. I infer it is not so in Georgia or In- 
diana. In Illinois, and I believe in these other States, when a street is 
improved it is improved at the expense of adjoiningowners. Therefore 
when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says that in 
the grant of pro to the Government there was an ent that 
the United States should be exempt from the burden of taxation, if he 
applies that to this particular case he must mean that there was an im- 

derstanding 


un that where there is a Government building the 
citizens owning adjoining property shall pave the whole width of the 
street, or else that half of the street which bounds any Government 
build 


g shall not be pere at all. 7 
Mr. RANDALL, e deeds in such cases provide that the Govern- 
ment shall be exempt from all taxation for such purposes. , 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Butthe citizen who owns property oppo- 
site a Government building is not a party to such a deed; and the ques- 
tion is simply whether the street shall be improved or whether it shall 
not be improved? The question is not whether it shall not be im- 

ved by the State or the city, because in my own State and in Georgia, 
Aana 40a oer other States, it can not be so improved. 

Mr. RANDALL. The State makes laws governing her citizens and 
governing all contracts. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I donot say that the United States Gov- 
ernment is bound by any law or ordinance of any city or any State. 
The question is whether the Appropriations Committee, whose duty it 
is to consider every case on its own merits, shall get this provision on 
the statute-book, and thereafter decline to consider any such question 
that shall hereafter arise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wouldlike to know under what circumstances and 
by what authority the Committee on beste ag vo without a 
law of this kind, would place upon an a; pun bill any provision 
for paying expenses of paving in front of public buildings in any part 
of this country ? £ 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I can not answer that question—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithas always been held on questions of order that 
there was no authority to insert such provisions in an appropriation bill, 
and they have always been ruled out. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is not thequestion before the House, 
but whetherthat committee shall be enabled to put a certain provision 
of this kind on the statute-book. : 

I yield to the — from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], who I be- 
lieve desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move to amend by striking out the second sec- 
tion of the bill. My object in this motion is simply to prevent what 
seems to me a useless and, if for no other reason, a mischievous propo- 
sition from being put into the form of a statute. í 

Everybody admits that the mere declaration that the United States 
shall not be subject to any such charge will not prevent anybody from 
asking payment and will not prevent payment, and therefore it is use- 
less. The United States are not subject to such charge now. They 
never can be made subject to such charge in future except by their 
consent; but this Congress can not bind any future Congress not to make 
sucha concession. Whenever anything is suggested on the score of tax- 
ation or charges the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
adds another word to the deed. I never saw one of those deeds, but I 
am very much like Mr. Petigru, of South Carolina, on an occasion 
when somebody was bothering him about the ‘‘ decree of Providence;’’ 
he simply said, in his squeaky little voice, ‘‘Show me the decree.” 
havgoes:| 

So I say show me the deeds, I never saw one of those deeds, and I do 


not believe the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] knows 
five words in any one of them. 
Mr. RANDALL. Well, I have read them often enough to know. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Nodoubtyou have; but I would like to see ‘‘the 
decree.” And suppose I saw it, it would be simply, at last, a state- 
ment that the United States should not be subject to any tax or charge 
by any State, county, city, or municipality, and the United States are 


not subject now to any such charge, and would not be evenif the words 
were notin the deed. It is the mere asking by the citizens of a cor- 
poration, ‘‘ Will you share in this Vide 3 

Now there seems to be a great deal of alarm here lest the cities should 
combine to get something out of the United States Treasury. Since I 
have been in this Congress, without any application from the city of 
Atlanta, I suppose on the mere motion of somebody on the Appropria- 
tions Committee, $15,000 was appropriated for the ‘‘ approaches ’’ to the 
public building in the city of Atlanta. ‘Those approaches were just as 
good as the approaches to any other building at the time the appropri- 
ation was pe oes the $15,000 was used in taking up good brick pave- 
ments and putting down stone. Whereis theprinciple that allows the 
United States every day to appropriate money for pkey to build- 
ings, and yet says that they ought to make a law that the approaches 
are confined to sidewalks ? 

There is not a statute-book for the last twenty-five years that has not 
in it some a for the approaches to some public building. 
That means when the Government erects a public building it will 
provide a way to get toit. You are here passing bills every Congress 
to make ways to get to your cemeteries, bills that make miles of road 
and frequently improve private property, yet such a road is simply an 
approach to your cemetery. Thatisall. Take the streets of any city, 
what are they? They do not belong to the eity for city purposes. 
The city can not sell them; it can not mortgage them; it can use them 
only for streets; and the streets in Atlanta are just as free to a citizen 
of New York as they are to me, and the streets in New York are just 
as free to me as to a New Yorker. 

The streets of a city are for poe uses. The Government may help 
me to make a street over which I can ride pleasantly in a but 
if it does, it gets the advantage of having its carriages come up unbroken 
to its doors. It may make a street to help Atlanta in some regards, 
but if so it is helping all the people in the nearly fifty counties that 
come to the courts of Atlanta. It is all a mistake to suppose that the 
United States court building is put up in the city of Atlanta for the 
benefit of Atlanta. i 

Atlanta as a corporation would be better off without it. Shewould 
have more property to tax. Shewould havesome other structure where 
that building stands, or the United States would have bought some 
other place and erected its building anyhow. Atlanta is $70,000 out, 
eternally, for the locationof that building. Ido not expect you to help 
us pay for the street. It may be that these gentlemen who have al- 
ways defeated such things can draw a distinction between the street 
and the approaches, and will draw it in the future; but I would not 
sit silent and see such a petition, when I come here asking such an 
appropriation, forestalled by a piece of legislation that means nothing 
but buncombe. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
bill and amendments. : 

Mr, RANDALL. Iask the gentleman to withdraw the motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr, RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that in the remarks I 
have made on this bill and in the argument I have made in its favor I 
have discussed it solely from a Federal standpoint.. I have not intro- 
duced the question of what was one city’s interest or another city’s 
interest. The cities should be all treated alike, and when you come to 
consider the question I should like to know how many towns there are in 
the country that have no Federal public buildings, yet are asked to con~ 
tribute to repairing the streets in the towns that have such buildings. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Not repairing them. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. 8 er, I now d five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I feel that the United States Govern- 
ment ought to treat communities as decently as citizens are compelled 
to treat each other. When a man owns property abutting on a street 
he owns the fee to the middle of the street, and it is made the duty of 
the property-owner to pay for the paving to the middle of the street. 
The Government of the United States owns the fee to the middle of the 
street, and the Government of the United States, it seems to me, ought 
to pay for the paving of that portion of the street of which it owns the 
fee, and which would revert to the Government if the street were abol- 
ished. Ido not see why the Government should not do that, and I 
know very well that in my State, unless the Government is required to 
do so, it will lead to complications, because in some of the cities there 
is no provision made for paving the streets except by taxing the owners 
of the abutting property. That is the only method provided; and if 
the Government fails to pave the street in front of its property out to 
the ae the result will be that that part of the street will go un- 
paved. 

The first section of the bill I believe to be all right. The second sec 
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er too econom- 


tion I believe to be entirely too nious, altogeth 
ical to be fair in the transactions of this Government with the people, 
I hope that the motion of the gentleman from Georgia will prevailand 
that that section will be stricken out. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, so far as the economy is concerned to 
which my colleague [Mr. HAMMOND] has referred which is to result 
to the Government from having a good roadway for the approach of its 
wagons to the public buildings, I wish to remind him thatthe Govern- 
ment does not own those wagons at all. The wagons in which the 
mails are carried are owned by the contractors, so that that argument 
does not apply. So far as Atlanta is concerned, my coll ge “3555 
the hog nas been injured by the erection of that public bui 

AMMOND. Oh, no; I said in a pecuniary sense. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I donot care. I will take it in any sense the 
gentleman wishes. It is quite clearand freshin my mind that the city 
councilof Atlanta voted $50,000-—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. Seventy thousand dollars. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague corrects me and makes the amount 


larger. That city voted $70,000 for asite, and kept its mayor here for 
weeks to induce Congress to provide for construction of a 
public buil in Atlanta, and, through the efforts of the representa- 


tives of the city aes. that object was attained. Therefore, sage 
my colleague may be correct, the authorities of the city of Atlanta, w 

be presumed to have represented the general sentiment of the people 
there at that time, took an entirely different view of the matter, and 
if I am not mistaken the people of that city now take great pride in the 
public building that has been erected there. 

Now, sir, as I have said before, it is rarely the case the Government 
uses it. Those streets, if they are paved, are paved largely in the inter- 
est of the trade and Dunes of the spk after a determination by the 
people who represent the tax-payers as to the interest of those tax- 
that it is in the interest of that property. die 

Mr. RANDALL, And the adjacent property, too. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the adjacent aes , too. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. ARE] says it is too economical. 
Mr. Speaker, it is not the habit of Con to be too economical. The 
cry from the country has always been the other way, that there was too 
much extravagance and log-rolling and waste of public and 
too few who would stand the odium of being called economists in the 
interests of the United States. There is no reason on the face of the 
earth, in equity or in any other way, why the Government should go into 
the cities where they need streets paved, and because they have given 
a public building there which they have been begged for, and be sub- 
jected, without their consent, without consultation, to the will of the 
citizens in the matter of taxation. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield for three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If this bill becomes a law, then any grant 
or deed from a municipality to the General Government will be ac- 
cepted hereafter subject to that condition. It will come under the 
provisions of this bill, which bilo? ipo any contribution toward the 
payment of Bre tax teror = making Government liable for any assess- 


= for pavin of rds bose 
HAMMOND. ‘How much Suge prohibition can you get than 
thet Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is a declaration in addition. If the 
Constitution already provides for this prohibition, then certainly the 
bill itself can not be charged with being unconstitutional. 

Mr. HAMMOND. You may petition. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It settles this question: That after we have 
constructed A prey buildings all over the country, then the Government 
of the United States is not to be taxed thereafter for the poe of put- 
ting down sidewalks and paving the streets around those buildings; 
that hereafter we are not to be annoyed mabils, petitions, and ie ee 

` for appropriations by the hundreds, as otherwise we would be. 
we put up buildings now by the hundred and they may hereafter be 
by the thousand, this bill will have the effect of protecting us against 
such annoyances as petitions and bills asking for the paving of streets 
and sidewalks, I think it is a very proper measure and ought to pass. 

Mr. DIBBLE demanded the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The previous question was ordered. . 

The question first recurred on the following amendment of the com- 
mittee: 


After the words “ aig for,” in line 6, insert the following: 

““Nor shall soy ere be until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
ited after the site shall net a been purchased | and. paid for, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The question next recurred on the amendment of Mr. HAMMOND, to 
strike out section 2, as follows: 


Sec. 2, That hereafter the United States shall net be ving of any stn for or charge- 
able with any expense attending the paving or re streets surround- 
oe, ak adjacent “anergy any P publie building constru: e United States outside 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 62. 


Mr. HAMMOND. No quorum has voted. 
The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. HAMMOND and Mr. DIBBLE. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. §) er, I have a suggestion to make to the 
gentleman from South Caro) He has some other bills to bring for- 
ward, and as I do not desire to prevent their passage I suggest, as there 
is no quorum present and it is hardly worth while to disturb gentle- 
men who have gone home, that this bill shall go over until we can have 
a fall House to vote upon it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let us finish it this afternoon. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman knows best what he will do, but 
I think my suggestion is a fair ane. 

Mr. HAMMOND. There being such a large majority against me, I 
do not think I should postpone the vote to another day or insist further 
on my point of no quorum, and therefore will withdraw it. 

The tellers reported ayes 28, noes 82. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paad; and also moved that the motion to aa be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to: 


REGULATION OF GROUNDS, WASHINGTON NATIONAL MONUMENT. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 5097) to rig, wares the 
use of the grounds of the Washington National Monument, known as 
public reservation No. 3, in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That public travel in and occupancy of the grounds in and 
about the e Washington National Monument, known as public reservation No. 3, 
oa Apaga ae — „and places prepared for the purpose, by 

or otherwise. 


ba sT ageing s it is forbidden to occupy the roads in such manner as to obstruct 
or hinder their public use; to drive violently upon them, or with animals not 
under perfect control; or to use them for the conveyance of goods or merchan- 
i ye on Government service. 

it is forbidden to offer or expose any article for sale; to display 
y placard, or other form of advertisement; to solicit fares, alms, sub- 
sate or contributions. 


t it is forbidden to step or climb upon, remove, or in any way de- 
ey v fg thr any statue, seat, wall, or other structure, or any tree, 
. Thatit is forbidden, unless upon permission granted by proper author- 
ity, ws. & Thais any fire-arm, firework, — losive; set fire to any combusti- 
b e; make any harangue or oration ; or utter loud, init or abusive lan- 


guage. 
Sec. 6. That it is forbidden, unless upon permission 
ity, to parade, stand, or move in eve remne or assem 


lay any flag, 
banner, or device ey or adapted to bring into pepe hes any party, or- 
or movem: 


ganizatio m, 

SEC. 7. That it is forbidden to mark, scratch, stain, or in any way deface or 
disfigure any surface or part of the monument, or tochip off fragments or pieces 
from any of the stone, iron, or other parts of the completed structure, or its sur- 

rounding and accompanying buildings. 

Sec. 8. That offenses against this act ast shall be triable before the police court of 
the District of a and shall be punishable by fine or imprisonment, or 
Pace at the discretion hanya of said court, the fine to be not less than $5, 

imprisonment not less than fifteen days; but in the case of ous offenses. 
= a of which nose property rer have suffered damage to an amount 
exceeding $100 in value, sai d a of the police court may commit or hold to 
bail the offender for trial ee Em ye court of the District of Columbia, 
where the offense shall be PODANI ong erg eg kea in the penitentiary for 
a naoa of not less than six months nor more five 
9. That it shall be the sores eae persons Nt Sa in the service of the 
Governan at the Washington National Monument, or upon its surrounding 
gronna, known as public reservation No, 3, to provens, as far as may be in 
wer, offenses against this act, and to aid the said police and watch- 
a y information or otherwise, in securing the arrest and conviction of 
offenders. 


Mr. DIBBLE. The committee recommend an amendment to sec- 
tion 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “known as public reservation No. 3,” in Farce on 9, insert “ ey 
cluding persons there employed under the United States Fish Commission. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I willstate that this bill has been carefully east 
and that the Washington National Monument Association asks its pas- 
sage. The amendment is requested by Professor Baird, in of 
the Fish Commission, as some of the employés in the service of the 
Government in that commission have also to do with these grounds. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I am not sure that I heard the of this 
bill correctly, and I ask the gentleman from South Carolina for infor- 
mation. I understand that it forbids the making of any harangue or 
oration or other threatening remarks. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DIBBLE. No, sir; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. The 
bill reads: 

To make any harangue or oration, or utter Joud, threatening, or abusive lan- 
guage. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me ask the gentleman whether this would 
not prohibit an oration on some public occasion when it was desirable 
to use the grounds for this purpose? 

Mr. DIBBLE. It would not prevent that; it prohibits orations ex- 
cept by permission granted by the proper authorities. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend ment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be cagioiees and read a third 


roper author- 
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed; there being on a division—ayes 66, noes 3. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will state that these are all the bills which I have 
beer instructed by the committee to report. 

The motion of Mr. HAMMOND was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Elias Unger, praying for the ref- 
erence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Lettie Myers, of Prince George County, 
Virginia, asking to be paid for property taken and destroyed by the 
United States Army during the late war—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Petersburg, Va., of Prince George and 
Dinwiddie Counties, Virginia, for road to be built from the city of Pe- 
tersburg, Va., to Poplar Grove National Cemetery—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Blair County, 
Pennsylvania, asking for such laws and Gh gman as will enable 
the National of Health to employ all the powers of the Govern- 
ment in the prevention of epidemics and to prosecute investigations 
tending to improve and preserve the public health—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of citizens of Graniteville, Mo., to open 
Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Festus, Mo., and Saint Louis, 
Mo., against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Jefferson County, Missouri, in favor 
of openin ae Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. RHART: Petition of citizens of Chester County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for acommission to inquire into the effects of alcoholic 

iquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of J. E. Eldredge and 67 oth- 

ers, citizens of Delaware County, Iowa, urging legislation to tax bogus 
butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEPBURN; Petition of Nancy J. Cline, of Centerville, Iowa, 
praying that a pension be granted to her; also of 200 citizens of Center- 
ville, asking for the same—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4033, Knights 
of Labor, at Whistler, Ala., asking for the passage of the Blair educa- 
tional bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of the Woman’s National Indian As- 
sociation of New Haven, Conn.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolutions of Farmers’ Allianceof Grant County, 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Protest of John Ray against House bill No. 
4941—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade and Transportation of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, protesting against the construction of a bridge over the 
Ohio River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 60 citizens of Baxter County, Arkansas, 
asking for the passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Knights of Labor of Dodge City, Kans., 
favoring construction of harbor of refage at Rockport, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of same, opposing the passage of the free-ship bill— 
to the Belect Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 

terests. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Harper, Kans., opposing the 
free-ship bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of board of supervisors of Hammond, Wis., 
in favor of the interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Orleans, La., in favor of a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the same in favor of aid to American steamship 
lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SENEY: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio, 
asking an appropriation to erecta monument at Marietta, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of 77 citizens of Surry and 49 citi- 
zens of Towne, Wis., in favor of free coinage of silver—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. VIELE: Petition of the Womans’ National Indian Assovia- 


tion, of New York, for the passage of Senate bill No. 52—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John W. McGuire, of Lauderdale 
County, Alabama, asking that his claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Jacob C. Harper, of Randolph County, 
West Virginia, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in par6 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Of citizens of State of Maryland. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4007) to admit free of duty a certain set of altars for 
the Catholic church of Saint John the E in the parish of La 
Fayette, Louisiana; was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. À 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
January 27, 1886, a report of the Adjutant-General as to the organiza- 
tion and maintenance of the bands of the United States Army; which 
was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thecommunication, with the accom- 
panying report, will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and printed if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be glad to have the report lie upon the table 
until I can examine it with a view of making some statement to the 
Senate concerning it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
to refer will not be made. The Senator from Kansas moves that the 
communication lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a preamble and 


resolutions of the United Labor League of ee eerie their 
thanks to Mr. Gladstone for his home-rule measure to nd, and ask- 


ing the Senate to pass a vote of thanks to him for the measure; also 
asking that the preamble and resolutions be published in the RECORD 
for the information of the Senate. The preamble and resolutions will 
be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor if there be no 
objection. s 

The PRESIDENT protempore presented a joint resolution of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Ohio; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 


Joint resolution relative to the eae of a memorial structure at Marietta, 
o. 


Whereas the uisition of the territory northwest of the Ohio River, by con- 
quest from the British Crown, was an object of great national importance to the 
United States; and 

Whereas this acquisition was effected the wisdom and patriotism of the 
Continental Congress in conducting the irs of the Confederacy through the 
memorable Revolutionary struggle, and also to the yalor, endurance, and sacri- 


fice of the army; and 

Whereas the Congress representing the old thirteen States, comprising the 
Confederacy, succeeded in quieting all claims to adverse titles to this te: ry, 
= = it ss © common property to be used and of for ourcommon 

nefit; an ; 

Whereas by the laws and ordinances of that Congress the blessings of civiland 
religious liberty, with full guarantees of personal freedom, and personal rights, 
have been forever secured to posterity; and 

Whereas the first settlement of the territory of the northwest was made at 
Marietta, Ohio, in April, 1788, where it is now pro to holda centennial cele- 
bration, April 7, 1888, in commemoration of that historic event, and regarding 
this as an el deer occasion for the nation to express its gratitude for the 
services rendered, both by the Continental Congress and the army under its con- 
trol: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives requested, to use their efforts 
to obtain an appropriation for the erection of a suitable monumental structure 
at said city of Marietta, Ohio, to commemorate this historic event. 

Resolved, second, That the governor be requested to transmit a copy of these 
resolutions to our Senators, and to each member of the House of Representa- 
tives of Congress of the United States from Ohio. 

JOHN C. ENTREKIN, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
ROBERT KENNEDY. 
President of the Senate, 
Adopted March 31, 1886, 
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Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of canners and exporters of Bos- 
ton, Mass., a petition of the Atlantic Refining Company and other firms 
of Philadelphia, Pa., a petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Mo., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, Md., prayin 
for the repayment in full by the United States of duties originally ae 
on imported material when manufactured and exported; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 


follows: 
Concurrent resolution. 


» 

Beit resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Towa (the senate con- 
curring), That our Representatives in Congress be requested and our Senators 
instructed to use all proper means within their power to procure the speedy 
passage of the bill known as the “ Cullom bill, regulating interstate commerce,” 
and to protest against the amendment thereto pro; by the freight bureau 
of Chi , abrogating car-load rates, which are so essential to the business in- 
terests of the State of lowa. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to each of our Represent- 
atives at Washington by the secretary of state, duly attested. 
Srare or Iowa, Polk County, ss: 

I hereby certify that above resolution has passed both branches of Twenty- 


first General Assembly. 
FRANK S. RICE, Assistant Clerk. 


I hereby oe, that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original 
concurrent resolution of the Twenty-first General Assembly as the same ap- 
pears on file in this office. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal of the State, 
Done at the capitol, in Des Moines, this 14th day of April, A. D. 1886, of the Inde- 

ndence of the United States the one hundred and tenth, and of the State of 

awa the fortieth. 
FRANK D. JACKSON, 
Secretary of Stale. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 95 Knights of Labor of Cable, 
Il., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of 95 Knights of Labor of Essex- 
ville, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Snoddy’s 
Mill, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of South Bend, 
Ind., remonstrating against the employment of convict labor on public 
works; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of Grange No. 434, of Penn- 
sylvania, and a memorial of Grange No. 151, of Pennsylvania, Patrons 
of Husbandry, remonstrating the admission of agricultural 
raw materials free of duty; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. = 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Woman’s Suffrage 
Association, praying for woman suffrage; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 
Mr. MILLER ted a petition of Knights of Labor of Bolivar, 
N. Y., praying that appropriations be made for works of internal 


improvement, and especially for the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Beverly, 
Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Harper and 
Caldwell, in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of 
the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Garden City, Finney County, 
Kansas, praying thata patent may be issued to George Beck fora tract 
of land in Finney County, Kansas; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAIR presented a resolution of the Nevada Live-Stock Associa- 
tion, favoring such legislation as will prevent the introduction and 
spread of pleuro-pneumonia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Bur- 
lingame, Concordia, and Caldwell, in the State of Kansas, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the for- 
mation of the Territory of Oklahoma; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Kirwin, Kans., 
praying for the construction and ownership by the United States of an 
experimental double-track railroad from New York city to Kansas City, 
Mo.; which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Stamford Manufacturing Com- 
pany, S. V. & S. P, Scudder, and other firms, of Saint Louis, Mo.,-re- 
monstrating against the passage of House bill 2522, in regard to the ex- 
port of tobacco; which was referred io the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Saint Joseph, 
Mo., remonstrating against certain amendments proposed by merchants 
of Chicago to Senate bill 1532, to regulate commerce, known as the Cul- 
Jom bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 675) for 
the relief of E. B. McPherson, jr.; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial similar to the one presented 
by my colleague [Mr. Vest], signed by the Stamford Manufacturing 
Company, 8. V. & F. P. Scudder, Weaver & Sterry, limited, Young & 
Smylie, and Mellor & Rittenhouse, of Saint Louis, Mo., remonstrating 
against the passage of House bill 2522, in regard to the rebate on to- 
bacco. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the board of directors and 
transportation committee of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., 
remonstrating against the amendments proposed by the merchants of 
Chicago to the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce, known as the Cul- 
lom bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 210) 
for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr, WILSON, of Maryland, presented memorials of Knights of Labor 
of Baltimore and Westernport, in the State of Maryland, remonstrating 
against the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COLIMITTEES. - 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1985) to provide for inquests under na- 
tional authority, to move its indefinite postponement and to report a 
new bill. ‘The new bill is in substance the sameas the old one. There 
is but one unimportant amendment. 

The bill (S. 2171) to provide for inquests under national authority 
was read twice by its title. ; 

Mr. COKE. I desire to state that a minority of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee dissent from that report and wish that their dissent be entered 
upon the record. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that Senate bill 1985 be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred. the bill (s. 867) to amend section 714 of the Revised Statutes, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1999) to establish an additional land district in the 
State of Oregon, reported it without amendment. a 

Mr. DOLPH. The same committee having had under consideration 
the bill (S. 1869) to establish an additional land district in the State 
of Oregon, which is a duplicate of the bill just reported, instruct me 
to move that it be indefinitely postponed. s 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 66) restoring to the United States certain of the 
lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, moved its in- 
definite postponement; which was to; and he rted a bill 
(S. 2172) restoring to the United States certain of the granted to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same 
to settlement, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent that I may hereafter submit 
a written report to accompany the original bill just reported, if I shall 
conclude to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will have a right to do 
that at any time. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I give notice that in that case I shall file a dissent- 


ne, egy 

. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phoenix National Bank 
of the city of New York, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the 
accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, com- 
monly known as the 4th of July bill, have directed me to report it with 
one amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 666) to create two additional land districts in 
the Territory of Dakota, and to define the boundaries of the Deadwood 
land district, in said Territory, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 934) making an appropriation to enable the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to settle the accounts of Norman Thacher, late a receiver of public 
moneys at Menasha, Wis., reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], from the Com- 
mittee on the Jndiciary, presented a report last week in relation to the 
bill (H. E, 6861) to provide for closing up the business and paying the 
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expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other 
purposes, That report was inadvertently made by that honorable Sen- 
ator. There had been an understanding with the chairman of the com- 
mittee, which he had for the moment forgotten, that a minority report 
should accompany the majority report and that the latter should be 
withheld until the former was prepared. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate for leave to present the views of the minority, which I will 
endeavor to do to-morrow, and that they may be printed with the ma- 
jority report. ‘That has not yet come from the Printer, and the two can 
be printed together without any reconsideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have no objection of course to the order 
being made; but the report on my part was not made through any in- 
advertence whatever. This is the first notice which I have had of 
such an understanding in regard to the views of the minority. 

Mr. HOAR. The inadvertence was on the part of the chairman of 
the committee, who authorized me to make this statement, as he had 
for the moment forgotten an arrangement which he had made with me. 
It was not the inadvertence of the Senator from Iowa, but of the chair- 
man of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made as requested, 
there being no objection. 


HALL OF RECORDS. 


Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 103) making appro- 
priation for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon, in the city 
of Washington, of a building to be used as a hall of records, to report 
it favorably. 

I hope I may be permitted to make a single remark in regard to the 
bill, as I propose to ask for its immediate consideration. Itisa bill pro- 
viding for a hall of records in the city of Washington. It has passed 
the Senate unanimously twice. Both President Arthur and President 
Cleveland have recommended the passage of the bill; and the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], during my illness, offered a resolution 
asking why the committee had not reported the bill. Itis now re- 
Seated favorably, and I ask for its immediate consideration. . 

By unanimous consent, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the ‘pill. It proposes to appropriate $200,000 for 
the purchase of a site near the War tand erection thereon 
of a brick and metal fire-proof building, to be used for the safe-keeping 
of records of the executive, legislative, and judicial departments not re- 
quired in the present executive, legislative, or judicial offices for con- 
stant reference; the building to be erected under the supervision and 
direction of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, on 

lans and specifications approved by the Secretary of the ela sc the 
| amiens of War, and the Secretary of State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the building to be used for the numerous private 
papers of the President, or merely for the public records? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. VEST. It is for the public records of the executive, legislative, 
and judicial departments. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill a R. 1627) granting a pension to Annie Bagley; 

A bill (H. R. athe granting a pension to Mary A. Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension to James Wolfe; 

A bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension H. L. Kyler; 

A bill (H. R. bere granting a pension to Sylvester Root; 

A bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to Solomon Messer; 

A bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to Emeline Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to Sanford C. Willhoite; 

A bill (H. R. 4145) granting a pension to Maria Kile; 

A bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension to Charlotte Algier, widow of 
Samuel Algier; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) to increase the pension of John F. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 4544) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; 

A bill (H. R. 4699) granting a pension to Martin Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. 4730) for the relief of Mary Murphy; - 

A bill (H. R. 4797) granting a pension to Robert H. Stapleton; 

A bill (H. R. 5283) granting a pension to Larkin G. Mead; 

A bill (H. R. 5329) granting a pension to William Antes; 

A bill (H. R. 5435) granting a pension to David L. McDermott; 

A bill (H. R. 5472) to increase the pension of Henry Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 5622) granting a pension to Allen P. Jacobs; 
alg (H. R. 5643) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

A bill a R. paces granting a pension to Margaret J. Reighter; 

A ee H. R. 5899) to place the name of Robert Beard on the pen- 
sion-roll; 


A bill (= R. 6183) for the relief of Bridget M. Cullen; 

A bill (H. R. 6372) to pension Charles A. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to Catharine Whitesell; 

A bill (H. R. 6725) granting a pension to William M. Swartz; 

A bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Ferdinand Koehler; 

yeep R. 6780) granting a pension to Henry B. Havens; 

A bill (H. R. 6797) to place the name of Samuel W. Bowling on the 
ion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7018) granting a pension to Aretus F. Loomis; 

A bill (H. R. 7329) granting a pension to Patrick McKean; 

A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to Josie H. Babb; 

A bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams; and 


A bill (H. R. 7641) granting a pension to Sophronia Witham; 
The above thirty-five pension bills were severally read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2173) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Obekiah; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2174) to equalize the pensions 
paid to soldiers and sailors who become totally disabled; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2175) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert A. Crites; which was read twice by its bees and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill 6. 2176) granting a pension to 
Joanna W. Turner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 2177) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Plattsmouth, in the State of 
Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2178) to authorize the Cov- 
ington and Cincinnati Elevated Railway and Bridge Company to erect 
a bridge across the Ohio River; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2179) for the relief of Lewis 
W. Bruster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2180) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Wallace Young; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2181) granting a pension to 
Rhoda Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tha 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2182) to restore Ienne Ransam to the 
pension-rolls; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2183) granting a 
pension to Hiram R. Ellis; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, ‘referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2184) for the relief of Rev. 
Smith P. Gannage; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, appropriating $15,000 
for the Homeopathic Hospital and Bis, 000 for the Providence Hospital; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

2 COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. HARRIS was, on his motion, excused from further service upon 
the Committee on Fisheries, 

Mr. PAYNE was, on his motion, excused from further service upon 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE was, on his motion, excused from further service upon 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections and upon the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. Evsiis was, on his motion, excused from further service upon 
the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. WALTHALL was, on his motion, excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. BECK was, on his motion, excused from further service upon the 
Select Committee to Inquire into Claims of Citizens of the United States 
against the Government of Ni 

Mr. BECK submitted the following resolutions; which were consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Mr. HEARST be appointed a member of the Committee on Rail- 


roads, of the Committee on Manufactures, of the Committee on Fisheries, and 
of the Select Committee to Inquire into the ‘Claims of Citizens of the United States 


against Nicaragua, 
Resolved, That Mr. W1Lson, of Maryland, be appointed a member of the Com- 
a member of the Committee 


mittee on ‘Pensions; that Mr. Eustis be appoin’ 


on Privileges and Elections: and that Mr. Gray be appointed a member of the 
Committee on Territories. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 211) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; 

A bill (S. 231) granting a pension to Jennette S. Kent; 

A bill (S. 283) granting a pension to Isaac N. Minshall; 

A bill (S. 481) authorizing the partition of certain land in Louisville, 
T , belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of the United 

tates; 


A bill (S. a granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Miller; and 

A bill (S. 880) granting the right of way to the Schuylkill River East 
Side Railroad Company through the arsenal and naval asylum grounds 
at Philadelphia, Pa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 868) appropristiog money for the completion of the pub- 
lich building at Frankfort, Ky. ; 

A bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie 8. Conway; 

A bill (H. R. 1185) for the relief of Emma H. Fish; 

A bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and main- 
tain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reservation of Fort 
Buford, Dakota Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of John Fraser; 

A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. Faulkner and Mary Wood- 


lee 
A bill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of Thomas F. Purnell; 

A bill (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third story to the public 
building in Dallas, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2522) to ‘authorize the establishment of export tobacco 
manufactories, and for drawback upon imported articles used in manu- 
facturing exported tobacco; 

A bill “aL. R. 4498) authorizing an additional appropriation of $25,- 
000 for the court-house at Keokuk, Iowa, to make the same fire-proof; 

A bill (H. R. 4503) to authorize ‘the Secretary of War to permit the 
Carrollton and Lock No. 1 Turnpike Road Company to locate and con- 
struct its road on land belonging tothe United States at lock No. 1, on 
the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky; 

. A bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the grounds of the Wash- 
ton National oe known as public reservation No. 3, in the city 
of Washington, D. C; 

A bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize a patent for the south half of the 
southeast quarter of section 34, in township 22, of range 15, east of the 
sixth principal meridian, to Elizur B. Hall, as administrator of the es- 
tate of William Frederick Schlagel; 

A bill (H. R. 6873) relating to the construction of public buildings; 

A bill (H. R. 6980) making an appropriation to complete the public 

building at Jackson, Tenn., and to reappropriate an unexpended bal- 

ance therefor 

A bill (H. "h. 7467) to grant for the use of the public a street across 
the Tata States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, in the State of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of Capt. John Burkhart; 

A bill (H. R. 7650) to remove the political disabilities of L G. Flour- 
rests of Mississippi; 

Waray R. 7881) = remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
o 
ia A bill (H. He 7602) 2 authorizing the use of the Louisville and Port- 

land Canal basin upon certain conditions. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business, After four hours and ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Re rece 2 bil Ra CLARE, its 
Clerk, announced that the House passed a bill (H. R. 4232) to re- 
imburse the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for losses 
incurred through the failure of the Exchange National Bank of Nor- 
folk, Va., and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

= bill (H. R. 5198) to remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, 
of Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. Re 5876) for the relief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips. 

AMENDMENT TO. AN APPROPRIATION BILL. _ 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 
panom lings and Grounds: 

(H. R. 868) appropriating money for the completion of the 
publie building at Frankfort, Ky. 

A bill (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third story to the public 
building in Tex 

A bill (H. R. 4498) Sathorn an additional appropriation of $25,- 
000 for the court-house at Keokuk, Iowa, to make the same fire-proof; 

A bill (H. R. 4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the 
Carrollton and Lock No. 1 Turnpike Road Company to locate and con- 
struct its road on land belonging to the United States at lock No. 1, on 
the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the grounds of the Wash- 
ington National pt Ret ae known as public reservation No, 3, in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill iF R. 6873) relating to the construction of public buildin 

A bill (H. R. 6980) making an appropriation to complete the public ic 
building at Jackson, Tenn., and to reappropriate an unexpended bal- 
ance therefor; and 

A bill (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the public a street across 
the United States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, in the State of 
Tennessee. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1185) for the relief of Emma H. Fish; and 

A bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of Capt. John Burkhart. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (Hf. R. 914) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie S. Conway; and 

A bill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of Thomas F. Purnell. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of John Fraser; 

a A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. Faulkner and Mary Wood- 

A bill (H. R. 2522) to authorize the establishment of export tobacco 
manufactories, and for drawback upon imported articles used in man- 
ufacturing rted tobacco; and 
A bill (H. R. 4232) to reimburse the National. Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers for losses incurred through the failure of the Ex- 
change National Bank of Norfolk, Va., and for other purposes. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and main- 
tain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reservation ef 
Fort Buford, Dakota Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 7892) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal basin certain conditions. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. Pinay bs to remove the political disabilities of I. G. Flour- 
noy, of Mississippi; 

sth bill Aei R. 7881) 1 to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 


mot a (H. R. 5891) to authorize a patent for the south half of the 

Airesia quarter of section 34, in eof 22, of range 15, east of the 
sixth principal meridian, to Elizur B. Hall, as administrator of the es- 
tate of William Frederick Schlagel, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 0’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 15, 1886. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Thomas Jennings, of Shawano, Wis., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Green Bay agency, in Wisconsin. 
MINT ASSAYER. - 


Frank F. Claussen, of Louisiana, to be assayer of the mint of the 
United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


John Whiteaker, of Oregon, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
district of Oregon. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
Ro. peat di one Whiteaker, of Oregon, to be collector of internal revenue for 

in place of John C. Cartwri ight, E nded, and, so far as 
jai have ro ene to obtain the information, they find t Mr, Whiteaker is 
a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are no 
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charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of John C. Cartwright, 
suspended, as will appear from the bulowing letter of the Secretary of the 


2 TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 19, 1886. 
` Sm: Yourcommunication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 17, 1886, asking “ whether or not there are ay papae or ch: 
on file reflecting against the official or moral character of John C. Cartwright, 
1o lr of internal revenue for the district of Oregon, suspended,” is re- 
ceived. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as fhis inquiry relates to 
a suspension from erie Ma feel bound by the rules laid down by the Presidents 
recent m: 


But in order 
this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, 
poa haraya policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
such a change. 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


Respectfully, yours. 
RASNA D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of te Senate Committee on Finance. . 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on 
Finance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters: 

“ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Whiteaker. 

POSTMASTERS, 


M. Eugene Barlow, to be postmaster at Canastota, Madison County, 
New York. i ° 5 

Bruce Gibson, to be postmaster at Winchester, Frederick County, 
Virginia, p 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: * 

In this case of Bruce Gibson, nominated to be ter at Winchester, Va., 
vice John H. Dean, suspended under the provisions of the 1768th section of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, it appears— 
A 1) That at ie dgte of Dean’s suspension the statutory term had yet to run 

rteen months, s > 

(2) That in response to request made of the Post-Qffice Department for all 
papers, em recommendations, and petitions on which was based 
the same, only such papers as relate to the nominee, Gibson, were furnished. 

(3) That as there can be no charges against the character of Dean or his efi- 
cient administration of the office other than such as may have been surrepti- 
tiously preferred and are held under covenant of the Vilas letter, and there is 
no p Aira to Gibson, the nomination of Gibson is reported to the Senate with 
the recommendation that it be confirmed, 


John A. R. Varner, to be postmaster at Lexington, Rockbridge County, 
Virginia. 
Theabove confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads;' which was ordered by 
the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 


Ta this case of John A. R. Varner, nominated to be poaae at Lexington, 
Va., cice Charles E. Deaver, ded under the provisions of the 1768th section 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, it appears— 

(1) That at the date of Deaver’s suspension the statutory term of his office had 
yet to run some nine months. 

(2) That in response to request made of the Post-Office Department for all pa- 
pers embracing charges, recommendations, and petitions on which was based 
the same, only such paperi as are recommendatory of the nominee, Varner, 

ng atthe same the unfitness of Deaver, by reason of bad habits and 
non-attention in person to the duties of the office, are given. 

(3) That the nomination of Varner is reported to the Senate with the recom- 
mendation that it be confirmed. 


William W. Herbert, to be postmaster at Alexandria, Alexandria 
County, Virginia. 

‘The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered by 
the Senate to be printed in the REcoRD: 


In this case of William W. Herbert, nominated to be Postmaster at Alexandria, 
Va., vice David A. Windsor, s' nded under the provisions of the 1768th section 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, Ti hag 

(1) That at the time of the suspension of Windsor his statutory term of office 
had yet to run something over one year. 

(2) That in view of the persistent refusal of the Post-Office Department to fur- 
nish such papers as may have been filed in other cases of suspension, and on 
which suspensions are pretended to have been made, no request for such papers 
on which this sv jon is pretended to have been made was preferred. 

(8) That while the annexed letter of Windsor, addressed to the President, and 
received by himy as evidenced by the registered receipt attached, discloses the 
fact that his suspension was to be made on charges as solicited by the Vilas cir- 
cular letter, itis not believed that any cha: were preferred were Windsor 
affecting either his character as a man or his administration of the office, other 
than such as may have been preferred surreptitiously, in response to the Vilas 
circular letter. a 

4) That there is no objection to the appointee, 2 
5) That the nomination of Herbert be reported to the Senate with the recom- 


mendation that it be confirmed. 
ALEXANDRIA, VA., February 19, 1886. 


Sm: I most r ly beg leave, through you, to submit the accompany- 
ing papers, with facts therein contained, to the honorable members of the 
Postal Committee of the United States Senate, and ask at their hands an inves- 
tigation into the causes and facts relating to my suspension and remoyal from 
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the position of postmaster of the city of Alexandria, State of Virginia; also, into 
the standing and condition of said office at that time and prior thereto. 

Among the papers hereto submitted is a copy of a letter dated May 23, 1885, 
from me to his excellency the President, which will give you all of the detailed 
facts as gathered by me; ana pat pepsin red receipt to insure safe 
transit and delivery, and the dent's receipt for the said letter. Since that 
time the only communication received from the President was his order of sus- 
pension and removal, dated July 6, 1885, which I also submit. 

I am to-day totally ignorant of the cause of my removal, and know of none 
save that I am a Republican, and ask at your hands a vindication of my charac- 
ter and the manner in which I filled the position intrusted to my care and con- 
fidence, and earnestly desire that the good character that I have always borne 
in a community where I have lived all my life—over fifty years—be relieved 
from the taint and insinuation that I am a rascal and have turned out. 

I am, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
DAVID A. WINDSOR, 


Ion. WILLIAM MAHONE, 
Member United States Senate Postal Committee. 
ALEXANDRIA, VA., May 23, 1885. 

Sm: Ina conversation with Hon. John S. Barbour, of this State, on the2Ist 
instant, I was informed by him that charges had been preferred against me as 
postmaster of my native city, Alexandria, Va. I asked him if I would be en- 
titled to a copy of them for investigation. His reply was, " Certainly.” Iim- 
mediately called upon Postmaster-General Vilas, introducing m f, and in- 
formed him of the conversation and information obtained from Mr. Barbour, and 
requesting to be furnished with a copy of charges arid the names of my accusers. 
The answer received from the Postmaster-General was, that he did not propose 
to make his Department a court of inquiry. Ithen asked him to be allowed to 


see the charges and the names of the accusers; this he vely declined to do. 
Ithen asked him if he intended to in te a star-chamber tribunal under 
civil-service reform, to invite and receive cl convictand 


en informed him that I vay 
compelled to call upon one higherin authority than himself. I haveendeavored 
tocorrectly quote the conversation between ostmaster-Genėral and myself, 
and, knowingly, would not misrepresent him. I do, therefore, Mr, President, 
with the great respect to which your exalted position entitles you, make this 
my appeal, and lay before youthe above statement of facts. I desire to say fur- 
ther that the administration of my office stands unassailed and unassailable. I 
received my office at the hands of a Republican administration, and while I 
would not out of self-respect violate the proprieties of my official relations with 
an administration of opposite politics, I did not sup) it was intended to re- 
move term officers merely because they were ublicans, and if my removal 
is to be made simply for that reason, I have nothing more to say, as I have no 
concessions tomake of my political faith, but if for any better cause, then I most 
respectfully suggest I certainly have a right toknow it. I would make no com- 
promise of my political convictions to retain my position, and the man who 
would, in my qadement, is unworthy the eo and confidence of any party. 
Surely the highest attribute of a wise and honest ruler should be a guarantee 
of justice to the most humble citizen, and, Mr, President, I can not believe that one 
occupying the exalted ition of yourself, and upon whom so much depends, 
will allow your subordinates to convert the Government Departments into star- 
chamber tribunals under the guise of “civil-service reform,” for the purpose of 
inviting and receiving charges, trying, convicting, and depriving citizens of their 
rights upon ez parte evidence. - ’ 
I ask, therefore, respectfally the pein A of seeing and meeting my ac- 
cusers and the right of defense. Certainly the humblest citizen is entitled 
to this privilege; otherwise, it can not but a 
upon pours) grounds, by secret charges, wi 
a 


m, most respectfully, 
DAVID A. WINDSOR, Postmaster. 
His excellency GROVER CLEVELAND, 


President United States. 


Registry return receiptsent May 25,1885. Registered number 265 from post-office 
[ at Alexandria, Va. Registered letter addressed to Grover Cleveland, Presi- 

dent, Washington, D.C.) ` 

(After obtaining receipt below, the postmaster will mail this card, without 
cover and without pos , to address on the other side.) 

(When delivery is made to other than addressee, the name of both addressee 
and recipient must appear,) 

Received the above-described registcred letter. 

[Addressee.] THE PRESIDENT. 
eel ape Pt Tos. DOLAN. > 


ame of sender, Postmaster, Alexandria, Va. 
REGISTRY RECEIPT. 
[Post-office at Alexandria, Va.] 
Registered letter No, 265.—Receitved May 25, 1835, of D. A. Windsor, addressed 


to his excellency Grover Cleveland (President U.S.), Washington, D.C. 
DAVID A. WINDSOR, P. M. 


that I am removed wholly 
out an opportunity of defense. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, April 19, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MINORITY REPORTS, OHIO ELECTION CASE, 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask consent to have 
the views of the minority of the Committee on Elections, reported by 
me in the Hurd vs. Romeis election case, printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The reports are as follows: 

Mr, ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the following 
as the views of the minority: 
The undersigned dissent from the opinion of the majority of the Committee 


on Elections in this case, and submit the rapt by the views of the minority : 
The returned plurality for the sitting member is 239, To overcome 
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contestant assails the returns in three precincts and asks that the whole vote of 
yaaa in Da Trona fae count, He also claims that there were cast in 
the city of Tol mei tay eg nt > he oR cs MA ac neg S 


cinct where they were cast 
There is no doubt of the power ofthe ee eee 


entire poll of an election district. In every precinct election is a separate 
and in entone. The machinery for carrying it on is complete in itself. 
The ofa ct when conducted and returned to law isa 


that duty and put in its proper place 
oangean pe 


ure of a eral return is constituted, is untrue, it 
count. results inevitably from a universal principle governing alike official 
acts and private conduct that verity shall never be imparted to ness. The 
wer of rejecting an entire poll has been repeatedly exercised by the House of 
resentatives, by 1 lative bodies of the various and the courts. 
When the vote of a whole precinct is rejected, the result is the same as though 
no election at all had been held there, and the vote cast for each candidate will 
be deducted from his total vote, or, what is the same thing, the majority returned 
in such precinct will be taken from the aggregate majority of him for whom it 


was given. 
are well settled. 


n 
result will remain, annoa there may be 
misconduct on the part of the officers by fai to comply wi the provisions 
of directory statutes, The will of the people not be ted 


of irregularities which do not prevent the true result from bei 

The rule is stated correctly in Covode vs. Foster, page 600: 

“It has long been held by all judicial tribunals of the country, as well as by 
the decisions of Congress and the Legislatures of the several States, that an en- 
tire poll should always be rejected for any one of the three following reasons: 

sia Want of authority in the election board. 

(2 
“ (3 
In Wheelock’s case, 82 Pennsylvania State, page 299, it was held: 


th 
less or fraudulent acts of the officers have mixed and confused the ballots, the 


duty of the court is equally plain, and vice é legal facility should be afforded to 
urge the poll, and when the acts of the officers are so fraudulent and irregular 
t the result can not be the entire poll is rejected.” 
In Finley vs. Bisbee, of 1876~-'80, page 76, it is said : 
“It being conceded, as we have al said, that the returns mustbe thrown 
aad forged, and your committee g 


ascertained and determined, then the entire vote of the precinct should be thrown 
Sn Soe nothing counted for either contestant or contestee.”” 


lows: 

The return of the officers is prima facie evidence of the result of the election 
in the precinct where it was held. Unassailed it is sufficient to be counted in 
the ascertainment of the general result. It nay be impeached by anything 
which will show it to be untrue in fact or unworthy of credit because of the im- 

r conduct of the officers of the eleċtion. The return is accepted as the act 
of sworn officers, to whose acts confidence is to be given upon the presumption 
that they have regarded the law and done their duty. Butif they are shown to 
have disregarded the law and violated the statutes which have been adopted to 

rye the purity of the election, then their return shall be rejected, because 
pies ee ri tled to the credit which is given to acts of officers who haye 
one their duty. 

The misconduct of the officers must be such as to make the result uncertain, 
for if, notwithstanding their i: ity, the true vote can be ascertained it shall 
be counted. But where the condition of the poll is such that the result can not 
be reached with reasonable certainty then the entire poll must be rejected. 

Upon the impeachment of the return the g upon it may show the 
true vote by other evidence. This may be done by a recount of the ballots, or 
by the rara É of the voters, or of po ome who was present at the election and 
is able to establish the true result. When this can not be shown, no vote from 
the precinct for any of the candidates can be counted. 

—— cases therefore show that a return may be rejected and the entire poll 
thrown out— 

1. Where the return is proven to be false, and no satisfactory evidence is given 
of the result aliunde. 

2, Where the irregularities of the officers of the election have been such as to 
involve the result in uncertainty. 

3. Where the ballots have been taken y eceneened ee where they are required 
by law to be kept and exposed to being tampe: 


mon: th. 
4. Where general bribery has been practiced in the precinct, rendering it im- 


int is clearly stated in the report in case of Goode vs. Paar We pop crete page 
Fy: “These bribed votes should not be counted. * * * Their acceptance can 
only be avoided by applying the rule of law,so well known and of such general 
adoption that it need y be repeated here, that when illegal or fraudulent 
votes have been proven, and the poll can not be purged with reasonable cer- 
tainty, the whole vote must be rejected. 

It is forcibly laid down in the minority report in Donnelly vs. Washburn, pre- 
sented by ex-Speaker Keifer: 

“ The rule undoubtedly is in this country that where bribery, fraud, or intimi- 
dation is so interwoven with the vote of any voting precinct that it can not be 
eliminated from the aggregate vote with certainty, the whole vote of the pre- 
cinct may and perhaps should be rejected. The unassailed vote on other voting 
places would, however, still stand. Fraud and bribery do not vitiate what they 
do not impregnate,” 

Applying these uppge to the facts in this case we think there can be no 
difticulty in reaching a conclusion in favor of the contestant. 


PRECINCT B, WARD 8, TOLEDO, 


He assails first Precinct B, ward 8, of the city of Toledo, and asks that the 
whole poll be rejected. ‘The vote returned was 325 for contestee and 105 forcon- 
testant, giving to the former a majority of 220. Atthe last general election pre- 
ceding the are gavea ocratic majority of about 70. 

opinion that this precinct should be rejected on all the unds 
which we haye shown have been deemed sufficient to warrant the wing 
out of entire polls in other cases. 

(1) The return is false. As to this there is no dispute. Inthe argument of 
counsel for contestee it was conceded. Louis Jahn, page 73 of record, one of 
tho judges of the election, says; 


u Ton mF ihat aa qrfifnie 14 Miles, Go you nok? 


es, sir, 
“Q. You knew that the certificate was false to the poll-book when you signed 
it, Or ou not? 
A 


es, sir. 
My g Taa Lyon signed it knowing it was false, didn’t you? 

es, Sir, 
This testimony is corroborated by one of the other judges and one of the 


This of i upon 
is to be reposed in the acts of officers who are willing to certify 
asolemn matter of that kind, that to be true which ne cindy fq false. But 


in other l egnsetena re 

(2) Their irregularities were such ag to leave the result in an uncertainty in 
which it is im ble to ascertain the trueresult, The following are the stat- 
utes of Ohio relating to the counting of the vote: 


Page 2956: 

“At the close of the polls the poll-books shall be signed by the judges and at- 
tested by clerks, and the names therein contained shall becoun andthe num- 
bers set down at the foot of the poll-books in the manner hereinafter provided 
in the form of the poll-books.” 

2957: . 

Taher the poll-books are signed, in the manner hereinafter provided for, the 
ballot-boxes shall be opened, and the ballots therein contained shall be taken 
out, one at a time, by one of the judges, who shall read aloud distinctly, while 
the ticket remains in the hand, the name or names thereon contained, and then 
deliver it to the second i judge, who shall examine the same and pass it to the 
third judge, who shall g it on a thread and Se. preserve it, and the 
same method shall be observed in respect to each of the tickets taken out of the 
ballot-box until the number taken out of the ballot-box is equal to the number 
of names in the poll-books; and any ballots in the box in excess of the number 
of names on the poll-books, together with the ballots strung as aforesaid, shall 
be deposited in the box and locked, and the box and contents delivered to the 
officer authorized to receive and keep the key or keys, and the box shall remain 
locked until the rg pane ge of the time within which any legal notice of contest 
can be given, and if such notice be given shall remain locked until the trial of 
such contest.” 

The testimony shows that the poll-books were not signed until after votes 
had been counted. (Page 73 of the record.) This made it im ble to do the 
counting as the statute prescribed. It was the intention of the law that the 
number of the vote sho! be ascertained before the counting began, in order 
that the judges might know the number of tickets to be taken out of the box. 
Butin case the number of votes was not attempted to be ascertained until 
the count had been finished. 

The ballots were required to remain in the ballot-box until the poll-books had 
been signed and the total vote ascertained. Instead of that, immediately after 
the polis were the ballots were emptied onto the table in the room where 
the election had been held, and where there were inre e to thirty people 
present. That the ballots for several hours wereaway from the place in which, 
under the law, they ought to have been, out of the legal custody of the election 
officers, and ye to the possibility of being tampered with, is clear. (Sea 
pages 28-9 and of the record.) 

he statute required that the judges should take the tickets from the box one 
by one and read the name on each. Instead of this, the tiekets were arranged 
into four piles Le ee the table, from which the j counted them by fives. The 
board also was illegally organized. Twoof the judges were Republicans, while 
the third Democratic judge was a non-resident of the precinct. We think that 
a fair construction of the Ohio statute requires the judge to be a resident of the 
district in which the election is held. Both clerks were Republicans, while the 

pro that they should belong to different political partics. 

From this it will appaar that every important provision of the statute of Ohio 
as to con: the on and counting the vote was violated. 

It would have been singular if this an bas; 
anie testimony of the t udges this point is al 

e ony of the two upon po very clear, 

James Kelley, one of the nasos; Says (page 29): 

“Q. State whether or not the return, as made up by the officers of the election, 
stated trul ose grote A An spay tae r ct, 

“A, Well, that I could not say; the way it was mixedup, wecould not say 
which way it was. 

“Q. State, from what you know, whether or not there wasany certainty in the 
vote as ascertained and counted that day. 

“A, No; I couldn't give no certainty to it.” 

Louis Jahn, one of judges, says (page 28): 

“Q. State whether the returns, as signed by the judges, contain a true state- 
ment of the votes cast at that election. 

“A, To tell the truth, I do notthink none of us could tell what was the true voto 


cast. 

“Q. State whether the return, as made, states the result at that precinct, 

u A. It is not the true poll.” 

The counsel for contestee admitted that the return was not true, but claimed 
it could be amended by striking off the 2 votes which were added to each candi- 


date. 

If the addition of these votes had caused the uncertainty there might be force 
in the suggestion, but the uncertainty preceded the adding of the votes, the ad- 
dition being to remove the uncertainty. 

Itis conceded that this act of the judges should not be regarded, and this 
House finds itself in the same position as the judges of the election on the night 
of the controversy. 

The question therefore arises, Has the House evidence sufficient to enable it 
to determine the true result in that precinct? 

It is clear that the return of the judges can not be rded as evidence. It 
fails as an official act to have any power whatever. It is impeached, and its 
prima facie force is destroyed. 

Other evidence must be produced to show the true vote, nor should the state- 
ment of the officers themselves be accepted. When the official act of one hold- 
ing public place is rejected because he has violated the law and neglected his 
duty, what he himself says to sustain this act is entitled to little credit. The 
mos evan which impeaches his official acts will also impeach his unofficial 

jeclarations. 

The contestee has failed to put a single witness on the stand to show the vote 
of this precinct. He has not asked a recount of the ballots. He has not proven 
a single vote for himself by the production of a voter. 

Itis , however, that the statements of the judges and clerk show the 
true state of the vote independently of the return. This is not true, as a refer- 
ence to the testimony will show. 

James Kelley (page 30): 

“13, Q. Do you remember the number of names that appeared on the pol- 
sheet at the close of the election as having voted? 


duct had not brought confusion » 


1886. 


“A. Four hundred and thirty.” 


Q. ee ‘ou state now how many tickets you put on the string? 
“A No; id not count them, 
“36. Q. ise did the number of tickets on the string, then, compare with the 
number that the poll-book showed had voted? 
= I one know; I didn’t count the votes on the string.” 


yr ana Do you remember how gg AN votes it was finally declared by you 
Judges that Mr. Hurd had received in that precinct for Representative in Con- 


gress? 
“A. I don’t a now what it was.” 
po. k had a certificate to it in“words as follows: ‘Itis hereby 
that the number of electors who voted at this election is 430,’ did it not? 
“A. Egg eben Sev ry nib hay VALPON] it was over 
“128, Q. The te did contain the correct number, did it not? 
<A, eos sir; I think not, 


note G Q. Well, after you had given to Mr. Hurd 2 votes, gover examining 
the tickets to see whether he was entitled to them, he had all told 105, didn't 


he? 
“ALT ‘gg des on a oe maA aac or eae 


the tally-sh: 
Weil x A tall ae teins cine AADAT, that this is the votes 
wi inet on the tally-sheets, cause everything was mixed up.” 


=e: i Now, then, before you made that motion, Mr. Hurd had but 103, didn’t 
Mains Don’t know how many he had. I couldn’t tell that that was the right 


sare 
as Q. Well, before you made your motion the tally-sheet showed Mr. Ro- 
meis and Mr. Hurd er to have 426 votes, didn’tit? 


“A, A did; = was not the right number of Ss inka where the clerks 
e the mistakes. 


TT. 
i Q. Well, SENARE thisnow: when the tally-sheet, es your motion 
was made, showed Saeni vote of Romeis and Hurd to be only 426, and 
there were 431 names o poll-book, and you claimed Gane oars extra un- 
counted tickets, why did the polls not procona on counting enough tickets to equal 
the number of nameson ll-book 

“A. It did not show the ens of uae That is where the clerks made the 
mistakes, 


Page 80, 
“279. Q. At the time that those 2 votes were added to each candidate could 
any one tell the exact vote which any candidate had? 
; 8 cue to by contestee as calling oran opinion iom the witness and being 
immaterial. 


ae No, 8 ri nonėé of us, judge or clerks, could tell the true number of yotes,” 
“1162. Q counted the ballots? 
“A, The ju 


“1163. Q. You do not know, then, of your own knowledge, how many bal- 
lots there were? 

x A more than what I stated before, Ihave to take the judges’ 
word for that. 

There is nothing in this testimony which relieves the precinct from the un- 
certainty into which the illegal acts of these officers p! it, 
Kelle non not undertake to say of hisown knowledge how many votes were 
he did wens couat them. He only says that tho impeached poll- 
book Tiptr 430 votes. peon es nothing, as the poll-book faria for itself, 
and that this is shown o itis not denied. He also states that he does not re- 
member the vote a EA for contestee. 


that it was not 430, but kendat over 400. He also states that 103 


He sa 

“No, sir; none of us, judges or clerks, could tell the true num! rot votes.” 

Hahn, the clerk, states that he did not count the ballots, and knew nothing of 
the result, except that the judges told him. 

In our judgment this Looper fails utterly to le pb this precinct from un- 
certainty. If the judges, ection night, had signed a certificate statin; 
that, through their own aes of epee erie were unable to ascertain an 
declare the true result, they would have told the truth. 

This House has no more evidence toact upon than it had; nor, indeed, as much. 
We can not undertake to do that which they could not truthfully have done, and 
we therefore are of opon that this precinct should be thrown outon the ground 
red ronis of the election officers which have rendered the result uncer- 


ae 3 We fasion the rejection of this precinct for another reason. 
e ballots had bee thrown upon the Paeses an informal 


After thi m unlawfully 
rag of on wes had. This showed seven tickets morethan werenames 


there 
n the poll-books, Another informal count followed, which showed the same 
eanit, one witness says, and three tickets more, as testified to by another. 

When the final count was made they were five tickets short. “Thus there dis- 

appeared, according to the statement of the j themselyes, between the 
DANAI of the count and the end of it, at least twelve tickets. Notonly were 
the ballots placed in a situation where they were liable to be tampered „but 
they were y tampered with to the extent of at least 12 votes. This would 
anne been im rem ible z Tare had been retained in the ballot-box, where they 

re req kept. 

Wossnssl for contestee insists that substantial justice will yd done by taking 
from his majority these 12 yotes. We do notso understand the law. Because 
the testimony does notshow a gers Pp. 2 with more than 12 ballots, it is not to 
be presumed that all the other votes were honestly counted. We think that 
the presumption is, unless proof is given to the con , that the whole vote 
has corrupted, He who would destroy ballots wo" d not honno to make 
substitutions. of tampering there can be no confidence in the ballots 
remaining, and the whole poll must be rejected, without the most satisfactory 
— that the tickets counted were the tickets actually deposited by the 
voters. 

The rule established in such cases is well approved. In Bisbee, jr., vs, Find- 
og ge aaa of pte, 52, pago 100) it is said ; 

These ballots vcr opt to much weight as evidence of the result of 
the election pt tay it has wn that the acts and conduct of the election 
officers are unworthy of aeii aoa their returns set aside. Having created = 
themselves, in violation of law g ee official oaths, o] Spoon for tam: 


ing with the box, it is fer that they woul endeavor to put ballo 
in ay? box that would su rt the return 

cer vs. ey: of 1877, page 447) the following text from Me- 
om: approved 
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during its canvass, is caught in the act of abstracting certain ballots and substi- 
sents cheane tie hg confid AN Aabar 
n no ence can conten s 
In Co: x hie has been inhi custody 
ts. ad 
s tri pago 48) 


“Your committee ude of st oicotion at this raa highly 
leaving the ballot-box for the space ofan hour unsealed and 
mamei daa jy Teis of ti the nie importance that the hor e, 
pr in the most careful manner; that all the mises atthe 
Ww made for the security of the ballot should be striatly o ; there should 
not be the least opportunity for tam pemg 
‘It is certainly a serious question w. er such ty as this ought 
not to vitiate the election, but your ciara under all the 
have not felt compelled to reject the entire Bat there being no evidence that 
the ballot-box was Poors taney ea VINI on the con , there is some 
Pomare puna reg that it Was not tam Your ttee, were there 
y facts tending to show that the ba tah og with, would 
see decided to reject the return from rex 
As we are satisfied from the testimonyin Seen thas ballots were 


these act- 
ually tampered with, we are of opinion’ that for this reason also the whole vote 
bare Learn should be a res 1l of this precinct should be rejected. 
pon an ground the poll o; p 
The testimony satisfies us that there was a conspiracy to corrupt the precinct 
by money in the interest of contestee, and that it was su y ca out. 
The evidence of Gerstmann, (pages 115 and 128 of the record), shows the plan to 
defeat the epee a con the methods Baio it was executed. 
He testifies that he tof the Republican national committee sent to 
sees for the: October elect moe 
bef 


ection of 1884, He, beingable to speak the Polish and Ger- 


Toledo, and w the attorney of contestee in contest. 

He visited the precinct in pursuance of his ile eenn rve wean through it to 
find the sentiment of the ge He found them all for Hurd. 

After some consultation he learned from them that the sentiment might be 
canard by the use of money. They oran — that from two to ten thou- 


won pee be to change the 
After havi: information he ‘reported f tothe local committee and 
then went to rene tere rt to the committee. There he had an 
which he reported the condition and the neces- 


interview with S, B. Elkins, 
sity of money for this precinct. 

Mr. said that the election of Mr. A aripipehenasdan ry da GE ques- 
tion; that he was a free-trader, and that it was ryeal dg Tay should be defeated. 


He said also that themoney would be sentthrough the regular channels, 
He was directed to to Toledo and tell them todo all could todefeat Hurd. 
In the work of his agency, Gerstmann returned to Toledo a few days before 


the election. 
He visited igre same persons and pd oot he had visited before. He found the 
sentiment al! reanga, It was then against Hurd and for the — 
He learned from t voters there that the change had occurred through the e 
n ‘ore the 


nothing 
to the testimony of Gerstmann on page 128 
What was said, at'your last Visite Toledo before the Section, by Warnke 
voters in Precinct B, in ward 8, as to money or other considerations 
Hoe ponn satisfactorily furnished to the voters of that precinct to carry it for 
meis 


there 
were furnished to defeat Mr. Hurd in that ate 
for me, and I left Toledo. My reasons for leaving, no doubt, is from the con- 
versations which I had on that subject with Warnke and pone Tea of hery 
precinct. I wassatisfied in my own mind that Romeis would 
at my first visit everything was for Bard then rg Had it ait not 
been for the use Sof money and other considerations in the political ma- 
chinery Hurd would certainly have carried the precinct. 

S. GERSTMANN.” 


To corroborate Gertsmann the testimony of Louis Jahn op offered, who swears 
that shortly after the election Henry pees the vice-president of the Republican 
organization in that precinct, boasted th@ he had pa on the night of election 
ie $ AR = that precinct nineteen persons from $3 to $10 apiece for servicesas 

cket ers, 

Jahn also heard others say that the money had been so paid. 

We think that if the statements of these witnesses are to be accepted as true, 
there can be no doubt that this precinct should be rejected. 

If there were a conspiracy to send from $2,000 to $3,000 to a little precinct of less 
than 450 votes; if the voters were changed in sentiment, by their own confession, 
within two or three weeks by the use of this money; if the officers of the Re- 
publican organization, from the national ora to the local committee, inter- 
ested themselves to press (ple out this his pueseptreey ana if thecorruption were so open 
and public that the blican manager in that precinct boasted shortly 
after the election that he ba had paid unusually large sums for a day’s work to 
OTEA @ L te aut AAAS apon TAa mia fais dealing o SAAN viene: 
req wo! an outrage upon justice ani ing the re- 
turns from this precinct to be counted. SF 

The only answer made to this evidence by the contestee is that (1) the witness 
Gerstmann is not credible, and (2) that the testimony is not competent, as it is 


hearsay, 
ao to vine first part, we reply ry Gerstmann declared himself to be the agent 
f the Republican committee to do the work w which he was , and 
Stated tha he was deputed ex ihe io eal Sonic ia this precinet by . Brown, 
Rep cross-exam- 


the chairman of the ublican committee, the vey man who was 
ining him, Hementioned the name of Mr. Mr. Schenck, two ub- 
lican managers, who had Sor ieee him and to ‘whom he . How it 


His ser kaak uncon unimpeached. There is nothing 
to affect his credibility, unless itshall be found in his on, and after 
the more thoro! we are satisfied that there is nothing in 


ugh examination of 
he Soe she Soros of the statement he makes as to the great points of 
Imon; 
The on! Sf qüestion remaining is, Is the evidence competent? 
It is said it is not, because it is hearsay. We — The rule 
oy to Sugeno i contested-election cases is stated in s Parliamentary 
w, section 


on ne aal 
ore by analogy 
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The testimony in this case is not offered to prove the bribery of individual vot- 
ers, but to show the prevalence of corrupt methods in an election precinct. It 
is sought to throw out an election district because of general bribery, If indi- 
vidual acts were to be proved, the poll could be easily purged by the elimina- 
tion ofthe bribed votes, which would disappoint the object in view. It is as 
though one were attempting to show the general tation to be bad. You 
can not do this by proof of individual acts of bad conduct. It must be done by 
proof of what people generally say. When you would impeach a precinct for 

eral bribery you must prove by analogy to the rule of courts of justice the 

in the same way. The general sentiment of a community, the changing it, 

and the common reports of the method by which it is done are all facts to be es- 
as any other fact of common reputation. 

In Buck w: Croft's Election Manual, page 43, Mr. Justice Willes says: 

“ General bribery, the prevalence of corrupt practices, whether by the mem- 
ber, whether by agent, or whether by any undiscoverable person, bribery 
so general that the court should be satisfied that there wasno free election, that 
there was only an apparent choice and nota real one, will vitiate the election.” 

The exact question as to the competency of this kind of testimony arose in 
the North Durham case, decided in 1874 by Mr, Baron Bramwell, reported in 2 
O'Malley and Hardcastle, page 152. 

In the course of the case a witness, who had been employed tocanvass against 
respondents, was asked by the attorney for the petitioners: 

“Q. Pee Jox canvassed the tradesmen what was the feeling you found 
among them 

"A, I found a reluctance to promise, and certain of them to!d me if they 


voted— 

“Mr, Serjeant Parry objected to this as not being admissible. He submitted 
that the tradesmen must be asked if it was sought to be proved that they had 
been unduly influenced,” 

Mr. Baron Bramwell said: 

“IT think that you are at liberty to ask the question as to generals, but may 
not ask as to particulars, You mayask the general question whether he found 
any particular difficulty in getting promises in a particalar district, and, if so, 
whether he can attribute it to any cause,” 

In the Westminster case, 1 O'Malley and Hardcastle, page 95: 

“ A witness called by the respondents stated that he was employed on behalf 
of a canvassing association to take down, day by day, the returns by the can- 
vassers employed by the association of the promises they obtained, and to enter 
them in a book. He was then what was the number of promises. 

“ Mr. Stephens, for the petitioners, objected to the question, on the ground that 


it involved rsay on hearsay. 
Mr. Baron n admitted the question on the ground that the information 
might have influenced his conduct in the 


which the agent had thus recei 
ment of the election. 

In these recent English cases the very testimony which is objected to here has 
been admitted to show the general state of the sentiment of the district, and 
that it might have exerted influence upon the canvass. We think, for the 
same reasons, that the evidence of Gerstmann, the confessed agent, as to what 
he learned in this precinct is admissible, 

The testimony of Jahn as to the declaration of Gates, the Republican man- 
ager, to the effect that he had nineteen men from vee Po apiece on the 


night of the election, is said to be incompetent, is that the decla- 
ration of an agent afler his agency is over, narrative oe did, is not com- 
petent. We admit this to be the rule, when it is being sought to charge the 


principal with the agent's declaration or acts. 

In this case the proof is not offered to show that the sitting member was 
guilty of bribery, nor even that nineteen persons were bribed at that precinct, 
butas tending to show the condition of sentiment on election day at that precinct. 

Wil any one say that the d tion of a proved agent that he had bribed a 
number of men on election day, made a few days afterward, is not a circum- 
stance tending to show the condition of feeling there that day? 

Contestant denies that there was general corruption prevalent in that precinct 
on that day. He offers the boast.of the election manager, made shortly after 
the election, that he had corrupted nineteen men on that day. We are clearly 
of the opinion that the testimony is admissible as tending to show the fact of 
general co ion at the election. 

In the Southampton case (1 O’Malley and Hardcastle, page 221), the declara- 
tion of an agent to a man who had been discha: for voting nst the will of 
his employers, made after the election, was itted, 

The question was— 

Q; When you went back to your@vork after the election did you sce your 
employers’ foreman? . 

“A. Yes, sir. 

xn & What did he say to you? 

“(Mr. Gifford, for the respondents, objected.)” 

Mr. Justice Willes said: 

“ My impression is that what is done after the election can only be material 
as throwing light upon some transaction before the election, and so leading to 
the sappostion that there was before the election some violation of the corrupt- 
practices act. * * * I think the evidence is clearly admissible.” 

In two cases cited in Woolfenstan on Elections, 83, declarations of admitted 
agents were held competent, made several weeks after the election. 

Many other cases could be cited to maintain the same doctrine, but we do not 
deem it necessary to refer to them. 

We do not think that the objection that this is hearsay evidence is well taken 
for the reason already suggested. This testimony is admissible on another 
ground, that it is a statement of a co-conspirator as to the methods of the con- 
spiracy, before the conspiracy was over, and while the work was incomplete in 
which he was engaged, of preventing the election to the House of con- 


testant. P 

Believing the evidence of these witnesses to be true, and that it is entirely 
competent, and finding that their statements, so detrimental to the contestee, 
are uncontradicted and unexplained by him, we reject the poll of this precinct 
because of the general bribery which prevailed there. 


KELLEY’S ISLAND. 


The next precinct assailed by contestant is Kelley’sIsland, Here the vote was 
126 for contestee and 97 for contestant, making the majority for the former 29, 
fu ved last general election preceding this precinct had given a Democratic ma- 

y. 
The ground of objection to this precinct is the intimidation practiced by one 
Norman Kelley, who employed seventy men, nearly one-third of the voters on 
that island. The intimidation consisted in threats of loss of employment to his 
men in case they voted for contestant, 
tickets of the men on the election day by im. 

Section 7065 of the Revised Statutes of Ohio declares itto be a felony for an 
employer to threaten to withhold or reduce wages of or to d from service 
an x Stee in his employ with a view of influencing his vote. 

‘he effect of intimi on upon the result of an election is stated in the report 
made by ex-Speaker Keifer in the case of Donnelly vs. Washburn, already quoted. 

“The rule undoubtedly isin this country that when bribery, fraud, or intimi- 
dation is so interwoven with the vote of any v: precinct that it can not be 
eliminated from the aggregate vote cast with certainty, the whole vote of the 
precinct may and perhaps should be rejected,” 


ther with personal on of the 
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To show the nature and extent of the intimidation practiced in this peaa 
we call attention to the testimony of Norman Kelley and the other witnesses, 

Mr, Norman Kelley (page 308): 

“Q. Did you have any conversations with any of your men upon the subject 
aie me east (Mr, Hurd’s) candidacy for Congress? 

“Q. Did you have any conversation with your employés as to the subject of 
free trade and the effect which its adoption in this country would have upon 
their employment? i 

“A. I did, so far as my opinion on that question is concerned. 

“Q. Did yousay to your employés, or any of them, that the effect of the adop- 
tion of free trade would be, in your opinion, to em) the businessin which 
anes they were employed ? 

“Q. Did you say to your employés, or any of them, that in thé event of em- 
barrassment coming to your business by the adoption of free trade and the con- 
sequent necessary reduction of the force you employed, the persons to be first 
discha: would be those voting for the advocates of free trade? 

“A. No, sir; I have never told any one in my employ so unconditionally. 

“Q. Did you conditionally, and if so, with what conditions?” 

“A. I said to two or three of my employés that in case Mr. Hurd was elected 
to Congress and Mr. Cleveland was elected President, and if free trade was 
adopted in this country, the effect would be to materially injure our business, 
and in that event, in my opinion, we would undoubtedly [not] require over or to 
exceed one-half and roba liy notover one-third of our present force of men, and 
that we thought the interest of our men was the same as our own, 

“Q, W anything, did you say to these employés with whom you talked 
as tọ the racer ri of employés in the event of a reduction being made neces- 
sary by the el n of Hurd and Cleveland and the adoption of free trade? 

“A. I have not a distinct recollection of what I said. ` 

“Q. Can you give it generally and in substance? 

"A. Isaid in the event of the adoption of free trade that, our employés know: 
ing that their interest was identical with our own, we would naturally expect to 
retain those who voted for our interest and their own.” 

Fred W. Alvord (page by y 


“Q. State your name in full, and your place of residence, 


“A, Fred W. Alvord. Reside in Saudusky, Ohio. 
“Q. State your business, 
“A, Fish 


$ er. 
“Q. How long have you resided in Sandusky ? 

“A. Thirty-five years. 

“Q. Do you know Norman Kelley, of Kelley's Island? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. What is Mr. Kelley’s business? 

“A. Dealer in stone; has a stone-quarry, which he owns and operates. 

“Q. You may state whether you hada conversation With Mr, Norman Kelley, 
about the time of the October election of 1884, in which he stated to you his 
condus at that election; and, if so, you may state when and what that conver- 
sation was, 

"(Objected by contestee’s counsel.) i 

“A. This conversation occurred not about the time of the October election, but 
about three weeks ago, in Mr. Graham's d re, The conversation turned 
upon Mr, Hurd’s contest, and he wanted to know of me what I 


su 
mony, and said that he di 
there. I told him that I believed that Mr. H 


that things were not going very well atthe polls,and he mustcomeup. He 
fis and saxd to his men that came up to vote and that 
very detrimental 
to his interests, and that if Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Hurd were elected, and Mr, 
Hurd's views should prevail under a Democratic administration, he should not 
robably want over one-third as many men in his businessas he wasthen employ- @ 
be; and thatif he was compelled to any ofhis men he should discharge 
those who were not voting or working for hisinterests. He then said he did not 
consider it intimidation, but that it was a matter of business with him; that ho 
had to protect his own interests.” 
Nicholas Smith (page 97): 
* Nicholas Smith, being sworn, testified as follows: 
"Q. State your name and place of residence. 
“A. Nicholas Smith; Kelley’s Island, Ohio. 
“Q. Howjlong have you resided on Kelley's Island? 
y “A, Icame herein 1860. Wasemployed here two years before I became a resis 
ent. 
“Q. State your business. 
“ A. Mason, stone-cutter, and cementer. 
“Q. You may state whether you were present at the polls atthe election held 
br, — oy, of October, 1884. 


es, sir. 

“Q. You may state what-duty, if any, you had at that election. 

‘A, Was there as a challenger and worker for the age 

“Q. ro zay state whether you are acquainted with Mr. Norman Kelley. 

“A, I am, sir. 

“Q. You may state whether Mr. Kelley was at the polls on the 14th day of Oc- 
tober last. 

“A, He was. 

“Q. You may state what Mr. Kelley did at the polls, 

“ A. Kelley was standing outside, on the steps of the hall. I stood alongside 
ofhim. Some of his men came up; one bh pariaan- Eon ages He either 
handed out a ticket or Kelley gave one to ; the ticket wasin sight. Kelley 
said, ‘Putitin! put it in!’ ley advanced toward the voting-box. Kelley: 
followed him and I followed Kelley in rotation through the crowd. Kelley came 
out toward the steps in. I said to him, ‘Why don't you let your men have 
their own free will? None of your bulldozing here ;’ and he says, ‘ None of. 
your damn business,’ and he called me a liar, I said, ‘It is my business,’ T 
think I used the term, * This is played out.’ He hauled off and made an 
attempt to strike me. There was more words used besides that, which I don’t 
recollect. After that he left. This was about 5 or 6 o'clock, just before the polls 
closed. I know it was quite dark in the hall. 

“Q. What is Mr, Kelley's business? g 

“A, He is carrying on ee ta SS 

“Q. How many men does Mr. Kelley employ? 

“ A. He employs—not that I know exactly—as much as fifty men this—did 
last summer; I can’t tell exactly. 

“Q. Was Pete Diffley in the sy at aig of Mr. Kelley? 

“A. Ishould think he was; he been employed for years previous to this 
election; he is now, : 

“Q. You may state whether there is more than one voting precinct at Kelley's 
Island or not? 

“A. Only one; it is all I know of.” 


- 
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George P. Bristol è 

w Gaoae P; nso ent hy testified as follows: 

“Q. State your name in full, residence, and business. 

“A. George P. Bristol; residence, Kelley’s Island, Ohio; superintendent for 
Norman Kelley & Co. £ 
he So How long have you resided on Kelly’s Island, and do you still reside 

ere 

“A, Since 1860 permanently, and I still live there. 

“Q. ulia is Mr. orun Kaera hanat i wih 

“A, He ing on the ston pe-gro > 

“Q. How cui a had Mr. Kelley in his eet ta atthe time of the Oc- 
tober election, held October 14,1884? ‘ 

“ A. As near as I can recollect, somewhere between fifty and sixty men. __ 

“Q, Were you familiar and did you meet frequently the men engaged in his 
employment? 

“A, Twas familiar with them, and met them frequently every day. i 

“Q. You may state what, if anything, the men employed by Mr, Kelley said to 
you that Mr. Kelley had said or done to them to influence their vote at the Con- 
gressional election held in October last. $ 

“(Attorney for contestee objects to this question.) 

“A, He had told them that they should not vote for Mr. Hurd, or ought not to 
vote for Mr, Hurd. The men told me this. I did not hear Mr. Kelley say this. 

“Q, You may state what he said to the men. - 

“A, The men told me that Mr, Kelley said to them that they ought not to vote 
for Mr. Hurd because he was a free-trader, and that free trade would ruin his 
business; that if Mr, Cleveland and Hurd were elected that we would have free 
trade, and he would be forced to discharge some of his men. He told one of the 
men, who told me, that if we had free trade those who voted the Democratic 
ticket would be the first to go. Only one man told me this. 

“Q. Does Mr. Kelley take an active interest in political matters? 

“A, Not generally. y 

“Q, Was he active in political matters at the time of the October elections, 

9 


1884? 

“A, He was on the day ofelection. _ 

“Q. You may state what Mr. Kelley did on the day of election. 

“A, I really could not state, I was on the board, There was a large crowd 
in the room and I was busy writing. 7 

“Q. In what Sapati did you act at that election? 

“A, Was one of the clerks of the board. 

“Q, At what time did you first notice Mr. Kelley about the voting place? 

“A, I think he was down and voted early in the morning; am not positive, 

“Q. Did he remain during the day? 

“A, Ithink not, 

“Q. When did you next notice him around the polls? r 

“A. It was some time in the afternoon. It may have been 4 o'clock, oritmay 
have been still later. It was some time late in the afternoon. 

“Q. After what time did the men employed by him vote? 

“A, I should say between 5 and 6 o’clock hi m, 

“Q. Did Lester Carpenter or John Woodford, at any time during the day of 
that election, to your knowledge, go to the quarry and request Mr. Kelley to 
come to the polls? 

“A. I don’t know anything about whether they did or not. 

“Q. Do you know whether anybody on that day went to the quarry and made 


that request? 
“u do not.” 
Michael Hughes : 


“ Michael Hughes, being sworn, testified as follows: 

“Question, State your name in full. 

“ Answer. Michael Hughes. 

“Q. State your business and place of residence. 

“ A. Reside on Kelley's Island; my business is farming. R 
you were present at the pollsat the election held on the 


lith of Octo t, 
‘A. Iwas, 
“Q. Do you know Norman Kelley? 
“A. I do. 


Q. Do you know the men in the employ of Norman Kelley? 

WAS z enald not say ome. a I know some of Apen jia E 

ed ou may state whether Mr. Kelley was present at voting ce at the 
dean held on the Mth of October last. 

“A, I did not notice him in the forenoon, He was there in the afternoon 
pretty much all the time. 

“Q. You may state what Mr. Kelley was doing at the polls that day. 

“A. Idid notsee him electioneering withanybody buthisownmen. He stood 
at the door of the hall where they went in to yote; told his men he would like 
to see their tickets, Some showed them, some did not. I did not know that he 
wanted them to scratch anybody but Frank H. Hurd. 

“Q. Do you know how Mr. Kelley came to be at the polls in the afternoon? 

“A. My reason is, he was very strongly opposed to Frank Hurd's election. I 
do nag know any other reason, It was a very unusual thing to see Mr, Kelley 
at the 


lis. . 
“Q. von may state whether or not Mr. Kelley was very bitter in his opposi- 


tion to Mr. Hurd. 

“A, He worked very hard against Mr. Hurd with his own men. I objected 
once to his electioneering with his men in the building where they were voting. 
He told me it was none of my business. I said no more to him.’ 

A. P, Duysing (page ep 

“Mr. A. P, Duysing, of lawful age, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

“Question. State your name, residence, and occupation. 

“Answer. A. P. Duysing; Kelley’s Island; am a saloon-keeper. 

“Q. How long have you lived on the island, Mr. Duysing? 

“A. Twenty-six years. 

‘i Q: Were you on the island about the time of the October election, 1851? 

. Yes, sir. 

“Q. State what you know, if anything, of any conversations about the time of 

said election in your place of business in regard to any intimidation by any per- 


son. 
“A. All I knowis, I heard some of Norman Kelley’s men say that he tried to 
intimidate them, but to mention names I can not recollect. That’s the truth. 
I heard it several times. 
“Q. Whatis your impression as to the time; was it before or after election? 
“A, Soon after election. 


“A, I don't know. 
“Q. Did you hear of his intimidating or attempting to intimidate any one? 


terpenes to tntimidate any one? 


“A, From 10 till 1 in the afternoon. 

“Q. Did you see Mr, Norman Kelley at the polls? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you hear Mr, Norman Kelley make any remarks to any of his em- 
ployés during said day? 

“A, Yes, sir, 

“Q. State, according to the best of your recollection, what the substance of 
any remark was which Mr, Norman Kelley made and to whom he addressed it, 

“A. He addressed the remark to several of the parties that were with him. 
He made the remark to some men that passed along, ' You will be one of the 
first ones that will have to go.’ i 

“Q, Before said election did you know or hear of Mr, Norman Kelley attempt- 
ing ty influence any voter to vote the Republican ticket? 


No, sir. 

“Q. Can you recollect the names of any of the men to whom Mr, Kelley ad- 
dressed this remark? If so, give them. 

“A, One of them was Mr. Casey that was in the crowd together, That is the 
only name I can give; the others I know when I see them, 

“Q. How many others were there as you remember? 

“A. There were four or five as they came back from voting. 

“Q. Now, Mr. Woodford, please state what, in your opinion, was the motive 
of Mr, Kelley in making this remark. 

“A. I should suppose it was because they did not vote to suit him; I don’t 
know what else it could be. That is my opinion. 

2 mA Please state whether or not there was a general opinion in the island that 
Mr. Kelley was attempting to influence his employés. 

“A, Ihave no way of knowing that. 

“Q. Have you ever heard such a statement made cither before or after this 
election? “a 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, Mr. Woodford, please state how it was you happened to be so long 
at the polls on the day of said election. ? 
“A. I had acut foot—crippled. 


“ Cross-examination by Mr. SCHENCK: 


“Q. You say that you never heard Mr. Norman Kelloy oe toany of his em- 
ployés about their voting before the election, and that all you heard him say 
was after Casey had voted. He said to him, ‘You will be one of the first ones 
togo.’ Now, what time of the day wasit that Norman Kelley said this to Casey, 
and was it inside or outside of the building where the voting took place? 

“A, It was not far from 5 o'clock p. m. ; it might have been a little before ora 
little after. This was said to Casey inside the pe 

Jacob Rauft (page 155): 

“Q. State your name, residence, and occupation. 

“A, Jacob Rauft; Kelley's Island; am a cobbler. 

“Q. How long have you lived on Kelley’s Island? 

“A, As long as I have lived. 

“Q. Were 7% in Kelley’s Island at the time of the last election? 

“A, Yes; I voted. 

x Q. Ton mean the State election for Congressman, in October, 1884, do you? 

‘A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. State what, if anything, you know in regard to Mr. Norman Kelley tak 
a ticket from a voter on the day of said election. z ing 

“A. Well, what I know about is this: I went up to vote some time in the af- 
ternoon, and I seen Mr. Norman Kelley standing there looking at a ticket. 
Whether it was a Republican ticket or a Democratic ticket I don’t know. That's 
all I know about it, I don’t know where he went or anybody else. I went to 
vote. 

“Q. Bayon, or did you not, see him take the ticket from any person? 

“A, I did not see him take it; I don’t know whether the man showed it to 
him or he took it; he was looking at it; that’s all I saw. 

^Q. Give the name of the man. 

“A. Anwander, I think, was his name.” 

We think this testimony clearly shows that Mr. Kelley intended to intimidate 
his employés, that he made the men acquainted with his pu , and that he 
carried it out by his presence and conduct at the polls on election y. 

Itis urged by counsel for contestee that the proof does not show that ; the in- 
timidation is not shown to have made the result different from what it other- 
wise might have been. It wasclaimed that contestant was bound to prove that 
the intimidation compelled the employés to vote for contestee, 

_ We do not think this isthe law. We are of the opinion that where intimida- 
tion is practiced over mensufficientin number to affect the result the burden of 
proof is devolved upon him in whose interest the intimidation was done, to show 
that the intimidation did not affect the result, If this proof be not made, the 
intimidation is so interwoven with the vote that itis impossible to separate with 
ee certainty the good from the bad vote, and the whole precinct must 

rejected, 

In Cunningham on Elections (page 154) it is said: 

“Another very important proposition of election law is established by the case, 
namely: That when the law has been violated and outraged, and intimidation 
organized, the onus is on the respondent of showing that that intimidation and 
violence have not produced their natural consequence.” 

In Rogers on Elections (page 240) it is said: 

“In same case a petitioner has been called on to show that but for the riot he 
would have been in a majority—a course of proof which, even if the interests of 
the sapere and sitting member were alone involved in the inquiry, would 
not be satisfactory, but the public has an interest in protecting the freedom of 
election (Glan., 58, 108,118), which principle isas much violated by the intimida- 
tion and coercion of the minority as of the majority. Besides, by what course of 
pon is such a fact to be established? Are voters to be callec to prove that but 

or their fears they would or they would not have voted in a particular way? 
How few men have courage voluntarily to admit their want of firmness or an 
trying oceasion, and if willing to make such admission, who, king of his 
own fags Rag tell how far fear may have influenced it? Besides, if such an 
inquiry is to be resorted to atall, it seems reversing the order of proof to uire 
the complaining party to show what would have been the resultof the election? 
As soon. as a serious riot has been proved, the freedom of election has been vio- 
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who u the election and return to show that the 
fact, alter what would have been the result of the election, supposing no riot 
hea an case, 10 O'Malley and Hardcastle, 2. 

n the ™ 

“In this case it was argued for the respondent pred aosta E ne upon 
the petitioner to show that undue influence was by the respondent in 
such a way that he thereby obtained a majority, because (it was said) it was im- 
possible for the Hc png to prove th ion of this; in other words, that 
the respondent the right to say to the petitioner, ‘You are in a minority, 
and you must show that the mind of each voter who made up my majority has 
been unduly influenced.’” 

Mr. Justice Keogh said in his judgment: 

“I may say at once that the argument put forward by the respondent is one 
from which I wholly and entirely dissent. It is subversive in my mind of the 
whole principle of freedom of election. It is said by the counsel fortherespond- 
ents that freedom of election is secured mbarra the majority are shown to 
have had the power of recording their vote, Ideny that altogether. This was 
not a a contest between the respondent and the petitioner, There isan- 
other and greater interest than belongs to either of them; there is the public 
interest, The humblest individualin the whole of this constituency has as good 
aright, without fear or intimidation, to come to the court-house on the day of 
election as the richest man upon the register, and as good a right as the great 
majority of the community.” 


lated, prima facie; therefore the election and return are void, and it is for those 
Pr disturbance did not, in 


As to the part of the argument above quoted he said: 
“ Even if this argument were applied to the case of bribery, it might be hard, 
if there was an extensively o system, to trace it to each individual voter, 


and in the case of treating detection would be still more difficult. But in both 
these cases you have something to lay your hands upon; you have money, you 
have food, you have drink, But when ys come to intimidating, who is there 
would venture to gauge its influence? Who can tell what is its effect upon the 
human mind? 

“It is not possible to give evidence in a court of justice which would carry out 
the proposition which been laid down by the counsel for the respondent 
here, and if at all it is to be made a matter of evidence, the onus of proof should 
be thrown upon them to show that when the law has been violated, when gross 
outrage and intimidation haye been organized, that intimidation and that vio- 
lence have not produced their natural consequence, namely, terrifying the people 
from the pace pak of their legitimate practices.” 

The county of North Durham, 2 0’ Malley and Hardcastle, page 156. 

In this case the election was sought to be avoided on account of intimidation. 
In the county there were numerous Shir | precincts. In some of them it did 
not appear that intimidation was p . Mr, Baron Bramwell decided that 
if the majorities in the precincts affected were not sufficient to the gen- 
eral result, while the election would be void in the precincts affi yet the 
sitting member would notbe disturbed. If, however, they did affect the major- 
ity, the sitting member would be u * 

In the course of the opinion Mr. Baron Bramwell said: 

“But besides this [statutory intimidation] there is another intimidation that has 
been called a common-law intimidator, and it applies to a case where the in- 
timidation is of sucha character, so general and extensive in its operation, that 
it can not be said that the polling was a fair representation of the opinion of the 
constituency, If the intimidation was local or partial—for instance, if in this 
case it had been limited to one district, as Hetton is, Ihave no doubt that in that 

ease it would have been wrong to have set aside this because one could 
have seen to demonstration that the result could not y have been brought 
_ about by that intimidation, and that the result would not have been different if 


it, it can not be said that the election was free, or represent 
yi inion of the constituency, but that it must be held void on account of that in- 
idation. 
orl gan donina bas agree! a gh this House in the case of Ford vs, 
Abbott and Goode vs. Piatt, in the Forty-fourth Congress. In these cases the 
of the precincts where the navy-yard vote was cast was thrown out on ac- 
count of intimidation practiced by the officers in the . The burden of proof 
was eb be De upon ee conrames to show that the violation of the law had not 
affected the 
The contestee has failed to show that the intimidation practiced in his in- 
terest did not affect the result, and as that intimidation was great enough to 
affect the majority in the precinct, we are of the opinion that the return from 
this precinct should be excluded. 


PRECINCT C, WARD 3, TOLEDO. 


on, and taking them out and placing 
them upon the table. i 

Mr. Bell is shown to be a partisan Republican, taking an active interest in pol- 
ities and the man ent of elections. 

The testimony of one clerk of the election, David Emerick, is offered to show 
that this interference was made with the ballots by Mr. Bell. He is corrobo- 
rated y ibe. Potter, the Democratic judge, who reproved Bell for his unwar- 
ranted dling of the ballots. 

The contestee puts Mr. Bell upon the stand, who denies that he in any way in- 
terfered with the ballots at the October election, but admits that he at the 
November election. 

It is attempted to sustain his testimony by the evidence of one Republican 
og Mr. Waterman, andthe por, pacourigeg clerk, Mr. Wilhelm, The other judge, 

. Kirk, is not produced as a witness. Both these witnesses admitted that Mr. 
Bell attempted to take the ballots out of the bex at one of the two elections, for 
which Judge Potter reproved him. Mr. Waterman says that he had an indefi- 
nite recollection of something occurring at the November election (page 222). 
The other says (page 271): xe X 

“I don't know whether it was at the October or November election that he 

. Bell] attempted to remove ballots from the box, but at that time J 
otter in ed and told him not to doso. My impression is that it was 
November, but it might haye been in October.” 
These uncertain im] ons of these two witnesses can not overcome the 


positive and clear t of Mr, Emerick that Mr. Bell did repeatedly take 
tickets stk oe box and handle them at the October election before the count- 
was done. 


however, an ee ee ee eee, 
of Mr.C. A. (page 146) and rge B. Boone (page 145). 


_ These witnesses both testify that on the next evening after the October elec- 
tion Mr. Emerick told them that Mr. Bell had interfered with the ballots the 


We submit the testimony of David Emerick, which we think is fully corrob- 
orated by the other evidence, 

David Emerick (page 11): 

“Q. What is your name, and where do you reside? 

“A, David Emerick; I reside in Precinct C, third ward, Toledo. 
; ee capacity did you act at the State election held on the 14th of Oo- 
ober last? 

“A, Clerk at the election, 

“Q. Were you present at the poll during the whole day? 

“A, Twas; all day}, with the exception of going to dinner and to supper, 

“Q. Who were the judges of election, and who was your associate clerk? 
_ “A, Emory Potter, sr., was one judge; Waterman (I don’t know what his 
initials are), and Kirk (I don’t know what his initials are) ; those were thejudges, 
H. W. Wilhelm was the other clerk. 
z “Q. Who kept your poll-books while you were absent at dinner? Stateif you 

now, 

“ A. I don’t know who kept them. 

“Q. Were they kept in the handwriting of your associate, Mr. Wilhelm. 

“Q Were yon pres t when the polls losed and th ingof the bal 

ere you present when were c an eo; 0 e e 

lot-boxes aA ? ie iiD 


“A, Iwas. 

“Q. You may go on and state in what manner the ballots were taken from tho 
box and counted, and what occurred worthy of note in process of counting. 

“A, Mr, Kirk unlocked the ticket-box andthrew probably one hundred and 
fifty or one hundred and seventy-five tickets on the table, and the judges pro- 
ceeded to open them up and assort them. They open upand assort them by pil- 
ing the straight Republican tickets on one pile, the scratched Republican tickets 
on another pile, the straight Democratic tickets on one pile, and the scratched 
Democratic tickets on one pile. While they were asso’ those tickets Mr, 
Kirk took out of the box and put on the table, aman they 
position at the head of the table, eee a leaning on the ballot-box, and as 
the tickets were exhausted which Mr. Kirk threw out, this man Bell would take 
them out of the box and throw them en the table. He would continue that as 
often as the tickets were exhausted, I can’t tell how many times he did this, 

“Q. What was his position with reference to the ballot-box and the officers 
of the election? 

“A, The ballot-box stood on the end of the table; Mr. Waterman, the Repub- 
lican judge, sat on the right at the side of the table, and Mr. Kirk sat on the left 
at the side of the table. The Republican judge, Mr, Potter, sat next to Mr, Kirk 
and Isat next to Mr. Waterman. Mr. W. sat nexttome. Mr. Bell stood 
at the head of the table with his arm on the ballot-box, and as the tickets would 
exhaust he would put his hand in the ballot-box and put them on the table as 
the Ng pair sort them out. 

t, if anything, was said by you or any one else at the time as to that 
course of procedure? 


done; I didn’t think it was the proper way to do it, Soe ee b 
more about elections than I ever knew. I told him that it *t make an: f- 
et peer etait doen ewer He erag Se sworn to count the votes and I 
had nothing to say about it, neither e, as I was merely a clerk there. 

“Q. How many times did Mr. Bell open the box and take the ballots out, ap- 
proximately? 


“ A. Several times; I don’tremember just how many. Ithink he tookall the 
tickets, with the exception of those that Mr. Kirk took out first. 

“Q. How many tickets would you say, then, that Mr. Bell handled? 

“A. I couldn’t say the number, because Mr. Kirk took outa handful. I think 
that Mr. Kirk took out about one hundred and seventy-five or two hundred; 
there might have been more and there might have been Jess, and Mr, Bell threw 
the balance of the tickets on the table. 

“Q. To what political 

“A. He is a Republican, I think. 

“Q. State, if you know, whether or not he has been an active Republican poli- 


‘tician in this city. 


“A. He has that reputation. 
“Q. State whether or not the tickets were all taken from the box one by onc. 
**A, They were not. 
a & How were the tickets counted from these assorted piles of which you have 
en? 
ere A. They were counted in fives; the Republican straight tickets were counted 
first, and then the Demooratic straight tickets were counted; then the scratched 
in the same way, i. e., they were counted one by one.” 
Same witness (page 137): 
David Emerick, of lawful age, being by me duly sworn, as hereinbefore certi- 


fied, ae and says: 
“Q. You are the same David Emerick, are you, whose deposition has been 
heretofore taken in matter by the contestant? 


A. Lam. 

= bn eee may state who took the tickets from the ballot-box atthe time of the 
October election of 1884 just prior to their being counted. $ 

“(Question objected to as not being rebuttal.) 

"A. Robert Bell and Kirk, 

“Q. Who was Mr. Kirk that you refer to? 

“A. He was one of the judges. 

“Q. Did Mr. Waterman, one of the judges of elettion, take any tickets from 
the ballot-box? 

“ (Question objected to for the reason that the same is leading and not rebut- 

1 


tal. 
“A, He did not. 


vening before while we were counting 
out the votes. Mr.Smith asked me if there wasn’t anybody there to look after 
toe Demnpcredle party's interest bakes ine and Judge Potten, I told him there 
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Were not; = he would see that there would be somebody there next 
election; so he came gr agave pes in November, and there while 
we were counting out 
3 + ‘Sahel objected toas not being rebuttal, and being incompetent and imma- 
er 

oO) Was Mr. Smith, whom you r to, present — the ai of the 

vote in Precinct C, third ward, at the bee election of 1884 
bo “(Ob toas erial and not rebuttal.) 

“A. He was not present, 
“Q. At what time did he reach the pollsatthe time of the November election 


of 1834 ? 
*( Question ected to as immaterial and not rebuttal.) 

“A. I should judge about half 6 or 7 o'clock. 

“Q. State in what way, if any, Robert H. Bell interfered at the time of the Oc- 
tober election, 1884, in Precinct C of the third ward, with asd work of the judges 
and clerks in poings and counting thevote of that electio 

“(Question objected to as leading and not rebuttal.) 

“A. He took tickets out of the ballot-box, put them on the table, took my 
polling-sheet, and wrote a lot of names while Í was gone to dinner.” 

The only explanation of the agp gh of Bell, as meg 4 stated, attempted was 
to show that the tampering with the box occurred in November. e are of 
opinion that contestee has Tailed in the The act of Bell is there- 
fore without anything to extenuate or j 

In allelections the most important thing to bs shown is that the votes counted 
were those cast. There can be no assurance of this fact, except that the ballots 
have been preserved in the exclusive Soman of the officers charged with the 
duty of keeping them. Any interference with them ot chy onenian ee 
any handling or tak: them into possession by others than the ropie ama, 
whereby an opportunity to tamper with them and alter them given, 
will be fatal to the count, unless the Sonas and most satisfactory explanation 
has been made of the conduct of sųch persons. The burden is shifted to the 
contestee to show that what was ss did not interfere with the ascertainmen 
of the true result. This doctrine is declared in Duffy’s case, supra, where tis 


said 

“Besides, where the officers of an election board, as shown by the evidence in 
this case, have, either through design or ignorance, neglected to comply with 
some of the essential requirements of thelaw, * è presumption in favor of 
the } , fairness, and regularity of the "Necticti predicated upon a return 
and ta. ly-sheet ought not to weigh heavily with a tribunal seeking to vindicate 
and administer the law. The burden of proof must beshifted to the other side. 
Those who are advantaged nk hag an election must show affirmatively its gen- 
eral rages) otherwise it will become the duty of the court to throw it out 
altogether, 

Here no proof was offered upon this point by the contestee, except to attempt 
to show that the interference with the ots by Mr. Bell occurred at the No- 
vember election. This attempt having failed, the conduct of Mr. Bell remains 
without extenuation, indeed fuller of pcs ye because of the effort to set up a 
false explanation of it. it. 

The rule of the law in disposing of a return made where the ballots have been 
taken from the custody of the proper officers is laid down in a case decided in 
the New York senate, hereafter cited. 

The penalty for interference with ballots in Ohio before counting is very se- 
vere. 


‘ * 

“Whoever at any nore Parrott inner ts either by force, fraud, or other im r 
T paana orany balls 
fore the bal- 
lots are duly taken out of such ballot-box na eiS? the judges of the 
election, Soari to law, shall be imprisoned in the iyasa Aesi not more than 

mir were nor less than one year.” 
act here prohibited z ae merely the fraudulent taking possession of bal- 
lo 6 ban the illegal taking of them by ay improper means. This shows the 
view in which the Ohio e a TE Gh the g aot any opportunity to unauthor- 

ized persons to tamper with the yotes, 

The New York case above angen aig so vas the case of Cary ts. esac dl New 


nay tho 


York pay ri ect Cases, page 47: 
is 5 
“The larit; before the committee on protest of the boara of can- 
vassers, and * * + fore the committee of this house, in relation to the 


eon A a ward, co 3 caer yg ore fact ae wae 
‘erhune, a nm not an inspector pated e CANVASS Oi votes for 
members of assembly, and performed acis and duties allowed by law to be per- 


handlin 
stituted ots of the’contesting member for the sitting member. In other 
words, that he could have substituted one ballot for another. Itfurtherappeared 
before your committee that said Terhune was a friend and cen of the con- 
testant, and a Republican in apg ha holding ruben erry Republican su 
visor under the late statutes of the U. ting to elections. Itfi 
appeared that said Terhune took no on in the canvass of the general or Gone 
gressional ballots, but only took part in the canvass of the assembly ballots. It 
was not preten: ded or ed that Terhune’s tac rang wag Ak by Judge Woodruff 
as a United ney a supervisor gave him any authority to interfere or take part 


in the canvass of the assembly ballots. 
sess 


subpeenaed, * * 
has has failed to present himself to make any excuse or lanation for his rare 
pation in the canvass of the assembly ballots of the eighteenth district of 
sixteenth ward. 

“Your committee have carefully considered the evidence on this branch of the 

ease, and while they would be unwilling to reject any poll upon mere techni- 
calities, yet in the case of the poll of the eighteenth district of the sixteenth ward, 
in the judgment of Kants committee, the violation of the law in allowing Mr. Ter- 
hune, not an inspector, to handle the votes of member of assembly is palpable, 
as it offered an opportunity for the commission of fraud. 

“Your committee, ore, upon due deliberation, haye rejected the poll or 
votes for each of the parties insa d district, which are as follows: * 

After quoting the statutes of Ror York prohibiting persons from interfering 
with the canvass of votes: 

“There is a distinct and positive prohibition —— persons from engaging 
in * è + the canvass or estimate of votes, exce t inspectors ı of election an 
poll clerks. Can it be pretended that the act of hune è * was nota 
direct violation of the statute, and being so, the propriety of throwing out the 
poll of that district can not, with due eae to the right of su , be for one 
moment questioned, * It seems to your committee that it would be a 
most dangerous precedent b establish, that the chairman of a board of inspect- 

ore. oF even a majority of the board, can call in any person to canvass the votes. 
ey can call in one, they can call ‘in two, five,orten. Under sucha construc- 
tion of the law, what security would there be to the ballot?” 


was signed by Hon. David B. Hill, present governor of the State 


This 
oe R rs ‘ks ene ak ae Bc loaa equal force, to the 
e remar] a case 
consideration. would oem because of 


the ballots. 
It is urged that Mr. Tall: wesa men of gool zopuiation, Lpp eigr rie 


should rebut the presumption that his conduct affected the The same 
Lge Ae tay wotlk pray od Mia enue bogs cited. but it availed him nothing, 
While the to his rep might have great weight in case he 


showing Be 
eden d 


Bell’s good reputation, 
to make a false explanation of mA conduct complained of. 


ILLEGAL VOTES IN THE CITY OF TOLEDO. 


In the direct examination of his witnesses the contestant 
of three hundred and forty-seven persons who had voted the different pre- 
cincts of Toledo, who were claimed to be illegal voters. 

It was proven as to these that they had voted at the October State election. san 
had not voted at the November Presidential election, a few weeks afterward. 
thorough comparison was made between the poll-books of the two elections fa 
each presno saua Aa neei all there were found many who had voted at the 


first and on. 
mt into the hands of 
upon the stand to tes- 


councilmen, among them, they had taken the and 

the PEE mA a anumber of prominent persons from every part of it 

sider the names. 

went 
Wi 


i 


This 
$b. 47, 50, 85, 06, 60, 62, GE 82, BA. Bo, 
is testimony entirely com: } makes out a iin 


= well settled. 


ofthe particular precinct in which they voted. The very nature of the cha: 
PiE ofthe proof. It involves to a great extent proof of a ‘ames 

tion respecting persons w) 

instances where there may be a 


State, vor in a distant part of the same State, the proof oan hardly be, from the na- 
d direct cha: these cases 


ture of the case, of a positive an: committee 
based their conclusions upon evidence Lae ar thao bien oot meee voted in that 
precinct before; were strangers to the old residents of the aint pees 
who had acted ‘asj and clerks of election for a prey te OL TES Ben 

no home or business in the xp teeta to their ts home 


acquaintance, 
and busin and that they disappeared from thedays of the pein ie their 
SEDAI not having fridi vered since even by the canvass-takers. 


With this evidence on the one side so aea Seg Pani rebuttal wert A the production of the 


voter, if a resident, or of some one else to be a resident, yet left 
oe nee could come to no ose conclusion than to reject 

It is com ee Se ne ee ee had been made for per- 
sons all to have voted d the result thereof, but what was said 


iar time is not Samo (Brightly, page 414.) 

Section 356 in McCrary, n page S01 , is as follows: 

“For the purpose of wing that non-residents have voted, witnesses are 
often called to whose names appear 
voted are not known to them as residents of the fesil for or Dat it fo precinct, as 
worth; LE 

or 


on hand, if ao distri weber territory is 
witness pee that his acquaintance with inhabitants 
searcely fail to know any person who may have resided eat song Se enough 
to become a voter, his evidence arae T povesi] especially if it eo 
appears that soon after the election the 
found in the district within the limits od pe which all voters must reside. Proof or 
this character must at least be regarded sufficient to shift the burden upon the 
regions anara ofsuch alleged non-resident be counted, and require 
show raisses an that he is a dona fide resident.” 

The a ized the force niri ee rule of the lawand accepted the onus 
of the to show that the persons whose names were pre- 
sented by ae a were not illegal voters, but the qualifications 

necessary to make them electors at the various cts where they voted. 

It is claimed that many of the persons alleged to have voted illegally were 
Germans, whose names were m: ed by the clerks of the —— on the poll- 
books. In some other precincts fers occurred. 
mistakes of this kind, ja for all ie 
of Toledo and the precinets where ypo polled, we find that contestant awe 
TAES eae eee oe ee ledo at that election. 

In the 1 ist of names printed in the majority report this was true. This wasa 
recinct, s argo majority for contestant, where contestee 
ow in iis way that lew illegal votes were cast, 

that there is no evidence to prove for whom these votes were 


What disposition shall be made in a 
ere is no proof as to how they were 


It is admitted 
given. 

The question thus directly presented 
contested election of illegal votes where 
cast? 

McCrary says that there are three methods of disposing of such votes. These 


are— 

(1) To declare the election void; f. e., the election at the precinct where the 
illegal votes were cast; (2) to a subiraoi the votes from each proportionally, and 
(3) to deduct them from the ay 

Ind ing of these ballots we ink that each precinct should take care of 
its own illegal vote. Where an election is d void, it should be that held 
in the precinct where the illegal votes are cast, This is the rule laid down in 
the case of Goode vs. Platt, page 679: 

“When illegal or fraudulent votes have been proven, and the poll can not be 

with reasonable certainty, the whole vote must be 
the result in the 


Where the illegal votes are not numerous enough to 
preci: eee May m: must pree be subtracted from the candidate proportionally or 
o: 


aono first Roo o ory. It is practically dividing the illegal votes 
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between the candidates, upon the principle that the illegal voters have voted as 
the lawful voters did. This is nota fair presumption, as from the fact that large 
numbers of illegal votes are cast in a precinct it may well be inferred that it 
was intended by those who cast them to vent the natural division of the 
votes from being effectual. Besides, when the majority in a precinct for a can- 
didate is small, it would require a Ley? ill vote to affect the result; ¢. 
e.,under this*rule numbers of illegal votes could be cast with impunity, 
providing they left on 7 a small majority for the successful candidate. 

We think that the rule of eatery the votes from the majority candidate in 
each precinct is the correct one. It is on this theory only that the election can 
be avoided where there are enough illegal votes to affect the result. 

It will make each candidate take care of his own precinct. It will make it 
forthe interest of jud; to prevent illegal votes which may injure their friends, 
It will cause that candidate to lose the-yotes who through his friends might have 
prevented their being cast. 

‘This rule is approved in the case of Le Moyne vs, Farwell, Digest of 1871, page 
442, and Goode vs, Platt, Digest of 1871, page 686. 

In Commonwealth vs. McCloskey, Brightly’s Cases, page 211; in Marblehead 
a. ee in Cushing’s Manual, Election Cases; and in In vs. Duffy, 4 Brews- 

r, page 173. 

é The Laps a also approved in Massachusetts Reports of Contested Elec- 
ons, pages 5 

In the recent case of In vs. Barker, 10 Phila., 596, the syllabus is as follows: 

“ When legal and illegal votes have been counted in nately and a ma- 
jority have resulted in various districts, embraced in the general return, whether 
for one candidate or the other, the only means whereby even approximate 
oo may be reached is to requre him for whose advantages such majority 

nure to lift the curse which the law bas imposed upon the illegal ballots; other- 
wise they will be deducted from his count.” 


From Precinct A, ward 2... 
From Precinct B, ward 2. 


135 


From the following precincts in Toledo, which gave Mr. Hurd a majority, the 
following deductions should be made: 


From Precinct A, ward 4... 


From Precinct C, ward 4... 6 
From Precinct A, ward 5..... l4 
From Precinct B, ward 5 9 
From Precinct A, ward 7. 3 
From Precinct A, ward 8...... 10 
56 

The views we have expressed will result in the following change in the 


aunt: 

Exclude Precinct B, eighth ward, Toledo...... 
Kelley's Island..........0.00+« aces ceosees 
Precinct C, third ward, Toledo.. 


Deduct also illegal votes in Toledo ....sssssssersrssvereenerssnesrensenn abbin seiicorguniebonssate 


Deduct contestee’s MAJOTILY.........cerserereeseceeneessennssensens saist co bondoa sa E 


We therefore find that the majority for contestant is 255. 

We therefore offer for adoption the following resolutions : 

Resolved, That Jacob Romeis was not elected a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-ninth Congress from the tenth Congressional district of 

hi 3 
= Resolved, That Frank H. Hurd was elected a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-ninth Congress from the tenth Congressional district of 
Ohio. 

Respectfully submitted. a 

i 4 THOMAS A. ROBERTSON, 
JOHN 8. HENDERSON, 
THOMAS CROXTON., 
JOHN M. MARTIN, 


Mr. R. S. GREEN, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the following 
as the views of a portion of the arag A 

The undersigned, being unable to en y agree with the conclusions and rec- 
ry ence aT of ae majority, or of the minority presented by Mr, ROBERTSON, 

bmit the following: 
ae ment the certificate of the judges of Precinct B, eighth ward of the 


In our juc 
city of ah ‘0, is successfully impeached. We must, therefore, resort to other 
prt Beare to ascertain if possible the true result of the election in that precinct, 


The testimony taken shows that the ballots, after the close of the election, in- 
stead of being taken one by one from the ballot-box, counted, and strung, as re- 
quired by law, were emptied upon the table, opened, classified, bunched in fives 
of strai hit tickets, the scratched ones also assorted, and then counted and re- 
coun with ever-varying result as to the a number; at onetime there 
being 7 more than the names on the poll- , and finally 4 less than the 
proper number, and after this handling, “those that were left,” in the words of 
one witness, were returned to the box, to betaken out and canvassed as required 


by law. 

rhe statutes of Ohio are ample to secure gama hia’ count and certainty of 
determination. It is true that their provisions are d one aod their disregard 
not sufficient, of itself,to avoid an election. But this violation is not now in- 
voked forsuch purpose. We arein search of reliable testimony outside the cer- 
tificate to ascertain with reasonable certainty what was the vote for each candi- 
date, The final count might furnish this if these irregularities did not raise a 
suspicion, and the actual loss of eleven ballots did not conclusively show that 
they had been tampered with. If twelve,how many more? In the light of this 
testimony there is no certainty that the ballots at last counted were those which 
were deposited in the box by the voters, and we are without evidence toremove 
the uncertainty. In this emergency there is no other course to pursue than to 
reject the poll, 


The evidence, in our opinion, shows that enough illegal votes were cast at other 
ints in the district to affect the result after the elimination of the poll at Precinct 
„eighth ward, city of Toledo. There is no proof whatever in the case for whom 
such illegal votes were cast. Weare unable to with either the majority or 
minority in their conclusions as to what should be done with this vote. 

M „in his work on elections, second edition, page , SAYS: 
beaa Serving Woe earn poner 18 will OOTA EOE, be SENSA Se 

g the same power, oubtless, gene: , be rega as 
safer and more conducive to the ends of justice to order such new election than 
to reach a result by the application of the rule eenaa; namely, to deduct the 
illegal votes proportionately from both candi acco! to the entire vote 
returned foreach. Hecontinues:] Itwould seem, therefore, ti ı a case where 
the number of bad yotes proven is sufficient to affect the result, and in the ab- 
sence of any evidence to enable the court to determine for whom they were cast, 
thecourt must decide upon one of the three following alternatives, namely: 
uia Declare the election void. 

“(2) Divide the illegal votes between the candidates in proportion to the 
whole vote of each. 

“ (3) Deduct the illegal vote from the candidate having the highest vote. 

“ And it is clear, also, that wherein such a case no great public inconvenience 
would result declaring the election void and seeking a decision by an ap- 
peal to the electors, that course should be adopted.” - 

In our opinion the present is eminently a case for the application of this rule. 
The onan in the case, while it does not in our judgment go to the extent of 
establishin; at the contestant received a sufficient number of the legal votes 
cast to justify a decision that he was elected and is entitled to his seat, does show 
on the part of the adherents of the sitting member such a violation of the safe- 
guards prescribed by the statutes of Ohio to protect the ballot-box and secure a 
correct count of the ballots cast,and a determination of the true result, an at- 
tempt at least on the of an employer to interfere with the free exercise of 
the elective franchise by those in hey wr ey Gone as wellasa resort to practices 
which, if not constituting bribery, tend to impair the purity of the ballot,and 
make a case where such rule should be applied, 

H. Hurd or Jacob Romeis was 


We are of opinion that neither the said 
„and recommend the passage of the following resolution de- 


lawfully elected 
claring such determination, 

ROBERT 8S, GREEN, 
BENTON J. HALL. 


Resolved, That neither Frank H. Hurd nor Jacob Romeis was lawfully elected 
to the Forty-ninth Congress from the tenth Congressional district of Ohio, nor 
is either of them entitled to a seat in said Congress, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER.- This being Monday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
joint resolutions. Under this call resolutions and memorials of State 
and Territorial Legislatures will be in order, and also resolutions of in- 
quiry addressed to the heads of Departments. 


AMENDMENT, PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


Mr. MCRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 7896) to grant additional rights 
to certain homestead settlers on the public lands; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. MORROW submitted concurrent resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of California, asking for reimbursement on account of 
money paid as interest on the funds borrowed and advanced to the United 
States during the late war and for the return of the money paid as di- 
rect taxes under the provisions of the actof August 5, 1861; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ANN H. CUNNINGHAM. > 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 7897) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ann H. Cunningham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR INTEREST ON WAR LOANS. 

Mr. LOUTTIT submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, requesting the Senatorsand Representatives 
in Congress from‘that State to give their support to certain measures 
now pending in Congress, or to such as may hereafter be presented, de- 
signed to effect the proper adjustment of the accounts of different States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia with the United States 
arising out of the proceedings of the direct-tax law of August 5, 1861; 
which was refi to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MARY D. PERSONS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 7898) for the 
relief of Mary D. Persons; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES BEESLEY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7899) for 
the relief of Moses Beesley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, KEY WEST, FLA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7900) 
making an appropriation for the erection, in the city of Key West, Fla., 
of fire-proof buildings, to be used as warehouses at Key West, Fla.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF THE POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. BLOUNT submitted a resolution setting apart Tuesday and 
Wednesday, April 27 and 28, for the consideration of bills reported 
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from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 


JOHN 8. DILL. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 7901) for the relief of John 
8. Dill, late a private in Jonathan Mayo’s company, First Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, in the Black Hawk war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. S. CARPENTER, 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7902) for the relief of 
W. S. Carpenter, late an employé in the Railway Mail Service; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS DENMEAD, 

Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7903) for the relief of Francis 
Denmead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE COOK. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 7904) for the relief of 
George Cook, Company B, Thirty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM POWERS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 7905) for the relief 
of William Powers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES W. CREWS. i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 7906) for the relief 
of Charles W. Crews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BURRELL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 7907) for the relief 
of Samuel Burrell, Company M, Fifth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FANNIE PEMBERTON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 7908) for the relief 
of Fannie Pemberton, formerly Fannie Glass; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 


be printed. 
CALYIN STEPHENS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 7909) for the Tre- 
lief of Calvin Stephens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL JOHNSON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 7910) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Johnson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL SCHULTHEIS. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 7911) granting a pension 
to Daniel Schultheis, late of Company H, Forty-fifth Illinois Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALICE MULLAN. 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension to 
Alice Mullan and her minor children; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

è MARGARET HOUTS. 
Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 7913) granting a pension to 
Houts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DAVID M. RENNOE. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 7914) to increase the pension of 
David M. Rennoe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID W. HAY Woop. 

Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 7915) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to David W. Haywood, of the city of In- 
dianapolis, Ind., the sum of $320.32 for improvement of the street in 
front of Indianapolis post-office and court-house, and making an ap- 
propriation therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH A. WOODY. 
- Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 7916) for the relief of Elizabeth 
A. Woody; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET A. DODD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 7917) for the relief of Mar- 
garet A. Dodd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LUCRETIA V. GARDNER. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 7918) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lucretia V. Gardner, widow of Hospital Steward F. R. Gardner, United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. RAILSBACK. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 7919) for the 
relief of James E. Railsback; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. - 

HARRIS PHILPOT. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7920) for 
the relief of Harris Philpot; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME, MARSHALLTOWN, IOWA. 


Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H, R. 7921) locating a branch 
home for disabled soldiers and sailors for Nebraska, Dakota, and Iowa 
at Marshalltown, Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE ‘‘CULLOM’? INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 

Mr. FREDERICK also presented concurrent resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Iowa, asking the Congress of the United 
States to pass the bill known as the Cullom bill, regulating interstate 
commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FULLER presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Iowa, favoring the passage of the Cullom bill, regulating interstate 
commerce, and protesting against the amendment proposed by the 
freight bureau, of Chicago, abrogating the car-load rates; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 


Mr. FULLER also presented a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa, asking that a pension be granted Mrs. Sarah Young 
for valuable services rendered during the civil war as an army nurse; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

THE ‘‘CULLOM’’ INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. MURPHY presented a memorial and joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Iowa, asking the passage of the Cullom bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

BRIDGE NEAR DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 7922) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Dubuque, in the State of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


THE CULLOM INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also presented a concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of Iowa, favoring the passage of the Cullom bill, regu- 
lating interstate commerce, and opposing the proposed amendment of 
the freight bureau, of Chicago, proposing to abrogate the car-load rate; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

HANNAH E. WILSON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 7923) granting a 
pension to Hannah E. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA A. CORNELL. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7924) grant- 
ing a pension to Julia A. Cornell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE W. MOSS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7925) remov- 
ing the charge of desertion from the military record of George W. Moss, 
late private Company D, Fifteenth Iowa Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS HOIT. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7926) removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Hoit, late of 
Company C, Seventh Iowa Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INCREASE OF MUTILATION PENSIONS. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7927) toamend an act entitled 
** An act to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers 
and sailors who lost an arm or a leg in the service, and for other pur- 
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poses, ’* approved March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
: THE CULLOM BILL. 

Mr. LYMAN also presented a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, in favor of the bill known as the Cullom 
bill, regulating interstate commerce, and protesting against the amend- 
ments thereto proposed by the freight bureau of Chicago. - 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Iowa be read. 

The resolution was read, and was then referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

MICAH FRENCH. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to 
Micah French; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN S. KARNS. 


Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 7929) granting a ion to 
John S. Karns; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY J. CLINE. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7930) grantinga pension 
to Nancy J. Cline, of Centerville, Iowa; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLARK BOON. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 7931) increasing the pension 
of Clark Boon, Company H, Thirty-third Iowa Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. M’CLURE. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 7932) granting a pension to 
J. H. McClure; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADOLPH L. LOWE. 


Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7933) for the relief of Adolph L. 
Lowe, alias Alfred Love; which was read a first and 'second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN SMILEY. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7934) granting a pension to 
Martin Smiley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H. PHILLIPS. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7935) granting a pension to 
W. H. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP KENOBLOCK. 


Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 7936) for the relief of Philip 
Knoblock, Company B, Kansas Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATHANIEL L. ARD. 


Mr. FUNSTON also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims: 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Interior be, and 
the House all Per ea in the eral Land Office rela! g to the application of 
Nathaniel L. for a patent on his pre-emption claim for the west half of the 
southeast quarter of section 2, township 26 south, range 20, in Allen County, 
Kansas; and that said Secre meg paraad 1i vannoen toti torm 1e Hogs 
whether in his opinion said land has been unlawfully nted to any grantee, 
and, if sọ, what, if any, provision should be made in relation to lands so unlaw- 
fully patented, 


requested to transmit to 


EXPLORATION OF ALASKA. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 7937) 
to provide for an exploration of the Territory of Alaska; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. '7938) to author- 
ize the Covington and Cincinnati Elevated Railway Company to erect 
a bridge across the Ohio River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD LEE SMITH. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7939) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Edward Lee Smith, late private Company A, Sixth Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. BELLE M. BAKER AND CHILDREN. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7940) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Belle M. Baker and her minor children; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
; JAMES L, HENDERSON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7941) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to place the name of James L. Henderson 
on the roll of Company B, Sixteenth Kentucky Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. M. BREWER. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7942) grant- 
ing a pension to William A. M. Brewer, late a private in Company C, 
Third Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL F. TUDER. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R.'7943) granting a pension to 
Daniel F. Tuder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


; SUBSTITUTES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. TAULBEE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 


Whereas by a report to this House by the Secretary of the Treasury bearing 
date April 5, 1886, it is shown that quite a number of persons ies | positions 
as employés in the Treasury Department are carried on the rolls of employés 
and not required to perform any service, and whose places are filled by substi- 
tutes designated to positions within the classified civil service, and who have 
not been certified for appointment to said positions by the United States Civil 
Service Commission,and who are ps a less rate of compensation than the 
salary allowed the said regular ryt és: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of t | atal eaa be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform this House by what authority these practices are had, and by what au- 
pore poreon are paid salaries when they do not perform any service to the 

overnment, 


ANDREW J. DURGIN. 


Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R.'7944) to increase the pension 
of Andrew J. Durgin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. CHASE. 


Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 7945) granting a pension 
to Charles A. Chase; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH BRIDGES. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7946) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Bridges; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ADAMS. ; 

Mr. REED, of Maine, introduced a bill (H. R. 7947) for the relief of 
John Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANKLIN C. ADAMS. 


Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7948) grantingan 
increase of pension to Franklin C. Adams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD N. POMEROY. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7949) for the relief 
of Edward N. Pomeroy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. CHARLES THOMAS. 


Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7950) for the relief of Capt. Charles 
Thomas, of the United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BURR L. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. ROCKWELL (by request) introduced a bill (H, R. 7951) restor- 
ing to the pension-rolls Burr L. Williams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY PARROTT. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension 
to Mary Parrott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPREME COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, AND COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 7953) to increase the salaries 
of the justices of the Court of Claims and the justices of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
< CHARLES H. FERNALD. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 7954) for the relief of 

Charles H. Fernald, alias Charlee Gould; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 


be printed: 
Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 7955) grant- 
an ji of pension to William T. Trask, jr,; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
ordered to be printed. 
TIMOTHY SULLIVAN. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 7956) grant- 
ing a pension to Timothy Sullivan, late a sailor in the naval service of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROSELLA E. HIBBERT, 

Mr. LONG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7957) for the relief 
of Rosella E. Hibbert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DIVISION OF RIVERS AND HARBORS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. LONG also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules report such amendments to the rules 
of the House as will change the Committee on Rivers and Harbors into two 
committees, one on rivers and one on harbors, and make such other changesin 
the said rules as will necessarily follow therefrom, 


LIGHT-SHIP, GROSSE POINT, LAKE SAINT CLAIR, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. TARSNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7958) to establish and con- 
struct a light-ship to be stationed and maintained off Grosse Point, Lake 
Saint Clair, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Commitiee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ROYAL J. HIAR. 

Mr. COMSTOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 7959) granting a pension 
to Royal J. Hiar; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SNYDER. 

Mr. COMSTOCK also introduced a bill (H. R.7960) to pay arrears of 
pension to John Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HORATIO N. NORTON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 7961) granting a pension 
to Horatio N. Norton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS RESTORED TO PENSION-ROLL. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 7962) forthe relief of soldiers 
restored to pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONS RESTORED TO PENSION+ROLLS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 7963) for the relief of 
persons restored to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WILLIAM T. TRASK, JR. 


JOHN DIMERS. 
Mr, STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. '7964) for the relief of John Di- 
. mers, late private Company G, Sixth Minnesota Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES MOSHER. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of 
Frances Mosher, widow of Hiram A. Mosher; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and Ordered 
to be printed. 

LOUIS W. BUCKLEN. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7966) granting a pension 
to Louis W. Bucklen; which read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE E. LUCE. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. '7967) to place Eugene E. Luce 
on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BRANT. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 7968) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Brant; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM PRY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 7969) granting a pension 
to Adam Pry, a private of Company K, Fifth Regiment United States 
Colored Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANN WOLFE AND OTHERS. 
Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 7970) for the relief of Mrs. 


Ann Wolfe and others; which was read a 


ad a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT, 1885. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to authorize 
the printing of 100,000 additional copies of the Annual Report of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1885; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY Woop. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 7971) granting a pension 
to Mary Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. MILLIRON. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 7972) forthe relief of Tames 
M. Milliton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. À 


JOHN L, HOLLOWAY. 
Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 7973) for the relief of John 
L. Holloway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER R. BYRUM. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7974) for the relief of 
Alexander R. Byrum; which was read a first and second time, referred, 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC A. DAVIS. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of Isaac 
A. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN WELSH. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7976) granting a pension 
to Morgan Welsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


: ZEPHANIA STOUT. 

Mr. DOCKERY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7977) granting 
a pension to Zephania Stout; which was read a He and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

T. J. LOCEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 7978) granting a 
ion to T. J. Locey, of Barton County, Missouri; which was a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

und ordered to be printed. 
JACKSON STEWARD. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7979) grantinga 
pension to Jackson Steward, of Barton County, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. M. JAMISON. 

Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 7980) for the relief of S. 
M. Jamison, formerly postmaster of the town of Reno, State of Nevada; 
which was read ‘a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DRAWBACK PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
7981) to extend the privilege of drawback and remove restrictions 
thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittée on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF CUSTOMS, 

Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. 7982) to create a court of cus- 
toms and to provide for the speedy trial of customs-revenue cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANNA SCHIER. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 7983) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Anna Schier; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’ BRIDE. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 7984) for the re- 
lief of William McBride; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ALLEN. 

Mr. MAHONEY (by Mr. MERRDIAN) introduced a bill (H. R. 7985) 
for the relief of John Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW LUTZ. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL (by Mr. MERRIMAN) introduced a 

bill (H. R. 7986) for the relief of Anfirew Lutz, of New York city; which 


‘ 
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. Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 


Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 
MATTHEW BRODY. 


Mr. BLISS (by Mr. DOWDNEY) introduced a bill (H. R. 7987) for 
the relief of Matthew Brody; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRYANT WATERS. 


Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. 7988)) grantinga pension to 
Bryant Waters; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. PENDLETON. 


Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7989) for the relief of 
John F. Pendleton of North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS C. DICKEY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 7990) 
for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NAOMI E. M’COURY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
7991) for the relief of Naomi E. McCoury; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

STEPHEN RICE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
7992) to place the nameof Stephen Rice on the pension-roll; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BROWN. 


Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 7993) granting a pension to 
W. Brown; which was read a first and’second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MOSES TRIPLETT. 


Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7994) granting a pension 
to Moses Triplett, late private Company B, Third Regiment North Car- 
olina Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 7995) granting condemned 
cannon to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monumental Association of Marion, 
Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. MULVEY. 


Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 7996) for the relief of Will- 
iam J. Mulvey, late second lientenant Company D, Second West Vir- 
ginia Veteran Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H, R. 7997) for the re- 
lief of soldiers of the late war, honorably discharged after six months’ 
service, who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for sup- 
port; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT J. SHARP. 


Mr. HERMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7998) to provide a pension 
to Robert J. Sharp, late private Company G, Eleventh Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. HERMAN also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Whereas the great Columbia River has a drai area estimated at 245,000 

uare miles, embracing portions of Oregon, Ne and Washington, Idaho, 
co phe Utah, and Montana Territories, and exceeding all the New En; land 
and Middle States, with Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia combined, and 
y or France and twice the area of Great Britain and 


find the cheapest aupats adown the Columbia River te the high seas; 
and that the surplus of said 
alone amounted in 1884 in value to $6,000,000, and for the | paws ear the surplus 
wheat export exceeded 350,000 tons, and 12,000,000 pounds of wool; and that with 
the vast fertile region yet unoccupied, and with immigration pouring in from the 
American States as well as Europe, it is estimated that in ten years the surplus 
grain export alone will equal 25,000,000 bushels; and 

ereas serious obstructions to Columbia River navigation exist for 13 miles 
in said river, extending above the city of The Dalles,in Oregon—the whole of 
said water way being choked by an accumulation of fixed rock and lava—and to 
open a channel orcanal through or around the same is estimated by the United 
States engineers to cost $11,000,000; whereas by the construction of a ship rail- 
way the estimated cost is $1,373,000, as per ne of W. A. Jones, jor of United 
States engineers, submitted by Secretary of War to United States Senate, Exeo- 
utive Document No. 114, andit a rs therefrom that said railway of 13 miles 
will connect the continuous navigation of 450 miles above and about 200 miles 

ow to the sea; and 


Whereas much doubt exists as to the practicability of the proposed Eads ship- 


railway across the Isthmus of Tehuan not only asto the required 
of the railway to bear the immense weight upon it, but particularly as to t 
perils to the ship when loaded and with the great strain it must incur in its 
transportation when suspended on a car; and 

Whereas the proposed ship-railway on the Columbia River in Oregon, while 
being a success for transportation of the smaller shipping there needed and add- 
ing permanent wealth to that section of our own nation, giving labor to our 
countrymen, will also demonstrate the feasibility of the p and more gi- 
gantic plan of isthmian ship-railway: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to report the follow- 
ing substitute for H. R. No. 5885: 

e it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States tn 
Congress That the sum of $1,373,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for construction of a ship- 
railway from deep water in the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon, at the 
city of The Dalles, to deep water in said river at Celilo, in said State. * * + 


ELIZABETH DENGES, 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R: 7999) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. SMITH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8000) for the 
relief of William A. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHILDREN OF JOHN NELSON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8001) 
granting a pension to Archibald Nelson and John Nelson, minor children 
of John Nelson; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ LOREN BURRITT. 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 8002) to increase the pension 
of Loren Burritt, late lieutenant-colonel Eighth Regiment United 
States Colored Troops; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NELSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8003) 
pariee ony increase of pension to First Lieut. John Nelson; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF JUDICIAL PRIVILEGES. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8004) to au- 
thorize the United States courts to take cognizance of cases in which a 
citizen of the District of Columbia is a party, the same as if he werea 
citizen of a State; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET C. ADAMS. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 8005) granting a pension 
to Harriet C. Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH CHISHOLM AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. 8006) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah Chisholm and others, of Beaufort, S. C.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

OFFICIAL BONDS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8007) to provide for the 
execution of bonds of all officials by their sureties in aliquot parts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. BANDY. 

Mr. McMILLIN request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8008) for the 
relief of John T. Bandy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. SPRADLIN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of 
John W. Spradlin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

VESSEL FISHERIES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8010) for securing statistics 
of the extent and value of the vessel fisheries of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. TINNEY. — 


Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 8011) for the relief of John 
D. Tinney, of Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY HALFIN. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 8012) for the relief of Henry 
Halfin, of Victoria, Tex.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCAS DUBOIS. A 
Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8013) for the relief of Lucas 
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Dubois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claiins, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. CATHERINE ALLEN, 


-Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8014) for the relief of Mrs. 
Catherine Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BILLINGS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8015) for the relief of Will- 
jam Billings; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBTREASURY AT GALVESTON, TEXAS, 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8016) to provide for the es- 
tablishment of a subtreasury at Galveston, Tex.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS FUND FOR EDUCATION. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8017) to provide for the 
distribution of the proceeds of the sales of public lands among the States 
and Territories for educational purposes; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move that that bill be referred to the Committe on 
Labor. 

The question was taken; and-upon a division there were—ayes 26, 
noes 47. ; 

So the motion was not to. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on Education. 

ISAAC D. JOHNSON. 


Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 8018) for the relief of Isaac 
D. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY $. PATRIDGE. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8019) granting a pension to 
Mary 8. Patridge; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXES ON LIQUORS DISTILLED FROM FRUITS. 


Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8020) to reduce taxes upon 
liquors distilled from fruits, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FREDERICKSBURG, VA. 

Mr. CROXTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8021) to purchase a site and 
erect a public building in the town of Fredericksburg, Va. ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUR OF MEETING, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, offered the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday next the House of Representatives mect 
at 11 o’clock a. m, on each day. \ 

_ SAMUEL BROTZMAN. x 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 8022) for the relief of Samuel 
Brotzman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MENOMONEE RIVER. 

Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. $023) to give the assent 
of Congress to the construction of a bridge by the municipalities of 
Menomonee, Mich., and Marinette, Wis., over the Menomonee River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS LEROY. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8024) granting a 
pension to Lewis Leroy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACQUES NEUVILLE, 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8025) granting a 
pension to Jacques Neuville, alias Terion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREDERICK DEGNER. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8026) granting a 
pension to Frederick Degner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HUFF JONES. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8027) for the relief 
of Huff Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL D. HARRISON. 
Mı. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 8028) grant- 


ing a pension to Michael D. Harrison; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. z ; 
MARY L. WILLIAMS, 
Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8029) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CREDIT TO DAKOTA FOR ORDNANCE, ETC. 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to credit the Territory of Dakota with certain sums for 
ordnance and ordnance stores issued to said Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RAPID CITY, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8031) granting to Rapid 
City, Dak., fractional section 16, township 2 north, range7 east, Black 
Hills meridian of said Territory, for a public park; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered -to be printed. 

MILLER & HARDIN. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 8032) for the relief of Miller 
& Hardin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

" FAUSTIN VIGIL. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8033) for the relief of 
Faustin Vigil; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RAFAEL ARMIJO & CO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of 
Rafael Armijo & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: MANUEL AND RAFAEL ARMIJO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8035) for the relief of 
Manuel and Rafael Armijo; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VETO POWER, UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. CAINE presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Utah, setting forth the evils arising from the sweeping ex- 
ercise of the absolute veto power of the governor, by which much needed 
legislation, including the general appropri sion bill, has been defeated, 
and asking that this prerogative of the executive of the Territory be 
withdrawn and measures adopted for immediate relief; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 8036) conferring certain powers 
on the Union Pacific Railroad Company with respect to connecting lines 
of railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 


CHEYENNE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8037) to authorize the Chey- 
enne and Northern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort 
Russell and Fort Laramie military reservations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

SITE FOR INSANE HOSPITAL, WYOMING. 


Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8038) to withdraw from set- 
tlement and sale a quarter section of land in Wyoming Territory, to be 
used as a site for an insane hospital; which was read a first and second 
time, selene to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will now recog- 
nize for the introduction of bills and resolutions gentlemen who were 
not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

REUEL COLT GRIDLEY. 

‘Mr. LOUTTIT introduced a bill (H. R. 8039) to compensate Reuel 
Colt Gridley for services rendered during the late war; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. k 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 8040) to repeal certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes relating to Congressional elections; which 
was. read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8041) to amend section 
5198 of the Revised Statutes relating to national banks; which was 
read a fitst and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
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EXTRA LOCK ON BONDED WAREHOUSES. 


Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8042) allowing aistill- 
lers an extra lock on their United States bonded warehouses; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways | first and 


and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY SOMMERS. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8043) granting a pension to 
Henry Sommers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

2 SAMUEL G. M’LOUGHLIN. 

Mr. WINANS introduced a bill (H. R. 8044) granting a pension to 
Samuel G. McLoughlin; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
+ to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK FREUND. 

Mr. WINANS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 8045) granting a on 
toFrank Freund; which was reada first and second time, iors dol ss tee 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ERASTUS W. KENNEDY, ` 

Mr. WINANS introduced a bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to 
Erastus W. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MAPS OF THE UNITED STATES.” 

Mr. DUNN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause 15,000 copies of 
the map of the United States and Territories to be printed; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH POOLE. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 8047) granting a pension to 
Sarah Poole; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

READJUSTMENTS OF THE SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. BINGHAM also submitted the following resolution; which was 

read, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the 
uested to submit to the House of Representatives, thro! 
ry, a of the amount of ene ys fie per os d : 

ing June 30, 1887, postmasters and postmasters 
en July 1, 1874, upon the basis of actual commissions, in those penton! Bi Be it 
shall appear that such postmasters and late of the third, fourth, and 
fifth classes have been allowed salaries 10 per cent. more or less than commis- 
sions, and of the amount of money required for such additional clerical force 
as may be necessary to promptly complete readjustments of salaries of such post- 
masters and late postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883. 


RED RIVER EXPEDITION. 

Mr. GLOVER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8048) for the re- 
lief of the officers and.crews of the United States steamers Forest Rose 
and Argosy, late of the Red River expedition; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Ths PETER KUMPF. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8049) for the relief of 
Peter Kumpf; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH, MISSOURI RIVER TO PACIFIC OCEAN. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8050) to amend section 17 of 
an act approved July 2, 1864, entitled ‘‘Anatt to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ ”’ a) ved 
July 1, 1862; which was read a first and second time, refi to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

STENOGRAPHERS’ CLAIMS. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by Mr. BALLENTINE) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8051) for the relief of James O. Clephane, R. S. Boswell, and E, D. 
Easton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be-printed. 

NATHANIEL RUSTEN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 8052) granting 
a pension to Nathaniel Rusten, father of James Rusten, late of Com- 
pany —, Seventeenth Kentucky Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PATENTED INVENTIONS FOR PUBLIC USE. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8053) to secure to the pub- 
lic the use of patented inventions; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ©. WALLS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8054) granting a pension to 
John C. Walls; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES PAPER CURRENCY. 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8055) to 
improve the paper currency of the United States; which was read a 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. f 


ANDREW LUTZ. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8056) 
for the relief of Andrew Lutz, of New York city; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE DUNMIRE. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore 
Dunmire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


; WILLIAM COLLINS. 
Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8058) for the relief of Will- 
iam Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to tho 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM COLLINS, y 
Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8059) for the relief of Will- 
iam Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. MERRIFIELD. 
Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8060) for the relief of Will- 
iam F. Merrifield; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ERNEST BARTH. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 8061) granting a pension to 
Ernest Barth, late t Company C, Sixty-eighth New York Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMELIA ANDERSON. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8062) granting a pen- 
sion to Amelia Anderson, widow of David Anderson, late of Company 
I, First Maryland Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHARLES MERTENS. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8063) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Mertens, late private Company G, Second Maryland 
Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; PETER GIFFIN. 

Mr. MCCOMAS also introduced‘a bill (H. R. 8064) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Peter Giffin, Company A, Third Regiment 
Maryland Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

? ; DANIEL KILLIGAN. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8065) for the relief of 
Daniel Killigan, late private Company G, Thirty-seventh New York . 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. MARTHA VORHEES. - 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 8066) So ponana Martha Vor- 

hees; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 

tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 
ANDREW J. VANORDER. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8067) to pension Andrew 
J. Vanorder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EBENEZER GRAY. : 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8068) granting a pension 
to Ebenezer Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

3 T. C. GREENHILL, 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 8069) for the relief of T. 
C. Greenhill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ASKEW. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8070) for the relief of 
John Askew; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MARTIN FENNELL. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8071) for the relief of 
John Martin Fennell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 
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HENDERSON C. LEACH. 

Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8072) for the relief of Hen- 
derson C. Leach; which was read a first and second. time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN MAY BROWN. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 8073) for the relief of Ellen 
May Brown and her minor children, and to increase their pensions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUES OF GENERAL WAYNE AND WILLIAM PENN. 


Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 8074) for the erection of 
statues to Anthony Wayne and William Penn; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF MAILS BY AMERICAN STEAMSHIPS. 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 8075) to provide for the 
rtation of the foreign mails on American steamships; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
-. NAVIGATION AND FISHERY INTERESTS. 

Mr. BURROWS also submitted the following resolution; which was 

read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That a select committee, to be composed of nine mana shall be 
appointed, to which shall be referred all propositions relating to he subjects of 
navigation and fishery interests of the United States. 


- GEORGE W. BRANT. 
Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 8076) to increase the 
pension of George W. Brant; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed.. 
FREEMAN, RICHARDSON & CO. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8077) for the 
"relief of Freeman, Richardson & Co.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA 8. JOHNSON. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. 8078) for the relief of Lydia 
8. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PIROMIS H. BELL. 


Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 8079) for the relief of Pi- 

romis H. Bell, administrator of Marcus A. Bell, deceased, and others; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


. PAYMENT OF INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAMS. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8080) making an appropria- 
tion for the pu of paying Indian depredation claims which have 
= audited and approved by the Secretary of the Interiorand reported 

; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Compilites on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
T. J. HURLBUT. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8081) for the relief of T, 
J. Hurlbut; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. AENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8082) in relation to In- 
dian depredations; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HENLEY also submitted a resolution asking an investigation 
by a special committee of the relations of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company with the United States Government; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, 

W. A. GROSS, M. D. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 8083) for the relief of W. A. 
Gross, M. D.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to call committees for mo- 
tions to suspend the rules. The call rests with the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. BELMONT. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That Tucsday, May 18 next, ae the sgh eget of See hour for the consider- 
ation of bills under clause 5 of the same is hereby, set 
pea bps $d manager of oan eee ville as mag en be upon the Cal- 

endar of the House, reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the con- 


RO quotient AEGNE DE committee, not to interfere with 

the general n or revenue bills, and if so interfered with on that day 
ae be a continuing order until one day has been occupied by said com- 
mittee. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask whether this includes reports from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been read. It does not. 

Mr. MORRISON. Does it confine the privilege to one day? 

The SPEAKER. It is confined ta one day, but if interfered with 
sally that day the resolution provides the committee shall have another 


Mr. HENLEY. How many days? 

The SPEAKER. One day. 

Mr. HENLEY. And then in a certain contingency another day. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order unless a second is de- 
manded. The question is on adopting the resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 9. 

So (further, count nob being demanded and two-thirds having voted 
in the affirmative) the rules were and the resolution: was 
adopted. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME, NORFOLK, VA. 


The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to move that the rules be suspended, and that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be di from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 4232) to reimburse the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for losses incurred through tho 
failure of fhe Exchange National Bank of Norfolk, Va., and for other 
purposes, and that the same be passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas at the time of the Bae of the said bank it was one of the desig- 
nated depositories of the Unit mag geter p PAren aea from the treasurer 
of ae Seay oe Home, in pene ayaa w the instructions of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, . the sum of $27, this amount there has been re- 
funded by ainidende the sum of $7,342.36, leaving a balance of $20,262.46 due said 
Whersas the t ms accounting officers, u the advice of the Solicit fth 
Treasury, un the popes of that the ~ the home pt eet ‘be reimbursed for tha balanos 
dueit ee the proceeds of the sale of the bonds pledged for the security of pub- 
lic moneys held by said bank; and 

Whereas the treasurer of said home is in no wi ise responsible for said loss, 
and it would be an act of the sajatos to withhold the money due to 


any moneys in the p kayasasae not otherwise appropriated, to be id and ex- 


pesana by him as originally intended. 

Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act it eee Ean ee 
Treasurer of the United States to require from the president and cashier of all 
banks used as depositories by the treasurer of the home a it of bonds suf- 
ficient in amount to fully secure all moneys pertaining to home left on de- 

t with any such bank. 


Mr. MILLS. In order that an explanation may be given of the bill 
Idemand a second. But I suggest that the second be considered as 
ordered. 

There was no objection, and the second was considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate; fifteen in support of the proposition and fifteen against it. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I ask the Clerk to read the report of the committee. 
It gives a history of the whole case, and when it is read I am sure it 
will satisfy every doubting mind in the House, 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read in the time of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. NEGLEY]. 

The report (by Mr. NEGLEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 4232, have 


carefully considered the same, and E the following report: 

The facts upon which this claim is based were found r be as follows : 
Pursuant to the regulationsof the board of the special instruo- 
tions contained in a letter of the Secretary Ge ta aaien a copy of which is 

made a part of this report— 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, iss2. 
SIR: Eetris to that part of your letter of the 30th ultimo, addressed to the 
Treasurer of the United States, in which you ask whether ts made by the 
treasurers of the several branches of the National Home for ed Volunteer 
Soldiers are publie moneys, I have to inform you thatall moneys pertaining to the 
accounts with the United States of the officers referred to are bis fusis and 
should be de ited with the Treasurer, an assistant treasurer, or a AEA 
depository of the United States only. 
: Very respectfully, 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
General WILLIAM B. FRANKLIN, 


President National Home for Disabled Voluntcer Soldiers, Hartford, Conn.— 
William Thompson, treasurer of the southern branch of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, had on deposit with the Exchange National Bank 
of Norfolk, Va., April 3, 1885, the day of its failure, the sum of $27,604.82, credited 
to the following accounts 
For the support of the home $2, 276 73 
Pension ee (unexpended) 17, 419 98 
Store fund... ........-.cccccsesse Bed bo = 


Total... Sia iia . 27,004 82 
There has been ‘realized from. the assets of ‘said bank since its | failure the sum 
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of $7,342.36, leaving due the home the sum of $20,262.46, with no prospect of col- 
lecting the same. 

The president of the board of oper addressed a communication to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury under date of June 11,1885, Og Sra that the said bal- 
ance should be made good by the bank. Again, on July 31, 1885, he submitted 
a brief of the case to the Secretary of the Treasury. yaction, The 


, asking speed 
subject-matter was referred pe Secretary to the Solicitor of the Treasury for posi 


an opinion. This officer decided that the un balance due the home could 
not be legally paid out of the proceeds of the sale of the bonds heretofore pl d 
for the security of public moneys by the bank. The president of the rd of 
managers filed exceptions to this decision, and received in reply the following: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 28, 1885. 

Srr: I have received your letter of the 23d instant, requesting that there be 
referred to the Departmentof Justice all the papers in the matter of the decision 
of this Department that the pension-money of pensioners of the Southern Branch 
of National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in the hone gee t National 
Bank of Norfolk, Va., when that pene depository failed, is not public money. 

In reply you are informed that the receiver of the bank SMa g formally po 
tested p eee sion poroen of this account from the proceeds of the sale of the 
United States bon: eld in trust as security for publie deposits, the matter was 
referred to the Solicitor of the Treasury for his opinion as to whether it would 
be proper for me to pay from the proceeds of the sales of the security bonds the 
amount standing on the books of the bank to the cre@it of the treasurer of the 
home. 

The Solicitor, after three times carefully considering the matter, decided that 
only $2,276.73, the amount to the credit of the National Home for which returns 
were rendered to the Department, could be so paid. This amount was paid in 
full from the proceeds and the remainder turned over to the Comptroller of the 
Currency for the benefit of the creditors and merged with the general funds of 


the bank, 
Since then the Comptroller has paid the first dividend of 20 per cent. on claims 
pong against the a Pi National Bank, including those of Mr. William 
as follows, namely : 


'hompson, treasurer, 


Dividend 
Amountof 
of 20 per 
daim. cenk: 

w...| $17,419 98 $3, 484 00 
-| 7,713 83 1,542 77 
194 28 38 86 
513 75 102 75 
105 75 2115 


ectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
General WILLIAM B. FRANKLIN, > 
President of the Board of Man 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Hartford, Conn. 


It will appear from the tenor of the Secretary's letter that the present system 
of making deposits of the funds of the Home with United States depositories is 
defective and open to misuse and misconstruction, and that it is advisable to 
provide against all future emergencies of this character by requiring that all 
the moneys of the home deposited in public institutions should be secured by 
a pledge of bonds in an amount ry to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
‘This your committee recommends. 

Waiving all consideration of the view taken of the responsibility of the Ex- 
change National Bank to pay the balance due the home out of the sale of its se- 
AeA A it is conceded that the president and treasurer of the home acted in 
strict conformity with the instructions of the Secretary of the ; algo, 
that he has shown proper vigilance in endeavoring to secure the payment of the 


deficit; and it is eq y clear and conclusive that the beneficiaries were with- 


out any volition in the premises, and t®withhold under any pretense the moneys 
due the old, infirm, and helpless inmates of the home, ortheirdependents, wqu 
be a travesty of the Dear sony of humanity, patriotism, and common honesty. 

With this view of the case your committee unhesitatingly recommend and 
ask for the passage of the bill. 


Mr. NEGLEY. - How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. NEGLEY. This is a very simple proposition. Under the or- 
ganic act establishing the Soldiers’ Home the inmates are obliged to 
assign their pension certificate, and the moneys collected thereupon to 
be held by the treasurer of the home and disbursed as they require 
them. ‘These moneys were deposited in the United States depository 
in Norfolk, and while there, outside the care or volition of the inmates 
or owners of the pension-moneys, they were lost. This is simply di- 
recting the reimbursement of this pension-money and also of the store 
fund. It would be a great wrong on these old soldiers to compel them 
to lose the money while in the hands of the agents of the Government. 

There is no probability of their ever being paid by the bank, which 
failed for a very large amount. We ask this act of justice for these old 
soldiers. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes of his time remain- 


ing. 

itr, MILLS. I understand under the law wherever public deposits 
are made in banks bonds are required to be deposited to secure these 
deposits. Now, were these deposits public deposits? 

Mr. NEGLEY. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. MILLS. Then why were not the bonds in the bank to secure 
them? 

Mr. NEGLEY. The Secretary of the Treasury decided these were 
not public moneys in the sense to require the deposit of bonds, and 
therefore that they were not to be paid out of the proceeds of bonds 
pledged for the security of publicmoneys. For that reason we ask that 
instructions should be given to the Secretary of the Treasury hereafter 
to require bonds to be pledged for the security of this money. 


Mr. MILLS. Does not the Secretary of the Treasury hold that the 
bonds are not sufficient to secure the public deposits in that bank ? 

Mr. NEGLEY. . No, sir; but that they were not applicable. 

Mr. MILLS. Not sufficient to cover this particular character of de- 
its? 

Mr. NEGLEY. Yes; and he declined to refer the matter to the At- 
torney-General. : + 

Mr. MILLS. Then the Secretary does not hold these are public de- 
posits. He must hold if they are public deposits the bonds are liable. 
He must hold that they are private deposits. 

Mr. NEGLEY. No, he does not hold that they are not publie de- 
posits, but he states that the receiver of the bank declined to it them 
as part of the public moneys, and hence he declined to refer the matter 
Ri ny sena al a because the home had received a 20 per cent. 

vidend. 

Mr. STEELE. But the law requires that these funds shall be placed 
in the hands of the treasurer. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Yes, under the organic act establishing the home. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, if these are private deposits, while I would 

t very much that the old soldiers should lose them (if they are to 
be lost), yet they stand onno higher ground than the deposits in national 
banks of any other citizens of the United States. If they are public 
deposits they ought to have bonds there to secure them. ‘That is the 
whole question. ; ' 

Mr. NEGLEY. But I beg to state to the gentleman that the vet- 
erans had no control of their own money at all. They were compelled 
by the organic act establishing the home to transfer their certificates, 
and hence they had no control over them. They did not make the de- 
posits themselves of their own volition; the money was under the con- 
trol of the treasurer, who was an agent of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further debate, the question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. NEGLEY ] to sus- 
pend the rules, discharge the Committee of the Whole from the furth 
consideration of this bill, and pass it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 12. ; 

So (more than two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the motion 
was agreed to and the bill was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask whether a second is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 20th day of April, 1886, and from day to day there- 
after until disposed of, except Mondays and Fridays—not to interfere with the 
consideration of revenue bills or regular appropriation bills, nor with the morning 
hour, nor with the hour for the call of committees for the consideration of bills, 
nor with prior orders—be set apart for the consideration of House bill No, 6664, 
entitled ‘*A bill to increase the naval establishment; ” and, if said bill shall not 
have been previously disposed of, that Tuesday, the 27th day of April, 1886, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, be set a for the exclusive con- 
sideration thereof in the House, as in Committee of the Whole, and that the pre- 
vious question on said bill and all amendments which may be offered thereto 
be considered as ordered at half past 5 o’clock p. m. of said 27th day of April, 


The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded? 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I demand asecond. I trust that this reso- 
lution will not pass. 

The SPEAKER, <A second is demanded. The Chair will appoint 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT] to act as tellers. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will modify the resolutions 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, what is the title of the bill to which 
this resolution refers ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution refers to the bill for the increase of 


the naval establishment. 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
it. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. ROGERS. Was not a second demanded? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
proposes to modify the resolution. As soon as that is done, it will be 
read as modified. Š 

Mr. COBB. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to inquire whether or not this resolution, if 
adopted as read, would not interfere with the right of way of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. It would, unless the modification provides other- 
wise. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has modified the 
resolution, but the Chair has not heard it read as modified. The Clerk 
will-now report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol: That Thursday, the 22d day of April, 1886, and from day to day there- 
after until disposed of, except Mondays and Fridays, not to interfere with the 
of revenue bills, aperi appropriation bills, nor with the morning 

hour, nor with the hour for the of co; ttees fox the consideration of bills 


1886. 


nor with prior orders, nor with reports from the Committee on the Publie Yands, 
be set apart for the consideration of Hotse bill 6664, entitled “A bill to increase 
the naval establishmest;” and if said bill shall not have been previously dis- 
posed of, that Tuesday, the 27th day of April, 1886, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, is set for. the exclusive consideration thereof in the House, 
as in the Committee of the Whole, and that the previous question on said bill 
and all amendments which may be offered thereto be considered as ordered at 
half past 5 o'clock p. m. of said 27th day of April. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is the river and harbor bill a ‘‘ regular appropria- 
tion bill?” 

The SPEAKER. No such thing is known to the rules of the House 
asa ‘regular appropriation bill.’? The Chair supposes that by the 
term “‘ regular appropriation bills” the gentleman means general ap- 
propriation bills. The river and harbor bill is not a general appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then under this resolution the bill to increase fhe 
naval establishment will have preference over the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. According to the ruling of the Speaker it will. 

Mr, HERBERT. I meant to except the river and harbor bill; and if 
there is any doubt as to the construction of the resolution I will ask to 
modify it in that particular. 

‘Mr. COBB. I demand to have the resolution so modified as to give 
the Committee on Public Lands the right to have their bills considered. 

TheSPEAKER. Upon arereading of the resolution the Chair thinks 
it would not interfere with the consideration of reports from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. COBB. Will the resolution as it now stands prevent the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands from taking up in the House any bill already 
reported by them? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the resolution as now medi- 
fied will not interfere with the consideration of any such bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent that a second may be 
considered as ordered on the motion to suspend “he rules, so as to give 
me an opportunity to explain the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Has the river and harbor bill been ex- 
cepted? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] that a second be considered as ordcred? 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the question upon ordering a sec- 
ond will be taken by tellers, and the Chair appoints the gentleman from 
Srey [Mr. Morrison] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 
BERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. I want a chance to explain the resolution. Itap- 
pears to be misunderstood. The House will not vote down the resolu- 
tion if it understands it. 

The tellers Bornes to make the count. z 

Mr. HERBERT (during the connt). I ask that the resolution may 
be read again. It is not understood. It offers the fullest and fairest 
opportunity for discussion. 

- TheSPEAKER. Isthere objection to having the resolution read again? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. MORRISON (when the count had continued some time), Mr. 
Speaker, a majority of those voting seem to be in the affirmative, and 
I will not contend about the matter any longer. 

The SPEAKER. Isafurthercount insisted upon? [A pause.] No 
further count being demanded, a second will be consid as ordered. 
Under the rules, thirty minutes are now allowed for debate on this 
proposition. The gentleman from Al.bama [Mr. HERBERT] will be 

as entitled to control the time in support of the proposition, 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] to control the time 
in opposition. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, there are several ways of opposing 
successfully any proposition in this House. One of the most success- 
ful is, when there are but fifteen minutes on each side for debate to 
confuse the House and prevent it from understanding the provisions of 
the proposition. I desire that the House shall understand what the res- 
olution is upon which it is called to vote. It simply proposes to fix a 
day for the consideration of the bill for the increase of the naval estab- 
lishment. As originally introduced it provided that the discussion on 
this bill should be begun on Tuesday, April 20 (to-morrow), and should 
go on from day to day except Friday and Monday—not to interfere With 
the consideration of revenue bills, regular appropriation bills (mean- 
ing ee appropriation bills), nor with the morning hour, nor with 
the hour for the call of committees for the consideration of bills, nor 
with prior orders—until Tuesday, the 27th instant, a week from to- 
morrow. 

The resolution further provides that on that day immediately, after 
the reading of the ceased 9 the bill if not previously disposed of shall 
be called up and be entitled to consideration to the exclusion of every- 
thing else for that one day, and that the previous question be considered 
as called at5 o’clock and 30 minutes that evening; thus securing on that 

day five hours at least of full discussion; also giving the fullest right of 
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amendment. The provision declaring that the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered at that time on the bill and on all amendments, 
of course, shows that the right to amend is not taken away. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Might not this order result in pre- 
venting the discussion of the bill at any time except on that special day? 

Mr. HERBERT. That might possibly be the case. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is it not likely to be the case? 

Mr. HERBERT. I think not. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Withall the exceptions in the res- 
olution ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Ithinknot. Theresolution fixes Tuesday of next 
week for the final disposition of the bill. a 

Here we are at this stage of the session, ard here is this bill to provide 
for the common defense—a purpose which, as we read in the Constitu- 
tion, was one of the prime purposesof the Union. To-day we are utterly 
defenseless. Our long line of coast, ourcities by the sea, are absolutely 
at the mercy of any foreign power. Brazil could to-day successfully 
bombard any city onyour Atlantic coast. Chilicould successfully bom- 
bard San Franciseo. Both ies on this floor are committed to an in- 
crease of the naval establishment. Shall weon any pretext whatever— 
on the pretext by one man that the day does not suit him or that the 
time sewed is not long enough, and on the pretext by another that it 
is too long—shall we that this bill shall fail and not have'con- 
sideration here? Who is it that will op; the consideration of this 
measure, and undertake to justify before the country, caviling 
and saying that the resolution does not exactly suit him? The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs could not have drawn the resolution so as to 
suit everybody. The consideration of this bill at any time must of 
course conflict with the consideration of some bills; the resoltion bas 
been so worded that the conflict shall be as little as possible. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman before he takes his seat yield 
for a question ? i 

“Mr. HERBERT. Yes. y 
Mr. HAMMOND. TIT would like to know whether, under your reso- 
lution, you do not absorb the day already set apart for the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. TUCKER. Of course it will. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Which is the 24th. 

Mr. HERBERT. We do not, because that is a prior order. 

Mr. TUCKER. But the gentleman’s resolution does not say prior 
order. i 

Mr. HERBERT. Itison the Calendar so printed and so ordered, 
and there can be no doubt about it. 

Mr. PERKINS. You that very day be set apart for debate? 

Mr. HERBERT. No; the 27th is the day set apart for final debate 
under the resolution. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Are priororders excepted here in the resolution? 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘They are expressly. 

Mr. TUCKER. I see it does say previous orders and saves the Ju- 
diciary Committee. - : 

Mr. HERBERT. It does say so. 

Mr. HAMMOND. As that is fed sda’ order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly, when gentlemen come to under- 
stand the resolution I am sure there can be no objection to it. Now I 
reserve the remainder of my time. 

; ath HAMMOND. That will save the Committee on the Judiciary, 
eve. $ 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I object to this proposition, because 
if it means anything, with all the exceptions it contains, it means that 
on the next Tuesday, after to-morrow at a fixed hour, with or without 
previous debate—and debate can not be had under this resolution—the 
vote shall be taken. It proposes to begin on next Thursday, and then 
it gives precedence to the committees having appropriation bills in 
charge. It excepts Saturday, because there is a prior order. { 

Monday it excepts or leaves out; and then Tuesday, theday on which 
the vote is to be taken, another appropriation bill has the right of way 
or precedence. Notwithstanding all these exceptions, it provides on 
that day, whether we have had any debate or not, the previous ques-' 
tion, without further action on the part of the House, shall stand as 
ordered; and we then, in that condition of preparation or advisement, 
will be called upon to vote on this bill to increase the naval establish- 
ment, involving many millions of money—nobody knows how many, 
and if anybody does know he will have no opportunity of telling us, 
This is in fact to be the beginning of a new navy, the inauguration ofa 
new policy. Besides the three or four ships already authorized but not 
built, this is a proposition to start ten others with $6,000,000, which 
is to be but a beginning. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me ask if it was not at the gentleman’s in- 
stance or not that it took too much time I modified the resolution and 
changed it from Tuesday to Friday, and having done it the gentleman 
nee omes n here and says it does not take time enough. Did you 
not do that 4 
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Mr. MORRISON. ‘Tuesday you propose to take the time given al- 
ready to an appropriation bill, which I am anxious to have disposed of. 
I did suggest from my seat here that ought not to be done. 

Mr. HERBERT. Did you not make the objection the resolution 
took too much time? and now your objection is, after it has been mod- 
ified in accordance with your wish, that it does not take time enough. 

Mr. MORRISON. I did, and still do, object to the obstruction of 
or taking the time of the unfinished appropriation bill which went over 
to Tuesday. I object to this and to the balance of it. It means that 
the previous question shall be ordered on Tuesday of next week whether 
there is any debate or not, and we all know there can be none. If my 
suggestion, that Tuesday and Wednesday ought to be left to finish the 
unfinished appropriation bill, was acted upon it did not change the merit 
of this proposition nor its effect, for these two days would be so used 
with or without the modification made by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. : 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from Illinois 

ield? * 5 
a Mr, MORRISON. All he wants. Iam done. The gentleman can 
occupy the remainder. à 

Mr. HOLMAN. Only a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there is nothingin this measure which 
should take it out of the regular routine of the business of the House. 
There are a great many measures of the highest importance now pend- 
ing before the House, and however the resolution may be regarded, the 
gentleman from Alabama is certainly aware it will interfere to some 
extent, or is likely to interfere, with oth-- important bills pending 
in the House which have been perhaps unavoidably, yet unfortunately, 
already delayed too long. I trust no measure will be before us 
under a suspension of the rules which will give any measure priority 
over that class of bills. 

But, referring to the particular measure pending, I trust the House 
will not overlook the fact we have four ships of war already in process 
of construction, and four others authorized by law and not yet under 
contract for their construction, while this bill provides for the con- 
struction of ten more vessels of war before any steps have been taken 
for the construction of the four already authorized. In addition to all 
this, the bill provides $3,000,000 for the completion and armament of 
the four iron commenced years ago. The bill, then, without ref- 
erence to its future operations, involves a direct appropriation of $6,400- 
000 of money. ‘ 


b tim T o a 
danger at any time 3 

Such a bill as that named in the resolution I trust will not be voted 
into a position of undue advantage, thus postponing measures of high 
moment to the American people upon such an argument. I hope the 
` House will not postpone the consideration of measures of special benefit 
to our industries and permanent safety in behalf of a measure of doubt- 
ful expediency, for we are entering a new field of naval construction. 
None of our new ships are completed; we have no such satisfactory ex- 
perience in the construction of steel war-vessels by testing those already 
authorized as will enable us to proceed with safety in this new field of 
naval architecture. I that with reasonable rapidity the present 
wooden vessels of our Navy should be and vessels in har- 
mony with the naval architecture of the period should take their place. 
The occasion for haste in increasing our Navy is less now than at many 
periods in former years. We never had less occasion for haste than 
now, and the occasion for it is disappearing with every succeeding day. 
There is now certainly no occasion for it. We are in the midst of no 


Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman agree to fix any day? If he 
ergo apr pata day for the consideration of the bill I will con- 
sent to 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing that this bill shall come up in its reg- 
ular order and have all the privileges to which bills of its character are 
entitled; but it is entitled to no priority over more important measures 
of the House. Bills of the highest moment tothe American people are 
pending and should not be jostled out of the way or imperiled by a bill 
of no pressing importance. ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
say that this is not a bill of the highest moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hold thatitis not. If it bea matter of such 
vital importance, as gentlemen would seem to indicate now, I would 
ask how it happens that four war vessels, authorized long since, have 
not been even commenced or any steps taken toward their construction? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They are provided for in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Byformerlaw. But I repeat, all this time since that 
act was passed even the initial steps have not been taken for their con- 


`| tion and the proposed 


struction, and yet the very same condition of affairs to which gentlemen 
refer has existed. In fact, there is less need for them now than ever. 
We can, as all men know, construct them at our leisure. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If the initial steps have not heen 
taken let us make a beginning now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it was so important, why havo they not been 
commenced? Why have not some steps been taken, some beginning 
looking to their construction ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is a question to be answered by another 
department of the Government over which we have no control. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is very true; but has the gentleman heard of 
any public complaint or clamor, any public demand for their construc- 
tion, any great apprehension expressed by our people which would de- 
mand the immediate construction of new war vessels? Does he hear 
any expression of fear uttered by the people because of our defenseless 
condiuon? Our defenses are already complete against any peril from 
abroad. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ithink there has been a great deal of that ap- 
prehension and a great deal of uneasiness, and especially because of 
our condition in regard to the fisheries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave no such information. I have heard no real 
expressions of anxiety on the part of the people. I have not heard 
their voices raised for an increase of our Navy as a measure of pressing 
moment. Our people do not seem at all alarmed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is the geritleman from Indiana opposed to the 
passage of any bill at all, oris it to this particular bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam opposed, by the adoption ofa resolution like 
this, to give precedence to a measure which is of less publie consequence 
than many bills which would be to a greater or less degree postponed— 
bills of the greatest interest to our people, which are now pending. 

I insist, therefore, that no step be taken by the House which will 
harhper or interfere with that series of bills now pending which are in 
my opinion the most important measures before Congress and demand 
consideration at the earliest moment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What bills do you refer to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I refer to bills relating to the public lands. 

Mr. HERBERT. They are expressly excepted by this resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly they are, and by the terms of the resolu- 
tion; but it is easily seen that the tendency of the pending resolution 
and proposed special order is to jostle them out of the way. 

Mr. HEWITT. But the question of consideration could be raised. 
The House can reach them any time it may desire to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. eraa prira of consideration can be raised, 
but to-day one-third of the House can defeat the passageof this resolu- 
ial order; whereas if it passes it will require 
a majority of the House to to the consideration of the public- 
land mus, to which I have referred, as against this special order if it 
is made. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it has developed itself 
very clearly in this debate that I was correct when I said the opposi- 
tion to this resolution was captious; that it was not to the day fixed 
or to the length of time proposed for the discussion of the measure, but 
that it was to the bill itself. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MOR- . 
RISON] admitted on the floor of the House, when I asked the question 
if I had not modified and changed that resolution from Tuesday to be- 
gin on Thursday thereafter, thus giving up at his request two days, 
because he said the time was too long, that I was right and that he 
had made the objection on that ground. And yet in the face of that 
admission he now begins his argument against the passage of the reso- 
Tuan D7 Mite eee Seaton to be occupied in the discussion is too 
8] t 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Do I understand the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to admit that this resolution may result in coming to a vote on 
such an important bill as that to which it refers without any discus- 
sion at all? 

Mr. HERBERT. No; I do not admit that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What debate is it expected will be given? 

Mr. HERBERT. Beyond all doubt five hours on Tuesday, the 27th. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Five hours. What time is the previous ques- 
tion to be regarded as ordered? 

Mr. HERBERT. At 5.30 o'clock on that day. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We never get five hours on any day for the 
consideration of business in this House under such a resolution. 

. HERBERT. The resolution provides that on that day its con- 
sideration shall begin immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
and is to be taken up to the exclusion of everything else. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. An appropriation bill may crowd it out of the 
way then. 

Mr. HERBERT. No; I will read that part of the resolution: 

And if said bili shall not have been finally disposed of, that Tuesday, the 27th 
day of April, 1886, immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for 
the exclusive consideration thereof in the House, as in Committee of the Whole, 
and that the previous question on said bill, and all amendments which may be 
offered thereto, be considered as ordered at 5.30 p. m. on said 27th day of April. 

Now, not only is that whole day, until half past 5 o’clock, secured 
for the discussion of this bill, but we shall have more time than tkatif 
a majority of the House wants it. 
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If when it comes up on Thursday there is a question of consideration 
between this and any other bill—if this House believes, as I am sure a 
majority of it does believe, that this is an im t measure which 
ought to be considered and passed, all we have to do when Thursday 
comes, if we want to discuss it on that day, is to take it up and debate it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But under this resolution we have no debate 
under the five-minute rule, which is the most valuable debate there is. 
We get no consideration of particular measures. 

Mr. HERBERT. We do. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Alabama knows as well 
as anybody else that in the consideration of a bill likethis in the House 
the best debate is the five-minute debate, because otherwise there is 
no consideration of particular points. 

Mr. HERBERT.. I do not know any reason why when you consider 
a bill as in Committee of the Whole you can not discuss any particular 
feature of it just as well as you can do in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. It can not be done except under the five- 

‘minute rule. * 

Mr. HERBERT. The real question is, Do we want to pass any bill 
of this kind this session? I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ican only say I want a navy; and I am willing to 
get that navy, whether by a long or a short debate. I feel onr Gov- 
ernment is the only great government in the world that has no ade- 
quate protection, and it is our bounden duty to provide an adequate 
navy to defend our country in the event of war. Debate may be all 
very well and I am in favor of debate; I should be glad if abundant 
opportunity should be given for debate on this im 
I want the Navy, whether we have long debate or short debate. But 
I presume the Committee on Naval Affairs has given this matter very 
full and fair consideration, and have reported a bill which will meet 
the approval of the Houseand the country. Therefore I hope this prop- 
osition to fix a day, and thus secure some tangible result in this direc- 
tion, will be adopted. : 

Mr. HERLERT. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes of his time re- 


maining. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iyield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewrrr]. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I think it is to be regretted that this 
measure, which is of very considerable consequence onits merits, should 
have got involved in a discussion as to whether under the resolution 
there will be time enough for the consideration of the bill, because if it 
should turn out when the final day named arrives that the bill has not 
received proper consideration, I think it would be the disposition of the 
committee and the House then to the time. But now for this 
House to refuse to fix aday upon the request of one of the most impor- 
tant committees of the House, that has given very careful consideration 
to a measure commended to it by the Presid ent of the United States, 
and which has been recognized in the platform of both political parties 
asa burning question to be disposed of, the question, namely, of the cre- 
ation of a navy—to refuse to fix a day to take up the subject on the 


| ager that there is not sufficient time when my friend from Ilinois | Caldw: 


Mr. Morrison] knows he can readily arrange for an extension of the 


time if it be desired, it seems to me would be trifling with a very grave ; 


and im t question. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] is mistaken when he says 
this country is in a state of defense. Three reports are now in print be- 
fore this House—one from the Senate committee on defense, one from 
the fortifications board, and one from the committee of this House— 
on the subject of national defense, all recognizing the fact that the 
country is lamentably deficient in the means of defense. It isthe great 
em t to-day in our negotiations with foreign nations whether 
we can take our stand firmly on any great international question de- 
manded by the dignity, the interests, and the welfare of this country. 

The Nayal Committee ask to be heard Se this question. They ask 
to be heard in the fulfillment of a solemn pledge given by both the great 
parties represented in this House. They ask it in response to the rec- 
ommendation of the President. And I should say but little reliance 
could be place: upon the patriotism and upon the wisdom of this House 


if this demand to discuss and consider a measure of great national im- | B 


portance should be refused. If it be granted, and the proposition of 
the committee be not acceptable, then let it be voted down, but at least 
give it a hearing. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. REED, of Maine. It is the House that wants a hearing on this = 


subject as well as the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to know whether under the terms of this 
order by which on Tuesday the bill is to be considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, whether on that day there will be a debate under the 
five-minute rule? 

The SPEAKER. That will depend entirely on the action of the 
House. General debate can go on until the House stops it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If we can have the five-minute debate on 


tsubject. But | Ca 


Tuesday with the right of amendment, that is one thing; butif we are 
merely to hear from the committee, that is not enough. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iwill do all in my power to extend the time, and 
the majority of the House can extend it. I will'do everything I can. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules and 
adopt this resolution, there were—ayes 69, noes 7. E 

Mr. BAYNE. Icall for the yeas and nays. ; 

The afirmative having been counted, there were ayes 35—more than 
one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Count the other side. 

The negative vote being taken, there weve noes 116. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 102, not 
voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—121. 
Allen, C. H. Everhart, Louttit, Seymour, 
Ballentine, Farquhar, Lovering, Smalls, 
Barksdale, Felton, Markham, Sowden, 

y, Fleeger, Martin, Spooner, 
Bayne, Funston, McAdoo, Stahlaecker, 
Beach, Gay, McKenna, Steele, 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace McKinley, Stephenson, ` 
Blount, Glass, McReo, Stewart, Charles 
Bound Glover, Merriman, Stone, B. F. 
Brady Green, R. S. Miller, Strait, 

Bragg, Guenther, Milliken, ‘Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Hayden, Mills, Taulbee. 
Buck, Haynes, Mitchell, Taylor, E.B. 
Butterworth, Hemphill,” Morgan, Taylor, 1. H. 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, T.J. Morrow, liman, 
mpbell, J. M. Henley, Murphy, Townshend, 
Campbell, T. J. Herbert, Neal, Viele, 
Caswell, Hermac, cece, Wait, 
Comstock, Hewitt, Negiey, Wakefield, 
Crain, Hill, Norwood, W: J.H. 
Croxton Tlitt, O'Donnell Wheeler, 
Cutcbeon, Hutton, Osborne, White, A.C. 
Darg.®, Irion, Pindar, Wilkins, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Jackson, Price, Wilson, 
Dibble, Jones, J.T. Randall, jse, 
Dingley, Ketcham, Reagan, olford, 
kery, Lanham, Reese, Woodburn, 
Dougherty, Lawler, Rice, _ Worthington. 
Dowdney, Little, Romeis, 
Dunn, Long, Sayers, 
Ermentrout, Lore, Scranton, 
NAYS—102. 
Allen, J.M. Hudd, Richardson, 
Anderson, J. A. Daniel, Johnston, J.T, Robertson, 
Bingham, Davis, Johnston, T. D. Rockwell, 
Bland, Dorsey, Jones, J.H. Rogers, 
Boutelle, Dunham, Kelley, Rowell, 
B ores zs EA La Follette, Fra 
rowne, T. M. wyer, 
Brown, C. E. Fisher, Lehibach, 
Brown, W. W. Ford, Lindsley, 
Bunnell, Forney, Lowry, Skinner, 
Burleigh, Frederick, Lyman, 
Burnes, Fuller, Matson, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Burrows, Gallinger, Ma - Struble, 
Bynum, Geddes, M > Swope, 
Cabell, Green, W.J. McMillin, Symes, 
a So o ae Saa 
$ TOU LB. 
Oaa 1, O'Ferrall, Van Schaick, 
Carleton, L k ade, 
Clardy, Harris, O'Neill, Charles Weaver, A.J. 
Clements, Hatch, Outhwaite, ‘Weaver, J.B. 
re RS eie D.B. Owen, ¥ a 
nger, epburn, Perkins, 
Cooper, Hiestand, Perry, Willis. 
Cowles, Holman, Peters, 
Cox, Holmes, Reed, T. B. 
NOT VOTING—100. 
Adams, G. E. Eden, LeFevre, Sessions, 
Adams, J. J. Eldredge, A Shaw, 
pecan CM Fi aas 3 po aed on ines, 
nderson, z n š ARs, riggs, 
Arnot, Foran, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Atkinson, Gibson, C. H. Moffatt, St. Martin, 
Baker, Gilfillan Morrill, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
ff, Muller, is 
Barn Hale, Nelson. Swinburne, 
Bennett i, O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, J. M. 
Blanchard, Hanback, Parker, Thomas, J.R. 
liss, Harmer, Payne Toan pan 
Boyle, Heard, Payson, Throckmorton, 
Breckinridge, WCP,. Henderson, J.S. Peel, « Trigg, 
Brumm, Hires, Pettibone, Tucker, 
Candler, Hiscock, Phelps, Turner, ‘* 
Catchings, Hopkins, Pideock, Van Exton, 
le, Houk, Pirce, Wadsworth, 
Collins Ho A Plumb, Ward, T. 
Compton James, Pulitzer, Warner, A.J 
isp Johnson, F. A heey é, Warner, William 
Curtin, King, Reid, J. W. Wellborn, 
Davenport, Kleiner, s White, Milo 
Davidson, A. C. Laird Sadler, Whiting, 
Dawson, Landes, Seney, Winans, 
So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the rules were not 
suspended. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the names of those voting be dispensed with. 
There was no objection. 
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The following-named members were announced as paired until | is to be at a free-delivery office, or at an 


further notice: 
. HEARD with Mr. SESSIONS. 
. Crisp with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 
. LANDES with Mr. JAMES. 
. LE FEVRE with Mr. WADSWoRTI. 
. COLE with Mr. GOFF. 
. ELLSBERRY with Mr. MILLARD. 
. TURNER with Mr. HOPKINS. 
. THROCKMORTON with Mr, LIBBEY. 
. DAVIDSON, of Alama, with Mr. SWINBURNE, 
. ELDREDGE with Mr. PAYNE. : 
. PrpcocK with Mr. ADAmMs, of Illinois. 
. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. 
. SADLER with Mr. WHITING. 
The following pairs for this day were announced: 
Mr. MULLER with Mr. HIRES. 
Mr. Butss with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. 
Mr, SENEY with Mr. Hiscock. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Mr. JoHN M. TAYLOR, is de- 
zained at home by reason of sickness in his family. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
IMMEDIATE POSTAL-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to move to suspend the rules, and take 
from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the system 
for the immediate delivery of letters and pass the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. The Chair understands that the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] is to pass the bill asan 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to extend the system for the immediate delivery of letters, and amenda- 
tory of sections 3,4,and_5 of the act ed March 3, 1885, entitled “An act 
aking appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1846, and for other purposes.” 


ved 
Post-Oftice 
» I he 


the carrier-delivery limit of any free-delivery office an thin one mile of any 
other ffice which the P: eral shall at any time designate as a 
very ice. The postmaster shall be responsible for such im- 

delivery of e such article,and shall cause delivery to be made of 


\ery thereat; uding clerks and assistants, at 
‘third and fourth class offices, as yap nly AIRSET E ashe shall fix ascom- 
pensation for such delivery ; and to defra; e expense thereof such postmaster 

m adjustment of his quarterly aecount, to 80 per cent. of 
received at his office and re- 
Post-Office Department, dur- 
ing the quarter; and such allowances shall be in full of all the nses of such 

ided, That the Pi 


gers, 
And provided further, That he may 


ions of the act to which this is amen: s 
contract for the immedinte delivery of all articles from any post-office at any 
price Jess than 8 cents per piece when he shall deem it e: ient. 

Sec. 2. That the P. mn shall prescribe suitable ions, not 
inco! t with law, fọr the formance of the immediate-deliv: service, 


renderin 
erewith, and may prescribe 
made at any post-office. 


of accounts thereof, and all matters 


i 
me ora hours within which such immediate 


connected 


of 
or sball make any false return of the number of articles specially delivered from 
his office, i for tho purpose of increasing his compensation under the provisions 
of this act, shall be deemed lty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be fineg not less than $100 nor more than $500, or imprisoned for a term of 
not less that thirty days nor more than one year, or both such fine and imprison- 
ment, at the discretion of the court; and whenever, u evidence deemed sat- 
isfactory to him, the Postmaster-General shall determine that any such false re- 
turn has been made, he may, by order, fix absolutely the compensation of the 
postmaster for such special delivery during any quarter or quarters which he 
shall deem affected by such false return, and the Auditor adjust the post- 
master’s account accordingly. : 

SEC. 4. That any person employed to make immediate delivqry of letters or 
other mail matter under the provisions of this act, or the act of which the same 
is amendatory, shall be deemed an employé of the postal service, whether he 
may have been sworn or not, or temporarily or permanently employed, and 
as such employé shall be liable to any penalties or punishments provided by law 
for the improper detention, delay, secretion, rifling, embezzlement, purloining, 
or d ction of any letter or other article of mail matter, or the contents 
thereof, intrusted to him for deliyery or placed in his custody. 


The SPEAKER. Is asecopd demanded? If not, the question ison 

the motion made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] to 
d the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the special-delivery system was 
authorized by the act of March 3, 1885, sections 3, 4, 5, and 6, which 
are in the following words: 

- Sep. 3. That a special stamp of the face valuation of 10 cents may be provided 
angi ed, whenever deemed advisable or expedient, in such form bearing 
|, which, when at- 


device asmay meet the approval of the P. 
x PiaR K lew 


‘ostmaster-General. 
tached toa letter, in addi wfal postage thereon, the delivery of which 


city, town, or village contain 
population of 4,000 or over, according to the Federal census, shall be 

as entitling such letter to immediate delivery within the carrier limit of any frec- 
delivery office which may be di ed by the Postmaster-General asa special- 
delivery office, or within 1 mile of the post-office at any other office comin 
within the provisions of this section which may in like manner be designated 
as a special-delivery office, 

Sec. 4. That such bs rrp stamped letters shall be delivered from 7 o'clock 
ante meridian up to 12 o'clock midnight at offices designated by the Po: tmaster- 
General under section 3 of this act. 

Sec. 5. That to provide for the immediate delivery of letters bearing the 
special stamp, the postmaster at any office which may come within the provis- 
ions of this act may, with the approval of the Postma ster-General, employ such 
person or ns as may act y be required for such service, who, upon the 
delivery of such letter, will procure a receipt from th o pariy addres: ed, or some 
one authorized to receive it, in a book to be furnished for the purpose, which 
shall, when not in use, be = in the post-office and at all times subject to ex- 
amination by an inspector of the Department. 

. 6. That to provide for the paymentof such persons as may be employed 
for this service, the postmaster at any office designated by section 3 of this act 
shall keep a record of the number of letters received at such office bearing such 
special stamp, which number shall correspond with the number entered fh the 
receipt-books heretofore specified; and at the end of each month he may psy 
to such peson or persons employed a sum notexceeding 80 per cent, of the face 
value of all such stamps received and recorded during that month: Provided, 
That in no case shall the compensation so paid to any one person exceed $30 
per month: And provided further, That nothing in this act shall in any way in- 
terfere with the prompt delivery of letters as now provided by law or regula- 
tion of the Post-Office Department. 

The amendatory act is a proposition to enlarge the usefulness of the 
special-delivery system by adding to the public convenience and at the 
same time profiting the revenues of the Postal Department. 

A few days since I submitted a report upon this measure which fully 
sets forth the reasons that induced the committee to recommend its 
passage; and I shall give in substance the body of that report, £o that 
the House may be fully advised. 

Mr. Speaker, the special-delivery system was put into operation un- 
der appropriate lations by the Postmaster-General on the 1st of 
October, 1885, at all the post-offices to which the law authorized him 
to extend it, namely, those at places having a population of 4,000 and 
over, and embracing 555 in number. From the annual report of the 
Postmaster-General for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885 (pages 32- 
35), and from the further experience gained since that report was sub- 
mitted, it appears that the special-delivery system has proved to be a 
most useful adjunct to the postal service; but at the same time certain 
defects in the system as at present organized have manifested them- 
selves. 

RESTRICTIONS, 

Under the third section of the act of March 3, above quoted, the priv- 
ilege of immediate delivery is restricted to ‘‘letters,’’ or, as construed, 
to mail matter of the first class. There would appear to be no good 
reason in principle or policy for this limitation. Ifit be right to trans- 
mit by mail at all a newspaper, book, or packet of merchandise, it is 
difficult to see why such article should be denied any of the special facili- 
ties afforded by the mails, the more particularly when the fee charged 
for the special service isin excess of the costof doing the work. There 
would be as much reason for confining the registry system to letters; 
but so popular has the registration of third and fourth class matter be- 
come, that the fees from that source amounted to $98,330.30 during the 
last fiscal year. No practical difficulties exist in the way of extending 
the special-delivery system to all articles of mail matter; indeed, the 
delivery of parcels by special messenger is not open to the objection that 
might be urged against their delivery by regular carrier at the free- 
delivery offices, that of a liability to hinder the delivery of letters and 
to overload a carrier on a trip. 

The committee, therefore, unhesitatingly recommend that the privi- 
leges of immediate delivery be extended to embrace all classes of mail 
matter, believing that thereby the utility of the system would be greatly 
enhanced and the postal revenue correspondingly benefited. The pro- 
posed step would go far to justify a still more important enlargement 
of the system, the extension of the privileges of special delivery, within 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General, to all the post-offices in the 
country. Though letters bearing special-delivery stamps may be mailed 
at anygpost-office, they may be specially delivered ouy via addressed 
to one of the limited number of places embraced within the present list 
of special-delivery offices. At the great mass of the offices the people 
are denied a facility in the receipt of mail matter that they are given 
in dispatching it; and itso happens that the people from whom the privi- 
lege of immediate delivery is withheld are those who would be likely 
to appreciate it the most highly. 

At the large offices where the free-delivery system is in use the differ- 
ence in time between delivery by regular carrier and by special mes- 
senger is at most a question of a few hours only, while at the smaller 
towns and in the country where mail matter.must be called for, itmight 
lie undelivered for days or even weeks. The certainty of prompt de- 
livery at such places, in cases of urgency, would undoubtedly contrib- 
ute greatly to the use of the mails. Under the present working of the 
system the uncertainty as to what post-offices are special-delivery offices, 
and the necessity of consulting a list, which may not be conveniently 
at hand, doubtless operates to prevent the use of special-delivery stamps 
in many cases in which the system would be patronized if it were known 
to prevail at all post-offices. 

` I am fully convinced that the chief value of the special-delivery sys- 
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tem depends upon its general application, and the committee urgently 
recommend that authority be given to the Postmaster-General to extend 
the privilege of immediate delivery to all post-offices. 


FEES FOR THE SERVICE. 


It is not believed that any serious obstacles will occur to prevent the 
execution of the system under its proposed extension. It will be nec- 
essary, however, to modify existing legislation with regard to the method 
of applying the fees allowed for jial-delivery service. The amount 
of business at other than the principal offices would not of course justify 
the employment of messengers whose time was required exclusively in 
connection with that service. If, however, the postmaster is given the 
commissions authorized by law and held resposible for the work, he will 
doubtless be able to secure its performance with reasonable shag csp 
and safety. He might do the work himself or intrustit to his clerk or 
other reputable person who may be conveniently at hand, under such 
restrictions as may be imposed by the Postmaster-General. In many of 
the third and fourth class offices the time of the clerks is only partially 
occupied, and in their intervals of leisure they would gladly perform 
speca mrang service, if, in addition to their regular compensation, 

ey could be paid the commissions allowed the messengers for the work. 

At the largest post-offices there has been so far no difficulty in pro- 
yiding suitable messengers in sufficient force to do the required work 
with reasonable promptness and efficiency, but at many of the smaller 
of the present special-delivery offices, constituting probably a majority 
of the whole number, the business has not been found sufficient to 
maintain messe: in regularemployment. Under the law neithera 
postmaster at such an office, nor any of his clerks, can be paid anything 
additional on account of special-delivery service; so that where a reg- 
ular messenger can not be procured, there ‘is either a failure to make 
prompt delivery of letters arriving at the office or there is a hardship 
im upon the employé who is called upon to perform that service. 
It is evident that unless the proposed be made in the method of 
compensating for the service it will be necessary to abandon the sys- 
tem at all other than the large offices, where the amount of business 
transacted will justify the employment of a regular messenger force, 
and hence the provision for granting the fees to the postmaster and 
making him responsible for conducting the work, and allowing post- 
masters of the third and fourth classes to use their clerks for this 
service. 

FREE-DELIVERY OFFICES, 

The free-delivery offices are in the discretion of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral excepted from the operations of the proviso allowing postmasters 
80 per cent. of the face value of the special-delivery stamps received and 
recorded at their offices, because the committee believe that the Post- 
master-General should have the authority to make contracts with in- 
dividuals or with companies properly organized for the work, and un- 
der appropriate safeguards and regulations to have all special-delivery 
matter arriving at said offices immediately delivered at any price less 


than 8 cents per piece—the price allowed by law to the messengers—if 


he shall deem such contracts expedient. 

The committee think, from propositions which they areinformed have 
been made to the Post-Office Department for the performance of this 
_service by local telegraph or messenger companies in several of the larger 
cities, that there be no difficulty in making contracts for the serv- 
ice in question which will secure quite as reliable service as the De- 
partment could otherwise provide, and at considerably less cost. 

HOURS FOR CLOSING. 

A defect in the present system, which is the occasion of unnecessary 
hardship, and which is sought to be remedied by section 2 of the bill, 
is the requirement to make immediate delivery at all special-delivery 
offices up to midnight ofeach day. As the law is construed to compre- 
hend the immediate delivery of local letters as well as letters arriving 
from other ces, the special-delivery offices are required to be kept 
open nnal the hour named, andin many cases long after the arrival of 

e last mail, upon the chance that a local letter may be deposited for 
immediate delivery. Reports received at the Post-Office ment 
from postmasters show that the number of local special-delivery letters 
deposited after the close of business hours at most of the special-deliv- 
ery offices is very trifling; so that, without any serious inconvenience 
to the public, the privilege of immediate delivery at a majority of the 
offices might be restricted to business hours, or, say, from 7 a. m. to the 
time when the last mail arrives before midnight. As the time of ar- 
rival of such mail varies at different offices, the establishment of the hours 
of delivery could properly be prescribed by the Postmaster-General. 

With the modifi cations suggested, the committee believe that a wide 
field of usefulness will be opened up for the special-delivery system, and 
therefore recommend the passage of the amendatory act. 


CONCLUSION, 
Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I will briefly summarize the changes as 
p in aeh, pending bill. 

e present law requires all special-delivery offices to be kept o 
until midnight; this bill proposes to repeal that law and leave the ae 
ter to departmental ations. 

The present law prohibits the employment of clerks for this service 


at all post-offices; this bill allows the postmasters at third and fourth 
class offices to use their clerks and assistants. 

The present law allows all messengers 8 cents on each paekan Te- 
ceived and delivered; this bill makes the postmasters responsible for 
the delivery of packages bearing special stamps and allows them 80 per 
cent. of their face value; it further authorizes the Postmaster-General 
to contract with individuals or companies for the service in large cities, 
if in his discretion he deems it advisable, for a less sum than 80 per 
cent. of their face value. 

The present law restricts the service to all free-delivery offices and 
cities having a population of 4,000 or over; this bill extends its benefits 
to all post-offices in the United States, in the discretion of the Post- 
master-General. E 

The present law restricts the privilege of the service to letters, or, as 
construed, to mail matter of the first class; this bill extends the benefits 
of the service to all classes of mail matter. 

The amendatory act has the hearty support of the Postmaster-General 
and his Third Assistant, and I may also add, the approval of every mem- 
ber of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Thebill notonly 
provides for this service without cost to the Government, but under its 
provisions 20 per cent. of the gross receipts go into the Treasury as a 
net profit to assist in defraying the expenses of the Post-office Depart- 
ment. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken, and more than two-thirds having voted in 
the affirmative, the motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, some members of the committee de- 
sire to submit remarks upon this bill, and on their behalf I ask that 
they may have leave to do so. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHEROKEE RESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands to move to suspend the rules and take from the House Calen- 
dar the bill (H. R. 138) to provide for the sale of the Cherokee reser- 
vation in the State of Ar 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for a second. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the lands known as the old Cherokee reservation, in 
townships 7 and 8 north, of rai 21 west of the fifth principal meridian, in the 
State of Arkansas, be, and are hereby, placed under the control of the General 
Land Office, to be sold and disposed of in the same manner and under the same 
reqexeiee as other public lands of the United States, except as hereinafter pro- 


vided. 
Sec, 2. That such homestead and m entries as have been made, 
n the odd-numbered sec- 


under instructions from the General Q: a 
tions of said reservation, as shall ap) to be in respects fair and ee 
except as to time of sale, are hereby confirmed, and patents shall be ed 


thereon as in cases, 
Sec. 3. That all actual settlers, and settlers madjoining lands, whoare duly 
laws of the United Sta! 


qualified to make entries under the ho’ Si ye and - 
who settled upon or improved either odd or even numbered sections of said 
reservation atany time prior to the date of this and are now residing thereon, 
or cultivating the same and residing u ‘in: lands, shall be entitled to 
a preference right of entry under said 

the tract on which they reside 


vided, That all such parties shall file their applications under the homestead 
laws within three months from date of receipt by the local land officers of in- 
structions under this act from the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
make proof and payment as in other cases, 


The SPEAKER. Isasecond demanded? If not, the question ison 
the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and two-thirds having voted in the affirm- 
ative, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SymMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the bill (S, 103) making an appropri- 
ation for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon in the city of 
Washington of a building to be used as a hall of records; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. > 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. WELLBORN. By instruction of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday, the 27th day of May, and Saturday, the 29th day of 
May, after the morning hour, for the consideration of bills reported from com- 
mittees, be set apart for such business as may be presented or indicated by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; this order not to interfere with revenue or gen- 
eral appropriation bills, or prior orders of the House, or bills reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered on the motion to suspend the rules. The Chair hears 
no objection. Under the rules thirty minutes are now allowed for de- 
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bate, fifteen minutes in favor of and fifteen minutes against the reso- | fers parea will not be called up under this particular order. There 


lution. 


are enough bills ahead of it to occupy the whole time which this reso- 


Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. | lution pee to give us. 


WELLBORN] indicate the character of the bills which the committee 
propose to bring forward. 

Mr. WELLBORN. ‘There have been reported to the House by this 
committee three classes of m which to my mind are matters 
not of local interest but of general concern. First, there is a bill pro- 
viding Fe eon point, Tamen eee m Canisa f In the next 
place, there Te to the House a providing for opening 
a part of the Great Sioux reservation in Dakota. In the third place, 
there are a number of bills—one general bill and some of a special char- 
acter—granting rights of way under certain circumstances across the 
Indian Territory. While of course I have no authority to indicate 
what measures the Committee on Indian Affairs will call up, Istate my 
own personal judgment when I say that the measures I have enumer- 
ated, and probably in the order in which they have been stated, will 
be presented for the consideration of the House. i 

The SPEAKER. If no further debate be desired, the question will 
be taken on the motion of the gentleman from Texas to suspend the 
rules and adopt the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. HILL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Territories to 
move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which I send to the 
desk. - ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, May 1, and Saturday, May 8, 1886, be set apart, after 
the morning hour, for the consideration of such: business as may be reported and 
called up by the Committee on the Territories, not to interfere with general a 

ropriation bills, revenue bills, or bills reported from the Committee on Public 
ds; but this order shall be continued from day to day until two days have 
been occupied. 

Mr. RANDALL, I sup under this resolution it is intended to 
bring up bills now on the Calendar, Does the resolution so state? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution again. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have that resolution amended or 
modified so as to confine it to reports now on the Calendar from the 
Committee on the Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not subject to amendment; but 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HILL] has the right to modify it. 

Mr. BLAND. Under this resolution will the bills for the admis- 
sion of Dakota and Washington Territories into the Union be called up? 

Mr. HILL. If it be in order, I will state for the information of the 
House—— 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered. The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Ohio 
a HILL] is now entitled to fifteen minutes; and fifteen minutes, if 

esired, will be allowed in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, there are on the Calendar a number of 
bills from the Committee on the Territories. They are all of a local 
nature, except one, which provides for the organization of the Territory 
of Oklahoma; and from the character of that bill I am satisfied that 
it and the bills already on the Calendar will require far more time than 
the committee ask for in this resolution. I propose hereafter to ask 
for further time for other business to be reported from the Committee 
on Territories, but I do not make that request now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest tothegentleman from Ohio that he mod- 
ify the resolution so as to include merely what it really means accord- 
ing to the statement he has just made. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. HILL). Insert the words ‘‘heretofore reported.” 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to that, except that there are two 
or three bills of a local and non-partisan character which we hope to 

next week—bills which do not concern the admission of any Ter- 
ritory into the Union asa State; and I am sure the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would have no objection to the consideration of those bills 
if he knew what they are. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not object to any bill in particular; I object 
to the loose manner in which the resolution is worded. If the gentle- 
man will modify it so as to include only bills now on the Calendar, I 
shall have no objection to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and the House that the Committee on the Territories, having 
anwar of legislation pertaining to eight Territories of the Union, 

ation in which perhaps as many as two million people are inter- 
ested, has not yet had an opportunity to present more than one bill for 
the consideration of this House—the bill which related to the annexa- 
tion of the Pan Handle of Idaho to the Territory of Washington. There 
are many questions of interest to the people of the Territories which 
ought to receive at once the attention of Congress. The fact that we 
have so long neglected these great interests of our Territories is cer- 
tainly to be regretted, and further delay ought not to be tolerated if 
it can be avoided. Weask, therefore, that some time be set apart when 
this House caå give due consideration to these vast interests; and I 
assure the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the bill to which he re- 


Mr, RANDALL. I have not referred to any particular bill. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask this question—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know he did not mention any. _ 

ah RYAN. What bills do you refer to as those you will not call 
up 

Mr. HILL. I refer to the bill for the admission of Dakota as a State 
into the Union, as that bill has not been considered in committee with 
a view to final action. We are still considering it, and we will not be 
able to report the measure in time to have that bill considered under 
this order. We have business ready from that committee—more than 
enough to consume all the time allowed under this order. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Does this embrace Oklahoma? 

me HILL. It does; and the chief desire is to reach that important 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been modified to the Ist and 8th 
of May, covering those two Saturdays after the morning hour. 

Mr. HILL. If we properly consider Oklahoma and other bills on 
the Calendar there will be no timie for anything else. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be confined to that, then. 

Mr. HILL. Iam perfectly willing to confine it to those bills, unless 
by unanimous consent there should be some request made as to matters 
of detail about which there would be no objection. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let the order so read. . 

Mr, HILL. Rather than have the resolution fail, I agree to the 
amendments which have been suggested. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is to embrace only those bills now upon the Cal- 
endar to which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is the understanding; only those bills now 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HILE. And also those which may be taken up by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Unanimous consent can take care of itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right, then. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why does the gentleman from Pennsylvania in- 
sist upon the restriction? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because I wish to be aware now of the legislation 
which the committee mean to present under the suspension of the rules 
for the consideration of the House. I am always candid and frank. 
The gentleman from Michigan knows how I stand as to Dakota, because 
he and I contended over that a good many years ago. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think I remember it. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the modification? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; I object to the modification. 

Mr, RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will withdraw his 
objection, He will simply delay the consideration of the Dakota ques- 
tion by delaying the consideration of all this other business. These 
bills have to be di. of, and they ought to be disposed of at once. 

- Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman say there is no probability a 
bill for the admission of Dakota will be reported at that time and be 
ready for action? 

Mr. HILL. I do not say so; I am not disposed to smother any bill 
before that committee, but if you delay the committee in the work they 
have already on the Calendar you necessarily delay everything else. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no disposition to delay the gentleman in 
considering the business of that committee so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think I will withdraw my objection. Iwished 
to find out the feeling of the House on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution as it has been 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, May 1, and Saturday. peor Ae A.D,, 1836, be set apart, 
after the morning hour, for the consideration of such business now on the Cal- 
endar as may be called up by the Committee on the Territories, not to interfere 
with general a riation bills, revenue bills, or bills from the Com- 


reported 
mittee on the ic Lands; but this order shall be continued from day to day 
until two days have been occupied. 


The rules were suspended and the resolution adopted (two-thirds — 


voting in favor thereof). 


ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL, ETC. 


Mr. MURPHY. Iam directed by the Committee on Railways and 
Canals to move to suspend the rules and offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday, May 6, after the reading of the Journal, be set apart 
for the consideration in the House, as in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, House bill 5859, to provide for the acceptance by the United 
States of the proposed grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its ap- 
purtenances, from the State of Illinois, and for the construction of the Illinois 
and Mississippi River Canal, and if said bill shall not be disposed of on that day, 
this shall be a continuing order until said bill is disposed of; this order not to 
interfere with the consideration of revenue and general appropriation bills and 
all prior special orders. 


The SPEAKER. Is there a second demanded of the motion to sus- 
pend the rules? 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, and Mr. HOLMAN demanded a second, 


Mr. Browne, of Indiana, and Mr. MURPHY were appointed as tell- | passes. 


ers. 

Mr. MURPHY. I ask a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. HATCH, and Mr. RANDALL objected. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 111, noes 57. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate; fifteen for and fifteen against it. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER] will be recognized to control the time in support of the 
motion. 

Mr, MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, Ido not believe I desire to occupy 
the time of the House after the vote we have already taken, because I 
am satisfied there is a di AO AA DAER OC bag TOA IE ENSE 
fair hearing, and thatisallwe ask. I only ask fora brief moment while 
I relate a fact which all will acknowledge as soon as stated, and that 
is, we have sat in that Committee on Railways and Canals for the last 
three years and considered this matter, and this is the third time it has 
been reported to the House, and in addition I simply ask in all candor 
and fairness whether weare not entitled at least to have an opportunity 
to present our case, and if upon presentation it appears we have no 
case, then let gentlemen on this floor vote as they think proper. 

But that committee, composed as it is, sitting there week after week, 
as it has done, and presenting unanimous reports to this House, I say 
is not receiving that justice to which its labor is entitled if it shall be 
refused even the privilege of a hearing. 

Sir, I desire to call attention to the fact that there has been no im- 
provement which has received such a general indorsement as has the 
construction of this canal, and the facts justify me in that statement. 
I do not deem it necessary to occupy any further time, and will listen 
to what can be said on the other side, reserving my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirteen minutes of his time 
remaining. ‘ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if the House intends to 
inaugurate this system of internal improvements at the national ex- 
pee: it can do no better than to set down a hearing for the project 

nown as the Hennepin Canal. Ihave objected to the consideration of 
this measure because I believe it ought not to pass, and not because I 
have the slightest objection to the fullest, freest possible consideration 
of the project. 

But this House does not need to beinformed in that regard; we have 
heard it frequently during the last three or four sessions—— 

Mr. MURENE . Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a question 

. BROWNE, of Indiana. All of the necessities of the case have 
been presented in the most elaborate speeches by the gentleman from 
Towa (Me MURPHY] and others. I apprehend that there is not one 
pooma even of the minutest detail with which the members of this 

ouse are not fully informed, at least those of them who feel any in- 
terest whatever in the matter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the summer is fast coming on, and business of 
importance is of our Calendars which ought to be taken up and con- 
sidered before the final adjournment. Iam, therefore, opposed to wast- 
ing the time of the House in the consideration of a measure that can- 
not by any possibility pass; a measure that inaugurates a system that 
would lead to the most igal extra ce, the inauguration of a 
class of legislation that is in the face of the Constitution, if the Con- 
stitutionmeansanything. I havesometimes doubted, indeed, whether 
it had any meaning that could be interposed between legislation and 
the national Treasury. Whenever we want money, it seems as if we 
can find some provision of the Constitution under which it may be 


taken. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me for a 
few minutes? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will, with pleasure. How much time 
does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HATCH. Only a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has twelve minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire tocall the attention of the House 
to the provision of this resolution, providing this bill, now in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and which I regard as the most important measure 
in many respects to come before this Congress, shall be taken out of 
the Committee of the Whole and considered in the House, where the 
friends of the measure can demand the previous question upon it atany 
stage of its discussion. Three several times within the last ten days 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MurrHy ] has attempted by unanimous 
consent to get this resolution through the House taking this bill out of 
the Committee of the Whole and to have it considered in the House, 
where the previous question will cnt off alldiscussion. And whatisit? 

The bill is a new departure for this Congress, inaugurating as it does 
a system of internal improvement which, in my judgment, in its ulti- 
mate consequences will involve an expenditure of $100,000,000, and 
with no more merit than is possessed by a dozen or so different canal 


bills that will be pressed upon us and upon future if this 
The whole object of this resolution is clear. It isnot the con- 
sideration of the Hennepin Canal bill, but the object is that bill shall 
be taken ont of the Committee of the Whole, brought into the House, 
and passed under the previous question. If two-thirds of the members 
on this floor are to-day willing to relinquish their rights and the rights 
of their people in that regard they will do so with full knowledge of the 
facts before them. If we this resolution it is the last fair consid- 
eration of that bill. Itis simply a gag. We will tie our hands and 
enslave this Congress, so far as it can be done, by passing a bill like this 
under the whip and spur of the previous question. 

I say to you, gentlemen, just as earnestly as I have ever opposed any 
proposition in this House in my life, that I believe thisis the most dan- 
gerous bill introduced into any of the four Congresses in which I have had 
the honor to sit upon this floor. Are you simply going to pass the Hen- 
nepin Canal bill? Is there only one canal project in the United States 
that has meritinit? Will you refuse to connect the waters of the Ohio 
and the mouth of the Savannah River? Will you refuse an appropria- 
tion to the Delaware and Lackawanna Canal? Will you decline to ap- 
propriate money to build scores of canals and pass scores of bills that 
have been pending before Congress for the last twenty-five years? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Tennessee Mr. [MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I shall only ceon a portion of the time, Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of saying that I heartily concur in what the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] has said concerning the effect 
of the passage of the resolution on the future consideration of the bill, 
and in what both gentlemen who have spoken have said as to its effect 
on future legislation and the country. 

What is the condition of the Treasury and of the country to-day? 
There are a number of your harbors all around this country that can 
not be entered because of the sands that have washed into them from 
the rivers of the continent. ‘The amount that could be appropriated for 
river and harbor and canal purposes is limited, and hence if you in- 
crease the number of canals that are to share in this appropriation you 
to that extent destroy the legitimate work and the necessary work of 
cleaning out the harbors by which the country is approached. Are 
gentlemen ready to do it? 

We have all seen the different appropriation bills for the purpose of 
constructing water ways come before Congress, and we have seen one 
Congress die, and the party which went out a majority return a minor- 
ity as much because of appropriating $18,000,000 for that purpose as 
anything else. Iam in favor of legitimate river and harbor improve- 
ments. I have favored them all along the line. I oppose this because 
I do not believe it is wise policy to abandon the channels that the Great 
Architect of the universe made and go out to make channels that He 
did not see fit to make for commerce, 

I concur in what the gentleman from Missouri has said concerning 
what will be the result upon this House. You tie your hands, and when- 
ever a majority of the House sees fit to gag the balance it can do it un- 
der the resolution. If this new policy of appropriations is to be entered 
upon, if this new method of expending the public money, this new 
method of getting into the Treasury, this new method of laying the 
foundation of new taxesis to be entered upon, why notdoit asis required 
inthecaseof other bills? Why not approach this objectunder the rules 
of the House? Why not consider this bill in the House in place of in 
Committee of the Whole? 

I do not believe this proposition is wise. Whatever the fature may 
require we may trust confidently that future generations will be able to 
give. Butto-day thenecessities for this measurein our present tax-rid- 
den condition are not sufficient to justify the Representatives of the peo- 
ple in entering upon a system of appropriations that are not limited by 
the Hennepin Canal, that are not limited by five millions, that are not. 
limited by ten millions, nor by twenty millions, nor even by fifty mill- 
ions, but that means the construction of canals all over the country to 
be controlled by the Government and to demand new officers and new 
appropriations annually. 

I oppose the resolution fixing a day for consideration because I do 
not believe the bill ought to be passed. I believe there are other more 
important measures before this Congress. There are over a hundred 
million of acres of public land that ought to be reclaimed for the peo- 
ple. Shall we set aside that work, that can only be done now, and that 
must be done soon if ever done, and go into one of most doubtful ex- 
pediency? Forone I protest we should not. I yield what time is left 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I only desire to say that this bill has had its 
usual two hours under the rule and has gone tothe Calendar. It is the 
second bill on that Calendar. The first bill on the Calendar is one to 
pay a debt long due to the State of Georgia, and which has had the 
unanimous report of two if not more Judiciary Committees of the 
House of Representatives. Iam not willing, if I had no other objec- 
tion to this bill,’to giveit the precedence over thatone. Ithinkits friends 
should let it stay on the Calendar and help me to get up the Georgia 


case and dispose of it first. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. TUCKER]. 
Mr. TUCKER. I shall oppose the proposition to consider this bill, 
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because I am irreconcilably opposed to its passage. If this bill pae 
it will open a new chapter in the history of appropriations in this House 
for this class of expenditures. 

The Constitution as it was adopted was proposed to be amended in 
the Federal convention by giving the express power to dig canals where 
considered necessary. That power was expressly forbidden by a vote of 
three States in its favor and seven in opposition. 

This Hennepin Canal is not only not an improvement between States, 
but it is an improvement exclusively within one State. If you have a 
right to dig a canal in Illinois, you have a right to dig a canal in another 
State which does not go beyond the boundaries of the State; and if to 
dig a canal, you have the right to build arailroad. So that if this bill 
passes it is the opening of a new chapter of appropriations for all in- 
ternal improvements inside of a State which can have what my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. MURPHY] calls any national benefit. My doctrine is 


obsta principiis. I op the beginning of this thing. 
Mr. MURPHY. How do you justify the canals ly constructed 
by the Government? 


Mr. TUCKER. The canalsthat have already been constructed have 
been in furtherance of a natural avenue of commerce between States. 
If the Government has done anything else it has done what I believe to 
be wrong, and I will not follow that precedent. 

As I said the other day in reference to another matter, I hope that 
if there is any such precedent it will have no progeny, and this would 
be a progeny that would be very fruitful of fature ills to this country. 
I shall oppose it in the beginning and in the end. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MURPHY] has 
thirteen minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. MURPHY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if what my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] says be correct, then I would like to know what 
force is to be given to the objection made by my friend from Missouri 
(Mr. Harc]. The one says this question has been fally discussed, 
and that every detail of it is understood by the members of this House. 
If that be so, what is there to hinder us from coming to a vote directly 
on the proposition without any farther discussion? 

Mr. Speaker, I have not time in the ten minutes allowed me to meet 
the objections that have been raised by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH], supplemented by the objections of the gentleman from 
Virginia and others. ‘Ten minutes will not do fora constitutional argu- 
ment, but I will make one answer to the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
TUCKER], who says that the constitutional convention expressly refused 
to include in the Constitution the power to construct canals. That 
statement has been made before, and a gentleman as distinguished in 
the annals of our statesmanship as any other in our history has said 
that it was not well authenticated. 

And the same distinguished gentleman said further that even ad- 
mitting there was an attempt in the constitutional convention to in- 
clude this power in the Constitution and it failed, that that was no 
a ent against the power, because the power might have been con- 
sidered as dy included in the Constitution. That was the view 
taken by Henry Clay when a member of this House in the year, I believe, 
in which I was born. Mr. Speaker, every objection which we hear 
urged against this measure on constitutional grounds has been urged 

inst the improvement of every river and of every harbor in the 
United States in days that are gone by. If you will go to President 
Polk’s veto message of the river and harbor bill in, I think, 1848, to 
General Jackson’s veto of the Maysville road bill, or to any other of 
the messages of Presidents of the United States vetoing internal-im- 
provement bills, you will find that the same objections which are 
urged here as constitutional objections against this bill and bills of this 
class have been inst the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
and if , to be consistent, we should vote against the improvement 
of all rivers or harbors in the United United States; and I want to make 
the assertion here and now, that if there is any power in the Constitu- 
tion under which Congress can improve a river or a harbor it is in my 
opinion under that provision of the Constitution which confers upon 
Congress the power to regulate commerce between the States and with 
foreign nations and the Indian tribes. 

That is the provision under which we have improved the Mississippi 
River and all the other rivers and harbors of the country, although 
Mr. Calhoun, when president of the river convention at Memphis in 
1845, expressed the opinion that Congress might improve the Missis- 
sippi on the ground that it was a great inland sea. But, sir, all those 
ideas have been exploded longsince. They have been exploded by the 
action of Congress, and we have the very best authority for saying that 
the power under the Constitution is full and complete in Congress to 
authorize the construction of a canal, if it facilitates commerce nE 
ulates commerce between the States and with foreign nations by facil- 
itatingit, as it is to improve a river. But the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. HATCH) complains that the friends of this bill seek to consider 
t in the House as in Committee of the Whole. What is the objection 
to that? What is the objection to it, Mr. Speaker? We propose to 
consider this bill as we often in the House consider other bills, and if, 
as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.-BRowNE] states, we have taken 
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up so much time in the discussion of this bill and the House so well 
understands it, then we ought to be permitted to come to a vote upon 
it and settle the question one way or the other, and that is what we 
ask to-day. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is what we propose to do. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Give the friends of this measure an 
opportunity to consider it on the floor of the House. Give us an oppor- 
tunity to meet all your objections, whether constitutional or otherwise; 
for I think they can be successfully met. At any rate, giveto the ipone 

eclare 


-who are interested in this great internal improvement—and I 


here that there is none greater presented for your consideration, in my 
opinion—give them an oportunity to be heard; give us an opportunity 
to present our reasons for the passage of this bill. Do not stop to con- 
sider that one hundred millions or five hundred millions may be ex- 
Propet in other directions, That kind of oa, are would defeat every 

e ry. If this bill has 
merit in it, let it stand or fall upon its own merits. 

The argument made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
would prevent theimprovement of the Mississippi River, which runs b 
his own city, as effectually as it would prevent the construction of thi 
canal. I appeal to members of this House, if there is a disposition to 
be fair, if there is a disposition to give the people interested in this 
national enterprise any sort of a hearing upon floor—Iask that you 
will give us an opportunity to consider this bill, and then vote as your 
judgmentand your consciencesdictate. I say to members of this House 
that in my opinion this is a meritorious measure. It is a measure in 
which more than one-tenth of the people of this entire country, as I 
believe, are deeply interested; it isa measure in which millions of the 
commerce of this country are interested. I do not care if the canal is 
wholly in the State of Illinois, the wheat and other products that will 
pass over it will go from Minnesota and from the entire Northwest to 
Boston and to New York, and the construction of this canal would 
benefit the people of Minnesota and Iowa and the people of New York 
and Massachusetts, and I may say of all New England, if it would benefit 
anybody. Illinois, where the canal would be located if constructed, 
would not be any more interested in or benefited by its construction 
than many, very many, other States. : 

This canal would put the people of the city of New York and of the 
Atlantic seaboard in direct communication by a line of water 
tation with the people at the head of navigation on the issippi 
River; and if this is not an important work, in which people outside of 
the State of THinois are interested, I do not know what can be such a 
work. All I ask is that this House shall show a disposition to be fair 
and just to the people of this country in the consideration of public 
measures, and that we shall have a fair opportunity, as well as other 

of the country interested in improvements, to be heard. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] does not stop to consider 
the dange of improving the Cumberland River by locks and dams. He 
has never stopped to consider the danger of improving the Tennessee 
River by thé construction of a canal at a cost of four or five millions of 
dollars; nor has the House apne’ to consider objections to other meas- 
ures of this character, even when they were far less meritorious. - 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have said more than I intended to say, and will 
close by again appealing to members of the House for a fair hearing. 
If I have any time left I yield it to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, 
HEPBURN ]. : 

TheSPEAKER. There is one minute of the gentleman’s ten minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. NEECE. I would like to occupy two minutes, 

The SPEAKER. There are four minutes remaining of the time in 
favor of the resolution. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, ifI have any knowledge of the object 
of internal improvements, they are for the purpose of facilitating the 
commerce of the country, so that it may be carried at the cheapest 
possible rate. Now will any gentleman on this floor deny the propo- 
sition that all internal improvements, no matter of what kind or char- 
acter, are in the interest of commerce and are made for that purpose and 
that alone? And will it be denied that water transportation is cheaper 
than tion by rail or any other means? 

We all know that this question of interstate commerce has been agi- 
tated on the floors of Congress and before the people by resolution npon 
resolution, the purpose of such legislation being simply to exercise some 
control over the charges for railroad transportation, which can only be 
effectually done by improving our means of water transportation, re- 
moving bars that obstruct navigation, connecting this water way with 
that water way, thus giving continuous water connection from the far 
interior to the seaboard. 

When my friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] states with an ear- 
nestness that is characteristic of him‘that this work will cost $100,000,- 
000, he simply makes an open confession that he at least, if no other 
member on this floor, ought to have an opportunity to give thought 
and consideration to this subject; for I do know that if he would take 
the report of the civil engineers he would find that this canal would 
not cost for deepening and enlarging the old channel and constructing 
the new more than $9,000,000, and it seems to me there is considerable 
difference between $9,000,000 and $100,000,000. 
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Mr. HATCH. Isuppose the gentleman would not purposely mis- 
represent me. Did he understand me to say that this canal would cost 
$100,000,000? 

Mr. MURPHY. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. HATCH. Did the gentleman understand meas saying that the 
Hennepin Canal would cost $100,000,000? 

Mr. MURPHY. Yes, sir; I so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. HATCH. I did not say any such thing; but in my opinion it 
wald lead to an expenditure of not only $100,000,000 but $500,000,- 


Mr. MURPHY. There it is again! The gentleman has got off on 
the same extra t line of thought. 

Mr. NEECE. I would like to ask—— 

Mr. MURPHY. Ihave not time to yield. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I do know that while this canal, according to the re- 
port of the engineers, will cost about $9,000,000, it can be demonstrated, 
if I haye an opportunity, that its construction will save to the produ- 
cers of the West and the consumers of the East over $30,000,000 per 
annum. Furthermore, it will give to the Knights of Labor, whose in- 
terests we are all seeking to promote and harmonize, some bread and 
meat, in consideration of labor, for the poor and the needy. ‘That is 
what it will do. Š 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’stime has expired. The question 
is on the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 102, not 
voting 107; as follows: 


YEAS—114, 
Anderson, J. A. Foran, Miller, Scranton, 
Baker, Frederick, Milliken, Skinner, 

g Fuller, ilis, , 
Bayne, Funston, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, Morgan, Springer, 
Brown, C. E. Gay, Morrow, Stephenson, 
Brown, W. W. Gilfillan, ht Stewart, Charles 
Bunnell, Hall Neal, St. Martin 
Burleigh, Hanback, Neece, Stone, E. F. 
Butterworth, Haynes, Negley, t, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, D.B. N 4 Struble, 
Campbell, T. J. Henderson, T.J. O'Donnell, Symes, 

non, Hepburn, F. Tarency. 

Carleton, Herman, Osborne, ‘Taylor, Zach. 

Caswell, Hitt, Owen, ‘Townshend, 

Catchings, Holmes, Parker, Van Eaton, 

Hudd, Peters, Wade, 

Conger, LN Perkins, Wait, . 

Cooper, eckson, Pettibone, Wakefield, 

Crain, ohnston, J. T, irce, Weaver, J.D. 
m, Jones, J. T. Plumb, Weber, . 

Y, Lindsley, Price, 

Dougherty, Lovering, Reed, T. B. Wheeler, 
Dowdney, soman A White, 
5 arkham, Rockwell, White, Milo 
Dunn, Martin, Romeis, Willis, 
Farquhar, sie A Rowell, Worthington. 
Felton, McKenna, Ryan, 
Fleeger, McKinley, Sawyer, 
NAYS—102, 

Allen, J.M. Daniel, Hiestand, Randall, 
Anderson, C. M. Dargan, Hill, Reagan, 
Barksdale, Davidson, R. H.M. Holman, Richardson, 
Barnes, Dawson, Hutton, Rogers, 
Beach. Dockery, Johnston, T. D. Sayers, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Jones, J. H. Scott, 
Bennett, Everhart, Ketcham, Seymour, 
Bland, Fisher, Laffoon, Shaw, 
Blount, Forney, La Follette, Singleton, 
Bound, Geddes, lanham, Sowden, 

ragg Gibson, Eustace Lehlbach, ‘Spriggs, 
B inri WCP.G Little, e, 
Browne, T. Glover, Lore, Stone, W.J., Ky. 

J Green, R. 8S. Lowry, Stone, W. J., Mo, 

Burnes, Green, W.J. Matson, Swope, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, McAdoo, Thomas, 0. B, 

1, Guenther, McComas, Iman, 
Carers, Felix Halsell, McCreary, Iy - 
= x Airani Se ertai 

ements, arris, cRae, jele, 
Cobb, Hatch, Merriman, Wilkins, 
Collins, Hayden, O'Ferrall, Wilson, 
Cowles, peo ee O'Neill, Char Winans, 
Cox, Henderson, J.S. Outhwaite, * Wolford. 
Croxton, Herbert, wel fh 
Curtin, Hewitt, Pindar, 

NOT VOTING—107. 

Adams, G. E. Buchanan, Eldredge, Hopkins, 
Adams, J.J. Burrows, Ellsberry, Houk, 
Aiken, Caldwell y oward, 
Allen, C. H, Cam J.E. Evans, James, 
Arnot, Clardy, Findlay, Johnson, F., A. 
Atkinson, Cole, Kelley, 
Ballentine, Compton, Gibson, C.H. King, 
Barbour, Crisp, Gof, Kleiner, 
Bingham, Culberson, Grout, Laird, 
Blanchard, Davenport, Hale, Landes, 
Bliss, Davidson, A.C. Harmer, Lawler, 
Boyle, Davis, Heard, Le Fevre, 
Brady, Dibble, Henley, Libbey, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Dingley, Hires, Long. 
Brumm, Eden, Hiscock, Louttit, 


Mahoney, Phelps, Stahlnecker, Van Schaick, 
Millard, Pidcock, Stewart, J. W. Wadsworth, 
Moffatt, Pulitzer, Storm, Ward, J. A. 
Morrill, Ranney, Swinburne, Ward, T. B. 
Morrison, Reid, J. W. Taulbee, Warner, A. J. 
Muller, Reese, Taylor, E. B. Warner, William 
Norwood, iggs, Taylor, I. H. Weaver, A.J. 
Oates, m, Taylor, J.M. Wellborn, 
ONANI aaler E reee hiana ae 
yne, ney, mpson, 
Payson, Sessions, ieee tine PE Woodburn, 
Peel, Snyder, Turner, 


So the rules were not suspended, and the resolution was not adopted, 
two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk: 

Mr. MORRILL (who, if present, would vote ‘‘ay’’) with Mr. GROUT, 
(who would vote ‘‘no’’). 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KELLEy, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BINGHAM, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. ALLEN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WARD with Mr: DAVENPORT, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. ATKINSON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Morrison with Mr. BOYLE, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. RANDALL moved that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 97. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


CAMPBELL YS. WEAVER. 


Mr. PAYNE, by unanimous consent, presented the views of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Elections in the case of Campbell against 
Weaver; which were ordered to be printed with the report of the ma- 
jority. 

j PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution 
‘which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, May 4, 1886, after the hour for consideration of bills re- 
ported from committees, be fixed for the consideration of such bills as may be 
indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the bills re- 
ported by said committee, and that this order shall continue from day to day 
until the bills so indicated shall have been disposed of by the House; not to in- 
terfere with revenue or general appropriation bills or prior special orders or 
the order in favor of the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. MORRISON and Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask by unanimous consent thesecond be considered 
as ordered. : 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no; let us see how many we have. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 142, noes 44. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate; fifteen minutes in favor of the resolution and fifteen minutes 
in opposition to it. 

The gentleman from South Carolina will be recognized to control the 
time in support of the motion, and the gentleman from Illinois, who 
demanded the second, the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will reserve the timein favor of the motion. I do 
not think there is any necessity for debate. 

The SPEAKER. If no further time is to be taken up, the Chair 
will put the question to the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to delay the proceed- 


ings of the House further than to say these gentlemen immediately and- 


locally interested understand each other. [Laughter.] We know from 
the beginning all these bills for the construction of public buildings em- 
braced in the order, already reported or not, are to be passed when this 
order is made. To make the order is to pass the bills, because it is an 
omnibus. The friends of the meritorious will then need the help of 
such ag have no merit, and to get it must help in return. In that way 
good measures will be made to help the bad: r 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gėntleman from South Carolina what 
are the number of bills and the amount of money involved in them? 

Mr, DIBBLE. The number of bills on the Calendar is thirty-seven, 
and the amount involved about $4,000,000. They include one-half 
Senate bills and one-half House bills. 

Mr. OWEN. The average amount appropriated in the last seven 
or eight years has been nearly $7,000,000, and all we ask now is about 
$4,000,000. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘Vote !??] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield me the 


oor. . 

am SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from Illinois 
yield? 

Mr. MORRISON. All he wants. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I think the House would do well to 
pause and consider the result of the adoption of this resolution. I know 
there is a general desire for the consideration of bills fur public build- 


Ub aca Shetinnn some r bre kerr 8 erste 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3626 


| APRIL 19; 


ings at various places in the country, but I am also aware that the 
tendency to multiply them is increasing beyond the growth of any other 


expenditure, eyen that of the river and harbor bill itself. 
looked at the appropriation bill for 1878 to see thenumber provided 
for there and it was only nineteen. It continued to range about that 
int for quite a number of years until it received an impetus in the 
‘orty-seventh Congress. Then there were a large number authorized to 
be constructed. In the Forty-eighth Congress there was a great struggle 
for the construction of public buildings. Seven or eight millions were 
authorized to be passed in addition to works then goingon. Quitea 
number of statutes have passed in this House authorizing the construc- 
tion of public buildings, and at one time the rage for these public build- 
ing was so intense and reckless, I am informed, the Senate sent in one 

batch thirty-seven of them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There were two for every State as regularly as 
they came up. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suppose they are hereafter to come in the same 
way. Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, we have in addition to these a notice 
from the chairman of the Committee on Public Bui and Grounds 
that as the Calendar now stands we are to be invited to the considera- 
tion of $4,000,000 more of these buildi all around the country, and 
that many more will be on the Calendar by the time we shall reach the 
day fixed by this resolution. How many they can pass under this order, 
continuing as it does from day to day until they get tired or disgusted 
with thewhole performance, no human being can tell. But I do know 
there has been a greater disposition to pass public building bills during 
this Congress than any I have ever known. 

I do not see why the committee can not be content with the hour 
fixed by the rules for this purpose. Experience up to this time hasdis- 
closed the fact that we are able under the new rulesto pass agreat many 
bills of this character; and it does seem to me as if we were going to 
strikedownall restraints, tothrow open the door and pass building after 
building, involving expenditure after expenditure out of the Federal 
Treasury, without any discretion whatever. Where is it to end? If 
this ‘had been a proposition to limit the number of bills to a reasonable 
sum, if we had any specific number upon which we are called to pass, 
it would be better; but we are to vote blindly on thirty now on the Cal- 
endar and all the balance that can be placed there from now until this 
resolution takes effect, never stopping until the whole subject has been 
exhausted or the ry has been exhausted, . 

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to rush forward and do this ome (i The House 
has the power to throw open the door and let all of these bills go through; 
but there was a time in this House, through Congress after Congress, 
when a proposition of this kind could not be passed. 

In the Forty-fourth Con, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will you permit a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I want to know if that was before the Macon bill 
was passed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. LIexpected just that appeal. Is that a reasonable 
answer to the question, whether or not we shall go forward and pass 
bills erecting building after building; to lay aside important business 
and work day after day until we shall have given everybody, not only 
at Macon but everywhere else, all they want? : 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is to be presumed that the places are at least as 
meritorious as Macon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah! Iam glad that my friend got all this in. I 
hope he is content, but I wish tosay that the Macon building was never 

inthismanner. There never was a House—even the last House 
of Representatives did not pursue any such order as this in connection 
with this business. It is concep os facility beyond anything in the 
past for getting such bills through. Macon building tookits chances 
as all buildings have done heretofore; and if the gentleman from South 
Carolina shall bring any inconsistency to my door, and if he shall prove 
that while appealing to others to doright I have not been willing todo 
so myself, I ask if the gentleman is satisfied that that answers the public 
demand and the publicinterests? Ifhethinksit will, he will find when 
-this great array of public wa aleren have been brought forward 
for expenditure from the public there will be others away 
from here who will not readily accept his conclusions. © 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like to ask another question. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly, all you want; but I only ask, when you 
come to refer to this question and take your own time, that you will 
tell this House whether a proposition to invite gentlemen to march for- 
ward to the Federal Treasury has ever been supported by any Congress 
heretofore? Now, ask anything you want. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like to ask whether the gentleman voted 
for a proposition as broad as this in the last Congress? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idid not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did not the gentleman from Georgia sustain just 
such a proposition? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did he not vote for just such a resolution in the 
Forty-eighth Congress? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Did he raise his voice and vote against it dr pro- 
test against it as loudly as he does now ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Therewas nosuch pro tion pending. Theyasked 
oy for the consideration of their bills, and that was the most they 


Mr. MILLIKIN. Was that resolution not just as broad and sweep- 
ing as this? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And let me remind the gentleman from Georgia, 
too, that even that order was broken down and could not be enforced, 
altho it was not as radical by one-fourth as this is. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It never was,and the proposition was different. 
You do notask herefora day. Youask that all the legislation for this 
great country for every department of the Government shall be sus- 
pended and that you shall be allowed to go on and continue from day 
to day voting for every public building that anybody wants. 

This House is too intelligent for my inconsistency, if there be incon- 
sistency, tohelp these gentlemen forward with this scheme. I have 
regretted that it was necessary for me to say anything. I have not ob- 
structed the wishes of gentlemen. There has been great liberality dis- 
played in this regard. But when I heard this proposition, and when I 
remembered the declarations made by my party in favor of public econ- 
omy, and when I remembered its antecedents, I was not willing to keep 
silent and perhaps to bring mockery on the professions we have made. 
The Democratic party has never obtained popular favor on any other 
idea so much as it has done from its for economy in public ex- 
penditures. That idea may be laughed at here, and oftentimes by some 
gentlemen it has been made a term.of reproach. But it is notsowhen 
they go forth through the land bidding the people to approve of this 
or that action of their party. All of these gentlemen, however much 
they may have ridiculed economy in expenditures here, have gone to 
every hustings and proclaimed they were par excellence the guardians 
of the Treasury. 

I have no objection to a reasonable consideration of these bills. I 
have no objection to the passing of the usual number, or if need be 


-| even of more than that. But I beg to say that at this time the force 


in the Treasury Department necessary to do the work is entirely inad- 
equate. Even now if you get your plans, and commence the construc- 
tion of the buildings you have on hand, you can make no progress, vote 
as many billsthrough asyou Kare until you have increased immensely 
the number of employés in the Architect’s Office. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? This resolution is not confined to one day, to one week, or even 
to this session, but its operation may run to the 4th of next March. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly it may. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no limit to it. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] labors 
under a misapprehension as to the facts in relation to the order made 
in the last Congress, - To save time I will read from the RECORD instead 
of sending it to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr, STOCKSLAGER. I move tosuspend the rules and pass the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That Wednesday, April 9, 1884, be set apart for the consideration of 
such bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
Senate bills apon the Speaker’stablo relating to the erection of public buildings 
as the committee shall desi and that this special order continue from da 
to mae Chowapm all such bills on the House Calendar and the Speaker’s table shall 
have considered and acted upon by the House, not to interfere with appro- 
priation and revenue bills and special orders heretofore made." 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman turn to the ay-and-no vote on 
that proposition? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I find the question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
by some accident, I suppose, the name of the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. BLount] is recorded in the affirmative. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from South Carolina allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has quoted this as a precedent, 
and relies on it as an argument that this resolution of similar character 
should go through. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Not at all; the gentleman misapprehends me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask him as a member of that Congress if it is 
not a fact that they attempted to enforce that resolution and were en- 
gaged for two days in enforeing ik; and then it broke down of its own 
rottenness when only three bills had been reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and none had passed the House? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ifthátis the case it can not do much harm now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope it can not. But now is the time to pre- 
vent its harm by defeating its adoption. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will answer the gentleman from Tennessee. The 


House did take up the consideration of those bills and a small minority, 
just enough to call the yeas and nays in the House, filibustered on the 
passage of those bills, and after they had tired the House for two days 
the special order was abandoned. 

Mr. HAMMOND, Will not the same thing occur again? 
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Mr. DIBBLE. No, sir. I give the House credit for better intelli- 
gence. After the lessons of the last days of the last I believe 
this House will never consent that its business of this nature should 
not be considered in a business-like way. In the closing hours of the 
session, when every one is rushing to the floor, bill after bill for public 
buildings is passed without deliberation whether the case has been in-i 
vestigated or not. Inthe interest of public business being deliberately 
done I ask whether it is not better to devote two or three days—and 
I assure the House according to my estimate it will not consume more 
than two or three days at the furthest—whether it is not better to take 
up these propositions one by one and let them be thoroughly under- 
stood before being acted upon. 

Is the House id ofitself? Is the gentleman from Georgia afraid 
the House will run are soe the Treasury on its back? y, sir, 
look at the record of the last Congress. I have it here; every bill that 
was passed; every increase of limit that was made. We have reported 
four millions here for the consideration of this House. In the last Con- 

over six and a half millions—nearly seven millions—were passed 
ina manner entirely indefensible. Ofthatlegislation $3,235,000 passed 
in appropriation bills, one of those appropriation bills passing without 
being read in the House, at the very close of the session. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman allow me toask him aquestion? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand the gentleman to make a comparison 
between the appropriation for public buildingsin the last Congress and 
in this. Do I understand that these bills contain all the recommenda- 
tions to be made by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
at this session ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Notat all, sir. I will speak of that point in a few 
moments. Bills that were separately recommended by committee 
and passed amounted to $3,652,000,000. Thatmade$6,900,000, nearly. 
That was the work of the last Congress. Numbers of meritorious bills 
that should have passed that Congress were obstructed by the small fili- 
bustering minority to which I have alluded; and while, in answer to 
the question directed to me by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HOLMES], 
I do not mean to say that this is all the legislation of this kind recom- 
mended or to be recommended by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds at the present session, I do say that whatever l tion 
that committee present they will endeavor to put before the House so 
that it may know what it is doing and may act deliberately. 

Past Congresses have been in the habit of ina’ ting new public 
Dang to the extent of between seven and eight millions per Con- 
gress. It must be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that the first session of 
a Congress is the only time when these measures can be discussed and 
considered with deliberation. When the second session comes it lasts 
only three months, and the appropriation bills, if properly treated, oc- 
cupy nearly the entire time. This House will always be informed by 
the present Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds as to what 
amount it has appropriated for these purposes. We will endeavor to 
keep the House informed upon that point at all times. Wedesire now 
to present this measure and let the House act. We realize that we aro 
the servants of the House, bound to present our business for its consid- 
eration in a business-like way. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am in favorofthisresolution. I think 
it well enough to a iate money for the construction of these pro- 
pea new buildi ey are needed, I presume; the Committee on 

blic Buildings and Grounds would not recommend them if they were 
not. Moreover, this kind of legislation will have a tendency to shut 
out legislation of a very much worse character. The Committee on 
Ways and Means is proposing a certain measure here, and I am in favor 
of occupying as much time as possible with other measures to the ex- 
clusion of that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isthat your object in favoring the passage of this 
resolution? 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, we have a spectacle here which the 
country should witness. Only a few moments ago we voted upon a 
wesolution reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs fixing a time 
for the consideration of a bill which looks to the construction of a navy. 
That resolution was defeated. The bill which it was designed to bring 
before the House for action has the cordial and earnest support of the 
Secretary of the Navy. He has recommended the bui of war 
shi But the resolution was voted down. On the other side of the 
Atlantic such a vote would be construed asa vote of want of confidence 
in the Secretary of the Navy. 

We do not get the ships. But when we are called upon to vote for 
a resolution fixing a day for the consideration of public-building bills, 
we carry it by 140 against 24, thus voting confidence in ourselves, al- 
though we may not have so much confidence in the branch of the Gov- 
ernment at the other end of the Avenue. [Laughter. ] 

The situation is somewhat suggestive. On tlie question of construct- 
ing public buildings we seem to be substantially undivided, while upon 
the question of constructing a navy there appears to be much diversity 
of opinion. Iam glad to believe that a majority of the votes cast in 
favor of taking up the naval bill comes from my Republican associates. 


Mr, HEWITT. Has the gentleman made the count? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihavenottimetobeinterrupted. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
there is another suggestion which applies to many of my friends on this 
side of the Chamber and to some on the other side. In the last Con- 
gress we passed alarge subsidy ostensibly for the merchant marine. Not 
one dollar if it had been expended would have been likely to have been 


put into a plank in a ship; but now when we have an opportunity to 
yote authority and money for the construction of ships which the Gov- 
ernment would own, when we have a chance to make an appropriation, 
ore dollar of which would go into the construction of ships, we fail 
to do so. i 

For myself, I am in favor of the construction of ships which the Gov- 
ernment will own; I am in favor of voting money for the building of 
a navy. We have a defenseless coast; we havea number of defenseless 
cities along that coast which are at the mercy of every third-rate na- 
tion in the world; yet we refuse to promotea measure to put our Navy 
in a condition to defend our coast; we refuse to trust a Democratic Sec- 
retary of the Navy (in whom, I confess, I have confidence), to make 
preparations to defend our cities, although, as I have said, we have here- 
tofore voted a large amount of money which would have gone into the 
pockets of a wealthy syndicate under the guise of promoting the mer- 
chant marine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has 
three minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, so far as the pending resolution and 
the one adopted in the last Congress are concerned, I have made an ex- 
amination of them, and I do not think they are identical. The resolu- 
tion adopted in the last Congress provided, as I understand, for the con- 
sideration of bills upon the House Calendar and upon the Speaker’s table, 
and that is what we all understood we were voting on. 

We were informed by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
at that time of the number of bills they proposed to pass. They had 
made a calculation which they showed in debate, and the debate dis- 
closed that, so far as the opinion of the committee was concerned, the 
appropriations they contemplated did not exceed the appropriations of 
the preceding Congress. 

But, sir, sup the resolutions were identical. Is the situation of 
to-day identical with thatin thelast Congress? At the time the House 
passed the resolution referred to, four months had elapsed, and not a 
public-building bill had been considered; it had been impossible to ob- 
tain the consideration of such bills. Such was the announcement of 
the chairman of the committee at that time, and the matter is within 
the knowl of the House. So that the only method left for secur- 
ing the consideration of those bills was to adopt such a resolution. 
What is the case in this House? The Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds has already had several hours and will have more. The 
favorable disposition of the House has been shown by demanding very 
little time for debate. Yet with all the facilities the committee has 
for ing these bills—facilities equal to those of most of the committees 
of the House—we are invited torepeattheresolution adopted in the last 
House, and give this additional facility of going on from day to day, and > 
passing not only bills now on the Calendar and Speaker’s table but all 
that may go there thereafter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whether my position on this question is consistent 
or not it does not affect the merits of this question. Whatever the fact 
may be as tomy consistency, the question will come back whether this 
is a reasonable thing to do, whether it is not extravagant, whether it 
will not be so regarded by the country; and it should be remembered 
that this House may have to meet extravagance not only from this 
quarter but from other quarters in respect to other items. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate in opposition to the 
motion has now expi 

sees RANDALL. Is there no more time for debate against the res- 
olution? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from, Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has 


just consumed the last three minutes. 


Mr. NEECE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 68, noes 96. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
is entitled to three minutes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have only thisto say, that the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds may be depended on to keep in due 
observance all the precedents of the previous Congress and to endeavor 
not to exceed them, and they will be willing to inform the House as 
to the amount authorized to be expended at any time. 

Mr. EDEN. LastSaturday we could hardly keep the House within 
the limits of the order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. On Saturday last we passed bills to the amount of 
less than $160,000. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina tire. DIBBLE] to suspend the rules and adopt 
the resolution which has been read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 52 voting in favor thereof. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 77, not 
voting 104; as follows: 


YEAS—142, 

_ Anderson, gar Dunham, Ketcham, Hoge, 
Anderson, J. Dunn, Laffoon, omeis, 

1 Arnot, Ely, La Follette, Rowell, 

' Baker. Ermentrout, Ryan, 
Barksdale, Evans, Little, Sawyer, 
Barnes, Farquhar ng, Sayers, 
Barry, ` Fleeger, ` Lovering, Scott, 

. Bayne, Foran, ý Scranton, 

| Beach, Ford, kham, Smalls, 

' Bennett, Frederick, Martin, Sowden, 

i Blanchard, Fuller, Mepuay: Spooner, 
Bound. Funston, McKenna, Stahlnecker, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, McKinley, Step! Á 
Brown, W. W. Gay, cRae, Stewart, Charles 
Buck, Gilfillan, Milliken, St. Martin, 
Bunnell, Green, W. J. Mills, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Mitchell, Pace 
Burrows, Grout, Morgan, Struble, 
Bynum, Guenther, Morrill, a 
Campbell, T. J. Hall Morrow, Taylor, Zach, 
Carleton, Hatch, Neal, pson, 

Haynes, Nelson, fs 
Compton, Hemphill, Norwood Van Eaton, 
Comstock, Henderson, D.B, O'Donnell, wW 

S Henderson, J. S. z Wakefield 
Cooper, Henderson, T.J. O'Neill, Charles Warner, Wi 
Crain, Hepburn, 5 eaver, 
Culberson, erman, Owen, Wellborn. 

5 Hiestand, Perk W 
Cutcheon, Holmes, erry, White, A.C. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Hutton, Peters, White, Milo 
Da Trion, Price, Wilkins, 
Dibi J Reed, T, B. illis, 
Dingley, Johnston, J.T. Reese, Worthington. 

y, Jones, J. Rice, 
Dougherty, Jones, J.T. Rockwell, t 
NAYS—77. 
Belmont, Dockery, Hudd, 
Bland. Dowdney, Kleiner, Seymour, 
Blount, E en, Lehlbach, Shaw, 
+ verhar t, re, nner, 
Forney, Matson, Spriggs, 
Inridge, C. R. Geddes, McAdoo, Springer, 
WOP. Gibson, Eustace McComas, j me, W. J., Mo. 
Brown: 6 Glass, cCreary, Loh 
Campbell, Felix Glover, MeMillin, Taulbee, 

T, Green, R.S. Merriman, Thomas, 0. B, 
Cannon, Hale, Morrison, Townshend, 
Caswell, Halsell, Neece, Trigg, 
Clements, Hammond, Viele, 

bb, Harris, O'Ferrall, est, 
Collins, Hayden, Outhwaite, Wilson, 
Cowles, i er, Winans, 
x, Hewitt, Peel, ise. 
Croxton, Hill, Pindar, 
el, Hitt, Randall, 
$ Holman, Reagan, 
NOT VOTING—104. 
Adams, G. E. Eldredge, Lindsley, Singleton, 
Adams, J. J. Ellsberry, Louttit, Snyder, 
Aiken, Felton, Lowry, e, 

+ Allen, C. H. Findlay, Mahoney, Stewart, J. W. 
Allen, J.M. Fisher, Millard, Stone, E. F. 
Atkinson, Gibson, C. H. Miler, Storm, 
Ballentine, Gof, Moffatt, E 

ur, Hanback, Muller, 
Bingham, Harmer, . Murphy, Taylor, E. B, 
Bliss, Heard, egle A Taylor, I. H. 
Brady, Henley, o’ J.J. lor, J.M. 
Brown, C. E. Hires, Thomas, J. R. 
Brumm, 7 4 orton, 
Buchanan, Hopkins, Pettibone, Tucker, 
urnes, Houk, Phe); ž Turner, 
Butterworth, Howard, Pidoock : Van Schaick, 
l, James, Pirce, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, Wait, 
Campbeli, J.M. Johnston, T.D. Pulitzer, Ward, J.H. 
J.E. Ee” yr ny Ww. vom. Fees 
W arner, 3 
Sole, Laird, Weaver, A.J. 
y Landes, . Ro n, Weber, 
ven: Lawler, Sadler, Whiting, 
Davidson, A.C, Le Fevre, Seney, Wolford, 
Dawson, Libbey, - Sessions, urn. 


So the rules were not suspended and the resolution was not adopted 
(two-thirds not haying voted in favor thereof). 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. RAND, moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. } objected. 

Mr. FELTON. Iaskleavetovote. Iwasin the Hall when my name 
was called, but did not hear it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

98 Tora ME STEELE, on this vote. 

with Mr. WAITE, for the rest of the day. 
The sans then announced as above 


LAKE SUPERIOR AND PUGET SOUND RAILROAD. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I am directed by the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads to move to suspend the rules and pass the following bill. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 19, 


The tod epee to read the bill. 

Mr. RI N. strong ELE MA F WET Je 
nation it will save the necessity of reading the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT. The bill othe to be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only wanted, if possible, to avoid the deten- 
tion of the House by the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iinsist upon the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the request. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Sop yt! on Pacific Railroads, reported the fol- 
lowing bill as a substitute for H. R. 3752 
A = to amend an actentitled “An act 


ting lands to aid in the construction 
ofa railroad and tel line from Lake Superior to Puget’s Sound, on the 
coast, by the northern route,” requiring said Northern Pacilic Rail- 
road reryspon Aga pay the costs ofsurveying, selecting, and conveying the lands 
granted to railroad, 
ast yyy sar nen accra pe Pas are ye eee S 
America in Congress assembled, That an act entitled “An om Eako Su 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from to Superior = 
a ’s Sound, on the Pacific coast, by the northern route,” ap; July 2, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows: “After the tw. twentieth sec- 
Yon of said act add the foll 


OO ge vice Ak RAE OLETA 
conveyed to any omg test or party entitled thereto, 
to the ry the United States the cost of sur- 


ithout 

account, to be used by the 
Office for the prosecution of the survey of the public lands along the line of said 
road, SED tan guarto sone oul e Those SDAR be sommplerad px provided 
by law; that the said Northern Pacific Railroad ease hb a 
assigns, sha ll, within ninety days from the passage of this act, or within sixty 
AA tin Gate ot the roost at the arih areng helary lend gis Aae a . 
proved plat or plats of tow. embracing lands within the established limits 
ing regulations, thelr lists of selections of the land cain office, un nee mle 
ing regulations, of selections of the land claimed by them under their 

d to deposit therewith such district land office, or the 


ing, | selecting, and A onyo the mon that in th 
oe failure of sai 


to the -= of surve; 
such land within t thes oad 
Interior shall tunsediately D 


the ee, of Jand which it is iy the presi pank and the amount oft the cost of 


piwik ter teed S Poor 
company so efault, any an legal p: com: nec- 
essary and pro} to secure the payment Ta ali puss costes toni of tha tariaan GOMA 
of all such } proceedings; and upon the voluntary it or collection of 
said costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying, the of the Paap pd 
shall issue patents co: age, baeas compan: pany. or pelor p korppi Taa 

to the lands to which it or they may be entiti pheno 
uponrecord in his Department, and shall notify presiden! pr pedo company 
that said patents have been so issued and recorded, and are ready for delivery 


to wee po 
SEC. 2, That all the lands granted by the act of July 2, 1864, entitled “An act 


company: Provided, That this act 
to lands already forfeited by said railroad company, nor shall Ly o 
to e tery company from any forfeiture heretofore incurred: And provided 
That prior to the payment of such bagel of surveying by said railroad 
company, no taxes shall be imposed ex in counties, 
Src, 3. That in any sale of such lands for tanen the one s due or to become 
due the United States under said acts for such costs, fees, &c., shall be and re- 


operate y evidence 

ordinate to all the rights of the United States in respect of such lan: 

out of the lien and security on such lands created in respect of the rice oo Agen Donde 

issued by the banal paras aid of the construction of said railroad, w 

oo AR or DAAT be stated in such paten = 

coor p tn tla babalels beconatr ied ox taken in any wise to affect 

or cake ae Engen, Pyotr See atany time hereafter further to alter, amend, 
or repeal the hereinbefore mentioned, as in the opinion of Con; 

justice or the public welfare may require, cf to impair or waive any 

remedy in the premises now existing in favor of the United States. 

shall be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal. 


The SPEAKER. Isa second of the motion demanded? 
Mr. HEWITT. I demand it. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the Honse do now adjourn. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 36. 


CAMPBELL AGAINST WEAVER. 


Mr. HALL. Before the vote is announced I wish to give notice that 
Wednesday next, after the morning hour, the Committee on Elections 
will call up the contested-election case from the State of Iowa of Camp- 
bell vs. Weaver. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


tor 
act 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Papers in the case of Timothy Sullivan, ap- 
plicant for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

prar C. M. ANDERSON: Petition of Franklin Moore, Company 
H, One hundred and twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Nievas Aguilar de Serrano, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, petition of Mariana G. Day, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of certain citizens of Georgia, for the pas- 

of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

y Mr. BRAGG: Petition of J. G. Allard and other citizens, asking 
for a law putting oleomargarine and other imitations of and substitutes 
for butter under control of the revenue department—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of A. T. Beckett and 122 others, 
citizens of Fayette County, Indiana, for the free coinage of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Women’s National Indian As- 
sociation, of Troy, N. Y., Praying Congress to protect the rights of In- 

- dians and to advance their civilization—to the Committee on Indian 


` By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Remonstrance of tobacco manufacturers 
of the United States against the passage of an act allowing a rebate or 
drawback on ingredients used in the manufacture of tobacco for export— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew 
Lutz, of New York—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of W. S. 
Carpenter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAREY: Joint resolution and memorial of the Legislature 
of Wyoming Territory, praying for the establishment of a military post 
near Evanston, Uinta County, Wyoming Territory—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution of the same, praying that the compensation of 
the members of said Legislature be increased—to the Committee on the 
Territories, 

Also, joint resolution of the same, praying that the Fort Sanders mil- 
ey tee be thrown open to settlement—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of 25 members of Andrews Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Big Rapids, Mich., praying for increase of 
— to Mary E. Champlin, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Stephen G. 

plin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of the State and district officers of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Michigan, in favor of confer- 
zag the elective franchise upon women—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

Also, petition of Horatius N. Norton, for a special-act pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial for the passage of House bill 
2936—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Three petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for a law allowing all citizensof the United States to fish in 
the navigable bays and rivers of the United States dividing States and 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Chester County, Pennsylvania, praying 
for a constitutional amendment against the sale, importation, and man- 
ufacture of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Andrew J. Durgin, late private in 
Company I, Twenty-ninth Maine Volunteers, for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Maine branch of the Woman’s National Indian 
Association, for the passage of Senate bill No. 52—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Memorial in reference to the salary of assistant 
United States attorney of the western district of Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Zephaniah Stout, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of Patrick J. Winston—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. FELTON: Resolutions of the Legislature of California, to ac- 
company House bill No. 2776—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Papers relating to the claim of Shipley, Smith 
& Co.—to the oaen on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Francis T. King, of James H. Tagart, 
and of Gea M. Gill—to the same committee. i 

Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of B. R. Porter and 150 others, citizens of 
Mound City, Kans., for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of Prewitt McBride, for Euphrazee Carlin, 


deceased, of Saint Mary’s Parish; of Richard Henry Allen, of LaFourche 
Parish; and of Jefferson J. Coffery, of Iberia Parish, Louisiana, re- 
questing that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the same committee. i 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Euphrazee Carlin, of Richard 
H. Allen, and of Jefferson J. Coffery—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GLASS: Memorial from citizens of Rieves, Tenn., praying 
that the Postmaster-General pay house-rent, &c., for third and fourth 
class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. W. J. GREEN: Papers in the claim of James R. Lee, of Fay- 
etteville, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Remonstrance of Knights of Labor of Shaw- 
nee, Ohio, against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on Amer- 
ican Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Thomas Carroll and 60 others, of Thomas G. Beach, 
and of Jacob Wise and 69 others, of Ohio, for free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, petition of James W. Dawes and others, of Lincoln, Nebr., in 
favor of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary S. Patridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of citizens of Princeton and Saint 
Marie, Wis., praying for scientific temperance instruction in the publie 
sehools—to the Committee on Education. 7 

Also, memorial concerning the abolition of the Presidency, from citi- 
zens of Appleton, Wis.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of wool-growers of Columbia County, Wisconsin, pray- 
ing for a higher tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

By Mr. HALL: Resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa, request- 
ing the passage of the Cullom bill, for regulation of interstate com- 
merce, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the same, fayoring the granting of a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Young, of Iowa—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Memorial of Ben. H. Doster, master workman, 
and M. T. La Hatte, recording secretary, of Local Assembly No. 2514, 
Knights of Labor, of Atlanta, Ga., in favor of liberal expenditures of 
public funds, and especially for the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals, : 

Also, petition of Rev. M. F. Mabby and others, citizens of Walton 
County, and of William N. Nelson and others, citizensof Henry County, 
Georgia, in favor of Federal aid te education—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Resolutions of the Legislature of California, to 
accompany House bill No. 164—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of Hermann Baumhagen, late a private 
of Company E, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, of Ore- 
gon, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest from Oregon against placing flax-seed on the free-list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. HIRES: Three petitions of citizens of New Jersey, for the 
passage of House bill No. 4690, equalizing the right of all citizens to 
fish in the tide waters of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of Whitley M. Larsen, 
of Rapides Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of James E. Railsback, for relief, 
to accompany bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Harris Philphot, asking for relief for service of his 
son as a soldier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of citizens of Tyler, urging consider- 
ation of Mr. HEWTTT’S bill to carry into operation the commercial treaty 
of the United States with Mexico—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4636, ts of 
Labor, of Las Vegas, and of Local Assembly No. 1882, Knights of La- 
bor, of Colfax County, New Mexico, Ber the free-ship bill—to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, | 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the Pennsylvania Woman’s Suffrage 
Association, praying for constitutional amendment granting suffrage to 
women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

By Mr. LOUTTIT: Petition of 100 citizens of Amador County, Cali- | 
fornia, favoring amendment to the Constitution as to election of Sena- 
tors, and asking that the same be elected by a direct yote—to the same 
committee. 

Also, protest of J. A. Filcher, J. M. Fulweiler, and others, citizens 
of El Dorado County, California, against the passage of a national bank- 
rupt law—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Theo. Grant and 31 others, citizens of 
Little River County, Ar asking for the relief of rome. of 
the third and fourth classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
Post-Roads, = ie 

Also, petition of G. W. Sadler and 34 others, of the third Arkansas, 
district, for the opening of Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on 
the Territories. = ' 

By Mr. MERRIMAN; Petition from citizens, real-estate owners, of 
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the District of Columbia, for the of House bill 4694, incorpo- 
tating the Washington Traction Railway—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Elizabeth Bridgers, for widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of D. C: Hall and others, to grant a pension to Charles 
A. Chase, of Fairfield, Me.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of 60 citizens of Cable, Ill., against the 
change of the present law in reference to pilots—to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, protest of Knights of Labor of Cable, Hl., against the free-ship 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Papers relating to the claim of David Clark, ad- 
ministrator of Samuel Clark, of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Red Wing, 
Minn., against unjust discriminations on the part of common carriers— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of manufacturers of licorice paste and 
of plug-tobacco, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
2522—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petitions, &c., in favor of granting a pension to 
William Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for a pension to John Richardson, late of Company H, 
Twentieth New York Cavalry—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of G. W. Mitchell and of John Miser, of 
Benton County, Arkansas, asking that their war claims be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of E. L. Barnesand 136 others, citizens 
of Neosho County, Kansas, praying for legislation that will embody the 
recommendations of the national pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to thé Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Dr. J. R. Duncan and others, citizens 
of Harvey County, Kansas, favoring the creation of a national board 
of health—to the Committee,on Commerce. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the board of supervisors of Stanton, 
Wis., on interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Burr L. Williams, for restoration 
to the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Knights of Labor of Fremont, Ohio, 
against the passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Reese, Kans., for the relief of 
third and fourth class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Madison, Kans., for the relief of third 
and fourth class post-offices—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition for amendment. of the patent laws—to 
the Committee on Patents. , : 

By Mr. SENEY: Remonstrance of Cinci i Board of Trade and 
Transportation against Senate bill and House bill to build a bridge at 
Cairo, Il.—to the Committee on Commerce: 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Bryant Waters, of Washington 
County, North Carolina, for relief—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of John F. Pendleton, of Pasquotank County, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of William Chester, of Hyde County, North 
Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Memorial asking an investigation of State 
debts, and a remedy therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEELE: Concurrent resolution ofthe Legislature of Indiana, 
asking the passage of a bill giving a pension to soldiers who were 
prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Martin Coughlin, Company A, Thirty-fifth Indiana 
Volunteers, asking to have the charge of desertion removed—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Huff Jones, asking for relief for 
expenditures made under an ent with the Indian agent at 
Green Bay, Wis.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of 610 citizens of Marietta, Wis., requesting the pas- 
sage of an act for the construction of a bridge across the Menominee 
River, within 1} miles of its mouth, said river being the boundary 
between the States of Wisconsin and Michigan—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLESSTEWART: Petition of certain citizens of Trinity 
County, Texas, asking for appropriations to transport negroes to Li- 
beria—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Memorial of Knights of Labor, of Beverly, 
Mass., relating to harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Massachusetts—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Knights of Labor of Essex, Mass., relating to the 
Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Nathaniel Reuster 
and of Martha A. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of William Collins, for a pension land-war- 
rant—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, memorial of Knights of Labor of Junction, of Denver, and of 
Boulder, Colo., against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, memorial of ts of Labor of South Pueblo, of Stout, of 
Salida, of Williamsburg, and of Boulder, Colo., in favor of the construc- 
tion of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of Mrs. Anne Mattocks, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Knights of Labor of Grand Rapids, Mich., in 
favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

Also, resolutions of the United Labor League of America, for contin- 
uance of street improvements and sewers in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Resolutions of the Merchants’ and Cotton 
Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., requesting an increase in the appropri- 
ation for the Signal Service—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens of Pike and Scioto Coun- 
ties, Ohio, for the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations of 
the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John P. Lacy, for payment for services in the capt- 


ure of steamer Lady Washington during the late war—to the Com- — 


mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND): Petition for relief of George Cooke, Com- 
pany B, Thirfy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, to accompany bill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Samuel Burwell, First Lieutenant Company M, Fifth 
Regiment Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, for removal of charge of deser- 
tion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers and evidence in support of the bill for relief of Fannie 
Pemberton, formerly Fannie Glass—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James a Patterson, asking that his 
es claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Memorial from Samuel W. Osborn, master work- 
man of Knights of Labor, No. 2444, of Zanesville, Ohio, for construc- 
tion of public works of internal importance—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of C. E. Osborn, A. W. Mathews, and 
60 others, citizens of Otisville, Oakland County, Michigan, fora 
to Samantha Alexander, widow of W. E. Alexander—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Petition of John Hunter and 106 others, citi- 
zens of Bingham County, Idaho, requesting the of the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. WOODBURN, of Nevada, to jris ana right of voters 
in the Territories—to the Committee on the Territories. $ 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific tem: ce instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BOUND: Of citizens of Dauphin and Northumberland Coun- 
ties, Pennsylvania. 

: By Mr. HALL: Of citizensof Buena Vista and Washington Counties, 
owa. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Of citizens of Putnam and Columbia Counties, 
New York. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Of citizens of Gage County, Nebraska. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 20, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of February 23, 1886, a report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office relative to the payment by the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company of the cost of selecting, surveying, and conveying or 
patenting lands granted to that company by act of Congress to aid in 
the construction of its road, &c.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was, on motion of Mr. DOLPH, ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB. 


Mr. DAWES presented the annual report of E. M. Gallaudet, pres- 
ident of the Columbia Institution for tht Deaf and Dumb, situated at 
Kendall, near Washington, D. C., made in pursuance of the require- 
ments of section 4867 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of Knights of 


Labor of Shawnee, Ohio, remonstrating against the of the free- 
ship bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Stoughton and 
Maldezs, in the State of Massachusetts, and of Providence, R. I., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the construction of a harbor of 
refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Liggett & Myers Tobacco 
Company of Saint Louis, Mo., and other manufacturers of Saint Louis, 
Mo., and Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill 2522, allowing rebate on ingredients used in manufacturing tobacco 
for export; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER presented a petition of citizens and real-estate 
owners in the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 1338, incorporating the Washington Traction Company; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of the city of 
Fredericksburg, Va., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
erection of a public building in that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of New 
York city, remonstrating against the passage of certain bills now pend- 
ing relative to pilots and pilotage; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of. Labor of New York city, 
praying for the restoration of wages at the Government Printing Office 
toa certain former rate; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Thomas Martin, late a private 
in Company F, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteers, praying 
= an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


He also presented resolutions adopted by J. K. Taylor Post, No. 182, 
Grand Army ofthe Republic, of Bethlehem, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill providing for the pensioning of ex-prisoners of war; 
whith were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Washington County, Iowa, 
praying for the o) opening of Indian lands to homestead settlement; which 
was referred to Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Cummings, 
Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presenta petition of citizen of Estelle, Hayes 
County, Nebraska, praying for national aid to education. As that mat- 
a acted upon by the Senate, I move that the petition lie on 

e 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented. a ppum of John W. Rife and other citi- 
zens of Middletown, Pa., pra; or the passage of a law granting a 
pension to Henry Hipple; which Js parental to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Allegheny County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying that increased Peat whte be made to extend the 
powers of the National Board of Health; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of Grange No. 506, of Pennsylvania, 
Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating against the admission of agricul t- 
ural raw materials free of duty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 151, of Pennsylvania, and 
a petition of Grange No. 434, of x Samay rania Patrons of H > 
praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of imitation 

airy products; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petion of residents and property-owners of 
the city of Washington, praying for favorable action upon the bill to in- 
corporate the North Washington Cable Railway Company; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of W.M. Poindexter and other owners and 
occupants of property on Fifteenth street, opposite the Treasury De- 
partment, praying that the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Com- 
pany be required to replace their present rails in that locality with steel 
rails of the most approved pattern and to pave the road-bed with Bel- 
pes teres which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um 

Mr. INGALLS. I present resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
United Labor League of America, held in this city on the 18th instant, 
in favor of certain appropriations in connection with improvements of 
streets in this District. I move that the resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on ington pay 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s National Indian 
Association of Allegheny, Pa., praying for the of the bill (S. 52) 
to me a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians 


in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment 
of the Indian title to the remainder; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of veteran ex-Union soldiers, praying 
for the passage of a bill granting pensions to all honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK. I present the petition of James O. Harrison, of Lex- 
ington, Ky., praying to be allowed compensation for use and occupa- 
tion of his property near New Orleans, La., by the United States forces. 
I ask leave to have the petition printed, and, if the Senate desire, I - 
will state the reason why I make the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish to have it 
printed as a document or in the RECORD ? 

Mr. BECK. Iask that it be printed as a document for the use of 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Claims, and printed as a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER presented the memorial of John Q. McKennon, J. B. 
Smith, and E. L. Mason, citizens of L’Anse, Mich., remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill providing for the forfeiture of the Mar- 
quette, Houghton and Ontonagon Railroad land grant; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Eliza Smith, 
to report it adversely, because a pension has been allowed at the Pen- 
sion Office since the bill was introduced here. I move that the bill be 
postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 422) granting a pension to Eliza Francesco; and 

A bill (S. 1126) gears a pension to William H. Moore. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 327) granting a pension to James E. O'Shea; 

A bill (S. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 

A bill (S. 376) granting a pension to L. V. Hollyfield; 

785) granting a pension to George Ham; 
. 791) granting a pension to George W. De Motte; 
box granting a pension to Mrs. Ida Davenport; 
853) granting a pension to Reuben Crowday; 
- 864 to grant a pension to Mrs. Martha F. ooarom, 
73) granting ting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah P. Mc- 
Kean, of Marion, County, Iowa; 
H. R. 5074) to provide increase of pension to James Waters; 
H. R. 4461) granting a pension to Stevens W. Merrill; 
1278) granting a pension to Ann Bird; 
granting a pension to Frederick’ Korth; 
granting a pension to William Gordon; $9 
granting a pension to Eliza Francesco; 
to restore to the pension-roll the name ‘of Joseph 


R am ote te shinai IT One Corey; 
grantiog & pension to Carey; 

1275) granting a to William Turville; 

} for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck; 

granting a pension to William H. Beck; 

:. 1509) granting a pension to William H. Moore; 

. 1467) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith; 

. 1586) granting a pension to Maria Hollands; 

. 1124) granting a pension to Williaza Bethuren; 

. 1841) granting a pension to Joseph Shull; 
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worth; 
A bill (S. 1217) for the relief of Hairy Bellion; 
A bill (8. 1288) granting a pension to Robert Holsey; 
A bill (8. 1304 granting a pension to John Ross; 
A bill (S. 1304) granting a pension to William Reynolds; 
A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen; 
A bill (S. 1520) granting a pension to Henry Domeyer; 
A bill (S. 1797) granting a pension to John S, Kirkpatrick; 
A bill (S. 1726) granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens; 
A bill (S. 1224) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman; 
A bill (S. 1292) granting a pension to Nathan Z. Bailey; 
A bill (S. “erty granting a pension to Reamus G. Morris; 
A bill (S. 1191) granting a pension to Theresa Schleyer; 
A bill (S. 1618) granting a pension to John G. Nicholas; 
A bill (S. 1287) granting a pension to William L. Clarke: 
A bill fS; 1357) granting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas; 


A bill (S. 1720) granting a pension to John Thrasher; 
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bill (S. 1930) granting a pension to John Duffy; 
bill (S. 1788) granting a pension to William S. More; 
bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 
A bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thornbury; and 
A bill (8. 1830 panoga pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey. 
_. Mr. SA m the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 822) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
the pension allowed to Nancy Titus, deceased, mother of Josiah C. Titus, 
‘deceased, late first lieutenant of Company D, Sixty-second Regiment 
‘Illinois Volunteers, to George Titus, the dependent father of said sol- 
- dier, moved its indefinite postponement; which was d to; and he 
‘submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2185) for the relief of George 
Titus; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Louis Melcher, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a 
report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2186) granting a pension to 
Louis’ Melcher; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1462) for the relief of the widow of the late Lieut. Col. Joseph A. 
Haskin, United States Army, moved its indefinite postponement; which 

- was agreed to, and he submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 
ee relief of Rebecca E. Haskins; which was read twice by 
ts title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 

tion of Ann Smith, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2188) granting a pension to 
Ann Smith; which was read twice by its title. ; 
_ He also,from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the petition 
of Rebecca Marchant, dependent mother of Henry A. Marchant, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 2189) granting a pension to Rebecca Marchant; which was 
read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Isaac G. Reed and other citizens of Wellington, Sumner County, 

praying that a pension be granted to William Dobbs, late a 
eee ae, K, One hundred and nineteenth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, submitted a report th accompanied by a bill (S. 2190) 
granting a pension to William Dobbs; which was read twice by its title. 
)} Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with an amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill 6: 823) granting a pensiop to Captain Elihu Jones; 
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A bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Smith; 
A bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corning; 
A bill (S. 678) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; 
A bill (S. 1843) granting a pension to Dr. John W. Mitchell; 
A bill (S. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W, Rhine- 
halt; 
A bill $ 1257) granting a pension to Henry Shively; 
A bill (S. 1446) granting a pension to Anna Nation; and 

A bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr. 

Mr. SA from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to Col. Charles 
C. Capehart, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


thereon. 
| Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 999) to provide for the extension of letters patent for an 
‘t improvement in insulating submarine cables,” submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 
' Ms ALDRICH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, 


Mich. ; à 

A bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to Abbie M. Hay;- 

A bill (S. 1570) granting a pension to Mary Ann Vars; 

A bill (S. 1065) granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson; and 

A bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth Hum- 

hre, : 

> Me MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1592) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Denver, Colo. ; . 

A bill (S. 1550) to provide for an addition to the United States build- 
ing at Jackson, Miss. ; i 
, A bill (S. 1457) to increase the appropriation for the crection of the 
public building at Marquette, Mich.; and 
' A bill (S. 430) to changé the limit of apppropriation for the public 
building at Terre Haute, Ind. à 
) Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendments, and submitted rts thereon: 
| A bill (S. 2058) to complete the public building at Harrisonburg, Va. ; 
and 


; A bill (S. 1611) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 
owa, 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill (S. 2191) to complete repairs and alterations of the public build- 
ing at Parkersburg, W. Va.; which was read twice by its title. 

r. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1717) for the relief of Robert H. Mont- 
gomery, a captain in the Fifth Cavalry, United States Army, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 4413) for the relief of the legal representatives of William Clift, de- 
ceased, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was to. 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1803) for the relief of William H. Akins and Jacob D. Felt- 
een reported it without recommendation, and submitted a report 

creon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from ihe Committce on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (S. 2173) granting a pension to Benjamin Obekiah; 

A bill (S. 2067) for increase of pension to Zebulon S. Tompkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 
J. Prater; : 

A bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 2254) for the relief of Jane M. Langley; 

A bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to Samuel V. Holland: 

A bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Amelia M. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 1138) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown; 

A bill (H. R. 1223) granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington and 
Grace A. Harrington; 

A bill (H. Rt. 1508) for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 4287) to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow of 
Bos Freels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry Volun- 
teers; an 

A bill (H. R. 1543) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4112) granting a pension to Lizzie Kena- 
more, to report it adversely. ‘The case has allowed at the Pension 
Office. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred. 
the petition of Abby L. Burbank, praying for an increase of pension, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2192) granting 
a pension to Abby L, Burbank; which was read twice by its title, 

Mr, BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with an amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3463) grantinga pension to Mrs. Hannah Babb Hutchins; 

A bill (H. R. 1462) ting a pension to Addie L. Macomber; 

A bill (S. 860) granting an increase of aioe to John N. Runyan; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to E. Bassett; and 
s A bill (S. 701) for the reliefof the legal representatives of Peter Lyle, 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6504) ting a pension to Nathan m; and 

A bill (S. 1102) granting an increase of pension to Dr. A. Laning. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1143) to direct the Secretary of the Navy to purchase for 
the United States the right to make and use a certain ‘‘improvement 
in machines for bending metal links,’’ and to provide for the payment 
ene reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. e 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1361) for the relief of Robley D. Evans and Richard M. Green, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 1539) guey a pension to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the 
minor children of Lewis Hunt, deceased; y 

A bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to M. S. Towne; 

A bill (H. R. 5000) to place the name of John W. Logan on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4999) to place the name of James B. Wilde on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 746) granting a pension to J. W. A. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 1396) to ion Martin Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 3946) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 

A bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to Maria Hollands; 
bill (H. R. 686) to grant a pension to John G. Shawbell; 
bill (H. R. 1344 ting a pension to William H. H. Gillespie; 
H. R. 4405) for the relief of William F. Miller; : 
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R. 3100) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson; 
-R re granting a pension to Martha A. Silkey; 
R. 4580) to grant a pension to William Taylor; 
4813) granting a pension to Perry Johnson; 
. 715) granting a pension to Tunis J. Roosa; 
4410) for the relief of John C. Clark; 
s pits granting a pension to Henry Barr; 
4579) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 


1361) giving a pension to Nira D. Gwynne; 

. R. 6125) granting a pension to W. C. Davis; 

. R. 4992) restoring Leander C. Twitchell to the pension-roll; 

. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely; 

1348) for the relief of Pernetta Hendley; 

. R. 4111) granting a pension to Minerva T. Thompson; 

. 6130) granting a pension to Frank Manhart; 

granting a pension to Willis W. Fink; 

) granting an increase of pension to James Morgan; 

; granting a pension tå William E. Hardy; 
granting a pension to Hugh Mulholland; and 

. for the relief of Frank Sherbonaw. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonozer 
on the pension-roll, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 
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WIDOW OF SAMUEL V. NOYES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Con t of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted on the 8th of February, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to the widow of Samuel V. Noyes, deceased, late messenger of the Sen- 
ate, the sum of $720, being an amount equal to six months’ salary as messen, 


r 
aforesaid; said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 
allowances. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2193) to retire disabled officers of 
the Army; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to call the attention of the Committee 
on Military Affairs to the urgency of some legislation to relieve the active- 
list of the Army from quite a number of officers who are now disabled, 
and who are eligible to retirement, but can not be placed on the retired- 
list because the present retired-list of four hundred is full. This isa 
special bill, providing for the retirement of some sixty or seventy officers 
who have been recommended by boards to be placed upon the retired- 
list. I will furnish the Committee on Military Affairs with alist of the 
officers and the dates and the number of years they have been absent 
from their commands on account of their disabilities. It seems to me 
that such a measure is in the interest of the service, and certainly an 
act of justice to the subordinate officers who are deprived of rank and 
emolument by reason of these superior officers being absent from their 
commands, n ” 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2194) for the erection of a public 
building at Haverhill, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2195) for the relief 
of Mrs, Catharine P. Culver; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2196) granting a pension to 
Dillian Vandeventer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. S 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2197) granting a pension to Henry 
Daner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2198) ting a pension to Charles 
Brundridge; which was read twice, by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2199) to increase the efficiency of the 
Army of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (8. 2200) for the relief of Henry 
Corbin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2201) to extend the streets and avenues 
of the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask that the memorial accompanying the bill be 
Seat and referred, with the bill, to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the memorial which accompanies 
the bill be read. If there be no objection it will be read. 
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The memorial was read, as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States, assembled : 

We, the undersigned, citizens of Washington city and the United 
nize the fact that the capital city of the nation has been laid out ona un- 
surpassed for beauty and magnificence, and now this plan is threatened with 
complete destruction owing to various subdivisions of land without the city 
limits into narrow and irregular streets, so that to-day every avenue is chopped 
off at the boundary, and not a single street is extended into the county in con- 
formity with the present existing of thecity. Therectification of this grow- 
ing evil isim tively demanded, and even now will cost a large sum of money, 
increasing with eve ear’s delay. This lack of uniform subdivision impedes 
greany the growth of the suburbs and obstructs theex n of street 

nto the county. e 

Your petitioners respectfully pray that your honorable bodies will take such 
immediate steps as in your judgment will continue the Bera grand pas of 
our capital in the extension of its streets and avenues. And ever pray, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and memorial will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2202) to establish and construct 
a light-ship to be stationed and maintained off Grosse Point, Lake 
Saint Clair, Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily 
M. Swift, of Dexter, Mich.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intéhded to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas H, Norton and James McLean, 
on the files of the Senate, be transmitted to the Committee on Claims of the 
House of Representatives for use by that committee. 

On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That Cecilia C. McKenna have leave to withdraw the papers in her 
case from the files of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


Mr. GIBSON. I give notice that to-morrow morning, when the morn- 
ing business is closed, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate for not 
to exceed twenty minutes to make some remarks on the resolution of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] respecting open sessions. I 
give the notice at this time because it may not be possible for me to be 
present when the resolution is under consideration for final action. I 
will not occupy more than twenty minutes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the system for the immediate delivery 
of letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 4, and 5 of the act approved 
March 3, 1885, entitled, ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other pu 37? and 

A bill (H.R. 138) to provide for the sale of the Cherokee reserva- 
tion in the State of Arkansas, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolntions ’’ the morning business is closed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tọ the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours and twenty-five min-s 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


a STREET IN CHATTANOOGA. 2 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the vote by which the bill (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the 
public a street across the United States grounds in the ¢ A of Chattanooga, in 
the State of Tennessee, was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be reconsidered, and that the bill lie on the table. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the system for the immediate deliv- 
ery of letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 4, and 5 of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending Juné 30, 
1886, and for other purposes,’’ was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 138) to provide for the sale of the Charokee reserva- 
tion in the State of Arkansas was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


` 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 20th day of April, 1886. 
j NAVAL OFFICER. 

Henry O. Kent, of New.Hampshire, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of Boston and Charl: in the State of Massachusetts, 
vice Daniel Hall, commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in 
place of the suspended officer. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Barclay P. Smith, to be postmaster at Deadwood,'Lawrence County 
Dakota Territory, in a piaco of James Carney, resigned. i 

Frank Shields, to be postmaster at Wilmington W Will County, Illinois, 
in place of Erastus W. Willard, whose commission expired April 11, 1886. 

George Washington, tobe postmaster at Bay City, Bay County, Mich- 
igan, in wines of F. L. Westover, whose commission expired March 29, 

1886. 


John A. Thomas, to be postmaster at a Cayuga County, New 


York, in place of C cog on A. i 

J. Bennett eyant, to be postmaster at arte Rockland County, 
New York, in place of Isaac M. Purdy, whose commigsion expired April 
17, 1886. 

Thomas N. Youngblood, to be postmaster at Chester Court House, 


Chester County, South Carolina, in place of Samuel B. Lumpkin, whose 


commission expires May 16, 1886. 
A. E. Blakeslee, to be at Thomaston, Litchfield County, 
ward T. Gates, whose commission expires 


Connecticut, in place of 
April 26, 1886. 

George P. Blair, to be postmaster at Black Hawk, Gilpin County, 
Colorado, in place of Elam C. Beach, resigned. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Nominations withdrawn April 20, 1880. 
POSTMASTERS. 
_ William T. Hall, to be postmaster at Beloit, in the State of Wiscon- 


sin. 
J ohn Warner, to be postmaster at Peoria, in the State of Illinois. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
. Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 16, 1886. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
Frederick $. Mansfield, of Tyler, Tex., to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States to Japan. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Jacob Mueller, of Cleveland, Ohio, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Frankfort-on-the-Main. 


CONSULS. 


William W. Lang, of Marlin, Tex., to be consul of the United States 
at Hamburg. 

Edward YARAT of Erie, Pa., to be consul of the United States 

at Naples. 

Sahel P. Kimball, of Chicago, Ill., to be consul of the United States 
at Stuttgart. 

Charles W. Wagner, of Kansas City, Mo., to be consul of the United 
‘States at Toronto. 

Henry M. Keim, of Reading, Pa., to be consul of the United States 
at Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island. 
` Frank H. Pierce, of Hillsborough, N. H., to be consul of the United 
„States at Matanzas. 

ri, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be consul of the United 

«States at Leg orn. 


Mortimer A, Turner, of Arkansas, to be consul of the United States 
at St. Thomas. 
Samuel R. atin of Davenport, Iowa, to be consul of the United 
States at Leipsi 
Albert Roberts, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States at 
Hamilton, Canada. 
` J. Cecil Legaré, of Donaldsonville, La., to be consul of the United 
States at Tampico. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


Charles C. Hubbard, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 


the district of Middl § 
John E. Grady, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Frank I. Phelps, of Wisconsin, to be surveyor of customs for the port 


of La Crosse, in the State of Wisconsin. 
Edwin Warfield, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Baltimore, Mè. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
William Bayard, of Pueblo, Colo., to be register of the land office at 
Pueblo, Colo. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


James McCluer Ellis, of Denver, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Denver, Colo. 


Charles A. Coryell, of Denver, Colo., to be receiver of public moneys ` 


at Del Norte, Colo. 
Jonathan B. Kilbourn, of Pueblo, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Pueblo, Colo. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 


J. Cabell Breckenridge, of Kentucky," to be surveyor-general of Wash- 
ington Territory. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


James H. Davis, of Mount Vernon, Tex., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Ouray agency in Utah. 


PENSION AGENTS. 


Robert L. Taylor, of a City, Tenn., to be pension agent at 
Knoxville, Tenn. 
Robert McKinstry, of Ta Mich., to be pension agent at De- 
troit, Mich. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Ker Boyce, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of Richmond 
and State of Georgia. 

James B. Blackwell, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county of 
Cobb and State of Georgia. 

John F, Smith, to ba po postmaster at Freeport, in the county of Ste- 
phenson and State of Illinois. 

John Taliaferro, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
Clark and State of Kentucky. 

S. N. Horneck, to be postmaster at Detroit City, in the county of, 
Becker and | State 3 gp epee 

Richard to tmaster at Grenada, in the county of Gre- 
nada and State of Mississippi, z 

Charles E. Gallagher, tobe postmaster at Salamanca, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Archibald H. Boyden, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the county of 
Rowan and State of North Carolina. 

Matthias Manly, to be postmaster at New Berne, in the county of 
Craven and State > of North Carolina. 

John A. Young, to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of Meck- 
lenburg and State of North Carolina. 

Frederick A. Schiffley, to be postmaster at Orangeburg Court-House, 
in the county of Orangeburg and State of South Carolina. 

Jeptha M. Fowlkes, to be postmaster of Memphis, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Tennessee. 

Charles G. Hagnauer, to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois. 

S. Barclay Radebaugh, to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois. 

John D. Waterman, to be postmaster at Rockford, in the county of 
Bdsm, asp and State of Illinois. 

k, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county of Hen- 

derson and State of entucky. 

James H. McConnell, to ef postmaster at Catlettsburg, in the county 
of Boyd and State of Kentucky. 

G. R. Rodman, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of Kentucky 

R. C. Speed, to be postmaster at Madisonville, in the county of Hop- 
kins and State of Kentucky. 

Henry F. Taylor, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of Fulton 
and State of Kentucky. 

Timothy Kilian, to be postmaster at Escanaba, in the county of Delta 
and State of Michigan. 

James J. Casgy, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in the county of 
Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Docteur L. La Grange, to be at Port Richmond, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. 

David G. Hackney, to be postmaster at Fort Plain, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York. 

Andrew J. Odell, to be postmaster at Rhinebeck, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New York. 

Joseph H. Allen, to be postmaster at Herken in the county of Dur- 
ham and State of North Carolina. 

Warren J. Barrett, to be postmaster at Kinston, in the county of 
Lenoir and State of North Carolina. 

J. A. Bennett, to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the county of Rock- 
ingham and State of North Carolina. 

William M. Gay, to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county of Wil- 
son and State of North Carolina. 

George H. Gregory, to be postmaster at Greensborough, in the county 
of Guilford and State of North Carolina. 

John H. Hill, to be postmaster at Goldsborough, in the county of 
Wayne and State of North Carolina. 

Oscar G. Parsley, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county of 
New Hanover and State of North Carolina. 


1886. 
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Mrs. M. F. Pender, to be at Tarborough, in the county of 
be and State of North Carolina. 
ames B. Smith, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of North Carolina. 
Samuel H. Smith, to be postmaster at Winston, in the county of For- 
syth and State of North Carolina. 
J. A. Taylor, to be postmaster at Oxford, in ae county of Granville 
and State of North Carolina. 
W. T. Weaver, to be postmaster at Asheville, in the county of Bun- 
combe and State of North Carolina. 
W. R. Andrews, to be postmaster at Union City, in the county of 
_ Obion and State of Tennessee. 
James M. Keys, to be postmaster at Richland Centre, in the county 
of Richland and d State of Wisconsin. 
J. H. Donkersley, to be postmaster at Laramie City, in the county 
of Albany and ory of Wyoming. 
John C. Friend, to be pucsanti at Carbon, in the county of Carbon 
and Territory of Wyoming. 
R. Chauncey Fisher, to be postmaster at White Plains, Westchester 
Coe, New York. 
Lewis H. Mills, to be postmaster at Carthage, Jefferson County, New 


York. 
George P. McKenney, to be at Saco, York County, Maine. 


Carlos A. Holcomb, to be postmaster at New Hartford, Litchfield 


Caty, Connecticut. 
Rees J. Melvin, to be postmaster at Cape May, Cape May County, 
ew Jersey. 
James W. Rand, to be postmaster at Weymouth, Norfolk County, 
Massachusetts. ; 


J. H. Woodman, to be postmaster at Northville, Wayne County, 
Beas day F. Collins, to be postmaster at Homer, Calhoun County, 


cone = Crabtree, to be postmaster at Belmont, Allegany County, 
ew Yor 
Bt eae J. Moses, to be postmaster at Auburn, Cayuga County, New 
or 
£ es Hartford D. Nelson, to be postmaster at Oneonta, Otsego County, New 
Frederick P. Newkirk, to be postmaster at Oxford, Chenango County, 
New York. 
Samuel Chamberlain, to be postmaster at Waupun, Fond du Lac 
County, Wisconsin. 
George Roe, to be postmaster at Vallejo, in the county of Solano and 
State of California. 
Robert R. McBride, to be postmaster at Thibodeaux, i in the parish 
of LaFourche and State of Louisiana. 
John Flynn, to be postmaster at Duluth, in the county of Saint Louis 
and State of M Minnesota. 
William J. Whipple, to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota. 
James D. Corcoran, to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of Oneida 
and State of New York. 
Richard Mooney, to be postmaster at Rondout, in the county of Ul- 
ster and State of New York. . 
George W. Martin, to be postmaster at Chattanooga, in the county of 
Hamilton and State of Tennessee. 
Drummond G. Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 
Charles M. Hilliker, to be postmaster at Durango, in the county of 
La Plata and State of Colorado. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


Freeman Barnum, of Missouri, to b2 collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Missouri. 

John T. Hillsman, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fifth district of Tennessee. 

Charles E. Hasbrook, of Basar ie to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of M 

James Shields, to be Salletar of internal revenue for the district of 
Montana. 

Joseph M. Morrow, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Wisconsin. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committce on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 


The Lean on Firance have had under consideration the nomination 
Be. 876) of J M. Morrow, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
or the Rye of Wisconsin, in place of Leonard Lottridge, oe, and, so 
far as mey have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Morrow 
is a fit-and proper person to rge the duties of the ‘ofice, and that there are 
n Le ring or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Leonard Lottridge, 
suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 15,1896. 
Sim: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any chargeson file against 
the official or moral character of Leonard Lottridge, late ama paren of internal 
revenue for the efxth district of Wisconsin, suspended,” is received. 


In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this relates to 
as piy ie 5 en B Dy OE ee ee A oy Ser ret 
to the te upon the subject of such suspensions, 


b 
eens as the same may be involved in these considerations, = É pene 

taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of th: 

officer mentioned in your communication are in custody of this Depeateesek. 


ully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary: 
Hon. Jestis S. Mo; Š 


RRILL, 

Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 
A resolution, as follows, was unanimous], Feroe by the Committee on Fi- 

nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 
“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Commiitee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or re oy, ease in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal Sere should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no c or papers on file in the De- 
patoi reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fhet that there is no fixed term at- 
tached to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend 
the confirmation of Mr. Morrow. 


Alfred C. Parkinson, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Wisconsin. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (Na, 
877) of Alfred C. beet gee inl of Wer gece to be collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Wisco: in piace of Henry range ore Pepe, eg 


and so far as they have been ap to obta n the information, they find that Mr, 
Parkinson is a fitand proper persoh to the duties of the office; and 


that thereare no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the cter of Henry 
Harnden, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1886. 


Str: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
17, 1886, e “whether or not there are poy papers or charges 


on file the official or moral character of Henry Harnden, late 
saeia of ini revenue for the second district of Wisconsin, suspended,” is 
rece 

In reply thereto I Baws’ the honor to state that, so far as thisin. ow A relates to 
a suspension from o: I feel ene: by the rules laid down resident's 
recent m to the Senate upon ral subject of such siapin But 
in order that I may surely act ane e requirements of the statutes relating 


partment of information to the Senate, I leave 
to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term to it, and 
to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incumbency of 
said office will result in tov hor! ape i ese of the public service, and that the pol- 
icy of the present administration will ter carried out by such change. 
Except as the same may be involved in ene irpreni no papers con- 
taining re A refiecting upon the official or moral character of the 
officer mentioned in your communication are in’ the custody of this Department. 


y, yours, 
Ni D. MANNING, Secretary. 


to the furnishing by this 


Hon. Jusrrix S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Finance Committee. 


A resolution, as Fagea was unanimous], — by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, lation to this and letters: 

“Resolved, That ieres letters of the Secretary = the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance dated March 16, 1886, or es in relation to the sus ion 
of collectors of areca Mager ‘should be received and held as honest declara- 

tions, made in good fai that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
ets reflecting oir any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. son. 

““ We request early action-of the Committee on Finance upon the confirmation 
of the nomination of A. O. Parkinson, collector of internal revenue, in place of 
Henry Harnden, at Madison, Wis. 

“General Harnden, who is removed, was a gallant soldier, and so is the gen- 
tleman who has been’ appointed to take his place. 

“Mr. Parki den baa nl the often oe Ove ee it d integrity. 

*Mr. Parkinson is a gentleman oi nce, ability, and in 
“ PHILETUS SAWYER. 
“JOHN C. SPOONER. 


Edward C. Wall, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Wisconsin. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Renate to be 
printed in the REcoRD: 


"The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
878) of Edward C. Wall, of ons to be collector of a nites pee for the 
first district of Wisco: of Irving M. Bean, sow (ery and, so far as 
they have been able to ed ign the information, they fin that Mr. Y Wall is a fit 
me proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are no 

charges or rs on file reflecting upon the character of Irvin; = Bean, sus- 
pended, as appear from the following letter ofthe Secretary of th e Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1836. 
a ar ao insu m econ of a Finance Committee of a Senate 

a 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file a, 
the official or moral character of Irving M. Bean, late collector of rome rm 
enue for the first district of Wisconsin, suspended, ” is received, 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so fa a as this inquiey relates to 
a suspension from Lomaa; I feel bound by the rules laid down in President's 
recent m to the Senate upon the general sub reet such suspensions. But 
in orir teaa that maz, ior act within requirements of the statute relating to 
the Department of information to the Senate, r 1 beg leave to 


nker aan E OT nd thatthe officereferred to has no fixed term it, 
and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
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bency of said office will resultin an improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such change. 

_Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
spcis met joned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


ully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Seerelary. 
Hon. Justrs S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenuc, the committee recommend the 
confirmation of Mr, Wall. 


Owen A. Wells, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the third district of Wisconsin, 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Financt; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
879) of Owen A. Wells, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
third district of Wisconsin, in place of Howard M. Kutchin, suspended, and, so 
far as they have been able to pe rey the information, they find that Mr. Wells is 
a fit and proper person to disc the duties of the office, and that there are 
no So papers on file reflecting upon the character of Howard M. Kutehin, 
suspended, as will appear from the following letter of tye Secretary of the 


TREASURY.DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1886. 
Sr: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Howard M, Kutchin, late collector of 
internal revenue for the third district of Wisconsin, suspended,” is received. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inga relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the ident's 
recent manege to the Senate upon the eral subjectof such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
‘the furnishing by this De: ent of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied thata change in the incum- 
of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the ded 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Paart: 
ment, 7 
Respectfully, yours, 


Hon, Justin S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

~ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the ury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the s jon 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
a reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 

aracter.’ ‘ 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the oftice of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Wells. 


John O. Henderson, of Indiana, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Indiana. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: E 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No. 1289) of John O. Henderson, of Indiana, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Indiana, in the place of Thomas M. Kirkpatrick, sus- 
pended, and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find 
that Mr. Henderson is a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office 
and that there are no c! or papers on file reflecting upon the character of 
‘Thomas M. Kirkpatrick, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury: 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1836. 

Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Thomas M. Kirkpatrick, late collector 
of internal revenue forthe eleventh district of Indiana, pio yg nls is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the ident’s 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject ofsuch suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to it, 
and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such change, 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
ofticer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


Respectfully, yours 
3 ? D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. JesrIs 8. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted AA the Committee on 
Finance, April 6,1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 
“ Resol That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the nsion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
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tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partmeonk reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character,’ 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Henderson, 


Adolph Bierman, of Minnesota, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Minnesota. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
1296) of eye or Bierman, of Minnesota, to be collector of internal revenue for , 
the district of Minnesota, in place of William Brickel, suspended, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Bierman is a 
fitand proper person to discharge the duties of the office. and that there are no 
charges or papers on file eet upon the character of William Brickel, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 19, 1886, 
Str: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “ there are any charges on Maaien paree 
the official or moral character of William Brickel, late collector of ini rev- 
enue for the district of Minnesota, suspended,” is received. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquii 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in dent's 
recent message to the Senate upon fhe general subject of such suspensions. . But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating 
to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave 
e remind the committee that the oftice referred to has no fixed term attached 
o it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and 
- the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 
change. 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining chargus reflecting upon the official and moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 


ment. 
Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. JusTIN 8S. MORRILL, 

Chairman of the Senate Commitice on Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, erTi relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

" Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension. 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara" 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
peste reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 

racter. 


5 Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Bierman. ; 

Calvin Page, of New Hampshire, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of New Hampshire. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 


relates to 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


Putney, os and, 
so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Page 
and that there are 
upon the character of ‘Henry M. Putney, 

wing letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 19, 1886, 


Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886,askiag whether ornot“ there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Henry M. Putney, late collector of internal rey- 
enue for the district of , suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this ne relatesto 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President’s 
recent memes to the Senate upon the general subject of such’suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating 
to the furnishing by this Decavicient of information to the Senate, I beg leave 
to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said office will resultin an improvement of the publicservice, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 


ge. . ° 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining re g upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


Respectfully, yours, 
k D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. JusTIN S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commiltce on Finance. 
A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on 
Finance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters tothe foregoing : 
** Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the- Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no et oe or papers on file in the De- 
— reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
racter. ; n 5 : 
Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Page. . 


Archibald Skillman, of Nevada, to be collector of internal revenue 
Tor the district of Nevada. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No, 


no chores or 
suspended, as will appear from the fo. 
ury: 


1886. 
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1302) of Archibald Skillman, of Nevada, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Nevada, in place of Frederick C, Lord, suspended, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Skillman is a 
fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are no 
oige or pepes on file refiecting upon the character of Frederick C. Lord, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury : 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1886. 

Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any on file 
against the official or moral character of Frederick O. Lord, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the district of Nevada, rays oepoy & is received, 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, as far as this inquiry relates to 
asu n from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent m to the Senate upon the genera) subject of such suspensions. But 
in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate,I beg leave to 
remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an cor phy aa the publicservice, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 


ge. 
` Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the sorpendeg 
Ror or mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment. 
Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Justis S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commiliec on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
i relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


nance, April 6, 1886, in 
" Resole d, That khe letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated 16, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 


March 16, 1886, 

of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in faith that there are no or papers on file inthe De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Skillman. 


Samuel B. Cooper, of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Texas. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No, 1309) of Samuel B, Cooper, of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Texas, in place of William H. Sinclair, suspended, and, so 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Cooper 
is a fit and proper person to ser os ad the duties of the office, and that there 
are no or papers on file reflecting upon the character of William H. Sin- 
clair, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury : f 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 19, 1886. 


Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 17, 1886, asking * whether or not there are any pee or 
on file parapa Aa paac the official or moral character of William H. Sinclair, 
ME ear of internal revenue for the first districtof Texas,” suspended, is re- 
ce: z 


in the incumbe: 
service, and that 
out by such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining cha: reflecting upon the official or moral character of the ee 
— mentioned in your communications are in the custody of this Depart- 
men 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee on 
Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension of 
collectors ofinternal revenue, should be received and 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or 
partment reflecting in any manner against their mo: 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 


firmation of Mr. Cooper. 
DALLAS, TEX., March 4, 1886. 

DEAR Ste: I write to say that I have been visiting officially the first and fourth 
collection districts of Texas, and have met the respective collectors of these 
districts, the Hon. S. B. Cooper and Hon. R, M. Henderson, and found them to 
be exemplary officials as well as courteousgentlemen. They (in short) are good 
enough to be Republicans, and if you can aid their confirmation you will not 
only contribute to benefit the civil administration, but will render a personal 
service to me. 

Very respectfully, 


of said office will result in an aA mena IRA of the public 
policy of the present administration will be better carried 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


held as honest declara- 
rs on file in the De- 
or official conduct or 


L. A. THRASHER. 
Hon, J. J, INGALLS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
GALVESTON, TEX., January 1, 1886. 
DEAR GENERAL: I am an old soldier is sed excuse for presuming to write you- 
You have before the Senate for confirmation the name of S. B. Cooper as col. 


lector of internal revenue of the first district of Texas. 

One of our old comrades, Col. W. H. Sinclair, late assistant adjutant-general 
on General David Stanley's staff, was removed to give place to this party. The 
honorable Commissioner of Internal Revenue stated to the agent of the Asso- 
ciated Press that Sinclair was removed “in the interestof reform and for the good 
of the service,” and this was spread throughout the Union by the press, The 


fact is that Sinclair had one of the best records in the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment. Ask Green B, Raum. ‘ 
This man Cooper, in order to raise a bond, came to Galveston and attempted 
to blackmail the merchants here into going on his bond by threatening to re- 
move the office to Houston (50 miles away) unless they made him his bond. 
They wouldn't be blackmailed, ly as he was known as a poker player 
and a man who drank too much, and so he went to Houston and raloed his bond 
by promising to bring the officethere. He got permission to remove the office, 
but through the protests of our merchants order was countermanded. Pro- 
tests were filed both with the Commissioner and Secretary of the Treasury. If 
you will call for them, I think you will find that these merchants charge black- 
mail, or words to that effect, on his part. Sinclair don’t want the place, but it 
would be a satisfaction to your comrades here to see an old soldier vindicated 
and it is only right in the interest of good government that this party should 
eroding thas couwill his, or place th charge of the right 
‘rusting t you will see to this, or place the matter in of the 
Republican Senator, 
I remain, 


General JoHN A, LOGAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


YOUR COMRADE, 


Executive nominations confirmed April 20, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 


George P. Blair, to be postmaster at Black Hawk, Gilpin County, 
Colorado. ? 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 20, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 
reference of bills and joint resolutions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


FEES OF WITNESSES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Attorney- 
General, and submitting an estimate of an appropriation for fees of wit- 
nesses in United States courts for the current fiscal year; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF STEEL CRUISERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the Secretary 
of the Navy, in response to a resolution of the House calling for in- 
formation concerning progress made in the construction of the steel 
cruisers; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


CASES DISMISSED BY COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order of that 
court dismissing each of the following cases, namely: George W. Mor- 
ris; Newton C. Perkins, administrator; Joseph S. McNulty; J. Q. Shaw; 
T. W. Adamson, administrator; James C. Newman, administrator, an 
W. C. Reeves vs. The United States; which were refèrred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 

The SPEAKER also, in accordance with the rule, laid before the 
House a bill of the following title; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, 
namely: 3 

A bill (S. 103) making an appropriation for the purchase of ground 
and the erection thereon, in the city of Washington, of a building to be 
used as a hall of records. : 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent leave was granted 
to withdraw papers in the claim of John Holloran without leaving 
copies on file. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Houxk, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. JoHNSTON, of North Carolina, for two days, on account of 
important business. i 

REPRINT OF TARIFF BILL. 

On motion of Mr. HEWITT, by unanimous consent, the bill (H R. 
7652) known as the tariff bill, with the accompanying report, num- 
bered 1620, was ordered to be reprinted. = 

On motion of Mr. MCKINLEY, it was ordered that the minority 
views be also reprinted. 

PROGRESS OF THE UTAH BILL. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I would like to inquire for the information 
of the House of the gentleman from Virginia, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, if he will give me his attention, when the 
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Senate bill numbered 10, known as the Utah bill, is to be reported 
from the committee over which he presides for the action of the 
House. 

Mr. TUCKER. For the information of the gentleman I will state 
that the bill is under consideration in the committee, and when the 
committee have come to a determination upon it the bill will be re- 
ported adversely or otherwise. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Can the gentleman giveno information as to 
the time? It has been in committee a long while, and is a matter in 
which the country is somewhat interested. [Cries of ‘* Regular or- 
der!??] Can the gentleman give no further information ? 

Mr. TUCKER. No further information. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Iam sorry to hear it. 


TERMINATION OF THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 74) to 
give notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with His Ma- 
jesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on mo state po the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printéd. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (by consent), submittèd the 
views of the minority of the committee on said bill; which were or- 
dered to be printed to accompany the report of the committee. 


SURVIVORS OF THE ARCTIC STEAMER JEANNETTE. 


Mr. LINDSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1659) for the relief of 
the survivors of the exploring steamer Jeannette, and the widows and 
children of those who perished in the retreat from the wreck of that 
vessel in the arctic and put the same upon its passage. I ask 
that the bill and report be read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which objection will 
be called for. 

The bill was read at length. 

mhos SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. OATES. I object. . 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I desire to call up a bill from the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and to ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. BEACH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order being called for, the Chair will 
proceed to call the standing and select committees of the House for 
reports. : 

JOHN RANDOLPH HAMILTON. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2156) for therelief of John 
Randolph Hamilton, of the State of North Carolina; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JUDGES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of 
the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 peran- 
num, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SENEY obtained unanimous consent to present the views of the 
minority, to be printed with the report of the majority. 

COMMERCIAL SALES, 


Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1621) to regulate com- 
mercial sales of goods and merchandise by samples, catalogue, card, price- 
list, description, or other representation, between residents of the sev- 
eral States and Territories; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to reserve the right to file the views of the 
minority hereafter, to be printed with the report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5787) to create the 
office of assistant commissioner of indian affairs; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 3918, a bill (H. R. 8084) tosubmit to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication the title of William McGarrahan to the Ran- 
cho Panoche Grande tract of land in the State of California, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

House bill No. 3918 was laid on the table. 


The SPEAKER. The substitute bill, under therule, will bereferred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, CLARDY. I move that it be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 
hed gine srt Why should notthat bill go where the rules would 

eit 

Mr. CLARDY. ‘The bill does not propose, either directly or indi- 
rectly, to appropriatemoney. It provides a contingency, however, in 
which the Government may be liable for a considerable sum of money. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Stillitisa mere private bill and appropriates no 
money the gentleman states. 

Mr. CLARDY. It is a private bill and appropriates no money. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then it should go to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLARDY. But I have said it provides a contingency in which 
the Government may be liable for a considerable sum of money. I do 
not see any reason why this bill should not be considered in Commit. 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, as the more impor- 
tant public bills must be considered under therules of the House; and 
I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Missouri moves to refer the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
the Chair having stated that under the rules it would go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isit in order to refer private bills to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? ; 

The SPEAKER. If the House chooses to do so, the Chair thinks it 


may. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If this bill, instead of being placed on the Private 
Calendar, is sent to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, then can it not be called up in the consideration hour and 
thereby get precedence over private bills? 

The SPEAKER, The rule of the House as to that is very plain. It 
provides that when committees are called in the hour for the con- 
sideration of bills they may be taken from the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union or from the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. MORRISON. Thereference ofa bill does not change its character. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But it changes the opportunity of getting it up 
for consideration. 

The question being taken on Mr. CLARDY’s motion, there were— 
ayes 47, noes 54. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and will be printed. 


EFFECTS OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS. 


Mr. O’DONNELL, from the Committee on Education, reported back 
with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed the bill (H. 
R. 3496) to provide for the study of physiology and hygiene with ref- 
erence to the effect of intoxicating, narcotic, and poisonous substances 
upon the life, health, and welfare by the pupils in the public schools 
of the Territories and of the District of Columbia and in the Military 
and Naval Academies, Indian and colored schools supported in whole or 
in part from the Federal Treasury; and the same was laid on the table. 

Mr. O'DONNELL, from the Committee on Education, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1405) to provide for 
the study of the nature of alcoholic drinks and narcotics and of their 
effects upon thehuman system in connection with the several divisions 
of the subject of physiology and hygiene by the pupils in the public 
schools of the Territories and of the District of Columbia and in the 
Military and Naval Academies and Indian and colored schools in the 
Territories of the United States; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAYBURY obtained unanimous consent to present hereafter 
the views of the minority, to be printed with the report of the ma- 
jority. 

3 ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3900) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Lina Alford; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companuying report ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL M’GRAYEL. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5975) to in- 
crease the pension of Michael McGrayel; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NANCY BATTORFF. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 364) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy ; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying xs- 
port, ordered to be printed. : 
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MARY A, TIBBETIS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 135) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Tibbetts; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
` discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 681) grant- 
ing a pension to John D. Childs, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; which 
were severally Jaid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered 
ded ) Margaret Butl 

A bi R. 7022) granting a pension to Margaret Butler; 

i A bill R. 7258) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Park- 
urst; 
A bill (H. R. 7541) granting a pension to Bridget Ryan; 
A bill fi R. 5325) granting a pension to John Watson; and 
A bill (H. R. 6766) granting a pension to Charles H. Anthony. 


BRUNO SCHULTZ. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6774) 
granting a pénsion to Bruno Schultz; which was referred to ‘the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. CARLETON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7074) 
granting a pension to William P. Carleton; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORSON W. SEARS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7075) 
granting a ion to Orson W. Sears; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. SANFORD. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6135) 
ting a pension to James W. Sanford; which was referred to the 
ittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
HENRY G. BALLINGER. 

Mr. MO from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
tomas back with a Proe AO hg bill . R. R 
granting a pension to Henry G. Ballinger; which was referred e 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE THEUN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6776 
granting a pension to Catherine Theun; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SOLOMON J. GRISSOM. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7617} 
granting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MES. M. A. LEWIS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5174) 
granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Lewis; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEZEKIAH TILLMAN. 

Mr, MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 7614) granting an increase 
of pension to Hezekiah Tillman; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY MANES. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2800) granting 


a pension to Mary Manes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

AMOS C. WEEDEN. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accom ing reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. ia granting a pension to Stephen Flynn; 
A bill (H. R. 1111 ting a pension to Charles Douglass; and 
A bill (H. R. 1091) for the relief of Laura A. Turner. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 

i from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3185) for 
the relief of Charles L. Lewis; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be ted: 

A bill (H. R. pre granting a pension to David W. Bagley; and 

A bill (H. R. 6963) granting a pension to Giles Shurtleff. 

CUMMINS PORTER. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. 8086) granting a pension to Cummins Porter; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, . 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SALLIE ANCRUM. 

Mr, O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7168) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie An- 
crum; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ibe Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

NANCY FRANKLIN. 

Mr. O’ from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7365) for the relief of Nancy Franklin; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN MALONE. 

Mr. O° HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6670) granting a pension to 
Saen — $ Aier vy te a Sod bese acini of the Whole 

‘ouse’ on the Priva‘ en: an e accompanying re 
ordered to be printed. , = 

: ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr, O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

AMEE EA gran a pension to Mary Grace Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 7064) granting a pension to Abbott B. J. Bent. 

MANHATTAN PICKETT. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 7165) to increase the ion of Man- 
hattan Pickett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN BUTLER. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably thebill (H. R. 5411) grantinga pension to John Butler; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanyingreport, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill fe R. ais} granting a pension to Abraham Howard; and 

A bill (H. R. 2182) granting a pension to Ellen Decker. 

HENRY N. HUGGINS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of Henry N. Huggins; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF CAPTAIN DOMINICK LYNCH, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1630) to increase the pension of the 
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late Capt. Dominick Lynch, of the United States Navy; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 

and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ERDMUTHE KIRCHNER. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5931) ting a pension to Erdmuthe Kirch- 
ner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM BISHOP. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH A. ROBBINS. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 426) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Robbins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. A 7 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3288) for the relief of Elmer Decker; which 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HEADY. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5635) granting a pension to William J. 
Heady; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS W. SCANLAND. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 3043) granting a pension to Lewis W. Scanland; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PHBE H. MEECH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 1649) granting a pension to Phasbe 
E Meech; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M. HOGAR. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 


back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of James M. 


Hogar; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report ordered to be 

printed. ; 
AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Meeps or back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3176) for the relief of the American Grocer 
Association of the City of New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE T. NEWMAN. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, also i cha back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5400) for the relief of George T. Newman; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
: MALITTY ROSE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2585) for the relief of Malitty Rose; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ERSKINE S. ALLIN. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4961) for the relief of the heirs of Erskine 
S. Allin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe 
printed. 

P. A. LEATHERBURY. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 7455) for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury, of Accomack 
County, Virginia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C, DODGE. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, also ch ei back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4649) for the relief of William C. Dodge; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. - 
MILO M’CRILLIS. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Commitee on Claims, also reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 6550) for the relief of Milo McCrillis; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. COUGHLIN. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. ` 
8087) for the relief of John J, Coughlin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
vai abe Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY BAZSINSKY. 

_Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8088) for the relief of Henry Bazsinsky, administrator of 
Abraham i ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH GRIGGS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 

a bill (H. R. 8089) for the relief of Elizabeth Griggs, administratrix of 

Charles Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
? WILLIAM ERVIN. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re- 
pee back favorably the bill (H. R. 3713) for the relief of William 
rvin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ae Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
GEORGE A. NORTON. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 183) for the relief of George A. Norton; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CULBERTSON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7010) for the relief of Joseph Culbertson; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

“JOHN B. REID. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8090) for the relief of John B. Reid; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

HORACE P, HOBSON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8091} for the relief of Horace P. Hobson, administrator of 
John O. Graves; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. BLACKWELL. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8092) for the relief of Mary A. Blackwell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH P, DYER. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8093) for the relief of Elizabeth Dyer; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ EDWARD FITZGERALD. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 93, a bill (H. R. 8094) for the relief of Edward Fitz- 
gerald; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. . 

House bill No. 93 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. BARBOUR, the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was di from the further consideration of the bill (H. 


R. 7315) to provide for the continuance of street improvements and 
sewers in the District of Columbia; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 
JAMES G. WINTERSMITH. l 
Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Accounts, re- 
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ported back with amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 112) for 
the relief of the estate of the late James G. Wintersmith, late Door- 
keeper of the House of Representatives; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REFERENCE TO SOLDIERS IN PUBLIC APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. STORM, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
1562) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes so as to give hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors preference in public appointments; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLEMENTS asked and obtained leave to file the views of the 
minority to accompany the report of the committee on said bill. 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND CLAIMS. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5281) relating to public 
accounts and claims; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DES MOINES, IOWA. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Groun: 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5251 
making an appropriation for the repairs and enlargement of the post- 
office and court-house at Des Moines, Iowa, and fixing a limit therefor; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHEYENNE, WYO. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2926, a bill (H. R 8095) for the 
erection of a public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bill No. 2926 was ordered to be laid on the table. 


FLORIDA KENNERLY. 


Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8096) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

THEODORE TEED. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
8097) for the relief of Theodore Teed; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 


Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 54) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations and to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States and Territories 
over the Indians, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SIGNAL STATIONS, WEST INDIA ISLANDS. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7656) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to establish signal stations on the West India Islands; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills anda joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill ¢ 283) granting a pension to Isaac N. Minshall; 

A bill (S. 231) granting a pension to Jennette S. Kent; 

A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Miss Rebecca Miller; 

A bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; 

A bill (S. 481) authorizing the partition of certain Jand in Louis- 
ville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of 
the United States; - i 

A bill (S. 1487) to establish two additional land districts in the State 
of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 880) granting the right of way to the Schuylkill River 
East Side Railroad Company through the arsenal and naval asylum 
grounds at Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, 
approved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ Anacttoamend the statutes 


in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
p ” approved June 10, 1880; and 

A bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of Fune 10, 1880, 
entitled ‘“‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” to the port of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 
eight minutes past 1 o’clock, and by order of the House that hour of 
this day is set apart for the consideration of the bill reported from the 
Committee on Expenditures for Indians and on the Yellowstone Park, 
the title of which will be read. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask the gentleman from Indiana if he will not give 
way to-day and allow the consideration of this bill to come up to-mor- 
row, so as to continue the consideration of the bill granting relief to 
the sufferers by the overflow in Alabama, which is a pressing emergency 
demanding immediate relief? 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill for the relief of the sufferers 
by the overflow of the Alabama rivers be taken up, and that the bill 
in charge of the gentleman from Indiana be taken up to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] asks 
unanimous consent that the bill set for consideration in this hour to-day 
be postponed until to-morrow, and that the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill for relieving the sufferers by the overflow of the 
rivers in Alabama, 

Mr. DANIEL. I object. 


INDIAN COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill assigned 
for consideration during this hour. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6973) to provide for the appointment of a commission to inspect 
aud report on the condition of Indians, Indian affairs, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
sixteen minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Irisetoapointoforder. This bill, I sub- 
mit, properly belongs to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and should be considered there. 

The SPEAKER. But the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, by unanimous consent of the House, whenit was up the other day 
for consideration. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I was not aware of that. Then I would 
like to understand from the gentleman in charge of the bill what ar- 
zangements he proposes about the time to be occupied and the division 
of time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no further time occupied over 
the bill. ‘This is the second hour, and the subject has been somewhat 
discussed. Unless it is disposed of during this hour, it goes over in- 
definitely. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I regard thisas a very important bill, and 
one that the House should understand. We should have some time to 
discuss it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are quite a number of amendments pending 
by unanimous consent; and all I desire to add to what has been already 
said is that the measure is recommended by the Secretary of the In- 
terior and suggested by the President of the United States in his last 
annual message. The object of the bill is to avoid a large number 
of commissions which have been proposed, which it is believed would 
create great confusion in the adjustment of the Indian question. It 
is proposed to have one commission of high character instead of a num- 
ber—one commission of high character and standing, composed of three 
gentlemen designated from the Army and three from civil life. 

I think the gentleman from Iowa will see that if the bill should be 
thrown open to extended debate as he proposes it would only result in 
the defeat of the measure. I therefore feel compelled to call the pre- 
vious question on the bill and pending amendments, adding farther, 
in accordance with the agreement made some days ago, a motion to 
strike out—— 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. DoI understand the gentleman to demand 
the previous question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; except that I wish to-interpose a motion 
tp strike out all of the fifth section after line 16, I will state that the 
portion proposed to be stricken out appropriates the sum of $25,000 for 
the survey of lands to be allotted to the Indians in severalty. .Thatis | 
an appropriation provided for by an amendment of the Senate to the 
Indian appropriation bill carrying that sum, so that it is not necessary 
to be retained in this bill, and it more properly belongs to the general 
appropriation bill. I therefore enter a motion, under the agreement 

e by unanimous consent some days ago that motions might be 
pending, to strike out all after line 16, in the fifth section of the bill. 
How much time does the gentleman from Iowa desire? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. This bill is one of the most important bills 
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pending now before the House concerning the Indian question. Tomy 


mindit is a very ious measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tam not yielding to the gentleman now to make a 
speech. The gentleman desired to debate, and I simply asked how 
much time he wanted. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Iam prefacing a remark so that I can an- 
swer the gentleman’s questions. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I decline to yield for that. - 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I propose to ask the House to vote down 
the gentleman’s motion for the previous question if he does not yield 
to me for an explanation and to state my objections to the bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will state how much time hede- 
sires I will yield him any reasonable amount of time. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I can not properly discuss this bill or ex- 
plain it to the House under one hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At the gentleman’s own instance the bill was laid 
aside when formerly before the House. I was anxious to accommodate 
the gentleman; but it is manifest that if the House does not see proper 
to sustain the demand for the previous question the billis postponed. If 
the gentleman wishes five or ten minutes, I will yield that time to him. 

Mr. WEAVER, ofIowa. The gentleman from Indiana has been very 
kind, and I makenocomplaint. Butaftera careful examination of the 
bill I think it should not pass without a thorough discussion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will ten minutes answer the gentleman’s purpose? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly not. This bill puts the whole 
Indian question in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, and I will 
not make any agreement by which such a measure shall be hurried 
through the House. It should have been thoroughly examined in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Without 
a proper understanding of what was in the bill unanimous consent was 
obtained to have it consideredin the morning hour. That unanimous 
consent should not have been given. I for one will not consent that 
this bill shall be hurried through the House in this way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Iowa declines to 
take such time as I have at my di I have no other course to pursue 
except to call the previous question. Ileave the matter with the House 
after making this remark only —— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at this moment. This measure, as I have al- 
ready said, comes before the House with the approval of the Interior 
Department. It has been very carefully considered by the House select 
committee on the subject to which it refers. It has already been de- 
bated and the House can determine its merits. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I care not whether it comes from the Sec- 

of the Interior or not. The Secretary of the Interior has no 
right to legislate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is taking up my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). Does the gentle- 
man from Indiana decline to yield? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; I decline to yield. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is very carefully drawn, as every gentleman is 
aware; it has been pending now for weeks, and it was med at the 
instance of. the gentleman himself [Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa] until to- 
day, and the matter is now with the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It was postponed in order that there might 
be an oppo of examining the bill. That was the only reason. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. The bill provides for referring to Con- 
gress every question that may arise where legislation or the modifica- 
tion of a treaty becomes necessary. Itis a bill to protect the interests 
of the Indians and at the same time settle the numerous and important 
questions of our Indian relations. K 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I have asked the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to yield to me for a few minutes, that I may 
explain an amendment which I desire to offer to the first section of the 
bill in regard to the organization of the committee, and which has been 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think ten minutes will be suficient. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not ask so much time as 
that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, say five minutes—sufiicient to explain the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I have asked the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horatan] to yield to me in order to explain the amend- 
ment which, at his ion and invitation, I have had printed in the 
RECORD. The amendment will be found on page 3516 of the RECORDÌ 
This bill, as reported by the committee, a commission, to con- 

` sist of six members, three of whom may be detailed from the Army and 
the remainder from civil life or from the Indian service in the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That includes members of Congress? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, membersof Congress. We have at the pres- 
ent time a board of Indian commissioners, which has been in existence 
I think since 1869, consisting of ten members. It is what was known 
originally as the Quaker board, and was appointed through the instru- 


mentality of President Grant. That board has been doing very excel- 
lent service in a limited sphere. 

At the present time its labors are confined principally to the inspec- 
tion of Indian supplies, purchases for the Indian service, visiting the 
Indian reservations, and making recommendations to the Secretary of 
the Interior. That board is still in existence. There is nothing in 
this bill which pes to do away with it in any manner. 

Now, if we pass this bill we shall have the spectacle of that old board 
of Indian commissioners (consisting of ten members), of which Gen- 
eral Clinton B. Fish sees’ erie and General Whittlesey is secretary, 
and also this new of Indian commissioners, both boards running 
to some extent parallel, having in charge like interests, with jurisdic- 
tions to some extent overlapping. The object of the amendment which 
I propose is simply to consolidate these two boards, so as TORU to 
do away with the old one, leaving but one board of Indian commission- 
ers, which shall be with the jurisdiction that would belong to 
both as they would exist under this bill. 

The amendment which I propose is simply to the first section of the 
bill, and would carry with it, of course, an amendment of the title. The 
amendment provides that— 

The President of the United States be,-and he is hereby, authorized to reor- 
ganize the board of Indian commissioners, so as to make it to co of seven 
persons, two of whom mey be detailed from the officers of the Army, who shall 
report to the Secre of the Interior for duty, the other members to be ap- 
pointed from the existing board, from civil life, or detailed from officers in the 
service of the De; ment of the Interior. And when said board of Indian com- 
missioners shall be so sopone the organization and fanctions of the present 
board of Indian commissioners shall cease and determine. Itshall be the duty 
of the said reorganized board of Indian commissioners to perform all duties 
heretofore intrusted to and performed by the board of Indian commissioners; 
and they shall inspect all goods and supplies purchased for the Indian service, 
and advise the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in rd to the purchase of such 
p pean and supplies, It shall also be the duty of said commissioners, under the 

rection of the of the Interior, to inspect from time to time, as he 
may require, the condition of the Indians of the various tribes and bands on 
acme reservations under the care, control, or jurisdiction of the United 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] to yield me two or three minutes more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not the time. The gentleman’s amend- 
ment is pending. ; 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In one word, then (if the gentleman will per- 
mit), I will say that the scope of my amendment is to consolidate the 
two boards of Indian commissioners and make one, with jurisdiction 
covering the whole field. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Do you think itis possible to give this bill 
due consideration in the time allowed ? : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is utterly impossible to give the bill 
proper consideration in the time allowed here. 

Mr.CUTCHEON, Thisisa very importantbill. 
Indian question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now ask the: previous question on 
the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I hope that will be voted down. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the previous question will be voted down. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 39, noes 52. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has v $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint the tleman from Indiana (Mr. 
Hormax] and the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. WEAVER] to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48, noes 68. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not consume the hour by insisting on a fur- 
ther count. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] that he ask the House to fix a day.for the more deliberate 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall be very glad to comply with the" gentle- 
man’s suggestion. The measure is a very important one; and gentle- 
man can see the probabilities are that if this measure should not pass 
no measure to adjust and settle the Indian question can pass during the 
present Congress. Every member must recognize the importance of 
some measure for the adjustment of the Indian question. I therefore 
ask unanimous consent that some future day—I would say as late as 
the 25th of May, if it be thought advisable—be set apart for the con- 
sideration of this subject. > 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido notsee that there exists any opposition to this 
bill, except as to details. Everybody agrees as to the necessity of some 
legislation on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The billis now before the House for consideration, 
and is subject to any parliamentary motion. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be ned—— 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I willmakeno objection to the 25thof May. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I t the 20th of May. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I prefer the 25th. 

Mr. RANDALL. That will give plenty of time, and will allow 
every member the opportunity to prepare and offer amendments, 


Itcovers the whole 
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TheSPEAKER, The gentleman i y 
that the further consideration of this bill be postponed, as the Chair un- 
derstands, until the 25th of May. 


from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] moves 


Mr. WELLBORN. Will that interfere with prior orders? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is causing the Calendar to be ex- 
amined—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that there is an assignment already made 
for the 25th of May. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am willing to except prior orders. 

Mr. WELLBORN. And revenue and general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it proposed to confine the cousideration of the 
bill to one day? “ 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition is to consider the bill until dis- 


of. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know whether there is anything in 
this proposed order which would except this bill from the rule requir- 
ing its consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to postpone 
the consideration of the bill, which is a legitimate motion under the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
to add to his motion the clause ‘‘ and that ths bill be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole House.” 

Bsus HOLMAN. I can notconsent to that. The bill is now in the 
ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 27thof May isset apart 
JENES the consideration of bills reported from the Committee ọn Indian 


Mr. HOLMAN. I Sa like to name some earlier day, subject to 
all prior orders. 

Mr. WELLBORN. And to revenue and appropriation bills. 

Me HOLMAN. And torevenue and general appropriation bills. I 
propose the 15th of May. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to one 
the further consideration of this bill until Saturday, the 15th of May, 
“gS to interfere with prior orders or with revenue or appropriation 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. This bill is one of such far-reaching im- 
portance that it ought to be considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be in order to refer it to the Committee of 
the Whole when we reach it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it is already in the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I suggest it be agreed by unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the question is submitted I wish to make a 
parliamentary inguiry. As I und the pending motion is to 
postpone the consideration of this bill agiven day. Now, when 
the bill is reached at that time will it not, unless some further action 
is taken, be considered necessarily in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Deena of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union has been discharged from the further consideration of this 
bill; but it is always in order, except when the previous question is 
pending, to move to recommit a bill either to a standing committee or 
to the ittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUNHAM. When the time arrives for the consideration of this 
bill, will it then be considered in the morning hour or will it have the 
whole day? 

The SPEAKER. It will come u 
charge of it may call it up, subject, 
sideration. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will it be confined to the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not confined to the morning hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the previous question on my motion. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 

f to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 7 ; 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW IN ALABAMA. 


The SPEAKER. There are thirty minutes of this hour remaining. 
The Chair supposes, and makes the suggestion to the House, that as the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] would have been entitled to 

* sixty minutes to-day for business of his committee if it had not been 
interfered with by the other order, he will still be entitled to sixty min- 
utes; thirty minutes to-day and thirty minutes to-morrow. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of the sufferers by the over- 
flow of the rivers in Alabama; and that motion, I move that 
all general debate in Gouttioe of of the Whole on this bill be limited 
to ten minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to suggest to my colleague he withdraw the 
latter of his motion. I had no disposition myself to consume the 
time of the House, PYS fom Paini teb 15 $00 Shes tirne for dhata 


at any time the gentleman in 
owever, to the question of con- 


Mr. FORNEY. I only propose to limit to ten minutes the general 
debate. There will be lett under the rules the five-minute debate on 
amendments. 

Mr. OATES. Under the of the Chair we will have 
minutes. Isuggestto my colleague helimit the time of debate to fifty 
minutes. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam afraid I cannot agree to that. LI insist on my 
motion to limit debate to ten minutes. ~ 

Mr. OATES demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 40. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and others. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. FORNEY and Mr. BEACH. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. If 
debate be limited to ten mizutes, will not the proposition then be open 
to the five-minute debate? 

The SPEAKER. . It will. 

Mr. BAYNE. Under that you can have as long as you choose. 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the motion to limit debate to ten min- 


utes. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs on the motion to go into 
committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is the point of no quorum 
withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from Alabama withdrew his mo- 
tion to limit debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I insist on the point of no 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to limit debate has been withdrawn, 
and the question now is on the motion to go into committee. 

Mr. FORNEY demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 41. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum. 

Mr. FORNEY. Secor does not reach the Mississippi River 
or the waters of the Mississippi 

The SPEAKER whee e tellers Mr. FORNEY and Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of the bill has ex- 
pired, and it goes over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A in writing was received from the President, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, which announced the approval of the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions: 

An act (H. R. 1151) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant-commander on the 
retired-list of the Navy, which bill was received by the President on 
April 5, 1886, and, not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the 
Constitution, has become a law without his approval; 

An act (H. R. 1270) to authorize the Mississippi River Water-Power 
and Boom Company of Brainerd, Minn., to construct a dam across the 
Mississippi River 

An act (H. R. 1297) authorizing the construction of a building for 
the accommodation of the Congressional Library; 

Joint resolution (H. Ae 18) for the further distribution of the re- 
port of the Public d Commission; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 73) authorizing the printing of committee 
reports. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WILLIS moved that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of resuming the 
consideration of the river and harbor bill 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBOEN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the constructitn, , and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 


purposes. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill: 


Strike out “for” and insert“ by ;"’ so it will read: “Im: ing harbor at Oak 
Contin: $2,500.” 


Orchard, N. Y.: uing improvement by repairs, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Strike out ‘no part of which shall be ibe amo on the channel in front of ths 

city ” and insert “ which, together with amount on hand, is to be used in 
remoy. ns from the mouth of the Oswegatchee and continuing the 
excavation at the lower buxbor u ;" so it will read: “Improving 
bor at Y.: Continuin; improvement, $10,000; w together 
with the amount on hand, is to be used in removing clions from the 
mouth of Os contin the excavation at the lower harbor 
u; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor of New York at G *s Channel, New York: Contin- 

en OS ea of which sum 000, or so much thereof as may 
rat emrat eae c Chief of Engineers and the Coast and Geo- 


pola iren 
fudamentol the War Departncnt such wucyey is waceesery. 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move tostrike out, in line 113, the 
words ‘‘and fifty,” so it will read ‘‘one hundred thousand,” instead 
of “one hundred and fifty thousand dollars.” 

Mr. Chairman, I was not present the other day when the general dis- 
cussion was had on this bill, and regret that I was n ily absent, 
as I had intended to submit some remarks upon the bill when taken up 
for general debate. But not being present at that time, I avail myself 
of the opportunity now to make a few remarks. Of course under the 
five-minute rule I can say but little, but I have made this motion to 
amend for the purpose of noticing some criticisms which have been 
made upon the river and harbor bill by that excellent newspaper the 
New York Tribune. 

In the Tribune of Friday, April 16, I find the following article: 


The river and harbor bill is now before the House, and a majority of the 
Representatives seem to be making ready to vote with an eye single to the 
wishes of theirconstituents. Over fifteen 
an 


which is poured so much of the commerce of the nation, only $875,000 is allowed. 

Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that so good a newspaper as the New 
York Tribune, and usually so fair, should make complaint of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors for having appropriated only the sum of 
$875,000 for the State of New York, in which it saysis poured so much 
of the commerce of the nation. 

Let me ask the New York Tribune or the members of this House 
from the State of New York, where does that commerce come from and 
where does it go? Does it not come from the West and the North- 
west? Does it not come from foreign countries and go out largely 
through the lakes and rivers of the North? Is not the State of New 
York, and especially the city of New York, deeply interested in the 
improvement of all the channels of transportation in the country 
through which is carried the immense commerce that comes to and goes 
from thatgreat cityand State? Is not the State of New York interested 
in the Sault Ste. Marie Canal; in Hay Lake Channel; in the Detroit River, 
which is sometimes absolutely choked up with the immense commerce 
which passes through it, and much of which finds its way to New 
York, that great commercial city of the country? 

Why, it seems to me very short-sighted fora New York paper to com- 
plain that the State has only $875,000, when there is no other city in 
this iiA and no other State so much interested in all improve- 
ments which benefit the commerce of the country as the city and State 
of New York. * 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not made this motion for the purpose of 
decreasing this appropriation, and will not insist upon its adoption; but 
I have made it to give me an opportunity of saying what I have now 
said. And when they complain of the State of Michigan, and ay that 
Michigan has nearly a million of dollars appropriated by this bill, is it 
not known to every one who has given the least attention to the subject 
that there is not a harbor on Lake Michigan, whether it be a harbor of 

or for commercial in which the city of New York and 

the State of New York is not deeply interested—quite as much so as the 

ple of Michigan? So are the people of Illinois interested in these 
R ade quite as much as the people of Michigan. 

Mr. Chairman, all the appropriations in this bill for Michigan are as 
much in the interestof Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, and other 
States west as they are for Michigan; and so are they of interest to 
New England, New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY was recognized, and, by consent, yielded his time to 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. J 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman from Maine for the courtesy extended to me in permitting me 
to continue my remarks. 

There is not a city or State east or west, especially in the North, but 
has acommon interest in the improvement of the harbors on the great 
lakes of the Nerth. If there is anything in which the people of this 
country would seem to have a common interest, it is the improvement 
of our harbors and means of transportation, by which the great com- 
mercial interests of the country are promoted and benefited. Itis by 
the commerce of the country that the great city of New York has been 
built up and enriched; and her people and her great newspapers should 
be among the last to complain of improvements which are to benefit 
and encourage that commerce. - 

But it has been stated that Illinois gets some $600,000 and more in 
this bill. I do not know how this amount is ascertained, or what ap- 
propriations are included to make up this amount. But I do know 
that you must include a portion of the appropriation for the Mississippi 
River, in which the people of the entire Mississippi Valley are as much 
interested as the people of the Stateof Illinois, to make up that amount. 

If there are $640,000 in this bill chargeable to Illinois, the amount 
must be made up in part by taking a part of the appropriation for the 
improvement of the Ohio River, in which Pennsylvania is as much or 
more interested than the State of Illinois, or perhaps any other State 


of the Union; and a part of the Mississippi River, in which, as I said 
before, the entire Mississippi Valley is interested. And so, sir, I might 


go on and allude to other improvements in this bill in other States in 
which the city and State of New York are as deeply interested as the 
States in which such improvements are located. 

Mr. Chairman, I will say here that I do not believe there is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors who could have told 
within $100,000 of what any State had appropriated for it in the river 
and harbor bill when we finished its consideration and reported it to 
this House; and I believe if there has ever been a river and harbor bill 
carefully considered by any committee of the House this has been by 
the present Committee on Rivers and Harbors. If there has ever been 
a river and harbor bill when members of the House from all parts of 
the country have had fuller and fairer consideration in its preparation 
and formation—and this is the fifth bill which I have helped to formu- 
late—I am not aware of it. I regard this as a fair bill, well and care- 
fully considered. ` 

We have given to Senators and Representatives and to commercial 
bodies from all sections of the country a patient and faithful hearing, 
and the committee has done the best it could do without reference to 
geographical limitations or geographical boundaries to make a bill which 
would benefit the whole country. We have known no North, no South, 
nor have we recognized any East or West in the consideration of the 
bill. All have been treated as far as we could with equal fairness and 
justice, and every case has been considered upon its individual merits. 
We have only studied the commercial advan to be promoted by the 
improvement of the particular river and harbor under consideration, 
and I speak for myself when I say that my work has been done as well 
as I knew how todo it; and while these appropriations are for improve- 
ments located in one State and another, I have regarded the States and 
the people of the States as parts of one great country and people, and I 
believe that spirit actuated every member of the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether it be true that the fifteen mem- 
bers of the River and Harbor Committee have got $10,000,000 for their 
respective States or not in this bill. I have not figured it out. But I 
do say that the State of New York is interested in the harbor at Chi- 
cago and in the harbor at Calumet, in the Detroit River, in the Hay 
Lake Channel, in the Sault Ste. Marie’s Canal, in Portage Lake Canal, 
in the harbor at Duluth, and in all of the other harbors in the North- 
west for which appropriations are made in this bill as much so as the 
people of the Northwestern States are themselves. And now, haviag 
said this much, I withdraw the améndment. 

Mr. HEWITT. I can not renew it, and the gentleman from Illinois, 
by withdrawing it, has cut me off from my speech. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Continuing improvement, and also for the im- 
ithe of said harbor as recommended by the Chief of Engineers January 

, 1885, ,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to receive and accept for the United States from the ma- 
rine hospital of Erie, Pa., the title to the peninsula of Presque Isle, at Erie, 
Pa., as tendered by the said marine hospital, agreeably to the provisions of an 
act of the a eage of the State of Pennsylvania approved y 11,1871: And 
provided further, That $30,000 of said sum shall not be expended until the afore- 
said title shall be accepted by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Idesire to make a point of order upon these two 
rovisos to that section. This is ariver and harbor}bill, and properly 
as in it nothing that does not belong to the improvement of rivers and 

harbors. There is nothing in this bill that discloses that the accept- 
ance of this gift in any way will benefit a harbor or river. We have 
heard something of a cognate subject herein past years. Bill No. 1440 
was reported on in the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress by 
report No. 126. It was to give to the United States 102 acres of land, 
known as Garrison Hill, on this peninsula. The enacting clause was 
stricken out by a vote of 82 to 36. Mr. BAYNE demanded the yeas and 
nays, but only 18 supported his demand. 

Now, it was said the other day by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitr] that this was a covert way to give to the United States some- 
thing that we had declined by that majority to accept before. But as 
that is upon the merits of the question I do not care to go into it. 

Let us see just what this is. It is to allow the United States to ac- 
cept certain property, and upon acceptance to pay $30,000 or to use 
$30,000 of this appropriation on certain terms: : 

As tendered by the said marine hospital, agreeably to the provisions of an act 

of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania approved May 11,1871 

Let us see just what that is. Weare to accept it from the Erie Hos- 
pital Company, that was created by the act of 27th March, 1867, which 
was to establish at or near the city of Erie a hospital. It exempted all 
the buildings, &c., from taxation, and then in section 13 it is declared . 
that the hospital shall be on that part of garrison grounds south of 
Philadelphia and Erie Railroad, now occupied by small-pox hospital and 
given for hospital and park. Any other society may have 5 acres for 
hospital, and none shall be established elsewhere in the city of Erie. 

Section 14 gave it certain water rights, extending out 1,000 feet from 
the mainland, and vested them in the hospital corporation thereby 
created, for the use, benefit, and advantage of said corporation. 

Section 19 declared that if the property of the corporation were used 
for any other purpose not therein authorized it should all revert to the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

That was the act of 1867. It was amended on the 4th of March, 1869, 
to this effect, that whereas the councils of Erie had not been able to 
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make that peninsula pay its expenses, therefore they should turn it 
all over to the directors of the hospital association, to be controlled ac- 
cording to the purposes of the act of 1867, which I have just read, that 
is, for hospital purposes and for parks, and with the privilege of any 
other hospital company or society building a hospital and having 5 acres 
upon it. 

Then comes the act of 1871, under the terms of which this gift is pro- 
posed to be accepted. First, the act appropriates $30,000 to the Erie 
hospital to pay its debts and furnish its building so as it will be in proper 
condition to take in patients, And then it declares: 

But only on condition— 

That $30,000 is to be given— 
only on condition that the said marine hospital corporation shall reconvey to 
the said State of Pennsylvania by good and sufficient deeds, to be approved by the 
attorney-general, of lands in any way granted to said marine hospital by its grant 
of incorporation approved March 22, 1867, and the buildings now thereon, with 
the appurtenances, to be held by the city for the use and purpose defined by said 
act incorporating said hospital at Erie, and on the further condition that the said 
marine hospital shall convey to the United States of America all title itshall have 
to the peninsula of Presque Isle, obtained from the State of Pennsylvania by act 
of March 4, 1869, entitled ‘A supplement to an enlarger, gehen a marine hospi- 
tal at Erie,” to be held by the United States, as near as may be, in its present con- 
dition and only for the purpose of national defense, and for protection to the har- 
bor of Erie; but in all other respects to be subject to the civil and criminal juris- 
diction, of the State of Pennsylvania; and the consent of the State of Penny 

er 


vania is hereby given to such transfer of title only for the purposes and un 
the nitatione hereinbefore mentioned. 


The other two sections in the act are foreign to the matter now un- 
der inquiry. 

Now, you will observe when the United States is asked to accept the 
title to this property by this proviso— ` 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
receive and accept for the United States from the marine hospital of Erie, Pa., 
the title to the prance of Presque Isle, at Erie, Pa., as tendered by the said 


marine hospital agreeably to the provisions of an act of the Legislature of the 
State of Pennsylvania approved May 11, 1871— 


that it is giving our consent in a river and harbor bill that we shall 
accept that peninsula on condition that we keep up all the buildings 
that are on it and the parks that are on it, for that is the only way 
to keep it in its present condition ‘‘as near as may be;”’ and on the 
farther condition that we shall use it only for the purposds of public 
defense and for the defense of Erie, Pa. Those are the words of the 
statute. If we accept it on those conditions we morally, and I would 
say legally but for the fact that the United States can not be compelled 
by law to do anything—we accept it upon the moral promise that we 
will build defenses on that peninsula for the public defense and for the 
defense of the harbor of Erie. It can mean nothing else, therefore, 
but the committing of the United States in the river and harbor bill 
to the building up of a fort or some other public defense at that place. 
The building of forts belongs to the Military Committee and not to the 
River and Harbor Committee, and the point of order I make is that the 
committee had no jurisdiction over the matter. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], like 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewirr] the other day, wholly 
misconceives this proposition and does not understand itat all. 1 was 
a little surprised at the attack made upon the bill before the proposi- 
tion came up for consideration during the general debate on this bill 
while I was absent by the gentleman from New York, who thought he 
saw an old scheme in this and opposed it because he suspected there 
was something wrong in the proposition. Ifthe gentleman had made 
an examination of the facts he would haye ascertained there was no old 
scheme in this at all and no scheme that had ever been considered by 
Congress in connection with the establishment of soldiers’ homes; and 
his suspicion arose from some other cause than from what is set forth in 
this proposition. No point of order such as is suggested by the gentle- 
man from Georgia lies againstit. IfI understand the position he takes, 
he makes the point of order because it contains original legislation. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Oh, no; I took no such position as that. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I do not understand your point of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That may be. The point was this: that inase 
much as the act which tenders this property says that it shall be ac- 
cepted by the United States only on condition that it shall be kept in 
its present conditiom as near as may be, and used for public defense 
and the defense of Erie, thereforeit isnota matter for the improvement 
of a harbor, but at best is nothing buta matter of public defense, which 
eo not to this committee but to the Committee on Military Af- 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, even though the contention of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] were just as he sets it forth, I 
should still deny that this proposition is not germane to the bill and 
properly within its limits. The jurisdiction of the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors is not a limited jurisdiction in the sense suggested by 
the gentleman. That committee can originate legislation—such legis- 
lation as may be necessary to promote the commerce of the country, or 
to promote the interests of navigation and thereby promote the com- 
merce of the country. This proposition has been wholly misunder- 
stood, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] was entirely 
mistaken when he said that it was the same proposition which was pend- 

` ing before the last Congress, to cede to the United States property worth 


$250,000, That was a munificent gift on the part of Pennsylvania to 


the National Government, for the purpose of establishing a soldiers’ 
home, and it was refused by Congress because, I presume, of its mu- 
nificence; for many a bill goes through this House by a large majority . 
that will extract from the Treasury $250,000, but when a proposition 
comes here to donate to the National Government property worth $250,- 
000, without one cent of consideration, it seems to excite a suspicion 
that there is something wrong in it. That sort of suspicion originates 
in minds that are not familiar with munificent donations, whether on 
the part of governments or individuals. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Will the gentleman yield for a question? . 

Mr. BAYNE. Inamoment. The proposition in this bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, is intended for no other purpose in the world than to improve navi- 
gation, or rather to preserve the harbor at Erie, It is not intended to 
give lands to the United States at all. Its object is merely to cede to 
the United States the control of what is called Presque Isle, a peninsula 
which runs out into the lake, and the preservation of which is equiva- 
lent to the construction of a jetty for the purpose of holding the waters 
of the harbor at Erie within their bounds, and thereby making it a har- 
bor—for it is that very peninsula Presque Isle which makes the harbor 
at Erie. The land which was proposed to be donated to the National 
Government has already been taken by the State of Pennsylvania, and 
upon-it has been established a soldiers’ home at the expenseof the State 


‘of Pennsylvania, and it is going to be kept up by that State; for, unlike 


New York, Pennsylvania is not going to call upon the Grand Army of 
the Republic to make voluntary contributions to sustain its home, but 
will support it by taxation. s 

Mr. HEPBRUN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Not justatthismoment. Let me state the case first, 
and then you can ask questions, Mr. Chairman, there was an act passed 
by Congress in 1872 which I hold in my hand, and which reads as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to receive and accept from the marine hospital, Pennsylvania, 
a corporation duly incorporated by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the 
title to a piece or Losec of land, being the peninsula lying to the northward of 
and inclosing the bay of P. e Isle, containing 2,024 acres, more or less, to be 
held by the Government of the United States for the protection of the harbor 
at Erie: Provided, That the deed Serer the same shall not be received or 
accepted until the title to the same is complete and indefeasible, nor unless the 
acceptance thereof shall be recommended by a board of officers of the Corps of 
Engines appointed by the President. 


The tra ion contemplated by that proposition was that Presque 
Isle should go the United States Government in order that the Govern- 
ment might have it for the purpose of protecting the harbor at Erie. 
The Secretary of War, upon an examination of the tender made by the 
State of Pennsylvania, ascertained, or rather concluded, that the title 
was not indefeasible, and he refused to accept the deed that was tend- 
ered by the marine hospital; but upon further consideration by the 
War Department, the President of the United States recommended to 
the Forty-seventh Congress that the title tendered by the marine hos- 
pital beaccepted. That recommendation was based upon the report of 
the local engineer, who reported that the preservation of the peninsula 
of Presque Isle was necessary to the preservation of the harbor at Erie. 
He made that report to the Chief of Engineers, and the Secretary of 
War made the report to the President, and the President, by a special 
message, recommended the acceptance of the title tendered of the ma- 
rine hospital to the United States. That message is embodied in Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 4 of the Forty-seventh Congress, which I hold in 
my hand. The language of the President is: 

Itransmit hérewith a communication from the Secretary of War, dated the 4th 
instant, setting forth certain facts respecting the title tothe peninsula of Presque 
Isle, at Erie, Pa.,and recommending that the subject be presented to Congress, 
with the view to legislation by that ewesires Sd the act of May 27, 1882, “An 
act to authorize the Secretary of War to accept the peninsula in e Erie, oppo- 
site the harbor of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania (17 Statutes, page 162), so as 
to authorize the Secretary of War to accept the title to said peninsula proffered 
y the marine hospital of Pennsylvania, pursuant to an act of the Legislature 
of that State, approved by the governor May 11, 1871.” 

The act which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] read. 

And the Secretary of War recites the proposition of the act of 1871 
making a tender of Presque Isle to the Government of the United States 
and recommends the acceptance of that proposition. A board of engi- 
neers from the Engineer Corps, convened in 1873, reported: 


That whereas the Presque Isle peninsula at Erie, Pa., is in constant need of 
protection by the Government to prevent its being breached by the action of the 
waves in storms; and s 

Whereas it is also valuable in part for light-house purposes, and is now so oc- 
cupied by the United States; and A 

Wheéreas it appears that at present it is not only the resort of disorderly per- 
sons, but subject to depredations by cutting of timber and otherwise, thereby 
endangering its maintenance as a protection to the harbor of Erie: 

We respectfully recommend that the United States accept the title to this 
peninsula from the marine hospital of the State of Pennsylvania, that it be placed 
in the custody of the Engineer Department, United States Army, so far as re- 
lates to the preservation of the land from change by cutting trees, carrying away 
sand, or otherwise interfering with the natural features of the insula, and 
that no such change should be permitted to be made without authority from the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, &c. 


Then the Secretary of War recites the facts which I have stated, and 
recommends, as I have said, the acceptance of the proposition from the 
marine hospital of Pennsylvania. ‘That is all there is in this propo- 
sition. It is to cede Presque Isle to the Government of the United 
States for the purpose of preserving and keeping it in condition as a ' 
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part of the harbor of Erie, and for no other purpose. Pennsylvania 
does not care for it in the least, except so far as it promotes the pres- 
ervation of that harbor. Pennsylvania has no interest in it, nor has 
a single citizen of Pennsylvania any interest in it, except so far as to 
secure a good, safe harbor to Erie. There is not a line or a word in 
this acceptance or in the act of 1871, or in anything connected with 
this whole affair, which points to anything except that this property 
shall be taken by the Government to protect that harbor and place 
Presque Isle under the jurisdiction of the United States. It may be 
that this proposition is looked upon with disfavor by certain gentle- 
men because it involves no outlay by the Government. If this were 
a proposition that the Government should pay a hundred thousand 
dollars for this property, it would not perhaps excite so much sus- 
picion. Butthere is no such purpose. Wedo not want any pay for it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would liketo ask the gentleman whether there 
is any park or anything of that kind upon this island which the Gov- 
ernment will be bound to maintain under the terms of this cession. 

Mr. BAYNE. Nothingofthe kind. My colleague [Mr. Scorr] can 
tell all about the matter, for he knows every foot of the territory in 
question. 

Mr. SCOTT. As gentlemen, I presume, are aware, the harbor of 
Presque Isle, in the city of Erie, is the only connection or-inlet or out- 
let that Pennsylvania has with the great chain of lakes. My friend 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] has evidently been misinformed or does 
not correctly understand what the clause in the bill to accom- 
plish. That the House may fully understand the subject I would state 
that the harbor of Erie is formed by a low peninsula, containing about 
2,500 acres of land, extending from the main shore eastwardly for about 
2 miles. This peninsula constitutes the harbor of Erie, the protection 
against the lake. It is a low, sandy beach, varying in width from one- 
half to three-quarters of a mile; it is grown up with timber, which has 
heretofore formed the principal barrier against the storms and prevented 
them from destroying the peninsula, and consequently our harbor. 

Of the large amount of money which the Federal Government has 
disbursed for the protection of the harbor of Erie, more than half of it 
has been expended upon this peninsula; any farther appropriations 
for the protection of that harbor must be edthere. There isnot 
a single building upon this peninsula of any value except Government 
light-houses and the necessary buildings for light-house keepers. There 
are no parks there, nor wasit ever intended or expected that there should 
be, as the main protection for the harbor is the undergrowth of trees 
and timber upon this peninsula. 

Some years ago a scheme of a kind not unknown in legislative bodies 
was gotten up in our State by which this peninsula certain prop- 
erty on the mainland were to be donated by the State of Pennsylvania 
to what was known as the marine hospital. The people of my city 
were not aware of what wasreally going on until we woke up one morn- 
ing and discovered that our harbor was in danger of being ruined by 
the peninsula passing into private hands and being sold and parceled 
out to a lot of speculators. This -gift to the marine hospital included 
not only the peninsula, but a considerable portion of the mainland. 
The marine hospital which was erected by this association or company 
was on the mainland, and the parks which it was proposed to establish 
were to be on the mainland. 

Some of our citizens, myself among the number, appealed to the 
Legislature and got an act donating this peninsula to the General Gov- 
ernment. We believed it was essentially necessary that the General Gov- 
ernment should own it, because the Government was expending money 
to protect the harbor; andif it owned it, could do with it asit might be 
thought necessary and proper. Another objectin the donation was the 
<< defense, if the General Government should ever require it for 

t purpose. 5 

The title to the peninsula at the time I refer to was vested in the 
marine hospital. TheState of Pennsylvaniahad made large appropria- 
tions toward the construction of this hospital, and it was still uncom- 
pleted, and the necessary funds to complete it could only be obtained 
through State aid. The Legislature of our State, realizing the error 
which had been committed in vesting the title to the peninsula in the 
marine hospital, and appreciating its importance not only so far as the 
interests of the city of Erie were concerned but of the whole State of 
Pennsylvania, an act appropriating conditionally the sum of 
$30,000 for the completion of the marine hospital, provided the trustees 
of the hospital executed a deed for the peninsula to the United States 
Government, and at the same time the Legislature the n 

act vesting the title to the peninsula in the United States Government 
if the same was accepted by the United States. 

Congress, during the administration of President Grant, passed a law 
authorizing the Secretary of War to accept title to the peninsula pro- 
vided the board of officers, composed of members of the Engineer Corps 
of the United States Army, recommended the same. This board met, 
and, after a careful examination and investigation into the whole sub- 
ject, recommended that the Government should accept the title to the 
peninsula, and in accordance with this recommendation the marine 
hospital executed a deed for the peninsula to the United States. This 
deed was placed on record in favor of the United States in our county, 
and was tendered to the Government, or the Secretary of War, who re- 

- ferred it to the Attorney-General for hisapproval. The Attorney-Gen- 


eral, in rendering his opinion, raised some technical objections to the 
deed, and the Secretary of War decided that he could not accept the 
title until the objections raised by the Attorney-General were remedied. 
In the mean time the marine hospital, as an association, had gone out 
of existence, and there was no power left in that body to rectify this 
difficulty. 

Mr. Brewster, who was then the Attorney-General, told me that it 
was simply a technical matter. My colleague [Mr. BAYNE] has re- 
ferred to the special message of President Arthur calling the attention 
of Congress to this subject, and recommending that Congress should 
accept the title as made by the marine hospital. As the matter now 
stands the State of Pennsylvania is absolutely divested of any power or 
authority over the peninsula, and the Federal Government, while it has 
not absolutely accepted the title, has assumed more or less control over 
it, and in fact the peninsula, like Mahomet’s coffin, has been hanging 
between heaven and earth, without an owner who can assert any posi- 
tive authority over it and protect it from the depredations of those who 
may feel inclined to destroy it. The State of Pennsylvania, and my 
city especially, has a large interest in the protection and ation 
of this peninsula, for upon its existence depends the only port Penn- 
sylvania has upon the great chain of lakes, and I trust this House will 
not now strike out the clause which will perfect the title in the United 
States to the peninsula, but will accept the deed as tendered, which will 
enable the Government in its own way, without the interference of any 
ren parties, to do whatever may be necessary for the protection of our 

‘bor. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, this is a question of order, and I am 
sorry to say both the gentlemen from Pennsylvania have chosen to argue 
it as if it were a question on its merits. 

The question is simply this: Whether a river and harbor bill is the 
proper place in which to rectify what my friend from Pennsylvania calls 
the lack of a technical delivery in the way of taking a deed. From the 
report, which the gentleman from Pennsylvania read in part, I ascertain 
that the Attorney-General of the United States declined to take the deed 
to this property on the gaos it was a defeasible deed, and upon that 
ground the title was declined. In other words, it was a deed upon 
condition, and the condition required the United States to engage in 
the work of military defense. 

If a proposition is made to this House to convey this property with- 
out any condition whatever, simply on its merits and in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Secretary of War, as not read by my 
friend from Pennsylvania but contained in the report, I will cheer- 
fully vote forit, because I am satisfied, from the explanation the gen- 
tleman has made, this matter has no relation to the matter of the ma- 
rine hospital which was up two years ago. 

But still it is none the less obnoxious to the pointof order, in thatin 
a river and harbor bill we are required to pass upon a question of title, 
which is a law question, and must come up in the proper way in the 
form of a bill to pass this title to the United States. 5 

Allow me to read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit.herewitha communication from the Secretary of War, dated the 4th 
instant, setting forth certain facts respecting the title tothe peninsula of Presque 
Isle, at Erie, Pa., and recommending that the subject be presented to Congress 
with the view to legislation by that y modifying the act of May 27, 1882, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the porsango vart toaccept the peninsula in Lake 
Erie, opposite the harbor of Erie, in the of Pennsylvania” (17 Statutes, page 
162), so as to authorize the rearrange? À of War to accept the title to said peninsu 

roffered by the marine hospital of Pennsylvania, pursuant to an actof the Legis- 
ae of that State approved by the governgr May 11, 1871. 
CHESTER A, ARTHUR, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 6, 1882, 


Wak DEPARTMENT, Washington City, December 4, 1882. 

Sır: By an act of the lature of the State of Pennsylvania, approved by 
the governor on May 11, 1871, an appropriation of sum of $30,000 was made 
for the benefit of the marine hospital of Pennsylvania at Erie, Pa., one of the 
conditions of the ona ole Tre being thus ee 5 

“And on the further condition that said marine hospital corporation shall con- 
vey to the United States of America all title it may have to the peninsula of 
Presque Isle, obtained from the State of Pennsylvania by act of February 4, A. 

. 1859, entitled ‘A = to an act incorporating the marine hospital 

e,' to be held by said United States, as near as may be, in its present condi- 
tion, and onl purposes of national defense and for the protection of the 
harbor of je, but in all other ssepons to be subject to the civil and criminal 
jurisdiction of the State of Pennsylvania, and the consent of the State of Penn- 

lvania is hereby given to such transfer of title only for the purposes and under 
the limitations hereinbefore mentioned.” 

By an act approved May 27, 1872, Congress authorized the Secretary of Warto 
accept said land with the following provisions: , 

“ Provided, That the deed conveying the same shall not be received oraccepted 
until the title to the same is et sen A and indefeasible, nor unless the accept- 
ance thereof shall be recommended by a board of officers of tht Corps of Engi- 
neers appointed by the President.” (17 Statutes, page 162.) 

A board of officers of the Corps of Engineers convened in accordance with the 
foregoing provisions reported July 9, 1873: J 

“That whereas the Presque Isle peninsula at Erie, Pa., is in constant need of 
protection by the Government to prevent its being breached by the action of 
the waves in storms; and $. 

“Whereas it isalso valuable in part for light-house purposes, and it is not now 
so occupied by the United States; and 

“ Whereas it appears that at present it is not only the resort of disorderly per- 
sons, but subject to depredations by cutting of timber and otherwise, thereby 
endangering its maintenance as a protection to the harbor of Erie: 

“We respectfully recommend that the United States accept the title to this 

ninsula from the marine hospital of the State of Pennsylvania ; that it be placed 
fh the custody of the Engineer Department, United States Army, so far as it re- | 
lates to the preservation of the land from change by cutting trees, carrying away 
sand, or otherwise interfering with the natural features of the peninsula; and 


at 
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ha parati to Pa mada witmeuteubnoctty trae: te 
the marine ital pursuant to 
cof te 


ible title, the proper 
structed to assist the United States engineer officer in charge of the pu’ works 
at Erie in procuring an abstract of the title held by the marine hospital of Penn- 
ae the date of the deed, and such other papers as were necessary in the 


prem 
The matter was accordingly referred to the United States district attorney for 
the western district of Pennsy!l who, under date of October 31, last, sub- 
mitted a report, in which heexp: the view—concurred in by the honorable 
the Attorney-General—that under the visions of the above cited act of Con- 
of soe, § 27, ret pra Secretary of War can not accept the deed proffered by 
e marine 


bor of Erie, Pa., I have the honor to recommend that the subject be presented 
to Congress, with the view to a modifying the aforementioned act of 
May 27, 1872, so as to authorize Secretary of War to the title to the 
pres as offered by the marine hospital, if such legislation seem proper to 
ngress. 
_ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, r 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN. 
Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT. 


. Now, there is no doubt legislation is proper; but I respectfully sub- 
mit to the chairman itis not proper in a riverand harbor bill, although 
it is proper as an independent measure, to which I shall give my hearty 
assent. - 
Here the hammer fell. ] Í 
. SPRINGER. This is not an appropriation; it is a provision of 

law—new legislation—and is, therefore, obnoxious to the rule, clause 
3 of Rule XXI. 

Mr. HAMMOND. This is not a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman claim that the rule is applicable 


to this as a general appropriation bill ? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Do gentlemen say that it is not a general appro- 
priation bill? 


Mr. RANDALL. It has not been so ruled. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It never has been so held by anybody. The 
Speaker has held that it is not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis not, of course, a general appropriation bill in 
the sense of being a bill heretofore recognized for the support of the Gov- 
ernment; but so far as the legislation is concerned it is a general appro- 

iation bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will find that there 

no rule a oy amen eg of this character upon a river and har- 
bor appropriation bill which would not be in order upon other appro- 
tion bills, > 
Pir. SCOTT. This is not an amendment. It is a report from the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that; it isa part of the river and 
harbor bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this proposition may be reported upon this 
bill, there is no legislative proposition whatever which’you could not 
put upon it in the same way. What is this proposition, and I ask the 
attention of the committee for a moment: 

‘That the Secretary of War— 
< eee is a naked, legal, substantive proposition embraced in the 
of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to re- 
for the United States, from the marine hospital of Erie, Pa., the 
title to the peninsula ot Presque Isle, at Erie, Pa., as tendered by the said marine 
hospital, agreeably to the provisions of an act of the Legialature of the State of 
Pennsylvania approved May 11, 1571. 

We are required to accept this donation agreeably to an act of the 
Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, and by adopting this provision 
we adopt that act of the Pennsylvania Legislature and complete the con- 
tract between the United States and the State of Pennsylvania, as con- 
templated in that act and in this appropriation bill; and therefore this 
is the naked proposition which we are called upon to enact: toembody 
the terms of a proposition embraced in an act of the Legislature of Penn- 

lvania which has not even been read in our presence and the condi- 
n feb of which we do not know. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Oh, yes, we do. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me to ask him 
to state how or under what authority this Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors acquired jurisdiction at this session of that proposition ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is just what I want tofind out. I have in- 
tended to imply that they have no jurisdiction upon the subject. It 
has no relation itself to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; it isa 
question of purchasing land in the vicinity of a harbor—purchasing or 
accepting a donation of land with conditions which amount to a pur- 
chase, because I am informed by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Hewitt] that if we accept the donation we accept it with conditions 
requiring certain appropriations to be hereafter made on the harbor in 
that vicinity. 

So that this is not only a substantive proposition of general legisla- 
tion entirely independent of and having no relation wh@zver to the 
subject of rivers and harbors, but it ratifies and makes us adopt an act 


of the Pennsylvania Legislature which has not been read in the presence 
of the House. 
Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman is mistaken in that; I read it here 


myself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was not present at the time. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois a question, 
or rather permit me to correct my friend from Illinois, as I am sure he 
wants to be fair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. This whole matter is referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors by the Engineer Department, and by the recom- 
mendation of that department in their reports they recommend that 
this improvement be made at Presque Isle to preserve the harbor at 
Erie. z 

Mr. HEWITT. Does it appear in the printed recommendation? 

Mr. BAYNE.. It does in that of 1884; and I think—— 

Mr. HEWITT. But does it appear in the present recommendation? 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam not aware that it does, although it is likely. 

Mr. HEWITT. There is no such recommendation in this year’s re- 

rt. 
ae BAYNE. Iam not certain of that. I know it is in the report 
for 1884, and I am inclined to think it is embodied in the present re- 


rt. 
eer. REAGAN. In the report to which the gentleman refers itsim- 
ply submits the matter for consideration and recommends that it be 
accepted in accordance with the act of the Pennsylvania Legislature. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I was mistaken, Mr. Chairman, in saying that the 
act of the Pennsylvania Legislature had not been read in the presence 
of thecommittee. I am informed by the gentleman from Georgia that 
it was read, but I was not in the committee at the time and did not 
hear it. That, however, does not change the force of the statement I 
make, that this is a substantive proposition so far as this discussion is 
concerned; for by it we ratify the act of the Pennsylvania Legislature, 
and if is all legislation outside of an appropriation bill and outside of 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I do not 
care whether the Engineers’ Department have spoken of this subject or 
discussed it, or whether they recommend it, or whether that discussion 
and recommendation have, under the general order referring these re- 
ports to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, gotten it before that 
committee. Allthat has nothing whatever to do with the subject now 
before us, It may be that in that manner it came before the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors; but that is not material. The committee 
had no jurisdiction to report a general law upon the subject. Ifa bill 
had been introduced in the House and referred to the committee es- 
pecially with reference to this subject that would probably have 
changed the status, but even then it would not have been reported as 
a part of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to read | 
one part of the recommendation of the engineers with reference fo this 
improvement ? a 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Reference is made to this harbor at Eric, as will be 
seen in this report. z 

The engineers say: f 

The only work done during the fiscal year was minor repairs to the north pier 
and the south breakwater, amounting in all to $206.78. 
In September and October, 1834, a survey was made of the peninsula, 

That is the point in question here. 

PROTECTION OF THE WESTERN NECK OF THE PENINSULA. 


Most of the protection fences and pile jetties are in a dilapidated condition, 
but the narrowest parts of the peninsula are from 400 to 509 feet wide, with a 
crest rising about 5 feet above ordinary water. 

The board of engineers of June 14, 1882, recommended that $10,000 be set apart 
from the amount available for Erie harbor to provide fer the prompt construc- 
tion of a dike at the neck in case of necessity. 


The fact is, although the jurisdiction of the United States has not - 


been ceded by the State of Pennsylvania, the Engineer ent has 
been exerting over that peninsula the very control which we propose 
in this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I thought I was 


yielding for a question merely. 

Mr. BAYNE. I was stating the fact that the Engineer Department 
has been exercising that control, and this is recommended by the report 
of the engineer on which we are acting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind gentlemen that the sole 
question now pending is as to the point of order. 

Mr. FELTON. Before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
proceeds I wish to ask him this question: Is it-not in the province of 
this committee to recommend such improvements as it may think nec- 
essary for the preservation of the harbor? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not understand that the jurisdiction of the 
United States to improve a harbor authorizes the Government to buy 
the lands that surround the harbor. I do not see that the ownership 
of land that surrounds a harbor has anything to do with improving it 
for the purpose of commerce. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask the gentleman from Illinois whether the 
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rules do not permit the largest latitude in connection with the river 
and harbor bills, and whether it is not the fact that intentionally or 
otherwise there is not any restraint on that committee in this connec- 
tion except a sense of public propriety? 

Mr. SPRINGER. But noappropriation should be in order except in 
continuation of works already begun. And there has been no work 


begun of purchasing ground in connection with harbors, 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to say in response to the suggestion of the 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], that neither the River 
and Harbor Committee nor any other has original jurisdiction or any 
jurisdiction except for matters referred to it by the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The River and Harbor Committee has jurisdic- 


tion over legislation for the improvement of rivers and harbors. The 


Military Committee has jurisdiction over matters affecting the public 
defense. The Committee on Commerce has jurisdiction over the mat- 
ter of arranging where there shall be light-houses. The Committee on 
Appropriations. has jurisdiction over the appropriation of money for 
light-houses and for the purchasing of land for public defense and ap- 
propriating money for public defense. ea 

I did not make the point of order that this was general legislation, 
because that point is not well taken in my opinion. In a very elaborate 
opinion by Speaker CARLISLE in the Forty-seventh Congress he held that 

is was not a general appropriation bill, and that the restrictionsin Rule 
XXIII that applied tothe general appropriation bills could not be made 
applicable to this. The present occupant of the chair [Mr. WELLBORN] 
so held on this bill four years ago. When I had the honor of occupying 
the chair on this bill two years ago the same thing was held over and 
over. You may put new legislation on this bill so far as that rule is 
concerned, But where all points of order were reserved, as they were 
on this bill, you can not put in this bill anything that does not belong 
to the subject-matter of the improvement of rivers and harbors, beeause 
that committee has the right of way for its appropriations only upon 
those objects, and as to other matters they must come in like any 
other committee, by having bills referred to them and report on them 
as separate bills. 

Now, on the point of order I did not know when I began that the 
Attorney-General of the United States had ever held that this was a 
deed conditioned that the United States should build forts, and that for 
that reason it was a defeasibletitle. I thank the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr] for bringing that to my aid. It only supports the 
view I gave that we can not accept this gift without binding ourselves 
to build a fort or other work of public defense. 

I do not care whether itis to get usinto the acceptance of a hospital 
or anything of that kind. But is it to improve the harbor or is it to 
accept the land to erect fortifications? If it is the latter, then this com- 
mittee has no jurisdiction unless this House chooses to vote them juris- 
diction by referring to them a bill for that But the Commit- 
irs would have that jurisdiction. 

I repeat, and with that I will conclude what I have to say, the pro- 


` vision I ask to have ruled out is this: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to receive and accept for the United States, from the marine hospital of 
Erie, Pa., the title to the peninsula of Presque Isle, at Erie, Pa., as tendered by 
the said marine hospital, agreeably to the provisions of an act of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Pennsylvania approved y 11, 1871. 

Now, the provisions of that act are these in short: 


To be held by said United States, as near as may be in its present condition, 
and only for the pu s of national defense and for the protection of the har- 
bor of Erie, but in all other to be subject to the civil and criminal juris- 
diction of the State of Pennsylvania; and the consent of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania is hereby given to such transfer of title only for the purpose and under 
the limitations hereinbefore mentioned, 


If, therefore, we accept this gift, we accept it of course on condition 
that we will make no use of the land but for public defense and forthe 
defense of the harbor of Eric. In other words, then, we accept it for 
that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. And we exclude the idea, of improving the harbor. 

Mr. HAMMOND. We exclude every other idea, because the statute 
says ‘‘ you are authorized to tender for that and for nothing else;” and 
when we accept it, we will have simply done over again what the 
learned Attorney-General told us we had done before—we will have 
agreed to accept a defeasible title on terms on which we do not desire 
to accept it. 

Mr. LONG. Is not that an argument against the merits of the pro- 
vision ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly, it is an argument oy re the merits, 
but the other is an objection to the proposition being here at all on this 
bill. 

Mr. LONG. Suppose we had referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors a proposition for the construction of a fort, do you hold 


. that in that case the Committee on Rivers and Harbors would not be 


entitled to report on the subject? : 
Mr. HAMMOND. Oh,no; because I have said that if a bill for this 
porpo had been introduced and referred to that committee it would 
ave gotten jurisdiction by the reference. But even then it could 
not report such a proposition on the river and harbor bill, which, be- 
cause it is for the improvement of rivers and harbors, has the right of 


way. Thecommittee could have reported thesubjectin another bill, but 
noton this. Suppose the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], who 
has the honor of being chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, instead of referring his education bill to the Committee on Labor, 
had had it referred by a vote to the Committee on Rivers and Har 
could they have brought in that bill as part and parcel of this? Not 
at all; but because jurisdiction would have been given to the commit- 
tee by the vote of the House referring the subject to them they could 
have reported a separate bill for education. 

Mr. LONG. Has not the subject-matter of Presque Isle been referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in the letter of the Secretary 
of War and the report of the engineer ? 

Mr. HEWITT. I would like to answer that. . 

Mr. HAMMOND. No; there is not a word on the subject in the let- 
ter of the Secretary of War to which the gentleman refers, for I have 
examined that letter. 

Mr. LONG. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] to read from it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. There is not a word in it on that subject. 

Mr. LONG. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Berens to read the letter in the report of 1885, which was referred in 

“Mr. HAMMOND. There is not a word in that letter on the subject, 
so far as I know, and I have sought to get information. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, in the bill to which the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] refers, by which the State of Pennsylvania un- 
dertakes to convey this property to the General Government, there is 
an express provision that it is deeded to the General Government for 
two objects—one the protection of the harbor of Erie, the other military 
purposes. ` In discussing this point of order, gentlemen have referred to 
obligations resting upon the Government in regard to fortifications at 
that place. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] referred to® 
fortifications in connection with the Attorney-General’s opinion. Now, 
I say here that the word ‘“‘fortifications”’ is not mentioned in the At- 
torney General’s opinion. 

Mr. HEWITT. I have read the Attorney-General’s opinion. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have got the opinion. 

Mr. HEWITT. I have read it, and the word “fortifications” is not 
in it, and I did not say it was. 

Mr. SCOTT. And yet the gentleman says that the Attorney-General 
refers to fortifications. 

Mr. HEWITT. He refers to the conditions of the grant. 

Mr. SCOTT. He refers to the conditions of the grant, but he does 
not use the word ‘‘fortifications,’’ as if there was an obligation resting 
upon this Government, if it accepted this grant, to deplete the Treas- 
ury in erecting military fortifications for the protection of the city of 


e. . 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that my distin- 

ished colleague [Mr. Hewrrr] will get into no controversy with the 

tate of Pennsylvania on this matter, as I understand that they have 
come to a complete agreement by striking coal off the free-list and put- 
ting wool on. | Laughter. ] ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to decide this question. 
Two points of order are raised against this proviso, one by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on the ground that it is new legisla- 
tion, and therefore, under clause 3 of Rule XXI, is not in order on this 
bill. It has been uniformly held ever since the present occupant of the 
chair has been a member of this House that the river and harbor bill 
is not a general appropriation bill, and that therefore new legislation 
is in order on a river and harbor bill. The Chair, therefore, has no 
difficulty in disposing of that point, and holds it to be not well taken. 

The other ground urged against this proviso is that it is not within 
the jurisdiction of the River and Harbor Committee—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. On this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thatitis not within the jurisdiction of the River 
and Harbor Committee on this bill, and is therefore out of order. If 
that statement of fact were correct, the Chair would have no difficulty 
in coming to the conclusion that the point of order is well taken. But 
the Chair is of opinion, from what has been submitted to him touching 
that peninsula of Presque Isle in the harbor of Erie, that the title to it 
is needful to the Government for purposes of navigation and for the im- 
provement of the harbor for the uses of navigation. Now, it may be. 
true that the conditions on which the Government is to accept the title 
to this property are very onerous, and that it would be unwise to ac- 
cept the title upon such onerous conditions. On that point the Chair 
expresses no opinion, That is a question which addresses itself to the 
discretion of the committee. The only question for the Chair to deter- 
mine is, Is the title to this piece of land needful to the Government in 
order to improve the harbor of Erie for purposes of navigation? The 
Chair is satisfied that isis. As he has already stated, if the conditions 
are so onerous as to make the acceptance of the title by the Government 
unwise, that is a matter which addresses itself to the discretion of the 
committee and not to the judgment of the Chair. Thé Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND: I move to amend by striking out the proviso. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to call the attention of the Committee of 


1886. 


the Whole to the language of the last proviso, that ‘$20,000 of said 
sum shall not be expended until the aforesaid title be accepted by the 
Secretary of War.’? Gentlemen have assured the committee that the 
adoption of this provision would in no wise increase the necessary ex- 
penditures, yet evidently they must be mistaken. This bill undoubt- 
edly appropriates for this purpose no more money than is necessary. 
Here are $50,000 appropriated, but $30,000 of this isto be expended upon 
the contingency of securing this title. If the title be not secured, 
$20,000 will be sufficient for this harbor; but if we do secure this title, 
then the other $30,000 are to be expended, making a total of $50,000. 
If this is true, how can gentlemen state that no additional expense is 
to result from the securement of the title to this little neck of land? 
We save $30,000 by not getting the title; we expend $30,000 as soon 
as we do secure the title. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HAMMOND to 
strike out the proviso, it was rejected. f 

Mr. HEWITT. I move to amend by striking out the word ‘“‘ fee,” 
in line 131, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ an indefeasible;"’ 
so as to read: i! 

Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to receive and accept tor the United States from the marine hospital of 
Erie, Pa., an indefeasible title to the peninsula of Presque Isle, at Erie, Pa. 

I also move to amend by striking out all after the word ‘‘ Pennsyl- 
vania,” in line 132. x 
The CHAIRMAN. The question will be taken on the amendments 
separately. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hewrrr to strike 
out *‘fee’’ and insert ‘‘an indefeasible,”? there were—ayes 54, noes 59. 
. Mr. HEWITT. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the ruie, ordered tellers; and Mr. Hewitt 
and Mr. BAYNE were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, 

59 


noes 59. 

‘Mr. HEWITT. I do not press further the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question being then taken on the amendment of Mr. HEWITT to 
strike outall after the word ‘‘ Pennsylvania,” in line 132, down to and 
including line 137, it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of War is authorized to cede to the city of Chester, Pa., the 

and lower pirs located in said city and extending into the Delaware 

ver, and formerly used as an ice-harbor, if in his opinion said piers be useless 
to the Government and their present condition be dangerous to navigation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I move to amend by inserting after the para- 
graph just read the following: : 

Improving harbor at Atlantic City, $25,000: Provided, however, That none of 
this money shall be expended until the plans for said improvement shall have 
been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. Chairman, with the permission of the committec I will occupy a 
few moments in stating the reasons which lead me to offer this amend- 
ment. The coast line between Sandy Hook and Cape May is about 125 
miles in length. The distance from Sandy Hook to Atlantic City is 
about 75 miles, and from Cape May to Atlantic City about 50 miles. It 
will be seen that the proposed harbor is nearly half way between Sandy 
Hook and Cape May. It is well known to those who reside upon the 
seacoast that all the commerce which comes out of the harbor of New 
York by way of Sandy Hook, bound southerly, passes close to the New 
Jersey coast. It is also known that this is a low, sandy coast, with 
outlying sand-bars, and is extremely dangerous to navigation, especially 
during the prevalence of casterly winds. The extent of that commerce 
is hardly appreciated. 

The keeper of the Atlantic City light-house reports that during one 
year there passed within the range of his observation, and of which he 
took actual count during the daytime, eleven thousand four hundred 
and fifty vessels, or about one every twenty minutes of daylight. This 
commerce is carried on very largely in sailing vessels, vessels which dur- 
ing the  prorpence of easterly storms are largely at the mercy of the 

emen 

Along this whole line of coast there is no harbor of refi uge at low tide 
for vessels drawing over 8 feet of water, or at high tide for vessels draw- 
ing over 12 feet. At Atlantic City there is an inlet, upon the bar of 
which there is 8 feet at low water and about 12 feet at high water. 
Just outside of the bar the depth increases very rapidly, and inside of 
the bar the low-water depth, as reported by Colonel Ludlow, of the 
we of Engineers, reaches 60 feet. 

e provision which I have offered is for the purpose of improving 
the entrance to this harbor, so that it may serve as a harbor of refuge 
for the commerce passing up and down that coast. All along the coast 
ae wrecks of vessels are to be seen standing like weird sentinels of 

ger. 
A report in favor of this improvement was made by Colonel Ludlow. 
I feel bound to state that subsequently another report, adverse to the 
improvement, was made by Major Heuer. But Major Heuer had pro- 


pe a certain method of improvement, an arrangement which I do not 


tate to say does not upon inspection at least strike favorably the 
XVI——229 
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average lay mind. I have therefore drawn my amendment so as to 
provide that none of the money shall be spent until the plans for the 
improyement shall be submitted to and approved by the Secretary of 
War. 

One objection which Major Heuer has to the improvement is, there 
is not found sufficient anchorage ground within the harbor after it is 
reached. I have in my possession a letter from Hon. J. J. Gardner, 
State senator from that county nine years, who is perfectly familiar 
with the facts, in which he says: 

During my first years of acquaintance with the harbor at Absecon Inlet and 
until 1854 or 1855 the channel went out straight about a southeast course. All 
the water went out the one channel. There was then over one bar at two- 
thirds flood from 16 to 17 feet of water. It was not unusual, as I am im » 
to see sixty vessels in that harbor at one time, and among them many “square 
ri .”’ I see no reason to doubt that a training jetty, throwing the water 
into one channel, would restore the channel and ‘bor of 1854. The great 
need of a harbor, pe paced for smaller vessels, for which the breakwater at 
Delaware Bay is unfit anchorage in a storm, I presume is not denied. 


I also have a letter from Capt. John C. Fifield, one of the oldest 
sea-faring men on that part of the coast, which I should like to read: 


BAKERSVILLE, N. J., February 10, 1886, 

DEAR Str: About the years 1844 to 1847 I was frequently in Absecon Inlet for 
a harbor of refuge from storms; have frequently seen from forty to fifty vessels 
there ata single time. The most vessels I have known there at a single time 
was 1851 or 1852, I am not sure which; there were sixty-three, and two of them 
were square- That probably was the fleet ever known in that 
harbor, At that time there was about 18 feet at high water. Itis a well-known 
fact that when there are two or three channels out over our bar inlets the water 
in yrs main channel is shallow, and when there is only one the channel cuts 
out deep. 

Yours, most respectfully, 


JOHN C. FIFIELD. 
Ilon. JAMES BUCHANAN, 
Washington, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to oppose the amendment—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will take the floor, and yield my 
time to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask by unanimous consent to be permitted to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has yielded his 
time to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Very well; then I will reserve that time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to oppose the amendment, and in two minutes 
I can state the reason why this improvement was rejected. 

The committee, by unanimous consent, rejected it, first, because it 
can not be made; second, if it were made, it would not accomplish the 


object in view; third, if it were made, the engineer reports it would de- ` 


stroy Atlatitic City as a bathing-place; and, fourth, it is not a public 
necessity. 

I will call attention, briefly, to the report of the Chief of Engineers, 
sustaining these four points. 

First. It can not be done. 

He says: 


It is also probable that, owing to the shifting sands of which the beaches and * 
cs ~ if constructed 


bottom are composed, two jetties, and extending nearly two miles 
to seaward, would soon cause the shorelines of both beaches to build out toward 
the ends of the jetties, and in this event it would not be a very long time be- 
fore another bar would again form before the outer ends of the jetties, * 


Second. If they were built they would be of no use. 


It is said that during severe storms on this coast the sea sometimes breaks 
in 6 or7 fathoms depth of water. It does not require an snoin heavy 
storm to produce breakers in 3 fathoms depth, and as the outer ends of the jet- 
ties will not be in water more than 18 to 20 feet deep, it follows that during such 
storms, when vessels are most desirous of making a , it would be imprac- 
ett ne them to enter the comparatively narrow and long channel between 
the jetties. 


Third. It would destroy Atlantic City. 


The engineer reports: J 

It isalso probable that the jetties, if built, would destroy, for a considerablo 
time at } the surf in front of Atlantic City, one of the most attractive feat- 
ures of the place. 

Indeed the most attractive feature of the place. 

He also says: 

The improvement, if made, would be of great local commercial benefit to At- 
lantic City, but might ruin the fine surf bathing there for several years, 

That is a strong appeal on the threshold of a hot summer. 

Fourth. It is not a public necessity. 

I t redt that the harbor is not worthy of i 
as the cost of inaking the improvement is far greater than the benefits toe do. 
rived therefrom, and as the works, if constructed, would not necessarily effect a 
permanent improvement, and as there is no public necessity for the works, the 
deduction from the facts must be that the harbor is not worthy of improvement, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what the gentleman 
has said I will say, if I had simply asked for an appropriation, without 
putting in qualifying words, a portion of his remarks might be in point. 
I would do nothing to destroy the fine surf bathing at Atlantic City. 
It is reputed to be the best on the coast, and people come from far and 
near to enjoy the luxury. It, together with the mild and salubrious 
climate, has built up a city that is marvelous in beauty, teeming with 
life and enterprise, and a source of pride to our citizens. I would be 
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the last one to advocate anything that would do that city harm. But 
in this matter I‘act.in obedience to the request of her mayor and lead- 
ing citizens, including some of those most interested in maintaining the 
surf bathing. The gentleman says that if the jetties were built outa 
bar would form beyond them. x 

That contingency did not prevent us from voting the erection of the 
Eads jetties at Port Eads; but I am not favoring this proposition 
without guarding it, for I have provided that the plans shall be sub- 
mitted to and approved by the Secretary of War before the money is 

t. That is a security against the adoption of any improper plan. 

en the gentleman says that we can not make this improvement in 

the way Major Heuer proposes, I admit that his statement is correct. 
But we do not want the two long jetties he proposes. r 

When he says that the improvement can not be operative, he assumes 
that the plans are the same as those proposed by Major Heuer. Iam 
pey willing to admit that Major Heuer’s plans are not desirable. 

donotadmit, though, Mr. Chairman, thata proper improvement would 
destroy the bathing at Atlantic City; I admit thatit would, perhaps, 
if the improvement were carried on as Major Heuer proposes, but not 
if the improvements are made as the other engineers propose. As toits 
being a public necessity, I have cited the figures here, which show in- 
contestably that a harbor of refuge on our coast is a public necessity. 

By the way, I may remark in passing that it is not always considered, 
in adopting items in a river and harbor bill, whether there is any pub- 
lic necessity for the work or not. I see many items in the bill of very 
doubtful necessity. 

But in this case I do not hesitate to say, and the figures I have ad- 
duced will show it, for they are incontestable, that there is a public 
necessity for this improvement. We do not advocate it as a local mat- 
ter solely. It is for the benefit of our commerce which comes out from 
Sandy Hook and runs down along the coast to enter the Delaware or 
farther down to enter the Chesapeake, and, in fact, the rivers and inlets 
all along our Southern shores. 

I ask permission, Mr. Chairman, in this connection to also read as a 
part of my remarks an extract from a memorial p by the citizens 
of that vicinity and signed by the mayor and others of Atlantic City 
asking for this improvement. 

I sincerely hope that, ed as it is and being a matter of so much 
interest to our le importance to our commerce, the amendment 
will be adopted by this committee. 

The extracts referred to by Mr. BUCHANAN are as follows: 

To the honorable Committee of the Cintai Siete Neues ST Aarets 
on River and Harbor Improvements : 
GENTLEMEN: The undersigned, a committee of citizens of Atlantise City, N. J., 
and representing the signers to a petition to Congress, asking that an appro- 
priation be made to improve the harbor of that city, respectfully set forth some 
of the facts and reasons for the improvement and protection tothe entrance of 
the harborof Atlantic City and the public necessity for the immediate commence- 


ment of the work, 
LOCATION OF HARBOR AND CITY: 


Atlantic City is located on Atlantic Island, one of the long beaches on the New 
Jersey coast, The nd bas an ocean front of 9 miles, and is divided from 
tine beach by Absecon Inlet, the inlet ong the entrance to the harbor, 

ch the citizens of Atlantic eg Ager owners of vessel Laity take and others 
towns on mainland desire to have provet, 


the en- 
ed 


may determine, extending the 
bas now 8 to 9 feet of water, in a straight line, or 
nearly a straight line, to deep water outside, say 18 feet. 

PRESENT APPROACHES TO THE HARBOR, 

To facilitate the entrance to the harbor the Government has erected one first- 
class light-house, near which is located a Government signal station and a life- 
saving service station. - 

SIZE AND PRESENT IMPORTANCE OF THE CITY. 

The rapid improvement and extension of Atlantic City within the last fifteen 
years is unequaled on the coast, co with beautiful avenues over 3 miles of 
ocean front. The city contains one hun and twenty city squares, nearly all 
improved with finerows pg eos dwellings, handsome rnea krape-d hotels, 
besides numerous schools, geese eege ye! banks, and other public buildings. 
This city is also the railroad terminus of three lines of railroads, ng 
Philadelphia and New York with this popular resort. 


ITS CAPACITY AS A SUMMER RESORT. 

Atlantic City accommodates during the summer months, with comfortable 
residences, over seventy thousand inhabitants and guests. Its winter residents 
and business population number according to recent returns eight thousand 
persons. Its active business population during the sgmmer months augments 
this number to about twenty thousand. 

IMPORTANCE TO COMMERCE. 

The importance of this city to the general commerce of the great business cen- 
ters of our country, in w. Philadelphia derives by means of its three direct 
railroad lines the largest share, can not be overestimated. From ten to fifteen 


or jetty along the southwesterly 
le of the channel, sy ogee) at cs a —_ on the city Sanh near the inlet 


trains daily arrive during the and summer months freighted with pro- 
visions, furniture, house-fi goods, dry goods, clothing, and miscellane- 
ous merchandise. 


ENCOURAGEMENT TO THE COASTING TRADE AND RATLROAD TRAFFIC. 

The vessels engaged in the lumber trade bringing lumber to this port average 
fifty vessels a year of an Se sonnages of DAN tore ADAE A compe- 
tent mney ag Mr. Turner, estimates the sacs of building lumber 
by raifroads for the same period to be not less than 50,000 tons measurement. 

THE BRICK TRADE. 

Bricks carried in vessels and delivered at this port are placed at 10,000 tons 
per annum, 


IGE TRADE. 


The ice arriving by vessels from eastern ports and conveyed to porsons do 
business here aggregates 11,000 tons per pay ca 
OYSTER TRADE. 

Oyster are mainly confined to incoming vessels loaded at Virginia 
poate and other points below the capes with seed oysters for planting, summin, 
up 10,000 tons year. Of the immense outgoing shipment at present 
on by tailroad good authorities place it at 100,000 tons per year. 


GROWING VALUE TO COMMERCE AND AGRICULTURE. 


The value of this harbor to the commerce of the city and to the commerce of 
the towns along this part of the coast can not be overestimated. A thousand 

uare miles of fair farming and fruit-growing lands can be brought within reach 
of two of the largest markets, New York and Boston, by steamboat conveyance, 
as soon as the bar can be removed or deepened to admit steamers drawing from 
15 to 18 feet of water to safely over, within which they can find a 
averaging from 30 to 60 feet of water. 

A daily line of steamboats were offered recently, belonging to the New York 
Iron Steamboat Company, to open this trade, had the water at the entrance of 
the inlet been found deep enongh to admit the passage of these vessels. 


ATLANTIC CITY AS A NATURAL HARBOR OF REFUGE, 


To Atlantic City as possessing a natural harbor of refuge your main attention 
is respectfully called. From the very full report made by Col. William Ludlow, 
United States Engineer Corps, furnished through his chief to the War Depart- 
ment and printed in the reports of that department to Congress in 1831, pago 
831, we extract the following: 


. 
“ EXTRACTS FROM COL. WILLIAM LUDLOW’S REPORT. 


“Section 2 of the river and harbor act of June 14,1880, directed a survey of this 
(Absecon) inlet with a view to an examination of its capacity as a harbor. 

Be iy conet of shear neg dae Sandy Hook to Ca ‘ay is 125 miles, and pre- 
sents the characteristics of a long narrows, and n, separated from the main 
land by interior bays and thoroughfares. The tidal currents traversing them 
maintain a depth sufficient for a restricted navigation, 

“The long narrow sea is broken at intervals into separate beaches by 
inlets through which the tide ebbs and flows. 

“The principal are five in number, with low water ranging from 7 to 10 feet. 
Of these Absecon Inlet ranks second. 

“The great increase in the number of coasters passing the New Jersey coast 
and the frequent disasters to shipping from being forced upon the beach in gales 
suggest the desirability and future necessity for sofme harbors of refuge, that 
by means of permanent engineering works shall be so fixed both in position 
and depth as to admit of their being suitably lighted and entered with safety 
by at least the smaller classes of trading vessels, 

** Absecon Inlet is about 75 miles south of Sandy Hook and 50 miles north of 
Cape May and separates Absecon beach from Brigantine beach. Its channel of 
ee has 8 or 9 feet at least depth at low water, and for three years past has 
ex! 

AN UNUSUAL STABILITY IN DEPTI AND DIRECTION. 


“After crossing the bar the channel deepens until, between the beaches, the 
low-water depth is 60 feet. The comparatively sheltered area bounded by the 
25-foot contour is some 1,200 yards in length by 175 yards in width, and consti- 
tutes the present harbor; thence the water westward into Absecon 
Channel and has a long stretch of 17 to 20 feet draun; of water, The mainthor- 
en rA continues the ship-channel, giving w sites for nearly 3 
miles, to Arkansas avenue bridge, where thi schooners are frequently 


‘seen unloading. 


“Tn 1878 the dangerous encroachment of the sea led the Light-House Establish- 
ment to construct a stone jetty. The effect was almost immediate in arresting 
the erosion of the shore, É 


POSSIBLE TO IMPROVE THE ENTRANCE BY MEANS OF SUITABLE JETTIES. 


“It may be stated that even if improvement shall not be immediately contem- 
plated, a certain care might be exercised to protect these few natural inlets 
against avoidable injury. 

‘As it is, this inlet is one of the best natural harbors on the New Jersey coast, 
the channel depth being about 8 to 9 feet at low water and exhibi avery 
considerable degree of permanency both in depth and position for the two 


or three years. 
“WILLIAM LUDLOW. 
“Colonel Corps of Engineers.” 


{Extradts from accompanying letters of Mr. James Brady.|} 
ATLANTIC Orry, N. J., September 19, 1884. 
ATLANTIC CITY AS A. HARBOR OF REFUGE. 


Statistics bearing u the importance of this harbor asa harbor of refuge have 
been but partially collected. I am convinced that there would besuch an array 
of figures that would place our harbor as the best site for a harbor of refuge. 
From information gathered this harbor has been known and used by mariners 
as a natural harbor of refuge for vessels eens rlian coming on this coast ever 
since the days of William Penn's settlement at New Castle. 

Wrecks succeeding wrecks have along this coast in almost monoto- 
nous succession, marking the calendar nearly every year with the sad tale of 
those melancholy monuments. No printed record reaches further back (known 
to me) than the year 1820, with the exception of three wrecks that happened 

uring the war between our country and Great Britain. Those dusty 
annals begin with the name of one vessel, the ship Andrew, on i 
from Liverpool, laden with a rich assorted ¥ he vessel was a total loss 
and the fate of the unfortunate crew remains nown. : 

In those years of greatest activity of our merchant marine, when it was 
proudly ed that our ships equaled in numbers that of all other maritime 
nations combined, a period w large, square-rigged vessels were extensively 
employed in the trade, as many living must have witnessed among the 
forest of masts in New York Harbor, canvas banners flying from their foreyards, 
marked, “For Charleston,” “For New Orleans,” “Sayannah,’’ “Mobile,” “ Gal- 
veston,” &c., there a rs of record but one or two vessels each succeeding 
year, when it was wellknown by Feon residing along the coast that ten times 
that number were lost on the sand beaches of New Jersey. 


THREE HUNDRED AND EIGHTEEN VESSELS LOST ON THIS COAST. 


the beach in a snow storm. 
Hartle, one of the officers of the ship. After swimming ashore he perished, 


to death. 
Major Wolf, keeper of the Atlantic City light-house, has furnished me with 
authentic record of the loss, within the limits of his light-house district (10 


` 
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miles sca front) of twenty-one vessels lost within the period of ten years last past, 
of whieh number he furnished the names, dates, and location of ihe wrecks for 
the objects intended by this letter, 

The same authority also furnished a memorandum of an important record 
kept by him up toa recent period of the number of vessels seen passing in and 
out of Absecon Inlet during the year 1882 (since which time these duties de- 
volved on the officer in Charge of the life-saving service here), to wit: During 
the eight storm months, in which the employment of life-saving crews were re- 

uired, there passed in and out 1,800 vessels,or its equivalent, vessels 

in all eighteen hundred runs, and during the four summer months in the same 
year he noted 2,534 vessels as entering or departing this harbor, or, as before 
stated, vessels making that many runs. Many these vessels were large 
vessels; some were steamers. Of the large numbers mentioned in the winter 
months, many were in addition to the vessels employed in the freighting busi- 
ness, fishing vessels engaged in the ocean fisheries, and as deserving of protec- 
tion as freight vessels, x 

Number of coasters and foreign vessels, as seen by him Dessing, his light dur- 
ing daylight, inclear weather, for the period of one year, counted 11,450. 

n this connection I must here recall your remembrance of the statement 
made by the above-named gentleman, that on the day preceding your arrival 
here to examine the harbor, the 13th instant, a caution signal a layed at the 
United States signal station brought into this natural harbor of refuge, in quick 
succession, no less than seven laden schooners, one steamer, and two barges in 
tow, some of which squadron remained here until after your departure. All 
others sighting the signal that could not enter had to stand off the coast. 

I have the honor to remain, &c,, 
JAMES BRADY. 


To Major Hever, Engincer Corps, U. 8. A.: 

ANSWER TO MAJOR HEUER’S OBJECTION TO IXCUR THE EXPENSE NECESSARY TO 
IMPROVE THIS HARBOR YOR THE PROTECTION OF ONLY THE SMALLER CLASS 
OF COASTING VESSELS. 

While the smaller class of coasting vessels are admitted, by the testimony of 
Colonel Ludlow and gener Soro Agee anager to be the most numerous of our 
coasting trade, and least cn le, when loaded, to cope with stormy weather 
and the common dangers of the sea, this report seems to take noaccount, This 
ollicer leaves them outside, as if they had no business there in bad weather, to 
the makeshift of their too often short-handed crews, parera to founder, going 
down with all on board (asknown to bave frequent! ppened), or fortunately 
beached, thankful to the Life-Saving Service that the vessel and cargo are the 
only loss! If itis unfortunate for Atlantic City, it is nevertheless fortunate for 
the owners an‘ crews of this useful class of vessels to find in the citizens of At- 
lantic City men generous enough to plead the cause of the distressed mariner 
icy regard to the size of the vessel in which he may have ventured his life 
and fortune, 


one of the 
ing,” nex we have but to answer, according to his judgment, the jetties may 
prove 
of the sea, it neverth im certain that the jetties, if constructed, 
would becalm the troubled waters of the ocean outside. For this last dreamed- 
of blessing we invoke no sympathy! The destruction of public and private 
property along the Boardwalk front) by the violent action of the sea at 
times for the last five or six years would equal a considerable moiety of the coe 
posed cost ofthe work, Even a partialrelief from the co: t anxiety entailed 
would be a grateful boon to the sufferers. F ; 
AN IMPORTANT ADMISSION, 

The concluding remarks of this report contain the following important admis- 

sion: “Iam not prepared to say thatthe barbor is not worthy of improvements.” 


A SINGLE TRAINING WALL ONLY REQUIRED. 


method calls for not over one and a half miles of jetty Seng of some 
aas suggested by Major Heuer’s report). His estimate 


tion of this phenomena we prong refer to Capt. O. W. Howell's re and 
Collins (vol. 2, part 1, 
hich he y says 


important data bearing on this subject is derived from part of Col. Will- 
iam Ludlow's report, page 841, where his assistant, Mr. G, Dau! ; gives 
su that nearly one-fourth of the tide water entering by the way of Brigan- 


The sand entering by the channel way on the Brigantine side at the flood, is 
carried along with what it erodes or cuts from Brigantine beach (which to com- 
mon observers is being rapidly washed away), must pass outasit were syphoned, 
by the way of the greater channel of the Inlet. Two shore jetties of say about 
200 yards each in length if placed on the Brigantine side, could not fail to dimin- 
ish this unusual deluge of sand that passes out of the harbor by the main chan- 
nel, or obtain lodgment along its westerly bank and on the beach front, by way 
of an outlet over the westerly shoal near the bar, making considerable land. 

For about a mile east of the main channel this new branch of the ebb current, 
as it passes along the beach in front of the city, drops the thick of the sand drift, 
when it at once recommences the work of d ion, lowering the beach, cut- 
tiag the front of some very valuable property. From the course it is taking it 
— to divide the island in a diagonal line north of west, bidding fair to 

eave the Excursion House and its surroundings in the near future outside of the 
city Boardwalk. “The timely erection of the proposed jetty would no doubt 
avert this impending disaster.” 
AN APPROPRIATION OF $75,000 ASKED TO COMMENCE THE WORK, 

In conclusion your committee would respectfully ask for an appropriation of 
$75,000, or such sum as may be alloted by Congres to OMANE tn work. No 
other place on the coast can be selected more suitable fora harbor of refuge pos- 
sessing the advantages it possesses for repairs and transportation by railroad. 

e have the honor to be, &c., 
Committee: T', ©, Garrett, mayor, Harry L. Slape, esq., Joseph A. Barstow, 


ohn B. Champion, F, W. Hemsley, Col, Daniel Morris, rge 
ard H. Turner, Henry Wootton, John R. hty, 
m, Jo! OF Sark: 


send, Wm. Robinson, James Lahgham, Peter Tilton, John Steuber. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Jersey will not prevail. ‘There is no busi- 
ness done that is demanding the improvement he suggests. This has 
been considered carefully by the committee, and they did not deem it 
worthy of an appropriation. It is utterly impossible for a member of 
the committee to vote for this proposition on this report of the engi- 
neers. 

The amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, Del.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

The comittee recommend the adoption of the following amendment : 

Strike out" twenty ” and insert ‘ twenty-five;” so that it will read “ twenty- 
five thousand dollars,” 

Mr. LORE. I move toamend by striking out twenty-five,” as pro- 
posed by the committee, and inserting ‘‘seventy-five,’’ so that it will 
read $75,000 for improving harbor at Wilmington, Del. 

I want to say, sir, that there were some facts which came to my no- 
tice after I had had an opportunity of appearing before the committee, 
and which of course I could not at that time lay before them. I need 
hardly say to a House as intelligent as this that the city of Wilming- 
ton in this regard is entitled at least to some little consideration. We 
pay over $233,000 annually into the national Treasury. It is a city of 
about 50,000 people. It employs eight thousand men in our workshops 
and pays annually in wages over $3,000,000, with a capital invested of 
over $10,000,000, and yearly in our workshops products of a value in 
excess of $13,000,000 are turned out. 

We have, sir, there four large ship-building establishments—that of 
Enoch Moore, jr., the Jackson and Sharp Company, the Pusey and Jones 
Company, and the Harlan and Hollingsworth Company. ‘Two of these, 
the Harlanand Hollingsworth Company and the Pusey and Jones Com- 
pany, compete successfully with the builders of steam-vessels on the 
Clyde, and they have taken from those bailders much of the work. 
the Pusey and Jones Company have constructed in their shops large 
numbers of river steamers, which ply to-day on the South American 
waters. They are acknowl to be models of beauty, speed, and 
utility, excelling in all respects their English competitors. They are 
fit types of the enterprise of Wilmington mechanics and builders under 
most adverse circumstances, and manifest the possibilities of American 
ship-building under equal conditions. I need scarcely refer to so well- 
known an establishment as the Harlan and Hollingsworth Company. 

It is known all over the country. Members from the Pacific coast 
doubtless know the steamer Olympia, built by this company, one of 
the finest vessels that plieson Puget Sound. On Long Island Sound we 
have the City of Worcester, one of the very finest that plies on any 
waters, a floating palace in fact, while I think our friends on the Gulf 
have there the Excelsior, a vessel of like character, a]l built by this com- 
pany. These are only three of the great number of these vessels now 
floating in all the waters of ourcountry. Mr. Chairman, we have over 
two hundred vessels that are documented in the port of Wilmington 
engaged in commerce in thedistrict. We have over five hundred thou- 
sand in tonnage. 

The condition of the harbor to-day is this: If Tonara $25,000 
for us as the harbor now stands, with the jetty which has proved some- 
what imperfect, it will not enable us to accomplish the work that is re- 
quired. Seventy-five thousand dollars willenableustodoitall. Twenty- 
five thousand dollars I think would enable us to do but little of the 
work, and the work thus incomplete and subject to injury while wait- 
ing for further appropriations—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. LORE. 

Mr. LORE. I beg to thank the member from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RAN- 
DALL] for his courtesy. It is very rarely, Mr. Speaker, that I trespass 
upon the time of the House, but I desire to present this question most 
earnestly, because it isa matter of importance to my people. I do not 
present this amendment in any factious spirit toward the committee. 
They have done, I know, what they believe to be just and equitable in 
all cases; but I do not believe that the condition of that work has been 
fully or fairly apprehended by the committee. For $25,000 we could 
accomplish something. In proper eases there should be an exercise of 
discretion. This is one of them. With $75,000 we can do the work in 
such a way that it will not be necessary to come here and ask dribs from 
year to year. ` 

. You may do work in such a way by partly completing it as to leave 
much of it in a condition to be destroyed before you succeed in doing 
the entire work. By dribbing out little by little, year after year, you 
accomplish little, if anything, in the end. An appropriation of $75, - 
000 given now for that port to permit the finishing and cleaning out of 
the channels and the completion of the jetties, which will be perfect in 
themselves when thus dove, will be better than $150,000 or $200,000 
spread over several years, $20,000 or $25,000 at a time. 

There is an economy in doing what you have to do promptly and at 
once. Ifthe work be a necessary work, then the sooner it can be done 
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for a reasonable expenditure the better. And I do say to this commit- 


I have no feeling or interest in it. But the argument that it would 


tee that from a conference with a local engineer I am satisfied that if | be more economical in the long run to appropriate the larger amount 


$25,000 be given to-day and used in that work, ten thousand dollars’ 
worth of the work would have to be done over again in another year. The 
engineers report $166,000 are necessary to complete the work. They rec- 
ommend $75,000 for this year; $25,000 is the amount reported by the 
committee. I ask again of this House for $75,000, and I ask it witha 
sincere desire to provide that the public money shall not be used im- 
properly or wasted. Give us now the $75,000, and I think we shall 
not be likely to trouble the committee again for some time. 

Two steam freight and passenger lines—the Charles Warren Company 
and George W. Bush & Sons—employing propellers, tugs, and tenders, 
are connecting the port with Philadelphia and New York, running 
daily lines. There are also three passenger steamers making daily 
er to Philadelphia and to points in New Jersey. 

he receipts from the different Federal offices at Wilmington during 
the past fiscal year were as follows: 


— 
o 
e 


From internal revenue... 
From steamboat fees, 


5] 8. 828 
JETEN 


From fines, penalties, and forfeitures (customs 
From immigrant fun 


Ane eeeeeeeecreneeeseseecseeeesersseeenoos 


Ë 


Collecting customs .,.......ccssecescseressseerersersseses: ATE HIS 408 
Internal rovenut....eisissseoosososocoiscosucecssncošssccsesreicscosočocsssscso 12, 009 


ital employed. = 
peor PFOAUCE......c0crcerrenseonrseoee: nab obo gounes esses esses psgvescecs inves beseeseonegsess s 


’ 


13, 205, 370 
VESSEL INTERESTS. 
Number of vessels documented at Wilmington. 


{ 


Number. Tonnage. 


4, 299, 43 
13, 740.35 


18, 039.78 


26 
158 | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The argument that if an appropriation of $25, - 
000 only is made it is bad economy and that an appropriation now of 
$75,000 is of more value than of $25,000 a year for years to come 
is an argument you will find applicable perhaps to one-half of all the 
itemsin this bill. WhileI fully appreciate the force ofit, I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to the fact that if we had made our ap- 
propriation on the basis claimed by the gentleman from Delaware [ Mr. 
Lore] this bill would reach $43,000,000. The item at Wilmington, 
the item under consideration, is put upon the basis of 33} per cent. of 
the engineers’ estimate. If the other items were put upon the same 
basis the total of this bill would be greater than its present te. 
There is nothing shown in the case of Wilmington that makes it a 
stronger case for deviating from some sort of adherence to an 
rule than might be shown in every instance in the whole line of the 
estimates. It is true that in some cases-we have proposed to appro- 

iate all that is required,'in others we have rejected the whole, and 

some cases we have made the total appropriation less than 20 per 
cent. of the estimate. 

In this particular case, while it may be true the port of Wilmington 
is a profitable one to the Government, there is vN shown to justify 
going outside of the percentage that we are compelled to be limited by. 
The argument which the gentleman from Delaware makes, if applied 
to the port of New York, would give to that port most of the money 
that is appropriated in this bill. 

Mr. LORE. Iask the gentleman whether other 
condition—that much of the work already done will 

iture to continue it is not made? 

. GROSVENOR. ‘That isa statement by the engineers in two- 
thirds of the estimates, and made for the consideration of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. This appropriation had to its credit $17,000. 
We proposed for $20,000 additional and have changed that to $25,000. 


rts are not in this 
lost if a sufficient 


is an argument we can give very little weight to except in special cases. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to say only a word. I fully recognize the 
commercial importance of this harbor, and this case only illustrates, as 
my colleague on the committee has stated, the embarrassment of the 
committee. The estimate of the engineersis $75,000. Werecommend 
$25,000. There were $17,000 on hand on the Ist of July. So that 
there will be a greater amount than has been expended in the last four 
fiscal years. I therefore say to the gentleman from Delaware that 
within the limits of a small bill, small as compared with the estimates 
of the engineers, we have done the best we could. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Delaware to the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The question being taken on Mr. LoRE’s amendment to strike out 
‘“ $25,000’? from the committee’s amendment and insert ‘‘ $75,000,” it 
was not agreed to. s 

The amendment of the committee to strike out “$20,000” from the 
bill and insert ‘‘ $25,000’ was a to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing improvement, $100,000, 


Mr. COMPTON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 153, strike out “$100,000” and insert “ $170,000.” 


Mr. COMPTON. Idesire to say just a word. I believe in the theo- 
ries of the old men who in former times held that bills having such pro- 
visions as this were not strictly in keeping with the provisions of the 
Constitution. But the policy of Congress under this Government has 
determined that question otherwise, and I am therefore in line with 
those who favor liberal appropriations for general improvements. It 
strikes me, however, that these appropriations should be made with 
reference to the national character of the point proposed to be improved. 

What do we find in this appropriation bill? We find in the State of 
West Virginia the Kanawha River asking and receiving at the hands 
of this committee an appropriation of $125,000 ; this for a local stream 
affecting only one State and the people of one State, so far as I am in- 
formed. I am not di to quarrel with my friends from West Vir- 

inia. I give them credit for having obtained so much for their gal- 
fant little State, and I shall vote for the appropriation. 

I find, sir, that the city of Charleston receives at the hands of the com- 
mittee in this bill $250,000; improving Cumberland Sound, in Florida 
and Georgia, $150,000; improving the harbor of Savannah, $125,000; im- 
proving the harbor of Mobile, $120,000. Now, gentlemen may say that 
the city of Baltimore has received already $2,000,000 for the improve- 
mentof its harbor. Thatis true, sir; butthe city of Baltimore has also 
received from thg State of Maryland and appropriations of the city 
itself largely over half a million dollars. Baltimore is emphatically 
a portin which all the West and Northwest and the Southwestis directly 
interested. Hergreat railroad, penetrating to your extreme Northwest 
and West and South and Southwest, brings to that port the trade and 
commerce of the whole country. I have made the amendment cover 
$170,000, because the engineers in reporting upon this proposition say 
that they have $30,000 on hand and that $200,000 can be used judici- 
ously during the coming year. - This amendment will make the avail- 
able sum $200,000. In my humble opinion that is not more than is 
required, nor more than should be received from this Government for 
the improvement of that great harbor, and I submit it to the fair judg- 
ment, the candor, the liberality, the sense of justice of this House. 
appeal to the Representativesof all sections of the country, because this 
is a national improvement, in which the entire country is interested. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors that, fully recognizing the great impor- 
tance of the port of Baltimore, although it has no re ntative on the 
committee, we gave it as much in proportion to the estimate as any 
other harbor in the United States. We gave Baltimore 50 per cent., 
while to the harbor in South Carolina which the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Compron] has mentioned we allowed but 33 per cent., and 
to the Great Kanawha 334 percent.. We have done more for Baltimore 
than for two-thirds of the harbors of the country and as much as we 
have done for any harbor in the United States. The shay pace reports 
that $200,000 will complete the existing project for the improvement 
of the harbor. There is $30,000 already on hand; the harbor itself is 
in good condition; we have given half the amount that is called for by 
the report of the engineer, and the nextriverand harbor bill will probably 
give the other half. Then my friend’s occupation, so far as river and 
harbor bills are concerned, will be gone forever, and we took that into 
consideration in dividing the appropriation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COMPTON. Why make two bites of one cherry ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Because the cherry in this instance was too large for 
the mouth of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COMPTON. May Task the gentleman what percentage he gives 
the Great Kanawha? 

Mr. WILLIS. Seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars was the esti- 
mate, 
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Mr. McCOMAS. I understand the chairman of the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors to say that the amount on hand for the improve- 


ment of the harbor of Baltimore is$30,000, Ihave no doubt he thought 
that was correct. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not now on hand, but on hand at the beginning of 
the present fiscal year. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That amount has been very much reduced, and 
the small sum that is now on hand has been retained only because of 
the apprehension that there might be a failure to appropriate here. 

Mr. Chairman, I only want to add to what my colleague has said, 
that Baltimore is one of the great harbers of the country, and that its 
improvement is in the hands of a most competent, careful, and mod- 
erate engineer; so that when Colonel Craighill after years of experience 
says it will require an appropriation of $200,000, that does not mean 
that they ‘ask $200,000 in the hope of getting $100,000, but it means 
that $200,000 is actually needed. That estimate is veritable, bona fide, 
not inflated, and therefore I trust that the amendment of my colleague 
will prevail. The new cut-off channel, which shortens the channel be- 
tween the Craighill and Brewerton channels, is now being excavated, 
deepened, and enlarged. I shall most heartily vote for the amendment 
proposed by my colleague, and I am confident that no wiser act can be 
done in connection with this bill than the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr, FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I want to make just one general 
remark as to the scaling of this forty millions of appropriations. I have 
no words of deprecation for any member on this floor looking to his own 
local interest and the interest of his constituency in respect to appro- 
priations. The item in which I am more directly interested—the ap- 
propriation for Buffalo Harbor—has by some means been scaled-down to 
about 26} per cent. of the estimate. I want to present to members of 
the House, and particularly to members of the committee, this fact, that 
as a Representative upon this floor looking to the object of passing this 
bill now, I have not raised any point against any appropriation where 
the committee have seen fit to give 33 per cent., or even, as in the case 
of Baltimore, 50 per cent. The harbor of Buffalo in the last thirty years 
has turned into the Treasury of the United States, free of all dues and 
cost of collection, over $10,000,000; yet I, asits Representative, find no 
ground on which to cavil at the action of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; I take the appropriation as it comes from that committee, being 
only 26} per cent. of the estimate, and I accept it, hoping that all other 
conservative members of this House will do likewise, so that we may 
progress the bill and reach a conclusion without stump-speeching every 
creek and every harbor as it comes up. [Applause.] ; 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I wish to say a word 
in et gear! the view taken by the chairman of the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. We have allowed the city of Baltimore 50 per cent. 
of the entire amount asked for by the engineers, and there is no port 
upon the Atlantic coast to which so large an appropriation has been 
given in proportion to the estimates as to Baltimore. That fact, sir, 
comes of the judgment of the committee, that there is no port which 
can propr y make a larger claim upon Congress for an appropriation. 
But it will be found by gentlemen who examine the report of the en- 
gineers that the harbor of Baltimore is already nearly completed. 

One reason, sir, why the committee was willing to dealliberally with 
Baltimore is that she done very much for herself. Baltimore is one 
of the places on our coast where the citizens themselves have, from the 
beginning, very liberally appropriated from their own means for work 
of this kind. We have found that in the case of Baltimore there was 
no ial exigency, no pressing need. The engineer himself says that 
the depth required at this harbor—27 feet—has obtained, and only 
a little more width of channel is necessary. It is admitted by Colonel 
Craighill himself, one of the most competent engineers on the whole 

that the sides of the channel are com of material so soft 
that vessels suffer no injury if they happen to impinge upon the bor- 
ders of the channel. Therefore there is no pressing reason why this 
work should be hurried and finished earlier than work of a similar 
character which is proceeding under the appropriations of Congress. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. - The gentleman willallow me tosay that the chan- 
nel of that harbor is intended to be 27 feet--—— 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Twenty-seven feet in depth. 

Mr. McCOMAS. When the channel was first cut there was not a 
sufficient appropriation to make the channel of the width naturally re- 
quired by the scheme of the work, and it was cut about one-half the 
contemplated width. Since that time it has been by degrees cut wider 
and wider, but at no point in the four branches of the channel have 
they yet been able to reach the natural and necessary width as pro- 
jected by Colonel Craighill. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. - It is entirely true, as the gentleman 
from Maryland says, that these channels have not yet the width which 
it is the desire of the engineer that they should have. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. And the width which is needed. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. No doubt the interest of commerce 
would be promoted if they were widened, but it is equally true thata 
depth of 27 feet, which is the main object, has been obtained, and itis 
stated in the report that the lack of the necessary width is not a ma- 
terial obstacle to commerce, because if vessels happen toimpinge upon 
the sides of the channel no damage is done, as those sides are of soft 
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material, and a vessel which happens to touch them in passing is not 
injured. Ifthe work be continued on the plan proposed, it will be 
completed in about two years, and this, when we take into considera- 
tion the other work conducted by the Government, is doing liberally 
for the city of Baltimore. 

Mr. COMPTON. The engineer says that when asteamer touches the 
sides of the channel no injury resultsif the steamer is traveling at alow 
rate of speed, but there might be and would be injury if the steamer 
were traveling at the ordinary and proper speed. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was not agreed to, 
there being—ayes 34, noes 56. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Breton Bay, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $6,500. 


Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out lines 151 and 152. z 

Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order that we have passed those 
lines. 

Mr. McADOO. I tried to get the attention of the Chair before the 
Clerk had passed those lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman address the Chair? 

Mr. MCADOO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order that we had passed that 
portion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman states that he addressed the 
Chair as soon as those lines were read; and under these circumstances 
his motion is in order. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, my objection to this item is not be- 
cause I specially oppose the improvement of this harbor at Breton Bay, 
Maryland, but I object to it in order to call attention to this as one of 
the typical mistakes, if not blunders, of this bill. I have in my hand 
the report of the Secretary of War, and referring to page 145 I find this 
appropriation relates to the improvement of a harbor for a town of 
twelve hundred inhabitants, drawing the commerce for about 18 miles 
around, I think. There is really no great interstate commerce at this 
place. There is no constitutional right for Federal interference and 
outlay. In fact, so far as I can learn from this report, there is no in- 
terstate commerce such as would allow this Government to spend money 
for this purely local or State improvement. The report of the engineer 
states that to carry out this improvement will cost $26,000. Now, if 
this is a fact, an appropriation of $6,500 in this bill to begin this $26,000 
improvement at this small, obscure harbor is entirely inadequate, and 
is just $6,500 of public money wasted—taken from the whole people 
and thrown away in the waters of sweet Breton Bay. 

There are in this bill many legitimateinterstate projects; but, as the 
gentleman from Maryland frankly admitted a moment ago, there has 
grown up in Congress the custom of being perfectly oblivious to the 
constitutional provision that only interstate commerce and waters of 
general importance shall be improved, and little local harbors like this 
in Maryland, of nonational importance, obscure rivers that were scarcely 
ever heard of by even the most advanced and adventurous geographers, 
are brought into this bill in conjunction with legitimate improvements 
which ought to pass. Casey’s Creek, Buncombe Bay, Rollaway River, 
private mill-ponds, and local drains or canals are not legitimate con- 
stitutional Federal improvements. So gentlemen like myself, in favor 
of every legitimate, honest improvement that will benefit labor and 
the country at large, find ourselves, by the solemnity of our oaths to 
support the Constitution and a sense of honest dealing with the people 
obliged to vote against bills of this character. I deeply regretit. In 
the reading of this bill I singled out this particular item somewhat at 
random and with no especial reference to Breton Harbor, Maryland, not 
because I have any opposition to it in particular, but as typical of the 
way in which the river and harbor bill is running to seed and as illus- 
trating how this House, whenever it finds the Constitution of the United 
States interposing between itand the Treasury, jumps through it with the 
facility of a circus acrobat through a paper-covered hoop. Let us, es- 
pecially on this side of the House, cry ‘‘ Halt!” and return to the Consti- 
tution, in the interest of good, honest, and A pares If 
we do not, popular vengeance will soon overtake us. e people do not, 


let us hope, want powerful, paternal, and extravagant government, 


There is one thing sure, the Constitution is against it. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I stated briefly what my general 
views were when I was up before. Now, my friend from New J 
[Mr. McApoo] does not seem to know the whereabouts of this harbor, 
Breton Bay, Maryland. I will tell him it is a harbor where three 
steamers, as I am informed, ply regularly. It is the county town of 
the old mother county, Saint Mary’s. It drains a fertile and populous 
region, and if any provision in this bill can be considered outside of 
general provisions for harbors of national importance and those kept 
within the interpretation of the Constitution which the practice of the 
Government has adopted, then this is one of them. 

We have not reached New Jersey yet, but when we do I hope my 
friend will be consistent. When we reach that portion of the bill I 
trust he will give some reason for improving the very many small rivers 
and harbors in that State for which appropriations are spread out. 

Mr. McADOO. When we come to that portion of the bill the gen- 
tleman will find that my action will be consistent. 
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Mr. COMPTON. In looking over the bill I find a great many little 
rivers entirely unknown to me, although it was my good fortune for 
four years to dwell in old Nassau Hall. I have a weakness for the old 
State, and yet, although I have studied its phy carefully, I find 
here the names of rivers which I never heard of before. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McApoo’s amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “Commencing at Lambert's Point Light;” so it will 
“ Continuing improvement by widening the channel of Elizabeth Rivertothe 
rt-warden’s line on the eastern side, between Lambert's Point light and Fort 
orfolk, $50,000,”" 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N.C.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 


Mr. SKINNER. I move tostrike out ‘'$15,000 ” and in lieu thereof 
to insert “‘ $84,000.” f 

The last engineer report recommends that $84,000 be appropriated 
to finish this work. As a general thing the policy of the Committee 
on Rivers and rerna j makin > earner: ana ot praats z the 
engineers may y do, yet ve I can show this item is en- 
tirely outside of any such rule. Its importance is of such a character 
as to make it an exception. It is the first harbor south of Cape Hat- 
teras; and it is not only as a harbor of refuge for the com- 
merce of North Carolina, but indeed for the commerce of the whole 
world. Last winter, during the coldest snap we had, a schooner along 
that coast in attempting to get into the harbor was wrecked and six of 
the créw were frozen to death in sight of the people of Beaufort, who 
were looking on and unable to get there to render assistance. If this 
harbor had been improved, that schooner could have entered the har- 
bor safely and this loss of life would have been prevented. 

In the report of the engineers it is said this amount ought to be ap- 
eoad at once in a single sum to finish this important work. Why 

id they say so? Because, Mr. Chairman, this is tide water; and to 
adopt the policy of the committee, as if has been doing for years, I make 
this point, that to continue that policy is merely nip and tuck between 
the engineers and the tide—nip with the engi and tuck with the 
tide. ughter.] That is each year d away with what the en- 

ineers did the year before. [Renewed pa e It is like the pol- 

cy of the man who has plenty of money in his pocket, and yet prefers 
giving his crip te TS OERD MON seca diets sae, out 
of his pocket and paying with the funds which he on and 
saving that interest. The economical way here in my judgment would 
be to appropriate money enough to complete this important work, and 
have at the earliest practicable moment a safe harbor at this point for 
the shipping of the country. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Improving harbor at Edenton Bay, North Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, $2,000, 

Mr. SKINNER. As the committee will not favor me in adopting 
my amendment for a large addition, I propose in this case to make a 
small one, but quite as necessary. I move to strike out ‘'$2,000’* and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $5,000.” 

The engineers report that $5,000 will finish that work, and yet the 
committee only appropriate here $2,000. That isa very large horizon- 
tal cut on $5,000. If we only appropriate $2,000_here, it will be with 
the prospect of spending $2,000 next year and so on, and at the end it 
will cost far more than it would if we had appropriated $5,000 and fin- 
ished this work. 4 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from North Carolina is mistaken in 
his statement that the engineers have stated $5,000 would complete the 
work. According to that statement more than enough has been spent 
already on the work to complete it. “Now there will be available on 
the Ist of July $3,742, and the committee gives $2,000 in addition— 
making $5,742 for this work., They asked really for $8,000 instead of 

5,000, 


r. SKINNER. But why, if the recommendation is so small, isnot 
enough given to finish the work at once? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the in- 
crease in this bill to forty or fifty millions of dollars if gentlemen so in- 
sist, for I can say to them that before we get through, by doubling up 
little amounts, little appropriations, it will increase the bill to a large 
sum, perhaps larger than they even dream of, in the end. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy of the committee has been to try to make 
appropriations in proportion to the needs of the particular work under 
consideration. Now it is true, when a great government has a job in 
view to complete which will cost $8,000, that to appropriate but 
$2,000 would seem to be a small business; but it is equally true that 
the gentleman from North Carolina does not give any possible reason, 
from the report of the engineers, why the report of the committee should 
be abandoned and this increase made; and if he will carefully consider 
the report of the engineers he will discover that he has been treated 
pretty well after all by getting this appropriation rather than having 
it rejected altogether. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SKINNER, it was 
rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan's Island, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement, $250,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in lines 171 and 
172, by striking out “‘two hundred and fifty thousand”? and inserting 
‘fone hundred thousand.” 

We seem now to have reached that portion of the bill where expan- 
sion of appropriations is the order of the day. When first took up 
this river and harbor bill and commenced to read it I fancied that per- 
haps the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had this year attempted to 
report to the House an economical river and harbor appropriation bill. 
To that I did not at‘all object. If this isan era of economy and re- 
form, I am quite satisfied to join in that policy. If, onthe other hand, 
it is desirable to make a fairly liberal appropriation bill, providing for 
these rivers and harbors which are legitimate matters for national ap- 
propriations, Iam also quite glad to join in a policy looking to that 
end. But I do most earnestly and seriously object to the character of 
a bill which, like the bill which was so severely criticised in the last 
session of the last Congress, discriminates in the same manner con- 
cerning these a iations. j 

No one who has followed the course of this bill as if has been read 
in this committee has failed to observe that all along the North Atlantic 
coast the appropriations have been of an extremely limited and meager 
character. Idid not even presume to present to the House any amend- 
ments increasing appropriations aire by this bill for works under 
construction in my own State. But Idoask the committee to earnestly 
and fairly consider whether the great appropriations which this bill 
proposes shall be made throughout the sections of the country where 
they are provided for, when equally deserving objects of appropriations 
along our Northern coasts are left to starve, as it were, for want of a 
somewhat commensurate appropriation. 

We have now struck, as it seems to me, I repeat, the expansive por- 
tion of the bill. I wish gentlemen to understand that I am not at- 
tacking the particular harbor of Charleston. I am not intending to 
say that the amount that this bill proposes to appropriate can not be 
properly expended in the mode proposed in the improvement of that 
harbor; but I do say that in the great harbor in my own State, where 
we have been limited to the paltry amount of $35,000 by this bill, the 
commercial necessities and the commercial interests are vastly in ex- 
cess not only of this Charleston Harbor but of other harbors following 
along in almost consecutive succession here under this appropriation 
bill; for instance, the harbor at Branswick, Ga., $30,000; improve- 
ment of Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida, $150,000-—— 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, was recognized. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If I can be recognized I will yield to 
the gentleman from Rhode Island. : 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the criticism of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island—— 

Mr. LONG. I suppose the gentleman from West Virginia would not 
object to allowing the gentleman from Rhode Island to continue for five 
minutes longer, which would enable him to conclude his remarks, after 
which the gentleman ean resume the floor. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Ishould have no objection if I do 
not lose my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will lose his time if he yields it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The action of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors I say, Mr. Chairman, is not subject to the criticism 
of the gentleman from Rhode Island. There is not a single feature in 
this bill, or that has been left out of this bill, that will justify the re- 
marks which he has made. There has been no sectional appropriation. 
If the gentleman will look at the reports of the engineers in relation to 
his Northern harbors he will find that there is not a single harbor of the 
North that has been treated with less consideration or justice than has 
been done to those at Charleston and elsewhere to which he refers. But 
while itis true that there has not been as much appropriated for North- 
ern harbors in the main, it is because the engineers have recognized such 
appropriations as and have not recommended them, and 
for the good reason that the water in those harbors is much deeper, that 
commerce has nearly all the facilities which it desires, and consequently 
there was no need for the expenditure of vast sums ef money. 

Why do gentlemen want money expended on harbors not recom- 
mended by the engineers, as in the case of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island for the particular harbor to which he refers? We are simply 
making the appropriations, not for the purpose of giving to each sec- 
tion just so much money, but for the purpose of improving those har- 
bors that need them, in accordance, as far as we can, with the recom- 
mendations, to the end that commerce may be benefited and harbors 
and rivers improved where needed. i 

The gentleman well knows that in the harbor of Charleston a great 
deal of money is required to afford anything like half the amount of 
facilities for commerce that he basin his harbor. The harbor is stopped 


up. It was injured during the war and can not be improved without 
this expenditure, 
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The committee has acted upon the advice of engineer officers sub- 
mitted to it and has undertaken to deal fairly with all sections of the 
country, and any one who will raise here now a sectional ery not only 
does the committee injustice but does himself injustice. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I regret very much that the gentleman from 
Rhode Island should make the sort of objection he does to this appro- 
priation. For myself, born in New England and raised just over the 
Alleghany Mountains, I have no wish to do injustice to that great sec- 
tion of country. But I want to say to the gentleman from Rhode Isl- 
and, if we are to discuss this river and harbor bill like two children 
quarreling about the division of the candy and cake, we shall exhibit 
a cle to the American people that will be unseemly and improper. 

is not an item of this appropriation that I am not more or less 
familiar with, and I undertake to say when the committee examines all 
the circumstances and all the history of this appropriation it will be 
disposed to give its approval at the point where the gentleman from 
Rhode Island undertook to turn away the calm judgment of this com- 
mittee from the consideration of the real questions before it into a con- 
troversy about phical lines. The harbor that the gentleman com- 
plains about in his own State began to have appropriations made for it 
“i far back as = 1852. Someof the Workin ta pe scar “ac agree 

ve aupen y large appropriations or large estimates. is is 

cause they are comparatively new, or else they are affected by some 
— circumstances, as in the case of Charleston Harbor. We give on 
the gentleman’s harbor See quite above the standard we were 
compelled to adopt gen y. If we had given in the same proportion 
to eston Harbor it would have received a much larger amount. 
The estimates of the engineers for the Charleston Harbor were $1,750,- 
000. They asked for the current year $750,000 and we gave $250,000, 
or 33} cent., much less than in the case of the Baltimore appropri- 
ation, w. the committee refused to disturb. 

I beg the committee on this point will make a careful scrutiny of this 
appropriation on the basis of the business circumstances which surround 
them; and let us fight out this Northern and Southern question and this 
rebel-brigadier question upon some other issue than the improvements 
of the water ways of the country, in the improvement of which, I thank 
God, I have a common interest with the Representative from Brazos San- 
tiago. And whenever the time comes that I feel any different inter- 
ests in the appropriations of money for the common improvement of the 
water ways of this country, I want to have a voice in the distribution 
ofthe fund. [Applause.] 

Mr. DIBBLE. The harbor of Charleston, to which the tleman 
from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] has alluded, and in to which 
he proposes this amendment, is a harbor of national importance, which 
has been recognized as such by the applications to this House of the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Baltimore, and of the boards of trade and transportation of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, of Louisville, Ky., and other prominent centers of trade in this 
country, uniting with the citizens of Charleston to ask in the interest 
of interstate commerce and of international commerce that this harbor 
shall be improved. The project is one that was initiated by one of the 
finest engineers of the Army—one whose reputation this House fully 

izes without any eulogium from me—I mean General Q. A. Gill- 
ofthe Army it has approved by a board of engineers com- 
of the highest officers of the service. - 

But more than that, with the disadvantages of interrupted appro- 
priations in an improvement that goes out into the ocean, subject to 
wind and wave, despite interruptions and disadvan , the practical 
results already achieved in the work of the engineers indicate that the 
project will be completely successful. The engineer in charge says 
that while it was ‘atjfirst a tentative project, there is now no doubt of 
its success. It will give to Charleston deep water. And Charleston 
to-day has her lines of railroad by way of Augusta, Ga., by way of 
Charlotte and of Asheville, N. C., going across the Blue Ridge and 
stretching to the West; she has her coast lines, reaching along the whole 
Atlantic seaboard; and she up an ocean harbor, which, if the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island will consult a globe and takea point like Chi- 
cago, Cincinnati, or Louisville, and trace to Rio Janerio and other points 
on the great South American coast, he will find is exactly in the line 
of that traffic—an air line. And Charleston furnishes the terminal 
point of a route south of the icebergs, secure at all seasons of the year, 
for ocean travel to and from European ports; while it is also the largest 
city on our Atlantic coast south of Hatteras, and has a large coastwise 
trade. There is no controversy about the success of the improvement 
with any one whe has examined the project and the facts stated by the 
engineers. I therefore confidently leave the harbor of Charleston in 
the hands of this committee, being satisfied that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Rhode Island will be rejected. 

_Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Chairman, this is a small river and harbor 
bill, and who is interested in it if New England and New York are not? 
Who wants the Southern ports opened and improved if New York and 
New England do not? We receive all their lumber; three-fourths of 
all their products go to New York and New England. Some of the 
strongest letters I have received asa member of this committee, asking 
for the improvement of Southern rivers and harbors, have been from 
‘New York men. New York is interested in this bill more than any 


other State in the Union. Michigan, too, has been mentioned. Every 
New York man wants the great water ways of Michigan and of all the 
Westimproved. I do not believe that this short-sighted method of 
dealing with this question willwin. It ought not to win, for it is not 
right. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!??] z 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I donot wonder that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is en- 
tirely in favor of the distribution made by this river and harbor bill. 
He suggests thatit would be very unwise for us to quarrel over the dis- 
tribution of these appropriations like children quarreling over the dis- 
tribution of candy. It certainly would be very unwise for the child 
that has absorbed all the candy to quarrel over the distribution of it, 
and in that sense the gentleman’s comparison is perhaps a eorrect one. 
The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] suggests that there 
have been no localities considered in framing this bill, no sectionalism. 
Ina sense that may be true, but in another sense the gentleman is wo- 
fully mistaken. There are $10,000,000 appropriated to States and im- 
provements within the limits of States, and eleven gentlemen upon the 
committee that draughted this bill have secured more than six millions 
out of a total of ten millions. And yet we are told that there is no lo- 
cality favored, no sectionalism in this bill. 

The gentleman [Mr. JONES] from Alabama, that great commercial 
State, was exceedingly indignant the other day that any one should 
venture to criticise this bill, yet that gentleman, with his usual mod- 
esty, has secured for his State over $600,000 of the appropriations that 
have been made for States. Mobile, which in 1884 paid at its custom- 
house $52,000 of revenue all told, has in this bill an appropriation of 
$120,000 for the impravement of its harbor. There has been already 
expended upon that valuable commercial mart $558,000, and the esti- 
mate for the completion of the harbor is a million and a half—more 
than $2,000,000 to improve the great harbor of Mobile where $52,000 
of revenue are annually collected. Why, if gentlemen will stop to 
think, they will find that it would take forty years of all the collections 
made at that port to pay for the improvement of the harbor, to say 
nothing about i It is the improvement of a harbor 23} miles 
long, and it requires nearly $100,000 each year to keep it in its ordi- 
nary condition, -merely to make it passable for vessels drawing 17 feet 
of water. In other words, you would have to have another Mobile 
harbor just like the present one in order to pay the expenses of keeping 
one of them in repair, evén if you appropriated the total of the collec- 
tions of revenue from both. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to ask my friend from Iowa 
[ Mr. HEPBURN] if he knows whether the revenue is any indication of 
the amount of the commerce. The internal commerce and the coast- 
wise commerce are much more important at some ports than the foreign 
imports. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have said nothing about that, I have simply 
spoken of the revenues collected at that port as furnishing at least some 
indication of the importance of the port to the general commerce of the 
country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt that a barbor can be made at 
Mobile; but what is the use of our expending these vast sums where 
there is no commerce or prospect of commerce? Why attempt to force 
commerce through these extraordinary expenditures to places appar- 
ently not intended by nature for commercial purposes? If it was prac- 
ticable within reasonable limits to give Mobile a harbor, I would be 
glad that it might be done. e 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
permit one question—and he knows well the locality to which it ap- 
plies? He speaks of nature not having provided for this harbor of 
Mobile. My question is, What would be the condition of Chicago and 
its commerce to-day if there had been nothing done there to make a 
harbor and the port had been left to depend upon the old slough? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] has done me too much honor. He has attributed to 
my ability and industry on the Committee of Rivers and Harbors the 
result of obtaining some $600,000 for the State that I have the honor 
in part to represent. Now, sir, the appropriations I have obtained for 
the rivers and the only harbor in that State amount to $275,000 in- 
stead of $600,000. I only wish the amount were $600,000. [Laugh- 
ter.] The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], in making his esti- 
mate, may have included the appropriation for the Muscle Shoals; but 
that, sir, is not for Alabama. The Muscle Shoals are located in Ala- 
bama, it is true, but that is an obstruction of the great Tennessee 
River; and when the improvement there is completed it will open up 
a navigation of 1,000 miles in extent. But it is an improvement that 
is put down in the Book of Estimates and in the report of the engineers 
as a Tennessee improvement and not at all an Alabama improvement. 
The gentleman from Iowa may have included the Chattahoochee River 
in his calculation as an Alabama river. It happens to flow between 
Alabama and Georgia, but it flows out of Georgia into Florida, and is 
not an Alabama improvement at all. So with the Choctawhatchee 
Riverand the Conecuh-Escambia River, which are Floridarivers. And, 
sir, the gentleman, in order to make up the $600,000, may charge 
against Alabama the Coosa River, which in this bill receives $60,000. 
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Why, sir, that is a Georgia river, and is so put down in the Book of 
Estimates and in the report of the engineers. The State of Alabama 
receives only $275,000 for improvements that are legitimately Ala- 
bami 


ian. 

The gentleman has made an assault upon Mobile. He either dis- 
plays great ignorance of this place or has some design in belittling it. 
Why, sir, that is a city of 40,000 inhabitants. It has a bay 15 miles 
wide and 26 miles long, the most beautiful bay on this continent, the 
most lovely this side of the Bay of Naples. The work proposed and 
contemplated there is to cut a channel through that length of 26 miles, 
The engineers make estimates and specifications for getting a channel 
26 miles long, 200 feet wide, and 17 feet deep. 

And I may say that channel is nearly completed. Is it asking too 
much of the Government that this work shall be done? Some 300,000 
bales of cotton now pass out there annually. When I say that this 
cotton is worth $50 a bale the gentleman, though not very good at. 
calculations, can work out the sum. He will find that it reaches mill- 
ions of dollars. The lumber that goes out of that port amounts also to 
millions. Before this improvement was made we had only 9 feet of 
waterthere; and this lumber and this cotton had to be lightered down 
to the vessels in the lower bay. We have now 17 feet of water. 

I wish to say a word about the alleged discriminations in this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope we shall now have a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was re- 


ected. 

3 Mr. GLOVER. I move to amend by striking out the last word of 
this clause. I think that a portion of the remarks made by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa are worthy of a reply, because this is the third or 
fourth time that statements conveying thesame idea have been repeated 
in this House. I'think such statements contain a very unfair reflec- 
tion upon members of the committee, and must spring perhaps from 
an obscurity in the gentleman’s mind as to the real causeof the alleged 
disparity between these different appropriations. 

I understood the gentleman to insinuate, or rather to that the 
members of the committee have been more liberal toward the States 
which they represent than toward others. Now, the gentleman ignores 
the fact that there enters into this matter the question of the original 
constitution of that committee; and I think he will agree with me that 
he has the cart before the horse, because it is custo , I understand, to 
select for any committee men who are especially with the sub- 
ject-matter referred to the committee, or men whose constituents are 
especially identified in interest with that subject. Therefore the mem- 
bers of this committee have been selected from the great States of the 
Mississippi Valley. They were selected from the States haying harbors 
and rivers which required the largest degree of attention. Therefore 
it follows naturally that upon the merits of the propositions a large part 
of the appropriations should fall to these particular States. 

The residue of the gentleman’s remarks simply take issue, as I un- 
derstand, with the United States engineers, who have in every case rec- 
ommended a very much. larger appropriation for these specific enter- 
prises than has been ted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] in the course of the general debate on this bill took occa- 
sion to direct a portion of his remarks against the State of Michigan, 
which I have the honor to represent in part on this floor, as being one 
of the States unduly appropriated for in this bill. Iread his language: 

Look at Michigan! She has been well represented in the committee, mag- 
nificently in the bill. I doubt whether there is an inlet to the land from the 


surrounding lakes which has not a place in this bill. They are all named with- 
out regard to the unpronounceable character of their names, 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do you deny that? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts in re- 
gard to Michigan? It happens, and it may be our misfortune, that the 
State of Michigan has more coast line than any other State in this en- 
tire Union; I think I might say almost double the coast line of any 
other State—a coast of nearly 1,600 miles, including the head of Lake 
Erie, the Detroit River, Lake Saint Clair, the Saint Clair River, the en- 
tire coast of Lake Huron and Saginaw Bay, the entire southern coast 
of Lake Superior, the entire southern and eastern coast of Lake Michi- 
gan, and a good portion of the western and all the northern coast of 
that lake. 

But for what objectsare these appropriations made? To begin with, 
there is the appropriation of $250,000 (the only very large appropria- 
tion for Michigan) for the Sault Ste. Marie Canal—a canal which last 
year carried a commerce amounting to 3,200,000 tons—a commerce 
that is increasing at an enormous and constantly accelerating ratio. In- 
cludedin this commerce during the last season, according to the report 
of the engineer having ¢ of the canal—General O. M. Poe— 
there were 15,695,194 bushels of wheat and 1,440,093 barrels of flour, 
which came largely from Minnesota, from Dakota, and from Northern 
Towa, the State which the gentleman himself represents. Next comes 
the Hay Lake channel in the Saint Mary’s River, another great inter- 
state and international thoroughfare, through which all the vast com- 
merce from Lake Superior finds its way to the seaboard. For this, 
$150,000 is appropriated. Next is the Sand Beach harbor of refuge 


upon Lake Huron—a harbor constructed expressly and solely for the 
benefit of the general commerce of the lake. This receives $100,000. 
Next, as we down, we come to the appropriations for the Saint 
Clair Flats Canal, another of the great highways of commerce, through 
which all the commerce of the upper lakes—Lake Michigan, Lake Su- 
perior, Lake Huron—grain, ores, lumber, coal, &c., from the great West 
pass to market. : 

Then after the Saint Clair Flats Canal comes the Lime Kiln Crossing 
in the Detroit River, that magnificent river which has no equal on the 
continent, which bears on its bosom the mighty commerce of an empire 
in wealth and in extent; and yetin that river was a ledge of rocks at 


Lime Kiln Crossing making it impossible for vessels of t tonnage 
to pass, and this appropriation of $50,000 is to remove the remainder 
of that ledge of Thus we have $575,000 of total appropriation 


for the State of Michigan of no local character, but as national in its 
application and benefits as the improvement of New York Harbor or 
the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi. 

In addition to these strictly national objects are two appropriations 
for harbors of refuge which are not at all local in their character, but 
designed for the benefit of the general commerce of the two upper 
lakes—Superior and Michigan. These are the harbors of refuge at 
Grand Marais, on the south shore of Lake Superior, and Ludington, 
near Great Point au Sable, the most dangerous point on Lake Michigan. 

When these appropriations are deducted there remains but a trifling 
sum for Michigan’s enormous coast line, which would girdle the great 
State of Iowa. 

Lake Erie gets one petty appropriation of $3,000. Lake Huron, with 
hundreds of miles of stormy coast, gets one small local appropriation. 
Superior, that ‘‘ great unsalted sea’’ of the North, gets two small al- 
lowances for Marquette and Ontonagon, while Lake oe and 
Green Bay, with fully 500 miles of coast, aside from its harbors of ref- 
uge, gets scarcely $100,000. 

If other States are as free from objectionable appropriations in this 
bill as Michigan is, I can conscientiously testify that it is a bill that 
will bear most searching eaa: 

If the committee has erred, it has been in my judgment in the direc- 
tion of economy and not of extra 

For instance, the engineers recommended $150,000 for completin, 
the harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, between Points au Sable fa 
aux Bees Scies. This bill grants but $15,000, only 10 per cent. The 
engineer recommends $50,000 for Manistee, one of the great commer- 
cial ports of Lake Michigan, a port whose entrances and clearances 
last season aggreated thirty-five hundred and seventy-two, and whose 
commerce amounted to many millions of do and yet the commit- 
tee has allowed but $10,000—barely enough to keep the harbor from 
deteriorating. i 
_ Theseharborson Lake Michigan are the outlets through which Michi- 
gan sends to the world her magnificent product of iron, lumber, and salt. 

I hear talk in this House of cheapening salt and lumber to the con- 
sumer by repealing the duty and putting them on the free-list and open- 
ing our already overstocked labor markets to the untrammeled compe- 
tition of Canadian woods and mills and salt-works. It is a delusion, 
and would prove a snare. 

But if you want to cheapen salt and lumber to the consumer you can 
do it by completing our harbors, reducing the obstacles and perils of 
navigation, creating cheaper freights, and thus while protecting labor 
from overcompetition and affording relief by the construction of the 
works you will bring cheaper iron, cheaper lumber, and cheaper salt to 
every consumer in the land. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. Before making the motion to rise, I ask respectfully 
of the friends of the bill, as far as they can—and I know it is a hard re- 
quest to comply with, in view of the number of items and the vast op- 
portunity for debate afforded—they will limit themselves on points of 
explanation in orderto get on with the bill. Thereare plenty of things 
the committee could answer which they do not answer. What I have 
said has proceeded from the kindest spirit and only in the hope of 
making progress with the bill. I now move the committee rise. 

Mr.G HEON. Ishalltake theliberty of completing my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. WILLIS. I had no reference to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Thisisthe third river and harbor bill, and I have 
not taken up five minutes in debate upon them heretofore. 

Mr. WILLIs’s motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved, by unanimous consent, that the bank- 
rupt bill and report be reprinted, as the number heretofore printed was 
exhausted. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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And then, on motion of Mr. KING 


(at 5 o’elock and 10 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. $ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of Farmers of Calhoun County, Missis- 
sippi, for unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 345 citizens of the sixth dis- 
trict of Indiana, against the passage of Senate bill No. 1715 to regulate 
the transportation of live-stock—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Jacob Dull, for an original 

ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of citizens of Bismarck; of Farmington; 
of Blackwell, and of Washington County, Missouri, asking for the open- 
ing of Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, two remonstrances from certain manufacturers of licorice paste, 
of Saint Louis, Mo., against the passage of House bill No. 2522—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of the Women’s National Indian As- 
sociation of Rome, Ga., for the passage of the Dawes bill, relating to 
Indian Affairs—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Madison, Nebr., asking for 
the passage of the scientific temperance bill—to the Committee on Ed- 
uation. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Papers relating to the claim of James E. Thum- 
lert, administrator of estate of John Yewell—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of Melvina M. Walker, executrix of 
Algernon 8. Walker, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Lancaster, 
Pa., in favor of a public building at Lancaster—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Statement of members of the Utah commission 
in behalf of an industrial home for dependent and helpless women and 
children in Salt Lake, Utah—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. J.T. JOHNSTON: Petition of William A. Henderson and oth- 
ers, residents of the District of Columbia, asking for the passage of a 
bili requiring the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company to 
make certain improvements in the manner of constructing their road— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of 25 citizens of Iowa, asking for legis- 
lation in favor of. free coinage of silver, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MOKENNA: Papers relating to the claim of John 8. Luff— 
to the Committee on ` 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Thomas J. Green, of Rhea County, Ten- 
nessee, asking pay for services, &c., rendered the Government during 
the war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of Knights of Labor of Monmouth, N1., 
against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. OWEN: A resolution granting a service pension to soldiers 
of the late war, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of L. L, Dimmick in favor of House bill 
No. 4902—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of George L. Gray, of Franklin 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers in the claim of Charles H. Wiltberger and 
of James A. Brown, of Pulaski County, Arkansas—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of H. A. Axline, adjutant-general of Ohio, 
favoring the passage of the Senate militia bill—to the Committee on 
- Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of J. L. Shaw and 54 others, citizens 
of Vivian, Waseca County, Minnesota, praying for the pasako of a law 
punishing the crime of adulteration of human food, especially butter—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of citizens of Muskingum County, Ohio, 
protesting against the passage of Senate bill No. 1715—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. y 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Daniel Gould, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The following pennon praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance insruction in the public schools of the 
* District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BUCK: Of citizens of Hartford and Tolland Counties, Con- 
necticut. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of citizens of Erie and Lucas Counties, Ohio. 

By Mr. WAIT: Of citizens of Windham County, Connecticut. 


‘SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 21, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a reso- 
lution of February 8, 1886, a report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office furnishing information relative to land-grant wagon-roads 
in the State of Oregon; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be printed, 
and referred, with the accompanying papers without printing, to the 
Committee on Public Lands, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. The letter of the Secretary of the Interior is a mere 
formal letter, transmitting the report. of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. I suggest that probably it would not be worth while 
to print that, but that the whole be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and if it should be found necessary to have the accompany- 
ing papers printed a motion can be reported back to the Senate for that 
purpose. The committee in makinga reportupon the general question 
as to what shall be done with these grants may conclude to embody 
part of this communication in their report, and it may be printed in 
that manner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order to 
print will be withheld, although it is the co and custom to print 
all executive communications. Still, if there be no objection, the order 
to print will be withheld in this case. : 

Mr. DOLPH. I will merely say that there is no intentional discour- 
tesy in my suggestion at all. The reportis accompanied by some maps, 
and it may not only be quite expensive to print them, butcause a long 
delay before we can get itin a printed form. As I am desirous of se- 
curing early action on the part of the Committee on Public Lands on 
this question, my object in having it referred without printing is to get 
the information before the committee at once. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to the re- 
quirements of the act of July 22, 1854, a supplemental report of the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico on the alleged private land claim 
designated as Canada de Cochiti; which, with the accompanying papers, 
mes referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior transmitting, pursuant to the act of July 22, 1854, a sup- 
plemental report. of the surveyor-general of New Mexico on the alleged 
private land claim designated as Salvador Gonzales, No. 82; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
secretary of Wyoming Territory, forwarding, as required by section 1844 
of the Revised Statutes, two copies of the laws enacted by the Ninth 
Legislative Assembly of that Territory; which, on motion of Mr. PLATT, 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Philadelphia (Pa.) Maritime Exchange, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the bill giving American registers to the ten foreign steamers of 
the International Navigation Company; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Maritime Exchange, urging the abrogation of the Hawaiian reciprocity 
treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of Granges No. 569, No. 650, 
No, 368, No. 506, and No. 551, Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale 
of all imitation dairy products; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of Granges No. 569, No. 650, No. 368, 
and No. 551, Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the admission of all agricultural raw materials free of 
duty; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of citizens of Idaho, praying for the 
annexation of Northern Idaho to Washington Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. TELLER. I present a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Utah, setting forth the evils arising ‘‘from the sweep- 
ing exercise of the absolute veto power of the governor, by which much 
needed legislation, including the general si hacen bill, has been 
defeated,” and asking that this prerogative of the executive of the Ter- 


ritory be withdrawn and measures adopted for immediate relief. I 
think from examination of this memorial it should go to the Committee 
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on Territories, because the legislation which it urges would properly 


come from that committee. 
I also present certain pa; being copies of bills passed by the Leg- 


pers, 

islature of the Territory of Utah at its session commencing the 11th day 
of January, 1886, which were vetoed or failed to be aster upon by the 
governor, to accompany the memorial which I havejustsubmitted. I 
ask that the memorial be printed in the RECORD. I do not care about 
its being read. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the memo- 
rial will be inserted in the RECORD, and it will be referred, with the 
accompanying papers, to the Committee on Territories. 

The memorial is as follows: 


Memorial to Congress, 
To the honorable Senate and House o; Fa jaar gow n 
iie 'nited States in Congress assembled : 


vernor, who, exercising 

arbi and Sareea peer oe nullified chief labors of the ses- 

rs of the Territory into perplexing confusion. 

We therefore memorialize your honorable body, and earnestly ask your atten- 
tion to the following facts and ces: 

It has been well u®derstood from the opening of the present Legislature that 


the 
who have for a long time by misrepresentations and falsehoods sought to 
adi m Diah and iis 


lo. 
P Unable by reason of numerical ary prom to wield any influence of im- 
rtance atthe polls, this conspiring minority have planned to obtain the entire 
isfranchisement of the majority, or the concentration power ina 
commission of their ve ippeg tos 2 Banaras ovan the few soan rule 
y shal. placed in position of subjugated slaves. 
front of this conspiracy stands Eli H. seat Saar of 


vernment. 

on he has vetoed twenty bills sent to him for signa- 
ture, and thirteen bills he has contemptuously eet The excuses offered, 
where any have been given, have been in most instances of the flimsiest char- 
acter, and in no case have contained vital objections or reasons that raised a perti- 
nentissue. Every one ofthose measures would have been beneficial to the whole 
to the wishes of our constituents, 

United States. Among 


‘Territorial expenses, 

justice, for it is a farce to grant the 

pealed from while the a; is pending. The bill increasing 
uired, because the Poland 


p 
for each year, and these have been found insuficient, necessitating a resort to 
the open venire system, which has been so shamefully abused that juries have 
been EATE with persons chosen intentionally from 
The bill followed strictly and exactly the provisions of the Polan: 
manner of selecting thè jurors, but increased the number so as to meet every 
possible requirement without recourse to the open venire. It also provided for 
the payment of jurors and boo anny arg the veto not only continues the sys- 
tem by which juries may be packed, but deprives jurors, who are es to 
serve, of org pay for their services for the ensuing two years. The bill appor- 
tioning the ive representation of the Territory was framed in accordance 
with the following recomntendation of the governor: 

“I recommend that the districts be so constructed that each shall have a 
voice without being overborne by a l neighbor which may be combined 
with it as now.” At the last session of the oes appar he vetoed a bill drawn 
up at his ion, but stated that if the Legislature would pass an act appor- 
tioning the Territory into twelve council districts and twenty-four representa- 
tive cts on the basis of one councilor to every 12,000 and one representa- 
tive to every 6,000 of population, he would be pleased to approve it, The bill 
was passed exactly in the form Y but he neither signed nor approved it 
nor mentioned it further, so it a natural death. The bill we have passed 
is strictly in conformity with hisexpressed wishes, but he has refused to append 
his signature. The bill for the support of the Deseret ib ald wg is essential to 
the welfare of the only college sustained by Territorial funds. It appropriated 
for the [ay gens tuition of normal students the sum of $10,000 per annum in- 
stead of $5,000, which has been the annual amount, but which is now insufficient 
i es growing educational needs of the Territory and the rapid growth of the 

stitution. 

The bill creating a Territorial board of equalization was passed at his su; 
tion and is a needed measure to secure equal taxation in the several counties, 
The bill for the sup) of the Territorial insane asylum is a public necessity, 
not only to maintain a praiseworthy establishment but to pay liabilities con- 
tracted at the governor’s instance as one of its directors; no provision now ex- 
ists by which the unfortunates cared for inthe asylum may be maintained. The 
bill prescribing the qualifications of electors and office-holders was framed in 
pursuance of the following clause of section 9 of the Edmunds act, to wit: 

* And at or after the first meeting of said Legisiative Assembly, whose mem- 
bers shall have been selected and returned according to the provisions of this 
act, said Legislative Assembly may make such laws conformable to the organic 
act of snid Territory and not inconsistent with other laws of the United States, 
as it shall deem proper concerning the filling of-the offices in said Territory de- 
clared vacant by this act.” 7 

The Legislature of 1884 passed an election law, as authorized by the foregoing, 


but it was vetoed by the governor, who specified a number of very trifling reasons 
for rejecting it. We framed a bill the groundwork of the former measure 
but avoiding the pasa objectionable to Mand. sbeann presented in his former 
vetom . He has peremptorily refi to sign it. The only reason that 
we know of for this refusal is the desire to continue in office the five commission- 
ers appointed under the Edmunds law to select proper persons to fill the regis- 
tration and election offices inthe Territory. Thedesign of the Edmunds law, aa 
indicated in section 9, was to have those offices filled as the ure should 
provide, and thus abolish the commission. It was onl; ed to be tempo- 
rary. ions of the Edmunds law 
should meet and provide for the filling of those offices the object of apone 

heir ap- 


TERRITORY OF UTAH, 
County of 


882 

 & , being first duly sworn (or affirmed) de: 
over twenty-one years of age, and have resided in the tory of Utah for six 
months, and in the precinct of one month immediately preceding the date 
hereof, and I am a native born or naturalized (as the case may be) citizen of 
the United States, and a tax-pa in the Territory; and I do further sear (or 
affirm) that I am not a bigamist or a polygamist, and I do not cohabit 
more than one woman, 


and say, that Iam 


— ——. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this — day of ———, 188-. 


Registration officer for precinct. 

Or if a female the following oath or affirmation: 
TERRITORY or UTAH, 

County of „85: 

I, , being first duly sworn (or affirmed) depose and say, that I ami 
over twenty-one years of age, and have resided in the Territory of Utah for six 
months, and in the precinct of one month immediately preceding the date 
hereof, and am s native born or naturalized, or the wife, widow, or daughter (as 
the case may be) of a native born or naturalized citizen of the United States; 
I do further solemnly swear (or affirm) that I am not cohabiting witha bigamist, 
polygamist, or any person cohabiting with more than one woman. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this —— day of , 188-. 


Registration officer for precinct, i 


This is the same oath formulated by the commissioners and taken by all per- 
sons who voted at the election which returned us to office. The com joners 


— 


authority of law. But by the bill which the governor has vetoed the oath 
would become legal and the of the Edmunds law in its political portion 
would be fully accomplished. The veto of that bill nullifies one of the purposes 
of the Edmunds act, and continues in office a useless commission costing tho 
Government an average of $50,000 per annum, not including the $25,000 per an- 
num for their salaries or the large amount for their personal expenses. This 
Terrilory under the bill we passed could attend to its own election business at 
a cost of not more than $5,000, which would be paid out of its own treasury. The 
veto of that bill then costs the United States Treasury about $75,000 per annum 
unnecessarily and without any result, 

The appropriation bill was closely economical and provided the necessary 
funds for the local government, for educational purposes, for the improvement 
of roads and bridges, for the fees of jurors and witnesses and other expenses of 
the courts, and to meet obligations lawfully contracted. But itcreated no public 
debt, fostered no private scheme, and kept within the limits of the current reve- 
nue. The reason for vetoing this bill, which was absolutely necessary 
for the conduct of public affairs, is that the officers to handle the funds are not 
de jure officers, because they are not appointees of the governor. For twenty- 
six years the Territorial auditor and treasurer were el by the Legislative 
Assembly in joint session. The law was then changed, making them elective 
by the people. The bill rendering the offices elective was signed by Governor 

urray’s predecessor, and was not neeperors by Congress. The present in- 
cumbents were duly elected and qualified, and hold their commissions from Gov- 
ernor Murray himself. But the governor contends that he has the right to nomi- 
nate these officers, to be confirmed by the council of the Legislative Assembly, 
And because this right is disputed by the council who have not confirmed his 
nominees—persons obnoxious to the great majority of the citizens—he has re- 
fused to sign the appropriation bill, and has thus cut off the motive power which 
turns the wheels of the Territorial machinery, Sot ae ee improvements 
and demoralizing business generally. In the face of this aw upon our 
statute books, the council could not accept the dictum of the executive, who is 
not endowed with judicial powers. In declaring the law invalid which provides 
for the election of the auditor and treasurer, he assumed judicial functions ; 
and in vetoing the ies opea gaa bill on the pretext that those o were 
elected under an invalid law, he has acted the part of a tyrant and an obstruc- 
tionist, placing a barrier in the way of all Territorial advancement. Even if the 

vernor’s view of the law is correct and our predecessors for thirty-four years 
ve been mistaken—and this can only be properly decided by a competent 
court—that does not justify an executive in destroying the combined labors of 
both houses of the Legislature. Aswell mightthe nt of the United States 
ngress because the Senate refused 


refuse to sign all the appropriation bills of 
toconfirm his nominees to office. 

The power of absolute veto which is vested in the governor of Utah is the prin- 
cipal evil that suggests and makes possible the obstruction of the executive. It 
stands as an anomaly and a solecism in this great Republic, It is a menace to 
freedom and a relic of monarchical absolutism. In every State and Territory of 
the Federal Union except Utah atwo-thirds majority vote of the Legislature will 
pn any duly enacted bill over the governor's veto. Even Arizona, once suffer- 

ng under the same disability as Utah, was, July 19, 1876, freed from this unjust 
and needless despotism. If the one man who wields this extraordinary power 
were of the people, ora friend to the people, whose expressed will at the polls he 
can annul bya stroke of the pen, or by dogged refusal to sign his name, it would 
not be so crags car oppressive. But he is usually not identified with the peo- 
ple nor with their interests, but is arbitrarily appointed, by those in whose an- 
thority the people affected have no voice or vote, from a distant place and with 
aims and purposes foreign to theirs, Thus one man who is unfriendly, in this 
case strongly antagonistic to the masses, can render null and void by simply 
acting as an obstructionist the entire labors for sixty days of thirty-six legisla- 
tors elected at the polls by nearly all the voting cit s of the most populous 
Territory of the Union. 

Measures are pending in your honorable body to deprive of the elective fran- 
chise the industrious, peace-loving, thrifty, and self-supporting citizens of Utah 
who are from all the disabilities of the Edmunds act, and ean not be con- 
victed of crime, essential or constituted by law, In some matters of belief they 
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pan ra espern oeng 


ihat matters of faith, and opinion, beyond their control, gp 
oa it te time for them to interfere when paien eak outintoovertacts inst 

and good order. Your honorable regent rete ct lg ion 
BE thi i and of the first anii bisa g of the tution of the United 
States, results that can be from such a revolution in the 


and enrich th: 
ices in the Federal gift, 
e finances. 


ice against apioa Se their 
ous ends. ia ieee hee toils, privations, and ing of the pioneers of 
this poopie the wane ee 
d the extension of the power and increase of the wealth r E ARA, 


“ tao th made ona p that z A aer section of u 

grea so a vote Legislature may preva: 

over a voice, and that an arbitrary, ir and anomalous one-man 

power seer — ig absolute in ioe peer to the of the 
this more than monarchical 


a 
P ihat the the iray t to nae a Territoi oer reverse the rule oo 
cons 7 body 


That the preseason useless,and expensive Utah Commission, which has 
fully served the sg ena help pea it was created and which has in addition ex- 
po the both ive and judicial functions without the a authority in 
law, be at once and the voting citizens be permitted to regulate their 
> ms ma ga al their own expense, under the laws of Congress and of 

That a commission of disinterested persons be appointed to quietly and fully 
- investigate the affairs of this Territory, so that accurate informati: ob- 
tained concerning the people, their ir condition, 
and attitude toward the pe aeea vernment, 
X pper urrien So as and duties of 
beral constit one ne framed and to which they invite the care- 
ful serutiny ersten Daunte 
tie oldest, w „in athe e re of Biaicho hood gece a forino poriponad rsa pees 

e o w nee populous, and most pi ve Terr: r] 
United States be relieved of the incumbrances nile en gure ces with w. 
legislation has weighted them down, and tha! ha iias W who have broken no 
law may be permitted, like those of other Territories, to os cores for themselves 
and to onstrate their good qualities, their ability to regulate their local af- 
fairs, and their fitness for their high destiny asa vigorous Commonwealth which 
shall prove a strength ani Kappos to the Federal Union. 

Let not our prayers be We ask 
Tor sim en treatment, met = ogn ee other citizens, for common liberties, 

pie patie And ny aperos will 


sais tweet 
Ps parma os 


ELIAS A, SMITH 
President of the Council, al rete of the Ulah Legislature. 


HEBER M. WELLS, 
Chief Clerk, 


Speaker a OERA of a= entitati 
es: > 
Tae oar Of House of Ba of tah Legislattre: 


HORACE G. WHITNEY, 
Chief Clerk. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Rollinsford, 
N. H., remonstrating against the of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on ree, 

Mr. PALMER ted & petition of the State Assembly Knights 
of Labor of Michigan, praying for universal suffrage; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of Knishts of Labor of Eau Claire, 
Wis., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of internal 
improvement, and especially for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Law- 
rence, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens and tax-payers of the District 
of Columbia, praying for a reduction in the license tax upon hucksters 
from $25 to $15; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Elk- 
hart, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Attest: 


Attest: 


He also ted a memorial of Knights of Labor of Elkhart, Ind., 
remonstrating the employment of convict labor on. publie works; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, ofIowa. I presenta petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Welton, Iowa, and various other residents of that 
place, praying for the passage of a law making education compulsory 
relative to the effects of alcohol upon the human system. Inasmuch 
as that subject has been acted on by the Senate, I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 60 Knights of Labor of Chi- 
cago, Ill, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a memorial of citizens of 
Washington Territory remonstrating against the granting of the peti- 
tion of the members of the late Legislature of that Territory, praying 
for a change in the time of holding its sessions; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Lawrence, 
Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


BEPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1278) to provide for the adjustment of certain ac- 
counts of Edwin A. Merritt, late consul-general at London, for 
and care of the archives at that consulate-general, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MILLER. From the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, I 
I report three amendments intended to be proposed to the agricultural 
appropriation bill. I desire that these amendments be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations at once, as that committee is now acting 


upon that bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be tinted 
reported an amend- 


and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. from the Committee on Commerce, 
ment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain 
fees for official services to American vessels, and to amend the laws rela- 
tive to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment 
stations in connection with the colleges established in the several States 
under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts 
iis 7 Apres! thereto, reported it without amendment. 

e also, from the same commi reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred a joint resolution of the Legi of New Jersey 
relative to penal colonization, to report that from the information the 
committee now has in its possession it believes that it would not be 
proper to take any action on the matter. I ask that the memorial lie 
on the table, and that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Timothy Driscoll; 

A bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Harriet M. Larrabee: 
A bill (H. R. 4031) granting a pension to Rachel W. Heard; 

A bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension to Fanny Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Humes; 
A bill (H. R. anes granting a pension to John G. Burrill; 

A bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to Agnes Renz; and 

A bill (S. 2096) granting a pension to Charles C. Hill. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom was referred 
the bill (S. 1498) granting a pension to John G. Barrill, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. 882) to equalize the pay of graduates of 
the Naval Academy, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1360) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 


the Missouri River at some accessible point within 10 miles below and 
5 miles above the city of Kansas City, Mo., reported it without amend- 
ment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3369) authoring the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 4569) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at a point to be selected either in the counties of Clay and Jack- 
son, in the State of Missouri, or in the county of Clay or Platte, insaid 
State, and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, and to 
make the same a route, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same commi to whom was referred the bill (S, 
1151) toauthorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at a point to be selected either in the counties of Clay and Jackson, in 
the State of Missouri, or in the county of Clay or Platte, in said State, 
and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, and to make the 
same a post-route, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 6013) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at some accessible point within 2 miles north and 2 miles south 
of the city of Atchison, in the county of Atchison, in the State of Kan- 

‘sas, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1379) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at some accessible point within 2 miles north and 2 miles south of the 
city of Atchison, in the county of Atchison, in the State of Kansas, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri, and 
to establish it as a post-road, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
713) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri, and to es- 
tablish it as a post-road, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5684) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri 
River at the most accessible point between the mouth of the Femme 
Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint Charles, in the 
county of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri, reported it without 
amendment. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5685) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri 
River at the most accessible point in Saline City, or within 5 miles above 
or 5 miles below the same, in the county of Saline, in the State of Mis- 
souri, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1668) to authorize the construction of bridges over the Missouri River 
at the most eee pan between the mouth of the Femme Osage 
Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint Charles, in the county 
of Saint Charles, and also at the most accessible point in Saline City, 
or within 5 miles above or below the same, over the said Missouri River, 
in the county of Saline, in the State of Missouri, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was indefinitely med. 

Mr. JONES, of Ark from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 609) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry S. French, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. FATR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1117) for the relief of Emanuel Mason, submitted an adverse re- 


port thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi-. 


nitely. 

Ma PIKE. A statement from the clerk of the Court of Claims of a 

eon rendered in that court was sent to the Committee on Claims 
y mistake. The committee asks to be relieved from its consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1962) to amend section 461 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 14) authorizing the appointment 
and retirement of Samuel Kramer as a chaplain in the Navy of the 
United States, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1390) for the relief of B. Frank Patterson, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2204) to provide for the re- 

iring and improvement of the old custom-house and post-office build- 
ing in Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2205) for the relief of T. L. Owens, 
administrator de bonis non, with the will annexed, of the estate of T, G. 
Owens, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2206) providing that the 

coined by the United States shall hereafter be a 1 ten- 

der; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2207) to amend and the 
act approved June 18, 1878, entitled “An act to provide for the dis- 
tribution of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th day 
of July, 1868;’? which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Aia m Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2208) to amend and enlarge the fifth 
section of an act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the distribution of the awards made under the convention between 
the United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded 
on the 4th of July, 1868;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2209) for the erection of a milling 
shop at the national armory at Springfield, Mass.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2210) granting a pension to Anna 
Wright; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. f 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2211) granting a pension to 
Julia A. Rhoads; which was read twice byits title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2212) granting a pension to Christiana 
Tichenor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2213) for the relief of 
John Ellis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 2214) to repeal section 
a of Mte Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 

y its title. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the section of the Revised Statutes referred to in the 
title of the bill is the one which prohibits the enlistment of soldiers of 
the late confederate army in the Army of the United States.” I have 
marked on the bill ‘‘for reference to the Judiciary Committee.” Ifin 
the opinion of the Chair the appropriate committee is the Committee 
on Military Affairs I shall make no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- - 
mittee on the Judiciary if there be no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2215) gran a pension to 
Mary G. Todd, widow of the late Dr. R. N. Todd, of Indianapolis, Ind. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2216) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Rice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2217) for the relief of Andrew T. Mc- 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2218) for the relief of Lucy A. 
Washburn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2219) to reduce the license tax 
of produce dealers at large and in the several markets; which was read 
ieor its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumb 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2220) ting a pension to 
James G. Mathes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 2221) for the relief of chaplains 
in the Army of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2222) to authorize the Chey- 
enne and Northern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort 
Russell and Fort Laramie military reservations; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be rick 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. EUSTIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. _ 

RAILROADS IN HANDS OF COURT RECEIVERS. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution and ask for its present 

consideration: 


y needed, and, 
courts of the United States when they take possession of the railroad property 
of ions in the several States to carry into effect the obligations of the 
charter of incorporation granted by such States and to prevent violations of the 
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same by such courts or the officers thereof, and the waste and wrongful appro- 
priations of the assets and receipts of such corporations in the interest of indi- 
viduals; and to report by bill or otherwise. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, on the 7th of April, when a resolution 
which I had the honor to introduce on the forfeiture of railroad land 
grants was under consideration, I used the following language: 


curities wil 


State, suspending the charter contract between the State and the parties hold- 
ing the franchise, coming into the court and asking of the court to take posses- 
sion of the public lands of the United States for an insolvent corporation under 
a grant which expired twenty years ago. 

I observe in a Florida paper the following: 

Judge Settle granted permission to-day to H. R. Duval, receiver of the court 
in the case of W, B. Cutting et al. vs. The Florida Railway and Navigation Com- 
bo, me gauge of railroads of which he is receiver to correspond 

gauge of 4 feet 9 inches at such time as he may direct. 
The claim of R. ton Cutting against the Florida Railway and Navigation 
Company, amounting to $141,937.27, was referred to J. H. Durkee, master, to in- 
quire into the duty of the defendant property to pay the same and the propriety 
of hry court instructing the receiver to make such payment, and report to the 
cow 

The same order was made in the matter of the taxes in arrears assessed against 
the property of the railroad company for the years prior to 1882 and due for 1885. 


In the same h I read and printed as an appendix a record of the 
United States circuit court at Jacksonville, Fla., which exhibited the 
fact that the lands of the grant had been encumbered witha mortgage 
for the $140,000 which is here proposed to be puid by this company. 
I read the following statement: 


Mr. Wailes states as follows in the bill of complaint, to which he has made oath, 
in the cause now pending in the circuit court of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Florida: 

“Your oratoravers that, di ing the premises and the rights of your or- 
ator hereinbefore s the sa anian heey to wit, on or about the 9th 
day of June, A. D. 1885, obtained a loan of about $140,000, and secured the payment 
of the same by encumbering or conveying about 85,000 acres of its most valuable 
lands situate south of ffkee aforesaid, by executing to defendant, J. A. 
Johnson, trustee, an instrument in writing, of which a copy is hereto annexed 
or filed herewith marked Exhibit E,and which your orator preys may be taken 
as a part of this bill, and applied said moneys, to wit, said $140,000, to the pay- 
ment of several years of arrears of taxes duc the State of Florida and assessed 
upon its constructed road and property appurtenant thereto, not including, how- 
ever, the said 85,000 acres of land.” 


That this road after twenty years should be taken possession of by the 
eourt, stopped in its course of construction, and its proceeds and earn- 
ings applied to make the road a broad-gauge and of a different stand- 

_ard after being built with the lands of the United States, without any 
payment of the subscription of the stockholders, making ita mere play- 
thing for parties without any substantial and lawful interest, is a mat- 
ter I think that requires the attention and consideration of the Judiciary 
Committee; and some legislation should be devised by which the people of 
theState may be protected and recognized in the courts, and by which the 
charter contract may be enforced and carried into effect, and the road 
completed to Tampa. It is time that this matter should receive a full 
and fairinvestigation by the proper committees of Congress. The facts 
as stated in these records are of an extraordinary character, and the pro- 
ceedings had are of a nature under the circumstances which demand a 
careful consideration. 

I desire to bring this matter to the attention of the Senate, in order 
that the people may have some rights and some protection in the courts 
of the United States, and that they shall be required to take judicial 


notice of the obligation of State laws in connection with corporate in- | 808S 


terests, and that suits which have no just foundation, which are not 
predicated upon substantial interests, may not be allowed without in- 
vestigation and proof to take possession of these large properties and 
suspend their construction to the point required by the charter obliga- 
tion, encumber them witha great indebtedness, and expend it for pur- 
poses other than its completion to the terminal point required by its 
charter. 

As a matter of personal privilege I think it my duty to bring before 


the Senate a tel which I have just received. 
Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida whether 
he ex to consume much time. If so, I feel under the necessity of 


objecting to the consideration of the resolution to-day. I desire to ask 
the Senate to go on with the private pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not think the Senator will have a right to inter- 
pose an objection at this stage, as the Senate agreed by unanimous con- 
sent to consider the resolution. However, I do not propose to occupy 
five minutes more. 

I stated in’ the course of the remarks which I made on the 7th of 
April that a letter was in my hands from Dr. Stringer, a highly re- 
spectable citizen of Brooksville, Fla., stating that the persons circulat- 
ing the petition for confirmation of the grant said that the receiver 
threatened to take up the iron from the road unless the people peti- 
gi Congress to confirm the entire grant. The statement Imade was 
as follows: 


Not content with this $5,500,000 of securities held by them on a 
by the State and the United States with publie lands, and the p: 


built 
of their 


sales, under a contract with the State for its completion in eight years and with 


the United States in ten years, this grant of 576,000 acres, with the homes of set- 
tlers, is claimed, and it is stated in aletter of Dr. Stringer, a highly respectable 
gentieman of Brooksville, that the persons circulating the petition for confirma- 
tion of the grant stated that the receiver threatens to take up the iron from the 
road unless the people petition Congress to confirm this expired grant, What 
a commentary do these facts make on the administration, not of law, but on the 
exercise of judicial power by your courts! Is it beyond the power of the Judi- 
ciary Committees of Congress, of both judges and legislators, to find some means 
by which a charter contract to which people of a State and corporations are 
ove can have some recognition in the courts and by the judges of the United 
tates? - 

I have a telegram just received from the receiver which I think it 

fair and just to him to read. The telegram is as follows: 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., April 21, 1886. 

Hon, WILKINSON CALL: 

The information upon which you charge in the Senate that the petitions ad- 
verse to forfeiture of F, R. and N. land grant are coerced by any threats of mine 
or any of my officers are unqualified! and malicious as to myself personally 
andan rsion on the thousands of signers, understood by meto be gentlemen 
of the highest character and leading influence in their respective localities, Will 
you do them and me the justice to make this statementas public as yourcharge 


was made? Please answer. 
H. R. DUVAL, Receiver, 


I now make his statement public as requested by Mr. Duval, there- 
ceiver, and state that I have no reason to suppose that this receiver is 
not an honorable man and atruthfulman; but I have also a knowledge 
of the fact that Dr. Stringer, upon whose authority this statement was 
made, is equally respectable and equally honorable, and thatif the fact 
be true that any persons have made such statements under color of au- 
thority from the United States court orits officials itis a matter which 
should receive the serious consideration of the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate, and I further state that some legislation should be enacted 
by which bills pending before Congress should not be interfered with 
or sought to be interfered with by the action of parties standing in any 
official relation to the courts of the United States. - 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the reference of the resolution tothe Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will bemadeif there 
be no objection. . 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
are still in order. 


* CENTENNIAL CELEBRATIONS AT WASHINGTON. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was read; 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to consider 
the subject of a celebration in 1889, at Washington, of the centennial anniver- 
sary of the formation of the Government under the Constitution of the United 
States, and also of the four hundredth anniversary of the disco of America 
mas and to report what, if any, action by Congress is ad in relation 
ereto. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I submit that before the adoption of the resolution 
it would be wise to have it referred to a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read again. 

The Chief Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the resolution 
over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I supposed that it related to the appointment ofa 
committee. Isee thatit proposes to instruct a committee of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to say—— 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolution 
is not before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. It has gone over, but—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my objection if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts wishes to make a suggestion. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his objection, and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Isimply desire to suggest to the author of the resolution 
that that class of resolutions have always gone to the Committee on the 
Library and not to the Committee on Foreign Relations. -They seem 
to relate peculiarly to the domestic relations of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that some days since I introduced a resolution providing for the ap- 
pointment of a special committee upon this subject, but upon confer- 
ence with some of the older Senators it was suggested that in view of 
the fact that various bills have already been introduced, one of them 
looking to a celebration both in 1889 and 1892, which have been re-| 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, that would be the 
proper committee to take the subject into consideration. It is not 
alone to be confined to this country, but all the South American coun- 
tries are to be invited to join in the celebration. " 

Mr. HOAR, I do not exactly see what the celebration of the foun- 
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dation of our Government and our Constitution has to do with foreign 
relations. There have been quite a number ofsimilar resolutions which 


have always gone to the Committee on the 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to such a reference. My only 
desire is to get the matter before the proper committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Rag pc I move to amend by substituting ‘‘the Committee on 

e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, it is moved to strike out the words 
“Foreign Relations” and insert ‘the Library,” so as to read: 


That the Committee on the Library be instructed, &c, 


Mr. GORMAN. L have no objection to that. I accept the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present to the Senate in the same connection a 
memorial setting forth the reasons for this celebration very fully; and 
as it is very ably drawn, and signed by a great number of prominent 
citizens of this city and of other sections of the Union, I ask, in view 
of its importance, that it may be printed in the RECORD. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
to print the memorial in the RECORD will be made, and it will be re- 
ferred to the Committeee on the Library. 

The memorial is as follows: 


[Permanent Exposition of the Three Americas: To be located at the capital 
of the United States. Constitutional Centennial Celebration in 1889: By the 
sixteen American repui, in honor of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
Constitution of the parent republic,the United States. World's Exposition 
in 1892: In honor of thefour ‘hundredth anniversary of the discovery of Amer- 
ica by Columbus.] 

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF PROMOTION, 
Willard’s Hotel, Washington, D. C., April 21, 1886. 

To Congress, the press, and public: 

In three years from the 4th of last March the Constitution of the United States 
will have completed the first century of its existence. 

Six years from the 12th of next October will be the four hundredth anniver- 
sary of the discovery of America by Columbus. 

These are great cal events of national, hemispherical, and world-wide 
importance, which should be celebrated in a manner becoming the dignity, 
wealth, and grandeur ofthe United States, and of the three Americas. Pride,as 
well asself-intexest, in the success and advancement of republican and American 
institutions, require that all Americans unite in paying tribute to these anni- 
yersaries. 

Your attention is therefore respectfully invited to some suggestions in regard 
to the ceremonies which it seems to us would be appropriate, and to a proposed 
permanent exposition which should remain as a lasting monument in honor of 
these events. a Age a Pg simply ip pene erento thrown out to attract other sugges- 
tions, and to stim hich is of transcendent political 
and practical importance to the pa cpm pan ory hemisphere. 

To preventany possible misunderstanding it may be well to state, at the out- 
set, that we, whoare advocating the proposed celebration and exposition at the 
WO eu desire that they be eatin under the auspices and control of 

Both the magnitude and dignity of the project forbid 
ihe ates nt by a privato neon has al dy been carefull eoneid ed 

The su t ready m y ered in 
several American cities besides Washin 

More than a zu ago a committee of representative and ive citizens 
mie inted in Saint Louis te take steps toward its acquisition for that me- 

polls of the Mississippi Valley. They secured the indorsement of a national 


Sereno of fair and exposition managers, and have, since then, kept the sub- 
ject prominently before the press and public. 

During the past ey oe use five months Chicago, with its usual enterprise, has 
held several meeti foran ex) prin T ad there in 1892, which moye- 
ment is cordially press peis publie of that city. 


During tlie past aaga moni z organization has nag perfected in 
the City of anao composed PA p paei apar of me: 


In brief, two points are already settled by public opinion: first, that eos 
Gian historic events must be duly eae in some Ameri 
ond, that the exposition proposed in thei 
world ever witnessed. 

Now, it is evident that great world’s fairs can not be successfully held in four 
American cities at the same time. In this connection the mind naturally turns 
toward Washington, the capital of the United States—the capital of the leading 
nae of the three Americas—the Paris. of America in attractions and beauty, | that 

destined to be the Berlin of America in educational advantages. It 
D. ee ore, a city upon which all others can unite—the truly representative 
city of the western hemisphere. 
us briefly consider a few of its many advantages: 

It is near the great centers of population, and easily er agro both by rail 
and water, gree ces her nye Baap Eppa at the aceon: 

Within a radius of 200 miles there are 10,000,000 Who could, if ample 
transportation se Eagen were provided, reach W: within one night. 
Washi e resort for the tourist. It isa half-way house for 
the ann Aa pe g anani to Europe, anda on return. 

Its climate is mild in winter, and in summer it is 

any surrounding and attractive summer resorts. 

It is the center of scenes of great historic sage oe such as Mount Vernon, Ar- 
lington He eights, Yı opie heten and other ‘These attractions and advantages 
may also be seen by reference to the 


But more im tthan all these is its pOK TP reservation, ex 

Oa ATA E TOAT A gad inclading the PADANA 
be reclaimed and beautified—con: in all about 1,000 acres, 
Situated, as it is, in the heart of the city, and bob apa ew ste odin ean Pennsylvania 
avenue and the principal hotels, it has a great ad tion pur- 
poses over the parks of other cities located, as they fre r ne PEN S 5 or 6 miles 
out in the suburbs, 

‘This park, its contents and immediate surroundings, such as Washington 
Monument, the National Museum, Smithsonian Institution, the Botanic Garden, 
the Capitol buildings facing iton the east, the Treasury Department, Executive 
ne Department of Justice, State, War, yearend Navy Lam ee penn and the 

Gallery, ot Bite ir it on the nota are an exposition in themselyes— 
a aaae which has already cost $50,000,000—a magnificient nucleus for the still 
U nae oye aris sees rae exposition of all the 
pon park is ample room for a permanent on nationsof 
the three Americas. 

In the center of the Smithsonian grounds could be located a grand American 
museum, building which will, in 1889 and 1892, be greatly needed when Mex- 
ico, Chili, Peru, Brazil,and the Other states of Central and South America join 
with the United States in exhibits of theiran uities, civilization, and progress. 

On the White Lot could be located a State an Territorial building, with equal 
space for each of the forty-six States and Territories to display the tay, pati 
resources, The expense of this building could, if desired, ore by the 
eral States and Territories. 

On Mo oond of the Agricultural cn ere could be located an American 
hall,a building greatly needed for national and scientific conventions, inaugu- 
ration balls, international congresses, &c. 

Also, on the same grounds an American art gallery, as the nucleus for rare 
works of art, the portraits of the Presidents and leading statesmen of the six- 
teen American republics, and other paintings of historic value which those gov- 
ernments would doubtless contribute; also the nucleus for rare collections 
which wealthy private citizens ma: desire to bequeath, 

On the Smithsonian nat ne could be located a patent building for working 
models—something greatly needed for the use of inventors and Se E 

On the reclaimed flats is ample room for an American zoological 

n the reservation surrounding the Washington Monument ney ony assigned 
space for each of the fifteen sister republics of Spanish America and the Em- 
pire of Brazil to erect a permanent rie tay Lek for a display of its resources and 
attractions. Each being small and apa Speer ic, like the beautiful Mexican 
mineral building of iron and glass at the World’s Exposition at New Orleans, 
they would together form an appropriate surrounding for the monument with- 
out obstructing its view from the Capitol and Executive Mansion. 

Or, if preferred, these foreign buildings could be located on the north, east, and 
west sides of the Smithsonian grounds, or on the space extending from the 
White Lot to the National Observatory. 

On the reclaimed flats could be located the various temporary buildings which 
will be needed for private exhibits at - World's Fair in 1892. 1892. 

national preg for the various pur, 
erence to the d spp pre 


The adaptability and advantages of sengat 

poan mentioned may readily be seen by refi 
llustrate the suggested location of the pasos yong buildin, 

But a few of the buildings need be erected by the United States, and the ex- 
pense of those few would be a safe investment, for such buildings as an Ameri- 
can museum, American hall, and American iy asie areabsolutely needed by 
the Government, and would remain permanently as its own property. 

Looking down from Capitol Hill upon the park thus im ed one would 
witness a panorama of nations, and on the other hand the American sister na- 
tions there encamped could look up to the Washington Monument, the Capitol, 
the Executive Mansion, and the various other surrounding edifices of the Fed- 
pab Government and see the capital of the United States in all its grandeur and 
glory, 

ity would, in effect, be a permanent congress of the three Americas, something 


in harmony with the spirit of the times, as is evidenced by the numerous bills * 


recently introduced in the Senate and House providing for a temporary conven- 
tion of American nations. 

For the firsttime in the four hundred years since their discovery by ee 
the three Americas are beginning to appreciate the transcendent im 
amore intimate acquaintance with each other. Both political parties int ne 


United States are committed to this idea in w recent national forms, and 
public sentiment demands the inauguration of an hemispheri Brad based 
u more intimate social and commercial relations between the various sister 


The business necessity for a permanent orpoen of the three Americas can 
kyt pos appreciated by reference to a few trade statistics. 

veal annual manufactures, which erie e census penetra ending 1880 
aoe "$5,309, 579,191 in value, but 2 p 2 per cent. find markets. This is, in- 
deed, an astonishing state state of affairs,a defect in relations with 
the outside world which must be remedied. 

But we need not look to Europe for adequate outlets for manufactures, for it 
is well supplied and has a surplus of its own for export, We must rather look 
to the open, unsupplied, Ne oe ain markolni opa of popiah and Portuguese Amer- 

and un 


Looking in that direction, what tas we find? 

On the continent, south of the United States, are — ra enuadtp sg p re- 

publics, the Portugese-American rt rik re eenen and four European colonies. 
They have a total population of consumers, and an Anp of about 


8,000,000 square miles, or more than doub. reee that of the United Sta 
In climate, resources, supply, and they are the reverse apt comple- 
ment of the United serge Comm: with such countriesare there- 


fore in acco: ith sound laws of ae and political economy. 
They Sne exceedin, mely deficient in manufactures. 
They need our caliway iron and supplies, farming onpionients, cotton and 
woolen foods, boots and shoes, sewing-machines, telegraph and telephone sup- 
ocks and watches, notions, and pay nem. by and one articles of our in- 
ape skill. 
need their coffee and sugar, tropical fruits, hard woods, fiber plants, and 
other raw aaia 5 
In brief, these countries represent twenty American Indias whose unsupplied 
and inviting trade-ficlds we will find most profitable to-occupy with our surplus 
energy, a —_ 1, “pansy S ana Pant eer a At pom resent, however, our share of 
small. Their total foreign commerce, exports and 
raor re iam apna apria rome is in value as follows: 


The Republic of Mexico.......cssssssemrees 
The fiye Central American republics... 


Of this total trade the United States controls but $126,822,000, or less than one- 
fifth part, the lion's share being monopolized by Great Britain, France, and 
other European powers, 

Of the total annual imports of these twenty countries, which amount Lo $393,- 
812,000 in value, we supply but one-seventh part, 


1886. i CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3663 


1. American Museum. 2. American Art Galery 3. American Hall. State and Territorial bec vg ain. 5. Mazin 6. Peru. 7. Chili. 
8. Argentine Republic. 9. Venezuela. 10. Brazil. Bolivia. 12. Guate: Phy 13. Costa. Hi ca. 4. Nicaragua. 15. Salvador. 16. Honduras, 
17. Paraguay. 18 Uruguay. 19, Ecuador, “2, United States of Colombia. 21. American Zoological Garde en, 22, Statue of Columbus, 


3664 


There is no better way to cure this serions defect than by inviting the several 
American nations to; er under one roof to'a grand exposition of their respect- 
ive resources and industries, 

But new markets for lus manufactures are only a portion of the benefits 
which the United States will derive from the pro) exposition. 

According to a recent and elaborate report to the State Department by one of 
our consuls abroad, citizens of the United States alone spend each year in 
Europe for travel, pleasure, art, education, and similar purposes upward of 

,000,000, ‘The Spanish-American republics and Brazil do the same thing on 
a smaller scale, but perhaps nearly as much in the aggregate. Why not make 
the art, educational, and other-attractions and advantages of W; ngton such 
thata portion of this enormous capital will be Kept at home, and European 
travel and capital attracted here? It can be done if t 
iş carried out on the scale and in the manner pro ri 

The capitals of most of the prominent European nations have hsd world’s 
fairs: London in 1851, Dublin in 1853, London in 1862, Paris in 1867, London in 
1871, Vienna in 1873, and Parisin 1878. 

It is time the capital of the United States should pon by their example in 
this respect, and there is no time to lose if we are to have an exposition in 1889, 
1892, and permanently thereafter, 

It will require one year for the necessary legislation by Congress, at least 
another for legislation by the forty-six States and Territories and the various 
nations of the other Americas, leaving but one year before the centennial of the 
Constitution, and four years before the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America, for the erection of permanent buildings, the collection of ex- 
hibits, and other necessary work, 

It is evident, therefore, we can do but little more than inaugurate the enter- 
prise in 1889, leaving the grand consummation for 1892, 

No occasion could be more appro} for such an inauguration than the 4th 
of March, 1889, the one hundredth birthday of the Constitution, and the date of 
the inau: ration of the next President of the United States, in which celebration 
the presidents of the fifteen American sister republics, whose organic laws are, 
pts greater or less extent, copied from our Constitution, should be invited to par- 


hen the exposition is complete, in 1892, the President of the United States, 
the A pen ree of the fifteen American sister republics, the Emperor of Brazil, 
the Governor-General of Canada, the King of Italy, where Columbus was born, 
and the Queen of Spain, from which country he sailed, should unite in unyeil- 
ing a colossal statue of the illustrious discoverer of America, which statue should 
be located in the center of the permanent exposition grounds at Washington. 
The first cent of the Republic has been mainly devoted to home affairs, 
vernment, the material devel- 
the adjustment o! Lipa aon disputes, and the con- 


struction of transpo: à 

The time has now arrived when the United States is entering upon what may 
aa e MOIY submis ENAS the proposed permanent exposition of 

e fore y subm: e pro} permanent ex on o! 
the three Americas is in accord with the spiri of the times, and that it will exert 
an educational, industrial, commercial, and political influence of great practical 
importance and value. 
Very respectfully, 


e permanent exposition 


WM. B. WEBB, Chairman. 
ALEX, D. ANDERSON, Secretary. 
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Bartlett, Wm. A.  Davidge, Walter Hine, L. G. Iurray, Charles T, 
Be _ WW. Da i Hopkins, Archibald Murtagh, W. J. 
Bell, 0. J. Davis, H. E. Houghton, W.H. Niles,S. V. 
Berret, J.G. Davis, Jobn Hub G.G. Norment, Samuel 
Beve: M.W. Davis, L.J. Hudson, Edmond Noyes, Crosby S. 
Blair, Woodbury Dent, Josiah Hume, Frank Olmstead, J. F. 

e, L. L. Dickson, William Hunton, Eppa Ordway. N.G. 
Boteler, Alex. R. X Hurt, EEA Oyster, E. W. 
Boteler, J. W. Dedge, W. E. Hutchins, Stilson P; orace F, 
Boyle, Watson u, ‘k Hutchinson, Elias ine, H. E. 
Brackett, Fred, Dulany, H. G Huyck, J.V. N. Parker M. M. 

ord, R. B. Duncanson, C.C, Jeffries, N, L. yne, JG: 
Bradford, Robert H.Dunlop, George T, Johnson, E. Kurtz Pearson, George W, 
Bradley, Charles 8. Ee ba! Py i Kau n, 8. Perry, R. Ross 
Bradley, Jos. H, ly, A: Kent, Lindon Perry, Seaton 
Bright, RS. Edmonds, J. B. Kilbourn, Hallet Phillips, Samuel F, 
Britton, A. T. Elliott, H. R. King, Henry oor, F. W. 

Ellis, E. John King, Horatio Portner, R. 

y mery, M.G. Klingle, J. P. Powell, J. W. 
Brown, Sevellon Ennis,JohnF. Laird, Wm Pratt, A. S. 
Cc. Entwistle, Thomas Lambie, J. B. Purvis, ©. B. 


Lansburg, Gustave Ramsdell, H. J. 
J. Lawrence, J.S, Rapley, W.W. 
N. W. Fisher, Thomas J. Leiter, L. Z. Raum, Green 
Lemon, George E. Richardso 
Lenman, John T, Rickey, J.K. 
, R. C. Lipscomb, W. P. ddle, A.G. 
Carson, John M, Galt, M. W. Loring, George B. Riggs, E. Francis 
Cartter, D. K., Galt, William M. Lovejoy, B.G. Ro n, Beverly 
Cassels, John Gardner, Lawrence Lowry, Archibald Roessle, T, E, 
Caverly, Edward Gardner, Marcellus Ludlow, William Roose, W. S. 
Chamberlain, J. F, Garnett, A. Y. P. Luttrell, T, J. 
Chandler, Jeff, Gilbert, H. P. Lydecker G, T, Schle 
Chandler, Wm. ®©, Glover, ©. O. Lynch, John 


Charlton, B. Gordon, Wm, A. hur,Arthur Selden, W. H. 
Church, Gorham, George C.MacFeely, Robert Semken, H, 

Clagett, W, H. Gray, W. Bruce MeCulloch, Hugh Shafer, Charles A. 
Clapp, å. M, Green, O. O. McGuire, F. B, Shellabarger, Sam'l 
Clark, Daniel Greene, O, D. Mellhenny,Geo. A. Shriver, John S, 
Clephane,Lewis Guy, B. F. McIntire, Cranch Smithmeyer, J. L. 
Cluss, Adolph Hagner, A. B. McIntire, W. ©. Somerville,Thomas 
,Cochran,Geo.W. Hagner, Peter V. McKee, D. R. Sowers, Z.'T. 
Conger kB, Hartley, E.D, McKibbon, Joseph Spofford, A. R. 
Cook, John F. Harvey, J. E. McLean, John R. Spofford, O. W. 
Cooke, H. D. Hay, Ed. B. McLean, Wash. Stanton, J. O. 
Corkhill,George B. Hayes, A. A. Madigan, F. P. Staples, O. G. 


additions to 
pal cities, 


* The project being both national and international in its sco 
the board will be made from the various States and Territories, pr 
and boards of trade throughout the United States, 
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Suit, S. T. 
Sylvester, R. H. 
Sypher, J. Hale 


Thompson, W.S. Warder, B. H. 
Totten, Enoch Warner, B, H.. 
Townshend, , Smith Watterson, D. A. 


Willard, If. A. 
Willett, R. H. 
Williams, W. B. 
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Tenney, F. Verdi, T. 5. West, J. R. Wilson, J. O. 
Thompson, Charles Vogt, J. L. Wheatley, Sam'l E. Witherbee, A, Scott 


Thompson, J. Ford Waggaman 


z ,T.E. Wheatley, William Wolf, Simon 
Thompson, John W. Walker, D.S. White, E. E. 


Woodward, S. W. 


Thompson, Phil. B. Ward, ÉK. .Willard, C. C. Wright, Marcus J. 
BALTIMORE MEMBERS, 

Abell, A. 8. Dulany, John M. Hooper, W.J. Pangborn, J. G. 

Agnus, Felix Garrett, Robert Hunt, Germon H. Powell, W. 8. 

Bartlett, D. L. Gary, J. A, Hurst, J. E. Robinson, J. M. 

Bland, J. R. Gill, O. A. Jackson, L. L. Supplee, J. Frank 

Conklin, D. E, Toen, Ernest Lord, 0. K. 

Dixon, John D. Iood, J. M. McShane, Hen: 


WILLIAM. B. WEBB, Chairman. 
E. KURTZ JOHNSON, Treasurer, 
ALEXANDER D. ANDERSON, Secretary. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 


Abraham, Lewis Douglass, Fred'k Johħnson, E. Kurtz Richardson, F. A. 
Adams, George W. Fox, E. W. Kilbourn, Hallet Sowers, Z.T. 
Anderson, Alex. D. Gorham, George C. M: der, John H. Webb, William B. 


Baker John A. Hill, Charles 8, Mullett, A. B. Wolf, Simon 
Chandler, Jeff, Hopkins, Archibald Ordway, N. G. 
Cooke, H. D, Hutchins, Stilson P; orace F. 

: WILLAM B. WEBB, Chairman, 


ALEXANDER D. ANDERSON, Secretary. 
PENSION BILLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there isno further morning busi- 
ness the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
private pension bills reported favorably by the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH BRIDESBURG ARSENAL GROUNDS, 


Mr. CAMERON. Iask consent for the passage of the bill (S. 1105) 
granting the night of way to the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Com- 
pany through the grounds at Bridesburg, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it does not lead to debate I make no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. It will not cause debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it does not lead to debate I shall make no objection, 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall not debate it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and also the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs; which was tostrike out all after the 
enacting clause and to insert: 

That the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Company is hereby authorized to 
construct its railroad across the grounds of the United. States forming a part of 
the grounds of the arsenal at Bridesburg, in Philadelphia County, in the State 
of Pennsylvania; and for that purpose saidcompany is hereby granted a width 
of 30 feet across said munds for its right of way through the grounds afore- 
said: Provided, That the location of said road through said grounds shall be 
outside of the present inclosing-wall of said arsenal on the Delaware River; and 
the railroad be provided with a draw-bridge of sufficient size on the creek, 
and facilities for crossing said railroad to wharves, &c., all of which shall be 
constructed to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War: Provided further, That 
the United States shall have, free of charge, the right to connect with said rail- 
road any tracks laid within the arsenal grounds for Government uses; And pro- 
vided further, That when said right of way shall cease to be used for the purpose 
aforesaid the same shall revert to the United States. 

Sec. 2, That the right to repeal, alter, or amend this act is reserved to Con- 
gress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How long is this tract? What is its length? 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘Two hundred or 300 yards long and 30 feet wide. 
Tt is to enable the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Company, a branch 
of the Philadelphia and Trenton road, to build a side track to reach 
some wharves onthe Delaware River. They cannotreach those wharves 
without passing through these grounds. A similar right was given to 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company the other day to build their 
main track. This will enable the arsenal to have two outlets for any 
business, one by the Pennsylvania road and the other by the Baltimore 
and Ohio road. l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the bill ought to have the same restrictions 
that the other had in it as to the use of this space for cars passing, with- 
out doing any other business, 

Mr. CAMERON. This is outside the walls altogether and can not 
interfere with the Government business in any way. The other pro- 
vision was with regard to the nayal asylum, and not with regard to the 
arsenal grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). Is there 


objection to the present consideration of the bill? The Chair hears_ 


none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to know whether the War Depart- 
ment, and especially the Ordnance Department, have been consulted 
in regard to this? 

Mr. CAMERON. Notonly consulted but they prepared thisamended 
bill, ‘The bill as read at the desk is the bill prepared by the Ordnance 
Department as a substitute for the original bill introduced by my col- 


league. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ipresumeit isall right, but we passed a bill within 
a fortnight which allowed a railway track across the entire water front 


1886. 
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of the Schuylkill arsenal grounds; and now this proposes to take a slice. 
of another arsenal in that vicinity. 

Mr. CAMERON. The advantage to the arsenal is that it gives it 
two outlets, one by the Baltimore and Ohio and another by the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad, and I think it is a benefit to the Government to have 
that advantage. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ifthe War Departmentis satisfied I shall make no 
objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. Itis perfectly satisfied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported es Committee on Military Affairs to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and insert the substitute which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT LEAVENWORTH. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first pension bill on the Calendar 
will be reported. f 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishouldlike to appeal to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire fora moment. I shall be obliged to be out of the Chamber after 
a short time, during all day probably. I wish to call up Senate bill 
1352, to grant aright of way ugh a military reservation in the State 
of Kansas to a railroad, and I will state that it is important the pill 
should pass soon if it passes atall, because the time for the construction 
of the railroad is running on and the parties concerned are very anxious 
to go ahead with it. Iam satisfied it will take but a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made an agreement that I would, as far as I was con- 
cerned, give way to the Senator from Pennsylvania and to the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS, I will state tothe Senator from New Hampshire that 
I will not trespass on his courtesy this morning. I will let my matter 
go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the bill of the Senator from Kansas likely to lead 
to debate? 

Mr. PLUMB. If it does, I shall withdraw the application for its 
consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (S. 1352) granting the right of way to the 
venworth, Northern and Southern Railway Company through the 
mili reservation at Fort Leavenworth. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN F. KELLEY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first pension bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 838) granting an increase of pension to General Benjamin F. 
Kelley. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin 
F. Kelley, late a brigadier-general in the Army, at the rate of $100 per 
month, in lieu of the pension which he now receives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAMDEN 
March 22, 1886: . 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 838) for the in- 


crease of the pension of Benjamin F, Kelley, late brigadier-general, and major- 
general by tates United States Army, have had the same under considerat: jon, 


and report: 

a from the record that B. F. Kelley was commissioned colonel of the 
irginia Regiment, United States Army, May 25,1861,and was mustered 
tty ome 1861, hi missioned as bi i ral of vol 

on ,he was com ioned as er-general of volun- 
xi — une 1, 1865. 


injured bya gunos wound, fracturing the bones of 
lungs. oe orcad heiyg extracts from 
se 


fu : 

“Geni B. F. "Kelley, of bade hag esp ra the very first ment of loyal 
troops south of Mason and Dixon’s line axing. the late war, and was commis- 
nanea oe “neg of the regiment May 25, 1861, and mustered into the service of the 

“By order of General McClellan, then commanding the Department of the 
Ohio, Colonel Kelley was directed to assume command of all the loyal troops 
then in Virginia, and all other troops that had been ordered to report to him. 

“On the 27th of May, 1861, Colonel Kelley left Wheeling with his ent for 
Grafton, on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, followed the next day by the Six- 
teenth Ohio and Ninth Indiana. 

“Grafton, at that time, was held by a confederate force under command of 
Colonel Porterfield, 


forces. 
“On the afternoon of the 2d of June Kelley moved on to Philippi, marching 
all night through a drenching rain, and attacked the enemy at 4 o'clock on the 


wago' 
* Colonel Kelley, commanding, was severely, and at first thought to be mor- 
ving making the charge, through the right 
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“As an evidence of the high appreciation of his conduct, attention is called to 
the following telegrams from Generals McClellan and Morris: 

“ CINCINNATI, June 3, 1861. 
“To Gen, T. A, Morris: 

‘Say to Colonel Kelley that I can not yet believe it possible that one who has 
opened his career so brilliantly can be mortally wounded. In the name of the 
country I thank him for his conduct, which has been the most brilliant episode 
of the war thus far. If it can cheer him in his last moments, tell him I can not 
repair his paag em that I only regret that I can not be by his side in person, 


' God bless him. 
“GEORGE B. McCLELLAN.” 
“Grarron, June 3, 1861. 
“To Colonel KELLEY: 


“Sie: I am extremely pleased and ly gratified at your gallant and sole 
dierly conduct in the expedition which owes its success to your t con- 
duct, I feel that your country owes you a deep debt of gratitude for your serv- 
ices on the occasion and a grateful people can not but render to you that 


honor you so richly deserve. 
“T, A. MORRIS, Brigadier-General.” 


[Extract from General Morris's report.] 


"I am extremely sorry to report that the gallant Colonel Kelley, of the First 
Virginia Regiment, while leading the attack of hiscolumn, fellseverely wounded 
by a shot in the breast. The wound, at first supposed to be mortal, I am glad to 
know will only deprive us of his valuable counsels and assistance for a few 
weeks, Much of the success ofour attack is due to him. His thorough knowl- 
ongs of the country, his skill in rendering that knowledge available, his cool 
and unflinching courage will deprive us for the time of a great support,” 

[Extract from General McClellan's report.] 

“Colonel Kelley, who conducted the movement on Philippi with marked 
ability and zeal, received a severe wound early in the action, which at the time 
as supposed to be mortal, but I am now happy to say he is considered out of 

anger,” 

“From the moment he received my orders at Wheeling to move on Grafton up 
to the time he was wounded he has exhibited in an eminent degree the qualities 
of an efficient commander, and I take this esac of renewing my recom- 
mendation for his promotion to the rank of brigadier-general.”’ 

It will be observed that General Kelley not only organized the first loyal regi- 
ment in the entire South, but that he fought and won the first victory achieved 
on Southern soil, in which he was severely wounded. The war record shows 
an unbroken series of brilliant achievements by him during the whole war. 

General Kelley is now in his seventy-ninth year, and for the want of means 
necessary to the support of himself and family he has been forced to seek and 
rare a a subordinate position in the Pension Office, where he issubject to all the 
rigid rules and exactions incident to the conduct of that be eae ners 

He is frequently disabled for duty in consequence of an almost constant cough 
and other effects of his wound, which necessarily involve loss of time and pay, 
and in the course of nature will soon be totally disabled for clerical duty. 

Your committee, in view of the marked and liar services rendered by 
General Kelley, which makes his case an ee onal one—considering the fact 
that he raised the first Union regiment south of Mason and Dixon’s line, fought 
the first battle, and was the first officer wounded in the war, and that after recov- 
ering he continued in the service with marked ability to the close of the war, 
receiving many testimonials of Sg Therap from his commanding officers and 
the Government, and considering his age and necessigjes—your committee are 
of the opinion that, now in his advanced and still suffering from the effects 
of his wound, he should be relieved from the necessity of dai 7 physical labor 
for his support, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY HELENA MAHAN. 


The bill (S. 1463) granting arrears of pension to Mary Helena Må- 
han, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to readjudicate the pension claim of Mary Helena 
Mahan, widow of Dennis H. Mahan, as if her application had been 
filed in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions prior to the 1st of 
July, 1880, and to pay her a pension at the rate prescribed by law from 
the date of death of Dennis H. Mahan. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MARGARET HUNTER HARDIE. 


The bill (S. 1133) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Hunter 
Hardie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Margaret Hunter Hardie, widow of Byt. Maj. 
Gen. James A. Hardie, formerly Inspector-General of the Army, to $50 
per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH E. HENRY. 

The bill (S. 1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. Henry was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah E. Henry, widow of George Henry, late of 
Company E, Second United States Cavalry and general service, United 
States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID M’KINNEY. 

The bill (S. 892) granting a pension to David McKinney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of David McKinney, late a private in Capt. Nathan 
Boon’s company, serving under General Dodge, in the Black Hawk 
war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that in lieu of that bill the Senate take 
up House bill 792, which has passed the House, is now pending, and 
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is identical with this bill. 
sent for the bill and will have it here in a minute. This 
by the Senate committee just about the time the House bill got 


but I have 
‘was re- 


Ido not find it on the Cal 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Perhaps this bill had better be passed 
over informally. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now send to the desk the bill (H. en pee 
ing a pension to David McKinney, which is the same as Senate bill 
I presume it has not been acted upon by the Committee ay tence 
and I move thatthe Committee on Pensions be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and then let it be taken up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I remember the case. It is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Com- 
mittee on Pensions will be discharged from the further consideration 
oo the House bill. 

unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proce to consider the bl (H. R. 792) granting a pension to David 


Tro talk wan s0srted ts tale Handi iih aani, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate bill No. 892 will be in- 
definitely postponed. 


DANIEL KAIN. 


The bill (H. R. 1821) granting a pension to Daniel Kain was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the nameof Daniel Kain, latea private in Company K, Twenty- 
seventh Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MERRITT LEWIS. 

The bill (S. 1950) ting an increase of to Merritt Lewis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Merritt Lewis, 
late a private in Company K, Seventh Michigan Cavalry, at the rate of 
$60 a month, in lieu of the sum he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. CRIMMINS. 


The bill (S. 160) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on pension-roll the name of Mary E. Crimmins, 
widow of Patrick late a machinist’s helper in the United 


States Navy, inservice at the naval torpedo station, Goat Island, Rhode 
Island. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUSTA M. RICHARDS. 

The bill (H. R. 1107) granting a to Augusta M. Richards 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Augusta M. Richards, a volunteer nurse 
in the late war, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 

The bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of ion to William P. 
Squires was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘in lieu of,” to strike out 
‘what’? and insert ‘the pension;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


pany C, Seventy- Illinois V. Volunteer Infantry, at the Tate of $50 per month, 
a of the pension heis now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
MARGARET FLAHERTY. 

The bill (H. R. 1475) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, the name of Margaret Flaherty, 
dependent stepmother of Bartlett Flaherty, late a private in Company 
F, Thirty-first Maine Volunteers, to commence March 3, 1885. 

"The bill was reported to-the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN P. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 1468) increasing the pension of John P. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of John P. Davis, late a of Com; H, Twelfth Reg- 
per month. 


sergeant 
iment New Hampshire Volunteers, from $12 to 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M. MILTON. 


The bill (H. R. 4125) prung s paion to John M. Milton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John M. Milton, dependent father of Charles A. 
Milton, late a private in Company B, Second Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, and at the time of his death a medical cadet, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $8 th from March 3, 1885. 

a DIE waa sense ted: tothe Devlase-withhons AAAA, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOIS HOLT. 


The bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to Lois Holt was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole.. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at the rate of $3 per month, the name of Lois Holt, mother 
of Harvey Holt, late a private in Company I, Second Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

3 MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 

The: PIIN. C70) io: arema the porsin: of tbe- widar ofthe. Isie 
Commander T. A. M. Craven was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to increase the pension now allowed by law to 
Marie Louise Craven, widow of the Ilate Commander T. A. M. Craven, 
ee ee SOO: eE DORAN 

Mr. HAWLEY. Can the chairman of the committee inform me 
whether or not a House bill to the same effect has been sent here? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no recollection of seeing such a House bill. I 
do not think it has come to the committee, and I do not think it has 

the House. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN ATKINSON. 


The bill (S. 1156) granting an increase of to Ann Atkinson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Ann Atkinson, late widow of Hopeful 
Toler, who was a soldier in Capt. Henry Saint George Tucker’s com- 
pany of mounted rifles, of Virginia, war of 1812, at the rate of $16 per 
month, in lieu of what she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered. to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABEL COMSTOCK. 

The bill (S. 1016) granting an increase of pension to Abel Comstock 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Abel Comstock, late a private in Com- 
pany C, Twenty-first Regiment Ohio Veteran Infantry Volunteers, at 
the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of what he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
FET Ter a aa; read the third time, and passed. 

MARY MARSH. 

The bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh was considered. 
as in Committeeofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary Marsh, daughter of the late Charles Marsh, of Com- 
pany A, Fifth New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


Mr. HOAR. , would suggest that by unanimous consent, as it would 
save a good deal of fatigue to the Secretary, the formal parts of the bills 
may be omitted in the reading, and that he merely announce what the 
billis. They are all bills granting pensions or arrears of i Let 
him merely read, ‘‘ Mary Merritt,” “ Nancy B. Leach,” &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That suggestion will ba followed if 


there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. The merely was that the number of the bill 
and the order of business be stated and that it is a bill granting a pen- 
sion to so-and-so, omittingall the rest. That course has been taken at 
former sessions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The order of business ought to be announced each 
time, so that we may keep on the track of the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection being made, the course 
suggested will be pursued. 

NANCY B. LEACH. 

The bill (S. 357) granting arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that Nancy B. Leach, mother of Bradford Leach, 
late of Company I, Twelfth New Hampshire Volunteers, was placed on 
the pension-roll on the 25th of Jane, 1881. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to pay to Nancy B. Leach 
a pension at the rate prescribed by law from the date of the death of 
Bradford Leach. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

; CHARLES J. ESTY. 

The bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charles J. Esty, late a private in Company H, 
Tenth New Hampshire Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES N. SEBASTIAN, 


The bill (S. 686) granting a ion to Charles N. Sebastian was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the e Itp to. place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charles N. Sebastian, late of Company A, Second 
New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. M. LOUISE BUTLER. 


The bill (S. 773) granting a ion to M. Louise Butler was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and 
insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


; Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. Louise Butler, ct ee of George 

Butler, late a major of marines in the service of the United States, aun per her 

a 


at the rate of. r month; id in lieu of an: 
pension at ther ‘$40 pe: said pension to be in lieu of any she may 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ` 
AMELIA J. GILL, 

Mr. BLAIR. The next case, Order of Business 398, a bill (S. 684) 
granting a pension to Amelia J. Gill, has been acted on by the House, 
and its bill is Order of Business 615. I ask that that be now taken up 
and acted on. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to Amelia 
J. Gill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Amelia 
J. Gill, a velunteer nurse in the late war, at the rate of $25 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 684) granting a pension to Amelia J. Gill was indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

SIDNEY B. TULLAR. 


The bill (S. 483) to restore Sidney B. Tullar to the pension-roll was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to restore to and place on the pension-roll the name of 
Sidney B. Tullar, late first lieutenant of Company B, Sixteenth Wis- 
consin Infantry, and to pay him at the same rate, $12 per month, that 
he Feoeren before, and to be paid from the time he was suspended from 
the roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS S. HOPKINS. 


The bill (S. 183) for the rélief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Com- 
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides that Thomas 8, Hopkins, late a private in 
Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers, now on the ion-roll, shall 
be exempted, by reason of mental incapacity, from the limitation pre- 
scribed in section 2 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1879, en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for payment of the arrears 
of pensions granted by act of proved January 25, 1879, and 
for other purposes,” and that there ae Seren tee same rate 
of pension and the same arrears as if his application for a pension had 
been filed with and allowed by the Commissioner of Pensions prior to 
June 16, 1880. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
5 AMY A. LEWIS, 

The bill (LI. R. 1579) for the relief of Amy Lewis was considered as 
in Committee of the.Whole. It proposes to restore to the pension-roll 
the name of Amy A. Lewis, widow of J. H. Lewis, late of the Twelfth 
Battalion New York Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH KAHLER, 
The bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kahler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Kahler, widow of Christian Kahler, 


late a private in Lieut. William F. Martin’s company, Second Battalion 


Veteran Reserve Corps Cavalry, and who was discharged the 27th of 
July, 1865, at Annapolis, Md., by reason of a gunshot wound received 
in battle. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NEWTON 0. BAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Newton O. Baker, of Lockport, N. Y., late of the 
Twenty-third Independent Battery, New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELEANOR C. BANGHAM: 

The bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham, was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 4, the word “‘ pension-roll,’’ to strike out ‘‘de novo;’’ 
so as to‘make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of Eleanor C. oe widow of 
wwe. EBAD ate a private in Company M, First Regiment New York Light 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS G. NEWNAM. 


The bill (H. R. 1367) to place the name of Thomas G. Newnam on 
the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place the name of Thomas G. Newnam, late of Company K, 
Ninth Missouri Regiment State Militia Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH L. BRAGG. 


The bill (H. R. 1574) granting a pension to Sarah L. Bragg was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name ef Mrs. Sarah L. Bragg, _ 
late an Army hospital matron, and the widow of George Bragg, formerly 
a private in Company A, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment of New 
York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELMIRA M. DORMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elmira M. Dorman, minor child of James Dor- 
man, late of Company A, First iment Kansas Volunteers, and to 

y to her legally constituted guardian, for her sole use and benefit, 
B10 per month until she arrives at the age of sixteen years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN D. HAM, 


The bill (S. 1998) for the relief of John D. Ham was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John D. Ham, late a private of Company M, First Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Cavalry, also a private in Company G, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Cavalry, and in Company E, ‘Twenty-first Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA 0, HUTCHINGS. 

The bill (S. 1382) for the relief of Lydia O. Hutchings was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lydia O. Hutchings, mother of George T. Pome- 
roy, late a private in Company C, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET WELCH. 

The bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Harriet Welch was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, after the word ‘‘ Volunteers,” in line 6, to strike out the words 
‘*at the rate of eight dollars per month, and two dollars per month for 
each of her children under the age of sixteen years,” and to insert the 
words, ‘‘and her minor children;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Harriet Weich, 


Trent Wiscsasta Velusiosrs, asd her inae ahilaree, eunjece to tao brovisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. : 

MICHAEL DALY. 

The bill (S. 983) granting a pension to Michael Daly was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Michael Daly, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATHIAS WONDRAK. 


The bill (S..1384) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

on-roll the name of Mathias Wondrak, late a private in Company 

Twentieth Regiment United States Infantry, who served eleven 

years in the United States Army and was honorably discharged for dis- 

ability incurred in the service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID C. PAULLUS. 


The bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of David C. Paullus was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of David C. Paullus, late a private in Company D,. 
Second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, in the war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

‘ DANIEL CONNOLLY. 


The bill (H. R. 225) granting a pension to Daniel Connolly was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Daniel Connolly, late of Company K, Second 
ent Connecticut Artillery Volunteers. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES MORGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 618) granting ion to James Morgan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ol It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Morgan, late a private in Company E, 
Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Infantry, now a resident of Allerton, Iowa. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN WOOLLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 443) granting a pension to Susan Woolley, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Susan Woolley, of Indiana, widow of Benjamin 
Woolley, late a private in Company C, Ninetieth Regiment of Ohio Vol- 
unteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, MARY C. RINGGOLD. 


The bill (S. 516) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary C. 
Ringgold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty ” 
and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Intérior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on. the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C. Ringgold, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $U per month, in lieu of the pension she now receives, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NATHANIEL TAYLOR, 

The bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Nathaniel Taylor, late a private in Company 
Fifty-sixth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY G. COLBY. 

The bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary G. Colby was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, the name of Mary G. Colby, 
widow of Amos C. Colby, latea private in Company I, Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARTHA E. TURNEY. i 


The bill (H. R. 226) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Martha E. Turney, widow of James M. 
oe late a private in Company H, First Regiment of Connecticut 


Vi . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN DEFENBAUGH. 


The bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to John Defenbaugh was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Defenbaugh, late a private in Company 
K, Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, now a 
resident of Creston, Iowa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE COLLINS. 


The bill (H. R. 613), for the relief of Catherine Collins, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Catherine Collins, the dependent mother of John 
Collins, late of Company G, Eighth Veteran Keserve Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ANNA D. W. EICHMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 602) granting a pension to Mrs, Anna D. W. Eich- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It aeoea to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman, of 
Dubuque city, Iowa, widow of Nicholas Eichman, late second sergeant 
of eg sas G, Sixteenth Regiment of Iowa infantry. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 


The bill (H. R. 1937) for increase of pension to A. Schuyler Sutton 
was consid as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of A. Schuyler Sutton, late acting lieutenant- 
colonel of the Ninety-fifth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of 
$40 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. AMY A. HURST. : 

The bill (H. R. 3538) granting a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hurst was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


ion-roll the name of Amy A. Hurst, widow of Oliver P. Hurst, 
ate a sergeant of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun- 


teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DILLON BRIDGES. 

The bill (S. 652) granting a pension to Dillon Bridges was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. -It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Dillon Bridges, late captain of Company M, One 
hundred and thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN S. WILLIAMS. 
The bill (S. 789) granting a pension to John S. Williams was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of John S. Williams, late of Company K, Twelfth 
egiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM WEIGHTMAN, 

The bill (S. 612) granting a ion to William Weightman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Weightman, dependent father of Albert 
Weightman, late of Company L, Seventh Regiment Michigan Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. SHIELDS. 


The bill (S. 651) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Shields was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Beñjamin F. Shields, late of Company H, Eleventh 
Tennessee Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK LIGHTNER. 


The bill (H. R. 4118) Pace Fed sige to Frank Lightner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. APOS o mete rene’ je 
sion-roll the name of Frank Lightner, late of Company C, Sixty-fifth 


Regiment United States Col Troops. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF MICHAEL O'BRIEN. 
The bill (S. 1249) for the relief of the heirs of Michael O’Brien was 
read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This seems not to be strictly a pen- 


sion bill, and will be over. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a matter that has been before the Pension Com- 
mittee at the last as well as this. It is avery trifling matter, 
and I hardly think it is worth while, unless it be insisted upon by some 
one, to delay the consideration of the case. It is nothing but a land- 
warrant, = 


Mr. COCKRELL. One moment. Let that bill be read again. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. the report be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLarr 
from the Committee on Pensions March 30: 


‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1249) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Michael O’Brien, have examined the same and report: 

This bill was reported favorably by this committee during the last Congress 
(Senate report Ligh Asay Congress), which your committee adopt, and 


No. 
recommend the ol 
“That M; O'Brien enlisted as a private in Company E,Second United 


pan: 
States Infantry, January 19, 1819, and served continuously until finally dis- 
charged, by expiration of service, September 8, 1838; that he was promoted to 
rpa t, respectively, holding a sergeant’s commission at the 
e o! 


co 

dat his final boar e À 
“Yn consideration of this long and faithful service, and the fact that the heirs 

are in need of the relief asked for, the committee recommend the passage of the 


bill.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is establishing an entirely new principle, and 
I hope the Senator will not insist upon it. It is establishing the prin- 
ciple of granting land-warrants to soldiers in the regular Army, which 
has never been done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri has the 
right to object, as the bill does not come within the understanding. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


CHARLOTTE D. CROCKER. 


The bill (H. R. 650) granting an increase of — to Charlotte D.. 
Crocker was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Charlotte D. Crocker, widow of Brig. Gen. Mar- 
cellus M. Crocker, from $30 to $50 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

` GEORGE CLARK. 

The bill (S. 827) granting a pension to George Clark was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of George Clark, late of Company D, Second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL NICKELL. 


The bill (H. R. 925) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Rachel Nickell,” approved March 3, 1885, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toamend the act of March 3, 
1885, so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion Jaws, the name of Rachel Nickell, mother of Asbury Nickell, late of Com- 
pany I, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC MOORE. 


The bill (H. R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaac Moore was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Isaac Moore, late a private in Company F, Thirty- 
sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

D. P. SIMMONS. 


The bill (H. R. 2159) granting a pension to D. P. Simmons was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of D. P. Simmons, late a private in Company F, 
Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH K. GALLAGHER, 


The bill (H. R. 3627) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Galla- 
gher, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late 
colonel of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth K. Gallagher, widow of Bvt. Brig. 
Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late colonel of the Eleventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE H. CAMPBELL. 

The bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to George H. Campbell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George H. Campbell, late lieutenant-colonel 
of the One hundred and sixth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, of the late 
war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JEPTHA HORNBECK. 


The bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jeptha Hornbeck, late a private in Company I, 
One hundred and tifty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


E. B. SWEENY. 


The bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to E. B. Sweeny was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of E. B. Sweeny, late a member of the Signal 
Corps of the United States Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEwELL, 
from the Committee on Pensions, March 30: ; 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 3633, submit the 
following report: 

This committee present the following extracts from the report of the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensionssubmitted by them on this bill: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3633) granting a pension to E.B.Sweeny, report that they have carefully con- 
sidered this claim, and find that E, B. Sweeny, the claimant, enlisted for nine 
months in Company F,One hundred and bagi Same Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and at the expiration of this term of service he returned home, and 
reenlisted December 25, 1863,in the Signal Service, from which he was dis- 
charged August 22, 1865. . 

“ Claimant TEE Se that in June, 1865, in the night, on the march from Winches- 
ter to Berryville, he was crushed against the pommel of his saddle; that he could 
scarcely retain his seat until the next morning, when the detachment returned 
to Winchester; that he was relieved from duty and was unable to perform any 
service from that time until his final discharge. He alleges great difficulty in 
porn the necessary proof on account of the nature of the service in which 

e was engaged, the detachment being detailed for special duty, consisting fre- 
quently of six men from various organizations, with no regular surgeon to 
whom they could apply. 

“The evidence of his father and that of companions who knew him well in 
his earlier days, together with that of an Army comrade, sufficiently prove that 
he was entirely sound when heentered the service. Of this there is no question. 

“Charles F. Cross testifies that he was late chief signal officer in the United 
States Army; that claimant was in his command in the Shenandoah Valley, 
Virginia, in 1865, and that he is satisfied that claimant was injured in the di 
charge of his duty. 

“C, R, Morehead testifies that he was a member of the signal corps and st- 
tached to Lieutenant Cross’s detachment, and part of the time he tented with 
claimant. That he remembers he returned to camp from some detached duty 
disabled in such a manner as to disqualify him for duty. This was in theearly 
summer of 18655. That the claimant was furloughed home for a time in conse- 
quence of said disability. He further states that the injury was received while 
in the line of duty. This is about all the evidence which the claimant, for the 
reasons above stated, is able to procure as to the 
disability was received. 

“Dr. D. D. Taylor affirms that he has attended claimant a number of times 
during the last four years for acute diseases, and that in every case there was 
derangement of the liver and a lack of biliary secretion. He believes that the 
liver and the duodenum are the parts injured; that there is induration of the 
right lobe of the liver, which has been exciting cause of his acute attacks, 
and affiant thinks he will always be subject to these attacks, 

“Dr. John C, Taylor testifies that he made an examination of the claimant; 
that he has an enlargement in the right lumbar region, which he testifies to be 
due toa partial rupture of the abdomen, and that his belief is that no surgical 
skill can avail in the way of cure. 

“An analysis of the evidence shows (1) that claimant was undoubtedly a 
sound man when he entered the service, and that he remained so until the al- 
leged injury was received near Winchester; (2) that the injury was severe at the 
time, and that it disabled him from further active service; (3) that the effects of 
the injury continued, disabling him from hard work, frequently laying him up, 
and requiring the attendance of a poreca He is also poor and in great n 
of the help which the pension asked for would afford him. 

“In view of these your committee are of the opinion that this claim for 
a pension is a just one, and they therefore recommend the bill to the House for 
its favorable consideration.” 

Upon the foregoing statement of facts, and from a careful examination of 

pers, the committee are of the opinion that this bill should pass, and there- 

fore recommend the same. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL C; PECK, JR. 

The bill (H. R. 4131) granting a pension to Samuel C. Peck, jr., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel C. Peck, jr., of Plainfield, N. J., late 
captain of Company A, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading. read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISA J. M’FARLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 1940) granting a pension to Louisa J. McFarland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Louisa J. McFarland, of Richland County, 


time and manner in which his 
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Ohio, widow of Allen McFarland, late of Company E, One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALICE 8. HOLBROOK. 


The bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Alice S. Holbrook was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-roll the name of Alice S. Holbrook, daughter of James S. Hol- 

k, late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Massachusetts Volunteers, and 


to pay her a pension of $18 a month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to & | teers. 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT L. ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Albert L. Allen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Albert L. Allen, who was wounded while 
serving as a special agent of the Quartermaster’s Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RHODA DANE. 

The bill (H. R. 551) fone pension to Rhoda Dane was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Rhoda Dane, mother of George W. Dane, late of 
Company A, Thirty-third Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELISE BURKI. 

The bill (S. 843) granting a ion to Elise Burki was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Elise Burki, widow of John Burki, late captain of Com- 
pany E, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE DOYLE. 


The bill (S. 1367) granting an increase of pension to Catherine Doyle 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. - 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out “‘fifty”’ 
and insert “‘forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au“ 


e of 
pay Ee egy tls cute of $10 a eee in lien a Ag sone rien she wore 
receiving. 
The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM CHRISTIE. à 
The bill (H. R. 5024) granting Apa Christie was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
ion-roll the name of William Christie, late of Company A, Seventh 
iment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, to commence from 
the date when his name was dropped from the pension-roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FREDERICK BAUMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Frederick Bauman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll thename of Frederick Bauman, late a corporal of Company 
, of the One hundred and third Regiment New York Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PHILLIP D. CAMPBELL. 


The bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Phillip D. Campbell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Phillip D. Campbell, late of Company D, 
enty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET A. CASWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 1634) granting a pension to Margaret*A. Caswell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 


pension-roll the name of Margaret A. Caswell, widow of Egbert H. Cas- 
well, formerly of Company K, Thirty-fourth Regiment of New York 
Infantry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withoùt amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH STEWART. $ 
The bill (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart, widow of Lieut, 
Thomas L, Stewart, late of Company E, Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN DUBACH. 
The bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension to Benjamin Dubach was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp. to place on the 
eee gos the name of Benjamin Dubach, dependent father of Adolph 
bach, deceased, late a private in Company K, Tenth Kansas Volun- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. B. ALFERS. 


The bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs, B. Alfers was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, tostrike out ‘‘ Bretano ” and insert “‘ Brentano;” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 

directed to pay to Mrs. B. Alfers (his mother) the pension allowed to James R,. 

minor = ~ of Antoine Brentano, late a sergeant of Company B, Thirteen 
olunteers, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, LIZZIE E. COONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 3402) granting a pension to Mrs, Lizzie E. Cooney 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Lizzie E. Cooney, widow of George W. 
Cooney, late of Company C, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was repo; to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. FRANCIS HOPPER. 
The bill (H. R. 4918) granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper was 
i h in ret A i ot the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of J. Francis Hopper, late captain of Company 
C, Sixth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike‘out ‘' six- 
teen” and insert “‘twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h: y, di- 
rected to increase the of George W. Smith, late of Gompany E, Fortieth 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, to $24 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. THORNTON. 


The bill (H. R. 5252) granting a pension to John W. Thornton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John W. Thornton, of Lawrence, Kans., for 
gunshot wounds received in defending the city of Lawrence during the 
Quantrill raid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SILAS S. WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 1398) to grant a pension to Silas 8. White was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, to add to: the bill the words ‘‘at the rate of $18 per month;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
e eras cn areal oa a ee Oot Yaa ers 
peer ite Tienttations of the pension laws, at the rate of $18 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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EMELINE CRAWFORD. 

The bill (H.-R. 5527) granting a m to Emeline Crawford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roli the name of Emeline Crawford, widow of Daniel 8. Craw- 
ford, late a pros in Company A, Forty-seventh Regiment of Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add, ‘‘at the rate of $16 per month;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to pao on the pension-roll the name of Simmons W. Harden, late a 
private in pany L, First ment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, subject to 
the conditions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $16 per month, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. M. A. BICKERDYKE. 

The bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke, a noted Army 
nurse during the late war of the rebellion, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DR. J. F. BRUNER. 


The bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Dr. J. F. Bruner, late assistant surgeon of the 
Seventh Regiment of Missouri Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GERIAH COLLINS. 


The bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Geriah Collins was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro: to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Geriah Collins, Ppa of Company D, Thirty- 
third Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILOMENA E. NOLAN. 


The bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan was 
consi as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Philomena E. Nolan, of Stoneham, Mass., a 
disabled daughter of John Nolan, late a private in Company D, Thirty- 
third Massachusetts Volunteers, at $18 a month. . : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE A. ROBERTS. 

The bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of George A. Roberts was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro’ to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George A. ay sea o to, Minn., for di 
bilities incurred, as a member of Capt. William Bierbauer’s company 
of Mankato State Militia, in repelling an attack of hostile Sioux In- 
dians upon the village of New Ulm, in Minnnesota, during the outbreak 
of the Indians in August, 1862. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. FLINT. 

The bill (H. R. 5323) granting a pension to George W. Flint was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George W. Flint, late a member of Company 
D, Fifty-seventh Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT MORAN. 

The bill (H. R. 5551) for the relief of Robert Moran was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to increase the pension 
paid to Robert Moran, late lientenant-colonel of the Second Regiment 
of West Virginia Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC CHENOWETH. 


The bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Isaac Chenoweth, late first sergeant of Com- 
pany F, Thirtieth + Missouri Enrolled Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. FULLER. 

The bill (H. R. 1351) to restore to the pension-roll the name of An- 
drew J. Fuller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ns 
poses to restore to the pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Fuller, late 
a member of Company I, First Missouri State Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. i 

CAPT. ANTHONY HARSEL, 

The bill (H. R. 4114) granting spent Capt. Anthony Harsel was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Capt. Anthony Harsel, Nate of Company D, 
Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH LEFFMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 5706) for the relief of Elizabeth Leffman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole House. It proposes to place on the 
peeo the name of Elizabeth Leffman, widow of Lewis Leffman, 

te an ordnance sergeant in the United States Army, and to pay her 
a pension of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 

SARAH MANZ. 

The bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of Sarah Manz was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Sarah Manz, popao mother of Christian G. Manz, alias 
John Stevens, formerly of pany H, Sixty-seventh Regiment New 
York State Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

* TIMOTHY PAIGE. 
The bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. It ey Soy to on the ion-roll 
the name of Timothy Paige, father of Wilkinson W., P. te captain 
of Company M, of the Tenth Regiment of New York Ca Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SHADRACH BROWN. 


The bill (S. 134) granting an increase of pension to Shadrach Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Shadrach Brown, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the $37.50 per month heretofore allowed him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. i 

THOMAS M. COMMUCK. 


The bill (H. R. oe) aago y a pension to Thomas M. Commuck was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas M. Commuck, late a private in Com- 
pany H, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA A. NELSON. ý 

The bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lydia A. Nelson, widow of the late John W. Nel- 
son; of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment of New Hampshire Volun- 

TS. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
KATE AMANN. 

The bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension to Kate Amann was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Kate Amann, widow of Philip Amann, late apri- 
vate in Company D, Seventy-fifth Regiment Pennsylyania Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POLLY BELDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 4400) granting a ion to Polly Belden was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Polly Belden, of Westmore, Vt., dependent mother 
of Hemam Belden, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. LOU GOBRIGHT M’FALLS. 


The bill (S. 1267) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Go- 
bright McFalls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and 
insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the ion of $20 per month heretofore 
now allowed to Mrs. Lou Gobright Me widow of Capt, T 
Falls, be, and the same hereby is, increased to the sum of per month; and 
that the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, directed to pay to her the 
sum last mentioned per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ted and 
deus B. Me- 


BETSEY MARTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 4395) granting a pasen to Betsey Martin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Betsey Martin, widow of Jesse Martin, late of 
Capt. John Wheatley’s company of Vermont militia, in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD GEAR. 


The bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the ion-roll the name of Richard Gear, late a private in Company 
G, Twentieth Iowa Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of 
the pension heretofore allowed him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what will be the effect of 
the language used in the bill? Will it not be to give arrears at the in- 
creased rate? I fear so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not observe the reading of the bill. Let it be 
read again. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iam fearful that the word ‘heretofore’? would 
take it back and give arrears. I think we had better put in a clause 
limiting it, as that is evidently not the intention of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I move to add: 

To take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. BLAIR. There should be a general law, and a bill is being con- 
sidered by the committee which will guard all cases. There is no rea- 
son why this should be made an exception to it, and I have no objection 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. $ 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 4538) granting a on to Mary Ann Murphy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Ann Murphy, widow of John Murphy, 
deceased, late a landsman in the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS FERGUSON, 


. The bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of Thomas Ferguson was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas F m, formerly a member of Company 
B, Ninety-first Regiment Indiana State Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RINALDO R. SOMES. 


The bill (H. R. 5284) granting a pension to Rinaldo R. Somes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rinaldo R. Somes, late a lieutenant of Com- 
pany I, Fifth New Hampshire Volunteers. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM BRIDGES, JR. 

The bill (H. R. 4389) granting a pension to William Bridges, jr., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Brid jr., of Grafton, Vt., latea 
private in Company I, of the Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

x CORNELIA W. ELLIS. 


The bill (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to Cornelia W. Ellis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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pension-roll the name of Cornelia W. Ellis, widowof Edmund C. Ellis, 
late of the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. SNOW. 


_ The bill (H. R. 4122) granting a ion to Mary E. Snow was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary E. Snow, widow of Thomas Snow, late a 
captain in the Second New Hampshire Regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ANDREW J. HILL. 


The bill (H. R. 1471) increasing the sion of Andrew J. Hill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Hill, late adjutant of the Third 
New Hampshire Regiment, at the rate of $17 per month, in lieu of the 
sum now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A, GETTIS. 


The bill.(H. R. 2196) granting a potion to Sarah A. Gettis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah A. Gettis, dependent mother of Lewis J. 
Gettis, deceased, late a private in Company I, Thirtieth Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers, who enlisted under the name of Lewis J. McCoy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. SUFFALL. 

The bill (H. R. 553) granting a pension to William J. Suffall was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William J. Suffall, late of Company B, Twenty- 
first Indiana Volunteers, 

: The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time; and passed. 


CHARLES W. MINNIX. 


The bill (H. R. 934) granting a pension to Charles W. Minnix was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles W. Minnix, late a private in Company 
I, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PIEBE SAUNDERS. 

The bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Phebe Saunders was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pee on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Phebe Saunders, widow of John B. Saunders, late 
of Company K, One hundred and forty-third New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS A, THORNBURY. 

The bill (H. R. 928) granting a pension to Lewis A. Thornbury was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lewis A. Thornbury, late a sergeant in the 
Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES T. CASKEY. A 

The bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension to James T. Caskey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James T. Caskey, late a private in Company 
G, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS ASKEW. 

The bill (H. R. 1742) for the reliefof Thomas Askew was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Thomas Askew (colored), of Tyrrell County, North Caro- 
lina, who was wounded at Plymouth, North Carolina, in the year 1864, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANSON B. SAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Anson B. Sams, of Madison County, North Caro- 
lina, late of the Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETER F. SAEMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to Peter F. Saeman was con- 

sidered as inCommittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
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sion-roll the name of Peter F. Saeman, late of Company I, Seventh 
Pennsylvania Reserves. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FIDELIA A. CHENEY. 


The bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Fidelia A. Cheney, widow of Charles S. Cheney, 
deceased, late a soldier of Company G, Ninth Pennsylvania Reserves. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. YOUNG. 

The bill (S. 1248) granting a pension to John M. Young, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John M. Young, late of Company D, One hundred 
and twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and Company B, Seven- 
teenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; LIBBIE C. MONTIS. 


The bill (S. 1836) for the relief of Libbie C. Montis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the pension- 
roll the name of Mahlon D. Montis, late a private in Company G, Sec- 
ond Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, and to place the name of Libbie C. 
Montis on the pension-roll as his widow. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without <prengerey! ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIMPSON S. SKIRVIN. 

The bill (S. 858) paine s pene ion to Simpson S. Skirvin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Simpson S. Skirvin, late of Company A, Third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DUDLEY B. BRANCH. 


The bill (S. 857) pak a payin to Dudley B. Branch was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Dudley B. Branch, late of Company F, Seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE E. FRENCH. 

The dill (S, 1103) granting a pension to Caroline E. French was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Caroline E. French, dependent mother of Lieut. 
Hayden T. French, late of the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH BARKER. 


The bill.(S. 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Barker was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Barker, widow of Henry Barker, who 
served in Capt. Paul French’s company of Indiana militia during the 
early part of the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DELILAH KNILL. 

The bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Delilah Knill was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Delilah Knill, widow of Thomas H. Knill, late 
of Company D, Second Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without-amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY S. DOUGLAS, 

The bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Mary S. Douglas was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
come the name of Mary S, Do mother of Thomas Douglas, 
of Company C, Second Regiment of Maine Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLAYTON E. ROGERS. 

The bill (H. R. 2804) granting a pension to Clayton E. Rogers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
poen the name of Clayton E. Rogers, late a captain in the Fiftieth 

iment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH A. LOVELL. 
The bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah A. Lovell, mother of Richard B. Lovell, late 
of Company F, of the First Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


‘a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRUNER D. HYATT. 

The bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Bruner D. Hyatt, lateof Company D, Twelfth 
Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN L. HUNTER. 

The bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to John L. Hunter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John L. Hunter, late of Company I, First Regi- 
ment of Minnesota Mounted 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE WELLS. 

The bill (H. R. 2791) granting an increase of pension to George Wells 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of George Wells, late a member of Company I, One hundred and 
ninth Regiment of New York Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at such 
an increased rate of pension as he may be entitled to under the 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, on account of disability 
caused by paralysis. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ROBERT MONAHAN. 


The bill (H. R. 2755) granting a pension to Robert Monahan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Robert Monahan, late of Company B, Twenty- 
third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. ROBSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2753) for the reliefof John W. Robson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John W. Robson, late a private on the Sixth Wiscon- 
sin Battery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIJAH W, PUTNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4346) granting a pension to Elijah W. Putney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elijah W. Putney, late of Company I, Second 
Regiment of Minnesota Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SILAS JAMES. 


The bill (H. R. 2793) granting a pension to Silas James was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Silas James, late of Company D, Thirteenth Reg- 
iment of Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL J. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 1273) for the relief of Samuel J. Brewn was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Samuel J. Brown, late an inspector of scouts in 
the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES C. CHANDLER. 

The bill (S. 1630) granting a perenn to James C. Chandler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James C. Chandler, late of Company A, Ninth In- 
diana Volunteers and Eleventh Indiana Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. EMILY M. WYMAN. 

The bill (S. 358) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily M. 
Wyman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension- roll the name of Emily M. Wyman, widow of the 
late Real-Admiral Robert H. Wyman, United States Navy, at the rate 
of $50 per month, in lieu of her present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. HATTIE A. BURNETT. 


The bill (S. 2022) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. General 
Ward B. Burnett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘Mrs.,”’ to strike out ‘‘H.” and in- 
sert ‘‘ Hattie;’’ inline 6, after the words ‘‘ pay her,” to strike out“ her 
late husband’s invalid ro of one hun ” and insert ‘‘a pension 
at the rate of fifty; and in line 8, after the word ‘“‘ receiving,’’ to strike 
out ‘to date from June 24, 1884, the date of the general’s death;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Mrs. Hattie A. Burnett, widow of Maj. Gen. Ward 
B. Burnett, on the pension-roll, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to.be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Hattie A. Burnett.’’ 


FREDERICK BOTTJER, 


The bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Frederick Bottjer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Frederick Bottjer, late a private in Company I, 
Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHILDREN OF SURG. ALFRED M. OWEN. 


The bill (S. 1204) for the relief of the children of the late Surg. 
Alfred M. Owen, and to increase their pensions, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in line 7, after the word ‘‘month,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘to date from the 22d day of August, 1883, on which day 
the said Surg. Alfred M. Owen died, and; so as to read: 


That Alfred C. Owen, Christine Q. Owen, Kathleen D. B. Owen, and Albert T. 
Owen, minor children of the late oe, M. Owen, United States Navy, 
be, and they are yA, ted and allowed a pension of $25 each per month, 
tocontinue until each child shall respectively a the age of twenty-one years; 
and the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place the names of the said Alfred C. Owen, Christine bg Owen, Kathleen D. 
B. Owen, and Albert T. Owen on the pension-roll at rates, in lieu of the 
pensions now paid them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the word “‘them,”’ in line 15, to strike 
out: 


In paying the pensions from the day of Surg. Alfred M. Owen’s death to the 
date of the passage of this act, the Secretary of the Interior is directed to deduct 


The amendment was agreed to. x 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
from the Committee on Pensions on April 7: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1204) for the re- 
lief of the children of the late aay. Alfred M. Owen, and to increase their pen- 
sions, have examined the same and report: 

The four children named in this bill are the minorchildren of Alfred M, Owen, 
late a surgeon inthe United States Navy. They were pensioned by the Depart- 
ment from August 23, 1883, at the rate of $25 month, which sum is divided 
among them at the rate allowed by the general law for officers of this grade; and 
an additional sum of $2 per month for each child until they arrive at the age of 
sixteen years. 

‘A careful examination of the evidence in this case shows that the life of Sur- 

n Owen was sacrificed, not only to his own extraordinary devotion to duty, 
Bat that apparently there was no d reason why he should have been su 
ected to such risk and exposure, unless the dread disease which seemed to nerve 
to unusual heroism and sacrifice intimidated the other officers who might 
have been sent to his relief. Of course it is impossible to say what might have 
been the result had he been furnished with proper assistance by the Department 
and seasonably relieved, but nearly every representative man in the Navy, from 
the highest tothe lowest, as though conscious that this officer's life had been cul- 
bly put at risk, if not sacrificed, has petitioned Congress for the of this 
Bin. The least ration that the country can make for this fatal neglect is to 
provide reabonabiy for the support and education of his little children. 

The report of the House committee is hereto appended, and is referred toas a 
truthful statement of the facts of the case. 

Your committee recommend the of the bill with the following amend- 
ments: Strike out, in the seventh, and ninth lines, the words “to date 
from the 22d day of August, 1883, on which day the said Surg. Alfred M. Owen 
died, and,” and also after the word “them,” in the fifteenth line, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report of the House committee appended 
to the report be printed. : 

The report referred to is as follows: 

The naval career of the deceased officer, which began in May, 1869, was one of 
exceptional credit, and was made conspicuous by an unusually wide range of 
duties by sea and land. From his entry into the service until death he was 
constantly em we fe exercising professional attainments of a very high order, 
and that dign fied ey 4 duty assigned him by the zeal, courage, fidelity, 
Cre intelligence displayed in its execution, is the testimony of all who knew 

m, 


He was always conscientious, earnest, skillful, kind, and courteous, command- 


ing thereby the affection and confidence of the sick and the respect admi- 
ration of his superict ag ra ane 


rs. 

In February, 1882, he reported fer duty at the navy-yard, Pensacola, and afew 
months later was pater mei the much-dreaded ow fever. By his judicious 
sanitary provisions and personal force and courage he established rdon of 
environment which teas Neem the naval station from the plague which de- 
vastated the neighboring city. At the height of the epidemic, when the physi- 
cians had been cut off by the fell disease, he bravely volunteered to go into the 
ony wh ee afflicted. (1883) h ; 

e following summer e was, without medical assistance, performin 
the quadruple duty of surgeon of the navy-yard, surgeon of the naval hospital 
surgeon of the reservation, and quarantine officer of the lower bay. 

A return of the fever was looked for. Every officer who could be spared was 
permitted to leave, and this brave officer could have been detached upon appli- 
cation, but he scorned the thought. 

August 14, 1883, the fever reappeared. Overexertion and exposure to the sun 
had caused Surgeon Owen a partial sun-stroke in July, and while yet suffering 
from this, he was:on August 16 himself seized with the fever. For two days 
there was no one on land to treat the hero, and on the 22d he died, His faithful 
wife was untiring in her efforts at his bedside, and within a day or so after his 
death she was stricken with the same disease; at midnight on the 29th she was 
buried by his side. 

They left behind them four children between the ages of three months and 
eight years, each of whom and their nurse also had the fever. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NORMAN S. BULL. 


The bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman 8. Bull was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Nor- 
man S. Bull, late a sergeant of Company C, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteers, upon the list of pensioners, at the rate of $50 per month, 
to be in lieu of the pension now paid to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. BARRY. 


The bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to John H. Barry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John H. Barry, late a private in the Thirteenth 
Massachusetts Battery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. PUTNAM. £ 


The bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
poan the name of Andrew J. Putnam, late of Company A, One 

undred and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSIAH B, SNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Josiah B. Snell, father of Alonzo W. Snell, late a 
private in Company G, Thirtieth Regiment of Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH SULLIVAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Sullivan, widow of John Sullivan, 
late a private in Company H, Third Massachusetts Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY MURPHY. 

The bill (H. R, 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Murphy, widow of John Murphy, late 
a private in Company K, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire Yolun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUIS ABEAR. 


The bill (H. R. 1198) gran a pension to Louis Abear was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Louis Abear, late a private in Company H, 
Fifth Michigan Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUST SCHINDLER. 


The bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p: to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Au Schindler, late a private in Company A, 
One hundred and ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARY J. NOTTAGE. 
The bill (S. 2005) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage was con- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary J. Nottage, widow of Thomas Nottage, late 
a sergeant of Company F, Third New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AGNES M. EDWARDS. 

The bill (H. R. 1286) ting a pension to Agnes M. Edwards, in- 
fant daughter of Harvey H. Edwards, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Agnes M. Edwards, infant daughter of Harvey H. Edwards, late a pri- 
vate in ompeny C, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, at $10 
per mon 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARY E. SAWYER. 

The bill (H. R. 3452) granting a ion to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer was 

considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Mary E. Sawyer, widow of the late Samuel 
wyer, late of Company K, Twenty-third Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. KEITH. 

The bill (H. R. 693) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Will- 
iam B. Keith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to restore to the pension-roll the name of William B. Keith, late 
second lieu t of Company E, Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers, 
m pension to commence from the date when hisname was dropped from 

e roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY HOFF. 

The bill (H. R. 1254) granting a pension to Mary Hoff was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Hoff, the widow of Squire H. Hoff, late a 
private in Company F, Second Regiment of Minnesota Infantry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH R. CRAVENS. 

The bill (H. R. 3308) to increase the pension of Joseph R. Cravens 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Joseph R. Cravens to $24 per month ig lieu of the pen- 
sion now received by him. £ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL B. CLARK. 

The bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Daniel B. Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel B. Clark, late of Company A, First 
Ohio Cavalry, now residing in Fandon, M h County, Illinois, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM CONDON. 
The bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to William Condon was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | ered 


on-roll the name of William Condon, late a member of Company 

, Ninth Regiment Iowa Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN P. BRINEGAR. 

The bill (H. R. 4116) increasing the ion of John T. Brin 
ih anor ager fi Se o the Whole.. It tort 

e pension o . Brinegar, late a corporal of ny E, Fourth 

ent of Kentucky Volunteers, to $40 per month. T 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMANDA RODGERS. 

The bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of Amanda Rodgers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pi to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Amanda Rodgers, widow of Matthew B. Rodgers, 
late of Company C, First Regiment United States ns. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISABILITY PENSIONS, 


The bill (S. 1526) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to ions to certain disabled persons who have served 


the Navy or Ma: ne Corps, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is not a private bill. 


roposes to increase | ered 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, not beinga private pension 
bill, will be passed over. 

Mr. BLAIR. It applies to certain individuals, but perhaps it had 
better be passed over on this call. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

JOHN B. SKAGGS. 

The bill (S. 861) granting spam to John B. Skaggs was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John B. Skaggs, an employé of the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department in the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MOORE. 

The bill (S. 1399) granting an increase of pension to John Moore was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Moore, late a private in Company A, 
Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $24 a month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH S. MOODY. 

The bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Joseph S. Moody was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Joseph S. Moody, late a private in Company B, 
Fourth Regiment United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE E. PRATT. 

The bill (S. 1326) granting a pension to Caroline E. Pratt was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Caroline E. Pratt, widow of the late James A. 
Pratt, of the Fifty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MILTON P. SHOCKLEY. ` 


The bill (S. 1398) granting a ion to Milton P. Shockley was con- 
sid aa in Comuritio of tha Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Milton P. Schockley, late a m of Company 
C, Second Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, in the Mexican war. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY ©. SMITH. ` 


The bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to Nancy C. Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nancy C. Smith, widow of Jeptha N. Smith. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

H. R. DUKE. 


The bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to H. R. Duke was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of H. R. Duke, late a member of Company K, Seventh Regi- 
ment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISOM WILKERSON. 
The bill (S. 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson was consid- 
asin Committee ofthe Whole. It to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Isom Wilkerson, late of Company I, Second California 
Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REUBEN FARNUM. 

The bill (S. 787) granting a ion to Reuben Farnum was consid- 

as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the pen- 

sion-roll the name of Reuben Farnum, late of Company E, Thirteenth 

Iowa Drafted Infantry. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES C. LEDBETTER. 

The bill (S. 786) granting a pension to James C. Ledbetter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James C. Ledbetter, late of Company C, Fourth 
Tlinois Infantry, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRISON W. MOORE. 

The bill (H. R. 6339) for the relief of Harrison W. Moore was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Harrison W. Moore, late a private in Company A, 
First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers. x 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
s GEORGE SLACK. 

The bill (H. R.1836) granting a pension to George Slack was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
George Slack, late a privatein Company C, Eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARTHA A. MARBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 5678) for the relief of Mrs. Martha A. Marble was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ponen the nameof Martha A. Marble, widow of George F. Marble, 

te hospital steward of Company C, First Regiment of Minnesota In- 
fantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGET O'BRIEN. 

The bill (H. R. 3919) gran a pension to Bridget O’ Brien was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Bridget O’Brien, widow of James O’Brien, late a 
member of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. BLAKE, 


The bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to William H. Blake was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William H. Blake, late of Company A, Sixty- 
sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI KOONTZ. 

The bill (H. R. 5193) granting a pension to Levi Koontz, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Levi Koontz, dependent father of Alfred 
Koontz, deceased, formerly of Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment of 
Iowa Volunteers.. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ADA 0. KREPPS. 


The bill (H. R. 3632) granti a posin to Mrs. Ada O. Krepps, was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Mrs. Ada O. Krepps, widow of Lieut. John 
k Krepps, deceased, late of Company K, Second Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Heavy Artillery. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 
THOMAS WARD. 


The bill (H. R. 3309) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Thomas Ward, late of Company B, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
of Illinois Infantry Volunteers, to $40 per month, in lieu of the pension 
now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN PRUITT. 

The bill (H. R. 4835) to place the name of John Pruitt on the pen- 
sion-roli was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to 

lace on the pension-roll the nameof John Pruitt, formerly of Company 

, Tenth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS G. BARTON. 

The bill (H. R. 5199) to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Thomas G. Barton to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A. UNDERWOOD. 


The bill (H. R. 805) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of James A. Underwood, late of Company B, Eighth In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATSEY JACKSON. 

The bill (H. R. 5191) to increase the pension of Patsey Jackson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Patsey Jackson, widow of James S. Jackson, late a brigadier- 
gewa in the volunteer forces of the United States, to $50 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SIDNEY SHERWOOD. 

The bill (H. R. 3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sidney Sherwood, late a private in Company 
E, Tenth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MINTON PRALL. 

The bill (H. R. 626) granting a pension to Minton Prall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Minton Prall, late a private in Company C, Thirty- 
third Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: MRS. MAGDALENA REHKOFF. 

The bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Magdalena Rehkop? 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Magdalena Rehkopf, mother of 
Augustus B. Rehkopf, deceased, late a private in Company I, Nineteenth 
Towa Volunteers. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is a mistake in the namein that case. 
The ‘‘p’’ in the name should be stricken out and ‘‘f?’ inserted. It 
should be ‘*Rehkoff.” ~ ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed to, if 
there be no objection, and the title accordingly amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Mrs. Magdalena Rehkoff.”’ 

F JOHN. CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 3375) granting a pension to John D. Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. Itp to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John D. Clark, late a private in Company D, 
Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, to strike out “‘D’’ in the name ‘“‘ John D. Clark.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. ° 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
John Clark.” 

FRANCIS H. KIRMAYER. 

The bill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
ion of Francis H. Kirmayer, late of Company G, Fifty-fourth Ohio 
olunteers, to $40 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL BAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 5061) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Baker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Samuel Baker, a soldier of war of 1812, to $20 per month, 
on account of wounds received in the line of duty while a volunteer in 
that war. 4 : 

The bill was reportéi to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. BOLLES. 

The bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension to Charles E. Bolles was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charles E. Bolles, of Vineyard Haven, Mass., late 
a seaman in the United States Navy.. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER A. PHILLIPS. 


The bill, (H. R. 3117) granting a pension to Walter A. Phillips was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Walter A. Phillips, late first lieutenant of 
Company F, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ANN J. CONWELL. 

‘The bill (H. R. 3177) for placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell 
on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell, 
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widow of Matthew Conwell, late a private in Company I, First Indiana 
Cavalry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AURELIA F, ROBBINS. 


The bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
on-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Aurelia F. Rob- 
ins, dependent daughter of the late Daniel Robbins, a private in Com- 
pany B {Second Battery), First Regiment. of Maine Light Artillery. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH STOCKSDALE. 


- The bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Stocksdale, widow of Aaron Stocks- 
dale, deceased, late of the Thirty-sixth Maryland Militia, war of 1812 
to 1814, : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHN OWENS. 


The bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to John Owens was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John Owens, late an acting ensign in the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed.. : 


ISABELLA J. RAMSDELL, 


The bill (H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella Ramsdell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, after the word ‘‘ month,” in line 7, to strike out: 

And that thesame begin at the death of her said husband, deducting therefrom 
the amount she has received under act of Congress approved July 1, 1884. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the rate of on of Isabella J, Ramsdell, 
widow of David D. Ramsdell, who for over rty years was n marine in the 
United States service, to $30 per month. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN D. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 1494) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D, Smith 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions withan amend- 
ment, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line8, to strike out ‘‘seventy-two”’ 
and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
wate in Company O; Geventh New Eampslire Vold E At EDA rate cr IO) per 
aoni in lieu of that which he is now receiving. oe 7: 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MRS. ANNIE C. OWEN. 

The bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Annie C. Owen, widow of Capt. Mortimer B. Owen, 
late of Company G, Fifty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES E. B. DALZELL. 
The bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of pension to James E. B. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of James E. B. Dalzell at the rate 
of Aad par month, instead of $50 per month now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY MORTIMER SEMMEs. 

The bill (S. 489) granting a pension to Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow 
of Commodore Alexander A. Semmes, United States Navy, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow of Commo- 
dore ener A. Semmes, late of the United States Navy, at $50 per 
mon 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER FALKNER. 


The bill (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Peter Falkner was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Peter Falkner, late a member of Company C, also 
of Company D, United States Engineer Battalion. T 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH CHALFANT. 


The bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Joseph Chalfant was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Joseph Chalfant, late a private in Company L, 
Sixth United States Cavalry. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. FREES, 


The bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to John C. Frees was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John C. Frees, Jate of Company I, One hundred 
and twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, at $15 per 
month. ‘ = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PINLIP JACOBS. 


The bill (H. R. 1567) granting a pension to Philip Jacobs was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Philip Jacobs, late of Company F, Fifty-first = 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M'ANNY. 


The bill (H. R. 1506) grantinga pension to James McAnny was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James McAnny, late quartermaster-sergeant of 
Company C, First Regiment New Jersey Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place ou the 
pension-roll the name of Mary E. Johnson, widow of John W. Johnson, 
late a private in Company G, Tenth New J ersey Volunteers, and to pay 
her such pension as is provided by law to the widow of a private sol- 
dier in the late war, and the additional pension for each child of John 
W. Johnson and Mary E. Johnson until he or she die or arrive at the 
age of sixteen years, the child’s pension to be at such rates asis allowed 
by law in similar cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 

SUSANNAH CARMICHAEL. 


The bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Susannah Carmichael was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Susannah Carmichael, widow of John W. Car- 
michael, deceased, late captain of Company C, Ninety-seventh Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


ASAHEL MIDDLETON. 


The bill (H. R. 3364) granting a pension to Asahel Middleton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Asahel Middleton, late a private in Company 
F, Sixty-fifth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. HANNAH M. CHAPMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 3539) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chap- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman, widow 
of Charles Chapman, late a private in Company K, Sixth Minnesota 
Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA MIBORD. 

The bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension to Maria Mibord was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Maria Mibord, widow of Isadore Mibord, deceased, 


late a private in Company H, Tenth Regiment Missouri Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 3 
GEORGE ©, HAYNIE, 
The bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie was consid- 
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ered as in Committee of the Whole. gA paoposea o ary on the pen 


sion-roll the name of George C. captain of Com A, 
Second North Carolina Mounted x igi 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY B, SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B. Smith was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion- 
roll the name of Mary B. Smith, mother of Leonard A. Smith, late a 
private in the Seventh Wisconsin Battery of Light Artillery Volunteers, 
who died from the effects of starvation while a prisoner at Anderson- 
ville and other ewww ui piama; and to pay her a pension as provided 
by law for dependent widows and mothers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH WILLIAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 1703) grani A per ry abet ak peat eae 
slanted on aimbe of the Whe It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Joseph Williams, late a private in Batteries K 
and F, Second United States Artillery. 
` The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


C. W. I. PUGH. 
The bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to C. W. I. Pugh was con- 


sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposto on the ag 
sion-roll the name of C. W. I. Pugh, late a private in pany G, For- 
ty-fifth Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

5 . XN. M. MILLER. 

The bill (H; R. 737) paming a pennon te N M. Miller was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of N. M. Miller, late of Company B, Ninety-first 
er Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT F. H. GOODE. 


The bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode was 
‘considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Robert F. H. Goode, late second lieutenant of Company F, 
Fifty-first Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, now residing in Cen- 
terville, Iowa, on the pension-roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TAYLOR VOSS. 


The bill (H. R. 3903) pase a pension to Taylor Voss was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Taylor Voss, latea private in Companies I and G, 
Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

3 EDGAR PAYNE. 

The bill (H. R. 837) granting a to Edgar Payne was con- 
sidercd as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to the name 
of Edgar Payne, late of Company B, One hundred and ninth Regiment 
United States Colored Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. LOUISA NOLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Noland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro; to place on the 
peonon the name of Mrs. Louisa Noland, widow of Augustus No- 

d, late a private in Company F, One hundred and ninety-sixth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALFRED DENNY. 

The bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Alfred Denny was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, after the word 
“ quartermaster,” in line 5, to strike out ‘‘at the rate of $20 per 
monih,” and insert ‘‘ subject tò the limitations and provisions of the 
pension laws;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Alfred Denny, 
late a captain and assistant quartermaster, subject to the limitations and pro- 


-visions of the pension laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN M. FISHER. 

The bill (S. 1190) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Fisher 
was co aa E oaiue of the Wive : 

The Committee on Pensions reported to amend the bill, in line 5, by 
changing the name “ Benjamin Fisher’’ to ‘‘ Benjamin M. Fisher;’’ 
and in the same line, after the name ‘‘ Fisher,’’ striking out ‘‘in accord- 
ance with his application filed in the Pension Office” and inserting 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the amount allowed as pension to Benjamin 
M. Fisher, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “ A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin M. Fisher.’’ 

JOHN S. BRIDGES. 


The bill (S. 1169) granting a pension to John S. Bridges, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the on- 
roll the name of John 8. Bridges, late of Company C, One h and 
twentieth Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAWRENCE A. HUDSON, 


The bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Lawrence A. Hudson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lawrence A. Hudson, late a private in Com- 
pany I of the Third ent of Cavalry of the Missouri State Militia. 

The bill was repo: to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET M. RIDER. 

The bill (S. 963) gran a pension to Harriet M. Rider was con- 
sidered as R fesad rroen the Whole. It p to place on the 
poso the name of Harriet M. Rider, widow of Van Ranselaer 

ider, late a corporal of Company K, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; M. ROMAHN. 

The bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahr was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, to strike out ‘‘ Ro- 
mahr” and insert ‘‘ Romahn;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, Secretary terior - 
thorized and y Tron aires viene on the Soh cad A L A ORO ae 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. 
pany K, Thirty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
M. Romahn.”’ : 

WILLIAM POWELL. 

The bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to William Powell was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Powell, late a private in Company D, 
Sixth ent of Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN L. BRUCE. 


The bill (S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Bruce was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposet to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John L. Bruce, late of Company H, Third Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and .passed. 

PATRICK A. CALLANAN, 


The bill (8. ais) granting a pension to Patrick A. Callanan was con- 
sidered as ttee of the Whole. It ptoposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Patrick A. Callanan, late a member of the 
First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL FLEMING CELLAR. 

The bill (S. 895) granting a ion to Rachel Fleming Cellar was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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-roll the name of Rachel Cellar, widow of George Cel- 
xr late a private in Captain Norton’s my eme Ohio militia, war 

1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. KATE MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 1292) granting = aie to Mrs. Kate Miller was 
considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
 areapapulc mare name of Mrs. Kate Miller, widow of Joseph H. Miller, 

te a private in Company D, Second United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY S. MORGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 3359) granting a pension to Henry S. Morgan was 

consid as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Henry 8. Morgan, late of Company D, First 
t United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 
LUCY J, MITCHELL. 


The bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Lucy J. Mitchell, widow of Neue Mitchell, 
late captain of Compa, I, Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PHILIP WAGNER. 

The bill (H. R. 3399) granting a pension to Philip Wagner was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
peeves the name of Philip Wagner, late of the Second Ohio Heavy 
Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY H. GREEN. 


The bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to Henry H. Green was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. - It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Hı H. Green, late a private in Company E, 
Forty-fitth Regiment ed Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE H. GAINES, 


The bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Jesse H. Gaines was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jesse H. Gaines, late first lieutenant of Com- 
at ee cer Second Regiment Volunteers. r 

to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
“a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALGERNON S. FLAGG. 

The bill (H. R. 4026) granting a pension to Algernon 8. was 
considered TE SEERY of paag tttenrot a proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name gernon agg, late of Company D, Thirty- 
seventh Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOPHIA F. BIXBY. 


The bill Mos R. 4027) granting a pension to Sophia F. Bixby was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sophia F. Bixby, mother of George A. Bixby, late 
of Com oe ores H, Twenty-fifth Massachusetts Volunteers, 
The bill was ‘reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA ELDRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 2145) granting a pension to Rebecca Eldridge was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 
to have the name of a Poms ei. as widow of Wilber H. Eldridge, late of 
Company G, First Maine Heavy Artillery, p! placed on the pension-roll at the 
rate of $12 month, h, subject t to othe limitations and provisions of the pension 
. laws, to effect from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed io. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES BUTLER. 


The bill (S. 2025) granting a pension to James Butler was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. It 


to place on the pension- 
roll the name of James Butler, late a private in Company F, First New 
Hampshire Heavy Artillery. 


The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the thitd time, and passed. 


ENOCH GOSS. 


The bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Enoch Goss was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Enoch Goss, late of Company D, Fifty-first Illi- 
nois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET COFFEY. 

The bill (H. R. 1108) granting a pension to Margaret Coffey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret Coffey at $20 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read-the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. STEWART. 


The bill (H. R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of John A. Stewart, late a private in Company A, icon h -first 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, odani to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ABIGAIL SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 3019) to increase the pension of Abigail Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension now allowed by law to Abigail Smith, widow of the late John 
E. Smith, deceased, formerly a private in Company G, One hundred 
and sixtieth New York Volunteers, from $8 to $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID W. HAMILTON. 


The bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to David W. Hamilton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. - It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of David W. Hamilton, Jate of Company E, Seventh 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA ANN WILEY. 


The bill (S. 862) granting a pension to Matilda Ann Wiley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments: in line 7 before the word ‘‘ volunteer’’ to insert “‘assistant,’’ 
and in line 8 before the word ‘‘surgeons”’ to insert ‘‘assistant;’’ so as 
wi make the bill read: 


it enacted, œe., That from and after the of this act the Secretary of 

on tatecion be; and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Matilda Ann Wiley, widow of Dr. ; Delany Wiley Siod, 
late an acting assistant volunteer surgeon, and to pay her a as dipagi at the 
rate as the widows of assistant surgeons of volunteers are now paid. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’ MULLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Mullin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of James McMaullin, late of Company 
I, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and the Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, at the rate of $20 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETER TOWER. 

The bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Peter Tower, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion- 
roll the name of Peter Tower, late a member of the Eighth New York 
Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


NEWCOMB PARKER. 


The bill (S. 1077) granting a persion to Newcomb Parker was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Newcomb Parker, late of Company K, Eleventh 
Regiment of Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ELIZA A. FISHER. 


The bill (H. R. 3152) granting a pension to Eliza A. Fisher was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza A. Fisher, widow of William H. Fisher, 
deceased, late a private in Company H, Sixty-first Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported -to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H, PERKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 1369) granting a puua to George H. Perkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. - It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of George H. Perkins, late a private in Company 
A Third Regiment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELLEN S. TOLMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs, Ellen S. Tolman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It propan to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman, an Army nurse, at 
the rate of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER S. HAYNES. 


The bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter S. Haynes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
ion-roll the name of Walter S. Haynes, late a private in Company 
F Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. NANNIE CUSHMAN. 


The bill (S. 2148) granting a on to Mrs. Nannie Cushman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Nannie © widow of Charles H. 
Cushman, late lieutenant-commander in the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK H. ESTES. 


The bill (S. 1047) for the relief of Patrick H. Estes, a veteran invalid 
soldier of the Mexican war, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment to strike out the preamble and all after the enacting clause and 
to insert in lieu thereof: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Patrick H, Estes, a veteran invalid 
soldier of the Mexican war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 a month. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee report the bill with 
an amendment to strike out the preamble, The question now is on the 
preamble. 

The preamble was rejected. 

JAMES WATERS. 


The bill (H. R. 5074) to provide increase of pension to James Waters 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for increas- 
ing the pension of James Waters, formerly a member of Captain Weather- 
bye’s company of Pennsylvania militia, and who was in the military 
service in the war of 1812, to $25 per month, in lieu of the $8 per 
month he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEVENS W. MERRILL 


The bill (H. R. 4461) granting a pension to Stevens W. Merrill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Stevens W. Merril], late lieutenant and quar- 
termaster of the Thirty-sixth Regiment of lowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN BIRD. 


The bill (H. R. 1278) granting a pension to Ann Bird was considered 
2s in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Ann Bird, widow of Thomas Bird, for servicesas nurse 
during the late war, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK KORTH. 

The bill (H. R. 4077) granting a pension to Frederick Korth was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll the name of Frederick Korth, of Henderson, Minn., late a 
teamster in the United States service, who was permanently disabled 
by gunshot wounds received at the hands of hostile Sioux Indians, at 
the Lower Sioux agency, during the Sioux outbreak in 1862 in Min- 


nesota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM GORDON. : 

The bill (H. R. 6638) granting a pension to William Gordon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Gordon, father of William A. Gor- 
don, deceased, late of Company H, Eleventh Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: ELIZA FRANCESCO. 

The bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Eliza Francesco was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propones to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza Francesco, mother of Alexander Fran- 
cesco, late a volunteer in Company D, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH M’MILLAN. 

The bill (H. R. 3303) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Joseph 
McMillan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
for restoring to the pension-roll the name of Joseph McMillan, late of 
Company K, Sixty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, and who held certifi- 
cate numbered 94899, ' 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEANDER W. COREY. 


The bill (H. R. 6012) to increase the pension of Leander W. Corey 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension to $40 per month of Leander W. Corey, late a private in 
Company F, Sixteenth Iowa Veteran Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABIGAIL H. CAREY. 

The bill (H. R. 6225) granting a ion to Abigail H. Carey was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Abigail H. Carey, widow of E. M. Carey, late 
major of the Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM TURVILLE. 

The bill (H. R.1275) granting a pension to William Turville was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of William Turville, late a private in Company 
H, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ta 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA E. HASKINS, 


The bill (S. 2187) for the relief of Rebecca E. Haskins was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for paying to Rebecca E. 
Haskins, widow of Lieut. Col. Joseph A. Haskins, United States Army, 
the pension provided by law for the widow of a lieutenant-colonel in the 
Army, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM DOBBS. 

The bill (S. 2190) granting a pension to William Dobbs was consid- 
ered as in Counted of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Dobbs, late of Company K, One hundred 
and nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA MARCHANT. 

The bill (S. 2189) granting a pension to Rebecca Marchant was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to substitute the House bill for that, which 
covers precisely the same ground. It passed the House since that was 
introduced here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the Senator move that the Com- 
mittee on Pensions be di from the consideration of the House 
bill and that it be taken up and acted upon, and then postpone the 
Senate bill indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Ifthere be no objection that order will 
be taken, and the Senate bill will be indefinitely ety 

The bill (H. R. 2054) granting a pension to Re Marchant was 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
emer ee the name of Rebecca Marchant, mother of Capt. Henry A. 
t, late captain of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANN SMITH. 


The bill (S. 2188) granting a pension to Ann Smith was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Ann Smith, widow of Levi Smith, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Third Heavy Artillery, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS MELCHER. 


The bill (S. 2186) granting a pension to Louis Melcher was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Louis Melcher, late a private in Company A, Second Michi- 
gan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE TITUS. 


The bill (S. 2185) fot the relief of George Titus was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of George Titus, dependent father of Josiah C. Titus, late 
first lieutenant of Company D, Sixty-second Illinois Volunteers, and 
to pay him the amount that would have been paid to Nancy Titus, his 
wife, on a certificate numbered 203877, granted January 10, 1884, is- 
sued to her a few days after her death, as dependent mother of Josiah 
C. Titus, late first lieutenant of Company D, Sixty-second Illinois Vol- 


unteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. ELIHU JONES, 


The bill (S. 823) granting a ion to Capt. Elihu Jones was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions an amendment to the bill to 
add ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 a month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
Mig Het satan hits ates vette pay tis pes 
ATÁ rate of $24 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now poten Ae re 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN R. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Smith 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, after 
the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as 
_ to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen R. Smith, late a private in 
Company C, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa Infantry, at the rate of $30 per month, 
gos of the pension he is now receiving, to commence from the passage of this 
a 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


COL, CHARLES E., CAPEHART. 


The bill (S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to Col. Charles E. 
Capehart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 7, after the words ‘‘ rate of,’’ tostrike out ‘‘seventy-two”’ 
and insert ‘‘ fifty,” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘month,”’ to insert ‘‘in 
lieu of the pension he now receives;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the'pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Capehart, late lieutenant- 
colonel of the First Regiment of West Virginia Cavalry, at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he now receives, 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


XVII—231 


EDWARD CORNING. 


The bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corning was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, to ad@ ‘‘and 
Pay him a pension at the rate of per month,’’ so as to make the bill 
read: : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, hong cine to the provisions and 
limitations of the prao laws, the name of Edward Corning, a lieutenant 
in the Eighty-fiflh New York Volunteers, and afterward co! ioned cap- 
tain and assistant ear of volunteers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. - 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 


The bill (S. 678) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 9, after 
the words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert “‘ forty; ” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That from and after the passage of this act the Seeretary of 
the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ne 
roll the name of Mary Howard Farquhar, widow of the late Maj. and Bvt. 
Lieut. Col. Francis U. Farquhar, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, and 
daughter of the late Maj. Gen. A. 8. Williams, United States Volunteers, at the 
rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension which she now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the ~ 
third time, and passed. 

DR. JOHN W. MITCHELL. 
The bill (S. 1843) granting a pension to Dr. John W. Mitchell was 
“considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Dr. John W. Mitchell, late of the Fourth 
United States Colored Troops. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘directed to,” to strike out 
‘t place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Dr. John W. Mitchell, late of the Fourth 
United States Colored Troops,” and insert ‘‘pay to John W. Mitchell, 
late of the Fourth United States Colored Troops, the sum of $50a 
month, from and after the of this act, in lieu of the sum he is 
now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacjed, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John W. Mitchell, late of the Fourth United 
States Colored Troops, the sum of $50 a month, from and after the passage of 
this act, in lieu of the sum he is now receiving. i 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. RHINEHALT. 


The bill (S. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Rhine- 
halt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- - 
ment, in line6, after the word “‘Infantry,”’ to strike out ‘‘inaccordance 
with his application on file in the Pension Office,” and insert ‘‘ to the 
sum of $20 per month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving; ” so 
as to make the bill read: ‘ 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the amount of pension allowed Joseph W. 
Rhinehalt, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, to the 
sum of $20 per month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

: CORNELIA R. SCHENCK. 

The bill (S. 1584) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Cornelia R. Schenck, widow of Daniel F. Schenck, 
late captain of the Fiftieth New York Engineer Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. BECK. 


The bill (S. 1400) granting a pension to William H. Beck was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William H. Beck, late of Company K, Eighth 
Iowa Veteran Volunteer Infantry. : 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. DE MOTTE. 
The bill (S. 791) granting a pae to George W. De Motte was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the le. Itproposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George W. De Motte, late of Company K, Fifty- 
third Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was 1 to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. MOORE. 

The bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to William H. Moore was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William H. Moore, late of Company F, Thirtieth 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARGARET SMITH. ` 


The bill (S. 1467) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of Margaret Smith, widow of Joseph Smith, 
latea seges of Company H, Fourth United States Infantry, Company 
H, Sixth United States Infantry, and Company B, Tenth Regiment Kan- 
sas Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD AYERS. 

The bill (S. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Edward Ayers, late of Company F, Fifty-first Indiana 
Veteran Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA HOLLANDS. 
The bill (S. 1586) granting a pension to Maria Hollands was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides ae nents on the 
ion-roll the name of Maria Hollands, widow of Joshua Hollands, 


te a private in Company D, Second Regiment Kansas Cavalry Volun- | sidered 


teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
; MRS. IDA DAVENPORT. 

The bill (S. 824) granting a to Mrs. Ida Davenport was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Ida Davenport, widow of Wi W. Daven- 
port, deceased, formerly a provost-marshal of United States volunteers, 
who was pensioned by certificate numbered 182299. _ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM BETHUREN. 

The bill (S. 1124) granting a to William Bethuren was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Bethuren, late of Company I, Fourteenth 
Regiment Kansas Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES E. O'SHEA. 

The bill (S. 327) granting a pension to James E. O’Shea was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole.. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll thenameof James E. O’Shea, lateof Company F, Twenty-third 
Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH P. M’KEAN. 

The bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah P. 
McKean, of Marion, Linn County, Iowa, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It increases the pension of Mrs. Sarah P. McKean 
to $50 per month, in lieu of all other pensions heretofore granted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH SHULL, 


The bill (S. 1841) granting a pension to Joseph Shull was considered 
“as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Joseph Shull, late a private in Company G, Seventy-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM COLLINSWORTH. 
The bill (S. 1648) granting an increase of ion to William Collins- 


worth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


place on the pension-roll the name of William Collinsworth, late apri- 
vate in Company G, One hundred and eleventh Regiment Ulinois Tn- 
fantry Volunteers, at the rate of $24 a month, in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY BELLION. 


The biil (S. 1217) for the relief of Henry Bellion was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Henry Bell- 
ion, of Portland, Oreg., on the pension-roll, on account of disability con- 
tracted in the service of the United States Army, in Company E, First 
Regiment United States Dragoons. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT HOLSEY. 

The bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to Robert Holsey was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Robert Holsey, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment 
Kansas Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN ROSS., 

The bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to John Ross was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the nameof John Ross, who enlisted in Company G, First Kansas Reg- 
iment Colored Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM REYNOLDS. 

The bill (S. 1304) granting a pension to William Reynolds was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Reynolds, late of Company H, Forty-first 


_| Regiment Missouri Militia. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. OWEN, 


The bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen was con- 
i as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas J. Owen, late of Company B, Twelfth 
United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
L. V. HOLLYFIELD. 


The bill (S. 376) granting a pension to L. V. Hollyfield was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of L. V. Hollyfield, late a scout and guide, with the 
rank of lieutenant-colonel, under the command of General Sigel, of the 
United States Army, in the late war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY DOMEYER. 


The bill (S..1520) granting a to Henry Domeger was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Henry Domeger, late a private in Company F, 
Fourth Regiment Missouri Infantry Volunteers. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, to 
change the name ‘‘Domeger’’ to ‘‘ Domeyer.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension to 
Henry Domeyer.’’ 

JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 

The bill (S. 1797) granting a pension to John S, Kirkpatrick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of John S. Kirkpatrick, late a private in Com- 
pany K, First Colorado Regiment. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS FIELD STEVENS. 


The bill (S. 1726) granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Augustus Field Stevens, late a private in 
Company L, Second Regiment Hlinois Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY H. STUTSMAN. 

The bill (S. 1224) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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pension-roll the name of Henry H. Stutsman, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. MARTHA F. WOODRUM. 


The bill (S. 864) to grant a pension to Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum was 
considered asin Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum on the pension-roll, at the rate of —— dol- 
Jars per month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the attention of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] who reported this bill to 
the fact that the sum is left blank. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let the bill be recommitted to the committee. I 
do not recollect about itnow. There must besomeerror. I will look 
over it again. 

The bill was recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

NATHAN Z. BAILEY. 


The bill (S. 1292) granting a pension to Nathan Z. Bailey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nathan Z. Bailey, late a private in Company B, 
Third Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Serate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REAMUS G. MORRIS. 


-The bill (S. 1214) granting a pension to Reamus G. Morris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Reamus G. Morris, late of Company H, First Illi- 
nois Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REUBEN CROWDAY. 


The bill (S. 853) granting a pension to Reuben Crowday was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Reuben Crowday, late a private in Company G, 
Fifty-seventh Regiment United States Colored Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without Brice alter ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THERESA SCHLEYER. 


The bill (S. 1191) granting a or to Theresa Schleyer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Theresa Schleyer, widow of Charles Schleyer, late 
captain of Company F, One hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN G. NICHOLAS. 


The bill (S. 1618) granting a pension to John G. Nigholas was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John G. Nicholas, late of Company F, Ninety- 
third Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM L. CLARKE. 


The bill (S. 1287) granting a pension to William L. Clarke was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William L. Clarke, late of Company B, First 

ent Indiana Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported-to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA NATION. 


The bill (S. 1446) ting a pension to Anna Nation was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ pension-roll, ” to strike out ‘at the rate 
of $25 per month’? and insert ‘‘subject to ‘the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the PRA of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to pisee the name of Anna Nation, widow of Thomas Nation, deceased, 
of Captain k's company of Tennessee militia in the war of 1812, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subjectto the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. THOMAS, 


The bill (S. 1357) granting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas was ĉon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah A. Thomas, widow of Samuel] H. Thomas, 
late of Company D, Sixtieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN THRASHER. 


The bill (S. 1720) granting a pension to John Thrasher y was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the pension- 
roll the name of John Thrasher, late of Company E, One hundred and 
thirty-second iment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN DUFFY. 


The bill (S. 1930) granting a pension to John Duty was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John Duffy, late of Company L, First Ohio Light Ar- 
tillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM 8. MORE. 


The bill (S..1788) granting a pension to William S. More was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William S. More, late of Company B, Thirty-sec- 
ond Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. D. HAWORTH.- 


The bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of J. D. Haworth, late a member of Company H, 
Thirty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and who was trans- 
ferred, on account of disability, to Company H, Twenty-first Veteran 
Reserve Corps. 
` The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE HAM. 


The bill (S. 785) granting a pension to George Ham was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of George Ham, late first sergeant of Company D, Second 
United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE CARR. 


The bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 4, after the word “name,” to strike out “in” and insert 
‘of? so as to make the bill read: : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to yee the name of Jane Carr, widow of Colwell Carr, 
late a private in ey F, Thirtieth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and Company E, Twe: h Regiment of the Veteran Reserve Co 
sion-roll, pat beer to the girien and limitations of the pension 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


, on the pen- 
Ws. 


J. H. THORNBURY. 


The bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thornbury was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of J. H. Thornbury, late of Company D, Eighth Regi- 
ment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. C. A. BAILEY. 


The bill (S. 1830) granting a pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. C. A. Bailey, widow of Albert Baile 
deceased, late a private in Company H, Forty-sixth Regiment of 
nois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARRILLA PARSONS. 

The bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, 
Mich., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, 
Mich., A ese stepmother of Daniel P. Parsons, late captain of 
Company Eleventh Missouri Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABBIE M. HAY. 

The bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to Abbie M. Hay was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 


the name of Abbie M. Hay,widow of Thomas H. Hay, late a captain 
in the United States Army. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ANN VARS. 


The bill (S. 1570) grantinga pension to Mary Ann Vars was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It rot Brak place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary Ann Vars, widow of A. Vars, late master’s mate 
on the United States steamer Relian 

The bill was reported to the Benata without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMELINE J. BABSON. 

The bill (S. 1065) granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Emeline J. Babson, widow of Erastus W. Babson, late of Company 
A, Twelfth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers, on the pension-roll, to 
begin from and after the date of his death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend:ent, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA HOLLINGSWORTH HUMPHREYS. 

The bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth 
Humphreys was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pa to place on the pension-roll the name of Rebecca Hollingsworth 

phreys, widow of Brig. Gen. Andrew Atkinson Humphreys, de- 
ceased, late Chief of Engineers and brevet major-general of the United 
States "Army, at the rate of $50 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN OBEKIAH. 
The bill (S. 2173) granting a pension to Benjamin Obekiah was con- 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Benjamin Obekiah, late of Company K, Twenty-second United States 
Colored Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ZEBULON S. TOMPKINS. 


The bill (S. 2067) for increase of pension to Zebulon S. Tompkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Zebulon S. Tompkins, late of Company E, 
Sixth New Jersey Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of 
the amount now received by him under the law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. PRATER. 


The bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 
J. Prater, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah J. Prater, widow of 
William Prater, deceased, Jate of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteers, from the 9th of September, 1878. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL T. FERGUSON. 

The bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Daniel T. Ferguson, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment of 
Kentucky Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE M. LANGLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 2254) for the relief of Jane M. Langley was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jane M. Langley, widow of Loudon L. Langley, 
late sergeant-major of the Thirty-third United States Colored Volun- 
teers, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL V. HOLLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 846) grantinga pension to Samuel V. Holland was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Samuel V. Holland, late of Company C, Fifty-second Kentucky Regi- 
ment of Mounted Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMELIA M. GREEN. 


The bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Amelia M. Green wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whale It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Amelia M. Green, widow of Rev. John M. Green, 
latea chaplain in the Army of the United States. 

The pill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. FILLEBROWN. 
The bill (H. R. 1138) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown, widow of the late Commodore 
Thomas Scott Fillebrown, from $30 to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HARRY B. AND GRACE A. HARRINGTON. 

The bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington 
and Grace A. n, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of Harry B. Harring- 
ton and Grace A. Harrington, children of Henry M. Harrington, late 
second lieutenant of Company C, Seventh Regiment United States Cav- 
alry, at the rate of $15 per month each, to be paid to their legal guardian 
for their use and benefit, until they are sixteen years of age. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARCUS A. HAMILTON. 


The bill (H. R. 1508) for the relief of Marcus A. Fac eee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Marcus A. Hamilton, formerly of sy sess K, first 
R ent New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY J. FREELS. 


The bill (H. R. 4287) granting a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow 
of Pleasant M. Freels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry 
Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of Nancy J. Freels; widow of Pleasant M. Freels, 
late of the Third Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET KEARNS. 


The bill (H. R. 1543) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret Kearns, mother of James Kearns, 
latea — of Company G, Ninety-fourth New York Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABBY L. BURBANK. 

The bill (S. 2192) granting “thole. it pro to Abby L. Burbank was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whol to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Abby L. Burbank, bod w of Charles H. Burbank, 
late a surgeon in the United States Navy, at the rate of $40 per month, 
in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDIE L. MACOMBER. 


` The bill ( H. R. 1462) granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-five ;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ey feo ay arid 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Addie L. Macom- 
ber, a volunteer nurse vy the late war, giving her the sum of $25 a month from 
and the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
NATHAN MAGOON. 


The bill (H. R. 6504) granting a pension to Nathan Magoon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nathan Magoon, late a private in Company 
H, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PENSION BILLS NOT ACTED ON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk informs the Chair 
that several bills on the Calendar are not in the files, probably not hav- 
ing been returned from the Printer. 

PETER LYLE. 


The bill (S. 701) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It di- 
rects the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of the proper appropri- 
ation for payment of invalid pensions, to Vincent P. Donnelly, admin- 
istrator of Peter Lyle, deceased, $3,724. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Pensions report 
the bill with an amendment to strike out the preamble. The question 
is on that amendment. : 

The amendment was agreed to. = 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


3685 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the report 
was sent to the Printer yesterday and has not yet been returned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is avery large sum. I think we had better 
wait for the repos. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

EVELINE HUNT. 

The bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Eveline Hunt, widow, and 
the minor children of Lewis Hunt, deceased, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the names 
of Eveline Hunt, as the widow of Lewis Hunt, deceased, late of Com- 
pany C, Seventy-sixth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and the 
minor children and heirs of Lewis Hunt, deceased. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M. 8. TOWNE. 


The bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to M. S. Towne was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of M. S. Towne, late a private in Company H, One hun- 
dred and forty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

\ The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. LOGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 5000) to place the name of John W. Logan on the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of John W. Logan, dependent father of Clinton M. 

, late a private in Company F, of the Eighty-fifth Regiment of 
Illinois Volunteers, on the ion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES B. WILDE. 


The bill (H. R. 4999) to place the name of James B. Wilde on the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of James B. Wilde, late second lieutenant of Com- 
pany C, Sixty-first New York Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. W. A. BENNETT. 


The bill (H. R. 746) granting a pension to J. W. A. Bennett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
poenae the name of J. W. A. Bennett, late an ensign in the United 

tates Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTIN KIRK. 


The bill (H. R. 1396) to en Martin Kirk was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It pro; to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Martin Kirk, late a private in Company E, Eighth Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Cavalry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALEXANDER FORSYTH. 


The bill (H. R. 3946) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
mou ge of Alexander Forsyth, late of Company K, Eleventh Wis- 
co. Volunteers, to $20 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA HOLLANDS. 


The bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to Maria Hollands was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
poem the name of Maria Hollands, widow of Joshua Hollands, 

te a private in Company D, Second Regiment Kansas Cavalry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN G. SHAWBELL.: 


The bill (H. R. 686) to granta pension to John G. Shawbell, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John G. Shawbell, late an assistant surgeon in the 
service of the United States, of the Ninth Regiment of Kansas Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. H. GILLESPIE. 


The bill (H. R. 1344) granting a pension to William H. H. Gillespie 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propose to place on 
the pension-roll the name of William H. H. Gillespie, formerly of Com- 
pany I, First Regiment Missouri State Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F. MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 4405) for the relief of William F, Miller was consid. 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William F. Miller, late a private in Company B, 
Sixteenth United States Infantry, at $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HANSON. 


The bill (H. R. 3100) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Samuel Hanson, late a private in Company D, 
Thirty-fourth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. MARTHA A. SILKEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4101) granting a a to Martha A. Silkey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. . It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha A. Silkey, widow of Wi Silkey, 
deceased, late a private in Company B, Sixty-fifth Regiment Enrolled 
Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 4580) to grant a pension to William Taylor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
William Taylor, late a private in Company B, First Regiment of Ne- 
braska Militia, on the ion-roll. 

The bill was PESAR PPSP the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 3 


JOHN C. CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the of the In- 
terior to readjudicate the pension claim of John C. Clark, late a private 
in Company A, Thirtieth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, as though 
the application under which it was granted had been filed on the 20th 
of June, 1880. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill on the Calendar is a different name. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps it is a mere mislaying of papers that can be 
corrected on the spot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the error 
is in the print of the Calendar, that the bill as read is the correct one. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; then there should be substituted on the 
Calendar ‘‘ John C. Clark” for ‘‘Henry Barr.” Is there such a bill as 
one for Henry Barr? 

The bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark was reported to 
the Senate without amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. zix 

THOMAS S. OWENS, 

The bilt (H. R. 4579) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 
Owens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Thomas S. Owens, late a private in Company 
A, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteers, to per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NIRA D. GWYNNE. 


The bill (H. R. 1361) granting a pension to Nira D. Gwynne was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nira D. Gwynne, widow of the late N. M. L. 
Gwynne, a private in Company H, Thirteenth Regiment of Ohio Cav- 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words ‘‘subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws” and to insert ‘‘ and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.” 

Mea BLAIR. ‘The Senator knows the facts, I suppose, and will state 
them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will read apart of a report that was made in the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be explained. Will the amendment 
increase or diminish what the bill now proposes to give? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will increase the pension somewhat, and I will 
give the reasons why it should be increased. I read now a statement 
from Hon. WILLIAM WARNER, a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and late the United States district attorney for the western dis- 
trict of Missouri, residing in Kansas City, Mo., and an intimate friend 
and acquaintance of Captain Gwynne: 

Major WARNER says: 

Permit me to state that for many years I was intimately acquainted with Mr, 


Gwynne. He lost his arm at PONDU. July 30, 1864; at the same time he re- 
ceived a gunshot wound in the knee, For two years before his death I was, 


through business connected with the Grand Army of the Republic, in company 
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with the deceased nearly every day. He was a great sufferer from his Sonone 
that in the knee being a running sore. Time and time again he has told me oj 
His nervous system was broken down, so 

had no more control oyer himself than a child. He 
often said to me that he knew his injuries would cause his death, yet if he had 


the Army. 
of hiscountry 


I believe he was one of probably five, if I am not mistaken, private 
soldiers who received the thanks of Congress and a gold medal. 

Mr. BLAIR. He was a captain in rank at his death, was he not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at the time the wound was received. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did this man receive the thanks of Congress? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He did, and a gold medal, and was one I think 
of only five who did. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Twenty-five dollars is little enough. -It would be 
better to make it $30 while we are abont it. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That is all well enough. I am not ordinarily accused 
of any tendency to hold on to the purse-strings of the country, and I 
am not disposed to object to the amendment as the Senator from Mis- 
souri proposes that it be made. The widow, if she were the widow of 
a captain, would be entitled to $20 per month as the bill now stands. 
It has passed the House and has come here, and it will have to be re- 
turned for concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will beno trouble about concurrence in the 
amendment. We always called him “‘captain.”? I knew him well. 
He was not a captain in the volunteer service, but a captain afterward 
in a militia ization. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. But if his conduct as a private soldier had been 
so conspicuous that he received the thanks of Congress, that ought to 
be enough to entitle this poor woman to $25. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator from Vermont suggests $30. Suppose 
we call it $40. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri proposes 


$25. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Twenty-five dollars will be satisfactory to her. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

r K W. C. DAVIS, 

The bill (H. R. 6125) granting a pension to W. C. Davis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placé the name 
of W. C. Davis, late of Company I, First Regiment of West Virginia 
Veteran Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
* a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PERRY JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 4813) granting a pension to Perry Johnson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Perry Johnson on the pension-roll at the rate of $72 per month, in- 
stead of the pension now allowed and paid him. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TUNIS J. ROOSA. 
The bill (H. R. 715) granting a pension to Tunis J. Roosa was con- 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Tunis J. Roosa, late a private in Company H, 
Seventh Iowa Volunteers, at $40 per month. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEANDER C. TWITCHELL. 

The bill (H. R. 4992) restoring Leander C. Twitchell to the pension- 
roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to re- 
store to the pension-roll the name of Leander C. Twitchell, of Charito 
County, Missouri. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATHANIEL H. BLAKELY. 

The bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp: to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Nathaniel H. Blakely, formerly of Com- 
pany F, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, in the war with 
Mexico. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PERNETTA HENDLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 1348) for the relief of Pernetta Hendley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Pernetta Hendley, widow of Capt. Israel 
Hendley, who lost his life at the battle of Moroe, in the war with 
Mexico, in 1847. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MINERVA T. THOMPSON. : 


The bill (H. R. 4111) granting a pension to Minerva T. Thompson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Minerva T. Thompson, widow of Joseph 
Thompson, deceased, late a private in Company D, Sixth Regiment 
Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK MANTIIART. 


The bill (H. R. 6130) granting a pension to Frank Manhart was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Frank Manhart, late a private in Company A, 
Second Regiment Missouri Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIS W. FINK. 

The bill (H. R. 4572) granting a pension to Willis W. Fink was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Willis W.. Fink, late of Company D, Forty- 
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES MORGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4824) granting an increase of pension to James Mor- 
gan was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It to grant 
an increase of pension to James Morgan, late of Company C, Fourteenth 
Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and to pay him $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. HARDY. 

The bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to William E. Hardy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. ` It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William E. Hardy, late of Company D, Thirty- 
ninth Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUGH MULHOLLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 6134) granting a pension to Hugh Mulholland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roli the name of Hugh Mulholland, formerly of Company K, 
Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK SHERBONAW. ` 


The bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Frank Sherbonaw was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Frank Sherbonaw, formerly a member of Com- 
pany G, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY BARR. 

The bill (H. R. 2179) granting a pension to Henry Barr was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 1e pa 
sion-roll the name of Henry Barr, father of Jacob Barr, late a private 
in Company A, One hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. A 

Mr. COCKRELL. That seems to be a bill we had up before. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is all right this time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - s 

B. FRANK PATTERSON. 


Mr. BLAIR. There were several pension bills reported this morn- 
ing, and I ask that they be now considered. 

y unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 1390) for the relief of B. Frank Patterson. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of B. Frank Patter- 
son, late of Company F, Fourteenth New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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TIMOTHY DRISCOLL. 

By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to 
Timothy Driscoll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-list the name of Timothy Driscoll, late 
a private in Company A, First Maine Light Artillery Volunteers. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the time, and passed. 
HARRIET M. LARRABEE. 


By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to 
Harriet M. Larrabee was considered as in Genie of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Harriet M. Larra- 
bee, widow of L. H. Larrabee, late a private in Company A, Sixth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteers. 
. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RACHEL W. HEARD. 


By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 4031) granting a pension to 
Rachel W. Heard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
p to place on the pension-roll the name of Rachel W. Heard, 
ier of Nathan Heard, a second lieutenant in the service of the 
United States in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FANNY COLLINS. z 


By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension to 
Fanny Collins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pay place on the pension-roll the name of Fanny Collins, widow of 

is Collins, deceased, late a private in Company H, Fifty-eighth 
United States Colored Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELIZA HUMES. 

By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Eliza Humes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Eliza Humes, 
mother of George W. Humes, deceased, late a private in Company E, 
Second Maine Cavalry Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES C. HILL. 

By unanimous consent the bill (S. 2096) granting a pension to Charles 
C. Hill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension-roll the name of Charles C. Hill, late of Company 

, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AGNES RENZ. 
By unanimous. consent the bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to 
Renz was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Agnes Renz, widow of Henry 
Renz, a musician in the One hundred and nineteenth Regimentof New 
York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN G. BURRILL. 

By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 5583) granting a pension to 
John G. Burrill was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension-roll the name of John G. Burrill, late 
first lientenant of Company G, Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ZEBA S. AYER. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave to make four reports from the Committee 
on Pensions, which should have been made this morning during the 
morning hour. I send the bills to the desk, and ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to their consideration under the existing order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection to the consideration 
of the bills now reported by the Senator from New Hampshire from the 
Committee on Pensions? The Chair hears no objection, and the bills 
will be stated in their order. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Zeba 
S. Ayer: It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Zeba S. 
Ayer, dependent father of Zeba A. Ayer, deceased, late a private in 
Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY B, HOOK. 


By unanimous consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 2095) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary B. Hook. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of 


Mary B. Hook, widow of Lieut. Col. James H. Hook, at $50 permonth, 
in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY S. WEBSTER. 
By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
p oceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to Mary 


Webster. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary 
S. Webster, dependent mother of Charles T. Webster, late a privatein 
Company H, Forty-second United States Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH 8. DE KRAFFT. 


The bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. de Krafft was 
read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill is reported as an original 
bill from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The report is made on a petition. 7 

By unanimous consent, the Senate as in Committee of the whae 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-rol 
the name of Elizabeth S. de Krafft, widow of Charles Philip de Krafft, 
late commodore and rear-admiral in the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PENSION BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like tocall attention to the several cases u 
the Calendar in which it was said that the papers were not on the files. 
I should like to know if the clerks have been able to find those bills 
as yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the bills 
have been sent to the Printer and have not yet been returned, and so 
they are not on the files. 

Mr. BLAIR. All the cases that have been passed which have been 
reported since those were must have been sent to the Printer also, and 
they were subsequent reports. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just a moment ago I sent up to the document- 
room to see if they had come in, and then I telephoned for them to be 
sent here. 

Mr. BLAIR. They are cases which it is desirable to have disposed 
of. Will the Secretary be so kind as to specify the orders of business 
where the papers are absent? ‘The first is Order of Business 802, as I 
have the memorandum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think they run from Order of Business 802 to 
808, inclusive, if I have it correctly. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills referred to will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 743, a bill (S. 1257) granting 
a pension to Henry Shively. 

Mr. BLAIR. Those papers have not been found, I understand. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair is informed that the bill in 
that case is not on the files. The next bill in the class will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 805, a bill (S. 860) granting 
an increase of pension to John N. Runyan. 

Mr. BLAIR. How is it with Order of Business 802? That, I under- 
stand, is missing also. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 802, a bill (H. R. 3463) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Hannah Babb Hutchins. 

Order of Business 806, a bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E, 
Bassett. 

Mr. BLAIR. Howisit with Order of Business 803, House bill 1462? 
Was that passed ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been passed. The next bill 
in the list will be stated. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. Orderof Business 807, a bill (S. 1102) granting an 
increase of pension to Dr. A. Lanning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills in the cases just reported by 
the Secretary are not on the files. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then Isuppose they must be passed over. I move that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1886) for the 
relief of soldiers of the late war honorably discharged after six*months’ 
service, who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for sup- 
port, and of dependent parents of soldiers who died in the service or 
trom disabilities contracted therein. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. LIunderstand that the bill (S. 1532) to regulate com- 
merce is now before the Senate regularly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Illinois insist on going on with 
that bill now? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithink Ishall insist on it now. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will come in with his bill after the interstate-commerce 
bill is disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not propose to have any collision with the Senator 
fom Tllinois if he desires to go on with the interstate commerce bill 
t i 

Mn CULLOM. I prefer that course. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenate resumes the consideration | rollment of the barge Mi 


of the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Illinois toallow the unfinished 
business to be informally laidaside fora moment in order that I may ask 
the Senate to consider House bill 7467. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not on the Calendar; it has just come from the 
House of Representatives. On the 2d of March the Committee on Mil- 

itary Affairs reported Senate bill 557, which is precisely the same as 
the House bill, The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] and 
myself compared them yesterday. I therefore ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to consider the House bill at this time, and if it leads to any de- 
bate or consumes any time, then I shall not ask to trespass upon the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. With that understanding I hardly feel at cere is 
deny the request of the Senator from Tennessee. 


STREET IN CHATTANOOGA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill indicated by the Senator 
from Tennessee will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the 
public a street across the United States grounds in the city of Chatta- 
nooga, in the State of Tennessee; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is there any communication from the War De- 
partment on the subject? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Mississi hee [Mr. WALTHALL], who 
made the report from the Committee on Affairs, informs me 
that the bill was modifved to meet the precise er cer red the Secretary of 
War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inow moveto indefinitely postpone the bill (S. 557) 
to grant for the use of the public a street across the United States 
grounds in the city of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, in compliance with section 4863 of 
the Revised Statutes, appointed Mr. WALTHALL a director on the part 
of the Senate of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the 
Deaf and Dumb, to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of Mr. 
JACKSON. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4968) to 
authorize and direct theregistry and enrollment of the barge Michi 
of Alpena, Mich., in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
FET pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate rtation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes,”’ approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the port of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. Sty cuatint Spa to eo Kents 

A bill (S. 231 a pension to Jennette S. Kent; 

A bill (S. 813 Sealine A noiai ts Mine Tisbocds MINA 

A bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; 

A bill (S. 481) authorizing the ition of certain land in Lonis- 
ville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of 
the United States; 

A bill (S. 1487) to establish two additional land districts in the State 
of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 880) granting the right of way to the Schuylkill River 
East Side Railroad Company through the arsenal and naval asylum 
grounds at Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, 
approved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
section of the statutes be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla. 


ENGINEER MENOCAL’S REPORT. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was 


Ordered, That the order to print “er a ae Chief Engineer A. G. Menocal, 
received by the Senate on Canal, be rescinded, 


Nicaraguan 
and that the question of printing be peony to the Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 4968) to authorize and direct the registry and en- 


of Alpena, Mich., was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
GOVERNMENT GROUND IN NEWPORT. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to take up the bill (S. 1154) to authorize 
cathe of Newport, R. I., to use the site of Fort Greene as a public 


The PRESIDING OFFICER Oi INGALLS in the chair), That can 
only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. With the understanding that it will lead to no de- 
bate, I have no objection to its consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
Eee to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

S. W. MARSTON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield just one 
moment while I call up the bill (S. 220) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to settle the claims of 8. W. Marston, late United States 
Indian agent at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and ex- 
penses. If the bill leads to any discussion, I shall not insist upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Three or four Senators have made asimilar request. 
With the understanding that if any measure which is called up in this 
way leads to debate it shall not be pressed, I am willing to yield to the 
Senators who have spoken to me. 

hang remy re I call up Senate eg hora peony a 
sen tit be put upon its passage. It repo: repeatedly 
by the Senate seed, re and has passed the Senate twice. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TIMBER ON WISCONSIN INDIAN LAND. 


Mr. SAWYER. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 55) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands reserved 
for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of Wiscon- 
sin. It is a bill which has twice passed the Senate. I think there 
will be no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘ Wisconsin,”’ to strike 
out the wo: “excepting the sixteenth sections, which have been re- 
served to the State for school purposes;’’ so as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to cause to be ap- 

prened and sold the timber, or such portion thereof asin his judgment is forthe + 
nterest of the tribe, upon the lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe 

of Indians in the State of Wisconsin. 


Mr. DAWES. I think on further examination of the subject that 


the amendment oe not to be adopted. The Supreme Court have 
decided that all such land belongs to the State and we should not ex- 
cept it; 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAWES. In section 1, beginning in line 12, I think the proviso 
should be stricken out, which reads as follows: 

Provided, That such appraisal shall = include an wing tree or t 
less than 12 inches fn discnster a at the bu ——* pest vt 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. paa question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts to strike outthe proviso 
which he has indicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The colon in line 12 will be changed 
to a period to make it conform. 

Mr. DAWES. Striking out the proviso requires an amendment in 
the second section. After the word ‘‘thereof,’”’ in line 8 of the second 
section, I move that the following words be stricken out: 

Said be crag er shall state, and the timber be offered for sale with the express un- 
derstanding, that growing timber of less than 12 inches in diameter at the butt 
is not to be included: in the sale. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PHENIX NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phenix National Bank of the 
city of New York, a bill reported by the Judiciary Committee with- 
out amendment, and to which I sup no objections will be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I make no objection with the understanding that 
there will be no debate. 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
oala to consider the bill. It ees to appropriate $29,624.35 


1886. 


to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to reimburse the Phoenix Na- | The affidavits submitted to the committee in reference to the health of Major 


tional Bank of the city of New York the amount paid by that bank in 
satisfaction of two judgmenis obtained against the bank in the su- 
preme court of the State of New York on the 14th of February, 1878, 
and on the 20th of November, 1879, in an action brought against the 
bank by David Risley to recover a certain deposit which had been ille- 
gally seized and confiscated by the United States of America. / 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MOUNT DESERT FERRY PORT OF ENTRY. 


Wr. FRYE. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 1013) providing for 
the establishment of a port of entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the town 
of Hancock, in the State of Maine. ‘The bill has been reported unani- 
mously twice by the Committee on Commerce and passed the Senate 
unanimously once. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
oo is any particular necessity for the establishment of a port of entry 

? 


ere 

Mr. FRYE. There is an absolute necessity. The Maine Central 
Railroad has just established freight depots there, and there is a very 
large amount of freight coming from foreign countries which otherwise 
would have to go 40 miles up the river. ‘The bill has passed the Sen- 
se beire, and it was reported from the Committee on Commerce unan- 

ously. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


TENODOR TEN EYCK. 


Mr. HAMPTON. I appeal to the good-nature of the Senator from 
Illinois and ask unanimous consent to take up a bill which he intro- 
duced. I think it will lead to no discussion. It has passed the Senate 
twice. 

Mr. CULLOM. I recognize the propriety of yielding to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina, as he has been maororaa absent 
for some time. I will do so with the understanding that the bill will 
Jead to no discussion. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committeeof the Whole, pro- 

ed to consider the bill (S. 519) to authorize the President to restore 
Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place him 
upon the retired-list of Army officers. 

Mr. MILLER. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereisareport. The bill was re- 
pe from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment. 

he amendment will be first stated, after which the report will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘empowered,”’ it is 
proposed to strike out the words ‘“‘to restore” and insert ‘‘ to nomi- 
nate prorat and with the adviceand consent of theSenate, to appoint; ” 
s0 as to : 


That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint to his 
former rank in the Army, and to place upon the retired-list of Army officers, 
Tenedore Ten Eyck, late a captain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ask for the reading of the report? 

Mr. CULLOM and others. Oh, no. 
Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the report read. 


Does the Senator from New York 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAMP- 
TON January 14: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1300) to 
authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army and crm oes upon the retired-list of Army officers, have considered the 


This board, composed of two Arm Pes ae while admitting the chronic char- 
acter of the diseases from which or Eyck was suffering, reported him, 
in their opinion, as “not incapacitated for active service,” Butcertificates from 
many prominent physicians, who had known and attended Maior Ten Eyck for 
eager show that his diseases were not temporary in 1870, but 

e was not only not fit for hes then, but has been unfit ever since, 


sion that the g board were mistaken in the opinion expressed in 
case. Had they wheter ae him unfit for active service, he would then have 
been placed on ‘the retired-list, and it seems but justice to him that this should 


1870, bu 
ommend the passage of the bill for his reli , a8 amended by the committee, 
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Ten Eyck are transmitted herewith, to be appended to this report. 


ere -. 
1806 MICHIGAN AVENUE, Chicago, May 14, 1880. 
This is to certify that I, John E. Owens, M. D., a practicing physician in the ci 
1 ir PISI 1872, 1878 1872, 
ic diarrhea, com- 
eral debility, and at other eyes 


or Ten Eyck has been a 
consequence of said suffering, been 


JNO. E. OWENS, M. D. 
for and sworn to before me this 15th day of may aA D. 1880. 


(SEAL, B GROSS, 
Clerk Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 
OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT SIXTH DIVISION, 
Chicago, IU., May 8, 1882, 
This is to certify that I have Inua known Caph. (Battalion Major) Teno- 
dor Ten Eyck, late Eighteenth United States Infantry, since early in 1868, and 
that I know him now to be, and always during that period to have been, a con- 
stant sufferer from chronic diarrhea, rrhoids, and inflammatory rheuma- 
tism; unfitted for any manual labor whatever. i er at the 
time he appeared before the retiring board, in 1870, he was an invalid, and had 
ust arisen from a terrible sickness, and was, by his physicians (Drs. Nash and 
p Rea totally unfitted tomake the journey in order to appear before 


i WM. P. CAMPBELL, 
Chief Clerk Railway Mail Service, Sixth Division. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of May, A. D, 1882. 
[SEAL] FRED, MEYER, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
County of Cook, ss: 


n, 
who, being duly sworn, d s and says: That he is chief clerk of the 
Mail Service at Chicago, Ill.; t 


late sapon in the Eighteenth 
year 1 and that Said enodor Ten Eyck has, during all of this time, been and 


portion of this period of sickness not been under direct an: 
superye; he, the said Tenodor Ten Eyck, has been obli to continuously 
e medicines previously prescribed for said ailments, 
Affiant further states that he has no interest, directly or a in the pros- 
ecution of claim for pension on the part of said Te: r Ten Eye! 
WM. P. CAMPBELL, 


Sworn toand subscribed before me this 15th day of May, 1880, and I hereby cer- 
tify that affiant is personally known to me; that he aigi oe moral character, 
a man of truth an Maing A and that I have no interest, or indirect, in the 
prosecution of this claim for pension on the part of ‘Tenodor Ten Eyck. 

[sean] JOHN J.H Y, Clerk, 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
County of Cook, ss: 

E. R. P. Shurley, being firstduly sworn, on oath deposes and says that he was 
lieutenant in the Twenty-seventh United States Infantry, Second Battalion, for- 
merly Eighteenth United States Infantry; that he is a trier with and per- 
apoaily knows Tenodor Ten Eyck, late of the Eighteenth United States 
Infantry; that in the month of July, A. D. 1867, he relieved Captain Ten 
of his command at Fort Phil. Kearny, Wyo., who was then suffering from 
rhea and quite ill; that afterward, in the fall of said year, this deponent saw 
Captain Ten Eyck at Fort Fetterman, Wyo.,and that at that time he was so 

rostrated with said disease that he was compelled to come East on sick leave 
‘or medical treatment; that this deponent has resided in the city of Chicago and 
State of Illinois since the year A. D. 1870, and kg, ere the present time contin- 
uously; that during said period he has been on intimate terms with said Ca 
tain Ten Eyck, and knows the condition of his health, as he saw him nearly. 
every two or three days, and that during all of said time said Captain Ten Ey. 
has suffered continuously with severe chronic diarrhea, as this deponent was 
informed and believes from his appearance and illness, and has been incapaci- 
tated from all exertion, and been disabled from obtaining his subsistence by 
manual labor by reason of said disease. And this deponent further says that 
he has no interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of his claim for pen- 


sion, 
E. R. P. SHURLEY, 
Brt. Capt, and First Liceut., U. 8. A. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, A. D. 1879. 
[skar] LAFAYETTE L. JONES, 
Notary Public. 


Since the year 1868, when first I prescribed for or Ten Eyck, I have repeat- 
edly been called on to prescribe for him. He has suffered from chronic diarrh 
hemorrhoids, and chronic rheumatism, with few intermissions of the latter, bu’ 
continuously from the two former, I have, since I first knew him, considered 
him a man of shattered constitution, and unable to perform efficiently any duty 
requiring even an inconsiderable application of physical power. > 

W. GODFREY DYAS, 
Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, Ireland. 

May 13, 1880. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of May, A. D. 1880. 

[sea] JOHN J. HEALY, Clerk. 


I certify that I have been acquainted since 1868 with Maj. T. Ten Eyck. He 
was then suffering from chronic diarrhea and hemorrhoids. He was undermy 
professional care for three years after that year. I considered him then, and 
since, as a man of shattered constitution. In addition to other affections, he has 
been laid up with chronic rheumatism, the result of previous hardships and pri- 


vations, 
W. GODFREY DYAS, M. D., 
Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, Dublin, 


CHICAGO, May 3, 1882, 
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STATE or ILLINOIS, 
County of Cook, ss: 2. 
John H. Hollister, being first quly sworn, de; 


sician and sı ungeon, 
he professio: y attended Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck in the years 1877 and 1878, 
ime said Captain Ten his 


n now is, prostrated from the effects of severe diarrhea, 
which hascontinuedinachronic form, mapepe i with hemorrhoids, and wholly 
incapacitai him from all exertion, and disabling him from attending to any 
business; and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of 


this claim for pension, 
JOHN H. HOLLISTER, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, A, D. 1879. 
{seax.] LAFAYETTE L. JONES, 
Notary Public. 
STATE OF poets Cook, 
ss: 
W, Godfrey Dyas, first duly sworn, deposes and says, that he is a physi- 
cian and enpi practi: in the city of Chi and State of Illinois; that he 
professionally attended . T. Ten Eyck from month of August, A. D. 1868, 
up to September, A. D. 1870; that during all of said said |. T. Ten Eyck 
was prostrated from the effects of severe diarrhea, which continued in a chronic 
form, alternating with hemorrhoids, and inca) tating him from all exertion ; 
and that I have no interest in his application for a é 
W. DFREY A: D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day pita Ar D. 
[sEAr.] HENRY MASON, 
Notary Public. 
This certifies that I, the undersigned, am a practicing physician in the city of 
k > apa ‘Tenodor Ten care 


of the time for the J plone eg manual labor. 
Witness my hand this 13th day of May, A. D. 1880. 
A. REEVES JACKSON. 
Strate or ILLINOIS, 


unty of Cook, ss: 
Subscribed and sworn to before PE ont days ETE ere 
E. F. ©. KLOKKE, 
Clerk of the County Court of Cook County, Illinois. 
STATE or ILLINOIS, 
County of Cook, ss: 


O., numbered 268320. He further 


rheumatism. He further a and says that, while it has not necessary 
or convenient for him at all times to have personal medical attendance, he has, 
since the date of his from the Army (being January 1, 1871), been com- 


TENODOR TEN EYCK. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of May, 1880; and I here 
oy that I have no interest, directly or indirectly, in the prosecution of th. 


[sean] JOHN J. HEALY, Clerk. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 
ALICE ©. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to take up Order of Business 
No. 2, being the resolution to pay Alice C. Underwood. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, by Mr. CHACE from the 
Committee to-Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
March 19, 1885, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to Alice O. Underwood, executrix of the last will and testament of Maria 
G. Underwood, administratrix of John C. Underwood the sum of 
$5,000, in full compensation for the time and expenses of the said John O. Under- 
wood in prosecuting his claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the State 
of Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ROCHESTER PUBLIC BUILDING. 


Mr. MILLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
5549) limiting the cost of the erection of a public building at Rochester, 
N.Y. : 

Mr. CULLOM. With the understanding that it will be withdrawn 
if it leads to debate I have no objection. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It increases the amount heretofore fixed as 
the limit of cost for the erection of a public building by the United 
States Government at Rochester, N. Y., to $500,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS ROSA WALLACE. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 


The question is on the adoption of 


bill (S. 1805) for the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace. It isa local matter, 
and the bill was reported unanimously by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and to insert: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, 
to credit the accounts of Miss Rosa Wallace, postmaster at Washington, Ark., 
with the sum of $381, which sum was lost by robbery of the mails at or near 
Hope, Ark., on or about November 30, 1884, 

The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
JAMES G. MARTIN. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (5. 1533) 
for the relief of James G. Martin, late captain and assistant quarter- 


’ master and assistant commissary of subsistence, United States Army, 


and his heirs and legal representatives. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. VANCE. I understand that a House bill, of which this is a pre- 
cise copy, has been bythat body. I move tosubstitute the House 
bill for the Senate bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the number of the House 
bill? 
Mr. VANCE. I have not the number before me, but it is verbatim 


with the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Chair can not proceed without 
the bill: The bill is not on the Calendar, butis still in the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well; then I will let it go; I prefer to have the 
House bill passed. 


INDIAN LANDS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 770) 
relating to the lands in Colorado lately occupied by the Uncompahgre 
and White River Ute Indians. 3 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It provides that actual and bona fide settlers 
on lands subject to pre-emption under existing laws within the late Un- 
compahgre and White River Ute Indian reservation, in Colorado, who 
have previously taken land under the pre-emption laws, may take an 
additional 160 acres, by paying therefor $1.25 per acre, at any time after 
a bona fide residence on the land of two years, and within thirty-three 
months after filing declaratory statement therefor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be.engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
METHODIST PROTESTANT FOREIGN MISSIONS BOARD. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 1008, which has been unanimously recommended by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. There will not be any discussion 
on the bill. It will take but a moment to pass it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know that it is necessary for me to state 
every time thatI am yielding with the understanding that the consid- 
eration of these bills does not interfere with the unfinished business, 
which is the interstate commerce bil], and that there is to be no dis- 
cussion on the bills whieh are called up in this way. ; 

Mr. BROWN. I will withdraw the bill if it leads to any discussion. 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
1008) to empower the board of foreign missions of the Methodist Prot- 
estant Church to hold property in the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
to insert: 

That the Board of Foreign Missions of the Methodist Protestant Church, which. 
is incorporated by the laws of Pennsylvania, is hi wered to hold real 
and personal property in the District of Columbia, acquired, or that shall be ac- 
quired, by iff, devise, or bequ and the same enjoy, rent, or convey at 
tie au KODLI es Any person’ OE y corporate ean do: Provided, That the net in- 
comes of the property to be held by said company shall not exceed $20,000 per 
annum, 

Mr. HOAR. I think there should be a limitation on the amount of 
property as a permanent policy in dealing with such corporations. It 
is the policy in all the States. Itshould not exceed the amount of 
$150,000 or $250,000. 

Mr. BROWN. Not to exceed $20,000 is the provision of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the income. 

Mr. BROWN. Almost all the other Churches have more. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill by inserting that the value 
of the property shall not exceed at any one time $250,000. 

Mr. BROWN. I make no objection to that amendment. It can be 
considered hereafter if it is necessary to make any change. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts will | The next amendment was, in section 2, line 18, after the word 


repeat his amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to add at the end of the bill: 

And that the value of the property so held shall not exceed at any one time 
the sum of $250,000. ¢ 

Mr. BROWN. I do not object to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

SPRINGFIELD PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 1397) 
to establish a port of delivery at Springfield, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. It is a unanimous report from the Committee on Commerce, 
and the bill is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 
CHARLES F. BOWERS. 

Mr.SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 224) 
for the relief of Charles F. Bowers. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. The preamble recites that about the 
9th of August, 1862, Charles F. Bowers, then first lieutenant and regi- 
mental quartermaster of the Eighth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, 
received from George H. Weeks, then captain and assistant quarter- 
master of United States volunteers, $230, being funds of the United 
States belonging to the Quartermaster Department of the Army, and 
was unable technically to “‘ account” for the same as required by the 
rules of the Treasury Department, because of the loss and destruction 
of his official books and papers during the campaign of 1862 under 
General John Pope, and that it appears by the evidence on file in the 
Third Auditor's Office of the Treasury Department that the money was 
nevertheless actually and lawfully disbursed by Bowers in theexecution 
of the duties of his office, though unable to furnish formal vouchers there- 
for because of the loss and destruction of his books and papers. The 
bill directs the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow a credit for 
$230 to Bowers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BRIDGES IN OREGON. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4670) granting 
to the county of Clatsop, in the State of Oregon, the right to construct 
a bridge across Young’s Bay, a navigable stream in the said county 
and State. It is a local matter. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘ Ore- 
gon,” to strike out the words ‘‘and its court and duly authorized 
officers and agents, in the name of said county and under the authority 
of said court are” and to insert ‘‘is,’’? and in line 7, after the word 
‘‘ State,” to insert ‘‘at such point as said county may select and may 
be approved by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 


That the county of ,in the State of Oregon, is hereby authorized and 
em: to construct a dge across Young’s Bay, a nav le stream in 
county and State, at such point as said county may select and may be ap- 


ved by the Secretary of War, with su ¢l-spans, draws, safeguards, and 
iet works as shall cause the bridge not unduly to obstruct or injure the 
na of the waters crossed by it. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after the word “‘pre- 
scribe,” to insert: 

And also to construct, establish, and maintain a bridge across Skipanon Creek, 


in the county of Clatsop, in the State of Oregon, by permanent cm kment or 
otherwise, as the Secretary of War may approve. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 21, to strike out the word 
“ bridge” and insert “‘ bridges.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 2, line 11, after the word “‘said,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ bridge ” and insert ‘‘ bridges; ’’ in line 12, after the word 
“said,” to strike out “bridge” and insert ‘‘ bridges; in line 14, after 
the word ‘‘bay,”’ to insert ‘‘and Young’s Creek;’? so as to read: 

And the United States shall have the right of way for a telegraph across said 
any ed, the said bridges to be built and located under and subject to such 

ons for Secre- 


regu the security of navigation on said bay and creek as 
tary of War shall prescribe, 7: 


The amendment was agreed to. 


“bridge,” to insert ‘‘across Young’s Bay.” 

The amendment was to. i 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 30, after the word 
“floats,” to insert “‘also showing the Skipanon Creek to the head of 
usual navigation.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word “‘ bay,’’ 
to insert “‘and said creek;’’ in line 4, after the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike 
out ‘bridge’? and insert ‘‘ bridges;’? in line 5, before the word ‘‘ acces- 
sory,” to strike out the word ‘‘its,’? and after the word ‘‘said,”’ in the 
same line, to strike out ‘‘bridge’’ and insert ‘‘ bridges;’’ and in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike out ‘‘bridge’’ and insert ‘‘ bridges;’’ 
so as to read: 

That same. aires hee EE OA E A 
to prevent or remove all material and ntial obstructions to the navigation 
fo ae Bo a S Dea 
shall be borne by sewn of mie pren bai si 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. MORRIS. 


Mr. COLQUITT. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. 
R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the of the Treas- 
ury to pay to John A. Morris $117.10, that being the amount of a draft 
issued by the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, which has not been 
paid, and which draft is now held by Morris. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE IN VERMONT. 


TrA HOAR. I ask to take up Senate bill 929, Order of Business 
0. 123. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me suggest to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that there are others who desire to present bills for consideration 
if he will pause a moment until we get around and each one has a 
chance. The Senator has already been in on this Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. The other was not a bill but a resolution. However, 
I will yield. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No;I do not object. Proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis fair that I should yield. I will yield to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (8. 
63) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge across that part 
of the waters of Lake Champlain lying between the towns of North - 
Hero and Alburg, in the State of Vermont. There is no amendment 
to the bill and it will take but a moment to of it. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 


Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 100) 
for the relief of William H. Crook. 

By unanimons consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
‘ceeded to consider the. bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘six’? and 
insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to William H. Crook, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise seprorriens the sum of $4,000, as com tion for 
services as secretary to the President to sign land pateuts for the ears of 
1879, 1880, 1881, and 1882, inclusive, and which services were additio: to his 


regular duties as executive clerk and disbursing agent, the amount being the 
same as was formerly paid for such service. 


The amendment was agreed to. z 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better have the report read or a 
statement of the bill made. I think I recollect that old case. Itisa 
case where a man is attempting to draw two salaries. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Missouri ask for the reading ot 
the report? 

Mr. COCKRELL, If it is short let the report be read. 

Mr, GRAY. Yes, it is short. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read; 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Gray 
January 13: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 100) for the relief 
of William H. Crook, haying considered the same and accompanying papers, 
submit the following report: 

The committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate report No. 144, Forty- 


Arsi smion, which sald report is hereto annexed and made a 


Congress, 
this Boe and is as follows: 
of section 450), Congress authorized 
of “ secretary to vo gees 


» page 183), aeg ebei eon fe: for payment of 
the of this officer was omitted, and the President was directed to designate 
one of his executive clerks to perform the duty of si land patents, 

+ “Mn William H. Crook was then, and had been since 1871, an executive clerk, 
pana | as disbursing officer of the Executive Mansion, and also in charge of the 

reception room. All of these duties he has continued to perform down to the 

Prenat ho addition to them he was designated by the President, July 1, 

land patents, and since that time all the patents issued 

Rare public lands have passed under his hand, 

f patents as since Paned KINS 1878, has av about Sety 
eoaid om waad a paea patent tirer pa signat bra 
n very ving two ures 

tached, and all having to be rae ua accounted for. On account of his 

regular duties at the Executive 
form most òf this extra work of 
withstan this te are 
th the perform- 
duty vm In fact, Mr, Crook has, in addition rh the other duties 
on in any form, 


of his ition, since July 1, 1878, perform: 
labor for which to the Government paid $1,500 annum. 
ı “We attach hereto, as exhibits, letters of Hon. J. A zeban late Com- 


missioner of the General Land Ofice, and Hon, W. K. Roge: rs, private secretary 
to osn Hayes, both of aane kom their official aara were familiar 


tion 
“It ae to your committee that he is in justice and equity entitled to a fair 
compensation. 
bis ‘Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be passed with the fol- 
lowing amendment, viz: jn line 6, strike out the word ‘six’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘three. 
The committee, fearr i adopt said Senate report as the report of this com- 
mittee, and recommend the passage of the accompanying bill as amended, 
Wasninaton, D. O., September 30,1881. 
Srn: Your note of this date is at hand. I fully agree with you that you should 
have extra compensation for si ri Jana pats land puana. Before this additional duty 
es ed to you the Presi: pests ish land patents was allowed 
500 a year for that service, and f think the the service was worth the amount. 
The responsibility ity of the position, i in addition to the clerical Jabor, is very con- 
siderable, and should be paid for. I think you are fully entitled to extra com- 
pensation, and sincerely hope that it may be given you, 


Very sincerely, yours, 
Ei : i J. A. WILLIAMSON. 
Col. W. H. CROO: 
Executive MAAGA, City. 
WASHINGTON, D, C., November 18, 1881, 
- DEAR SIR: I ee sw thn agree with you that you should receive extra compen- 
sation for signing tents, banag the four years while I was private sec- 
retary to the AIA ye your regular duties as executive clerk and disbursing 
officer were sufficient to keep ys Sopron a ant the time during offite hours. 
The additional service you ren we te Sang lees d patents was necessarily per- 
roe out of an e gr) mye ye S oani itnight-work. Uponthe om’ a ~ 
act of June usual provision for e 
tive} e President to si the 
the gones 


our 
ition during the illness of the 
secretary appointed for the pu by Presi is a laborious and 
respo) Je position, aen the work was carefully, bona rg and faithfully per- 
estly l compensation for the 
service rendered. 
Very truly, yours, 


W. H. CROOK 
‘Executive Clerk to the President. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 26, 1884. 


Dear SIR: It sives me soie to say in behalf of Mr. William H. Crook that 

Senate I had occasion to examine into the merits of his claim for 

services as secretary to the President to sign land patents, and thatI consider it 

a proper claim and favored it at that time. I think Mr, Crook is justly entitled 
to the compensation allowed by the bill as it passed the Senate in April last, 


Vary semen H. M. TELLER. 
Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN, 
Chairman of the Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It seems impossible for to prevent cer- 
tain parties in Washington from drawing two ies. Here was a 
clerk in the executive office drawing a certain salary. It was thought 
that there-was no necessity for that office and for that salary to be paid, 
and that the clerks at the Executive Mansion could perform the duty. 
The office was discontinued and no appropriation was made for it—— 
Mr. CULLOM. I believe the understanding was that there should 
be no discussion on bills called up. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will only take two minutes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being objection, the bill will 
over. 
ats COCKRELL. I must object to it then. 
Mr. GRAY. Iam very sorry. If the Senator will withhold his ob- 
jection I think in a single word I can remove it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will state to the Senator that this isan old 


W.H. ROGERS, 


resident with the Committee on Claims. We have had it here for ten 
years, and it has been reported adversely. 
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Mr. GRAY. You could not have had it here for ten 
Mr. COCKRELL, Well, we have had it here for eight years. 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir, not for eight years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It has been reported adversely by the Committee 
on Claims and defeated. 

Mr. GRAY. It was reported favorably. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it was never reported adversely. 

Mr. GRAY. Never, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. But it was reported favorably and passed the Sen- 
ate. I must correct the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being objection, the bill must 
go over. 
TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask unanimous consent to put on its passage 
the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be read for information. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to the disposition of the bill without debate. 
It isa ey important bill, and it can not be disposed of under the terms 
under which bills are taken up at the present time, as I understand. 
The Senator from Nebraska certainly can not expect that this bill, 
which relates to the taxation of all lands held by land-grant railroads, 
is to pass without discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the vin ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I give notice that to-morrow after the routine 
morning business I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 


Is there objection to the present 


CAPT. ANDREW W. JOHNSON. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S 
747) for the relief of Capt. Andrew W. Johnson. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

Thatthe Président of the United States be, << he is hereby, po en toap- 
point Andrew W. Johnson, now acaptain on the retired-list of the Navy, b; 
with the advice and consent of the Senate,a commodore upon the retired-list 
of the Navy from the date of his retirement as a captain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrosssed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ; 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 

Mr. HOAR. I now ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
929) for the relief of -Albert H. Emery. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to to Albert H. Emery, | 

of Stamford, Conn., in full settlement of all legal or equitable} | 
which he has in any way against the United States on account of the 
cost of, and the time spent by him, and use of all patents and inven- 
tions in desi gand constructing the testing- -machine built and erected. 
by him for the United States, or otherwise, in any way, on account of 
the machine, $200,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS WITHIN RAILWAY LIMITS. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask consent of the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 129. 

By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead set- 
tlers within railway limits, and for other purposes, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 12, after the word ‘‘cultivation,”? 
to strike out ‘‘and in all such entries patents shall issue as soon as 
reported to and approved by the General Land Commissioner;’’ so as to 

read: 


Thatall homestead settlers on publiclands within the railway limits restricted 
to less than 160 — of Jand, who have fore made or may hereafter make 


the additional entry allowed either by the act approved March 3, 1879, or the act 
approved J aly, , after having made final proof of settlement and aaeeei 
under the o nal entry, try, shall be entitled to have the lands covered by the ad- 


ditional entry patented without any further cost or proof of settlement and cul- 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the following 
words: 


Src. 2. That all laws or pa of laws inconsistent with this act be, and the 
same are , repealed ; this act shall take effect from and after its pas- 


sage. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES G. MARTIN. 


Mine VANCE. I ask the Senate now to take up Order of Business 


Mr. CULLOM. I think I have been yielding now long enough, and 
I give notice that after the bill of the Senator from North Carolina is 
disposed of, if there is no discussion connected with it, I shall ask for 
the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks for the consideration of Order of Business 211, being the bill (S. 
1533) for the relief of James G. Martin, late captain and assistant quar- 
termaster and assistant commissary of subsistence, United States Army, 
and his heirs and legal representatives. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none. - 

Mr. VANCE. I move to substitute the House bill, in charge of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which is a precise copy of this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senator ask that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the House 
bill and that the House bill be taken up and passed and the Senate bill 


Oe ecareioes ¢ : 
The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that to be 
the suggestion of the tor from North Carolina. - 

Mr. VANCE. That is what I design. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Committee on 
Military Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 5539) for the relief of James G. Martin. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to relieve James 
G. Martin, late captain and assistant quartermaster and assistant com- 
missary of subsistence, United States Army, and his heirs and legal 
representatives, from liability to the United States on account of any 
moneys disbursed by Martin as assistant commissary of subsistence; 
and the proper accounting officers ofthe Treasury are directed to close 
the accounts of Martin as assistant commissary of subsistence. The 
amount for which credit shall be given is not to exceed $325. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are the House and Senate bills in the same terms? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The identical language. 

Mr. VANCE. The two bills are in identical language. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WAL- 
THALL February 16: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred a bill for the relief 
of Hetty Martin, widow of Capt. James G. Martin, deceased, having considered 


the same, report as follows: 
Your committee present the following communication from the honorable 


of War: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, February 5, 1886. 
Sır: Referring to your letter of the 2st ultimo, requesting to be furnished with 
any information on file in this Department bearing on Senate bill 560, for the 
relief of Hetty Martin, widow of Capt. James G. Martin, d , late assistant 
quartermaster, United States Army, I have the honor to inclose copies of the 
papers submitted to the House Committee on War Claims on the 28th ultimo (in 
— to a similar inquiry), which, it is believed, will afford the information 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. E. C. WALTHALL, 
Of Committee on Military Affairs, U. 8. Senate, 


The copies of papers referred to are as follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE COMNISSARY-GENERAL OF SUBSISTENCE, 
'ashington, D. C., January 22, 1886. 


R. MACFEELY, 
Commissary-General of Subsistence. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


J. G. Martin, Asheville, N.C., October 30, 1855, in reference to his efforts to ob- 
tain for his mother three months’ extra pay due his father, late brevet major, 
United States Army; also to a stoppage of by the Third Auditor, 


[First indorsement. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE COMMISSARY-GENERAL OF So, 
Washington, November 3, 1885. 
R ully referred to the Third Auditor of the Treasury, remarking that the 
records of this office show that the voucher No. 3, referred to in the within state- 


ment of differences, was returned June 11, 1861, as shown Ai Baroy accompanying 
copy of letter of Commissary-General of Subsistence of that date, and they do not 
show that it has ever been received back. 

From the facts stated in the inclosed letter of October 30, 1885, from Mr. J. G. 
Martin to the Commissary-General of Subsistence, it is regarded as highly proba- 
ble that the letter of June 11, 1861, never the officer. 

The corn for which payment was made by the voucher No. 3, second quarter 
1861, having been accounted for by the officer, as will be shown by his return of 
provisions for April, 1861, on file in the Third Auditor's Office, it is recommended 
that, if practicable under the circumstances, credit be allowed therefor in the 
settlement of Maj. James G. Martin’s accounts as A. C. 8. 

R. MACFEELY, 
Commissary-General of Subsistence. 


OFFICE CoMMISSARY-GENERAL OF erage Z| 
Washi > D. C., June 11, 1861. 
Mason: Inclosed you will receive voucher No. 3, of your abstract of purchases 
for the second quarter 1861, The ve was made of “ Robert Wilson & Co.,”" 
but the voucher was signed only by Robert Wilson. You will please make the 
necessary correction, and return the paper at your earliest convenience. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, * 
J. P. TAYLOR. 


Commissary-General of Subsistencs, 

Maj. J. G. MARTIN, A. Q. M., 

Fort Riley, Kansas. 

On the facts appearing in the fo: ing papers your committee are of opinion 
that the credit Leria d for in the pain ould be given, and they submit here- 
with an o; bill in lieu of the bill under co) eration, which they consider 
preferable for the purpose in view. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the new bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 


nd passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill will be indefinitely 
postponed. x 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before that question is put I desire to makea state- 
ment. I have been disposed to yield to the consideration of various 
bills where there has been no discussion this afternoon in the hope that 
when the Senate resumes the consideration of the bill in relation to 
commerce it will be disposed to continue its consideration from day to 
day until it is acted on. So far as I am advised, I do not believe the 
consideration of the bill will require very much time, and I hope we 
may be able to dispose of it to-morrow. I shall ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed with its consideration at 2 o’clock to-morrow and continue with 
it until it is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

The Senator from Michigan moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The moticn was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty-four minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 45 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 21, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

MANUFACTURE OF MILK SUGAR IN SWITZERLAND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying documents, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State on the manufacture of 
milk sugar in Switzerland, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 20,1886. 
ADDITIONAL SURGEON-GENERAL, MARINE HOSPITAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that provision be made for an 
additional surgeon-general of the Marine Hospital Service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and ordered to be printed. 

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST DENVER AND NEW ORLEANS RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
House, a letter from the Commissioner of Railroads, inclosing copies of 
correspondence and documents relating to discriminations against the 
Denver and New Orleans Railroad by other land-grant railroads; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, CANADA DE COCHITI. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
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Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplemental report from the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico upon the private land claim Canada 
de Cochiti; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, SALVADOR GONZALES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplemental report from the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico upon the private land claim Salvador 
Gonzales; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


JOHN HEFLEBOWER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and find- 
ings of fact by that court in the case of John Heflebower vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
president of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXPLANATION OF A PAIR. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. On Monday last I was called 
out of the Hall to give attention toa matter of public concern in which 
my constituents were much interested, but before leaving arranged 
with my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Swope] to pair with me on 
the vote on the resolution which was then pending, presented by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, giving that committee a 
day for a hearing before the House. After making that arrangement 
I remained in the Hall as long as possible, hoping that a vote would 
be reached before it was necessary for me to leave. Before a vote was 
reached, however, I was compelled to leave the Halil, and left under 
the impression that the pair was and was in force. I find 
that the pair is not recorded, and I am rted as absent and not 
voting on that resolution. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SworE] 
is recorded as haying voted in the negative. I should have voted in 
the affirmative. I wish to make this statement in justice to myself. 

Mr. SWOPE. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague on the 
committee from North Corolina had spoken to me in reference to this 
pair, and I agreed to pair with him in case he was obliged to leavethe 
Hall before the vote was taken. But as thequestion of his leaving was 
somewhat uncertain, and, as on looking around several times afterward 
I saw he was still in the Hall, I naturally concluded, as the pair was 
conditional, he had not left, and that it was not in force. The matter 
afterward escaped my attention, and when the roll was called I voted 
under the impression that Mr. JOHNSTON was here and had voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the pair of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina appears to have been made with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] and was to take effect on the 20th. 
The vote to which he refers was on the 19th. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Yes, sir; but that pair is on 
the river and harbor bill. My pair with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania was on the other resolution, giving a day to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. ` 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
Senate bill 1851, establishing a commission to report to Congress on 
manuscripts belonging to the Government, and put the same upon its 


This, I will say, is simply a bill which provides for creating a com- 
mission to look into and edit the papers which have been bought and 
which have been donated to the Government from time to time—manu- 
scripts belonging to the Government which have never been edited—and 
devise some plan by which they may be given to the world, such papers 
as the Franklin papers, the Rochambeau papers, and othersof that kind. 
It will not involve a dollar of 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, that bill I suppose can be called up by 
the committee in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Itis a public bill. 

Mr. BEACH. Then I think it had better come up in its regular 
order. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope the gentleman will not object. It is 
simply to create this commission and does not involve a dollar of ex- 


P Mr. BEACH. I desire to have the rales of the House enforced and 
for that reason I must object. 
REGISTRY OF BARGE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I ask unanimous consent to di the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4968) to authorize and direct the registry and enrollment of the barge 
Michigan, of Alpena, Mich. 


d to r and enroll, according to the provisions of title 43 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, the vessel or barge call „now in 
rocess of rebuilding at Alpena, Mich. and to issue to the o thereof cer- 


RS SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
persed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The later motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the statue 
of Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins from its present location to a site to be 
selected by the Secretary of War, and that it be considered now. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BEACH. I suggest that the gentleman can call that bill up for 
consideration in the second morning hour. I object to its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Why did not the gentleman object to 
the bill just passed, which was called up on his side of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 


CONSIDERATION OF ELECIORAL-COUNT BILL. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present 
consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 4th of May, 1886 (and from day to day thereafter until 

disposed of), immediately after the hour for the consideration of bills and resolu- 
tions, be set apart for the consideration of Senate bill No. 9, to provide for and 
regulate the electoral count; not to interfere with revenue or general a; spre! rnd 
tion bills, the river and harbor bill, nor with prior orders, nor with peste eration 
of reports fro on Publ special order; and if 
the consideration of said Senate bill No, 9 be then the next day not pre- 
viously set apart shall be devoted to its consideration until the same shall be dis- 
posed of, subject to the above-mentioned interferences. , 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes,sir. Iobject. The only reason I have for object- 
ing is that I have a similar resolution on the Calendar, assigning time 
for the consideration of bills from the Military Committee. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. WARD, 
of Illinois, for four days, on account of important business, and to Mr. 
HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until Friday next. 


GRAIN STATISTICS. 


Mr. HATCH. I desire to make a privileged report.. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Agriculture to report back with a favorable rec- 
ommendation the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to this House at his earliest convenience the amount of wheat and corn 
now on hand in this country, where they are located, with the probable home 
requirements of each until September 1, 1886, as compared with amounts on 
hand and domestic uirements at similar ods during the past five years; 
the number of acres of winter and spring w. each, respectively, now in the 
ground to make the coming crop,as cor\pared with the past five years at date 
of his report; the amount of wheat and corn each, respectively, likely to be re- 
quired by each importing country, with the present surplus on hand in each 
exporting country to supply such requirements until September 1, 1886; the 
a of ices wei: in ey arm —— hes this ipei oop, Sanip ree 

ro! e surplus or age com ear; repo: con- 
the questions asked in this resolution, er all of its statements of 
amounts given in bushels and acres according to American measurement, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPENSES OF AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Agriculture 
to report back with a favorable recommendation the resolution which 
I send to the desk. * 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be instructed to furnish, for 
the information of the House, 2 statement showing what portion of the $51,500 
appropriated for the “chemical division” and “laboratory” for the present 
fiscal year has been expended, and for what purpose, giving a detailed state- 
ment of all expenditures, and of the balance on hand, 

The resolution was adopted. / 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1886. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. To save time, I ask unanimous consent that gentle- 
men having reports to present may present them without a formal call 
of the committees. 

There was no objection. 


GEORGE W. COUSINS. 


Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2173) for the re- 
lief of George W. Cousins; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BUSINESS OF POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported a resolution fixing Tuesday and Wednesday, the 1st 
and 2d days of June, for the consideration of such business as may be 
reported and called up by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads; which was referred to the House Calendar. 


COLUMBIA SPALDING. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5586) to correct the 
military record of Columbia Spalding; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

POWDER DEPOT, DOVER, N. J. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1377) to granta 
right of way for railroad purposes through the lands of the United States 
powder depot near Dover, N. J., to the Morris County Railroad Com- 
pany; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills and a joint resolution of the 
following titles; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying 
re ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. os for the relief John Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5236) to remove the charge of desertion against Isaac 
R. Kemp; . 

A bill (H. R. 5368) to correct the Army record of certain officers; 

A bill (H. R, 3023) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

A bill (H. R. 5859) for the relief of Holman Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 6014) to correct the Army record of certain officers 
named therein; 

A bill (H. R. 6245) to provide for the correction of the military rec- 
ord and nos Hedian; 

ill (H. R. 1828) for the relief of Charles L. Campbell; 

i ie R. 3743) for the relief of Andrew Martin; 

H. R. 5101) to remove the charge of desertion against David 

from the records in the Adjutant-General’s office; 
(H. R. 6341) to remove the charge of desertion against the 

of Thomas Douglass; 

ill (H. R. 5609) for the relief of David H. Thompson; 

H. R. 5526) for the relief of James K. Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 6342) to remove the charge of desertion from the Army 
record of Andrew Kelly; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) to authorize the erection of a rostrum 
in the national near Memphis, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5758) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Alonzo Lake; 

A bill os R. 6264) to correct an officer’s record; 

A bill (H. R. 3939) for the relief of Samuel T. Evey; 

A bill (H. R. 5300) for the relief of I. C. Heath; and 

A bill (E R. 6195) for the relief of Isaae M. Shepherd. 


s 
beer 


= 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to, report the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done during this hour. If the 
gentleman desires to have immediate consideration of the bill he must 
. report it at some other time. : 

JURISDICTJON OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN PATENT CASES, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4458) to limit the ju- 
risdiction of United States courts in patent cases, and to protect persons 
who, without notice, are bona fide manufacturers, purchasers, venders, 
and users of articles, machines, machinery, and other things for the ex- 
clusive use, manufacture, or sale of whicha patent has been or may here- 
after be granted; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the aceompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


STATE UNIVERSITY, CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. FORAN, fromthe Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
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with amendments the bill (H. R. 3220) for the relief of the State Uni- 
versity of California; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
D. 0. ADKINSON. 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1452) for. the relief of D. 
O. Adkinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HENRY LEEF. ; 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1069) for the relief of 
the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, ille- 
gally seized by Alexander H. Tylerat Bahia, Brazil; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present 
a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. i : ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported, in 
lieu of the bills hereinafter indicated, a bill (H. R. 1017) to relieve cer- 
tain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy or Marine Corps from the 
charge of desertion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, this billis one which I have no idea 
willexcite the slightest discussion. It is ameasure which was favorably 
reported in the last Congress, and the object of which was on several oc- 
casions supposed to have been accomplished by an amendment to a bill 
providing for the removal of charges of desertion affecting soldiers of the 
United States. The object of this bill and its entire scope is to apply 
to appointed and enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps precisely 
the provisions and conditions of the act of July 5, 1884, as applied to 
the soldiers of the United States. The measure has been considered 
by the Naval Committee and reported by that committee unZnimously, 
It has the approval of the Navy Department, and in the report accom- 
panying the bill is embodied the letter of the Judge-Advocate-General, 
who was consulted on the subject, and in accordance with whose sug- 
gestions the bill has been framed. It simply applies to the appointed 
and enlisted men of the Navy and the Marine the familiar pro- 
visions of the act of July 5, 1884, providing for relief from charges of 
desertion in certain instances. 

Mr. BEACH. I think this bill had better take the usual course. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I igs gin the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
BEACH] that the principle of this measure as aff soldiers has been 
thoroughly debated, and the only possible question involved here is as 
to the propriety of extending to the Navy the same relief which has 
already been extended to the Army. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] has 
the right to report the bill for reference to the Calendar but not for con- 
sideration. The bill will be considered as read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. There appear to be many other bills reported 
along with this. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The bill which I have presented is reported as a 
substitute for a number of private relief bills relating to cases which are 
covered by the provisions of the general bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill already reported is then in lieu of these 
es other bills, which, if there be no objection, will be laid on the 

e. 

There being no objection, bills and petitions of the following titles 
were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 764) to relieve certain sailors from the charge of deser- 
tion; 

A bill (H. R. 1498) extending the provisions and benefits of the act 
approved August 7, 1862, entitled ‘‘Anact to relieve certain soldiers of 
the late war of the charge of desertion,” to certain naval recruits serv- 
ing in the said war; 

A bill (H. R. 1916) to remove the charge of desertion from the naval 
record of Owen McCafirey; 

A bill (H. R. 1917) to remove the charge of desertion from the naval 
record of John Murtuck; 

A bill (H. R. 2770) for the relief of Andrew Barton; 

A bill (H. R. 2786) to remove the charge of desertion which now 
stands against the name of Thomas Cummings; 

A bill (H. R. 3127) to remove the charge of desertion and to correct 
the naval record of John J. Card, erroneously enrolled as John Carder; 

A bill (H. R. 3449) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam P, Farmer, late of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 3450) to remove the chargeof desertion from the record 


of Dennis B. Munsey, late of the United States Navy; 
A bill (H. R. 4602) to amend an act to relieve certain soldiers frgym 
the charge of desertion; 


A bill (H. R. 6365) to remove the mark of desertion against the naval 
record of Edward Allen Morehouse; - 

A bill (H. R. 7720) for the relief of George P. Haven; 

A petition of Josiah Wardwell, for removal of mark of desertion of 
Hiram F. Wardwell from the United States steamship Shenandoah; 
and 

A petition of Andrew H. Barton, praying for the removal of the charge 
of desertion standing against him on the records of the Navy Depart- 
ment. : 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN PATERSON, N. J. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committeeon Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1483) 
for the erection of 9 public building in Paterson, N. J.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

_ and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS FOR PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, 
as asubstitute for H. R. 641, a bill (H. R. 8098) for pontoniog prisoners 
of war who were confined in confederate military prisons during the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
sccomyadying repork; ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 641 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL DANIEL MORGAN, 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2528) to preserve the grave of General 
Daniel Morgan and erect a monument over the same; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK, 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClintock; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONTPELIER, VT. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 136&) to change the limit of appro- 
priation for the public building at Montpelier, Vt. ; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
the Accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JAMES R. CARTER. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
8099) for the reliefof James R. Carter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA REESE M’KEE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 6323) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Reese McKee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MEDIATION BETWEEN FRANCE AND CHINA. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
ported back the following resolution with the recommendation that it 
be adopted. z 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be instructed to transmit, if not incom- 
patible with the public interests, to the House of Mg pobescrsepe) po copies of all 
ent and ie repre- 


ent, and especially all dispatches, letters, or other communications pass- 

ing between the representatives of governments where the said corre- 
mdence relates to the good offices exerted by the United States to bring 
about an amicable arran, tof va gualia 
Republic of France and the Empire of 
t section of the treaty of 


question, thus showing their friendly feelings.” 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bis begins thir- 
teen minutes before 1 o’clock, and the call rests with the Committee on 
Appropriations. ‘The first business in order is the bill (H. R. 7645) for 
the relief of the sufferers by the overflow of the rivers in Alabama, and 
the pending question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama 

Mr. FORNEY ] that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
e House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill. 
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On this question tellers were ordered, as no quorum had voted. The 
tellers, Mr. FORNEY and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, will re- 
sume their places. 

A MEMBER. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, is not present. 

The Speaker appointed Mr. BEACH in place of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Arkansas, 

Mr. BEACH. In order tosave time I will withdraw the point of no 
quorum. 

Several MEMBERS. The point of no quorum was made by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the point of no quorum is insisted upon 
the vote will be announced. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is insisted upon. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 119, noes 44. 

The SPEAKER. Exactly a quorum. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7645) for the relief of the sufferers by the overflow of the rivers 
in Alabama, on which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney] is 
entitled to the floor for twenty-three minutes. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iwill yield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman has controlled all the time so far on 
this bill in this House. No one has been recognized in opposition to it. 

Mr. FORNEY. The opponents of this bill took up a half an hour 
yesterday by opposing the House going into committee to resume its 
consideration. 

Mr. OATES. Ah! but not in debate. 

Mr. FORNEY. I insist upon the regular order. Ihave yielded five 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

ME Pro cara I insist that the time be equally divided between the 
two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman who reported the bill was en- 
titled to an hour, and of that hour twenty-three minutes still remain. 

Mr. OATES. He occupied that time on Saturday last. 

Mr. FORNEY. I insist upon the regularorder. I propose, after the 
gentleman from Illinois has been heard, to yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BEACH]. 

Mr, CANNON. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom did the gentleman from Alabama 
yield? 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, on the 7th day of April this bill 
was reported by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY]. It pro- 
vides for an appropriation of $150,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to be expended by the Secretary of War for subsistence stores 
to such destitute persons as require assistance in the districts recently 
overflowed by the rivers of Alabama; the object being to give rations 
to those destitute ms, and those only, who were suffering for food, 
starving, and could not be relieved in any other way. At the time 
this bill was reported two weeks ago the committee ascertained from 
a part of the delegation from Alabama, from telegrams from relief com- 
mittees and from mayors of cities and eminent citizens of Alabama, 
that the floods, especially in the Alabama rivers, were more severe than 
ever known, and extended for hundreds of miles in their destructive 
course; that many le had been drowned, thousands of people had 
lost their homes and all their property, unable to get food, unable even 
toescape thefloods. Most ofthesesuffering people were negroes, Tru 
their worldly ons did not amount to much, but all they h 
was destroyed, and they were starving. The committee was also in- 
formed that the governor of Alabama, from constitutional scruples or 
otherwise, was slow to make an appen to Congress for relief. Finally, 
on the 5th day of April, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] 
sent the following telegram to the governor of the State: 


[Copy of telegram to governor of Alabama] 
WAsHINGTON, D. C., Aprit 5, 1886, 
Gov. A, E. O'NEIL, 
Montgomery, Ala.: 


Does the situation in Alabama require relief for the people injured by the flood 


which the State can not furnish? 
What is needed—rations or money; at what points and what quantities? 
Will the State undertake to distribute if Congress grants relief? 
I telegraph by direction of the delegation. 
WM, H. FORNEY, 


On the next day he received from the governor the following reply: 
` 


MONTGOMERY, ALA., April 6, 1836, 
Hon. WILLIAM H. Forney, 
House of Representatives: 

There is distress and destitution in all the river counties of the State. The 
State can not give relief without a special session of the Legislature, which can 
not be had in time tomeet the emergency. IfCongress makes an appropriation 
let it be in money, and if thought best I will undertake its distribution. As at 
present advised, my opinion is that $150,000 will be sufficient. 

A. E, O'NEIL, Governor, 


1886. 
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Two weeks ago the billwasreported. Unanimous consent was asked 
toconsideritatonce. Objection was made. Subsequently the power un- 
der the Constitution to make the appropriation was discussed and every 

liamentary obstruction was offered to the consideration of the bill. 

e may expound the Constitution, and gentlemen may resort to par- 
liamentary obstruction, but the floods pay no attention to us; and in 
the mean time those unfortunate people were starving. I understand 
from the statement of some of the members from Alabama that the floods 
have somewhat subsided and that the immediate pressing necessity for 
this appropriation, so far as food is concerned, has pussed; that those 
who could not get relief have starved and survived or starved and died. 
There was no intention upon the part of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to recommend anything but immediate relief by furnishing food 
for those who could get it in no other way. This bill ina few minutes 
will go to its tomb on the Calendar of unfinished business. 

Mr. Chairman, how different was the action of the last Congress touch- 
ing the floods of the Ohio River two yearsago! We appropriated then 
$500,000 for the relief of the flood sufferers. The citizens of the great 
States of Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky, and Indiana 
were relieved by that appropriation. Sir, I have no hesitation in say- 
ing if you take into consideration the condition of the flood sufferers of 
the Ohio as compared with the condition of the flood sufferers in Ala- 
bama that there was greater need of relief in the latter than in the 
former case. The States of Pennsylvania, Indiana, Kentucky, and 
Ohio are thickly settled, strong, and wealthy, while Alabama is sparsely 
settled, and the population affected by the flood poor, many of them 
ignorant, and, in the light of their great affliction, helpless. Besides, 
when we appropriated for the relief of the Ohio flood sufferers the Leg- 
islature of that great State was in session. 

I wish I had time to read from the debate touching that bill. Nearly 
all of us were satisfied that under the general-welfare clause of the Con- 
stitution, or some other clause, we had the right to make the appro- 
priation, and substantially all of us were satisfied that in the presence 
of that great calamity humanity required a liberal construction of the 
Constitution, and we voted the aid; especially the tlemen from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] and from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ] ably advocated 
the appropriation. That bill —yeas 234, nays 12. Among the 
ayes were Messrs. BLOUNT, REAGAN, BURNES, CABELL, HEMPHILL, 
Dunx—substantially everybody on both sides of the House; nor do I 
want to fail to mention among the ayes the gentleman from Arkansas, 
whom I do not now see in his seat, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Among the twelve gentlemen voting ‘‘no™” was Mr. OATES, from 
Alabama. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are to take a new departure, to make a new 
precedent, I regret that we selected these poor flood-stricken people 
along the rivers of Alabama, most of them colored people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Alabama 
the other day asked unanimous consent in the House for the immedi- 
ate consideration of this resolution I felt it to be my duty to object. I 
objected at that time because it was not in order under the rules of the 
House. I object now because I am unalterably opposed to the passage 
of the resolution. 

I will yield, Mr. Chairman, to no one in the matter of sympathy for 
the wants of suffering humanity. Iam willing to put my hand in my 
own pocket as deep as any member on the floor of this House for the 

of extending relief to the Alabama sufferers; but I am not 
willing to indulge my agony and benevolence at the expense of the 
public by putting my hand into the pockets of others. 

The money in the Treasury belongs to the country; it has been gath- 
ered from the great body of tax-payers throughout the country; it is 
there for governmental purposes, and not to be dispensed in charity at 
the whim, caprice, will, or favor of Congress. The proposition here is 
to take $150,000 out of the public Treasury for the benefit of the flood 
sufferers in Alabama. It is a proposition not only unconstitutional in 
itself, but an act of the grossest injustice toward hundreds and thou- 
sands of wage-workers throughout the land who to-day are just as poor 
and destitute as these Alabama sufferers. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time that we should puta stop to this kind of 
legislation, and the party now in power is the party to stopit. It is 
to the Democratic party the people at this time look for relief in all 
these matters. The Democratic party has alwaysinsisted upon astrict 
construction of the Constitution, and it has declared over and over 
again that the powers of Congress are limited to the legitimate objects 
and functions of government. Itisthis feature more than any other 
which has distinguished the Democratic party from the numerous other 
parties which from time to time have arisen in this country in oppo- 
sition to its principles. On the other hand, the Republican party has 
always favored a loose construction of the Constitution and has main- 
tained that Congress could do pretty much as it pleased. 

Under the Repybliean theory, which has prevailed during the last 
twenty-five years, Congress has reveled in a license of legislation never 
before attempted in the history of the Government. It has given away 
millions upon miftions of acres of the public land—the people’s herit- 


age—in aid of private enterprises. It has loaned the credit of the Na- 
X VIT——232 


tional Government to the extent of over $50,000,000 to railroad corpo- 
rations; it has appropriated hundreds of thousands of dollars in aid of 
charity for the benefit of sufferers by flood and fire; it has spent thou- 
sands of dollars in establishing and maintaining a so-called national 
park at the headwaters of the Yellowstone River, the sole object of 
which was to benefit the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and to 
furnish a summer resort for European nabobs and American snobs 
[laughter], and not content even with this, it has been trying its hand 
at running a hotel down at the Hot Springs of Arkansas; and it seems 
that it does not know how to ‘‘runa hotel” either. Ifwe are tobelieve 
the reports of gentlemen sent there in the last Congress asa 
commission for the investigation of affairs at that point, it does not suc- 
ceed even in that. [Laughter.] 

It is time, Mr. Chairman, that we should put a stop to this system 
of legislation; and now I claim isthetime. Let us commence this day 
and this hour by defeating the resolution now under consideration. 

I would like to remind the House—and in particular this side of it— 
that we have now in the executive chair one who has declared ‘‘ pub- 
lic office to be a public trust ;’? one who has never favored this kind of 
legislation, neither while acting as mayor of the city of Buffalo nor as 
governor of the great Empire State; and let me say, in conclusion, for 
I see the hammer is about to fall, thatif this resolution becomes a law 
it will, in my opinion, only be after it shall have received a two-thirds 
vote of this House. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time—— 

Mr. BEACH. Iwould like just a moment longer. [Cries of “ Reg- 
ular order!’ and laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for the consideration of this 
bill has expired, and under the rule the committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7645) for the relief of the sufferers by the overflow of the rivers in 
Alabama, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes of the hour for the consideration 
of bills still remain. The call is with the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TUCKER. As only thirty minutes remain of the hour for the 
consideration of bills I ask unanimous consent that the call of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be postponed until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the remaining part of the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills for to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. OATES. I understood the request of the gentleman from Virginia 
was to postpone the call of the Judiciary Committee until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. But the Committee on the Judiciary has been 
called, and under the rules of the House must proceed now unless 
unanimous consent is given to dispense with theremaining part of the 
hour. š 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my objection. ’ 

TheSPEAKER. The remaining part of the hour is dispensed with. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CAMPBELL VS. WEAVER. 


Mr. HALL. On Saturday I gave notice that the Committee on Elec- 
tions would call up to-day the contested-election case of Campbell rs. 
Weaver, from the State of Iowa. I propose now to call up that case so 
as to enable the minority to give some explanation of their views as to 
proceeding to the disposition of the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘Ths gentleman having charge of the river and harbor 
bill has requested us to postpone the consideration of this case and not 
call it up to-day. It would suit the convenience of the minority, if it 
is not called to-day, that it should be postponed until a week from to- 
morrow. We have made that suggestion to the majority of the com- 
mittee, and I understand they accede to it. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to postpone the case till a par- 
ticular day, because it is a matter of the highest privilege and can be 
called up any day. 

Mr. PAYNE. We simply want that to be the understanding. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of re- 
suming the consideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. WELLBORN in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropria- 
tion for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraph under con- 
asieration and the amendment thereto. 

The Clerk read as follows: 7 


Improving the harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan’s Island, S.C.: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $250,000. 
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The pending amendment was to strike out the last word. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move tostrike out the word before the last. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], in replying to my remayks 


yesterday, entirely misapprehended or misstated my position. I cer- 
tainly have drawn no sectional lines, If any sectional lines have been 
aan, they have been drawn by the committee which reported this 


The gentleman from Ohio says that the reason why the appropriation 
should be much larger in the case of Charleston Harbor than in the 
. case of Providence River and Narragansett Bay is because that locality 
in my own State has had the benefit of very large appropriations in 
the past, and Charleston Harbor has had very small appropriations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the gentleman will not take up my five min- 


utes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will give them to you if you can find any such 
utterance of mine in the RECORD, or anything that sounds like it, or 
anything that by any fair use of language can be tortured into it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Icall the gentleman’s attention to it, for I cer- 
tainly understood him to say so in his remarks y S 

The fact is that the appropriations which have been ded in the 
past in Charleston Harbor, as reported in the Engineer’s rt, part 2, 
page 1181, amount to $1,197,732.08; whereas the amount that has here- 
tofore been expended upon Providence River and Narragansett Bay in 
the improvement which has been there g amounts to but the 
sum of $416,805.83. I call the gentleman’s attention to that as the 
record of the facts. A 

_ As illustrating to some extent the necessities of improvement of these 
two ports, in view of facts to which I have heretofore had occasion to 
refer, I desire to state that the amount of duties collected in the year 
1884 at the port of Charleston, S. C., was only $36,624.76, while during 
the same year the amount of duties collected at the port of Providence 
was $201,977.87. 

As I have said before, I am making no attack upon the harbor of 
Charleston. Iam drawing no sectional lines, and desire to raise no sec- 
tional issues. But I do protest that if the rule of economy which was 
adopted toward all my section of the country is to be the rule in the 
framing of the river and harbor bill, the same rule should be adopted 
in other localities. I have no objection to a reasonable economy, in 
which all States bear their part. I do object to an economy which is 
to be imposed upon one section alone to the improper advantage of an- 
other section of the country. 

Gentlemen tell me that 35 per cent. of the appropriation recom- 
mended for Providence River and Narragansett Bay has or allowed by 
the committee. They are mistaken in that statement. The amount 
recommended in the Engineer’s Report for the improvement there going 
on and projected amounts to more than $200,000, of which the sum 
of but $35,000 has been provided in this bill. Gentlemen, put your- 
selves in our place, and ask yourselves if you would quietly submit to 
this same rule if applied ‘to your own localities. For improving the 
harbor at Savannah, Ga., $125,000 is provided in this bill. For im- 
proving the harbor at Mobile, Ala., $120,000-is provided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Continuing improve 
ment, $150,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘one hundred 
and fifty” and insert ‘‘one hundred.” Iam not making any factious 
opposition to this bill. I haveno disposition to delay its considera- 
tion. I find myself in the position in which I understand many of my 
colleagues upon this floor find themselves, of being unable to vote for 
this bill in its present form. It is, therefore, manifestly my duty to 
submit such amendments with regard to these unreasonable and dis- 
proportionate priations as may give the committee and the House 
an opportunity of reducing the same and making this bill a legitimate 
and reasonable one, which can fairly and properly receive the favorable 
vote of the House—a bill which will commend itself to the good judg- 
ment not only of the House but of the country. I was referring a few 
moments ago to the appropriations in this expansive part of the bill 
where for improvements at Mobile, Ala., there is given $120,000; where 
the improvement of Aransas Pass and Bay up to Rockport and Corpus 
Christi, Tex., is given $135,000; where for the improvement of the 
harbor of Brazos Santiago, Tex., $50,000 are given; where for the im- 
provement of the entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas, there is an ap- 
propriation provided of $400,000! 

Compare these figures, gentlemen, with the scanty appropriations that 
have been given all along the North Atlantic coast. I know it is true 
of the North Atlantic coast that improvements made there are gener- 
ally of a permanent character. The rocky nature of the coast, the 
hard nature of the land, facilitates the making of improvements which 
will be lasting; and the improvements in my own State have been of 
that character. On the southern coast, on the contrary, many of the 
so-called improvements have been far from ent in character, 
and large appropriations of money have been asked and granted, nomi- 


nally for the purpose of ‘‘continuing’’ improvements, but really in 
many cases for the purpose of replacing works that have been washed 
away, owing to the peculiarly sandy and shifting nature of the soil and 
coast, Isay, Mr. Chairman, that in making the improvements called 
for by a bill of this character it should be the aim of Congress to pro- 
vide for such improvements as will be of substantial benefit to existing 
commerce. I will not attempt at this stage of the discussion to enter 
into any extended comparison between the commercial necessities and 
commercial interests of the different sections of this country; but I do 
ask gentlemen to give their attention to the framework of this bill, 
and to assist me, if they can, in bringing it within such limits that it 
may be fairly entitled to our support. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. . 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall have a vote on this 
amendment. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to be heard ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. 

The question was taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. SPOONER, 
and it was rejected. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improve- 
ment, $400,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that para- 
graph. I want to again call the attention of the committee to the ac- 
tion of this House last year in considering the appropriation for this 
same work, I want te call attention to what was then said by Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Texas with regard to this improvement. 
And right here I want to correcta statement that was made by my friend 
from Texas [Mr. STEWART] when we were considering this bill the 
other day. I then understood him to say that the present plan of the 
engineers was substantially different from the plan upon which they 
were working at the time the improvement received the bitter denun- 
ciation of the Texas di tion. I want to correct the gentleman with 

to that. I had read the report bearing upon this subject and 
found that there was no difference whatever. I was then told by the 
gentleman [Mr. STEWART] that there was a supplemental report which 
sonaia fully all that was said by that gentleman, buthe is evidently 
mistaken. 

Mr. Chairman, the plans of the engineers which they are working 
upon, or proposing to work upon, are substantially the same as those 
that were adopted in 1880 and that have been pursued from that time 
to this. There is an inconsiderable narrowing of the channel; there 
is a very considerable addition to the cost. Heretofore they have been 
using for the purposes of the south jetty mattresses of brush weighted 
with stone. Experience has shown that that material is not desirable. 
Certain members of the board say that the teredo attacks the brush 
in such a way as to render it unfit for use, and hence that they must 
use either stone or concrete, thus very y increasing the cost; the 
stone conting $i a cord, while the brush costs but $1 a cord. 

I desire to correct the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART] 
with regard to another point on which he has fallen into an error. 

A year ago when we were discussing the plan of Captain Eads, when 
the gentlemen from Texas were advocating that plan, it was claimed, 
or it was estimated by him, that the cost would be seven and a half 
million dollars, although a gentleman in the other end of the Capitol 
added nearly a million dollars to thatin his estimate. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. STEWART] stated here that this plan would not cost 
somuch: I want tocall hisattention to the estimate of the engineers, 
who say that it will cost $7,000,000, I wish the House to be in posses- 
sion of these facts. 7 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, Mr. Chairman, I adhere to the state- 
ment I made the other day. I say there have been material changes 
made by the supplemental report of the Chief of Engineers. In the 
project adopted some years ago the walls were to be parallel at a dis- 
tance of 10,500 feet apart. By the recent report of the engineer they 
are to be contracted at their outer ends to 7,000 feet. One of the crit- 
icisms made upon this work before was that the walls were so far apart 
as not to give the scouring power necessary to deepen the bar. 

Another change made in the report is, that instead of using brush mat- 
tresses as formerly, the engineer now proposes to use stone, which the 
gentleman says will increase the cost. That is admitted. But does 
the gentleman know that the Chief of Engineers now submits a plan 
to give 20 feet of water at a cost of $3,000,000, and to extend it further, 
so as to give 30 feet, at a cost of $7,000,000? There are two estimates 
made by the engineer. These changes which have been made by the 
engineer obviate I think the objections raised by those who opposed the 
work as it was carried on by the Government engineers. This is the 
statement I made the other day. 

Now I call the attention of this House to the fact that there has been 
no appropriation for the improvement of Galveston Harbor since 1852; 
and I doubt whether there can be found another instance where a mem- 
ber representing a district in this House voluntarily surrendered an ap- 
propriation of $250,000 which had been reported for the improvement 
of the harbor of his city. I explained why that was done. I do not 
wish to’occupy time now in repeating my former statements; but it 
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was in consideration of these fi 
ported an increased appropriation in this bill. 

I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to another 
fact: That the very least amount of money which can be profitably ex- 


doubtless, that the committee re- 


ed upon this work is stated by the engineer to be $320,000, although 
e says $1,000,000 can be profitably expended during the coming fiscal 


year. 

I do not wish to go over ground that I traveled the other day. Gal- 
veston is one of the chief commercial ports, in fact the chief commer- 
cial port, upon our Texas coast. And I understand that coast does not 
belong usively to the State of Texas. Such an impression may 
have been entertained at one time, about which there was a little ‘“un- 
pleasantness,’’ but I believe now we all concede it is part of this Gov- 
ernment and within the jurisdiction of the United States; and although 
it happens to fall within the limits of the State of Texas, I trust no 
objection will be made to the improvement of this harbor upon the 
ground that itis so far south as the Mexican Gulf. That portis of com- 
mercial importance not only to the people of Texas but to the people 
of the entire Union. The products of that State are seeking an outlet. 
We have no other means of getting an outlet than by rail or by theim- 
provement of our harborsonthe Gulf coast; and why should this House 
deny us an appropriation which is but little more than the proportional 
amount allowed every other section of this Union? 

[Here the hammer fell. }. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would not have the gentleman 
from Texas sup that I oppose this improvement solely because it 
lies within the State of Texas. I have no such feeling. But I know 
this means an expenditure of a good many millions of dollars. We are 
now just entering upon this work; for practically all that has been done 
for the harbor of Galveston up to this time has been a total loss. One 
of the piers erected is now buried in the sand; it has entirely disap- 

as a factor in this improvement; the other one has sunk and 
displaced by the elements, so that in Very many places it is now 

10 feet below the surface of the water. Practically the work already 
done amounts to nothing. We are, in fact, upon the verge of this im- 
provement and upon the threshold of an expenditure, in my judgment, 
not of $7,000,000, but of three times that amount, Iam justified in 
this statement; and I call upon gentlemen to look to the reports of the 
engineers, which sustain me. In almost every instance the gentlemen 
who make these estimates fall far below the real cost of the work. - 

This improvement is substantially the same as that which was so bit- 
terly denounced in the last Congress, not merely by the gentleman who 
then represented the city of Galvestion, but by other gentlemen from 
the State of Texas, among whom notably was the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce [Mr. REAGAN]. These gentlemen were as severe 
in their criticisms upon the plans which were then being carried out 
and upon the incapacity of the engineer then in charge and the one now 
in charge as was the Representative from Galveston. You then thought 
that these plans were an utter failure, and so declared. You now in- 
sist that substantially the same plans shall be carried out. 

There is one other matter to which I want to call attention. This plan 
p an invasion of the Gulf from the shore line a distance of 54,000 
feet—nearly 10 miles. You propose to goout upon the high seas, upon 
the highway of nations, a distance of 10 miles, 7 miles beyond the juris- 
diction of the United States. What right have you to go there? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the.gentleman take the ground that Gal- 
veston Harbor can not be improved by the expenditure of money by the 
General Government ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I take the ground that Galveston Harbor can not 
be improved by the United States going out for that purpose 7 miles 
beyond the marine league, which is the limit of our jurisdiction. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. . Yes, I will yield for a question. 

Mr. CRAIN. Do you not know there are two jetties contemplated, 
and it is the te length of the two that constitutes the 10 miles, 
and consequently they do not go out 7 miles? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not know that. Then say it is 2 miles ont. 

Mr. CRAIN. Excuse me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What right have you to go out 2 miles? 

Mr. CRAIN. You do not go out 2 miles. You commence in the 

- harbor and you go out 5 miles from where you commence, and in going 5 
miles you do not go out to sea 2 miles, as the gentleman alleges. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the engineer’s report it is stated that you can 
not reach a depth of 30 feet until you get 7 miles from shore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. [Cries of 
“Vote!” ‘Vote!??] 

Mr. CRAIN. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, when this attack was made on the improvement con- 
templated for Galveston Harbor I happened to be absent from the Cham- 
ber, engaged in my labors as a member of the investigating committee 
on the strike in theSouthwest. By accident I learned what was going 
on here, and now I rise in defense of the principal port on the coast of 
Texas and the most important city within that State. 

But it is not Galveston alone which will be affected by this contem- 
plated improvement. The city of Houston is just 50 miles by railroad 
from the city of Galveston. It has a population of about 30,000, while 


Galveston has a population of 40,000, making in all 70,000 people in 
the two cities. ‘The assessed valuation of property in Houston and in 
Galveston amounts to nearly $40,000,000. There are several national 
banks and some forty-seven wholesale firms in Galveston, doing an an- 
nual business of $20,000,000. 

But, sir, not only Galveston, and: Houston, and the entire State of 
Texas demand a port on the coast of Texas, but nineteen States west of 
the Mississippi River demand it, the principal cities in which are nearer 
to Galveston than to New York by from 50 to 1,000 miles, respectively. 

The city of San Francisco is 1,000 miles nearer to deep water outside 
of the city of Galveston than it is to the city of New York. There is 
an extensive area outside of Texas which is demanding an outlet for 
the products of its soil at the city of Galveston or somewhere along the 
Texas coast. The States embraced in that area constitute one-ninth of 
the entire population of the United States. They embrace one-seventh 
of the wealth of this country. They are interested in this problem. 

Yet the gentleman says because it may cost $3,000,000, according to 
the Government engineers, to supply from 15 to 25 feet of water on the 
bar of Galveston, it isexpending too much money. It is the first time, 
Mr. Chairman, I have ever heard a representative Republican complain- 
ing that this country was spending too much in public improvement. 

e says, further, it costs the country too much if we cbtain 30 feet 
of water at Galveston, because $7,000,000 may perforce be expended. 
If the results shall be what we have aright to expect, then the country 
can afford to spend five times $7,000,000 in order to give 30 feetof water 
upon the Galveston bar. 

I say to the gentleman that Galveston Harbor has from 26 to 50 feet 
in what is known as Bolivar Channel. In front of Galveston you will 
find from 25 to 30 feet of water. Rightin frontof the wharves we have 
at least 30 feet of water. è 

But the gentleman says, what right have we to go 10 miles from 
shore—7 miles out to sea—a highway over which we have no control? 
If he will examine the chart of the city of Galveston and its vicinity, 
he will discover these jetties do not begin at the Gulfshore, but at what 
is called Bolivar Point, 4 miles inside the bar. Instead of there being 
10 miles of one jetty, there are 10 miles of two jetties, each one being 
5 miles in length. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state for the information of gentlemen that 
genem, leave has already been given several days ago to print upon 
this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted upon this amend- 
ment. 5 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike ont the last two words. 

Mr. REAGAN. If debate is exhausted I will move a formal amend- 
ment to strike out the last word. 

* The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a question of order; I submit that I was 
on the floor and was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was of impression that no gentleman 
could speak but once upon a pending question until all others desiring 
to do so had had an opportunity of being heard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I moved another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Iowa 
to propose the same formal amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. An amendment to strike out two words is 
different from an amendment to strike out one word. The moral effect 
is different. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection to the gentleman from Iowa 
proceeding now, and I will ask to be heard afterward. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I just want to read a sentence or 
two from a report made at the other end of the Capitol, by a Senator 
from the State of Texas, upon the subject of the improvement of Gal- 
veston Harbor upon the Eads plans, in which he says: 

In view of therisk of injury to the works during theirconstruction and of their 
failure to produce the stipulated depths, the committee is of opinion that 25 per 
cent, should be added to the total estimated cost to cover contingencies, is 


would amount to $1,791,960, which, added to the cost of the work, makes a total 
sum of $8,959,800, 


Or nearly, Mr. Chairman, $9,000,000. 

Now, sir, itis plain that this plan is substantially the Eads plan, ex- 
cept that there is not the same measure of contraction, although the 
length of the jetties is the same. ‘They are more expensive than the 
Eads plan, because Eads proposed to use matresses made of brush, 
while this plan proposes to use concrete or stone, which would increase 
the cost of material at least fourfold. A Senator from the State of 
Texas then thought, last year, that this cost would be nearly $9,000,- 
000, and I place his word against the gentleman who now represents 
more particularly Galveston. 

Mr. CRAIN, Will-the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwill yield for a question. 

Mr. CRAIN. You place it against the word of the engineers, or as 

inst my word? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I say the engineer pass the cost at $7,000,000. 

e crest of the barat a cost of 


He says he can extend the jetties out to t 
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$3,000,000, but to go through that and get free access to deep water 
the cost will be $7,000,000. That is the engineer’s report. 2 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has told us that this is to be the 
entrepôt for one-ninth of the people of the United States. Why, sir, 
this is not the port for even Texas alone, and the commerce from Texas, 
a large part of it, passes right through the city of Houston and finds its 
way to the Atlantic seaboard at Boston. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. That is because we have not deep water there.- If we 
had it would not go through. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not aware of what I said on 
this point during the last Congress with reference to the plans for this 
improvement. The gentleman from Iowa may be correct, but I do not 
remember having discussed the question at that time. 

I state now, sir, that there are two objections to the plan then rec- 
ommended by the Engineer Department; one that the jetties were too 
wide apart to produce the necessary scour of the bar, and another was 
developed by time showing that building submerged jetties allowed 
the water to flow over, producing a washing and destroying the works. 
I believe the construction of the jetties, making them above the sur- 
face of the water, was necessary to the successful improvement of the 
harbor or the channel there. We were influenced partly by that con- 
sideration, but more by the fact that the plan was submitted by 
Captain Eads, by which he proposed to give us 30 feet of water for seven 
and a half millions of dollars, and he p. to make the payment of 
that work dependent upon the completion of the work itself. 

The delegation from Texas were very anxious to secure the making 
of that contract, which we felt was best for the Government, best for 
Texas and all that extensive region of country to which Galveston and 
the Texas ports afford the only outlet to tide water. The gentleman 
then representing the district in which Galveston is situated feared 
that the asking of an appropriation for this work in the river and har- 
bor bill would compromise the chance of securing the adoption of the 
plan proposed by Captain Eads and the acceptance of his proposition, 
and therefore he consented to ask that the appropriation be stricken 
out. That was the main reason, and not because of any doubt about 
the success of the work, but because it was believed that if the appro- 
priation was named in theriverand harbor bill it would show a divided 
opinion among those representing the interests of that State upon the 
question as to whether the plan proposed by Captain Eads or that pre- 
sented by the Government engineers was to be preferred. 

The question of deep water there is important, I think, toany one who 
understands the geography of this country, its conformation; to any one 
who understands that the Gulf extends far back from the general At- 
lantic-shore line, and that this port is brought nearer to one-half of this 
Union than any other seaport. It is material to any one who under- 
stands the embarrassments that now exist in Texas on account of the 
want of deep water—the necessities of our harbors, which open thé 

teway to the markets of the world for the Indian Territory, Kansas, 
Kew Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, Western Arkansas, Missouri, and all 
this Western country. All will understand the vast importance of 
securing deep water there, and we come back to the problem which has 
been suggested as to whether a successful improvement of the harbor is 

ible. 

or not in five minutes go into a discussion of this question. Ican 
only say the greatest living engineer in this or in any other country has 
been willing to stake his reputation as an engineer and the money neces- 
sary to complete the work on the successful obtaining of 30 feet of water 
in Galveston Harbor; and however much argument [ might enter upon, 
not being an engineer, I could make no argument equal in force to that 
made by Captain Eads to give 30 feet of water for seven and a half 
millions of money. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that all debate on the pend- 
ing paragraphs and amendments thereto be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Make it ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to know how much money the district 
which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has the honor to rep- 
resent gets from this bill. Can the gentleman tell me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is nonavigableriver in my district; and in 
Iowa we do not improve unnavigable rivers. 

Mr.CRAIN. Thatisthemilk in the cocoanut, undoubtedly. Ifthe 
gentleman was getting a share of the pork we would hearno complaint 

“from him. I asked him that question that I might make an attack on 
the appropriation for his district. He sayshe has nothing; and perhaps 
that is the reason why he assumes to attack every appropriation of any 
consequence in*this bill. 

The gentleman has charged on the Texas delegation that at the last 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress a motion was made by the Repre- 
sentative of Galveston to strike out the appropriation on the regular 
river and harbor bill of $250,000 for the benefit of Galveston Harbor. 


ta- 
tive for their action on that occasion he ought to have thanked them for 
their consistency, because they could not consistently take $250,000 in 
the river and harbor bill for pawn | improvement under the engi- 
neer’s plan, which they then condemned, and at the same time ask for 
the passage of what was known as the Eads bill. The gentleman from 
Towa also states that there is no difference between the plan now pro- 
posed by the Army engineers and the old plan and that the same engi- 
neer is retained in c of the work. In thatstatement, with all due 
respect to him, he is mistaken. 

The original plan contemplated, as was claimed by the engineer in 
charge of the Galveston work, one jetty—the south jetty. Subsequently 
that plan was changed so as to have anorth jetty. In the language of 
Colonel Mansfield at Galveston, you might as well have a fiddle without 
a bow as a south jetty without a north jetty. It was claimed that 
about 18 feet of water were contemplated as the result of the original 
plan. Under the old plan mattresses were used. There wasa layer of 
mattresses, then a deposit of stone; alternate layers of mattresses and 
Stone. Those mattresses were subject to the action of the teredo, a ma- 
rine animal about which doubtless the gentleman from Iowa knows 
nothing, as he has not even a navigable river in his State. The teredo 
preys on wood when put in the waters of the Gulf of Mexico. 

Under the original plan the jetties were to be submerged; and as one 
of the results the water rushing over the top formed an excavation under 
the jetty and undermined it. And from the two causes, namely, the 
ravaging effects of the teredo and also the cut under the jetty, and from 
another cause, urged by General Newton, namely, that Galveston has 
not received a dollar of appropriation since 1882, and therefore the work 
has been exposed to the action of the elements, it is true, as reported by 
General Newton, Chief of Engineers, that 61 per cent. of the original 
work has gone. ; 

This appropriation is not sought for the money, because Galveston 
put in $100,000 of her own money when the Government appropriation 
was exhausted and the engineer in charge said that he needed the money 
to carry on the work. 

Under the new plan there are to be two jetties. Those jetties are to 
be built above low-water mark—in fact, they will be above high-water 
mark. They will be drawn more closely together and will be solid 
concrete and rubble, and a new engineer will be put in 

The differences, therefore, are in the distances apart of the jetties, in 
that the old ones were to be submerged and the new ones are to be 
built above water, and in the character of the material to be used; 
and, moreover, a new engineer is to be placed in charge of the work. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] suggests 
that I oppose this bill because I have no interest in it, because it con- 
tains no appropriations to Iowa; and he seems to be discontented with 
the fact that I oppose it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman really mean by that sug- 
gestion that no man has anything to do with this bill and no right to 
talk about it except those that have got interests in it, except those that 
have got appropriations for their own States, that have some of the pork 
in the barrel? I have some interest here asa Representative, although 
my district has. no interest directly in this bill. 

The gentleman suggests if there were appropriations for the State of 
Iowa I might favor this improvement. . Is it because there are appro- 
oe to the State of Texas that the gentleman favors the bill? Are 

is ideas of constitutional law, of constitutional power, and of the pro- 
priety of public expenditures dependent solely upon the local benefit 
that results to his own district, thus affecting his own popularity with 
his own constituents? ` 

Mr. CRAIN. Do you want an answer? + 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman does not do justice to himself when 
he makes that suggestion to me. 

Mr. Chairman, this plan that is now being adopted—the plan of Eads 
and the old plan—were substantially alike. Each one of them contem- 
plated a brace of jetties through which there was to be outflow and in- 
flow from the bay, scouring out the bottom and securing a channel. The 
only difference in the plans is in the extent, the duration, the distancë 
which the jetties are to be apart and the material of which constructed, 

Mr. CRAIN. And above the water. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. The old plan was to be up to low tide, and no 
higher. 

Mr. CRAIN. And the new one is to be above the water. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This one is to be several feet above high tide. 

Mr. CRAIN. ‘That is a very material difference. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Those are the differences. Gentlemen talk about 
the transcendent importance of the port of Galveston, and say thatnine- 
teen States are dependent upon itfortheircommerce. There never was 
a greater blunder made bya blunderer. There is notashadow of truth 
in the statement. The port:of Galveston does not even do the business 
of the State of Texas, does not even begin to do it. 

Mr. CRAIN. Give us deep water, and she will. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Besides, sir, there is but little commerce there. 
You do not raise wheat enough in the State of Texas to feed yourselves. 
The average consumption of wheat in the United States is 5 bushels per 


Instead of blaming the Texas delegation and the Galveston Represen’ 
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capita, and Texas has never raised more than 2} bushels per capita. Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But which the engineer says can not be 


The average consumption of corn in the United States is 35 bushels per 
capita, and Texas has never raised that. 

Mr. CRAIN, Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave notthe time. You talk about your cattle, 
your eight million cattle; and yet in 1883 you shipped from Galveston 
only about sixteen thousand dollars’ worth. You have no cattle in 
Texasto ship; you have no corn-fed cattle; you have none that can bear 
shipment, and therefore you do not need a harbor for that. Leaving 
out five articles, your total imports at Galveston in 1883 did not reach 
$300,000 in value. 

Mr. CRAIN. But the whole imports and exports were over $30,000,- 
000, as shown by statistics. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; and the Government, if it loaned you this 
money that you want at 4 per cent., could take the interest, pay for 
shipping everything you have there to New Orleans by rail, and save 
$65,000 a year. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. HEPBURN, 
and there were—ayes 33, noes 82. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum voting. 

Mr. WILLIS. I respectfully ask my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] to withdraw the call for a quorum. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not want to be captious, but I want a vote 
upon this question. There are several amendments upon which we 
want a vote, and if you will give us a vote in the House I will with- 
draw the call. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will agree to that. 

The Clerk read as follows: by 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: Continu- 
ing improvement, $30,000, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend in line 235 of the bill by 
striking out ‘‘ thirty thousand ” and inserting “‘fifty thousand.” I do 
not complain, Mr. Chairman, of the rule adopted by committee of ap- 
portioning the appropriations for the different items in the bill accord- 
ing to the estimates of the engineers. Some rule is doubtless necessary, 
and perhaps a better one could not be adopted. But there are excep- 
tions tó all rules, and it is manifest that such a rule could not be applied 
rigidly, or works would never be completed. 

Take a work which requires $30,000 to complete it and make an ap- 
propriation of $10,000, and finally when it requires but $1,000 to com- 
plete it, if you appropriate only $333, and so on in successive years, it 
would require an application of the differential calculus to tell when 
the work would be completed. There must certainly be some stage in 
the prosecution of these works when their completion must be fully 
penas for. Furthermore, in carrying on these public improvements 

t is necessary at times to prosecute them in parts, and when a part of 
a given work, as for instance the construction of a lock, is undertaken, 
that part ought to be completed without delay, and that is this case. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter received from the Chief 
Engineer too late for presentation to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and I ask for it the attention of the House, and ially the at- 
tention of the chairman of the committee having this bill in charge. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, Cusrom-Hovse, 
Cincinnati, April 15, 1886. 


Sm: I see thatthe Muskingum ice-harbor gets but $30,000 in the proposed 
river and harbor bill. 

It will be practically useless for us to commence work on the lower section of 
the lock unless there is a reasonable prospect of getting the structure above low 
water before we have to quit, To do this will require at least $55,000, as you 
can see from the following estimate, which is based on the one in my last an- 
nual report, although the x was for entire completion: 


Contingencies and emerge: 


worth while to attempt anything. We can probably get as far as the founda- 
tion flooring, but to leave this flooring over winter without weighting it down 
with concrete would be absurd. 
Work like that at Marietta can not be Spanien or contracted at will; unless 
a certain minimum is appropriated it is folly to go ahead at all, and these facts 
should be explained to the Committee on Rivers and 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, a 


Unik therefore, the cone leg is raised to the sum named it is hardly 


Harbors, 


WM. E. MERRILL, 
Lieutenant-Colonei of Engineers. 
Mon, A. J. WARNER, M.C., 
Washington D. C. 

That letter shows that this is one of the cases wheré when a work is 
undertaken a sum sufficient should be appropriated to finish it, to pre- 
vent the loss of the work or to save what has been expended. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, this work is two-thirds completed. 
The amount recommended by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
will complete the coffer-dam and the foundation piles and flooring and 
also the concrete, and that is exactly within the terms of the requisition 
of the engineer. 


eu 


left safely in that condition. 

Mr. WILLIS. It can be left just as safely as any other part of the 
work, Of course it would be better to complete all these works at once 
if we had the money; but to do that would require a bill of $50,000,000. 
Having reference to the limited amount included in this bill, we have 
appropriated to this work, after careful examination of the facts, as 
much as we thought could be allowed in this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I recognize all that, Mr. Chairman; but 
this is not like the cases where much or little can be expended at dis- 
cretion. Thatis the point I make. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of 
Ohio, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ao harbor at Kewaunee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $10,000; of 
which $5,000 shall be expended in improving the inner harbor between the dry- 
dock and the mouth of the river. * 


The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out all of the 
paragraph after the words ‘‘ten thousand dollars,” was agreed 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin : Continu- 
ing improvement, $30,000; and the engineer in charge, in his next annual report, 
shall submit an estimate of the cost of a dredge-boat or other facilities that 
be needed for dredging the harbors of Duluth and Superior, teen thou- 
sand dollars of the money hereby appropriated are to be expen: ind 
in said Superior Bay and Harbor and in repairing piers at natural entry, an 
$12,000 in dredging Saint Louis Bay from deep water at Connor’s Point toward 
deep water at Grassy Point. 


Mr. PRICE. I move to amend by inserting after the words ‘‘ Saint 
Louis Bay,” in lines 337 and 338, the words ‘‘along the dock line on 
the Wisconsin shore.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] whether any part of this appropriation 
is to be used in deepening the channel in the canal or at the mouth 
of the canal known as the Portage and Lake Superior Canal. I wish 
to know whether this appropriation refers to the point where that canal 
is located. 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman tell me whether 
there is any appropriation in this bill for that work? 

Mr. WILLIS. There isnot, so far as I know. It is a different mat- 
ter from that now pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is it in the bill? 

Mr. WILLIS. Not to my knowledge. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Sheboygan, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of 
which $5,000 shall be expended in improving the inner harbor between Penn- 
sylvania avenue bridge and the mouth of the river. 


The amendment reported from the committee to strike from the par- 
agraph all after the words “‘fifteen thousand dollars’’ was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement, also enlarg- 
ing basin between Minnesota and Rice’s Points, $50,000; and the consent of the 


United States is hereby given to a change of the legal dock line on the east side 
of Rice’s Point by the muncipal authorities of Duluth. 


The amendments reported by the committee were to make the para- 
graph read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement and enlarging 
basin between Minnesota and Rice’s Points, $50,000; and the consent of the 
United States is hereby given to a change of the existing dock line on the east 
side of Rice’s Point by the munici authorities of Duluth: Provided, That 
such change meets the approval of the Secretary of War. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Se Ine harbor at Agate Bay, Minncsota: Continuing improvement, $30,- 


The amendment of the committee to strike out the words ‘‘ continu- 
ing improvement ’’ was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Continuing improvement, 
100,000; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause suit to be in- 
stituted for the condemnation of the 12 acres of land said to be necessary to said 
improvement, and to report the result of such legal proceedings to the next suc- 
ceeding session of Congress for its action thereon. 


The amendment of the committee to insert after the words ‘‘ hereby 
authorized ” the words ‘‘at his discretion” was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal. : Continuing improvement, $80,000, 

The amendment of the committee was to insert the following after 
the paragraph just read: 

The sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated forasurvey of San Francisco Harbor, San Pablo Bay. Suisun Bay, Strait 
of Carquinez, mouth of San Joaquin River, and mouth of Sacramento River, 


Canlorois, to be used by the Chief of Engineers and the Coast and Geodetic 
uryey. = 
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Mr. MARKHAM. I move toamend the amendment of the commit- 
tee by striking out ‘'30,’’ in line 371, and inserting “11,” so as to 
make the amount of the appropriation $11,000; and also to strike out 
“ the end of the amendment the words ‘‘and the Coast and Geodetic 

urvey. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state that since the report first made to this 
House a supplementary report has been made by the same officer re- 
vising his estimate, and upon a review of the situation reducing the 
amount from $30,000 to $11,000. It is upon this supplementary re- 
port which has just come in that my colleague on the committee offers 
this amendment. The committee have no objection to it. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I suggest to the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. MARKHAM] that the second branch of his amendment.should 
strike out ‘‘to be used by the Chief of Engineers and the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey.” ‘The words ‘‘be used by the Chief of Engineers ” would 
be surplusage if the amendment as proposed by the gentleman should 
be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. In other words, all this will be used by the Chief of 
Engineers unless otherwise designated. 

Mr. MARKHAM. I modify my amendment as suggested by the 
gentleman from: Alabama. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MARKHAM as 
modified, it was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Improving Saco River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 


The amendment of the committee striking out the words “‘ continuing 
improvement’’ was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Narragaugus River, Mainc: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 


The amendment of the committee striking out the words “ continu- 
ing improvement’’ was agreed to. ? 

Mr. HAYNES. I move the following amendment: 

Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire: Completing improvement, $19,000 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope no member of this House will assume 
that I have any idea this amendment will pass. [Laughter.] I am 
very well aware by the course of events that this river and harbor bill 
is the great white elephant of this House. It has been curried, rubbed 
down, and polished by the members of the committee, and the rest of 
us are expected to fall down and worship it from afar off, and to ad- 
mire its just proportions according to the amount of pork we have in 
the Government barrel. [Renewed laughter.] If it had been like 
other bills, open to amendment early in its consideration, I would have 
moved to increase the paltry sum ef $8,000 provided in the bill for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the harbor at Portsmouth, N. H., to a sam 
sufficient for that important work. I find the other water way in my 
bailiwick has been treated even more shabbily than Portsmouth. So 
far as the Cocheco River is concerned, the bottom of it appears to have 
dropped out and it disappears from the bill altogether. 

T am told the improvement of the Cocheco River was not included in 
the Book of Estimates at all. Furthermore, it has been said that in 
some paper, which the committee had before it, I suppose, it was re- 
ported as a work which had already been completed. Well, in regard 
to the first proposition, I have only to say that over $1,000,000 of the 
fifteen millions included in this bill are for items not covered by the 
Book of Estimates. And to show whether the improvement of the 
Cocheco River has been completed or not, I desire to read an extract 
from the report of Colonel Blount, which will 
will be found on page 475 of the Chief of Engineers’ Report: 


An appropriation of $28,000 was made in the act of July 5,184, for “ complet- 
ing the improvement” of the river. As soon as possible after it became avail- 
able a car examination, including borings, was made of the upper channel. 

"The new estimate based thereon proved that the necessary improvement could 
not be executed with the available funds, Contract was, therefore, made Se 
tember 22, 1884, with Thomas Symonds, of Leominster, Mass. (a very reliable 
and competent contractor), for widening and deepening the channel from the 

int where the work of 1883 stopped as far toward the city as possible. The 

Tine 36) limiting this work is shown on the drawing which accompanies this re- 

port 


Then, further down, he says: 


On the 18th of February, 1835, I submitted to the Engineer Departmenta special 
report on the improvement of this river, from which I make the following ex- 


tracts: 

è è “Tt was found that the improvement asked for could only be carried 
toa line just below Collins's wharf, ests the upper part of the channel to 
Packet Landing, its termination, untouch Of course the additional depth 
and width which will be gained when the contractor has finished will be of little 
advantage unless they are continued up through the whole channel above.” 


The whole situation is this: That the work of opening up the Cocheco 
River to Dover has been conducted by sections. They have arrived at 
what is in fact the bulkhead of the work, and $19,000 is asked to com- 

lete the work in order to open up the channel and make what has 
en done practicable and of some value. That appropriation has been 
omitted from the bill, and the work, unless my amendment be adopted, 
will necessarily be s ded. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] - 
Mr. BAYNE. Ihave only a word tosay, Mr. Chairman. My friend 
from New Hampshire isentirely mistaken in assuming there is a single, 


explain the matter. It |P 


solitary appropriation in this bill which has not come with the recom- 


mendation of the War ent. It may not be they were all in- 
cluded in the estimates for this year, but came at different times. The 
Book of Estimates sets forth the bulk of them, while in other docu- 
ments the others will be found to have been recommended by the Engi- 
neer Corps. There is not a solitary appropriation in the bill which has 
not the sanction, I believe, of the War Department as well as of the 
Engineer Corps. I know my friend would not intentionally state the 
fact to be otherwise if he knew the real facts of the case. 

Mr. HAYNES. I would say nothing can be plainer than the recom- 
mendation of the Engineer Corps in favor of Cocheco River, which I 
haye read. It is my opinion, and the opinion of the engineer who made 
the survey, this work should be done. 

Mr. M. There are a great many recommendations made 
by the Engineer Corps which are not included; but of those which are 
included there is not one which has not been recommended by the War 
Department. : 

Mr, BAYNE. Many we did not include which were recommended, 
but none were included which were not recommended. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Have the committee any knowledge of any ob- 
jection to granting the appropriation asked for? 

Mr. BAYNE. I know nothing about the improvement at all. Ido 
not recall the matter, and my only object in rising was to correct the 
statement of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in response to my very amiable friend 

from New Hampshire I desire to say that the committee in the last 
Congress exhibited its inclination most especially to take care of the 
Cocheco River, for which he now asks this additional appropriation. 
It is about the only river in the United States that the committee has 
yet completed. 
. Upon the official statement of the Chief of Engineers last year we 
appropriated $28,000 for the completion of this river. That was the 
full amount asked, while in every other portion of the country we were 
compelled, because of the small size of the bill, to give 10, 20, or 25 
per cent. of the estimates; but for this Cocheco River our desire was so 
great we gave every dollar that was asked for, and the river was com- 
pleted and laid away and we did nòt ever to hear of it again; 
the engineer never brought it to our attention in this Congress. We 
not only completed it, but we gave ita new channel torunin. Ont 
of this $28,000 a part was expended in making a cut-off through Alley’s 
Point— 

Avoiding an inconvenient bend and in deepening and in widening adjacent 
parts of the channel— 

As the engineer in charge reports. 

There is no further recommendation from the Chief of Engineers for 
this river, and there is yet $10,000 unexpended on hand. These are the 
special reasons why we took no further action in that case. : 

The amendment p by Mr. HAYNEs was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving I pooh River, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement, $2,500, 

Improving Warren River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

The committee recommend the striking out of the words ‘‘ Continu- 
ing improvement,” i 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know why the com- 
mittee makes this recommendation. 

Mr. WILLIS. For the reason that this is new work. It has never 
been appropriated for before, and hence it was not a continuing appro- 
riation. 

The amendment pro; 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Providence River and Narragansett Day, Rhode Island: Continu- 
ing improvement, $35,000, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I moveto strike out, in line 417, the 
words ‘‘thirty-five’’? and insert ‘‘one hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SPOONER. As it seems to be impossible, by the reduction of 
what seems to me to be a very large appropriation, to somewhat equal- 
ize the appropriations given to different localities by this bill, I propose 
to submit to the committee the opportunity of attempting the equal- 
ization to some extent in the other directions. 

I have, therefore, moved to increase the appropriation provided for 
by this bill for the improvement of Providence River and Narragansett 
Bay by providing that $100,000 shall be appropriated for that purpose. 
This isa less amount, as I have already had occasion to call to the atten- 
tion of the committee, than is provided for the harbors at Charleston, 
Mobile, Savannah, and several others, which I have particularized, 
neither of which have commercial necessities, nor are they of as much 
commercial importance, as this river and harbor. 

This is the great harbor not only of my own important State, but 
also of the great central portion of New England, to which it is a con- 
duit. The amount that is required, according to the report of the en- 
gineers, for the completion of the work, which has been under way, of 
widening and deepening the channel, is $235,000. In addition to that 
the engineer has reported the necessity of an appropriation for the re- 


by the committee was agreed to, 
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moval of what is known as Green Jacket shoal, in the harbor of $112,- 
346.25, which is the estimate placed upon it. The engineer says: 

4 f vessel inth f Provi 
aae a eRe lafen a a Eet de aA ets D a Ean aiea an 


increase in the size of vessels arriving at this port and a corresponding reduc- 


tion in the cost of freights. There are several vessels already that draw more 


than 20 feet, and the number would be larger, but at present there is no anchor- 
age for such vessels, except in such positions that rest in the mud at low 
water or they pouor and obstruct our newly excavated 25-foot channel, the 
upper end of which just west of the shoal, and the whole of which is nearly 
er tesne to the deep water of Narragansett Bay. 

wW , at low water, these vessels rest in the mud near the channel, they crush 
down its banks, and our recent surveys show that much damage has been done 
to the channel in this way. 

In consideration of-these facts and the com 
whole depth in one contract, it will doubtless 
at once to the depth of 25 feet at mean low water. 

I have but a few words more which I wish to say in this connection. 
This is no unimportant harbor; it has no unimportant commercial in- 
terests that are to be provided for, ‘The works of improvement which 
have been p ing, and which I hope may p: still further 
until they are completed, do not provide for a problematical commerce 
in the future, but they do provide for a commerce which is existing 
to-day and is seeking facilities there to-day. 

By the ee ork from the custom-house there were in the year 1884 
(arrivals and departures from that port) 11,948 vessels, with a total 
tonnage of 3,907,146 tons. 

These figures do not convey very much of an idea to any one who does 
not compare them with the figures of the same character relating to the 
other harbors with which I have been attempting to draw some com- 
parison, in order that the legitimacy of this appropriation which I now 
seek may be fairly estimated. The revenue collected in the district of 
Providence from customs in the fiscal year last past was $201,977.87, 
and yet our foreign commerce is but a trifle as compared with our im- 
mense domestic commerce seeking facilities in that port. 

The removal of this Green Jacket shoal is an important matter, as is 
stated clearly by the engineer in what I have already read from his re- 
port. I ask that this river and harbor in my own State, not a matter 
of local interest alone but a matter of national interest and importance, 
may receive some consideration commensurate with its importance and 
necessities. I ask that the amendment may be adopted. I ask that 
we may be put on something like an equality with gentlemen who, by 
reason of being members of the committee or otherwise, have obtained 
in other sections of the country much larger ip ks nia than I now 
seek for objects of much less importance and worth. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to say only a word as to this amendment. 
This river is 7 miles in length. Up to the present time it has had ap- 
propriations of $60,000 foreach mile. In 1882 there was an improved 
plan adopted, and that plan is nearly completed; so that the facilities 
for commerce are as fully extended at that point as at any pointin this 
bill. There is now a channel from 200 to 300.feet wide and from 
25 to 27 feet in depth, being the full amount of what is called for by 
the plan. There is therefore no emergency. Notwithstanding that, the 
committee have given, upon a recommendation of $100,000, an appro- 
priation of $35,000, which is more than four-fifths of what the other 
points receive. ‘The committee, therefore, hasnot declined to recognize 
the importance of this place, but has fully ized it, and has given 
as much as could be given within the limits ef this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwish to ask the gentleman whether the commit- 
tee has not entirely passed over without recognition the matter of the 
removal of Green Jacket shoal. : 

Mr. WILLIS. Iwas about to come to that. The matter of the re- 
moval of Green Jacket shoal is now pending, and is not reported upon 
by the Chief of Engineers. Itis not, therefore, on the Book of Esti- 
mates. Ipresume, in the coming year, the engineer will examine the 
report and put it on the Book of Estimates. It will then be before the 
committee, and I have no doubt it will receive the same liberal treat- 
ment that has been given to the river. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. SPOONER, 
there were—ayes 39, noes 64. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment wasrejected. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $12,000. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: _ 

Strike out the words “Continuing improvement.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving narrows at Lake Champlain, New York, from Benson, Vt., to canal 
locks at Whitehall, N. Y., $40,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move tostrike out the last word for 
the purpose of asking the gentleman from Kentucky foran explanation 
as to this appropriation of $40,000 for improving narrows at Lake Cham- 
plain, New York. I find the appropriation here made is 80 per cent. 


tive economy of making the 
advisable to dredge the shoal 


of the estimate of the engineer. I would like to be informed by the 
gentleman from Kentucky why this variation is made from the rule 
which I understand the committee has adopted. I notice also that for 
the Newtown Creek improvement there is an allowance of 50 per cent.of 


the estimate. At East Chester Creek there is an allowance of 50 per 

cent. on the estimate of the engineer. In the case of many other im- 

rtant improvements there is a much less ratio than that. I should 
ike to have an explanation. 

Mr. WILLIS. As I undertook to state in my opening remarks on 
this bill in the general debate the committee adopted no cast-iron rule 
in regard to the amounts to be allotted to these improvements. We 
did not think medicine that would be necessary for a child would have 
any effect ona giant. When we found a place like Newtown Creek, 
with a commerce of twenty or thirty millions, wethoughtin the public 
interest a larger amount should be given because a larger amount of 
commerce would be benefited. The same remark applies to the ap- 
propriation for East Chester Creek, which carries a commerce of five and 
a half millions of dollars, and also to the narrows of Lake Champlain. 

My. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iam not familiar with the tive 
commerce of Providence and the commerce of these two creeks; but I 
understand the appropriation for Providence River, of which the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island has just spoken, is 25 per cent. of the esti- 
mate. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman from Kansas will examine the re- 
port he will find in one case the amount is $200,000 and in the other 
five and one-half million dollars. Therefore the reason for the differ- 
ence will suggest itself at once. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Improving Passaic River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $35,000; of 
which $3,000 are to be used abote Newark, : 


Mr. LEHLBACH. [offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out ‘' $35,000” and insert “$100,000.” 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, the sum of $35,000 is insufficient 
to make such an improvement of the Passaic River as the commerce of 
that river demands. I ask to have read as part of my remarks an ex- 
tract from the engineer’s report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IMPROVEMENT OF PASSAIC RIVER, BELOW NEWARK, AND REMOVING SHOALS IN 
NEWARK BAY, NEW JERSEY. 

The project of this improvement was adopted in 1890, and provides for the 
formation and maintenance, by means of and a system of training- 
in depth at mean low water 

lvania Railroad bridge, Center ewark, to Newark Bay 

the original evipano depth be TE fect at mean low water, The range ot 
tides at Newark is 4.7 feet, a vane The project was revised in 1884, so 
to south: into Newark Bay by.the construction 
existing dike at the mouth of the river 
and the opening of a channel 2,000 feet agen vem wide, and 10 feet deep, low 
e shoal in Newark Bay, of Passaic Light. Up to June 

lect was $122,991.47. 

vertiseme 
to Mi 


sr and filled with stone, arg” y the aggregato length of the dike extendin 
ewar) y, 


ro 
feet. 

Work under the contract for dredging was extended to September 1,1885. Up 
to June 30, 1885, 34,509 cubic yards of material were removed from the shoal in 
Newark Bay immediately south and cast of Passaic Light, making the channel 
2,000 feet long, 100 feet wide, and 10 feet deep, mean low ér, All the material 
removed will be deposited behind the dike, The dike, at a point about 2,000 
feet from the shore end, was injured by ice-jams early in the spring of 1855. The 
repairs, which will be made under a written agreement with the present con- 
tractors, will include 6,000 feet B. M. of oak sheathing, furnishing and driving 
50 piles, putting into place and bolting 250 piles, replacing 800 feet B. M. of pine 
walling timbers, and Supplying 400 io yards of stone, 

The commerce of the river is now so Jarga that it has been found imperative 
to pona 10 feet depth, mean low water, in a narrow channel, as early as pos- 
sible, from the lower Newark Bay to the city wharves at Newark. 

The small appropriations available haye not been suflicient to give every- 
where the full channel width of 200 feet required od Pog project, nor to n 
any of the diking projected for the protection of the banks or the contraction of 
the channel, except at the entrance. The small width of 100 feet to which the 
channel has necessarily been limited in places has caused a slight deterioration 
of depths by the leveling and wearing of the banks of the cuts, which would 
have been avoided had the cuts been made wider, and the total cost of execu- 
tion of the original project would have been reduced. Now that 10 feet at low 
stage can be carried to the city, it will be advisable to some of the dike- 
work for the better maintenance of the improved channel. 

The dike at the entrance should be extended south through Newark Bay, be- 
yond Passaic Light, a distance of 4,000 feet, and northward at the shore end, by 
a light structure to protect the banks, for a distance of 1,000 feet. Four thou- 
sand feet of the dike projected for the left bank between zinc works and the 
toll bridge (page 537, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1850, part I), opposite 
Point no Point, should also be built, and the channel along its front should be 
widened 50 feet and deepened 2 or3feet. The estimated costof these necessary 
improvements is $125,000. 

An le i hag of $125,000 is recommended. The river is used principally 
by vessels drawing over 10 feet. Twenty-two thousand vessels passed the ae 
of the New York and Newark Rail brid; 
Newark has a population of over 150,000 souls, 1,400 manufacturing establish- 
ments, hy mpl 40,000 hands, and the total annual product of the diversified 
industries is estimated at $70,000,000. st 


Mr. PHELPS. I suppose no member fails to think that his river or 
harbor is the most important in this sacred book; that no one fails to 
wonder at the harsh treatment his interests have received at the hands 
of the committee. And this is my belief, and I ask the committee to 
listen to the reasons for it. The city of Newark has 150,000 inhabit- 


during the year. The city of- 
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ants, all at work except those who are in the cradle or the grave. There 
are fourteen hundred large factories, and in them or about them labor 
forty thousand workmen every day. Most of them may be Knights of 
Labor. If they are, I hope they are watching the votes of Representa- 
tives here to-day. This hive of industry gives to commerce every year 
seventy million dollars’ worth of a varied industry. But this vast 
trade and commerce call for better accommodations. Newark lies on 
the banks of the Passaic, three or four miles from Newark Bay. The 
riveris broad, but its channel is narrow. Upand down this river 
last year twenty-two thousand vessels. They have to pass each other 
infully and slowly, as ina canal. A canal may be picturesque, but 
it is not fitted for a business like this. 

The Chief Engineer proposes to make it a practicable water way. 
He says for $125,000 he will make it 200 feet wide and 10 feet deep. 
It ought to be done. This committee ought to vote the appropriation. 

I ask it not for this State or this city only. I ask it fora general 
commerce. Maine brings ice and lumber, North Carolina tar and tur- 

tine, Louisiana sugar, and Georgia and the Carolinas their cotton. 
e captains of all these vessels will approve the increased appropria- 
tion, and I hope the amendment will carry. 

Mr.McADOO. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Maryland [Mr. Comp- 
TON] challenged me yesterday to be consistent in discussing this bill 
when I came to the appropriations for New Jersey. I have carefully 
examined the bill, and find I am unable to find a provision for the im- 
provement of any river in the State of New Jersey the improvement 
of which would not be perfectly constitutional and legitimate. Lfind, 
moreover, so far as the State of New Jersey is concerned, that while 
the engineer asked for twenty-seven different specific improvements in 
that State, the committee have appropriated for only seven. Inso far 
as I have investigated, I can not see but what the State of New Jersey 
has got less from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, taking into con- 
sideration the report of the engineers, than any other State represented 
on this floor. Why, Mr. Chairman, the engineers of the Government 
asked that over $4,500,000 should be ded in the improvement 
of the rivers and harbors of that State, and the committee have recom- 
mended the appropriation of only $88,000. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Does not the gentleman know—— 

Mr. McADOO. Iam not complaining about it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman let me ask him 
a question? = ` 

Mr. MCADOO. No, Ican not yield; my time is too limited. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I am not complaining, for I say to the House and to 
the gentleman from Maryland, after reading the report of the engineers, 
that there are a number of items there which, if they had been putin 
the bill, I would have voted against, because they would not be legiti- 
mate constitutional improvements for which this House would have a 
right te expend the people’s money. 

Mr. WILLIS, Will the gentleman allow me to remind him that 
those appropriations were taken out of this bill upon the request and 
with the advice of the New Jersey delegation in the last House, and 
upon the report of the engineer stating that they ought not to be made? 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, I have stated that I am not com- 
plaining of the action of thecommittee. I havesaid, and I repeat, that 
so far as some of those items are concerned the committee did what was 
right and just. Those items ought not to bein the bill, and the House 
would have no right to take the people’s money and put it into the 
improvement of those creeks. But, Mr. Chairman, I say, on the other 
hand, that the State of New Jersey has been extremely modest, and 
has been provided for in an extremely modest manner in this bill. I 
have examined four or five items of appropriation for her benefit, and 
if any one of them comes under the inhibition of the Constitution as 
expounded by Chief-Justice Marshall in the famous case of Gibbons vs. 
Ogden, the great steamboat case, in which he laid down the doctrine 
of the rights of the United States in regard to the internal commerce 
of the States in this language: A 

The genius and character of the whole Government seem to be that itsaction 
is to be applied to all the external concerns of the nation, and to those internal 
concerns which affect the States generally, but not to which are com- 

letely within a particular State, which do not affect other States, and in which 
t is not necessary to interfere for the purpose of executing some of the general 
powers of the Government. 

The completely internal commerce of a State, then, may be consid- 
ered as reserved for the State itself. Now that does not apply to this 
stream, the appropriation for which my colleague is endeavoring to 
have increased. This is an interstate stream, as much as the Missis- 
sippi River—the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] smiles— 
ay, more than the great roaring Kanawha [laughter], and it is per- 
fectly legitimate, under the Constitution of the United States, that this 
stream should be improved. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the business aspect of the matter: Itis one 
of my principal objections to this bill for rivers and harbors that we do 
not proceed with it as a business concern would do. What is the use 
of every two years faking a certain amount of money and putting it 
into the improvement of a stream and then waiting until the stream 
has washed that away before we make any further appropriation? If 
the improvement is legitimate, if it is called for, if the Constitution 
authorizes it, if the Congress of the United States should make it, then 


we should make an honest appropriation to make the improvement and 
carry it to completion. This dribbling of appropriations from year to 
yea is napy stealing the people’s money, wasting it, and giving them 
no benefit, 

Mr. WILLIS. The commercial importance of this river is fully rec- 
ognized, I presume, by every one who knows anything at all about it. 
Having considered the condition of the river and the recommendation 
in regard to it, we have reported this appropriation of $32,000. Now, 
the Committee of the Whole must bear in mind that this a very short 
river; that the part of the river for which we propose to give $32,000 
is only 2.or 3 miles long. I am informed by a friend in front of me 
that it is 3 milcs long. Now, we are proposing in this bill to give for 
these 3 miles an appropriation of $10,000 a mile. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, ‘The gentleman will allow me to say that the part 
of the river which is to be improved by this appropriation of $32,000 is 
over 6 miles long. 

Mr. WILLIS. My friend corrects me by stating that the portion of 
the river to which the bulk of this appropriation is to be applied is 6 
miles long. Grantit. What other riverin the United States receives 
in this bill that much per mile? Itis a short river. True, its com- 
merce is important; and the Government has heretofore very properly 
been liberal in appropriating forit. In this bill we have done the best 
we could for this river. The bill is now larger than some of my friends 
from New Jersey think it ought to be. Taking into consideration the 
limitation upon the appropriations in the bill, and considering also the 
shortness of this river, the committee has done the very best it could. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LEHLBACH, it 
was rejected; there being—ayes 41, noes 67. 

Mr. HIRES. I move to amend by striking out in line 447 the word 
“five” and inserting ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the appropriation for the 
improvement of Maurice River, New Jersey, $10,000. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, I rise to a point of order, that the 

ph to which this amendment relates has heen passed. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WELLBORN). The Chair will state that the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HIRES] endeavored to obtain recog- 
nition from the Chair at the proper time, but through inadvertence the 
Chair did not recognize him, and now accords him the recognition to 
which he is fairly entitled. The question is on the amendment as 
stated by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HIRES. Mr. Chairman, in support of this amendment I desire 
to say that Maurice River is a considerable stream, about 24 miles in 
length. On either side of it are several thriving towns, and at its head 
is the city of Millville, one of the most thriving cities in the State of 
New Jersey, having a population of ten or twelve thousand. Some of 
the largest manufacturing establishments in our State are at Millville, 
and the largest glass manufacturing establishment in the United States 
is located there. Besides the trade which the towns on this river nat- 
urally bring to it, there are large deposits of sand, which are now being 
shipped to all parts of the Eastern and Middle States. 

The engineers in their report state that $35,000 could be profitably 
expended on this improvement during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887. I sincerely hope that the Committee of the Whole will grant the 
somni asked in this amendment, which I consider but a pittance at 


t. 

Mr. WILLIS. The amount of money on hand, unexpended, for this 
river is in round numbers $19,000. This is one of the reasons why the 
committee did not give more. 

Mr. HIRES. In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, I will say 
that the amount estimated to complete this work is $92,000. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HIRES, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 38, noes 52. 

Mr. SWINBURNE. lask unanimous consent to offer an amendment 
to the clause relating to the improvement of the Hudson River, having 
been called out of the House at the time that paragraph was reached. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope consent will be given. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection. 

r oe SWINBURNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 421, insert “‘ and $10,000 for the removal of the 
rock in the channel at Van Wie’s Point.” 

Mr. SWINBURNE. Mr. Chairman, in asking to have this amount 
for continuing improvements on the Hudson River increased and this 
additional $40,000 appropriated it can not be said that it is for any local 
interest, but rather for the benefit of a vast country lying north, east, 
and west of the State of New York, as well as the State itself. The 
State of New York, at a cost of $51,609,200 for construction, has opened 
and thrown free to commerce one of the greatest interior water ways in 
the world, and for the purpose of keeping this channel between the 
lakes and the navigable outlet to the ocean in proper condition expended 
in 1884 for ordinary repairs and operating expenses the sum of $718,- 
325.66. 

This connecting link between the vast producing western section of 
the country and the avenues of trade with all the nations of the world 
empties a traffic in commerce on the Hudson River which makes that 
river the greatest inland commercial water way in the nation, and de- 
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mands at least a generous recognition by the General Government tokeep 
it free from interruption to all legitimate navigation. The 460 miles 
of canals, with over a hundred locks, besides feeders and branches, con- 
necting the Hudson River with Lake Champlain and the vast territories 
of Canada and the States bordering the lakes and tapping the Grand 
Trunk Railway at Oswego with the West and the trade of the St. 
Lawrence River and the Reque Canal, and at Buffalo with Lake Erie 
and the chain of lakes in the West, are far-reaching in resources and im- 
portant in commercial interests. 

Over these canals during the ten years, including 1884, 14,280,727 tons 
of merchandise, valued at $1,732,879,725, were carried; a very large pro- 
portion of this amount going and coming from New York by the Hud- 
son River. Over these canals in 1884 the value of the merchandise 
transported was $162,097,069. Of this amount $53,551,968 was from 
the West and went direct to New York. In four of the staple articles 
of the West—wheat, rye, corn, and barley—thus transported, the value 
represented was $27,215,055. 

For the year 1885 there were carried over these canals 4,731,784 tons of 
merchandise, of which 3,476,134 tons went East and 1,255,650 tons West, 
the total value of merchandise and property thus moved aggregating 
$119,536,189. The property arriving at tide water during the year 
from the West amounted to 2,715,219 tons, while the total value of all 
property arriving at tide water from the canals was $55,130,473; the 
value of property left in the city of New York being $49,955,934. 

These canals are the great natural outlet for the immense trade 
of the West, and during the season the boats engaged on the canal 
carry a third of all the cereals shipped from the West to New York 
during the year. It is a means of reducing the rates of transportation 
and preventing exorbitant charges, and thus materially assisting in 
placing the produce of the West on foreign markets at greatly reduced 
prices and directly benefiting the Western producer. The people of 
New York have made this water way free to all commerce passing over 
it at an annual expense of hundreds of thousands of dollars, and pro- 
pose to render it still more useful and profitable to commerce and a 
valuable means of transporting vessels of war to the Western Jakes in 
the emergencies arising from war, and it is nothing more than a proper 
recognition of these facts that Government should be just, if not liberal, 
in fostering the trade of so important an outlet from our vast grain 
fields and stock-raising industries to the ocean. _ i 

The reshipments from the port of Albany last year were: 


Grain, 1,800,000 bushels... 
Lumber, 500,000,000 feet..... 
Coal (received) 300,000 tons.. vere, 1,125,000 

The miscellaneous freight received and shipped by steamer was 260,- 
000 tons. 

All this trade leaves the canals at and in the neighborhood of Albany, 
and during some seasons of the year meet with more obstructions in 
the Hudson River than inthe canals. Between the mouth of the canal 
and New York city the State of New York expends large amounts of 
money to keep an open channel, and appropriates to that end $30,000 
annually. As much of this sum as is n is expended in dredg- 
gs ena, in keeping open thechannel in theriver, butat Van Wie’s Point, 
ashort distance below Albany, a ledge of rocks extends out into the 
channel, and during the season of low tide an embargo is almost sure 
to take place. At this point numerous have been compelled to 
stop and unload at a great cost in money and sacrifice in time, There 
is no plausible reason why the Government should not remove this per- 
manent obstruction to trade as wellas prevent the annoyances of delay 
to passenger steamers. are! 

This obstruction at Van Wie’s Point (Austin’s Rock) is a ledge of 
rocks extending out into the channel, and to render the channél safe 
and open will require the removal of about 1,200 yards of rock. This, 
because of the interruptions that must unavoidably occur through the 
narrowness of the channel in allowing steamers and other vessels to 
pass up, can not be safely undertaken at a lower figure than $30 per 


This ledge is a continual cause of expense to the State of New York 
in causing the lodging and forming of sand bars in the spring of the 
year. It is, in addition, an important factor in assisting the ice gorges 
that make at this point on the breaking up of the ice in the Upper Hud- 
son and its tributaries every year, causing a backing of water, over- 
flowing the docks, piers, and lands on both sides of the river several 
' feet deep. The least deviation from the center of the channel during 
the season of low water is often attended with the grounding of the 
steamer or canal-boat and an interruption of trade. 

From Southern and Eastern ports there is a regular trade in sailing 
vessels in this channel, and to the owners of vessels who do not feel like 
employing tugs to tow the passage is always dangerous. 

In addition to the regular commerce over the canals the heavy freight 
and passenger transportation is carried on by steamers navigating this 
river and ing this point to Albany and Troy, where several lines of 
railways for the East, North, and West center, and from which points a 
large distributing trade is carried on by the railways. 

The appropriation asked for by the committee will effect but slight 


relief and will require to be repeated from year to year. This may and 
can be obviated by the appropriating of $40,000. 

- This additional appropriation is asked for with more than ordinary 
confidence, because it is in reality a reform, and because it is recom- 
mended by General Newton, the head of the Engineer Corps of the 
War Department, who understands the necessity for having this bar 
(Austin’s Rock) removed, and has recommended $35,000 for the pur- 
pose. In his report he states the fact, known to every person convers» 
ant with the Upper Hudson River, that it has always been obstructed 
by barsand shoals, due to the existence ofnumerousislands andsloughs, 
The other $15,000 recommended by the committee will be required in 
other improvements in the 20 miles of channel between Troy and New 
Baltimore. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BURLEIGH. In reply to the remarks of my colleague [Mr. 
SWINBURNE] I will state that $15,000 was appropriated for the place 
referred to, and the last report showed the sum of $31,000 to be on hand, 
making a little more than the full amount which the engineer stated 
to be necessary—$45,000. I presume my colleague did not understand 
this to be the fact, but it is, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SWINBURNE, it 
was rejected; there being—ayes 65, noes 75. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg leave to inquire of the Chair whether the rule 
which prohibits smoking in the body of the House applies also to the 
galleries. Ifit does, I should like the gentleman near that end [indi- 
cating] to quit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the griey- 
ance is corrected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to negotiate for the 

urchase of the works of the Monongahela Navigation Company, situated in the 
Aronongabale River, in the States of Pennsylvania and West Virginia; and in 
order to ascertain the value of said works the Secretary of War shall appoint a 
commission of three competent engineers from the Engineer Corps ofthe United 
States Army, who shall value and oe the same and report to the Secretary 
of War. Andif thesaid Monongahela Navion Company shall offer and bind 
itself to take for said works a price deemed by the Secretary of War to be satis- 
factory and not excessive, he shall so report to the Congress at its next succeed- 
ing session; but if the said Monongahela Shy aga Company. refases to sell its 
works, or demands a price therefor deemed to be excessive, then the Secretary 
of War shall be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to acquire said works 
by condemnation for the United Ši ; or, in the exercise of his discretion, the 
Secretary of War may, and he is hereby authorized to, take ion of said 
works in the name of the United States, to the end that the navigation of said 
Monongahela River may become free and said works be brought within the pro- 
visions of section 4 of an act of Congress entitled “An act making ap) roprintiond 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other pot are approved 5th day of July, 188%. And for 
the purpose of carrying into effect these provisions the sum of $20,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, are hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
aeons not otherwise appropriated, to be paid on the warrant of the Secretary 
o ar. 

Amendment of the committee: Insert before the word “the” the 
following: 

Improving Monongahela River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Continu- 
ing improvement, $121,200; and, 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. WILLIS, and others sought the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has extended recognition to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. NEGLEY], who wishes to raise a point 
of order upon the paragraph in the bill which has been read. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will permit me, I will ask by unan- 
imous consent general debate on this paragraph be limited to half an 
hour. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Iam satisfied when you have considered the point 
of order which I will raise it will dispose of the whole question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well; then I will reserve that request until after 
the gentleman’s point of order has been stated. 

Mr. NEGLEY, Mr. Chairman: First, because this provision is ex- 
traordinary in its scope, unconstitutional, and without precedent. 

Second. Congress has not the power to refer a constitutional function 
to a subordinate officer of the Government, wherein it is proposed to 
seize a State franchise, the rights of a corporation, and property with- 
out observing all the requirements of law. $ 

Third. That no expenditure can be legally made by the Government 
upon any public improvement until the State in which this improve- 
ment is situated gives a general cession of jurisdiction over the lands 
in question. 

Fourth. This is not an improvement of the Monongahela River, but 
the purchase by the Government of an improvement already existing. 

Fifth. There has been no report or recommendation received from 
the Department having charge of the interests of navigation upon which 
to base an estimate of the cost of this property. 

Sixth. That it would not be an exercise of prudent judgment on the 
part of the members of this House, or in keeping with a wise policy, to 
incur a large indebtedness, and, at the same time, create a long and ex- 
pensive litigation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to antagonize the demand for 
the unobstructed navigation of the Monongahela River, and I advocate 
thatitshould be made free of all taxation or impositions upon commerce, 
but we should proceed orderly, with a full knowledge of all the facts, 
We not only should conform with the requirements of the statutes bear- 
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ing on the question of the right of eminent domain, but not attempt to 
confiscate private property by coercive, mandatory, and unconstitu- 
tional proceedin; 


first three lines appropriating $121,200 for the improvement of the Mo- 
nongahela River in Pennsylvania and West Virginia, but only to the 
provision in reference to the purchase of the Monongahela Navigation 
Company’s works? 

Mr. NEGLEY. Thatisall. I am in favor of the appropriation for 
the improvement of the Monongahela River. 

In support of my point of order I read from Article V of the Con- 
stitution the following: 

person * * + be deprived of life, li „or property wi 
Malkan of aw nor AE ar perdria be Repi Publio use Potresi ie 
compensation, 

Again, in Article IX the following language occurs: 

The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be construed 
to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 

The owners of this property had lawful possession of it under a charter 
of the State of Pennsylvania for a period exceeding fifty years. They 
have expended a sum in the work of construction and repairs. 
For the greater portion of the time it returned no interest on the in- 
yestment, but was obliged to contribute to the revenue of the State by 
taxation an annual sum which now amounts to $12,000 per year. The 
owners are willing to concede the necessity of the Government controll- 
ing the navigation of the river and assume charge of their improve- 
ments, but they wish to have accorded to them a fair hearing, with a 
proper adjudication of their rights and a just measure of compensation 
when the Government takes the property. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not apprehend the point of order which has been 
made. I did not hear any rule referred to by my colleague. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I regret that I cannot afford my colleague a better 
hearing, but I will repeat for his information that in my judgment the 
provision of the bill under consideration is unconstitutional and oppres- 
sive, for it undertakes to seize corporate rights and private property 
without the due process of law, or aioe “mpage fake, saa sufficient 
to pay a fair measure of compensation therefor. ermore, we have 
no reliable data upon which we can intelligently estimate the probable 
cost of the improvements, or how much it will require to adapt them 
to a more convenient and extended use. 

I also hold that it is not technically an improvement of a river, but 
the purchase of an improvement already existing and in successful op- 
eration. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not see any point in the point of order. There 
is unquestionably power in the River and Harbor Committee to origi- 
nate legislation. 

Mr. NEGLEY. But the committee must keep within the provisions 
of the Constitution and the rules of the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to be heard on this subject. The general de- 
bate was had on the bill when I was absent, as I did not apprehend it 
would be called up at that time. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let the Chair decide the point of order, and then we 
can determine who is entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks the point oforder that has been 
made goes merely to the question of the expediency of the proposed 
legislation, and therefore rules it is not well taken. 

Mr. REAGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that debate on the proposed paragraph be lim- 
ited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not limit 
the debate at this time. 

Mr. WILLIS. Say one hour, to be divided equally. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask my colleague on the committee to allow the de- 
bate to run along for the present. 

Mr. WILLIS. One honr is certainly long enough. 

Mr. BAYNE. You can move the committee rise at any time and 
close the debate when it is found necessary to do so. 

Mr. REAGAN. This does not come out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield the floor? 

Mr. REAGAN. Idonot. I demand the floor. 

I move to strike out this paragraph which has been read in refer- 
ence to the Monongahela Navigation Company. This river is one im- 
proved in part by a private corporation and in part by the Government 
of the United States. The appropriations heretofore made for the im- 
provement of this river by the Government were wholly improper, and 
were intended tó benefit a corporation instead of the commercial inter- 
ests of the river. 

Mr. Chairman, the Government is already engaged in providing slack- 
water navigation at different points; for instance, on the Fox and Wis- 
onsin Rivers, the channel, between Mississippi River and Green Bay and 
Lake Michigan, Wisconsin. It is also engaged in constructing slack- 
water navigation on the Great Kanawha River, in West Virginia, and 
for the Kentucky River; and in addition to this, provision has been 
made for slackwater navigation for the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, to ac- 


commodate the commerce of the ‘great lakes; also at the Des Moines 
Rapids; for the improvement of the Mississippi; for the Louisville and 
the Welland Canals; for the Ohio River; and it is now proposed to in- 
crease these works that are provided for by slackwater navigation by 
extending it to this river embraced in this bill. 

It is to be remembered, on entering upon this work, that we have 
about 28,000 miles of navigable waters in the United States outside of 
the necessities for the improvement of the harbors to accommodate our 
great ocean commerce. It should be remembered also that the money 
that would be required to provide slackwater navigation on a river for 
50 or 100 miles would contribute immensely to the improvement of the 
harbors of the country to accommodate the general commerce of the 
country, and it seems to me a wise policy would require us, in the first 
place, to improve the open waters before commencing the expenditure 
of vast sums of money in the improvemont of water ways by means of 
slackwater navigation. 

But this bill is all wrong in this: It proposes first to authorize the 
Secretary of War to appoint three commissioners to condemn the prop- 
erty of this navigation company; first, to assess its value, and demands 
that on that valuation the company shall make a sale of the work; but 
it makes no provision that this company shall be represented on the 
board that is provided for this assessment or condemnation; and after 
providing this one-sided arrangement for the assessment of the value of 
the works and the property of the company, it is to be purchased by the 
Government at the cost so fixed. The bill goes on to say: 

But if the said Monongahela Navigation Company refuses to sell its works, or 
demands a price therefor deemed to be excessive, then the Secretary of War 
shall be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to uire said works by 
condemnation for the United States; or, in the exercise of his discretion, the 
Secretary of War may, and he is hereby authorized to, take ion of said 
works in the name of the United States, to the end that the navigation of said 
Monongahela River may become free and said works be brought within the 
provisions of section 4 of an act of Congress entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved Sth day of. July, 1884. 

Now that law of 1884, having reference to the great works that I have 
referred to where slackwater navigation is provided, simply meant to 
throw upon the Government of the United States the expense of operat- 
ing them. Iwill read a section from the law: 

Sec. 4. That no tolls or operating charges whatsoever shall be levied or col- 
lected upon any vessel or vessels, or o water craft through 
any canal or other work for the improvement of nav: ion belon, to the 
United States; and for the purpose of preserving and continuing the use and 
navigation of said canals, rivers,and other pablic works without interruption, 
the Secretary of War, upon the application of the chief engineer in charge of said 
works, is hereby authorized to w his warrant or requisition from time to 
time upon the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the actual expenses of operating 
and keeping said works in repair. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE was recognized. : 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to have a few minutes additional time. 

Mr. BAYNE. If I can be recognized:a' I have no objection 
to the gentleman from Texas continuing, if some gentleman will yield 
him his time. š 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, was recognized, and by consent yielded his 
time to Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. This is a provision of law looking to the fact that 
because slackwater navigation was provided on the water courses men- 
tioned by the Government, therefore the mse of operating these 
works should also be upon the Government of the United States; levy- 
ing a toll upon the commerce on them by the Government—a policy 
which I always dissented from. Butit is the law, and that ends it, - 

But you wil] see, Mr. Chairman, by the provisions of this bill that it 
is a plain proposition to confiscate the property of that company. Itis 
to the effect that if they will not take the price at which the property is 
assessed by three persons, neither one of whom they have had any privi- 
lege ofselecting, if they will not take the price, then theSecretary of War 
may have it condemned under the law, esgic ale cops wba" of itand 
control the navigation of the river under a law which simply relieves 
their improvements—the Slack-Water Navigation Company—from the 


e se of o ting the work. 
“itr. KELLEY. Does it not ignore the ptoperty rights of the com- 


pany? 
Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. Just as the gentleman has suggested; i 
does ignore those rights. by 
Mr. KELLEY. ‘They are not taken into consideration at all. 
Mr. REAGAN. This river, as I find by a circular which was placed 


upon my desk, has a slackwater navigation for about 50 miles, It ` 


then states that they are coal over it at 4} cents a ton, or } of 
acenta bushel. If it be alleged that this river, by reason of the fine 
coal fields upon it, should be improved, we might answer that there 
are many streams in the country with many times the volume of water 
of the Monongahela River, which pass through countries producing 
wheat, cotton, and other products many times greater in value than 
the commerce accommodated by the works of this river, which would 
be more entitled to improvement by slackwater navigation than it is. 

I trust the House will consider well before they enter upon new works 


of slackwater navigation. If we desire to improve the open water ways 
of this country and to secure a continuance of the passage of bills for 
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the improvement of rivers and harbors, we had better notload down such 
a bill with works which require the iture of an immense amount 
of money for the accommodation of a very small amount of commerce. 
We had better go on and improve, as we ought to do in my judgment 
and as I favor doing, by liberal a iations the water ways of the 


country, deepen the rivers, removing o ms, deepen the harbors, 
removing obstructions, give cheap ais by carrying deep-draught 
vessels, give cheap freights by obviating high rates of insurance, and do 


what wecan with the few millions of dollars which public sentiment 
tolerates for such a purpose—better do that than destroy the usefulness 
of the bill by forcing into it additional works for slackwater naviga- 
tion, where millions of dollars would be expended for small rivers with 
comparatively little benefit to the commerce of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I rise to a question of order. 
to be informed by the Chair what amendment is now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported by the Clerk. 

‘The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the Monongahela River is navigable 
from Morgantown, in the State of West Virginia, to its mouth at Pitts- 
Ley es the State of Pennsylvania, at which point the Monongahela 
and Allegheny Rivers unite and form the head of the Ohio River. 

The Monongahela River has been repeatedly recognized by Congress 
as a navigable river of the United States. It comes within the ju- 
diciary act of 1789, conferring admiralty and maritime jurisdiction in 
the district courts in cases where seizures are made on waters which 
are navigable from the sea by vessels of ten or more tons burden. Ves- 
sels navigating this river are embraced by the act of February 18, 1793, 
which provides for the registering, enrolling, and licensing of vessels. 

The act of August 30, 1852, relating to the inspection of steamboats 
and boilers, the licensing of pilots and engi , &e., and the various 
acts establishing ports of entry, are applicable. And the act of Febru- 
uary 13, 1807, declaring Pittsburgh a port of entry, provides: 

That from and after June 13, 1807, all the shores and waters of the river Ohio, 
and the several rivers and creeks emptying into the same, are hereby annexed 
to, and and shall make a part of, the ct of mags and a surveyor shall 
be appointed for Pittsburgh, Charleston, Marietta, Cincinnati, &c.’ 

And, in addition toall, that Congress has authorized and appropriated 
at different times money for the construction of locks and dams in the 
Monongahela River to promote the commerce and navigation of that 
river. 

Under the power conferred to te commerce with foreign nations 
and among the States, Congress has the right to protect, improve, and 
control the Monongahela River. The exercise of this authority is not 
enly parano but exclusive. This proposition has been decided by 
the United States courts over and over again. 

In United States vs. Duluth, 1 Dillon, 469, the United States filed a 
bill for injunction to protect improvements made by the United States 
in the navigable waters between Wisconsin and Minnesota from injury 
to becaused by improvements in the same waters made under State au- 
thority. The United States was p: ing to narrow one channel in 
order to deepen another, and the State was e in cutting a canal 
which would render the work of the United States abortive. The in- 
junction was granted by Mr. Justice Miller, who said: 

That the tection, improvement and general control of navigable waters 
of the U; States are within the constitutional competency of Congress there 
can be no doubt. This power has been so often asserted both i 


in the Supreme Court, 
tion of Maing, No one 


Task 


In Transportation Company vs. Parkersburg, 107 United States, 691, 
Mr. Justice Bradley says: es 


Our system of Governmentis of a dual character, Stateand Federal. The States 
retain penea sovereignty and jurisdiction over all local matters within their 
limits, but the United States, through Congress, is invested with supreme and 
paramount authority in the lation of commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States. This has been held to embrace the tion of the 
navigable waters of the United States, of which the Ohio River is one. In the 
exercise of this authority over navigable waters, Con. has from the com- 
mencement of the Government erected light-houses, breakwaters, and piers, 
not only on the seacoast, but in navigable rivers of the country; and has im- 
proyed thenavigation of rivers by dredging and cleaning them and making new 
channels and So gt Ege adopting every other means of making them more 
capable of meeting the growing and extending demands of commerce, It has 
extended its su ion in an especial mamner to the Ohio River. * * * It 
has regulated the brid, which have been thrown across the river by au- 
thority of the States. It authorized the Wheeling Bridge to stand after this 

eclared it to be a nuisance. It required the N rt and Cincinnati 
to be removed or placed at a greater height above 


Now, wharves, levees, and nya | places are essential to commerce by water, 
wi Laen a ete are Sinne and a clear mye: Fie —— nes bgt 2 the 
r} y are private property, real estate; an: are m: at least, 
subject to the local State laws. ‘ A EERE vs K 
Congress has never yet interposed to supervise their administration; it has 


hitherto left this exclusively to the States. There is little doubt, however, that 
Congress, if it saw fit, in case of Breve sees in the management of wharf 
t 


property, abuses materially interfering with the prosecution of commerce, might 


interpose and make regulations to prevent such abuses. 

This decision izes the principle that the improvementof a river 
by Congress is the exercise of authority over it as a navigable water way, 
and thus brings the Monongahela River within the scope ofample power 
on the part of Congress to reméve or abate any interference with or 
obstruction of the free navigation of that river. 

Now, the commerce and navigation of the Monongahela River is in- 
terfered with and obstructed, and the proposition in the bill under con- 
sideration looks to the early and effectual removal of that obstruction. 

A number of years ago—in 1836, I believe—a number of enterprising 
gentlemen in Pittsburgh procured a charter from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania for the incorporation of the Monongahela Navigation Company. 
Under this.charter the company constructed a series-of locks and dams, 
and from that time on has collected tolls from the entire commerce of 
theriver. The tolls, according to the last report of the company, aggre- 
gated for the year 1885 $215,675.31. : 

The report shows that in that year nearly 86,000,000 bushels of coal 
and coke passed through one or more of the seven locks of the company, 
which was almost wholly I suppose in andflatboats. The steam- 
boats and other craft pay tolls, but the amount derived from these is 
small compared with the tribute the coal and coke pay. The cost to 
the coal interest is pretty well illustrated by some figures prepared by 
Captain Dravo, of Pittsburgh, who appeared before the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors in behalf of the free navigation of the Monongahela 
River. This statement is as follows: 


Pool; 


Bushels per 
acre 
Equivalent per 
acre to— 


115,000 | $0 90 | $115 00 
115, 000 1 80| 207 00 
120, 000 245| 2% 00 
130, 000 205| 34450 
130,000 285 | 370 50 
130,000 305| 396 50 


These figures and the aggregate receipts of the company, however, 
but faintly illustrate the possibilities yet in store for the company if it 
be permitted to continue the levying of tribute on the commerce of the 
Monongahela, x 

I have not the data at hand to show the expanse of these possibili- 
ties, but Ihave here a specimen, from the report of Colonel Merrill, pub- 
lished in the engineers’ reports submitted to the Forty-eighth Con- 


ess. 

I should say that the Youghiogheny River is a tributary of the Mo- 
nongahela, and empties into it above the second lock of the Mononga- 
hela Navigation Company. 

The report sets forth this fact: 

The coal lands lying within 5 miles of the Youghiogheny River, from its 
mouth to Ohio Pyle, are estimated at 830 square mil with an work- 
able thickness of 30 feet. The total amount of workable coal is therefore about 
15,000,000,000 tons, whose value at $3 per ton is $30,000,000,000. 

There are, I believe, 25 bushels in a ton of coal. At this rate the 
coal lying within the described area amounts to 375,000, 000,000 bushels, 
an almost inconceivable quantity. The aggregate national wealth isre- 
ported in the census of 1880 to be less than $47,000,000,000; yet here 
in this strip of the coal fields of Western Pennsylvania there is coal worth 
$30,000,000,000, or more than three-fifths of the accumulated wealth 
of the nation. 

Now, the gentlemen interested in the Monongahela Navigation Com- 
pany improved the navigation of the Monongahela because the Govern- 
ment then would not appropriate money for such purposes. That pri- 
vate corporation has provided locks and dams. ‘There are two locks 
and dams belonging to the United States, one of which is finished and 
the other in progress of construction by the Government of the United 
States, and for which appropriation after appropriation has been made, 
and for which the gentleman from Texas voted when he was a member 
of the Committee on Commerce without protest, so far as I know. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman can correct me later if I do him in- 
justice. The gentleman voted for appropriations to construct dams in 
the Monongahela River. 

Mr. REAGAN. I voted for the general appropriation bill rather 
than see it defeated, but always fought the items for that river in com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. : 

Mr. WILLIS was ized, and yielded his time to Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. BAYNE. I thank the gentleman for his satrap Now, the 
proposition in this bill gives them the opportunity to sell by amicable 


negotiation.. If they make a fair proposal the Secretary of War will 
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doubtless favorably report it to Congress under this provision, 
will not, the authority isconferred on the Secretary of War to condemn 


If they 


their works. I regard this provision, however, as of doubtful applica- 
tion. Ifear the courts would say that condemnation is supererogatory. 

The United States now has the right to take possession and control 
and to remove the obstruction to the commerce and navigation of the 
riverasa nuisance. It was therefore considered wise by the committee 
to include the third provision authorizing the Secretary of War to take 
possessionand control. Thisatonceobviatesthe implication, somewhat 
established by theauthority to condemn, that Congress recognizes a valid 
property right in the company to occupy the river with its works. That 
the committee was not willing to admit. And in addition to that the 
committee means and meant to say by this provision that the naviga- 
tion of the Monongahela River shall be free. 

If the motion of the gentleman from Texas prevails it is obvious that 
the immense tonnage of this river will have to pay tribute to this pri- 
vate corporation. The coal lying adjacent to the river is of incalculable 
value, and the tax put upon every acre of that coal by this corporation 
amounts to an average of Here is a nuisance in the eye of the 
Jaw—a nuisance that can be abated now in the courts of the United 
. States to-day, because it is an obstruction to commerce upon a navigable 
highway of the United States. 

The question before the House is whether all these vast resources 
shall pay tribute to this private corporation. Why, sir, the wealth of 
the great State of Texas pales before the magnitude of the wealth of 
that section of Pennsylvania. Yet the gentleman asks over a million 
of dollars for that State. Ihave voted money for that State, but its 
wealth and its commerce are insignificant compared to the wealth and 
the commerce that is adjacent to that Monongahela River; it is a live 
commerce, too. 

As I have said, the Supreme Court of the United States has decided 
time after time that the jurisdiction and control of the Federal Govern- 
ment over the navigable water ways of the United States is not only 
paramount, but is exclusive when asserted. I have here decision after 
decision of the Supreme Court to that effect, which I will incorporate 
in my remarks. 

Now, sir, does anybody suppose that this private corporation, which 
is making this coal land pay a tribute of $250 an acre, and will continue 
to make it pay that tribute, thus reducing the power of the producers, 
making coal dearer to the consumers, keeping down the wages of the 
operatives—does anybody suppose that this corporation, enjoying this 
franchise and these benefits, will relinquish them unless some steps are 
taken by Congress to compel the relinquishment? 

All that I propose here is that the Government of the United States 
shall inform itself, through the Secretary of War, by a commission; that 
heshall then report to Congress, and then, if this corporation is willing 
to take a reasonable price, that the Government shall purchase its 
property. It will claim a valuation for its franchises, but I deny that 
it has any right or franchise there to collect tolls, or that that is prop- 
erly an element in the valuation. It is obstructing commerce ina 
national highway of the United States, and it has no more right to col- 
lect tolls there than the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] would 
have to establish a toll-house down here on Pennsylvania avenue and 
make every pedestrian pay 2 cents and every vehicle 5 cents toll. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the 
commerce that originates on the partof the river above these improve- 
ments, the part on which the Government has made improvements, 
pays toll? 

Mr. BAYNE. It all pays toll; this corporation levies a tribute on 
everything; it collects about $200,000 a year in tolls. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Can you tell about how much the United 
States would have to pay for this property ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Its plant is worth about a million dollars. It says 
three millions; but in that estimate it counts its franchise as of value. 
I, on the other hand, deny that the State of Pennsylvania ever had 
the right to locate that corporation in that stream any more, as I sug- 
gested a while ago, than the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
would have a right to locate a toll-house on Pennsylvania avenue and 
levy a toll on all the people passing along that street, 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD was recognized. 

Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. IfI canbe ized later I will yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] in order that he may yield 
to his colleague, although I desire to speak on the same side. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the gentleman will be 
recognized for the purpose indicated. 
is Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, was recognized and yielded to Mr. 

AYNE. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, having a little more time, I will read 

from one of the decisions of the Supreme Court I have here bearing 


upon this point. It is in the case of South Carolina vs. Georgia, 93 
United States, page 4. The summary of the opinion is all that I will 
have time to read now. It is in this language: : 


When it is insisted, that although Congress could remove obstructions, it had 
no power to authorize placing obstructions in the bed of a stream, the court de- 
nied the position, and said if it were true every structure erected in the bed of 
a river, whether in the channel or not, would be an obstruction. It mightbea 
light-house erected on a submerged sand-bank, or a jetty pushed out into the 
stream to narrow the way, or a pier of a bridge standing where vessels now 
pass, 


And then, without going further into it, the court held that the United 
States had the power to do that, but no other authority had the power 
to do it, and although the United States had that authority, if it were 
a navigable river of the United States, any other person or corporation 
undertaking to do that thing committed a nuisance and might be in- 
dicted in the courts of the United States, because the jurisdiction, con- 
trol, and authority of the United States over the navigable water ways 
of the United States was paramount and exclusive. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the gentleman whether that was ever at any 
time a navigable stream for steamboats? 

Mr. BAYNE. It has been a navigable stream ever since the Ohio 
River was navigable and partakes of the same navigable quality of that 
river, 

Mr, REAGAN rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I donot yield. I know what the gentleman is going 
to say, and I will answer him. This company claims that it made this 
river a navigable stream. Butit was navigable before the works of the 
company were located there. The great tonnage which now goes down 
the Ohio River would do so though the Monongahela Navigation Com- 
pany had never put a lock or dam there. This company asserts in a 
printed memorial which has been circulated here that it built up the 
tonnage of this river, that it created an immense tonnage by construct- 
ing these locks and dams. That is an unfounded allegation. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I can not yield unless I have more time. 

The fact is, the tonnage of that river has increased because the coal 
from a point called Sawmill Run up to where the first dam is located 
had been exhausted. Mining operations have been moving up and up 
the river, but, like Bitter Creek, the farther you go up the worse the 
tolls get, and by the time you get to the fifth or sixth pool the tax 
levied by this corporation amounts to nearly $400 per acre. 

I want to treat this corporation fairly and justly by paying it a fair 
price for its plant, but I want the navigation of that river free. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, what is this proposition? It 
is simply that the Government of the United States shall assume con- 
trol of its own property. The Monongahela is now and ever has been 
a navigable water of the United States, and as such the property of the 
United States. In 1836 the State of Pennsylvania chartered the Mo- 
nongahela Navigation Company; for what purpose? To improve the 
navigation of a river which belonged, not to the State of Pennsylvania, 
but to the United States. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
defined what is a navigable water way of the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will read that decision of the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have only five minutes; but I have here the 
syllabus of the decision, and will read it. The case is in 11 Wallace, 
411; 

Ariverisa goth pers water of the United States when it forms by itself orby 
its connection with other water ways a continuous highway over which com- 
merce is or may be carried on with other States or foreign countries in the cus- 
tomary modes in which such commerce is conducted by water. If a river is 
not of itselfa uarota for commerce with other States or foreign countries, or 
does not form such highway by its connection with other waters, and is only 
navigable between different places within the State, then itis nota navigable 
water of the United States, but only a navigable water of the State. 

Now, the Monongahela River by its junction with the Allegheny 
forms the great Ohio, and the Ohio flows into the Mississippi, which in 
turn connects with the ocean. Thus it will be seen that these rivers 
and all their tributaries are, under thi#@decision of the Supreme Court, 
navigable water ways of the United States. 

Mr. irman, it is said that this river was not navigable until it 
was improved by this navigation company. I deny it. I hold in my 
hand the memorial of this company, in which they admit that the 
Monongahela in times of freshet—in other words, in high stages of the 
water—was always navigable for boats and coal-barges. 

Mr. REAGAN. When coming downstream. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It does not make any difference whether they 
ran down stream or up. If the river at any time before this naviga- 
tion company began its improvement was navigable for boats, it was a 
navigable water way of the United States. 

Mr. NEGLEY rose. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ican not yield. This river being a navigable 
water way of the United States, being the property of the United States, 
why can not the Congress of the United States assert the ownership of 
the Federal Government and assume control of the river? In doing 
80, it is progona to pay this navigation company for the value of their 
works and their plant. So long as the Government of the United States 
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saw fit to allow this navigation company to hold control of the river 
it (the company) could do so. But the moment Congress steps in and 
says, ‘This is the property of the United States and the Government 
will assume control of it,” where is the authority to say the Govern- 
ment shall not do it? Where is the provision of the Constitution or 
the laws which says ‘‘nay’’ to this proposition? 

It is not a proposition to take private property without due compen- 
sation. On the contrary, it is provided in the bill that the property 
shall be condemned if the navigation company will not consent to take 
a reasonable price for it—— 

Mr. NEGLEY. Who is to determine what is a reasonable price? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The property is to be condemned in the mahner 
pointed out bylaw. There is an alternative provision declaring that if 
it should be impossible to get the navigation company to accept a rea- 
sonable price, the Secretary of War, in the exercise of the authority of 
the Government over its property, to wit, the Monongahela River, can 
take possession of that river. This does not mean that we are to take 

ion of the works and plant of the company without payment. 

nder the jurisdiction conferred upon the Court of Claims this naviga- 

tion company could go to that court under the implied contract result- 

ing from the act of taking and prove the amount of damages sustained 

by reason of this act of the Government, and the Congress of the United 

States would make an appropriation to cover the judgment thus re- 
covered. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say it may be an old-fash- 
ioned notion of mine, but I can not help thinking Congress should rec- 
be ra the rights of property, and, rather than judge the infinite number 
of important questions decided by my colleague [Mr. BAYNE] and the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], should also recognize 
the rights of the judiciary. 

Here is a property held by charter of the State of Pennslyvania for 
half a century. Here isa stream upon which no boat floated, except 
in time of a freshet, downstream, and over which and at the peril of 
freshets 20,000 tons of coal was all that could be extracted from beds so 
eloquently depicted by my colleague. A company of energetic business 
men, with one of whom I served the first ten years of my Congressional 
life, engaged in its improvement, and but for generous friends would 
all have been bankrupted. They have made seven dams, eleven cut- 
stone locks, and the 20,000 tons of coal have come to be millions of tons 
moved annually. And instead of being carried at the risk and the cost 
they were, they are carried for .17 cent per bushel for 56 miles at all sea- 
sons of the year when a river in that Jatitude may be navigated at all. 

But now it is proposed to say to three Army engineers: Tell the Sec- 
retary of War what you think that property is worth. You are not to 
take the corporate franchise into consideration. You are not to take the 
fact that for twenty years and more no dividend was paid to anybody 
who had all his industry antl his meansin it. You Army engineersare 
to take up the practical business question, and say what the works would 
cost if they had been constructed by economical Army engineers. 

Isay to you, Mr. Chairman, and to my colleagues here, if there be 
questions involved they are judicial questions. They are questions 
which the Government of the United States could raise in its own courts 
and have decided decently andin order. Why, thelord highexecutioner 
himself could not dispose of petty messes and states of things more 
promptly or with less decorum tham my colleague and the gentleman 
from Louisiana are doing here in handling millions of invested capital 
and treating a highway over which countless hundreds of millions of 
property find their ontlet and market. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EVANS. I will take the floor and yield my five minutes to my 


oa 

Mr. LEY. Ihave heard of a great many propositions here in 
this Hall. In twenty-five years I have seen some strange sights. I 
have seen a Speaker of the House forget an ex-governor was on the 
floor and recognize another gentleman and put his bill through, and 
then apologize to the ex-governor of Maryland. [Laughter.] 

I have seen to-day an amendment adopted especially by votes on that 
side, when a gentleman sitting next to the Speaker did not know on 
what subject he was speaking. [Renewed laughter.] But, sir, I have 
never seen anything more astounding than this proposition, that such 
subtle, intricate, complex, and far-reaching questions of law should be 

_thrown out like fireworks, and then disposed of at once by proposing 
that a Congressional vote should settle them. If the gentleman is dis- 
to raise any question by which the individual property of citizens 
can be guarded against his socialistic tendencies I will go with him and 
help get the question into the courts. ButI have known the story of 
this work for forty-five yearsalmost. I have seen the desperate struggle 
of J. R. Moorhead and his energetic brothers to build this work and to 
complete it. I think the proposition embodied in the bill is little 
short—I dare not say the word, but Iwill say I think the arguments 
by which it has been sustained are not short of infamous in their prop- 
osition to dispose of individual rights of citizens of Pennsylvania by 
town meeting, which seems to be the proposition here to-day. 
Gentlemen on both sides of this House, I ask you whether you want 
to agree to take this property at such price as either a board of engineers 
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or as the Secretary of War shall assess its value; whether you want to 
agree to buy an improved river, a corporate estate, without having a 
voice as to what the price shall be; or whether you want to shock the 
owners of property on rivers that may be made, or have been made, 
navigable by saying that the doctrines of socialism control Congress, 
and that their rights are no longer sacred? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the full scope of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. That amendment has a double operation. 
First, it proposes to strike from this bill an appropriation for continu- 
ing the improvement of the Monongahela River in the States of West 
Virginia and Pennsylvania. : 

I desire now to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
this is nota new feature in a riverand harbor bill, but thatthis is in the 
line of appropriations which haye been contained in every river and 
harbor bill which this House for the last fourteen years has passed—— 

Mr. NEGLEY. Let me askthegentlemanaquestion. Can he find, 
and if he can I wish he would find, upon the page of ary bill introduced 
since the organization of this Government a proposition so infamous in 
its purposes as that embodied here? 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania entirely misap- 
prehends the scope of my remarks. I have not yet alluded to that por- 
tion of the bill which so excites his ire and to which he is so much 
opposed. I take it my friend and neighbor from Pittsburgh is as much 
in favor as I am of continuing the improvement of the Monongahela 
River. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Then make it in the proper way. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the attention of the committee to the fact that 
the appropriation the gentleman from Texas desires to strike from the 
bill, along with the provisions which look to the acquisition of the works 
of the Monongahela Navigation Company by the Government, is not a 
new departure, but is simply a continuance of a work which has been 
carried on by the Government since 1872, and for which appropriations 
have been continued in every river and harbor bill which has passed 
this Congress since that time. Many of these river and harbor bills 
were passed when my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
was chairman of the Committee on Commerce and intrusted with their 
preparation. f 

Now, sir, Congress began as far back ‘as 1872 to continue the im- 
provement of slackwater navigation on the Monongahela River, with 
the purpose of carrying that slackwater navigation from dam No. 6, 
where it ceased, under the improvements of this company, down to 
Morgantown, in the State of West Virginia, near the head of the falls 
upon that river, In the course of that improvement the Government 
has had constructed and entirely eon and has to-day in success- 
ful operation, the ninth in number of these dams reckoning from the 
city of Pittsburgh. The amount which is contained in this bill, in the 
appropriations for this purpose, is designed to be a final and concluding 
appropriation for the completion of dam No. 8, upon which, according 
to the report of the engineers, a large amount of work has already been 
done, and which dam is now from 2 to 4 feet above the level of the 
pool of lock No. 7. 

This committee will find in the river and harbor bill of 1881, when 
an appropriation of $25,000 was made for this particular work, that 
it was made upon condition that this Monongahela River Improve- 
ment Company should satisfy the Secretary of War before that appro- 
priation became available that it intended to complete dam No. 7. I 
take it that the company did so satisfy the Secretary of War. Dam 
No. 7 has been completed, and the amount to be appropriated in this 
bill is simply the conclusion of the entire work undertaken by the Gov- 
ernment to complete slackwater navigation of the Monongahela River 
up to the falls in that river. 

I want the committee in voting upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas—and I shall ask fora division upon that—to understand that 
the money appropriated in this bill is entirely distinct from the prop- 
osition contained in it to acquire free for the use of shippers upon the 
river the works now owned by this particular company. 

Mr. Chairman, I need hardly say, perhaps, in view of what has been 
the action of this House for many years in the past, that this river is 
one of the important lines of interstate commerce. All of these im- 
provements undertaken by the Governmentare undertaken in the State 
of West Virginia. Those which are down in the State of Pennsylvania 
are under the auspices and at the expense of this navigation company. 
It is the State of West Virginia, the northern section of that State, 
along the upper waters of the Monongahela River and along the waters 
of Cheat River, the chief affluents of the Monongahela, that is particu- 
larly and vitally interested in this appropriation and in the comple- 
tion of the slackwater navigation of that river. It is a country which 
is rich in agricultural resources as well as in its resources of timber. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. With the view of coming to something practical in 
this discussion, I call attention of the committee to the fact that there 
are four things embraced in this paragraph. First, there is an appro- 
priation for the benefit of slackwater navigation on the Monongahela 
River, the proposition to which the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WItson ] has just addressed himself. There are three parts of the re 
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maining portion of the paragraph. One is to obtain by voluntary pur- 
chase these works of the Monongahela Company. I suppose nobody 
objects to that, my friend from Pennsyl or anybody else. The 
company does not object. The second yoron is that in the event 
an agreement can not be had in regard to the purchase of those works 
they shall be acquired by condemnation. The third proposition is to 
give authority to the Secretary of War to enter upon these works and 
take possession of them. 

I desire, inorder to get to something practical, to offer an amendment, 
to strike out that portion of the paragraph which authorizes the Secre- 
tary to enter into and take possession of these works. I move tostrike 
out from line 477, after the semicolon, to the end of line 486, after 
“1884.” That strikes out the whole paragraph which relates to the 

of War taking possession of these works in the name of the 
United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to discuss the amendment just offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WIL- 
Lis] yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr, REAGAN]? 

Mr. WILLIS. I would rather yield to a vote. 

Mr. HEWITT. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary). The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT. Anamendment is y pending which was offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and not been with- 
drawn. I submit therefore that the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] is not in order at the present 
time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] offered an amendment, ang then the gentleman from 

_Kentucky proposes to amend what would be stricken out by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HEWITT. The motion of the gentleman froth Texas was to 
strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. WILLIS. And the friends of the paragraph, before a vote is 
taken upon that, have a right to perfect it by offering an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. And upon that I desire to say a word. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I make the point of order that the 
amendmentoffered by the gentleman from Kentucky should be reported 
from the desk. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct that to be done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “States,” in line 477, down to and including 
“ 1884,"" in line 486; y, these words: “Or in the exercise of his discretion, 
the Secretary of War may,and he is hereby authorized to, take possession of 
said works in the name of the United States, to the end that the navigation of 
said Monongahela River may become free and said works be brought within 
the provisions of section 4 of an act of Congress entitled ‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ approved July 5, 1834." 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire now, in response to the argument that the 
proposed act would be the Government of the United States taking 
possession of a navigable river, to say that under no statement of facts 
that has ever been made on this subject could the Monongahela be held 
to be one of the rivers recognized as a navigable river. It was never 
navigated by steamboats, and surely it can not be assumed that a river 
is a navigable river in the view of the Constitution that can only be 
navigated in high water by flatboats running downstream. It does 
not matter that it connects with the Ohio and that with the Mississippi 
and that with the ocean, as has been suggested. It is one of the small 
tributaries of the Ohio River, and one of those rivers that the State of 
Pennsylvania recognized as subject to be controlled by the authority of 
that State, and it incorporated a private company to make it navigable 
by costly works of locks and dams. . 

That is what I have to say on that subject, that this is not and never 
was a navigable river in the sense of the Constitution. And the at- 
tempt to assert the power of Congress over it is to place Congress in the 
ridiculous position of being overruled by the first court that should 
try the question. 

Now, a word as to the suggestion of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia and the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. As I 
stated in my former remarks, the Government has gone on to build 
some locks and dams which that private corporation gets the benefit of. 
This appropriation, with that property in the hands of a private cor- 
poration—and I wish this House to understand it—is a proposition for 
the Government to go on building slackwater navigation for the bene- 
fit of a private corporation and nothing else. The works are proposed 
to be put above the company’s works, and the commerce to come over 
them must go over the com *s works and pay toll to them. 

One or two gentlemen have mentioned that because this river is 
partly in West Virginia and partly in Pennsylvania it isan interstate- 
commerce river. Why, sir, there is no such thing as an interstate-com- 
merce river or railroad. There is interstate commerce, but there are 
no interstate rivers. And so not only the political action of this coun- 
try but the decisions of the courts have held over and over that it is 
the commerce passing out of a navigable stream by proper connection 
with navigation into other States or foreign countries and to and fro 
that makes it a navigable stream under the Constitution. In the case 


which occurred long ago from Michigan in relation to a river wholly 
within the State and but 40 miles in length, the court held that was a 
river under the jurisdiction of Congress, because the commerce that 
passed over it went into other States and into Canada, which made 
it interstate commerce and commerce with a foreign country. It is 
the commerce we can regulate, not the river. It is the commerce we 
can regulate, not the railroads. And if the committee chooses to ap- 
propriate this $120,000 for the benefit of a private corporation no doubt 
the corporation will be obliged to them, but the people will have to 
pay the same tolls on thé commerce that passes over these works that 
they pay now and as they would have to pay if the company finished 
its own works according to the original plan. 

What I want to protest against is any appropriation forthis purpose - 
so long as this p belongs toa privatecompany. The House has 
been told by two or three gentlemen that I have voted on former occa- 
sions for the improvement of this river. I desire to repeat now, in my 
own time, that there never has been an appropriation made for it while 
I have been on the Committee on Commerce that I did not resist with 
all my power, although I was never willing to give up the whole bill 
because the committee overruled me on that particular item; and now, 
sincerely as I would regret to see such a step taken by this Congress as 
undertaking to make a stream ‘‘navigable,’’ and to bring it under 
the maritime jurisdiction of the United States, because flatboats could 
be floated down it during freshets, or to take this company’s pro 
from them in an improper way, yet if this provision is adopted I shall 
still feel constrained to vote for the bill. But I again warn the com- 
mittee and the friends of rivers and harbors that if they desire to con- 
tinue to improve the rivers and the lakes and the harbors of the coun- 
try they had better keep jobs of this kind off their river and harbor bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ascertain what be- 
came of the point of order which I had the merit of raising. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wasabout to decide the point of order 
when the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] took the floor. The 
original motion was to strike ont the paragraph. It has been held re- 
peatedly by those who have occupied this chair, that when a proposi- 
tion is made to strike out a paragraph, the friends of the paragraph are 
first to make it as perfectas they can. TheChair would state, however, 
that the first question before the House is upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, which takes precedence, and the Clerk will now 
report that amendment. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Monongahela River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Continuing 
improvement, $121,200. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee, and that is the question now before the House. ~ 

Mr. HEWITT. Can I be recognized upon that amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. padi 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, I agree with my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Judge KELLEY] that a great many extraordinary propositions 
have been made in this House, but that this is perhaps one of the most 
remarkable and most indefensible, when it is considered either from the 
constitutional point of view or from the judicial point of view, or as 
to its results upon the personal interests of private individuals. Ishall 
deal only with this latter aspect of the case. 

We have had the unusual spectacle of a committee apologizing to this 
House, item after item, for the fact that they are compelled to cut down 
appropriations for useful works in order that this bill may not ‘‘pan 
out’? to an aggregate too great for the House to adopt; yet they bring 
in here a provision which is not defined in amount, but which, if I un- 
derstand correctly the figures of the circular which has been sent out 
by the owners of the Monongahela navigation works, will absorb not 
less than three and a half millions of dollars. And more than that, 
the cost of maintaining those works amounts to $100,000. year, which 
is the interest of over $3,000,000 more, besides the extraordinary ex- 

caused by freshets, which always amount to a large sum, assumed 
to be about $50,000 a year, being the interest on nearly two millions 
more. So that this proposition practically amounts to this—the appro- 
priation of between eight and nine million dollars of the public money 
for one item in a bill which professes to carry only $14,000,000. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, my friend is grievously mistaken. 

Mr. HEWITT. I did not interrupt the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. BAYNE], but I will thank him if he will get me five minutes’ 
time when I am through with my own, in order to prove that he, and 
not I, is mistaken. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for whose benefit is this huge expenditure to be 
made? Is it for public or private advantage? We were told by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that this river is the outlet 
of 850 square miles of ey underlaid by coal 30 feet thick, ag- 

ting 15,000,000,000 tons of coal, which must all pass through this 
outlet, and the value of which he computed at $30,000,000,000. That 
coal pays to-day about 5 cents a ton for the use of this outlet to market. 

Five cents a ton upon 15,000,000, 000 tons is $750,000, 000, the modest 
sum which, according to the gentleman’s own figures he triumphantly 


shows to meas the evidence of his accuracy, we are coolly asked to present 
to the owners of these 850 square miles of coal lands for their private ben- 
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efit, and not for the benefit of any consumer whatever; for it is a law of 

that no man can controvert that things are not sold by what they 
cost, but at their market value in the market in which they are sold. 
The place where this coal is sold is Pittsburgh. Its price is made 
there. This coal land, which is worth to-day a thousand dollars an 
acre, would be raised by this act, according to one computation of the 
memorial on our desk, to $1,250 an acre, aggregating on the whole area 
an advance, as I have said, of $750,000,000. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do you object to that? 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, I do, if I and my constituents have got to pay 
for it by appropriations out of the public Treasuty, yielding no benefit 
to them in return. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL was recognized, and yielded to Mr. HEWITT. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. , 

Mr. Speaker, it is the owner of these lands alone who will get the 
benefit of this appropriation from the United States Treasury and of 
this vast saving which in all time to come is to inure to their advan- 
tage, for it is preposterous to claim that the consumer will get any re- 
duction in the price of coal, because the owners of these coal lands 
now sell 4,000,000 tons annually at the current price, and they are not 
going to throw away 5 cents per ton, amounting to $200,000 a year, 
simply because Congress has increased their profits to that extent. 

Now, if they want to enhance the value of their land, why do they 
not go and buy out these owners of these works, pay the three and a 
half millions of dollars, if that be the sum necessary for the purchase, 
and make the navigation free, maintaining it at their own expense out 
of the magnificent fund of value which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has told the House his constituents possess in that vast property ? 
Thirty thousand millions of dollars was the sum named; and the 
owners of thirty thousand millions of dollars come to this House and 
ask us to yote away three and a half millions and the equivalent of five 
millions more of the public money in order that they may profit at our 
expense. Why, itis the most impudent proposition that in all my 
knowledge of public affairs I haveeverheard. It has butone redeeming 
feature, and thatisits audacity. It is the application of a colossal 
mendicant, who comes here and asks us to still further enrich the cof- 
fers of wealth which are already overflowing from the vast endowments 
of nature, of which it enjoys a practical monopoly. It is in this re- 

ion that the labor troubles have been most aggravated, bitter, and 
ATAR It is the owners of these vast coal fields who are unwill- 
ing, out of this great fund, to pay decent wages to their miners. Ipis 
there that foreign laborers—Hungarians, Poles, Italians, and others— 
have been imported from all quarters of the habitable globe in order 
to protect Americanlabor ! Heaven savethe mark! And yet the men 
who are reveling in this great wealth come here seeking to put their 
hands into the Treasury of the United States, and ask my constituents 
and your constituents to tax themselves in order to roll up their already 
overgrown fortunes. I protest against such an outrage of all justice 
on behalf of the tax-payers of this country; and I trust this House 
will not consent to this legislation because the committee has been mis- 
led in reporting it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the question now 
to be yoted on has no relation to the matter of condemnation at all. 
The motion before the Committee of the Whole is the amendment of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors making an appropriation for the 
continuation of this work. The gentleman from Texas (ME. REAGAN] 
opposes any appropriation. He resiststheadoption of this amendment 
for reasons which it seems to me can not be maintained. I undertake 
to say there can be no improvement of any public stream unless at the 
same time you incidentally help some private interests; and I am aston- 
ished at the position now taken by a gentleman who has so eloquently 
and so persistently advocated the improvement of the harbor of Galves- 
ton when every foot of mud that is dug out helps to let in a ship tothe 
private wharves ‘of a private corporation that is taxing the commerce 
there. You can not improve a single harbor unless you thereby let 
ships come into some private pier or wharf where they are to be taxed 
and the commerce tolled. Why, then, simply because a part of this 
stream has been already improved by private enterprise for good, hon- 
orable, and upright purposes, building up the commerce of the country, 
should we deny to those who haye done this the incidental benefit of 
some of the fostering care of this Government in the development of 
the interests of commerce? 

There was a time when this Government refused to carry on improve- 
ments of this character. It then became necessary for private interests 
to improve this water way; and they did so only so far as their own ad- 
vantage was concerned, leaving above their improvement miles of stream. 
and thousands of people that could receive no benefit from their work. 
If these individuals have improved that property they have but done 
that which the General Government would now doif it were not already 
done; and I want to appeal to this House not to let the works which have 
been carried on there so long stop now. Those works are nearly com- 
pleted; it will take but a little more to finish them. I beg the House 
also to remember in yoting upon this amendment that it does not em- 
brace the proposition of condemnation, purchase, or acquirement, but 


simply the question whether you shall insert in this bill an appropria- 
tion for this work. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

ee Mares E hope we shall have a vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ 
“Vote! 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if I understood the argument of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], his position is that 
he desires this matter of the Monongahela River to stand as it does 
now. For one I am not content that that shall be so; and I wish to 
call attention to the present condition of that river. 5 

Mr. KELLEY. As the gentleman has referred to me, I ask leave to 
interrupt him so far as to restate my position. I desire that this matter 
shall stand as it is now, or be changed legally and by due forms of law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not willing that it should stand as it is 
now for a single hour, and for this reason: The private corporation for 
which the gentleman has spoken so pathetically has acquired a sem- 
blance of title, by occupation and without any authority of law, to 56 
miles of that river, and year after year the Congress of the United 
States—I assume with the consent at least of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania—has been putting locks and dams into the river 
above those 56 miles and extending the navigation up into a very valu- 
able country. What has been the effect of all this? 

Mr. KELLEY. The rights of the company were granted by the 
State of P lvania half a century ago. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not discussing the question of the rights 
of the company. Iam protesting against the action of Congress in 
putting money into the pockets of a private corporation that has ac- 
quired some sort of title toa navigable riter of the United States. 

It has been provided in bills for which the gentleman, I assume, has 
always voted that this improved navigation shall not be ch&rged for. 
What does that mean? It means the Government has extended its 
work over 2 great stretch of the river and made it navigable and poured 
this commerce down upon the locks and dams of a private corporation, 
thereby making their property valuable. Ido not wonder the gentle- 
men who projected it did not get rich sooner, but I am not surprised 
they did get rich when they got the Government of the United States 
to improve the navigation of that river and pour that commerce down 
in order they might tax it in the lower part of the river. 

I hope the House will not consent to the improvement of private 
property in that river, and for one I shall vote against any proposition 
to improve the Monongahela River in the future, because I am wholly 
and unalterably opposed to putting the money of the Government into 
partnership with a private corporation and thereby improying the prop- 
erty of that corporation. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This is an important question the committee 
is considering, and because it is, ismy apology for appearing the second 
time before the committee. . 

The gentleman from Texas, my friend Judge REAGAN, in his last 
remarks claimed that the Monongahela River prior to this improve- 
ment had not been a navigable water way of the United States under 
any law or decision of the courts of the United States defining what 
is a navigable water of the United States. 

And he stated, which I think was conjecture merely on his part, that 
prior to this improvement the only navigation on this river had been 
by means of flatboats. Ideny that. But conceding it to be true, I 
hold in my hand a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which shows beyond peradventure the learned gentleman from Texas 
was mistaken eveninthat. In the case of the Montello, decided in 1874 
by the Supreme Court of the United States (20 Wallace, 430), on this 
very question of the navigability of a stream in order to bring it within 
the meaning of the words ‘‘navigable waters of the United States,” 
the court held thus, and I call it particularly to the attention of my 


friend from Texas: 
THE MONTELLO. 

1. The navigability of a stream for the purpose of bringing it within the terms 
“navigable waters of the United States” does not depend upon the mode by 
which commerce is conducted upon it, as whether by steamers or sailing vessels 
or Durbam boats, nor upon the difficulties attending navigation, such as those 
made by falls, rapids, and sand-bars, even though these be so great as that while 
they last they. prevent the use of the best means, such as Ppa aster for carry- 
ing on commerce, It depends upon the fact whether the river in its natural 
state is such as that it affords a channel for useful commerce. 

2. These doctrines applied to the Fox River, in Wisconsin, a river whose nav- 
igability was originally so much embarrassed by rocks, rapids, &c., as thatonly 
Durham boats could use the stream, but which afterward, by canals, locks, and 
other artificial means, was so much improved as that steamboats could use it 
freely, the river having, however, never in its natural state been a channel for 
useful commerce, 


The Durham boats referred to in the syllabus read are described in 
the decision as long, narrow boats, from 70 to 100 feet long and 12 
broad, drawing when loaded from 2 to 2} feet, which men would push 
with poles or propel with oars or have dragged by horses or mules, 
sometimes in very shallow water, wading alongside and pushing the 
boats onward themselves. 

In the decision referred to the court held that a tributary of the 
Mississippi River susceptible of navigation only by such craft was nev- 
ertheless a navigable water of the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ‘ 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope that we will vote now on the clause making 
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anappropriation. There are other propositions which will allow ample 
time for debate. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I consent, with the understanding 
I may be heard on those propositions when they come up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized afterward. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote on the proposition. 

Several MEMBERS. Read it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘TheClerk will read the amendment of the com- 
mittee on which the vote is now to De taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mproving Monon, ela River, Pennsylvania and West Vi ia: ntinu- 
hs iapeovenent, me 200. sae Sarin Si 

Mr. TAULBEE. Irise toa question of information. Is the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out the words which have been read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, but to insert them. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 13. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on Mr. WILLIS’s amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the following words: 

“Or,in the exercise of tis discretion, the Secretary of War may, and he is 
hereby authorized to, take possession of said works in the name of the United 
States, to the end that the navigation of said Monongahela River may become 
free and said works be brought within the provisions of section 4 of an act of 
Congress entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,’ approved 5th day of July, 1884." * 

Mr. NEGLEY. I wish to offer a substitute for that amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will allow this to be voted on. 

Mr. NEGLEY. It contains an objectionable feature; there should 
be a civilian on that commission. 

Mr. WILLIS. It does not interfere with that. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I want to make an amendment to perfect it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have an amendment pending to strike out, that 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion will be in order after the commit- 
tee has perfected the section. The question is on the amendment which 
has been offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, T desire to offer the 
amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 468, after the word “war,” the words “ who shall transmit the 
wae. i Congress,” and striko out the remainder of the paragraph down to 
line 491. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. My object in making this amend- 
ment issimply to provide that the Government should not be committed 
by this enterprise to the purchase of the works at the price which may 
be fixed by this commission until a report is made and Congress may 
exercise its judgment as to the probable value. As the matter now 
stands, notwithstanding the amendment of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, it will be competent for the Secretary of War to take the works 
upon the river after they have been condemned and impose the cost upon 
the Government without an opportunity on the part of Congress to re- 
voke or control the award. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee, having devoted some 
time to this work, to three or four features of this bill which are quite 
extraordinary, and I ask the attention of the committee for a moment 
while I point out the provisions of the bill which, as I have said, mark 
something like a new departure in this entire business. 

This is a proposition, as has been well said by the Representative from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN], for this Government to engage in the purchase 
of works upon rivers which heretofore have been supposed to be entirely 
within the jurisdiction of the States. 

Now, I have to say, in reply to some Jaw which has been cited here, 
after some study and reflection, I challenge proof that the Supreme 
Court of the United States have ever held that a stream such as the 
Monongahela was, before the works in question were erected, in the 
sense of the law a navigable stream. In the case decided more than 
forty years ago—the case of Veazie vs. Moor—the Supreme Court held 
that the jurisdiction of the State over that part of the Penobscot River 
where the stream was not navigable at its natural stage for any useful 
purposes of commerce was exclusively within the control of the State. 
And it is quite probable, in fact it is clear and demonstrable, that there 
is authority in the State to deal with a river, and to expend money for 
its navigation, in relation to that part of the river which is not navi- 
gable, in the ordinary sense of the word, for commercial purposes. The 
case, therefore, which has been cited by the gentleman from Lonisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] is not a casein point. That is a case where the 
Supreme Court held, and held simply that and no more, that the river 
was navigable when it could be used in its natural state as a channel 
for any useful purposes of commerce. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope we will now have a vote. 
eee STONE, of Massachusetts. I would like to have a word or two 

ther. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of ao pena has expired. 

Mr. ELY was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. STONE. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the fact that they are entering upon new legislation without re- 
alizing it, Theyare attempting in this bill to adopt works which have 
been undertaken by citizens or by the States and impose the expense 
of operating them upon the General Government; and, as has been well 
said by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], we have quite 
enough to do in dealing with cases which have been already considered 
by the Government before we undertake to enter upon the unlimited 
field which would be opened up if we attempt to deal with rivers that 
heretofore have been exclusively within the jurisdiction of the State. 
I therefore ask that you hesitate before engaging in this or any other 
similar improvement. - 

Al I ask now is that the amendment I have offered may be consid- 
ered by the committee before the Government is committed to this 
work, so that it shall have a report from the commission appointed for 
the purpose, which report shall be considered by Congress, with the 
probable cost, and that is all. I say that is sound administration, and 
everything else is bad administration. It is certainly bad administra- 
tion to adopt this provision as it is, since it would involve the Govern- 
ment in consequences that we do not now realize. I therefore ask a 
vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have an amendment which I believe is in order be- 
fore that of the gentleman from Massachusetts. It is to prescribe or 
modify the method of this condemnation, leaving of course the question 
of whether we order it or not afterward. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILLIS. His amendment is to strike out that which I propose 
to amend. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Kentucky will be first read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ State,” in line 477: 

“By j Shaanan penas in the district court of the United States for the western dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, in the manner provided for the taking and condemning 
of lands for railroad purposes, under the provisions of an act of the General As- 
sembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, entitled ‘An act regulating 
railroad companies,’ approved February 19, 1849, and the supplement thereto, 
so far as the same may be applicable,” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve the point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwant tos t to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that if this property is to be condemned it would have to be condemned 
under the laws of Pennsylvania. That is thecourse pursued in all the 
States where it has been necessary to condemn property for the use of 
the Government and its public works. It is condemned under the 
laws of the States. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman had listened to the amendment he 
would have found that it is in harmony with his suggestion. It gives 
the courts jurisdiction under the laws of the State. 

Mr. REAGAN. Butif you are to proceed under the laws of the 
State you can not give the Federal court jurisdiction. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I want to say a word or two on this 
amendment. I submit that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky does not materially change the proposition asit stands. The 
bill as it stands provides this propery shall be taken and condemned. 

Mr. WILLIS. If my friend will permit me, I will say my amend- 
ment leaves that question still open to be voted on. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I want to put this in such a shape 
that this Government shall have some control over it, 

Mr. WILLIS. My friend and I are not in conflict. The other prop- 
osition will come up after this is disposed of My amendment is not 
intended to take the place of his. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 46. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 3 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not insist on 
the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying resumed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House do now adjourn. > 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 50'clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papo were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of the Lowell bankrupt bill—to the Committee 
on 
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Also, resolution of same relative to bridges across the Ohio River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of State Grange No. 799, of 
Pennsylvania, asking for legislation to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition and papers relating to the claim of 
James A. Jefferson, of Bartow County, Georgia—to the Committee on 
War Claims. i 

By Mr. CURTIN: Memorial of Grange No. 434, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for legislation to suppress the manufacture and sale of 
all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memoriał of Grange 151, State of Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
gress to enact such legislation as will suppress the manufacture and 
sale of all imitations of dairy prođucts—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce and of the Board of Trade and Transportation against the passage 
of House bill No. 6047 and Senate bill No. 1718—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Welcome Home Grange, Berks County, Pennsyl- 
vania, Edward K. Bohn, master, for legislation for the suppression of 
the manufacture and sale of impure dairy products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. . 

Also, memorial of Penn National Bank, of manie Pa., asking for 
the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of David T. Davis, president National Association of 
ex-Union Prisoners, asking for the passage of pension bill forsame—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

_ Also, memorial of civil employés of the Army, against the passage of 
If. R. 6395—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of George W. Cleveland and 14 others, citi- 
zens of Georgia, praying for a tax on the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
inargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of V. M. Metcalf and others, of Ken- 
tucky, for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. Scorr to tax imi- 
tations of butter 10 cents on the pound, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of the Women’s National Indian Asso- 
ciation of New York, in favor of the passage of Senate bill 52—to the 

-Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of William McVey and 66 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Muskingum County, Ohio, asking for the pas- 
sage of House bill 3320, pensioning Union soldiers, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Knights of Labor of Lincolnville, 
Me., in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the claim of Charles G. San- 
ders, of Madison County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of citizens of the eighteenth Illinois 
ee Searere district, for the opening of Oklahoma for settlement—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Petition of 75 citizens of Wayne County, Geor- 
gia, for the of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. J. J. NEILL: Memorial of the board of education of 
Kansas City, Mo., urging the passage of the Blair educational bill—to 
the same committee. 

Also, memorial of civilian employés of the Army, protesting against 
that portion of House bill 6395 prohibiting payment of salaries in ex- 
cess of $1,600 per annum—to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. ~ 

Also, remonstrance of tobacco manufacfurers of Saint Louis, Mo., 
hey the passage of House bill 2522—to the Committee on Waysand 

eans. 


By Mr. OWEN: Petition to grant a pension to Martha Page—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Dr. W. L. Schenck, of Osage City, Kans., 
against a national board of health—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STORM: Remonstrance of Pennsylvania Grange No. 146, 
against the tariff bill now pending in the House—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Mary Ann Pipkin, of John B. 
Inman, of Napoleon Miller, of F. A. Riplogle, of A. R. Thomas, of 
Filix G. Gibbs, and of Felix G. Gibbs, administrator of John W. Rob- 
imon, of Madison County; of Moses Smith, of John C. Trice, of 
Thomas G. Lipscomb, Allen K. Jones, and of James H. Trice, admin- 
is/rator of V. H. Trice, of Chester County; of R. J. Bomer, adminis- 
tn tor of William Odam, of A. J. Williams, of F. L. McClanahan, of 
Deaturville, and of Quinby McFarland, of Spring Creek, Tenn., ask- 
ing compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Paper of the committee of the Maritime 
Association of New York, and of the National Board of Steam Naviga- 
tion, on the revival of shipping—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, 
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By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Memorial of citizens of the fourth Congres- 
sional district of Wisconsin, including 323 members of Milwaukee As- 
sembly No. 5716 Knights of Labor, against Chinese immigration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Ohio 
relative to the building of a memorial structure at Marietta, Ohio, to 
commemorate the ordinance of 1787 and the settlement of the North- 
west Territory—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mary A. Allen, widow of N. G. 
Allen, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of citizensof Shelburne Falls, Mass., in 
favor of the redemption of the trade dollar—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment ofa law 
requiring scientitic temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies; the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of citizens of Kent County, Michigan. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Of citizens of Anoka County, Minnesota, 

By Mr. KING: Of citizens of Morehouse, Claiborne, and Bienville 
Counties, Louisiana. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 22, 1886. 


aay 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


> ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise toa privileged motion, To- 
morrow being Good Friday, I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 

‘The motion was agreed to. a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
March 29, information relative to the injury to Government works near 
Battery Island light by the recent ice flow from the Susquehanna River, 
together with an estimate of cost for repairs; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Thè PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill 4902, 
increasing the pension of soldiers who.have lost a leg or arm or hand, 
or pare thereof, in the line of duty; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of H. B. Whittenberger and 
126 others, ex-Union soldiers and citizens of Whitley County, Indiana; 
the petition of O. N. Mowrer and 311 others, ex-Union soldiers and 
citizens of Grant County, Indiana, and the petition of David Spencer 
and 185 others, ex-Union soldiers and citizens of Henry County, Indi- 
ana, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 3320) ting a pension 
to all United States soldiers of the war of the rebellion, and for other 
purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Logansport, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Thomas Benson, late a private 
in Company A, Thirty-second Regiment Maine Volunteers, praying to 
be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a resolution of the board of directors of 
the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce, which, although not formally di- 
rected to the Senate, is evidently intended for their action, containing 
as it does information in regard to a matter pending before Congress. 
I ask that it may be received and read. Se 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The paper was read, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, as follows: 


Tue SAIST PAUL CHAMBER or COMMERCE, 
SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Saint Paul, Minn., April 19, 1886. 
Dear SIR: At the meeting of the board of directors of the Saint Paul Cham- 
ber of Commerce, held this day, the following resulution was adopted, namely: > 
“Resolved, That inthe interest of the trade between the Mississippi Valley and 
the Central and South American states, we recommend that direct mail com- 
munication be encouraged between the United States and those countries, and 
that for the promotion of this object we u apon our Congressmen, with 
those representing the other States in the Mississippi Valley, that Congress 
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make liberal appropriati: 
such communication from the most availab! 
Respectfully, 


ons to subsidize aed parori line that will establish 
e poi n 


W. F. PHELPS, Secretary. 


Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Tacoma, Wash., praying that an ap riation of $10,000 be made to 
be expended by the United States Fish Commission in the introduction 
into the waters of Washington Territory of lobsters, Eastern oysters, 
shad, and other aquatic food products, and for the purpose of develop- 
ing the native fish industry of the Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Grange No. 680, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the suppression 
of the manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Grange No. 680, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ad- 
mission of all agricultural raw materials free of duty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONGER presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Iron River 
and Fort Gratiot, in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of 
Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Memphis, 
Tenn., remonstrating against the ee of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition numerously signed by citi- 
zens of, I think, every State and Territory in the United States, stating 
that the wage workers of the United States ask for the unlimited coin- 
age of silver; that 4124 grains of silver be fixed in valne as $1; that 
that price be maintained without regard to the transactions of Wall 
street, New York; that the volume of currency be not contracted in 
any manner; that the power to contract the same be kept out of the 
hands of the national banks; and that silver certificates of the denom- 
ination of $5 be issued on all silver stored in the mints in the form of 
standard dollars and subsidiary coin. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to, 

-Mr. VOORHEES presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Frank- 
fort, South Bend, Fort Wayne, and Snoddy’s Mill, in the State of In- 
diana,.and memorials of Knights of Labor of Daviess and Delaware 
Counties, in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of 
the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Muncie, Ind., remon- 
strating against the employment on public works of prison labor under 
the contract system; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. . 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of John Costello and 43 others, 
citizens of New Britain, Hartford County, Connecticut, praying for the 
passage of the bill opening the Oklahoma territory to settlement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.. 


PLYMOUTH NATIONAL MONUMENT. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Library to re- 
rt an original bill in aid of the national monument at Plymouth, 


The bill (S. 2224) in aid of the national monument at Plymouth, 
Mass., was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill may be read at length for informa- 
tion, and then I shall ask unanimous consent that it may be put upon 
its passage at this time. : 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Whereas a national monument to the Pilgrim forefathers is in process of con- 
struction at Plymouth, Mass., co: ofa central figure of Faith and of four 
subordinate statues representing Morality, Education, Law, and Liberty, of 
which five the first three have already been erected: Therefore, 

Be it &c., That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purpose of erecting said statue of liberty and the bas-relief accompanying the 
same, under the direction of the Secretary of State. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask consent tosay one word in explanation of the bill. 
The policy which the Committee on the Library haveadopted,and which 
Congress has ratified wherever there has been a national appropriation 
in aid of these monuments, has been to require at least one-half the ex- 
pense to be paid by the State or other locality or from private sources. 
Toward this monument I am told the sum of about $120,000 has al- 
ready been raised or is to beraised and expended for that purpose. The 
central figure has been contributed by a public-spirited citizen of the 
State of Massachusetts; and Connecticut and citizens throughout the 
country have contributed, as I am told, about $120,000. Iam not pre- 

red to be exact in that statement. I have a list of the contributors 

ere, but I have not footed it up. All that Congress is asked to do is 
to provide one of the four smaller statues at an expense of $15,000. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. VEST. I think it had better go to a committee. .I do not un- 
derstand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported from the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. VEST. Reported now? * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reported at this time. 

Mr. MAXEY. I only want to say that very large appropriations of 
money have been paid ont of the Treasury for monuments and I know 
of no good reason for it. I think we have carried it far enough. I sup- 
pose this is just as good as the rest of them. It would be useless to in- 
terpose objection to each bill, but I desire to place myself on record as 
opposed to the practice. $ 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator speak a little louder, if he pleases? 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwas simply remarking that we have in the last 
several years been making large appropriations out of the Treasury for 
the purpose of building monuments. In my judgmentany great event 
in history which is worthy to be perpetuated in the memory of the 
American people will be perpetuated just about as well without a mon- 
ument as with it, and so of the memory of any distinguished man. 

I think that to be true, and I know of no reason why these appro- 
priations should be made at all. Ihaveneverseen any stated. I have 
interposed no objection because I have thought it would be useless. 
This town is covered over with statues and monuments, for what good 
purpose I have never yet been able to see; and Congress is spreading 
them out now all over the country, wasting as I think the money of 
the people withont good and sufficient reason and without good and 
sufficient consideration. t 

I only desire to say that much, not so far as this particular monu- 
ment is concerned but generally. I suppose this is just about as good 
as any of the rest. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think I can make a statement which 
I am quite sure will remove the objection of any Senator in regard. to 
this particular monument. 

Congress has already appropriated for some fifteen or twenty public 
monuments of this kind, at Yorktown and all over the country, as Sen- 
ators know. The State of Massachusetts, which has had within her 
limited territory certainly her fair share of such historic spots, has never 
appealed to Congress for any aid in commemorating them. Bunker 
Hill monument, at a cost of some sixty or eighty thousand dollars, the 
beautiful monument at Concord, that superb statue of the minute-man, 
the monuments at Lexington and monuments at other places have been 
built by the citizens of that State from their own resources, although 
they have contributed heartily and without hesitation to all the na- 
tional monuments erected by the nation all over the country. 

Mr. MORRILL. And at Bennington? i 

Mr. HOAR. And at Bennington among others, and Yorktown, and 
soon. I did not undertake to name them. 

Now, this monument at Plymouth commemorates what everybody 
agrees is one of the most interesting and important events in the history 
of the human race. It is not merely national; it is universal. It is 


the landing of the spirit of liberty and the spirit of religion upon this . 


new continent, those two spirits to which this continent is forever to 
be dedicated. As I have already said, the large cost of this superb 
monument has been contributed by the State of Massachusetts and by 
private sources, except the contribution of the State of Connecticut, and 
Congress is asked to contribute simply this one statue of liberty at the 
small cost of $15,000. It is not that Massachusetts needs any help in 
erecting this monument to a great event in the history of humanity. 
It is that the nation may be fairly represented and may have a part in 
the commemoration that this bill is suggested. 

- Mr. COCKRELL. Ihaveuniformily opposed appropriations for these 
monuments and celebratiots. When the Yorktown monument project 
was before the Senate, which was among the first since I have been a 
member of the body, I opposed that, and opposed it to the best of my 
ability, but failed to defeat its passage. One or two subsequent cases 
came before the Senate and ITopposedthem. Iam opposed tothe whole 
system and plan of the National Government appropriating the people’s 
money for the purposes contemplated by the Yorktown and other monu- 

ts. 


men 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to add only this to what I said before: I re- 
member in Victor Hugo’s Notre Dame the most graphic and beautifal 
description of the relative merits of the book of granite, as he styles it, 
that isjto say, the perpetuation of great deeds and the history of great 
men through statues and monuments and great achievements in archi- 
tecture, and a comparison of that with the wonderful art of printing, 
or, as he styles it, the great battle between the book of granite and the 
book of paper, the work of Guttenberg four hundred and fifty years 


Kew: that which is attempted to be perpetuated by a monument, 
by architecture, byastatue, isin its very naturelocal. Itapplies only to 
the immediate class of people who can see the object and can comprehend 
the lessons attempted to be taught by that work, by that book of gran- 
ite as he styles it. But, sir, when it is put in print it is scattered to 
the four winds of the earth, and every nation of the earth may find the 
description, may read and comprehend the purpose and design of that 
which is attempted and designed to be perpetuated, whether it be the 
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memory of a man or of a great event. So I think that practically the 
book of paper has slain the book of granite. As was said in that work, 
while the whole world was whitened with works of architecture, which 
was then the only book, the book before printing was discovered, yet to- 
day the world learns through books and not through works of granite 
or of marble. 

The money which is placed in the Treasury of the United States is 
to be taken out of the hard earnings of the people for wise popoa 
to carry on and conduct this Government; not, as I think, for the pur- 
pose of being expended in works of art, however valuable they may be 
in and of themselves, but for the purpose of carrying on the Govern- 
ment. à 

I desire to assure the Senator from Massachusetts that what I say has 
no reference whatever to his special measure. I am i use 
I do not believe in the principle at all, and I have never believed in it. 
I have no doubt this is as worthy as any of the rest, and J interpose no 
objection whatever to the consideration of the bill. I only desired to 
say what I have said that my own views may be placed on record. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say, and I do it chiefly because I thinkin 
respect of these appropriations there has seldom if ever been a division 
of the Senate, that from the beginning of my service here I have been 
in sympathy with the views expressed by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
MAXEY] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] in respect 
of these appropriations, 

This proposition has quite as much merit, if indeed not more merit, 
in my judgment, than any one of those which have precededit. While 
IT have no desire to see the State of Massachusetts discriminated against 
in respect of this or any other measure, I have habitually opposed these 
appropriations and expect to oppose them. If this were a proposition 
to erecta monument in my own State I should actively and earnestly 
oppose it. 

That is all I desire to say, simply to put myself right upon the record. 

Mr, VOORHEES. Mr. President, it is difficult forme to conceive of 
a civilized government without monuments. I can not comprehend a 
civilization of that kind, marking no place and perpetuating the mem- 
ory of no one who has achieved great deeds. With the greatest possi- 
ble respect for the sentiments which have just been uttered, they would 
reach a conclusion appalling to my mind; the Washington Monument 
would never have stood where itstands now, and all the things that the 
American people most cherish in and about this Capitol and elsewhere 
would not be here. 

I can not understand the sentiment which would deny to Saratoga a 
monument to the great achievements there performed. I can not un- 
derstand opposition to the Yorktown celebration, nor can lunderstand 
opposition to an appeal, not, as the Senator from Massachusetts well 
said, because his State needs this money, but an appeal to this Govern- 
ment to be represented in a monumentat Plymouth Rock. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts said correctly that it is not a matter of money; 
but looking back to the history of this country and all that has come 
from the event that this monument pro to commemorate, it would 
seem strange to the student of history if the United States Government 
let pass such an opportunity to have some part in commemorating that 
gréat event which has done so much for the civilization of the world. 

I know very well it is not necessary to make these remarks, but 
being upon the Committee on the Library, from which the bill emanates, 
I did not feel that it was right to remain silent while this measure 
seems to receive some opposition. I am quite sure that the Senators 
on this side of the Chamber who have expressed themselves are act- 
ing upon a general principle which does not exceptionally develop itself 
against a monumentat Plymouth Rock. But whether their ideas apply 
to one measure or to all, I do not share them. I believe this Govern- 
ment is in a noble work when it is adorning and perpetuating 
the places where human virtue has had its highest illustrations. I be- 
lieve the time will come when the encampment at Valley Forge will be 
made a national park and kept as it is now with its lines of intrench- 
ments and fortifications just as visible and as well defined as they were 
when Washington’s suffering troops marched out of them; and I believe 
that in adorning and perpetuating these places we are teaching the gen- 
erations who will come after us the wisest lessons possible; we are teach- 
ing them pages of splendid history. When the eye salutes a statue or 
a towering monument marking where men gave their lives for liberty, 
for justice, for law, it is an instruction which elevates and glorifies the 
nature of man and makes better citizens and wiser legislators. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint 
Paul Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near orin the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the 
Territory of Dakota; 
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A bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Chicago, Freeport and Saint 
Paul Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix 
River (or lake) atany accessible point between Prescott, Wis., and Still- 
water, Minn, ; x 

A bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Keitsburg, in the State of Illinois, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the construction of bridges across the 
Illinois River, in the State of Illinois, and the Des Moines River, in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5673) to authorize the construction of a railroad and 
wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from Winona, Minn., to the 
opposite shore in Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Yellowstone River, in Montana. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Mis- 
souri River at Pierre, Dak.; and 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company 
over the Tennessee River. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with an amend- 
ment: 

A bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and pon- 
ton railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the 
city of Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wis- 
consin; and 

A bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid Transit Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the folléwing bills, reported adversely thereon; and they were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1123) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul 
Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a pile ponton 
railway bridge across the Missouri River near or in the vicinity of Cham- 
berlain, in the Territory of Dakota; 

A bill (S. 985) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a 
bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Missouri 
River at Pierre, Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 1230) authorizing the Interstate Rapid Transit Railway 
Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to give notice to the Senate that on Tues- 
day next, at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall ask the 
Senate to take up and dispose of the bridge bills upon the Calendar, 
those which I have just reported and some other bills reported from 
the same committee on former days. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Com- 
pany of Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River, reported it with 
an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1306) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of Texas to main- 
tain a bridge across Red River, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the biil 
(H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge Com- 
pany the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a bridge 
over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke County, Texas, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 780) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the message of the President of the United States relative 
to certain outrages committed upon subjects of China in Wyoming Ter- 
ritory in September last, reported a bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain 
subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the violence of a 
mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall ask the Senate at an early day to consider 
the bill. It is a matter of importance to the two governments. 

Several SENATORS. Let us consider it now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer to have it printed before it is considered. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2127) for the relief of Jonathan D. Stevenson, of California, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1916) authorizing the removal of the Southern Ute 
Indians from the State of Colorado to the Territory of Utah, reported 
it with amendments, and moved that it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs as amended; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
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amendment intended to be pe a to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, CAMDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 388) to grant the rightof way through the Fort 
Bliss military reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso Railroad 
Company; reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon: ` 

A bill (S. we for the relief of Seth Calvin; and 

A bill i 826) granting a pension to Charles W. Beeman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse reports of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Josephine Da Costa Thomas; 

d 


an 
_ <A bill (H. R. 6502) granting a pension to Lucy Ann Drew. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 924) granting a pension to Ellen Shea, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. - 

Mr. HOAR. Isubmit the views of the minority of the Judiciary 
Committee on the bill (H. R. 6661) to provide for closing up the busi- 
ness and paying the expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama 
Claims, and for other purposes, which by order of the Senate the other 
day is to be printed with the report of the majority. 

The views of the minority were received and ordered to be printed. 

SEUL CHOIX POINT LIGHT-HOUSE. 


Mr. CONGER. By order of the Committee on Commerce I report 
back the bill (H. R. 7647) to establish a light-house at Seul Choix 
Point, Michigan. A similar bill, 'a Senate bill, passed the Senate a few 
days ago, and as the bill is very short and the report is very brief, I 
ask for its consideration at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 


tion. 

-The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there be established a light-house at or near Seul Choix 
Point, on the northern shore of Lake Michigan, Michigan, the cost of which shall 
not exceed the sum of $15,000, 

Mr. CONGER. The Eeport of the Light-House Board is but a few 
lines, and I ask that that be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection tothe present con- 
sideration of the bill? ‘The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORT ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the usual number of Senate Executive Document No. 99, first 


session Tongan Congress, being the report of Mr. Menocal on the inter- 
oceanic canal, be printed, omitting the photographie illustrations. 


. BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2226) granting a pension to 
Archibald Mooney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S.-2227) for the relief of the estates 
of Henry and Grenville K. Cheatham; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel F. Rowe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2229) for the relief of William 
C. Shimonech; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Young; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS (by i ear | introduced a bill (S. 2231) for the relie? 
of John L. Rhea, executor of Samuel Rhea, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2232) granting a pension to Mary 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2233) granting a pension to 
John P. McElroy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2234) granting a pension to 
Sarah Canaday; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. ` > 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2235) granting a pension to Polly Brown; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2236) to amend anact entitled “An 
act to grant lands to Dakota, Montana, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming 
for university purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. s 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2237) to provide for 
ascertaining and settling private land claims in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona and the State of Colorado; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2238) 
providing for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of 
Wyoming, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

s PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 

On motion of Mr, MAXEY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Henry and Grenville K. Cheatham be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, - 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of James Fountain on the files be trans- 
mitted to the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives for 
use by that committee. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Howze on the files be transmitted 
to the otan on War Claims of the House of Representatives for use by that 
committee, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have been informed that there have been no ad- 
verse reports in those cases. a sik 


PURCHASE OF GUTHERS’S PAINTING. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and is hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the propriety and expediency of purchasing for {he Government 
the picture painted by Carl Guthers, “ Farming in Dakota.” 


REPORT ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
rinted 5,000 additional copies of the report of Mr. Menocal on the Interoceanic 
Janul, Senate Executive ment No, 99, first session, Forty-ninth Congress; 

of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,009 copies for the use of 
the House, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy Department; and suchaddi- 
tional number shall contain the plates, maps, and photographic illustrations, 


REPRINTING A BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR. The print is exhausted of the bill (S. 1495) to limit 
ownership of lands now belonging to the public domain. I give notice 
to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] that I desire to move 
the bill as an amendment to the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation 
of railroad grant lands and for other purposes. I ask that the bill may 
be reprinted. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have no objection to its being reprinted, but I 
do not desire to have that bill considered by the Senate without con- 
sidering the bill of which I shall ask the consideration this morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no; the Senator does not understand me. I shall 
propose Senate bill 1495 as an amendment to the Senator’s bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The order to reprint the bill will be 
made if there be no objection. 


HENRY SHIVELY. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the pension bills which by mistake were left over yesterday. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to amend that motion by —— 

Mr. ALLISON and others. You can not amend it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thatis notin order. I will say, which I presume will 
relieve my friend, that there were five or six pension cases omitted yes- 
terday, against the passage of which, as far as I know, there is no ob- 
jection. They were passed over because the papers were not in pos- 
session of the Chief Clerk. They are now in his ion, and I only 
wish to occupy the attention of the Senate while those bills are being 
disposed of. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Very well, I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of five or six pension bills which were not at the desk yesterday at 
the proper time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none and the 
bills will be stated in their order. 

The bill (S. 1257) granting a pension to Henry Shively was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Henry Shively, late first lieutenant of Company 
D, Twelfth Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill wasreported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Kansas,’’ to strike out the words 
“ volunteer cavalry” and insert ‘‘ volunteers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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MRS. HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS, 

The bill (H. R. 3463) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah Babb 
Hutchins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve”? 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Beit , That th i is hereby, au- 
Rep ey pee ea 

booby pay aaa an praca A to pay her a pension o per mon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was co: in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN N. RUNYAN. 
The bill (S. 860) granting an increase of pension to John N. Runyan 
was considered as in Committee of the- Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “ sixty ” 
and insert “‘fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
orized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John N. Runyan, 


late of Com y A, Seventy-fourth iment Indiana Volunteer neared at 
the rate of per month, in lieu of the $30 per month heretofore allowed im, 
as specified in pension certificate 38961. ` 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
`The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SARAH E. BASSETT. 
The bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bassett was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, to insert the word ‘‘ twelve” in the blank before 
dollars; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Bassett, daughter of Julius 

late ea of cag got A, Fifteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


DR. A. LANNING. 


The bill (S. 1102) granting an increase of pension to Dr. A. Lanning 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ sixty ” and 
insert ‘‘ fifty;’’? so as to make the bill read: 

Bett d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Dr. A. Lanning, 
late of Company F, Ninety-third ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the $30 per month heretofore allowed him. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM G. SCHOONOVER. 

The bill (H. R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonozer 
on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment in line 6, to change the name ‘‘Schoonozer’’ to ‘‘Schoonover,”’ 
so as to make the bill read: - 


Beit enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William G. Schoonover, father 
of James C. Schoonover, late of Company E, One hundred and fourth Illinois, 
who died of wounds at Chattanooga, on the 27th day of June, 1864, in general 
hospital, ward numbered 6, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
‘was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. te 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to place the name of 
William G. Schoonover on the pension-roll.’’ 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 
Mr. BLAIR. Idesire to give notice that on Monday next, at the con- 


clusion of the ordinary morning business, I shall ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R, 
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6) proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to alcoholic 
liquors and other poisonous beverages, for the purpose of making a few 
remarks upon the subject. 

DANIEL B. CLARK. 


Mr. CULLOM. d have syphilis since Je, ser bes ee 
passed then a bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Daniel B. 
and it turns out that the person named has died since the bill was in- 
troduced in the other House and there. I desire to move to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, and then I wish to ask 
the Senate to put upon its the bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pen- 
sion to Eunice E. Clark, which is a bill giving the pension to the 
widow. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection the motion 
to reconsider will be entered and the bill will be recalled from the 
other House. When the bill is here the Senator can call it up at any 


time. 
Mr. CULLOM. The bill is held in the Secretary’s office. 


TAXATION OF RAILR®AD-GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 1812, Calendar number 313. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to say a word before the mo- 
tion is put. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1812) to 
provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands. This motion net being 
debatable, the Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent 
of the Senate to make some observations on the motion. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 4 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not desire to detain the Senate, and I certainly do 
not ask for any unreasonable delay in the consideration of this bill, but I 
am satisfied that it has not attracted the attention of the Senate at all. 
It is, however, I think, one of the most important bills that we are likely 
to discuss and dispose of. It is one which in its operation, as I believe, 
in its present form will practically sequestrate the land grants which 
have been made to the various corporations that have received those 
grants and have availed themselves of their credit for the construction 
of their several roads. Before a bill of that importance is disposed of it 
should be discussed at length. 

I myself desire to offer several vitally important amendments, and I 
wish to discuss the main bill itself. My engagements have been such 
that I have found it entirely impossible to prepare myself in any suit- 
able way for the discussion of the subject. Iam confident that Iam 
as well prepared as the Senate can be for its consideration, because I 
hardly think that the bill has as yet been considered outside of the com- 
mittee at all. 

The Senator from Nebraska was anxious to pass the bill yesterday 
without discussion, and I suppose he is in haste for its disposition now, 
but it concerns the action of the Government with the great transcon- 
tinental railways. During the last twenty years millions upon millions 
of money have been invested in them, very largely by those who live 
in the portion of the country which I come from myself. Much of it 
has already been lost for the development of the great West, and this ` 
bill is calculated to shake, as I think, in a great degree the public faith 
and public credit and to bring discredit upon the Government. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishouldliketo ask the Senator from New Hampshire, 
if he will allow me to do so, whether he thinks it proper to avail him- 
self of the unanimous consent asked upon a motion to proceed to con- 
sider a bill to consume the time of the Senate in debating the merits of 
the proposition ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam certainly giving my reasons why I think this bill 
ought not to be taken up, as I have aright to do by the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. I do not understand that I am pursuing a course 
at all unusual when a consent of this kind isgiven. I hope the Senate 
will not proceed at this time to the consideration of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] to take up the bill (S. 1812) 
to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, 

The motion was agreed to. 


OLD COUNTY JAIL PREMISES IN DUBUQUE. 


Mr. ALLISON, Before the bill is read I ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska to yield tome fora moment that I may call up for passage abill 
which passed the House unanimously and is purely of a local character 
and will only take a moment to pass the Senate. Itis Calendar number 
415, House bill 4493. It is a unanimous report of the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 4493) to amend the act of June 15, 
1844, and for other p 

The preamble recites that by an act of Congress approved June 15, 
1844, a grant was made to the county of Dubuque, Territory of Iowa, 
in the following words: ‘‘ Thatthefollowing-described pieces or parcels 
of land are hereby granted and given to the county of Dubuque, inthe 
Territory of Iowa, to wit: Two lots and a half lying and being situate 
in the town of Dubuque, on the northwest corner of Seventh and Locust 
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streets, in said county, being the same land upon which the old county 
jail now stands, and is designated on the Government plat of said town 
as ‘ public square;’’’ that through a clerical error, the jail lot or public 
square was described as being on the northwest corner of Seventh and 
Locust streets, when it was in fact on the northeast corner thereof ; and 
that theconnty of Dubuque, under the powers conferred by the act, sold 
to John and Thomas Burton the tract situated on the northeast corner 
of Seventh and Locust streets on which the old county jail stood, and 
pc gag prick irri o eek eas square,” the 

same being a tract fronting 114 feet on Seventh street and 
127 feet and 11 incheson Locust street; but in the deed from the county 
to John and Thomas Burton the same clerical error was made as to the 
corner on which the tract was situated as was made in the act. 

As curative of the error, the bill provides that the tract of 
Jand on the northeast corner of Seventh and Locust streets, in the city of 
Dubuque, fronting 114 feet on Seventh and 127 fect and 11 inches 
on Locust street, g the premises on which the old county jail for- 
merly stood, and designated on the Government platas ‘‘ public square,” 
shall be granted and the title thereto confirmed in and to the county of 
Dupes. and its grantees, John and Thomas Burton, their heirs and 

forever. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

EUNICE E. CLARK, 


Mr. CULLOM. The bill to which I referred a while ago has been 
procured by the Secretary, and I should like to move to reconsider the 
vote by which that bill was passed yesterday and have it disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to 
Daniel B. Clark was passed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move now to postpone the bill indefinitely. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I move to discharge the Committee on Pen- 
sions from the farther consideration of House bill 6429, which is to give 
to the widow the pension that the bill just disposed of granted to the 
soldier. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to.ask the Senator the cause of death? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave not learned the facts. The man has recently 
died. I believe it was from paralysis, from which he was suffering for 


Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator understand that the disease was the 
result of service? 

Mr.CULLOM. The resultofservice. Ihave thereportin my hand, 
which shows the facts. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Pensions were discharged 
from the ke consideration of the bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pen- 
sion to Eunice E. Clark, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider it. It to place on the pension-roll the 
` name of Eunice E. Clark, widow of Daniel B. Clark, late of Company 
A, First Ohio Cavalry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that reported just now? I sbould like to hear 
the report read. 

Mr. HARRIS. [I ask if the whole bill was read? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was. 
Mr. HARRIS. ‘Then I think the bill is very imperfect. Let it be 


read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not specify what rate or according to the 
limitations of law. 

Mr. CULLOM. I donot know but that the bill ought to be amended. 
Let it be amended so as to give her the pension that the husband was 
given by the bill just disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me. To cover everything let 
him say, ‘‘according to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The usual language is, ‘‘subject to 
the provisions and limitations ofthe pension laws.’* 

Mr. CULLOM, I have no objection to that. I move that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us hear the report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. NEECE 
in the House of Representatives April 6, 1886: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, s whom was referred Honse bill No. 
6120, having considered the same, 

That this committee, on January favorably on House bill 
414, a bill a ion Daniel B. Clark, 1 hich bill has since this House and 
is now ding in the Senate; fee since the of said bill 414 the said 
= . Clark has died from h a onani was fairly traceable to his 

ce. The said Eunice E. Clark hits wile, aud whe has nursed 


y servi 
aia soldier, who had been helpless for the last four y her entire 
fime to care for him, your committee i of the opinion tha she be placed 
on the pension-roll, and therefore recommend that said bill do pass. Said re- 
_port made on House bill 414 is hereby adopted and made a part hereof, 


“The Committee on Invalid Apario ten whom was referred bill H. R. > 
a aA B. PE enlisted in n Company A, tof Ohio Ca 
jo Caval: 
was discharged at Nashville, Tenn., for rA Tiat: aer es 7, 1864. i Aleem 
a prisoner of war from A) 29, 1862, ber A pension ta is 
claimed for ahea war. Theevi- 


h promien arios Simon 


was a prisoner of war, Capt. Noah Jon 
William P. poner a 


io, on furlough., John Blain 
ed of enlistment; that he was at Clark’s td Ta Ross County, Ohio, in ygi 
that Clark was at home sick, and ens ees of pain in his breast, and that at 
that time Dr. Dunlap treated hi 
“ Dr. W. H. Wear testifies that he metsaid Clark in 1865, and had uent Apa 
rom heart 


disease, hours, and purn Rare that since 1872 he has been said Clark's family 


physician, and has treated him for said diseases, and that said diseases still con- 
tints. and that said Clark is totally disabled. Doctor M vitt testifies that he 
said Clark in 1880 for heart itis. Doctor Com wd 
he snares Clark, and that he treated him 1872 frequently for 
a es. 
“Dr. Fyrradagin pee chan nae facta ny nr age hd 
1871, phage ction The board of medical examiners who e: hed 


him in 1881 say he fe otal y disabled from the effects of heart 
A number of witnesses testify to Clark’s soundness at the time of lis enlistment 
meing pana Laser yb hare e p hah prisoner of war. Evidence in 
before the committee show said Clark to be totally disabled at this time, confined 
to his bed or invalid = and unable to walk, or to talk so hecan be understood 
without great difficult 

aoe committee anpe that said bill do pass with the following amend- 
Strike sed the words ‘at the rate of thirty dollars per month’ and insert 

* subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.’" 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I should like to hear the bill read to see 
whether it is in such a form that the poor woman will get anything. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It appears—and I speak for inquiry—that under 
the limitations and provisions of the pension laws her husband in his 
lifetime was not entitled to a pension, because he did not come within 
the strict provisions of the pension laws on the evidence. Now there- 
fore it is not like the case of a widow of a soldier who died from wounds 
or disease contracted in the service, but it is the widow of a private 
citizen who had been a soldier, as I understand it, and therefore I am 
afraid if you leave it as it is now that the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of the Treasury will not pay her anything. I think the 
sum ought fo be stated, for safety. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the universal form, but it will do no harm to 
state the sum if it seems better to the Senator from Vermont, I sup- 
pose five thonsand bills have passed in precisely the same form since 
the war, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is manifest on the face of the bill 
that asthe husband himself would not have been entitled to a pension, 
the widow will not get the pension as it now stands. 


Mr. CULLOM. I was inclined to fear that myself. I will move to 
insert ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month.” 
Mr. BLAIR. The rank of the officer was captain. As the bill now 


stands she would get pension at the rate of $20 per month. I hope 
the Senator will not amend it so as to reduce the amount. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed he was a private soldier. I move to 
make the rate $20 per month. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment is to insert before the words 

“ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension law” the 
words ‘‘at the rate of $20 per month.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

TAXATION OF RAILNOAD-GRANT LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant Jands, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the bill is of sufficient importance to re- 
quire some explanation. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will give 
usa brief explanation, at least, of what is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The question presented in this bill has been the 
subject of consideration by Congress for many years. In the Forty- 
seventh Congress bills for this purpose were introduced in both branches, 
and in one branch not only reported favorably, but I think passed. In 
the Forty-eighth Congress action was taken by both Houses, and in the 
Senate a favorable report was made upon the subject and the bill was 
made a special order and was placed upon the Calendar and was sub- 
ject to consideration, and was the next bill in order at the time of the 
expiration of the Forty-eighthCongress. In this, the Forty-ninth Con- 
a bills were introduced in both Houses, and the other House has 

already passed a bill upon the subject, not the same bill as this, buta 
bill ro reach this object, the taxation of unpatented railroad lands. 


1886. 


The Committee on Public Lands, having had several bills under con- 
sideration, after an ample and full discussion reported the bill now 
under consideration. 

So it is not correct, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
has said, to suppose that this matter has not been considered by Con- 
gress, when in the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, and Forty-ninth Con- 

ithas been considered. It has not only been considered during 
that time by Congress, but it has been considered by the people of the 
United States for many years before that time; and the non-action of 
Congress has been a marvel, only explainable by reason of that subtile 
and mysterious influence which has so often controlled subjects of this 
kind. It has been a matter of deep concern and consideration and mys- 
tery on the part of the American people that railroad companies should 
hold undisputed title to millions of acres and yet be exempt from tax- 
ation, and not only themselves exempt from taxation, but actually al- 
lowed to sell the lands to which for years they had title, and as a con- 
sideration for a greater price say to the p *“These lands for 
years shall be exempt from taxation,” and why? Because, unfortu- 
nately, in the early history of railroad-grant legislation it was provided 
that the railroad companies should not obtain patents for the lands 
granted until they had paid the cost of surveying, selecting, and con- 
yeying the lands. Instead of being a burden to therailroad companies, 
it was a great benefit to them, because while under the previous acts 
the companies might have been compelled to take their patents by the 
existing provision, railroad companies are not forced to take their pat- 
ents, and all they have to do is to remain quiet and refuse to pay the 
two or three cents per acre required by the law, and still be in the 
undisturbed possession, mortgage the lands, sell them in the market, 
the purchasers receiving the same benefit that the companies were en- 
titled to until the railroad companies take their patents, which will be 
in their discretion, when they can do it conveniently. 

The question is now to remedy this great evil. The proposition of 
the House of Representatives is confined, as some of the propositions 
in this body were, to the roads organized in 1862, extending across the 
State of Iowa, known as the Union and Central Pacific Railroads. 
There is no reason why the same provision should not extend to all the 
land-grant roads. Therefore it is that the committee of the Senate 
adopted a bill providing that this principle should extend to all rail- 

companies having land grants from the United States, and that 
only such lands should be taxed as are conterminous to the finished 
road, not going beyond it, and that onlysuch lands should be taxed as 
lie in organized counties, so that all possible rights are secured to the 


railroad companies. 

I do not understand thé suggestion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire when he says that this bill is confiscation. No confiscation fol- 
lows. If property is used, it is only asked that it shall be subject to 
the same rate of taxation at the same valuation as the land of individ- 
uals, nothing more. 

Mr. President, I do not deeem it necessary to say anything further on 
this subject. I believe I haye explained why and how this difficulty 
originated which we seek to remedy, that the remedy is merely sub- 
jecting the property of railroad companies to taxation as the property 
of a citizen, no more, and we trust it will be no less. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator will allow mea moment more. I 
desire to say that in the same connection I shall ask the consideration 
ofthe House bill to which I have referred in order that the Senate bill 
may be adopted as a substitute for the House bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the discussion of this matter by the 
Senator from Nebraska would seem to indicate that it is one of very 
trifling importance, and that the astonishment must be that the bill 
was not enacted years ago rather than at this late day it should be sub- 
jected to even the slightest criticism. 

There is a certain superficial appearance of propriety in the Senator’s 
suggestion that the lands of these corporations held under grants from 
the General Government should be subjected to taxation, because the 
lands of individuals holding from the Government whenever the title 
ares from the Government to individuals are subjected to that burden. 

ut I believe that a little thought on this point will indicate how slight 
is the real substance of it. 

The great mass of these lands to-day are in precisely thesame condi- 
tion as are the sections of land still remaining a portion of the public 
domain; and no human being can suggestany reason why the local com- 
munities just being initiated should have the general and indefinite 
power of taxation upon these railroad lands unless they should also be 
allowed the same unlimited right of taxation upon the public lands with 
which they are connected, being of precisely the same general character. 

Only a few years ago the entire national domain west of the Missis- 
sippi River, with a very few exceptions, was a vast waste, unimproved, 
almost uninhabited by man, and if inhabited, by reason of the lack of 
transportation, almost inaccessible; and we all remember how the cir- 
cumstances of the war made it almost imperative upon the Government 
that we should establish by land immediate connection with our Western 
possessions. Weremember how the great European powers threatened 
an alliance with the confederacy and were likely by their maritime su- 
premacy to take from us the Pacific coast. That stimulated and re- 
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sulted in the construction of the first great transcontinental line of rail- 
road. All the way from its eastern terminus to the Pacific coast, aswe 
all remember, it was in a comparatively uninhabited country. It was 
over public land, a portion of the public domain, all of which was sub- 
ject to disposi 


ition at the rate of $1.25 per acre, but there was nobody 
to take possession of it. It was unimproved property; it yielded no 
income, and was a source of benefit to nobody, to the nation or to in- 
dividuals, and it was of course not subject to any taxation. No prin- 
ciple upon which taxation could be levied on property at all was applica- 
ble to this vast portion of the national domain. Before the necessary 
connection could be made with the Pacific coast, by vehich this territory 
could be preserved as an integral part of the Union at large, it was nec- 
essary that either by public expenditureimposed upon the entire ecun- 
try, all the property of the entire country, or by the encouragement of 
private capital, this vast region should be traversed by some form of 
communication, and the only available form was by way of railroad 
transportation. The Government elected, and I presume every one be- 
lieves elected wisely, thatits first route of transportation—and the same 
was continued further on—should be stimulated and encouraged in its 
construction by inviting private capital; and the land grant adjoining 
the line of the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific Railroad was made 
for that purpose. Onthestrengthof the land grantas a security money 
was raised with which the railroad was constructed. Thesame plan was 
adopted with regard to the Northern Pacific Railroad, the same with 
the Atlantic and Pacific now in process of construction. The great line 
by way of New Orleans, Texas, and the Southern Territories to San 
Francisco and to other points on the Pacific coast was encouraged in its 
construction and the construction was accomplished by the same pledge 
of a portion of the public lands. 

These corporations were authorized necessarily to place the lands 
granted them as security, and those securities were sold on the market, 
and thus capital was obtained with which the roads themselves were 
built. Until recently, until these roads were substantially constructed, 
until every incumbrance was created upon the land grants connected 
with all these lines of communication, until these incumbrances were 
fastened upon the grants and money had been raised on the faith thereof, 
I venture to say that no human being ever heard a suggestion that 
these lands were under any circumstances, so long as the title remained 
in the corporations, at least, to be subject to Federal or to State taxa- 
tion. In that way the public faith became pledged, as I think, to the 
corporations, to the assi =‘ the corporations, to the bondhold 
to the ns interested in the various companies’ mo; 
that e rY of the lands should be available ri og ao of 
these incumbrances without subjection to local taxation or State taxa- 
tion so long as the Jands remained in the legal possession of the corpo- 
rations themselves. 

In regard to one great transcontinental railroad, as is known by the 
Senate, the country itself has taken a very heavy pecuniary liability— 
is practically liable for the first mortgage of the company, as well as for 
its own bonds issued to the company. Under these circumstances this 
bill now comes to the front, and it proposes to take all these land grants, 
whether their value has been enhanced by the improvement which re- 
sults from the construction of the roads or not, and to subject all these 
land grants indiscriminately to an undefined and unrestrained power 
of local taxation. 

What may be the motive behind this every Senator is at liberty, of 
course, to surmise for himself. It must be seen that whatsoever value 
there is to these grants has been placed there by the enlistment of cap- 
ital obtained in the way I have spoken of. 

It is also an apparent and undisputed fact that a very large propor- 
tion, much the larger proportion, of all these lands are as yet practi- 
cally outof the market. It is known to be the fact that it is the policy 
of every one of these great roads to dispose of the land grant as rapidly 
as it possibly can and make the proceeds of the sections di of 
available in the discharge of the land-grant bonds. ‘That is the gen- 
eral policy pursued by these companies, and so far as I know there is 
but a very slight danger of abuse in this direction on the part of any 
of the companies. So there is not any general complaint, there is no 
cause of general complaint, existing of the character which the Senator 
from Nebraska has adduced before the Senate. 

It wasshown before the committee in evidence or in citations from the 
public records of the country, from the reports of the Land Office, and 
from other reliable sources, that the Central Pacific Railroad, which is 
one largely affected by this bill, has been clamoring for years for the con- 
yeyance of its land grant more rapidly than it could receive it from the 
General Government, and that it has made its deposits rather in excess 
of the actual charge for the surveying and selection and conveyance of 
lands. It isin no imaginable sense under any default in this regard; 
nor has the Government, so faras I know or believe, any serious right 
of complaint in regard to any of these corporations for any delinquency 
in their having advanced the necessary funds to defray the slight ex- 
penses of surveying, of selection, and of conveyance to the companies. 

These delays have arisen from various causes. Almost universally 
the causes have been owing to the lack of asufficient working force in the 
land offices to transact the n busi and many delays have 


usiness, 
arisen by reason of the further fact that serious questions have arisen 
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as to the character of the lands to be conveyed under the land grants 
themselves. It will be remembered that the Government reserved to 
itself all mineral lands, reserved from the operation of the grants all 
Jands where rights by homestead or pre-emption had been initiated. 
In some other cases there were reservations, and the land grants were 
not operative where these conditions existed. 

Now, the question whether land is of a mineral character or not, and 
so is or is not conveyed by the grant, has been in many instances one 
that has led to protracted disputes, and vast masses of land have as yet 
not been conveyed to the companies although all the conditions have been 
complied with on the part of the companies, for the reason that the 
United States has not yet been able to say whether those lands were 
properly selected or not on the part of the companies. So generally 
the fact that the lands have not been conveyed more rapidly is not the 
fault of the companies, but it is a fault inherent in the nature of things 
because of controversies arising by reason of these reservations in the 
original grants. X 

Now, sir, let us consider this matter a little more closely. I have 
alluded to thé fact that this vast extcnt of country was valueless to the 
General Government, valueless save as a portion of the earth itself to 
the people of the United States without development, and without de- 
velopment such as is dependent on lines of transportation. I have al- 
luded to the further fact that the great mass of this country still re- 
mains in its original condition, practically public land not as yet mar- 
ketable, purchasers not there, purchasers not available, as valueless to 
the companies to-day as it was when the original grants were made for 
the realization of money to pay taxes or pay bonds, valuable only as it 
is a pledge of faith, a security for the future. The whole policy of the 
Government was based on the idea that these companies were to hold 
the lands, that they were to be subject to no burdens in the way of 
taxation, either national or State, until such period of time as they 
should be able to find a market for them so that they might realize 
something from them themselves. 

Iam anxious that this bill shall be so framed that whenever it is 
shown that by reason of the construction of these roads and the dis- 

ition of adjoining or adjacent pro to settlers, the value’of the 
d is enhanced beyond the price fixed by the Government, that is, 
$2.50 an acre, at which the companies are allowed to sell their lands, 
whenever there has been an increase of valuation beyond that sum, at 
which it must be held by the railroad until it can be disposed of at that 
rate, whenever there is a creation of values beyond that $2.50 an acre, 


it should be taxed, and I would be glad to support such an amend-’ 


ment. Indeed I will offer an amendment to this bill that shall make 
any valuation by a proper tribunal beyond the $2.50 an acre subject to 
taxation in behalf of the State or Territory or the local community; 
but anything beyond that, I think, would be a violation of the public 
faith, and a thing which ought not to be done. 

The Senator from Nebraska found some fault with my expression that 
this bill proposes a practical sequestration of these public lands, Why 
is it not a sequestration? Wherever the companies are able to sell, al- 
most without exception they sell at the price limited by law already. 
As I stated, the bill should be amended, and I do notsuppose there will 
be any objection anywhere that the bill should be amended so that any 
excessive valuation of lands not as pa of should be subject to taxa- 
tion; but the great mass of this land cannotbesoldasyet. Under the 
stimulus of the utmost effort of the corporations to increase settlement 
they have been unable to sell theselands. Now, suppose that they are 
subject to taxation as the bill popa, that they are subjected to tax- 
ation according to the will of the local community in an o ized 
county. The Senator talks as though the fact that the bill restricts this 
taxation to such communities as have been legally organized was a pro- 
tection. The Senator knows even better than I, for he lives there, that 
these Territories are already almost universally organized into counties. 
What is the first thing done ina Territory as inhabitants gather? Any 
dozen or fifteen inhabitants petition for the organization of a county, 
have their limits defined by the local Legislature, and the first thing 
they do after they have perfected their county organization is to locate 
the county seat. They proceed next to provide for the erection of ex- 
pensive public buildings, and they issue their bonds, and they make all 
the land included in the county by virtue of local laws subject to the 
taxation necessary to construct these buildings and to discharge other 
debts of the local community. The worst frauds we have heard of in the 
Territory of Dakota and in other Territories have grown out of this ac- 
tion, legal in form but vicious and hurtful and fraudulent in practice, on 
account of these county organizations. And the Senator proposes that 
these land grants, not in the States to be sure, where the ordinary proc- 
esses of the law and the ordinary methods of procedure would be likely 
to be more equitable, but throughout the Territories, where the great 
mass of these lands lie, land grants owned by corporations and individ- 
uals living at a great distance, having no part in local action, shall be 
subjected to such impositions as the local communities may see fit to 
place upon them. 

Take this idea in connection with the abuses which we know have hith- 
erto existed and been perpetrated time and time again by these county 
organizations upon the property in which others were interested as well 


as themselves locally, what would be likely to be their course of action in 


the imposition of taxes for the purpose of actually sequestrating these 
vast tracts of land which as yet the companies can not dispose of under 
any circumstances? Any one can see that these corporations will be 
taken at the utmost disadvantage. 

I think it is proper to state here in connection with the imposition 
likely to be placed upon them the probable fact, which is a public fact, 
that nearly all these corporations to-day have great difficulty in paying 
their running expenses, to say nothing of any income on the stock of 
the corporations, Take the Northern Pacific Railroad, for instance, 
which has now reached Puget Sound, with the exception of some 25 
miles I believe of the main line. The main line is now 2,400 or 2,500 
miles in length. That corporation, if I recollect aright, after payin; 
its running and after di ing the interest on its toate: had 
remaining for distribution only $100,000 last year. Take that as an 
illustration of the operation of this act generally. They have $100,000, 
say, remaining which should be available for dividends to the stock- 
holders after paying running expenses and intereston bonds. If their 
lands, their grant amounting I think to nearly 50,000,000 acres, of 
which I suppose not more than one-fifth, probably not one-fifth, has 
been disposed of—if the 40,000,000 acres remaining are subject to local 
taxation under the provisions of this bill, what will be the effect? I 
have not had time, as I stated earlier when I asked a little delay, to 
make a calculation with sufficient accuracy so that I can say to the 
Senate just what would be the effect of taxation upon the 40,000,000 
acres of the land grant of the Northern Pacific; but we will suppose 
that the land is valued by the local communities at the sam which the 
United States valued it at and at which it is required to be sold, $2.50 
an acre, and if the tax imposed should be no more than 2 mills on 
the hundred dollars of value it will be found that the actual taxation 
imposed upon that road from year to year would not be less than half a 
million dollars. At all events the amount of taxation would be largely 
in excess of the surplus remaining to the corporation after paying ran- 
ning expenses and the fixed charges on its bonds. 

Suppose these lands are taxed at the local valuation to the amount of 
ahalf million dollars a year—and in all human probability it would 
exceed that sum—how is the corporation to pay it? ‘The result would 
be that the very first year the company would be bankrupt, unless the 
bondholders, unless outside parties or the Government itself interested 
in the matter, saw fit to raise the money, or the corporation itself should 
increase its charges for transportation of freight and passengers, so that 
the whole community would virtually pay the taxation. The result 
would be that the very first year every acre of this vast land grant 
would be confiscated under the power of local taxation, and confiscated 
in the interest of whom? 

The complaint is that these vast tracts of land are now loeked up in 
the hands of these corporations. Who is to appear at the tax sales and 
bid off these lands? The corporation is not able to doit. Individuals 
resident in all parts of the country would ap at these sales and 
would obtain the title to the lands; capitalists, land-grabbers, and spec- 
ulators from all parts of the country would find under the practical op- 
eration of this bill a perfect bonanza; and if a man were at liberty to 
surmise motives and to point out the direction from which this bill may 
possibly have come, he would be justified, I think, in suggesting that 
this is a bill in the interest not of the people locally, not of the corpora- 
tions, not of the Government, but of individuals—wealthy individuals 
who desire through its provisions to accumulate in themselves the 
ownership of these vast tracts of land; for you will observe, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that under this tax title all other sorts of title are cut off, and 
these lands will inevitably become vested in comparatively a few indi- 
viduals—it may be in great syndicates of capitalists—and we shall 
therefore have parted with all claim upon these lands and have vested 
substantially in these individuals the enormous amounts of lands, com- 
ing, as I recollect, in all to nearly 200,000,000 acres, in men who are 
likely to use them simply for speculative purposes. 

I know a little of the operation of this sort of thing in my own State. 
To be sure, there is not a great deal of land there, but what there is is 
of some account to us. The time is rapidly coming in this country 
when land, even in the smallest quantities, is to be of great consequence 
to the individual here in the United States. The individual non-resi- 
dent landholder is the worst form of hindrance that there is to the de- 
velopment of any country. It is from him and his ownership that are 
developed all the evils of what is called landlordism abroad, and it is 
from him that we have to apprehend precisely the same evils, and they 
are rapidly developing already in our own country. 

I think the Senate should pause and the country should pause and 
consider whether, even in the interest of ‘‘the dear people’’ them- 
selves, it is not worth while to examine more carefully into the pro- 
visions and the unavoidable results of this bill. The Senator from 
Nebraska is himself a very considerable Jand-holder and himself a gen- 
tleman of wealth. I wish he were present to tell us how much he is 
interested or will be likely to be interested in the practical working and 
results of this bill. I insist that it should be ascertained how many 
heavy capitalists in all of the country are interested in the prac- 
tical operations of this bill and the confiscation of these land grants 
for the benefit of wealthy individuals. I wish that could be ascertained 
exactly. If it could be and the masses of the people of this country 
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came to understand the Jand-grant question as it is and not as it is put 
by designing men who are behind this agitation and robbery as I be- 
lieve—if the masses of the people came to understand, as they will un- 
derstand when the bill gets into operation, that the effect, to say nothing 
of the motive, is to lock up these lands interminably in the hands of 

ulators and land sharks, they would hold Congress, they would 
hold the whole Government, hereafter to a more rigid accountability 
than we are at present apprehending. 

I do not want to take a great deal of time; it is nearly 2 0’clock, when 
I suppots another order of business will be before the Senate; but I de- 
sire before this bill is disposed of to offer sundry amendments, and in 
order that they may be printed and taken under the consideration of 
the Senate, I will now read them during the few moments of time which 
are remaining before 2 o’clock. 

I wish all the public lands now remaining in the United States to be 
subjected to provisions that shall forever insure them to small individual 
owners. I am persuaded that there is a tendency in this country, 
which is illustrated by alarming facts, to the accumulation of the land, 
which is the liberty of the people, in the hands of comparatively few in- 
dividuals. We find these illustrations in the States. The evil is de- 
veloping enormously in the Territories through the public lands outside 
these grants. I some time since introduced and had referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands a bill the provisions of which I propose to 
attach to the one under discussion as an amendment. 


Sec. —. That no natural person or Posie or partnership shall hereafter ac- 
quire, hold, or own, either by virtue of the laws relating to the disposition of the 
ublic lands, or by grant, poni puana; descent, or by any other method 
ty which title to land may be acquired, more than 320 acres of agricultural lands 
nor more than 640 acres of any description of lands which shall belong to the 
public domain, on or after the passage of this act; and hereafter all ntsand 
evidences of title to any portion of the public domain to which act shall 
apply shalt recite the provisions hereof. 
EC. —. That all lands acquired, held, or owned in violation of the provisions 
of this act shall be forfeited to the United States, and it shall be the duty of the 
Attorney-General to enforce every such forfeiture by due process of law. 


Of course, Mr. President, where the title has already been parted 
with and vested in individuals, it is impossible for the Government to 
exercise any control over it save by the power of taxation. It has be- 
come a vested right. All the force of the country, moral force and 
physical force, must be and always will be concentrated for the pro- 
tection of vested rights in this country or in any country subject to the 
government of law. But the provisions which I propose to offer as an 
amendment to this bill are wider than simply the land grants concerned. 
They cover the entire public domain and will insure to our population 
in all time to come these small holdings which are indispensable to the 
vigorous, hardy yeomanry which is the surest defense of a State. 

A provision of that kind of course can not reach the land grants them- 
selves, and so I desire that other amendments may be made to the bill 
so as to reach the land grants in case they are to be sequestrated or in 
any way are to be eliminated from their present control and pass to that 
of individuals, I will not undertake to state now the amendment on 
that point, because that will have to be determined as the bill is dis- 
cussed and as amendments are offered. But before the bill is passed I 
shall desire to offer this amendment: 


Tax titled derived under this act shall be subject to heat Be mortgage made 
is act. 


by authority of the United States prior to the passage o: 

I think anything like due consideration of the public faith requires 
that the mortgages already made, by virtue of which the money was 
obtained that built the roads and made the adjoining sections available 
at all, that created the local communities whom it is now proposed to 
endow with this power of confiscation—that those mortgages, those in- 
cumbrances should be protected as against the imposition of taxes under 
the provisions of this bill. I desire also to offer the following amend- 
ment: 

The power of taxation on the part of the State or Territory exercised by vir- 
tue of the provisions of this act shall apply only to a just-valuation of the land 
as compared with other like property adjacent thereto and in excess of $2.50 per 
acre, the price fixed for the adjacent sections of the public lands. 

I have adverted very briefly to the reasons which will induce me to 
offer that amendment. I desire also to offer this farther amendment: 

The provisions of this act shall not apply to sections of land which do not lie 


adjacent to other sections of land actually occupied and improved, or to sections 
a land entry upon which has been made under the land laws of the United 
tates. 


The principleinyolved in this amendment I have adverted to, and it 
is this: That the lands must not be subjected to taxation until there is 
improvement by virtue of the grant itself, the building up of the com- 
munity which results from the grantitself. Where there has been such 
improvement, the Government lands will be likely to have been occu- 
pied, as they have been occupied, and there is for that reason increased 
valuation; there let the land of the railroad corporation be subjected to 
taxation like that of the individual who is improving his land, because 
insuch case there is undoubtedly an enhancement of value beyond the 
$2.50 per acre and the corporation should be held subject to taxation 
for that; but nothing should be done to encourage the corporation in 
withholding the land from market for the purpose ofa future rise. They 
ought to sell it to individuals and for the improvementof the commu- 
nity, as rapidly as that can be done, at $2.50 per acre. 


Ialso desire to offer the following proviso, to be inserted at the proper 
place: i 

That in any sale of lands under the provisions of this act the United States 
may become a purchaser, and in such case the land sold shall be restored to the 
public domain and disposed of as now provided by the laws relating thereto. 

Under the provisions of this bill the United States will be no pur- 
chaser, land-grabbers will get every acre, and it will bein a much worse 
condition so far as the public—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from New Hampshire will 
please suspend. It is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business of yesterday, being the bill (S. 1532) to regu- 
late commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
comment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to offer an amendment and have it read. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not the Senator willing I shall putin mine in con- 
nection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to add this proviso: 

That the valuation of this land on which the same shall be subjected to taxa- 
tion shall be subject to revision by the Secretary of the Interior. 

I also propose the following amendment: 

That under the provisions of this act no individual i payre shall acquire 
more than 160 acres of land, nor shall any of the land so disposed of ever be 
sold in larger parcels than 160 acres unless the same shall be used for agricult- 
ural purposes. 

The other amendments make ‘the amount 320 in one case, and in 
cases of pasture land 640. I shall also offer this amendment: 

The provisions of this act shall apply only to lands within the jurisdiction of 
a State and not to lands within any of the Territories. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that all these amendments be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to now offer, before this 
bill goes over, an amendment, which I send to the desk, to come after 
the word “‘ provide,’’ in line 12. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Inline 12of section 1, after the word ‘‘ provide,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

And to all liens of the United States, all mortgages of the United States, and 
all rights of the United States in respect of such lands, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will be the pending question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to offer an amendment inline 4. It may 
not be necessary on a further explanation of the bill. I propose to in- 
sert, after the word ‘‘ taxation,’ the words ‘‘ hereafter levied.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment is the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] gives notice of another amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I give notice that I shall ask for the considera- 
tion of this bill on the next legislative day, on Monday morning. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to address the Senate to-day, asthe 
bill now before the Senate for consideration has been three times read 
I believe and is hefore the Senate for amendment. I have explained 
the provisions of the bill as far as I was able to do so a few days ago, 
and do not care to make any further remarks upon it at present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe a number of amendments have been pro- 


posed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. None of the amendments of which 
notice has been given have been proposed. : 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to have the amendments read which I sub- 
mitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Which amendment does the Senator 
offer? 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have them all read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec, —. That no person or corporation shall have authority to engage in in- 
terstate commerce, after three months from the pomet fey this act, without hav- 
ing procured a license for that pornos from the of commissioners herein 
provided; and one of the conditions of such license shall be the acceptance of 
this act by such ag a or corporation, and of such regulations as said board 
may lawfully make in pursuance thereof. And where any route over which 
interstate commerce shall be carried between the several States and Territories 
of the United States includes as a part thereof a railway or water route outside 
of the United States, no license shall issue for the transportation of interstate 
commerce over such route unless the railway company. or companies controlling 
the portions of such route situated within the United States become 27 aera 
for and guarantee the obseryance by those controlling the portion of the route 
outside thereof of the terms and conditions of such license, And when 
transportation company or companies shall carry traffic between any points 
over a route or routes located entirely within one State, in competition with 
other companies whose lines between said points are located in more than one 
State, such company shall, as a condition precedent to the granting of such 
license, agree to establish the rates between such points, an t schedules 
thereof, in the manner prescribed in and be subject to the provisionsof the fifth 
section of this act. Such license shall be renewable each year, and may be sus- 
pended by the said board for cause, after full hearing, and upon the final judg- 


I ask leave to read my amendment. I will make no 
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ment of acourt of competent jurisdiction say be serene by the said board for 


a violation of its terms or of the provisions o; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey offers 
the amendment which has been read, 

Mr. CULLOM. I understood that the Secretary was to read all the 
Senator’s amendments for information. Which amendment is now be- 
before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only one amendment can be offered 
atatime. The one pending is that just read. ¢ 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
New Jersey. I see that he uses in line 4 of his amendment the lan- 
guage ‘‘ the board of commissioners,” and in several other places ‘‘ the 
board,” but the word used all through the bill is ‘‘commission.’’ I 
think he ought to change his amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL, I will put it in that form and I will substitute the 
amendment I now send up for the one offered, which conforms to the 
language used in the bill generally. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator had better withdraw the amendment 
already offered. 

Mr. SEWELL. _I will substitute this for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey with- 
draws the amendment which has been read and offers a modified amend- 
ment, which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The proposed amendment is to insert after sec- 
tion 5, as a new section, and change the numbers of succeeding sections 
accordingly, the following: 


Sec. 6. That from and after ninety days after this act shall take effect it shall 
Saas tn the tratapsctaion of pesseagera ier proberse wichons baving MA Pec: 
in the ion of passengers or property u vi pro- 

cured from thè commission established by this act a license authorizing such 
carrier to engage in such trans m,and one of the conditions of such 
license shall be the acceptance of this act by such common carrier and of such 
lations as said commission may lawfully make in pursuance thereof. And 

ere any route over which traffic shall be carried between the several States 
and Territories of the United States includes asa part thereofa railway or water 
route outside of the United States, no license shall issue for the rtation 
of passengers or property oversuch route unless the common carrier or carriers 
controlling the portions of such route situated within the United States become 
responsible for and guarantee the observance by those controlling the portion 
of the route outside thereof of the terms and conditions of such license. And 
when any common carrier or carriers shall carry traffic between any points 
over a route or routes located entirely within one State in ion with 
other companies whose lines between said points are located in more than one 
State, such carrier or carriers shall, as a condition precedent to the granting of 
such license, to establish and publish the rates between such points in the 
manner p bed in, and be to all the of, section of 
this act, ~All licenses issued s 
andu 


gment of a court of competent jurisdiction ma; oked 
Judge ag violation of its reer or of the Dromiolona of this aa 

Mr. SEWELL. ‘The changes between that and the amendment I 
first offered are simply to conform to the language used in the bill, 
changing ‘‘ corporation’? to ‘‘common carrier,’’ and matters of that 
kind. The general scope of the amendment is to bring within the 
provisions of the act railroad lines that traverse Canada in competition 
with our lines running east and west, without which an act of this 
kind would be burdensome on the interstate commerce of our routes. 
We should be left at the m of competition by Canadian lines if 
they were not governed by our laws, as they would not be without the 
adoption of thisamendment. If the bill were passed as it is, it would 
tie the hands of our great lines running east and west under the char- 
ters of our States, and surrender the field to the Canadian lines. 

In addition to that, this amendment would bring within the provis- 
ions of this interstate-commerce act as proposed the lines that run 
through oneStatein competition with lines thatrun through two or three 
States to thesame point. I will give the instance of the New York 
Central running to a point on the lakes, both its starting-point and its 
terminus being within one State. It would not be within the provis- 
ions of the act without this amendment. There are lines running 
through New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania to and from the 
same points which come within the provisions of theact. That would 
be one instance where it would work to the disadvantage of the gen- 
eral railroad interests of the country. The New York line would be 
governed by the State law, while the lines running through New Jer- 
sey and other States would be governed by the interstate-commerce 
act of Congress. I submit that it would be a great injustice to those 
lines to oblige them to come under this act, and leave the line running 
in one State to be perfectly free to act in the matter of competition, in 
the matter of rates, and in the changes of their schedules as they 
saw fit. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is this amendment in print? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been sémewhat modified, but 
the original is in print. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. MILLER. I suggest that this amendment lie over and be 
printed. Undoubtedly there will be another day for this bill. Icon- 
fess I do not entirely understand the scope of the amendment. Cer- 


e said com- 


tainly the case cited by the Senator as to a road in New York running 
from New York city to the lakes is not exactly correct, because the bill 
as it now stands controls the transportation of all interstate commerce 
wherever the railroad company connects with or forms a continuous 


line to another State, or where part of it is by railand part of it by 
water. So any New York line connecting with a line of steamers upon 
the lakes would come directly under the provisions of the billas it now 
stands, and it is not subject to the objection presented by the Senator. 

Mr.SEWELL, The Senator from New York fails to understand my 
explanation. There are some lines that run through one State toa 
given point, while another line reaching the same competing point runs 
through two or three States. The latter would come under the pro- 
visions of this interstate-commerce bill, while the line running through 
one State would not come under the provisions of the bill without this 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. May I ask the Senator a question? Is it possible 
that Congress can legislate upon a line confined entirely to the limits 
of one State for the business upon that line not going any farther or 
connected with any line beyond it? If the object of the amendment 
is to produce that result, it seems to me that it should have a good deal 
of consideration before Congress shall undertake to assume any such 
authority as that. If the amendment proposes to do that thing, it had 
better be considered very carefully by the Senate before it acts upon it, 
or it had better reject it at the start. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If this amendment is to go over and be printed, 
I desire to offer another amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair), An amend- 
ment to the pending amendment ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir, an amendment to the bill, so that it can 
be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota proposes 
an amendment which he asks to have printed. Thatorder will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be read 
for information. 

The Cuter CLERK. The proposed amendment is to insert after the 
word ‘‘lake,’’ in line 13 of section 4, the words : 5 


Or by a parallel railroad not within the jurisdiction of the United States. 


Mr. CULLOM. The amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is exactly the printed amendment that is upon 
the tables of the Senators, except that as now presented it is amended 
to conform in the use of terms with the other provisions of the bill. 
So I think there is no difficulty in Senators seeing what the amendment 
means without having any delay on account of it. I would like to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of this bill and dispose of amendments either 
by rejecting them or adopting them as rapidly as a proper considera- 
tion of them will justify. If we are going to call up theseamendments 
now and have them printed and laid over, substantially we adjourn 
the consideration of the subject. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not desire tomake ene bap: that the bill be 
postponed or that the amendments lie over. far as I am concerned, I 
am prepared as one of the committee to meet them now. If the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey thinks his amendment is one of great importance 
and should be acted on, it certainly can not be acted on intelligently by 
the body at this time. It is not understood by the Senate at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will make another suggestion, if the Senator from 
New York will allow me. If thisamendment should be adopted at all, 
it would be an entirely new section. It can be put in the bill, if the 
Senate sees proper to put it in, at some future stage of the consideration 
of the bill as well as at present. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if this 
amendment has received the consideration of the committee? 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘This amendment substantially was before the com- 
mitted and rejected. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I understand this amendment is here with an 
adverse report from the committee. 

Mr. LOM. | I state the simple truth. 

Mr. INGALLS. I mean has it been reported upon by the commit- 
tee to the Senate? P 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The committee simply considered the amendment, 
or the substance of it, and rejected it. 

Mr. INGALLS. In committee? 

Mr. CULLOM. In committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. And reported it to the Senate rejected ? 

Mr. CULLOM. And reported the bill without any such provision 
in it. The bill now before the Senate for consideration does not con- 
tain such a provision. i 

Mr. INGALLS. Did the bill as originally introduced contain a pro- 
vision similar in terms to this? 

Mr. CULLOM. The proposition was originally before the commit- 
tee and was considered by the committee and rejected, if I may beal- 
lowed to refer to what was done in committee. 

I desire to indicate again that if there is any hesitation in reference 
to the consideration of this provision to-day, it will form, if adopted, an 
entirely new section, and can be considered at a future timeif the bill 
is not disposed of to-day, so that we may go on now with the consid- 
eration of the bill as it stands. 

Mr. INGALLS.. Will not the Senator be good enough, as this mat- 
ter has been considered by the committee of which he is chairman, to 
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state the grounds upon which it was adversely considered by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. CULLOM. The committee did not believe that such a provis- 
ion was practicable and that it could be put into execution within any 
reasonable time. Therefore the committee believed that as this was 
an initiatory measure, the first bill proposing-to regulate interstate 
transportation, we ought not to undertake to incorporate all the pro- 
visions which anybody might think were necessary in order to make a 
perfect bill. 

So far as lam individually concerned, I will take the liberty of saying 
that I was inclined to believe that if sucha could be exe- 
euted it might be of public utility, in the light of what the Senator 
from New Jersey suggests,’so that the roads through Canada 
should not get any advantage on accountof our attempt to regulate in- 
terstate commerce in the United States. 

_Mr. INGALLS. May I ask the Senator upon what ground in the 

inion of the committee it could be claimed that could.exer- 

cise jurisdiction over a railroad both of whose termini were within the 
limits of a State? 

Mr. CULLOM. The committee has not undertaken to exercise any 
such jurisdiction. 

Mr. MILLER. I will suggest to the chairman that that portion of 
the amendment certainly never was considered by the committee favor- 
ably, or, as I understand, by any member of the committee. 

Mr, CULLOM. Not at all, so far as that feature of it is concerned. 
The eget subject that was considered by the committee in connection 
with the license question was in view of the fact, taking the Grand 
Trunk road for instance, which begins in pag ag eae 
River, then runs through Canada, and then down to Portland, Me., 
whether there ought pees to be some provision which would require 
license at the ends of the road in the United States to do interstate 
business, so that when a through bill of lading was issued at Chicago 
by the Grand Trunk Railroad for goods to be'shipped to Portland, run- 
ning through Canada, whether by such a provision we could not get 
control of that through bill of lading so as to take away the advantage 
which a Canadian road would have oyer an American road in case there 
was no such legislation enacted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Did the committee decide that Congress could take 
no note of these foreign corporations acting in connection with our own 
roads? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no provision in the bill relating to that 
subject? : 

Mr. CULLOM. Not any further than will be found in the first sec- 
tion of the bill in undertaking to regulate foreign commerce so far as 
interstate shipments by rail are concerned, which is mentioned in the 
first section of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Illinois state to the Senate 
that he expects a through line on our side to compete with a Canadian 
line unless we have some control over the termini of that line? How 
is it possible with a line in the center giving rebates and drawbacks 
which you wish to govern by this bill for the lines chartered by our 
States running to compete for our interstate business? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is pretty difficult to control a road in a foreign 
country, I admit, and it may be that there is no possible 1 
which will accomplish that end; but I am not inclined to believe there 
is that danger to American commerce resulting from the fact that there 
is a Canada road which very many interested in railroad operations here 
believe will underbidourlines. Sofaras Iamconcerned I am anxious 
to throw around the American roads all possible safeguards that we 
can consistently enforce to protect them from injury while we are reg- 
ulating them, knowing the fact that there are roads outside of this 
country for which we can not legislate. I do not know myself, evenif 
we should adopt a license whetherafter that were done it would 
be possible to control ents going through Canada so that the ship- 
pers might not if they desired to do it get some advantage; but the com- 
mittee thought that while there might be some merit in this amend- 
ment, yet there are fifteen hundred railroads in this country, and that 
if we undertake to start the operation of this law by a system of li- 
censing all the roads in this country it would be probably another year 
before we could get ready to operate under the law at all; so that the 
judgment of the committee was that it would be impolitie to insert 
peas vision in the bill at this time. 

INGER. Mr. President, my attention has just been called to 
this pile om Without thoroughly understanding its provisions, 
it seems to me the amendment may be made to control almost every 
water communication for the transportation of freight in the United 
States. That is probably its object. The Senator from New Jersey 
undoubtedly desires to throw on all-rail routes the immense products 
of the West and compel shipments to go through the magnificent State 
of New Jersey, whether the shippers willor not. ‘That is a very com- 
mendable object for the Senator from New Jersey. Unfortunately for 
New Jersey the dimensions of the State were made originally so small 
that there are other ways of getting from the great West to the great 
East without going through New Jersey. 

All here will bear witness to the fact, every man who has thought at 


all upon the subject or has traveled a little must say, that wherever 
New Jersey could control any traffic or any fare through that 
State, it has laid its mailed hand upon the people and compelled con- 
tributions to the State of New Jersey to carry on its government, feed 
its paupers, educate its people, and do all by charging contributions 
upon men, women, and children passengers. All the human family 
who have been happy enough to travel through that delightful region 
of the universe New Jersey used to pay tribute to New Jersey for all 
possible and conceivable objects of State government. They ran along 
for years a dollar a head for going through that paradise of 
the world, I do not know but more, on any railroad. If a foot-passen- 

ger had to cross a bridge that belonged to a railroad company, he had 
to pay his dollar to the railroad company for the benefit of the State or 
else go around several miles in that delectable State, and he must either 
ford the stream if fordable, swim across it if he were a swimmer, drown 
if he attempted it without being a swimmer, or pay his dollar to the 

com: for the benefit of the State. 

Within the limited and comparatively wéll-known dimensions of the 
State of New Jersey, stretching as itdoes, unfortunately for the rest of 
the of the United States, north and south so that we must go 
through part of it or go around a good deal of it, I would be perfectly 
willing that the State of New Jersey should control its own railroads, 
arrange its own freights, impose its own fares, tax passengers or tax 
articles of commerce and production even from the West, from my own 
State, that go through it, without let or hinderance, because in the dis- 

of Divine Providence it was thought expedient to have some 

other outlet to the rest of the world that could be made available ont- 

side of New Jersey. In regard tosuch subjects asthis the only redeem- 

ing thing there is about New Jersey is that it does not swell to such 
cent as to compel everybody to go through it. 

I speak with all for old New Jersey, the home of my ances- 
tors. Byalltheassociations of kindred and ancestry and old home res- 
idence I should be glad to join the Senator from New Jersey in his at- 
tack upon all the great and beneficial industries and communications 
and transportations of all the vast country lying to the west if I could 
do it without such detriment and -such injury to the interest of every 
producer, of every shipper, of every consumer of the United States and 
in the markets of the world ascould possibly be borneatall. But his 
proposition, as Dogberry said about a similar ition a great many 
years ago, is ‘‘tolerable and not to be endured.” No man can even 
glance over this amendment without seeing that it is sacrificing the 
whole country to New Jersey. 

What will be the effect of the first provision? 

That no person or corporation shall have authority to en in interstate com- 
merce after three canals frou she SAAE Ot ene cin 

Perhaps I ought to expressin passing the extreme gratification I feel 
that there isa limit of three months’ existence without the enforcement 
of this law— 
without ha: a license for that from the board of com: 
— ving procured purpose mis- 

No man away far up the Tennessee can load his bargeand pursue his 
journey down among the mountains and the valleys and over the Muscle 
Shoals and past Chattanooga and into the Ohio and down to New Or- 
leans, engaged in interstate commerce as that would be, ranning through 
several States, without going first somewhere and getting a license from 
the commission provided for in the bill which is reported by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois. No man dare load a boat on any river in the United 
States with the produce of a State to take into another State, whether 
it is a canoe or a dugout, a batteau, a barge, a steamboat, or a scow—I 
speak of a scow with great respect, for scows are common on the West- 
ern rivers, at any rate—without getting this license. Thatmay or may 
not be possible to do; it would be unfortunate to these small traders, 
certainly; and yet they are in the bill. No ship-owner on our great 
lakes could start from Duluth, or Ontonagon, or Marquette, or Green 
Bay, or Milwaukee, or Racine, or Chicago even, with his little hooker 
loaded with produce there, and go down to Toledo, or Cleveland, or 
Buffalo, or or Oswego with the freight which he had on board 
his vessel without first getting a license to go. 

Mr. PLATT. One could not drive a stage from Wheeling to Bellaire 
without a license. 

Mr. CONGER. No; one could not drive a stage across the Ohio 
there; but I am not talking now about land compani I made some 
remarks about passengers getting through New Jersey. -I tried toavoid 
the culminating point of that ent by saying that there were other 
ways to go around New Jersey of which the good people of the United 
States have availed themselves and are availing themselves year by 
year. They did so at least until some of the old restrictions i 
upon freights and passengers were removed, pane: by the advice of 
my friend the Senator from New Jersey. Controlling as he does the 
railroads of that State with his infiuence over them in the councils of 
the administration of railroad men in that State, perhaps by hisadvice 
he so made the laws of New Jersey, modified, civilized, regenerated, ` 
almost Christianized, as to enable New Jersey to ian Pack bats the 
family of States with some decent laws in regard to the rest of 
the citizens of the United States. 

But I am now on the subject of water transportation and I leave the 
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subject of land transportation to the Senator from Connecticut who made 
the happy suggestion tome justnow. Iwas arogan no man could, 


without a license from these commissioners, take his vessel, or barge, 
or bateau, or steamboat on any of the navigable waters of the United 
States. By a law of the United States those are navigable waters which 
have nayigable water communication with other parts of the country 
and other States; that is under our law for the security of life on steam- 
boats. Noman can use the property he has in boats to transport freight 
from one State to another on any navigable river, or any river not nav- 
igable, in the interstate and common-law sense, a highway under the 
laws of the United States and of the States, on any of our great lakes, 
on the Mississippi, on the Missouri, on the Columbia, on the Black- 
water, on any river anywhere, without first going to these commissioners 
and, on some terms, I do not know what or how or at what expense, 
getting a license from them to trade. 

Sir, has it come to this, that the narrow, restricted views of New Jer- 
sey in rd to and freight are to be extended over the broad 
domain? Isthattheevolution theory by which hinderancesand obstruc- 
tions and impositions are to be upon the growing and increasing 
commerce and intercommunication between the States of this Union? 
Is that the evolution theory by which New Jersey shall evolve this idea, 
dear to itself at one time, dear to itself now I should suppose from the 
manner in which this amendment is presented here, and shall extend 
itover the great mass of the domain of the United States, from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific, and become the law of the land, and put under 
subjection every vessel-owner, yes, every cartman who goes over the 
boundary of a State, every common carrier; for the amendment is com- 
prehensive in its language. 

I will say for the Senator from New Jersey that without going into 
any details whatever he has the gift with one sweeping clause of over- 
turning all the statute laws and reaching out to control all manner of 
subjects with the smallest number of words and in the most hidden 
and occult manner of any Senator on this floor. It is a common re- 
mark among my brother Senators that in the little nutshell of a para- 
graph the Senator from New Jersey introduces, in connection with rail- 
roads and with transportation, comparatively innocent little remarks or 
propositions that no one can understand, which make sweeping changes 
in the whole commercial interests of the country. He has done it be- 
fore and tries todo it again. IfI had that adroitness and that skill in 
the construction of sentences which the Senator from New Jersey has 
evinced in the preparation of this amendment, I could rival Talleyrand 
any day, who said that the object of language was to conceal thought, 
toconceal the truth. The object of this amendment is to revolutionize 
and put under control and compel the procuring of licenses by every 
ship and every vessel-owner on all the waters, rivers, lakes, and the 
ocean itself, because we have to go out 3 miles by the common Jaw on 
water to get out into the ocean. 

I do not think the Senator from New Jersey can satisfy the Senate 
the amendment applying to all common carriers, 
transporters of produce—that it is for the interest of the people of our 
States, of those who navigate our lakes and our rivers, of those who 
carry as cheaply as can be carried the vast produce of the West and of 
the South to market—that it is for the interest of our constituents that 
they be subjected to any such restriction, to any such requirement as 
that. Under the common laws and obligations of commerce and trans- 
portation in the United States, well known and well defined, men carry 
on their business and carry the productions of the vast West to the 
East and return the productions of the East to the West with a con- 
stantly diminishing expense, cheaper and cheaper, so that the producer 
may receive profits which would otherwise go to the transporter, and 
that the consumer may receive from the vast granaries of the West the 
overflowing provisions of that region for the support of himself and his 
family at a cheaper rate in the East. 

I do not know that I understand the proposition. Hidden beneath 
the soft, flowing language which scarcely casts a ripple upon the shore 
of this amendment, there seems to me to be an absolute revolution of 
all our old, accustomed laws, and modes, and measures of transporta- 
tion. Except that it is printed, except that it seems to have been 
yore under the authority of Congress, except that it has been intro- 

uced with a name attached to it of an honorable Senator, I could 
scarcely believe that any man would have the temerity, unless by way 
of a joke, to present such a proposition to the Senate, to say nothing of 
fastening on the vast body of the American people such a proposition. 
I take it that it is a joke. I take it that it is a quiet, pleasant, gentle- 
manly way of throwing ridicule upon the bill itself perhaps, or upon 
the subject-matter. 1 take it that not seeing any other way to pre- 
vent some little provision being made by which the transportation of 
commerce by great railroad corporations may be toa small extent mod- 
ified and controlled by the National Government, as it has been modi- 
fied and controlled to some extent by the States, the railroad magnates 
have taken this way and induced my friend here to present a proposi- 
tion so ridiculous in itself, so overflowing with ridicule, so swelling and 
enlarging and bursting its bounds by the inherent ridiculousness of the 
proposition, that it shall in some manner float over and fasten itself 
upon the bill, which is supposed to be a serious one, now in the hands 
of the Senator from Illinois, 


carriers of freight, - 


If that be its object it is an inopportune time for the great evolution 
theory. It is not a matter of unconcern to my constituents; it is not 
a matter of little concern to the States of the great Northwest, teemi 
with produce, whose fields furnish the millions of bushels of wheat an 
corn and oats and grain of other kinds for the markets of the world 
and for the consumption of our Eastern brethren; it is not a matter of 
unconcern to the miners who delve beneath the ground in the dark 
cayes of the earth and procure the copper and the iron which they 
ship to the markets of the world; it is not a matter of unconcern to 
the fishermen on the borders of our lakes; it is not a matter of uncon- 
cern to the hardy men who spend the winter in bringing down fromits 
lofty heights the towering pine, and cutting it into logs and driving it 
down the rivers, and manufacturing it in the mills, and preparing it 
for market and for use for all the various purposes of the community, 
for homes, for barns, for store-houses, for all those things for which the 
lumber of the Northwest is used; it is no matter of unconcern to them 
that their industry and their products, that all these men and hundreds 
of others that I could name, shall besubject to the little paltry restric- 
tion in the amendment, that whoever takes from the place where they 
have labored to produce these products and carries them to the market 
where they can sell them and realize the price of their labor must hunt 
up somewhere a commission and humbly beg of them a license to travel 
on the great highways which God meant for man to go upon without 
let and without hinderance, ay, and without license too, from anybody 
onearth, Thatis what this amendment says—they shall have a license, 
a license to go on God’s highway, a license to float down the rivers 
which have been forming through the past ages for the use of man, a 
license to move their vessels and their steamboats and carry the prod- 
uce of themselves or their neighbors to market. 

I have heard of many kinds of restrictions upon the freedom and abil- 
ity of men to follow their ordinary pursuits. I do not speak of star 
chambers, I do not speak of bulldozing, I do not speak of kukluxism, 
I do not speak of mobs, I do not speak of strikes, and I do not speak of 
the suppression of laboring men here and of laboring men there; those 
things are local; they may be, thank God, tem , and we hope they 
will; they may be avoided; they may be controlled; they affect buta part 
of our citizens at atime; but I neveryet have known of any legal clause 
which compelled a vast body of the American people, the whole of them 
interested eitherin production and cheap transportation orin consump- 
tion and the cheap acquirement of property, to be subjected to the li- 
censesystem of three commissioners appointed by the President, I think, 
in this bill and confirmed by the Senate—three commissioners. ‘‘ Five 
commissioners,” I am told. 

So much the worse. I never heard of all the vast industries of the 
nation being submitted for control to a license to trade or not trade, 
to go or not go, to point the prow onward or inward, to turn the helm 
this way or that, to go in on the great waters of the land where the 
winds or the powers of steam or the more humble man who propels his 
boat laden with freight by a pole as he gets it down the rivers—I never 
before heard that all that great vast system of industry and all the pro- 
ductions of this vast land should be made subject to the caprice or to 
the will or even to the sober judgment of any five men that the Presi- 
dent might select or any five men that this Senate might confirm, com- 
posed of the great men of the land it is true, composed of men who, when 
they die, our country, will find that wisdom has died with them un- 
doubtedly—but sometimes men make mistakes, not intentionally of 
course, but from lack of information and knowledge. So the Senate 
may confirm men from New Jersey—think of it!—with such views as 
are embodied in this amendment, thinking it their duty to stick thisman 
on this lake and that man on that river, interfering with the flatboat 
and even with the Senator from North Carolina as he is taking the phos- 
phates down the Cape Fear River and the French Broad and all those 
rivers that he has urged Congress to make appropriations to improve 
so that the overflowing productions of that land may not lie idle in 
the glorious State of North Carolina, but may get by these water com- 
munications to the market. With the trouble already on the poor 
boatman there, he is asked to vote to compel his constituent before he 
starts from away up the waters at the uttermost navigable portions of 
those rivers, as far up as the rivers themselves have capacity for valua- 
ble floatage on barges, to get alicense! The Senator has persuaded Con- 
gress to make appropriations to make ayailable those streams up among 
the mountains of his State, and now a man must send out from Caro- 
lina to his Senator, humbly beseeching him to procure from this com- 
mission a permit to go down the Broad! Or perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will get that permission for one of his constituents to 
go down the Cape Fear River. 

I know the people of that country are intelligent, as they are all over 
the nation, but it would take more than three months for the Lee, 
men on those rivers, with their boats of whatever dimensions, to fin 
out that there was such an irreconcilable folly perpetrated by the Con- 

of the United States as should compel them to go away off and use 
all the diplomatic arts and powers and infiuence of their Senators and 
Representatives to find out first where these five men were and then to 
Medinet show that they were not offensive partisans and were 
worthy of a license. 


I am drawing a picture I know that horrifies the Senator from North 
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Carolina. I see by his countenance already that no such proposition as 
that will be allowed to affect the navigation of the Cape Fear or the 
French Broad, because I have been upon the Committee on Commerce 
with the Senator from North Carolina long enough to know that if he 
has any one thing dear to his heart it is the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the rivers of his own State, so that men may carry their prod- 
uce cheaply and without license from anybody. Contrary to his old 
convictions, the Senator from North Carolina has of late years seen the 
importance of cheap transportation and cheap navigation, so that it has 
overcome his old life-long constitutional scruples about internal im- 
provements in his State. The time was when Carolina would not re- 
ceive money from the General Government. But my friend from Caro- 
lina has overcome that scruple. He does notask it himself, because he 
- is too modest to do that, but if the Committee on Commerce force ap- 
propriations to improve these rivers so that his people can bring down 
their boats, heis willing quietly to let them pass and let them go into 
the bill. Butneither he nor any other man through whose State runs 
a river, or on whose borders is a lake, or whose shores are laved and 
washed by the ocean itself—none of those people can vote for such a 
proposition as this. 

If the appeal were to the Senator from Nevada, away up in the mount- 
ains above the storm-clouds, in a region where there is neither river, 
nor lake, nor rain, nor dew, nor transportation—plenty of hollows in 
which there might be lakes and might be rivers, but no water—it would 
not be unreasonable to ask him to vote for such a proposition as this. 
Some of my friends from the prairies, if there be any such, through 
which no river runs, might be willing to forego the old transportation 
of boats through the dew and let this provision pass, but they would 
have to get a license. 

But, sir, I rose without fear of the result and I feel that there is no 
necessity for further remark upon the knowledge which every Senator on 
this floor has. Nevada is aState which is perched up too near heaven 
and has too much gold and silver to need anything else; and there they 
have no rivers, and no water, and no rain, and no dew, butclear, naked, 
glittering goldand silver. No other State has a Senator here that would 
vote for this thing except the Senator from New Jersey, who is in a 
State where rivers run and where the ocean laves the shore and where 
it has all the privileges and blessings of water communication that any 
State can have in this Union, but which has not its representative here 
of rivers, which has no 3g aegis here of its steamboats, which 
has no one here to call the long roll of the classical names of its canal- 
boats, but has here the spirit which would prompt an amendment like 
that now offered. Nevada and New Jersey may possibly vote for such 
a proposition. If there is any other Senator whose State has no rivers, 
and no lakes, and no seashore, and no water communication, we may 
lose a vote or two for this amendment; otherwise this amendment is 
doomed to thé sleep that knows no waking, not even to be honored by 
funeral obsequies; and so I leave it. 2 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan covered 
a wide field in his remarks on this subject, in which I will not wots 
to follow him. The bent of my mind runs in a business line and right 
to the point to which I wish to arrive. 

The only object of this amendment was to bring the competing lines 
in Canada, so far as their termini within our States are concerned—was 
in order to have their business which originates within our States un- 
der the same control that the bill places upon the American roads. 

I had no idea of touching water communication, not a particle of it. 
I represent a State that, next to the State of Maine, builds more vessels 
than any other State in the country and that has the largest water 
brig epe running through it of any State in the Union at the pres- 
ent day, not excepting the Mississippi River, and certainly I should 
not do anything to interfere with my constituents in that way. We 
build more vessels and carry more freight on our vessels than any 
State in this Union to-day through our own waters. 

As I said before, if you take the four great trunk lines which termi- 
nate in New Jersey, constituting say 40,000 miles of railroad, one- 
third of all your mileage; taking these lines and their connections, 
they represent a capital, in the proportion that the number of miles 
bears to the whole, of probably $2,500,000,000. ‘Those great corpora- 
tions have their termini in my State. Their employés alone amount 
to not less than twenty-five thousand people; and the families that they 
support are not much less than 10 per cent. of our population. So we 
get a living for 10 per cent. of the population in New Jersey indirectly 
through the great corporations that traverse our State and that spread 
out all the way from New Jersey to Cincinnati, Saint Louis, Chicago, 
and so on farther west. 

This bill, if it becomes a law without some control of the competing 
lines in Canada which I suggest and which is the only thing I desire 
to attain by this amendment, would depreciate that property to such 
an extent that it would be a public calamity. 

A large portion of the population of this country to-day exists on 
the securities issued by railroad corporations, which I suppose amount 
to seven or eight billion dollars; and every man who has anything for 


himself or for his family must necessarily have a small amount of in- 
vestments of that kind. 
Now, is it reasonable to suppose that the American Congress will de- 


liberately sacrifice the rights and the investments of those citizens when 
it has the power to place the same restrictions on connecting lines 
through Canada under this amendment that it has on the roads char- 
tered by its own States? I did not suppose there would be any objec- 
tion to this part of the amendment. I think one part that I referred 
to in relation to the lines in New York running through one State is a 
fair subject for a difference of opinion, and I expected to have that at- 
tacked by some of the Senators who think differently from myself as 
far as that part of the amendment is concerned; but the main proposi- 
tion, to control the competing lines in Canada, I did not suppose would 
meet with any opposition. 

The Senator from Michigan has alluded to the State of New Jersey, 
as he has been in the habit of doing on former occasions, and her 
tem of taxation. I beg to say that what he has said would leavea 
false impression. The State of New Jersey never taxes anybody une- 
qually. The State of New Jersey to-day is as free as any State in the 
Union for any set of men to build rail and her taxation is just as 
light as that of any other State. In the early days of rai when 
the-first charters were issued, it was considered a fair mode of taxation 
that a railroad corporation should pay taxes in proportion to the busi- 
ness it did, and I consider it so to-day. It is only a means of arri 
atthe basis of taxation. New Jersey once taxed her own passengers 
the passengers who passed through the State 10 cents each, and 10 cents 
a ton on freight going through the State. She did not tax outsiders as 
much as her own people, because if a citizen went 30 miles in the State 
he paid just as much as the man who went from Philadelphia to New 
York, 90 miles. That is true of all other taxes. But the matter was 
agitated all over the country, and the State changed her mode of tax- 
ation, and is getting just as much tax now as she did then, although 
some other States, I understand, still retain this mode of computing rail- 
road taxation. New Jersey never charged, as stated by the Senator 
from Mithigan, a dollar a head on passengers. 

As I said, Mr. President, I had no idea of interfering in any way 
with the class of traffic mentioned by the Senator from Michigan, and 
I shall be glad, so far as this amendment is concerned, if the main 
features of it that I refer to may be adopted, and eliminate from it any- 
thing that would interfere with what he desires to protect, and which I 
have fully as much interest in protecting as he possibly has. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 
CoNGER] undoubtedly demolished the proposition which he spoke 
against, and I do not think that any further argument upon that line 
would be needed if any such proposition was now before the Senate; 
but the proposition of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] was ~ 
not the one which the Senator from Michigan discussed. We are 
delighted with his eloquence and his argument in destroying the man 
of straw which he had set up. I think he was entirely successful in 
so doing. The amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, however, 
does not meet with my approval, even in the modified shape in which 
itis now before the Senate. Undoubtedly his chief object in offering 
it was to secure control over the trunk lines of railroads which enter 
the territory of the United States and then pass through the Dominion 
of Canada. But it was believed by the committee that we had secured 
that object substantially by the bill as it now stands, and I think it is 
quite as well secured in the bill as it now stands as it would be if the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey should be adopted. 

The objections to and the difficulties in the way of issuing a license 
to every common carrier under this bill it seems to me would be so 
great as to prevent the commission ever successfully carrying out the 
provisions of the bill if the amendment should be adopted. It will be 
seen that the first section of this bill provides that all railroad compa- 
nies doing an interstate-commerce business or doing a business which 
extends from the United States into any of the adjacent foreign coun- 


tries is brought under its control. The language is: 


That =~ pn tprroened — ve yee apply to any common rie or carriers 
on passe lroad, partly 
Di road and y by water Shans both are cnet for =, ROAA 
or shipment, from one State or Territory of the United States to any other State 
or Territory of the United States, or from any in the Uni! States to an 
adjacent foreign country, or from any place in the United States througha for- 
eign country to any other place in the United States, and also to the transporta- 
tion in like manner of property shipped from any place in the United States to 
a foreign country and carried from such place to a port of transshipment, or 
= from a foreign country to any place in the United States and carried to 
S place from a port of entry either in the United States or an adjacent for- 
eign country, 

It was believed by the committee that that would control all through 
shipments passing over the trunk-lines of Canada. For instance, what 
is known as the Grand Trunk Railroad, receiving its freightin the United 
States at Chicago and carrying it through Canada to Portland, Me., or 
to Boston, on to New York over connecting railroads in the United 
States, would be as thoroughly controlled by all the provisions of this 
bill as any of the great through trank-lines which are entirely located 
within the bounds of the United States. Quite likely it would not be 
able to reach freights which starting from Chicago should stop at some 
point in Canada, and I do not know that we are at all concerned in at- 
tempting to reach or control such transportation as that. But I have 
no doubt that all the other provisions of this bill can be enforced 
those companies or theiragents and their connecting lines in the United 
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States, for certainly the Grand Trunk Railroad of Canada can do noth- 
ing in transporting grain from Chicago to Portland, Me., save as it op- 
erates through connecting lines running from Chicago to the Canadian 
frontier and again from Canada to Portland, Me. After a shipment 
leaves the Dominion of Canada our control over it, it seems to me, is 
absolute and 

Mr. SEW. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him there? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. How can you control the Grand Trunk Railroad out- 
Han of the United States, unless you have a provision of this kind in 

e bill? . 

Mr. MILLER. This bill, of course, would cover the shipments of 
freight through Canada starting in the United States, passing through 
Canada, and coming again into the United States. As I have said be- 
fore, it probably can not be made to apply to the transportation of freight 
from Chicago, for instance; to some point in Canada and there stopping. 
If the Grand Trunk Railroad saw fit to give a drawback.or a rebate to 
freight thus di of, stopping within its own territory, I doubt very 
much if we could reach it; butif freight should be rted through 
Canada into the United States, coming into any of our States, I have 
not any doubt at all that the provisions of this bill can be enforced 
against the connecting line in the United States and that they would 
be held under this bill, and if they were punished underit they would 
see to it that the connecting line in Canada carried out rigorously the 
provisions of this act. Ido not see how the Grand Trunk Railroad is 
to allow any rebate to a shipper in the United States when the grain 
starts from some point in the United States and is landed at another 
point in the United States; its transactions are entirely with the con- 
necting roads; they are not with the individual shipper at all. The 
agents of the American line make the rate in Chicago, and the produce 
is delivered to the agent of a United States road at Portland or at Bos- 
ton or at New York, and I think there can be no difficulty about reach- 
me a shipments. , 

.SEWELL. Butthatdoesnotcoverthepoint. The Grand Trunk 
road could give a drawback, while the terminal lines in the United 
States would say they had nothing at all to do with it. 
` I will state as a matter of information to-day that this line is picking 
up at Chicago all the dressed-meat business of the West and is doing 
it through two individuals, making the greatest monopoly in this coun- 
try to-day by the very system of drawbacks which this bill is designed 
to reach. Itis rowel that business in the West to-day into the 
hands of two men, and the sellers of beef have to go and pay their price 
` for it simply because they can transport it on better terms than others. 

Mr. MILLER. Of course the Senator from New Jersey is speaking 
of a condition of affairs which exists now when this bill is not in force, 
asit has not been passed and is not the law of the land. I am speaking 
of what I believe will be the condition of affairs if this bill should be- 
come alaw. Under section 5 of this bill— 

ibd Bingen ap carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, within sixty 
days after this act shall take effect, file with the commission appointed under 
the provisions of this act copies of its tariffs of rates and fares. 

‘They are otherwise compelled by the commission to publish their rates 
so that they may be known to all our ple. In that section it will 
be seen how the common carriers or railroads are to be punished for re- 
fusing or failing to publish their tariff rates. ` Let me read, commencing 
at line 46: 


Ifany common carriershall neglect or refuse to file or publish its tariffs of rates, 
fares, and charges, as provided in this section, or any part of the same, such com- 
mon carrier shall be subject to a writ of mandamus, to be issued any cireuit 
court of the United States within the jurisdiction where the principal office of 
said common carrier is situated, and if such common carrier be a foreign corpo- 
ration, in the judicial circuit wherein such common carrièr accepts traffic and 
has an agent to form such service, to tompel compliance with the aforesaid 
provisions of this section; and such writ issue in the name of the people of 
the United States, atthe relation of the commissioners appointed under the pro- 
visions of this act; and failure poets with its requirements shall be punish- 
able as and for a contempt; ‘and the said commissioners, as complainants, may 
also apply, in any such t court of the United States, for a writ of injunction 
against such common 


And that includes foreign common carriers— 


to restrain such common carrier from receiving or transporting property aera | 
the several States and Territories of the United States, or between the Uni 
States and adjacent foreign countries, or between ports of transshipment and of 
entry and the several States and Territories of the United States, as mentioned 
in the first section of this act, until such common carrier shall have complied 
with the aforesaid provisions of this section of this act, &e. 


Then let me say further in this connection that it is forbidden under 
severe penalties that any greater rate shall be charged for the transpor- 
tation of freight to any person or corporation than is provided for in 
these published rates. Thus in this one particular at all events this 
bill gives complete control in the matter, and in section 2 all common 
carriers, including the agents of foreign corporations and foreign cor- 
porations themselves, are forbidden to give ‘‘any special rate, rebate, 
drawback, or by any other device to charge, demand, collect, or re- 
ceive from any person or persons a greater or less compensation for any 
service rendered, or to be rendered, in the transportation of passengers 
or property, subject to the provisions of this act, than # charges, de- 

ects, or receives from any other person or persons for doing 
for him or them a like and contemporaneous service in the transporta- 


tion of a like kind of traffic under substantially similar circumstances 
and conditions.” 

But, Mr. President, the committee desired most effectually to guard 
this point, and if it can be shown that it can be more thoroughly and 
carefully guarded than we have done it I have no doubt the entire 
committee will welcome any such amendment, but the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey proposes to require of all common car- 
riers as described under this bill that they shall procure a license be- 
fore they can engage in the business of interstate commerce. Itseems 
to me that that is an unnecessary and a burdensome charge upon com- 
merce and upon the lines, This subject was fully considered by the 
committee, and after full consideration it was decided that the license 
provision should be entirely left out. It might of course be provided 
that corporations doing business between the United States and adja- 
cent foreign countries should receive a license before engaging in that 
business, and should thereby bind themselves to carry out all the pro- 
visions Of this act. Idoubt, however, if it would be found of any avail 
if such a provision as that should be put into the bill. In my judg- 
ment the bill contains in its present condition regulations which are 
sufficient for the protection of the interests of our own lines; certainly 
it was the desire of all the members of the committee to thus carefully 
guard it, and I would suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that the 
provisions of his amendment as he has now altered them would be of 
little avail in this matter. I believe that they are unnecessary and 
therefore unwise. Š 

Mr. President, I may say at this time of this bill that the committee 
which was appointed by the Senate a little more than a year ago upon 
this particular subject and was given full power to investigate the ques- 
tion in all its bearings, to call before it whomsoever it saw fit and to 
travel wherever it saw fit for the collection of information, did, after 
a long time spent in the collection of testimony, come almost unani- 
mously to the conclusion that this bill and its provisions were the wisest 
that could be suggested at the present time. In that investigation the 
committee had before it not only many of the leading railroad men of 
the country, but in nearly every one of the principal cities of the Union 
it called and did hear the leading merchants and transporters of the 
country. It called also a large number of manufacturers and farmers, 
who are directly interested, of course, in the question of transporta- 
tion. In addition it called to its aid the best legal talent, or I may say 
the best legal theoretical talent, on the question of railroad transporta- 
tion to be found in this country, and it advised with them all, and its 
reports show, if they are carefully read by the Senate, that a vast ma- 
jority of all those who were called before the committee did, in one wa; 
or another, substantially approve of nearly all the provisions of th 
bill. Not only the railroad men, but the shippers and the producers 
and the theorists almost unanimously came to the conclusion that this 
bill, as it is now before the Senate, was probably the best legislation 
which could be had upon the subject at the present time. 

I need not here speak of the difficulties of legislation of this kind; 
they are well known to us all. The problem of the control of the rail- 
road and transportation interests of this country is to my mind one of 
the most difficult questions which ever have been presented to a legis- 
lative body. Within the life of the majority of the members of this 
body the entire railroad of this country has been created. In 
less than fifty years it has grown from nothing to its present magnitude, 
when we have nearly 130,000 miles of railroad. It has completely 
changed the methods of business and of commerce and of manufacture. 
It has also changed the value of our farm lands. It has made the West 
possible; it has substantially obliterated distance; and it has made us 
one people. This great interest has grown thus rapidly until today it 
is estimated by statisticians that the value of our railroads is nearly, if 
not quite, one quarter of the value of the entire material wealth of all 
our people. Certain it is that the railroad securities to-day ofall kinds, 
including stocks, bonds, and other evidences of debt, equal in round 
numbers, $8,000,000,000. It is believed, however, that this is fully 
double the actual cost of the lines, and thus that commerce is burdened 
to-day by an attempt at least to pay a fair rate of interest upon a capi- 
tal twice thatactually invested in the business. But this great injury 
has been done, and it may be true that the railroad companies and 
those who have organized thein are not entirely to blame in the matter, 
for this could never have been if there had been wise legislation at 
the beginning, but neither Congress nor any of our State Legislatures 
had any fair or proper conception of what the railroad system of this 
country was to be when railroads were in their infancy, and as a result 
charters were given without limitations, and in nearly all of the States 
general railroad laws were passed which permitted. any five individuals 
to organize, file a map, and proceed to build a railroad wherever they 
saw fit. 

This system has gone on, and the injustice which has grown up under 
it by favoritism to persons, by favoritism to particular towns, by a 
thousand and one forms of unjust discrimination against individuals 
and places, has been such that at the present time the principal ques- 
tion before the people is how this vast power shall be properly con- 
trolled, shall be so controlled as to bring the greatest benefit to all our 
people, and at the same time to neither destroy nor unjustly injure 
railroad property itself. Many efforts have been made. We know of 
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the efforts that were made in the West and of the result under what 
was called the granger laws, that by applying exact and iron-bound 
rules and regulations as to their tarffls and by the passage of pro rata 
freight laws not only the railroads themselves were greatly injured, but 
all the people of the States who expected to be benefited by them were 
equally injured, and in most cases those rigorous laws were abandoned. 

In the East in the study of this question the State of Massachusetts 
first led off with a railroad-commission law, which has been in opera- 
tion now for many years, and which is admitted on all hands, by the 
railroads and by the people of Massachusetts, to have been of great ben- 
efittothem. The railroad-commission law of Massachusetts, as is well 
known, is a law which gives to a commission the power to investigate 
all complaints made against the railroads for any or all causes and re- 
port thereon. It has no power of enforcing its decisions. The decis- 
ions are enforced only by the power of public opinion, which is called 
into force by the recommendations which are made by the commission. 
The investigation in Boston when the commission was called before our 
committee and when the principal shippers of Boston were called before 
it brought ont the fact that this commission had succeeded in settling 
nearly all the difficulties arising between the shippers and the railroad 
companies in Massachusetts, and that it had brought about a settle- 
ment of many questions which had before caused great trouble and 
which had brought about great hardship to the shipping interests of 
Massachusetts. I believe that the whole people of Massachusetts are 
to-day substantially satisfied with their railroad commission. 

Some other States have followed in the same line, notably the State 
of New York, which within the last few years hasadopted substantially 
the Massachusetts law with equally good results. For many years the 
railroads of New York fought against any commission bill. They 
claimed and demanded the right to manage their own affairs as they 
saw fit. Claiming for themselves the same privileges in the control of 
their own affairs as comes to the ordinary private citizen in the man- 

ent of his private business, for many years they prevented the 
Legislature of the State of New York from legislating upon this ques- 
tion at all. But finally all parties were satisfied that some tribunal was 
necessary, that there must be some common ground found where the 
complaints of the shippers, the manufacturers, and the farmers could 
be heard, and where the railroads could be heard, and where there could 
be given some judgment upon thequestion. Finally New York passed 
her railroad-commission law, which, as I have stated, is substantially 
the law of Massachusetts. It has been accepted by every railroad cor- 
poration within its borders; and I do not believe that there is to-day a 
railroad corporation in the State of New York or any of the officers of 
any of the railroads who would consent to the repealof that law.. The 
commission has heard the complaints, it has adjusted them by making 
public its decisions, and in nearly all cases the railroad companies have 
carried into effect the recommendations of the railroad commission. 

Many of the States are adopting substantially this system; and rea- 
soning from the beneficial effects which have come from the adoption of 
these laws in many of the States of the Union, it has seemed to the 
committee and to all who have considered the subject that perhaps a 
similar law, which should take into consideration all interstate com- 
merce, which certainly is of greater importance than the commerce of 
any K atier tae State or any number of our States, would be equally 

` beneficial; for to-day the principal complaints which are made against 
the railroad companies of the country are made in regard to interstate 
commerce, The complaints are that particular great shippers of grain 
and produce are favored by the transportation companies, that 
they are given lower rates than the ordinary shipper, and that there- 
fore the men who have grown rich by these discriminations can and do 
crush out all single individuals of moderate capital who attempt to en- 
gage in the transportation of the great produce of our country. 

The investigation before the committee showed conclusively that com- 


plaints of this kind were being constantly made, and they were of great | desi 


force and weight with the committee. It was for that reason that the 
committee in preparing this bill went further than any of the State laws 
have gone. This bill undertakes to enact as a statute and to provide 
that there shall be no unjust discriminations between shippers, great or 
small, that there shall be no such thing as drawbacks or rebates, and 
that the great injustice which has been done to many of our people by 
arailroad company undertaking to give to one firm or to one individual a 
drawback or rebate upon the amount of freight shipped over its road, 
which was so pa as to prevent all other shippers from engaging in the 
business, will be entirely removed if this bill shall become a law. 
The committee has undertaken also to provide that there shall be no 
unjust discriminations as between different portions of our country. 
Many complaints have been made, and great have been the complaints, 
that railroad companies have given rates to the shippers of a particular 
town which were so much more favorable than the rates given to the 
shippers of another or adjacent town, that one town was ruined entirely 
for the advantage of another town. You may to-day travel over our 
land and you will find that where twenty-five or thirty years ago there 
were young cities starting up with great promise of growth, by the un- 
just system of discrimination which has been pursued by saada they 
have either been destroyed or prevented from further growing, and in 
their place at competing points have grown up great cities, abso'utely 
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created by the unjust discrimination of railroad companies. The com- 
mittee believed that this was all wrong, and it has undertaken to pro- 
vide by a positive enactment that it shall not be done. 

In my judgment, notwithstanding all the benefits which railroads 
have conferred on our people by almost destroying distance and time 
in the transportation of passengers and freight, still they have done our 
country a great wrong in destroying the value of large portions of ib 
and increasing the value of other portions of it by unjust discrimina» 
tions given to particular towns. The abnormal growth of our great 
cities, our manufacturing centers, during the past thirty years can bs 
attributed almost entirely to the discriminations of railroad companies, 
If it had not been for this, instead of a few great and overgrown centers 
where wealth is accumulated enormously and where crime and misery 
have accumulated in a like proportion, there would now be scattered 
all over this broad country in every little village and hamlet the great 
industries which collect around a few great competing points. 

If we believe that the chief benefit which comes to our country from 
a protective tariff is to be found in the fact that it brings diversified 
industries to our people, is itnot equally true that these diversified in- 
dustries should be spread all over the country and not brought together 
in afew great centers? I can show you, if you will travel with me in 
New England, in New York, and in Pennsylvania, the rnins of many 
heretofore successful establishments which have been abandoned and 
given up, the proprietors finding it necessary to transfer their plant to 
some great railroad center in order that they might there have the 
benefits of railroad competition. Has this been any benefit to our 
people at large? Notatall. Wherever you seize upon the powers of 
nature, wherever you occupy a water-power and establish a manufac- 
tory, you there increase the value of the surrounding farm lands; but 
when you make it impossible for our people to use these forces of nat- 
ure, when you compel them by your railroad rates to give up water 
power and move to great cities and there use steam power only in order 
that they may have the benefit of a cheap transportation, you are mak- 
ing a few great centers rich—rich not out of newly created wealth, but 
rich simply because you transfer wealth from other portions of our 
country to those great centers. Thus great injury has been done to our 
country, not intentionally, by the railroads, but because heretofore be- 
ing left to compete among themselves they have found it necessary to 
make discriminating rates at competing points. 

Our investigation shows that the great bulk of the transporters of 
this country, the bulk of the railroad men of this country, are to-day - 
being aroused to the injustice of this operation. The railroads are find- 
ing that it is for their advantage to cultivate and foster local traffic, 
and therefore it is that they are willing to give up the great power of 
thus discriminating against persons and places. But one railroad line 
says that it can not abandon this power which it has used heretofore 
unless all the other railroad lines are compelled to abandon it at the 
same time. We must acknowledge the force of that argument. It 
can not be carried ont except it be carried out as a whole, and it is for 
this reason that it has been thought wise that we should attempt to 
bring over the great interstate commerce of this country a control sim- 
ilar to that which has been brought over the transportation of many of 
the individual States. 

I said that this bill goes further than many of our State laws. Let 
me read the provision of section 4: . 

cae it shall kes nary at for any aggre anre to areeni p receive any 
property sublet to tha provisions of tale act for ashertar then tore longer A 
tance over the same line, in the same direction, and from the same original point 
of departure: Provided, however, That upon application to the commission ap- 
pointed under nad arkinen of this act,such common carrier may, in special 
cases, be authori: to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the 
transportation of passengers or property; and the commission may from time 
to time make general rules covering exceptions to any such common carrier, in 
cases where there is competition by river, sea, „or lake, exempting such 
gnated common carrier in such cases from the operation of this sec- 
tion of this act. = 

The committee believed that that section was absolutely necessary it 
we were to prevent unjust discrimination between different persons or 
between different towns. It is undoubtedly a question of the very first 
importance not only to the railroad companies but to the producers and 
the shippers. ‘ 

While some of our States have gone so far as to provide that under 
no circumstance shall any railroad charge more for a short than a long 
haul, the committee did not believe it wise in this early stage of its 
legislation to make so. rigid a provision as that. Therefore it is pro- 
vided that upon an application to the commission an exception may be 
made if there shall be found good reason forit. Provision is also made 
that this shall apply to all freights starting from the same point and 
going in the same direction. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN] has made a very able argument against the provision as to 
starting from thesame initial point. I-must confess that I was greatly 
inclined to that opinion when the matter was being considered in the 
committee, but after full consideration and investigation the commit- 
tee adopted the language which we find in the fourth section, and it is 
substantially the Massachusetts law. : 

I have no doubt that that fact was toa large extent controlling with _ 
the committee in presenting the language as we find it here. I can 
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gee, however, very little danger if the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia should prevail so long as the proviso is maintained in 
the bill. I do not believe it would be safe to enact in the bill an ab- 
solute provision that there should under no circumstances be a greater 
charge for a short than for a long haul, because, as we all know, during 
a large portion of the year when the great lakes and the canals and the 
rivers are open, it is quite probable that such a provision might work 
at times severe ip to some particular railroad company, or to 
some particular community; but so long as the provision shall be per- 


mitted to remain in the bill allowing the commission upon application: 


by any of the railroad companies to make an exception in a particular 
case, I believe that no great harm can come to the railroad companies, 
even if the amendment or a portion of the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia should be adopted. 

The law in Pennsylvania has been equivalent to that for the past 
twenty-five years, and I believe that the whole railroad business of that 
great State has adapted itself to the provisions of that law and that 
none of the railroad officials and none of the shippers of that State 
would to-day desire tochange it. Substantially the same law prevails 
in Ohio, I think precisely the same law, and in a number of other 
States of the Union; just how many I am not able to say. 

That provision, to my mind, either amended or not amended as sug- 
gested by the Senator from West Virginia, is by far the most important 
provision in the bill. Take that out and the bill is of very little use; 
the commission would be able to accomplish but very little. True 
they might investigate and report to Congress, but their powers in pre- 
venting unjust discriminations between persons or between different 
shipping points would be almost nothing. I trust that the Senate will 
agree with the committee and leave that section substantially as it is. 

The bill does not attempt to fix rates. The committee did not believe 
that it was wise for Congress to undertake to do that with its present 
imperfect knowledge. It did not believe that it was wise to give that 
power to any commission which might be organized under the bill. I 
believe that the history of all railroad legislation, not only of this coun- 
try but of Europe, will bear the committee out in that judgment. We 
have not yet so far advanced in the science of transportation and of the 
management of railroads that we can say by exact statute what shall 
be the limit of railroad charges; but when we provide that there shall 
be no unjust discrimination between persons, without regard to whether 
they are large orsmall shippers, when we undertake to provide that there 
shall be no unjust discrimination against particular places, and when we 
undertake to say that there shall be no greater charge for a short than 
for a long haul, we shall have gone very far toward remedying and re- 
moving all the complaints which are made against the railroad com- 
panies at the present day. 

There was no doubt in the minds of the committee as to the power 
of the Federal Government to enact this legislation, and in that re- 
spect I may notice that there has been a great change in public opinion 
and in the laws of our country by the decisions of the courts within 
the last ten or fifteen years. Ten years ago undoubtedly a majority 
of the railroad lawyers of the country and the railroad officials of the 
country held that there was no power whatever in the Federal Goy- 
ernment to exercise any control over railroads, and no power to in any 
way affect their ent. Only a few years previous to that there 
was no admission on the part of any railroads of this country that there 
was any power in a State government to regulate their ch or in 
any way control their business. Gradually, as the matter been 
brought before the courts of the country, commencing with the lower 
courts until finally it has reached to our highest courts, it has been 
shown that the power of State governments over the railroads within 
their bounds is undoubtedly absolute and complete, and that the va- 
rious States could, if they saw fit, enact laws fixing absolutely the rate 


of charges. ; 
Undoubtedly at the present time also it is admitted by nearly all 
in tion that the Federal Government through the 
power given it in the Constitution can use and exercise the powers 
which are conferred on the commission under the provisions of the bill. 
I believe that no one will be found to deny it. The question then is 
simply one of advisability, whether it is wise to pass this legislation, to 
give our people this measure of relief and to provide a court where all 
the people may come with their complaints, where they may be heard, 
where there may be a thorough investigation, where testimony may be 
taken, and where there shall be a decision by a commission of disinter- 
ested men, Government officials; and then if the railroads refuse to 
carry out the recommendations of the commission the shipper still has 
his remedy at law; he may still appeal to the common law and to the 
courts to give him justice. 

I have no doubt myself, if this bill shall be enacted into a law and 
the commissioners shall be appointed under it, the same beneficial re- 
sults will come from it as have come from the enactment of similar 
laws in various States. I belive it is as far as we can go at the present 
time inthis matter, and until a commission shall haye been established 
and shall have made its reports to Congress I believe it would be un- 
wise to go further in the direction of making absolute and iron-clad 
regulations for the rtation of freight. i 

The bill provides, and one of its chief provisions is, that there shall 


be publicity of rates. It has been found in various States that pub- 
licity was the great corrector of all the evils complained of. If a rail- 


-Toad company were not permitted*to make secret rates, if the rates were 


published to all, then every shipper, no matter what his importance or 
unimportance might be, would know precisely what the railroad was 
doing, and he would be able to manage his business accordingly. Thus 
it is that in this bill we have provided under severe penalties for a pub- 
lishing of rates, and then we have forbidden that rates shall be raised 
except upon ten days’ notice. Some have believed, and some of the 
committee believed, that longer notice ought to be given; some thought 
that it might be done on shorter notice; but finally the committee de- 
cided upon ten days as a proper limit of notice. If the Senate shall 
think that a longer notice would be better it can express that opinion 
by so voting. 

It was not thought wise by the committee that there should be any 
limit of time as to notice of the reduction of rates. Ifin the competi- 
tion of railroad and water routes it should be found necessary that a 
railroad should reduce its rates, it was believed to be in the interest of 
the people that the railroad should be left free to reduce its rates, but 
when it had once reduced its rates that it should not raise them again 
except upon ten days’ notice. These provisions in the judgment of the 
committee are of very great importance. _ 

I do not know that many amendments are to be suggested to the bill, 
or that there is any desire to materially change it, and therefore I shall 
not go into any larger discussion of the measure; but if amendments 
materially changing the character of the bill shall be proposed, I may 
then undertake to present my views more fully upon any of the par- 
ticular points which may be raised. : 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from New Jersey will 
yield the Chair will lay before the Senate a message from the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 


LABOR ARBITRATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The Constitution imposes upon the President the duty of recommending to 
the consideration of Congress from time to time such measures as he shal! judge 
necessary and ex; ient. 

I am so deeply impressed with the importance of immediately and thought- 
fully meeting the problem which recent events and a present condition have 
thrust upon us, involving the settlement of disputes arising between our Jabor- 
ing men and their employers, that I am constrained to recommend to Congress 
legislation upon this serious and pressing subject. 

Under our form of government the value of labor as an element of national 
prosperity should be inetly ized, and the welfare of the laboring man 
should be rded as es oy, entitled to legislative care. Ina country which 
offers to all its citizens the highest attainment of social and political distinction 
its workingmen can not justly or safely be considered as irrevocably consigned 
to 3 limits of a classand entitled to no attention and allowed no protest against 
neglect. 

The laboring man, bearing in his hand an indispensable contribution to our 
growth and progress, may well insist, with manly courage and asa right, upon 
the same recognition from those who make our laws asis a ed toany or 
citizen having a valuable interest in charge ; and his reasonable demands should 
be met in such a spirit of appreciation and fairness as to induce a contented and 
patriotic co-operation in the achievement of a grand national d y. 

While the real interests of labor are not promoted by a resort to threats and - 
violent manifestations, and while those who under the pretext of an advocacy 
of the claims of labor wantonly attack the rights of capital, and for selfish pur- 

or the love of disorder sow seeds of violence andd ntent, should neither 
Ee encouraged nor conciliated, all legislation on the subject should be calmly 
and deliberately undertaken, with no purpose of satisfying unreasonable de- 
mands or gaining partisan advantage, 

The present condition of the relations between labor and capital are far from 
satisfactory. The discontent of the employed is due ina large degree to the 
grasping and heedless exactions of employers and the alleged discrimination in 
favor of capital as an object of governmental attention. It must also be con- 
ceded that the laboring men are not always careful to avoid causeless and un- 


justifiable disturbance. 
Th the importance of a better accord between these interests is apparent, 
it must be borne in mind that any effort in that direction by the Federal Govern- 


ment must be greatly limited by constitutional restrictions. There are many 
grievances which legislation by Congress can not redress, and many conditions 
which can not by such means be reformed. 

Iam satisfied. wever, that something may be done under Federal authority 
to prevent the disturbances which so often arise from disputes between employ- 
ers and the employed, and which at times seriously threaten the business inter- 
ests of the country; and, in my opinion, the proper theory upon which to pro- 
ceed is that of-voluntary arbitration as the means of settling these difficulties, 

ButI suggest that instead of arbitration chosen in the heat of conflicting claims, 
and after each dispute shall arise, there be created a commission of labor, con- 
sisting of three members, who shall be regular officers of the Government, 
charged among other duties with the consideration and settlement, when possi- 
ble, ofall controversies between labor and capital. 

A commission thus organized would have the advantage of being a stable 
body, and its members, as they gained experience, would constantly improve 
in their ability to deal intelligently and usefully with the questions which might 
be submitted to them. If arbitrators are chosen for temporary service as each 
case of dispute arises, orpanoncs and familiarity with much that is involved in 
the question will be lacking, extreme partisanship and bias will be the qualifi- 
cations sought on either side, and frequent complaints of unfairness and partiality 
willbe inevitable, The imposition upon a Federal court of a duty so foreign to 
the judicial function as the selection of an arbitrator in such cases is at least of 
doubtful propriety. 2 

The catabliahrnent by Federal authority of such a bureau would be a just and 
sensible recognition of the value of labor, and of its right to be represented in 
the departments of the Government, Sofar as its conciliatory offices shall have 
relation to disturbances which interfere with t and commerce between 
the States, its existence would be justified under the provisions of the Consti- 
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tution which gives to Congress the power "to late commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States.” And in the frequent disputes between 
the laboring men and their employers of less extent,and the consequences of 
which are confined within State limits and threaten domestic violence, the in- 
terposition of such a commission might be tendered upon the application of the 
orexecutive of a State under the constitutional provision which re- 
quires the General Government to ‘' protect” each of the States “against do- 
mestic violence.” 
such a commission were fairly organized the risk of a loss of popular sup- 
port and sympathy resulting from a refusal to submit to so ul an instru- 
mentality would constrain both parties to such disputes to invoke its interference 
and abide by itsdecisions. There would also be good the very 
existence of such an agency would invite application to it for advice and coun- 
sel, frequently resulting in the avoidance of contention and misunderstanding. 

If the usefulness of such a commission is doubted because it might lack power 
to enforce its decisions, much eee is derived from the conceded good 
that has been accomplished by the railroad coinmissions which have been or- 
aenga in many of the Destan, yeaah, having little more than advisory power, 

ve exerted a most salutary uence in the settlement of disputes between 
conflicting interests. 

In July, 1884, by a law of Congress, a Bureau of Labor was established and 
placed in charge of a Commissioner of Labor, who is required to “ collect infor- 
mation upon the subject of labor, its relations to capital, the hours of labor, and 
the earnings of laboring men and women, and the means of promoting their 
material, social, intellectual, and moral rarse ria DA 

The commission which I suggest could easily be ingrafted upon the bureau 
thus already organ: by the addition of two more commissionersand by sup- 
plementing the duties now imposed upon it by such other powers and functions 
as would permit the commissioners to act as arbitrators when necessary between 
Jabor and capital, under such limitations and upon such occasions as should be 
deemed proper and useful. 

Power should also be distinctly conferred upon this bureau to investigate the 
causes of all disputes as they occur, whether submitted for arbitration or not, so 
that information may always be at hand to aid legislation on the subject when 


Beets we GROVER CLEVELAND. 
ExECUTIVE MANSION, April 22, 1886, 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the message be printed, and I suppose 
it should be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. I 
presume that would be the proper committee. K 

Mr. GRAY and others. It should be referred to the Committee on 
the J ares 

Mr. HOA Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first state the ques- 
tion. The Senator from Tennessee moves that the message be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not rise to address the Chair upon that question, 
but to move an executive session. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is suggested, and it is quite in accordance with 
my view, if the Senator from Massachusetts thinks it is proper, that the 
message had better go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not rise to speak upon that subject. I rose to 
move an executive session, I supposed the question of reference had 
been disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the message be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER. I move as an amendment that it go to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. S 

Mr. BLAIR. I was rising to ask that the message be referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

Bet GEORGE. It ought to go to the Committee on Education and 
r. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion made by the Senator 
from Tennessee is that the message be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. _ 

Mr. GEORGE. I move as a substitute that the message be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairis of the opinion that the 
motion is not amendable. e Senator can ask for a division on the 
question of printing. 

Mr. HO. As there seems likely to be some difference of opinion 
in the Senate upon the reference of the message, I will make my mo- 
tion now that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Letthe message be printed. I am sure there will 


reason to hope 


be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the message 
will be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion to refer will remain pending ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the question of reference, 
the Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate proceed to the 
cousideration of executive business. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and ten minntes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5543) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 


for the year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, asked a con- 
XVIT——234 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. WELLBORN, Mr. PEEL, and Mr. PERKINS managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Margaret F. Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 1597) to amend section 2805 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States so as to allow oaths to be administered by notaries 

ublic; 

z A bill (H. R. 2996) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
of the district court in the northern district of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 3013) to provide terms of court in Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 4841) to change the eastern and northern judicial dis- 
tricts of Texas, and for other purposes; i 

A bill (H. R. 5221) to change the time of holding United States cir- 
cuit and district courts in the southern district of the State of Florida; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 7216) to provide for holding terms of United States dis- 
trict and circuit courts in the district of Nebraska. ; 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on its amendments to the bill (H. R. 5543) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Répresentatives, and agree to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. CALL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Margaret F. Ryan was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 1597) to amend section 2805 of the Revised Statutes of 
the vot States so as to allow oaths to be administered by notaries 

ublic; 

Pea ball (H. R. 2996) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
of the district court in the northern district of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 3013) to provide terms of court in Colorado; 

A bill (HE, R. 4841) to change the eastern and northern judicial dis- 
tricts of Texas, and for other p è 

A bill (H. R. 5221) to change the time of holding United States cir- 
cuit and district courts in the southern district of the State of Florida; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 7216) to provide for holding terms of United States 
district and circuit courts in the district of Nebraska. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, Teng the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isubmit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill, and I move that it be printed. k 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the pending amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment tothe amendment 


will be printed. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 miuutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


—__ 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 20, 1886. 
TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 


Edmund G. Ross, of Albuquerque, New Mexico, to be governor of 
New Mexico. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Zach. Montgomery, of California, to be Assistant Attorney-General. 
REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 
William S. Rosecrans, of California, to be Register of the Treasury. 
CONSUL. 


Robert E. Withers, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States at 
Hong-Kong. 
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REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. A resolution, as follows, was unanimo! ado by the Committee on Fi- 

Joseph D. Bethune, of San Bernardino, Cal., to beregisterof the land nanes April 1b in ein fo his and al. Of thee ‘Treasury te the Onamitioe 
eee a oi Pe ee 


William K. Ramsey, of Camden, Ark., to be ter of the land 
office at Camden, Ark. . we : a 
William T. Barney, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 


Oregon City, Oreg. 
Charles W. Johnston, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 


Roseburg, Oreg. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William H. Bickford, of Shasta County, California, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Shasta, Cal. 

John T. Outhouse, of La Grange, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at La Grange, Oreg. 

Jobn R. Thornton, of Hampton, Ark., to bereceiver of public moneys 
at Camden, Ark. 

Edmund James, of Nevada, to be receiver of public moneys at Car- 
son City, Nev. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John T. Gathright, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for the 

port of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

William T. Carrington, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Teche, in the State of Louisiana. 

John J. Higgins, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. 

Isaac B. Poucher, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of in the State of New York. 

Otto L. Threlkeld, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. : f 
George R. Pearsons, of Fort Dodge, Iowa, to bean Indian inspector, 
INDIAN AGENTS. 


James I. David, of Michigan, to be agent for the Indians of the Osage 
agency in the Indian Territory. 

John S. Ward, of San Bernardino, Cal., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Mission agency in California. 

William H. Black, of Montour, Tama County, Iowa, to be agent for 
the Indians of the Sacand Fox agency in Iowa. 

James McLaughlin, of Fort Totten, Dak., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Standing Rock agency in Dakota. 


POSTMASTERS. 
A. Y. Wood, to be postmaster at Corsicana, Navarro County, Texas. 
E Q- F. Colyer, to be postmaster at East New York, Kings County, New 
ork. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 21, 1886. 
William Stapleton, of Colorado, to be melter of the mint of the United 
States at Denver, in the State of Colorado. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 16, 1886. 
[The following four confirmations appear in the RECORD of April 21, 


1886, page 3779, but the reports of the Finance Committee accompany- 
ing them were inadvertently omitted, and are now inserted:] 


INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


Freeman Barnum, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Missouri. 
. The above confirmation was chews tao by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomisation 
Freeman um, of Missouri, to 5s meow of internal revenue for 
so 


place of Isaac H. Sturgeon, 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find Mr. um 
no ch or papers on file reflecting u 
suspended, 
‘Treasury: 


ate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not“ thereare any charges on fileagainst 
the official or moral character of Isaac H. D, late collector of internal 
revenue for the first district of Missouri, ,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to etate so far as this in: Sog romes to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the ident’s 
recent message $s Sas Ceciate aries See Rearend mers oC sae Seen 

But in order that I may mre Raed wi the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 


the incumbency of sai? office will result in an improvement of the public service, 
and aesae pvlicy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
su 


nge. 

as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


Respectfully yours, 


Hon. JUSTIN S. Morrtr., > 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


revenue, 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
———- in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attachtd 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Barnum. 


John T. Hillsman, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fifth district of Tennessee. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
872) of John T., Hillsman, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fifth district of Tennessee,in place of Archelaus M. Hughes, suspended, and 
so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Hills- 

perso! discharge the duties the office, and that 
there are no charges or papaa on ent upon the character of Arche- 


dated March 16, 1886, Ww or not “there are charges on file 
the official or moral character of us M, H Jate collector 
of internal revenue for the fifth district of T is received 
thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this rel 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in dent's 
recent message to the Senate upon the pacera subject of such ns, 
But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 


lating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
i ae hera the policy of the present admin on will be better carried out 

y su nge. f 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


Re ‘ually, yours, 
appn D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commillec on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was ager porte A jt “wr by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and letters to the foregoing: 
“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the nsion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against th moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the 
confirmation of Mr. Hillsman, 


Charles E. Hasbrook, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Missouri. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No, 
1298) of Charles E. Hasbrook, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the sixth district of-Missouri, in place of Philip Doppler, suspended, and, so far 
Se ine mason te Stee dates of tha pen, ged thea there ane on 
fit an’ person to e es o office, ere are no 
po vm gino rs on paan ai, Eae n the character of Philip Doppler, sus- 
pended, as letter of the Secretary of the Ty: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836. 


Sm: Your communication on behelf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Philip Doppler, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the sixth district of Missouri, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this in relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in resident's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 

But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the farnishing by this ent of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the publicservice, 
pone that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral r oi suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


y, yours, l- 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 

Hon. JUSTIN S, MORRILL, 

Chairman of the Senale Committee on Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

Ly That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest delara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their mo: or official conduct or 
character.” 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Hasbrook. 


James Shields, of Montana, to be collector of internal revenue for the 


district of Montana. 
The above confirmation was accompanied hy the following report 


appear from the follo 
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from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(Ro. 1 of James Shields, of Montana, to be collector of sot eS revenue for 
the di of apron in place of Thomas P, Fuller, suspended, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they. find that Mr, Shields is a 
fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are no 
pecan ae perl PEROS CE o O Teor pon the ter of Thomas P, er, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836. 


Sir: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Thomas P, Faller, mete capes of in- 
ternal revenue for the district of Montana, suspended,” is receiv 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so faras this ing uiry relatos to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President’s 
recent message to the Senate upon the LD earaie subjeet of such suspensions. 

But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re~ 
lating to the furnishing by this onenei of puiomusion to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
teched to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an br. pre of the public serv- 
ice, and that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 


by such oe 

Except same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


Y, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justis $. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the 


Senate Committee on oe 
A resolution, as follows, was unanimousl y the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and al a lets to the foregoing: 
“Resolved, That the letters of the © Treasury to the Comm: itee 
on Finance, dated March 16,1886, or subsequently, in relation to the 


opi nan ete te TO there are no charges o: x papers on file in the De- 
ki in any manner against their tnoea or official conduct or 
$ 
Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Shields, 


POSTMASTER AT HAMBURG, IOWA, 


The Senate, on the 22d of April, 1886— 


Ordered, That the report of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads on 
the nomination of George Wise, Pd Da a poesnanat at Hamburg, Iowa, be printed 
RD, as follows: 


The Committee on P. and Post- , to whom was referred the 

nomination of George Wise to be aster burg, Iowa, vice H. O. Cool- 
, suspended, submit the following omy 

e suspended officer had bee: at Hamburg for several years, and 


n postmaster 
was reappointed January pa 1885, for the term of four years. During the recess 

the Senate he was jhon tabga prap by the President, who designated George Wise 
to discharge the duties of the office, 


blenny fairy n of Mr, Coolbaugh was induced by Mr. Wise, who applied to 
the President for the appointment, and filed and specificati: ons er gd 
the incumbent. The of f application for ap ntment of Mr. Wise, and the 
cations presented by him, are here given as follows, namely : 
HAMBURG, FREMONT Country, Iowa, May 6, 1885, 
Sm: I respectfally solicit appointment as postmaster at at this lace. Am fifty- 
Uin d Vanlaves An] lf competent in all respects to All fill the ny 


two years old ition. 
Education not pci but fair, As to general character, habits, &c., 1 refer to 
letters from our best business men, herewith transmitted. 
GEO, WISE, 
Editor Democratic News. 


Hon. W. F. VILAS, 
Posimaster-General, Washington, D. C. 

I none the following argument: 

I desire the postmastership as a means to an honorable end. 

B) The present incumbent, C. Coolbaugh, is part owner of the Hamburg 

an og piarhmionns Republican newspaper, and the emoluments of the 
Etara Tra go in a measure to its support, the income of the Times and the post- 
ones pice being pooled in common, 
HL. O. Coolbaugh was reappointed by President Arthur from February 18, 
1 t the close of his administration—for four years. 

(4) I have a consciousness that the Democracy will be pleased with a change 
es postmaste je and pay Republicans generally expect it, and will neither be 

nor pointed 

sg For reasons herein given, on the ni ad page, I believe the postal serv- 
ice here demands a change of postmasters. 

(6) I have in view a very suitable building, with regular bank vault for the 
safety of all Government property and money, at a very reasonable rental, 

m I submit a series of charges herewith, which have developed casually, and 
which are susceptible of proof on inv estigation. I simply ask that an inspector 
be sent here to fathom the facts. 

CAUSE FOR REMOVAL, 


In 1881 (or penay 1882) Samuel Holmes, lawyer, and H. C. Coolbaugh, music 
dealer, bought of Peter St. Clair, then postmaster, the ee pawspapar office. 
It was of no value bey@nd its material worth, A condition of that rgain and 
sale was that the postmastership should go with the newspaper office; and in 
consummation thereof Peter St, Clair having first secured a pledge 
from W. P. Hepburn, then, as now, a mem! of Congress rg! that time repre- 
senting a district in which this county was included), that H. O. Coolbaugh 
would be appointed postmaster at Hoburg. The compact was kept in good 
sg as Mr. Coolbaugh was made postmaster without petition, For substantia- 

refer to Peter St, Clair, now Por Osceola, Nebr., and A. B. Noble, of this 
pers} Others can also be found who were cognizant of the transaction. 

(2) Ever since Mr. Coolbaugh has been postmaster there has been great com- 
plaint that letters and kages were not promptly delivered. This has become 
so common that people perin r of it daily almost. The fault is dma attribut- 
able to incompetent help. My paper (the Democratic News) is carefully mailed 
by a machine that can not miss a name,and yet scarcely a week passes without 
complaint of non-delive: a 

rs. M. K. Arnold, milliner, complains ae letters ee been detained, and, 
she thinks, tampered. with while in this office. Two were detained, 
the contents of one spoiling and the other (a piece ‘of goods) T ) being kept until 
after she had bought elsewhere, and after she had led for them and been 
notified of their transmission. When obtained finally, the clerk admitted that 
they had been there some time but were forgotten. 


John Towns has two letters, one of which laid here several days, and the 
other (an important business le letter) was sent to the Dead-Letter Office at Wash- 
ington, returned to the writer, and again sent to Dr. Towns, Mr, Towns has 
pron here all the time, and is a daily caller for mail matter. He has these let- 
ters, with the ori; envelopes to show dates. 

Ed. Reals, of th: pr was recently standing by the general-delivery window, 
waiting his’ ie when he heard the following conversation: g for 
me?” “s Nothing, * was the reply of the clerk. *“* Well, there ought to be,” aid 
the stranger, ‘ ce I know there is.” Mr. Coolbaugh, who was standing near 
the window, spoke up and said, “How do you know?” The io 3 replied, 
“Because I ‘always get a letter about this time in the month.” think we 
ought to know something about it if there is one here,” said Mr.C. "Wel, sup- 
pose you look,” said the man. And iney found two letters for the gentleman. 

I frequently get mail from my box that does not belongtome, Plenty of cases 
can bas cnet roving Sate tency. 

y submi 


SUPPLEMENTAL CHARGES, 


Recently, Mrs. Mary Lane, while at Tabor, this county, sent a letter to rela- 
tives near Hamburg, containing a sum of money, ad to W. T. Lane, 
Hamburg, Iowa. A week or two afte: she came down and, in s; g 
thereof, found that the letter had never been received by W. T. Lane, then 
went to the post-office to make inquiry and was told it had notcome. She called 
again in another week and was again told it was not there. She insisted that 
search be made, and the letter was found en een in a place remote from 
where it should have been, and had been t 
Mary Lane and W. T, Lane. 

©. W. Davey, important letter sent to Dead-Letter Office. 

S. M. Moss, Hamburg, had letters held twenty days as above, substantially. 

Respectfully submitted, 
GEO. WISE. 


Bekea y the fo: a ecg aE oe appointment, accompanied 
areas gen K amet ime Mr. Wise, at subsequent 
resident the rere: 7 namely : 


HAMBURG, IOWA, June 19, 1885, 
My DEAR PRESIDENT: Iam an aren for the Hamburg _postmastership. 
My application is on file in the Post-Office Department, backed by nearly all of 
the best business men of this place, including two banking houses and our larg- 


GEO. WISE. 


ere for several weeks, References: 


Havi 
by the ‘c 
date, AARMA. to to the 


est nrerchants, 

Valid cha of incompetency against our present master are also on file, 

As to m; og oaeen and competency, I refer to the personal letters on file, 
Please appoint me. 

Sid ay 5 GEO. WISE. 

The foregoing papers were communicated to the committee in compliance with 
its request by the Postm, neral prior to oes saeaeee of the Executive 
Departments not to furnish papers on file affectin: nded officers, 

e committee tò inform 


An examination of = pepers communicated in bani 
e suspended o; he character of the charges and specifications made 
against him, and he was ven mi tse y A to make such answer thereto as he 
might deem’ proper. course seemed to the committee to be, in view of the 
character of the aie and specifications, demanded By ee the principles of fair 
dealing and common justice. Mr, Coolbaugh availed of the opportu- 
nity afforded him and made canswer to each charge and specification, and 
forwarded to the subcommitteeman, who by authority of the committee had 
communicated with him, the following response, namely: 


HAMBURG, Fremont County, Iowa, January 23,1886. 


Dear Sir: In answer to in ae Nos. 1 ne 2, I refer you to letter No. 
1, from Samuel eSis Sea pe of wg ebm 

No. 3, I, H. O. Coolbaugh, postmaster at that time, was reappointed postmaster 
by President Arthur ty or ‘about January 22, 1885, for four years. 

Nos, 4and 5, I am satisfied that Hite orale whom this town did not want a 
change of postmasters, except some five or six, who wanted the position. 1 re- 
Yor terletters Nos. 2, 3, and 4 (J. P. Beach, Dr. D. W. Swiggart, and Dr. Sanborn). 

No. 6. He may have had such a building in view. If so, it was “so near and 
yet so far” he never reached it. Onthecontrary, his office is not well protected, 
and has been once broken into since his occupancy of the same. 

No. 7. I should have Lees pleased at any time to have had an investigation 
made by post-office i 

In answer to causes for RANT 


No. 1. I think some time in December, 1880, Peter St. Clair, ponn at 
Hamburg, Iowa, sent in his resignation. About the same time aa made applica- 
tion for the appointment, a was appointed February 1 at ee St. ¢ hia is 


now living In Nebraska, I have not received his reply to letter sent him in re- 
ga to this matter, I refer you to letters No. 1 (S. Holmes and Hon. W. P. 


epburn). 
No. 2. In reply I refer you pS pens lew letters—all ‘oa business men of 
wiggart, and Dr. born 


thistown: Nos, 2, 3,and4 (J. P, . San 
Mrs, M. K. Arnold’s letter AP pena eae explained by her letter, No. 5. 
expecting his own 


Jobn ‘Towns explains by letter No. 6. 

Ed. Reals. In this case the man called for his uncle's mai 
mail would be in the same box, He got his mail the first time he called for it, 

Mrs, Mary n this case a letter came to this office addressed to “Mrs, 

Lane.” The mail called for was W. T. Lane. They were strangers to me, con- 
sequently the letter to Mrs. Lane was not handed out until I learned who Mra, 
Lane was, and then it was delivered. 

©. W. Davey’s letter sent to dead-letter office is explained by his letter No. 7. 

8. M. Moss, bri uilder, was often out of town for thirty days at one 
time, and he always left orders not to forward or deliver his mail to any one 
during his absence 

In conclusion, let me say while I was postmaster I gave the business of the 
office my whole time and attention personally, and am satisfied I gave general 
satisfaction, and ide a vote of Democratic ey of the office mints I should 
have been elected to hold the office. While I am not a politician, and never 
have been, yet I am a Republican and an old soldier, and , 


Yours, obediently, 
H. C. COOLBAUGH. 
Hon. Jas, F. WILSON, 
Washington, 'D, C. 
The letters referred to in the Taeg inp Rae ET are here given in the order 
in which they are therein named, and in ee thereto one since received 
from Mr, St. Clair, 


, mentioned in paragra; Ibaugh’s answer to 
“‘canses for removal,” 


paragraph 1 of Mr, 
The letters are as follows, namely : 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES USITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., yore 19, 1836. 

My Dear Sm: Iam in ra t of your letter of January 15. 

I did not know of Mr. Coolbaugh's appointment or candidacy for the post- 
oftice at Hamburg, fg et o I sawa statement of the same in the maipri le anana 
A charge by certain pe: same. ee as more peo thak een) igen 
a bargain between St. lair, ep 
which a payment was made toSt. retort tostep out in the torestot O Conttanat, 
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APRIL 22, 


was investigated by an inspector from the General Post-Office Deparment and 
found to be without any foundation, At that time no one preten: that I had 
participation, knowledge, or interest in the matter. The statement is a lie sug- 
gested by some of the later liars of Fremont County. 

I am satisfied that no such arrangement was made by Messrs, St. Clair and 
Coolbaugh, but that the whole story is a malicious fabrication. 


Your friend, 
W. P. HEPBURN. 
SAMUEL HOLMES, Esq., Hamburg, Iowa. 


Ha{meuRG, IowA, 1 (18), 1886. 

I bought the Hamburg Times and paid for it individually before H. C. Cool- 
baugh was appointed postmaster at this pen Heafter becameassociated 
with me in office, and remained so for a year or so. The Times Publishing 
Company was o ized with Holmes, Natson Brothers, and Coolbaugh. Mr. 
Coolbaugh never had a controlling interest and never was authorized and never 
did dictate the policy of the paper, and was at no time responsible for its pong: 
Inever had anything to do with any com; or anything else with Hon. W. P. 
Hepburn., M. C., whereby Mr. Coolbaugh should be appointed master at this 

lace, I know that during his term of office Mr. Coolbaugh kept almost aloof 

m politics, save the casting of his ballot at elections. 1 know further that he 
attended personally and strictly to the duties of the office all the time, and to 
no other business whatever. I know further that I heard of no complaints of 
any kind about the office until after Cleveland's election, and then from nobody 
but applicants for the position and half a dozen of their assistants. I thought 
then, and think now, they were gotten up for the occasion. 

I know further that there has n more complaint of incompetency in the 
Hamburg post-office since the present incumbent took charge than all the time 
Coolbaugh was in office. 

SAM’L HOLMES, 


P. S.— also know that a more bitter, uncompromising, and inconsistent par- 
tisan could not be found in this county than the present incumbent. 
SAM’L HOLMES. 


[Letter No. 2.] 
HAMBURG, Iowa, January 19,1886. 

DEAR Sim: I have lived in Hamburg eighteen years; have known H, C.Cool- 
baugh, ex-postmaster at this place, for twenty-two years. - 

Am agent for twenty-six fire and life insurance companies, and cashier of the 
Farmers and Merchants’ Bank of Hamburg, and undoubtedly send and receive 
the largest mails of any firm in the city. 

I simply mention these facts that I may say, in justice to Mr. Coolbaugh, that 

is management of the Hamburg post-office was always efficient; that at no 
time before or since his service has there been so few errors in our mails. He 
is regarded, alike by Republicans and Democrats, as the best man that has filled 
the office in the history of the town. 

He gave personal attention to all the details of the office, bringing to his work 
a Hren energy, courtesy, and a conscientiousness that made him invaluable to 
the c. 

I Lng confident there is not a prominent Democrat in Hamburg that would not 
indorse every word of this letter. 

Most respectfully, yours, 


Hon, James F. WILSON, 
Washington, D.C. 


J. P. BEACH. 


[Letter No. 3.] 
HAMBURG, IOWA, January 16,1886. 

To all whom it may concern: 
‘That I have lived in Hamburg, Iowa, for twenty years and have been intimately 
with me C. ooh for sen years, a pines aed ge. pe a > 
odating, act: good usiness man, honi and u n all his 
Eansastiona. I make is statement because there eag ores charges made 
in order to get him removed from the post-office. I have madesome inquiry in 


regard to the and am satisfied that there is not one word of truth in 
them, and am also to say that there never has picts) arc peep in Ham- 
burg since I have lived here who has given as action as H. C. Cool- 


baugh has. I do not say this because he is a Republican, for I am of a different 
persuasion, but I say it because it is the truth (and sometimes I find honest Re- 


blicans). 
Deriiense D. W. SWIGGART. 


[Letter No. 4] 


HAMBURG, IOWA, January 15, 1886. 


HoxoRARLE SIR: In the matter of the rarasaan Sond H.C. aeaee nadama 
ave an extensive corre- 


aminers, to say nothing of my private mail matter. 

I have occasion to visit tbe portones on the-arrival of every mail, so that I 
write whereof I know when I say Mr. Coolbaugh was a most efficient public 
officer, and that he filled the place with honor, and with as universal ion 
as falls to the lot of man, 

The trouble with Mr. Coolbaugh was that he was too loyal to the Union during 
the rebellion, and was and is to-day a member of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, which is an unpardonable sin in the eyes of the Democracy, and the real 
cause for the charge of “ partisan” so universally preferred against every Union- 
loving postmaster who was holding office at the advent of the present adminis- 


tration. £ 
I have read the charges preferred against Mr. Coolbaugh, and I have reason 
to believe they have been likethe mole-hill that was magnified into a mountain ; 
they have little or no foundation in fact, 
I am, most ully, yours, 
J. F. SANBORN. 
Hon, James F, Wirsox. 


[Letter No.5.] 
HAMBURG, IOWA, January 14,1886. 
In regard to the letter being tampered with, as referred to in the charges 
against postmaster Coolbaugh, I have to say that I sometimes sent other mem- 
bers of the family for my mail, and they bronght the letter referred to, but did 
not hand it to me until next morning. The box detained was not detained in 
the post-office, but by the shippers until the third mail after I looked for it. I 
did not buy elsewhere before I got it. The box entirely spoiled was some bulbs 
and roots. I cast no blame on Mr, Cool h for it. I have known him for 


twelve years, and believe he is honorable and honest in all his dealings and an 
MRS, M. K. ARNOLD, 


efficient and obliging postmaster. 


[Letter No. 6.] 


I, John Towns, say that Lam the John Towns referred to in the pe fe against 
Postmaster Coolbaugh. I had a letter lie in the post-office for a few days, but I 
find no fault with Mr. Coolbaugh, because I was away from this place to River- 
ton, Rock Point, and other places longer than that at a time, and I presume I 
was away then. Nobody was authorized to getmy mail but myself, and I never 
ps orders to forward my mail. I had a letter sent to the Dead-Letter Office, 

t was sent by me from Hamburg to John Samuels, Riverton, Iowa. Samuels 
did not get it, and it went from Riverton, Iowa, to the Dead-Letter Office, and 
from the Dead-Letter Office back to me. This is all the letters I had sent to the 
Dead-Letter Office. 


JOHN TOWNS. 
Mr. Coolbaugh's manner of conducting the fice in Hamburg was always 
satisfactory to me, and I never heard others find any fault with him. 


JOHN TOWNS, 


6 [Letter No. 7.] 


HAMBURG, IOWA, January 26, 1886. 
To whom il may concern: 

Whilst Mr. H. C. Coolbaugh was postmaster at this place a letter addressed to 
©. W. Downey was sent to Dead Letier Office. It proved afterwards to be 
mine; but I attached no blame whatever on Mr. Sager ay oN Can not give any 
reason for its useagainst him, I consider him one of the and most efficient 
postmasters I have ever had any dealings with. 

Cc. W. DAVEY. 


[Letter of Peter St. Clair.) 
OSCEOLA, NEBR., January 12,1886. 

DEAR Sin: As to the matter you write about, I would just say that I sold the 
Fremont Times to you uncond: nor and the sale of the post-office boxes had 
nothing to do with it. Had aeg not been appointed postmaster at Ham- 
burg, still you would have owned the Times. Mr. Coolbaugh had nothing to 
do with the sale of the Times, nor in the purchase of it, so far as I know. 
Hepburn was not yet a member of Congress when the sale was made of either 
the paper or the post-office fixtures, and was never consulted by me, directly or 
indirectly, about the a Magog of H.C, Coolbaugh as postmaster. The sale 
of the boxes made in January or February of 1881, however, was conditional. 
The condition was that if he was not appointed postmaster the bargain of sale 
was null and void, 

I sold boxes, &c., to Coolbaugh conditionally for $350, and to you the Fremont 
Times unconditionally. I have referred to no notes, but am positively certain 
that these statements are substantially true, 

Yours, &c., 
P. ST. CLAIR. 

8. IIOLMES. 

It was fortunate for the suspended officer that his case reached the committee 
before the executive department resolved not to place the papers upon which 
suspensions are based in its possession for i: ion. The papers in this case 
were communicated to the committee by the Postmaster-General. This ena- 
bled the committee to inform the suspended officer of the nature of the coe! ee 
lodged against him, and afforded him an opportunity to respond to thesame, The 
effectiveness of the suspended officer’s response to the charges and specifica- 
tions presented to the President and Postmaster-General will not be questioned 
by any impartial mind. He did not rest his defense on his own personal denial, 
nor quii its force by the introduction of counter-charges against his accuser, 
He went directly to the parties upon whose alleged grievances the person nom- 
inated to the Senate as his successor had based his and the result of his 
action is given in the letters of said parties hereinbefore set out. These letters 
he forwarded to the committee in support of his specific answers to the charges 

ications span which he was suspended. These are autograph letters 
of the parties, and disclose the fact that the said chargesand specifications have 
no foundation of truth on which to rest. 

In view of the foregoing state of facts, the committee can but conclude that 
George Wise, the person nominated by the President, is not entitled to favor- 
able consideration by the Senate. For the Senate to advise and consent to his 
appointment by the President would but encourage the presentation of un- 
founded charges against public officers, The ice is bad enough when the 
office is sought by a person not a party to the formulation and presentation of 
the false charges. It is much worse when the applicant for the office is also the 


accuser, as in the present case 


The nomination of George Wise to be postmaster at Hamburg, Iowa, vice H, 
C. Coolbaugh, suspended, is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommend- 
ation that it be not confirmed, 


REJECTION. 


Executive nomination rejected by the Senate April 20, 1886. 


A. B. Keith, nominated to be postmaster at Denison, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Iowa. mis 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 22, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. - 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MARYLAND CLERGYMEN VS. UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of orderand findings of fact by 
that court in the case of the corporation of Roman Catholic clergymen 
of the State of Maryland against the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


AMERICUS V. WARR VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of order and findings 
of fact by that court in the case of Americus V. Warr, administrator, 
&c., against the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


1886. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, MAyBuRY, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. VIELE, to attend to important business, till Tuesday morn- 
ing next. 
‘To Mr. PAYNE, for one week, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. I ask for the present consideration of 
two reports from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Are they privileged reports? 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. I presume they are not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 
consent to make two reports from the Committee on Accounts for pres- 
ent consideration. The reports will be read, and unless theyare privi- 
leged the Chair will ask for objections. 


MAURICE RUDDLESDEN. 


Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Accounts, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the following resolution; 
which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be requested to provide for 
the payment to Maurice Ruddlesden in one of the general appropriation bills 
the difference between the pay of a laborer and that of a messenger, at the rate 
of $3.60 per day, from January 1, 1886, to June 30, 1886. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a privileged report. Is there objec- 
tion to its present consideration? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. z 


HARRY BARTON. 


Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Iam also instructed by the Committee 
on Accounts to report back the resolution which I send to the desk 
with a substitute therefor. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed oR to Harry Barton $600, being the difference between his pay as a 
folder at per annum and that of a clerk in the folding-room at $1,200, from 
March 10, 1884, to March 10, 1886; and the amount herein authorized and directed 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and shall be immediately 
available, subject to the approval of the Committee on Accounts. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be requested to provide for 
the payment to Barton, in one of the general appropriation bills, the sum 
of , it being the difference between his pay as a folder and that of a clerk in 
the office of the folding-room, from March 10, 1884, to March 10, 1886, 

The SPEAKER, This is a privileged report, as the resolution pro- 
vides for payment out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be a word of ex- 
planation of this resolution, though I do not understand it to be im- 

rative, but rather in the nature of a request. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, the only word of expla- 
nation which I have to offer, in accordance with the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], is that this resolution is in 

ursuance of the course which has governed the House in similar cases 
Enise, notably the case of Patrick Dolan. In that case the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was requested to provide in one of the gen- 
eral appropriation bills for paying to Patrick G. Dolan the difference 
between his pay as a laborer and the pay of a messenger. ‘This reso- 
lution is strictly in accordance with the precedents that have governed 
the House in similar cases. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman please state the reason for this 
proposed appropriation claim? Did this man perform the services of a 
clerk, and is that the reason this pay is to be given to him, or is ita 


gratuity? 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. He performed the service, as I am ad- 
vised. ‘Chere was value received by the House for the compensation 
which is claimed. k 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I care very little for prece- 
dents. We have precedents for every expenditure—bad precedents. 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland whether this man got pay 
for the labor he performed? 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Not as a clerk. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Why not? 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Idonot know. It appears that he was 
assigned to certain duty, and was paid in accordance with the standing 
which that service gave him on the roll; but he performed other serv- 
ices for which he has not been paid. - 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I can answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. This man was ap- 
pena on the rolls of the House as a laborer. It became necessary, 

n order to carry on the business of the House, that he should be as- 
signed to the discharge of a higher and more responsible duty, and he 
was so assigned, and he performed that duty. This is simply a propo- 


sition to pay for services according to their value—services actually 
rendered to the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then, Mr. Speaker, according to the gen- 
tleman’s statement, this man was appointed to a place when there was 
no authority to make the appointment. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Onthat point I am not advised. This 
resolution sets forth the character of the service rendered and the 
amount of compensation asked for. I assume, and I think it can be 
shown, that the service for which this compensation is asked was rens 
dered strictly and entirely in accordance with requirements of the busi- 
ness of the House, and that the duties to which the claimant was as- 
signed were of a much more onerous character than those belonging to 
the position to which he was originally appointed. I submit the reso- 
lution with this word of explanation; but if any further explanation is 
desired I shall be glad to make it if I can. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is objection- 
able, first, because it appears clearly that the assignment of this em- 
ployé to duties which did not belong to the place to which he was 
appointed was made without authority. If, as stated here, he was as- 
signed to perform the duties of one grade when he was carried on the 
rolls as of another grade, that is a kind of precedent which we do not 
want repeated. 

When he accepted 2 place on the roll in the grade to which he was 
appointed, he accepted it, I presume, knowing what the pay was and 
knowing that he was entitled to the pay of that grade and not of a 
higher one, even though he might perform other services. Ithinkwe 
should adhere to our own rules and require the officers of the House to 
adhere to them also. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, of thecircumstances gov- 
erning the employment of this particular party I am not advised. It 
is apparent, however, and it is set forth in the resolution itself, that he 
did discharge faithfully the services which were required of him in a 
different capacity from that in which he was originally employed and for 
which he received pay. J assume further that it was not at his own 
voluntary instance that he performed the duties of a clerk, but that he 
was required to do so by the exigencies of the case. Itissimply a pr 
tion for the House whether or not the laborer is worthy of his hire. 
The service appears to have been faithfully rendered, and I sincerely 
hope that this resolution will pass. 

The question was taken on thesubstitute proposed by the committee, 
and it was to. 

The SPEAKER. Tho question is on the adoption of the resolution 
as amended. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, called for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 18. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, the Chair appoints the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Copp] and the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Greson] to act as tellers. 

_ Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask that the resolution, or what- 
ever is before the House, be read for information. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the substitute. 5 

The substitute was again read. . 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, noes 26. 

Mr. COBB. For the purpose of saving time, I withdraw the point 
that no quorum has voted. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALARIES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. SENEY, in pursuance of leave heretofore granted, submitted the 
views of the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary upon House 
bills Nos. 88, 594, 3704, and Senate bill No. 6 relative to increasing the 
salaries of United States district judges; which were ordered to be 
printed with the report of the majority of the committee. 


MARGARET F. RYAN. 


Mr. STRAIT. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be disc from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Margaret T. Ryan, 
and that the same be now put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otber- 
wise spprop aod, to glo . Ryan, late widow of George F. Cole, late a 
private in Company F, Fifty-first Regiment of New York Infantry Volunteers, 


the amount due the said George F. Cole for military services rendered by him 
from the 15th day of August, 1864, to the 25th day of July, 1865; also commuta- 


ment 


tion for rations apd clothing not drawn by him while a prisoner of war, from 
the 30th day of September, 1864, to the date of the discharge of his 
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from theservice, Jul ly 25, 1865; and, further, topay to hersuch bounty as rtp 
laene t law entitled on account of the services of the said George F. Co 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and the House proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was read the third time. 

Mr. STRAIT. The name which appears in the title and the body 
of the bill, “ T. Ryan,” should be *‘ Margaret F. Ryan.” ï 
ask that the correction be made. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. STRAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF ELECTORAL-COUNT BILL, 


Mr. CALDWELL. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consider- 
ation the resolution which I send to the desk. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Kye pina ei the en day of May, 1886, and from day to day there- 
after until ‘disposed f, immediately after the morning hour for the consideration 
of bills and Sainio Ne set a apart for the coysideration of Senate bill No, 9, to 
provide for and te the electoral count; not to interfere with revenue or 
general appropesse on bills, the river and harbor bill, nor with prior orders, nor 
with the consideration of reports from the Committee on Public Lands under 
the special order; and if the consideration of said Senate bill No. 9 be displaced, 
then the next day not previously set a shall be devoted to its consideration 
until the same shall be disposed of, subject to the above-mentioned interference, 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution; which was adopted. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved: snap the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A ill (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the public a street across 
the United States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, i in the State of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (H, R. 5539) for the relief of James G. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 5549) limiting the cost of the erection ofa public build- 
‘ing at Rochester, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris. 

The message farther announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 129) to proteo homestead settlers within railway limits, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the State of 
Oregon, the rightto construct abridge across Young’s Bay, a navigable 
stream in said county and State. 

The message qlso announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 55) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands reserved 
ae the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of Wiscon- 


me bill (S. 63) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge across 
that part of ihe waters of Lake Champlain lying between the towns of 
North Hero and Alburg, in the State of Vermont; 

A bill (S. 220) to authorize the Secretary of the "Interior to settle the 
claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union 
agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses; 

A bill (S. 224) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers; 

A bill (S. 519) to authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten 
Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him upon the re- 
tired-list of Army officers; 

A bill (S. 747) for the relief of Capt. Andrew W. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 770) relating to lands in Colorado lately occupied by the 
Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians; 

A bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; 

A bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the 
arta Protestant Church to hold property in the District of Co- 

umbia; 

A bill (S. 1013) providing for the establishment of a port of entry at 
Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of Maine; 

A bill (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the Kensington and 
eee ee Company through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, 

hilad Pa.; 


A bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., to use the 
site of Fort Greene as a public park; 


A bill D 1352) granting the right of way to the Leavenworth North- 
u 


ern and Southern Railway Company through the military reservation 
at Fort Leavenworth; 

A bill (S. 1397) to establish a port of delivery at Springfield, in the 
State of Massachusetts; 

A bill (S. 1599) for the relief ofthe Phænix National Bank, of the 
city of New York; and, 

A bill (S. 1805) for the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent that the formal call of com- 
mittees for reports be dispensed with, and that the Chair recognize such 
gentlemen as may desire to present reports. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wrts]? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is or- 
dered accordingly. 


SENATE AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WELLBORN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted 
the following privileged report: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committec on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred Senate amendments 
to H. R. 5543, priy bar he act i making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of thi partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
various ha oaa mns taho year ending June 39, 1887, and for other purposes, 
beg leave tò report the following: 

They recommend concurrence in the following amendments, namely : 

No. 4, page7; No.5, page7; No.6, page? No. 17, page 15; No. ‘18, page 16; No. 
19, page 16; No. 29, page 30; No. 31, page 3 l; No. 34, page 37; No. 35, page 37; No, 
38, page 37; No. 42, , page 38; No. 60, page 46; No. 61, "page 46; No. 63, page 46; No. 
70, page 48; No. 74, page 49; No. 75, pa, nego 

They recommen: peony i gs the following apg mare namel 


No.1, nee’ g No. 2, page ; No. AA ike Sane 9, 
page 9; D ge 


y 42: 50. page 43. ; Noca mase a! No.5 

„page 44; N 55, page 45; No, 58, page 45; No. S7 paso 45. No, 58, page 

, page 45; No. 62, page 46; No. 64, page 46; No, 65, page 47; No. 66, page 

i No, 67, page 47; No. 68, page 47; No. 69, page 47; No. TE, page 48; No. 72, page 
No. 73, page 49; No. 76, page 50; No. 77, page 50, 

preisi Isthe reading of the Senate amendments demanded ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no demand for the reading of the 
amendments, and the question recurs upon the adoption of the report 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The report was adopted, 

Mr. WELLBORN. Inow move, Mr, Speaker, that a message be sent 
to the Senate requesting the appointment of a committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as the managers of said conference on the 
part of the House Mr. WELLBORN, Mr. PEEL, and Mr. PERKINS. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF LEANDER A. ROBB. 


Mr. ISAAC H. TAYLOR from the Committee on Accounts, submit- 
ted the following report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, having had under consideration House Miscel- 
sanonu Document No. 31,4 resolution “that the Clerk of the House be directed 

y out of the cont t fund of the House to the widow of Leander A. 
ito b, late an employé of this House, a sum equal to his salary for six months, 
and the necessary funeral expenses, not to exceed ,"? report the same 
back with the folowing amendments: Inthe fourth line, strike out the words 

“necessary funeral,” and insert after the word “expenses” the words "of his 
last illness and funeral.” 

The deceased had. been employed for several years in the Clerk's document- 
room and was a faithful and intelligent servant of the House. He died on 
April 10,1885, and the allowance pro; to be made to his widow, who is in 
needy circumstances, and for funeral expenses, is the usual allowance made by 
the House in case of the death of any of its neg arching Captain Robb had been 
a brave soldier in the Union Army, and left a leg on the battlefield as a proof 
of his courage and patriotism. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the resolution as amended. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion as amended was adopted. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF JOHN F., TWOMEY. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back 
favorably the following resolution; which was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contingent 
fund of the House to the family of John F, Twomey, late an employé of this 
House, a sum equal to hissalary for six months, and also the expenses attending 
his last illness and fuheral, not to exceed $250. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Yo. 53, page 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize gentlemen to sub- 
mit reports from their committees. 
JOHN F. CADWALLADER. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 7622) for the relief of John F. Cadwallader; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PROBATE COURTS, WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3760) to enlarge the jurisdiction 
of the probate courtsin the Territory of Wyoming; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to 
be printed. 2 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 4365) to confer upon the probate courts 
of Wyoming additional jurisdiction; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL COURTS, MISSISSIPPI.” 


Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 6762 a bill (H. R. 8100) to create additional courts 
in the State of Mississippi, and to regulate the termsthereof; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

RRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7938) to 
authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Elevated Railway Company to 
erect a bridge across the Ohio River; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with adverse recommendation joint resolutions and bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table and the 
accompanying reports printed, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 77) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution authorizing the President to veto items of bills appropriating 


money; 
Joint resoiution (H. Res. 66) proposing an amendment to the Consti- 
tution in relation to appropriations; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 17) toamend the Constitution of the United 
States to permit the President to veto items in a general appropriation 


? 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 56) proposing an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States authorizing the President to veto any item 
or ren of an appropriation bill, while approving of other portions of 
the bill; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 49) proposing an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, so as to give the President power to veto 
one or more items in appropriation bills; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) to prevent the adulteration or imitation of food; 

A bill (H. R. 4171) to check frauds in the make-up of articles of diet, 
drink, and medicine; 

A bill (H. R. 4172) to prevent a counterfeit or imitation article being 
sold as genuine butter; and 

A bill (H. R. 1054) to prevent the adulteration of food or drugs. 


DIRECTOR OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. SYMES, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported, as 

a substitute for H. R. 5689, a bill (H. R. 8101) to further define the 

duties of the Director of the Geological Survey; which was referred to 

the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 

House bill No. 5689 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

: J. HARRY ADAMS. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3698) for the relief of J. Harry 
Adams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

: SAMUEL B. SEAT, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2325) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, ad- 
ministrator of Christian Kropp, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WIND RIVER VALLEY, WYOMING. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2920) for the relief of certain 
settlers in the Wind River Valley, Wyoming Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. MEARS. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5477) torestore to John W. 
Mears a fine improperly imposed upon him; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC E. TRIMBLE. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7048) ‘for the relief of the 
trustees of Isaac R. Trimble; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There being no farther reports from committees, 
the hour for the consideration of bills begins at one minute before 1 
o’clock. The call rests with the Committee on the Judiciary. 


TERMS OF COURT IN COLORADO. 


Mr. CASWELL. [I call up for consideration from the House Calen- 
dar the bill (H. R. 3014) to provide for terms of court in Colorado. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena &c., That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the district of Colorado shall be held at the times and places herein- 
after d , namely: At Denver, on the first Tuesday in May and the first 
Tuesday in November in each year; at Pueblo on the first Tuesday in April in 
each year; ab Del Norte on the first Tuesday in August in each year. 

Sec, 2, That acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed, but such re- 
posl shall not affect any term of court now in progress. Any court now being 

eld in said district Hag ange to any act of Congress may be continued in the 
same manner and with like effect as if this act had not been passed. 


Mr. CASWELL. The only change made in the present law is to post- 

pone the October term of court to November. There can be no possi- 
le objection to the bill. ‘The committee were unanimous, and if there 

be no questions asked, I will call for a vote, 

The reel, ae comin tei Jat R a third time; and be- 
ing en, b was ingly e thi cong and passed. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the motion by which the bill 
iin passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


@ UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTHERN FLORIDA. 


Mr. OATES. I call up from the House Calendar for present consid-: 
eration the bill (H. R. 5221) to change the time of holding United States 
circuit and district courts in the southern district of the State of Florida. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


monday in February of each year, instead y in March; and 
so much of the act entitled “An act to extend the jurisdiction of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States for the southern district of Florida,” ap- 

roved Feb: 8, 1879, as provides that the said courts shall be held on the 
first Monday in March, fa hereby repealed. 


Mr. OATES. Both the Representatives from the State of Florida, all 
the lawyers practicing in that court, and the people interested desire 
this bill to be passed. It merely changes the time of holding court. 
The report from the committee is unanimous. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pussed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call up from the House Calendar for consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 4841) to change the eastern and northern judicial 
districts of Texas, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta, 
in the State of Texas, be, and they are hereby, detached from the northern judi- 
cial district of the said State, and that the same be, and are hereby, attached to 
the eastern judicial district of said State, 

Src, 2. That the portion of the Choctaw Nation within the following bounda- 
ries, to wit: nning on Red River at the southeast corner of the Choctaw Na- 
tion; thence north with the boundary line between the said Choctaw Nation 
and the State of Arkansas to a point where Big Creek, a tributary of the Black 
Fork of the Kimishi River, crosses the said boundary line; thence westerly with 
Big Creek and the said Black Fork to the junction of the said Black Fork with 
Buffalo Creek; thence northwesterly with said Buffalo Creek to a point where 
the same is crossed by the old military road from Fort Smith, Ark., to 
Depot, in the Choctaw Nation; thencesouthwesterly with the said road to where 
the same crosses Pernville Creek; thence northwesterly up said creek to where 
the same is crossed by the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway track; thence 
with the center of the main line of the said railway in a southerly direction to 
where the said road crosses North or Muddy Boggy; thence down said stream 
to its junction with Middle ; thence down to where it 
crosses the western boundary line of Kimisht County, Choctaw Nation; thence 
aaay with the western boundary line of said county to Red River; thence 
down said Red River to the place of beginning; and all that territory in the said 
Choctaw Nation included within the boundaries hereinbefore set out be, and 
the same is hereby, attached to the eastern judicial district of the State of Texas 
for judicial purposes, 

Sre.3. That the counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red Rivyer, and Delta, ofthe State of 
Texas, and all that part of the Choctaw Nation the eastern judicial dis- 


attached to 
trict by the provisions ofthis act, shall constitute a division of the eastern judicial 
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district of Texas; and terms of the circuit and district courts ofthe United States 
for the said eastern district of the State of Texasshall be held twice in each year 
at the city of Paris, on the first Mondaysin June and December; and the United 
States courts herein provided to be held at Paris shall have exclusive a 
jurisdiction of all offenses committed within the limits of that portion of the 
Choctaw Nation a to the eastern judicial district of the State of Texas by 
the provisions of this act against the laws of the United States now or that may 
hereafter be operative therein. 

Seo. 4. That all process, civil and criminal, issued against citizens of the said 
counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta, cognizable before the United 
pera courts, be made returnable to the courts respectively, to be held at the 

of Paris, = > 

EC, 5. That the territory of the Indian Territory occupied by the Chickasaw 
Indians, and that part of the Territory of the Choctaw Nation embraced in the 
following limits, to wit: nning on Red River at the point where the west- 
ern boundary line of Kimishi County, Choctaw Natipn, es said river; 
thence north along the western boundary line of the said county to the point 
where the same crosses Middle Boggy River; thence up the said stream to its 
junction with the North or Muddy ; thence up said last-mentioned stream 
to the Missouri, Kansas and Texas ilway t ; thence northerly no 
center of the main track of the said road to the South Canadian River; nee 
up the center of the main channel of the said river to the western boundary 
line of the Chickasaw Nation, the same being the northwest corner of the said 
nation; thence south on the boundary line between the said nation and the 
reservation of the Wichita Indians; thence continuing south with the boundary 
line between the said Chickasaw Nation and the reservations of the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Indians to Red River; thence down said river to the 
place of beginning, and all that territory of the Chickasaw and Choctaw Na- 
tions embraced within the boundaries set forth in this section, be, and the same 
is hereby, attached to the northern judicial district of the State of Texas for 
judicial purposes. 

Sec. 6. That the counties of Grayson, Montague, and Cooke, in the State of 
‘Texas, and all of the Chickasaw Nation, and that portion of the territory of the 
Choctaw Nation embraced within the limits of the boundaries set out in section 
5of this act, shall hereafter constitute a division of the northern judicial district 
of the State of Texas; and that aterm of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for said northern district shall be held twice in each year at the 
city of , State of Texas, on the first Mondaysof March and September; and 
the United States courts herein provided to be held at the city of shall 
have exclusive original jurisdiction of all offenses committed within the limits 
of the Chickasaw Nation, Indian ry, and in that part of the territory of 
the Choctaw Nation embraced within the limits of the boundaries set out in 
section 5 of this act, against the laws of the United States that are now or that 
may hereafter be operative therein, 

Sec. 7. Thatall process, civil and criminal, issued against citizens of the coun- 
ties of Grayson, Cooke, and Montague, in the Stàte of Texas, cognizable before 
the courts of the United States, shall be made returnable to the said courts at 
the said city of . Texas. 

Sec. 8. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this act 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and this act shall take effect and be in 
force from and after its passage. 


The Committee on the Judiciary reported the following amendments: 

In section 2, line 13, strike out “ Pernville” and insert “ Perryville.” @ 

In section 6, line 9, insert the word “ Denison.” 

In section 6, line 11, insert the word “* Denison.” 

In section 7, line 5, insert the word ‘ Denison.” 

The amendments were to. ¢ 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam authorized by the committee to offer ad- 
ditional amendments, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 1, section 6, strike out the words “ Montague and.” 

Strike out the word *‘ Cooke,” in line 2 of section 6. 

Strike out the words “Cooke and Montague,” in line 2, section 7. 

Strike out the word “counties,” in line 1, section 6, and in line 2, section 7, 
and insert the word “county.” 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. CASWELL. I call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. 
R. 7216) to provide for holding terms of United States district and cir- 
euit courts in the district of Nebraska. $ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the United States district and circuit courts for the dis- 
trict of Nebraska shall be held at the following places: O; coln, Hast- 


ings, Nebraska City, Norfolk, and Falls City. At Omaha, two terms each year, 
to begin on the first Tuesday in January and June; at Lincoln, two terms each 


year, to begin on the first Tuesday in March and September; at Hast: two 
terms each year, to begin on the first Tuesday in Apu and October; at Ne- 
braska City, two terms each year, to begin on the third Tu in April and 
October; at Norfolk, one term each year, to begin on the first esday in No- 


vember; and at Falls City, one term each year, to begin on the first Tuesday in 
December. One d and one petit jury shall be summoned to serve at each 
term herein provided for. 


Mr. CASWELL. I desire, by instructions of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, to offer two amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “December,” in line 14, insert “and at Kearney, one term 
each year, to n on the second Tuesday of May.” 
After * Falls City,” in line 6, add “Kearney.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able to tell from the rapid reading of the 
bill how many places there are at which courts are to be held in the 
State of Nebraska. 

Mr. CASWELL. Four or five. At the present time there are only 


two. They were established at a very early day near the eastern line 
of the State. Since that time population has spread out and the busi- 
ness of the courts has so that it is thought necessary that pro- 
vision should be made for these additional terms of court in the interest 
of economy and convenience. I think the bill is unanimously agreed 
upon by the delegation and by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But is not the gentleman mistaken as to the num- 
ber of places? I think there are six. 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, six. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I admit that where there is admiralty business to 
be transacted there ‘is a reason for the establishment of a Federal court, 
but I think experience demonstrates in most of the States where courts 
have been multiplied, where there is no maritime jurisdiction, nothing 
to require the presence of the United States court or to exclude the au- 
thority of the State courts, the system does not operate beneficially. I 
concede that while we admit non-resident corporations to go into our 
Federal courts without restriction, there is here and there some excuse 
for inland Federal courts at points away from the borders of lakes or 
seas, but as a general proposition it seems to me that instead of multi- 
plying Federal courts with their attendant expenses unnecessarily, we 
ought rather to reduce the number, The expenses of such courts are ' 
quite large; there has got to be a building rented in which the court 
shall be held, a clerk’s office, and a marshal’s office, and of co in 
the p: of time and at quite an early day, there must be a public 
building erected for the accommodation of the courts. The expense of 
the judicial system grows steadily, and it seems to me that our policy 
should be the reverse of that. Ithink the policy of establishing so many 
Federal courts as six in the State of Nebraska, eight in the State of Iowa, 
and four in the State of Indiana is wrong; I think it is moving in the 
wrong direction. Weseem to be magnifying the Federal jurisdiction 
year after year at the expense of the proper local State jurisdiction. I 
must say that I regret very much to see this tendency to the multipli- 
cation of Federal courts and to the rapid increase of the expense of the’ 
Federal judicial system. 

When we have no bankrupt law to administer, when the cases grow- 
ing out of the revenue system are diminishing year by year, I think 
that instead of an increase there should be a steady decrease of the ap- 
pliances connected with the Federal judicial system. A State like Ne- 
braska, it seems to me, does not requite so many Federal courts. That 
State is bordered on one side, it is true, by a great river, but four of 
these courtsare to beat placesentirelyinland. In Indiana there are four 
places where Federal courts are held, three more than are necessary, 
although the State is bordered by the Ohio River and at one point by 
Lake Michigan. Instead of encouraging the increase of Federal courts 
I think our policy ought to be to restrict the jurisdiction of those courts 
to what is fair and reasonable in view of the rights of the States and 
the importance of having the judicial power exercised as far as possi- 
ble at home among the people in the local State courts. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, the committce considered all those 
points, and yet were of opinion that on the whole expense would not 
be increased, while these additional courts would greatly add to the 
public convenience. I call for the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the amendment submitted by Mr. CAs- 
WELL was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADMINISTRATION OF CUSTOM-HOUSE OATHS. 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 1597) to amend 
section 2805 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow 
oaths to be administered by notaries public. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, £c., That section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
iy Sad Iha DEE Bacay My AONO CaS AA OS: AR read as 
follows: 


An: 


Mr. COLLINS. The only change in the law contemplated is to al- 
low notaries public to administer custom-house oaths. 

The bill was ordered to be en: and read a third time; and being 
e , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COLLINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

j COURTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. TUCKER. I call up House bill No. 5196, reported by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. . 

The bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counties from the United States 
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judicial district of California and create the United States judicial court 
of Southern California, was read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr.Speaker, this bill has received the approval of 
the entire delegation from California. It was reported from the Ju- 
diciary Committee without dissent. Ido not know that I desire to say 
anything in regard to the bill, but am ready to answer any question. 
If no gentleman desires discussion, I will ask the previous question. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it is hardly worth while 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that this bill provides for 
an increase in the number of United States judges; and the payment 
of the salaries of this increased number of ju involves, of course, an 
additional expenditure of public money. It is not amiss, perhaps, for 
me to say that the Committee on the Judiciary has reported a bill 
which provides for increasing to $5,000 the salaries of judges of the 
United States where the amount is less than that sum, this increase in- 
volving an increased expenditure of about $40,000 in round figures. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. My point 
of order is that this bill, as it involves an increase of expenditure, can 
not be considered in the House, but must be first considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER. If that point had been made immediately after the 
reading of the bill, and before the House had entered upon its consid- 
eration, the Chair thinks he would have been obliged to sustain it; but 
the consideration of the bill in the House has been entered upon. 

Mr. BENNETT. We have provided for an increase of salaries—not 
a graduated increase proportioned to the labor performed, but an abso- 
lute increase all along the line; and we have treated this question as 
if the rights of men as salary earners were to be determined by their 
wants as salary spenders. I want this House to understand that we 
are lighting the candle at both ends—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit, as we do not desire 
the entire hour consumed in the discussion of this bill, I will withdraw 
it for the present. S 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws the bill. 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. TUCKER, I call up House bill No. 2996, reported by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PARKER]. 

The bill (H. R. 2996) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
vd fies district court in the northern district of New York, was read, as 

ows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That that paragraph of section 572 of the Revised Statutes 
declaring the times and places and provisions providing terms of the district 
=~ in the northern district of New York be amended so as to read as fol- 

WS: 


y in May; at Buffalo,on the third Tuesday in September; at Auburn 
: third Tuesday in 


said court is to be held.” 

Mr. PARKER. There is a verbal amendment reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “State,” in the seventeenth line, insert ‘ paper.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether this bill increases the 
number of places at which courts are to be held. 

Mr. PARKER. It does; but it involves no additional expense what- 


ever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many new courts are provided for? 

Mr. PARKER. One, at the city of Binghamton, which is to accom- 
modate the southern tier. The bill calls for no expense. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. PARKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paesa, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. TUCKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the division 
of the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide for hold- 
ing terms of the court of the northern district at the city of Peoria. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve points of order on the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that this bill creates anew 
office, and otherwise provides for the expenditure of money. Under 
a rule, it must receive its first consideration in Committee of the 

ole. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered in the House without going into Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think it ought to go to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. TUCKER. Then I withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is withdrawn, but under the point of or- 
der it will be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


UNORGANIZED TERRITORY SOUTH OF KANSAS. 


Mr. TUCKER. I call up House bill No. 679, to extend the laws of 
the United States over certain unorganized territory south of the State 
of Kansas; and I yield the floor to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EZRA 
B. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. EZRAB. TAYLOR. TheCommitteeon the Judiciary has author- 
ized me to ask that Senate bill No. 624, relating to this same subject, 
be substituted for this bill of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If the Senate bill has been reported, the gentle- 
man moves to consider the Senate bill? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER (after a pause). The Chair finds on examination 
that the Senate bill has never been reported to the House or referred 
to the committee. 3 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I supposed it had been reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can call up the House bill, and if 
unanimous consent be given that bill can be laid aside and the Senate 
bill be considered in its place. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask that that be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to lay 
aside the House bill and consider the Senate bill upon the same sub- 


ject. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. ‘ 
The SPEAKER. The House bill will be read, and after that the 
Senate bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (II. R. 679) to extend the laws of the United States over certain unor- 
ganized territory south of the State of Kansas. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the laws of the United States are hereby extended 
over the unorganized territory south of the States of Kansas and Colorado and 
between the Indian Territory and the Territory of New Mexico, known as the 
Public Land strip; and that for the purpose of the execution of said laws said 
Public Land strip is annexed to the judicial district of Kansas and to the south- 
western land district in said State; and the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized to cause the subdivisional lines of townships in said Public Land strip to be 
surveyed under current appropriations for the surveying service. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
tlers under the plant r yra eia reall a Renee ina 
so entered until after five years’ actual residence thereon, to be ascertained 
under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office and spproved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is now pending before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of the House. The gentleman asks to dis- 
charge that committee from-its further consideration, lay aside the 
House bill, and consider the Senate bill. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made, the House bill is be- 
fore the House, together with the amendment of the committee. 2 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Very well; then I ask for the considera- 
tion of the House bill and the amendment at this time. 

Mr. RYAN. Is the House bill or the Senate bill before the House? 

The SPEAKER, Objection having been made to laying it aside, the 
House bill is before the House, with the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. RYAN. I suggest to my friend from Ohio the bill be amended 
so as to strike out all after the words ‘‘ homestead laws,” in the pro- 
viso. The proviso is these lands shall be subject to entry only by set- 
tlers under the homestead laws, and then there is some additional 
matter which should be stricken out. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is the reason why I wished to get at 
the Senate bill, in order to make the change proposed. 

Mr. RYAN. I move then to strike out these words: 

And that no patent shall be issued for any lands so entered until after five years’ 
actual residence thereon, to be ascertained under such rules and lations as 
may be geama by the Commissioner of the General Land and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this bill provides for disposing of public lands, 
must it not have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand it proposes to do- 
nate public lands. : ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. It provides, as I understand, for the disposition 
of them. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the bill been read? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the Senate bill? 
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The SPEAKER. No; the House bill has been read, but the Senate 
bill has not been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the bill provide for expenditure for sur- 
vey of public lands? 

Mr. RYAN. All Tae nU op gaurd do is to extend the laws of the 
United States over this Publi strip, where there is no law now 
whatever, and to attach it to Kansas for judicial p It opens 
that little strip to settlement exclusively under the homestead laws. 

The SPEARER The bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior 
is authorized to cause the subdivisional lines of townships in said Pab- 
lic Land strip to be surveyed under current appropriations for the sur- 
veying service. 

. SPRINGER. It goes to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union if it makes appropriation, 

The SPEAKER. But it makes no appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that portion of the bill, if there is such a 
provision, requiring all these lands to be disposed of under the home- 
stead laws will be read. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the proviso. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is the amendment proposed by the 
committee and recommended by the Interior Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read the proviso, as follows: 

Provided, however, That said lands shall be subject to entry only by actual set- 
tlers under the homestead laws; and that no patent shall be issued for any 
Jands so entered until after five years’ actual residence thereon, to be ascer- 
tained under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves to strike out 
that portion of the committee’s amendment just read, after the words 
“ homestead laws.” 

The Chair is informed objection is withdrawn to taking up the Sen- 
ate bill in place of the House bill. Is it renewed? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; Irenew it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand the last proposition read by the Clerk 
is an amendment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary. I wish 
to inquire of the gentleman having the matter in charge whether he pro- 

to renew that amendment to the Senate bill. S 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is not before the House. 

A MEMBER. The Senate bill contains it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I beg pardon, it does not. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is not before the Housc, objection 
having been made. 

Mr. RYAN. I move to strike out all after the words ‘‘ homestead 
laws,” in the amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary, for the 
reason that what follows provides there must be an actual residence of 
five continuous years. That would exclude the soldiers. 

Mr. PAYSON. They may be excepted. 

Mr. RYAN. Ifmy friend is going to require 
tion tothe homestead law, Ishould like to hear some good reason for if. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from Kan- 

. sas that the homestead law now allows the taking of the title by a sol- 
dier within a comparatively short period. The effect of this would be 
to require a legal residence of five years upon the land. Now I admit. 
that an exception should be made in favor of the soldiers as the law 
stands; and I therefore, that he modify his amendment so as 
to provide that the law touching the rights of soldiers who served in 
the Army of the United States shall not be impaired. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There seems to be no difference between 
the gentlemen in reference to the bill, but they are consuming a great 
deal of time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend as I have suggested. 

Mr. RYAN. That meets my approval. 

Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. RYAN. In view of the suggestion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana I withdraw my amendment, with the understanding that his 
amendment is pending. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Pror. Surther, That the provisos of law touching therights of soldiers to 
enter pi lands under the homestead law shall not be imputed: 


Mr. DUNHAM. Can the bill be read as proposed to be amended ? 
I would like to have it read. 

Mr. MILLER. I have an amendment pending —— - 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be read as 
proposed to be amended. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
what is the occasion of the proviso he has added? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The occasion is—— 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not believe there is any objection to the bill, and 
if the gentleman will not withdraw it I am sure it can be passed. 


a new system in addi-, 


Mr. TUCKER. I will call it up hereafter. I now withdraw it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the bill. ; 


DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT, ALABAMA. 


Mr. TUCKER. I now call up House bill No. 28. 

The SPEAKER. Itisin Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. OATES. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be considered in the House. S 

The SPEAKER. ‘The rulesof the House require it to be considered 
there. The gentleman might ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. OATES. Then I ask unanimons consent that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be con- 
sidered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. -The title of the bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.28) to provide for the appointment and compensation of a district 
judge for the southern district of Alabama yi e 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill will be read. 
The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills has expired. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the further consideration of 
the river and harbor appropriation bill; and pending that I move that 
all debate upon the paragraph under consideration and all amendments 
thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of Union for the further consideration of the river and har- 
bor bill; and by order of the House all debate upon the pending para- 
graph and amendments thereto is limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BOYLE] five minutes. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the pending question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] tothe 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE], 
upon which the committee was dividing. 

The Clerk will report the amendment on which the division was 
being taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By, proceeding in the district court of the United States for tl 

s i of the Un 
trict fy Seance hog i the Sankai rovided for the mara ae coer oien 
of lands for railroad purposes under the pro of an act of the General As- 
sembly of the Commonwealth of vania entitled ‘An act regulating rail- 
road companies,’ approved February 19, 1849, and the supplement thereto, so 
far as the same may be applicable.” 

Mr. BAYNE. Iask unanimous consent to offer the following addi- 
tion to that amendment, in order that the committee may vote upon 
the two together. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read from the desk, after which the 
Chair will submit the request of the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to add, after the word “applicable” in the amendment, the fol- 


lowing: 

“Provided, That no title to nd i 
Siaina soe tall thin TAIE Chstoa be wontet io mag tee EnA A eat 
ens of such condemnation proceedings has been made to and approved by 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall object to anything that looks to the adop- 
tion of that provision of the bill. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on the pending amend- 
ment, upon which the point of order was made that no quorum had 
voted. 

The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS, as tellers. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman who raised the point 
of order was Mr. COBB, as I understand it, who is not present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that it was the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. : x 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I think Mr. CoBB raised the point 
of order, and as he is not present pressing it, I presume that it would 
not be considered as insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Indiana made the point of order, and insists upon it. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendment be again reported before the 
vote is taken. = 


The amendment was again read. 


The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 88, noes 35. 
Mr. HOLMAN (one of the tellers). Idonotinsist on further count. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thepoint as to aquorum is withdrawn, and the 
amendment is agreed to, 

Mr. BOYLE addressed the Chair, 

Mr. BAYNE. Has my colleague any objection to my offering my 
amendment at this time? 

Mr. BOYLE. Ihave no objection if it does not come ont of my 
time. 

Mr. BAYNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “applicable,” in the amendment just adopted, insert: 

“Provided, That no title to the condemned property vest in the United 


States, nor shall the United States be bound to pay the value fixed thereon until 
fo sapere of said condemnation proceedings has been made to and approved 
gress. 


Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph of this bill looking to the 
acquisition by the United States of title to the property of the Monon- 
gahela Improvement Company has excited a good deal of feeling, and 
has provoked some gentlemen who haye engaged in the debate to use 
strong words in oppositién to it. One gentleman [Mr. HEWITT] has 
characterized it as the most ‘‘ impudent?’ proposition he has known to 
be introdueed into Congress during his long term of service; and another 
gentleman, I am sorry tosay a Pennsylvanian [Mr. KELLEY], has char- 
acterized the ents made in favor of the provision as ‘‘ infamous.’’ 

Mr. KELLEY. If my colleague will permit me to say it, I was re- 
ferring to the provision which has been stricken from the bill, and I re- 
affirm what I stated. 

Mr. BOYLE. I will say to my respected friend that his use of that 
word as applicable to an argument made by any member of this House 
ap to me to be unwarranted. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I submit that the gentleman can not raise a point of 
order while another gentleman is on the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I wish to know what amendment is 
now ding, whether the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], or the amendment which I submitted 
yesterday; because as I understood the statement made by the Chair 
the amendment which has just been submitted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was to be received as taking precedence of mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inresponse tothe inquiry of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts the Chair will cause the Clerk toread the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. STONE, of usetts. I make the point of order that my 
amendment takes precedence. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
has no amendment before the committee. When the gentleman pro- 

his amendment on yesterday and the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr WILLIS] offered his amendment the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts withdrew his until the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky could be acted upon. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I know what I am talking about. 
He withdrew it with the statement that he would offer it afterward. 
Now he has not reoffered it, and before he reoffers it the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] offered his amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, IfI may make an explanation, I will 
state that this is the posture of this matter: When I first proposed to 
offer my amendment there were two amendments pending, that of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] being second. I offered to 
withdraw mine until a vote was taken on the amendment which ap- 
pears in the italics in the bill. When that vote was taken I handed 
in my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has correctly stated the situation. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] will proceed. 

Mr. BOYLE. The gentleman who characterized this as an impudent 
proposition went further, and made what appears to me to be an un- 
justifiable attack on the persons en in the mining of coal along 
the Monongahela River. Hespoke of it asthe region where the strikes 
had recently taken place and of the coal operators as the persons re- 
sponsible for the introduction of Hungarian and other pauper Jabor. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] knows a good deal, but 
he does not know much about the Monongahela River coal region. 
There is no Hungarian labor employed on the Monongahela River, nor 
in the mining of the coal carried on on that river. 

Mr. HEWITT. I will state to the gentleman that Iwas assured by 
three directors of that company that the Hungarian laborers were there 
and in pool No. 4. ` 

Mr. BOYLE. Thatisin my county. If they are there, they must 
have come at a very recent date. 

Mr. HEWITT. General or Colonel Sweitzer, Mr. Wood, and an- 
other, whose name I do not remember, were the three gentlemen who 
assured me that was true. 

Mr. BOYLE. I know the gentlemen named very well. 


Mr. HEWITT. I give my authority. 


Mr. BOYLE. ‘The gentleman made his statement yesterday and has 
his authority to-day. That, however, Mr. Chairman, is not very ma- 
terial, and I do not see how it should affect this proposition. 

The gentlemen from New York went further. 1 remember haying 
heard him make a speech in the last Congress in which he said he was 
informed of the fact—perhaps he said he knew the fact—that miners 
were working in the mines of Pennsylvania for 75 cents a day. 

Mr. HEWITT. I know it. 

Mr. BOYLE. It is not and has not been the fact as to the Monon- 
gahela region. The gentleman knows something about Pe: lvania 
because he himself employs labor in that State; and he may fore 
know that in his locality miners work for 75 cents a day; but in this 
region which the gentleman has spoken of so harshly they make double 
that amount of wages, and still, perhaps, not as much as they ought to 
receive; and they are not Hungarians or Italians or ‘‘ pauper’? laborers 
of any kind, but intelligent, industrious American citizens. 

Mr. HEWITT. Why did they strike? 

Mr. BOYLE. Because they wanted more. 

Mr. HEWITT. That is right. 

Mr. BOYLE. That was right; and so far as I know that was the 
only reason for the strike. 

Mr. HEWITT. Are they satisfied now? 

Mr. BOYLE. I hope they are, as I see by yesterday’s papers that 
the ‘‘operators,’’ the men on whose account the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr] would defeat this measure, have voluntarily and 
without solicitation made an increase in wages of from 5 to 16 percent. 

Mr. HEWITT. How long did the strike last before they agreed to 
make the advance? 

Mr. BOYLE. They made the adyance demanded by the men; and 
now I am glad to see that they have made this additional advance 
voluntarily. 

Mr. HEWITT. 
vance? 

- Mr. BOYLE. Ido not know. Perhaps not longer than the car- 
drivers were out in the city of New York. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT. They were out about four months. 

Mr. BOYLE. Well, sir; that is not material. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. + 

Mr. BRUMM was recognized, and yielded to Mr. BOYLE. / 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to state one or two facts that 
are material. The Monongahela River runs through the States of West 
Virginia and Pennsylvania. Thepart of it in Pennsylvania has been 
improved by the Monongahela Navigation Company, under a charter 

ted by the Pennsylvania Legislature in 1836. The original cap- 
ital was fixed at $180,000, with the right of indefinite increase. I un- 
derstand it is now over $1,000,000, 

One of the provisions of that charter was that after a lapse of a cer- 
tain time, a few years, the State of Pennsylvania should have the right 
to take the improvements of the company upon paying the cost of their 
construction and interest at the rate of 6 per cent. up to the time of the 
taking, deducting therefrom the earnings of the company; so that this 
company, when it took possession of this river and improved it, did so 
with the understanding and agreement that the imprévements might 
be taken from it for public use upon being reimbursed, as before stated. 
Therefore we do it no wrong and no injustice if we now take the prop- 
erty in the manner proposed. The company has had it many years 
longer than it supposed it would be allowed to hold it under the terms 
ofits charter. True, it is not proposed that the State of Pennsylvania 
shall take possession. But as the General Government has the un- 
doubted right to take charge of this improvement by virtue of the right 
to control the navigable rivers of the country, and as the company must 
have contemplated the surrender of its property and franchises, I can 
not seè that it matters to it whether the works go to the State or to the 
United States, provided itis compensated in the manner provided in the 
charter. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has spoken of this river 
as if it were not navigable. Why, sir, it was navigable before the Mo- 
nongahela improvement was thought of. Itis navigable in certain sea- 
sons of the year, and a good part of the year, far above the improve- 
ments made in West Virginia; and in the fall and spring and winter 
steamboats run to Morgantown, and sometimes as far as Fairmount, on 
the Baltimore and Ohio road, without the aid of locksand dams, So 
that up to the Pennsylvania State line, to which the improvements of 
this company extend, and far above it, the river is and has always been 
navigable for steamboats. 

The commerce on the Monongahela is strictly interstate commerce. 
I thought that fact would commend this proposition to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. It is hardly anything but interstate com- 
merce. The gentleman from Texas, whom I know to hold thata State 
can not levy taxes or tribute of any kind on commerce between the 
States, is sustaining the occupancy of the lower Monongahela River by 
a corporation which levies tolls and taxes upon every pound of freight 
that passes on this river from West Virginia to Pennsylvania and from 
Pennsylvania to the States of the West and Southwest. 


How long were the men out before they got any ad- 
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Mr. REAGAN. I donot want the gentleman to assume that I sus- 
tain a proposition to appropriate $120,000 in this bill for the benefit of 


a private corporation. That is practically what he proposes. 
Mr. BOYLE. This bill would give to this corporation not one cent. 


If this whole provision should be adopted the corporation would be 


wiped out of existence. If the gentlemen opposing it should prevail 
as to that part providing for the acquisition of the works of the com- 
‘pany and the appropriation should be made, it would benefit the com- 
pany incidentally, but not a dollar of the money appropriated would 
go to it. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to state another fact. A b reason for 
making that river free is this—it has not, I believe, been stated, but it 
was the operative reason with the committee: The Kanawha River 
has been improved by the General Government, and it is openand free, 
so that from that region comes down and out to the lower 
rivers without paying any tax or toll, while the coal on the Mononga- 
hela is taxed enormously for the benefit of a private corporation. 

If you compute the toll levied upon the amount of coal taken from an 
acre you will find that it is an enormous tax; and coal goes out of this 
river by the acre. Now, the people in the Monongahela Valley desire 
to be put on an equality with those on the Kanawha. There is no 
reason why they should not be. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HewITT] says that only the coal-land owners will be benefited by this 
measure, He states itas a proposition not to be questioned or contro- 
verted that ‘‘ things are not sold by what they cost, but at their mar- 
ket value in the market in which they are sold.” They are undoubt- 
edly sold ‘‘at their market value in the market in which they are 
sold,” but surely their cost is one of the elements which determine 
that market value. Are not articles carried to the great markets of 
the world and there sold cheapened by a reduction in the cost of pro- 
duction and in the cost of transportation ? . ; 

The rule which the gentleman now lays down as axiomatic is notin 
accordance with the gentleman’s present views on the tariff, as I under- 
stand them. He certainly maintains that the removal of duties on im- 


pre goods will reduce the cost to the consumer. If it will eh td : 
to 


to be benefited, and why remove them? If we remove the to 
which this coal is now subjéct, and thus reduce the costof taking it to 
market, certainly upon his tariff views, but not upon his views as to 
this bill, the consumer will get the benefitof the reduction, as he main- 
tains the consumer would get the benefit if duties were removed. 

Mr. HEWITT. ‘The price is made by demand and supply, 

Mr. REAGAN. How much would it cost the Government to do 
that? 

Mr. BOYLE. I donot know how much, but not near as much as 
gentlemen have been made to believe. It will not cost the Government 
more to take those improvements on the plan proposed than it would 
to improve the river originally; and there certainly is as much reason 
for improving the Monongahela as for improving the Kanawha, or any 
of the other rivers named in the bill, or even the harbor of Galveston. 
The commerce of the Mononghela is greater and more important than 
that of Galveston. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh! There is enough cotton shipped from Galves- 
ton every year to buy the whole Monongahela. . 

Mr. BOYLE. Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] 
says that this coal is sold at Pittsburgh. 

Mr..HEWITT. I said that the price was made at Pittsburgh. 

Mr. BOYLE, Well, the gentlemanis mistaken. Only a small part 
of the coal is sold at Pittsburgh. There is no reason why the price 
should be fixed there, Four-fifths of it goes down the Ohio and the 
Mississippi, and reaches all the country along the streams that flow 
into those rivers. In fact, it is the people in Kentucky and the people 
along all the Western rivers who are principally interested in having 
the Monongahela opened up as the Kanawha has been and in having 
competition between these producing regions. 

Mr. HEWITT. Isnot the price made at Pittsburgh? 

Mr. BOYLE. Itis not. The coal passes Pittsburgh without stop- 
ping, and goes to all points on the lower rivers. 

Mr. HEWITT. But the market value is made in the big market. 

Mr. BOYLE. Pittsburgh is not the big market. It is made at the 
points where the coal is sold. That is shown by the fact that the price 
differs materially at different points. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It strikes other competition lower down and 
has to meet it. 

Mr. BOYLE. Yes. If we make the Monongahela free, it will en- 
able the people on the lower rivers to get their coal cheaper, because it 
will put the Monongahela coal producers in a position where they can 
compete on equal terms with those on the Kanawha and on other 
rivers. 

The Kanawha is several hundred miles nearer to those markets; the 
coal passes from it without toll, and the Monongahela people, thus hand- 
icapped by tolls and distances, are not in condition to compete The 
difference in the quality of thecoals will compensate for the difference in 
the length of carriage; but it is asking too much that this coal carry 
the additional weight of tolls. ? 

Take possession of this improvement and throw open the river. Pay 


only what the improvement is worth. The terms of the charter pro- 
vide that the company shall sell its works for what they cost, with 
interest, deducting the dividends. Pay the company according to the 
terms of the charter, and you will pdy no more than you would have 
paid, not as much as you would have paid, if the improvement of the 
river had been made by the General Government. 

This isan interstatestream. Itcarries interstate commerce. Iknow 
the gentleman from Texas denies the right of a State to levy a tax or 
toll on interstate commerce; but if he allows this Monongahela Im- 
provement Company to retain possession of that river, he permits the 
levying of an onerous toll and tax upon interstate commerce—com- 
merce that is nothing but interstate. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
We are now about to vote upon this proposition, and I want the House 
to understand—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HAMMOND). Debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto was limited to ten minutes, which time has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wanted to state that this is a proposition to vote 
$120,000 to a private corporation that has already received more than 
$100,000 from the Government. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman is entirely mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know whatI say. It is the truth. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, Others know the truth as well as 


ourself. 

Mr. WILLIS. Irise toa point of order. The only thing in order 
is a vote, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, is it in order 
to have a restatement of the information which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] gave the House, but which some of us did 
not fully catch, as to the provisions of the charter by which the State 
of Pennsylvania has the right to repossess itself of this property upon 
certain terms? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing is in order but a vote. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think that by striking out the entire para- 

ph we can get effectually all the information we want. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ war,” inline insert “ who shall transmit the same to Con- 

ce strike out the remainder of the paragraph down to and including 
ne . 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 48, noes 46. 

Mr..ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noquorum having voted, tellers will be ordered; 
and the Chair appoints the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, STONE 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 34, noes 
84 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The nextquestion is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 


Mr. WILLIS. I hope there will be order while that amendment is 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


; eer after the word ‘‘ applicable,” in the amendment last adopted, the fol- 

ON Provided, That no title to the condemned property shall vest in the United 
States, nor shall the United States be bound to pay the value fixed thereon until 
report of said condemnation proceeding has n made to and approved by 
Congress,” . 

The amendment was agreed to, there being—ayes 73, noes 8. 

Mr. EVERHART, I move to amend by inserting after the word 
“works,” where it occurs in line 404 and also in line 473, the words 
tt franchises and property connected therewith.” = 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend by inserting after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 459, the following: 


Provided, That the commerce originating along or above the improvements 
Peen appropriated for shall not subject to tolls on any other part of tho 
ver. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This amendment is on the theory—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend by inserting at the end of the 
paragraph the following: 

by appropriated shall not be m sai 

deel oul ha DEVIENE Sail ba mantis bes totes Oa CT NT DESIA CI TT 

The amendment was adopted, there being ayes 95, noes 21. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to know whether it would be in order to 
offer an amendment reciting that no appropriation for the harbor at 
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Galveston shall be used until the wharf company releases its franchise 
and ceases to charge toll on commerce at that harbor. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the amendment when 
we reach that portion of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT. I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
in line 459. It includes all after the word “‘dollars,’”’ in line 459, down 
= and including line 490, or, in other words, the original text of the 

ill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Irise for the purpose of making an inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does not that amendment leave the appropriation 
in the bill naked— without the other provision ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis nota parliamentary inquiry. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEW- 
Irr]. [Afterapause.] The aycshave it, and the amendment is agreed 
to. 


Mr. REAGAN, I rose to demand a division before the Chair an- 
nounced the result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced the ayes had it and the 
amendment was to. 

Mr. REAGAN, As soon as the Chair announced the vote, and be- 
fore announcing the result, I asked for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the great confusion prevailing on the floor 
the gentleman from Texas was not heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the motion of the gentleman from New York 
ag ue to strike out embrace anything more than the text of 

e 

Mr. RANDALL. Was not the vote declared to be carried in the af- 

ive? “4 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to have some understanding about this mat- 
ter. My amendment was to strike out the whole section, including the 
appropriation. My amendment to add to the text that no money appro- 
priated under this paragraph should be used until the commerce there 
was made free was adopted and has been added to the text; but —— 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will yield to the Chair the 
whole matter is easily explainable. The gentleman from Texas has a 
motion pending to strike out, but before the vote is taken on that 
amendment all motions looking to the perfection of the text are in order. 
Pending that motion to strike out he submitted an amendment to add 
to the section—— 

Mr, REAGAN. That is it; but it was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York to strike out was carried, not hearing in the 
confusion prevailing on the floor the demand of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] for a division. The demand being insisted on, 
the Chair will recognize it. 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire to correct the Chair. My amendment was 
adopted, and then the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] moved 
to strike out the text from line 459 to line 490, which does not include 
the words added on my motion. 

en aoe The Chair stands corrected. A division is de- 
manded. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ido not understand the force of the mo- 
tion. The Houseadopted the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 
Now, does this motion of the gentleman from New York strike that 
out? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 

Mr. KING. I rise to a point of order, and that is that this House is 
out of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. 

Mr. BAYNE. Itisimpossible to proceed unless we have better order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair agrees most thoroughly with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and hopes the House will come to order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen in the aisles will be seated. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, to know what the 
committee is now voting on. I desire to askif all thatis now remain- 
ing is not the three lines making an appropriation ? 
ihe CHAIRMAN. If the proposed amendment of the gentleman 
from New York be adopted that will be the result, retaining also the 
words added by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairannounced the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York was adopted, but the gentleman from Texas 
stated he demanded a division. On account of the confusion the Chair 
could not hear the gentleman, and under the circumstances it deems it 
but fair and just to allow the division to take place. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the motion to strike out all of the original text 
of the bill after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 459? If so, then of course 
it did not reach the portion added to the text on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope we will go on with this bill. 

The . ‘The Chair desires to be informed what was the 
exact motion of the gentleman from New York. 


Mr. HEWITT. I have been trying to get the attention of the Chair 
for that purpose. TheClerk properly announced my amendment, which 
was to strike ont all of the text after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 459. 
It does not cover the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
and which was adopted. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I wish to makea parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Whether that motion, if adopted, would strike out 


any more than the word ‘‘and?’’ Because that is all the rest of that 
line. - 
TheCHAIRMAN. The proposition is to strike ont all after the word 


‘t dollars,” in line 459, down to and including line 490. 

Mr. REAGAN, I withdraw the call for a division. 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew it. 

Mr. REED,of Maine. How would that leave the paragraph ifadopted? 
Will the Clerk read the paragraph as it will stand if the motion shall 
be adopted ? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Monongahela River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Continui 
improvement, $121,200: Provided, That the money hereby appropriated 
not be expended on said river until the navigation shall be fee ny ae tothe use 
of all people, 

Mr. BOYLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it? 

Mr. BOYLE. Whether the effect of that motion, if adopted, would 
not be to make an appropriation of $120,000 and provide that it shall 
not be expended until the river is made ‘‘free,’? with no provision to 
make it free? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BOYLE. Then it is a fraud. [Langhter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from New York, upon which a division is asked. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That demand has been withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was renewed upon the other side of the House, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But too late. - 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks not, ; 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HEWITT; and on a divis 
ion there were—ayes 80, noes 37. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. Hewitt, and Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, were appointed tell- 
ers. z 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 

69. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now ask a yote upon my motion to strike out the 
whole section. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. When the motion of the gentleman from Texas was made on 
yesterday, which, as I understand, is the motion upon which we are 
now to vote, the words in Italics had not been inserted in the bill. 
These words were subsequently inserted on motion of the committee 
and by a vote of the House. My inquiry is whether the motion to strike 
out would include those words in Italics also? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the motion, being a motion to 
strike out the whole paragraph, and the amendment having been added 
simply to the paragraph, the motion would include all. 

The motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before passing from that par- 
agraph I want to make an amendment, which I will read myself. 

Add after the word ‘'free,” in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN], the words: 

By the State of Penusylvania un 
Bs Mon rom Sevigny, UOA in 3 the charter granted by that State to the 

Mr. BAYNE. Task the gentleman from Kentucky to allow me to 
suggest a further amendment by adding after the word “‘ Pennsylvania” 
in his amendment the words ‘‘or the United States.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. ~- 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. BAYNE. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] to say that the State of Pennsylvania 
had the right to do this, and this amendmentis for the purpose of trying 
to point out the mode by which the paragraph may be made effective. 

Mr. BAYNE. Task the gentleman to accept my amendment, that 
this be made free, by the State of Pennsylvania or by the United States. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We may have to pay for the whole of it in that 


case. 

Mr. BAYNE. No. Theeffect would be that the United States would 
destroy the charter, while the State would not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask that the entire amendment be again read as 
it will stand if adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the maney hereby appropriated shall not be expended on said 
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river until the navigation shall be made ang 
under the charter by that State to the 
pany) to the use of all people. 

‘Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman from Kentucky will not accept the 
amendment as I suggest, I offeritas an amendment to the amendment; 
that is, toadd the words ‘‘or the United States,” after the word “* Penn- 
sylvania,”’ in the amendment of the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think there is a grammatical error in the 
eee of this amendment, It would seem that it has been inserted 
the Clerk at the wrong place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has nothing to do with grammatical 
errors. [Laughter.] 

The question is on the adoption of the amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Te question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 40, 
noes 42, 

So the amendment of Mr. BAYNE was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was then 
adopted; there being on a division—ayes 48, noes 41. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. MILLS took the chair as 

sees pro tempore. 

message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the: House that the Senate had easel bills of the following titles with 
amendments; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 1361) giving a pension to Mira D. Gwynne; 

A bill R. 1398) to grant a pension to Silas T. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; 

A bill (H. R. 1462) granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber; 

A bill (H. R. at for t the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; 


y the State of Pennsylvania, 


Navigation Com- 


A bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge 

A bill (H. R. 3351) grantinga pension to Mrs. Magdalena Rehkoff; 
A bill (H. S890) a dhe nome or Willian Clark; 

A bill (HL R. 3390) to place the name of William C. Schoonozer on 


the ion-roll; 
bo pn (H. R. 3463) tinga pension to Mrs. Hannah Babb Hutchins; 
A bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear; 
A bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers; 

5022) i increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell; 


ae bill (H. R. 
-i bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. I 
hope it will meet the views of both the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WILLIs] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word Bang oto in line 459, strike out all and insert: 

* But no charges or to be collected on any other of the river on 
any commerce on said Sih which originates above the works herein appropri- 
MoA for. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 14. 
` So (further count not being called for) the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Improving Allegheny River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. Imove to strike out the last word. I have not oc- 
cupied much time on this paragraph which has just been passed, but I 
am sure every gentleman will recognize the propriety of my making a 
brief statement, not to exceed, perhaps, two or three minutes, about 
this item for the improvement of the Monongahela River. 

A MEMBER. That paragraph is passed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam aware it is, and I ask the indulgence of the 
committee for a few moments, not, however, with the view of reversing 
the vote. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors found the Monongahela River 
in this condition: There are seven locks and dams owned by a private 
company at the mouth of the river. For many years the Government 
of the United States, notwithstanding that fact, has gone ahead and ap- 
propriated money for the improvement of the Monongahela River above 
those seven locks until now. Upto the present date there has been 
expended by the Government on that work $307,000. 

‘The Government, therefore, was committed to this project before this 
committee took charge of it. During the present session a delegation 
came to us from the city of Pittsburgh, headed by the president of the 
Chamber of Commerce, Mr. Dravo, and said the burdens on the people 
of that part of the State because of the monopoly of these charges by 
this corporation were very heavy, and they asked the committee in the 
interest of the public to put something in the bill to purchase that 
franchise from the company. The committee undertook to do this. 
They believed it was a navigable river, and that the Government had 
aright to take possession of it, but they did not expect that the Gov- 


ernment would take it without paying for it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Isitnota fact that the expenditures 
of the Government have increased the tonnage carried? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is true, and because of that fact the people 
living there ask Congress to relieve them of the burden. 
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Supposing it was an ori pro and aclaim should be made 
for the Monongahela, as for the Great Kanawha and other rivers, that 
Congress should purchase the seven locks owned by the Monongahela 
Company, it would bea question of expediency. There is nothing dark, 
deceptive, and monstrous in this proposition, unless you say it is mon- 
strous for the Federal Government to resume control of a river which 
belongstoit. Isubmit, the only object the committee had in view was 
to get a price set upon this improvement that it might be turned over 
to the free navigation of the country. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky aques- 


tion—— 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, is a motion to reconsider in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky, chairman of the 


committee, has yielded to the gentleman from Pennsylvania for a 


question. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire to state to the chairman of the committee 
that I, in common with all other friends of commerce, earnestly desire 
the removal of all tolls or burdens upon the commerce on the Monon- 
gahela or any other water highway. We have differed with the com- 
mittee only as to the method proposed at the end of the provision relat- 
ing to the Monongahela River. 

WILLIS. Then it is only as to the method ? 

Mr. NEGLEY. Not alone as to the method, but as well to the co- 
ercive, mandatory, and illegal terms used in the proposition. Also, 
that these objectionable requirements have not been applied to similar 
improvements on the Kanawha and the Barren and Green Rivers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam not attempting to offer any criticism on the ac- 
tion of the House. I merely thought the statement I have made was 
due on the part of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Mr. NEGLEY. Will not the gentleman [Mr. WILLIS] have the 
courtesy to state why this objectionable feature, which has provoked all 
this controversy and interfered with the purpose of the friends of cheap 
navigation from voting for the measure, was omitted in the case of sim- 
ilar propositions? 

Mr. WILLIS. It was put in here because it was believed that it was 
wanted by the people of Pennsylvania. We see now that there isa dif- 
ference among themselves, and I heard nothing from my friend [Mr. 
NEGLEY] till yesterday. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I was not consulted or advised with, although I had 
a bill bearing on this subject before the committee, and I no op- 
portunity of seeing this provision until it was reported to the House 
and in print. I was denied the right to represent my constituents in- 
terested in the intended improvement, and because I favored impar- 
tial justice to every citizen have been charged with opposing the meas- 
ure, which I in tly deny. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. REAGAN. Is it in order to move a reconsideration of the last 
vote? 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no such thing as a reconsideration in 


the Committee of the Whole. By the last vote an amendment was 
adopted which may be voted down in the House if the House does not 
to it. 

Mr. NEGLEY. 
last read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 492 strike out $40,000 and insert $140,000, that it will read: ee 
the Allegheny River, Pennsylyania: Continuing improvement, $140, 

Mr. NEGLEY. It will be readily seen by any one who will take the 
time to examine the provisions of this bill that none of the important 
water highways in Western Pennsylvania have received any appropria- 
tions, although the most liberal provisions have been made for other 
sections of the country where the commerce is absolutely insignificant 
compared with that of the Allegheny and Monongahela Rivers. 

I desire to here put upon record the substantial reasons I have for 
increasing the amount allotted to the Allegheny River, and I hope 
that every member of the House will appreciate the justness of my 

roposition. 
a ĮI also wish to claim the attention of the committee to the importance 
and the public necessity for this improvement. 

The great system of water ways which unite at Pittsburgh, and there, 
forming one of the greatest avenues of commerce in the entire country, 
possess a tonnage of immense proportions and more varied in ahne 
than pours out of any inland harbor in the world. 

Its floating tonnage amounts somite. 2,000,000 tons, numbering four 
thousand steam vessels and It represents a capital of fully 
$10,000,000 and employs 4,000 men, and puts in circulation from three 
to five million dollars annually. 

It farnishes the valleys of the Ohio and Mississippi five million tons 
of fuel and manufactured products, receiving in exchange one-third as 
much of the productions of other regions. 

It is the source of 16,000 miles of navigation, and it has saved the 
National Government millions of dollars in transportation in time of 
war. 

It is the best-adapted site for military defense, the storing and manu- 
facture of heavy ordnance, and the construction of light-draught iron 
and steel vessels on the continent. 


l offer the following amendment to the paragraph 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3743 


Four thousand cannons of the heaviest caliber used by the Govern- 
ment prior to 1865 were manufactured at Pittsburgh and shipped to 
the forts on the seaboard. 

Steam craft are constructed here for all the navigable rivers in South 
and Central America. One of the first and most notable iron steamers 
used by the Government upon the great lakes was also built at this 
point. 

In no other city in the Union is there so an employment of 
capital and labor, business en ise, inventive skill, and mechanical 
aptitude as can be found in the workshops which front these three 

t rivers. 
Over one hundred and ten thousand employés earn their bread in the 
oe saprana industrial establishments located in Pittsburgh and Al- 
eny City. 
ur-fifths of the total manufacture in the United States, or $25,000,- 
000 in value, of glassware is made here and sold yearly. 

There is an annual output of 500,000 tons of pig-iron from its blast 
furnaces and a product of 400,000 tons of crucible and Bessemer steel. 
There is a capital of $40,000,000 invested in other branches of trade, 
which gives em ent to eighteen thousand men and women, with 
an average y business of $140,000,000. 

The fruits of these great and varied industries find consumers and 
contribute prosperity and comfort to the inhabitants resident in an ex- 
panse of territory continental in its extent and zones of climate. 

All honor and praise to the wisdom of the men who have yearly ad- 
vocated the improvement of our natural highways, thereby creating an 
irresistible competition, without favoritism, pools, or syndicates, ut 
which rewards enterprise alike and bestows its benefits upon rich and 
poor without man’s dictation. > 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken; and the chairman stated that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 3 

Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 65. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I demand tellers. 


Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will not insist upon tellers. 
Mr. NEGLEY. I shall not only do that, but I shall oppose the bill. 
It is an act of iniquity. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. NEGLEY] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 23, noes 73. 

So the amen t was not agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
r The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Presi- 
ent. ; 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. : 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. i , I offer an amendment which I send 


to the desk. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “do 
TUO money hereby appropriated 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
section to which that relates has been 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And Imake the pointoforder, Mr. 
Chairman, that not only has that section been passed, but that the sub- 
sequent section has been read, debated, and passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order well taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Impro Delaware River, Pi 
Maaco airy Se Trenton to its m 


"in line 459, and insert “Provided, 
be expended in said Monongahela 


lyania and New Jersey: Continuing im- 


$240,000. 
Mr. LORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I ask to 
have read: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting after line 497 as follows: 
maimprovine Saint Jones River, Delaware: Continu improvement, $7,000. 


“Improving Broad Creek, Delaware: Continuing rdia ead $7,000.” 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Chairman, in the peninsula between Chesapeake 
Bay and Delaware Bays, a considerable portion of which is occupied by 
the State of Delaware, there are seven rivers and creeks—A ppoquinimink 
Creek, Duck ‘Creek, Saint Jones River, Mispillion Creek, Broadkiln 
River, Broad Creek, and Indian River. All of these rivers have here- 
tofore been recognized by Congress. Appropriations have been made 
from time to time for their improvement, and the work on them is in 
various stages of progress. I have made every effort to get appropria- 
tions for their improvement from the committee. I have selected only 
two of them to be embraced in my amendmentin order to test the sense 
ofthe House. I suppose it was the modesty of the committee that pre- 
vented them from putting these appropriations in the bill. 

For Saint Jones River, $20,000 is estimated; for Broad Creek, $20,000 


is estimated by the engineer; and I have asked $7,000 for each of those 
rivers or creeks, hich bears about the usual proportion to the esti- 
mates on the basis laid down by the committee. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. LORE. [I hope the gentleman will not occupy my time. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I simply wanted to know the proportion the creeks 
bear to the rivers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LORE. Out West these creeks would be called rivers. They 
are not streams of the class that dry up in summer so that it takes a 
snake to find out their contortions or evolutions, nor of that sort which 
require a spring freshet to float a 6-inch log. They are riverson which 
a large number of sailing vessels and, in some instances, steam-vessels 
ply day after day. Ş 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that this peninsula has 
but one railroad running down from one extreme to the other, with 
branches in different directions. That is the sole medium of commu- 
nication with Philadelphia, New York, and the other large cities for 
many of the le; but if we can have these rivers improved some- 
what by dredging (and it will not cost much), we shall then have a 
rival method of getting to Philadelphia and other cities. I am sure 
that this amendment will have the support of my friends from Phila- 
delphia, New York, and New England, when I remind them that this 
peninsula is the great peach-growing region, for everybody knows that 
the moment it is mooted abroad that the es are killed in Dela- 
ware there is a panicin those large cities. [Laughter]. Recent arche- 
ological opinions have been advanced that the Delaware peach was the 
original ‘ sopo with which Eve tempted Adam in the Garden of 
Eden, and if that is so, I do not wonder that Adam fell. [Laughter.] 
Saint Jones River connects Dover, capital of the State of Delaware, with 
the waters of Delaware Bay. Upon that stream a large number of ves- 
sels ply to and fro, connecting that portion of Delaware with the Phil- 


adelphia markets. 
One private citizen has ded a very large portion of his fortune 
in the improvement of the river. Heretofore there have been two ap- 

ropriations made for it by Congress, For the Broad River there have 
wee three appropriations, in 1880, 1881, and 1882. The exports of 
Dover are $1,000,000 annually, the imports between two and three 
million dollars; and in the Broad River thereis about the same amount 
of traffic. The amount we ask for is a very modest one, and I trust 
the committee will not hesitate to give it. I desire to add the follow- 
ing facts and data regarding these rivers: 

IMPROVEMENT OF DUCK CREEK, DELAWARE. 


Nothing has been done here during the t fiscal year. 
From page 830, Annual Report of Chief of Engineers, I make the following ex- 


“Considerable difficulty is experienced in maintaining the proper depth of 
water inthe cuts which have been made owing to tidal action, which can only 
be prevented by an extended system of deflective dikes, which would cost more 
than the extent of the commerce to be benefited would warrant. 

Duck Creek is in the collection district of Delaware. Wilm: n is the near- 
est port of entry, and the amount of revenue collected there during the t 
fiscal year was $21,147.95. The nearest fort is Fort Delaware, and Bombay Hook 
light is the nearest light-house. 
Total appropriation to June 30,1885.. 
Total expenditure to June 30, 1855... 

Money statement. 

Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project...... $12,000 00 

Submitted in compliance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor 
acts of 1866 and 1867." 


wee $10,000 
.„. 10,000 


COMMERCIAL STATISTICS. 
OFFICE PHILADELPHIA AND SMYRNA TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
Smyrna, Del., July 25, 1885. 
Dear Sir: Your letter of 13th instant to Hon. Walter Camm: asking for 
statistics covering the approximated te of business done in Duck Creek, 
aes handed us by Mr. Cummins. e therefore submit the following esti- 
mate: 3 


2 
Š 


5 
83338838858 


e sae i draught, number, oharacter, &c., of craft which sail the river” are as 
follows: 

Say three to five schooners and two sloops, with capacities of 30 to 80 tons, 
with 5 to 6} feet draught water. 

a to five barges, with capacities of 100 to 250 tons, 3 to 6 feet draught 
water. 

One iron propeller steamboat, 200 tons’ capacity, and drawing 6} feet water. 

Respectfully submitting the above, we are, very truly, 
ELPHIA AXD SMYRNA TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 
General Wm. F, SMITH, 
United Slates Agent. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT JONES RIVER, DELAWARE. 

A project for dee ing and straightening the channel, including a straight 
cut across one bend from the head or navigation at Dover, Del., to the bar at 
the mouth of the river, was approved, anda contract was entered into with Mr. 
Thomas Draper, of Dover, Del., on the Hth of December, 1884. 
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we the river under 
to the land through 
to the United States free of charge. 
The work was commenced late, bebe Fo delays in building a new dredge. 


Before this was done two companies rated to im: 
State laws ceded their rights to the United States, and a ti 
which the cut was made was also made 


Saint Jones River is in the collection of Delaware, 
entry being Wilmington, Del., at which the revenue collected d e past 
year amounted to $21,147.95. Fort Delaware is the nearest fort, and Mahon's 
River light is the nearest light-house, 


Total amount appropriated to June 30, 1885 
Total amount expended to June 30, 1885. 


nearest po of 


July 1, 1834, amount available 
Amount appropriated by act approved July 5, 1884 


14, 882 10 


July 1, 1855, amount reates during fiscal year, exclusive of out- 
standing liabilities July 1, 1884.. 719. 99 
July 1, 1885, amount available. ee .. 14,162 11 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project......... 20,000 00 
bee aan aae can be profitably expended in fiscal year ing June a 06 


Submitted in compliance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor 
acts of 1866 and 1867. é 
COMMERCIAL STATISTICS, 
Dover, DEL., July 16, 1885. 
Dear Sir: At your request I herewith transmit to you, as nearly as I well 
can, a statistical account of the business and shipping interest of Saint Jones 
River for the year ending June 30, 1885: 


58 


EEEE 


8/8828888888 


E] 
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IMPORTS. 


e 
3 


PEELEN 
§| 8888888. 


eral mercandise (about). 


Building and curbing stone .......... SEES 


In addition to the above, there are many minor matters, such as poultry, eggs, 
fish, and oysters, that I have not taken in the account that would very greatly 

vance the above amounts, 

There are Moog TNO in Saint Jones River seven schooner-rigged ves- 
sels, aggregati ut 500 tons burden, beside many transient ones, and one 
tug-boat; and I have no doubt the flect will be very much increased when 
improvements are completed. 

THOMAS DRAPER. 


General W. F. Suri, 


our 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISPILLION CREEK, DELAWARE, 


No work has been done on the improvement of this creek during the past 
fiseal year. The improvement was in 1879 under a project to obtaina 
mean low-water channel of 6 feet in depth and 40 feet in w from Milford, 
Del., to the bar at the mouth of the creek, which project has not been 

This work is in the collection district of Delaware, with Wilmington as its 
nearest port of entry, at which the revenue collected during the fiscal year 
was $21,147.6. The nearest light-house is Mispillion light, and Fort Delaware 
is the nearest fort. 


Total amount appropriated to June 30, 1884 
‘Total amount expended to June 30, 1854 .. 


Money statement. 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project ........... $58,500 


Submitted in compliance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor 
acts of 1866 and 1857. 
COMMERCIAL STATISTICS, 


MILFORD, DEL., July 4, 1835. 


DEAR Sir: From different sources I learn that the freight in carried 
in and out Mispillion Creek and baek is from $45,000 to $50,000. This is much 
smaller than formerly. The railroad carries largely; and, further, the creek 

needs Seana out. Work was begun some years ago, but the appropriations 
were too small for the work contemplated. 

About eight or ten vessels, fifty to one hundred tons ayerage—I am told 80 
tons; draught, 5 feet 3 inches. A steamboat has lately been put on, and reports 
le business in the matter of ee. The present is unusually 

built. Generally four or five on the stocks, some for for- 
tonnage 800 to 1,000. 

would advise you to consult Mr. Ludlow, of Philadelphia, who was formerly 

in charge of this department. He bas surveys and estimates of this river. We 

think it should be represented to the authorities as a river. The Mispillion has 


always been regarded as of great importance by Philadelphia. It is one of the 
best harbors between ibe breakwater and Philadelphia. ý : 
a 9 


. . * s * 
Yours, truly, 
WILLIAM F. CAUSEY. 
Gencral W. F. SMITE, 
United States Agent. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BROADKILN RIVER, DELAWARE, 


The early history of this improvement is given in the Annual Report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 1881, pry Aa hed 780. 

With the approval of the Chief of Engineers examinations were begun about 
the 20th of November, 1884, and continued to February 7, 1835, to determine at 
what point, if any, on the southern shore of Delaware Bay the effect of the 
storms and waves was to cut into the shore in place of adding toit. Suchaplace 
was found opposite apon on Lewes Creek, about 1,600 feet above its junction 
with the Broadkiln River. Should this action be lasting, it will eventually give 
a new mouth to the Broadkiln River snd would naturally be selected asa point 
for the jetty heretofore recommended for deepening the shaguel from the Broad- 
kiln River into Delaware vee E 

Upon the representation of some of the prominent citizens of Milton, and with 
the authority of the Department, an examination of the river from Lewis Creek 
to Milton was made to ascertain the present condition of the channel and see 
what filling-in had taken place since the last improvement was made in 1874, 
The examination showed that at all the places in 1874 the channel is 
still in condition, very little filling-in having en place, A project was 
then submitted and approved to dredge to give the channel a minimum width 
of 40 feet and a depth of 6 feet at mean low water, also cutting off some 
bends which seriously irterfere with navigation. This, when carried out, 
allow vessels to proceed up or down the river atall stages of the tide and save 
much loss of time to vessels dropping down from Milton. The proposals for do- 

the work will be opened Ju be) 1885. 
work is in the collection d ict of Delaware, Wilmington being its near- 
est port of entry. The amount of revenue coll here was $21,147.95 durin, 
the past fiscal year. The nearest fort and light-house are, respectively, F 


Delaware and ware Breakwater light. 
Amount appropriated to June 30, 1885..... 
Amount expended to June 30, 1885. 
Money 
July 1, 1884, amount available............ sess IITON E ARE + $13,977 58 
July 1, 1885, amount expended during fiscal year, exclusive of out- 
standing liabilities July 1, 1884......ccccscsconesssssecssecsrssseessetsesseaseseseneennee 723 50 
July 1, 1885, amount available.......c.ceecereereercees piapia opisopio ss.. 13,254 08 
Å 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project........ . 31,500 00 


Submitted in compliance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor 
acts of 1866 and 1867. 
COMMERCIAL STATISTICS—QXPORT TRADE, 


ne wood, at $5 
bushels, at 15 cents.. 


sheeneeeeeeeseesersree snes! sesse sesers a 


Transient vessels. ....... 
Total number of vessels........ ARS Te ET dbcboduvessunte 
Amount of tonnage. 


Number of mil 
Amount of tonnage built in one yı 
Brick- 


me trrsresrreresssssssssesesseeeos 


IMPROVEMENT OF BROAD CREEK FROM ITS MOUTH TO LAUREL, DEL, 


The history of this improvement and of the existing project are given in the 
Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1883. 
No appropriation has been made since then and no work has been done, 


Money statement. 


Amount (estimated) for completion of existing project..............0 Kep 000 00 
Amount that can be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 
BD; OBB REE AE TET lassie Sto sito SET RNAS i As Rohs RS 20, 000 00 


COMMERCIAL STATISTICS, 
Dear Sim: In reply to your communication to Mr. Benjamin F. Fooks, dated 
d p aen ‘thatthe ay Dictate RESNA one ded cron, 
y resent: e appropriation a y expen on the 
creek une been or Event advantage tousin widening and deepening the channel 
of said creek for the greater part of its course, but fails in Piira pe what was 
intended, in that the appropriation was all expended before the business por- 
tion of the town was reached, and left about one-fourth of a mile of the creek 
with no improvement whatever in the channel. As the appropriation failed to 
improve the channel to the head of navigation, there was no basin dug for ves- 
sels to turn in, and they now, as before, have to get Bethel, 3 miles below us, 
and all our produce and merchandise have to be lightered to and from our town, 
This leaves usin practically the same condition as before, in that it does not 
lessen the cost of rtation, although it greatly benefits us in enabling us 
to move our lighters at any time, while before the improvement we were only 
able to do soat extreme high water. Had the improvement been continued to 
completion we believe that by this time our imports and exports by water 
SA have been double what they were when the work commenced, and that 
shi; would again have been on the same extensive scale as it 
was carried on a few years ago, but which has ceased entirely on account of the 
vast trouble and expense offloating the vessels to deep water, and that we would 
have regained our shipping trade in grain, lumber, wood, &c., which the in- 
creased cost of shipping, caused by our poor water communication, has driven 
from this place to points which, by more liberal igi no apd from Con- 
gress, have been made le of shipping the same at less cost, 
From y prepared about the time Congress made our first 
appropriation, it was found that there were owned and controlled by citizens of 
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Laurel and the country bordering on Broad Creek thirty-three vessels, with a 
capacity of 5,435 tons. Since that time some few have been lost, but 

others have been built, and we believe the number and to: will remain 
about the same, At that time there were thirty-one water-mills and twenty- 
four steam-mills making lumber, for which Laurel would be the most conven- 
jent market. The num of steam-mills has been i , but our disadvan- 
in water communication has driven the greater portion of the lumber to 
other markets. The country fed by Broad Creek extends east 20 miles from 
Bethel, with an average width of 15 miles, making 300 square miles of territory, 
which was estimated to import each year $500,000 worth of merchandise ; $45,000, 
fertilizers; $5,000, lime and bricks; $2,000, coal, and to export 120,000 bushels 
grain, 16,000,000 feet lumber, 10,000 cords wood, 200,000 dozen eggs, and 100,000 
pounds poultry. In addition to this is our extensive shipment of fruit, which 
will average 150,000 baskets peaches, apples, and pears, over 200,000 quarts ber- 
ries, 1,000 barrels potatoes, and 28,000 melons, much of which would be sent by 
Broad Creek would the water communication permit the running of steamers. 
We believe that if Congress would give us $15,000 more it would complete the 
work and give us the same advantages that are enjoyed by our neighboring 
towns. We will cite you to the town of Salisbury. Before Congress made an 
appropriation for deepening Wicomico River her navigation was as poor as 
ours, but liberal appropriations have made the stream navigable and Salisbury 
is enabled to offer advantages to shippers that we can not, and succeeded in 
drawing largely our trade from us. Believing that our Government does not 
wish to benefit one section at the expense of another,and believing that the 
amount necessary to complete the work is small in comparison to the great 
benefit this section oat derive from the improvement, we tfally but 
seriat tego you to use your influence in obtaining for us the necessary 
appropriation required to widen and deepen Broad Creek to the head of the 


Signed by J. L. Long and fifty-nine others.] 
Wu., F. SiT, Esq., United mabe Agent. z z 


IMPROVEMENT OF INDIAN RIVER, DELAWARE. 
The origi 2 Siar for the improvement of this river contemplated a cut 
m thence to the inlet to the ocean with the 
necessary dikes, For thisan estimate was made of $59,000 as a sufficient sum. 
In 1882 an appropriation of $10,000 was made for the river, and to expend it a 
pro was submitted and approved for dredging through the Bulkhead Shoa), 
under this a contract was made by which a channel of 80 feet wide and 4 
feet deep at mean low water through two-thirds of the shoal and 60 feet wide 
through the remainder. giving a clear cut of about 3,300 feet. 
It was then estimated that $60,000 would be required to complete the work. 
That estimate was made under the*belief that the channel had remained as im- 


proved. 

In 1884 Mr. C. M. Bird, then engaged in making asurvey with a view to form- 
ing a continuous inland navigation from Chin Bay, in Virginia, to Del- 
aware Bay, at or near Lewes, ., had occasion in the line of his examinations 
to take soundings on the Bulkhead Shoal, and reports as follows: 

“I found upon examination in December, 1884, that this channel had filled 
again at its seaward end, having only a dej of 2 feet at low water, leaving the 
channel in about the same condition as before the ing was done, 

This work is in the collection district of Delaware. nearest port of entry 
is Wilmington, at which the revenue collected during the last fiscal year 
amounted to $21,147.%. The nearest fort is Fort Delaware, and the nearest light- 
house is Cape Henlopen light. 


Total amount of appropriations to June 30, I885..........ssseerssssers ceeeeeeeeee $10,000 00 
Total amount of expenditures to June 30, 1885.2... ....ccc00:essessrnee ween h 00 
Money statement. 

July 1, 1834, amount pe Yay EA rg EEA Yonah) EET abel 
t- 


July 1, 1885, amount expended during fiscal 
standing liabilities July 1, 1884.. x 


Amount (estimated) required for sapita of existing project......... 50, 000 


5 co 
Submitted in compliance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor 
acts of 1866 and 1867. 


Mr: WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that we shall go on 
with this bill as rapidly as possible. We all want to leave this Capi- 
tol before the middle of August. There are several special orders im- 
mediately ahead for which days have been set apart, and I ully 
request that the friends of this bill will, as far as possible, restrain their 
exuberant element. I ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LORE, it was re- 


The Clerk read as follows: 
paeerving Dalayaro River, Pennsylvania and New Jersey: Continuing im- 
provement Trenton to its mouth, $249,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to amend by inserting after the para- 
graph just read the following: 

Of which $10,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on 
the said river and its tidal tributaries above Bridesburg. 

This amendment does not increase the amount in the bill one penny. 
It has been agreed upon by the Representatives from that section; and, 
as I understand, it is satisfactory to the committee which reported this 
bill, a similar provision having been inserted in previous bills. 

. Mr. WILLIS. That is true; this provision has heretofore been put 
in. Isee no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Choptank River, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to amend by striking out the last word. I 
thall not lopg detain the Committee of the Whole, but, like my friend 
the chairman of the committee, I desire to say a word or two with ref- 
erence to the provision of this bill relating to the Monongahela River. 
The matter has been fully discussed; the situation is pretty well under- 
stood. The proposition to recover jurisdiction and control of this prop- 
erty by the United States, in order that we might have free commerce 
on that river, has been defeated. It was done under a peculiar lead- 
ership. The great champion of interstate commerce, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ], was one who led to that defeat. The great 
champion of free raw materials from New York, who gets the benefit 
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of ocean traffic for that harbor and for the cities bordering on the coast, 
helped to lead in that defeat. I refer to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hewitt]. My democratic colleague from the State of heer: #2 
vania, uncertain in attitude toward the great economic question at thi 
time, as I understand, also participated in leading the hosts of those 
who brought about that defeat. ‘The great champion of the revision 
of the tariff, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], whose bill 
is now agitating the whole country, unsettling business, and disturbing 
values, participated in leading to that defeat. And last, but not least, 
the great champion of protection, yclept ‘‘ Pig-Iron”’ all over the coun- 
try, my colleague and associate, the gentleman from Philadelphia [Mr. 
KELLEY], participated in leading to that defeat. 

` Thus do these leaders and sponsors for the two great parties succeed 
in sustaining a private corporation and a monopoly at the expense of 
free commerce in this country. The leadership thus displayed I com- 
mend to the country and to the constituencies of these gentlemen. 
We made here but an honest, earnest struggle for free commerce and 
free abs rs on a river that has a greater tonnage than any other 
river in the United States; yet these gentlemen from these respective 
localities supported the private corporation, and in the struggle with 
free commerce the private corporation and monopoly won. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. In reply to my friend’s speech I ask a vote on Chop- 
tank. 

The CHAIRMAN. Docs the gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
draw his formal amendment ? 

. Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Virginia: Contin 
ment, $6,000; to be expended above the Baltimore, Philadelphia and Wi 
ton Railroad Bridge. 

The amendment of the committee to strike ont ‘‘ Virginia”’ and in- 
sert ‘* Pennsylvania’ was agreed to. 

Mr. SHAW. I move to amend by striking out ‘* Baltimore, Phil- 
adelphia and Wilmington ” and inserting ‘‘ Philadelphia, Wilmington 
and Baltimore.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Phy Aidi Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 

The amendment of the committee was, to add after the paragraph 
just read the following: 

Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


i 
vilming- 


m or 


used in continuing the improvement of navigation above west fork, 


Mr. ANDERSON, leiere En would Pkns EA information in 
regard to this paragraph. e Committee of the Whole have agreed. 
as I understand, as to the Monongahela River that a corporation there 
shall continue to collect tolls. It seems to me this is a similar case, 
and that the committee should be consistent. 

Mr. WILLIS. This paragraph contains a clause providing that— 


If the right to collect toll is claimed to exist,the person or m so 
claimin; relinquish the same in a manner satisfactory to the of 
War before any part of this appropriation shall be expended. 


The money which we appropriate can not be expended until this 
matter is settled. 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. This appropriation is simply to 
carryin; 


complete some work that the Government has been g on since 
1876. $ J 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And will be carrying on for the next 
hundred years. [Laughter.] t ‘ 


Mr. PERKINS. In order to avoid any possible ambiguity, I move 
to amend by inserting after the word “‘exist,’’ in line 554, the words 
“on any part of the river,” so that the entire river may be embraced. 
in the provision. ‘ 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No; the gentleman does not mean 
that. [Laughter.] The gentleman means for the commerce originat- 
ing above the improvement. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to have the language comprehensive enough 
so it may pertain to this entire subject. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I understand that, but the gentle- 
man does not mean until the whole river is made free. He means to 
put in here the same language as was applied to the Monongahela 
River. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, substantially. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Thatis as I understand it. Then 
in addition to your words if you include commerce originating above 
the improvement, I think there will be no objection to it, 
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Mr. PERKINS. Iam willing 
amendment. It should be on any part of the river above the improve- 
ment, ’ z 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Are tolls collected below the improvement? 

Mr. PERKINS. Theyare. Lettheamendmentbereadas modified. 

: The Clerk read as follows: 
On any part of the river above these improvements, 


such should be the language of the 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Why limit it to any part above? If the 
Government improves above them there should be no toll on commerce 
anywhere. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That is the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understand my colleague accepts 
the amendment of the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia accepts the amendment of your colleague. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why is it improvements at other places are lim- 
ited to either $15,000, $20,000, or $25,000, when in this case $100,000 
is given? 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘The only answer I am able to make is this was pe- 
culiar work filled with rocks and bars, and this amount was thought 
to be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Amendment of the committee to strike out the following: 

Improving Monongahela River, West Virginia and Pennsylvania: Continuing 

improvement, $121,2u0. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving apa Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
$125,000; of which sum $15,000 are to be expended above Wilmington. 

Mr. BENNETT moved the following amendment: 

After the word “ Wilmington,” in line 566, insert : 

“The remainder below and o; te the city of Wilmington, including as 

a of its northeast branch as lies in front of Wilmington within the city 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that amendment. * 

Mr. BENNETT. Iam glad of it, but the gentleman has lost a good 
speech. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: ' 

Improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Bogue Sound from Beaufort to Swansborough, $10,000. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, for fifty years the 
importance, nay the necessity, of an inland line of navigation along the 
coast of the two Carolinas, Georgia, and Florida has been a i 
necessity, not only for commercial but for military and strategic pur- 

In casting your eye upon the map you will see a succession of 

ong narrow banks extending over the area named, shutting in to a 
great extent shallow salt-water lagoons. At present these are unnavi- 
gable for purposes of commerce except to crafts of the lightest draught. 

Various engineers have reported that by dredging they could be ren- 
dered available for heavier tonnage, and thus in course of time a con- 
tinuous line could be established from the Virginia capes almost all the 
way down to Cape Sable. Captain Bixby, the engineer in charge, in 
his last report recommends that a minimum appropriation of $10,000 
should be made to improve Bogue Sound from Beaufort to the mouth 
of White Oak River, and I am convinced that it is a wise suggestion, 
if fornothing else, to test the feasibility of the idea being carried out on 
a more extensive scale. The assistant engineer in in his report 
to Captain Bixby states that itis at present the natural outlet for some 
two hundred thousand dollars’ worth of produce, which he thinkscould 
be readily doubled if the facilities for getting out were improved. 

The population living contiguous to the stretch of water named are 
dependent almost entirely upon this mode of egress of their produce, 
and hence I think that common justice as well as sound policy dictates 
this small appropriation. As before said, in the event of war it would 
be of incalculable advantage to the Government in the way of coast de- 
fense, and hence, all things considered, I sincerely trust that the pro- 

amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, I prepared an amendment similar 
to that offered by my colleague, and had intended to offer it at this 
place. The claim of that section of the country to consideration in the 
preparation of this bill isa very strongone. _ Its claims for the improve- 
ment of this river are very meritorious, and demand consideration. 

In addition to what my colleague [Mr. GREEN] hassaid, these people 
down there need an outlet for what they raise. They are cutoff entirely 
from the restof the world. They are 35 or 40 miles from any market, 
and have the finest country in North Carolina and the most fertile 
lands. 

That river around Swansborough, White Oak River, runs through a 
body of the finest timber lands in the United States. Around that sec- 


tion are 40,000 acres of the best oyster land in the world, and with a de- 


clining and disappearing supply of oysters this region ought to be cul- 
tivated and brought into the market. Every man who loves the deli- 
cious bivalve ought to feel bound to aid that section in the development 
of those lands. 

Mr. MCADOO. Let me ask the gentleman from North Carolina if 
you shake the oyster trees on that land? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SKINNER. Oh,yes! Wegather them from September to May; 
every month that has an “r” init will do to gather oysters in, and 
very frequently when we get alittle hungry we spell May with an ‘‘r’’ 
and August with an ‘‘r.’’ 

But, Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment ought to pass. It isan 
important point and one which ought not to be overlooked. It has 
been recommended, as my colleague has said, in several reports of the 
engineers, and by the last Corps of Engineers, who have submitted are- 
port. Thisis as meritorious as any other portion of this bill. 

The question being taken on Mr. GREEN’s amendment, on a division 
there were—ayes 43, noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

eed eh Black River, ‘North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3,000: 
Pr , That all claims of private ies to the nayigation of the river shall be 
ceded to the United States, of rge, before the commencement of said im- 
provement, 

bag committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out, in lines 578 and 579, the words “continuing improvement,” 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, it is very doubtful whether 
any one can say anything to prevent the passage of this bill. I wish 
nevertheless to express my objections to the general plan upon which 
itis proposed toexpend these $15,000,000. Ihavemade my motion, sir, 
to strike out this paragraph because it appropriates asum of money for 
the commencement of a new improvement for which no recommendation 
has been made in the Book of Estimates: It thus forcibly illustrates the 
dangerous principles upon which the billis constructed. As noone has 
yet condemned these faults in its general plan, I venture to call the 
attention of the House to them at this time. 

It needs no argument to prove that if any public good is to result 
from the improvement of rivers and harbors the direction of the engi- 
neers must be followed. They may not beinfallible, indeed we know 
their projects sometimes Leg 8 But they are skilled men; they 
have carefully surveyed these different rivers and harbors; they know 
far better than any one else what amount of money can be profitably 
expended upon them, and furthermore their recommendations are not 
colored by selfish interest. With them neither salary nor tenure of 
office depends in any manner on the continuation, the success, or failure 
of these improvements. We must of necessity rely on their judgment 
and confide in theirskill, Any money appropriated under this bill not 
in accordance with their recommendations to satisfy the clamor of local 
interests is hazarded on the merest speculation. 

Now consider this measure for a moment, comparing the engineers’ 
estimates with the appropriations provided in the bill, and note the 
policy of the committee. In a few instances the amount appropriated 
is equal to theamountrecommended. In one or twocases more is given 
than has been asked for. But the general policy has evidently been to 
allow less than one-third of the engineers’ estimate. Even if the dis- 
cussion had not indirectly called our attention to this fault our every- 
day experience teaches the wasteful extravagance of such a course. Al- 
ready several gentlemen have asserted that the appropriations for par- 
ticular improvements are toosmall to be of any service; have urged with 
much reason, that unless the sum fixed by the engineers be given in this 
or that particular case, the amount which has been appropriated will 
be actually lost. What reason, I ask, is there to suppose in any im- 
provement already in progress, where the engineers say $10,000 can be 
profitably expended, that two thousand may not be actually wasted in 
oo subjecting unfinished work to long continued wear and tear of the 
elements. 

It is true that it would be impossible to follow the estimates of the 
engi in all these improvements; that had it been done by 
the committee this bill would have reached the enormous proportions 
of $42,000,000—an expenditure at which every man on this floor would 
be appalled; which every man here would hasten to condemn; an ex- 
penditure which would stagger the tax-payers of this country; and yet 
we have upon our hands at this moment a plan, and we are committing 
this Government to asystem, year by year in this legislation, which will 
sooner or later force an appropriation for this very work by the side of 
which that appropriation of forty-two million would pale into insignifi- 
cance, And, sir, I say right here that if the revenues of the country 
would permit it—which, of course, they donot—it would be much wiser, 
much more economical, to expend that sum at once and end it than to 
expend five or six times that amount for the same work on identically 
the same improvements when spread over eight or ten years. 

We know that the resources of the Government will not permitsuch 
a colossal appropriation; and waiving all consideration of whether they 
will warrant eyen as much as this bill carries, I simply call the atten- 
tion of this House to the evil tendencies, the glaring imperfections, of 
river and harbor bills framed upon this plan. 
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Let us analyze this parhao lar measure more closely. I find that it 
makes appropriations for two hundred and eighty-four different rivers 
and harbors. Included in that number are sixty-three on which the 
‘engineers recommend that the work be completed with the coming fiscal 
ear. A careful reading of the bill discloses that this recommendation 
been followed in only five instances. 

Now, I admit that if after appropriating the amount necessary to pre- 
serve works already begun the revenues would not warrant completing 
more than five improvements, then the committee has acted wisely. 
But they have pursued no such course. While provision has been 
made for completing only five works out of the sixty-three that ought 
to haye been completed, twenty-three new improvements have been 
incorporated in the bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized for the pur- 
pose of yielding my time to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA 
FOoLLETTE]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I assure the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] that I appreciate his kindness, 

Mr. Chairman, as I was saying when my time expired, the committee 
has provided for the commencement of twenty-three new improvements, 
while they have left unfinished fifty-eight demanding completion. 
While in most cases only about one-third of the amount n to 
successfully prosecute the work has been allowed, while in many in- 
stances enough has not been given to save works from actual destruc- 
tion, while filty-eight improvements that ought to have been completed 
are to drag along subject to the destroying influences of heat, frost, 
floods, currents, and tides, while this is the case the bill before us makes 
appropriation to break ground in twenty-three new places. 

Not only this, but directly in the same line, illustrating and empha- 
sizing further the faults of the system upon which this bill is constructed, 
is the provision for ninety-eight new surveys. Judging the effect of this 
portion of the measure upon next year’s bill by the effect of like pro- 
visions upon similar legislation in the past, the result will be the incor- 
poration of at least twenty-five new improvements in the bill for next 
session. 

There is but one conclusion to be drawn from these facts, that under 
this plan improvements begun will continue each year to exceed those 
finished in the ratio of five new avenues of expenditure to each one 
completed and closed up. 

My time will not allow extended illustrations of the objections to 
which I have called your attention; but, in passing, a few instances 
gathered from an examination of the Chief Engineer’s report empha- 
sizes sufliciently the vicious wastefulness of this system of piece-work 


l ation. 

jE the work at Plymouth Harbor, Massachusetts, was directed 
with a view to rendering it more permanent. This work progressed 
with as good results as the appropriations could yield till in 1884 when 
the engineers asked for the sum of $19,000 with which to complete the 
improvement by June, 1885. But Congress, instead, appropriated $10,- 
000 to continue the work. (The next river and harbor bill failed to 
pass.) And this year, after having spent the $10,000 provided for 1835, 
in an endeavor to hold their own with the tides and storms which as- 
sailed the unfinished works, the engineers are obliged to ask for $20,- 
000 to complete the improvement by June, 1887. But our committee, 
falling into line with the errors of the past, only appropriate in this 
bill $6,000 to continue the improvement. 

Stonington (Conn.) Harbor of Refuge is another case in point. Our 
engineers asked for the sum of $50,000 to complete this improvement 
in 1885. Congress responded by appropriating $10,000 to continue the 
work. (Next bill failed to pass.) Again this year the engineers urge 
that they be allowed to complete this harbor, saying: 

It is apt f desirable that the whole amount required to finish the breakwater 
be granted. 

And we find from their figures that the $10,000 expended in 1885 to 
continue the work has been absolutely wasted, for they now tell us it 
will take $53,000 to complete this improvement. 

I can only take time for one more sample of this improvident plan 
of spending the public money. 

Wapoo Cut, South Carolina, is a ‘sheltered inland route for the 
transportation of the products of a considerable area of country south 
of Charleston.’’ The engineers seeing the importance of bringing this 
work to a close, asked for $15,000 with which to complete it in 1885. 
Congress, with a view to scattering the money in driblets over enough 
territory to give the bill strength in the House, appropriated only $3,000 
tocontinuethe work. (No appropriation for 1886.) After spending this 
$3,000 in patching up the destruction caused by the elements, the 
engineers are compelled to ask this Congress for the sum of $15,000 to 
complete the improvement in 1887. And walking blindfold on in the 
wake of wicked, thriftless precedent, we are passing a bill now which 
appropriates $5,000 to continue this work. This, too, unmindful of 
these words, which accompany the estimates of the engineers, touching 
this very improvement: 

The delays in providing fands for carrying on the work, and the small amounts 


appropriated, have rendered it impossible to complete the work at every*point. 
c unfinished cuts are therefore partially filled up from caving banks, during 


į suspensi f operations, A considerable in- 
na ns arer A pa A a pary of the (pest verte is therefore unavoidable. 
I venture to say there is not a man on this floor who vould stand up 
and defend a system yielding such results, as wise or economical. There 
may be those who deem it necessary and expedient, but I think there 
are none who will contend that it rests on sound business principles. 
No individual, no corporate interests could stand such management for 
aday. Is there any very good reason why the public interests should 
not be managed upon business principles? 

And now, gentleman, why is it that year after year Congress has 
been willing, nay, eager, to spend the money of the Government in 
this wildly extravagant manner? It is not n to go far back in 
the history of this kind of legislation to get all of the enlightenment 
we want on this point. The last twodays’ discussion has disclosed the 
origin of all the faults in this bill, has made plain the selfish motives 
which sustain and control this pernicious system. Compare the 
amount of time which has been devoted to the real merits of any of 
these improvements, to that spent in complaint of the work of the com- 
mittee because they have given that State too much and this one not 
enough, because they have treated that river or harbor too well and 
neglected this one. Yesterday when the able gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr, HEPBURN ] criticized the plan of improvement at Galveston Har- 
bor, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] sought to meet the criti- 
cism by asking how much the district represented by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] got from the bill, intimating that if he 
were getting a ‘‘share in the pork’? no complaint would be heard 
from him. ‘This form of argument in itself reveals the real inwardness 
of the river and harbor bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last five 
words, and I yield my time to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
La FOLLETTE |. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I move to amend by striking out the last line, 
and yield my time to my colleague [Mr. LA FOLLETTE]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thank the gentlemen for their courtesy. I 
apprecigte the indulgence of the House and I would not trench upon 
the valdable time were it not that I have sat here five months without 
intruding my views upon any public question, and I therefore feel war- 
ranted in proceeding. [Laughter. ] 

And now, sir, a few words of explanation, as to the purpose of this 
criticism, the spirit in which it is made, and Iam done. I would not 
be understood as impugning the motives of any man, mnch less would 
I cast any reflections on the intentions of the committee or the integ- 
rity of the House as a whole. 

i would not be understood as saying that this bill is designed as a 
piece of jobbery. Judged from the standpoint of what is wise and eco- 
nomical, of what is for the national interest, it is a most unfortunate 
measure. This doesnot mean that there is any actually fraudulent pur- 
pose in the bill. Butitdoes mean this: People all over this country in 
localities to be benefited by this expenditure of money are clamoring 
for it. Representatives yield to this clamor, forgetting that this is a 
national question, and not one of local interest. They besiege the com- 
mittee just as they are besieged by the people. The committee yields 
just as the representative yields. 

I make thiscriticism for no cheap partisan purpose. This committee 
has but followed the precedent of former committees. This Congress is 
going todo just what former Congtesses have done. They are actuated 
by the same motives and governed by the same reasoning. I believe 
that there is need of an entire changeof system. I believe there is nee 
of reform in the method and principle of expenditure. I believe that 
the tendency of such legislation is to debauch the country and dull the 
moral instincts of the American Congress. 

Every trade, every profession has a code of ethics peculiar to itself, 
because every calling in life has its own peculiar relations, its own 
peculiar responsibilities. 

No class of men need such acute ethical discernment as men in pub- 
lic service. There could be no better illustration of the complex and 
trying character of public duties than is presented by this bill. 

For the most part it is not only right but it is incumbent on every 
man to look after the interestsof his constituency. It is easy to carry 
this habit of thought and action into questions of national importance. 
It costs a moral struggle to resist the selfish tendency. ButI tell you, 
gentlemen, there is butone right course. Not one dollar of this money 
belongs to any State, any district, any locality. It all belongs to the 
United States, and whatever is appropriated with any other view is a 
misappropriation of public funds. I might use a severer term. No 
man can shirk the responsibility. He can not place it upon the people 
of his district. He can notsay my constituents want this money, and I 
will therefore vote for it though I do not approve of the measure. The 
money is neither his nor theirs. So far as this money is concerned, 
when by his vote he takes it from the Treasury he becomes, in a liberal 
use of the word, a trustee of the money and he is bound to expend it 
for the benefit of national commerce. His responsibility is as different 
from that of his constituency as is that of the lawyer from the jud, 

In the same degree as the Representative is more responsible than his 
constituents, is the committee more responsible than the House. They 
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shape this legislation, and the reform must begin with them. Just as 
Thold it to be the duty of every member to resist the importunities of his 
constituency irf regard to any improvement that is not of real national 
importance, so I hold it to be the duty of this committee to resist the 
importunities of members of this House concerning any river or harbor 
of doubtful inter-state importance. 

Let the committee report a bill for the improvement of only such 
rivers and harbors as the interest of national commerce demands. Let 
them complete improvements already begun before they commence 
new ones. Let them break away from this plan of making a hundred 
new surveys each year. Let them adopta sound business policy, such 
as any individual or corporation having the same work in charge would 
adopt. In short, give us a national measure, ess of the votes 
necessary to carry it, and invest this subject with the dignity and im- 
portance which belong to it. If this House is not loyal and patriotic 
enough to approve of it the people in general are; and the committee 
finally adopting this plan will achieve a great triumph. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.WILLIS. Ihope we will havea vote now upon the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, was recognized. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If Ican be recognized I will yield my 
time to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Pay GREEN, of North Carolina. I have an amendment I desire to 
offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill state that the first question is on 

ing to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The Clerk will now report the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after “improvement,” in line 579 to line 583, and insert: 

“That all claims of private parties to the exclusive navigation of said river 
shall be ceded to the United States upon the payment of $2,000, which amount 
is rai appropriated therefor, before the commencement of said improve 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of the 

tleman from North Carolina [Mr. GREEN]. The gentleman from 
orth Carolina is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose 
to increase the appropriation recommended by the committee, for I 
know that that is virtually an impossibility, but I do wish to make the 
small amount recommended by them available for use, and therefore I 
send up the provisojust read as substitute for the other. Captain Bixby, 
the engineer in charge of the eastern rivers of our State, recommends 
in his report that at least $10,000 shall be appropriated for the improve- 
ment of Black River. The committee has seen fit to cut down this 
amount to less than one-third, and to saddle it with a proviso that 
would render even this small amount entirely nugatory and of no avail. 
Permit me to explain. 

The Legislature of North Carolina, in its session of 1876-’77, granted 
a charter to certain parties ing through fifty years for the ex- 
clusive navigation of this stream in consideration of services to be ren- 
dered in cl it out and putting it in navigable shape. Whether 
they have complied with the full requirement of the act or not is not 
for me to say. At all events they ehjoy the prima facie right to hold 
exclusively, and hence would not be likely to surrender it without an 
equivalent unless their claim is declared invalid by judicial decision. 
It is to cover this contingency that the small appropriation recom- 
mended to quiet their claim is submitted, so that the other may be 
utilized, 

I will say, Mr. Chairman, that in my opinion there is not a more de- 
serving clause in the bill under consideration. So believing, I last fall 
took a trip up the river in company with Captain Bixby, the engineerin 

and his assistant, Mr. Humphreys, in order to judge for myself. 
We wereona slow craft, movingatabout 2 milesan hour, and so had am- 
ple opportunity to make a thorough cursory examination, and Iam sure 
that the small amount of money asked for could not be more judiciously 
expended than for the improvement of this stream. The assistant en- 
gineer reports that the commerce going out under the adverse state of 
the case aggregates $750,000a year at a transportation cost of over $50,- 
000. 


This amount of produce, he holds, could be greatly increased and 
the rate of freights diminished with increased facilities of navigation. 
Of this I have not the shadow of a doubt. I will further add that the 
people of the counties of Sampson and Pender are dependent almost 
entirely upon Block River for their means of access to market, owing to 
theabsence of railroadsin the greater part of thesetwocounties. Ithere- 
fore most strongly and strenuously urge that the small amount recom- 
mended to quiet the claim of parties holding or claiming to hold under 
State charter may be appropriated, believing that no money could go 
out of the Treasury that would yield more beneficent results. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to say that the committee did not 
feel authorized to make this appropriation without the proviso for the 
reason that by the statute law of the State of North Carolina the Black 


River Navigation Company is given the exclusive control of this river. 
It was represented to the committee this charter was worthless, and in 
order to test the matter we recommended this appropriation with the 
desire to improve the river if that were the fact. We have allowed not 
a large appropriation, but as large as could be given within the limits 
of the bill, and with a proviso that this matter should be tested before 
the commencement of the improvement, and that the franchise should 
be declared void before the Government would undertake to spend any 
money. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GREEN, of North 
Carolina,’ it was rejected; there being—ayes 35, noes 69. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to the language of this proviso: 


Provided, That all claims of private parties to the navigation of the river shall 
Ka ceded to me United States, free of charge, before the commencement of said 
mprovement, 


It seems to me by the use of this language the committee has pro- 


vided that no improvement shall be made until everybody has sur-_ 


rendered the right to use the river. 
Mr. WILLIS. That is rather a broad construction. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. HEPBURN. The proviso does not stipulate that the right to 
collect tolls shall be relinquished, but the right to navigate the river. 
Mr WILLIS. I have great confidence in the ability of the other 
branch of Congress to correct any imperfection there may be in this 
language, and I believe I will stand by it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Mr. OHARA. I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 
just read the following: 


Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary 
of the aforesaid $10,000, shall be used for the purpose of removing obstructions 
in the Thoroughfare and Cohoke Creek, 


Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $25,000; 
no part of which sum to be used for the construction of any road bridge across 
the Mosquito Creek Canal. 

The amendment of the committee was to add to the paragraph the 
ollowing: 

Provided, That if salt water be found flowing into said Mosquito Creek, $5,000 
of said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used for the con- 
struction of a flood-gate at upper end of the canal, to prevent the same. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not quite understand this amendment, and 
would like to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is a project to connect the waters of Santee 
River and the Santee system with Winyaw Bay. In order to avoid the 
necessity of navigating over the bar at the mouth of Santee Creek, it 
is proposed to turn aside the water of the river into Mosquito Creek, 
and thence into Winyaw Bay. Certain persons interested in rice lands 
there came up here and said that this improvement might have the 
effect of backing up the salt water upon those rice lands. the best 
information the committee could obtain we were satisfied this was not 
true; but for the sake of safety and to avoid any controversy we pro- 
pose to insert this provision, so that if the Engineer ent dis- 
cover that in point of fact-by reason of the improvement the salt water 
is conducted upon the rice lands this flood-gate shall be established. 

Mr. BEACH. I would like to know whether it is expected to keep 
the mosquitoes out by making a flood-gate ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That depends upon whether any gentleman 
from New York emigrates down there during the coming summer. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Congaree River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

The amendment of the committee to strike out the words ‘‘continu- 
ing improvement” was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Altamaha River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of 
which $10,000 are to be used on Doboy Bar, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


sary. 

Mr. SPOONER. For the purpose of addressing an inquiry to the 
committee, I move to strike out the last word. I should like to in- 
quire whether the amount provided for in this appropriation is not 50 
per cent. of the estimate. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is true. 

Mr, SPOONER. ThenI desire to know why in this case there should 
be appropriated more than 33} or 35 per cent., which, as the gentleman 
stated yesterday, was the rule adopted in reference to my own locality. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will examine the report of the en- 
gineers he will find that there are two works provided for here—one 
upon the Doboy Bar, the other upon the river. In this way the gen- 
tleman has been misled. 

Mr. SPOONER. I might inquire whether the case was not similar 
in regard to the appropriation for my own locality. But I withdraw 
the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 


The amendment of the committee was to add to the paragraph the 
following: 


Of which sum $5,000 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma and 
$15,000 below Albany. 


Mr. SPOONER. I moveto strike out the last word for the purpose 
of inquiring of the chairman of the committee whether the amount 
provided in this appropriation is not 100 per cent. of the estimate. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is true and nottrue. It is true upon one of the 
reports of the engineers. But I will state that Major Hoxie, who has 
been recently transferred to that part of the country and with whom 
doubtless the gentleman fromRhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] is personally 
sogane, sent us a supplementary report, in which he said that he 

made a mistake in his previous estimates for this and four or five 

other rivers which he named; that he intended -Congress should give 

the full amount; that he expected every dollar he asked for should be 

allowed. He therefore amended his estimates, and upon those amended 

estimates, a copy of which I have in the committee-room, this appro- 

priation is based. The same remark is true in regard to the five orsix 

- other rivers in Major Hoxie’s department, the Chattahoochee, the Flint, 

the Ocmulgge, and the Oconee. If the gentleman desires it, I will send 
to the committee-room for Major Hoxie’s report. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is a proper matter of inquiry, I would ask 
-whether it is applicable to the improvements on the coast now under 
consideration. 

Mr, WILLIS. It is not; but only to this appropriation. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I will say in addition that the engineer 
in charge made an estimate of $75,000 for the improvement of this Chat- 
tahoochee River. But Major Hoxie, who succeeded, instead of adopt- 
ing his estimate, took the amount in the preceding river and harbor 
appropriation bill, which was $20,000. It has been provided for an- 
nually for several years, sometimes $20,000, and. sometimes $25,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, in view of what the chairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors has said I desire to make an addi- 
tional statement. - The improvement of the Chattahoochee River 
in the Forty-third Congress, when the commerce of the river was 
than $1,000,000. And yet with the meager annual appropriation, never 
beyond $30,000 and occasionally as low as $10,000, the trade of that 
river has been developed from less than $1,000,600 to $7,314,261. I 
make this statement from the certified report of the Board of Trade of 
the City of Columbus, which is at the head of navigation on this stream. 

I desire to make the additional statement that when the proposition 
was made in committee to scale the recommendations and estimates of 
the War Department the engineer of this work was written to, and he 
replied that $20,000 was indispensably necessary to the preservation of 
the work as it then stood and to continue the improvement of the 
river. In addition, he stated the dredging-boat employed in the im- 

_ provement of the river was lying on the banks of the stream entirely 
useless from the fact they had no money to put it into operation. 

I hope the committee will vote advisedly and not withhold this ap- 
propriation. I will state the appropriation made in this bill is the 
usual amount for thisimprovement. Major Hoxie having taken recent 
possession of the improvement, his report has been made from a differ- 
ent standpoint from former engineers, who made estimates with refer- 
ence to their being scaled and only a certain ntage of their esti- 
mates being allowed in the general appropriation bill. Indeed, Major 
Hoxie predicated his estimate of the demands of this work upon the 
amount hitherto actually allowed, and not upon the estimates of his 
predecessor, Major Damrell 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. If the ordinary and usual appropriation should be 
made here, why not in the cases of Providence and Narragansett Bay? 

Mr. WILLIS. L will state to the gentleman from Rhode Island we 
acted upon the estimates ofe€he. engineers in those cases, which have 
never been corrected. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. In those cases the gentleman failed 
to get in a corrected report from the engineers. 

Mr. WILLIS. We acted on the latest report, and there was no re- 
port in those cases subsequent to the one on which we acted. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The inquiry propounded by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner] makes the question which I wish to ask 
in my judgment a pertinent one. When we spoke yesterday of the 
harbor of Baltimore, the chairman replied in that case there was 50 
per cent. of the appropriation given, and that to give the amount pro- 
pee in the amendment would be to give 100 per cent. Now, in this 

ittle river for many years this sam has been given, and the amount 
iven here seems to be 100 per cent. We desire to be iñformed, for I 
ve great respect for the committee, when in the case of Baltimore 
and Maryland that city and State had expended $1,000,000 of their 
own money on that harbor, and the $200,000 with all its great com- 
merce was part of the sum promised at least eight yearsago, why yes- 
terday it was given as a sufficient answer that would be 100 per cent. 
of the present requirement of the engineer? I ask for information, 
not in any critical spirit, why, unless there can be shown greater public 
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need of the commerce of this river, the committee has allowed 100 per 
cent. in this case and not in others? í 

I have heard a statement just now there was an amended estimate. 
Mr. Chairman, these varying estimates bewilder me. It is urged in be- 
half of many appropriations there has been such amended estimate, and 
the one here seems to be in point. Gentlemen say we should pass the 
item because it is only 33 per cent. of the engineer’s report, and again 
we should pass the estimate because it is a certain ress, ssn and, 
forsooth, the bill is an excellent bill because the people who were charged 
with giving information upon which we are to vote public money meets 
it by 66 per cent. Therefore we are told the bill is a good one. 

Now, sir, I can not understand this discrimination. It seems to me 
that if these estimates are in these cases so wide of the mark, if the 
estimates vary so much, the result must be a bill which is bad, or the 
engineers, so competent and accurate as we are told they are, make some 
extraordinary mistakes. 

I wander about in absolute bewilderment when I see a t com- 
mercial harbor like Baltimore cut down to 50 per cent. of the esti- 
mates, while this little river gets the full amount—100 per cent. I 
lose all the rationale of the proceedings; I am lost, and nothing but my 
great confidence in the gentlemen on this committee and my knowl- 
edge of the difficulties which beset them in the preparation of the bill 
can console, enlighten, or reconcile these contradictions. 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, was roomed; and yielded his time 
to Mr. McComas, who resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentleman from 
Maryland I will say but a word, for admit that without some expla- 
nation this would seem to bea strange departure on the part of the com- 
mittee, and I am prepared to give, I think, an explanation that would 
satisfy all fair-minded men, and I know the gentleman from Maryland 
belongs to that class. I hold in my hand the estimates given for the 
improvement of this Chattahoochee River which will serve as an illus- 
tration of the point I desire to make, the estimates given at the last 
session of the last Congress, when, as gentlemen will remember, we 
passed no bill. 

We all know, by inference at least, that the demands of that river 
are as greatif not greater now than they were then. At that time the 
matter was under the charge of an able and efficient engineer, Major 
Damrell, who made his report, and the committee last year revised that 
report, which, instead of asking $30,000, asked for $75,000, as gentle- 
men will find upon examination, and we scaled it down in proportion 
with other such items. 

Subsequently, it will be remembered, and too late to make a personal 
survey and examination, Major Hoxie was placed in control of the im- 
provements there. 

Gentlemen will find on page 769 of the second volume of the report 
of the Chief of Engineers of the last session of Congress what the esti- 
mates were. 

What I intended to say was that Major Hoxie, not being personally 
familiar with the subject, going on and taking charge just before the 
reports were sent in, without having a familiar acquaintance with the 
necessities of the river, made his estimate on the basis of the last bill; 
whereas I have said the committee has already reduced the estimate 
required by the engineers very considerably in that bill. ` Instead of 
reporting $75,000 for the Chattahoochee River, he took the bill which 
at the last Congress proposed to appropriate only $30,000, which was the 
amount as it had been scaled down by the committee. 

Subsequently he comes in with a supplemental report, on which the 
committee base this appropriation, and it is not based upon the report 
to which the gentleman has referred. I give this river as an illustra- 
tion of the reason why there seems to be this discrepancy. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland is now in possession of all the facts, and I am 
convinced that they will be satisfactory. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Only one more word in response to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. I would like to know whether it is customary in the 
long run of the matter for the engineers to take up the estimates of 
appropriations or the last bill upon which to make their reports, or to 
make further inquiry upon which the supplemental estimates are based. 


If they do so, it ought to be inquired into. I would also like to know, 


further, whether we do not find frequently in the books published as 
the engineers’ reports that the engineers make chronic mistakes, some- 
times amounting to 400 percent. ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I think not. I think the estimates of the Corps of 
Engineers are as fair and just as they possibly can be. I believe where 
they are stationed, and make their examinations, they undertake to say 
to the House exactly what they can profitably expend during the year, 
and I am satisfied we could accept their recommendations to the fall 
extent, and if we did so that it would be in the nature of wise economy. 
But we know from the results of the past that we could notappropriate 
all the money in the bill that can profitably be expended without en- 
dangering its passage by making it seemingly excessively large. 

In regard to another question as to whether this case is an exceptional 
one, I say it only refers to the reports which have been submitted by 
Major Hoxie. I think after close examination we have found that to be 
the only instance, the single instance, where a mistake had been made, 
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and the reason for that mistake I have endeavored to point out. The 
committee, with a view that no injustice should be done to the rivers 
and harbors of communities whose commerce should have fair access 
and facilities, reformed the bill in accordance with the last estimate; 
and I think the gentleman from Maryland himself will approve of that 
provision of the bill when he is placed in possession of these facts. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, just one word in conclusion, and I 
haye done, Theexplanation of the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee was not needed to convince me of his eminent fairness, because all 
the world knows that. It has failed, however, to convince me of the 
merits and methods of such appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will inquire, Mr. Chairman, the 
exact condition of the question. Was the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland, if he made a motion, withdrawn? 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the motion I made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

Ido not desire to detain the committee but a single moment. It 
seems to me that a great deal is made of this matter, when in fact there 
is really but little to complain of. Now, as has been stated by the 

i Lieutenant Hoxie took of this work, as I understand 
it, when it was perhaps too late for him to make such actual examination 
> aie gren in yaya make pe estimate of the gga 
which co rofitably expended during the next fiscal year; 
he simply took the appropriation which had been made the last year 
as the amount which could be profitably expended, and reported that 
amount, which, as he says, he thought would be again appropriated. 

Therefore if we had sealed that down it would have given a very 
small appropriation for this river. 

On this explanation, which the committee accepted in good faith, a 
larger percentage, according to his estimates, was allowed in several 

.cases under Lieutenant Hoxie’s charge than were ly allowed in 
other cases by the committee. The estimate, as I have said, was not 
what it should have been, being based on the appropriations which had 
been made previously rather than on the amount which could be 
profitably expended. There is really, I think, very little to find fault 
with where the matter is properly so far as these appro- 
priations referred to are concerned, and that is all I desire to say. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Flint River, Geergia: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

Add to the the following: 

“Of which sum $5,000 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma 

and $15,000 below Albany.” X 

‘Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of suggesting to the chairman that 100 per cent. of the amount recom- 
mended is appropriated here. Is there the same explanation in this 
case? 


Mr. WILLIS. I have a list of five or six or seven improvements, 
all in charge of Major Hoxie, and all subject to the explanation I have 
made. The Flint River is one of them. In the last Congress Major 
Denman, who wasin charge, reported $75,000. But this engineer, coming 
in withont time to examine, madean estimate of $20,000. There are 
five or six other points all under Major Hoxie which are in the same 


predicament. 

Mr. SKINNER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] a question. Is it nota fact that this man Hoxie is a fash- 
ionable man of Washington city, and gets these things in his mind 
while leading the german? [Laughter] 

Mr. WILLIS. I leave that to the gentleman, who is himself a leader 
of fashion. ` [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the chairman of the committee, if it be quite 
convenient, state to thecommittee now the names of the rivers to which 
this same principle applies? It might save time. 

Mr. WILLIS. Thereare the Chattahoochee River, Georgia and Ala- 
bama; the Flint River, Georgia; the Escambia and Conecuh Rivers, 
Florida and Alabama; the Cahawba River, Alabama; the Tallapoosa 
River, Alabama; the Choctawhatchee River, Floridaand Alabama; the 
Oconee River, Georgia, and the Ocmulgee River, Georgia. I will send 
the list over to the gentleman from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Romely Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvements, $14,000. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 


Add at the end of the paragraph asfollows: * Andso much of said sum as may 
be necessary may be applied by the engineer in charge, with the approval of the 
pierd of War, to pay for work done on said improvement, under the direc- 

m of the War Department, since the last appropriation was exhausted.” 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not find Romely Marsh in the list the gentle- 
man has sent me, and yet I find the appropriation there is 100 per cent. 
of the estimate. 

Mr. WILLIS. In two or three instances where there was a small 
amount that would absolutely complete the improvement we have given 
the whole amount. In this instance we have it stated in the engineer’s 
report that unless the full amount was given, this being sandy soil, it 
would fill in and cost the Government $5,000 or $6,000 more, There- 


fore following the report of the engineer, in order to prevent that un- 
necessary expense, we gave the whole amount. - 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Improving Escambia-Conecuh River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im 
provement, $12,000; no part of which is to be used aboye Indian Creek, 
The committee recommended the following amendment: 
In line 647,strike out “ Escambia-Conecuh ” and insert “ Conecuh-Escambia, 
The amendment was adopted. , 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
aprons Pease or Davidson River, Florida: Continuing improvement, 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 655 strike out the words “or Davidson.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Volusia Bar, Florida: To complete improvement, $7,500. 


Mr. SPOONER. I would like toask the chairman of the committee 
why the amount appropriated for improving Volusia Bar, Florida, is 
100 per cent. of the amount recommended ? 

Mr. WILLIS. The only reply is what I gave a while ago. The 
amount is very small, and the committee thought it as wel] to get this 
out of the way. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniels 
$75,000, together with the $45,000 on hand; to be expended in 
the plan adopted by the board of engineers, 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 670 strike out “ $45,000" and insert “ $47,000." 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I find that in this item 60 per cent. of the amount 
recommended is provided to be appropriated. May I inquire of the 
chairman of the committee if there is any special reason for this large 
percen! in this case? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Iwill furnish the explanation desired by 
the gentleman from Rhode Island. There is a ial reason in this 
case. The work to be done is the construction of locks and dams, and 
it requires a certain specific amount of money to complete adam. At 
the last Congress the sum of $30,000 was appropriated for this improve- 
ment; but this was not used, because it was not adequate for the pur- 
pose and could not be efficiently used. The committee in this bill pro- 
poses to add $75,000 to that amount. 

A board of engineers met month before last, under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, at Tuscaloosa, and examined the locality with 
reference to the work to be done. I have their report here. It is 
made by Major Merrill, Major King (who has had charge of the Mus- 
cle Shoals improvement), Major Damrell, and Captain Post, names that 
are known to members of Congress as the names of successful engineers, 
standing high in their profession. They say, in this report, $245,000 . 
will complete this work, the object of which is to open the navigation 
of the Black Warrior to the coal fields in its basin and establish water 
communication between these coal-measures and the Gulf of Mexico 
thro: the port of Mobile. 

I will state while I have the floor that. one of the conditions on which 
the State of Alabama was admitted into the Union was that all the 
navigable rivers in that State should belong to the United States. The 
constitution of the State contains a provision making this concession. 
These rivers were thus dedicated to the public use. The Congress of 
the United States accepted that cession, and in the year 1828 Congress 
passed an act, which is found in section 5244 of the United States Re- 
vised Statutes, which reads thus: : 

The Tennessee, Coosa, Cahawba, and Black Warrior Rivers. within the State 
of Alabama, shall be forever free from toll for all proj belonging to the 
United States, and for all persons in their service, and for all citizens of the 
United States, except as to such tolis as may ge allowed by act of Congress. 

Now those four rivers of the ten rivers of Alabama penetrate the coal 
regions of the State; and for that reason they seem, by a wise provision 
on the part of Congress, to have been put under the regulation referred 
to that no toll should ever be charged upon them. Private enterprise 
was forbidden to improve them. There was thus imposed upon the 
General Government an obligation to improve the Black Warrior River. 
The Government has been tardy in discharging this obligation, but 
now proposes to do it; and the engineers estimate that with $245,000 
the river can be improved above Tuscaloosa to these coal fields, which 
extend 5,500 miles in the basin of that river. ` 

The coal-measures there are 2,600 feet in depth—500 feet more than 
any where else in the United States; the supply is inexhaustible, the 
quality unexcelled; and the Black Warrior seems designed by nature 
to furnish cheap water transportation io tide water. Within the last 


with 


ten or twelve years a town has sprung up there as if by magic, which 
has increased from a population of 4,000 in 1880 to 25,000 at this time. 
In 1869 11.000 tons of coal was the output in this locality. Last year 
the output in this Warrior basin had increased to 2,000,000 tons. This 
coal is loaded on the cars at present for $1 a ton, and is carried to Mo- 
bile at the seaboard for a freight charge of $2 a ton. Sir, a few ycara 
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ago this Government was paying at Mobile $12 a ton for coal trans- 
ported round from Pi h all the way to Mobile. In 1878 it was 
paying this price for coal for the revenue-cutters and for other Govern- 
ment uses there. At the t time coal is rted by rail from 
the Warrior basin to Mobile and is pep See Mobile at $4 a ton—a 
saving to this Government on account of consumption by Govern- 
ment vessels and buildings of $14,000 a year. The late collector of cus- 
toms at the port of Mobile, General Burke, stated that by reason of 
the reduction of the cost of Alabama coal the United States Govern- 
ment was saved in the cost of coal consumed by United States vessels 
coaling at Mobile $70,000 in the space of five years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Spooner] has expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL obtained the floor and said: I yield my five minutes 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. JoNES], who speaks for the Ala- 
bama coal fields. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Ithank the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairman, the improvementof this river, which this Government 
has taken charge of, and which it has declared shall not be improved by 
private enterprise, opens up navigation to these vast coal fields. When 
this improvement is completed—and the engineer says it can be com- 

for $245,000—this very coal of which I speak can be carried by 

water to Mobile at a according to the opinion of of 28 

cents 3 ton, and it will be sold and delivered at Mobile for $1.75 a ton, 

oe cheaper than any other coal on the seaboard of the United 
tes. 


We have been told to-day that vast quantities of coal pass over the 
and down the Great Kanawha. Six hundred and fifty 
thousand tons of coal went down the Great Kanawha in the year 1883- 
84; and this Government has expended nearly $2,000,000 in improving 
the Kanawha River and developing that immense coal business; and it 
was wellexpended. Six milion tons of coal annually go down the Ohio 
River; and this Government has expended $5,000,000 in the improve- 
ment of that river; and that was well expended and was a food busi- 
ness investment. The engineers only ask for completing this improve- 
ment in Alabama $245,000. Ibelieve this House, if fully informed of 
the situation and of the marvelous development and activity in that 
Warrior River country, would be willing to vote us the whole amount 
estimated for this purpose, but we are modest people in Alabama, and 
we only ask 384 percent. of the amount recommended by the engineer, 
as my friend from Rhode Island has suggested. 

With the appropriation we now ask, and the $48,000 appropriated 
by act of July 5, 1884, we expect to commence this important improve- 
ment, and in a few years be able to get out this coal and furnish it not 
only for the revenue service and other Government purposes at Mobile 
but to the Gulf squadron coaling at Mobile. Sir, at this time British 
coal—and that is the only soft or bituminous coal sold in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, for this conntry does not exporta bushel—British coal is selling at 
St. Thomas and Aspinwall for$12aton. I think the Pittsburgh bitumin- 
ous coal is selling in New Orleans for nearly the same price. When we 
are able to transport our coal down this river it will be sold in Mobile 
at $1.75 a ton, and itwillthen be exported. It willbe theonly Ameri- 
can coal exported from this country. It will undersell British coal in 
the West Indies and in Central America. It will drive British coal 
from those markets, tariff or no tariff; and with improved facilities for 
transit across the isthmus what a future there will be for the coal trade 
of this country ! 

But coal is not the only product of this Warrior basin. We haveiron 
also, as my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
who has been thereand witnessed it can testify—iron which, being made 
at a cost of about $9 a ton, is now sent by rail to Savannah, and from 
Fool cargoes to the city of Philadelphia, andit is shipped also to Pitts- 

urg 

Mr. RANDALL. That is true. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, This coal is carried now ata freight charge 
of $5a ton, but with cheap water transportation it can be sentto Phila- 
delphia and Pittsburgh at much less freight; and our friends in Penn- 
sylvania can get all this iron for their purposes more cheaply than they 
can manufacture it. i 

_ Mr. RANDALL. And we do not object to that kind of competi- 


tion. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. No; that is the kind of competi- 
tion we want; that is the kind of competition we can stand. kJ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to inquire whether the ‘‘ Warrior 
basin” had anything to do with the transformation of the tariff bill 
in the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I am not able to say. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I can not forego the opportunity of 
urging upon this House the great importance of making liberal appro- 
priations for the purpose of developing the system of water ways within 
the territory of the State of Alabama. Other friends of this bill will 
urge its passage as a measure of national importance and will discuss 
its provisions asa whole. I will only speak of the wonderful capacities 
bape in Alabama, for the development of which we need outlets 
to the sea. 

The State of Alabama to-day is asking you to make her navigable 


streams of greater benefit to the commerce of the country. Appropri- 
ations for that purpose have been made by Congress from year to year, 
but the great work is progressing in a feeble, ineffectual manner, owing 
to the inadequacy of those appropriations. 

The value and importance of thesestreams, should they ever be opened 
up and given to unobstructed comm: can scarcely be realized. The 
Congresses which have heretofore considered the subject had no idea 
of the marvelous mines of minerals and metals whose output should 
be distributed through the Gulf of Mexico to the shores of two oceans, 
and they failed to appropriate the means to effectuate this great commer- 
cial achievement. The measure of appropriation heretofore for Ala- 
bama seems to have been in proportion to the revenue derived directly 
from the South, ifnot from that State; a policy which is simply as unwise 
as it is unjust and too narrow to be indulged in at this day. Such a 
policy proceeds upon the assumption that one portion of the body-politie 
may enjoy a state of perfect financial health and vigor, while another 
portion is in great measure cut off from the commercial circulation of 
the Union. 

In every natural gift Alabama is, I think, the equal of any sister 
State. If the rich and prosperous North has carried her treasures to 
the markets of the world and exchanged them for other products, no 
one who knows the true condition of Alabama’s resources will deny 
that, with equal facilities, the wealth of this Southern sister would 
rival that of any other State. What we need, and must have, are the 
means of transportation for the carriage of our minerals and metals to 
the Gulf. Iremember reading some years ago the story of the loss of 
a vessel freighted with the gold of California. In the midst of the fright- 
ful storm, as related by one who escaped’the wreck, the yellow dust 
and coined money were thrown about the vessel like so much rubbish. 
Those who shared the horrors of the scene had little use for the precious 
metal when the question of saving life was at issue. Treasures locked 
up in the bowels of the earth and treasures about to be swallowed up 
in the maw of the great deep are alike valueless. 

What we want to see are the rich products of Alabama floating upon 
the bosom of her rivers into her portat Mobile. Suchaspectacleshould 
quicken the pulse of every American citizen, for it would accelerate be- 
yond measure the pulsations of the great heart of commerce. - 

The efforts made to open up and develop the great water ways of the 
North, the deepening of the Northern harbors, and the facilities thus 
furnished to the enterprising and industrious people of that section have 
realized remarkable results. The people of the North who enjoy the 
results of such labors have been enabled to bring about the highest state 
of development and ; and at this good hour there is no lack of 
means of rtation, both byland and by water, for all their produc- 
tionsof fieldandmine. Energy and capital, enterprise and genius, have 
conspired, with the favor of this great Government, to make the North 
a teeming hive of wealth. But the prosperity so far secured has not 
proven of the most satisfactory character. The effect of it, under the’ 
operation of class legislation, has been to make the rich man richer, but 
has not left the poor man even in his normal condition; for, if we may 
judge of the true status of things by the numberless strikes and frequent 
acts of mob violence, and if the anxiety to find new works upon which 
to expend the Governmeft’s money has any meaning whatever, we must 
conclude that there is some great underlying cause for all these trou- 
bles; ang for which, as I maintain, there is a safe and certain remedy. 

One cause of the trouble is this: By extravagantly developing one 
section and denying development to another trade is weakened by con- 
tracting her limits, and every industry is impaired. I do not hesitate 
to assert that we can never secure for trade a healthy, vigorous flow 
until every artery for it is opened and unobstructed from Maine to the 
Florida Keys. 

I have always believed in the doctrine of internal improvement by 
the General Government in all matters affecting general welfare. My 
views upon this subject have recgived a full expression in an able and 
exhaustive paper prepared by Senator Morgan, and recently read before 
the river and harbor convention held in Alabama in November last. 

In the matter of improving our navigable streams, he maintained tha’ 
whenever Congress had declared a stream to be a publie highway, an 
the survey of the public lands had been stopped upon its banks—in such 
a case the river becomes a part of the public domain, exclusively under 
the control of the Government, and as free to the citizens of one State 
as to those of another; that the right to the exclusive enjoyment of such 
astream was taken away from the people of any one State, and that 
no pe else could improve such a stream should the Government decline 
so to do. 

Coming now to the Alabama streams, which you are asked to'im- 
prove, you find that all of them are public highways, which must re- 
main unimproved until this or some succeeding Congress sees proper 
to open them to the demands of commerce. 

Since I have attributed many of the troubles of the country to the 


‘abnormal condition of her trade and commerce, so now I am willing 


to assert that it would only be adding fuel to the flame if by opening 
up our Southern rivers we did nothing more than spend the people’s 
money in thatsection of the Union. Nospendthrift was ever improved, 


morally or physically by wasting his patrimony, and no government 
ever grew in vigor and importance by taxing one man to provide means 
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to support another; The public money must be spent for the well- 
being of the whole country or we betray our trust, and, as trustees, 
waste the beneficiaries’ estate. ; 
- Why is it that Alabama so earnestly appeals to you to open her 
rivers; why was it that so many of the brightest intellects, so many of 
her most enterprising and intelligent citizens, met in convention last 
autumn and formulated her language of entreaty ? A 

Take the map of Alabama in your hands and look at it from a com- 
mercial standpoint and tell me, what do you see? By neglect of her 
water ways, and by means of railroad systems now in the hands of afew 
capitalists, Alabama, like many another Southern and Western State, 
is being bled to death by means of those arteries of steel. The pro- 
ductions of our State are enriching, in some measure, nearly every other 
State exceptAlabama. Our lands are being impoverished by being de- 
nied a change of crops, and by means of guano and other like fertilizers 
which exhaust the soil under the operation of ‘‘ intensive farming,” as 
it is termed, and by the system of railway monopoly, now so firmly 
fixed upon us, the productions of our State are taken away to Northern 
markets at an incredible expense to the producer, and the too-celebrated 
aphorism of the manager of the Central Pacific Railroad, ‘‘of charging 
all the traffic will bear,’’ is carried out in Alabama to the very letter. 

The whole current of trade is reversed, is forced to flow upstream; 
and the grievous spectacle is now to be seen of the South paying tribute 
out of her own productions to enrich a class already so highly favored 
by the Government (the railroad magnates) because of transportation. 
Only think of it; upon every bale of cotton carried by rail to New York 
city we are paying, over and above what it should cost our people, the 
sum of two dollars and a half, taken from him who earned it in the 
sweat of his face under the blistering rays of a Southern sun, and taken, 
too, without any pretense of compensating advantages ever to be real- 
ized 


See the effect of all this. We are impoverished, and none but the 
wealthy, favored few are benefited. The evil result is upon us; there 
is financial gloom throughont the agricultural sections of the South; 
and itis only a question of time when the present owners will be stripped 
of their lands by their mortga: and other creditors, the same finan- 
cial tragedy re-enacted, and the families of their successors left desti- 
tute. : 

I submit, sir, that the calamity of the South is a progressive calam- 
ity, and that we are in the frightful condition of him in the story who 
saw, day by day, one window after another disappear from his prison 
cell, which wascontracting hourly to crush him. The South, unaided, 
is powerless to put an end to her calamity. She has no money; no, not 
even the hated and despised silver; she is in the grasp of a power as 
selfish and inexorable as death. But this Congress has the power, and 
the way is open to deliver her, and as the Representatives of this great 
people it is our duty to do it. Open the water ways of Alabama if you 

* would relieve the depression and the great financial distress of her peo- 
ple. Itis the duty of the Government, as I have shown, to do this, so 
that upon the bosom of her streams we may float down those ‘public 
highways to the sea her then immense yield from forest, field, and 
mine. 

Remember that railroad syndicates may and do defy competition. 
But the right of way upon the bosom of a stream is as free to him 
who floats his raft of logs upon it as to him who owns a craft ef a thou- 
sand tons. 

Remember, also, that railroads can never compete with water courses 
in the carrying of heavy freights, whether they be of minerals or of 
ores—in fact, with no freights of any kind or description except it be 
those things requiring instant delivery at market. 

It is asserted by competent authoritiesas a fact that the drawing ca- 
pacity of one tugboat is equal to that of twenty locomotives drawing 
each forty freighted cars, or the equivalent of eight hundred freight 
cars. Bear this in mind, and you wil readily perceive how much cost 
and labor will be saved and how much more of every kind of yield and 
production will be carried to market. It is this wonderful hauling 
capacity, this power to haul her productions of field and mine, however 
prodigions they may be, which will enable Alabama to restore herfor- 
tunes and to rival the most favored regions of earth in riches and pros- 
perity. 

In addition to what I have said, there is another and controlling rea- 
son which should influence this House to grant the aid demanded for 
opening the Alabama rivers. It is this: That the office or function 
those rivers would perform is in every way exceptional. Take the 
Coosa or Warrior River for illustration, and you will find that by de- 
veloping either one of those rivers you open to market beds of the rich- 
est bituminous coal in inexhaustible quantity. Noris thisall. You 
would furnish easy and cheap transportation for valuable lumber and 
for agricultural products from localities which are now shut out from 
market. 

The most serious objection seemingly to making ample appropriations 
for opening those rivers is this: That the present demand is so small 
in comparison to ihe amount of money needed for such purpose. 


Those who urge this objection forget a momentous circumstance in. 


the history of the South. Formerly the cotton-compress cost thousands 
of dollars to erect; now the same, it is reliably stated, may be put up for 


a few hundreds; and our Southern cities see and feel that they must be- 
come manufacturing centers or their doom is sealed. In view of this, 
and to keep abreast with that wonderful progress which so greatly dis- 
tinguishes this era, those who have the interest of the South at heart, 
and who have reflected well over the matter, can see but one thing to 
hope for her. We must revolutionize everything of a business nature 
down South. Wemustin large measure manufacture our cotton. We 
must manufacture our iron and steel, and not be content as at present to 
furnish the raw materials to mills more than a thousand miles away. 
We must do something for ourselves, and not labor, as we have been 
doing, solely to enrich others. 

But, sir, under the construction of the law relating to navigable 
streams, even if we were able, we are not now permitted to help our- 
selves, The Federal Government must do the work, not to benefit 
Alabama alone, but the whole Union, so that we may invite success- 
fully the hundreds of thousands of industrious, enterprising people who 
stand ready to aid in developing and in sharing with the people of Ala- 
bama the untold wealth waiting to be created when the means of trans- 
portation are supplied. 

Mr. Speaker, the highest ambition of my life has ever been to do some- 
thing which would benefit the people of Alabama. Upon the soil of 
that State I was born, and there I have grown to manhood and from 
manhood to maturity. Her le are my people, and her interests 
are dearer to me than life itself. I know of no means by which I could 
benefit my people more efficacious than to place within their reach the 
power to help themselves. This power they will have when the re- 
straints upon the transportation of their commodities are removed, when 
they are relieved from the tyranny of rtation monopoly ; and for 
these reasons my vote must be cast in favor of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, Ihave been not only interested but 
greatly pleased with the remarksof the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
JONES] who last occupied the floor. Im delighted to learn of the 
prosperity of any part of this great country of ours; and I am glad to 
assist in facilitating, so far as I can, the opening up of transportation 
facilities for the products of our mines and manufactories in all parts 
of thisland. The object of my inquiry has been not to arouse any 
antagonism toward Alabama or any of our sister States. + I have sim- 
ply followed out the line of my remarks heretofore made concerning 
the manner in which, fit seems to me, this bill has been framed and the 
improper and unjust discrimination which has been made in applying 
the appropriations as they have been. All along the coast to which 
the appropriations’ now under consideration apply I find an entirely 
different rule acted upon from that which was adopted with regard toour 
North Atlantic coast. Itis this to which I object. It is the section- 
alism pervading this bill against which I protest. I do not object to 
the development of great water ways in any part of the country; but 
I do say that equal claims in other portions of the United States are 
entitled to equally fair consideration. I do not complain, as I before 
said, of an economy which bears in a justly proportionate manner upon 
the various districts and States of the Union; but I do object to 100 per 
cent., 75 per cent., 60 per cent., 50 per cent. of the amounts recom- 
mended by the engineers being given to certain sections, while deserv- 
ing works—I will content myself by simply designating them equally 
deserving works—in my own State are left unprovided for in the ac- 
tion which the committee has taken in framing this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama and Mississippi: Continuing improve- 
ment, $25,000; to be expended below Vienna, $15,000, and between VIDA and 
Fulton, $10,000. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I move to amend, in line 685, by strik- 
ing out ‘twenty-five thousand’’ and inserting ‘forty thousand dol- 
lars ;’? and in line 687, by striking out “‘ ten thousand’? and inserting 
“twenty thousand dollars.’? Add tothe paragraph the following words: 

And $5,000 to be expended in the improvement of the river from Fulton to 
Walker's Bridge. 

Mr. WILLIS. Pending that amendment, I desire tosay, wishing to 
consult the pléssure of the committee, and after talking with a num- 
ber of our friends on the floor, it has been suggested we rise now and 
take a recess until half past 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. I make 
the motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


“MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, cnnounced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of David C. Paullus; 

A bill (H. R. oo} granting a pension to Daniel Connolly; 

A bill (H. R. 226) granting a pension to Mrs, Martha E. Turney; 
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A bill ne R. Pr granting a pension to George H. Campbell; A bill (H. R. veil granting a pension to Philip Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to William Condon; A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension to Kate Amann; A bill (H. R. erat granting a pension to Sarah L. Bragg; 
A bill (H. R. 443) granting a pension to Susan Woolley; A bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kahler; 
A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Enoch Goss; A bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of Thomas Ferguson; A bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 551) granting a pension to Rhoda Dane; A bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige; 

A bill (H. R. 553) granting a pension to William J. Suffall; A bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of Sarah Mantz; 

A bill (H. R. oa granting a pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman; A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell; 
A bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of Catherine Collins; A bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 
A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James Morgan; A bill (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Joseph Williams; 
A bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode; A bill (H. R, 1711) for the relief of, George C. Haynie; 

A bill (H. R. 626) granting’a pension to Minton Prall; A bill (H. R. be for the relief of Thomas Askew; 

A bill (H.R. 634 granting a pension to John Defenbangh; A bill (E. R. 1782) granting a pension to Cornelia W. Ellis; 
A bill (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck; A bill (H. R. 1821) granting a pension to Daniel Kain; 

A bill (H. R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. A bill (H. R. 1824) granting’. pension to Mrs. Louisa Noland; 

Crocker; . A bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to George Slack; 

A bill oS R. ro granting a pension to John G. Shawbell; A bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to James Me- 
A bill (H. R. 693) to restore to thé pension-roll the name of William | Mullin; 

B. Keith; A bill (H. R. 1937) for increase of pension to A. Schuyler Sutton; 
A bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Phillip D. Campbell; A bill (H. R. 1940) granting a pension to Louisa J. McFarland; 
A bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke; A bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to Peter F. Saeman; 

A bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner; A bill (H. R. aon granting a pension to John C. Frees; 

‘A bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension to Benjamin Dubach; A bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Joseph Chalfant; 

A bill (H. R. 715) granting a pension to Tunis J. Roosa; A bill (H. R. 2054) granting a pension to Rebecca Marchant; 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to N. M. Miller; A bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of D. P. Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 746) granting a pension to J. W. A. Bennett; A bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam; . 

A bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Frederick Bottjer; A bill (i R. 2179) granting a pension to Henry Barr; 

A bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck; A bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Amelia M. Green; 

A bill (H. R, 792) granting a pension to David McKinney; A bill (H. R, 2196) granting a pension to Sarah A Gettis; 

A bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler; A bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney: 

A bill (H. R. 805) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; A bill (H. R. 2254) for the relief of Jane M. Langley; 

A bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Edgar Payne; A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Delilah Knill; 

A bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel F. Ferguson; A bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman 8. Bull; 

A bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Sámuel V. Holland; A bill (H. R. 2753) for the relief of John W. Robson; 

A bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; A bill (H. R. 2755) granting a pension to Robert Monahan; 

A bill (H. R. 925) to amend an act entitled ‘An act granting a perf- A bill (H. R. 2191) granting an increase of pension to George Wells; 
sion to Rachel Nickell,” approved March 3, 1885; A bill (H. R. 2793) granting a pension to Silas James; 

A bill (H. R. s; granting a pension to Lewis A. Thornburg; A bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to John L. Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 934) granting a pension to Charles W. Minnix; A bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt; 

A bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension tọ James T. Caskey; A bill (H. R. ana granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell; 

A bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins; A bill (H. R. 2804) granting a pension to Clayton E. Rogers; 

A bill (H..R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell; A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Mary 8. Douglas; 

A bill te R. ER granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer; A bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to Henry H. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Alice S. Holbrook; A bill (H. R. T to increase the pension of Abigail Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan; A bill (H. R. 3100) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson; 

A bill (H. R. Hons granting a pension to Augusta M. Richards; A bill (H. R. 3117) granting a pension to Walter A. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 1108) granting a pension to Margaret Coffey; A bill (H. R. 3946) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 

A bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to John H. Barry; A bill (H. R; 3152) granting a pension to Eliza A. Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter S. Haynes; A bill (H. R. 3177) placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Connell on the 

A bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to John Owens; pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension to Charles E. Bolles; A bill (H. R. 3303) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Joseph 

A bill (H. R. 1138) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown; | MeMillan; 

A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman; A bill E R. 3308) to increase the pension of Joseph R. Cravens; 

A bill (H. R. 13383 granting a pension to Louis Abear; A bill R. 3309) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington and A bill (H. R. 3359) grantinga pension to Henry S. Morgan; 
Grace A. Harrington; ; A bill (H. R. 3364) granting a pension to Asahel Middleton; 

A bill (H. R. 1254) granting a pension to Mary Hoff; A bill (H. R. 3382) grantinga pension to Sidney Sherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; e A bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 1273) for the relief of Samuel J. Brown; A bill (H. R. 3402) granting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie E. Cooney; 

A bill (H. R. 1275) granting a pension to William Turville; A bill (H. R. ssn) granting a pension to C. W, I. Pugh; 

A bill (H, R. 1278) granting a pension to Ann Bird; A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to Agnes M. Edwards, infant A bill (H, R. 3481) granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan; 
daughter of Harvey H. Edwards; A bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to Amelia J. Gill; 

A bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller; A bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B: Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1344) granting a pension to William H. H. Gillespie; A bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension to Fanny Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely; A bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to_William H. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 1351) for the relief of Pernetta Hendley; A bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension to Maria Mibord; 

A bill (H. R. 1351) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Andrew A bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Albert L. Allen; 


J. rete A bill (H. R. 3538) granting a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hurst; 


A bill { H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth; ` A bill (H. R. 3539) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman; 
A bill (H. R. 1367) to place the name of Thomas G. Newnam on the A bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Peter Tower; 
pension-roll ; r A bill (H. R. 3627) granting a-pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Galla- 
A bill (H. R. 1369) granting a pension to George H. Perkins; gher, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late 
A bill (H. R. 1396) to pension Martin Kirk; colonel of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps; 
A bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Lydia A. Neilson; A bill (H. R. 3632) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada O. Krepps; 
A bill (H. R. 1468)-increasing the pension of John P. Davis; A bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to E. B. Sweeney; 
A bill (H. R. eae granting a pension to Lois Holt; A bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Susannah Carmichael; 
A bill (H. R. 1471) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Hill; A bill (H. R. 3903) granting a pension to Taylor Voss; 
A bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; A bill (H. R. 3919) granting a pension to Bridget O’Brien; 
A bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary G. Colby; A bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 
A bill (H. R. 1475) granting a pension to Margaret Fis therty; J. Pratt; 
A bill (H. R. 1506) granting a pension to James McAnny; A bill (H. R. 4022) granting’ pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale; 
A bill (H. R. nen for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton; A bill E R. 4026) granting a pension to Algernon 8. Flagg; 
A bill H R. 1543) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns; A bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to Sophia F. Bixby; 
A bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Phebe Saurders; A bill (H. R. 4031) granting a pension to Rachel W. Heard; 
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4076) for the relief of George A. Roberts; 

granting a pension to Frederic Korth; 
01) granting a pension to Martha A. Silkey; 
a) granting a pension to Minerva T. Thompson; 


granting a pension to Capt. Anthony Harsel; 

increasing the pension of John P, Brinegar; 

granting a pension to Frank Lightner; 

granting a pension to Mary E. Snow; 
granting a pension to John M. Milton; 

H.R ei rt the relief of Samuel] C. Peck, jr.; 

H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson; 

. R. ree for the relief of Amanda Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 4287) to grant a pension to Nancy J. reels, widow of 

Pleasant M. Freels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry Vol- 


PRERE 


csoocss 
s5 

= 

PENIN, 

iss] 


> > > > > 


‘A bill (H. R. 4346) granting a pensiofto Elijah W. Putney; 
H. R. prot granting a pension to M. S. Towne; 
H. R. 4389) granting a pension to William Bridges, jr. ; 
H. R. 4395) to granta pension to Betsey Martin; 
A bill (H. R. he granting a pension to Polly Belden; 
A bill (H. R. 4405) for the relief of William F. Miller; 

( 


H. R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark; 
H. R. 4461) granting a pension to Stevens W. Merrill; 
H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Harriet M. Larabee; 
H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Timothy Driscoll; 

. R. 4572) granting a pension to Willis W. Fink; 


. R. 4538) granting a pension to Mary Ann Murphy; 
. R. 4579 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 


H 

H 

H 

H. R. 4580) to grant a pension to William Taylor; 

H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Frederick Bauman; 

H. R. 4835) to place the name of John Pruit on the pension- 
H. R. 4824) granting an increase of pension to James Morgan; 
H. R. tapas granting a pension to Perry Johnson; 

H. R. 4493) to amend the act of June 15, 1844, and for other 


purposes; ; : 

A bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to Agnes Renz; 

A bill (H. R. 4918) granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper; 

A bill (H. R. ree granting a pension to Mary 8. Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 4992) restoring Leander C. Twitchell to the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4999) to place the name of James B. Wilde on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5000} to place the name of John W. Logan on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5024) granting a pension to William Christie; 


„ A bill (H. R. 5061) granting an increase of pension to Samnel Baker; 
A bill (H. R. tht to provide i increase of pension to James Waters; 
A bill (H. R. 5191) to increase the pension of Patsy Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman; 

A bill (H. R. 5193) granting a pension to Levi Koontz; 

A bill (H. R. 5199) to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton; 
A bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Jesse H. Gaines. 

A bill (H. R. 5252) granting a pension to John W. Thornton; 

A bill (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 
A bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to William E. Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Zeba S. Ayer; 

A bill (H. R. ora) granting a pension to Rinaldo R. Somes; 

A bill (H. R. 5323) granting a pension to George W. Flint; 

A bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Emeline Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 5551) for the relief of Robert Moran; 

A bill (H. R. pei granting a pension to John G. Burrill; 

A bill (H. R. 5678) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Marble; 
A bill (H. R. 5706) for the relief of Elizabeth Leffman; 

A bill (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Peter Falkner; 

A bill (H. R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 6012) to increase the pension of Leander W. Corey; 
A bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to Maria Hollands; 

A bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Frank Sherbonaw; 

A bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Eliza Francesco; 

A bill (H. R. 6125) granting a pension to W. C. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 6130) granting a pension to Frank Manhart; 

A bill (H. R. 6134) granting a pension to Hugh Mulholland; 

A bill (H. R. 6225) granting a pension to Abigail H. Carey; 

A bill (H. 


R cae for the relief of Harrison W. Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Humes; 
A bill (H. R. 6504) granting a pension to Nathan Magoon; 
A bill (H. R. 6638) granting a pension to William Gordon; 
A bill (H. R. 7647) to to establish a light-house at Senl Choix Point, 
Michigan; and 
A bill (H. R. 6429) [with an amendment] granting a pension to Eu- 
nice E. Clark; 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (S. 134) granting an increase of pension to Shadrack Brown; 


A bill (S. 160) granting a pension to Mary Crimmins, widow of Pat- 

rick Crimmins 

A bill (S. 183) for the relief of Thomas 8. Hopkins, late of Company 
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers; 

"4 bill (S. 327) granting a pension to James E. O'Shea; 
rlo (8. 342) granting a pension to Marilla Parsons, of Dotroit, 

ic 

A bill (S. 357) granting arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach; 


A bill (S. 358) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily M. Wy- 


man; 

A bill (S. oa granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 

A bill (S) 376) granting a pension to L. V. Hollyfield; 

A bill (S. 483) to restore Sidney B. Fullar to the pension-roll; 


A bill (8. 489) granting a pension to Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow 


of Commodore Alexander A. Semmes, United States Navy; 
A bill (S. 516) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary C. Ring- 
ld; 
i bill (S. 612) granting a pension to William Wej htman; 
A bill (S. 651) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Shields; 
A bill ts 652) granting a pension to Dillon Bridges; 
A bill (8. Fee! eae the pension of the widow of the late Com- 
mander T. A. M. 
A bill (8S. E for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; 
-A bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh; 
A bill (S. granting a pension to Charles N. Sebastian; 
A bill i 773) granting a pension to M. Louise Butler; 
A bill (S. 785) granting a pension to George Ham; 
A bill S. 786) granting a pension to James C. Ledbetter; 
A bill (S. 787) granting a pension to Reuben Farnum; 
A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Bruce; 
A bill fs. 789) granting a pension to John S. Williams; 
A bill (S. a granting a pension to George W. DeMotte; 
A bill is 810) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; 
A bill (S. 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu Jones; 
A bill E 824) granting a pension to Mrs. Ida Davenport; 
A bill (S. 827) granting a pension to George Clark; 
A bill (S. 838) granting an increase of pension to General Benjamin 
F. Kelly; 
A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Elise Burki; 
A bill (S. 853) granting a pension to Reuben Crowday; 
A bill (S. 857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; 
A bill (8. 560} granting a pension to Simpson 8. Skirvin; 
a bill iS 860) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bunyan; 
A bill (S. 861) granting a pension to John B, § 
A bill (S. 862) granting a pension to Matilda Ann Wiley; 
A bill iS os} granting a pension to Geriah Collins; 
A bill (S. 895) granting a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar; 
A bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Joseph S. Moody; 
A bill tg 963) granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; 
A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah P. Mc- 
Kean, of Marion, Linn County, Iowa; 
A bill a 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Barker; 
A bill (S. 983) granting a pension to Michael Daly; 
A bill (8. ioe) granting an increase of pension to Abel Comstock; 
A bill ts. 1047) for the relief of Patrick H. Estes, a veteran invalid 
soldier of the Mexican war; 
A bill (S. 1065) granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson; 
A bill (S. 1077) granting a pension to Newcomb Parker; 
A bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 
A bill (S. 1102) granting an increase of pension to Dr. A. Lanning; 
A bill (S. 1103) granting a pension to Caroline E. French; 
A bill (8. taal granting a pension to Lawrence A. Hudson; 
A bill (S. 1124) granting a pension to William Bethuren; 
S. 1133) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Hunter 


A bill 
Hardie; 

A bill a 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bassett; 

A bill (S. 1156) granting an increase of pension to Ann "Atkinson; 
A bill (S. 1257) granting a pension to Henry Shively; 
A bill (S. 1169 granting a pension to John 5.. Bridges; 
A bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to Nancy C, Smith; 

A ‘bill (S. 1190) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin M. 
Fisher; 

A bill (S. 1191) granting a pension to Theresa Schleyer; 

A bill (S. 1102) granting a pension to Alfred Denny; 

A bill (S. 1204) for the relief of the children of the late pore Alfred 
M. Owen, and to increase their pensions; 

A bill (S. 1214) granting a on to Reamus-G, Morris; 

A bill (8. ia for the relief of Henry Bellion; 

A bill (S. 1224) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman; 

A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires; 
i A bill (S. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Rhine- 
halt; 
A bill fs sae granting a pension to John M. Young; 


A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 
A bill (S. 1267) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Go- 
bright McFalls; 
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A bill (S. 1287) granting a pension to William L. Clark; 

A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to Robert Holsey; 

A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen; 

A bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to David W. Hamilton; 

A bill (8. pie granting a pension to Nathan Z. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to John Ross; 

A bill (S. 1304) granting a pension to William Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 1326) granting a pension to Caroline E. Pratt; 

A bill (S. 1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. Henry; 

A bill (S. 1357) granting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 1367 granting g an increase of pension to Catherine Doyle; 

A bill (8. 1382 the relief of Lydia C. Hutchings; 

A bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Harriet Welsh; 

A bill (5. 1384) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak; 

A bill (S. 1390) for the relief of B. Frank Patterson; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Shockley; 

A bill (S. 1399) granting an increase of pension to John Moore; 

A bill (S. 1400) granting a pension to William H. Beck; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to William Powell; 

A bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr; 

A bill (S. HR granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson; 

A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahn; 

A bill (8. ries granting a pension to Anna Nation 

A bill (S. 1463 sean gmp SES of pension to Mary Helena Mahan; 

A bill (8. eo increase of pension to S hen R. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1 E graating & peda to Maa, Manari 

eeu S. 14st granting an increase of pension to Col. Charles E. 
Capehart; 

A bill (S. 1494) granting an increase of pension tọ Stephen D. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to William H. Moore; 

A bill (S. 1520) granting a pension to Henry Domeyer; 

A bill (8. 1570) granting a pension to Mary Ann Vars; 

A bill (8. 1539) Tt a pension to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the 
minor children of Lewis Hunt, deceased; 

A bill a 1571) granting a pension to Abbie M. Hay; 

A bill (S. 1584) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck; 

A bill (S. 1586). granting a pension to Maria Hollands; 

A bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of pension to James E. B. Dal- 
zell; 

A bill (S. 1618) granting a pension to John G. Nicholas; 

A bill S 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth Hum- 
phre; ? 

A bit (S. 1630) granting a pension to James C. Chandler; 

A bill (S. 1648) granting an increase of pension to William Collins- 
worth; 

A bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corning; 

A bill (S. 1720) granting a pension to John Thrasher; 

A bill (S. 1726) granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens; 

A bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thornbury; 

A bill (S. 1788) granting a pension to William S. More; 

A bill (8. 1797 ierra a pension to John 8. Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (S. 1830 granting a pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey; 

A bill ts 1836 he relief of Libbie C. Montis; 

A bill (S. 1841) granting a pension to Joseph Shull; 

A bill (S. 1843) granting pension Dr. John W. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Annie C. Owen; 

A bill (S. 1930) granting a pension to John Duffy; 

A bill (S. 1950 granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1998) for the relief of John D. Ham; 

A bill (S. 2005 granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage; 
a S 1022) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Hattie A, 

urnett; 

A bill (S. 2025) granting a pension to James Butler; 

A bill (8. weil for increase of pension to Zebulon S. Tompkins; 

A bill (S. 2095) granting an increase of to Mary B. Hook; 

A bill (S. 2096) granting a pension to Charles C. Hill; 

A bill (S. 2134) granting a pension to Patrick A. Callanan; 

A bill (S. 2148) granting a pension to Nannie Cutchman; 

A bill ts 2173) granting a pension to Benjamin Obekiah; 

A bill (S. 2185) for the relief of George Titus; 

A bill (S. 2186) granting a pension to Louis Melcher; 

A bill (S. 2187) for the relief of Rebecca E. Haskins; 

A bill (S. 2188) granting a pension to Ann Smith; 

A bill (S. 2190) granting a pension to William Dobbs; 

A bill (S. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank; 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. De Krafft; and 

A bill (S. 2224) in aid of the national monument, at Plymouth, Mass. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. BENNETT. I ask by unanimous consent to report-back from 
the Committee on the Judiciary in behalf of Mr. Parker, who is nec- 
essarily absent, a bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary 
to ‘An act to alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place 
tor holding the several courts thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Does it require an appropriation ? 


j | olution at this time? 


Mr. BENNETT. I understand not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to retard it all I can. 

Mr. BENNETT. It changes a couple of counties in Pennsylvania 
aoe judicial district to another. 


SPEAKER. The Chair understands it provides for attaching 
certain counties to another judicial district and the holding of another 
term of court, but requires the present marshal and clerk shall perform 
the duties. 

There was no objection; and the bill and amendment were referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to _ 
be printed. 


FREE PARLIAMENT FOR IRELAND. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask, by unanimous consent, E sub- 
mit the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the United States seats red 
sympathizes with the right honorable haley wae E. Gladstone and his associates 
raise the peopl of int tens tage Deney apan ts proses of ta 

e 
eed ul kociaemmr asi of their long and patriotic pri kea sre the 
right of local self-governmen! 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House is directed to communicate a copy of 
this resolution to Mr. Gladstone, 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the consideration of the res- 

Mr. SWOPE. I object. a SAY f 

Mr. NEILL, of Missouri. I hope no one will object to this reso- 
lution. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled pe of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. “Moris; 
A bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of James G. Martin; 
A bill (H. R. 5549 limiting the cost of the erection of a public build- 
at Rochester, N. Y.; and 
‘A bill (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the public a street across 
the United States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, in the State of 
‘Tennessee. 


ing 


RECESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Imove the House take a recess until to-morrow morn- 
ing at half past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Pennsylvenia 
[Mr. Sworr] withdraws his objection to my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is insisted upon, and that 
cuts off all unanimous consent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask for a division on the motion to adjourn 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 75. 

Mr. HIESTAND. I eall forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SWOPE. I withdraw my objection to the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
withdrawn objection to my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion to adjourn cuts off all unani- 
mous consent. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. COMPTON. To-morrow being Good Friday, I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet Saturday morning at 
half past 10 o'clock. 

Thé motion was disagreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Thequestion recurs on the motion of the gentleman 
from Keptucky [Mr. WILLIS] that the House take a recess until to- 
morrow morning at half past 10. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 28. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. WILLIS. 

ME ODED; of Pennsylvania. -` Make it 11 o’clock instead of half 
past 10. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
it had agreed to the request, for a conference on the votes 
of the two Houses on the Indian appropriation bill, and had appointed 
as managers of said conference on its part Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLUMB and 
Mr. CALL. 

RECESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. At the suggestion of gentlemen who differ with me 
I modify the motion by consenting to make it 11 o’clock. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is, with the understanding at 12 o’clock the 
House shall adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.), the House took a recess until 11 o'clock a. m, to-morrow. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN; Petition of George D: Robinson, governor, 
and A, E. Pillsbury, J. Q. A. Brackett, Alexander H. Rice, and 38 
members of the Massachusetts senate; of G. G. Frothingham, George 
J. Burns, and 54 others, members of the Massachusetts house of rep- 
resentatives; of Edward Everett Hale, James Russell Lowell, Oliver Wen- 
dell Holmes, Nathan Allen, H. E. Scudder, and 33 others; of William 
Claflin, Rufus S. Frost, Ezra Farnsworth, and others; of Frederick O. 
Prince, Leverett Saltonstall, Hugh O’Brien, William Gaston, John B. 
O'Reilly, and others; of James F. Hyde, Thomas Peters, C. H. Burrage, 
Edward Atkinson, Dana Estes, and others; of Robert R. Bishop, J. W. 
M. WgHall, Arthur W. Tufts, and others; and of Congregational min- 
isters and of Baptist ministers of Boston and vicinity, Massachusetts, 
in aid of the enactment of Senate bill No. 54, a bill to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on reservations, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Memorial of Grange No. 569, of Pennsylvania, 
for legislation to suppress fraudulent imitations of dairy products—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same protesting against the removal of duties 
upon wool, jute, hemp, and other farm products—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. È 
. By Mr. BEACH: Concurrent lution of the State Assembly of 
New York in favor of House bill 5720 to tax imitation butter—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BOUND: Remonstrance of Grange No. 277, of Northumber- 
land County, Pennsylvania, against the manufacture and sale of all 
imitation dairy products in this country—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. s 

Also, remonstrance of the same against the importation, free of duty, 
of any agricultural raw materials, such as wool, hides, jute, tobacco, 
raw sugar, rice, &c,—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Papers in the claim of Dr. James B. Grooms, for 
difference in pay as to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of colored citizens of Ar- 
kansas, for an appropriation to send them to Liberia, and to support 
them for six months—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, asking sup- 
port of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Rising Sun Grange of Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Forest Lake; and of Grange No. 200, Patrons of Husbandry, of Brad- 
ford County, Pennsylvania, asking protection from imitation dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 200, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bradford 
County; and of Rising Sun Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, for protec- 
tion to agricultural interests and products—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of merchants, banks, manufacturers, and citizens of 
the United States, against the bankrupt bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

Also, an appeal from the wage-workers of the United States—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, letter to be filed with House bill No. 7814, for the relief of Le- 
man D. Forrest, first lieutenant Company P, Thirty-fifth Pennsylvania 
Reserved Volunteer Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of the New York State Legislature, 
praying Congress to pass House bill 5720, entitled ‘‘A bill to protect the 
producers and consumers of dairy products, and for other purposes ’’— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 799, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for increased protection on wool—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of Labor Association No. 2461 Knights 
of Labor, of Fort Gratiot, Mich., against the passage of the free-ship 
bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. 

By Mr. EVANS: Memorial of Patrons of Husbandry, of Edgewood 
(Pa.) Grange No, 6888, for the suppression of the manufacture and sale 
of imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Patrons of Husbandry, of Edgewood, Pa., against 
‘any reduction of duties on wool, hides, jute, tobacco, sugar, rice, &e.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorial of Grange No. 67, Patrons of Hus- 


bandry, against the admission free of agricultural raw products—to the | 


same committee. 

Also, memorial of same for a law suppressing the sale of imitation 
bntter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of William F. Millican and 100 others, 
for the passage of House bill No. 1579 for the suppression of the liquor 
traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of A. H. Taylor, son and agent of Mrs. 
Margaret Taylor, of Gibson County, Tennessee; and of A. H. Taylor, 
administrator of Mrs. Theodocia Turner, of Gibson County, Tennessee, 
asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. i 


By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Samuel Kinkead and 80 others, citi- 
zens of North Hero, Vt., praying for a tax on oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. s 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of J. S. Steward and others, citizens 
of Newton County, Georgia, in favor of Federal aid to education—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Memorial of members of the Yadkin 
County (North Carolina) monthly meeting of Friends, apes by Lewis 
Norman, clerk, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 335, to pro- 
mote peace among the nations—to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


of Sumner County, Kansas, asking for the passage of the bill organiz- 
ing Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on Territories, 

y Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Samuel Kraft, of Company E, United 
States Voltigeurs, war with Mexico, for an invalid pension, being to- 
tally disabled—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of John Jacob Astor, John Hall, W. M. 
Taylor, D. A. Mills, and others, for the enactment of Senate bill No. 
54, for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Maggie R. Lofton, and others, heirs 
of Robert Raiford, deceased, and Margaret’B. Raiford, of Marshall and 
Tate Counties, Mississippi, asking that their war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of A. M.Cate, W. T. Cate, T. L. Cate, and 
others, for services during the war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Communication from J. P. Baden, of Winfield, 
Kans., asking for legislation taxing oleomargarine and butterine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Affidavit of Samuel Lee, and of B. F. Arnold, in 
support of claim of D. McArthur—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Mrs. Rebecca Bowers, for payment 
for a horse taken and used by the United States forces—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of J. W. Vanzant, of Franklin 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Resolution of General Assembly of Ohio, favoring 
House bill 4902 increasing soldiers’ pensions—to the Committee on In- 
volid Pensions. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of citizens of Alleghany County, New 
York, in favor of constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure and sale of intoxicating liquors—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of farmers of Chautauqua County, New York, in favor 
of the bill to prevent the manufacture of fraudulent butter and cheese— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J.B. WEAVER: Petition of Encampment No. 1, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying that a portion of the public do- 
main be granted to soldiers of the Union Army in the late war, and 
also that they be paid the difference in value between paper money and 
goldat various dates of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Memorial of Knights of Labor and members 
of Farmers’ Alliance of Johnson County, Texas—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Ulysses Merchants—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money irom the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: ° 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of citizens of Holt County, Nebraska. 


By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Whiteside and Lee Coun- - 


ties, Illinois. š 

By Mr. LOUTTIT: Of citizens of Nevada, Stanislaus, Mercer, and 
Butte Counties, California. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Of citizens of Chippewa and Benzie Counties, 
Michigan, 3 

By Mr. MURPHY: Of citizens of Jackson County, Iowa. : 

By Mr. PAYSON: Of citizens of Livingston County, Illinois. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Of citizensof Warren, Venango, and Erie Counties, 
Pennsylvania. 


AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 11 o'clock a. m. Friday, 

April 23, 1886, resumed its session. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


By Mr. HILL: Petition of S. H. Radebaugh and 150 others, citizens’ 
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House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
riverand harbor appropriation bill. 

The Clerk will report the unfinished business coming over. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

It is proposed to amend in line 685—— 7 


Mr. WILLIS. To save time, Mr. Chairman, I will state that my 
friend from Mississippi agrees to withdraw the amendment pending last 
evening, with the understanding that it shall be offered at another part 
of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph of the 
bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Big Sunflow , Mississippi: Continuing i t, $5,000; 
al eile muta PA ERARA Devers WOUDA PALTOR n 

Mr. CATCHINGS. With the consent of the committee I desire to 
move an amendment in line 691 to correct the spelling of the name. 
This should be ‘‘ Lehrton’’ instead of *‘ Lehartan.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bl ap Rib cer p tthe oy as et at improvement, $15,000; of 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend in line 719, adding the words, after 
the word ‘dollars,’ ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary.” * 

The engineers report that it will not take so much. 

The amendment was to. 

» The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 


Mr. MCRAE. I move, Mr. Chairman, in line 727, to amend by add- 
ing ser the word ‘‘ Louisiana ” the words ‘‘ and Arkansas,’’ 

amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improvement Bayou D' Arbonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000, 

Improving Bayou Terre Bonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 

Improving Cypress Bayou and the lakes between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreve- 
port, La., Texas and Louisiana: To complete improvement, $18,000, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I would move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of getting some information as to the character of 
the work on these bayous from the chairman of the committee, as well 
as the volume of commerce upon them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. To which do you specially 


er? : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I think I can 
answer. 

Cypress Bayou in Texas and the lakes between Jefferson, Tex. 
Shreveport, La., form a navigable water way about 150 miles long. 
Jefferson, Tex., is an important town in Eastern Texas, in the Congres- 
sional district represented by my friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 
There is a very considerable commerce in cotton every season coming 
from Jefferson down Cypress Bayou and into the lakes through Red 
River on to New Orleans. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the character of the improve- 
ment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is the removal of stumps, logs, snags, and 
other obstructions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There are no rapids to be improved? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No, sir; but some dredging to be done. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Can the gentleman tell us how much cotton is 
floated through this bayou to which he refers? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam unable to state from memory, but the 

of the eers shows it. Jefferson is the shipping point of 
about ten or fifteen thousand bales, and there are other shipping points 
on the lakes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. On this Cypress Bayou? ` 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Jefferson, Tex., is the head of navigation on 
this bayou, which flows into the lakes, and the lakes discharge into the 
Red River. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana: Continuing improve- 
ment, $4,000. = 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in line 739 for the purpose of making an inquiry. 

I desire to ask the chairman if he knows how many snag-boats are 
used in improving the navigation of the Mississippi and these several 
bayous—snag and dredge boats? 

. WILLIS. Ido not recollect the exact number. Iwill say to the 
gentleman, however, that this improvement, to which the paragraph 
just read relates, is not immediately connected with the Mississippi. 
There are only one or two snag-boats here, which are used on three or 
four different rivers. Three, I think, is the total number employed on 


and 


three or four rivers in this immediate vicinity. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So far as this isimmediately connected with 
the Mississippi River that is true; but it has reference to its improve- 
ment, because all of these bayous are connected with that system of 
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navigation, all of them opening into the river. The bayous may be 
called, and are, to a certain extent, navigable rivers, geing the only 
highways to the Mississippi from these regions. 

But I desire to have this information for a purpose, to be used later 
on, and for that reason I asked the question. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will give the gentleman the information later on, 
but it is not immediately at hand. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the gentleman will permit me a moment. 
The Tensas River and Bayou Macon are navigable tributaries of the 


Ouachita River. That river has a navigable length of about 400 miles 
and floats a large commerce. Upon it snag-boats are ted, and 
from the parent river they ascend the bayous and are in their im- 


provement. Thus, by making an appropriation for the improvement 
of these navigable tributaries the snag-boats can be utilized upon them 
and be of service in clearing out obstructions in their channels. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I had no motive in asking the question to 
make opposition, but to obtain information to be used later on. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Conania Sooresees 
from: Fulton, Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, Louisiana, including completing 
the work at Alexandria, $95,000; of which sum $45,000, or so much thereof as zy. 
be necessary, shall be used in making a thorough survey of the river from |- 
ton, Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, and in completing the survey of Bayou 
Pierre, Louisiana. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would be obliged for information as 
to the character of this work to be completed; and also while $95,000 
is to be appropriated for this work, a portion of it, $45,000, isto be used 
in making a thorough survey of the river from Fulton, Ark., the re- 
mainder including the completing of the work at Alexandria. Whatis 
that work? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will answer the tleman from Kansas. 
Alexandria is an important town on the Red River, and just above the 
town are the falls of the Red River. The Government has been im- 
proving these falls of the river for years; and in connection with this 
improvement certain work has been done in the river at the upper end 
of the town of Alexandria. This work was ordered in the river and 
harbor bill of 1884, has been partially done, and its completion is pro- 
vided for in this appropriation for the Red River. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What will be the aggregate cost? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The engineers in their report require $10,000 
to complete the work there. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is this survey of the ines partot 
the river a different work from the othersuryeys which are meni ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Chief of Engineers for years has been ask- 
ing Con to make an appropriation for the survey of the Red River. 
The River of the South is the third river in the United States in 
point of navigable length. Steamboats have traversed it from its mouth 
1,200 milesup. This survey is to be from Falton, Ark., to the mouth 
of the river, a distance ot 700 miles. Ithasneverbeensurveyed. The 
$45,000 mentioned in the bill is the estimate of the Chief of Engineers 
for its survey. We spend hundreds of thousandsof dollars every year 
in continuing the surveys on the Mississippi, the Mi and the 
Ohio Rivers. The Red Kiver, which is a longer river than the Ohio 
innavigable length, and the valley of which has a commerce of twenty- 
five millions per annum, has not hitherto been surveyed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee why it is in this particular case the entire amount asked for is 
granted by the committee—100 per cent. of the recommendation ? 

Mr. WILLIS. In reply to the gentleman from Iowa, I will state 
that this has not been done. If the gentleman will examine the Book 
of Estimates which I hold before me he will find the estimate for the 
meres was $45,000 and for the improvement $90,000. We combine 
the two. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was the survey I was speaking of. It is recom- 
mended that $45,000 shall be used in makinga thorough survey of the 
river, and that amount is appropriated. 

Mr. WILLIS. So far as the survey is concerned, the gentleman is 
correct. I thought healluded to the aggregate of both appropriations. 
The reason why the full amount for the survey is recommended is that 
the committee, in its judgment, thought if any survey was made it 
could be less expensively made by being completed at once; and that 
was the request of the engineer. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving w River, Louisiana : Continuing improvement, $2,000; to be 


Tickfa 
expended on its navigable tributaries, 1 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ishould like to beinformed into what 
river this river and its tributaries enter. My geography is not equal 
to an acquaintance with all these streams, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Tickfaw River is a river which empties 
into Lake Pontchartrain, which isa body of salt water contiguous to the 
city of New Orleans, touching the rear of that city, and navigated by 
vessels of all kinds. The vessels which navigate the Tickfaw reach 
New Orleans over Lake Pontchartrain. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It strikes me this paragraph is rather 
blind. Itmakes anappropriation for tributaries of the Tickfaw. What 
are its tributaries? There is an appropriation for tributaries, but they 
are not named, 


I 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. The Tickfaw Riverin past river and harbor bills 


has been includgd among the rivers for which appropriations have been 
made. The engineer now states the Tickfaw River does not itself need 
a further appropriation, but certain tributaries named in the report 
should have a small appropriation for clearing out snags and other ob- 
structions. , 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman name those trib- 
utaries? 

Mr. WILLIS. They are the Blood, the Natalbany, and the Poncha- 
toula. For the purpose of saving the ears of the committee we put 
these in the bill as tributaries of the Tickfaw. 

The engineer says: 

It is therefore reeommended that no further appropriation be made for the 
thas qth unless the money so appropriated can be applied to the branches re- 

We have recommended this appropriation in accordance with the re- 
port of the engineer. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. These are navigable branches of the 
river? 

Mr. WILLIS, sa sir. 

ar ANDERSON, of Kansas. Have there been surveys made for this 
work ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir; they are stated here in the engineer’s report. 

‘The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Ouachita and Black Rivers, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, 
including bank protection at harbor of Monroe, $17,500; of which B00, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, for repairing snag-boat Wagner. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

Tn lines 756 and 757 strike out these words, “including bank protection at har- 
bor of Monroe.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. It is merely a verbal correction. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “Improving Ouachita and Black Rivers, Louisiana,” in 
line 755, and insert “Improving Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkansas, and 
Black River, Louisiana.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask wherein it differs from the rec- 
ommendation of the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It differs only in this respect. The Ouachita 
River is an interstate river, and we do not wish to confine the improve- 
ment to the portion of the river in Louisiana. ‘The river is navigable 
150 miles beyond the Louisiana State border. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Calcasieu River and Pass, Louisiana: Continuing improvementto 
ec cng yom onc e fog n 
Caleasieu River is to be used. ister = 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors recommended an amendment 
striking out, in line 762, the words ‘‘at the Calcasieu Pass’’ and insert- 
ing in Aaa eat the words ‘‘affecting the entrance to said river and 
pass, a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, the report of the engineer, upon 
which this appropriation is based, recommends improving the river up 
as far as the town of Saint Francis. That is the object of the provision 
in the bill; but in order to make it clearer I move to amend by insert- 


ing in line 770, after the word ‘‘Arkansas,”’ the words ‘‘and Missouri |. 


to the town of Saint Francis.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment, or 
rather to es an inquiry for the purpose of obtaining some infor- 
mation. I must confessthat lam notas competent to discuss this clause 
or many other clauses in the bill as perhaps I should be. I have not 
read the reportof theengineers touching theSaint Francis River. Some 
years ago, however, it was my fortune to pass that section of 
country in Arkansas, and while my recollection is that the White River 
is a magnificent river, from anything I could see or learn about the 
Saint Francis River in Arkansas (to say nothing of the portion in Mis- 
souri) my impression is that it is not of much account. I must say, 
therefore, that I am surprised to see this item in the bill, and unless 
the committee have evidence of some recent revolution which has af- 
fected the bed of that river, whatever may be the jndgment of the com- 
mittee, I must confess that to my mind this is not a meritorious appro- 
priation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman please 
state what part of the Saint Francis River he is familiar with? 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the tleman from Illinois is un- 
doubtedly in error—honestly so, I have no question. I will read some 
figures from the official report of the eers, which will show at once 


that this is one of the most important rivers in the United States. 


Mr. CANNON. If so, I shall be very glad to be informed and to 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Twenty-cightthousand bales of cotton and 15,100 tons 
of cotton-seed have been transported upon that river annually, and that 
alone, to say nothing of other commerce, would seem to justify the ap- 
propriation the committee has recommended, which the gentleman sees 
is a small one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say further to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon] that I know this river well, and 
it has, speaking roughly, about 250 miles of navigable water. There 
is a commerce carried upon it and regulated by it of several million 
dollars annually. In fact, it is one of the most important medium- 
sized rivers in the Southwestern system. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam very much gratified to hear it. 
I had got a contrary impression. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let meadd that I personally have gone up the 
Saint Francis River by boat about 150 miles from its mouth. 

Mr. CANNON. A gentleman near me suggests that the river is 
growing, and I am gratified to be informed of that fact. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $75,000; of 
which there are to be expended $5,000 at Pine Bluff, $13,000 at Fort Smith, and 
$10,000 at Dardanelles, or so much thereof under those sums respectively as may 
be necessary at those points. 3 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, in order to de- 
fine more clearly the purpose of the committee, I move to amend that 
paragraph by inserting after the word ‘‘improvement,” in line 773, 
the words ‘‘according to plans and recommendatioys in Appendix V 13, 
Executive Document 1, Forty-ninth Coygress, first session.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would be glad to learn why it is necessary to in- 
dicate these particular points where this money is to be expended. 
Why can not the engineers in charge be trusted to determine these 
questions? Is not this appropriation for the purpose of improving 
wharves at these different places named, and fixing up the river banks 
for the convenience of the people of these various towns? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will answer the gentleman’s 
question. What is specified for localities is not embraced in the amend- 
ment. That which is specified for Dardanelle has nothing to do with 
any wharf, but is to correct the channel of the river, which is now aban- 
doning the port at that point. That which is specified for Fort Smith 
relates to repairing a dike which was constructed by the Government 
a good many yearsago to keep the river over on the city side, that dike 
being nowin need of repair. The specification in the amendment which 
I have introduced is simply to make perfectly clear what is recom- 
mended by the engineer, so as to show that we are not appropriating for 
any general and distributive purposes, but for the specific object enumer- 
ated in the report. That object has relation exclusively to the general 
channel improvement over a particular section of the river, 176 miles in 
length, where the great body of the commerce must pass. The effect of 
the amendment is to prevent the carrying out of any such purpose as 
the gentleman is disposed to attribute to it. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move further to amend by 
the as ‘*s”? at the endof the word ‘‘ Dardanelles,’’ so as to correct 
the ing. z ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Arkansas 
River, $26,500; of which sum $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used to complete the survey of the Arkansas River between Fort Gi 
son and Wichata. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to ask where ‘‘ Wichata”’ is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We would be very glad to have 
the gentleman give us some information about Wichata. He and his 
constituents have been getting appropriations forit for along time. It 
is said to be in his State. 

Mr. PETERS. If it were spelled correctly, I should recognize it as 
being in Kansas. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask to have a verbal amendment made so that the 
name may read ‘‘ Wichita.” 

Mr. PETERS. In addition to the correction of the spelling, I ask 
that the word ‘‘ Kansas’’ be inserted after ‘‘ Wichita’’ so as to desig- 
nate it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope that will bedone. I modify my amendment 
accordingly. 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIS, tostrike out *‘ Wichata ” and insert 
“ Wichita, Kans.,’’ was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ga Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton: Continuing improvement, 


I must say, 


The amendment of the committee to strike out the words “ continu- 
ing improvement” was agreed to. 

Sir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I desire to offer a verbal amend- 
ment, with the concurrence of the chairman of the committee. It is to 
insert after ‘‘Arkansas,’’ in line 785, the words ‘‘ Texas and the Indina 
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Territory,” and to insert after the word ‘‘ Fulton” the word “Arkan- 
sas;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 
tore shoo Red River, Arkansas, Texas, and the Indian Territory above Ful- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

` The Clerk read, as follows: 

Improving Little Red River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

The amendment of the committee to strike out ‘continuing im- 
provement’’ was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $3,500. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike out the words “‘ con- 
tin improvement,” 

Mr. PBURN. Idesire to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether in these cases where the words ‘‘continuing improvement ” 
are strickenout by the committee the appropriations are for new works? 

Mr. WILLIS. Theyare; and it is for that reason we strike out the 
words ‘‘ continuing improvement.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the case of all theseamendments thatis true? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Arethere any of these casesin which the improve- 
ments have been made heretofore, but the appropriation is for further 
improvement? 


Mr. WILLIS. No, sir; these are matters recommended by the en- 


gineers upon later surveys, works which have not heretofore received 
appropriations. 
amendment was agreed to. 

Sko Clerk read as follows: 

Been witha White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $18,000; to be 
n completing the survey and improvement of the river. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to offer an amendment which is acceptable to 
the committee, as it simply directs the method in which this appro- 
priation is to be divided. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “dollars,” in line 793, and insert ‘$13,000 of 
which, or so much the as may be necessary, to complete the survey of said 
river; "the remainder for general improvement.” 

Mr. WILLIS. That is exactly in accord with the recommendation 
of the engineer. The committee has no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill until the following 
paragraph was read: 

Improving French Broad River, Tennessee : Continuing improvement, $6,900, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I rise, Mr. Chairman, for the 

of moving an amendment to that paragraph. 

. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman, after having indicated the 
amendment which he wishes to submit to this paragraph, will allow it 
to go over for the present, so we may, in the time remaining before 12 
o’ go over those parts of the bill which will give rise to no debate. 
The understanding is that we shall not take up any matter which any 
one member will object to. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr: JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. With the understanding that I 
shall have full opportunity to offer the amendment hereafter, I will 
withhold it for the present. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. that 
amendments which are indicated by gentlemen may be offered hereafter 
for action, and that in the mean time we may go over those parts of the 
bill which will give rise to no debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I should like to know when we reach 
the Michigan and Minnesota parts of this bill whether it is intended 
by this arrangement to close debate upon those paragraphs. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no such intention. I do not propose to take 
up those matters until we get on the bill again. My proposition now 
is to take up only those parts of the bill which will give rise to no de- 
bate and to which there is no objection. When we get to the Missis- 
sippi River, if a single member wishes it passed over, it will be passed 
over. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. And the Missouri River? 

Mr. WILLIS. It is not the purpose either to take up the Missouri 
River. Those portions of the bill which Sse give rise to debate, and to 
which there may be objections, are to be passed over for the present, 
and only those portions are to be taken up and acted upon which will 
give rise to no debate, and to which there is no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, ‘of Kansas. But gentlemen may wish to offer 
amendments. 
_ Mr. WILLIS. There is no intention to deprive any member of his 

right to offer an amendment. All that is asked is that the memberon 
reaching the paragraph shall indicate his amendment, and then at the 
proper time we will come back and consider it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is then included in the unanimous 
consent that any gentleman may return to offer amendments? 

Mr. WILLIS. Embraced in this morning’s action—yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do not object to that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand it, any gentleman desiring 


to offer an amendment, all he has to do is to indicate it, and the com- 
mittee will return to it in order hereafter for consideration and action. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I do not agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the request so it may be 
clearly understood. The gentleman from Kentucky asks by unani- 
mous consent to go over that part of the bill on to the close to which there 
may be no objection and which will give rise to nodebate. Any ee 
tleman, by simply indicating his desire to submit an t, ma: 
be permitted to return to that particular part in proper order, although 
for the present it has been passed over. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know what reason 
there is for this new p 

Mr. WILLIS. It is in order ‘to save the time of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How does it save the time of the 
House? 

Mr. WILLIS. There is very little more time remaining between 
now and 12 o'clock, when, by agreement made yesterday, an adjourn- 
ment is to take place. And by the arrangement I propose we may be 
able to get through with all that portion of the bill to which there is 
no objection and which will give rise to no debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let us have some understanding as 
to the time when a member may indicate that he may desire to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. When we come to that part of the 
bill all he has to do is to rise and say that he wishes to offer an amend- 
ment at the proper time to that part of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. When we come to the portion of the bill to which 
the gentleman wishes to offer an amendment if he will rise at that 
point and say [have an amendment to offer the Clerk will make a mem- 
orandum and so will I, so that it may be taken up in order when we 
return to the portions which have been passed over for future action. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But suppose some gentlemen who are 
now absent may desire to offer amendments ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Those members who are not here now of course, 
could not offer amendments, and they will not lose anything by this 
arrangement. 

Mr. WILLIS. Those who are now absent would have no chance to 
offer amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the unanimous consent 
asked by the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. WILLIS. It will not take advantage of anybody. - 

Mr. LONG. Why not settle the whole matter at this time ? 

Mr. WILLIS. The object is to save the time of the House. 
pe LONG. No time will be saved; but, on the contrary, time will 

ost. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is perfectly evident that no time will besaved 
by the arrangement, and I object to it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Iask the Clerk to read my 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 


PR liad French Broad River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask the Clerk to read the 
amendment which I offer to that paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after words *‘ six thousand dollars,” in line 810, the words “and continu- 


ing improvement on same river in North Carolina, $16,000, of which cight thou- 
sand are to be expended at and above Big Buck Shoals,” 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I offer this 
amendment to continue the improvement of the French Broad River 
in North Carolina. The Government has already expended $43,000 
there, and I do not see any good reason why that improvement should 
be abandoned. 3 

I was informed by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors that that committee had determined to leave outall rivers not 
connected with navigable streams. And yet I find they have exciuded 
not only this river but several others of a similar character. In the 
engineers’ report it is estimated the whole cost of the work would be 
$122,000. They have expended $43,000, and $79,000 is still required. 
My amendm t only provides for $16, 000; and I can not see why the 
French Broad River, which has heretofore received appropriations from 
the Government, shall be turned aside while other rivers are granted 
appropriations in this bill which, in my judgment, are not of equal 
merit. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. The only reason that actuated the committee in its 
recommendation was that we stood face to face with a decision of the 
Supreme Court which said that this was nota navigable river; and we 
have too much respect for the court, notwithstanding our desire to im- 
prove this beautiful river, to attempt to improve it while this decision 
stood. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. If the gentleman will show 
me that decision I will give up this amendment. On the contrary, I 
will show that the decision he refers to relates to a river which is in- 
cluded in this bill, It is a decision in 11 Wallace in regard to a ship 
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called the Montello. The court decided that that river was not navi- 


gable. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to state the case to which I suppose 
the gentleman from North Carolina refers, The case of the Montello 
is in 20 Wallace, page 430. The decision in that case referred to the 
Fox River,.Wisconsin, and not to the French Broad River. The French 
Broad was included in the report of the Secretary of War, that under 
the decision of 11 Wallace the French Broad was not a navigable water 
way of the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. If the French Broad River is 
not a navigable water way why do the committee report an appropri- 
ation to improve it in Tennessee and not in North Carolina? 

eee question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 42, 
noes 60. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I move to strike out the last 
word. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] referred, as 
I understood him, toa decision in 20 Wallace. The Montello decision 
is in 11 Wallace, page 414. The river there referred to is the Fox River; 
and in this bill is included the Fox River to which the committee give 
an appropriation. Why should the French Broad River be excluded 
when there is nothing to show that this river is not navigable? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I make the point of order that there 
is nothing before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. A formal amendment is pending. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Iam not surprised at the point 
of order being made by the gentleman from West Virginia, who has got 
two or three rivers in his country exactly like mine and for which ap- 
propriations are made. One of his rivers is the Buckhannon, which is 

for no other p than to raftlumberdown. There is the New 
River, belonging to the same class, and several other rivers exactly like 
the French Broad River, except that on the French Broad there are many 
products which can not be hauled out and it can be made a navigable 
river, while the Buckhannon can not be made serviceable except for the 

of rafting logs. 

. SKINNER. 1 move to strike out lines 809 and 810. I do sobe- 
cause I think that an invidious distinction has been made between North 
Carolina and Tennessee. This is exactly the same river that the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and this Committee of the Whole refused 
to appropriate forin North Carolina. I want this appropriation stricken 
out, unless the Committee on Rivers and Harbors can give a good reason 
for that invidious distinction. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire simply to say in all kindness to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER] that French Broad River is 
divided by a fall, which is not navigable, and in a decision of the Su- 

Court, to which the Secretary of War calls attention in Executive 
teat 142, no river is improvable by the United States that is cut 
off by a fall. The lower part of the river is navigable up to the fall. 


That is the whole of it. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky a question. Is no part of the river above the falls an 


interstate river? 

Mr. WILLIS. Itis not. 

Mr. SKINNER. I desire also to ask the chairman of the committee 
n question. Is there no river appropriated for in this bill that is not 
an interstate river? Is there no river appropriated for that does not 
run through more than one State? . 

Mr, WILLIS. If there is I will join the gentleman in striking it out. 

Mr. SKINNER. I could point out a hundred. There is the Osage 
River in Missouri. 

The question being taken on Mr. SKINNER’s amendment, it was re- 


jected. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Improving Hiawassee River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky if the a jation for the French Broad River does 
not apply to portion of the river above the navigable falls? 
l Me WILLIS, Nota dollarofit. Iwill state to the gentleman that 
a river may be navigable in a State and not navigable in the United 
States. This river out of North Carolina, goes into Tennessee, 
and below the falls mes an interstate river. 
Mr, JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Below what falls? 
Mr. WILLIS. Below the falls you represent. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I do not represent any falls 
there, [Laughter. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Improving South Fork of Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing im- 
} provement, $5,000, 
Mr. GLASS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
* The Clerk read as follows: 


3 paragraph the following: 
3 a aara the aia Forked Deor from Dyersburg to the junction of the 
‘South Forked Der, $10,000. 

} Mr. GLASS. This little stream is a meritorious object for national 

appropriation. The north and south forks make up the main stream 


in T known as the Forked Decr River. The commerce of the 
North Fork to its junction with the South Fork is greater than the 
commerce of the South Fork above that junction. A survey was made 
in 1874 and appropriations were recommended by the engineers. An- 
other survey was made in 1880 and appropriations were recommended 
by the engineers and estimates given for this stream for which I fow 
ask an appropriation of $10,000. By some means the appropriation 
was made for the South Fork and not made for the North Fork. I can 
not understand why this difference should be made, because the busi- 
ness done on the North Fork for the last forty years has been consider- 
able, and for many years past has been larger than the business done 
on theSouth Fork. Iask now, in view of the importance of this stream, 
which is very deep in high water and is now navigable for five months 
of the year, with a business on it amounting in the aggregate to more 
than one and a half million dollars, that this appropriation sball be 
mde for it. 

I see no reason, sir, why a discrimination should be made against this 
fork of the river while provision is made for the improvement of the 
South Fork, and for that reason I ask this appropriation. > 

Mr. HAMMOND. As this is a forked stream I move to give them 
one-half—$5,000 instead of $10,000. z 

Mr. WILLIS. The only dificulty here is that this river has not 
been surveyed, nor has an estimate been made for it in the present re- 
port. It is a stream, as the gentlemen from Tennessee says, of consid- 
erable importance; there is a large amount of business done upon it, 
in fact it is a much more important stream than gentlemen would im- 
agine without an examination, but not having been surveyed, and no 
recommendation having been made for it, the committee has not felt 
warranted in proposing an appropriation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Kentucky give 
the date of discovery of this river? I notice the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors are constantly discovering new rivers unknown before. 

Mr. WILLIS. Our telescope has not yet reached that point. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If this river isso important; if it has 
a considerable amount of commerce upon it, as gentlemen seem to con- 
cede and as the gentleman from Tennessee has stated, I would like to 
ask if this House is precluded from making an appropriation for it 
simply -because the engineers have not made any estimate? In other 
words, are we hedged in by the reports of the engineers, and have we 
no power to go beyond them? ' i 

Mr. GLASS. Estimates for this improvement were made in 1880, 
but no action was taken upon them at that time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I favor the amendment of the gentle- 
man so far as I am concerned; and I do not think it is a valid reason 
to oppose it that there has been no report upon it from the engineers 
if the necessities of commerce demand its improvement. I do not see 
why we should wait upon the engineers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, one of the conditions upon which the 
House consented to take a recess was on a promise that I would move 
that the committee rise for the purpose of adjourning and beginning a 
new legislative day on Friday. I therefore move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
river and harbor bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILLIS (at 11 o'clock and 58 minutes 
a. m., Friday), the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 23, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rov. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal ofyesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LABOR ARBITRATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States: ` 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
The Constitution imposes u the President the duty of recommending to 
the ee pe eN e from time to time such measures as he shall judge 
an 


nD 
rey Ronis i aeS with the importance of immediately and thought- 
fully meeting the problem which recent events and a present condition have 
thrust upon us, involving the settlement of disputes arising between our Jabor- 
ing men and their employers, that I am constrained to recommend to Congress 
—_—. upon this serious and pressing subject. 
nder our form of government the value of labor as an element of national 
Thoula be regarded mpaainlly entided iolegisative care,: Ina country which 
as yen ive care, a coun w. 
offers to all its citizens the highest attainment of social and political distinction 
its workingmen can not E ser 
to the limits ofa class an 


lect. 
fhe laboring man, bearing in his hand an indispensable contribution to our 
growth and progress, may well insist, with manly courage and as 4 right, upon 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3761 


the same recognition from those who make our laws as is accorded to any other 
citizen tarioga raies interest in charge; and his reasonable demands should 
be met in s a spirit of appreciation and fairness as to inducea contented and 
patriotic co-operation in the achievement of a grand national destiny. 

While the real interests of labor are not promoted by a resort to threats and 
violent manifestations, and while those who under the pas of an advocacy 
of the claims of labor wantonly attack the rights of tal, and for selfish pur- 
poe or the love of disorder sow seeds of violence and discontent, should neither 

encouraged nor conciliated, all on on the subject should be calmly 
and deliberately undertaken, with no purpose of satisfying unreasonable de- 
mands or gaining isan Mew D3 

The present condition of the relations between labor and capital are far from 
satisfactory. The discontent of the employed is due in a lai degree to the 
grasping and heedless exactions of employers and the alk iscrimination in 

vor of capital as an object of governmental attention. It must also be con- 
eeded that the laboring men are not always careful to avoid causeless and un- 
justifiable disturbance. 


Th the importance of a better accord between these interests is apparent, 
it must be borne in mind that any effort in that direction by the Federal Gov- 
ernment must be tly limited by constitutional restrictions. There are many 


grievances which legislation by Congress can not redress,and many conditions 
which can not by such means be reformed. 

Iam satisfied, however, that something may be done under Federal authority 
to prevent the disturbances which so often arise from disputes between employ- 
ers and the employed,and which at times seriously threaten the business inter- 
ests of the country; and, in my opinion, the proper theory upon which to pro- 
ceed is that of-voluntary arbitration as the means of settling these difficulties. 

ButIs that instead of arbitration chosen in the heat of conflicting claims, 
and after each dispute shall arise, there be created a commission of labor, con- 
sisting of three members, who shall be recular officers of the Government, cha 
among other duties with the consideration and settlement, when possible, of all 
controversies between labor and capital. 

A commission thus organized would have the advantage of being a stable 
body, and its members, as they gained experience, would constantly improve in 
their abijity to deal intelligently and usefully with the questions which might 
be submitted to them. If arbitrators are chosen for temporary service as each 
case of dispute arises, experience and familiarity with much that is involved in 
the question will be lacking, extreme partisanship and bias will be the qualifica- 
tions sought on either side, and frequent complaints of unfairness and partiality 
will be inevitable. The imposition upon a Federal court of a duty so foreign to 
= udicial von as the selection of an arbitrator in such cases is at least of 

jou pro Fo 

The establishment by Federal authority of such a bureau would be a just and 
sensible recognition of the value of labor, and of its = to be represented in 
the departments of the Goyernment. So far as its conciliatory offices shall have 
relation to disturbances which interfere with transit and commerce between 
the States, its existence would be justified under the provisions of the Consti- 
tution which gives to Congress the power “ to ethe commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States.” And in the frequent disputes between 
the laboring men and their employers, of less extent,and the consequences of 
which àre within State limits and threaten domestic violence, the in- 
terposition of such a commission might be tendered upon the application of 
the Legislature or executive of a State, under the constitutional provision which 
requires the General Government to “ protect’ each of the States "against do- 
mestic violence,”’ 

If such a commission were fairly organized the risk of a Joss of popular sup- 
port and sympathy resulting from a refusal to submit to so peaceful an instru- 
mentality would constrain both parties to such disputes to invoke its interference 
and abide by its decisions. There would also be reason to hope that the 
very existence of such an agency would invite application to it for advice and 
> pea frequently resulting in the avoidance of contention and misunderstand- 
ing. 
fete usefulness of such a commission is doubted because it might lack 
to enforce its decisions, much encou ent is derived from the conceded good 
road commissions which have been or- 


wer 


that has been anya pegs by the 

geama in many of the States, which, paviai little more than advisory power, 
ve exerted a most salutary influence in the settlement of disputes between 

conflicting interests, 


In July, 18%, by a law of Congress, à Bureau of Labor was established and 
laced in of a Commissioner of Labor, who is required to “ collect infor- 
subject of labor, its relations to capital, the hours of labor, and 


p 
mation upon 
the means of promoting their 


the earnings of laboring men and women, and 
i intellectual, and moral penny 
The com m which I suggest could easily be ingrafled upon the bureau 
thus already organized by the addition of two more commissioners and by sup- 
plementing the duties now imposed upon it by such other powers and functions 
as would permit the commissioners to act as arbitrators when necessary between 
Jabor and capital, under such limitations and upon such o¢casions as should be 


proper and useful, 

Power should also be distinctly conferred upon this bureau to investigate the 
causes of all disputes as they occur, whether submitted for arbitration or not, so 
that information eee ewes be at hand to aid legislation on the subject when 
necessary and desirable, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive MANSION, April 22, 1886. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the message of the President be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, with instructions to report thereon 
by bill or otherwise on or before the 15th day of May next. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, there is no reason for supposing 
that the committee will not report at as early a date as practicable, 
and I think itis somewhat unusual to instruct the committee to report 
by a given day. I therefore hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
the motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do insist, because if this the committee 
will be required to make their report, and it will be in order to sub- 
mit the report for consideration; otherwise it will have to be submitted 
under the rules of the House and may not be reached for consideration 
within a reasonable time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Iam not sure that I caught the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois correctly —— k 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois moves to refer the 
messageof the Presidentof the United States to the Committeeon Labor, 
with instructions to report thereon by bill or otherwise on or before the 
15th day of May next. 


XVII——236 


Mr. KELLEY. Is this motion divisible? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move tosubstitute the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. ROGERS. If that amendment should be adopted where would 
it place the report when it comes in? $ 
The SPEAKER. It will take its place on the Calendar with other 


business. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask if the motion of the 


In which case we can never reach it. 
gentleman from Illinois 


is divisible? I desire a vote first on referring it and afterward on the 


instructions, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will answerina moment. The-first 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to refer the mese 
sage to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, ' 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 51, noes 


40. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for tellers, no quorum having voted. 
The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, the Chair will appoint 


tellers. 


Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. BUTTERWORTH were appointed tellers. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 87, noes 76, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—veas 76, nays 147, not vot- 


ing 100; as follows: 


YEAS—76, 
Anderson, C. M., Funston, O'Neill, Charles 
Baker, Gilfillan, rne, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Owen, 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Perkins, 
Brown, C. E. Henderson, D.B. Pettibone, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, T. J. irce, 
Bunnell, epburn, Plumb, 
Burleigh, Herman Price, 
Butterworth, iestand, Reed, T. B. 
ynum, Tires, Rice, 
eia pean M, Holmes, Romeis, 
Candler, elley, Sawyer, 
Cannon, aird, Scranton, 
Caswell, Lindsley, , Sessions, 
Conger, Lyman, Smalls, 
Cooper, Markham, Spooner, 
Davis, McComas, Steele, 
Dorsey, Mitchell, Stephenson, 
Farquhar, Morrill, Stone, E. F. 
NAYS—1147. 
Anderson, J. A. Dibble, Kleiner, 
Arnot, ery, Laffoon, 
Bayne, Dowdney, La Folletto, 
h, Dunham, 
Belmont, Ely, Lawler, 
Bennett, Ev ? Libbey; 
Bingham, Felton, Little, 
Blanchard, Fisher, g, 
Bland, Fleeger, Louttit, 
Bliss, Foran, Lovering, 
Blount, ‘ord, Lowry, 
Bound, Forney, Mahoney, 
Brady, Frederick, artin, 
Bragg, Fuller, Matson, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, McAdoo, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Geddes, McG X 
Buchanan, Gibson, C. H. McKenna, 
Buck, Gibson, Eustace MeMillin, 
Cabell, jlass, McRae. 
Caldwell, Halsell, Milliken, 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, ills, 
Campbell, T. J. Harris, Morgan, 
Carleton, Hatch, Morrow, 
Catchings, esi erect 
Clardy, aynes urpby, 
Clements, Hemphill, Neal, 
Compton, Hill, Neece, 
Comstock, Holman, Nelson, 
Cowles, Howard, Norwood, 
Crain, Hudd, 5 
Culberson, Hutton, O'Donnell, 
Cutcheon, Irion, ’Ferrall 
Daniel, Jackson, O'Neill, J.J. 
Dargan, Johnston, T, D. Peel, 
Davenport, Jones, J. H. Perry, 
Davidson, R, H.M. Jones, J. T. Peters, 
WSO, King, Pindar, 


Adams, G. E. Collins, Green, R. S. 
Adams, J.J x, Green, W.J. 
Aiken, Crisp, Grout, 

Allen, C. H. Croxton, Hale, 

Allen, J.M. Curtin, yi 
Atkinson, Davidson, A.C. Hanback, 
Ballentine, Dingley, Harmer, 
Barbour, Dougherty, Heard, 
Barksdale, Dunn, Henderson, J.S. 
mene Eldred Herbert, 
Barry. ge, erbert, 
Boyle, Ells! á Hewitt, 
Brumm, Ermentrout, Hiscock, 
Burnes, Evans, Hitt, 
Burrows, Findlay, Hopkins, 
Campbell, J. E. Gallinger, Houk, 

Cobb, Glover, James, 

Cole, Gof, Johnson, F. A. 


Springer 
Stahinecker, 
Ste Charl 


Wolford. 


Johnston, J. T, 
Ketcham 


Payson, Sadler, 

Phelps, See 5. w Wi rth, 
Pidcock, Scott, Struble, Ward, J.H. 
Pulitzer, Seymour, Swinburne. Ward, T. B. 
Ranney, on, Thomas, J. R. Warner, A. J. 
Riggs, Snyder, ‘Throckmorton, 

Rowell, en, ‘Turner, Wi ngton. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. WEST. I object. : 

The names were read. 

The following-named members were announced as paired: 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, until further notice. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. JAMES, until further notice. 

Mr. LE Fevre with Mr. WADSWORTH, until further notice. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. Gorr,’until further notice. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. MILLARD, until further notice. 

Mr. TURNER with Mr. Horxnss, until farther notice. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNE, until further 
notice. i 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, until farther notice. 

Mr. ELDREDGE with Mr. PAYNE, until further notice. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, until farther notice. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. Hiscock, on this vote. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Hook, on this vote. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Payson, for this day. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. Grout, for this day. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. StRUBLE, for this day. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. MOFFATT, for this day. 

Mr. VIELE with Mr. HANBACK, for this day. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. LEHLBACH, for this day. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. PARKER, for this day. 

Mr. ‘THROCKMORTON with Mr. Burrows, for this day. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. ATKINSON, for this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Evans, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker; I move the previous question 
upon my motion to refer the message of the President to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, with instructions to report by bill or otherwise before the 
15th day of May next. 

Mr. REED. I think it a great pity, Mr. Speaker, that we have not 
referred this measure to the Committee of the Whole, for that would 
have resulted in more speedy and more useful legislation. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Is the question on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois susceptible of division ? 

TheSPEAKER. Ithas Pee nate as jogo times by ince aaan 
in previous Congresses, on an a; m ecision of the ý 
that a motion tocommit with instructions is not divisible, and although 
the present occupant of the Chair can see no good reason for the decision, 
that seems to Be the settled practice of the House. However, the re- 
sult which the gentleman has in view can be reached by voting down 
the motion to refer with instructions and adopting a simple motion to 
refer. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LONG. Is it in order to move to amend the motion by striking 
out the part which relates to instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe demand for the previous question is not sus- 
tained that will be in order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If this motion should be voted down, would not 
the m go, under the rules, to the Committee on Labor? 

The SP. R. It would. Ñ 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRADY. Under the rules of the House, does the power exist 
to instruct a committee to report at a given time upon any measure re- 
ferred to or pending before it? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to commit to a committee with or 
without instructions is in order. 

Mr. BRADY. Whetherthesnbject is pending before the committee 
or not? 

The SPEAKER. This matter is pending before the House. Tho 
proposition now is to send it to the Committee on Labor with instruc- 
tions. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER for the pre- 
vious question upon his motion to commit, and there were—ayes 87, 
noes 49. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion to refer the 
message to the Committee on Labor with instructions, as already stated. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is debate admissible? 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rules of the 
House there are now thirty minutes for debate. f : 


Mr. SPRINGER. [I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the original motion to commit was not debatable at all. 
The SPEAKER. This isa motion to commit a proposition which 


has nət been by a committee; and if unaccompanied with in- 
structions it would not be debatable at all under the rules, but the 
Chair upon reflection is inclined to think that inasmuch as this is nota 
mere motion to commit, but includes instructions, it is debatable, there 
having been nodebate upon it heretofore. A simple motion to commit, 
without instructions, a proposition which has not been reported to the 
House by acommittee would not be debatable. The Chair thinks there 
are thirty minutes for debate—fifteen minutes in support of the motion 
and fifteen in opposition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I made a motion a few mo- 
ments ago to refer this message of the President to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. It was objected by 
some gentlemen that this motion was not wisely conceived, because 
this very important subject could not be reached for consideration at 
an early day. Sir, the time for the consideration of every question is 
within the control of this House. Every gentleman on this floor affects 
to believe (whether he does or not) that the subject-matter of this mes- 

is of vast uenee to the people of this country. There is no 
dissent, I take it, from that proposition. We all agree as to the im- 
portance of the question of which the message treats. If my motion 
to refer it to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union had prevailed, it was my purpose to ask unanimous consent to 
fix an early day for its consideration, in the hope and expectation that 
it might be fairly and fully considered—not with a view to controlling 
the elections in November, but with a view to getting at a right solution 


of a great question. 
I wish the people of this country could read what is ing in the 
minds of their assembled legislators here, and te the desire to 


“| do that which is best for the country—and by the country I mean the 


people and the whole people—from that which savors too much of a 
mere expedient to catch votes. I protest in the name of the manhood 
and the intelligence of the American people against any policy, purpose, 
oro ization which tes one part of my fellow-citizens and sets 
them apart as if they had any just interest or rightful claim properly 
in conflict with the great mass of this people. Who is there on this 
floor who hopes or expects that his children will eat bread exceptin ac- 
cordance with God’s ordinance, in the sweat of their faces. I have at 
my hearth-stone three boys, one of whom has suffered from the hand 
of affliction, and will fight the battle of life against fearful odds. I 
know that those boys must get their bread in accordance with the Di- 
vine command, in the sweat of their faces; and, speaking for my own 
hearth-stone and all others in my country, I protest against any legisla- 
tion, against any resolution, against any organization, that shall segre- 
gate one of those boys or two, and set him or them apart as belonging 
to a peculiar portion of the great constituency that we represent; as 
belonging to à class ing under the laws of our country less or 
fewer rights and privileges and fewer opportunities than their fellows, 
whoever and wherever they may be. : 

Gentlemen, you can not elevate labor. It is aboveand beyond your 
reach. God blessed labor in the i We may and should do 
that which tends to ennoble and elevate the laborer, but we can not 
elevate labor. God blessed that in the beginning, when by His holy 
ordinance He commanded that in the sweat of our faces we should eat 
bread. Labor is not only noble but ennobling. I have no sympathy 
with that d ism which seeks to catch votes, not by asking what 
is best for the Tenth ition of this land and those whoassemble thereat, 
but what can we do to induce the struggling masses to believe that 
we are devoted to securing their happiness without crossing any plan, 
purpose, or inclination they cherish. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that this is a nation of laborers; that itis not 
of consequence where or how we labor to honorably fill life’s mission, 
but do we live and labor worthily and well. We ize no idlers 
save the gamblers, the loafers, and those who subsist by lawlessness, 
and they are few. Weall get our bread in the sweat of our faces, 
whether our efforts are bestowed in onecapacity oranother. And this 
creates one great bond of sympathy between all our people. Iam in 
favor of*all those. organizations which call together men of kindred 
sympathies, who, recognizing the universal brotherhood of mankind 
and the equal rights of all, seek to do that which will lift men up, 
make them better, and which gives them to understand that in this 
country, to those who practice industry, economy, and sobriety, the 
road to competence and excellence is open. à 

I submit that the bill we passed the other day, while probably not 
so intended, was still a hollow mockery and a sham. It was not even 
calculated to benefit those who labor; and when 1 say those who labor, 
I speak of every man who breathes the free air and treads the free soil 
of my country. ‘The bill, as it seemed to me, was not intended to be 
anything but a ‘‘ mere tub to a whale,” a deliberate endeavor to catch 
votes. And it was evil in this, that it conveyed to the country the 
impression that ‘‘ there rests in this Government the power to do away, 
and at once, by legislative enactment, with the attrition which unhap- 
pily exists between employer and employé.” Your committee did not 
investigate the great subject they had in hand, and hence did not deal 
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with it ina fitting manner. There was no endeavor, so far as appears, 
to ascertain the superinducing causes which create the necessity for a 
frequent redistribution of labor and consequent disturbance between 
employerandemployé. There was no effort, so far as the bill andaccom- 
panying report disclose, to ascertain how encroachments upon the rights 
of the many by the efforts of the few were brought about; nor was a 
remedy suggested or hintedat. It occurred during the brief considera- 
tion which was accorded that bill that if an advocate of the measure had 
fifteen minutes to address this House he occupied eight minutes in abus- 
ing Jay Gould, six minutes in abusing corporations in general, and then 
surrendered the other minute in view of the Act that he could come no 
nearer to meeting the requirements of the oc/asion, being unable to sug- 
gest any remedy which ought to commend itself to the consideration of 
any in t legislative body. ‘ 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why did you not suggest a remedy? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You would net give me even time to say a 
word, much less to suggest a remedy. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. You got all the time you wanted, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Your report kept pace line by line, pari 
passu, with the intelligence that gave it birth. 

Mr. BLAND. We had a bill here which proposed to set the laborers 
of the country to work; and I would like to know how the gentleman 
voted on that. That is at the bottom of this whole trouble. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘‘Still harping on my daughter!” 

Mr. BLAND. It is the contraction of the currency, the want of 
money, that is impoverishing the people to-day. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If this House should go into a discussion 
of the doctrine of infant baptism, my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
would spring up and want to know why we should not baptize the 
children out of a basin purchased with standard silver dollars. [Great 
laughter, during which Mr. BLAND addressed a remark to Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH which cofld not be heard. ] 

What I desire, and what I think the country desires of this House, is 
intelligent investigation to ascegtain how and why it is that it becomes 
necessary so often to redistribute labor, since it is in the redistribution 
. of labor or effort that enforced idleness comes upon us, and consequent 

want. Intelligent investigation to ascertain the just relation between 
the producing capacity, as the means are employed to-day, and the needs 
of or necessary consumption by our people. To ascertain as well, if you 
please, how it occurs that when a grant of power is made to a corporation 
to exercise the right of eminent domain and all that appertains thereto, 
the prime object of the grant being to secure benefits to the public, 
the corporation which is the grantee of such power succeeds almost uni- 
formly in making the public benefit, if any, the mere incident, while the 
greater benefit results to the corporation to whom the tof power is 
made instead of to those who were intended to be the chief beneficiaries, 
the great public. These particular questions should be investigated, and 
without such investigation and the possession of the facts to be thereby 
ascertained there can be no wise and judicious solution of the problems 
involving the use and abuse of corporate power. 

Relief will not be found in appeals to the prejudices and passions of 
men, but in calmly studying existing conditions and operating causes, 
and providing for them so far as it is within our power to do so. 

I say to this House and to the country that any organization which 
has for its object and seeks to segregate, set apart, and divide into 
classes the citizens of this free country must spring from roots pulled 
at the very feet of the monarchs of Europe, and are the natural and 
inevitable outgrowth of the influence of monarchical power, and can 
have no proper place in the free soil of America. They are transplants 
from the Old World, where laws are unfriendly to the struggling masses, 
and where the péople are not, as here, the sovereigns—sovereigns whose 
will is law. 

Organization and concertof action are indispensable to successful effort, 
and where the people are sovereign rebellion against the law is rebell- 
ion against themselves. 

There is no wrong that time, investigation, and manly effort can not 
and will not peaceably and lawfully redress. 

Mr. Speaker, the organization of labor was founded by the fathers 
of this Republic. Every child born beneath the flag is a member of 
that organization, and can only forfeit his right to sit in its councils 
and share the blessings its efforts secure by idleness or crime, one or 

_ both. Any organiyation, no matter what its name, which excludes 
from its ranks any worthy citizen for any other cause must come to 
grief, or else by its efforts render unstable, if it does not overthrow, 
this Government. 

Now, what I desire in this country, feeling interested as a toiler 
among my fellow-men, is that our children shall have a fair chance in 
the battle of life under equal and impartial laws; what I desire, Mr. 
Speaker, is that this House shall, at the earliest practicable day, give in- 
telligent consideration to the great question to which attention is called’ 
in the message before us, instead of referring it to a committee which, 
without investigation, so far as appears, indicated its appreciation of 
the subject to an extent which enabled it in four hours to draught a bill, 
and in ten minutes to formulate a report on a question which had en- 
gaged the attention of the leading thinkers and workers of the world 
for more than a century; a bill which at most recognized that the 


struggling millions of our people had the right to arbitrate differences, 
aright as old as the Pandects and Code of Justinian, which was for- 
mulated that far back, and, having hinted at that right, the bill then 
proceeded to render it inexpedient to resort to it; and finally it was 
provided that if the parties did arbitrate it should not amount to any- 
thing. 

This House, in the midst of threatened labor struggles in this coun- 
try, growing out of alleged invasion of the just claims of the wage- 
workers, will have to study coolly the situation out of which grow the 
grievances we are called upon to redress. I had hoped, sir, by refer- 
ring the President’s message to this House sitting in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, that we would secure that full, free, 
and fair discussion and consideration of the subject-matter of the mes- 
sage as its importance deserves, and that from such deliberation there 
might be evolved legislative action adequate to the needs of the hour, 
and not simply material deemed essential to meet the exigencies of the 
approaching campaign. ` 

I regret having consumed so much time, but I could not refrain from 
giving the reasons which impelled me to move to refer the President's 
message to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of the Union. 
I ne the balance of my time to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has four minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iyield those four minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED]. z 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will reserve it for the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I must confess to a great deal of sur- 
prise at the heat and temper with which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH] has met this subject, and desire to direct his atten- 
tion to one or two facts in this connection. 

In the first place, it is made the duty of the President of the United 
States by the Constitution itself from time to time to communicate to 
Congress his views touching the condition of the country. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did notinterrupt the gentleman from Ohio, and 
I do not wish to be interrupted myself. - 

How does the Constitution read in this particular? It is as follows: 

He shall from time to time give to the Congress information of the state of 
the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures as he shall 
judge necessary ient. 

When the President has seen preper to comply with this constitu- 
tional injunction by communicating to Congress his opinion, how ishe 
met here? Heis met by an assault upon his motives. There isnotone 
word uttered against the proposition he makes, and which in his jadg- 
ment requires the attention of Congress. On the contrary, there is not 
an intelligent man in this country but knows the present condition of 
labor in the country should not only command the best attention of 
Congress, but that the Constitution imperatively demands of the Presi- 
dent he should communicate his views touching this matter to the 
Congress of the United States. It is easy to question men’s motives. 
I always supposed the right to question the motives of human beings 
rested witha higher power. 

Weask in cénnection with this message that it shall have due con- 
sideration and the properremedy be found, and, if possible, enacted into 
law as promptlyas may be. There is not a word, so far as I have been 
able to find, in this message, and I have read it with some attention, 
that appeals to any party or to any class or to any sect of men in the 
United States. On the contrary, the President appeals in a broad, 
statesmanlike manner to this Congress as a body of American citizens 
charged with legislation for the public welfare. [Great applause, ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. _I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this motion 
to commit this m with instructions, so that a matter of such vital 
importance may be first calmly considered in committee and reported 
to the House for its action. 

I was quite surprised at the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH], who takes the position that this m should 
be first submitted to this House as aCommittee of the Whole for what 
he calls a calm and deliberate consideration. Now, what kind of an 
example did the gentleman from Ohio set to the House himself a few 
moments since? Did he give it a calm and fair consideration? Why, 
sir, the very kind of consideration the gentleman gave it is that con- 
sideration which it would receive in the House if it was first considered 
here. The gentleman from Ohio also complains that no suggestion has 
been made that meets the difficulty involved in our present labor troubles. 
I ask, did he in the course of his remarks make any suggestions to meet 
the difficulties? Not one. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a very easy thing to find fault; it is much easier 
to carp and criticise than to suggest remedies; but it requires a high 
order of statesmanship and calm deliberation to meet the underlying 
causes of the present labor troubles in this country; and the question 
should be first referred to a committee, there carefully considered, and 
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then, when their report comes in, let the House consider it in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and amply consider it. ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. pre’ fp 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. § er, I. share with others 
who have addressed the House the surprise that has been expressed 
by them, that in an effort on the part of the administration to meet 
60 great a question as now presents itself to the American Con; 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House should deliberately un- 
dertake to turn this purpose into a political discussion; for there was 
that and nothing else upon the part of the gentleman from Ohio. He 
has undertaken here to assail this House, or to c the majority of 
it with not being willing to deal deliberately with the question which 
is suggested in this message; and yet he has suggested no proposition 
that would produce practicable results. He asks why we do not investi- 
gate the troubles which are existing, when he must know as a matter of 
fact that Congress has already appointed an investigating committee to 
investigate and report upon the troubles which his party has by twenty 
years of bad legislation brought upon the country, the trouble from 
which we are suffering to-day. 

Yes, sir, the troubles we are suffering from, I repeat, have been brought 
upon this country by corrupt Congresses, by permitting combinations 
of corporations to oppress labor, by the watering of stocks; and itis thé 
unjust abuse of the powers granted by Congress under which labor is 
suffering all over this country. All of theseare the results of bad leg- 
islation; and yet gentlemen on the other side, when we undertake to 
consider this question with a view of affording relief, assail the House 
and the administration because we could not bring in a better remedy 
in aday for the troubles now existing and which will correct the abuses 
of their twenty-odd years of corrupt legislation. On the contrary, Mr. 
Speaker, it should be their duty to come to our assistance, confess the 
crimes and sins of that corrupt period of misdoing, and try and devise 
a remedy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Labor, Mr. O'NEILL. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the discussion in this House 
upon the arbitration bill ranged overa period of fourdays. Byaremark- 
able circumstance not one single word of partisan bias was injected 
into that discussion. It passed the House by a four-fifths vote. That 
bill has been considered and unanimously reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and has So indorsed by the principal 
journals and the intelligence of the country; and it rested solely with 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] to take advantage of 
the presentation of this message toindulge in a political harangue. He 
is so full of that subject that he could not resist the temptation. The 
gentleman from Ohio is like a man I once knew, who was cular] 
fond of telling a gun story, and if the conversation would not justify 
the introduction of it, this individual would stamp violently upon the 
floor with his heel, and then say, “Did you hear that noise? Didn’t 
it sound very much like the report froma gun? And, by the way, 
speaking of guns, that reminds me of a story!” [Laughter.] My 
friend from Ohio has but the one speech, full of partisan bile and venom. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentlaman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How much time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yielded two minutés to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia and two to the gentleman from Missouri, but 
neither of them consumed the full time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think the other side ought to finish, as the 
opening was made on thisside. . [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve the time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the bill reported from 
the Committee on Labor and I am satisfied with my vote. 

I desire to say now that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL], in undertaking to excuse the President for his message, is the 
only man who accused him. Nobody on this side of the House has 
found any fault with him, nor have we complained of the lateness of 
his arousing to the subject. -[Laughter.] 

The question before the House is not a question of who is to blame, 
what he ought to have done, or anything else of the kind. The ques- 
tion concerns the sensible order of the business of this House. What 
we desire to do, if we are honest men, is to fairly consider the questions 
which are stirring among the people. 

It may be that we can afford some remedy. It may be that in the 
nature of things we can not. We are all bound to consider the ques- 
tioh, and bound if we are honest men to consider it with reference to 
something else besides the November elections. 

Here are new subjects for our consideration. Here are three hun- 
dred and twenty-five men, almost all of them—absolutely all of them, 
I will say—intelligent; nevertheless no one man knows everything. 
These new subjects need discussion. The President of the United 
States has seen fit to send us a message with a detailed plan and prop- 
osition, out of which must spring legislation if it is to do any good or 
non-action if we conclude we can do nothing. How shall we get at it? 
By an interchange of views and opinions, by the presentation of argu- 
ments pro and con, by discussing point by point the message, and then 
transmitting it to the committee to formulate it into a bill, 


Now, surely that was a business proposition. I voted to refer the 
message to the Committee of the Whole in order that we might have 
that full discussion and that immediate discussion which the subject 
needed; and then when the bill was presented, if we concluded a bill 
ought to be presented, by an appropriate committee, then there would 
be a discussion of the details of the bill to make it conform with prin- 
ciples of sensible legislation. That is all I wish to say. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr.SPRINGER. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. McCREARY. I voted a few days ago for what is known as the 
arbitration bill, and I was gratified when I read this morning the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States. That message contains a 
wise and thoughtful presentation of one of the most important prob- 
lems now before the country. ` We are all compelled to admit that the 
relations between labor and capital are not as harmonious as we would 
like them to be. And I daresay we all desire that those relations shall 
be made more harmonious than they are now. The President’s mes- 
sage looks to the attainment of that end, and the question now before 
the House is, shall the message be refe to the Committee on Labor? 
It seems very clear that this is the committee to which the message 
should be referred. 

Like the gentleman from Maine, I desire wise legislation on this sub- 
ject and desire full discussion when the proper time arrives, but I can 
see no reason why the President’s message should not be referred now 
to the Committee on Labor, which was appointed to consider such sub- 
jects as are therein referred to. I believe when that committee re- 
ports a bill there should be the freest discussion in this House. 

The true interests of labor are not promoted by threats or violence, 
neither are the best interests of capital advanced by oppression, reduc- 
tion of wages, or unfair exactions. Labor and capital are dependent 
on each other and should stand together in the most friendly and peace- 
ful association. Recent events and present conditions present to us a 
problem involving the settlement of disputes arising between laboring 
men and corporations. 

I believe arbitration should be given a fair trial. Public sentiment 
and fair arbitration of disputes will often restore harmony and good 
feeling. We should recognize in this country that laboring men have 
rights, and we should recognize also that those who have capital have 
rights, and the proper way to increase prosperity and happiness is by 
cultivating harmony and pleasant relations between both classes. Un- 
der our system of government the laboring man and the capitalist are 
entitled to equal recognition. 3 
When the Congressof the United States, by its enactments, indicates 
to laboring men a desire to protect them in their rights and encourages 
their industry and furnishes an avenue for the settlement of their dis- 
agreements with their employers, I believe good results will follow, 
Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I made the motion to commit this message of the 
President to the Committee on Labor for the reason that that commit- 
tee was created for the express purpose of considering propositions of 
this kind. I made the motion to commit with instructions, because I 
desire to respond promptly to the recommendations of the President of 
the United States contained in the message which is under considera- 
tion. 

The President makes this statement in his message: 

I am so deeply impressed with the importance of immediately and thought- 
fully meeting the problem which recent events and a present condition have 
thrust upon us, involving the settlement of disputes arising between our labor- 


ing men and their employers, that I am constrained to recommend to Congress 
legislation upon this serious and pressing subject. ; 


This is the first instance, I believe, in the history of our country in 
which the President of the United States has made the rights and wel- 
fare of. workingmen the subject of a special message to Congress. He 
has grasped the whole problem of labor, and asked the representatives 
of the people to meet, by appropriate legislation, immmediately and 
thoughtfully, the problem which recent events and the present condition 
of the country have thrust upon us, Will Congress respond in the 
spirit which has actuated the President in calling attention to this im- 
portant subject? Thatis the question which is involved in my motion. 
An ordinary reference of the message tothe Committee on Labor would 
not enable the committee to secure a consideration of its report durin; 
this: session, owing to the crowded condition of our Calendars; a ref- 
erence to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
would consign it to the tomb of dead legislative measures; but by re- 
ferring, as my motion proposes, with instructions to report thereon by 
bill or otherwise on or before the 15th of May next, the bill or meas- 
ure reported will be before the House for final consideration and adop- 
tion. : 

I desire to meet this wise and thoughtful message of the Executive 
in the proper spirit, and for the purpose of having it considered with 
the view of reporting legislation I have made the motion now pending 
fore the House. 

The proposition to refer the message to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was in effect a motion to refer it toa 
committee that had no power to reach it under the rules of the House, 
and if it should be reached under the rules of the House that commit- 
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tee had no power to do anything except to discuss it and report it back 
to the House again. It was simply a place to bury this measure where 
it could not possibly be reached under the rules of the House and in 
the present condition of our business. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Ilinois 
a question. Isit not a fact that during the debate on the labor arbitra- 
tion bill this very proposition was fully discussed by the Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report of the Committee on Labor was dis- 
cussed, but the President of the United States has submitted another 
and in my judgment a much more effective means of meeting this great 
difficulty. We know the present condition of the country. We know 
how many of the great cities of the country are now ina disturbed con- 
dition on this subject. 

Laborers are striking in Illinois, in New York, in Kansas, in Texas, in 
Arkansas, all over the country these difficulties are occurring, and every 
man knows that we ought to meet this question now. It will notdo, as 
gentlemen upon the othersideseem to think, to put this matter off by sim- 
ply talkingaboutit. Wemustact. I haveno patience with that states- 
manship which continually says ‘‘ you are doing nothing,” when those 
who raise that cry propose to do nothing themselves. If gentlemen upon 
the other side have a better proposition to make than that which the 
President of the United States has submitted in the message just read, 
they will have an opportunity to submit their proposition to the House 
and have it duly considered when this question is again brought up for 
discussion and action. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this motion will be adopted, and that the House 
will at once enter upon the consideration of this greatest of all the 
questions which are now agitating the American people and arrive ata 
proper and sensible solution of the great labor problem. If this House 
will properly settle and dispose of that great question at this session of 
Congress, we shall Have done more to benefit our constituents and the 
great mass of people of this country than has been accomplished by any 
previous Congress in the last twenty years. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, had I been in the House when his 
motion was made to commit the President’s message to the Committee 
on Labor with instructions to report as early as the 15th of May I 
would have suggested to my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] a longer time 
or later day. He can hardly have forgotten that we have appointed 
and sent out a committee to get some information which may be of 
service to us in the consideration of this question. It may be impossi- 
ble for that committee to complete its work and report to the House as 
early as the 15th of May, and therefore I suggest that if we commit 
with instructions as to any time at all the time ought to be extended. 
There should be time for information and thoughtful consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When the committee reports its bill the discus- 
sion of it can be postponed if that is found to be desirable. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is, they can report the bill first and get 
the information afterward. Thatis a good idea. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER to refer the 
message to the Committee on Labor with instructions to report by bill 
or otherwise before the 15th of May next. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


COMMISSIONS TO COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, urging the immediate passage of a bill to amend 
section 3314 of the Revised Statutes repealing commissions to collectors 
of internal revenue; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CENSUS BUREAU. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the acting Secre- 
of the Interior of an appropriation for the force in the census di- 
vision of that Department for the current fiscal year; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE BUILDING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Solicitor- 
General of an appropriation for fitting up a portion of the building oc- 
cupied by the Department of Justice; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MAGDALENA REHKOFP. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3351) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Magdalena Rehkopf, with Senate amendments. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 4, strike out“ Reh kops ” where it occurs the first time. and insert "“ Reh- 
koff;” in line 4, strike out“ hkopf,” where it occurs the second time, and in- 
sert “*Rehkoff."" Amend the title so as to read, “An act granting a pension to 
Mrs: Magdalena Rehkoff.” 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the Senate amendments were con- 
in. 
JOHN CLARK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3375) grant- 
ing a pension to John D. Clark, with Senate amendments. 

The amendments proposed to strike out the name ‘‘ John D. Clark,”? 
where it occurred in the bill and in the title, and to insert ‘‘ John 
Clark.” 

_ On motion of Mr. LYMAN, the Senate amendments were concurred 
in. 
WILLIAM G. SCHOONOVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3390) to 
lace the name of William G. Schoonover on the pension-roll with 
te amendments. 

The amendments proposed to strike out the name ‘‘Schoonozer,”’ 
where it occurs in the bill and also in the title, and to insert the name 
“Schoonover,” making the title read, ‘‘An act to place the name of 
William G. Schoonover on the pension-roll.’’ 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the following titles 
returned from the Senate with amendments; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1361) giving a pension to Mira D. Gwynne; 

A bill (H. R. 1398) to grant a pension to Silas T. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; 

A bill (H. R. 1462) granting a pension te Addie L. Macomber; 

A bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; 

A bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge; 

A bill (H. R. 3463) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah Babb Hutchins; 

A bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear; 

A bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers; 

A bill (H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the following titles 
returned with Senate ameidments; which were respectively referred as 
indicated: 

The bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the State.of 
Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a navigable ` 
stream in said county and State—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


MISS ROSA WALLACE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1805) for the 
relief of Miss Rosa Wallace; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MCRAE. A House bill identical with this has been reported 
favorably from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, I 
ask unanimous consent that this bill be now put upon its passage. 

There being no objection,*the House proceeded to consider the bill; 
which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Miss Rosa Wallace be, and sheis hereby, released from 
all liability for the sum of $381 which was lost by a robbery of the mails at or 
near Hope, Ark., on or about the 30th day of November, A. D. 1884. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the 
third time, and i 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. é 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were read twice, and referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 55) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands re- 
served for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of 
Wisconsin—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 63) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge 
across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain lying between the 
towns of North Hero and Alburg, in the State of Vermont—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 220) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle the 
claims of 8. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union 
agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

The bill (S. 224) for the relief of Charles S. Bowers—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 519) to authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten 
Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him upon the re- 
tired-list of Army ofäcers—to, the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 747) for the relief of Capt. Andrew W. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (S. 770) relating to lands in Colorado lately occupied by the 
Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 
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The bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 
The bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign Missions of the 


Methodist testant Church to hold property in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1013) providing for the establishment of aport of entry at 
Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of Maine— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the Kensington and 
"kacony Railroad Company through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, 
Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., to use the 
site of Fort Greene as a public park—to the Committeo on Military 


Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1352) nting the rightof way to the Leavenworth North- 
ern and Southern Railway Company through the military reservation 
at Fort Leavenworth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1397) to establish a portof delivery at Springfield, in the 
State of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phenix National Bank of the 
city of New York—to the Committee on Claims, 


NATIONAL MONUMENT AT PLYMOUTH, MASS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2224) in aid 
of the national monument at Plymouth, Mass. 

Mr. LONG. As this bill, after consideration by the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library, has been reported unanimously, and has passed the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2224) in aid of the national monument at Plymouth, Mass, 


Whereas a national monument to the Pilgrim forefathers is in p. of con- 
struction at Plymouth, Mass., consisting of a central of Faith and of four 
subordinate statues representing Morality, Education, Law, and Liberty, of 


Be tt enacted, &c,, That the sum of appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purpose of erecting said statue of liberty and the bas-relief accompanying the 


same, under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up, read a first and 
second time, and ordered to a third reading, and accordingly read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. [After 
a pause.] The Chair thinks the noes have it. 

Mr. LONG. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 10. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made, the Chair will ap- 
point as tellers Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, and Mr. Lona. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
permitted to shy a word on this matter, inasmuch as there has been no 
debate, and perhaps something should have been said before the vote 
was taken. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will be permitted to proceed. [Aftcra pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. LONG. Isimply desire to say this is nota new enterprise which 
the United States is asked to undertake and pay for. Request is made 
for aid in the erection of a monument to commemorate the landing of 
the Pilgrim Fathers at Plymouth Rock, Massachusetts—a monument 
already in process of construction and nearly finished. The State of 
Massachusetts has appropriated $10,000. The State of Connecticut 
has appropriated $10,000. Contributors all over the Union have given 
to the fund various sums. Mr. Oliver Ames gave, although nobody 
knew of it until after his death, a very much larger sum for the central 
figure of Faith, 36 feet high. ‘That colossal figure is to be surrounded 
by four subordinate figures, two of which have been already finished. 
Two more, those of Law and Liberty, are desired, and it was thought 
proper to ask the United States to contribute one of these to complete 
the group. I think it is the only case in which the General Govern- 
ment has contributed toward the erection of a monument in the State 
of Massachusetts, 

Tt is unn: , Sir, to refer to the event which this monument 
commemorates, the landing of the Pilgrim Fathers and the consequent 
foundation of our free institutions, This matter is one which I would 
not like to urge upon the House if Congress had not in several in- 
stances taken similar action. But inasmuch as we have entered upon 
the policy of erecting monuments in certain cases, this is certainly a 
case where I take it the General Government will be glad to join to 
the modest extent of this bill. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. Idonotobject, Mr. Speaker, to the 
people of the State of Massachusetts erecting a monument to the Pil- 
grim Fathers upon Plymouth Rock, and perhaps it is suitable they 
should do so, but I do object to such a monument being erected in 
Massachusetts at the expense of the whole nation. If such a monu- 
ment be erected in Massachusetts at the public expense, then I hold 
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the people of my State have the same right to come here and demand 
that a monument shall be erected to the first settlers of North Caro- 
lina who landed on Roanoke Island in the ships of the gallant Sir 
Walter Raleigh. But inasmuch as I would make no such demand in 
behalf of the people of North Carolina, I shall oppose to the bitter end 
any appropriation being voted in this House for the purpose of con- 
structing a monument in Massachusetts to commemorate the landing 
of the Pilgrim Fathers. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER, The point of no quorum having been made, the 
pee will appoint as tellers Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, and Mr. 

NG. ; 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. It is apparent, Mr. Speaker, there 
is mp quorum in the House, and I will therefore withdraw my point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER, On a division there were 71 in the affirmative 
and 10 in the negative. The point of no quorum haying been with- 
drawn, the bill is passed. 

Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISABELLA J. RAMSDELL. 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill (H: R. 5022) granting an increase of the 
pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell, and move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. I would say that the amendment in question was made 
in the House, but through some error in engrossing the bill went to 
the Senate without being so amended. As the bill comes back from 
the Senate it is exactly as it would have left the House except through 
the mistake of the engrossing clerk. I therefore move that the amend- 
ment be concurred in. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill (H. R. 
5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell, returned from the 
Senate with amendments, will be taken up for present consideration, 
and the Clerk willread the amendment of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following: 
“And that the same begin at the death of her said husband, deducting there- 
a Nein amount she has received under act of Congress approved July 1, 


So it will read: 

“Be it enacted, dc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase hp th or in of Isabella J. Ramedell, 
widow of David D. Ramsdell, who for over thirty years was a marine in the 
United States service, to $30 per month.”’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. JAMES moved to reconsider the vote by which theSenate amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER. ‘There are one hundred and forty-four Senate bills 
granting pensions, and instead of the Clerk reading the title of each 
one separately, the Chair willsee they are properly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions and placed 
in the Journal and in the RECORD: 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly; and the Sen- 
ate bills included in the message from the Senate yesterday were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on 
Pensions in accordance with the rules of the House, 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I rise to a question of privilege, and send up to 
the Clerk’s desk a resolution which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to inquire and report 
to the House whether Hon, L. D. M. Swett, or any other ex-member of the 
House, who has availed himself of the privilege of admission to the floor, un- 
der Rule XXXIV, is interested as agent or pasion} for any railroad or other 
oporno or any other interest in any claim or bill pending before Congress, 
and to report to the House the result of such inquiry with such recommenda- 
tions as may be neccessary. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, it has been an open secret that ever 
since the beginning of this Congress a lobby, powerfully o i in 
the interest of various railroad corporations in this country, has infested 
this Capitol, and that the rules of this House have heen openly, repeat- 
edly, and notoriously set at defiance by some members of said lobby. 
Ever since I took my seat upon this floor as a Delegate in this Honse I 
have encountered upon the floor during the sessions of the House an 
ex-member of Congress whose acquaintance I first made while he was 
appearing as an attorney for the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
before the Committee on the Public Lands, of which I am a member. 
He appeared before that committee in the capacity of an attorney, and 
made a lengthy argument antagonizing the favoralle consideration or 
any measure looking to the forfeiture of the land grant of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company. Since that time he eats he has been on 
the floor of the House, and his appearance here has been almost of daily 
occurrence. 

T have hesitated, Mr. Speaker, before obtruding myself upon the at- 
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tention of this body in connection with this question, in the hope that 
some one older in service and better able to present it than I would do 
so. Ihave been disappointed in this hope, and I am unwilling longer 
to shrink from so plain and so manifest a duty. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, in the early part of this month I introduced a 
resolution, which was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads, directing the Secretary of the Interior to obtain from the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company certain information in connection with 
certain alleged violations of law on the part of said company. 

I appeared before the committee and explained the scope and purport 
ofthe resolution, after which it was referred toasubcommittee. Yester- 
day afternoon I was advised by the chairman of the subcommittee that 
the president of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company would be heard, 
and I was invited to be present on that occasion. I availed myself of 
that invitation, and upon appearing before the subcommittee found the 
president of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company flanked by the 
Hon. L. D. M. Swett, the ex-member of Co referred to. Upon 
the conclusion of the remarks of the president of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company Mr. Swett, after advising the subcommittee of his 
status as one of the representatives of the Northern Patific Railroad 
Company in Washington, resisted the favorable consideration of this 
resolution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is it within the contemplation of Rule XXXIV 
that ex-members of this House, having exhausted their resources in be- 
half of their clients before the committees of the House, are to be per- 
mitted to serve them upon this floor? I do not believe it will be 
seriously contended that such is the scope and intent of this rule. I 
insist, Mr. Speaker, that if there is any integrity whatever in Rule 
XXXIV every appearance of Mr. Swett or any other ex-member of 
this House upon this floor holding the relation to this corporation or 
to any other corporation or interest that this gentleman does is an as- 
sault upon the safety, dignity, and integrity of the proceedings of this 
House, and a total subversion of its rules. I am aware, sir, that this 
rule for some years past has ‘‘been more honored in the breach than 
in the observance” thereof; and yet a more salutary rule has no place 
in the code of the rules of this House. : 

To permit the presence upon this floor, during the sessions of the 
House, of any attorney representing pending interests, and especially 
such interests as those of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, is a 
deadly thrust at the independence of the legislator and an unhealthy 
indication of the potency of corporate infiuence in the halls of legislation. 

I, Mr. Speaker, as a very humble member of the House, desire here 
and now to protest against the continuance of this rank and crying 
abuse, and I ask the adoption of this resolution as the first step in the 
direction of this much-needed reform. 

Mr. BLOUNT. - Will the gentleman from Washington Territory per- 
mit me to ask him if he would not be willing to modify his resolution 
so as to make it a select committee? It will be a difficult matter for 
the Committee on Rules to consider it. The Speaker of the House, the 
chairmen of the Committee on Ways and Means and the Appropria- 
tions Committee, and other gentlemen composing the Committee on 
Rules, are very much engaged in other public matters. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am entirely willing to accept a modification. 
hee BLOUNT. Iwould suggest, say, aselect committee of five mem- 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam perfectly willing to adopt that suggestion 
and will modify the resolution accordingly. ‘ 

a: DUNHAM. Let the resolution be read as it will stand if mod- 
ifi 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I want to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Washington Territory; but I want to say first, as to this Mr. Swett, 
that I have never heard of him before. I want to ask the gentlemanif 
he knows of any instance where this man Swett has attempted to cor- 
rupt any member of this House on the floor of the House or to use his 
influence on the floor of the House for or against any measure. Tho 
true way to make known a virtue is to advertise it, and I want to see 
where it comes in. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will answer the gentleman from Illinois that 
so far as the scope of this investigation is concerned it is a matter en- 
tirely foreign to it as to whether or not Mr. Swett has been engaged 
in purchasing members of Congress, Rule XXXIV, after enumerating 
other persons who are entitled to the floor, reads as follows: 

Ex-members of Con, hi i i 
aay bal ponding bate heroes. who as not interested in any claim or directly in 

I have stated here, on my personal responsibility, that Mr. Swett 
stated in my hearing that heappeared in Washington as one of the rep- 
resentatives of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; and it makes 
no difference to the scope of the inquiry as to whether he has been en- 
gaged in this business on the floor of the House or not. He has been 
in a committee. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Where did the gentleman say he appeared? 

Mr. VOORHEES. He ap before the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads and the Committee on the Public Lands, and resisted the 
legislation to which I have referred. 


Mr. DUNHAM. He appeared on behalf of a railroad company? 

Mr. VOORHEES. He appeared on the side on which the president 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company a: 

Mr. DUNHAM. Before a committee of the House? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. Ihave no objection to striking out Mr. 
Swett’s name as far as that is concerned. I want to geb at the evil, 
and merely mentioned his name as being a matter within my personal 
knowledge. 

Mr, DUNHAM. Ido not ask the gentleman to strike ont the name. 
My object was to haye it come out, if it was true, that this gargs 
had done anything wrong on the floor of the House. If he has ap- 
peared before a committee as an attorney, he probably had a right as 
an American citizen todo so. If he has been on the floor attenmpting - 
to corrupt any member of this House as a representative of this rail- 
road, or even attempting to do it in his own private capacity as a citi- 
zen, it would be all well enough to investigate. But as the matter 
stands, itlooks to me as nothing more or less than a little sort of bun- 


combe. f 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to be permitted one word in response to 
the gentleman from Illinois, I disclaim any intention toreflect on any 
gentleman who has been previously a member of this House. That is 


not my purpose. Iam seeking to get at and strike at a-gross and cry- 
ing atte, which has in years past made this House a laughing-stock to 
the country. 

Mr. W: . IT guess not. 

Mr. DUNHAM, [still think there is more buncombe in this than 
anything else. 


Mr. REAGAN. It is notorious that the violation of this rule has 
been habitual. Whenever questions come up involving the interests 
of the railroad corporations, gentlemen who have been ex-members of 
the Housé have appeared before committees and advocated their claims 
and are found upon the floor. We either ought to abolish the rule or 
to enforce it. hope this resolution will be adopted, and that the 
effect of it will be to have the rule enforced. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to be fair toe human being. I would 
like to know whether there is anything that the gentleman from Wash- 
ington Territory knows wherein this gentleman whose name appears in 
the resolution has on this floor violated the privileges of the House. I 
served with that gentleman inapast Congress and I haye seen him here 
from time to time, but he has never in any instance spoken to me on 
the subject of railroad matters. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And probably to nobody else on this floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I settle this whole question by moving to 
strike out the name of Hon. L. D. M. Swett, and make the resolution 
comprehensive enough to include everybody who hasinfringed the rule. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr, RANDALL. So far as my voice and vote are concerned they 
will go to exclude every ex-member of Congress from this floor who ex- 
ercises an haan hare 4 here for the benefit of a corporation. But I do 
not like this mode of mentioning names till the whole story on each 
side has been told. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been modified. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think after an investigation has taken place 
we will possibly have to come to some und ing in the House as 
to what should be done in this matter. The evil to be remedied is the 
taking advantage by ex-members of their right to the floor to urge 
measures on the floor of the House. But it is perfectly notorious ex- 
members have often appeared before the Elections Committee and then 
upon the floor of the House; but as long as they do not ply their voca- 
tion in any way on the floor of the House their rights as ex-members 
should not be interfered with. The evil we want to prevent is not 
ex-members appearing before committees; it is ex-members talking to 
members on the floor of the House for or against a measure. There is 
no charge any such thing has been done in this instance, and I am 
glad to see the resolution modified so as to make this thing general and 
not undertake to stigmatize any one by name. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the gentleman insists on the previous ques- 
tion, will he permit me to disclaim any purpose to stigmatize Mr. 
Swett? As I stated before, I put his name in the resolution because I 
knew of instances within my own knowledge where he had appeared 
before a committee. I did not put his name in the resolution as stig- 
matizing him. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILKINS. Is it in order to move to lay the resolution on the 
table? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. WILKINS. Then I make that motion, 

The motion was not agreed to. : 

The question was then taken; and the resolution of Mr, VOORHEES 
was adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
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su sopii; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
e table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that there are 
two House bills with Senate amendments of a formal character, and if 
there be no objection they will be disposed of now. 


MRS. B. ALFERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Eouse the bill (H. R. 3945) for the 
relief of Mrs. B. Alfers. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
In line 3, strike out " Bretano ” and insert “ Brentano.” 
The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
PROTECTION OF HOMESTEAD SETTLERS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 129) to pro- 
tect homestead settlers within railroad limits, and for other purposes. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ cultivation,” in line 8, down to and including 
line J0. Strike out section 2. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] will 
please give his attention. One of the amendments to this bill appears 
not to be a merely formal amendment. It proposes to strike out an 
entire section of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. If it is not merely a formal amendment it is certainly 
unimportant and unobjectionable, Mr. Speaker. It in no way changes 
the force and application of the bill as this House passed it. The sec- 
tion which it proposes to strike out simply provides that all previous 
laws in conflict or inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed, and 
the Senate thought this unusual, unn , and superfluous, as is 
shown by the report of the Senate committee.. I do not attach any im- 
portance to this general repealing section, and in drawing the bill added 
it because I thought it was customary to add it as a precaution, and in 
order to put at rest the legislative intention to repeal any law that 
might be in conflict with it. Since the Senate are disposed to be hyper- 
critical about such matters, I am perfectly willing that section may be 
stricken out, and I hope the House will concur in the amendment with- 
out any delay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear what it is pro- 
posed to strike out. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words in section1: “And in all such entries patents 
as eae as soon as reported to and approved by the General Land Commis- 
sioner. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That seems to be an important amendment, and I 
think it had better be considered more carefully. 

Mr. MCRAE. It has been considered, Mr. Speaker, and that amend- 
ment is suggested for the reason that they do not desire in the Land 
Office to give precedence to entries of thischaracter over others. It 
does not interfere with the policy of the bill. The patents will issue 
in due course, but the Senate Committee on the Public Lands insists 
that if the bill passes in the form in which I drew it and in which it 

the House entries of this kind would have precedence, and 
patents under this law would have to be issued outof order. Idonot 
insist upon that, and never intended that the language used should 
have any such meaning. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the bill read. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the amendments? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were then concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a special order 
which I desire to have adopted for the consideration of bills on this 


day. s 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman must first move 
to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the motion to dis- 
pense with the morning hour for the call of committees, I move that 
the formal call be dispensed with, but that any gentleman who desires 
to present a report of a private character may be permitted to do so. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 5208, a bill (H. R. 8102) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain States 
and Territories.” 

The SPEAKER. Does this bill make an appropriation or require 
an appropriation to be made? : 

Mr. HENLEY. It does not. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar. 

The original bill (H. R. 5208) was laid on the table. 

JOHN FARLEY. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
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8103) for the relief of John Farley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

A ADVERSE REPORTS. & 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back ad- 
versely the following; which were laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying reports ordered to be printed: 

Claim of John Irwin; 

Claim of William Porter; 

Claim of J. Q. Shaw; 

Claim of Eugene Circuit; 

Claim of John Vantrese; 

Claim of Amzi W. Byers, executor; 

Claim of Fidel Spah; 

Claim of Fen ter; 

Claim of W. W. McDowell’s administrator, 

Claim of Samuel Sherrill; and 

Claim of William C. Reeves. 

z EDWARD BRADEN & CO. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2816) for the relief of Edward Braden & Co.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. DE AHNA. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2465) for the relief of Henry C. DeAhna; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT CLARKE & CO. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1786) for the relief of Robert Clarke & 
Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. DARLING. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to James H. 
Darling; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH GUY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of Joseph Guy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SPENCER W. TRYON. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7249) granting a pension to Spencer W. 
Tryon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 
ally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7533) granting a pension to Hulda Hiner; 

A bill (H. R. 7076) granting a pension to George W. Hambaugh; 


A bill (H. R. 7245) granting a pension to John W. Baynum; 


A bill (H. R. 7521) granting a ion to James D. Cotton; 

A bill (H. R. 7319) for the relief of T. W. Cotton; 

A bill (H. R. 2943) granting a pension to Ralph H. Tucker; 

A bill (H. R. 7532) granting a pension to Jacob Brenninger; 

A bill (H. R. 7250) for the relief of James A. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R, 7246) to increase the ion of Charles H. Masten; 
A bill (H. R. ST granting a to Joseph Perkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 6451) granting a pension to Martin Shoppa. 


MAYBERRY VANCE. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to Mayberry 
Vance; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. - 

5 MARIA CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Maria Cun- 
nin, ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH HARBAUGH. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6895) granting a pension to Sarah Har- 
baugh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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te Earnie Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
Pp 5 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (E. R. 7473) for the relief of Linus Toles; and 

A bill (H. R. 5628) granting a pension to Mary Ann Bryson. 

SAMUEL A. B. WOODFORD. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
rted back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6737) for the relief of 
uel A. B. Woodford; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW G. HILLBERG. 

Mr. OHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7066) for the relief of Andrew G. 
Hillberg; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed, 
GREEN CHAMBERS. 

Mr. HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7299) for the relief of Green 
Chambers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report- ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on 
the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4979) for the relief of Hiram M. Ranney; and 

A bill (H. R. 7065) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Wetherell. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. . 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: ° 


A bill (H. R. 792) granting a pension to David McKinney; 

A bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; 

A bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to Amelia J. Gill; 

A bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Harriet M. Larabee; 

A bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Frederick Bauman; 

7 bill (H. R. 4835) to place the name of John Pruit on the pension- 
rou; 

A bill (H. R. 4813) granting a pension to Perry Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5061) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 5074) to provide increase of pension to James Waters; 

A bill (H. R. 5191) to increase the pension of Patsy Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman; 

A bill (H. R. ia granting a pension to Levi Koontz; : 

A bill (H. R. 5199) to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton; 

A bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Jesse H. Gaines; 

A bill (H. R. 5252) granting a pension to John W. Thornton; 


A bill (H. R. 5259 

OL R. 5277 
H. R. = 
A bill H. R. 5323 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 

A bill (H. R. 5706 

A bill (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Peter Falkner; 

A bill (H. R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart; 
A bill (H. R. 6012) to increase the pension of Leander W. Corey; 
A bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to Maria Hollands; 

A bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Frank Sherbonaw; 

A bill (H. R. ne granting a pension to Eliza Francesco; 

A bill (H. R. 6125) granting a pension to W. C. Davis; 

A bill a R. 6130) granting a pension to Frank Manhart; 

A H. R. 6134) granting a pension to Hugh Mulholland; 

A = = 6225) granting a pension to Abigail H. Carey; 
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for the relief of Harrison W. Moore; 
H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Humes; 
H. R. 6504) granting a pension to Nathan Magoon; 
A bill tH R. 6638) granting a pension to William Gordon; and 
H. R. 7647) to establish a light-house at Seul Choix Point, 


JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 

Mr. SMALLS, by unanimous consent, filed the views of the minority 
on the bill (H. R. 1623) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland; and the 
same were ordered to be printed with the majority report, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 


OSCAR EASTMOND AND JAMES W. ATWILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be di from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond 
and James W. Atwill, and the same be put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to cause to be issued and delivered to Oscar Eastmond a commission 
as colonel and to James W, Atwill a commission as lieutenant-colonel of the 
First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, to date as of June 20, 1865, and to 
cause them to be duly mustered out as of date June 27, 1865: Provided, That 
this act, and the said commissions and musters-out issued thereunder, shall not 
entitle said Eastmond and Atwill, or either of them, or any person claiming by, 
through, under, or from them, or either of them, to any pay, compensation, or 
allowance of any kind whatever, and shall only entitle them respectively tothe 
rank of colonel and lieutenant-colonel of said regiment, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be a word of explanation first. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If there be no objection I will make a brief state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objection. - 
Mr. DOCKERY. After a word of explanation, Mr. Speaker, I think 
there will be no objection urged on the part of any gentleman to the 
passage of the bill. These parties were commissioned on the 20th of 
June, 1865, but their commissions failed to reach them before their 

regiment was mustered out. The bill merely gives them the hono; 
rank to which they were entitled, and which they would have had 
their commissions had promptly reached them by mail. It does not 
cost the Government a single cent. 

Mr. STEELE. That is true; it will not cost the Government a sin- 
gle cent. z 

Mr. DOCKERY. I may also add that it has been unanimously re- 

from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it a Senate bill? 

Mr. STEELE. It is; and that Senate bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of this House, and by that committee re- 
ported unanimously. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, there is further 
objection, and I ask for a vote on my motion. 

Mr. DocKERY’s motion was agreed to; and the Committee of the 
Whole House was di from the further consideration of the bill, 
and it was brought before the House for present consideration. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there are a great number of gentle- 
men who have private claims they desire to call up, and if the House 
will adopt the order which I send tothe desk to be read it will enable 
us to take them up and dispose of them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That when the House on this day resolves itself into the Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar it shall be 
in order to take up bills in their order, and, after five minutes’ explanation, the 
question shall be put to the committee whether there is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill; and if five persons object to its consideration, such 
bill shall be passed over informally and the next bill shall be taken up for con- 
sideration in like manner, Bills to the consideration of which there are not 
five ee ee shall be subject to ten minutes’ debate, five minutes in 
favor of the bill and five minutes against it. when the question shall be put upon 
laying the bill aside to be reported to the House. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is proposed for this day. 

The SPEAKER. That is all. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Then I move the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. / 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion 
until I can present a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw it for that purpose for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I shall be compelled to be absent 
from the House for some time in execution of an order of the. House, 
and I would like to have unanimous consent in order that a bill mzy 
be taken up foraction at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I. hope the gentleman from Alabama will with- 
draw his objection to my proposition, and then all these bills can be 
acted upon promptly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would not ask for unanimous consent but for 
the circumstances in which I am placed. ¥ ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the circumstances I think the gentleman 
should have unanimous consent. = ‘ 


D. L. BRAINARD. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask by unanimous consent to discharge the 
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Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1541) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there be paid from money in the 


not other- 
wise appropriated the sum of $703.75 cents, this sum to be in lieu of commuta- 
tions o! fuel and uarters and extra-daty y, as follows: Commutation for fuel 


Hen 
Maurice Connell, David Linn, Joseph Elison, Nicholas Salor, William A. Ellis, 
Charles B. scarf William Whistler, Jacob Bender, Roderick R. Schneider, 


Mr. BRAGG. Iobject; andthe ground of my objection is the bill does 
not belong to the war claims, as it relates to fuel and rations since the 


war. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not hear what was said by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRAGG. I said that it does not belong to the war claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not say it did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to go into Committee of the Whole House 
to resume the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH in the chair. | 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first four bills on the Calendar were reported 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims, and I have been requested 
by the chairman of that committee [Mr. HALSELL] to ask that those 
bills be passed over informally, not to lose their place upon the Calen- 
dar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The titles of the bills will be read. 

The titles were read, as follows: 

A m (H. R. 4810) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of 


New Mexico, A 
_A bill (H. R. 218) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of 


New Mexico. 
A bill (H. R. aie to confirm the title to that certain land grant * Tres Ala- 
mos," in Arizona pangrasa ke 

A bill (H. R. 3235) to confirm title to certain private land claims in Arizona Ter- 
ritory. 


There was no objection, and the bills were passed over informally. 
CHRISTOPHER SCHAEFNOCKER, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2195) 

for the relief of Christopher Schaefnocker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Christopher Schaefnocker, late second lieutenant of Company 
D, One hundred and ninth Pi lyania intents Volunteers, the pay and al- 
lowances of a second lieutenant of infantry from the 24th day of May, A. D. 1862, 
tothe 4th day of August, 1862. 

Mr. GEDDES. I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. : 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. GEDDES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill RB. 2195) for 
the relief of Christopher Schoefnocker, late second lieutenant of Company D, 
One hundred and ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers, having considered same 

yin; submit the following report: 

From the records of the War ent it appears that Christopher Schoef- 
nocker entered the service Ma: 1862, as a second lieutenant, Company D, 
One hundred and ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and served in that capacity 
until August 4, 1862; that he has not been paid for said services for the reason 
that the paymaster decided that his muster was not legal. 

It appears from the sworn statement of the officers of the company and regi- 
ment of which ya rece Fars nieve e was a — Copeman, an qar ees 

l it: t Christopher Schoe: er actually serye in the 
aoe ty and al ood the duties of second lieutenant from the 24th of May, 
, to August 4, 1 


Abill my ay at eae authorizing and directing pay for said services passed 
this House in the Forty-eighth Congress, but was not reached in the Senate. 
In view of the fact that the Government justly owes the claimant the pay and 
allowances of a second lieutenant during the time he so served, your commit- 
tee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES M. BACON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 3384) 
for the relief of James M. Bacon. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted &c., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed, in the settlement and adjustment of 
the accounts of James M. Bacon, late a lieutenant in the First Regiment Dakota 
Cavalry Volunteers, to allow credit for the disbursement of the public funds dis- 
bursed by him as acting assistant q rmaster on account of the expenses in- 
curred by the Northwest Indian ex tion in the months of July, August, Sep- 
tember, ber, and November, 1 and for the disbursement of which proper 
vouchers were taken, but which were lost or destroyed through no fault or 


rou, 
neglect of said officer, upon mayne ae À evidence being furnished of the actual 
didburomhente of said funds for the behefit of the public service. 


The report (by Mr. GEDDES) is as follows: 


The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 
Report No. 581, of the Committee on War Claims, first session Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, a copy of which is hereto appended. 

Your ittee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
= Ci gogo AE Don; have had the same under consideration, and submit the fọl- 

owing report: 

A bill similar in all respects to this was, at the last session of Congress, re- 
ferred to this committee, and the following report thereon was submitted to the 
House by Mr. GEDDES: 

“That in the month of June, 1864, Byt. Maj. Gen. Alfred Sully, in command of 
the first military district of the de ment of the Northwest, organized an expe- 
dition against the hostile Sioux Indians in the Upper Missouri River country. 
About the time said command started on its Darel James M. Bacon, late first 
lieutenant First Regiment Dakota Volunteers, cavalry, was by General Sully 


assigned to duty as acting assistant quartermaster for said expedition, and le - 


joined the command at Fort Randall. There werea large number of citizen 
employés with the expedition. With the concurrence of General Sully, a man 
by the name of William S. Linn, who had been in the employ of the quarter- 
master’s department at Saint Louis, was employed on similar service with said 
command; and, as said Bacon had had no experience in such duties, and, as 
stated b himself, had little aptitude for them, almost the entire business, so far 
as the clerical affairs of office were concerned, was confided to this clerk. He 
Re ones both honest and competent, but addicted to occasional excessive 

ss on, è 

4h Fie expedition was not FORE with quartermaster’s funds, and a pay-roll 
was made out, and by order of General Sully, a sufficient sum was borrowed of 
the sutler to pay the employés on their arrival at the Yellowstone River, Tho 
same process was 8 pra at Forts Rice, Sully, and Randall on the return trip. 
The amount so paid out was reimbursed by Bacon on the arrival of the com- 
mand at Sioux City from fundsfurnished by the district quartermaster, upon the 
presentation of a prope: pay-roll and rece! pe Lieutenant Bacon, with the as- 
sistance of hisclérk, then set about the work of preparing his accounts for trans- 
missal to the proper accounting officers at Washington, and when so prepared 
in duplicate they were sent by the hands of the clerk (Linn) to Dubuque, then 
General Sully’s headquarters, for his approval. The ener however, being 
absent in Chicago on special duty, Linn proceeded to that place and presented 
the accounts to General Sully, by whom they were approved. From that time 
to this Lieutenant Bacon states, and all the facts corroborate his statement, that 
he has neither seen nor heard of said Linn directly, nor has he ever been able to 
gain any trace of the missing papers. . 

In May, 1565, only some two months yin tosaid approval of the vouch- 
ers, General Sully certified to the fact of said examination and approval, and, 
further, that, to the best of his recollection and belief, these papers and vouchers 
closed the accounts of said Lieutenant Bacon. Maj. William A yers, quartermas- 
ter, United States Army, states that Lieutenant Bacon's account of the transac- 
tion, which is much more in detail than the foregoing, is correct, except that he 
(Myers) had no knowledge of the special assignment of Linn to duty as clerk 
with the expedition, Hon. Sylvester Bagg, now, or at the time of the making 
of his affidavit, judge of the c it court of the ninth judicial district of Iowa, 
but at the time of the transactions referred to chief quartermaster of the milita; 
district, testifies that Lieutenant Bacon was assigned to duty with the expedi; 
tion at his (Bagg’s) instance; that he furnished Lieutenant n the funds as 
stated above, and that the ap Pere and accounts were correct and properly re- 
ceipted; that subsequently Lieutenant Bacon prepared his returns for submis- 
sion to the accounting officers of the Government, and that he (affiant) person- 
ally and carefully examined the same and found that they were correct and cor- 
responded with the reports submitted to him, and that they showed that the 
funds had been properly ex ded by Bacon, as shown by the receipted vouch- 
ers filed withthe returns; t he notified General Sully of such examination ; 
that said accounts were sent to General Sully,as stated above, and that subse- 
quently General Sully told him (Bagg) that he had examined and approved the 
same, Affiant further states that to his knowledge the clerk, Linn, never re- 
turned to Sioux City, norin any manner accounted for the Depor intrusted to 
him; and that it was currently reported and believed that said Linn * got on a 
drunken spree and absconded,’ and that he (affiant) has not since seen or heard 
ofhim. This affidavit is dated November'lJ, 1878. An affidavit of General Sully 
is also submitted, dated August 5, 1878, which is corroborative of the statements 
made in the foregoing. He says ‘that itis im) ible for him at this late date 
to recollect the number of citzens employed by Lieutenant. Bacon, or the 
amounts paid them, but he knows that by Lieutenant Bacon's accounts the 


tary of War both recommended that 


pws satisfied from all the testimony that the amount for which this claimant 
is held was properly. disbursed and accounted for, and that the failure of the re- 
turns and y ers to reach their destination at Washington was through no 
fault of his. They find that he is not indebted to the Government in any sum 
whatever; and, further, they do not hesitate to express their belief, from all the 
evidence submitted, and all the facts bro tto their knowledge, that Mr, Ba- 
con is a man of undoubted in ty, and that his claim to be relieved of this 
Pas rded accountability is one commends itself to the prompt action of 
ngress. 

“The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The committee believe the foregoing to be a fair and correct statement of the 
facts in this case, and therefore report the accompanying bill, and recommend 
its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
HENRY GEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 248) 
for the relief of Henry Gee. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill No. 248 be passed 
over informally in consequence of the absence of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. GREEN ] who reported it. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIE S. HOWARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the resolution intro- 
duced by Mr. HoLMAN on the 26th of January: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Accounts be directed to inquire into the pro- 
pricty of Willie S Howard being employed as a or folder under the Door- 


ae during the residue of the present session of Congress, and to report by 
resolution or otherwise. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That subject has been disposed of. I suggest, there- 
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fore, that it be back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 72) to provide for the settlement of accounts with the Mobile 
and Ohio Railroad Company. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Whereas by act of Congress approved February 27, 1875, entitled “‘An act to 
provide for settlement with sai railway companies,” the Secretary of War 
and the Attorney: were authorized to make such abatements in the ac- 
counts of the companies named in said act as they might find just; and 

‘Whereas the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General having determined 
and upon a basis for such abatements and settlements, it was found that 
the Mobile and Ohio mpany had so far paid its accounts that the 
abatements determined upon would not only extinguish the balance claimed 
against said company, but would also pean the return of a portion of the 
money already paid by it; and 5 

Whereas the said act not making any appro tion or provision for the re- 
turn of any money, no settlement was e with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad 
Company as contemplated by said act, and its accounts still remain unadjusted 
and unsettled: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed, jointly, to t and finally set- 
tle the accounts of the United States with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany for property received from the United States in the years 1865 and 1866, as 
provided for in the act of Congress approved February 27, 1875, and upon the 
same basis of scttlement and upon the same terms and conditions as was done 
with other companies included in said act. 

Sro, 2. That when said accounts haye been adjusted, if it shall be found that 
the adjustment upon the basis herein provided for requires the retarn of any 
money heretofore paid by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company on said ac- 
Fre ee Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
issue his warrant on the Treasury of the United States in favor of said company 
for the amount of money so to be returned; and theamount oaeee for such 
A aa ishereby appropriated out of any moneysin the Treasury of the United 

tes not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr, HOLMAN. This reading of the resolution does not give much 
information of the purport, extent, or scope of the measure. I suggest 
at least that before the gentleman from Alabama proceeds with his re- 
marks the report be read for the information of the committee. 

Mr. OATES. In the course of my remarks I will state the substance 
of the report, which I think will save the time of the committee. 

About the close of the war, I believe in the latter part of 1865 or 
early in 1866, the Government sold to a number of railroad companies, 
among them the Mobile and Ohio road, a quantity of rolling-stock and 

- other materials useful to them in the operation of their roads, and which 
in the case of the road in question amounted in the aggregate to some- 
thing over $500,000. 

Time was allowed to the company to pay this amount. Payments 
were made in money and by the transportation of troops and mails of 
the Government from year to year until 1875. There being a number 
of other railroad companies similarly situated in the Southern States, 
having purchased rolling-stock of the Government at prices placed upon 
it then which were deemed exorbitant, Congress an act which I 
will request the Clerk to read in order that the committee may fully 
understand it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War and Attorney-Gencral are 
hereby authorized and empowered jointly to adjust and settle the claims of the 
United States iain 1 

The Alexandria, Loudoun and Hampshire, 

The Edgefield and Kentucky, 

The Knoxyilleand Kentucky, 

The McMinnville and Manchester, 

The Mobile and Ohio, 

The Memphis, Clarksville and Louisville, 

The Memphis and Little Rock, 

The Nashville and Northwestern, __ j 

The Southwestern Branch Pacific Railroad of Missouri, and 

The Selma, Rome aud Dalton Railroad Companies, and all persons and cor- 

rations having any interest in the subject growing out of the sale and transfer 
the United States of any rights or property to said railway companies above 
named, respectively, in the years 1808 and or both, by making such abate- 
ment in the amount of such claims, respectively, as shall be deemed just, in re- 
of an overvaluation, if any, of the property sold, not exceeding 25 per cent. 
of the valuation of the property in each case, as made under the authority of the 
War Department on the oceasion of such sales: That such settlements 
shall be made within one year next after the of this act; and that good 
and sufficient security be given to the United States by or on behalf of the par- 
ties in interest, respecti who do not pay in cash at the time of settlement, 
for the payment, with interest, of such sums as shall, on such settlements, be so 
found due, at such times within ten years as may be agreed upon, 

Src. 2. That this act shall not be construcd so as a ier or authorize any 
delay in the prosecution of said claims respectively T than as aforesaid, and 
each of said claims not so settled and disposed of as aforesaid shall be prose- 
cuted and enforced according to existing obligations. In such settlements no 
allowance shall be made in respect of any matter occurring prior to such sales 
and transfers, nor otherwise, except such payments as may have been made in 
cash, and such credits for transportation as the general course of the business 
regulations of the ys esna authorizes, And in any such settlements, the 

d Secretary and Attorney-General shall, as a condit thereof, take a fall 
release from the other parties, respectively, of all claims demands of every 
name and nature theretofore existing, if any such there be, against the United 


States, 
Approved February 27, 1875. 


Mr. OATES. This railroad company was one of the roads referred 
` to in the act which re, the terms of the act. In the report made 
by the board itis stated that the only companies which made application 


to have their debts adjusted and sold under the law which I have caused 
to be cited were the Alexandria, Loudoun and Hampshire Railroad Com- 
pany, the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, the Selma, Rome and 
Dalton Company, and the Memphis and Little Rock Company. The 
report also shows that the board, ‘‘after a full consideration of the sub- 
ject in all ofits bearings, finds that the valuation of the property was in- 
tended and was considered at the time (of the sale) by those who made 
it to be a fair valuation; yet if measured by the value of the property, 
had it been sold for cash at the time, the board is brought to the con- 
clusion and reports as its opinion that there was an overvaluation of 
nearly 25 per cent. in the appraised price,”? 

Andallthistime, mark you, interest was running against the company 
upon the contract, which shows that it was equitable for the Govern- 
ment to make an abatement down to the plain rule of cash valuation 
of the property at the time of the sale, Now the reason why there was 
not an adjustment made by this board with this company is shown in 
the report, as follows: 

No settlement has been made of the debt of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany. The balance due the United States from that railroad company is now 
about £69,000; and a deduction of 25 per cent. from the appraised value of the 
propery purchased by it, and an adjustment of the account on the basis of the 
settlement with other roads, would have brought the Government in debt tothe 
company from $200,000 to $300,000, 

Now mark you, the act I have caused to be read did not authorize 
the board, in the event that they found that the aggregate of payments 
and services rendered by any one of these companies would exceed the 
amount of the original debt when they applied the rule and made the 
deduction of 25 per cent., or whatever they agreed upon less than that, 
did not authorize them to draw their warrant upon the Treasury for 
settlement or payment to the company. A 

Now, the scope and object of the joint resolution is simply to author- 
ize a board, composed of the same officers, to proceed with the settle- 
ment and adjustment with this company upon such basis as they think 
right and proper under this law. 

I will state here there is some dispute about some of the claims of 
the company for services rendered; at least they have not been audited, 
have been accepted by the Government at the prices claimed by the rail- 
road company. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him what 
kind of claims were those? What was the nature of the service the 
company rendered? l 

Mr. OATES. Carrying mails, the transportation of troops, Ke. 

Mr. SPRINGER. During the war? 

Mr. OATES. Since the war. The rolling-stock was sold to the 
company after the war. It was mainly rolling-stock which had been 
captured by the Union forces during or at the end of the war, and for 
which the Government had no use, much of it being worn and not 
serviceable to the Government. They sold that rolling-stock to this 
and to quite a number of other railroad companies that were in so 
broken down a condition that they could not start business again with 
the resources at their disposal. 

This Company got $500,000 worth of it, and agreed to pay interest 
at 6 per cent., I believe, till the money was paid, and all the carrying 
it did for the Government was to be credited or set off by the Govern- 
ment on that debt. 

This particular company made many payments as well as rendered 
service to the Government; so thatif this commission, com of the 
Attorney-General and the Secretary of War, undertake to apply what 
the board considered was a just rule in this case, a deduction of 25 per 
cent. on the original amount of something over a half million dollars— 
if they apply that rule, the amount of payments made and the service 
rendered aggregate a larger sum than the company was due to the Goy- 
ernment, and therefore upon that basis an amount would be due from 
the Government back to the company. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is the point at issue here that the property which 
the Government sold to the railroad company was sold for too much? 

Mr. OATES. That is whatthe Governmentitself determines. This 
act of 1875 created this board to pass upon the property sold to a num- 
ber of railroads in the South; and when they examined the question, 
as appears from their report they said this property sold to the com- 
pany was sold for 25 per cent. above its cash valuation. 

rai SPRINGER. Why did the company agree to buy it at that 

rice? 

Mr. OATES. They bought just after the war, in 1865 and 1866, 
when all prices were inflated, when cotton was worth 50 and 60 cents 
a pound, and all through the Southern States everything was propor- 
tionately high. This board, under the authority of this act of Congress, 
were authorized if they saw proper, if they deemed it just and equita- 
ble, to make a deduction not to exceed 25 per cent. from the amount of 
these sales. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the only point in this bill is that the rail- 
road company agreed to give more for the property purchased from the 
Government than it was worth to the extent of 25 per cent.; and you 
desire another adjustment, by which the property will be estimated 
RN per cent: less than it was at the time the estimate was made. Is 

it? 

Mr. OATES. The board which was appointed by this act of Con- 
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gress found that this company was entitled to a deduction of 25 per 
cent. But if the 25 per cent. should be deducted the amount of pay- 
ments made and services rendered by this company aggregate a sum 
greater than it was due the Government after the 25 per cent. deduction 
was made. And therefore no settlement was reached by the board 
with this eompany. 

The resolution before the committee is to renew that board, or rather 
to invest it with the power and authority to go on with their settlement. 
They are not concluded absolutely by the finding by the board here- 
tofore that the rate of deduction should be 25 percent. They could, 
I apprehend, reduce it so as to make it 15 or 10 per cent. if they saw 
proper. The object and purpose of the resolution is simply to author- 
ize this board to go on, adjust the matter, and make a settlement with 
-thecompany, and if it is found on equitable principles there is an over- 
payment after the rule of scaling is applied to it, they may have the 
power to draw their warrant on the Treasury for that difference in fa- 
vor of the railroad company. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama one or two questions? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Thea, Do I understand the rule which the 
anean asks to apply i in this case was applied to other railroad com- 
panies 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And you are asking 1 no different rule 
now from what has been applied heretofore? 

Mr. OATES. No, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Though the operation of the rule 
might result in a refund to this company; but it will be precisely the 
same rule as that on which adjustments were reached with other com- 
panies. Is that correct? 

Mr. OATES. In answer to that inquiry, I will say, I hold in my 
hand a report which that commission made of its settlement with the 
Selma, Rome and Dalton road, under mong of brs oe and with 
the Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Com wet we? SR reported after 
an examination against the deduction in of the other o one of the 
four which accepted the terms of the settlement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Then the Government is already com- 
mitted to that policy? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, I think so, clearly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Willthe gentleman allow me wak him how much 
the Government would probably be required to refund to this railroad 
company if the matter were adjusted upon the terms suggested in his 
resolution ? 

Mr. OATES. If all were to be allowed that the railroad company 
claims it would be a considerable sum; but that is left to the discre- 
tion of this board. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is rather indefinite. What would be that 
‘considerable sum ”-in the gentleman’s estimation ? 

Mr. OATES, Iam unable to pass upon that question, because I have 
not examined it. That isa question for the Attorney-General and the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to read from the 
Quartermaster-General’s report upon this very case? 

Mr. OATES. In your own time; not in mine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I was going to suggest— 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, having explained the object and pur- 
pose of the resolution, I now desire to reserve my time, and other gen- 
tlemen can take the floor in their own time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. i I desire to read from the report 
of Quartermaster-General Meigs in relation to this very case. What I 
read will be found at page 163 of the Quartermaster-General’s report 
for the year ending June 30, 1885. He says: 


The case of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company isa 
read believed that this railroad company can properly be 
to evade payment of its just bape nomecne in hrer matter. 
company paid in and transportati cea eeryions: according to the 
books of this office, the large sum of $535,159.07. It has made no cash payments 
since. 


That is, it has made no cash payments since 1876. 

Mr. FELTON. Do you know what amount it owed the Government ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will come to thatina moment, The Quarter- 
master-General says: 


oo It is 


erty. 


At that time the balance due from the railroad company, principal 
and interest, was about $69,000, and it was discovered that an adjust- 
ment of the accounts on the basis of the settlement under the law with 
the other railroads involved would bring the Government in debt to 
the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company between two and three hun- 
dred thousand dollars. The United States officers charged with the 
zompromise doubted that the terms of the law authorized a settlement 


involving the payment of money to the company, and declined to make 
such a decision without further legislation, but made an offer to the 
company to relieve it of the balance claimed by the United States, 
which offer was refused. 

Mr. FELTON. Then, if that is correct, for the property which the 
Government sold for $500,000 it would get about ,000. That 
would be about what it would amount to, as I understand the case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would result in this, that at that time, by this 
adjustment, the railroad company would have owed the Government 
$69,000, the balance having been paid in transportation service; but 
if this bill passes, the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General will 
be authorized to adjust the matter upon the basis upon which the ac~- 
counts of these other companies were adjusted, and such an adjust- 
ment, the Quartermaster-General says, would result in this company 
obtaining a verdict the United States to the amount of from 
two hundred thousand to three hundred thousand dollars. So that if 
this bill passes, the transaction of the Government with this railroad 
company will turn out to have been a very unfortunate one, because, 
while the Government sold this company property worth $500,000 and 
has had a running account with the company for transportation serv- 
ices since that time, it will now have to pay them two hundred or three 
hundred thousand dollars in order to get out of the trade. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does not the gentleman understand 
that there is no new rule being applied to this company different from 
the rule that was applied in 1875 to the other companies? Is not that 
true? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Quartermaster-General says it was discovered 
that on the basis of the adjustment made with the other railroad com- 
panies the Government would owe this company between two hun- 
dred thousand and three hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. OATES. Suppose the debt had not existed, and this amount 
was earned in transportation by this company, would not the Govern- 
ment have had to pay the company that much money? 

Mr. REED, of Maine, This is one of the companies included in the 
original act. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think this resolution should be amended so as 
to authorize the Secretary of War to give a receipt in full to this rail-- 
road company; in other words, to remit the payment of the $69,000 
maei that railroad company now under the law owes to the United 

tates. 

It was not contemplated by Congress when the bill to which the gen- 
tleman refers was passed that it would resultin bringing the Govern- 
ment in debt to any of these railroad companies, because there was no pro- 
vision by which payment was to be made by the Government if the 
amount of the set-off proved by the railroad company should exceed the 
amount of its indebtedness. It was not contemplated by Congress that 
we were opening up a means to relieve railroad companies by enabling 
them to geta judgment against the United Statesin largesums of money. 
The Quartermaster-General himself concedes that it was not contem- 
plated the adjustment should result in bringing the Government in debt 
to any of the railroad companies, but simply that the indebtedness of the 
companies, so far as justice might require, should be canceled. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is it not true that this company would have 
had the whole benefit of the adjustment but for the fact that it paid 
its dues to the Government regularly and fully? Does not the fact that 
there is now a balance due by the Government to this company result 
from its having met its obligations fully and frankly? If so, ought the 
company to suffer for this? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The company is not suffering. ~ 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the company had not paid its debts would 
it not have obtained the benefit of not paying? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is begging the question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is what I want todo. I want to “‘beg 
the question?” of my friend from Illinois. I want him to answer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer. Congress assumed that the Gov- 
ernment had estimated at too high a figure some of the property sold 
to these railroad companies, and for the purpose of enabling that ques- 
tion to be thoroughly adjusted provision was made for appointing a 
commission. The result of the examination, however, in the case of 
this railroad company was the discovery of the fact that, if the rule 
were applied to this company as it was to all others, the Government 
would be indebted to the company in the sum of from $200,000 to 
$300,000. It was believed by the Attorney-General and the Secretary 
of War that Congress intended not to inaugurate a proceeding which 
would result in a judgment against the Government, but merely to en- 
able these railroad companies to cancel theirindebtedness; and I think 
if this company succeeds in canceling its indebtedness to the Govern- 
ment and holding the Government to its original bargain on the other 
matters it will have substantial equity done to it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman to explain 
why there should be a difference made between this company and other 
companies that were allowed to settle on the same basis ? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, it does not follow because we allow 
relief to certain railroad companies on account of transportation done 
for the Government that we are to grant equity to other railroad com- 
panies. The relief was granted in these cases because the Government 
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was holding liabilities against insolvent corporations; and we desired to 
relieve them of that indebtedness, But here was a railroad company 
that was able to pay; and we asked this company simply to keep the 
contract which had been made in good faith between it and the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman falls into error in reference to a matter 
of fact. These were not insolvent railroad companies, because they were 
required to secure these debts to the Government, and had done so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; noton that account; I did notsostate. But 
the gentleman said they were embarrassed, and unable to meet their 
indebtedness. 

Mr. OATES. At the close of the war they were unable to go into 
business until they obtained this rolling-stock, until they bought it at 
whatever the Government asked for it. r 

Mr. SPRINGER. They passed their dividends and failed to meet 
the interest on their bonds, did they not? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not suppose they paid any dividends until their 
debts were paid. 

Mr.SPRINGER. They were practically insolvent at the close of the 


war. 

Mr. OATES. There were four companies that accepted the terms of 
this act and applied for an adjustment of their accounts. This board 
found that one of these companies was not entitled to any deductions, 
while three others, including this company, were so entitled. With 


„two of these companies a settlement was effected, but no settlement 


was effected with this company, because upon taking into account the 
ae sages made and the service rendered the Government would be in 

ebt to the corporation. The board had no power to make settlement 
in cases of this kind and to draw their warrant on the Treasury for the 
difference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, when the act of 1875 was passed it 
proceeded upon the assumption that the railroad corporations named 
were not able to pay their full indebtedness to the Government. I 
think the debates had at that time on this question will show very 
clearly that the bill was put substantially on this footing: That these 
corporations had bought a large amount of property belonging to the 
Government—rolling-stock and the like—and were not able to pay for 
it; that they were greatly embarrassed. This turned out to be true 
as to all these corporations, if I understand the matter correctly; ex- 
cept the Mobile and Ohio. This corporation had done a large amount 
of transportation for the Government, and, if my memory is correct, a 
large pees of their payment on account of the property they pur- 
c was madein the form of transportation. It was admitted when 
this subject was discussed that the property had been sold at the then 
current prices; and the rates of transportation, by which the purchases 
were largely paid, were correspondingly high. The Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad, on account of its location with reference to the operations of 
the Government during the years 1865, 1866, 1867, and 1868, was able 
to make very heavy payments in the form of transportation. There 
was another element which was taken into account; though not dis- 
cussed, it certainly was taken into account by members of the House; 
and that was, that while the same was true in some degree as to one 
of the other corporations—it may be, too—. = 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is the gentleman discussing the ele- 
ments that entered into the act of 1875? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; I am saying that this matter entered into 
the question at that time, although I admit no attempt was made to 
strike out the Mobileand Ohio Railroad Company. It was aroad highly 
favored by the Government. It was in the main constructed upon the 
credit of the land grant madein 1852. I believe I am correctas to the 
date. It was made at the same time as the Jand grant to thg Illinois 
Central. If I understand the facts correctly, both of these , being 
a continuation of a system, were built upon the basis of the land grants 
made by the Government. 

Considerable grants of public lands were made by the Government. 
I do not pretend that entered into the case at all, but I know it was 
thought there should be distinction between the Mobile and Ohio and 
other corporations. While it was manifest as to the others, it was not 
manifest as to this one. Iam quite confident Congress did not dream 
we were entering intoan arrangement by which money should be taken 
from the public Treasury. I think I can say with safety from the his- 
tory of the act of 1875 that act would not have been passed and a liberal 

licy adopted upon the idea money was to come out of the Treasury. 

t was supposed that this corporation owed the Government considera- 
bly more after the deduction of 25 per cent. It turns out in this par- 
ticular case, in consequence of the large transactions the Government 
had on these roads in the adjustment, allowing the 25 per cent. on prop- 
erty purchased at its current value, the road became heavily in debt. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman in 
citing the act of 1875 and the discussion which led to its enactment as 
between the Governmentand these railroad companies to say it was the 
intention of the lawmakers, where the balance was in favor of the 
Government, the Government would take that balance, and where the 
balance was inst the Government the Government would not con- 
sent to refund it? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Itis impossible to tell what entered into the first 


grant. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is the gentleman’s position. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; that is not my position. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is my understanding of the rule 
of the lawmakers, according to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not the view I was seeking to express. I 
may have been unfortunate in expressing my idea. Theidea I sought 
to express was that it was understood these were insolvent institutions. 
That was the generalidea, The Government exercised a gr Sin 
policy toward them. It was not alleged, and it can not be alleged now, 
this property was all consumed. It was sold at the current value. 
The Government necessarily stocked these roads when they fell into its 
hands, not only with new iron but with rolling-stock. It was not un- 
derstood we were selling that property, but it was undersood the Gov- 
ernment to encourage the South should adopt a liberal policy in view 
of the large indebtedness of these corporations to the United States. 
Therefore Congress allowed in the act of 1875 a deduction not exceed- 
ing 25 per cent. è 

And gentlemen will hardly be surprised, Iimagine, thatthemaximum 
sum of the deduction named by Congress has been allowed in this case. 
The deductions are always to the full extentof the privilege; anditseems 
to be generally understood that the full measure will be accorded in 
every case if itis againstthe Government. Executive officers and others 
authorized to execute the powers of Congress in making such awards 
seem to consider that every proposition unfavorable to the Government 
shall be carried to its fullest and final extent. So with this case, the 
Attorney-General and the Secretary of War adopted the maximum sum 
named as the amount to be deducted from the obligations of these cor- 
porations. They allowed every cent that the law permitted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the very fact that Congress provided for fixing 
a maximum sum, ought to have conveyed to the board at least the 
idea that it did not necessarily follow that it should make the whole 
deduction, or that these roads should all be placed upon thesame foot- 
ing. There were certain circumstances which might materially modify 
such award. If the Government had been throwing a large amount of 
its transportation and large business upon some one of the roads, and 
not upon another, giving a particular road an advantage over the others, 
that isa question that might have been taken into account. Ifin former 
years the Government had by its assistance built one road and not the 
other, that mightalso have been taken into account; and it may be said 
the inability of one to pay and of the other to meet its obligations might 
have been taken into account. 

This, however, was an act of magnanimity on the part of the Govern- 
ment, and the question is how far an act of mere magnanimity toward 
these bankrupt corporations to enable them to get out of their indebt- 
edness to the Government and proceed successfully with their business 
shall compel us now, in the interest of a corporation, which as it turns 
out was not insolvent, to extend this beneficence on the part of the 
Government. 

Mr. OATES, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to ask if this had any effect upon an insolvent 
corporation, thatthey paid a part of the indebtedness? Would it make 
any difference as against them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unquestionably; if it had been an insolvent corpo- 
ration, and it could not have carried onits business without liberal aid 
on the part of the Government, it would seem to be some excuse for 
this line of policy —— 

Mr. OATES. It had been insolvent and made the payments by serv- 
ice upon it. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. The géntleman knows this was a mere act of mag- 
nanimity on the part of the Government. It was not a matter of con- 
tract. We were not doing a mere act of equity to these corporations 
by reducing the amount of the indebtedness 25 per cent., but it was 
an act of benevolence, a beneficence on the part of the Government un- 
der peculiar circumstances. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. For which you hold we ‘had better be sorry. 
[Laughter.] Is that it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iinsist, Mr. Chairman, that this corporation was 
enjoying no further right than others before Congress. Youcompromise 
with the bankrupt debtor for two reasons: First, to do the best you 
can for yourself; and second, to do the best you can for him; but it does 
not follow that this act of magnanimity of the Government toward one 
of the roads should be taken as a basis for according it to another un- 
der different circumstances and conditions. I donot think the Moblie 
and Ohio Railroad Company can with fairness ask that we should pay 
them Government money out of the Treasury. Let us look at the mat- 
ter for a moment and meet the case squarely. I ask the gentleman’s 
attention now. He will not say that we sold that property too high or 
that they agreed to pay more than it was worth to begin with. 

Mr. OATES. Will yon allow another question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 


diana. 
Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman now allow an interruption? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 


3774 


Mr. OATES. Ananswer to A eer preg from Indianaon this point 
will be found in the report of the in these words: 

The board, after full consideration of the subject in all of its bearings, think 
that the valuation of the perty intended, and so considered at the time 
by those who made it, to be a fair valuation; yetif measured by the value of the 
property, had it-been sold for cash at the time, the board is brought to the con- 
clusion, and reports as its opinion, that there was an overvaluation of fully 25 
per cent. in the appraised price, o 

That shows whether or not the property was sold them too high. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; that is to say, an overvaluation on the 
property sold on the terms on which it was sold if cash was to be paid; 
but it should be remembered that it was to be paid for by transporta- 
tion and was not an actual cash sale. 

Mr. OATES. And yet the roads have been paying interest upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But they were not com to pay cash; and a 
large amount of transportation was put into their hands by the Gov- 
ernment for which a high price was paid. That question no doubt en- 
tered into the purchase of the property and also into the value of it. 

Mr. OATES. Would not the Government have paid the company 
in money for this transportation if it had not taken this property ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly, but not at such high rates; and I think 
the basis on which the negotiations for that rtation was con- 
ducted would have been very different had there not been this sale of 
property which was to be paid for in transportation as a sort of set-off. 

But if the proposition is true, as stated in the report, that it was a fair 
valuation of the property, then is it proper that a particular corpora- 
tion which has grown up and whose wealth comes out of the public 
wealth of the country shall come now and ask us to pay them back 
out of the money in the Treasury two or three hundred thousand dol- 
lars? I am willing to treat the corporations with entire fairness and 
equity. It bought our property and I think it ought to be paid for, 
notwithstanding certain bankrupt corporations obtained better terms 
from the Government. 

I submit the following amendment, I believe it is in order now to 
offer amendments. Formyself I have no objection to a further exami- 
nation of the subject; but I am anxious when Congress acts upon the 
subject that it shall act with a full knowledge ofthesituation. There- 
fore I move to strike out all of this bill after the words ‘‘ twenty-five,” 
in the tenth line, down to the end of the bill, and insert ‘‘and make 
report thereon to Congress.’’ 

I will send up the words. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana that the amendment will be considered as pending, general đe- 
bate not having yet closed on the bill. Does the gentleman reserve 
the balance of his time? i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED,of Maine. At the close of the war the United States Gov- 
ernment found itself in the South in possession of a very large amount 
of material. The United States Government did not want it and the 
railroads did, and accordingly they were permitted, on certain terms, 
to make purchases of this material, Among other railroads that pur- 
chased were four that were named in the original act. They came be- 
fore Congress and said that the price was too high, and asked for an 
adjustment by a board of United States officers. t adjustment was 
made under a law by Congress. It was discovered that the 
other three railroads, by reason of not having paid as they went the price 
which the Government demanded, could have their accounts canceled; 
but one railroad, the Mobile and Ohio, had right along paid cash for 
what it had received, and the board of adjustment decided that they 
could not bring the United States Government into debt and pay money 
out of the Treasury. So that the result was that this road, by reason 
of faithfully fulfilling its obligations, lost a large sum of money, and it 
comes before Congress to-day asking that it shall be put in the same 
condition as those railroads which had not fulfilled their obligations. 

Now, can there be any objection to that on the scorce of honesty and 
decent treatment? On the question of adjustment the Congress of the 
United States has passed. Upon the details of its execution it is now 
called upon to pass. In other words, we have paid a similar sum of 
money to railroads that did not fulfill their obligations. The gentle- 
man from Indiana now asks us to refuse to do the same thing to a rail- 
road which in good faith did fulfill its obligations. It may be that it 
was an act of magnanimity on the part of Congress to the original 
act, but I think the whole- world will agree that it would not be an 
soo magnanimity to do as the gentleman from Indiana desires shall be 

one. 

The only reason I have felt any interest in this matter was because 
I had occasion once to investigate this whole question of rebates on pur- 
chases by Southern railroads. Iam perfectly frank to say that I op- 
posed and assisted in defeating a re-examination on the part of other 
roads, because I believed a contract once made ought to be regarded as 
consummated and ended; and I do not believe the original bill ought 
tohave passed. Congress proclaimed its will with regard to those roads; 
and haying done so, I think it is very poor business for Congress to re- 
fuse the same measure of relief which it granted to roads that did not 
do what they ought to have done to a road which did. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] seems to think, and in fact he says, that this act of 1875 was 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 23, 


passed out of a spirit of magnanimity toward insolvent railroad com- 

panies, and that it was so on account of their being insolvent 

and unable to pay the debts they owed the Government. Now, sir, 

that was not the object of the law, and that was not the origin of the 

law. This is apparent by reference to the provisions of the law itself. 
This act of 1875 provides: 


That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General are hereby authorized 
and opare jointly to adjust and settle the claims of the United States 


Ten railroads that are named in the act. How? 

ae | E Berga yep n the bet td such claims, respectively, as 
n ofan oy on— 

Not on account of their insolvency, but— 
goed 5 por oat of ths valuation of the property tn’ each owe, as made under 
the authority of the War Department on the occasion of such sales. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The motive of the whole transaction was to relieve 
these corporations. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. We have to construe a law by its terms 
as we find them, and not by what the gentleman may have said in the 
Congress which passed it, or what any one else in. that Congress may 
have.said. Here is the law. It is not surprising it was found in the 
year 1875 that the property sold in 1865 had been sold at excessively 
high prices. In 1865, cotton that now sells for 9 cents a pound sold 
for 50 and 60 cents a pound; iron that is now but a few dollars a ton 
sold for eighty and one hundred dollars a ton, and I believe for more. ` 
All prices were inflated in that year, and this railroad property was no 
exception. It was sold under executive orders of the Government. 
The Government had no use for it, as the gentleman from Maine cor- 
rectly said. The railroads had use forit. Executive orders were made 
for its sale to these railroads. Ten of them bought this property, con- 
sisting of rolling-stock and railway material; millions of this property 
were sold. The Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company bought at this 
sale to the extent of $500,000 and a little more, and gave its bonds 
with 7.3 per cent. interest, with security. 

After giving those bonds and getting the property the company com- 
menced to make payment on its obligation by carrying the mails and 
transporting troops and by making large cash payments. Thatis a fact 
in this case. But it was found sale was very onerous on those com- 
panies. Whether they were solvent or insolvent, they found it wasa 
great hardship, and they appealed to Congress for relief; and here is the 
actgranting relief, declaring that the Secretary of War and the Attorney- 
General should make settlement with these roads and an abatement in 
this overvaluation onsuch termsas would be deemed just, not exceeding 
25 per cent. After thatlaw was passed creating this board four of these 
companies applied to get the benefit of it, namely, the Selma, Rome 
and Dalton Railroad in Alabama, the Memphis and Little Rock Com- 
pany, the Alexandria, Loudoun and Hampshire Company in Virginia, 
and the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company. 

The board proceeded to settle with these companies. As to the Alex- 
andria, Loudoun and Hampshire Company, they found that the prop- 
erty which that company had bought was not bought at too high a 
valuation, because the same material had been sold at auction for the 
same prices that were paid by that company. For that reason the board 
refused tomake any abatement as tothatcompany. As to theSelma, 
Rome and Dalton Company and the Mem and Little Rock Com- 
pany, the board found that they were entitled to this abatement of 25 
per cent., and as those companies had failed to pay their debts to the 
Government and were then largely in arrears, after deducting the 25 
per cent. there was still something coming to the Government, and 
settlements were made with those companies upon that basis. 

But as to this Mobile and Ohio Company, it was found that they had 
bought this property at excessive prices, atan overvaluation, and there- 
fore the Board came to the conclusion that they were justly and equi- 
tably entitled to this25 percent. deduction. Yetthey could not make a 
settlement with them. Why? Because they reported that this com- 
pany alone, of all the ten, had metits obligations and paid them to 
such an extent that it was very slightly indebted to the Government, 
the balance due amounting to $69,000; and consequently if the same 
rule were applied in this case as in the others it would bring the Gov- 
ernment in debt to the company. And the board reported that under 
this Jaw they were not authorized to pay out any money. That was 
their award and that was theirreport. Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, 
for the consideration of this committee, whether this company, which 
was the only one that had metits obligations to the Government, ought 
to be denied the benefits of that law? Why, sir, that would be to re- 
ward those companies that were delinquent and to punish the only one 
that was diligent in meeting its obligations. 

This joint resolution is designed to carry out the spirit and the intent 
of theact of 1875. The intention of that act clearly is and was toapply 
the same ruleof settlement to all these companies, and that all should 
get the benefit ofit. Certainly this Mobile and Ohio Company, which 
was diligent in performing its obligations to the Government, ought not 
to be denied the benefits of that act. All the company asks is to be 
put upon an equal footing with the others, to be accorded the benefit 
of the same law, and to have a settlement like that which has been 


1886. 


made with them. It is true, and it is well known, that thisGovern- 

ment can deny the company this relief. It is powerful enough to do 

it. Itis sovereign, and can deny this; but, Mr. Chairman, ‘‘ it is ex- 

cellent to have a giant’s strength, but itis tyrannous to use it like a 
iant.’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Last, pear, I believe, a judgment was rendered 
against this corporation in behalf of the Government for something over 
a hundred thousand dollars, and it turns out that from the beginning 
the corporation was insolyent. This act to which the gentleman refers 
did not contemplate the payment by the Government of any money to 
any of these corporations, for, of course, if any such thing was in con- 
templation some provision would have been made for it. Now, would 
it not be acting in a very liberal manner if the Government should re- 
lease this corporation from the payment of that debt of over a hundred 
thousand dollars, and would not that be enough for the Government 
to do without going on and paying the company two or three hundred 
thonsand dollars in addition ? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, it is not a fact that any 
judgment was rendered against the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany in favor of the Government. Why should this Governmentseek 
in this case to avoid the plain provisions of a law of its own enactment? 
Why should the line be drawn at the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany when the Government has settled on these terms and made thesé 
abatements in the cases of these other companies? This is not a new 
case in Congress. It was reported upon favorably by the Judiciary 
Committee in the last House; it was reported favorably in the Senate 
in two Congresses, and I believe it is a fact that it was passed by the 
Senate at one time. Repeatedly the Quartermaster-General has re- 
ported to Congress that the claim of this company is a just one and 
ought to be paid, and has appealed to Congress to pass such legislation 
as is embodied in this joint resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I believe I was 
mistaken as to the rendition of a judgmentagainstthecompany. There 
was no judgment, but the amount due the Government on the original 
contract on the 30th of last June was $114,397.74. 

Now, if according to the spirit of the cep are act, which does not 
contemplate paying any money, a rebate or deduction be made on the 
price which the railroad company paid to the Government.for this prop- 
erty, will not the Government be acting liberally toward a solvent cor- 
poration whose wealth has grown largely out of a grant made by Con- 
gress years ago if we release it from payment of this claim of $114,000? 
Would not this be quite magnanimons to a solvent corporation? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. The gentleman from Indiana at one time 
represents this company as being insolvent and at another as being sol- 
vent. The balance due from this company is not $114,000, but $69,000. 
The object of this resolution is not to appeal to the magnanimity of the 
Government. The company comes here and asks simply that the law 
be carried out in its case as it was carried out in the others. It does 

“not appeal for charity; it asks for equity and justice. That is the 
whole case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: x 

Tn the fifth line of the first section strike out the word “finally.” 

Strike out all of the first section after “1875,” in line 10, and insert “and make 
report thereof, with a full statement of the value of the property sold by the 
United States to said company, to Congress,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the Clerk report the first section as it 
will read if these amendments be adopted. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &c., Thatthe Secretary of Warand the Attorney-General be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed, jointly, to adjust and settle the accounts 
of the United States with the Mobile'and Olio Railroad Company for property 
received from the United States in the years 1865 and 1886, as provided for the 
act of Congress approved Fi 27,1875, and make rt thereof, witha full 
statement of the value of the property sold by the Un States to said com- 
pany, to Congress. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, the only effect of the first amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana is to strike out the word 
‘finally,’’ before the word “‘settle,’’ in the fifth line, so as to leave this 
matter still open. I trust that amendment will not be adopted, for 
this question ought to be finally settled; and certainly the Congress of 
the United States can trust two of its highest officers to make this ad- 
justment and settlement according to the law which it enacts. As to 
the other branch of the amendment, the latter part of it, it is objec- 
tionable for two reasons. In the first place, it contemplates making 
this board composed of the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General 
a mere court of inquiry to report the valuation of the property to Con- 
gress, leaving the question still open in accordance with the idea of the 
first amendment. In the second place, to require these officers to re- 
port back to Congress is entirely unnecessary, since the act of 1875 
under which the board is created requires a report ofitsaction. If the 
gentleman will modify his amendment so as merely to strike out of the 
first section all after ‘‘1875,’’ allowing this board to proceed ih the ex- 
ecution of the law of 1875, I shall be willing, so far as I am concerned, 
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to accept that amendment. ` The effect of the amendment in this form 
would be to strike out the words ‘‘and upon the same basis of settle- 
ment and upon the same terms and conditions as was done with other 
companies included in said act.” 

This would leave the question open for the Secretary of War and the 
Attorney-General to investigate and ascertain whether the estimates of 
the value of this property werecorrectly madeornot. Tosuchapropo- 
sition I have no objection. All that we desire is that equity may be 
done under the law to this ion and that this long-standing ac- 
count may be settled. With this amendment it seems to me there 
could be no reasonable objection made to the joint resolution. If the 
gentleman from Indiana will not accept my amendment as a modifica- 
tion of his I will move as a substitute for his amendment to strike out 
all after ‘1875.’ The whole effect of the resolution will then be to 
refer this question under the act of 1875 to this board, which can in- 
stitute a new inquiry into the value of the property sold by the Gov- 
ernment to this corporation. If the present|Attorney-General and Sec- 
retary of War should find that the board heretofore organized erred in 
the amount of deduction allowed—25 per cent.—let them place it where 
they may think equitable. If they find that nodeduction is to be made, 
then the Government is not injured to the extent of a dollar. If they 
find that the $69,000 which the Government claims is still owing from 
this corporation upon its contract ought to be remitted—whatever this 
board may find, I venture to affirm, the corporation will most cheerfully 
conform to the finding. But it seems to me no valid objection can be 

against the resolution with the amendment I suggest. It pro- - 
poses nothing but to do pure and simple equity between the Govern- 
ment and a corporation with which it is dealing.. Ought any Repre- 
sentative on this floor to ask any more? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. A 

Mr. HOLMAN. His amendment proposes to strike ont a portion of 
the same matter I propose to strike out. Of course he has a right to 
perfect the original text before my amendment is voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama as a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, after the word “seventy-five,” in line 10, strike out * and upon 
the same basis of settlement, and upon the same terms and conditionsas was 
done with other companies included in said act.” 


Mr. OATES. I hope that will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the first amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the first amendment for the present 
and offer the second only. 

I will state, Mr. Chairman, that the only effectof my pending amend- 
mentis, if adopted, that instead of allowing a paymentof the sum found 
due upon the award or settlement which may be made by the Attorney- 
General and the Secretary of War, the award, whatever it may be, 
shall be reported to Congress; and that will be carrying out the spirit 
of the gct of 1875, for that, I claim, did not contemplate the payment 
ofany money. It was claimed that no such purpose was in view, so 
that this is merely a supplemental act, not merely carrying out the 
provisions of the act of 1875, but largely extending that act unless the 
amendments which I have suggested be adopted. 

This contemplates the payment of a large sum of money, while the 
act of 1875 did not contemplate any payments. 

Mr. OATES. My friend from Indiana is willing to trust the Attor- 
ney-General and the Secretary of War to settle, provided that they do 
not have any money to pay. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, because I know then exactly what we are 
doing; I know then you are giving this corporation $114,000, and I 
repeat we know what we are doing; but when you confer not only the 
power torelease the corporation from about$114,000, but alsothe power 
to make a raid upon the Treasury to the extent of two or three hundred 
thousand dollars more, I am unwilling to place that power in the handsof 
any body except the Congress of the United States, because Congress alone 
is authorized toappropriate money out of the public Treasury. That is 
the objection I have tothe legislation proposed by this bill as it stands, 
and therefore insist upon my amendment. 

From necessity, in some instances, we have been making permanent 
appropriations; but seldom indeed do we allow an executive officer of 
the Government to make a drain upon the Treasury, as proposed here, 
and almost without limitation or restriction. When it is done it is 
always with restrictions; whereas in this bill there is no restraint ex- 
cept that growing out of the amount of property originally sold. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the proper amount can be ascer- 
tained by this commission, is the gentleman willing that it shall be 
paid or is it to come back and be again discussed here? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish te know what, if any, deductions are to be 
made, and not act’ blindly on a case of this importance. I want to 
know the basis on which the settlement is to be made. We are call- 
ing upon officers of the Government to ascertain what the property is 
worth, aad report that fact to Congress for its action, They make that 
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award and Congress passes whatever it regards as proper. We havea 
proposition here to release them on certain conditions from the obliga- 
tion which they are under to the Government to an extent not per- 
haps exceeding 25 per cent.; but I want to know the basis of that set- 
tlement. Under the act of 1875 we only conferred upon them the 
authority to make deductions in the amount of the indebtedness to the 
United States. Here we go far beyond that, not only allowing them 
to make a rebate of the indebtedness, but to pay hundreds of thousands 
out of the public Treasury. For one, I repeat, I am not willing to 
legislate in that blindfold manner. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Did you not vote for the act of 1875, 
which allowed the same mode to be pursued ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The act of 1875 did not allow the same mode to be 
pursued; and whether I voted for it or not I am not now able to rec- 
ollect, but I think not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last-word, I have en- 
deavored to go back to the proceedings of the Forty-third Congress for 
the purpose of getting the report upon which this bill was based in that 
Congress, but Iam not able, owing to the bad indexing of these vol- 
umes, to get any trace of this particular bill. But I have found the 
bill which passed at the same session, or was then pending, which gave 
substantially the same facts—a bill entitled “A bill for the collection 
of debts due from certain railroad: companies,” and which was reported 
for that purpose; that is, to enable the Government to collect its debts 
against certain railroad companies. The report in that case, and the 
exhibits attached, show that the whole subject now before Congress was 
before it at that time. Exhibit A, for instance, contains a state- 
ment of the indebtedness of the Southern railroad companies to Janu- 
ary 1, 1867, among which I see the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, 
showing an indebtedness of $505,000 all the way through. But there 
isa remarkable statement appended that possibly the transportation 
service will pay the debt within one year. 

Now, the roads asked relief, and the relief that was claimed under 
that report, which was submitted to the House by Hon. Benjamin F. 
Butler in a previous Congress and adopted in that, asked that the 
suits against certain railroads which are insolvent be dismissed and the 
matters arbitrated, in order, by so doing, that the companies could meet 
their indebtedness to the United States. 

Mr. OATES. Is not the gentleman willing to trust the Secretary of 
War and the Attorney-General to make an award, when it is in their 
discretion to allow 25 per cent. or less or nothing? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We are exercising discretion now. Congress is 
called upon to exercise its discrection, and it is for us to determine 
whether a bill originally brought forward in the interest of railroad 
companies to enable them to pay in an easier way their indebtedness to 
the Government should be turned upon the Government and made the 
means of mulcting the Government in large sums of money to pay the 
railroad companies. 


Mr. OATES, This resolution is merely to carry out the law which 
is on the statute-book. x 
Mr. SPRINGER. Alaw for the benefit and relief of the rail- 


road companies. This is a bill to give a judgment against the United 
States for a large sum. e 

Mr. OATES. Notatall. It is discretionary with that board com- 
posed of the Attorney-General and the Secretary of War to allow 25 
per cent. or any less sum—whatever they think right and just. ~ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I willask the gentleman is it wise legislation to con- 
fer such extraordinary discretion on two officers of the Government? 
In what case have we done it before? 

Mr. OATES. It might have been well to have addressed that ques- 
tion to members at the time of the passage of the original act, but it is 
not applicable here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This discretion is like the discretion conferred 
on the President when he is authorized to name some person, and put 
him on the retired-list. It is made subject to his discretion, but it is 
accompanied by a legislative recommendation, and the President acts 
in accordance with that. And this bill is intended for that purpose and 
will have that effect. I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the bill after the word ‘' 1575,” in line 10, and insert: 

“And make report thereof, with a full statement of the value of the property 
sold by the United States to said company, to Congress,” 

See question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 16, 
noes 77. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A quorum has not voted, and I do not think there 
is a quorum present. In order that other business on the Calendar 
may be proceeded with I make this suggestion: Iam willing this mat- 
ter should go to the House for a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment. 

Mr. OATES. Let it be on the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to have it on the amendment. 

Mr. OATES. I do not think I can agree to that. 

i CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman from Indiana 
submit? 

Mr. HOLMAN. A quorum has not voted, but I am willing the bill 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.— 


Aprin 23, 


should go to the House with an understanding that there shall be a 
yea-and-nay vote in the House. 

Mr. OATES. Ifit is agreed that the bill shall be reported favorably 
with the understanding that there shall be a yea-and-nay vote on the 
amendment, I will not object to that. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OATES. I propose to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The form in which the bill should be reported to 
the House is quite unimportant. Ido not think I shall object to the 
bill going to the House in that form with the understanding the yeas 
and nays shall be ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consentis asked that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, with the understanding that a yea-and-nay vote be had in the 
House on the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to ask the Chair does unanimous consent in 
the Committee of the Whole bind the House to a yea-and-nay vote ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has always been held that in honor it does. 

8 pe OATES, I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] not 
0 object. 

Mr, DUNHAM. The Chair has not answered my question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under the rule the 
agreement in committee will not bind the House. The House can re- 
fuse the yeas and nays or it can carry out the agreement made in the 
committee, as the House sees fit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have never known a case where such an agree- 
ment had been made that there was any objection to carrying it out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair simply speaks of the power of the 
committee to bind the House, Is there objection to the request for 
unanimous consent? 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, and with the under- 
standing that there shall be in the House a yea-and-nay yote on Mr. 
HOLMAN’S amendment, 


E. ETHERIDGE AND W. B, STOKES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 506) for 
the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. Stokes, reported by Mr. 
Saw from the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That Emerson Etheridge and William B. Stokes, sureties 
upon the official bond of James T. T, Carter, given as security for the faithful per- 
formance by said Carter of his duties as secretary of the Territory of Arizona, 
and dated June 13, 1866, be, and said sureties are hereby, released and discharged 


of and from all and every obligation and liability whatsoever on account of said 
bond or any breach thereof. 


Mr. GLASS. I will state for the information of the committée that 
this bill was considered by the Senate committee; that a favorable re- 
port was made upon it, and that after discussion it was passed by the 
Senate by an almost unanimous vote. It is before this committee now 
upon the unanimous report of the committee of this House that con- 
sidered it. I think there will be no objection to it, and if there is not, ” 
I ask that it be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. I re- 
serve my time, if any one wants to speak on the other side. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. - 


JOSEPH C. IRWIN & CO. AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, I hope the gentleman will withhold 
that motion for a moment, I wish to call up by unanimous consenta 
bill that the Senate in the last Congress—a bill to refer certain 
claims to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
asks unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 1357) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to hear and determine certain claims be taken up out of its 
regular order and considered by the committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the claims of Joseph C. Irwin & Co. and O. A. Perry & 
Co., for property taken and impressed into the service of the United Stai in 
the year 1857, by orders of Col, Albert Sidney Johnston, in command of the U! 
expedition, be, and the same are hereby, referred, with all the papers relating 
thereto, to the Court of Claims, for adjudication on the proofs heretofore pre- 
sented and such other proofs as may be adduced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do ndt think there ought to be any objection to 
this bill, except that the House is not aware of the character of the 
proofs mentioned. Is it legal proof? : 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The court is to pass upon the claim— 
to render a judgment upon the claim. This is the same bill that passed 
the Senate at the last Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill speaks of ‘‘ proofs.” Now, if that be legal 
evidence—— - 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. 


legal evidence: 
r. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Well, I have no objection to an amend- 
ment which will meet the gentleman's objection. 


It will not bind the court if it be not 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish the gentleman would state why this 
case cannot go in under the Bowman act. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Because of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. - I do not wish to make any objection, but 
I supposed we were going to have a bill that would send all these 
claims for adjudication. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the bill be amended by adding the 
words ‘‘ provided they are competent evidence.” 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I do not object to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
-the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEVI JONES. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to call up the bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of Levi Jones. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to ob- 
ject, but I have a bill or two that I should like to have considered. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain more than one re- 
quest at atime. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
bill indicated by the gentleman from North Carolina? . 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object. 
. SPRINGER. « Mr. Chairman, Imove that the committee now rise. 
e motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed |" 


the chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration bills upon the Private Calendar, 
and had instructed him to report sundry bills with various recom- 
mendations. ` 

CHANGE OF RANK. 


The SPEAKER. |The Clerk will report the first bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 37) to change the rank of an officer on the retired-list of the Army, 


The SPEAKER. This bill was reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with an adverse recommendation. The question is upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] has 
charge of that bill, and I observe that he is not in his seat at this mo- 
ment, 

. Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that by unanimous con- 
sent this bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. PRICE. . I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. If there be no motion to post- 
pone the question is upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 

ird time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the further consideration of this bill 
be oR SRT until next Friday. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has ence over the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] to lay the bill 
on the table. 

The House divided; and the Speaker stated that the noes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 21. 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] to act as tellers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be passed over informally until next Friday. 

The SPEAKER. That request has been made and objected to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I renew it. ; 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone until next Friday is now 
pending, and will be voted upon as soon as the motion to lay on the 
table is disposed of, unless that motion carries. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 45 in the affirma- 
tive. 

Before the count was completed, 

Mr. @RAGG said: Mr. Speaker, by consent, if unanimous consent 
can be obtained, this bill will go over, to be voted upon in the House 
on Monday next immediately after the reading of the Journal, With 
that understanding I withdraw the call for a quorum. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

The SPEAKER... Objection is made. 

laces. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, isit in order to move that the House 
do now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speak@®, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. - 

EMERSON ETHERIDGE AND WILLIAM B. STOKES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 


The tellers will resume their 
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Gass], who hascharge of the bill for the relief of Emerson Etheridge, 
states that a court is to meet soon in Tennessee, which is about to 
render judgment for the amount due to the Government which this bill 
proposes to release. I therefore ask unanimous consent that that bill 
be taken up and put upon its passage. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is this Mr. Etheridge the gentleman who was for- 
merly a member of this House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. And Clerk of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. And Clerk of the House. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

There was no objection. 

The bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes was ordered to a third reading; and was then read the third time, 
and passed. i 

Mr. GLASS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that House 
bill No. 1357, authorizing the Court of Claims to hear and determine 
certain claims, be taken up and it having been favorably re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SMALLS. I object. J 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. SMALLS] withdraws his objection to my request. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order is demanded by several gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, is a motion to adjourn in order ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has yet voted on the motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price]. The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Rogers] moves to adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL. An adjournment will cut off the evening session 
for pension business. Let us take a recess. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to; there being—ayes 45, 
noes 58. : , 
Mr. DUNHAM. I move thatthe House take a recess until half past 

7 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, if the House now takes a Ra will 
any business be considered at the evening session except pension cases 
under the special order? 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the only business 
will be pension bills and bills removing political disabilities, 

The motion of Mr. DUNHAM was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until half past 
7 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having cxpired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o'clock p. m. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under 
the special order for Friday evening sessions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration, under the special order of the House, of pension 
bills and bills for the removal of political disabilities. 


MARIA K. RITTER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5693) for 
the relief of Maria K. Ritter. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that this bill and House bill 4097, next on 
the Calendar, granting a pension to William J. Owings, be laid aside 
informally, retaining their places on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1201) 
for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed tp place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Howard Farquhar, widew of the late Maj, and 
Byt. Lieut. Col. Francis V. Farquhar, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
and daughter of the late Maj. Gen. Alpheus S. Williams, United States Volun. 
teers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension which she now receives, 

The amendment reported by the committee was tostrike out “‘ fifty’? 
and insert ‘‘ forty,” so as to provide fora pension of $40 a month. 
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Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
* forty’? and inserting “‘thirty.”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. Uh, let it be ‘‘ forty.’’ ; 

Mr. MORRILL. Thirty dollars is the sameamount that other wid- 
ows of officers of similar rank now receive. 

Mr. STRAIT. I hope the amendment of the committee proposing 
$40 will be agreed to. ; 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Scorr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 1201) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary H. Farquhar, after duly considering the same, re it 
back,and recommend its passage with the following amendment: e out 
the word “fifty” and insert the word “forty.” 

In consideration of the long and faithful services of Maj, and Bvt. Lieut, Col. 
Francis M, Farquhar, and the necessities of his widow, Mary H. Farquhar, your 
committee believe that a pension of $40 per month is not excessive under the 
circumstances, and respectfully recommend that it be granted. 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend a pension of $40. 

Mr. MORRILL. But they do not state any circumstance en- 
titling this case to be made an exception to the general rule. 

: Mr. RANDALL. I think this lady receives $30 now. 

Mr. MORRILL. If she gets $30, she gets all she is entitled to 
under the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a matter of opinion. I hope there will be 
no adverse action on this bill to-night, in the absence of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. MAYBURY] who has the matter in charge. d 

Mr. MORRILL. I am willing that the bill go over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there beno objection that order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

LOUISA ©. BEEZELEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 576) 
for the relief of Louisa C. Beezeley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa C. Beezeley, widow of Na- 
— Beezely, deceased, formerly a member of Company B, Second Indiana 

vairy, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN M’GOWAN. 


The pext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4032) 
gantil a pension to John MeGowan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it mun é&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pass on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations.of the pension laws, the name of John McGowan, late of Com- 
pany K, Twenty-seventh Massachusetts Volunteers. 


There being nô objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. y 


NELSON MONROE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6088) 


granting an increase of pension to Nelson Monroe, 
The bill was read, as follows: ; 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed toincrease the pension of Nelson Monroe, and pay him at 
the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike out ‘‘ fifty’? and in- 
sert ‘‘ forty,” so as to provide for a pension of $40 per month. , 

Mr. BRAGG. Let us hear the report. 

The report (by Mr. Scorr) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the House bill 
6088, submit the following report: ; 

Nelson Monroe was first: tof Company H,One hundred and fifty-seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. He is borne upon the pension-roll (certificate 35110) 
at the rate of $30 per month, for paralysis of left side, bladder, and rectum, the 
result of typhoid fever, contracted in the service and line of duty. 

Dr. James Cummisky, examining surgeon, Philadelphia, in 1869, finds: 

“Claimant suffering from sopia paral of left lower limb and partial 
paralysis of left upper limb, tof typhoid fever. He is necessarily obliged 
to use crutches in moving about. The lower limb possesses no power whatever, 
and it were better for him if it were amputated, as it is very much in the way. 
‘The left arm and hand have some power, though notsuflicient to depend on for 
manual labor.” j 

The Boston board of examining surgeons, 1883, find : 

“ Paralysis, as above described, and also hemorrhoids, consequent upon same 
disease, which bleed to such an extent that he is obliged to wear a diaper allthe 
time. We find them large and protruding, bleeding and ulcerated.” 

Dr. Wilson Jewell, examining surgeon, Philadelphia, says: 

“His disease was lingering and finally terminating in paralysis of left side, 
as also of the bladder and rectum. Not likely to recover. Heis unable to pur- 
sue any business.” 

Claimant has also varicose veins of right leg, which, together with his paraly- 
sis of left side, disable him in such a d that, while in a measure he is able 
to attend to himself, renders him entirely disabled to earn anything for the sup- 

rt of himseX and his family; and, while he is not in that state of complete 
Leplasences set So? the constant care and attendance of another person which 
would entitle him to per month, your committee feel that he is entitled to 
an increase upon the amount now received by h They therefore recommend 


the passage of the accompanying bill with the following amendment : 
Strike out the word “ fifty,” in the fifth line of the bill, and substitute therefor 
the word “forty.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
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There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES SCHULER. - 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7298) 
for the relief of Charles Schuler; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Charles Schuler, late a private 
in Company K, Fourth Minnesota Volunteers, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


RANDOLPH SEAMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7300) 
for the relief of Randolph Seaman; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Randolph Seaman, late a privato 
in ery? ds Sixth mesota Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CALLIE WEST. . 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. $222) 
granting a pension to Callie West; which was read, as follows: 

Beit enacled, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorised and directed to pio the eia ‘of Callie West, widow of Darts O. 
West, late of Company G, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Infantry, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ISAAC N. HAWKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.7519) 
to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins; which wasread, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the pension now granted to Isane N. Hawkins, late a 
captain in the Seventy-third , Sree panir Ohio Volunteer Infantry, be increased 
to #40 per month from and after the passage of this act, said pe ard rg lieu 
of the one he is now receiving. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike out “forty ’’ and iņ- 
sert ‘‘ thirty-six.” 

Mr. PETERS. Ihad the honor of being the adjutant in the com- 
mand in which this officer served, and was in the battle in front of At- 
lanta in which he was wounded. He went out on the skirmish line, 
and a afew minutes afterward came out, having received a very serious 
wound. ` 

In the first place, I call attention to the photograph which will be 
found in the report made by the committee; and, in the second place, 
I will say it is one of those instances where if the arm had been am- 
putated at the shoulder-joint he would have received $37.50, but as the 
arm was not amputated, although almost ertirely useless, he could only 
receive under the law $24.a month. He wasa brave and gallant young 
officer, about my own age at that time. His entire life was ruined by 
this wound, and he deserves the increased pension which the bill pro- 
poses to give him. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARGARET COLBATH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1585) 
for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of acai Mew widow of John D. Colbath, 
us a private in Company B, Eighth ent New York Heavy Artillery Vol- 
unteers, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. VAUGHN. 
Thenext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1592) 
for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and tations 
of the ion laws, the name of Mrs. Sarah A. Vaughn, dependent r of 
Delos A. Graves, late of the Seventeenth Independent Battery Light Artillery, 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


SAMANTHA A. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6452) 
granting a pension to Samantha A. Smith; which was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pry oe the name of Mrs. Samantha A. 
Smith, widow of Lewis Y. Smith, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Indi- 
ana Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension from and after the passage of 
this act, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass . 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3779 


Ga 


MES. SARAH CASTEEL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6795) 
for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Casteel; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, di- 
rected to ae the name of Mrs. Sarah Casteel, widow of Abram C. Casteel, late 
a private in Company F, Twelfth ent Missouri State Militia Cavalry. on 
the pension-roll, subject to the limi ms and provisions of the pension laws, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARTIN J. REYNOLDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6453) 
granting a pension to Martin J. Reynolds; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Martin J. Rey- 
nolds, late a private in Dampany K, Third Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and to pay hima 
pension from and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was laid aside to-be reported to the Honse with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL ROBBINS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6650) 
granting a pension to Samuel Robbins; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, Wc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Robbins, late of Company A, 
Twelfth Regiment Missouri State Militia. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. _ : ' 

JOHN H. WESTERHOUSE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6721) 
nting a pension to John H. Westerhouse, late of Company F, First 
regiment Potomac Home Brigade (Thirteenth) Maryland Volunteers; 
which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and dixgected to place on the ponon ton subject to the provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of John H. Westerhouse, late of Company F, First 

ment Potomac Home Brigade (Thirteenth) Maryland Volunteers. 
Mr. BRAGG. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 


6721) granting a m to John H. Westerhouse, late of Company F, First 
Regiment mac Home Brigade (Thirteenth) Maryland Volunteers, submit 
the following report: 


The papers on file in this case show that claimant enlisted August 23, 1861, and 
was discharged May 29, 1865. In April, 1880,he applied for a pension, alleging 
that at Gettysburg, July 3, 1863, he incurred injury to his ankle, and that he also 
contracted lung in the service. The case was rej: on the ground of 
no record and no evidence of treatment in service or at discharge. Claimant 
assigns as a reason for his inability to furnish evidence of surgeon that there 


were so many wounded that he did not receive the care of that officer, Com- 
rades John H. Clark, Lewis Mannahan, William D. ap fe all soniy asto = 
e was suf- 


iu ms to ankle at battle of Gettysburg, and that at time of discharge 

fering from hemorrhage of the lungs. Dr. H. M. Laney testifies to treating 
claimant upon his return from the Army for disease of lungs; found him spit- 
ting blood. James H. C. Burner, F. Eichelberger, and W.D. Knepper testify asto 
his disease of lungs from time of discharge, and that he has been lame since the 
war, Dr. H.M. Laney also adds: 

“ His case is a just one, gnd he is deserving of a pension. I knewhim, before 
he entered the Army, as a stout, rugged boy, and when he returned he was 
used np for all time, as I supposed.” 

Dr. Thomas M. Huffman testifies to treating him for lung disease from 1871 
to 1876. Dr. Cyrus A. Loose testifies to treating him for hemorr of the 
lungs from 1878 to 1882, The examining board of surgeons at Emporia, Kans., 
in 1883, after describing his disabilities, rate him one-half disabled. ‘The case 
has three times been submitted for admission, but has been rejected by board 
of review on account of no record and no medical treatment. 

The case is an unusually strong one; careful inquiry has been made as to 
credibility of the witnesses, and all are vouched for as truthful and reliable, 

Your committce recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
y MARY S. WOODSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7073) 
granting a pension to Mary 8. Woodson; which was read, as follows: 


De it enacted. &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ig pee to the ante yd and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary S. Woodson, widow of Henry 
B. Woodson, late a private in Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES D. COTTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6117) 
granting a pension to James D. Cotton; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James D. Cotton, father of Thomas 
J. Cotton, deceased, late a private in Company H, Twenty-first Missouri Volun- 
teer Infantry. r 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANTOINETTE BIRNEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.7156) 


to increase the pension of Antoinette Birney, widow of Maj. Gen. David 
B. Birney; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Antoinette Birney, widow of 
Maj. Gen. David B. Birney, from $30 
and limitations of the pension laws, 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Sworr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7156) nting an increase of pension to Antoinette Birney, widow of Maj. Gen. 
David B. Birney, having had the same under consideration, respectfully re- 


to $50 a month, subject to the provisions 


port: 
This: bill ows gorges to increase the pension of Antoinette Birney, widow of 
Maj. Gen. David B. Birney, from $30'to $50 n month, Your committee has rig- 
idly adhered to the rule, which they have prescribed, not to increase the pen- 
sions of widowsof officers below the rank of general officers to the amountasked 
for iy this bill, but they have recommended in many instances the increase of 
on pensions of the widows of general officers to the amount indicated inthis . 


They do not consider it necessary to specify the military services of General 
‘Birney. They are well known and have beeome no unimportant part of the 
history of his country. His widow is represented to be in impoverished cir- 
cumstances, Your committee therefore, in view of this fact and the meritorious 
Dorve ot her deceased husband, report favorably, and recommend the passago 
of the < 

A record of the military career of General Birney is hereto appended, 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, Aprit 1, 1836. 

Statement of the military service of David Bell Birney, late of the United 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office : 

He entered the service as lieutenant-colonel Twenty-third Pennsylvania In- 
fanty, April 21, 1861, and served with his regiment in General Patterson's col- 
umn, on the Upper Potomac, until honorably mustered out, July 31, 1861. 

i He ines a cena asa Solone onm e a eany-shire Bape fob a 

‘antry (three-years’ ment), August 31, ; Was appoin rigadicr-general, 
United States Volunteers, February 17, 1862, and jor-general, United States 
Volunteers, May 20, 1863. 

He commanded his regiment in the Army of the Potomac to February, 1862; 
the Second Brigide, First Division, Third Corps, to September 1, 1862; the First 
Division; Third Corps, to October 17, 1862; the Second Bagide, First Division, 
Third Co: to November 16, 1862; the First Division, Third Corps, to March 26, 
1864; the Third Division, Second Corps, to July 23, 1864, and the Tenth Army 
Corps to October 10,1864. He was on sick-leave from the latter date until he 
died, at Philadelphia, Pa., October 18, 1864. 

R. 0. DRUM, Adjulant-General. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I do not intend to enter any factions 
opposition to this bill, but only to enter my protest to this species of 
legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to enter my commendation of the bill, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire at the same time to say this woman was 
left a widow with six children, and has had the care and attention of 
them ever since. ? 

Mr. CANNON. Did the husband die from disease or wounds in the 
Army? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He died during the war, in 1864, from sickness 
contracted in the service. He was a major-general. 

Mr. CANNON. What prevents her from getting a pension at the 
Pension Office ? < 2 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itis an increase of pension. She already draws 


a on. 

Mr. NEECE. Ido not see any reason for discriminating between 
these cases. I can not see why one man’s widow is better than another. 
Iam opposed to this class of legislation. This whole land is filled with 
widows whose husbands went out under the first call for seventy-five 
thousand men. They staid in the service and followed Sherman to the 
sea, and when they died left little families of children to be cared for 
and educated. J object to making any distinction between them, as I 
am not able to see any good reason for doing so. 

I do not want to enter any factious opposition to the passage of this 
bill, but I do want to enter a protest against this class of legislation, 
this kind of discrimination. I think it is doing a great wrong to the 
entire country. I favor pensioning every soldier or soldier’s widow in 
the land who is entitled to a pension, but if a few are to be singled out 
and have a greater pension or an extra pension, why then there is wrong 
done to the others or to somebody. Besides we are building up a fa- 
vored class by legislation at the expense of the masses of the people. 
Hence, Mr, Chairman, i enter my protest against the whole system. 

Mr. BRAGG. Would not that apply to salaries of members of Con- 
gress as well ? t 

Mr. NEECE. If you are going to take up the case of a single mem- 
ber of Congress and give him a special salary in excess of the others, I 
agree with you that it wonld apply to him. If my friend thinks that 
members of Congress as a class get too much salary, or that their pay 
is too high, let him show his hand to reduce their pay. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam ready to show my hand now, and I say that I 
do not think they get enough pay. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEECE. We will have no quarrel about that. 

Mr, PRICE. I fully agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
NEECE] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonnston] that these 
discriminations in granting pensions ought not to exist. I think the 
time has come when such legislation oparta bestopped. Iagreewith 
them further that we ought not to vote for tbem; but I disagree in this, 
that any opposition to the passage of this bill will be factious, and that 
they will not take advantage of and make effective any principle of 
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parliamentary law by which they can defeat the passage of the bill. I 
propose to go a little further than that, and say that no minority of 
this House can pass any more of these bills while I am here. There- 
fore I object to this being laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
When the question is taken upon laying it aside I shall ask that a 
quorum vote upon it, and if there is no quorum present I shall cer- 
tainly object to its passage. 

We might as well understand this thing now and be done with it. I 


have nothing against this lady, the widow of General Birney. I hayve_ 


nothing but kind feelings for herand her children. I am glad to know 
that she is on the pension-roll; but I do not know that there is such a 
difference between her case and thousands of other widows who are 
trying to bring up their children on a pension of $12 a month as would 
justify this increase, 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman from Iowa insists upon his ob- 
jection it will operate to suspend the passage of any more pension bills 
to-night. 

Mr. PRICE. I can not help that; the bill can not pass without a 
quorum, 

Mr. DOCKERY. It will obstruct the passage of all other pension 
legislation. 

Mr. PRICE. I have examined the pill and the report thoroughly, 
and when it comes up on its ge I shall certainly make the objec- 
tion that I have suggested. We might as well put a stop to it now. 

Mr. BRADY was recognized. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. MORRILL] whether there are not a great number of the widows 
of major-generals now upon the pension-roll receiving $50 a month ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir, there are quite a number; at least forty. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions of this Congress have simply been 
following the precedents laid down by several Congresses heretofore; 
and while many members of the committee are opposed to the princi- 
ple, yet they can see no reason why a discrimination should be made 

inst the widow of General Birney; and for that reason this bill was 
recommended favorably by the committee. They think she should 
have the same pension as the widows of other officers of the same rank. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me ask the gentleman from Kansas if there 
has been in this House at its Friday sessions or at any other time the 
defeat of any proposition increasing the pension of the widow of a 
major-general from $30 to $60 a month? 

Mr. MORRILL. There have been several occasions, and I think the 
chairman of the committee will bear me out, where objections have 
been made to the passage of the bill on account of the want ofa quorum, 

- and by consent they have been referred to the full House, and invari- 
ably the full House has sustained the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has recognized the general principle? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRADY. I believe I have the floor. A 

Mr. CANNON. - Allow me to ask another question in this connec- 
tion. I understand the gentleman from Kansas to say that there are 
some forty cases of pensions which have been increased in this manner 
of widows of major-generals, and that the committee has invariably 
granted such relief, such being their practice. That being the case, 
may I ask why the committee does not report a general bill covering 
all this class of cases? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That is just the question I intended 
to ask. 

Mr. MORRILL. They have not deemed it their duty to do so, and 
no general bill looking to that end has been introduced; but when bills 
have been referred to the committee they have invariably reported them 
to the House, and the House has inyariably without a solitary excep- 
tion adopted their reports. 

Mr. RANDALL. I presume the committee had not introduced a 
general bill, trusting rather to the necessities of each invidual case, 
and let those widows who are in need make their appeal to Congress. 

I have been informed by two persons in whom I have the utmost 
confidence, whose statements are implicitly reliable, that the necessities 
of this lady are greater than we can well imagine here, and there has 
not been, as I hear, a pension ever granted yet to the widow of a major- 
general which would bring greater relief to a most worthy family than 
the pension in this case. 

Mr. NEECE. ‘Is she not drawing a pension now, and are not her 
children entitled to a pension? 

Mr. RANDALL. The children are overage. She is drawing a pen- 
sion of $30, of course. 

Mr. PRICE. By permission of the gentleman from Virginia I desire 
to ask a question myself. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] asked my friend from Kansas if it is not true that there are 
many precedents for this legislation, and the answer was that there are 
at least forty widows of general officers upon the pension-rolls by special 
act receiving this rate of pension. Now, I would like to ask him if 
there are not forty thousand widows throughout this land, widows of 
soldiers, who are not getting any pension whatever? 

Mr. Renae I presume there are forty thousand widows of pri- 
vate soldiers who are only receiving $12 a month. But Congress has 


always recognized a distinction on account of rank in the Army, as it 
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did during the war. The private soldiers during the war received $13 
a month, and the brigadier-generals $200 a month, because their serv- 
ices were considered more valuable. They required a higher order of 
talent, and the distinction of rank has been always recognized by this 
Congress and all preceding Congresses. We have established the prece- 
dent of giving widows of major-generals $50 per month; and Iam ata 
loss to understand how any gentleman should insist upon making an 
exception of this particular case. 

Mr. PRICE. We have established bad precedents, and we should 
make better ones. I propose to struggle for better precedents to guide 
the future than have been laid down by you gentlemen in the past. 

Mr. MORRILL. I can not easily understand what the gentleman’s 
object can be in obstructing the passage of this bill when the House has 
coal ar sustained us in giving widows of major-generals $50 a 
month. 

Mr. PRICE. The course I am taking brings the light of discussion 
on the subject, and I hope there is enough common sense and honesty 
an ern when its attention is directed to it, to adopt a better 
policy. 

Mr. MORRILL. I regret that the rest of the House have not as 
much honesty and common sense as the gentleman from Wisconsin 
claims for himself. 

Mr. PRICE. I want to educate you up to the proper standard if you 
have common sense enough to understand the argument against this 
distinction. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave no intention to discuss the question of either 
the intelligence or the honesty of the House. I believe the House, as 
well at itssessions on Friday re as when assembled in a full body, 
has the necessary intelligence and the necessary honesty for the discus- 
sion and conclusion of any question that may be submitted to it. 

I have Sopy this to say, however, in connection with this case: 
Major-General Birney was not a graduate of West Point. He wasa 
volunteer soldier and a volunteer officer, and at the age of thirty-nine 
years reached the rank and command of major-general of volunteer 
troops, commanding an army corps embracing over thirty thousand 
men. ‘That he valiantly, ably, courageously, and patriotically per- 
formed his duty the records of the War Department exhibit, and it isa 
part of this report. “That is the record. 

This woman to-day absolutely needs all the generous gifts that this 
Government can give her. t 

Mr. NEECE. Iwill ask the gentleman from P: lvania why does 
this make this widow any better than any other soldier’s widow ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam not discussing that question, and perhaps, if 
the gentleman will allow me to say so, I would agree with him. Bu 
as the gentleman on my right says, the House has not been educat 
up to that standard yet. Let us go by degrees and let us accept the 
patriotic position thatthe House has taken, that when the widows who 
are in distress and in want are the widows of general officers it is wise 
and proper to follow the precedent established and followed by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions without an exception toadvance their pensions 
from $30 to $50 per month. When wereach the condition the gentleman 
proposes I may be with him; but I want him to be with me to-day in that 
position that the House on Friday nights and on every other occasion 
during this session of Con has taken, that when the widow of a 
general officer is in distress and in want the judgment, the generosity, 
and the patriotism of this House have always conceded an increase of 
pension from $30 to $50. 

Mr. NEECE. I just want to say that so far as I am concerned thase 
precedents do not govern me, and will not so long as my judgment re- 
mains as it is now. I believe a precedent that makes a distinction be- 
tween citizens of this country before the law is wrong, and I will not 
follow it in any instance. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to delay the Housein 
yao of pension legislation, but I can not let this discussion pass 
without entering my protest against the theory which seems to be en- 
tertained by some gentlemen here that there is no distinction between 
the losses sustained by the widows of soldiers. Nor will I let this oc- 
casion without asserting that there is value in precedents, because 
a long line of precedents is a long line of decisions upon questions af- 
fecting the public judgment. I learn wisdom by studying the actions 
of men in the past, and well-considered precedents are the enuncia- 
tions of that wisdom. I know that there are vastly more private sol- 
diers than there are major-generals, and I know it is very easy to leta 
sentiment go out uncontradicted to educate men into the belief that 
they have been wronged because of the distinctions that are made in 
pensions; but I caution gentlemen here, when they assert superior wis- 
dom, to examine into the motives which influence them. 

I undertake to say that a pensionis granted for the purpose, as nearly 
as may be, of supplying the loss suffered asthe result of the war. Ido 
not think we grant large enough pensions to the rank and file of the 
Army. I do not think we grant any too large pensions to the widows 
of general officers. I deny that a man who was fit to command a di- 
vision in the Army was not better able to earn a pension for. his wife 
and children-than the man who ordinarily commanded a company; and 
I assert as a general dig pr sain that when the man who commanded a 
division laid down his life upon the battlefield or in the hospital, the 
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financial loss to his widow and family, and to their prospects in life, was 
greater than the loss in the case of a man lower in command or in the 
ranks. This is not always true, to be sure, but it ought to be always 
true that men who reach high command are fitted for their positions, 
and therefore we make a general rule. 

Mr. BRADY. More valuable to the country too. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; more valuable to the country; but the ques- 
tion here is not so much about value to the country; the point here is 
the greater loss to the widow and children of such a man. I will go 
as far as any gentleman in this House in voting pensions to soldiers— 
I was one of them. ButI will not stand here and stultify myself by 
letting it go out that I think the widow of General Grant or of General 
Sherman, if those distinguished officers had died upon the battlefield, 
would suffer no greater financial loss than the widows of other men who 
went into the Army as I went—men not competent to earn as much 
salary or to procure as many comforts for their wives and families. I 
think those of us who are willing to do justice by the widows of general 
officers are just as willing to do justice to the widows of the rank and 
file, and I will be found side by side with my brother from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. PRICE] in trying to do them all justice; but I will not attempt 
to stir up prejudice among the rank and file or to teach them that the 

of the United States is not willing, as far as the nation is able, 
to do justice to them all. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, I thought it proper to oppose all such measures as this 
until it became apparent to me that my opposition to them in common 
with other members of this House who see the matter as I do could 

not amount to anything. At former Friday night sessions when sim- 
` ilar bills were presented to the House I for one was ready to make the 
pa of no quorum rather than see such bills pass when so few mem- 
were present. I regarded it as an abuse of the courtesy which the 
full House has shown to those who are interested in pensions by giving 
them this special order and encouraging pension legislation. But when 
the point of no quorum was made and those bills were passed over to 
the full House, the full House having sustained this kind of legislation, 
its decision became, to that extent, the common law for my guidance; 
and while I sympathize and agree fully with the sentiment of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] that this kind of legislation indi- 
cates a tendency to extravagance which we ought not to encourage, I 
can not agree with him in his conception of duty when he goes so far 
as to make the point of no quorum and thus retard the progress of the 
business of these Friday evening sessions. I can not regard that as wise 
when we have before us the decision of the full House, plain and un- 
mistakable, that it is the sentiment of this Congress that such legisla- 
tion shall be had. My opposition, Mr. Chairman, to this kind of legis- 
lation arises from a sense of duty. When I contentplate the tendency 
of our pension legislation it becomes appalling. When I realize that 
we, by our extravagant action in this direction—and I do not believe 
any man will question the statement that it is extravagant—when I 
realize that we, as the trusted servants of the citizens of this country, 
the tax-payers of this country, are profligately piling upon them burdens 
of taxation which they must discharge by sweat and toil, I am un- 
willing to encourage it; yet I propose to oppose it in what I deem to 
be a legitimate and proper way. 

So far as the extravagance of our pension legislation is concerned, no 
man who has had experience as a member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions or the Committee on Pensions or who undertakes to look oyer 
the legislation introduced into this House on the subject of pensions can 
doubt it. Not only has our committee been asked to recommend and 
the House to pass a bill removing the limitation upon arrearages of pen- 
sions, a measure involving the ultimate expenditure of $500,000,000— 
not a dollar short of it—but we have been asked to grant a pension to 
every soldier who bore arms during the late rebellion in defense of the 
Union. These m together with every other class of pension 
legislation which could be thought of by the extravagant fancy of any 
man who some might be so uncharitable as to suppose was tempted to 
angle for the soldiers’ yote, have been presented here. 

I am opposed to this extravagance. If we had money to spend on the 
soldiers of the late war without burdening the honest laborers of the 
country to pay this money I perhaps would be as willing as any gen- 
tleman on this floor to grant ample pensions. I believe I have as high 
regard as any other member can have for the valor that prompted men 
to leave their ho and their families, to sever the ties with which 
they were surrounded, in order to respond to the call of their country’s 
need—to rally to the battlefield, and with that true American man- 
hood follow the flag of their country to the cannon’s mouth on the red- 
dened field of death, not counting the cost, but ready to sacrifice their 
lives at the demand of duty. When it comes to rewarding such men 
or undertaking to measure the appreciation which this country ought 
to extend to them my mind staggers; Iam unable to calculate the debt 
of gratitude which the country owes to these soldiers. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this country has never proposed to pay to these men 
an ample recompense for their services. That is not the principle of 
pensions. If we should undertake to pay to the widow of every soldier 
who lost his life in battle a just recompense for the loss she sustained, 
it would bankrupt the world to pay for the life of one man. When you 


undertake to measure in dollars and cents the worth of that man who 
tore himself loose from the embrace of his wife and family when they 
met around the family altar to ask the benedictions of Heaven upon 
that family soon to be —when you undertake to measure the 
womanhood and the courage which induced that mother or wife to kiss 
her husband or son farewell and deliver him up to the cause of the coun- 
try—I say money becomes worthless, acres of fertile land become worth- 
less compared with such valor. Wedo not propose to measure in money 
that greata@eébt. 

This Government has undertaken, so far as it can, to recognize serv- 
ices of this kind by providing a competency for the widows and de- 
pendent relatives of the soldiers whose lives were lost in defense of 
their country. To remunerate them with a competency, or something 
like an adequate support for their necessities, is as far as this country 
has ever promised to go. If I have any disposition to extravagance, 
Mr. Chairman, it isin the direction of granting liberal pensions to those 
soldiers who yet remain among us, who carry their empty sleeves and 
whose forms are emaciated in co uence of injuries received in battle. 
The members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions will bear me wit- 
ness that I have always been in favor of granting liberal pensions to 
the soldiers who are yet among us but whose lives have been wrecked 
in their service to their country. 

In reference to the repeal of the limitation on arrears I will say I be- 
lieve it to be my duty as a member of Co: to support each and 
every reasonable measure looking to the relief of our needy and dis- 
abled soldiers, but I do not believe any gentleman on this floor will 
deny that extravagance can be reached even in the matter of pensions. 
An annual pension for physical or mental disability as a result of serv- 
ice in the Army is a debt against the Government, and should be paid 
promptly and fully. 

This bill proposes to extend what is commonly known as the limita- 
tion clause of the arrears-of-pension act to January 1, 1888. 

The present pension laws provide that pensioners admitted to the 
rolls shall be paid from the date or miog te the Pension Office their a 
plication for a pension at the rate to which the degree of their disabil- 
ities entitles them. 

In other words, the law provides that every soldier or sailor of the 
Army or Navy who incurred a disability while in the service of the 
United States and in the line of duty shall be paid a pension in pro- 
portion to the degree of such disability. No claim for pension, however 
meritorious, can be adjusted or paid unless the claimant avails himself 
of the remedies which the law affords. In fact, no consistent law could 
do more than furnish the opportunity to the claimant of putting him- 
self in the way of receiving the relief which the law affords. 


This bill, however, proposes to do more; it proposes to grant arrears — 


of pension to claimants for that period of time to which they claim to 
be entitled and in which they declined or failed to avail themselves of 
the remedies afforded. by the then existing laws. It is hardly fair to 
presume that any man would not be conscious of such existing disabili- 
ties as would entitle him to the benefits of a pension. I take it for 
granted thit no man would consider it dishonorable to apply for a pen- 
sion for wounds or other disabilities incurred in the service of his coun- 
try. In fact I donotconsiderit the duty of Congress to provide for either 
of these emergencies. Ifa man is entitled to pension, and will comply 
with the laws in such cases made and provided, there would be no ne- 
cessity for a law authorizing the payment of arrears of ions, even 
granting that such a law would be a proper one, which I deny. 

The most plausible argument which I have heard offered in favor of 
the proposed bill is the statement that those who applied for pension 
prior to Jul} 1, 1880, received the benefits of the arrears act, while those 
who applied after that date were deprived of the benefits of artears, 
and that this is unjust to the latter class. Before this argument can 
be admitted with any degree of consideration it must be first estab- 
lished that the principle of arrears of pension is right, and when that 
fact is established it exposes this bill as one productive of the same 
hardships and unfair discriminations which it proposes to correct. 

If arrears of pension is right, I take it for granted that it is entirely 
so. If it is wrong, I take it for granted that it is entirely so. This 
bill would indicate that the law would be right until January 1, 1888, 
after which time it would be wrong, or that it is altogether wrong. If 
itis wrong, the discrimination in favor of those who applied for pension 
prior to July 1, 1880, does not amount to an injustice to those who ap- 
plied after that date. Noman is donean injustice in this matter unless 
he is deprived of something to which he is entitled. 

When I was appointed as a member of the Invalid Pensions Com- 
mittee I found a long-established custom prevailing in the case of pri- 
vate bills not to recommend the of a bill granting back pay 
save in cases where the claim was filed in the Pension Office, fully 
proven and well established, and the papers and proof were lost or 
misplaced in the office, and these cases were rare indeed. I believe 
each member of the committee, as well as each member of the House 
who has taken the pains to examine the reports of the committee, or 
has done us the honor to attend on the Friday night sessions of the 
House, will bear me witness in the statement that the cases reported 
from that committee are of the most meritorious class; yet theg claim- 
ants, who because of some mere technicality have been unable to com- 
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ply with the requirements of the Pension Office, and are compelled to 


come to for relief, are deprived by this long-established cus- 
tom of any pension of date prior to the of the bill for their re- 
lief. One of the very first suggestions which I made to the commit- 


tee was to alter that custom, and give these claimants a pension from 
the date of filing their application. The committee have not as yet 
adopted that policy. 

ow, how can it be that this bill and that custom, rigidly adhered 
to both by the committee and this House, are right? They an not both 
be right; but I can easily understand how they are both wrong; this 
bill is wrong in that it gives a pension prior to the filing of the appli- 
cation; the custom is wrong in that it does not give pension from the 
date of filing; this custom does amount to an injustice and can not be 
defended. If the beneficiaries of these private bills are entitled to pen- 
sion at all they are entitled to it from the filing of their applications, 
and if they are not entitled to it you ought to quit passing bills for their 
relief, 

I donot want to be so uncharitable as to believe thatif this unfortu- 
nate class of claimants were ter in number, or wielded a more potent 
influence in the election of members of their wants would 
very soon become the hobby of members of Congress and they the ben- 
eficiaries of more liberal legislation, but unless this apparent. incon- 
sistency is explained I fear that some may become so very naughty as to 
entertain that belief. 

I have heard it whispered in undertones that’ no member who op- 
posed any pension bill could be returned to Congress. If I, as the Rep- 
resentative of an honorable constituency, conceived it to be my duty 
to bring about my re-election at the sacrifice of my honest convictions 
of right, and that the very respectable soldier constituency which I 
have the honor to represent on this floor could be swayed by such con- 
siderations, then such utterances might tend to terrorize me; but know- 
ing as I do that the soldiers of our country who so gallantly defended 
our flag form a part of our truest, best, most honorable, and intellect- 
ual citizenship, and believing as I do that itis my duty to act in all 
matters of an official character as my j ent dictates and the best 
interests of my constituents and the whole country demand, regardless 
of future consequences, I have taken the attitude which I now occupy 
with reference to this bill. 

I believe in liberal and just pensions, but I believe in distributing 
the benefits of pension equally among our worthy disabled soldiers. 
Under our present laws itis impossible for a very considerable class of our 
most worthy soldiers and their widows and dent relatives to re- 
ceive any benefits from the pension laws. I give one case to illustrate 
this idea. I read the decision in the case of Henrietta Fisher: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
39541) granting a to Henrietta Fisher, having considered the same, sub- 
mit the following report : 


We do not consider it necessary to elaborate the report beyond the following 
decision of the Pension Office in this case, cor gi give entire, to wit: 


“ Certificate 153354, Henrietta Fisher, widow óf ThaddeugFisher, Company 
B, Fourth United States Colored Troops. 


“The soldier was a pensioner on account of ey Ty of the yO 


‘ shown b; 
Gross, as follows: 


pensioned and continued to draw her pension until Se - 
ber4, 1875, when payment thereof was Soe ondine an in on of 
the merits of the case in common with all Philadelphia cla! D this in- 
vestigation Dr. Gross- made the following statement before Special Examiner 
Sprague: ‘That he oe an operation upon the stump of ong of his (Fish- 
er's) thighs at the Jefferson Medical College some years ago on accougt of an 
aneurismal state of the main artery and veins of said stump, and that he at- 
tended said Fisher up to the time of his death, about ten days after said opera- 
tion. He does not evo that the affection of the vessels for which he per- 
formed the o had any connection with or dependency upon 
pains aapne njury for the relief of which the limb was amputated.’ 

“Upon this pe 
service. 


to thie honorable vanes Sd e Interior this action was af- 
: ee ante bag Tag June 15, 


1880. . 

“The medical referee, under date of May 9, 1882, questioned the correctness 
of the action of the office upon the mere opinion of the doctor, and expressed 
the opinion that the chances are that the aneurism on which Dr. Gross operated 
was an outgrowth of the amputation. In a subsequent opinion that office states 
that unless the opinion of Dr. Gross, who is authority upon surgical questions, 
can be set aside the action of dropping the widow’s name from the rolls m 
be adhered to. 

“ Dr. Gross is dead; his eee statements can not now be réconciled. The 
fact remains the same; the soldier died because of an o] tion performed on an 
amputated limb. Would the and vein at the point of Sarode iare have 
become aneurismal but for the amputation of the limb, tated by the 
wound received in line of duty? 

“There must have been cause for this diseased condition, and no other ele- 
ment is apparent. How can the opinion of Dr. Gross be overcome? It is not 
atall probable that it could be done; at least a professional mind could not be 
satisfied on that point by lay testimony, in particular such as could be expected 
in the case of a colored claimant. s 

Yet the case appears meritorious upon its face. . 

The case having been settled by the Department, the office is estopped from 
taking action except upon the filing of the new and material evidence. 

tfully submitted. 
April 4, 1885. é 


The fi 
views t 


A. VANGEUDER. 
ing statement was prepared at my request, and I concur in the 


expressed. 
; N. P. LOVERIDGE, Q. D. C. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


This case stood rejected until Congress afforded relief by special act. 
Many soldiers who served faithfully through the entire war, having 
been exposed to all kinds of weather and hardships incident to soldier 
life, came home only to find their homes destroyed and their health 
ruined; yet they are unable to procure pensions because there is no record 
evidence of medical treatment in the service and they are unable to 
furnish competent medical evidence of the incurrence of a specific dis- 
ability in the service and line of duty. 

Some of the best soldiers have the hospital record, yet it is 
held by our laws and the regulations thereunder to be an almost 
indispensable condition precedent to granting pension. 

All over our country there are worthy men with honorable discharges 
in their pockets from long and faithful service in the warsof our Repub- 
lic, whose health has failed and who are old and poor, suffering day by 
day for the common necessaries of life. 

There are also widows of worthy soldiers who can not procure pen- 
sions because their husbands’ service was not the immediate cause of 
their death, yet they have no money, are unable to labor, and arenow 
eking out a miserable existence in woe and want. The long bony fin- 
gers of famine have plucked the rose bloom from their cheeks left 
them pale and emaciated; nay more, our poor-houses are full of these 
worthy benefactors of our country, and day by day the potter’s field 
is made the place of those who in the vigor of life and full of 
hopeand promise p their allupon their country’saltar. Who cares 
for them? Who comes in the day of their adversity as a jan an- 
gelto scatter on their scanty board the offerings of gratitude, or to clear 
away the clouds of anguish and allow a few rays of sunshine bless 
their closing day? 

This bill does not propose to. do it; no man receives a dollar of the 
money to be expended under this bill whois not placed on the pension- 
roll at the rate to which their disability entitles them, and who, in the 
absence of this law, would receive pension from the date of 
filing their application. Annuity in the way of pension is a relief; but 
there is no relief in this bill. . If you would offer relief by pension leg- 
islation, place your arms beneath the poor soldiers and lift them out of 
the poor-honses, and withhold your lavish hand before you wring from 
the brow of honest toil so vast a sum of money when its expenditure 
will not relieve a serious want. - 

Granting that all concede to the correctness of paying all honorable 
pensions, may I, Mr. Chairman, be allowed to mit, without being 
considered prejudiced against the interest of honest and fair pensions, 
that there is another question beside the abstract proposition of paying 
out the money that is interwoven into this controversy, affecting not 
only the poopie of the district which I have the honor to represent, but 
the people of the whole country; that question, Mr. Chairman, is the 
cost entailed on thé Treasury by the passage of this bill. It is tue we 
have in round numbers $200, 000,000 now in the Treasury, and we ure in 
the habit of calling that a surplus. There is no reasonable excuse for 
that money being in the Treasury. It ought to have been paid out 
long since on the national debt, on which we are paying interest at the 
rate of millions per annum. Howcan we claim to havea surplus with 
$200,000,000 available and a debt hanging over us ef $1,500,000,000 2 

The country is groaning under a system of high taxation from which 
it is our duty to relieve the toiling and oppressed masses. How, I ask 
in the name of sixty millions of people, can we hope to be able to afford 
any relief to the tax-payer if we spend all our time in extra Jegis- 
lation, hunting a way to get rid of the money in the Treasury without 
paying the bonded debt? 

Have the people a right to know what this bill will cost? Has any- 
body any rights in this matter save those to be benefited by it? I an- 
swer yes, and the answer may be read in the face of every man whose 
toil and sweat have earned the money now in the and whose 
toil and sweatin the future are mortgaged to national banks and bond- 
holders as collateral for the payment of the public debt. We havea 
right to ask what the proposed bill will cost and how it is to be paid. 

Grant, for the sake of argument, that the $200,000,000 now in the 
Treasury is not needed to pay the public debt, and that we do not 
want our taxes reduced, then let us-see if we are prepared to enact this 
bill into a law. 

We have in the Treasury $200,000,000; of that amount one hundred 
million is necessary to redeem or stand as a basis of the greenback cir- 
culation. This leaves available $100,000,000. 3 

This bill will involve the immediate expenditure of $222,000,000, 
which will leave to be raised by increased taxation $122,000,000 to 
meet the payment of arrears—a deficit of over $2 for every man, woman, 
and child in the United States. 

This bill proposes to tax each person in the United States $3.75, or 
$15 for each voter. Besides this, a deficit of twenty-five millions for the 
current fiscal year is now staring us in the face, which augments the 
additional revenues to be raised by sweat and labor. 

If we pass this bill we deplete the Treasury, increase the taxes, and 
must abandon all hope of affording any aid for educational purpsses, and 
fasten on our children a debt for which they will never rise up and call 
us blesséd. 

He who lives for himself and the present only lives to but little pur- 

He who would have the world better by his haying lived in it 
must not lay burdens on those to come after him which he would not 
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himself bear. Inthe nameof yourchildren I warn you, beware of how 
you burden them with responsibilities. The day of their adversity will 
come surely and swiftly. The national debt, however badly managed, 
increased by gratuitous legislation in favor of the bondholder, whether 
by changing the nature of his demand by fixing it on a specie basis, 
making the interest thereon payable semi-annually in gold; demone- 
tizing silver, driving it from our circulation, or increasing the value of 
debts and securities by contracting the volumeof our cireulating medium 
by retiring one-half of our metal money, it is a debt that must be paid 
or the fair name of our Republic must be tarnished by repudiation. 

So far as concerns the case immediately before us, I know we ought 
to appreciate the services and the rank and the ability of these general 
officers who led the soldiers of this country to victory in the late war; 
but I can not see why the widow of a major-general or a brigadier- 
general has any more title to the respect of this country than the widow 
ef that poor soldier who during the heat of summer and the blasts of 
winter bore the knapsack and the musket and bared his breast to the 
pelting storm of bullets from the ranks of the enemy. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, is my time out? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that there 
was no general debate on this bill, and the debate is ing now 
upon the amendments, subject in the opinion of the Chair to the five- 


minute rule. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Asaparliamentary question, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to. ask by what rule is debate limited on this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam, of course, subject to the rules. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think, Mr. Chairman, there is no amendment, 
and the debate is proceeding upon the bill as reported favorably from 
the committee. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair finds he was under a misapprehension. 
He was under the impression that the committee had reported an 
amendment to this bill, but finds it was the preceding bill. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am through with my remarks. I merely wanted 
to know the rule under which we were proceeding. - 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, whether or not there be any rule 
to limit debate on this. and other bills at these evening sessions, it seems 
to me, in view of the fact that the question under discussion-has been 
so thoroughly discussed heretofore, it is a hardship upon members to 
consume time in discussing this bill. There are other bills on the Cal- 
endar in which members representing the interest of their constituents 

and we want to vote. é 

Mr. JO N, of Indiana. Mr. i before this vote is 
taken I merely want to compliment the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] for tendering the issue squarely. It is the first time in this 
discussion that the issue has been fairly tendered that the wife of a 
ep oo pete is better than the wife of a private soldier. 

Mr. ROWELL. Ibeg the geatleman’s pardon. I did not say any 
such thing. I said her financial loss was greater. The widow of a 
private soldier is entitled to just as much respect as the widow of a 
President. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. The gentleman’s remark will show 
his position is that which he first took. That is, if it is not changed 
between now and when it appears in print. 

Mr. ROWELL. It will not be 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. The gentleman takes the ground that 
it takes more ability to command than to follow, and that consequently 
the widows .of those who commanded are entitled to more consideration 
than the widows of those who followed them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do you question that? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I wish to say in reply to the gentle- 
man that he tenders the issue fairly, and it is an issue which this House 
has got to meet, whether or not there is to be rank established in this 
country by law. Whether or not because a man gets a certain position 
in the country he is better than the man who has much more brains 
than he has, but who does not occupy a position of the same character 
that he does; that is the question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the law pertaining to the question of pen- 
sions, whether the pension of a widow of a private soldier or the pension 
of an officer. It makes distinction between the grade of private soldier 
and the respective rank held by the officers. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. As I say, the law holds that, but the 
gentleman gets clear away from the position we are discussing. I ask 

now, is the law right? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Absolutely right. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. You tender the issue fairly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Absolutely right. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That isa fair way to tender the issue. 
The gentleman says the law is right. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Absolutely right. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That is the way to tender the issue; 
that the law is absolutely right. Now let me say you are driving on, 
as I said before, to create an aristocracy in this country by force of leg- 
islation. We have had it in years past, and we have it now, between 
ladies at this capital, as to who shall be considered the first lady in the 


land. Because she happens to be the wife of this or that Cabinet of- 
ficer she is to outrank every other woman in this land. We not only 
have it here, but we are to have it understood by means of the law. 
It must ultimately become ingrafted in the law of the land that the 
wife of a Senator is better than the wife of a humble Representative, 
and the latter must cali first upon the wife of a Senator and the latter 
can return that call by means of a card, simply because she is the wife 
of a United States Senator. It is all going in the line of rank—all go- 
ing in the line there can be such a thing in this country, because in 
position one person outranks another. It is obnoxious to the common 
people of the country and to the spirit of our free institutions. It is 
an imitation of the rank in society of the Old World, and is wholly 
obnoxious to our principles of government. It is law only so far as 
we consent to agree to it, but it will ultimately become law in this 
country unless we refuse to ize it in every shape and form. Ib 
will ultimately become the fixed law of the land, and will be another 
step onward, until finally it will become ingrafted upon our statute- 
books in the solemn legislation of the country that there is such a thing 
as rank among us. 

The gentleman says that because a man happens to be a major-gen- 
eral he is entitled to more consideration and more compensation for 
himself and family than another who does not happen to be a major- 
general. I have the history of a man who started in the war as a 
private. By means of his ability, by means of his bravery, he was pro- 
moted to lieutenant, then to captain, next to colonel, and finally he 
became a brigadier-general. To-day that man is fillinga position down 
here at the Treasury ent as messenger at a salary of $700 a 
year. If that man had riore ability than men who carried the musket 
undef- him he would not be in that position to-day. 

The rule is not a good one, nor in accordance with the past history 
of this country. It is true that if a man while in the Army happens 
to get shoulder-straps a great many people in the country hold because 
he happens to have that high rank he is better than the private soldier, 
and it has actually got to be that if a man in Con happens to get 
here he must never underany circumstances rank lower than a colonel, 
and if he does not rank up to a colonel, then he must bea judge at 
least. [ ter. ] 5 
Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me? k 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Doesnotthe gentleman think it followsin the Army 
as in civil life the desire in every minor officer is to obtain promotion? 
Does not that desire to attain promotion bring about good relations 
through the whole Army just as the desire to advance in civil life spurs 
the individual to greater exertion in order to occupy the higher position? 
It keeps spurring him on from the cradle to the grave. If the result 
is worth anything it is worth striving for, and society is so arranged the 
higher position and the larger reward belong to those who fairly earn 


Mr. BINGHAM. That is all there is worth living for. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, I will answer my friend's 
speech, not his question, because he said he wanted to'ask a question, 
and then rose and made a speech. I say that the same motive actu- 
ated the private soldier in the field that actuated the gentleman from 
Illinois. He was born in the county that I live in—no, I believe he 
was born in North Carolina. I ought not, perhaps, to have told that 


[laughter]; but he emigrated from my county, and by his ambition 


and the power of his intellect he has got into position among men 
with a national reputation. Now, answer me a question. Do you 
want it ingrafted upon the statute-books of the land that you are the 
superior of the boy you started out with, or do you want to leave it to 
the people and to the country to determine? 

Mr. SYMES. That is not the question at all of the gentleman from 
Illinois. The questionis whether his services as a member of Congress 
are entitled to $5,000 a year now, or whether he ought to be placed 
upon an equality with a nine-handred-dollar clerk in the ts. 
The gentleman from Indiana gets away from the question. It isa pe- 
cuniary question exclusively. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir; I appreciate that. But I 
fear if we measure our salaries by the amount of ability we bring that 
some of us would get very small salaries indeed. I admit that. 

Mr. SYMES. . I thought some would probably get rich before we got 
away from here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. But the clerk in the paremana 
no expensesof a campaign. [Great laughter.] He merely performs a 
clerical work. 

Mr. BRADY. Does the gentleman think that the ought to be 
regulated by the expense of the campaign ? ea 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It has something to do with it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, What is it? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to ask how long it has been since the clerks 
in the Departments were exempt from bearing a portion of the expense 
o Die JOHNSTON of Indiana, Id : 

> IN, of Indi I do not su are exempt 
from it, as far as that is concerned. ee E 
Mr. TAULBEE. But I understand you to say that they are not at’ 
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any expense on account of the campaign. Now I want to know when | are asked to vote $25 per month I want to know the reason why we 


that ceased ? 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. But that issue is not a fair one, Mr. 
Chairman. 


Mr. TAULBEE. If itis not a fair one, why did you make it? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I have no doubt that there are clerks 
in the Departments who have more ability, upon some questions at 
Teast, than many members on this floor possess. 

But you are not here fixing the compensation of a major-general. 
The question is anentirely different one. You are fixing the compen- 
sation of the widow of a general officer who has made no more sacrifices 
for the country than thousands of other women havedone. If the pen- 
sion is to be granted for the sacrifices made, then one should have just 
as much as the other. If you are now to make it on the ground of the 
rank held by the officer and_because this lady is the general’s wife—the 
wife of a major-general—and you say that she is entitled to a higher 
pension than the wife of an inferior officer or of a soldier, then I want 
that to be distinctly understood. Let it be understood that she gets 
the higher pension on account of higher rank. 

I want to answer the gentleman from Kentucky a little further. He 
is upon the Pension Committee. He says that he is a friend of the 
soldier. I want to call his attention to how carefully he guards his 
remarks. He says he thinks there is not a man upon this floor who has 
more respect for the Union soldier than he has; and saysif the Treasury 
was full to overflowing that perhaps he might be in favor of granting 
pensions tothese men. He couples his statement with a condition that 
x we were able to pay these pensions perhaps he would be in favor of 

oing so. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think the gentleman has interpolated a word there. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. What is it? 

Mr. ROWELL. The word ‘‘perhaps.’’ 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. In whose language? 

Mr. ROWELL. Mine. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I was not talking of the gentleman 
from Illinois. I got past that some time ago. I was referring to the 

tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I think the gentleman has interpolated two 
_or three periods into my speech. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. As I said before, I do not intend to offer 
any factious opposition to the passage of this bill. Let gentlemen put 
it upon the ground of right, and not say because it has been done 
here and there that consequently we must follow the precedent. If 
you do, I ask where reform in legislation is to come from? If this Con- 
gress is here merely to sit and follow precedents passed by former Con- 
gresses, then I ask the gentleman from Kentucky where the great prin- 
ciples of economy and reform are to come in? We had just as well 
break loose from these precedents first aslast. If they are right follow 
them. Thegentleman admits the principle is vicious, The Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions each and every one of them admits that they 
have offered no general bill. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. TAULBEE. i think if I am permitted to correct a misappre- 
hension which the gentleman has of my remarks, that might obviate 
all this speech on which he has entered. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Iam not entering on my speech. I 
am just quitting. [Laughter]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman is now ready to quit, I am ready 
to let the matter rest where it is. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I am just going to quit. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Very well; if you will quit I will say nothing 


more. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest that we take a vote on this bill in com- 
mittee, and then agree to submit it to a full House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be 
reported with a favorable recommendation. y 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. | 


MARY A. THOMAS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6747) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary A. Thomas, a 


volunteer nurse and superintendent of nurses in the late war, and to pay her 
the sum of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. SWOPE. An amendment was directed by the committee, but 
by some inadvertence has not been attached to the bill. The amend- 
ment was to strike out ‘‘$50”’ and insert ‘“‘ $25.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SWOPE] 
moves to amend the bill by striking out ‘‘ $50” and inserting ‘‘ $25.” 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I call for the,reading of the report. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is a very long report. I hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon his demand. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I do not insist. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call for the reading of the report. When we 


do so. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (interrupting the reading). I beg to state that 
I withdraw the call for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEron] 
called for the reading. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not insist on the further reading of the re- 
port. I want to know simply whether this pension is for service or for 
disability. If the gentleman in charge of the bill will make a short 
statement he can give us that information. 

Mr. SWOPE. Mrs. Thomas, I understand, is old and feeble and 
poor, suffering from the effects of her service in nursing the wounded 
and sick soldiers. The Committee on Invalid Pensions directed that 
the $50 in the bill should be reduced to $25, which is the ordinary 
sum recommended by the committee for volunteer nurses. By some 
inadvertence the report was neglected to be altered in accordance with 
that direction, and the bill also. 

The case of Mrs. Thomas, so far as I am acquainted with it, is ex- 
actly parallel with those of many others who have been allowed a 
similar pension. The Committe on Invalid Pensions have had it in 
serious consideration whether this amount, for which there are already 
a great many precedents, should not be diminished ; whether, in aw 
it is not too large. They have not yet arrived at a conclusion wit! 
respect to that, but they propose to give it immediate consideration. 
In the mean while this bill has been reported for the action of the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I donot wish to make any opposition to this bill, 
but I wish to call the attention of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to the desirability of having a general law in regard to the matter of 
pensioning Armynurses. This bill gives tothis woman a pension equiv- 
alent, I believe, to the pension of a lieutenant-colonel. There were dif- 
ferent grades of nurses, superintendent nurses, regular nurses, volun- 
teer nurses, and irregular nurses. Some served for a long time, some 
fora short time. Some were disabled and some were not disabled. 

I think it is altogether wrong to create a dead level and to put every 
one of these ladies who applies for it, and whose case passes the com- 
mittee, on the pension-roll at $25 per month. I donot desire, however, 
to offer any opposition to this bill, because I do not know enough about 
its merits. But we should certainly proceed with this pension legisla- 
tion in a proper and orderly and sensible manner. Let us have general 
legislation covering every possible class, and then let us act up to the 
general law, and not be coming in with a special bill for every woman 
that happened to serve in the Army for a greater or less time as a nurse, 
I called for the reading of the report in order to ascertain whether this 
lady was simply pensioned as a nurse without reference to disability 
or whether she had rendered any particular service or suffered any dis- 
ability that entitled her to a pension. 

Mr. NEECE. I desire to say on behalf of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions that the committee have adopted a rule that they would not 

ion a nurse simply because she Was a nurss, but she must show a 
disability that grew ont of the service. And where the committee give” 
$25 a month, it is to those nurses who were superintendents and worked 
without pay. Where this was not the case, the pension is $12. 

Mr. McCOMAS. As I introduced this bill, and as this lady is from 
Maryland, I wish to say that as regards her disability it is here vouched 
for in the strongest terms by the surgeon who was in charge of the 
general army hospital at Frederick, Md., for several years, Dr. Weir, of 
New York, an eminent specialist; and Dr. Murray, Surgeon-General of 
the United States Army, also attests the same condition of disability 
and recommends this pension. : 

This lady was a superintendent of nurses in a large general army 
hospital. She received the wqunded from South Mountain, from An- 
tietam, and from Gettysburg, the hospital being between those three 
battlefields. She was there from 1862 to 1865. This pension is asked 
for her as a superintendent of nurses E peace hospital, for her most 
unremitting care and for her most fai services. 

This pension is not to be given because of the services of somebody 
else. It is not the case of the widow of a major-general, a matter which 
seems to excite gentlemen here who are opposed to that policy. But 
the pension is for her own services, which were arduous and constant 
during those years of the war. 

The report and the exhibits make it conclusive and clear that this is 
one of the strongest possible cases of personal service of great merit 
and of injury received and well attested. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as regards the amount, the amount here given 
is that which is given in lesser cases, as I understand from the discus- 
sion, but this lady nurse belonged to the highest grade, 

This lady was the general superintendent of the nurses in that very 
extensive general hospital. I hope this pension will be voted without 
a single voice of opposition. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I wish’ to ask the gentleman [Mr. 
McComas] if this lady is not now in the employ of the Governmentin 
one of the Departments here and drawing a good salary? 

Mr. McCOMAS. This lady is, I believe, for the present—I do not 
know how long she will remain—in some position. I do not know 
exactly what the position is, but I presume she receives a very modest 
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salary, and whether she is to retain it for a few months more or less 
matters not here. This service is twenty years old; it extended over 
four years; and this pension is for the remainder of her life if her case 
is to be treated like that of a pension for a private soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SworE] striking out ‘“‘50” 
and inserting ‘‘25;’’ so as to make the provision read: 


And pay her a pension of $25 per month from and after the passage of this act, 


The question was taken; and the chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. : 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask for a division. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes none. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to insist upon the point 
that no quorum has voted. I make the point simply for the reason 
that we have had such a thorough discussion of the question of pensions 
and of the details of rank in Washington society, that I think it be- 
hooves us all, before we proceed any further in granting pensions, to 
eonsider this subject carefully and to thoroughly digest the immense 
amount of learning in regard to it which has been furnished us this 
evening. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of ordér. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN.. It is not, The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The point being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair appoints 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] and the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] to act as tellers, 

Mr. CANNON. Pending that, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. It is addressed partly to the Chair and partly to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. A number of us have come 
up here this evening to get some meritorious bills through, and we are 
very busy and do not want to come here again next Friday night if we 
ean help it. I hardly think the gentleman from Wisconsin is serious, 
and I hope he will not insist upon his point, but will let us go through 
these bills about which no question is made. 

Mr. BRAGG. I propose to make a question on all of them. It has 
been distinctly announced that there are gentlemen here who oppose 
giving any increase of pension to the relicts of soldiers who were ofti- 
cers, and if there is nobody else in this House who is willing to take up 
the gauntlet in defense of officers I will do it myself, and when the 
question is pending here whether a major-general’s widow shall receive 
the pension that has always been awarded to the widows of officers of 
that rank, and notice is given to this committee that that pension shall 
not pass without the point of ‘‘no quorum’? being raised, I propose to 
step right down and stop the p of this little coterie of citizens 
assembled here as Representatives until we can have that question set- 


led. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman is through 


with his h I will insist again upon my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I want to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Brace] that this bill is not the case in which the gauntlet is 
thrown down. This is the case of a poor volunteer nurse; and if the 
emgage feels bound to make the point of no quorum, let him make 
t in a case where the question is raised upon the pension of the widow 
of a general officer, and not in this case. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have made the point; I have made it advisedly, and 
Tshall insist upon it. No more bills shall be passed by this body until 
that question is settled. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Brace] will 
bear with me, I think he is mistaken as toa matter of fact. He does not 
seem to be aware that the bill to which he refers granting a pension to 
the widow of a major-general has the committee. Because that 
major-general’s widow’s pension bill has the committee, there- 
fore the bills for the benefit of private soldiers shall not pass. That 
seems to be the gentleman’s point. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 22, noes —. 

Mr. BRAGG (during the count by tellers). Mr. Chairman, I do not 
desire to persist in my point. If the Committee of the Whole will rise 
and the House pass the bill for the relief of Mrs. Birney I have no ob- 
jection to going on with other business. 

Mr. TAULB Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], who made the point that no quorum was 
present, has proposed that if the committee will rise and report the bill 
recommended by the committee for the benefit of Mrs. Birney —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that that bill has been laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; that is in the line of what I was saying. 
The gentleman’s proposition is now that the committee rise, that the 
House pass the bill, and that then we can proceed to relieve all those 
one-legged soldiers to whom we are trying to grant pensions to-night. 
I wish to submit to him a modification of his proposition. If he will 
withdraw the point that noquorum has voted, and will allow these 


other bills to be put by this Committee of the Whole in the same po-' 
sition in which the bill for the relief of Mrs. Birney has been placed 
by the action of the committee, then when we go into the House to pass 
these bills I will use what endeavors I can in a legitimate way to bring 
about the passage of his bill. ; 

A MEMBER. That is fair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin withdraw 
the point that no quorum has voted? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move thatthe committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain that motion so long 
as the point that no quorum has voted is insisted upon. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. When the 
report of the tellers discloses the fact that there is no quorum present, 
should not the committee under the rule rise and report that fact to 
the House after a roll-call? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the roll-call. e 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then I suppose the roll-call is the only thing in 


order, ' 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point made by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin isinsisted upon, the Chair will direct the Clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Isa motion that the committee rise in order? ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisnot. [Criesof ‘Regular order!’?] The 
Clerk will call -the roll. , 

Mr. TAULBEE. Believing as I do that a call of the roll would be 
a waste of time and that the only way out of this difficulty is for the 
committee to rise by unanimous consent, I will ask—— [Cries of 
“ Regular order !”] 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair hold that the Committee of the 
Whole can not rise in the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is my understanding of the position of the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read clause- 
2 of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum, 
the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise, and the Chairman shall report the names of the absentees to the 
House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum 
shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without further 
order of the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, the meaning of the rule just 
read is that where the Committee of the Whole desires to procure the 
attendance of a quorum, it shall be able to resort for that purpose 
to the procedure prescribed in that rule; but I submit that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole has at any time the power to rise upon a motion 
for that purpose, the motion that the committee rise being analogous 
in committee to the motion to adjourn in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. With great deference to the judgment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] upon any question con-! 
nected with the rules, the present occupant of the Chair will state he 
has heretofore held that when the point of no quorum is made pend-| 
ing a division in the Committee of the Whole and is insisted upon, ' 
the rule is imperative and the Chair has no alternative, but must in- : 
sist upon the roll being called, unless the point of no quorum be tem- 
porarily withdrawn so that the motion that the committee rise may be 
made. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Isit in order for the committee to rise at this time 
by unanimous consent? ‘ ' 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair it is. ! 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understand that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
is willing to withdraw the point of no quorum so that the committee 


can rise. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Wiscon- 

sin whether he is willing to withdraw the point made by him for the 

purpose of allowing the motion to be made that the committee rise? 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam. . 

Mr.CANNON. Thegentleman from Wisconsin certainly can notcon-, 
trol this committee by his supreme will. If the point of no quorum 
is withdrawn I hope we will proceed with the business of the wpa 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Wis-, 
consin to withdraw his point of no quorum. On the vote upon the . 
question submitted the ayes have it and the amendment is adopted. » 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL moved that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 22. 

So the committee refused to rise. 


REBECCA ALLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5645) 
granting a pension to Rebecca Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
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place on. pension-roll, ng He to the pro: d limitations 
Peete paoe on De mavaye Ta en, eee teins Allen Geman, 
late a landsman on the United States steamer Atlanta. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
ea ieee that it do pass. : 


NANCY R. BROWN. 


The next bnsiness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1997) 
granting a pension to Nancy R. Brown. 
- ‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on pension. the name of Nancy R. wn, 
widow, mother of Ro rt M. Brown, late a lieutenant of Company K, One hun- 
dred and pennan Pennsylvania Volunteers (who was Killed 7 i the battle of 
Predericksbu A., December 13, 1862), at the rate of $25 per month, to. continue 
during pagia Aiae ep and that her pension may date from the lication 
now on file in the office of the Commissioner of P: asses (numbered 0, de- 
pendent mother). 
The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the word “ volunteers,” in line 7,and insert in line 4, after 
“pension-roll,”’ “ subject to the ns and limitations of the pension laws.’ 
Theamendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended waslaidaside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that the bill do 


pass. 
NAVY MARINE CORPs. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4702) 

amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes relating to 
sions to certain disabled persons who have served in the Navy or 
Corps. 

Mr. BRADY. As to this bill I move by unanimous consent it be 
informally passed over, not to lose its position on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. Itis not a private bill and ought not to be here. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was passed over. 


SARAH ANN WILLIAMS. 


~ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6919) 
granting a pension to Sarah Ann Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
f the I 
thorized and dire oes Interior ct to tho provisions and 


laws, the name of Sarah Ann Williams, dependen 
mother of Kneeland Badger, late a soldier of Company K, Fourth Vanoni Vol: 


The OTA hunedivonk of the committee is to strike out ‘‘ soldier ’’ and in- 
sert ‘“‘sergeant.’’ 

Theamendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. STARR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6718) 
grating a pension to William H. Starr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the ee 
name of William H. Starr, late a private in Company D, Eighth Illinois Infa 
dimena nane Tr amra ape erakar ega a eei and haitaton of | the 
pension la ws, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELANDER M. MOONEYHAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6801) 
granting a pension to Elander M. Mooneyhan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &e., That the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pisco on the penãion-roll, sul gent o the provisions a and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Elander M. dow of Thomas J. 
Mooneyhan, late first lieutenant of Guanine a OT Reentydourth Regiment of 
Missouri V: Volunteers, and pay her a pension from and after the passage of this 


The amendment of the committee is as follows: 
Strike out, in line 6, the words “ late first lieutenant.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask the gentleman why the words “ate first 
lieutenant ’’-are stricken out. Was he not first lieutenant? 

Mr. MORRILL. He was acting as first lieutenant, but had not been 
commissioned or mustered. The committee make it an invariable rule 
that the man must have been commissioned and mustered. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
‘ RICHARD HORRIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6120) 
for the relief of Richard Horrigan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That ms of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorizedand directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Richard Horrigan, 
at the rate per mote ich the medical examination entitles him to, by reason 


of rupture received while a atone a of Company A, ce re ment New 
York Volunteers, to date from his d he service of the United 


from t 
the pension granted by this act shall be in addition Ax the one he is 
now receiving for another disability. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out in lines 8 and 9 the words “to date from the discharge from the 
service of the United States.” 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

STOKELEY D. DAGLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6655) 
granting a pension to Stokeley D. Dagley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior ae, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions.and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stokeley D. Dagley, late a member 
of the Clay County (Missouri) enrolled militia, 

The bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET MADDEN 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4143) 
for the relief of Madden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Margaret Madden, of Long Island City, in the county of 
Queens, in the State of New York, widow of Christopher ien, late a private 
in Company Bof the Eighty-fo: Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


ioe Neos inning in Sea an the following: 
a BARITONE ram the rate of s) ah pe month, and the allowance 


pr rovided f Phage minor een eter sixteen the 10th 
y ol 


age, from and after 
August, A. D. 1866, the date of the death of bet eid Indsband. 7 
The amendment was to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 
ROBERT GRAY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 620) 
eet a pension to Set a, 
The bill was read, as fi 
eang renner E EANA be, and he ishe: directed 
gg eg at hg of 
A T sok A AMDE on thn neat tere sa scant ised 
The bill was laid siida 4a Da ence. ee ne See the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


“HENRY BOLLMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3366) 
granting a pension to Henry Bollman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


wed to pints ike namo et tary 
propiak Pommaybonaia Gat 
County, Iowa, on the pension-ro! 
the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


SARAH BROOKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3645) 
granting a pension to Sarah Brooks. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pongo wan subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pet late laws, the name of Brooks, mother of William 


Brooks, late a private in Company D, Sixty-first Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Vounteers.” . 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JACOB MADISON PRUITT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5051) 
to place the name of James Madison Pruitt on the pension-roll. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ject to the — and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name-of James itt. 

Sec, 2. That this act shall be in force from and after its passage. 


The committee recommend the substitution of the name “Jacob” _ 
instead of ‘‘ James.” 

Also amend the title so as to read: ~ 

A bill to place the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt on the pension-roll. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WASHINGTON T. OTEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4882) 
granting a pension to Washington T. Otey. + 


rof the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
Iman, late of Com y L, Fourteenth 

, and now a resident pipina Wayne 
' subject to the provisions and limitations of 


The bill is as follows: 
carter nore ane That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed te name of W: nm ‘I. Otey, late a lieuten- 
oi the pensourott atthe rae = Ilinois ofe nfantry Volun! 
pension- erate o per mo su he provisions an 
limitations of the pension laws. ny 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN RANDOLPH HAMILTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2156) for 
the relief of Johy Randolph Hamilton, of the State of North Carolina. 
ar bill was read, as follows: 


é&c., That John Randolph Hamilton, of the State of North Caro- 


it enacted, 
San is hereby relieved of all political ities imposed n him by the third 
section of the fourteenth amendment to the n of the U United States. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MICHAEL M’GRAYEL. 
The next business- on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5975) 
to increase the pension of Michael McGrayel. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Michael McGrayel, late of Com- 
pany B, Ninety-cighth Illinois Volunteers, to $40 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now received by him under certificate 76625. 


.  ‘Thecommittee recommend to strike out “‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty- 
six.” 
The amendment was to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
NANCY BATTORFF. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 364) 


granting a ion to Nancy Battorff. 

The bill is as follows : 

Be it enacted, €c., ee’ the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, su’ ios the provisions and 


iow of James 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy a Be 
piparisi ndiana Volun- 


o latea erdiren in rinte ipae F, Thirty-eight 
teer Infantry. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 
MARY A. TIBBETS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 135) grant- 
a pension to Mary A. Tibbets. 
bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., a gear egg ementa ap oo and he fapana i ome 
thorized and pension-roll, sy oe 
and Limitations the penslon In sre thename of Stary A. Dost motos of Ia. 


L Tibbets, late a private in Company K, Eighty-second Regiment Indiana 
Yoluateors. 


The bill was laid Beh. Be Eee ee Dees with the recom- 
mendatton that it do pass. 


BRUNO SCHULTZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6774) 
granting a to Bruno Schultz. 
ee bill is as eset 


itenacted, &¢., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
GA and directed to pices the pension-roll, su to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bruno — ree Company F, 
Twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteers (pension claim No. 195125). 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM P. CARLETON. 
ee Sone ee RA DELIE TE D 
granting a pension to William P. eton: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, poser Dae Bena au- 
Aarete und hea e to saiwa pension-roll, subject to and 
laws, iliam P. Carleton, late of Com- 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House withthe recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ORSON W. SEARS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7075) 


granting a pension to Orson W. Sears. 

‘The bill is as follows: 

Be it on œo., That the Secretary of the Interio: and he is hereby, au- 
Feasa y 1 ere Br peapea tonsee eet mig aetna 
limitationsof the m laws, the name of Orson W., Sears, of n County, 


ment Ohio Voluatecrs. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES W. SANFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6135) 
granting a pension to James W. Sanford. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions m nd 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James W, Sanford, late of Com- 
pany G, Second Ohio Volunteers. : 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


vate in Company B, One hundred and twenty-cighth Regi- 


HENRY G. BALLINGER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6126) 
granting a pension to Henry G. Ballinger. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Sec f the Interior be, and he h is, di- 
od to —_ on the Densionroll, subject to = the provisions and isions and i imran limitations of 
r, cH 


the pension laws, the name of Henry G 
sep (Missouri) militia, and pay him a pension m and 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CATHARINE THENN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6776) 
granting a pension to Catharine Thenn. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary ef the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe Fopiabipe ye aml 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Catharine Thenn, widow of George 
M.Thenn, late of Company D, Second Regiment Missouri Artillery (pension 
claim No. "304977). 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SOLOMON J. GRISSOM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7617) 
granting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, Topa is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pensién-roll, Tiag adn visions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Solomon J. Grissom, lateof Company E, 
Twentieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


TLEZEKIAH TILLMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7614) 
granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah Tillman. 

The bill is as follows: 
Fe ep mg E 
of Company B, Sixth Indiana Infantry, and to pay him $30 per month from and 
after the passage of this act. 

The committee recommend the striking out of “thirty” and the 
insertion of ‘‘twenty;’’ so it will read $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to te reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MES. M. A. LEWIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5174) 
granting a ion to Mrs. M. A. Lewis. 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the ee be, ‘tage he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. i A. Som mother of Thomas 


Lewis, late of Company L, Second —— Illinois Volunteer aad and 
to pay her a pension as dependent relative from the passage of this 


The bill soos lsd. alia 0. bs OOED OA EDA Mamas Wish fia PODR- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY MANES, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2800) 
granting a pension to Mary Manes. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it rary Peta That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the su to the provisions and 

limitations of the ion laws,the name of Mary of William 

sanpa late a member of Company D, Fourth sion of Wisconsin Cavalry 
Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
AMOS C. WEEDEN. 
‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8085) 


granting a to Amos C. Weeden. 
oS dose was read, a follows: 


disabilities eager gs while poral 
Sixth Regiment of Rhode Island Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CUMMINS PORTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8088) 
granting a pension to Cummins Porter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the 1, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the Pension Office, the name of Cummins Porter, late a private 
in Company F, Second Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery. 


Mr. BRADY. I notice that this bill has the expression ‘subject to 


. 
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the provisions and limitations of the Pension Office.” It ought tobe| The bill was read, as follows: 


*‘ pension laws.’ I move to amend by substituting the word ‘‘laws’’ 
for the word ‘‘office.’’ 

The amendment was nan bor 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. Í 


MRS. SALLIE ANCRUM. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7168) 
for the relief of Sallie Ancrum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitati 
e Ancrum, widow of Aaron Ancrum, 
late of Company G, Thirty-fourth Regiment United States Infantry. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
4 NANCY FRANKLIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7365) 
for the relief of Nancy Franklin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the conditions and 
limitations of the on la the name ef Nancy Franklin, of Madison 
County, North Caro! dependent mother of Balis Norton and James Norton, 
late of Second Regiment of North Carolina Volunteers, United States Army, 
and Josiah Norton, late of the Third North Carolina Regiment, United States 
as all of whom were killed in tight on Laurel, North Carolina, Septem- 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN MALONE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6670) 
granting a pension to Susan Malone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
seer eet al eater hs E eae a eer 
and visions of the pension laws, the name of Susan Malone, widow of Will- 
Sama Malone. late a private in Gompany H, One hundred and tenth Regiment 
United States Colored Troops, who died during the war of 1861 to 1865. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 6, strike out the word “ private” and insert the word “ sergeant.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendafion that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. NEECE. I ask unanimous consent to call up out of its order 
the bill (H. R. 426) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Robbins. 
Objection was made. 
MANHATTAN PICKETT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7165) 
to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett, late a sergeant 
of Company B, One hundred and twelfth Regiment New York Volunteers, to 
$50 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him. 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions recommended the following 


amendment: 
In line 6, strike out $50 and insert $36. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. [Iask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. SWOPE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7165) 
to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett, respectfully report: 

‘This soldier is now in receipt of a pension for gunshot wound, described as 
follows by J. L. Stewart, president board of examining surgeons: 

“Gunshot wound of or surface of left leg, leaving an ulcerated, dis- 


charging wound 3} inches long over the lower part of the emius muscle, 
the lower third of which Ayn H has been removed by in ry action and 


or man r, causing a disability equal to the loss of a hand or 


Dr. Pickett has appeared personally before your committee, and, having ex- 
amined him ey: they find the leg atrophied, with a large ulceration, which 
is evidently in h 

The leg segar bandagingio be constantly renewed, and is ofensive to the 
smell. This impai: his general health and reduced it to so low an ebb 
that an amputation of the leg, though very much to be desired, would now be 
exceedingly dan us and probably fatal. 

Taking all things into consideration, your committee think that this pen- 
sioner would be better off had his leg been amputated. 

They recommend that the bill be amended by striking out “$50” and insert- 
ing “ 36." and that so amended it do pass, 


‘The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. ; 
JOHN BUTLER. 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5411) 
granting a pension to John Butler. 


Sunare producin, in and weakness of the leg and ankle, and impairing 
oh ty fe wed fabo 


Beit £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on tħe pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Butler, late of Company E, 
Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. 


The bill was laid aside to be 
mendation that it do pass. 
HENRY N. HUGGINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1678) 
for the relief of Henry N. Huggins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to paos the name of Henry N. Huggins, dependent father 
of Andrew P. Huggins, deceased, late a private in Senesi K; enty-fourth 

ent New York Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the con- 
ditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ANTONIA B. LYNCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1630) 
to increase the pension of the widow of the late Capt. Dominick Lynch, 
United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to increase the pension now allowed Mrs. Antonia B. Lynch, w kow of 
the late Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States Navy, from twenty-five to fifty 
dollars per month, ‘ 


The Committee on Fnyalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 
In line 6, strike out * $50" and insert “ $39.” 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1630 
to increase the pension of the widow of the late Capt. Dominick Lynch, Uni 
States Navy, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit 
the following By te è 

Mrs. Antonis B. Lynch, widow of Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States Navy, 
was granted a pension at the rate of per month, from ber 11, 1884, the 
date of the officer’s death. Therate granted is that of the widow of a lieutenant 
in the Nayy, the rank held by the officer at the time of the incurrence of the fatal 
disease, according to the interpretation by the Pension Office of the evidence 
filed in support of the widow’s claim. 

Dominick Lynch was appointed a midshipman in the Navy February 2, 1829, 
prom: to mid: July 3,1835, to lieutenant September 8, 1841, to 
commander on the reserv: 

4, 1867, to captain on the active-list January 20, and died at Brooklyn, N. Y., 

During the late war he served on the Daylight, and later commanded the 
Bainbridge, the naval station at Beaufort, S. C., and the steamer Saint Lawrence, 
of the North Atlantic blockading squadron. 

Dr. Henry N. Read, who attended the officer in his last illness, testifies that 
his death was due immediately to cerebral hemorrhage, depending upon intra- 
cranial rupture of artery, degenerated from attrenomatous deposit. His heart 
had been affected for years with valvular disease due to acute endocarditis, the 
origin of which was inflammatory rheumatism; brought on by e: re. 

The report of the Navy De ment of the medical history of this officer dur- 
ing nearly fifty years of service is unusually complete. From this it appears 
that he was under treatment for rheumatism seven days in 1847 and two days 
in 1851, but at no time thereafter. 

The widow is over sixty years of age, and an invalid, having the care of a 
daughter physically unable to earn a su rt. Her only son, who contributed 
to the support of the claimant and her invalid daughter, has been taken from 
her recently by death, thus leaving her entirely dependent upon the small pen- 
sion now paid to her by the Government. 

For nearly forty years claimant has been the true and faithful wife of a 
lant officer, who, as heretofore stated, has honorably served his country fora half 
century on sea and jand. Her present pension is entirely inadequate for her 
support and the maintenance of a ph ly disabled daughter, and therefore 
comes to Congress for relief, asking t her pension be increased from $25 to 
$50 per month, in order that she may be able to retain the station in life in 
which her late husband’s official position has placed her. 

There are several precedents to which your committee desire to invite atten- 
tion, in cases no more meritorious, or entitled to more favorable consideration 
than the one atissue. The widow of Maj. Levi Twiggs, of the Marine Corps 

relative rank with that of lieutenant in the Navy), was granted an increase from 
to $50 per month by a recent Congress; as was also the widow of Capt. John 
Gallagher, United States Navy, and in the Forty-seventh Congress a bill passed 
giving the ae of Frederick Collins, United States Navy, an increase from $25 
to rmonth, 

koant action on Sepur of the Hòuse in similar cases, however, is deemed 
by your committee cient to indicate that such precedents should no longer 
govern us in the consideration of bills asking for rates of pension in excess of 
those provided by the general law, and therefore must decline to grant the rate 
asked for in the bill under consideration; but believing that the cause of the 
officer’s death originated after he became a ni of being traceable to 
the slight attacks of rheumatism, from which he is shown to have suffered many 
years previously and while holding the rank of lieutenant, we are of opinion 
that the claimant is entitled to the ion provided for the widow of a n 
in the Navy, namely, $30 per month, and therefore recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out the word “fifty,” in line 6, and inserting instead thereof 
the word “thirty ;” and thus amended, be passed. 


The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
ERDMUTHE KIRCHNER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5931) 
granting a pension to Erdmuthe Kirchner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Erdmuthe Kirch- 


reported to the House with the recom- 


_October 10, 1884, 
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ner, dependent mother of Carl Kirchner, late a private in Company G, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM BISHOP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6688) 
for the relief of William Bishop. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
instructed to place the name of Willam Bishop, late a private in Company E, 
Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH A. ROBBINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 426) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Robbins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it lepep es That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth A. Robbins, mother of 
William ger ins, deceased, late a private in Company E, Seventh Regi- 
ment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM J.. HEADY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5635) 
granting a pension to William J. Heady. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of William J. Heady on the pension- 
roll, for gallant and meritorious services in the Mexican war, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, . 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment inserting 
after the name "H ,’’ in the body of the bill, the words ‘‘as ca 
tain,” so as to make it read: ‘‘To place the name of William J. Heady 
as captain on the pension-roll,’’ &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr: SWOPE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the report in 
that case read. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Pennsylvania will 
hear a brief statement I am sure he will not question the justice and 
propriety of this proposed legislation. 

Captain Heady is well known to the State of Kentucky. In the 
prime of young manhood he responded to the call of his country in the 
war with Mexico. The record of Its gallant services is a part, and a 
noble part, of the history of his country. After serving with bravery 
and distinguished ability, facing death upon many a field of danger, 
he was captured by the enemy, and for nine months lingered in a loath- 
some dungeon. But, without attempting to recapitulate all the serv- 
ices of Captain Heady as a soldier, I desire to say that they were well 
known then and have been recognized since by his fellow-citizens, who 
have honored him with their confidence by elevating him to distin- 
guished positions in her legislative councils. à 

Now, sir, after a long and honorable life, he finds himself in his old 
age broken in fortune and in health, without means, but not without 
friends. I say not without friends, for I hold in my hand a petition 
in his behalf signed by several hundred of the worthiest and best cit- 
izens of my district—lawyers, physicians, judges, and merchants—in 
which they say: 

His advanced age, want of health, eminent services and sufferings during nine 
months’ imprisonment in the Mexican war, entitle Him to a liberal pension that 
he may live comfortably for the balance of his life, * 

Captain Heady is now, Mr. Chairman, an old man, past three score 
years and ten. Shall we not—shall not the Government which he has 
so faithfully served, give from its abundance this little pittance, that 
his declining years may be free from care and want ? 

I submit this question with full confidence that it will be favorably 
responded to. 

Mr. SWOPE. I withdraw the request for the reading of the report. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

LEWIS W, SCANLAND. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3043) 
granting a pension to Lewis W. Scanland. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis W. Scanland, late of Colonel 
Burbank’s regiment of Illinois volunteers in the Black Hawk war. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended amending the bill by 
striking out, in line 6, the name ‘‘ Burbank’s”’ and inserting the name 
‘‘ John Thomas's’? and inserting in line 7, after the word “‘regiment,”? 
the words ‘‘Captain Barnsback’s company;”’ so as to make it read 
“Lewis W. Scanland, late of Col. John Thomas’s regiment, Captain 
Barnsback’s Company, &c.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHBE H. MEECH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 1649) 
granting a pension to Phæœbe H. Meech. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phebe H. , widow of Hor- 
ace J. Meech, late a second lieutenant in the Second Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers, in the Mexican war, and to pay to her, from and after the passage of 
this =; a pension at the rate of $15 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. : 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to that bill, I 
opposed it in committee, and I would like to have the report read. Ido 
not think there is a particle of evidence to sustain the claim. 

The report (by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1619) grant- 
ing a pension to Phebe H, Meech, respectfully submit the following report: 

hæbe C. Meech is the widow of Horace J. M who was a soldier in the 
Mexican war, serving gallantly and faithfully. By the records of the adjutant- 
general's office at Albany, N. Y., he is shown to baye been commissioned second 
lieutenant in the First iment Volunteers on the 19th day of February, 1848. 
with rank’‘from that date. Also, the same fact is shown by quite a number of 
witnesses. Whether he was mustered or served as a second lieutenant is not 
clear. He was honorably disch: on the 28th day of J ag Loon He applied 
for a pension, but died in 1851, before receiving the same.- The applicant was 
pensioned in 1875, but only from that date and only at the rate of so. per month,- 

From all the facts in the case your committee are of the opinion that she is 
entitled to receive pension as a widow of a second lieutenant, ‘They therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, there is no proof to show 
that that officer, if he was an officer, ever served as such, and that is 
my ground of objection to the bill. We asked the gentleman who re- 
ported the bill, and he said that the records, even the records in the 
office at Albany, did not establish the fact that this man was ever 
mustered in or served asa lieutenant. There was simply some in- 
definite testimony by outside parties. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of Mr. WHITE, of the 
Committee on Pensions, who reported that bill, [ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be passed by informally, and be permitted to retain its 
place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 


REBECCA REESE M’KEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6323) 
granting a pension to Rebecca McGee. 

The bill was read, as follows: e 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ng Me to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca McGee, the widow of Cap- 
tain McGee, a soldier of the war of 1812, at the rate of $25 per month. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended amendments striking out, 
in line 6, the name ‘‘ Rebecca McGee ” and inserting ‘‘ Rebecca Reese 
McKee;”’ striking out, in line 7, the name ‘‘ McGee” and inserting 
‘‘ John McKee,” and changing the title so as to redd, “A bill granting 
a pension to Rebecca Reese McKee.”’ 

The amendments were to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

_Mr. MORRILL. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration, 
under the special order of the House, business upon the Private Calen- 
dar, and had instructed him to report to the House sundry bills with 
various recommendations. z! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I want to know how it is, when every vote here to-night has disclosed 
the fact that we have no quorum present, that this committee has been 
able to rise. RIAS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I am asked the question by a friend on 
my left if I am going to ask a separate vote upon the bill granting an 
increase of pension to the widow of General Birney. I desire to say to 
the House in connection with that inquiry, in order to set myself right 
before the House, that I did announce the determination to object to 
the passage of that bill until there should be a quorum present to act 
upon it. I made that announcement because I believed it was wrong 
to pass the bill, and I believed it was proper for me to interpose every 
objection that the law would permit to defeat its passage. I think so 
yet. . 

But it is one of a series of bills, three or four hundred in number, all 
more or less meritorious, and it has been announced by another gentle- 
man upon this floor that he intends to take advantage of that circum- 
stance to call for a quorum in every case—a course of action which 


must necessarily be fatal to each and all of these bills. Ican not afford, 
Mr. Speaker, right as I am in my position, to defeat this objeetionable 


3790 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 23, 


bill by furnishing a pretext—a flimsy pretext—upon which to break 
down these other bills, the merits of which no man on this floor doubts. 
Therefore, I now state that I havereconsidered the determination which 
I announced a while ago to raise the question of a quorum on the pas- 
sage of the Birney bill. 

I will refrain from raising that question in the interest of harmony 
and in order that these other meritorious bills in which so many gen- 
tlemen on this res mak s0 gees soldiers are interested may have proper 

eat ZACH. TAYLOR. 

pe x ZACH. GF R. Mr. Speaker, I ask that House bill 7156 be 
laid aside for a separate vote. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the Clerk reaches the bill indi- 
cated that action can be taken. 

The Clerk began to read the title of the first bill reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. One moment. Mr. Speaker, I desire thatthe bills be 
taken in their order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They will be called in their order un- 
der the rule. The Clerk is now, in accordance with the usual practice, 
reporting first the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole without 
amendment. After those are of, the bills that have been re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole with amendments will be 
taken up in their order, That has been the invariable rule. 

Mr. BRAGG. I want to understand the proposition made by the 
gentleman who requested that a certain bill be laid aside. I want to 
know what it is. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BRAGG. The r order does not prevent me from address- 
ing an inquiry to the Chair as to what the proposition was in regard to 
laying a certain bill aside—— 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Wisconsin on the left? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. 
TAYLOR]. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
House bill No. 7156. 

Mr. Tre TAYLOR. I willstate my proposition when that bill is 
reach 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair advises the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee that he will have the right when that bill is reached to ask 
a separate vote. 

The Clerk read the titles of the following bills, reported from the 
Committee of thg Whole on the Private Calendar without amendment 
and with the recommendation that they do pass: 

A bill i R. 576) for the relief of Louisa C. Beezeley; 


The proposition of the gentleman from 


It was that a separate vote be had on 


A bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John McGowan; 

A bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of Charles Schuler; 

A bill (H. R. 7300) for the suet of Randolph Seaman; 

A bill (H. R. 7222 earn pension to Callie West; 

A bill (H. R. 1585) for the S lif of Mr of Mrs. Margaret Colbath; 

A bill of R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; 

A bill (H. R. 6452) granting a pension to Samantha A. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Casteel; 

R. 6453) granting a pension to Martin J. Reynolds; 


A bill (H. 
A bill tt R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Robbins; 
A bill (H. R. 6721 SAUNE 5 Cn sa Toba: Westerhouse, late 


of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade (Thirteenth) 
Maryland Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7073) granting a pension to Mary S. Woodson; 

A bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension to James D. Cotton; 
A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antoinette Birney, 
widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney; 


A bill (H. R. 5645) granting a pension to Rebecca Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 6718 granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 6655) granting a pension to Stokeley D. Dagley; 
A bill (H. R. 620) granting a pension to Robert Gray; 

A bill (H. R. ope granting a pension to Henry Bollman; 

A bill bt R. 3645) granting a pension to Sarah Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to W: n T. Otey; 
A bill (H. R. 6774) granfing a pension to Bruno Schultz; 

A bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to William P. Carleton; 
A bill (H. R. 7075) granting a pension to Orson W. Sears; 

A bill (H. R. iaa granting a pension to James W. Sanford; 
A bill (H. R. 6126) granting a pension to Henry G. Ballinger; 
A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Catharine Thenn; 

A bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom; 
A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Lewis; 

A bill a R. 2800) granting a pension to Mary Manes; 

A bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden; 

A bill (H. R. 7168) for the reliefof Mrs. Sallie Ancrum; 

A bill (H. R. 7365) for the relief of Nancy 

A bill (H. R. 5411) granting a pension to John Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of Henry N. Huggins; - 
A bill (H. R. 5931) granting a pension to Erdmuthe Kirchner; 
A bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop; 


A bill (H. R. 426) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Robbins; 
When the bill in the foregoing list (H. R. 7156) to increase the pen 
sonor Antoinette Birney, widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney, was 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR said: I desire a separate vote on this bill. 
The custom has been heretofore to pass these bills in gross where no ob- 
Ls yrs has hom made. But I will wait till we come to the question 
of fina 

Mr. BRAGG, I object to laying the bill aside. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As there is objection—— 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The Chair did not hear the remark of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ZAcH. TAYLOR], who said that he withdrew any 
objection to the engrossment and third reading of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Brace] objected to laying the bill aside. 

Mr. HATCH. But the gentleman from Tennessee withdrew. the re- 
quest that the bill be laid aside. There is no objection to the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of the titles as 
above recited. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the bills which 
have been read by their titles will be considered as engrossed and read 
a third time. The Chair hears no objection; and it is so ordered. Did 
the gentleman from Tennessee withdraw the demand for a separate vote 
on House bill No. 7156? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I would like to have a separate vote on the 
passage of that bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us vote on that first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first put the question 
on the passage of the bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Antoinette Birney. 

Mr. BRADY. Does it require unanimous consent to take this bill 
up out of its regulaworder? If it does, I object, because I desire that 
before we reach that bill we may pass other ss Soba have been en- 


grossed. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Virginia objects, 
the bills will have to be taken up in their order until we reach that bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iask a separate vote on the passage of each bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first bill in order is the bill (H. 
R. 576) for the relief of Louisa C. Beezeley. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In view of the ibility of the question of no 
quorum being made—— [Cries of * Regu lar order!’?] Iwish to sub- 
mit—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order is demanded. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In order to obviate the necessity of a separate vote 
on each bill, which I think will wmanecessarily consume time—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr, TAULBEE. I have no more to say, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of House 
bill No. 576. 

Mr. BRAGG. I believe I have the floor; have I not? 
ee SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin has 

e floor. 

Mr. BRAGG. I only desire to say thatif the understanding is there 
is to be no call for a quorum on any of these bills, I do not desire that 
they shall be voted on separately. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Thatis the proposition I wished to submitin order 
to obyiate the consumption of time. 

Mr. BRAGG. But ifthe purpose of the gentleman who desires a 
separate vote on the bill for the reliefof Mrs. Birney is to raise the ques- 
tion of no quorum, we may as well meet the question now as later. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the Chair might be permitted to 
make å su; ion—— 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Ifthe gentleman from Wisconsin wants to 
call for a quornm, he can do it; I have no objection. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘That does not answer my question. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I willanswer it. When we get to your bill 
I will make the motion I desire to make. 

Mr. BRAGG. All right. 

Mr. BYNUM. I hope gentlemen will let this little bill pass. 

The SPEAKER pro Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 

uire a separate vote on each of the bills? 

Mr. BRAGG. I requirea separate vote on each bill, and I announce 
that I shall call for a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Louisa C. Beezeley. 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the previous question on the passage of 
that bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not necessary. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill. » t 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 26, “uid 0. 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now MARGE 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL was not agreed to, there being—ayes 
6, noes 18. 
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Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary in 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman ao state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. IfI heard the statement of the Chair correctly in 
submitting the question to the House on which a division was called, 
it stated it was on the passage of the bill. Now, is it not a fact the 
question really was on ordering the previous question? The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BYN) demanded the us question on 
the passage of the bill, and-of course that had first to be disposed of 
before the question could be taken on the of the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. The previous question I understood was treated as 
though it had been ordered, no objection haying been made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist on his de- 
mand for the previous question? 

Mr. BYNUM. I did demand the previous question, and now insist 
upon it as the point has been made. 

Mr. BRAGG. Whatis the point now particularly before the House ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I make the point of order that the division of the 
House which took piac was out of order, because the previous ques- 
tion was called for by the gentleman from Indiana, while the question 
submitted to the House was on the passage of the bill. The division 
ought to have been upon ordering the previous question, which was de- 
manded by the gentleman from Indiana. As I have stated already, 
e Chair put the question to the House as being on the passage of the 

ill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pointis well taken, and the ques- 
tion ought to have been stated to the House on ordering the demand 
for the previous question. The Chair will now submit that question. 

Mr. BRAGG. I demand a division on that vote. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Irise to a point of order, that the Chair announced 
the vote before the gentleman called for a division. 

Mr. RANDALL. He could not make demand for a division until 
he knew by the statement of the Chair how he believed the vote had 
gone. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 21, ee none. 

Mr. BRAGG, No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BRADY. In regard to the question of a aaoi it seems to me 
the position of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR] is 
misunderstood. I understood him to state in my presence he did not 
intend to raise the question of a quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. Then why does he not state it himself? 
ee BRADY. I understand he has stated it on the floor of the 

ouse. : 

Mr. HATCH. Nobody has heard it. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Virginia misappre- 
hended me. I have not stated whether I would or would not call for 

a quorum. 

Mr. BRADY. Iunderstood you to say you would not raise the ques- 
tion of a quorum. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. - I said I wanted a separate vote on that par- 
ticular bill, and my object in doing so, as gentlemen can easily under- 
stand, was ’to have it go over until we had afull House. I havenever 

yet called a quorum on any bill in these Friday sessions. The prece- 
dent was set by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in 
reference to bills in which I was interested, not by virtue of being the 
author of them, but because I had reported them. ‘Those bills, be- 
- cause of the point of no quorum having been made s upon them, were 
postponed until they could be voted upon in a full House. 

ie TAULBEE. So far.as the precedent for calling for a quorum is 
concerned, I believe I express the sentiment of the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions when I say that in concert he and 
others agreed the legislation under consideration should not proceed 
further until those cases were decided in a full House. That was 

agreed to that we would decide those pension cases of the nature to 
which the gentleman from Tennessee has referred by a vote in a full 
House. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Why not let these bills in like manner go 
over to be voted on in a full House? 

Mr. TAULBEE. So faras I am concerned, pharing bom i in sympa- 
thy with the movement on the part of the chairman, I am not willing 
to make the poss of no quorum and so obstruct legislation. Iam 
quite satisfied if the were present he would not make the 
point. But, so far as referring the question to a full House is con- 
Fass x =e be the wish of the members here present I am willing 

to agree to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imake se motion again, that the House adjourn. 

The motion was 

The SPEAKER pro cli The point of no quorum haying been 
made on ordering the previous question, the Chair will appoint as tell- 
ers Mr. Braco and Mr. BYNUM. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes none. 

Mr. BRAGG. No í quorum has voted. 
rene TAULBEE, Does it not require a jury to order a call of the 

ouse ? 

Mr. BRAGG. No; but it requiresa quorum to be present before you 
can get on further with this business. 


Mr. “TAULBEE. It has become perfectly apparent no legislation 
can be had here to-night unless gentlemen on the one side and the other 
can come to some agreement, and a3 there seems to be no indication on 
the part of those insisting on calling for a quorum, I move the House 
take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BRAGG. You can not take arecess when no quorum is present. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask whether the differences can not 
be arbitrated under the new bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. Perhaps they may be as soon as the new bill passes. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. PU TUBEN: I rise toa parliamentary i inquiry; at least I think 
it is su 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifa resistless body come in contact with an im- 
movable body what will the consequence be? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRADY. An all-night session. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not feel called upqgto 
answer, 
Mr. NEECE. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous consent that 


we now take up the Birney bill and take a vote upon it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I object. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to inquire if it isin order to move a call - 
of the House ? f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. PETERS. Then I move a call of the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Pending that motion, I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The motion for a call of the House was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 3, noes 21. 

Mr. BRADY. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Would a motion to take a recess be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then I won’t make it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAULBEE, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of a quorum, I ask 
unanimous consent that the pairs be reported and considered as present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request can not be entertained. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
yote be taken on the Birney bill first. I understand the gentleman 
from Tennessee will not object to that now. 

Mr. BYNUM. Lobject. [Cries of “Too late!’’ 

Mr. MORRILL, I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 
sain SPEAKER pro tempore. 

il. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antoinette Birney, widow of a: 
Gen, David B. Birney. 

* The SPEAKER. Thisbill having been read a first and second time, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, the question_recurs 
on the of the ill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore decided that 
by the sound the ayes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I wanted to make a motion in reference to 
that bill. I understand the Chair tosay thatthe bill is passed. Now, 
I wanted to move to lay it aside with the previous question upon it to 
be taken up and considered in a fall House. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the House. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair has announced Sap vote, 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Then I call for a division. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask consent that the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee be submitted to the House, and I understand that he 
will abide by the result of the vote. 

Mr, ZACK. TAYLOR, Unless that motion is entertained I shall ob- 
j of the bill without a quorum. 
protempore. What motion? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I insist that a motion be entertained that 
this bill be laid over with the previous question upon it to be referred 
to a full House. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would it be 
in order for the gentleman from Tennessee to move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this bill until a day certain, say to-morrow? That will 
reach what he desires. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order. s 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Then I make that motion, that the farther 
consideration of this bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What time to-morrow ? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I understand that an order was made that 
a certain bill was to come up for consideration immediately after the 
reading of the Journal to-morrow. Ifso, I would make the motion to 
postpone until Monday immediately after the reading of the Journal. 


The Clerk will report the title of the 
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The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 7, noes 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 18, noes, 4. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paea ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. On that I ask a separate vote. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there a demand for the previous 
question upon the other bills? 

Mr. BRADY. I withdraw that and ask to proceed in the usual 


way. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there a separate vote demanded upon 
other bills? 

veral MEMBERS. No. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments, in addition to those reported without amendments above, 
were severally considered, the amendments to, and the bills as 
amended ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being read 
the third time, were namely: ` 

A bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Mon- 


roe; 

A bill s R. 7519) to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins; 
A bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; ~ 
A bill (H. R. aio} granting a pension to Nancy R. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 6919) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 6801) granting a pension to Elander M. Mooneyhan; 

. R. 6120) for the relief of Richard Horrigan; 

R. on) for the relief of Margaret Madden; 

. R. 5975) to increase the pension of Michael McGrayel; 

. 7614) granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah Till- 


EEE 


R 
. R. 8066) granting a pension to Cammins Porter; 
. R. 6670) granting a pension to Susan Malone; 
. R. 7165) to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett; 
. R. 1630) to increase the pension of the late Capt. Domi- 
United States Navy; 
granting a pension to William J. Heady; 
granting a pension to Lewis W. Scanland; 
to place the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt on 


jaeferfsafen] 


the pension-roll; and 
A bill (H. R. 6323) granting a pension to Rebecca Reese McKee. 
The titlés of bills Nos. 5051-and 6323 were amended to conform to 
the action of the committee. 
Senate bills of the following titles were read the third time, and 


A bill (5. 364) granting a pension to Nancy Battorff; and 
A bill (S. 135) granting a pension to Mary A. Tibbets. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the varipus votes by which the 


pension bills had been ; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was to 


agreed to. 

The bill (S. 2156) for the relief of John Randolph Hamilton, of the 
State of North Carolina, was read the third time, and passed (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. MO . I move that the House do now adj 

The motidn was to; and accordingly (at 10 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


ourn. 
o'clock and 37 


; PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition for a pension to Mrs. Mary P. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition of Knights of Labor, Local Assem- 
bly No. 4824, of Cincinnati, Ohio, against the free-ship bill—to the Se- 
lect Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to House bill 6571, grant- 
ing a pension to John D. M. Amburst—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of various citizens of Sidney, IIL, to 
place on the pension-roll the name of John C. Carpenter—to the same 
committee, E 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Corpus Christi, Tex., in re- 
gard to House bill 1513—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of citizens of Clearfield County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of the bill for the suppression of the traflic 
in intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, and for the scien- 
tific educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, against the admission of 


yoo) and other materials free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, 

- Also, memorial of G. D. Hess and O. P. Reese;, of Joseph Brady and 
Daniel Mapes; of Grangers Nos. 96 and 157 of Pennsylvania, for legis- 


_| lation to ee the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy prod- 


ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Patrons of Husbandry, Granges Nos, 215, 534, and 
109, praying for legislation to prevent the manufacture and sale of im- 
itation dairy products—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of Patrons of Husbandry, Granges Nos. 215, 534, and 
109, of Pennsylvania, against the admission free of raw material—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Corning, N. Y., to 
amend section 2, Schedule F, tariff of 1883—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Isaac W. Keim, president, 
and others, citizens of Reading, Pa., for legislation in favor of redeeming 
trade-dollars—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Welcome Home Grange, Berks County, Pennsyl- 
vania, against all legislation favoring the admission free of duty to the 
ports of the United States of agricultural products, such as wool, jute, 
sugar, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorial of Grange No. 271, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, protesting against the admission of agricultural raw materials 
free of duty—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 271, Patrons of Husbandry, asking for 


‘the suppression of the sale of imitation dairy products—to the Commit- 


tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Memorial of Grange No. 244, of Pennsylvania, 
protesting against legislation favoring the admission to our ports free 
of duty of all agricultural raw materials such as wool, hides, raw sugars, 
tobacco, &c., and asking for agriculture the same protection that is 
afforded other industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of same, for the passage of a bill to protect the dairy 
interests of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT» Petition of 108 citizens of Vermont, New Hamp- 
Lo and Maine praying for a tax on oleomargarine—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of J. M. Welker and 1,000 others, citizens 
of Williams County, Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill No. 6570 
to prevent the sale of imitation butter—to the same committee. 

y Mr. HISCOCK: Petition in regard to Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of J. B. Dinsmore and 416 others, for a 
revenue tax on oleomargarine and other imitations of butter—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

‘By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Soldiers and Citizens’ National League, 
praviog ne pensioning of all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Holston, praying reimbursement for property 
taken by Union troops during the late war—to the Committee on War 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary E. Parker and others—to 
the same committce. - Š 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of the people of Delaware County, New 
York, to tax imitation butter—to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of New England conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, composed of 193 ministers and 27,688 members, Edw. 
G. Andrews, president, for protection of the Chinese—to the Committee 
on Foreign irs. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Memorial of James McCabe, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of 51 citizens of Mills County, Iowa, in 
favor of the passage of a bill regulating interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of A. F. and T. W. Potts, of Panola 
County, Mississippi, for reference of their war claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of Daniel Schultheis, late of Com- 
pany H, Forty-ninth Illinois Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of the Knights of Labor of Moline, T11., 

the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. : 

Also, memorial of the same, in favor of the construction of the Henne- 
pin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Statement of the views of the Penn- 
sylvania Association of Ex-Union Prisoners of War, favoring the 
of the bill pensioning said prisoners—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Grange No. 675, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Pennsylvania, protesting against the admission free of duty 
of wool and other raw materials—to the Committeeon Waysand Means, 

Also, memorial of the same, for legislation to prevent the manufact- 
ure and sale of imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resolutions of the Assembly of New York, 
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for the protection of producers and consumers of dairy products—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of Grange No. 216, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Pennsylvania, against the admission of certain articles free of duty— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of citizens of Christman and of Empire, 
Colo., regarding pay of third and fourth class postmasters—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Memorial of members of the bar of Washington, 
D. d., in regard to the business of the Court of Claims and matters 
connected therewith—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of the Woman’s Indian Associa- 
tion, and citizens of Omaha, Nebr., asking the passage of Senate bill 
No. 52—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and zolored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of citizens of Atlantic County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Johnson County, Kansas. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Of citizens of York, Franklin, and Hamilton Coun- 
ties, Nebraska. 

By Mr. SYMES: Of citizens of Greeley and Denver, Colo. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 24, 1886. 


‘The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXPENSES FOR SEAMEN AT LIVERPOOL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of State of an 
appropriation for expense of shipping and di ing seamen at Liver- 
pool the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ; 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR ARMY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting aletter from the Secretary of War, 
with inclosure, asking that the sum of $200,000 of the appropriation 
for pay, &c., for the Army for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, be 
transferred to the same appropriation for the current fiscal year; which 
was aaen to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JACKSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BENNETT, for ten days, on account of important business, 
including to-day. 

MAGDALENA REHKOPY, 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendment to the bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Mag- 
dalena Rehkopf was concurred in. The Senate amendment simply 
changed a letter in the name; and itappears the bill was correct in the 
first instance. 

The SPEAKER. This was an amendment correcting. as was sup- 
posed, an error in thename of the pensioner. It was ascertained on ex- 
amination that the name as the bill passed the House was correct. If 
there be no objection, the vote will be reconsidered, and the House will 
non-concur in the Senate amendment. 

There was no objection. 


BUSINESS OF POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I askunanimous consent to submit for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, the Ist and 2d days of June, imme- 
diately after the morning hour for the consideration of bills and resolutio 
be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be reported and calle 
up by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, not to interfere with 
revenue or appropriation bills, nor with prior orders, nor with the consideration 
of reports from the Committee on Public Lands, under the special order. And 
if the consideration of such business shall be displaced, then the next days not 
previously setapart shall be devoted tothe consideration of the same until it 
Shall be disposed of, or until two days shall have been consumed, subject to the 
above-mentioned interference. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


XV II—238 


BRIDGE OVER OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Iask unanimous consent to call up from 
the House Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 7938) to 
authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Elevated Railway and Bridge 
Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Covington and Cincinnati Elevated Railway, Trans- 
fer and Bridge Company, and its successors or assigns, are hereby authorized 
and empowered to erect a bridge across the Ohio River between Covington, Ky. 
and Cincinnati, Ohio, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the gene 
law regulating the construction of bridges over the Ohio River: Pro how- 
ever, That said ene shall not be of less elevation than the Covington Cin- 
cinnati suspension bridge, and may be constructed without a pivot draw-span. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
whether there is not power enough under the general law to construct 
this bridge without a special act? I reserve the right to object until 
the gentleman makes an explanation. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. ‘The general law provides for a 500-foot, 
opening between the piers over the main channel and requires a ‘‘ pivot 
draw-span.’’ This bridge is to be as high as the suspension bridge, and 
the proof before the committee shows that it is sufficiently high not to 
impede navigation, and there is no necessity for the “‘ pivot draw.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the general law as to bridging the Ohio 
River, I wish to inquire what is the necessity for the passage of this 
bill? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. The bill provides that the bridge may 
be constructed without a ‘‘pivot draw.’’ It is to be as high as the 
suspension bridge, and there is proof before the committee that the 
suspension bridge is noimpediment to navigation. This isa unanimous 
report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. After the cxplanation of the gentleman from 
Nebraska, I make no objection: 

There being no.objection, the bill was brought before the House for 
consideration; and it was ord to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


E. P. THOMPSON, 


Mr. BYNUM. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be disc from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thompson, and that the same be 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to E. P. Thompson, assistant rat Indianapo- 
CRB ep e beg hope org iors 
1831, for which he was held liable by the postmaster and paid = enonnk 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask my friend from Indiana if this case does 
not fall within the general Jaw? 

Mr. BYNUM. The Postmaster-General held that this case did not 
fall within the law, the stamps having been stolen and then destroyed. 
The law covers those stolen and also those burned; butthe Department 
held that as these stamps were first stolen and then burned the law did 
not cover the case, and this party failed to obtain relief. The case, 
therefore, had to be referred to Congress for its action by a special bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BYNUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pow d; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TUCKER, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order is called for. The regular order 
is, under the prior order of the House, the consideration of such bills 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary as may be called up or 
indicated by that committee. 

Mr. BRAGG. During the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER: Immediately after the reading of the Journal. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5910) to de- 
tach the counties of Howard, Little River, and Sevier from the western 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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and add them to the eastern Suia ot Acke; and I yield to the 
panra from Ohio [Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR]. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Fr kg e e oes Tale Dien aed borin AA Sena 
vides that Howard, List Sevier Counties shall be embraced in the 


es residing 
ma; district at 


Sec. 2. That all actions or proceedings now pen pending against 
said western 


ofall record entries, shall 


be to 
and the same shall proceed in all respects as though originally commenced in 
said court at Little aE ORANA 


SEC. a ‘That all Jaws and parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby re- 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply seeks the con- 
venience of the people of these three counties. It is acquiesced in as 
necessary by the members of the Arkansas delegation and approved by 
the unanimous report of the committee. 

I trust that no time will be taken up in the discussion of it—in fact, 
I do not think any one wishes to discuss it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a ie oom and being 
en ; ib was acco: ly read the third time, and 

. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
is sa passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLERKS OF UNITED STATES COURTS, CALIFORNIA, OREGON, 
NEVADA. 

Mr. TUCKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 3593) to repeal section 840 
and to amend section 839 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
and I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section numbered 840 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same is hereb | Eda gage ye 

SEC. 2. That section 839 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 839. No clerk of a district court or clerk of a circuit court shall be al- 
roa ae by the Attorney-General, except as provided in section 842, to retain of 

the fees and emoluments of his office, or in case both of the said clerkships are 
held by the same person, of the fees and emoluments of said offices, ively, 
for his compensation, over and above his necessary office expenses, 
including necessary clerk-hire, to be audited and allowed by the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, a sum exceeding $3,500 a year for any such 
district clerk or for any such circuit clerk, or exceeding that rate for any time 
less than a year.” 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, having had House bill 3593 under considera- 
tion, beg leave to report: 

That section 840 of the Revised Statutes provides that the clerks of the several 
circuit and district courts in California, m, and Nevada shall be allowed 
double fees. This bill proposes to repeal that section, and to so amend section 
839 that those officers shall receive the same compensation as is provided for the 
clerks of like courts in other States. 

Whatever reasons once existed for the additional allowance to clerks of these 
— have ceased to exist, and your committee recommend the passage of said 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There is ageneral impression in the minds 
of members that this bill has reference to the fees of the clerks of 
United States courts generally. Itrefers only to the clerks of the courts 
in California and Nevada. The statute originally, and until now, pro- 
vided that those clerks should have double fees. This isto repeal sec- 
tion 840 of the United States Statutes, which makes that provision, and 
to conform section 839 to the fact. With that understanding there 
will be no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does this bill make any provision for 
the compensation of” deputies of the clerks of these United States 
courts? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It does not change the law in that respect. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then they are left to be covered by 
the general law. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; the same as now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This puts the clerks of the courts to which it 
relates upon the same footing with the clerks of the United States courts 
in other States. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being | claims 

, it was y read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EZRA. B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AND 


ROBBERY IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. TUCKER. Icall up the bill (H. R. 4849) to punish robbery in 
sa aan Territory; and I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas 
ERS 


[Mr. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


any by 
Indian person or property of Indian, 
former act peri raray robbing the mails or any person PP pines a eget 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the report: 
The report (by Mr. ROGERS) was read, as follows: 
diciary, Kornea had under consideration bill IL R. 


There are ae panishin g the robbingof the mailsand 
the NS a pienk oT property ae tothe United States, and also in 
other instances 


afew bbery is e under existin; Root rsin It is not in- 
tended by this bill to interfere in any way with any statutes relating 
to the crime of rob 

There is no statute punishing robbery in the Indian coun’ „except as stated. 
This crime is not unfrequently committed in that country. metimes Daor 
road trains are sto . and the companies and express com and 

ro! and the can only be punished under the gen- 

eral statute for larceny, the mum of which is $1,000 fine and one 
year's imprisonment. This punishment the 


with the character “this offense stated. T 


necessary to nse much more severely, and the commi 

a severer or this class of crimes 

sme te Tear kane a sieaa Sac paeva p anian ekk ana Ee te areak 
numbers. 


Your committee therefore urge the passage of this bill. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, that report, I assume, isa sufficient ex- 
planation of the reasons for the passage of this bill. Therefore, if no 
gentleman desires to put any question or to discuss the matter, I move 
that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by whic’z the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HORSE-STEALING IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. TUCKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 5188) prescribing the pun- 
ishment of ho ing in the Indian Territory, and yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [ Mr. ROGERS]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit &e., TEA A han Neage tel gerd court of the United 
States of oes Bora aare. GSI foal, or ‘ule and where said 
Enator to RATE DEBO ooauainet ae n Dadian erti shall be punished 
by a fine of not more than $1, 000, or eee AA tea te years, 


prisonmen 
That this aot sè pone ge sx : nue, 9 Se nekaa of the court: rainy oe 
act shall not a orapply to any prosecution now pending or the 
already committed. 


prosecution of any offense 
Sec.2, That all acts or parte of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
ed: Provided, 


That said acts shall remain in force for the punishment of all 
persons who have heretofore committed the crime of larceny. 
Mr. ROGERS. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. parent was read, as follows: 


sary to 77r punishmen 

State, and perhaps EENET being fifteen years’ im pen 
The result is, the Fhorsethief follows hisvocation in the Territory. Ttisbelieved 
the passage of this bill will go far toward deterring his operations in that conn- 


The committee therefore urge the passage of this bill. 


Mr. ROGERS. The report explains the object of this bill, and, un- 
less some one desires further explanation, I ask that the bill be put 
upon its passage. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Sfr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by ich the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion sp rei be LOR LRO 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. TUCKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 5189) limiting the time 
for the presentation and payment of claims against the United States. 
The bill was read, as‘follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatall claims for back pay or bounty due to officers, soldiers, 
or to any other persons for services in the late civil war, or any previous war, shali 
be presented to officers the Treasury Department, or other 


Bf this set; and all othe 


ted within four years from the 
act; acl; and al claims aae be presen ited States originating hereafter 


within six years from the time they originate to the accounting 
the Treasury Department, or other proper tribunal, for settlement and payment. 
No claim shall be acted upon or paid unless within the time hereiu 
named. In computing the years of limitation herein fixed no time shall be in- 
cluded when the person entitled to ) present the claim shall be a lunatic, saan 
or under any other legal disability: Provided, That the claims men: 
shall not be co to inelude the accounts of i Aea i diebattalcag 
officers, or other persons disbursing money or accountable to the United States 
for property: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to re- 
vive any claim now barred b; y the statute of limitations. 


Mr. TUCKER. On behalf of the committee, I move to amend the 
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bill by striking out “ 
ing;’’ so as to make theclause sn ‘and all claims against the United 
States accruing hereafter shall ae ewnine within six years,” &c. 
The amendment wasagreed to. 
Mr, BEACH. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary whether, in his opinion, this bill will amount to anything; 
whether it will be effectual to accomplish the i so in yiew? 


” in line 11, and inserting “‘accru- 


Mr. TUCKER. I will say to the gentleman New York and 
other members of the House that this bill was two years ago 
by Judge Ferriss, who was then the Second Auditor of the Treasury. 
There is accompanying the report astatement made by the present Au- 
ditor of the , commending the bill as absolutely necessary for 
the transaction of the business of that Department. The Department 
is crowded with these claims, purporting to have originated at various 
dates. The purpose of this bill is that, so far as concerns any claim 
against the Government before the Departments, there shall be this 
limitation. If the party, notwithstanding this limitation, has a good 
claim, let him come before Congress or go before the Court of Claims, 
under a bill which has been before this House. We think it wise that, 
so far as these Departments are concerned, there shall be this limitation 
on the presentation and payment of these claims. 

Mr. BEACH. The gentleman does not answer my question. I de- 
sire to know whether this bill will operate as a statute of limitations 
and prevent the introduction of bills in future Congresses. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. TUCKER. It will not. 

Mr. BEACH. Then in this connection I desire to ask the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee whether there was not referred to his com- 
mittee a resolution introduced by myself proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution so as to establish astatute of limitations against claims 
of this character? 

Mr. TUCKER. And that will be acted upon in due time. 

Mr. BEACH. I am sorry to hear that, because ‘‘due time” means 
no time at all. 

Mr. TUCKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; with the Judiciary 
Committee it means always the right time. 

Mr. BEACH. -With the Judiciary Committee it is the fact that 
‘‘Man never is, but always to be blest.’’ 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir; we are blessing you to-day. [Laughter. ] 

ae ee een ora third reading; 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
a Teer CKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
come and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL JURISDICTION IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. TUCKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 5545) conferring civil ju- 
risdiction in certain cases arising in the Indian Territory on the United 
States court which now or may hereafter exercise criminal jurisdiction 
over said Territory; and I yield thé floor to the Serene from Ar- 
kansas [ Mr. ROGERS]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the courts of the United States which now or may here- 
after exercise criminal jurisdiction over the Indian Territory, or any part thereof, 
orover any Indian reservation, civil Jurisdiction niso ofany statute of the Uni 
States, shall haye and exercise civil j Paren also within the limits of the ju- 
dicial district in which said courts are held: Provided, That thisact shall not be 
so ipni as to vest said courts with EA cr over controversies 

In ns. 
e and final issued by a ni 
Bg hee Serna beta yak E nor 
Territory shall extend to and be executed in said Territory in like manner as in 
the district from which the process issued. 

Mr, ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the chambers of commerce and other 
public bodies in nearly all the States surrounding the Indian Terri- 
tory have memorialized for the establishment of civil jurisdic- 
tion over that Territory. In the early part of this session I introduced 
a bill on this subject, which was peieeed to the Judiciary Committee. 
That committee has given to this subject as full, careful, and mature 
consideration as can be bestowed by the committee on any subject; 
and the committee has reported this bill as meeting the requirements 
of the case so far as, in the opinion of the committee, they could be met. 
The report is unanimous; and, unless there is some occasion for discus- 
sion, I will, in view of the importance of other measures to be called 
up by the committee, consume no further time. I ask the House to 
pass the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM L. DUNLOP, TRUSTEE. 
Mr. TUCKER. I call up the joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for there- 
lief of William L. Dunlop, trustee; and I yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts yar. Couns]. 


between 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
nited States 


Representatives Amer- 

Congress Tet tee Oates Baten in ver vor UN the said. Wiliam 

ie Dunlop, of the Disisiot O ee oe of the Seus of George Lowry, 
of said District, dı his heirs and 


y surrender, aban- 
proai reie p ananta ha 
—_ a A aua mins 
ington, in the District phe 


e southwest side of 
anted at the northwest 


due east till it intersects with sal eer s one bane 
s line to the place of beginning, with the free use a 


thence with said Fr 
d ney of 9 feet in width, and with the brick dwelling-house 


er waives of ay ceed 


The SERED This resolution appears to be for the benefit of a 
private individual, and has been referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, 

Mr. COLLINS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be di from the further consideration of the rese- 
lution, and that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly; and the House 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Anamendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, to insert 
oer the words ee lot,” in line 8, the word ‘‘any,’’ was agreed 


The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

Mr. COLLINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISPUTED HANDWRITING EVIDENCE. 


Mr. RANNEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, moved to take 
from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 7212) providing for evidence 
in cases involving disputed handwriting. 

There was no objection; and the bill was taken up and read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in all cases, civil or criminal, comparison of a disputed 
writing with any writing proved to the satisfaction of the judge to be genuine, 
shall be permitted to be made by witnesses; and such writings, and the evidence 
of witnesses ing the same, may be submitted to the court and jury as 
evidence of the genuineness or otherwise of the writing in dispute. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and : 

ire, RANNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDGMENTS AND DECREES, UNITED STATES COURTS, 


On motion of Mr. TUCKER, the House Calender was ed from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2497) to regulate the effects 
of judgments and decrees of courts of the United States in the several 
States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That judgments and decrees rendered in a circuit or district 
“court of the United States within any State shall take effect, by way of lien or 
otherwise, to the same extent and in like manner, and not otherwise, as judg- 
ments and decrees of the courts of such State: v however, That whenever, 
by the laws of any State, judgments and decrees rendered in the courts thereof 
are made to depend for their effect, as liens or otherwise, upon the docketing, 


registry of the same, or many other requirement of law, the same shall not 
eld to apply to the ju ts and denen of the circuit: and district courts 
of the United States, unless now, or until or yeas the laws of such State shall 


authorize them to be docketed or re compliance with any other of 
said requirements, in the same manner as pe henian and decrees of the courts 
of such State: , however, That ninety days from the rendition of any 
judgment or decree of said courts of the United States hereafter rendered, or 
from the passage of this act as to any such judgment or decree heretofore ren- 
dered, be allowed to any party for compliance with the laws of any State as to 
the docketing or ry, or other requirements —— to judgments and de- 
crees of the courts t ; and such compliance shall be held sufficient to give 
te effect thereto according to said laws, anything to the contrary notwithstand- 


That in all other respects the judgments and decrees of the said courts 
of the United States shall be enforced and carried into effect according to the 
laws of said State as if they were rendered in the courts of said State 

Sec. 3. Thatalllaws and parti of laws inconsistent herewith be, and are hereby, 
repealed, 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been reported back from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary with an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the second section, as follows: 

“Sec, 2. Thatin all other respects the judgments and decrees of the said courts. 
of the United States shall be enforced and carried into effect serene to the 
laws of said State as if they were rendered in the courts of said State.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. This isa bill affecting judgments and decrees 
of the Federal courts, and the amendment reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary seems to be of some importance. I hope, there- 
fore, the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary will state the 
effect of the bill and proposed amendment. 
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Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I will make a short statement of the 
urpose of the bill and what I consider itseffect. As the law now stands, 
‘ederal judgments in a State have the same effect by law as judgments 


ina State. The House will find by referring to the original statute that 
the statute refers to the law of the State at the time of the passage of the 
United States law, or any subsequent law which shall be passed by the 
State. The consequenceis, there is lack of uniformity in the operation 
of judgments of the Federal courts and those of the State courts. 

Of late years in my own State and in manyothers it has become an 
abuse that the effect of a judgment as a lien is only from the time it is 
docketed upon what we call the judgment docket as against ap 
for value without notice. I understand the same law has heen pasea 
in a great many other States. Theconsequenceis, as the Federal judg- 
ment is left without such docket because the State law does not allow 
Federal judgments to be docketed, this proposes the Federal judgments 
shall stand upon the same basis as a lien as a State judgment by being 
docketed if the State law permits it to be docketed. Therefore the bill 

rovides Federal judgmentin States notwithstanding they shall not be 
Hocketed shall become liens unless and until the State shall pass alaw 
authorizing the docketing of Federal judgments as well as State judg- 
ments. : 

Then the other question raised before the committee, and which is 
as I understand to be the subject of amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, is this, which is, I think, a fair question for the consid- 
eration of the House: If a judgment is rendered to-day in a Federal 
court at common Jaw it would be a lien in every State by virtue of its 
rendition; but as the law now stands it will not be a lien in any other 
county than where it is rendered unless it is docketed. The effect of 
that is where a man, who purchased property upon which the judgment 
would be a lien, would get a good title if it were not docketed in that 
eounty. 

Mr. STRUBLE. As it is now. 

Mr. TUCKER. But it seemed to the committee it was fair in case 
of Federal judgments, which were now a lien all over the State, that 
the judgment creditor should have a short time, and we have given 
ninety days to docket his judgment in various portions of the State. 
Otherwise the judgment debtor might make an alienation of his prop- 
erty to some purchaser for value. We therefore, as I have said, have 
given ninety days for that purpose. That has been done in my own 
State, and I understand it has been done in a great many other States. 

The only question is whether there shall be any time allowed the 
judgment creditor to docket his judgment in the different counties of 
the State, or whether it shall be only a lien from the time it is docketed. 

Mr. REAGAN, Ido not understand exactly what is meant by the 

- word ‘‘docketed”’ in this connection. 

Mr. OATES. Itshould be docketed or registered. 

Mr. TUCKER. The language of the bill is docketed, registered, or 
any other requirement, as the case may be. This was done because I 
did not know in preparing this what the requirements in some of the 
States were in that regard. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Suppose the amendment of the committee to this 
bill is adopted. I wish to ask the gentleman from Virginia what effect 
would that have upon the ngas of the purchaser who purchases the 
property between the time of the rendition of the judgment and the 
Rocketing of the judgment? 

Mr. TUCKER. If there was no judgment docketed the purchaser 
would be protected. , e 

Mr. REAGAN. Just at this point let me interrupt the gentleman 
from Virginia. This isa very important part of the bill and needs 
careful consideration. I would like to know—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman from Virginia has not answered 
my question; I mean, what is the protection of the purchaser who pur- 
chases after the rendition of the judgment and within the ninety days? 
Would he secure a clear title to the property or not? 

Mr. TUCKER. If ninety days are allowed it will relate back to the 
date of the judgment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that judgment liens run for ninety 
days; by this provision, and that being the case, there is no notice to the 

urchaser within the ninety days, and if he purchased within that time 
he might lose his property or his money. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is just the point I am making, and is one 
that should be carefully guarded. The provision may be in the bill, 
but ifso I have not seen it. 

Mr. TUCKER. I think, sir, that I will not compliment the com- 
mittee, but it is only proper to say that the bill is carefully drawn in 
every respect and js well guarded upon every point except, perhaps, the 

rticular one to which the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa re- 

tes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will you yield to me a moment? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to call the attention of the House to that 
provision of this bill which gives effect to a judgment outside of the 
county in which the record is made for a term of ninety days before it 
is recorded, and to ask the House to consider what the effect of that 
provision will be. It isapparent that if a judgment is rendered in any 
particular county in a State by the Federal court, if the judgment lien 


- 


takes effect from that particular date and continues in effect for ninety 
days until it can be recorded in another county, you will see its effect 
will be that any one purchasing that property, in however good faith, at 
any time within the three months would be likely to lose his money. 
He would have no record evidence, and would purchase without any 
constructive notice, though purchasing in good faith, and yet this would 
have the effect of taking his money from him. That can not be right. 

I do not know how it is generally in other States, but in my State 
the judgment of the court is a lien in the county in which the judg- 
ment is rendered after the date of its rendition and in any other county 
from the date of the record; and it becomes a constructive lien upon 
the property from that date. So that by this provision of our law no 
one can be defrauded by purchasing under the provision of our law 
without a constructive notice. 

It seems to me we should not lay a trap to enable the fraudulent 
debtor, if he sees proper todo so, to sell his property in fraud of the 
creditor orthe purchaser. He would have actual notice that his property 
was in danger, but that notice does not protect the man who in 
faith Should purchase the property in that time, so that it is obvious 
it would give the fraudulent debtor, if he chooses to swindle any per- 
son out of the price of the property, the period of three months to do so; 
and I trust, therefore, the committee will admit an-amendment to per- 
fect the bill in that regard. 

Mr. TUCKER. I would like to say a word, Mr. Speaker, on this 
point, as I may have been misunderstood, or may not have fully ex- 
plained the provision of the bill in question. 

This bill does not make any new Jaw in reference to liens of judg- 
ment. It simply gives to the Federal judgment the same lien, and 
none other, that it would have if the judgment were rendered in a State 
court. I understand in Vermont, the State of my friend and colleague 
on the committee [Mr. STEWART], that a judgment is no lien upon 
land at all. Is not thatso? This bill does not pro to make ita 
lien in Vermont. Itsimply says that the judgment havethe same 
effect, by way of lien, if rendered in a Federal court that it would have 
if rendered in a State court; orif the State law requires, in order to the 
validity and efficiency of the lien, that it shall be docketed, registered, 
or any other requirement, that that requisition shall not be made of the 
judgment creditor in the Federal court unless the State law permits 
the creditor to docket the lien and judgment. 

Mr. REAGAN. But does itnot have the effect of giving, within the 
ninety days, to the fraudulent debtor the opportunity of swindling the 
purchaser of the property? 

Mr. SYMES. Let meask the gentleman from Virginia if the judg- 
ments in thé Federal courts in the States are not now, in effect, the same 
as judgments in the State courts? 

Mr. TUCKER. I will answer my friend from Texas by saying that 
it may be in some States that the lien is only a lien from the end of ninety 
days. Ifso, the bill does not make it otherwise. 

But I would say, in the State of Virginia the lien goes back to the date 
of the judgment if it is docketed any time within the ninéty days, and 
that would be the effect of this bill, if it passes, on all judgments in the 
Federal courts of Virginia. 
~ Mr. HOLMES. May Task the gentleman from Virginia whopays the 
expense of this indexing of the judgment? 

Mr. TUCKER. The judgment creditor. 

Mr. OATES. ‘The bill does not create any lien at all? 

Mr. TUCKER. Not at all. 

Mr. OATES. It only provides for ‘the registration of judgments and 
decrees, whereby under the State laws there is a lien. 

Mr. TUCKER. In other words, and I want to be distinctly under- 
stood, the whole effect of the bill is to make uniform the effect on liens 
of judgments in the Federal and State courts; it is to make them uni- 
form aecording to State law. But we provided in this case—and that 
is the point towhich the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa will 
be presented—we provided in this case that as the Federal judgment 
creditor had a lien all over the State without any limitation, without 
even the limitation of requiring it to be docketed, we said we will re- 
quire you to docket it if the State law requires it; but we will give 
you ninety days, and the only question is whether that period of ninety 
days will be allowed or not. 

Mr. BAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. Suppose the State Jaw allows an exemption of $1,000, 
would not the effect of this be to reduce the lien obtained in the Fed- 
eral court $1,000? 

Mr. TUCKER. Notatall, On the contrary, the second section of 
the bill originally seemed to lean in that direction, and for fear it would 
injure the lien we struck out the second section. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the previous question is called I want to 
enter a motion to strike out the proviso beginning at line 17 of the first 


section. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Virginia if he 
has any objection to fixing the time at sixty days instead of ninety 
days? 

Mr. TUCKER. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR]. : ; 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The object of this bill is not to make a 
new lien or to enforce more rigidly the old one. It is solely for the 
benefit and convenience of the people. A lien can be obtained now on 
real estate in most of the districts to the extent of the district, and com- 
mences the moment the judgment is entered and docketed. This pro- 
vides a way whereby the knowledge of those judgments and liens may 
be brought home to each county and district. This bill provides when 
the State passes such laws as to authorize the docketing of the judg- 
ments of the United States courts in the various counties, so that the 
people can go to their own county seats and know what liens are 
entered there coming down from the district courts for the convenience 
of the judgment creditor he may have mery days in which that dock- 
eting in the State court may take place. thatis not done the judg- 
ment remains still a lien, if this law is not passed, during that ninety 
days, and that is not to the disddvantage of the creditor. But if this 
law should be so changed because of amendments as to interfere with 
the lien during the ninety days, then the creditor has lost what he now 
has, a lien during the critical ninety days, and by the alienation of the 
property to which the lien should attach the ends of justice are defeated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a question? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have you thought of this question, What effect the 
stay laws would have in reference to suspending the enforcement of a 
juagment, whether this law that you have here would open the judg- 
ments and decrees of a court of the United States to those laws? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. We did not have that point suggested in 
committee, and I am not prepared to answer definitely, although I may 
say that was not intended. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose not; but I ask you to look carefully at 
the language here, and see if possibly the effect of this language is not 
to make the judgment subject to the laws of the States respectively as 
to the time and manner of collection. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I should suppose it refers only to the 
matter of the lien and no other. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The language is quite broad— 


That judgments and decrees rendered in a circuit or district court of the United 
States within any State shall take effect by way of lien or otherwise— 


Or otherwise— 


to the same extent and in like manner, and not otherwise, as judgments and 
decrees of the courts of such State, 

Now, I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio whether the effect of this 
section is not to put all judgments and decrees of the United States 
courts under the State statutes in reference to the time and manner of 


their collection? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It was not so unde ; but I can not 
answer the question further. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like the gentleman’s judgment on it, as a 
lawyer, now. 


wW 

Mr. BAYNE. I would liketo ask the gentleman from Ohio aques- 
tion. Suppose the State enacts a law authorizing the docketing or 
registering of judgments obtained in the United States courts in the 
several counties of the State, and suppose the judgment creditor in the 
Federal court fails to enter that of record, what then ? 

Mr. EZRA BeTAYLOR. He has no lien under this law. 

Mr. BAYNE. It does not nullify the judgment? 

Mr. EZRAB. TAYLOR. Itdoesnotnullify the judgment; but there 
is no other law that gives alien, and this lien isgiven conditional upon 
his doing that, 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not see anything here that makes the judgment 
void or determines the lien. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There is no pretense of making it void, 
but there is no other law but this that makes the lien. The lien exists 
by reason of this law, and that is a condition of the law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER] whether this bill does not subordinate these Federal judg- 
ments to the State law with reference to the time when they can be 
collected. 

Mr. TUCKER. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to have the 

of the bill carefully. 
T. LYMAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] later, but I now yield the floor for a moment to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LyMAN], that he may offer an amend- 
ment which he proposes. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am in full accord with what is at- 
tempted to be reached by the provisions of this bill. Its object, as I 
understand it, is to make the judgments of Federal courts and the 
judgments of the State courts in the same State or district of the same 
effect; and it is for the reason that I think the bill does not entirely 
meet that purpose that I propose to offer an amendment, and will now 
offer it, if it be in order. The amendment is to strike out the last 
proviso of the first section of the bill, the portion of the section which 
provides that the judgment creditor shall have ninety days after the 
rendition of the judgment in which to file a transcript of his judgment 


gentleman read the lan- 


in the various counties of the State. In Iowa we have a statute the 
substance of which I can repeat. It provides that the judgments of 
courts of record are liens upon real estate in the county within which 
they are rendered from the date of their rendition. They are not liens 
in any other county in the State until a transcript is filed in the county 
in which the land lies upon which it is sought to enforce the lien and 
docketed upon the judgment docket of that county. The inquiry is 
made by a gentleman near me whether the judgment isa lien anywhere 
until docketed. It is a lien in the county in which it is rendered from * 
the date of its rendition, but in no other county until the transcript 
has been filed. 

There are two objects to be met by this bill; at least I have two 
objects in view in supporting it, as I shall do if it shall be perfected 
so as to attain those objects. One is to protect the judgment cred- 
itor. ` The other is to protect those who may become bona fide purchas- 
ers of real estate. Now, if this ninety-day provision shall stand in the 
bill, then, when a party desires to obtain an abstract of the title to a 
piece of real estate in any particular county, he will be compelled to ap- 
ply to theclerk of every Federal court in the State to ascertain whether 
within the past ninety days a judgment has been rendered against 
the defendant. It seems to me that that destroys the uniform opera- 
tion of the Federal and State judgments. The State judgment is not 
a lien until it has been adopted, and why should the Federal judgment 
be a lien during those ninety days any more than the judgment of a 
State court? No relief-is afforded, as I understand it, during those 
ninety days. There is no certainty about the title during that period. 
Let the judgment of the Federal court stand upon the same footing as 
the judgment of a State court. 

Mr. CANNON. IfI understand the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LY- 
MAN], notwithstanding the passage of this bill, it would be just as 
necessary to examine the records of the Federal courts as it is now. 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. * 

Mr. TUCKER. With this difference: At present, a party has to ex- 
amine the dockets of the Federal courts for years and years back; but 
under this law his examination would be limited to ninety days. 

Mr. CANNON. That does not furnish much relief. 

Mr. LYMAN. We have a statute in Iowa providing for the docket- 
ing of these Federal judgments just like judgments in State courts; 
and the object of this bill being to make both classes of judgments of 
uniform operation, it appears to me that we meet it, not only in Iowa 
but in every State, by saying that the judgment of a Federal court in 
any particular district or State shall have exactly the same effect that 
a judgment of a State court has when the same proceeding shall have 
been taken. I think the object will be met by striking out the last 
proviso in the first section of the bill, and I now move that amendment, 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Would not the gentleman be willing to modify 
his amendment so as to provide that the judgment of a Federal court 
should become a lien only from the date of docketing it in the various 
counties? 

Mr. LYMAN. That is what I mean to do. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Then why not make it a little more definite? 

Mr. LYMAN. I will modify my amendment so as to express that 
proposition clearly. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, it will never do to adopt this amend- 
ment. Should it be ingrafted upon the billit would make it possible 
for a debtor, as soon as judgment was rendered against him and before 
it could be perfected and docketed in any county, to convey every foot 
of his real estate within the boundaries of that county, and thus put 
it beyond the reach of the judgment. 

Mr. GILFILLAN, Is not the same proposition true with reference 
to judgments of the State courts now ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Why, Mr. Speaker, where judgments are rendered 
in a county by the State courts the judgment can be docketed almost 
instantly. In some cases it may be open fora day or two; but itcan be .« 
perfected and docketed within a reasonable time. But as to the judg- 
ment of a Federal court located at some distance away, it might beim- 
possible to perfect the judgment and send a transcript to the several 
counties in time to prevent the debtor from conveying his real estate. 

Now, what the bill proposes to do is this: In all cases where the laws 
of a State require that the judgmentof the State court shall be docketed 
in the several counties of the State in order to become a lien upon real 
estate located therein, the bill provides that Federal judgments shall 
also be docketed in the same way in order to make them a lien in the 
respective counties, allowing ninety days for perfecting the judgment 
and completing the docketing. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Why not give judgments of the Federal courts 
and judgments of the State courts the same privileges and benefits? 

Mr. CASWELL. Because the Federal court is often held at a distance 
from the county where the land is located. 

Mr. LYMAN. As to my own county, the Federal court rendering a 
judgment is not farther away than the State court. 

Mr. CASWELL. Why, frequently the Federal court is 200 or 300 
miles away. : 

Mr. LYMAN. So are the State courts as to many counties. 

Mr. CASWELL. In many cases the United States judicial district 
embraces a whole State. 
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Mr. DORSEY. Whenacreditor brings an action in the Federal court 
he does so on his. own volition; he can. bring the action in the State 
court within whose jurisdiction the land upon which he wants to ac- 
quire a lien is situated, can he not? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly, j 

Mr. DORSEY. Then let him bring his action in the State court, and 
he will have his judgment operative there. ~ 

Mr. CASWELL. Then you virtually say to persons living in other 
States, ‘‘ You must go into the State court, if you would perfect your 
judgment before the debtor can place his real estate beyond the reach 
of the judgment.” 

Mr. McKENNA. As to the conveyance which the gentleman says 
might be made to dodge the judgment of the Federal court, would it 
not be void as a fraud on creditors? 

Mr. CASWELL. It might or it might not be. The party purchas- 
ing the property from the debtor might act in entire good faith, while 
the debtor would put the money in his pocket and evade the operation 
of the judgment. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Hardly so. The laws of all the States, as I un- 
derstand, provide that that can not be done. 

-Mr. CASWELL. Thes ion amounts simply to this, that the 
creditor must have two suits instead of one. 

Mr. TUCKER. I resume the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment pending reported by the 
committee. No further amendment is in order unless it be an amend- 
ment to that amendment or a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I offer a substitute for the entire bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. I understood I had resumed the floor. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Virginia claims the floor 
lie is entitled to it till the hour expires. 

Mr. TUCKER. Did I understand the Chair to say that there is pend- 
ing an amendment offered by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis. It isan amendment proposing to strike 
out the second section. 

Mr. TUCKER. Let the vote be taken on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, TUCKER. - I now call the previous question. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Is it in order to call for the reading 
of my substitute? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I hopa that will be withdrawn. 

Mr. TUCKER. For what purpose ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. That I may offer a substitute for the 
bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. I can not withdraw it for that. I yield to my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. OATES], who desires to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the demand for the 
ad question? While that is pending no amendment can be of- 


Mr. TUCKER. I do. 
The amendment of Mr. OATES was read, as follows: 
File py 10, insert the word “or” between the words “ docketing” and “ reg- 


Mr. TUCKER. I now call the previous question upon the amend- 
ment and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I desire tosuggestanamendment to which 
I think the chairman of the committee will assent. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment can only be offered by unanimous 
consent. unless the demand for the previous question is withdrawn. 

Mr, TUCKER. I withdraw the demand. 

_ _ Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The amendment which I suggest is de- 
signed’ to obviate the objection of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock]. It is to strike out the words ‘or otherwise,” in the fifth 
line. 

The SPEAKER. There is one amendment pending, which will pre- 
clude any other amendment to the text of the Bil until that is disposed 
of, except by unanimous consent. The gentleman from Nebraska pro- 
poses a substitute for the entire bill, which is in order. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask that my substitute be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof insert the follow- 


Frnat nojudgment entered in any circuit, district, or other court of the United 
States shall bea lien upon the real estate of the ju ent debtor, in any organ- 
ized county in any State or Territory, until the j ent creditor, his assigns, 
executors, administrators, or other l representatives, shall have filed a cer- 
tified transcript of such judgment with the clerk of the district or circuit court, 
or other officer having in charge the judgment records of the county wherein 
the real estate sought to be subjected to the judgment so rendered is situate, 
“Seo, 2. That such transcript filed as Kopara shall be transcribed by the ofi- 
cer aforesaid into a record to be called ‘The United Pe og se ien Rec- 
ord for County, State,’ to which record sh: be kept an index of 
each case, entered in alphabetical order, under the on both of the plaintiff 
and defendant; and the oficer with whom the said transcript is filed shall forth- 
with notify the ao of the court in which said judgment was rendered of the 
date of the filing of said transcript in said county and State, giving the title of 
the case and the Sate of the rendition of said judgment; the clerk of the 


United States ‘court where said judgment was rendered shall in 
alphabetical order, under the name of both plaintiff and bcs arn t, ars sta fx 
SONY A COGNO WINE IONE MAGADA Or ACSC ve been filed, and 

e date of said 


“ Seo. 3. That the clerk of the United States courtfrom which said pune is 
procured shall be entitled to the same fees for a ce: transcript of said judg- 
ment as is now provided by law for similar services, 

“Sxo.4. That the clerk or other officer of the county with whom the said tran- 
script is filed shall be entitled for the services rendered to the same compensa- 
tion as is allowed by State or fae are law for similar services. 

“Sec.5. That the party procuring said transcript and having it filea and re- 
corded shall, in the first instance, pay, all ia costs incident thereto, and shali 
take the receipt of the county official for the expense of filing and. recording 
said popes rs and file such receipt with the clerk of the court from which the 
said t: ptwas taken, which amount so paid, as evidenced by said receipt, 
a ye ipso = amount originally paid the clerk of the United States court for 
said us increased costs in the case. 

“Spo. 6, Theks piercer gat tegen or any part thereof, is satisfied of record in the 
court where the same was rendered, the clerk of said court, under the seal of said 
court, shall certify the same to the properofiicer of the county or counties where 
the transcript has been filed, which's shall be entered of record across the entry of 
such recorded judgment, and be attested by the oficer making said entry, and to 
the extent of such satisfaction shall release the lien. 

“Sec, 7. That all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.” 

Mr, REAGAN. I ask the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr WEAVER] 
to chango i the word ‘‘ rendered,’’ in line 11 of the first section, to ‘‘ re- 
co 3 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I will so modify the substitute by 
adopting that amendment. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I hope that substitute. will not- be 
adopted. I understand from it by law of Congress a State officer is re- 
quired to discharge certain duties in the way of docketing and recording 
United States judgments, ‘The original bill simply provides, the clerk 
of a Federal court shall not be compelled to do any docketing of State 

judgments, or before theclerkof a State court, unless the State will au- 
Unna its officers to accept them. The- substitute, on the contrary, 
proposes a law of Congress shall go into the clerk’s office of every clerk 
and require that clerk to make and docket United States judgments, 
L object to any such doctrine, and hope the substitnte will be voted 
down. 

Mr. HISCOCK 
his time. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to the floor, having 
offered the substitute; and if he proposes to occupy the floor he i is én- 
titled to an hour. 

Mr. TUCKER. But, Mr. Speaker, I did not yield the floor for any 
opts Pas se than to allow the gentleman to move his substitute to 

e 


I hope the gentleman will give me five minutes of 


The SPEAKER. , But when the gentleman from Virginia yielded 
the floor he yield it absolutely. He took the floor, and after address- 
ing the House for the previous question. He afterward with- 


drew the previous question and yielded the floor that amendments 
might be offered. The gentleman from Nebraska has submitted the 
substitute which has just been read by the Clerk, and he is now en- 
titled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield for five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr, Symes]. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, in order to determine how best to aid 
titles to real estatein different States of the Union growing out of liens 
arising from Federal judgments we should fitst look, iéseems to me, to 
the object of our registry laws. What arethey? I understand the ef- 
forts of the best lawyers who have written on this subject for years have 
been to try to adopt a system of registry laws whereby A, B, or C, when 
he desires to purchase a piece of real estate in any county in any State, 
may, in plain larfguage, go himself or send an agent before breakfast 
in the morning and determine whether there is at that time, on that 
day, any lien against that real estate. 

We may wade through, without any benefit, sir, long, complicated 
questions of real estate titles and ineumbrances, but I understand that 
to be the true theory of the advance we are trying to make in our reg- 
jstry laws. How shall we do it with the complications which arise 
under a system making Federal judgments liens at the present time? 
We can only do it by substantial enactment to carry out the theory of 
registry laws in States where they are supposed to be somewhat per- 
fect, and that is, to avoid complication of judgments—something similar 
to what has been presented in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Towa. His amendment provides, and the substitute of the gentleman 
from Nebraska follows in the same line, but seems to be a little long 
and complicated, that any Federal court, so far as a lien on real estate 
is concerned, shall be placed upon an equality with the judgment of a 
State court, by TE TOE the clerk to file and docket that judgmentin 
the registry office of the State before it becomes a lien upon real estate 
in any of those counties. It is just and right and in accordance with 
the true theory of American registration. 

Now, I will admit for one moment that. there is considerable foree 
in the suggestions that haye been made by the distinguished gentle- 
men who have told ‘me that when a judgment is rendered in favor of 
a judgment creditor the judgment debtor might run off into an- 
other county of the State and sell the property to an innocent pur- 
chaser before a copy of the docket could be obtained and sent-to the 
county to prevent such fraudulent sale. Beitso. It is there when 


the judgment-is rendered; his attorney can: go-tothe clerk-of the Fed- 

eral court and procure a copy of the judgment; docket; heean send it 

by.mail to the county. in-which the transaction occurs immediately; 

and what lawyer will take the position that a sale to a pretended in- 

nocent purchaser intermediate. between the date of the rendition of the 
judgment and the day when the mail shail carry a copy of the judg- 
ment docket to the register’s office in the county will avail anything 
asa plea in a court of justice? Therefore, the true theory is to put 
the bill upon an equality with the statutes of the different States, 
which require at the present time that a copy of the judgment docket 
shall be on file in any county where real estate is situated beforeit can 
be a lien; otherwise it will operate very unjustly; otherwise we will 
have secret liens turning up three months after a man has bought 
real estate and paid for it, unless he goes to the expense of sending an 
agent all over the State to the different towns where the Federal courts 
are held throughout a great State, and perhaps for long journeys, to 
determine what date the judgment was rendered. I say, Mr. Speaker, 
it is contrary to our theory of registry law. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I xow yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe it to be entirely proper that 

, there should be Federal legislation upon this subject declaring how 
judgments of the Federal courts shall be liensand the extent to which 
they shall be liens. The objection I have to this bill, however, is that 
it surrenders the whole question of the extent of the liens of a judg- 
ment of the United States to the Legislatures of the different States, 
which I do not think is right. 

I think Congress is entirely competent to deal with and take care of 
the question for itself, and to declare the extent to which these judg- 
ments shall be liens, what method shall be adopted for making them 
liens, and the manner in which they shall be enforced. I repeat, the 
objection I have to this bill is that it abrogates, or rather Congress sur- 
renders to the Legislatures of the several States of the Union the juris- 
diction to legislate upon this subject. While I do not think a State 
will do it—because, of course, any legislation in reference toa judgment 
of the United States would be also legislation in reference to the judg- 
ment of the State courts and have the same effect upon both; yet, never- 
theless, while the State may not take such action, it puts it within the 
power of a Legislature of a State to declare that a judgment shall not 
bealienatall. It may absolutely impair the validity of the lien within 
the State. f 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; but I shall want more time if I yield for 
questions, which I hope the gentleman from Nebraska will yield to 
me. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Lsimply want to know what the gentle- 
man from New York understands the law to be now upon that subject: 
whether the lien of United States judgments does not depend milly. 
upon the condition of the lien laws in the several States where su 
ju ents are rendered ? 

r. HISCOCK. Ido not understand that to be the case. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The only section of the Revised Statutes 
which I find bearing upon the subject provides just that thing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not so understand. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is just what the law is now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My point is this, and I do not know whether his 
question is addressed to that point or not; but my point is that under 
thisactyou absolutely surrender to the Legislatures of the several States 
power to make them liens or not. Do I understand that so far as the 
existing law is concerned to-day the Legislature of the State has abso- 
lute jurisdiction over it? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Under the law of the United States as.it 
exists now it is provided that liens upon judgments of the United States 
courts shall have the same force and be discharged just in thesame way 
as those of the State courts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It does not go to that extent. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Precisely; it does. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And provided thatthe Legislature shall still farther 
make enactments in reference to it? i 

Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. Precisely so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not understand that to be the case. 
the law I would like to have it read. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield now five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire now, in view of all of the 
amendments which’ have been presented, to give consideration to the 
first part of the committee’s bill, and I ask the attention of members 
of the House to this provision: 


That jodersente and decrees rendered in circuit or district courts within any 
State s. take effect by way of lien or otherwise to the samo extent, in like 
manner, and not otherwise, as judgments and decrees of the courts of such State. 


If the committee had stopped there it appears tome they would have 
accomplished their object and done all that was required to be done. by 


this bill. The gentleman from Virginia [| Mr. TUCKER] and the gentle- 
man from Ohio [ Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] object to the amendment of the 


If that be 
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‘| upon the docketing, registry of 


‘gentleman from Nebraska, because it: provides for State legislation for: 


the registration of these.decrees, The, committee's. bill does exactly: 
the same.thing, i 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me-tọ. interrupt 
him? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave only five minutes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The ponenm misunderstood my objec- 
tion. Itisnotthat. Itisthis, that by this billofthe gentleman from Ne- 
braska it is proposed by an act of Congress to make the officers of the 
State our agents, or else there will be no lien at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. If Congress sees proper to do it-—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Congress can not doit. The Constitution, 
which the gentleman from Texas and myself think so much of, pro- 
hibits that. ° 

Mr. REAGAN. We differ in opinion about that; but I will pro- 
ceed. The very same objection lies to the committee’s bill. The first 
proviso is: 

That whenever, by the laws of any State, judgments and decrees rendered 
in the courts thereof are made to depend for their effect, as liens or amet 

the same, or upon any other requirement o 

law, the same not be held to apply to the judgments and decrees of the 
circuit. and district courts of the United States, unless now, or until hereafter, 
the laws of such State shall authorize them to be docketed or or.com- 
pliance with any otherof said requirements, in the same manner as judgments 
and decrees of the courts of such State. 

Then the second proviso goes on to make other provisions about the 
registration or what may authorize registration by the State- officers. 
So that if the argument used against the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Nebraska is good, itis a good argument against the 
two provisos of the committee’s bill. 

But what I want especially to ask the attention of the House to is 
the fact that the first part of the committee’s bill ending at the word 
“State,’? in line 7, accomplishes all that is to do; and the 
provisos simply beclond and confuse the matter, and they do a great 
deal worse. 

While by the first part of the bill a judgment rendered in a circuit 
court has all the advantages of a judgment in a State court, which 
makes a lien everywhere, wherever recorded, the second provisoexempts 
the Federal court lien, saves the judgment creditor in the Federal court 
from the necessity of recording the lien for ninety days, during which 
time a citizen outside of the judicial cirenit court in which the judg- 
ment is recorded, where there are two or more districts in a State, may 
purchase property any time within the ninety days without actual no- 
tice or constructive notice of a registration, and be defrauded out of his 
property. The law that will lead to suck consequences defeats all the 
policy of the law, which is intended to protect persons by constructive 
notice against fraudulent conveyance. And I trust very much that L 
may be allowed, if my amendment was entered, to modify it so as to 
embrace both provisos, and strike ont all after the word *‘State,’’ in 
the seventh line of this bill. We shall then have a clear bill; weshall 
havo Federal legislation declaring what the effect of a decree will be, 
and we will be doing all that it seems to me we can rightly do. - 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN]. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Texas will read his 
proposition as he now proposes to make it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is to strike out all after the word ‘‘State,’’ in 
line 7 of the first section. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand whether the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] yielded to the gentleman from 
Texas to offer an amendment, 

Mr. REAGAN. I asked permission to offer an amendment carly in 
the discussion. I do not know whether it was entered. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment was notin order at the time. 
Does the gentleman from Texas propose to amend the substitute. 

Mr. REAGAN. No sir; I propose to strike out all after the word 
“State,” in the seventh line of the committee’s bill. Early in the 
discussion I asked permission to enter an amendment to strike out tho 
second proviso in the committee’s bill. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe Chair stated the gentleman could not offer 
his amendment then, because there was one amendment to the text of ` 
the bill then. pending proposed by the‘committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. Were not two amendments in order? 3 

ae SPEAKER. An amendment to an amendment would be in 
order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it be in order to enter that amendment now? 
Does the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr; LYMAN] cover 
both. provisos? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The original bill is one proposition and the sub- 
stitute proposed is a different one. While. the substitute is pending 
there may be pending to the original proposition an amendment and 
an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move then to amend the amendment of the gea- 
tleman from Iowa so as to strike out both provisos. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has no amendment 
pending, Whenthe gentleman from Iowa [Mr, LYMAN] proposed his 
amendment to strike out the proviso in the committee’s bill it was not 
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in order then, for the reason that there was at that time an amendment 
a offered by the committee. Subsequently the amendment of- 
ered by the committee was voted on and sustained. Then the gentleman 
from Virginia yielded to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], 
who offered an amendment. Pending that the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. WEAVER] proposed a subsitute for the original bill, which 
is now pending. These are the only propositions now pending. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it in order for me to move to perfect the original 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is whenever the gentleman gets the floor for that 
popore; and the Chair asked the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 

EAVER] whether he yielded the floor to the gentleman from Texas 
for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. * I ask the gentleman to yield the floor to me to en- 
ter that amendment. 

Mr.. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I will do so. ° 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I enter that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order as soon as the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama is disposed of. j 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the ciple 
embodied in the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. WEAVER] is a correct one, and is in harmony with the 
legislation of most of the States. In most of the States of the Union, 
so far as my informatign extends, a judgment rendered in a Federal 
court or a judgment rendered in a given other county in the State, 
takes effect in a county other than the one in which it is rendered as a 
lien on real estate only from the time a transcript of it is filed ora 
docket entry of it is made in the clerk’s office of the county in which 
the lien is sought to be made—where the real estate is situated on which 
alien is sought. j 

That is a perfect safeguard against fraud and affords the greatest se- 
curity tothe purchaser of real estate. It is also a perfectly just provis- 
ion, and should not be departed from, unless you wish to extend some 
special favor to the judgments of Federal courts which the States do 
not extend to the judgments rendered in the several counties within 
their jurisdiction. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? . : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Please excuse me. I have only five minutes. I 
suggest to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] that he make 
modification of his amendment as follows: In the sixth line, after the 
word ‘‘Territory,’’ insert the words ‘‘except the county in which it was 
rendered.” Then strike out all of his substitute after the eighth line 
of the first section and insert these words: ‘‘A court of record in such 
county, the judgments of which, under the laws of the State or Terri- 
tory, are liens on real estate;’? so that it will read, that ‘‘no judgment 
entered in any circuit, district, or other court of the United States shall 


be a lien upon the real estate of a judgment debtor in any organized” 


county in any State or Territory except the county in which it was ren- 
dered, until the judgment creditor, his assigns, executors, administra- 
tors, or other legal representatives shall have filed a certified transcript 
of such judgment with the clerk of a court of record in such county, 
the judgments of which, under the laws of the State or Territory, are 
liens upon real estate.” ; 

That presents the simple proposition whether or no the lien shall ex- 
tend constructively beyond the time when actual notice is given by 
filing a transcript in a court of general jurisdiction the judgment of 
which is a lien upon real estate. 

Mr. MILLS. Why not have it recorded? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The recording would require State legislation per- 
h - 


aps. 

Mr. MILLS. The same point will be good against the filing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The act of filing in a public office would not seem 
torequire thesanction of State legislation. If it did, it would be readily 
granted. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. How can we direct the officer to mark it 
“u filed ? n” 
Mr. HOLMAN. In your original bill you provide that it shall be 

i d 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. But under State law. 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is not a State in this Union that has not 
made some suċh provision, or would not if the occasion arose, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I know one that has not. 

A MEMBER. There are several. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
WEAVER] to avoid that point of State entirely, except as to the mere act 
of filing. You have then presented the simple question whether we 
shall go further than giving an effectual lien to a judgment of Federal 
courts from the time notice of the rendition of the judgment is actually 


re 


given. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I accept the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe an amendment to the sub- 
stitute is now in order. 

The SPEAKER. Anamendment to the substitute is in order when- 
ever the gentleman has the floor, but it will not be voted upon until 
the original text is perfected. ; 


‘district court, And such courts ma 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ihavethefloornow. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. WEAVER] yields to me for that purpose. 

Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
offer an amendment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] al- 


lows him to present an amendment to the substitute at this time. 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as above. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Speaker, I ask the attention of the House to the 
law as it now stands, and especially do I invite the attention of my 
friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], as well as my friend from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock]. 

I read from the Revised Statutes, section 716: 

The party recovering a ikes entin any common-law cause in any circuit or 
district court shall be ent tied to similar remedies upon the same, by execution 
or otherwise, to reach the promerty of the judgment debtor, as are now provided 
in like cases by the laws of the State in which sach court is held, or by any such 
laws hereafter enacted which may be adopted by general rules of such circuit or 
from time to time, by general rules, adopt 
such State laws as may hereafter be in fprce in such State in relation to remedies 
upon judgment as aforesaid by execution or otherwise. 


Under that statute, which comes from the original judiciary act, the 
following is announced by Abbott in his United States Practice as the 
correct construction of the rule of law: 


Judgments and decrees of the national courts become liens upon the real prop- 
erty of the defendant lying within the district in which they are rendered ; but 
it is not easy to state from the adjudications precisely how far this lien is regu- 
lated by the local law. , 

The existence of this lien, it has been held, does not result from any direct leg- 
islation of Congress on the subject. But under the judiciary act of September 
2A, 1789, the courts of the United States have uniformly adopted the principles 
of State jurisprudence relative to the lien of judgments, so far as applicable. 
The extent of the lien, or the question what judgment or decree may form alien, 
and what kindsof: etic A pa be holden, appears to depend upon the State law. 
The judgment or decree is a lien upon the property claimed, if a similar judg- 
ment or decree rendered in the State court would be a lien upon the like prop- 
erty. The duration of the lien was expressly made, by act of July 4, 1840, de- 
pendent on the State law. Thatact declared that “judgments and decrees here- 
after rendered in the circuit and district courts of the United States, within any 
State, shall cease to be liens on real estate or chattels real, in the same manner 
as Legh rieg and decrees of the courts of such States now cease by law to be 
liens thereon.” 

But it is not to be understood that regulations of State law requiring a judg- 
ment of a State court to be registered or docketed in a particular manner or ina 
certain office must be followed in respect to United States judgments. In those 
States where a judgment in the State courts creates a lien, a judgment in a court 
of the United States has that operation throughout the district to which the ju- 
risdiction of the court extends; and State legislation modtying the lien of judg- 
ments or restricting their operation can not affect the lien. oreover, the lien 
extends, irrespective of State restrictive laws, to all lands of the defendant 
throughout the district. The act of 1840, above cited, does not operate as an adop- 
tion of all the provisions which may prescribe conditions requisite to render a 
State judgment a lien, such as a statute requiring a judgment to be recorded in 
the sony where the land lies, but only refers to the State law to determine 
when the lien shall cease, 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], it will 
be seen, is unduly apprehensive. This bill surrenders nothing to the 
States that they have not always had. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the trouble which has sprung up in this matter 
grows out of the difference in the laws of the various States. For in- 
stance, by virtue of the law which I have read, a judgment rendered 
in a Federal court becomes in my State eo instanti a lien upon all real 
estate throughout the judicial district. Ina circuit court of the State 
the judgment is a lien throughout the county in which it is rendered. 
The bill which the committee propose will limit the lien of Federal 
judgments in States which have laws for registering the judgments of 
the United States courts to ninety days, unless the judgment plaintiffs, 
or their representatives, avail themselves of that statute and file copies 
of the lien in the counties in pursuance thereof. This can only be done, 
as we have seen, when the Federal judges in their respective districts 
have, by rules of court, adopted that legislation. 

There is no law in Arkansas for the registry of the judgments of the 
United States courts anywhere. Itis not the practice. Such I un- ` 
derstand is the law in Virginia, Illinois, and a number of other States. 
As I construe this bill, it does not affect those States unless they may 
hereafter enact laws for the registry of the judgments of the United 
States courts, when the Federal judges may then adopt them and con- 
form to the practice in such States. 

Now, the amendment su, ted by the gentleman from Texas would 
simply leave the law precisely what it is now, with this exception— 
the power would then be withdrawn from the Federal judges to make- 
rules of court adopting such legislation as the States have, or may here- 
after pass, for the regulation of liens, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] $ 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask the gentleman from Nebraska for two minutes 
more, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. In some other States than those I have mentioned 
the State laws have provided for docketing or registering judgments of 
Federal courts in the several counties before the liens attach in those 
counties. As to those States, the committee’s bill will make the lien 
operative from the passage of the bill, but will limit it to ninety days 
unless the judgment plaintiffs avail themselves of the statute. 

Now, can we not agree upon a compromise, so as to make this bill sat- 
isfactory to all parties, leaving the law as it has been from the founda- 
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tion of the Government, with the single exception that the lien of the 
judgment of a Federal court shall not be operative for more than ninety 
daysin those States where the laws provide for Tee ng the judgment 
of the Federal courts in the several counties, unless the parties plaint- 
iffs avail themselves of such statutes? If ninety daysis too long, make 
it thirty or sixty days, as may be deemed best. Ifthatcan not be done, 
the bill should be recommitted, so that it may be matured, keeping in 
view the different statutes of the several States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend know of any State of the Union 
where a judgment rendered in one county is permitted to be a lien on 
real estate in any other county without some transcript of the record, 
or some other notification of the existence of the judgment? 

Mr. ROGERS. No; but that question has no relevancy to the pres- 
ent discussion. The lien of the judgment of a Federal court operates 
in every county in that district by virtue of the law as it has existed 
from the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butis it not manifestly unjust in many cases, giv- 
ing judgments of the Federal courts an undue advantage over judg- 
ments of the State courts? 

Mr. ROGERS. No; I think not. I think it right, and that no ad- 
vantage is now given to the Federal courts. The lien is coextensive 
with the jurisdiction in each case. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I see that by section 6 of the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] the clerk 
of a United States court in which judgment is rendered is required, 
in case of fullor partial payment, to notify the clerk of the court in which 
the transcript of the judgment shall be filed by the judgment creditor. 
I would like the gentleman from Nebraska to explain how the clerk of 
the United States court is to know the county in which the transcript 
is filed. When the judgment creditor takes his transcript he can file it 
where he pleases, and the clerk of the United States court has no evi- 

- dence as to where it is filed. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. The gentleman will find that in an- 
other portion of my substitutethat matter is fully provided for. I yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA]. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I think we all can concur in the wisdom of add- 
ing to the strength of a Federal judgment the security of a lien, if it 
be necessary under existing law. The only point of dispute between 
us is how we can bring knowledge of that judgment to those concerned 
to know it. According to the present law we bring that knowledge by 
various county organizations und records, to which persons who have a 
concern about it have access. 

Now, sir, do you want to extend higher privilege to the Federal judg- 
ment creditors than to State judgment creditors? Ithinknot. Under 
the present system a judgment of a State court is a lien in the county 
where rendered and from the time it is docketed, but in no other county 
until that judgment is registered or recorded there. Now, sir, why ex- 
tend any greater privilege to the judgment of a Federal court? 

Mr. Speaker, in the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
on this floor we passed a law, or appeared to do so, that the mo 
should have a certain time to record his mortgage, estimated by the dis- 
tance from the county seat of the county. After that law went into 
effect there were great embarrassments felt in transfers of property, and 
the people were not relieved from those embarrassments until the su- 
preme court of the State by a wise construction remitted the section 
away as to the old law, which provided that at the moment of time you 
examined the recordsif you found nothing there affecting property you 
could pass upon the title to it with safety. 

If you enact into law the bill introduced by the committee you will 
introduce that same embarrassment into every State of this Union 
which we discovered in California. Therefore, from the experience we 
have had there, I think this House can take warning against this bill 
and strike out at least that portion which provides for ninety days’ 
time to record a judgment as embarrassing to every one who shall be 
concerned with titles or have dealings with debtors. If I understand 
the argument of the gentleman from Arkansas, there is no necessity for 
legislation, because the laws of the States can respectively be adopted 
by rules and regulations in the Federal courts, and the purpose of this 
bill be thereby accomplished. 

I think therefore, if the substitute of the gentleman from Nebraska 
be not adopted, we should at the proper time vote for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield now for five minutes to the 

tleman from Minnesota [Mr. GILFILLAN]. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to us the proposition is 
one of common fairness that a judgment creditor in a Federal court 
should be entitled to the same privileges and rights, and be subjected to 
the same conditions and requirements, as a creditor in the State courts. 
The steps required to be taken in order that the judgment shall become 
a lien upon real estate should be the same in both instances. I think 
this is a proposition of such common fairness it must meet with the ap- 
proval of every one. 

Itis important not only to thecreditorthat he should be secured, but 
it is also of importance to the people at large throughout the State that 
they should have every facility in their daily business transactions for 
ascertaining what property is encumbered by these judgment liens, and 


the facility for obtaining that knowledge should be the same in case of 
a judgment of a Federal court as in the case of a judgment of a State 
court. It wozld certainly be a great convenience as well as a protec- 
tion to the citizen if the requirement should apply to all judgments 
alike, of both Federal and State courts, that no lien should attach to 
real estate until the docketing thereof in the county where such real 
estate may be. , 

I believe the proposition embraced in the substitute is a fair one. 
It gives the judgment creditor in a Federal court the same facility for 
maturing his lien asa judgment creditor in a Statecourt. There is no 
possible objection which can be urged against the requirement that the 
judgment of a Federal court shall be recorded or filed and docketed in 
the various counties of a State before the lien thereof shall attach in 
such counties that would not apply with equal force to the same re- 
quirement in respect to the judgment of a State court. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. By what authority can Congress impose 
this duty upon State officers ? 

Mr. GILFILLAN. That is the point I was coming to. The origi- 
nal bill reported by the committee undertakes to remedy that difficulty 
by providing that this provision prescribing the duties of the county 
officers of a State shall.not be operative so as to prescribe such duties 
to such State officers until the Legislature of the State shall provide 
therefor. But suppose the Legislature of a State should refuse or neg- 
lect to enact any such provision? Shall the judgment creditor have 
no lien? 

I will say that, as it seems to me, the objection that we have no power 
to legislate so as to control State officers, or county officers of a State, 
may be overcome or obviated by providing that until the Legislatures 
of the several States shall, bysuitable enactments, prescribe the duties 
of such officers in relation to Federal judgments, the judgment of the 
Federal courts shall become a lien upon the property of the judgment 
debtor within the State by being docketed in the office of the clerk of 
the Federal courts. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. And when you overcome that difficulty 
you will abandon that substitute. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. We think not. ` 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It will not be this substitute. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Ido not agree with the gentleman asto his con- 
struction of the provisions of the substitute nor of the bill reported by 
the committee. I shall be satisfied with either the bill reported by the 
committee or the substitute if it embrace such provisions as will carry 
out the idea I have attempted to advance. - 

But the importance of this bill, Mr. Speaker, is so great that we 
should not pass it in a crude form, and I will suggest at the proper 
time—lI will propose myself, if no one else will do so—that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary with the view and for 
the purpose of reforming and perfecting the bill; for it seems there is 
not so much difference of opinion after all as to what ought to be ac- 
complished by this measure. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I now yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovk]. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill, more im- 
portant, perhaps, than gentlemen would imagine. All we have in view 
is to see that the people are protected in their rights of property. The 
purpose of registration is to give notice to the people so they might not 
become purchasers of property against which there is a lien. 

Now, I would suggest, as I have heard nobody else do so, that the 
Federal court is not a court for the masses of the people, nor is ita court 
with which they are familiar. The State court is the people’s court. 
The jurisdiction of the Federal court is limited to foreign creditors, 
people from abroad, and a few distinctive cases which find lodgment 
and jurisdiction within the Federal tribunals in the States; and if we 
are going to give notice to the masses of the people that they may not 
be imposed upon in the purchase of property against which there is a 
lien, no bill should be passed except one that causes a judgment against 
the property to be registered in the county where the property lies, so 
that all may have access to it. 

When a man goes to purchase real estate in my State or county the 
first place he goes to is what we call the register’s office of the county; 
then to the clerk’s office of the State circuit court. He never dreams 
of going to the Federal court to see whether there is a lien registered 
there; and to enact any law that permits a lien upon a person’s prop- 
erty and requires it to be recorded in acourt with which the people 
are not familiar is to do absolute injustice to the people, and to every 
other court as well, and subject them at any time to the purchase of 
property on which these liens exist, by which means they will lose 
their money. Itis a mistake, in my judgment, to enact such a bill 
into a law; and, therefore, it seems to me that the substitute of the 
gentleman from Nebraska is the right thing to pass, if you are going to 
pass anything. 

There is not one man out of a hundred thousand who ever heard of 
the recording of a lien in the Federal court. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I now yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think the substitute which is presented 
by the gentleman from Nebraska is much better than the original prop- 
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osition, because I think thesubstitute is more simple, more easily under-; 
stood; and much more practical in its effect. It seems to me that this 
original measure is susceptible of a variety of constructions, and must, 
lead to confusion. It may be to the astute acumen and legal finesse 
of the Judiciary Committee is due the fact that it has been enabled to 
steer it safely through the labyrinth of difficulties between these joint 
jurisdictions of the State and Federal courts; butI for one can not fully 
comprehend this proposition, unless it attaches to the judgments ob- 
tained in the Federal. courts whatever disqualifications may be inci- 
dent to judgments in the State courts, and does not attach to them any 
advantage which they donot have by being obtained in Federal courts, 

Neither of these bills removes what is the serious inconvenience to 
the profession and to creditors in the various States of the Union. That 
is, judgments obtained in the Federal courts in one section of the State 
are liens all over the State. That is the difficulty of the situation, as 
I understand it, and there should be formal legislation to remedy it. 
But it strikes me that the better way to effect the purpose contemplated 
by this bill would be to require the liens of the Federal courts to be 
transmitted to the county courts, as provided by the substitute, as I 
understand it, upon request, and let them be’ entered there and take 
effect from the date of their entry, giving the time for that purpose 
allowed by the substitute. And I think, as this is a matter of much 
concern, and inasmuch as itinvolves the consideration of a subject that 
is necessarily complicated, that the substitute of the gentleman from 
Nebraska should be preferred to the original bill, and for that reason I 
favor it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska.. I now yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, in the three minutes I would like to 
call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the fact that under 
the first section of the bill, with very great effort and use of language, 
it is provided— 

That judgments and decrees rendered in a cireuit or district court of the 
United within any State shall take effect, by way of lien or otherwise, to 
the same extent and in like manner, and not otherwise, as judgments and de- 
crees of the courts of such State. 

Now, I say with great deference that this does not touch all the pro- 
visions that may exist in the several States, as, for instance, the super- 
sedeas of judgments. 

In the State courts the entry alone often makes a judgment effective, 
and there the supersedeas must take place. Now if that condition of 
supersedeas attaches to the judgment of the circuit and district courts, 
where shall the superseding take place—where the copy goes, orin the 
district courts? Must the man that will stay it goto the United States 
court and there make the acknowledgment which stays the judgment, 
or shall he go where it is recorded? 

Now the substitute of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] 
in its first section seems to go more directly to the point of practical 
difficulty in all the counties of the vast Union, by providing that the 
copy shall go where the land is, and the effect which follows is that 
itenters a recorded copy. Itdoes seem tò me that under the bill which 
comes from the very learned committee the employment of the language 
“and not otherwise” would attach new conditions. IfI had a judg- 
ment ina United States court, and lived in the State of Maryland, and 
obtained a judgment, say in the district court of Baltimore, and some-. 
body desired to supersede or stay that judgment, where should he go— 
to Baltimore, or to the eounty, where the land lay, my own county, to 
acknowledge it? There is no machinery there for that purpose. Shall 
he go to Baltimore? There is no machinery there. How is it to be 
made? That is a-most important question and one which I know no 
other: committee conld so well grapple with. Ido not see how that 
objection is removed. I think the amendment of the gentleman from 
Towa is very much better than the original bill. But as the alterna- 
tive I prefer taking the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr WEAVER], and especially the first section, which extends no fur- 
ther than the recording of the copy in the local jurisdiction and the 
entering of it where itis intended to affectlands—in the county. That 
isall I desire to say. I yield the remainder of my time, if I haveany, 
back to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE]: 

Mr. BOYLE. Inmy judgment the passage of the committee’s bill 
may work great hardship and have a different effect from what seems 
to be contemplated. The first clause of the bill will have the effect to 
put judgments of the United Statesand State courts on an equality and 
require them to be enteredin likemanner. Then follows this proviso: 

That whenever, by the laws of any State, judgments and decrees rendered in 
the courts thereof are made to depend for their effect, as liens or otherwise, upon 
oruc tee eey. of the same, or upon any other requirement of law, the same 
shall not gery. ve to the judgments and decrees of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States, unless now, or until hereafter, the laws of such State 

authorize them to be docketed or regi orcompliance with any other 
of said requirements, in the same manner as judgments and decrees of the 
courts of such State. h: 

I can but make the point I desire to by stating what would: be the 
effect in Pennsylvania. In the Federal courts of that State judgments 
become liens, so as to give them preference to liens subsequently en- 
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tered, by registry in. a, “judgment docket”? They then continue to be 
liens on, estate, for five years,, If Pennsylvania shnll fail to enact 
the. tion contemplated by the clause of the bill I have quoted, 
providing for the registration of the judgments of Federal courts in the 
several counties, then all the provisions as to ‘‘ docketing, registry of 
the same, or any other requirement of law,’’ and the effect of such reg- 
istration, &c., ‘‘as to lien or: otherwise, shall not be-held to apply to 
the judgments and decrees of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States.” That is to say, these Federal judgments in Pennsylyania 
shall cease to be liens, unless Pennsylvania shall enact the legislation 
before referred to. Pennsylvania may not enact it.. The judgment 
creditors in those judgments can not. compel such legislation, Under 
the law and as it stands they can not file their judgments in the State 
courts. Their liens by virtue-of their Federal judgments will be gono 
without any fault of theirs. In other words, if Pennsylvania fuils to 
pass the laws required, judgments in Federal courts in that State will 
not be liens on real estate. 

Mr, WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that if this 
bill could stop with the word ‘‘State,’? in the seventh line, it would 
be a perfect bill. It would then provide— 

That judgments and decrees rendered in a circuit or district. court of the 
United States within any State shall take effect, by way of lien or otherwise, to 
the same extent and in like manner, and not otherwise, as judgments and de- 
crees of the courts of such State. 

Now, why should a suitor ina Federalcourt have any advantage over 
one in the State courts? If he chooses the State forum and gets a 
judgment therein my State it is only a lien within the county in which 
the court was held and the judgment rendered. My brother here 
chooses the Federal forum and he gets a judgment, and his judgment 
under the present construction of the Jaw is coextensive with the ju- 
dicial district. Now, I do not know why he should have any advan-~ 
tageover me. It seems to me the proper policy is to encourage suits to 
be brought in the States; thata man may be tried by a jury of the 
district by his neighbors, and that the lien ought to be restricted pre- 
cisely as the lien in the State courts. I shall vote for the substitute of 
the gentleman from Nebraska and for the amendment or substitute 
offered by the gentleman fom Indiana. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HALL]. 

Mr. HALL, It is a well-settled rule of the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral courts that the lien of their judgments in the absence of positive 
law is coextensive with the process they mayissue.. This contemplated 
legislation, which practically restricts the effect of the lien of judgments 
to the county in which they may be rendered, may be said in effect to 
take away the liens of Federal judgments. That will be the result of 
it unless some subsequent step be taken by the judgment creditor, 

Now, so far as Iam concerned, I think the proper solution, if the 
House is disposed to take that view of the subject, is to so amend the 
substitute offered as to deny to judgments of Federal courts the effect 
of liens except as a consequence of some subsequent act on the part of 
the creditor, and by the rule of the common law, as ized in the 
Federal courts, that: should be the levy of an execution. If this 1 
lation is to obtain, there is no solufion, there is no method, by which 
the lien of the judgments of Federal courts can be effected through the 
instrumentality of State courts; there is no authority on the part of 
the clerks of State courts to attempt to give validity or force to Fed- 
eral judgments, and if this legislation is.to obtain, the true rule should 
be to say and declare that Federal judgments shall not be a lien any- 
where except after execution has been issued and levied. That will 
solve the whole question. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I will utilize that little time by saying 
that in what we are doing in reference to this question of litns we 
ought to have some reference to the rights of innocent purchasers. I 
believe that all secret liens are a relic of barbarism. T believe they 
are against the genius and spirit of ourinstitutions. Like entailment 
and perpetuity and limitations upon property, they are mere obstruc- 
tions in the way of progress, and prevent the easy, speedy transmission 
of property from one m to another. But if we are determined 
that we will have these liens, then it is necessary that we should give 
the greatest possible publicity to the assertion of them, and. that, can 
be done only by having the liens recorded in books in offices where the 
people who are likely to purchase the property can have free and easy 
access to them. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, the objection that has 
been urged to the substitute is that it proposes to use a State officer for 
filing these transcripts. The only difference in that respect between the 
substitute and the bill of the committee is that the bill of the committee 
propones the same thing, but in such language that they think nobody 
will discover it. What does the committèe’s bill say? It says that 
such judgments shall take effect by way of lien to the same extent and 
in like manner as judgments and decrees of courts of such States, and 
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not otherwise. Now, I wouldlike to know how they will get a lien in 
any county where they propose to file a transcript without filing it with 
the State officers, unless they set up in every county a United States 
official whose duty it shall be to file these liens. If such a as re 
as that were made, no one would for a moment support their bill; no 
one would entertain the idea that in every county there should be 
erected a United States official whose duty it should be to file these tran- 
scripts. The substitute proposes in plain language, leaving no doubt 
as to what is to be done, that these transcripts are to be filed with the 
State officer whose duty it is to take of judgments, and shall not 
become liens until they are filed with that officer. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DIBBLE.. “When the creditor carries his judgment transcript to 
the clerk of the State court, and the clerk says to him, ‘‘ I have no judg- 
ment-book for United States judgments,’’ how are you going to carry 
your act into operation. 

Mr: WEAVER, of Nebraska. Thereisa provision in the bill whereby 
these judgment record. books are to be furnished. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But you have to provide for making it in some way 
the duty of the clerk to use the book. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Under the bill proposed by the com- 
mittee who is required to file these transcripts? Is it not the county 
official? 

Mr. TUCKER. Unquestionably, when the law of the State author- 
izes him to do so. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. There is an amendment to be offered 
to this bill which will provide that until such laws shall haye been 
enacted by the State this shall not go into effect. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s hour has expired. 

. Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the previous question on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr: OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard briefly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be heard while the demand 
for the previous question 3s pee. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Neb I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Iwantto knowif it is not proper that 
the vote be taken first on the substitute? 

The SPEAKER. Justexactly the contrary is proper under the rules 
and the practice of the House. The original text must be perfected be- 
fore the House is called upon to vote as between that and some other 
proposition.  — 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire at some time before the substitute of the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] is voted upon to offer an 
amendment to the substitute. Must that amendment be offered before 
the previous question is ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is demanded on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], which is the first 
proposition to be voted upon by the House. 

The previous question was ordered on the amendment offered by Mr. 
Oates, inserting the word ‘‘or’’ between the word ‘‘docketing’”’ and 
the word ‘* ing,’’ in line 10 of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, Will the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] 
permit me to offer at this point—— 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama, and the amendment must be 
voted upon. 

The amendment of Mr. OATES was adopted. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, whatis the question before the House ? 

TheSPEAKER. There being no further amendment to the bill, the 
question is upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN] to the substitute of the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ibelieve the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
moved an amendment to strike out the last proviso of the first section 
of the original bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairstated the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas would be in order when the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Alabama was disposed of. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas now move his 
amendment? j 

Mr. TUCKER. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Myamendment is to strike out the second proviso, 

Mr. TUCKER. My friend from Arkansas desires to offer an amend- 


`- ment, as he says, to perfect the bill. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas proposes an amend- 
ment which he claims is also to perfect the bill. As soon as this is 
disposed of another amendment will be in order, unless the previous 
question should be demanded and ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN, I do not care to debate my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to strike out 
the proviso, which the Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows:-. ii- - 


Provided, however, Thatninely days from the rendition of an ment orde, 
cree. at anid pontta of tha United BiLo peceutios e 


xendered, or from the pomaga 
of this act, as toany such judgment or decree heretofore rendered, be allowed to, 
any party for compliance with the laws of any State as to the docketing or reg- 


istry or other requirements relating to judgments and decrees of the conrts 
thereof; and such compliance shall be held sufficient to give full effect. thereto 
according to said law, anything to the contrary notwi g- 


Mr. TUCKER. I now call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Virginia demands the previ- 
ous question on the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. TUCKER. As I understand, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas proposing to strike out the last proviso is equivalent to 
the amendment which was offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. 

The amendment of Mr. REAGAN was agreed to; there being—ayes 
49, noes 25. : 

Mr. TUCKER. As I understand, the substitute of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] is now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. TUCKER. I take the floor, and yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. - 

Mr.OATES. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there has been much mis- 
understanding as to the purpose and effect of this bill. It does not 
propose either to enlarge, confirm, or restrict any existing liens of judg- 
ments of the Federal courts, except so far as to make them conform to 
the regulations prescribed by the laws of the several States. The first 
section provides: 


That judgments and decrees rendered in a cireuit or district court of the 
United States within any State shall take effect, by way of lien or otherwise, to 
the same extent and in like manner, and not otherwise, as judgments and de- 
crees of the courts of such State. 


This simply makes the liens of judgments of Federal courts conform 
to the liens conferred by State laws upon judgments of the State courts. 
That is clear. The bill then goes on to declare: 

Provided, however, That whenever, by the laws of any State, judgments and 
decrees rendered. in the courts thereof are made to depend for their effect, as 
liens or otherwise, upon the docketing, registry of the same, or upon any other 
requirement of law, the same shall nob be held to a ply to the judgments and 
decrees of the circuit and district courts of the United unless now, or until 
hereafter, the laws of such State shall authorize them to be docketed or regis- 
tered, or compliance with any otherof said say Sheep gener in the same manner 
as judgments and decrees of the courts of such 

These provisions constitute all of the bill that now remains. They 
provide simply for registration, and are intended to protect. innocent 
purchasers a secret lien. Every one knows the harsh injustice 
which is many times worked through the sale of property by a debtor 
against whom judgments have been rendered, the property haying u ) 
it a lien of which the purchaser is not aware. This bill is intended to 
bring the knowledge of such liens home to the locality of the property, 
so that the purchaser may readily refer to the registry-list and ascer- 
tain whether there be such a lien on the property or not. 

The substitute offered by the gentleman from Nebraska is most fatally 
defective. All the conditions specified in it are made conditions prec- 
edent to the lien. In other „words, it should be entitled “A bill for 
the destruction of the liens of judgments in the Federal courts; ” for 
its language is that ‘‘ No judgment entered in any circuit, district, or 
other court of the United States shall be a lien on the real estate of the 
judgment debtor in any organized county of the State or Territory 
until the judgment creditor” shall doa great number of things, which 
are specified. If, for instance, there should be a failure on the part of 
the clerk to provide an index to the registry-book, or to do many other 
things which the substitute proposes to require, the judgment creditor 
will have no lien, for no judgment is to be a lien until all these things 

ified shall have been done. The creditor may use diligence to have 
his decree or judgment recorded, but if there should be any accidental 
failure on his part, or if the clerk by inattention should fail to perform 
any one of the requirements specified in the bill, there would be no 
lien in favor of that judgment creditor. 

They are indeed made conditions precedent, for the declaration in the 
beginning is that no judgment rendered by any Federal court shall have 
any effect until the things enumerated in the bill are done and per- 
formed. Therefore I say that a failure to do any one of them takes 
away from that judgment the lien it would otherwise be. I can not 
think fora moment, therefore, the House will adopt any such substitute. 

The bill of the committee, the ninety days’ provision having been 
stricken out, is for the protection of innocent purchasers from secret 
liens, which often work injustice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. a 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will be able 
to tell us something about the extent of this language, if this bill should 
go into effect. I read from the committee’s bill: 

That judgments and decrees rendered in a circuit or district court of the 
United States shall take effect, by way of lien or otherwise, to the same extent 
me oaen maunat and not otherwise, as judgments and decrees of the courts, 
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Now, aj ent rendered in a circuit or district court of the United 
States in the State my friend represents, under the laws of that State, 
becomes a lien in the county in which it was rendered. It becomes a 
lien from the day execution is levied under it. Liens in his State are 
upon lands in the county where the judgment is rendered, or trans- 
ferred, filed, or some notice given under the law. Is it the meaning 
of this language that a judgment rendered in a Federal court shall not 
be alien on real estate of any other county, or does it extend it beyond 
the county to all other counties? : 

Mr. OATES. The language is very plain that it makes it conform 
to the State lien. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it have territorial limit? Does it extend Fed- 
eral judgments as liens where State judgments are liens? 

Mr. TUCKER. Just exactly. 

Mr. OATES. Exactly so. 

Mr. TUCKER. If my friend from Alabama will allow me to answer 
the gentleman from Indiana, I will say the mistake of gentlemen on 
this floor in reference to this bill is in supposing it bait ry to change 
the extent of liens of Federal judgments beyond t of State judg- 
ments. The purpose is to put them upon the same platform. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman let me ask him what is the ob- 
ject of the provision of the bill? 

Mr. TUCKER. What provision? 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision: 

Provided, however, That whenever, by the laws of any State, judgments and 
decrees rendered in the courts thereof are made to depend for their effect, as 
liens or otherwise, upon the docketing, vey wa b of the same, or upon any other 
requirement of law, the same shall not be held to apply to the judgments and 
decrees of the circuit and district courts of the United States, unless now, or 
until hereafter, the laws of such State shall authorize them to be docketed or 

, or compliance with any other of said requirements, in the same man- 
ner as judgments and decrees of the courts of such state. 

Mr. TUCKER. At present without that provision the lien of the 
judgment of a Federal court would be so without the requirement of 
being docketed. ' 

Mr. COLLINS. And perfectly secret. ; 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes; and perfectly secret. The State judgment 
would have to be docketed in order to be alien, buta Federal judgment 
would be a lien without being docketed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. TUCKER. He has yielded to me to answer the question, and I 
will give him more time. 

The whole purpose of the bill is to put a Federal judgment on the 
same platform with a State judgment; that is to say, if the State law 
did not allow the holder of a Federal judgment to put his judgment 
on the docket it should be a lien without being docketed; but that as 
soon as the State did permit it he would be required to docket it as 
in the case of a State judgment, so that if he did not he would lose 


his lien. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If this becomes the law, that then will be the pro- 


vision. 

Mr. TUCKER. If I understand the force of the language; and I 
will say to the gentJeman that it is my language, and I know the gen- 
tleman is ingenious, but I do not believe he can get any other meaning 
from it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Alabama yields to me to ask 
the gentleman from Virginia a question. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. TucKER] whether it is not the object of the bill to 
place a Federal judgment on the same footing as a State judgment? 
What I wish to know is, whether it extends it beyond the privilege 
now by a State judgment. 

Mr. TUCKER. Not in the slightest degree, because at present a 
Federal judgment without being docketed is a lien all through the 
State. If this be adopted, a Federal judgment can not be a lien until 
it is docketed, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then it restricts instead of extending it. 

Mr. TUCKER. Of course it does. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman from Virginia has explained with more 
force and clearness than I could have done the purpose and object of 
this bill. Its only effect is that it requires judgments in the Federal 
courts to conform to liens nm pte by State laws to State judgments in 
reference to being registered, and is for the protection of innocent pur- 
chasers. That is the operation and effect of it. Now, in States like 
mine, where judgments have no lien but only the execution, at the 
time it comes into the hands of the sheriff this law would be without 
operation or effect. It seems to me there has been an unusual amount 
of misunderstanding upon a measure the language of which is per- 
fectly clear. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I had intended to say a word 
to call baclethe attention of the House to the necessity of the question 
that has been suggested, but under the circumstances I feel as though 
I ought not to take up any time at all, and will simply say now that 
in my judgment this bill, that was intended to do just what every mem- 
ber of the House wanted to have done, has been utterly destroyed by 
the amendment which has been adopted, so that I, a member of the 
committee, and one earnestly in the interest of the bill from the begin- 


ning, having seen the want of such legislation, shall be compelled to 
vote against it. As to the substitute, it is absolutely, unconstitution- 
ally absurd. [Laughter.] 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Indiana to the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Theoriginal bill, as itnow stands, seems to accom- 
plish the purpose, and I am inclined to withdraw the amendment, un- 
less the gentleman from Nebraska prefers to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. WEAVER. of Nebraska. Let us take a vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask to have the substitute read as it will stand if 
amended. 

Mr. LITTLE. If in order, I move to strike out of the first section 
of the bill reported by the committee all after the words ‘‘ provided, 
however,” in line 7, and insert what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In any State wherein provision by law is or shall be made for entering and 
preserving in a public record in every county thereof the titles of actions and 
suits, including the name of the proper court and the amount claimed or recoy- 
ered in each case, brought in any courtof the United States therein, no judgment 
of any such court shall operate as a lien upon real estate in any such county out- 
side of the one wherein rendered until the title of the p: r action or suit shall 
be entered in such public record thereof: Provided, No suchj ent shall oper- 
mene such lien in any county from a date prior to the time of its rendition and 
en - ~ 


Mr. TUCKER. Icall the previous question upon the adoption of 
the amendment, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

Mr, TUCKER. I now call the previous question upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill and all pending amendments. 

A: pi NON. ore that I would like to offer an amendment to 
the bill. s 

Mr. TUCKER. I think I can not yield for any more amendments. 

Mr. EVERHART. Is it in order now to offer amendments? 

TheSPEAKER. Not pending the demand for the previous question. 
The gentleman from Virginia in charge of the bill, in accordance with 
the universal practice of the House, has been recognized by the Chair 
and demands the previous question. If that is voted down it will be 
in order for the gentleman to offer an amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the first section of the substitute be read 
as it will stand if amended. 

The first section was again read. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the amendment 
to the substitute. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon thesubstitute proposed by Mr. WEAVER, 
of Nebraska, the question was taken; and on a division there were— 
ayes 11, noes 63. | 

So the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. EVERHART, It is in order to offer an amendment to the first 
section of the bill? ` 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The previous question has been ordered 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill, upon which the ques- 
tion now recurs. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en ed, was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. EVERHART. I desire to make a motion to recommit the bill, 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. EVERHART. I move to recommit the bill with the following 
instructions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to in- 


sert, in line 5 of section 1, after the word “ otherwise,” the words: 
“In all counties of said State in which said district or circuit court has jurts- 


diction.” : 

The motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

Mr. TUCKER. I now demand the previous question upon the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS, Is it in order to move to recommit this bill without 
instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. The motion to recommit 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania was made before the pre- 
vious question was demanded; and,under the rules of the House it 
will be in order, pending the demand for the previous question or after 
it isordered, to move to recommit the bill with or without instructions. 

Mr. ROGERS. Pending the demand for the previous question, I 
move to recommit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 31, noes 


So the motion was not to. 

Mr. TUCKER. I renew the demand for the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 
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Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | the Union from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be con- 
pasea ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | sidered in the House. 
e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ILLINOIS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. TUCKER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 367) to 
amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to the division of the State of Illinois into judicial districts and 
` to provide for holding terms of court of the northern district in the 
on sJ Peoria. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

DEN]. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of this bill and that it be considered in the House; and 
I will state that I shall move to strike out the eleventh section, mak- 
ing the a) og esa which caused the bill to be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 


Be it enacted, €c., That the counties of McDonough, Fulton, and Tazewell be 
etached from the southern district of Illinois and be included in the northern 
district of Minois. 

Sec. 2. That the northern district of Illinois shall be divided into two divis- 
jons, to be known as the northern and southern divisions. The counties of Pe- 

Stark, Henry, Rock Island, Mercer, Henderson, Warren, Knox, McDon- 

a , Putnam, Marshall, Woodford, Tazewell, Livingston, and Iroquois 
shall constitute the southern division of said northern district of Illinois, the 
eourts for which shall be held at the city of Peoria. 

Src, 3. That the terms of the circuitand district courts in and for said northern 
district of Illinois shall be held at the city of Chicago, as now provided by law, 
andat the city of Peoria, in the southern division of said district, on the third 
Mondays of April and October of each Cc 

Sec. 4. That all civil suits not of a local nature, and criminal ae mpi 
must be brought in the division of the said northern district of Illinois where 
the ndant or defendants reside or the offense is committed; but if there are 
two or more defendants in civil suits residing in the different divisions or dis- 
tricts, the action may be brought in either in which either of the defendants 
may reside. When the defendant is a non-resident of the district. action may 
5 a ght in either division of said district wherein the defendant may be 

found. 

Sec. 5, That the clerks of the circuit and district courts of the northern district 
of Illinois shall be respectively clerks of the courts of both divisions of the said 
district; that each of said clerks, or his deputies, shall keep an office open at all 
times at each of the places of holding said court, and there keep the rec- 
ords, files, and documents pertaining to the court of that division; and said 
clerk shall be entitled to the same fees now allowed him by law. In addition 
to his pores to appoint deputies, as now prescribed by law, each of said clerks 
shall required to appoint a chief deputy for the court of that division in 
which he himself may not reside, who shall have all the powers of the clerk in 


absence. 
Src. 6. That the marshal and district attorney for said northern district of Ii- 
nois shall respectively appoint at least one deputy residing in the said southern 
division, unless he shall reside there himself, and also maintain an office at that 
place of oot gy bien 

Src. 7. That all causes and proceedings in Jaw, equity, admiralty, or bank- 
ruptey now pending in the circuit or district court of the northern district of 1l- 
linois, where all the defendants (or the plaintiffs, when the jurisdiction is derived 
from the residence of the plaintiff or complainants within the district) shall re- 
side in the southern division of said district, shall be transferred to the court of 
such division, said transfer to be made in vacation or in term-time; if made in 
vacation, only on the affidavit that al! the said parties plaintiff or defendant, as 
the case may be, are residents of said southern division, and ten days’ notice of 
the purpose and time of the hearing of said motion; but if made in term-time, 
then on motion and affidavit only 7 

Sec. 8. That all civil causes now pending in the United States circuit or dis- 
trict court for the southern district of Ulinois against parties residing in that 
portion of said district by this act annexed to and incorporated in the said 
northern district may remain and be finally of, respectively, in the 
court in which they are now pending, unless the defendants therein shall desire 
to have the same transferred to the appropriate division of said court in the dis- 
trict in which they reside, as provided by this act; in which last event such trans- 
fer shall be applied for and made tothe court for the division of the residence of 
such defendant in said northern district, or to the court of the said southern 
district, as the case may be, in the manner above provided in the seventh sec- 
tion hereof for the transfer of pending causes from the court of the northern 
division of said northern district to that of the southern division thereof, mu- 
tatis mutandis, 

Sec, 9. That when a cause shall be transferred as above provided by the 
seventh and eighth sections hereof, either from the northern division of said 
northern d ct to the southern division thereof, or from the southern district 
of Illinois to the southern division of said northern district, it shall be the duty 
of the clerk of the court from which the transfer is made to carefully transmit 
to the clerk of the court to which the transfer is made the entire files of papers 
in the cause, and all documents and deposits in his Sonti sro 5 thereto, to- 
gether with a certified pt of the record of all orders, interlocutory de- 
crees, or other entries in said cause; and he shall also ey under the seal of 
the court, that the pavas sent are all which are on file in said court belonging 
to said cause; for the performance of which duties said clerk so transmitting 
and certifying shall receive the same fees as are now allowed by law for similar 
services, to be taxed in the bill of costs and regularly collected with the other 
costs in the cause; and transcript, when so certified and received, shall 
thenceforth constitute a of the record of the cause in the court to which 
the transfer shall be made. 

Src. 10. That the judge of the United States circuit or district court for said 
northern district of Illinois may, by order, from time to time appoint and hold 
additional special terms of said court in said southern division of said district, 
for the see, peer of the unfinished business thereof, whenever the interest of the 
public and condition of the docket shall so require. 

Sec. 11. That until the completion of the public building of the United States 
at the city of Peoria, the marshal of the said northern district of Illinois shall 
procure suitable rooms for holding courts in said city, and offices for the clerk, 
marshal, and district attorney, at a cost to the United States not to exceed $2,000 
per annum, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


There was no objection. 2 

Mr. EDEN. I apprehend itis not worth while to make any remarks 
about the bill unless some gentleman desires an explanation. I move 
to amend by striking out the last section of the bill, as I understand 
the public building will be completed by the time the court is estab- 
lished. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. NEECE] re- 
ports one hundred and ninety-six bills as duly enrolled. Having been 
signed by the Speaker, the Chair will cause them to be entered on the 
Journal without having the titles read, and also in the RECORD, 

If there be no objection that order will be made. ° 

There was no objection. 

The titles of the bills are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of David C. Paullus; 

A bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead settlers within railway limits, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 225) granting a pension to Daniel Connolly; 

A bill (H. R. 226) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney; 

A bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to George H. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to William Condon; 

A bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension to Kate Amann; 

A bill (H. R. 443) granting a pension to Susan Woolley; 

A bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of Thomas Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Enoch Goss; 

A bill (H. R. 551) granting a pension to Rhoda Dane; 

A bill (H. R. 553) granting a pension to William J. Suffall; 

A bill (H. R. 602) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eich- 


. R. 613) for the relief of Catherine Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode; į 
A bill (H. R. 626) granting a pensisn to Minton Prall; 
A bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to John Defenbaugh; 
A bill (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck; 
A bill (H. R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D, 
Crocker; 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill ie R. 
A bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H.. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


737) granting a pension to N. M. Miller; ‘ 
746) granting a pension to J. W. A. Bennett; 
777) granting a pension to Frederick Bottger; 
788) granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck; 
A bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler; 
A bill. (H. R. 805) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 
A bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Edgar Payne; 
A bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson; 
A bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Samuel V. Ballard (title 
amended so as to read, **A bill grantinga pension to Samuel V. Holland”); 
A bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; 
A bill tr R. 925) granting a pension to Rachel Nickell; 
A bill (H. R. 928) granting a pension to Lewis A. Thornbury; 
A bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension to James T. Caskey; 
A bill tr 934) granting a pension to Charles W. Minnix; 
A bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Amelia F. Robbins; 
A bill (H. R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B, Snell; 
A bill (H. 1083) granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer; 
A bill (H. on granting a pension to -Alice S. Holbrook; 
A bill (H: R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan; 
A bill (H. R. 1107) granting a pension to Augusta M. Richards; 
A bill (H. R. 1108) granting a pension to Margaret Coffey; 
A bill a R. 1109) granting a pension to John H. Barry; 
A bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter S. Haynes; 
A bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to John Owens; 
A bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension to Charles E. Bolles; 
A bill (H. R. 1138) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown; 
A bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman; 
A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Louis Abear; 
A bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington and 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


Grace A. Harrington; 
À bill (a R. 1254) granting a pension to Mary Hoff; 
H. R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; 


A bill 


i) 
S 
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A bill (H. R. 1273) for the relief of Samuel A. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 1275) granting a pension to William Turville; 

A bill (H. R. 1278) granting a pension to Ann Bird; 

A bill (H. R. 1286 ) granting a pension to Agnes M. ‘Edwards, infant 
daughter of Harvey H. Edwards 

A bill (H. R. 1292 granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 1344 iting a pension to William H. H. Gillespie; 

A bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely; 

A bill (H. R. 1351) to restore to the pension-roll the name of An- 
drew J. Fuller; 

A bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth; 

A bill (H. R. 1367) to place Thomas G. Newman on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H.R. 1348) for the relief of Pernetta Hendley; 

A bill (H. R. 1369) granting a pension to George H. Perkins; 

A bill (H. R. 1396) to pension Martin Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 1468) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to Lonis Holt; 

A bill R. 1471) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Hill; 

A bill R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

A bill, (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary G. Colby; 

A bill (H. R. 1475) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 

A bill (H. R. 1506 ting a pension to James McAnny; 

A bill (H. R. 1508) for the relief of Mareus A. Hamilton; 

A bill R. 1564) granting a pension to Phebe Saunders; 

A bill (H. os ea granting a pension to Philip Jacobs; 

A bill (H. pit ate granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor; 
' A bill R 1s granting a pension to ret Kearns; 

A bill (H. R. pie granting a pension to L. Bragg; 

A bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kohler; 

A bill (H. R. 1579 fr fl the relief of Amy A. Lewis; 

A bill R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige; 

A bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of Sarah Manz; 

A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell; 

A bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 

A bill (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Joseph Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Thomas Askew; 

A bill (H. R. 1732) granting a pension to Cornelia W. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 1821) granting a pension to Daniel Kain; 

A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Noland; 

A hill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to George Slack; 

A bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to James McMul- 
lin: 

A bill (H. R. 1937) for increase of pension to A. Schuyler Sutton; 

A bill (H. R. 1970) granting a pension to Louisa J. McFarland; 

A bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to Peter F. Saeman; 

A bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to John C. Frees; 

A bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Joseph Chalfant; 

A bill ir R. 2054) granting a pension to Rebecca Marchant; 

A bill (H. R- 2159) for the relief of D. P. Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam; 

A bill (H. R. 2179) granting a pension to Henry Barr; 

A hill (H. R. aaa granting a pension to Amelia M. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 2196) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gettis; 

A bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cherry; 

A bill (H. R. net for the relief of Jane M. Langley; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Delilah Knill; 

A bill (H. R. 2%53) for the relief John W. Robson; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman S. Bull; 

A bill (H. R. 2755) granting a pension to Robert Monohan; 

A bill (H. R. 2791) granting an increase of pension to George Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 2793) granting a pension to Silas James; 

A bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to John L. Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt; 

A bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell; 

A bill (H. R. 2804) granting a pension to Clayton E. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Mary 8. Douglass; 

A bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to Henry H. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 3019) to increase the pension of Abigail Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 3100) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson; 

A hill (H. R. 3117) granting a pension to Walter A. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 3152) granting a pension to Eliza A. Fisher; 

A bill (H. for placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Connell on 


the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 3303) to restore to the pension-rell'the name of Joseph 
McMillan; 
ill (H. R. 3308) to increase the pension of Joseph R. Cravens; 
H. R. S to increase the poo iipon Ward; 

. R. 3359 tin; a pension to Hen: organ 

. R. 3367) Saue a pension to ets Middleton; 
. R. 3375) granting a pension to John D. Clark; 
R. oeh granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; 
R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonover on 


A bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner; 

A Gill E SAID) aaa a een O EN Lizzie E. Cooney; 
A bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to C. W. I. Pugh; 

A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer; 
A bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension to Fanny Collins; 

A bill R. 3520) granting a pension to William H. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension to Maria Mibard; 

A bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Albert L. Allen; 

4 ele R. 3538) granting a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 3539) ting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman; 


gran’ 
A bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Peter Tower; 
A bill (H. R. 3627) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth K. 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late 
of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps; 
A bill (H. R. 3632) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada O. Wnepps; 
A bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to E. B. Sweeny; 
A bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan; 
A bill (H. R. 3902 Drt the relief of Susannah Carmichael; 
A bill (H. R. ce granting a pension to Taylor Voss; 
A bill (H. R. 3919) granting a pension to Bridget ees 
A bill (H. R. el for the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers; . 
A bill (H. R. 3976) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 
A bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 


J. Prater; 
A bill es aa granting a pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale; 
A bill 4026) granting a pension to Algernon 8. Flagg; 

isi} granting a pension to Sophia F. Bixby; 
granting a pension to Rachel W. Heard; 

076) for the relief of George A. Roberts; 

R. aie granting a pension to Frederick Korth; 


colonel 


- R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha A. Silkey; 
- R. 4111) granting a pension to Minervia T. Thompson; 
. R. 4114) granting a pension to Capt. Anthony Harsell; 
H. R. 4116) increasing the pension of John P, Brinegar; 
H. R. 4118) granting a pension to Frank Lightner; 
. R. 4122) granting a pension to Mary E. Snow; 
H. R. 4125) granting a pension to John M. Milton; 
A bill (H. R. 4131) for the relief of Samuel C. Peck, jr.; 
H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. ier, for the relief of Amanda Rodgers; 

. R. 4287) to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow of 

. Freels, late of Company E, Third Infantry Volunteers. 
Re re granting a pension to Elijah W. Putney; 
. R. 4370) granting a pension to M. S, Towne; 
H. R. pd granting a pension to William Bridges; 
H. R. 4395) granting a pension to Betsey Martin; 
. R. 4400) granting a pension to Polly Belden; 
- R. 4405) for the relief of William F. Miller; 
. R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark; 
. R. 4461) granting a pension to Stevens Ww. Merrill; 
A bill (H. R. 4493) to amend the act of June 15, 1844, and for other 


purposes; 
A bill (H. R. ia granting a pension to Timothy Driscoll; 
. R. 4538) granting a pension to Mary Ann Murphey; 
. R, 4572) granting a pension to Willis W. Fink; 
H. R. 4579) granting an increase of pension to Thomas §. 


. R. 4580) to grant a pension to William Taylor; 
R. rin granting a pension to o hanes Renz; 
- R. 4824) granting an increase wal xeon to James Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 4918 granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper; 
A bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to Mary S. Webster; 
A bill (H. R. 4992 
roll; i 
A bill (H. R. 4999) to place the name of James B. Wilde on the pen- 
sion-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 5600) to place the name of John W. Logan on the pen- 
sion-roll; 
A bill (ŒH. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell; 
and 
A bill (H. R. 5024) granting a pension to William Christie; 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. TUCKER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 5196) to 
detach certain counties from the United States judicial district of Cal- 
ifornia and create the United States judicial district of Southern Cali- 
fornia; and yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 

Mr. HEPBURN. This bill was read the day before yesterday. I 
ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 5196) is on the House Calendar, 
unless it has been sent to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union since it was reported, The Chair is advised it has 
not been. 


restoring Leander C. Twichell to the pension- 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Tak gy pag mill pCa Sp at ppg bill 
eg deep s in the House if an amendment is allowed to reduce 
u 

Mr. HEPBRUN. I will agree to that. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will state that on investigation he finds 
that the bill against which the point of order was made the other day 
and which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union was the bill in charge of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. EDEN], which has just been passed. ‘The $ bill is subject 
to the same point of order if made. If the point of order is not made 
the bill will be considered in the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The bill has been read before. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let it be read again. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ea a enacted, &e., That all that portion of the State of California now com- 

sine yg in the counties of San Diego, San Bernardino, Los Angeles, Ventura, 

ta Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Fresno, Tulare, and Kern is hereby detached 

from the United States judicial distriet of California, and made a separate judi- 
i hern district of California. 

bsg act firey Sey poke pIE NEY courts of the United 


States, respectively, shall be held at in said southern district of 
California, begin ng on the second E raans Angustand the second Monday 
in Janu: in praca raat 

Sec. 3. the of California shall hereafter consist of all of the coun- 


hat 

borane Speer ne arene racy oer rg fear p cane teasing ea ae MACE ae 
district of California; i and district courts shall be held therein at 
fon Seances oa marag on the first Monday in February, the sec- 

ond Monday in Jilly; and ts fourth Monday in November in each year. 
Sec. 4. That the circuit or district court for either of said districts may, in its 
stray taser for tcamsme palaran ury, or both, to at- 
tend the same, by an order to entered of record twenty ys before the day 


; and courts, re- 
pe table Laden, neg liens see ar ie Benihana bitoni wers that they have ata 
regu! appointed by la t no special term of said 
rt for either district shall be ap inted’ except by and with the con- 
pie consent! of either the circuit Phadge or circuit justice, 
all suits and other proceedings of ev: 
— gea larie i of tbe United for the district of 

be tried disposed of in the ey and district courts re- 
‘or said northern district of California as the same would have been 


kind and nature now 


1l retain the rec- 

Francisco, and do and perform 

the said offices, y, within said northern 
returnable to or 


Sec, 6. That upon application ofa any sce to any suit or proceeding now 
nding in the present Parents or district court of present district of Cali- 
fornia which would have been commenced in the pubes aouns tir the seathoris 
district of California if this act had been in force at i the time of the commence- 
howe thereof, the proper court shall order that the rar ye removed for further 
ey cae een ook teen ee ar grma aem or Fo 

ing for such removal; and thereupon the ae et 1 transmit certitied 
ie all the pay sand of all orders and records made therein, to the clerk 


of the court to which suit or proveedings shall be removed,and all other pro- 
ceedings shall be had in said court to which the same shall be removed as if said 
suit or pa had originall Avon ter EPP wenn ga 


orim- 
court 


district of California, or which Shall be 
en eler tn tate act 5 for the distric and all other process for the en- 


forcement of any order of said courts, respectively, in an oer or proceeding 
now pen therein, except on proceedings removed as provided, shail 
be issued made returnable to the proper court for the ome aie inam district 


of California, and may be directed to and executed by the marshal of the United 
States for the said northern district erpi part of the State of California. 
SEC. 8. be ypbenrane bar, poner riS inted a district judge forsaid southern district 
‘in, and who shall receive an annual salary of 
quarterly from the Treasury ; and there shall also be appointed 
and attorney of the United States for said southern district of Cali- 
fornia, who shall, dhe say aan Cpa such fees and re pg Pa and exercise 
such powers and duties as are now fixed and enjoined us Fig 
Sec, 9. That the circuit and district judges of said southern district of Califor- 
nia shall each, mag sor pn eg ped a was for their Pipe ser courts, who shall 


reside and keep t office at Los Angeles,in said ict, and who shall re- 
ceive such fees and compensation for services performed by them, Arpi] 
t 


asare now fixed by law. The same person msy Be appointed ‘cler 
courts. 


Sec, 10, That either of the clerks of the circuit and district’courts for the said 
northern district of California is hereby authorized, at the request of the dis- 
trict judge of said southern district, and at the cost of the parties requiring the 
same, to make t pts of A ny of the records, files, or papers of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States remaining in the office of the clerks of 
the present district of California, and of all matters and which re- 


Jate to or concern liens upon or titles to real estate situated in said southern, 


ct; and such transcr/pts, when so made by cither of said yore shall be 
certified to be true and correct = the clerk making the same, and the same, 
when so made and certified, and filed in the proper court, shall constitute the 
piani eer court, and shall be evidencein all courtsand places equally with 
said origina’ 
Sec, 11. That nothing in this act shall in any manner affect the tenure of of- 
oes A the istrict of Californ marshal, United States attorney, or other officers of the pres- 
California, who shall, respectively, be entitled to the same sal- 
and emoluments now received by them. 
Sre. pr That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
eighth section of the bill. That section provides ‘‘ that there shall be 
appointed a district judge for such southern district of California, who 
ll reside therein, and who shall receive an ennual salary of $5, 000, 
payable quarterly from the Treasury.” I wish to move to reduce the 


salary there to $4,000. I think that $3,500 would be the proper sum; 
but I suggest that the amount be made $4,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there will be no objection to that on the 
part of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move tostrike out the word “‘quar- 
terly,’’ in line 4 of section 8, and to substitute ‘‘monthly,’’ so as to 
make the payment in this case conform to the usual rule. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The previous question was ordered upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill; and being pews, AA the bill was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEPBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF CERTAIN STATES. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up Senate bill No. 71, for the 
benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, 
Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and 
Nevada when a Territory, and I yield to the gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. CuLBerson ]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
ae Sane a oe eee ree Stee oe eee eee United States 


America in asse. , That whenever the Secretary of the Treasury a 

the Secre! of War, in adjusting the claims of the States of Texas, Colorado, 
Q N Cali and Nevada, and the Territories oi 
Washington and Idaho, PA aper when s Sa tone arising eens nan: 


in 
1 destro, or m: copy thereof, and ofall 
er vee or missing, upon proof thereat may be ifed the — State 


"The Commaitton on the J ndiciary senna to amend the bill as fol- 
lows: 

1. Strike out the words “and copies of documents and papers relat- 
|S thereto” where they occur in bill. 

2. Strike out the following words where they occur in the bill: ‘‘and 
all other competent secondary evidence.” 

3. Add as a second section of the bill the following words: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to detail three Army officers 
to assist him inexamining and reporting the S the States and Ter- 
ritory named in the act of June 27, 1882, r 
seventh Congress; and such officers, before i said duties, shall take 
and subscribe an oath that they will carefully canaiion aede said claims, 
they will, to the best of their ability, make a just and impartial statement thereof, 
as required by said act. 

The amendments proposed by the committee were severally agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2929), and 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the original bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLAND. LI object. I shall raise the point of order on this bill 
that it ought to go to Committee of the Whole. I ask that the bill be 
read 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 0) 
America in Congress assembled, That the city of Saint Louis and the following. 
named counties in the State of ‘Missouri s shall Sn Geos the eastern jud: 
enh of Missouri, to wit: Saint Lo: 


cois, Sainte Gatinheen Dent, Tron, Madison, Pe: 
hannon, Reynolds, Wayne, Scott, Carter, Cregon, Ripley, 
New Madrid, Mississippi, Dunklin, Pemiscot, Montgomery, 
and Saint Charles set 
courts for which are now establi and held and shall be continued at the city 
of Saint Louis. The remaining counties within the eastern district shal! con- 
stitute the northern division of said district, and the courts therefor shall be 
held at the ge de of Hannibal, and shall be styled the district court (or the circuit 
court, eee ea AS be) of the United States for the northern division of the 
eastern district uri, The western judicial district of Missouri shall be 
divided into x divisions, to be known as the Saint Joseph, the western, the 
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central, and the southern divisions, The counties of Clay, Ray, Carroll, Char- 
hnson, 


iton, Sullivan, Jackson, La Fayette, Saline, Cass, Jo Bates, Henry, Ver- 
non, and Saint Clair shall constitute the western division, the courts for which 
shall be continued at Kansas City. The counties of Atchison, Nodaway, Holt, 
, Platte, Clinton, Caldwell, Livingston, yY, 

orth shall constitute the Saint 
Joseph division, and the courts therefor shall be held at the city of Saint Joseph, 
and shall be styled the district court (or the circuit court, as the case ma‘ be) 
ict o 


per, Dade, Greene, Webster, W; t, ristia: 
owell, Newton, Barry Piono iyi and Ozark shall constitute 


district shall constitute the central division of said district, and the courts there- 

for shall be continued and held at Jefferson City. 
Src, 3. That there shall be, and there are hereby, established a district and 

circuit court of the United States in each of the several divisions of the said dis- 


estern uri, each in the divisions of his pro 
circuit judge of the United States for the eighth judicial circuit, 
quired to hold the courtsaforesaid. Juries be summoned forthe additional 
owu hereby created as now provided by law for the summoning of juries in 


said districts. 
Sec. 4, That hereafter all suits to be brought in the courts of the United States 
in Missouri, not of a local shall be brought in the division where the 
defendants, or either of them, reside; but if there be more than one defendant, 
and a part of them reside in different divisions or districts of said State, the 
pl may sue in either division or district where one of such defendants re- 
sides, and send duplicate writs to the other division or district, d to the 
aan ii of said district, on which said writs shall be indorsed, by the plaintiff 
or his attorney, that the same is a duplicate of the original writ sued out of the 
court of the proper division and district. Any cause may, by the written con- 
sent of both parties or their attorneys of record, be ti rred to the court of 
either division or district, without regard to the residence of the defendants, 
and whether such cause be now pending or be instituted hereafter. All civi 
causes now pending in any of the courts in said eastern or western ct, or 
any division thereof, against parties residing in some other division hereby 

, may remain and be finally neg ar sata in the court in which they are 
now pending, respectively, unless the defendants therein shall desire to have 
the same transferred to the appropriate court of the division in which they re- 
side, in which last event such transfer shall be applied for to the court of the 
division in which the causeis podine; and when a cause shall be ordered to 
be transferred, as above provided, to a court in any other division, it shall be 
the duty of the clerk of the court from which the transfer is made to carefully 
transmit to the clerk of the court to which the transfer is made the entire file 
of papers of the cause, and all documents and deposits in his court pertaining 
thereto, together with a certified transcript of the record of all orders, inter- 
locutory decrees, or other entries in the cause; and he shall also , under 
sealof ihe court, that the papers sent are all which are on file in said court be- 
longing to the cause, for the performance of which duties said clerk so trans- 
mitting and certifying shall receive the same fees as now allowed by law for 
similar services, to be taxed in the bill of costs and regularly coll: with the 
other costs of the cause; and such transcript, when so certified shall henceforth 
constitute a part of the record of the cause in the suit. 

Sec. 5. That there shall be appointed a clerk for each of said courts at Hanni- 
bal, Saint J: h, and Springfield, and each clerk shal! be a resident of the di- 
vision in which the court of which he is clerk is held; he shall keep an office, 
and the records, files, and documents pertaining to the court of his division, and 
he shall disc! all the duties and receive the fees Frys oe or allowed by law. 
And the marshals and the district attorneys for the eastern and western ju- 
dicial districts shall be the and attorney, respectively, for the divisions 
for their respective district, and shall be allowed the same fees and be subject to 
the same duties and liabilities as may be provided by law; that process issuing 
out of the courts of either division of said districts shall be directed to the mar- 
shal of the district in which the division is located, and may be executed him 
or his deputies upon the Fenda or parties inst whom issued wherever found 
within district ; and the marshal of district shall keep an office and at 
least one general deputy ipea, brer the place of holding courts in each division, 
excepting the division in which he may himself reside. 

Sec. 6. That all causes and proceed gs in law, equity, or bankruptcy now 
pending in any district or circuit court of the United States in the State of Mis- 
souri, where all the defendants (or S aE where the jurisdiction is derived 
from the residence of the plaintiffs) shall reside in either of the divisions in which 
courts are hereby established, shall be transferred to the court of the division in 
which the defendants (or plaintiffs, where the jurisdiction is derived from their 
residence) reside; and the transfer may be made in vacation or in term-time. 
If made in vacation, an affidavit of all the parties defendant that they are resi- 
dent in said division shall be filed, and ten days’ notice of the purpose and time 
of hearing of said motion shall be given the opposite party or his attorney of 
record; but if made in term-time, then on motion and affidavit only. And the 
said circuitand district courts for said divisions shall have the same powers and 
jurisdiction, with the same right to parties to prosecute appeals and writs of 
error thereupon, as now pertain to the district and circuit courts for said eastern 
and western judicial districts. All prosecutions for crimes and offenses hereto- 
fore committed shall be commen and prosecuted in the division where they 
were committed. 

Sec. 7. That before the judge shall fix the terms of courts at Saint Joseph he 
shall have satisfactory evidence that the county court of Buchanan County has 
provided and set apart for the use of said courts a court-room, clerk's office, 
marshal's office, and attorney’s office, free of expense to the United States for 
rent therefor, to be used and occupied until the completion ofthe public building of 
the United States Government now in process of construction at said city of Saint 
Joseph, at which time the courts shall be held and said offices established in 
said public building; and before the judge shall fix the terms of courts at Han- 
ni he shall have satisfactory evidence that the county court of Marion County 
has provided and set apart for the use of said courts acourt-room, clerk’s office, 
marshal’s office, and attorney's office, free of expense to the United States for 
rent therefor, to be used and occupied until the completion of the public build- 
ing belonging to the United States Government now in process of construction 
at said city of Hannibal, at which time the courts shall be held and said offices 
established in said public building; and before the court or judge shail fix the 
terms of said courts at Springfield he shall have satisfactory evidence that the 
eounty court of Greene County has provided and set apart for the use of said 
courts a court-room, clerk’s office, marshal’s office, and attorney's office, free of 
expense to the United States for rent therefor. 


Mr, HATCH. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman makes his point of 
order, I desire to state that one or two members of the Missouri dele- 


ereby re- 


gation did not expect that this bill would be considered to-day, and 
have asked the friends of the bill to consent that it be postponed to a 
day to be named, in order that they may have an opportunity of looking 
into it and conferring further among themselves in relation toit. With 
the view of securing harmony in the delegation in regard to this bill, 
which affects the State of Missouri alone, I now ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be postponed to a day in the near future. I will name a 
day that will not interfere with any special order already fixed. I hope 
that the House will consent to this ement, and when we come 
to consider the bill I think a very few minutes will dispose of it. I 
now ask unanimous consent that this bill be postponed to a day in May 
which we will agree upon later. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if unanimous consent is 
given for the postponement of the bill without the point of order being 
presented, it will then be too late to present the point of order, because 
postponement will be consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I think we had better dispose of the bill now, Mr. 


Speaker. 

Lene SPEAKER. The bill can be postponed with the point of order 
pending. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to any postponement of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] ob- 
jects. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for holding additional 
courts, and for impaneling additional juries, which will involve ad- 
ditional expense to the Federal Government; and I therefore make my 
point of order under the third clause of Rule XXIII: 


‘All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the le; all 
proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills ing DOOP ons 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, or authoriz- 
ing MAr out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability to 
tne aen Say for money or property, shall be considered in a Commit- 

of the Whole. 


The expense of summoning and paying these jurors will of course 
require an appropriation of money and necessitate a tax upon baa cost 
ple. The bill further provides that cases shall be commenced in these 
new districts, and that cases in the present district shall be transferred. 
The bill is peremptory in that respect. The last clause of the bill, 
however, as if with the purpose of avoiding expense for court-houses 
or places of holding courts, provides that unless the county courts in 
the counties designated shall provide places for holding court the cir- 
cuit and district judges may refuse to fix termsof court there. Butthe 
bill itself is peremptory in regard to the bringing of suits in these new 
districts, and also peremptory as to the transfer of cases from the pres- 
ent districts to the new districts. 

The SPEAKER. Does the bill provide that the United States shall 
pay the expense of the transfer? 

Mr. BLAND. It provides that these cases shall be transferred, and 
simply leaves it to the county courts to provide the places of holding 
court. This may necessitate or involve an expense to the Government 
in providing places for holding these courts. Certainly Congress has 
no jurisdiction over the county courts of the States; and the officers of 
the United States whose duty it may be to provide for holding courts 
will be compelled to provide these places in order to give litigants an 
opportunity of being heard, for the bill specifically says that criminal 
cases shall be tried in these districts when the crime has been committed 
there, and that civil cases shall be begun there, and that cases in the 
existing district shall be transferred to these courts. Consequently, 
whether these county courts provide the places for holding the courts 
or do not do so, the bill imposes expense upon the Federal Government, 
and hence it ‘‘ involves a tax or charge upon the people,” and should re- 
ceive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. It will be im- 
possible to carry out the provisions of this bill without an appropriation 
for that purpose. As I have remarked, it will be discretionary with the 
county courts to provide places for holding court, and if these county 
courts should refuse to make provision for the purpose the expense 
must = upon the United States and thereby a tax be imposed upon 
the people. . 

The SPEAKER. The bill seems to provide that terms of court shall 
not be held in these counties unless the county court shall provide the 
necessary accommodations. , 

Mr. HATCH. That isa provision of existing law, and one which 
has always been enforced. ’ 

Mr. BLAND. The bill provides simply that the judges may not fix 
‘terms of court at these points until places for holding the court are pro- 
vided. But other portions of the bill, as the Speaker will observe, are 
peremptory as to the holding of courts; and cases must be brought 
within the limits of the jurisdiction fixed. 

The SPEAKER. The seventh section provides that— 

Before the court or judge shall fix the terms of said courts at Springfield ho 
shail have satisfactory evidence that the county court of Greene County has 
provided and set apart for the use of said courts a court-room, clerk’s office, 
marshal's office, and attorney's office, free of expense to the United States for 
rent therefor, 

And a similar provision is made in regard to holding terms of court 
at Hannibal. 

Mr. HATCH. The provision is mandatory. 


It provides that terms 
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of court shall not be held there until the necessary accommodations 
are provided by the county court. 

. BLAND. But the bill also provides for the summoning of jurors 
and the payment of deputy marshals, for which, of course, appropria- 
tions must be made, and thereby a charge imposed upon the people. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘That is already provided for by law. 
Mr. BLAND. The third section provides that—’ 


Juries shall be summoned for the additional courts hereby created as now 
provided by law for the summoning of juries in the said districts, 


The SPEAKER, The Chair desires, however, to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to the rule which has 
heretofore been adhered to in the decision of questions of this kind. 
It has been uniformly held that before a point of order of this character 
can be sustained it must appear with certainty that an additional a 
propriation will be required to execute the law if the bill should 

. Now, it is true that this bill provides for summoning jurors 
and for holding courts at these additional places in certain contingen- 
cies; that is in case the county authorities provide the n: rooms, 
offices, &c. But all these courts are to be held merely for the purpose 
of transacting the judicial business in what now constitutes one dis- 
trict. Civil and criminal proceedings are to be commenced in these 
eourts; but the Chair has no means of determining that the creation 
of these courts will not in fact diminish the cost of litigation instead of 
increasing it. 

It often, as the Chair knows, diminishes the costs of litigation to the 
citizens and the Government to have courts convenient to litigants and 
convenient for the trial of criminals and penal cases. 5 

The Chair is not able to see in this bill any provision which mak 
it absolutely certain the cost of judicial proceedings in this Territory 
will be increased. On the ċontrary, it may bė contended, and probably 
would be, by gentlemen it will bediminished. When itdoes notappear 
on the face of the bill that additional appropriations will be required, 
but is merely a matter of argument, the Chair can not decide that such 
will necessarily be the case. 

Mr. BLAND. Only three grand juries are required now and this 
bill requires six. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is not well 
taken. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope my colleague will now withdraw his objection, 
and allow the bill to be postponed until Saturday, May 29. 

The SPEAKER. That has already been assigned. 

Mr. HATCH. Then say Wednesday, the 26th. 

The SPEAKER. That day also has been assigned. 

Mr. BLAND. We had better conclude this bill; and I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk a memorial to be read as a of my remarks. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the memori 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of order. My colleague did not 
have the floor for the purpose of having anything read. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman asked to have it read, and there 
was no objection. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman yielded the floor tp me, but the Chair 
did not hear it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. For as much time as the gentleman should need. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose to ask to have a certain memo- 
rial read, no other gentleman seeking the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. My desire was to show the House the nature of the 
Sh to the bill. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, by the usage of the 
House, is entitled to be heard first in support of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I will have the memorial read in my own time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yielded the floor to the gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Iowa desired to present a substitute? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The substitute, then, will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: x 


[Substitute for H. R. 2929.] 


A bill to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts 
and to divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, estab- 
lish district and circuit courts of the United States therein, and provide for the 
times and places for holding suclf courts, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
A in Congress , That the city of Saint Louis and the following- 
named counties in the State of Missouri shall constitute the eastern judicial dis- 
trict of Missouri, to wit: Saint Louis, Franklin, Gasconade, Jefferson, Crawford, 
Washington, Saint Francois, Saint Genevieve. Dent, Iron, i n, Perry, Bol- 
linger, Cape Girardeau, Shannon, Reynolds, Wayne, Scott, Carter, O: n, Rip- 
ley, Butler, Stoddard, New Madrid, Mississippi, Dunklin, Pemiscot, Montgom- 
ery, Lincoln, Warren, Saint Charles, Macon, Adair, Audrain, Clarke, Knox, 
Lewis, Marion, Monroe, Pike, Ralls, Schuyler, Scotland, Shelby, and Randolph. 
And the other counties in the State of Missouri shall constitute the western 
judicial district of Missouri, 

SEC. 2. That the eastern judicial district of Missouri is hereby divided into two 
divisions, which shall be known, cage ny AE as the northern and eastern divis- 
ions of said eastern district, The city of Saint Louis and the counties of Saint 
Louis, Franklin, Gasconade, Jefferson, Crawford, Washington, Saint Francois, 
Sainte Genevieye, Dent, Iron, Madison, Perry, Bollinger, Cape Girardeau, Shan- 
non, Reynolds, Wayne, Scott, Carter, Oregon, Ripley, Butler, Stoddard, New 
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Madrid, Mississippi, Dunklin, Pemiscot, Montgomery, Lincoln, Warren, and 
Saint Charles shail constitute the eastern division of said district, the courts for 
which are now established and held and shall be continued at the city of Saint 
Louis, The remaining counties within the eastern district shall constitute the 
northern division of said district, and the courts therefor shall be held at the city 
of Hannibal, and shall be styled the district court (or the circuit court, as the 
case ma be) of the United for the northern division of the eastern dis- 
trict of Missouri, The western judicial district of Missouri shall be divided 
into four divisions to, be known as the Saint Joseph, the western, the central, 
and the southern divisions. The counties of Clay, Ray, Carroll, Chariton, Sul- 
livan, Jackson, La Fayette, Saline, Cass, Johnson, Bates, Henry, Vernon, Put- 
nam, Caldwell, Livingston, Grundy, Mercer, Linn, Barton, Jasper, and Saint 
Clair shall constitute the western division, the courts circuit and district for 
which shall be continued at the city of Kansas. The counties of Atchison, 
Nodaway, Holt, Andrew, Buchanan, Platte; Clinton, Harrison, gd pA Kalb, 
Gentry,and Worth shall constitute the Saint Joseph division and the courts 
therefor shall be held at the city of Saint Joseph and shall be styled the dis- 
trict court (or the circuit court,as the case may be) of the United States for 
the Saint one ue division of the western district of Missouri. The counties of 


th 
courts for which shall be held at the city of Springfield, and they shall be 
styled the district court of the United States for the southern division of the 
western district of Missouri. The remaining counties within the said western 
district shall constitute the central division of said district, and the courts cir- 
cuit and district therefor shall be continued and held at Jefferson City. 

Src. 3. That there shall be, and there are hereby, established a district and cir- 
cuit court of the United States in each of the several divisions of the said east- 
ern and western districts herein created, exce southern division of the 

|. western district in which a district court shall be and is hereby created. That 
in each division there shall be held two terms of the district and circuit courts 
in each and pets year except said southern division of the western district, in 
which there shall be held two terms of the district court in each andevery year. 
The times of holding said terms of court in the city of Saint Louis, the city of 
Kansas, and the city of Jefferson shall be held at the times now established | by 
law, and in the other divisions herein named the times of holding said terms 
of court shall be fixed without delay by the ju of the district court of the 
proper district. That the counties of Cedar, Polk, Green, Dade, Lawrence, New- 
ton, McDonald, Barry, and Stone of the southern division of the western dis- 
trict aforesaid be, and they are hereby, attached to the western division of the 
western district for circuit court purposes and that all other counties in said 
southern division of the western district be,and they are hereby, attached to 
the eastern division of the western district for circuit court purposes. The dis- 
for the eastern and western districts of Missouri, each in the divis- 
proper district, and the circuit judge of the United States for the 
eighth judicial circuit, are hereby required to hold thc courts aforesaid. Juries 
shall be summoned for the courts hereby created as now provided by law for 
the summoning of juries in the said districts, 
Src. 4, That hereafter allsuits to be broughtin the courts of the United States 
in Missouri, not of a local nature, shall be brought in the division having juris- 
diction over the county where the defendants, or either of them, reside or may 


in different divisions or districts of said State, 
vision of either district where one of such defendants resifes, and rnia pli 


trict, on which said writs shall be indorsed by the plaintiff or his attorney, that 
the same is a duplicate of the original writ sued out of the court of the proper 
division and district. Any cause may, by the written consent of both parties or 
their attorneys of record, be transfe to the court of either division or dis- 
trict without regard tothe residence of the defendants, and whether such cause 
be now pending or be instituted hereafter. All civil causes now pending in 
e courts in said eastern or western district, or any division thereof, 
against Hep ted residing in some other division hereby created, may remain an 
di of in thecourtin which they are now pending, respectively, 
unless the defendants therein shall desire to have the same transferred to theap- 
propriate court of the division in which they reside, in which last event such 
transfer shall be applied for to the court of the division in which the cause is 
pending; and when a cause shall be ordered to be transferred, as above pro- 
vided, to a court in any other division it shall be the duty of the clerk of the 
court from w the transfer is made to carefully transmit to the clerk of the 
court to which the transfer is made the entire file of papers of the cause, and all 
documents and deposits in his court pertaining thereto, together witha certified 


transcript of the record of all orders; interlocutory decrees, or other entries in 
the cause; and he shall also certify under seal of the court that the sent 
are all which are on file in said court belonging to the cause, for perform- 


ance of which duties said clerk so transmitting and certifying shall receive the 
game fees as now allowed by law for similar services, to be taxed in the bill of 
costs and regularly collected with the other costs of, the cause; and such tran- 
script, when so certified and reccived, shall thenceforth constitute a part of the 
record of the cause in the court to which the transfer shall be made. 

Sec, 5. That there shall be appointed a clerk for each of said courts at Hanni- 
bal, Saint Joseph, City of Kansas, and Springfield, and each clerk shall be a resi- 
dent of the division in which the court of which he isclerk is held; he shall 
an office, and the records, files, and documents pertaining to the court of his 
division, and he shall discharge all the duties and receive the fees required or 
allowed by law. And the marshals and the district attorneys for the said east- 
ern and western judicial districts shall be the marshal and attorney respectively 
for the divisions for their respective district, and shall be allowed the same fees 
and be subject to the same duties and liabilities as may be provided by law; 
that process issuing out of the courts of either division of said districts shall be 
directed to the marshal of the district in which the division is located, and may be 
executed by him or his deputies upon the party or parties against whom issued 
wherever found within his district; and the marshal of each district shall keep 
an office and at least one general deputy residing at the place of holding courts 
in each division, excepting the division in which he may himself reside. 

Sec. 6. That all causes and proceedings in law, equity, or bankruptcy now 
pending in any district or circuit court of the United States in the State of Mis- 
souri, where all the defendants (or plaintiffs, where the jurisdiction is derived 
from the residence of the plaintiffs) shall reside in either of the divisions in 
which courts are hereby established, shall be transferred to the court of the di- 
vision in which the defendants (or plaintiffs, where the jurisdiction is derived 
from their residence) reside; and the transfer may be made in vacation or in 
term time. If made in vacation,an affidavit of all the jes defendant that 
they are resident in said division shall be filed, and ten days’ notice of the pur- 
pose and time of hearing of said motion shall be given the opposite y or his 
attorney of record; but if made in term time, then on motion and affidavit only. 
And the said circuit and district courts for said divisions shall have the same 
powers and jurisdiction, with the same right to parties to prosecute appeals and 
writs of error thereupon, as now peran to the district and circuit courts for 
the said eastern and western judicial districts. All prosecutions for crimes and 
offenses, now pending in any of the courts of said eastern and western at 
or any division thereof, shall be terminated by final adjudication therein, and 
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such prosecution hereafter commenced shall be commenced and prosecuted in 
vision where the offenses were committed. 

ge shall fix the terms of courts at Saint Joseph he 

ce that the county court of Buchanan County has 

provided and set a: for the use of said courts a court- clerk's office, mar- 


the U 
ied until the completion of the publie building be- 
p rocess of construction at said 


courtsa court-room, 

"s office, free of expense tothe peroneal 
of construction 
at said city of Hannibal, at which time the courts shall be held and said offices 
established in said public oe and before the court or ju shall fix the 
terms of said court at Springfiel sball have ry evidence that the 
county court of Greene County has provided and set apart for the use of said 
court a court-room, clerk's office, ‘so , and attorney’s office, free of 
expense to the United States for rent therefor. 


Mr.CLARDY. Iwould like tohave some gentleman explain wherein 
that differs from the bill of the committee. 

Mr. HATCH. I will undertake to do that. Now, to carry out the 
suggestion made by me when I asked unanimous consent and in order that 
I may do everything in my power with the friends of the bill to secure 
harmonious action on the part of the delegation, I will move the bill 
be postponed until Thursday, the 13th day of May, and be made the 
special order for thatday. ‘There is no other special 
and I hope it will be agreed to. Of course it is not to interfere with 
revenue or appropriation bills, 

The SPEAKER. The only motion which can be made is a simple 
motion to postpone indefinitely or to a day certain. It rests with the 
gentlemen having charge of the bill when the day arrives to say whether 
they will call it up or not. 

Mr. HATCH. I move its postponement until the 13th day of May 
next. n 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not to be called up if it interferes with existing 
prior orders. 

Mr. HATCH. Do you mean prior orders? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 7 

Mr. HATCH. Of course, I will not. 

Mr. BLAND. Is this motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise for the purpose of debating it, and ask that the 
memorial be read, in my time. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave notyielded the floor, Mr. Speaker. I wassim- 
ply answering the question of the gentleman from Georgia, who wanted 
to know the scope of the motion made by me. I am not thro 

I move the postponement of the bill to Thursday, May 13, with the 
statement I have made; and upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think the gentleman had the 
floor for that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had not yielded the floor, as he 
states. Ifthe previas yey isordered there will be thirty minutes 
for debate, fifteen on side. : 

Mr. BLAND. - I would prefer to have an hour. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the demand for the previous 

uestion. 
ji The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 3. 

Mr. BLAND (from his seat). No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point that no gentleman rose in his place 
and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. I now rise and make the point that no quorum has 


voted. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. BLAND and Mr. HATCH were appointed tellers. 
Mr. GLOVER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 64. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their places. 


ISSUE OF SMALL BILLS FOR CIRCULATION. 


Before the count was completed, 

Mr. MILLER. While this count is going on I ask unanimous con- 
sent to offer a resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent to suspend the present p i and introduce a resolution, 
which will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Khon trey Mg 1886, be set spt for the consideration of 
House bill 5788, rted from Committee on iking and Currency, to be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole House, not to interfere 
with general SEEK i TE bills, bills raising revenue, or previous orders; an 
if for any reason said bill should not be considered, or the consideration thereof 
completed on that day, that this order shall continue from day to day until said 
bill B finally Epean of. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 4 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. HALSELL. Mr. Speaker, pending the count I ask unanimous 


ial order for that day,’ 


d | sugars, tabacco, 


Spee igs for the present consideration of the resolution I send to the 
esk, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Journal, be fixed for the consideration of Howse bill W851, to. provide fer ascer- 
taining and settling private land claims in' the Territories of New Mexico and 
Arizona and the State of Colorado, reported from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, the order not to interfere with general appropriation or revenue 
bills or special orders heretofore made by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution. y 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The business from the Committee on the 
Public Lands should also be excepted. 

Mr. HALSELL. All prior orders are excepted. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What is the title of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It refers to certain private land bills. 

' The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HALSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, STORM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Thequestion was taken; and upona division there were—aycs53, noes 
45. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, before announcing the result of the vote, 
I wish to say that the friends of the bill have no desire to antagonizo 
this motion so late in the evening of Saturday and punish our own 
friends in the effort to secure a quorum; but I want to give notice to 
the House and to these four gentlemen, or to the two only, who are 
obstructing the bill, that neither two nor four men can beat a worthy 
and meritorious bill such as this when the entire House of Representa- 
tives is against them; and I give notice that I will call it up at the first 
opportunity for consideration. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’} 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded; and 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and pa were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: > 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Pennsylvania Association of Ex-Union 
Prisoners of War, favoring the passageof the bill for pensioning prisoners 
of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Grange No. 36, of New Jersey, ask- 
ing for agricultural products the same protection by tariff as accorded 
other commodities—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same for the passage of bill to suppress imitation 
dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Granges Nos. 342, Susquehanna 
County; 309, of Bfadford County; 214, of Bradford County; and 237, 
of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, against the reduction of the tariff 
= certain agricultural products—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of the same granges, praying for a law to prevent the 
adulteration of food, especially butter—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 602, of Penn- 
sylvania, asking that the tariff bill be so amended as to afford 
to wool and other tural products the same oe that is 
accorded to other industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 602, of Pennsylvania, asking for such 


| legislation as will suppress.the manufacture and sale of all imitation 


dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

+ By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Young Men’s Democratic Club, 
of New York, in favor of the reduction-of-tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorial of Grange No. 63, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, protesting against the admission free of duty of agricultural 
raw materials—to the same committee. : 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 63, Patrons of Husbandry, asking for 
a law to suppress the traffic in imitation dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. - 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Memorial of Grange No. 442, of Pennsylvania, 
protesting against legislation favoring the admission to our ports free 
of duty of all agricultural raw materials, such as wool, hides, raw 
, and asking the’same protection that is afforded 
other industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 442, of Pennsylvania, asking for the 
passage of bill to protect the dairy interests of the country—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting in- 
crease of pension to W. H. H. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, 
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Also, petition from Walter Buchanan and 105 others, citizens of An- 
trim, N. J., for a revenue tax of at least 10 cents per pound on all 
forms of adulterated butter—to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Daniel C. Gilman, Enoch Pratt, 
George W. Brown, C. J. Bonaparte, and many others, citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., for the establishment of postal savings banks as a part of the 
Post-Office Department—tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating to the claim of Oliver M. Thurman, 
of Warren County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4089, Knights of 
Labor, of Burlingame, Kans., against the free-ship bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Ey Mr. STORM: Memorials of Patrons of Husbandry of Pennsyl- 
vania, against certain articles on the free-list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Protest of the Board of Trade of Louisville, Ky., 
against the passage of a bill to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Ohio River at Cairo, Ill.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of the widow of Edmund Randolph, de- 
ceased, praying for compensation for legal services in the New Almaden 
Quicksilver mine case—to the Committec’on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., in favor of 
H. R. 5635, for the relief of Capt. William J. Heady—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Petition of C. J. Bassett and 44 others, citi- 
zens of Idaho, and of 155 citizens of Oneida and Cassia Counties, Idaho, 
praying for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr, WOODBURN for the 
suppression of polygamy in the Territories—to the Committee on Ter- 
ritorics. 


SENATE. 
` MONDAY, April 26, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. . 
SENATOR FROM TENNESSEE. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I present the credentials of Hon. Wash- 
ington C. Whitthorne, appointed a Senator by the governor of Ten- 
nessee to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Jackson, 
late a Senator from that State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the credentials, as follows: 


The State of Tennessee, William B. Bate, governor, to all who shall see these 
presents, greeting: 


ists, 

Jackson, a’ daly elected and qualified 
having 
States: 

Now therefore I, William B. Bate, governor of the State of Tennessee, by vir- 
tue of the power and authority in me vested, do commission Hon. Washington 
C. Whitthorne, a citizen and inhabitant of Tennessee, to fill said office of Senator 
in the United States Congress, agreeably to the Constitution and laws, during 
aps Lee with all the powers, privileges, and emoluments thereunto appertain- 

n W. 

n kstmony whereof I, William B. Bate, governor as aforesaid, have here- 
unto set my hand, and ca the great seal of the State to be affixed, at the de- 
partment in Nashville, on this 16th day of April, A. D. 1888. 

WM. B. BATE. 


gerd 
the governor: 
JOHN ALLISON, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro“tempore. The Senator appointed will please 
come forward nnd take the oath of office prescribed by law. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE advanced to the chair of the President pro tempore, 
escorted by Mr. HARRIS, and the oath prescribed by law having been 
administered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it did not seem to me proper to make 
any objection to the taking of the oath by the Senator appointed who 
has just preseuted himself, because the authority of the governor is un- 
questioned; but I wish to call public attention to the fact that this cre- 
dential (and I think the same is true of past credentials presented to 
the Senate in the case of an appointment by a State executive) sets 
forth an assumption of authority by the executive beyond the time for 
which it is conferred upon him by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States. This is a certificate that the governor has appointed a 
mooc pi Mr. Jackson during his ‘‘term,’’ when it should read ‘‘ until 
the next Meeting of the Legislature.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Still does it not refer to the term as fixed by law ? 

Mr. HOAR. That is nota “term” in the ordinary sense of the 
word. I merely thought it better to call attention toit. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] had a form of credential prepared and 
carefully submitted, for an election, which I think it would be well for 
the State Legislatures to follow; and there are forms in the Senate for 
an appointment by a State executive which I think it would be well 
for the governors of States to follow. ; 

This is a very unimportant matter now, and I did not call attention 
to it until after the Senator had taken the oath; but at some period of 


a close contest for party su y in the Senate when points of this 
kind are started there might a considerable difficulty arise by follow- 
ing this precedent. ` 
Pe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thecredentials will be placed upon 
e. SC 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting a letter from the Solicitor- 
General, recommending an appropriation of $3,500 to place the fifth 
floor of the Department of Justice building in a condition for occu- 
pancy; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The P: IDENT pro tempore presented two memorials of Knights 
of Labor incinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the 
free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of citizens of Northern Idaho, pray- 
ing for the annexation of the Pan Handle of Idaho Territory to Wash- 
ington Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Dalles City, 
Oreg., praying that increased appropriations be made for the construction 
of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of Knights of Labor 
of Grand Junction, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the free- 
ship bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition, signed by 160 citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, 
and a petition, signed by 50 citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma and for the 
opening up of unoccupied lands therein to settlement; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. WILSQN, of Iowa. I present a petition, signed by the board of 
supervisors of Monroe County, Iowa, and several county officers of that 
county and a large number of citizens of the county, praying for the 

of House bill No. 4792, for the relief of purchasers and other 
grantees of the United States, of certain swamp and overflowed lands, 
and to reimburse and indemnify certain States for claims thereunder. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Commiitee on Public Lands, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a memorial of the California and Oregon 
Land Company, assignee of the Oregon Central Military Road Com- 
pany, setting forth that the conditions upon which the Congressional 
grant of lands was made to the State of Oregon to aid in the construc- 
tion of its road were duly performed, and praying that the title be not 
disturbed; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Knights of Labor of North Ad- 
ams, Mass., praying that liberal A arney be made for works of 
internal improvement, and especially for the construction of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Mechanic’s Falls, 
Me., praying for the construction of a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, 
Rockport, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for 
the passage of a bill providing for the organization of the Territory of 
Oklahoma and that the unoccupied lands therein be opened to home- 
stead settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I also present a petition of the delegates to District 
Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor, of the city of Washington, D. C., 
in regard to the pay of firemen in this District; and as the petition is 
short I ask that it be read, omitting the names. I will state that the 
matter to which it refers is under consideration now by the Committee 
on Appropriations, and I ask that the petition be referred to that com- 
mittee. ; 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, as follows: 

Disrricr Assemnty No. 06, KNIGHTS or LABOR, 


Washington, D. C., April 22, 1836, 
To the Senate of the United States : 

The undersigned, delegates to District Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor, re- 
quest the Senate to fix the pay of the fire department of the D; of Colum- 
bia at owl sa annum for privates, firemen, tillermen, and drivers, and at $1,200 
per annum for foremen, engineers, and fire ” 

This service demands and has secured the best of courage, strength, intelli- 
geons soa moral character; it exacts unceasing duty and involves extreme per- 
sonal danger. 

The present pay is below the earnings of capable mechanics in many of our 
trades and much lower than it is in other cities. Justice requires that the mod- 
erate increase above specified should be granted. 

If a democratic system existed here we, as employersof the men in the fire de- 
partment, would be willing and able to give them fair pay. In the absence of 
such a we respectfully request the Senate to do what the employés of the 
fire department and their fellow-citizens mutually desire. 


Mr. HEARST presented resolutions of the Legislature of California; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 25 (adopted March 5, 1885). 


Whereas the law of July 27,1861,and the “Joint and declaratory resolution” 
of March 8, provided for the reimbursement to the States of all sums by 
them expended in defense of the United States; and 

Whereas under the interpretation of said original act of 1861, made two days 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 26, 


after its passage by the Secretary of the Treasury, the States were led to believe 
that if they, tively, borrowed money on their own account and advanced 
it to the United States, under the conditions mentioned in said law, that said 
sums, together with the interest paid thereon, would be refunded to them, that 
having taon the practice of the United States in such cases for more than sixty 
years; an 

Wherea sacting under this impression and belief, many of the States did bor- 
row moneys and advance them to the United States, and paid interest thereon 
from their own resources; and _ 

Whereas the principal has, in a great measure, been refunded by the United 
States to the advancing said moneys; still, the interest paid by such States, 


as aforesaid, has not been ; and 
Whereas it is held by the Treasury Department, Vasa, which such reim- 
i be required tojus- 


bursement settlements are made, that specific legislation w 
the payment of such interest; and 
hereas Congress has always heretofore provided, specifically, for the pa 
ment of interest on such advances made in any war, either foreign or Indian, 
beginning with the act of March 3,1825, to reimburso Virginia for interest on ad- 
vances made during the war of 1812, to that of March 3, 1881, to reimburse Cal- 
ifornia on account of similar expenditures made in one of her In wars; and 
Whereas during the Jate war, and under authority of said “re! ursement’’ 
acts of 1861, and 1862, the State of California advanced to the United States 
money which she borrowed, and on which she paid interest, and which interest 
ore at sons been refunded by the United States, but 1s now justly due the 
pan 
Whereas there are now pending in both branches of the present Congress 
measures designed to authorizethe settlement of the claims of the several States 
for such interest (being 8. 2000 and H. R. 2463), and which said measures have 
reported on by the committeesto which they were referred, in both Houses, 
in unanimously favorable reports : Therefore, i 
Be it resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to give their active 
support to said bills, orto others having the same object in view, and to use their 
endeavors, in co-operation with the agent of this State and in support of his 
efforts, to thus secure to the State the amounts by her expended, as aforesaid. 
Be it further resolved, That acopy of the above preamble and resolution be sent 
by the governor of this State to our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
and to our State agent, 


Senate concurrent resolution No, 26, requesting our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress to give their sapport to certain measures now pending in 
Congress, or such as may hereafter be presented thereto, designed to effect the 

roper adjustment of the accounts of the different States, Territories, and the 
strict of Columbia with the United States arising out of fhe proceedings 
under the “ direct-tax” law of August 5, 1861 (adopted March 3, 1885). 


Whereas under the provisions of the law of August 5, 1861, a direct tax of $20,- 
000,000 was levied for war purposes by tlie United States and apportioned to the 
various States and Territories of the Union and the District of Columbia, ac- 
cording to their respective populations ; and 

Whereas the amount of said tax so apporiionad to the State of California was 
paid by the State in conformity with the provisions of said law; an 

Whereas while part of the other States and Territories and the District of Co- 
Jumbia have, like California, paid in full the tax thus apportioned to them, re- 
spectively, many of those remaining have only paid in part, and some have paid 
nothing at all; and 

Whereas by reason of such a collection of said taxes (as shown by the 
official letter of the Secretary of the Treasury dated June 14, 1884) over $5,000,000 
of the same reinains unpaid, and now stands charged on the books of the Treas- 
ury against the States and Territories delinquent, according to the measure of 
their respective delinquencies; and 

Whereas while, by act of Congress, the operation of said law as to the collec- 
tion of said tax has long been suspended, still the interest and penalties thereby 
required to be collected have been permitted to accumulate, until now the 
amount of the original levy, where delinquent, has almost quadrupled; and 

Whereas to enforce collection of such unpaid tax, penalties, and costs would, 
in the language of the Secretary of the Treasury,“ put a grievous burden upon 
the people of the States which are in default of payment; ™ and therefore, in the 
words of the Comptroller of the Treasury, " it is believed that there is no desire 
now, on the part of any class of citizens, that the payment of this tax should be 
enforced; ” and 

Whereas itis contemplated by the Constitution of the United States, and is 
required by the principles of common justice, that “taxes shall be uniform 
throughout the United States,” and that it would be violative of both to compel 
the payment of such levy by part of the United States and Territories while 
others were exempt from such burden; and 

Whereas measures are now pending in both branches of the present Congress 
(being House bill No. 110 and Senate No. 795) which provide for the adjustment 
of this whole question, by authorizing the refunding to the States and Territories 
which have paid any or all of said tax the amount so paid,and the cancellation 
of all charges on account of delinquency against such States and Territories as 
have not paid the same; and 

Whereas the method of an pran proposed by said bills has the hearty ap- 
proval and indorsement of the Secretary and Comptroller of the Treasury, to 
whom said bills were referred by the committees of Congress considering the 
same for their efticient examination and report; and 

Whereas approving said plan of adjustment as being in its nature a measure 
of relief to the States in default and one of simple justice to those which have 

d,and in view of the important interests therein involved to the State of 
lifornia : Therefore, 

Be it resolved TOE assembly concurring), That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be requested to urge the passage of the bills hereinbe- 
fore referred to, or other measures Raving the same object in view, and to use 
their best endeavors, in co-operation with the agent of this State and in sup- 
ponte oe his efforts, to thus secure to the State the amount paid by her on account 
o tax. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of the above preamble and resolution be sent 
by the governor of this State to our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
and to our State agent. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Department of State. 

I, Thomas L. Thompson, secretary of state of the State of California, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of senate concurrent 
resolutions Nos, 25 and 26, at Sn by the Legislature of the State of California 
March 5, 1885, with the original now on file in my office,and that the same is a 
correct transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof. Also that this authenti- 
cation is in due form and by the proper officer. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of State, at office in Sacramento, Cal., the 
9th day of April, A. D. 1886. 

T, L. THOMPSON, 


[SEAL] 
Secretary of State. 
By A. E. SHATTUCK, Deputy. $ 
Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of citizens of Kershaw County, 
South Carolina, praying for the passage of the educational bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third 
story to the public building in Dallas,-Tex., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 6980) making an appropriation to complete the public building at 
Jackson, Tenn., and to reappropriate an unexpended balance therefor, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands granted to the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the 
Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other pur- 

reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MORGAN. In behalf of the minority of the committee I sub- 
mit an amendment to the bill, which I ask be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received 
and printed; and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. Ý 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 319) to forfeit the unearned lauds granted to the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company ‘‘to aid in the construction of 
a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas 
to the Pacitic coast,” and to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS, 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report a bill extending the timo for the completion of the records of the 
clerk of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and the trans- 
fer of the same to the Department of State. 

The bill (S. 2239) extending the time for the completion of the rec- 
ords of the clerk of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and 
the transfer of the same to the Department of State, was read the first 
time by its title. z 

Mr. HOAR. It is very important that that bill should become a law 
before the Ist of May, and I ask leave to have it considered at the present 
time. Let it be read for information. ` 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it onacted, &e., That the powers of the clerk of the late Court of Commis- 
sioners of Alabama Claims, as extended by section 2 of the act of Congress re- 
lating thereto, approved June 3, 1884, be, and they hereby are, extended for an 
additional period, not to exceed two months from and after the 30th day of April, 
1886, for the purpose of closing up the business of his office, and for depositing 
the records, documents, and all other papers of the court or its officers in the 
office of the Secretary of State, as provided in the act re-establishing said court, 
and the act therein referred to, and said clerk is hereby authori: to employ 
such assistants as he may deem necessary for the purpose of enabling him to 
carry into effect the provisions of this act, not to exceed in number those here- 
tofore employed, said assistants to be paid monthly, at the same rate of com- 
pensation heretofore paid them, on vouchers certified by said clerk, under the 
direction of the Secretary of State, fram said Geneva award fund; and all dis- 
a Neer shall be made by said clerk, under the direction of the Secretary 
of State, 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BONDS OF BREWERS. : 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it with an amendment. 

As it is very important that this bill shoyld pass before the 1st of 
May, the time when the bonds are given by brewers to which the bill 
relates, I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Let it be read for information. 

The bill was read, and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. It proposes to amend 
section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to read: 

Sec. 3336. Every brewer, on filing notice as aforesaid of his intention to com- 
mence or continue business, shall execute a bond to the United States, to be ap- 
proved by the collector of the district, in a sum equal tothree times the amount 
of the tax which, in the opinion of the collector, said brewer will be liable topay 
during any one month, and conditioned that he shall pay, or cause to be pai 
as herein provided, the tax required by law onall beer, lager-beer, ale, porter, and 
other fermented liquors made by of for him, before the same is sold or removed 
for consumption or sale, except as hereinafter provided ; and that he shali keep, 
or cause to be kept, a book, in the manner and for the purposes here ers] 
fied, which shall be open to inspection by the proper officers, as by ine required; 
and that he shall in all respects faithfully comply, without fraud or evasion, 
with all requirements of law relating to the manufacture and sale of any malt 
liquors aforesaid; and he shall execute a new bond whenever required so todo 
by said collector, in the amount above named and conditioned as above pro- 
vided, which bond shall be in lieu of any former bond or bonds of such brewer 
in respect to all liabilities accruing after its approval by said collector, 


Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say that the only change in the House 
bill proposed by the Committee on Finance is to provide that instead 
of the bonds being given every year they shall be given whenever re- 
quired by the collector, and that the bonds shall be given as often as 
once in four years. It is a very short time for the bill to go back to the 
other House and be acfed upon there before the Ist of May. It may 
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be somewhat questionable whether the amendment of the committee 
ought to be adhered to, but I leave it forother members of the commit- 
tee to say what they choose about it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator has explained how the bill asamended 
by the Committee on Finance changes the proposition as it came from 
the other House. Will he explain how the proposition submitted by 
the Honse differs from the existing statute? 

Mr. MORRILL. The proposition of the House of Representatives 
differs from the existing statute in this, that the existing law provides 
that these bonds shall be given every year on the 1st of May. - That is 
thought to be a great inconvenience for parties continuing in business. 
The amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance is that the 
bonds shall not only be renewed at the demand of the collector, but 
that they shall be certainly renewed once in four years. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill as passed by the other House proposes that 
the brewers shali give a bond once for all unless required to give a new 
one. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; and the bill also increases thé sum from twice 
the amount that is supposed will be collectible every month to three 
times the amount. So it makes the bond a very good one. 

So far as I have been able to consult the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee since reporting the bill they adhere to the amendment made. 
I shall therefore ask a vote upon the amendment. 

= BECK. I desire to hear the amendment read before the vote is 
taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 22, after the word ‘‘bond,”? the com- 
an Tee to insert the words “‘once in four years and;’’ so as to 


And that he shall in all respects faithfully comply, without fraud or evasion, 
with all requirements of law relating to the manufacture and sale of any malt 
liquors aforesaid ; and he shall execute a new bond once in four years, and when- 
ever AE eerie so to do by said collector, in the amount above named and con- 
ditioned as above provided, which bond shall be in lieu of any former bond or 
ponas e sen: brewer in respect to all liabilities accruing after its approval by 
said collector. 


Mr. BECK. I believe that amendment was passed by the committee 
Jast Saturday morning. 

Mr. MORRILL. lt was on Friday. 

Mr. BECK. It so happened that I was called to the Committee on 
Appropriations and the Committee on Finance at the same time, and 
did not reach the Committee on Finance to hear the amendment dis- 

and I was not aware until this moment that it had passed. I 
thought when the committee met at its regular meeting we had agreed 
to pass the brewers’ bill, as it is called, just as it came from the other 
House, because the bonds have to be renewed by the 1st of May or great 
confusion will then ensue. The report of the House committee accom- 
panying the bill reads thus: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 444) 
entitled “An act to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
ne Y ay reports: 

T it has considered said bill, and hereby reports it with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. It relieves the brewers from an unnecessary renewal of 
bonds without in any sense impairing the security given to the United States. 

The committee appends hereto the letter of Mr. Rogers, deputy commis- 
sioner, then acting Commissioncr. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
‘ashington, March 3, 1886. 

Sır: I have the honor to inclose herewith copy of H. R. 444, “A bill to amend 
section 3336 ofthe United States Revised Statutes,” together with letter of Hon. 
WILLIAM C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, ofthe Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives, inclosing said copy to me, with request for my rec- 
ommendation concerning same. 

In respect to this matter I have to say, that the purpose of this bill is to relieve 
brewers from giving annual bonds to the United States to secure the payment 
of the tax upon fermented liquors as well asto insure the performance of di- 
vers other duties, such bonds to be given ina sum equal to twice the amount 
of tax which in the opinion of the collector the brewer will be liable to pay dur- 
ing any one month, and to substitute for this provision a requirement for the 
giving of a continuing bond to the United States for like purposes, in a sum 
equal to three times the amount of the tax which in the opinion of the collector 
the brewer will be liable to pay in any one month, with a farther provision 
that the er shall execute a new bond whenever required soto do by the 
collector, to be in lieu of any former bond or bonds in respect to all liabilities 


accruing after its approval. . 
In reference to a ilar bill introduced into the last previous House of EOR 
e 


resentatives, the opinion eg Mig the then Commissioner was to th 
that such a bond, with the nr call for a new bond whenever desirable, was 
nd now requ 


an equivalent for the yearly bg law. 
Upon full consideration of this matter P Sore of the opinion that the view here- 
tofore expressed by this office, above reférred to, is correct, and I therefore rec- 


meray vee pe of this bill, 
y: 


Ion. DAŠIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 5 : 
With that recommendation the Committee on Finance, as I under- 
stood, agreed to order the bill to be reported as it came from the House 
so that final action could be taken before the Ist day of May and the 
brewers could go on with their business. Thisamendment, agreed upon 
in committee last Friday and now asked to be voted upon, would make 
it impossible for brewers to comply with that requirement before the 
ist day of May, when their business begins. I have a letter, which I 
expected to lay before the committee to-morrow at their regular meet- 


H. C. ROGERS, Acting Commissioner. 
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ing, from an exceedingly well-informed man in regard to this business, 
which reads thus: 


Hon. JAMES B. BECK, United States Senate: 

Dear Sir: H. R. bill No. 444, which passed the House uranimously last Friday, 
has been amended in Committee by Senator SHERMAN so as to make the bond re- 
newable ey four years instead of at the option of the collector. The amend- 
ment iaiia A bill almost biseigee eng i it compels the brewers to give during 
the first four years three bonds, with higher instead of four bonds with smaller 
securities. Senator MORRILL is instructed to call up the amended bill to-morrow. 
If thus amended it the Senate itis nigh im ible that it will go through 
the House before May 1, and the brewers have fore that day to renew their 
bonds under the present law. If the new bill passes after May 1 they will have 
to give a new bond, and before the expiration of four years another one, mak- 
ing three altogether, That would be hardly worth the trouble. 

he bill before the Senate was drawn two years ago by Solicitor Chesley, 
and recommended by two Secretaries (Folger and Manning) and two Comm: 
sioners (Evans and Miller). It gives the collectors power to call for new bonds 
at any time. Besides, the bond is to be one-third larger, thus securing the 
Government more strongly. They are satisfied, and why should not Senator 
SHERMAN be? Linclose report from Ways and Means Committee. 

Since 1862 only $3,200 have been collected on brewers’ bonds, and that was 
during the first two years from some small brewers. The bonds are entirely 
superfiuous, as the Government has ample security otherwise. . 

Tb beg you to endeavor to pass the bill as it came from the House. 


I thought that view was agreed to by the committee. That is what 
I shall vote for. I believe the reasons given by both Commissioners and 
by the Committee on Ways and Means make it unnecessary to adopt 
the amendment, because the Commissioner can call for a new bond at 
any moment, without making a compulsory demand upon those people 
and unnecessarily delaying the of the bill until after the Ist of 
May, when all would be thrown into confusion. Instead of aiding those 

ple the amendment now offered by the Committee on Finance abso- 
utely deprives them of the benefit which we thought the ought to 
have and which the other House was endeavoring to give them. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator before he takes his seat—perhaps he 
has already done it—explain the hardship which the bill proposed to 
remedy? I a little rusty. y 

Mr. BECK MP The brewers every ycar on the Ist of May renew their 
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ever, in bis judgment, one is needed to protect the Government, so that 
they shall not be required to go over the country every year to work up 
securities before the Ist of May when there is no necessity for doing so, 
or at any other given time, but leaves it to the Secretary and his Com- 
missioner to require a new bond whenever he thinks proper. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask to have the amendment reported, that I 
may know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which was, in line 22, after the 
word ‘‘bond,” to insert the words ‘‘once in four years and.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonot think there will be any difficulty in getting 
the bill through with the amendment before the Ist day of May. If we 
pass the bill this morning, it can go to the other House and be agreed to 
this afternoon. These brewers have hithereto been compelled to give a 
bond once a year. They think, as I understand, that that is too often, 
and it is proposed now that they shall only give a bond when required 
to do so by the collectorof the district. That might be very well where 
collectors are vigilant and active, butsuppose a collector is a little neg- 
ligent of his duties? i 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the proposition that they shall give a bond when- 
ever thereto required by the Commissioner the House proposition or the 
proposition of the Senate committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is the House proposition. 

Mr. INGALLS. How does the Committee on Finance propose to 


amend it? 

Mr. ALLISON. We add that it shall be done once in four years. 

Mr. INGALLS. At least once in four years? 

Mr. ALLISON. At least once in four years. So itseems tome that 
the brewers can without any great difficulty give this bond once in four 
years, and thus enable the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to over- 
haul at that time the entire range ofthe bonds ofthe brewers. I think 
the amendment is a just one, and I hope it will pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment ofthe Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], and withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after haying voted in the negative). Iam pees gen- 
As Isee 


erally with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
he is not in his seat I withdraw my vote. } 
Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). I voted, but see- 
ing that the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER], with whom I am 
paired, is not here, I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Upon this question Iam paired with the Sen- 
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‘ator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, Ishould| Mr. INGALLS. Accompanying this reportare certain papers which 
vote “nay.’? it is necessary should be before the conference. I ask that they may 
Mr. MAXEY, The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] is de- | be printed. 


tained at home on a Very sad occasion, and I am paired with him. If| The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The order to print the accompany- 
he file present, I*should vote “nay.” I withhold my vote, being | ing papers will be made if there be no objection. . 
paired. a 
Mr. SABIN. Iam paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. : KOUPE VENDE ES 
KENNA], and I donot see him in his seat. I therefore withhold my | A messagefrom the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
vote. announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 19; as follows: aeiy og S498) eran one the peorstag e ` E 
EAS : pean a pension lizabeth ins; 
Allison Frye, S Morrill, Sherman, K Un is R. ey or the relief of eS eee ì ; 
Blair, ' Hale, Palmer, Spooner, . i .R. granting a pension to Tay; 
Soner; s ae apes Pano; A bill k R. 1585) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath ; 
my ngA At, a A bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; 
Dawes. McMillan, Plumb, Van Wyck 
Dolph, Mahone, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. A bill (H. R. 1630) to increase the pension of the widow of the late 
Edmunds, Mitchell of Oreg., Sewell, Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States Navy; 
y; 
NAYS—19. pers Rr r ton for the relief of Henry N Huggins; 
Beck, Coke, McPherson, Vest, i ih granting a pension to Nancy R. Brown; 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, Voorhees, A bill (H. R. R granting a pension to Mary Manes; 
cal” p pei rei Pugh.’ pile oye A bill (H. R. 3043) granting a pension to Lewis W. Scanland; 
. Cockrell, Harris, : Vance, A bill (H. R. 3366) granting a pension to Henry Bollman; 
3, TNMs wage teas A bill (HE IÈ 4032) sranting a pension to John MeGows 
; : i . R. 4032) granting a pension to Jo wan; 
Dakai, Fur, eho aoe A bill or R. rye for the relief of Margaret Madden; ` 
Bowen, Gibson, om of Nevada, Biicishergen, A bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to Washington T. Otey, 
Caren: knim " comes Saukeh : A bill (H. R. 5051) to place the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt on the 
Cameron, Harrison, Manderson, Wilson of Ma. pension-roll; s x 
e | pascal nd A bill (H. R. at granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Lewis; 
aes $ A bill (H. R. 5411) granting a pension to John Butler; 
So the amendment was agreed to. A’Dill (H. R. 5635) granting a pension to William J. Heady; 
Meese wee ener to the Senate as amended, and theamendment A bill (H. R. 5645) granting a pension to Rebecca Allen; Š 
urred in, £ A bill (H. R. 5931) granting a pension to Erdmuthe Kirchner; 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and tigpbill to be read | A pill (H. R. 5975) to increase the pension of Michael McGrayel; 
a aes read the third time, and A bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Mon- 
third passed. rn: 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, TENN. A bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension to James D. Cotton; 
Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds | A bill (H. R. fis} for the relief of Richard Horrigan; 
reported this morning a bill (H. R. 6980) making an appropriation to | A bill (H. R. 6126) granting a pension to Henry G. Ballinger; 
complete the public building at Jackson, Tenn., and to reappropriate | A bill (H. R. 6135) granting a pension to James W. Sanford; 
an unexpended balance therefor. The bill appropriates $7,000 and re- | A bill i R. 6323) granting a pension to Rebecca Reese McKee; 
appropriates $2,500 more, making in the te $9,500 forthe com- | A bill (H. R. 6452) granting a pension to Samantha A. Smith; 
etion of a court-house and post-office in the town of Jackson, Tenn. | A bill (H. R. 6453) granting a pension to Martin J. Reynolds; 
The work is suspended and can not be resumed until the billis passed. | A Dill a R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Robbins; 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider the bill this FEAN tE os oe oe pension TONIKO D DAEUY; 
morning. z i q 70) granting a pension to Susan ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks | A bill ar R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop; 
unanimous consent to consider the bill named by him. The bill will | A bill (H. R. 6718) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 
be read for information. ; A bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to John H. Westerhouse, late 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade (Thirteenth) 


4 
B, 
4 
p 
$ 
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Be it enacted, de., That for the completion of the publio building for a court- M. 


house and aon at Jackson, Tenn., there is hereby appropriated, out of A bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; 
ro flonan ae een ee aus cr ae eee vg She cone A bill (H: R. 6774) granting a pension to Bruno Schultz; 
Sivil act approved March 3. 1885, for the approaches, grading, fencing, and pay. | A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Catharine Thenn;} 


ing for building. A bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Casteel; 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to inquire how the bill comes from | A bill (H. R. on granting a pension to Elander M. Mooneyhan; 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. Itseemstobean| A bill te R. 6919) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Williams; 
appropriation bill. s J4 A bill H. R. 7073) granting a pension to Mary 8. Woodson; 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a public building bill. A bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to William P. Carleton; 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no point about it, but a bill of that char- | A bill (H.R. ct granting a pension to Orson W. Sears; 
acter, making purely an appropriation, certainly ought to go tothe Com- | A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antoinette Birney, 
mittee on Appropriations. widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney; ~ 7 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection to the presentcon- | A bill (H. R. 7165) to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett; 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before | A bill (H. R. 7168) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ancram; 


the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. A bill (H. R. 7222 ting a pension to Callie West; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | A bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of Charles Schuler; 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. A bill (H. R. 7300) for the relief of Randolph Seaman; 


A bill (H. R. 7365) for the relief of Nancy Franklin; 
POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. A bill (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins, 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the inter- A bill Ut R. 7614) granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah Till- 
ests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, in the District of | man; 
Columbia, passed the House of Representatives April 12 with amend-| A bill (H. R. osi granting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom; 
ments, and on the 13th of April the bill with the House amendments A bill (H. R. 8085) granting a ion to Amos C. Weeden; and 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary for further consideration. A bill (H. R. 8086) granting a ion to Cammins Porter. . 
The committee direct me to report the bill back with the recommenda- The above fifty-se. ¿n pension bills were severally read twice by their 
tion that the Senate do not agree to the amendments made by the House | titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
of Representatives, and that a conference be asked, the conferees to be BILLS INTRODUCED. 
appointed by the Chair. Se haste 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas, from the Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 2240) to increase the appropriation 
Committee on the Judiciary, reports the bill named by him, and moves | for the erection of the public building at Concord, State of New Hamp- 
that the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Represent- | shire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
atives, and ask for a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes | on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


of the two Houses thereon. Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2241) providing in certain cases for 
The motion was agreed to. the forfeiture of ber, opty grants in the State of Oregon; which was 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to | read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. INGALLS, Mr. Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2242) to change the limit of ap- 
WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. VEST were appointed. propriation for the public building at La Crosse, Wis, ; which was read 
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twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. - x 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2243) to increase the rate of pen- 
sion for deafness; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 2244) for the relief of 
Rachael Dyer, of Fairfaix County, Virginia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2245) to amend section 162 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2246) to amend 
rule 12 of section 4233 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2247) granting a pension to. 


Manon Vangordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2248) for the relief of Adam L. Epley, 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2249) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to credit the Territory of Dakota with certain 
sums for ordnance and ordnance stores issued to said Territory, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2250) to amend the law regulating license 
tax of commercial salesmen in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave been requested to introduce a bill without being 
advised as to its merits. f 

The bill (S. 2251) for the relief of the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
Company was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2252) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Duncan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. t à 


REPORT ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Last Thursday I gave notice that this morning at the 
conclusion of the morning business I should ask the Senate to consider 
Senate joint resolution No. 6, for the purpose of submitting some re- 
marks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. If there are no farther “concurrent 
or other resolutions ” the morning businessis closed. The Senator from 
New Hampshire asks that a joint resolution be taken up; which will be 
read by its title. i 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I merely rise to say that the bill (S. 1812) to pro- 
vide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, and for other p , Was 
under consideration in the morning hour at the last sitting of the Senate, 
and I proposed to renew its consideration this morning, but the Senator 
ftom New Hampshire had given notice that he desired to occupy the 
morning hour to-day with some remarks on another subject. Under the 
circumstances, of course, I can not press the consideration of the bill to- 
day, but I should very much like to have the consent of the Senate that 
it may be placed as a special order for Tuesday, the 11th day of May, at 
2 o'clock. I think the bill will then be out of the way of everything 
and can be taken up and immediately 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to make the bill (S. 1812), to provide 
for taxation of railroad-grant lands and for other purposes, a special 
order for May 11, at 2.0’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. A special order for when? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For Tuesday, the 11th day of May. 
Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishallnotobject to the consideration ofthe bill either 
on the day named by the Senator from Nebraska or on an earlier day, 
but I object now to making specialorders. The Senator from Nebraska 
will have no difficulty in getting up the bill at any time, because Ithink 
it is the sentiment of the Senate that the bill should be considered at 
as early a day as practicable; but we have already, I may say by almost 
unanimous consent, agreed to certain orders of business, and I wish to 
have that order of business first completed before we enter upon any 
other special order. So I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 


I should be glad to have him take up his bill at an earlier day than he 
has named. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Very well; with that understanding I shall not 
insist on the request. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. - On the 8th of April the Senator from 
New York [Mr. MILLER] presented a memorial from the New York 
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church relating to the 
Chinese question, and at my instance it was laid on the table for the 
time being. I give notice that to-morrow morning after the morning 
business I shall call up the memorial and move its reference to the ap- 
propriate committee, and I should like to detain the Senate for a very 
short time in making some suggestions in regard to it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to the division of the State of Illinois into 
judicial districts, and to provide for holding terms of court of the north- 
ern district at the city of Peoria; 

A bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thom t, 

A bill (H. R. 2497) to regulate the effect of ju ts and decrees 
of courts of the United States in the several States; 

A bill (H. R. 3593) to repeal section 840 and to amend section 839 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. Ee to punish.robbery in the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5188) prescribing the punishment of horse-stealing in 
the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5189) limiting the time for the presentation and pay- 
ment of claims against the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counties from the United States 
judicial district of California and create the United States judicial dis- 
trict of Southern California; 

A bill (H. R. 5545) conferring civil jurisdiction in certain cases arising 
in the Indian Territory on the United States courts which now or may 
hereafter exercise criminal jurisdiction over said Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, Little River, 
and Sevier from the western and add them to the eastern district of 


‘kansas; 
A bill (H. R. 7212) providing for evidence in cases involving disputed 
handwriting; ‘ £ 

A bill (H. R. 7938) to authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Ele- 
Nat Railway and Bridge Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio 

ver; an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of William L. Dunlop, 
trustee. 

zhe message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: ) 

A bill (S. 135) granting a pension to Mary A. Tibbets; 

A bill (S. aoa} for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. Atwill; 

A bill tS 364) granting a pension to Nancy Baitorff; 
x A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 

tokes; 

A bill (8. ee for the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace; 

A bill (S. 2156) for the relief of John Randolph Hamilton, of the 
State of North Carolina; and 

A bill (S. 2224) in aid of the national monument at Plymouth, Mass. 

The message further announced that the House had:non-concurred in 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Magdalena Rehko 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bills: p 

A bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead settlers within railway limits, 
and for other purposes; a 

A bill a R. 3375) granting a pension to John D. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonozer on 
the pension-roll; s. . 

A bill Gi R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs. B. Alfers; and 

A bill (H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Ne- 
braska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory, with amendments, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pra tempore: 

A bill (H, R. 19) for the relief of David C. Paullus; 

A bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead settlers within railway limits, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 20 granting a pension to Daniel Connolly; 

A bill (H. R. 226) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney; 
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A bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to George H, Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to William Condon; 

A bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension to Kate Amann; 

A bill (H. R. 443 fo) eve a pension to Susan Woolley; 

A bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of Thomas Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Enoch Goss; 

A bill (H. R. fast granting a pension to Rhoda Dane; 

A bill Or R. 553) granting a pension to William J. Suffall; 

eo H. R. 602) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eich- 

mA bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of Catherine Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode; 

A bill (H. R. 626) granting a pension to Minton Prall; 

A bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to John Defenbangh; 

A bill (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck; 
este (H. R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. 

er; 

A bill (H. R. oe granta pension to John G. Shawbell; 

A bill (H. R. 693) granting a pension to William B. Keith; 

A bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Philip D. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke; 

A bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner; 

A bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension to Benjamin Dubach; 

A bill (H. R. 715) granting a pension to Tunis J. Roosa; 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to N. M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 746) granting a pension to J. W. A. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 777) granting a n to Frederick Botijer; 

A bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck; 

A bill |H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler; 

A bill (H. R. 805) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 

A bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris; 


A bill (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the public a street across 
the United States grounds in the city of Chattanooga, in the State of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of James G. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 5549) limiting the cost of the erection of a public build- 
ing at Rochester, N. Y.; 

2 bill (H. R. 4579) granting an inerease of pension to Thomas §. 
cet 

A bill (H. R. 792) granting a pension to David McKinney; 

A bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; 

A bill ir R. 3489) granting a pension to Amelia J. Gill; 

A bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Harriet M. Larrabee; 

A bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Frederick Bauman; 

A bill (H. R. 4835) to place the name of John Pruit on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill = R. 4813) granting a pension to Perry Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5061) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 5074) to provide increase of pension to James Waters; 

A bill (H. R. 5191) to increase the pension of Patsy Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman; 

A bill (H. R. 5193) granting a pension to Levi Koontz; 
A bill (H. R. 5199) to increase the pension of Thomas G. Barton; 
A bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Jesse H. Gaines; 
A bill (H. R. 5252) granting-a pension to John W. Thornton; 
A bill (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 
"B: cl granting a pension to William E. Hardy; 
. R. 5277) granting a pension to Zeba S. Ayer; 
. R. 5284) granting a pension to Rinaldo R. Somes; 
R. 5323) granting a pension to George W. Flint; 
. R. 5527 ting a pension to Emeline Crawford; 
the Sdit of Robert Moran; 
granting a pension to John G. ’ Burrill; 
for the relief of Mrs. Martha A. Marble; 
for the relief of Elizabeth Leffman; 
granting a pension to Peter Falkner; 
R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart; 
R. 6012) to increase the pension of Leander W. Corey; 
R. 6019) granting a pension to Maria Hollands; 
R. 6023) for the relief of Frank Sherbonaw; 
Sa granting a pension to Eliza Francesco; 
. R. 6125 granting a pension to W. C. Davis; 
R. 0m) granting a pension to Frank Manhart; 


or 


. R. 6504) aera a pension to Nathan 
. R. 6638) granting a pension to William Goda: 
. R. 7647) to establish a light-house at Seul Choix Point, 


> 

. R. 837) granting a pension to Edgar Payne; 
- R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson; 
.R es} granting a pension to Samuel V. Holland; 
. R. granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; 


A bill (H. R. 925) to amend an act entitled, “Anact grantin a pen- 
sion to Rachel Nickell,” approved March 3, 1885 oe 


A bill (H. R. con granting a pension to Louis a Thornbury; 


R. 1138) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown; 
R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman; 

R. 1198) granting a pension to Louis Abear; 

R. crs iy granting a pension to Harry B. Harrington and 


A bill 
A bill 


A bill granting a pension to James T. Caskey; 

A bill R. 934) granting a pension to Charles W. Minnix; 

A bill R. 1024) granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins; 
A bill R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell; 

A bill R. 1083) granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer; 
A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Alice S. Holbrook; 

A bill R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan; 

A bill R. 1107) granting a pension to Augusta M. Richards; 
A bill f R. 1108) granting a pension to ret Coffey; 

A bill R. 1109) granting a pension to John H. Barry; 

A on ( R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter S. Haynes; 

A bi 

A bill i R. 1136) granting a pension to Charles E. Bolles; 


H. R. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
E R. 1117) granting a pension to John Owens; 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 


A bill R 1254) granting a pension to Mary Hoff; 

A bill R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; 

A bill R. 1273) for the relief of Samuel J. Brown; 

A bill ' R. 1275) granting a pension to William Turvillc; 

A bill R. 1278) granting a pension to Ann Bird; 

A bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension bo is M. Edwards, infant 
daughter of Harvey H. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 1344) granting a pension to William H. H. Gillespie; 

A bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. Blakely; 

A bill (H. R. 1351) to restore to the pension-roll the nameof Andrew 
J. Fuller; ş 


A bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth; 
A bill (H. R. 1367) to place the name of Thomas G. Newman on tho 
pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 1348) for the relief of Pernetta Hendley; 
A bill (H. R. 1369) granting a pension to George H. Perkins; 
A bill (H. R. 1396) to pension Martin Kirk; 
A bill (H. R. pend granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson; 
A bill (H. R. 1468) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; 
A bill (H. R. 1469) ting a pension to Lois Holt; 
bill (H. R. 1471) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Hill; 
bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 
bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary G. Colby; 
. R. 1475) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 
. R. 1508) granting a pension to James McAnny; 


= 
= 
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. R. 1508) for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton; 

ill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Phebe Saunders; 
H. R. 1567) granting a pension to Philip Jacobs; 

- R. 1568) granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor; 

- R. 1543) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns; 

R. isna granting a pension to "Sarah L. Bragg; 

. R. 1575 ting a pension to Elizabeth Kahler; 
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A bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige; 

A bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of Sarah Manz; 

A bill (H. R. 17019 for the relief of Margaret A Caswell; 

A bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 

A bill (H. R. an granting a pension to Joseph Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Thomas Askew; 

A bill (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to Cornelia W. Ellis; 

A bill R. 1821) granting a pension to Daniel Kain; 

A bill R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa N oland; 
A bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to George Slack; 

A bill R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to J: ames MeMol- 


R. vat for increase of pension to A. Schuyler Sutton; 
R. 1940 granting a pension to Louisa J. McFarland; 

R. 1988) granting a pension to Peter F. Saeman; 

R. 1989) granting a pension to John C. Frees; 

. R. 2011) granting a pension to Joseph Chalfant; 


R. 2054) granting a pension to Rebecca Marchant; 
A bill R. 2159) for the relief of D. P. Simmons; 
A bill R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew I. Putnam; 
A bill R. 2179) granting a pension to Henry Barr; 


R. 2193) granting a pension to Amelia M. Green; 
. R. 2196) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gettis; 
. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney; 
R. 2254) for the relief of Jane M. Langley; 
R. 2689) granting a pension to Delilah Knill; 
2753) for the relief of John W. Robson; 
TE man) for the relief of Norman S. Bull; 

granting a pension to Robert Monohan; 

2791) granting an increase of pension to George Wills; 


. R. 2793) granting a pension to Silas James; 
. R. 2797) granting a pension to John L. Hunter; 
. R. 2798) granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt; 
A bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell; 
H. R pine granting a pension to Clayton E, Rogers; 
R. 2939) granting a pension to Henry H. Green; 
. R. 3019) toincrease the pension of Abigail Smith; 
oR ait} granting a pension to Samuel Hanson; 
A bill (H. R. 3117) granting a pension to Walter A. Phillips; 
H. R. pei 
or 


%. 2805) granting a pension to Mary S. Douglass; 
A bill tH fi ee ca, 
H 


ting a pension to Eliza A. Fisher; 
placing the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell on 


. R. 3303) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Joseph 


. R. 3308) to increase the pension of Joseph R. Cravens; 
. R. 3309) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward; 

. R. 3359) granting a pension to Henry S. Morgan; 

H. R. 3364) granting a pension to Asahel Middleton; 

. R. 3375) granting a pension to John Clark; 

H. R. 3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; 

. R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonover on 
the pension-roll; : $ 

A bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. Sis} grgnting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie E. Cooney; 

A bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to C. W. I. Pugh; 

A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary É. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. eed for the relief of Mary B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension to Fanny Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to William H. Blake; 

A bill (H, R. 3524) granting a pension to Maria Mibord; 

A bill (H. R. re granting a pension to Albert L. Allen; 

A bill tE R. 3538) granting a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 3539) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Peter Tower; 

A bill (H. R. 3627) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Gallagher, 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Gallagher, deceased, late colonel 
of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps; 

A bill (H. R. 3632) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada O. Krepps; 

A bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to E. B. Sweeny; 

A ae H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan; 

A bi 

H. R. 
A bill (ir R pat granting a pension to Bridget O’Brien; 
5 
0} to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 
A bill (H. R. 3990) to’restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 
J. $ 

A bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale; 

A bill (H. R. 4026) granting a pension to Algernon 8. Flagg; 

A bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to Sophia F. Bixby; 

A bill (H. R. 4031) granting a pension to Rachel W. Heard; 

A bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of George A. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 4077) granting a pension to Frederick Korth; 

A bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha A. Silkey; 

A bill (H. R. 4111) granting a pension to Minerva T. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 4114) granting a pension to Capt. Anthony Harsell; 


granting a pension to Mary E. Snow; 

. 4125 nting a pension to John M. Milton; 

4131) for the relief of Samuel C. Peck, jr. ; 

4132) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson; 

4224) for the relief of Amanda Rodgers; 

4287) to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow of 
reels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry Vol- 
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to granting a pension to Elijah W. Putney; 
4370) granting a pension to M. 8. Towne; 
grantinga pension to William Bridges, jr. ; 
granting a pension to Betsy Martin; 
granting a pension to Polly Belden; 
for the relief of William F. Miller; 
R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark; 
R. 4461) granting a pension to Stevens W. Merrill; 
I. R. 4493) to amend the act of June 15, 1844, and for other 


PAP 


H. R. pre granting a pension to Timothy Driscoll; 
H. R. 4538) granting a pension to Mary Ann Murphey; 
H. R. pry granting a pension to Willis W. Fink; 
a granting an increase of pension to Thomas 8. 


È 1018) grantingan increase of pension to James Morgan; 
granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper; 
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A bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to Mary S. Webster; 
A bill (H. R. 4992) restoring Leander C. Twichell to the pension- 


roll; 
: A bill (H. R. 4999) to place the name of James B. Wilde on the pen- 
sion-roll; 
A bill (Hh. R. 5000) to place the name of John W. Logan on the pen- 
sion-roll; - x 
A bill X H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 5024) granting a pension to William Christie. 
; HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the J udi- 


ciary:- 

A bill (H. R. 637) to amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to the division of the State of Illinois into 
judicial districts, and to provide for holding terms of court of the north- 
ern district at the city of Peoria; s 

A bill (H. R. 2497) to regulate the effect of judgments and decrees 
of courts of the United States in the several States; 

A bill (H. R. 3593) to repeal section 840 and to amend section 839 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4849) to punish robbery in the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5188) prescribing the punishment of horse-stealing in 
the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counties from the United States 
judicial district of California and create the United States judicial dis- 
trict of Southern California; 

A bill (H. R. 5545) conferring civil jurisdiction in certain cases aris- 
ing in the Indian Territory on the United States courts which now or 
may hereafter exercise criminal jurisdiction over said Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, Little River, 
and Sevier from the western and add them to the eastern district of 
Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 7212) providing for evidence in cases involving disputed 
handwriting; and 

A bill (H. R. 5189) limiting the time for the presentation and pay- 
ment of claims against the United States. 

The bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thompson was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, 

The bill (H. R. 7938) to authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Ele- 
vated Railway and Bridge Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio 
River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of William L. Dunlop, 
trustee, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


EVIDENCE IN CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid before the Senate theamendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 71) for the benefit of the 
States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and 
Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada 
when a Territory. 

Mr, DOLPH. I move that the Senate non-concurin the amendments 
of the House, and that a committee of conference be appointed on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, DoLpm, Mr. 
SPOONER, and Mr. GRAY were appointed. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC, ` 


Mr. BLAIR. I now move that the Senate proceed ¢o the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S. Res. 6) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution in relation to alcoholic liquors and other poisonous bever- 
ages. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Task that the joint resolution be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Constitution be, and eg ba proposed to the States, 
to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several 
States, as provided in the Constitution : g 

ARTICLE —. 

SECTION 1, From and after the year of our Lord 1909 the manufacture and sale 
of distilled alcoholic intoxicating liquors, or alcoholic liquors any part of which 
is obtained bý distillation or process equivalent thereto, or any intoxicating 
liquors mixed or adulterated with ardent spirits or with any poison whatever, 
except for medicinal, mechanical, chemical], and scientific purposes, and for use 
in thearts, anywhere within the United States and the Territories thereof, shall 
cease; and the importation of such liquors from foreign states and countries to 
the United States and Territories, and the exportation of such liquors from and 
the transportation thereof within and through any part of this country, except 
for ink eY and purposes aforesaid, shall be, and hereby are, forever thereafter 

rohi y 
» Sec. 2. Nothing in this article shall be construed to waive or abridge any ex- 
isting power of Congress, nor the right, which is hereby recognized, of the peo- 
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therefrom at any time, as well before as after the close of the 
1900; but until then, and until ten years after the ratification hereof as provided 
in the next section, no State or Territory shall interfere with the rtation 
of said liquor or ingredients, in packages safely secured, over the us lines of 
traffic, to other States and Territories wherein the manufacture, sale, and use 
thereof for other purposes and use than those excepted in the first section shall 
be lawful: Provided, That the true destination of such packages be plainly 
marked thereon, 

Src. 3. Should this article not be ratified by three-fourths of the States on or 
before the last day of December, 1890, then the first section hereof sha!! take 
effect and be in force at the expiration of ten years from such ratification; and 
the assent of any State to this article shall not be rescinded nor reversed. 

Sxc. 4, Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have had the honor to introduce a 
joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution which, after 
it has become a part thereof, will confer the power and impose the duty 
upon the General Government to co-operate with the States in the sup- 
pression of the evils which result from the use of alcohol as a beverage, 
and which, when ratified by the States, would constitute an express 
national prohibition of the manufacture and traffic in the more potent 
forms of that poison and of all admixtures and adulterations of the 
same, except for medicinal, mechanical, chemical, and scientific pur- 
poses, and for use in the arts anywhere within the United States and 
the Territories thereof. 

In addition to this, the proposed amendment would confer upon the 
States (now fettered by the national Constitution, which gives protection 
to alcohol in all forms, including of course fermented drinks, wine and 
cider and all adulterations thereof as articles of property and of inter- 
state and foreign commerce, so that the States are comparatively help- 
less in the effort for their extinction as dangerous beverages) all the 
powers of independent nations for expulsion,-seizure, and destruction 
over fermented drinks and adulterations thereof, which are considered 
by some as less dangerous than the more powerful products of distilla- 
tion, and which many now believe the States with such enlarged pow- 
ers could restrain without interference of national law. Should this 
belief prove to be ill-founded by experience, still further national re- 
striction will be imposed by the people. 

This proposition has been pending in Congress since December, 1876. 
On the 27th day of December in that year, being then a member of the 
House of Representatives, I discussed the subject at considerable length, 
and will not trouble the Senate with a repetition of the facts and argu- 
ments advanced upon that occasion, and which are so easily accessible 
to any one who cares to examine them. Itwill be proper, however, to 
call attention to the text of the joint resolution and to a statement of 
certain fundamental propositions upon the truth of which I believe the 
right and expediency of this change in the Constitution, as well as all 
legislation, State or national, upon the subject must depend. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and Iouse of ry irate! the United Slates of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the follow- 
ing améndment to the Constitution be, and hereby is, proposed tothe States, to 


become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several 
States, as provided in the Constitution : 
ARTICLE —. 

SECTION 1. From and after the year of our Lord 1900 the manufacture and sale 
of distilled alcoholic intoxicating liquors, or alcoholic liquors any part of which 
is obtained by distillation or process equivalent thereto, or any intoxicating 

uors or adulterated with ardent spirits or with any poison whatever, 
except for medicinal, mechanical, chemical, and scientific pu and for use 
in the arts, anywhere within the United States and pe Territories thereof, shall 
cease; andthe importation of such liquors from fofeign states and countries to 
the United States and Territories, and the exportation of such liquors from and 
the transportation thereof within and through any pers of this country, except 
= re use and purposes aforesaid, shall be, and hereby is, forever thereafter pro- 

bited. 

Sxc.2. Nothing in thisarticle shall be construed to waive or abridge any exist- 
ing power of Congress, nor the right, which is hereby recognized, of the people of 
any State or Territory to enact laws to prevent the increase and for the suppres- 
sion or regulation of the manufacture, sale, and use of liquors, and the ingre- 
dients thereof, amy part of which is alcoholic, intoxicating, or poisonous, within 
its own limits, and for the exclusion of such guor and ingredients therefrom 
atany time, as well before as after the close of the year of cur Lord 1900; but 
until then, and until ten OF bases after the ratification hereof, as provided in the 
next section, no State or Territory shall interfere with the transportation of said 
liquors or ingredients, in packages safely secured, over the usual lines of traffic 
to other States and Territories wherein the manufacture, sale, and use thereof 
for other purposes and use than those excepted in the first section shall be law- 
ok Provided, That the true destination of such packages be plainly marked 

ereon, 

Sec. 3. Should this article not be ratified by three-fourths of the States on or be- 
fore the last day of December, 1890, then the first section hereof shall take effect 
and be in force at the expiration of ten years from such ratification; and the as- 
sent of any State to this article shall not be rescinded nor reversed. 

Sec, 4. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation. 


I now repeat the propositions referred to, and upon the truth of 
which I rely: 

“ fn order to justify legislation of any kind restricting the manufact- 
ure and use of alcoholic liquors, I believe it to be necessary to main- 
tain these propositions: 

“First. That it is the duty of society, through the agency of govern- 
ment, which is the creature of society, to enact and enforce all laws 
which, while protecting the individual in the fall possession and en- 
joyment of his inalienable rights, tend to promote the general welfare; 
and especially whenever that welfare is impaired or threatened by any 


existing or impending evil, it is the duty of society to enact and en- 
force laws to restrict or destroy thatevil. It may be proper to observe 
that no law can promote the general welfare which deprives an indi- 
vidual of an inalienable right, when that right is properly defined, or 
which impairs the enjoyment thereof, whether of life, liberty, property, 
or the pursuit of happiness, But society has inalienable rights as well 
as individuals, and the right to such legislation as will promote the 
general welfare, in its true sense, is one of them; and the inalienable 
rights of individuals and the inalienable rights of society. at large are 
Kuten by, and must be construed and enjoyed with reference to, each 
other. 

“Second. While society has no right to prevent or restrict the use of 
an article by individuals for purposes which are beneficial only, yet 
if that use, beneficial to some, is found by experience to be naturally 
and inevitably greatly injurious in its effects upon others and upon so- 
ciety in general, then it becomes the duty of sociegy, in the exercise of 
its inalienable right to promote the general welfare and in self-defense 
to social life, just as the individual may defend his natural life, to pro- 
hibit, regulate, or restrict the use of that article, asthe case may require. 
This principle is daily applied in laws which control the manufacture 
and use of gunpowder, nitro-glycerine, dynamite, and other things of 
great and dangerous potency, the unrestrained use of which, even for 
useful purposes, has been shown by experience to be destructive to the 
inalienable rights of others. This results from the common principle 
of law that every man must so enjoy his own rights as neither to de- 
stroy nor impair those of another, and it isthe great end for which gov- 
ernment is instituted among men to compel him so to do. 

"Third. No person has a right to do that to himself which impairs or 
perverts his own powers; and when he does so by means of that which 
society can reach and remove by law to such extent as to become a 
burden or a source of danger to others, either by his example or by his 
liability to commit acts of crime, or to be essentially incapacitated to 
discharge his duties to himself, his family, and society, the law, that 
is, society, should protect both him and itself. A man has no more 
right to destroy his inalienable rights than those of another, or than 
another has to deprive him of his own. The laws restraining the 
spendthrift in the destruction of his inalienable right in property and 
punishing suicide (as the common law did, by forfeiture of estate, &c.), 
or attempted self-murder (as the law does now), are familiar examples 
of the application of this principle. 

‘These are elementary principles of law and of common sense. They 
are corner-stones of all just government. ‘To these principles every 
member of society is held to have given his assent. They are unques- 
tioned, so far as I know, by any one who believes in any law. They 
are axiomatic and indestructible as the social organization itself. 

“Fourth. The use (unless medicinally) of alcoholic liquors to the ex- 
tent of intoxicating or poisoning—which, as will hereafter be seen, is 
the same thing as intoxication—is an injury to the individual; it in- 
flicts great evils upon society at large; it is destructive to the general 
welfare; it is of a nature which may be greatly restricted if not de- 
stroyed by the enforcement of appropriate laws; consequently such 
laws should be enacted and enforced; and this should be done in our 
country either by the States or by the General Government, or by 
both, if such laws can be made more efficient thereby.’’ 


GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS, . 


I desire at this time less to attempt n summary of fact and argument 
directly in support of the joint resolution than to offer a few con- 
siderations touching the present condition of the great debate upon the 
liquor traffic which for many years has been so active in all parts of 
the country; and with the consent of the Senate I will venture a few 
suggestions which seem likely to compel attention, whether willing or 
reluctant, from politicians and statesmen and patriots and parties, as well 
as of this great nation, which embraces them all. 

It must be conceded that the use of intoxicating (that is to say, of 
poisonous) liquors as a beverage is the chief source and immediate cause 
of more hurt to society and to individuals than any other one agency 
which can be named. The war of the rebellion cost us fewer lives and 
less treasure year by year during its*term of death and devastation 
than the nation has sacrificed annually to the Moloch of alcohol during 
the period which has elapsed since its close. Pestilence has not slain 
sixty thousand victims in any one year since the settlement of this 
country. If cholera and small-pox combined should sweep away one 
hundred thousand of our countrymen in a season, the nation would or- 
ganize as one vast funeral procession and hang the heavens with the 
emblems of despair. Famine is with us unknown, or at least unneces- 
sary, and whenever it exists is a crime either of the victim or of the com- 
munity, and not an excusable misfortune in any case whatever; but 
in other civilized lands starvation, even during the last fifty years, has 
occasionally taught mankind that the terrible word can not yet be 
dropped from the human vocabulary as descriptive of an evil liability 
to which is extant among men. 

Yet it may safely be said that since the battle of Waterloo, now the 
full period of the life of man, there has been no one year in which the 
combined suffering and pecuniary losses inflicted upon the Caucasian 
race by war, pestilence, and famine has equaled the total of destruction 
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chargeable to alcoholin the samelapse of time. Beyond this, the curse 
of alcohol has been not intermittent and occasional, but perpetual and 
inexorable, and I think on the whole increasing like the everlasting 
and unyielding pressure of gravitation and depravity. I have no heart 
and no time to repeat the familiar mathematical statements which come 
to us from municipal authorities, from the leading luminaries of all the 
professions, and from every source of authentic information, by which 
we learn that at least three-fourths of the pauperism, insanity, and 
crime, and of the public and private burdens which these great evils 
impose upon us are directly chargeable to intoxicating drink. Such 
facts are as familar as corpses upon a battlefield, and seem to attract 
no more attention. 

I hazard nothing in appealing to the consciousness of every one who 
listens to me to attest that he has seen more of evil flowing from this 
than from any other one cause during his whole lifetime, and I should 
hardly fail if I asserted that the personal sorrows and afflictions which 
he has most to bewail among friends, kindred, and the community 
where he may dwell are traceable to the sameomnipresentcurse. Those 
who preach, preach against it, and those who pray, pray against it. 
The press recounts its daily crimes and deviltries, and those who drink 
as well as those who abstain vie with each other in stigmatizing rum 
as the worst thing there is extant. Yet somehow the old king does 
most wonderfully hold his own. He is a popular curse. He hasa 
round billion of money invested in his business, one-fortieth of the 
property and labor of the country producing and distributing death 
and misery to the American people, His market is as sure as that for 
cotton, corn, or beef. The unnatural appetite which constitutes the 
demand has become as insatible and almost as universal as the demand 
for healthy foods. This appetite descends with the blood, and the 
parent thus becomes bar-tender, even after death, for his child. 

Multitndes bewail the evils of intoxication, attend temperance meet- 
ings, sing temperance songs, and pay a dollar a year to help along the 
blessed cause, and then lease their real estate for saloons, protest against 
the insertion of prohibition planks in political platforms, lest remon- 
strance against evil shall upset party supremacy, or, it may be, with 
upright purpose, influenced by profound discouragement and disgust, 
they break down and destroy an organization which they created and 
which belongs to them, and which they might control and save and 
use as a mighty power for the removal of the evils which they deplore. 
So it goes; and the evil expands, until we are told, no doubt truly, that 
the production which in the year 1862 was said to have been 16,000,000 
gallons of distilled liquors and 62,000,000 gallons of beer, perhaps an 
exceptionally unproductive year, was, according to the just-published 
report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 69,000,000 gallons of 
distilled spirits, 19,000,000 barrels or 700,000, 000 gallons of malt liquors, 
and over 2,000,000 gallons of wine, all gone into the consumption of this 
country during the fiscal year ending June 30,1885. Really we donot 
seem to be getting ahead very rapidly, according to these figures; but I 
suspect that the returns of 1862 were imperfect. There is, however, I 
think, no doubt that the consumption of all kinds of intoxicating liquors 
has increased quite as rapidly as population in the United States during 
the last quarter of a century. This is especially true of malt liquors 
and perhaps of wines, I believe the rum tiaffic now to be the great 
menacing danger of America and of civilization. 


REVIEW OF PROGRESS DURING THE LAST CENTURY. 


The thought which I have in mind for discussion upon this occasion 
is embodied in the question, What had we better do? I do not assume 
that I can answer ġhis question. I can state what seems to my vision 
tobe the better way—that is all that any man can do—and the Supreme 
Ruler of events will direct the pathway of action, as He has from the 

i until now. 
ir, we stand upon an elevation to-day at the end of the first century 
of the temperance reform. It is an hour of retrospect and of forecast, 
Something is revealed by the lamp of experience for the guidance of our 
feet in the century to come. What has been done in the last hundred 
. years? By what means has it been accomplished? What remains to 
do, and by what means and methods shall the remaining work be 
wrought? In the first place, during the century just closed we have 
learned that the use of intoxicating liquors as a beverage—simply as a 
beverage and not as a medicine—is an evil always useless and hurtful. 
We have learned that alcohol is a poison and not a food; that it is not 
useful to the human system save under circumstances when a poison 
may be useful; never to produce or improve health only as it may re- 
move an obstruction to the natural and proper action of this vital ma- 
chine so fearfully and wonderfully made. Science has become our ally 
and fortifies our cause impregnably with her demonstrations. The 
Byronic phrase, ‘‘Rum and true religion,” was hardly blasphemous 
sixty years ago. 

_ A venerable Christian once told me that when he was six years old 
. his sainted mother became converted and joined the church in one of 
the best towns of my own State. Among his most vivid recollections 
was the memory of the visit of the distinguished divine who came on 
two or more occasions to his father’s house for the purpose of testing the 
theological soundness as well as practical piety of his mother during 
the probationary period which preceded her ission to the church, 


every such interview in the discharge of his sacred calling being opened 
by a liberal drink of New England rum, administered by the hands of 
the candidate for admission. It was not only the way of the world, but 
it was the way of the church. Drinking which did not result in actual 
helplessness was hardly considered an offense, while as a social custom 
its indulgence was as universal as it was delightful, and its dangerous 
tendency was overlooked most strangely and wickedly by the great 
majority of the best of men. Now the Christian ministry, Protestant 
and Catholic, is almost a unit against rom. The medical profession is 
against rum; the judiciary is against rum; science, religion, the learned 
professions as a whole, which one hundred years ago were for rum, are 
now against it. ‘The substantial press of the country is against it; in- 
telligence, conscience, all the great forces and agencies of society are 
against it. 

Whenever and wherever any of them advocate its cause the work is 
accompanied by a concession of the evil, and the hypocritical or igno- 
rant pretense that it can best be suppressed by some policy which in- 
creases the evil. . You can not conceive of a political platform which 
advocates or justifies the liquor traffic because it does any good. All 
opposition to the evil.is deprecated, or its license is sought only upon 
the ground that stringent and prohibitory measures increase the evil, 
or that such invasions of personal li are dangerous to individuals 
or to the State. It seems to be forgotten that the very essence of all 
government is an invasion of personal liberty to do wrong or injury, 
and there can be no liberty to perform any action hurtful to 
society and tothe State which is beyond the jurisdiction and the power 
of the government established for the preservation of both. In short, 
this much, and it is everything in that it is the major premise of the 
syllogism whose conclusion is the destruction of the traffic, has been 
establjshed by the agitation of the century just closed, that the manu- 
facture, sale, and use of alcohol as a beverage is the greatest crime and 
curse of modern times. All the great conservative and preservative 
forces of society are now arrayed against it. That means its ultimate 
and inevitable extinction. 

There never was an evil which has passed away that was not destroyed 
by public opinion. There is not, there never will be, an evil which 
can withstand the assaults of the enlightened condemnation of a free 
people who suffer from it. Then, Mr. President, we have this impreg- 
nable fact and supreme consolation which the past century has be- 
queathed to us—more precious to humanity than a diadem of morning 
stars—that the liquor traffic is doomed and shall be destroyed. The 
demon has been tried and condemned to death in the highest court, the 
court of public opinion. To us is assi the work of execution. Let 
us proceed to perform that duty faithfully, relentlessly, and now. 


FORMS WHICH LEGISLATION HAS TAKEN, 


For a moment let us consider the means by which the achievements 
of the past have been won. There seem to be two agencies which in- 
fluence human action, persuasion and force—the action of individuals 
upon each other and upon the community by factsand motives addressed 
to the understanding and to the will, or, in other words, moral suasion, 
and the will of the community, the result of moral suasion, embodied 
inlaw. The lawitself becomes in its turn the fortress and re-enforce- 
ment of the moral sentiment and opinions of the community; and by 
the sanctions which belong to its administration and the reverence 
which a free people must always entertain for the laws which have once 
been enacted, even when the reasons therefor have become forgotten or 
obscured in the agitation of fresh issues concerning the public weal, the 
law preserves and maintains the good to secure which it was enacted. 
After enthusiasm has passed away the enemy comes in again like 
a flood. Then it is that a vigilant and determined minority can rally 
under the ægis of an existing law and summon its sanctions as a means 
of recalling the former acuteness of a now blunted public sentiment, 
as well as to directly suppress or restrain the evil prohibited. 

True it is that when a law is really wrong or by the nature of 
has become pbsolete, the reason thereof failing, it is impossible fora 
minority long to enforce it; but on the other hand if the evil remain 
and the law be right, the fact that it is on the statute-book is a very 
great advantage, ially in times of declension in public zeal for 
the right. Both these forces, moral suasion and public law, have been 
employed in the promotion of the temperance reform during the cen- 
tury past. It is so patent that moral suasion, by education and argu- 
ment, has been and always must be the great preliminary all-causing 
and controlling agency in molding public opinion, which alone makes 
laws and gives permanent efficiency after their enactment, that for my 
present purpose I need not press its importance to the future as well as 
the past further upon your attention, I wish to speak, however, fora 
few moments upon the character of the legal enactments which in the 
past have been relied upon to promote the temperance reform, These 
have been by license or by prohibition of the sale for immediate con- 
sumption, either by the State or by some subdivision of the State, asa 
town or county, by authority derived from the State. The General 
Government has never passed, as it might do, for the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories, any form whateverof prohibitory law against 
the rum traffic. - - 

All license laws are based upon the idea of taxation for revenue, and 
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imply a sanction of the trade as well as participation in the profits 
thereof by the whole people, who, for the general good, alone can exer- 
cise the taxing power. A license gives the right to sell in consideration 
of the fee paid to the people, and prohibits such right to those who will 
not or are not permitted to pay the tax. The same sum imposed as a 
penalty for Pat Ps in violation of a prohibitory law is payable for each 
and every sale, and there is no consent to the act on the partof the pub- 
lic whatever. The fact that the penalty, like the fee for the license, 
goes into the public treasury is of no consequence at all. 

These license laws, or excise laws, although for a while they may re- 
strain, are of no ultimate help to the pio ape reform. ‘They are, in 
fact, one of the chief defenses of the c, and whether high or low 
are of most pernicious final tendency. ‘They bribe the public conscien: 
they bewilder the public intelligence, and they never are long enfo: 
in those provisions which are sometimes honestly, but more generally 
with bad design, attached for the apparent purpose of restriction. The 
licensee soon violates all these restrictions, and then is as liable to pros- 
ecution at the instigation of the common seller without any license at 
all as is the latter at the suit of the licensee himself. One violator of 
law will not prosecute another violator of law. 

Then where is the motive for prosecution on his part, the creation of 
which is said to be the great excellence of the license law as a means of 
regulating the trade? It has disappeared and the license law is no law 
at all in its practical effect, save only as it does the general coffers fill 
with the price of blood. So far as it promotes the gilded saloon by 
closing the low. groggery I have only to say the latter is far more re- 
spectable and a lesser curse in the community than the former. Ten 

ies will not work the ruin wrought by a single palace of strong 
tar Every lover of his country should vote for the groggery as 
against the gilded saloon. The license law, high or low, is no deyice of 
the temperance reform nor of the temperance agitation. It was not de- 
veloped by it. ‘The moral sentiment of the community had nothing to 
do with its origin, nor, unless under a grievous misapprehension, with 
its present support. It has existed ever since there was a traffic, and 
for the sole purpose of getting money out of it for the public pocket, 
and might just as well be applied to the commission of any other offense 
against the public welfare by those who would pay for the liberty as to 
the trade in rum. A license law seems to me to be radically wrong in 
principle, pernicious in practice, and, so far as I know, no such law has 
ever imposed any real or permanent restraint upon the gigantic evil 
with which civilization is now called upon tocontend. There remains 
to be considered only the State and local option laws, which have as- 
sumed to prohibit the sale of alcohol for drinking purposes. The 
amendments to State constitutions have as yet become hardly an oper- 
ative force. 

These prohibitory laws have partially succeeded and they have par- 
tially failed. Why have they so far succeeded? Because they were 
founded upon the right principle, and hence rallied conscience and hu- 
manity to their support. Why have they so far failed? Because they 
were, saye in the principle involved, in no just sense prohibitory laws 
atall. They did not and they do not and they can not, when enacted 
by a State only, prevent the traffic in intoxicating liquor. The liquor 
traffic comprises vastly more than the retail sale, or even the wholesale 
and retail transaction. The liquor traffic is practically independent ina 
large degree of any State, and in an absolute degree of most of the States. 
True, if the drinking habit were not so powerful and universal, it might 
be somewhat different. But now every little hamlet, not to say almost 
every house, sends forth its cry and holds out its money to the whole 
land and to the whole earth, begging for strong drink. The supply can 
be made every where, and under the protection of the armies and navies 
of the nation, and of the world if it come from beyond the seas; alcohol, 
in the original packages, can be rolled into every cabin as well as every 
palace in the country, But how inadequate and what a misnomer asa 
prohibitory law is that which can only forbid the sale to the consumer 
in a State, and how much more so one which is operative only for the 
same purpose in a county or town. Even the State constitutional 
amendments, which prohibit the manufacture as well as the sale, must 
fail—inevitably fail. In the very nature of things there is and there 
can be no adequate and permanent remedy but in a national constitu- 
tional prohibitory law. It will be time enough to cry that prohibition 
does not prohibit when prohibition has been tried. 

The State of Maine has very greatly improved the condition of her 
people by the operation of her quasi prohibitory law; so of New Hamp- 
shire and Vermont. Ask any old resident of any one of these States 
and he will tell you yea. A politician with a flask in his pocket or a 
liquor-drummer from Boston might bewail the failure of the prohib- 
itory law in those States; but these laws in their practical operation 
are miracles of good; and considering the existing appetite, which ante- 
dated the law and the existence of which was the cause of the at- 
tempted reform, the enormous and concentrated capital and action pro- 
tected by nearly all State and the overwhelming power of national law 
which makes the stuff anywhere and carries it everywhere, I say delib- 
erately that not even the law against murder is any better enforced than 
these poor halting paragraphs of infantile legislation, nicknamed pro- 
hibitory laws. 

THE SITUATION xow AND ITS REQUIREMENTS. 
We have been one hundred years convincing science, religion, the 


professions, the judges who administer the criminal laws, and the great 
mass of the people that alcohol is poison, and that its manufi 

sale, and use is the organized destruction of individuals and of the body- 
politic. The nature of the legislation which is to remove and renovate 
all is now to be considered and enacted and enforced. Whoever be- 
lieves that the destruction of the liquor traffic is not a national issue 
has made a mistake. Whoever does not comprehend that the removal 
of that evil is a duty which the nation is about to perform fails to dis- 
cern the signs of the times. Everywhere the questionis up. In the 
North and in the South; in Massachusetts, New York, and Ohio; 
throughout the West and Southwest, and all over the sunny South; in 
every State the agitation is irrepressible, because the evil is gigantic 
and omnipresent. It is impossible to suppress these convulsive efforts 
of the social system to free itself of this foreign and destructive ele- 
ment. It must be eliminated or society will die. It isof no use to cry 
peace, for there is no peace. Peace without a complete cure would be 
the most dangerous symptom. It would indicate the destruction of 
vital power, presaging decline and death. 

The American people must do something. What shall we do? 

The Washingtonian movementsweptover the country some forty years 
ago like a tidal wave from the sea of life. That movement was moral 
suasion in its most powerful manifestation. The great wave subsided 
and the enemy came in once more like a flood of fire, and there be those 
who believe that the last state was worse than the first. Was, then, 
the Washingtonian movement wrong? Nay, verily, but it was incom- 
plete. The tremendous public opinion which the discussion evoked 
should have been crystallized into the enduring forms of State and na- 
tional law. The triumph then would have been complete and the work 
secure. We have at last learned something, and we are still learning 
more and more, that it is what we save that makes us rich. Deposit 
all savings in the solid bavks of constitutional and statutory legislation, 
State and national, and the liquor traffic will not pauperize this gene- 
ration of laborers in the field of temperance reform. We shall have a 
most precious inheritance to leave to the generation which comes after 
us. We shall not repeat the mistake of our fathers. Whatever we ad- 
yance we shall hold by the authority of law. The one all-essential 
thing to be done is to put forth every effort to secure political action. 
All political action is partisan political action where there is opposition. 
State political action is important, but national political action is all- 
important. - 

I have endeavored to indicate why it is indispensable, and the only 
action which can render that of the States either permanent or efficient. 
If either should wait for the other, by all means let the States wait on 
the nation; let all the people of all the States Concentrate upon one 
grand effort to amend the national Constitution so as to prohibit the 
manufacture, the sale, the importation, the exportation, and the trans- 
portation of alcoholic beverages anywhere within the limits of the na- 
tional domain. ‘That is the way to rescue and preserve the States. It 
is easy thus to create the popular sentiment which must exist within 
the States in order that legislation may be secured in their several ju- 
risdictions. The evil is national, and the war which saves the nation 
must be fought by the nation. The Constitution, now the charter of 
the rum power, is to be amended by securing a two-thirds vote of both 
Houses of Congress, submitting a proposition for that purpose to the 
States for their action, and its approval by three-fourths of the entire 
number of the States. The President has nothing to do about the sub- 
mission of the proposed amendment to the States, because he legislates 
only by veto, which is nullified by a two-thirds vote of the two Houses, 
and a two-thirds vote must be secured in its favor in the first place. 
Between the submission to the States and ratification by three-fourths 
of the States a considerable period might, undoubtedly would, elapse, 
but weshould succeed in theend. All the energy ofthe reform through- 
out the nation could be concentrated upon the States one after another, 
and I sincerely believe that, once before the people, we can complete the 
work in five years’ time. Nationally nothing comparatively important 
can be done now but to get two-thirds of both Houses of Congress to 
vote to submit the proposed amendment to the people. -It is nothing 
to us whether a Senator or Representative be a Benneat or a Republi- 
can, a St. John man or a Greenbacker, whether he is for license or pro- 
hibition, provided that he will vote to take the sense of the people upon 
such æ proposed amendment. That is what we want of him now. 
Only this and nothing more. 

What honest man can say that this request is unreasonable? What 
political party which cares for political freedom can deny to the mill- 
ions who desire to be heard upon this tremendousquestion of the amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the country, so as to preserve the existence 
of our nation and of our civilization before the only tribunal which can 
decide it, the exercise of this fundamental right? We ask no man or 
party now to pledge himself to advocate the amendment before the 
people; we will take care of that when we get tothe people. But we de- 
mand that he shall give to us, and that political parties shall give to 
us, a chance to be heard in the proper foram—the forum of the people— 
which is our right. It is our concern, not now his or theirs, whether 
we are defeated or successful when we reach the people of the several 
States. This is the temperance issue now arising in the whole land, 
and until this is decided no party, man, or faction can project one of 
comparatively serious importance into national politics. There is tem- 
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perance sentiment enough to choose a two-thirds vote, in favor of sub- 
mitting such an amendment to the people, in the very next House of 
Representatives, provided it would go into the primaries and the con- 
ventions of one or both of the great political parties now existing, and 
who are sure for years to divide chiefly between them the membership 
of both Houses, and then support in good faith at the polls the man 
who should have been pledged to submit the amendment to the peo- 
ple of the States. This amendment might be thus submitted to the 
people in 1888, orat the latest by 1890, and the amendment itself become 
a part of the law of the land before the close of the century. But, sir, 
how long before a third party can elect a single representative against 
the old parties upon this issue or any other? When shall we get our 
two-thirds yote? When shall we get the Senate, if we postpone all 
until one or the other of the great political parties is destroyed and 
its rival is in a minority with the triumphant prohibitionists in control 
of the Capitol? You and I will die without the sight. 

It seems to be the fashion among our third-party friends to find all 
the fault possible with the Republican party and to excuse the Demo- 
cratic party, which is its only real antagonist for the control of national 
affairs.. A Republican might retort that this is natural and all right 
if the ublican party sustains the same relation to politics which 
the ch does to religion. If any party does good we must look to 
the Republican party for it; and it is, 1 suppose, a consciousness and 
concession of this fact which enables public opinion to hold the Repub- 
licans to that higher standard of conduct in politics which in morals 
and religion is enforced by sinners against the church. We must ac- 
cept this responsibility or abandon ‘‘the grand old party” and return 
to the beggarly elements of the Democratie world. ‘That we can not 
do. ‘Therefore it is that the Republican party must and will promote 
this t temperance reform in that way and with such rapidity of ag- 
gressive action as shall be deemed consistent with successful results, 
As others speak from their several standpoints, so do I from that of a 
Republican who is in the party and proposes-to stay there. If I can 
accomplish nothing in the party I know very well that I can nothing 
out of it. I helped to create the Republican party I have in my 
humble way participated in its great deeds. have shed my little 
share of blood in its career of glory, and there I am at home. Parties 
can not be made to order, and this great organic force isours. I realize 
its tremendous power, and believe that under God it holds in its hands 
the better fate and higher destiny of America and of the world. 

Flaws and specks there be on the sun; they would be invisible but 
for his own supreme effulgence, What light save his own could reveal 
his imperfections? 

_ This great work is easier than it seems. I made a serious effort to 

secure the adoption of a proper plank for the purpose in the Republican 
platform at Chicago in 1884, and draughted a resolution to that end, 
which was introduced at my request by Hon. E. H. Rollins, my late col- 
league in the Senate, and referred to the committee upon resolutions. 
In its terms it was perfectly satisfactory to Miss Willard, the president 
of the Woman’s Christian TemperanceUnion, the chief agency in all 
this temperance reform, simply pledging the party to take the sense of 
the people upon the amendment of the national Constitution, as I have 
already indicated. Miss Willard talked for thirteen minutes to the 
committee like an angel from heaven, and we retired. The committee 
gave no sign, and the platform was as dumb as a block of wood, and the 
party was beaten, as I fear it will be every time in the fature until that 
plank is inserted along with other great issues which concern the wel- 
fare of the American le and mankind. 

But you are not to infer from all this that no one on that committee 
wasin favor of the adoption of the proposition. A member told me 
that many of the committee were for its adoption there and then, and 
more than a majority favored the proposed amendment in principle and 
believed that by 1888 the Republican party would go to the people with 
the resolution for submission to the people in its platform. I think the 
failure to do so then was the one fatal mistake in that campaign. There 
» was no trouble with the German vote. Half of the Republican Ger- 
man vyote is for such dn amendment to-day, and the all-important in- 
dustrial issues would have kept the whole of that intelligent suffrage 
with the Republican party sõ far as it ever is with us in any campaign. 
God and conscience would have been for us, and they count for some- 
thing in a close campaign. The whole camp-meeting element of the 
country would have been aroused for Blaine and Logan, and we should 
have carried all the Northern and more than one of the Southern States, 

No more such mistakes should bemade. The working people of this 
country are naturally with the Republican party, and substantially the 
whole temperance vote will be with the party which adopts this issue the 
next time. Should there be wisdom in the councils of the Republican 
party the division of forces fighting for a common cause will be over, and 
for the all-sufficient reason that the Democratic party is on the other 
side, and that there are but two sides to this temperance question possi- 
ble, the right side and the wrong side; the Republican party, if true to 
itself and to its high mission, will in the next general election favor 
taking the popular sense upon this all-important proposition. I can 
but hope that many individual Democrats will cast their influence and 
their suffrage in the same direction. It ought not to be a party ques- 
tion; there should be unanimity in a matter like this, but perhaps we 


can not hope so much as this for our country. It would be the mil- 
lennium. 

Let the temperance people of this country consider how the labor or- 
ganizations, with their one great purpose—the amelioration of the con- 
dition of those whose lives are spent in manual toil, by dictating nom- 
inations inside the two great parties to which they belong and one of 
which must always succeed—have obtained in the past and are certain 
in the immediate future to obtain in the nation and in the States legis- 
lation most promotive of their welfare. 

I have thus endeavored to answer the question, what had better next 
be done in the temperance reform. Every man, woman, and child is 
interested in the answer; future generations depend upon that answer 
for their destiny of weal or of woe. Without undervaluing local and 
State agitation and legislation, let us concentrate every energy and effort 
upon the one great work of securing the submission of a proposed na- 
tional amendment to the people of the States. Then we l have be- 
fore us a period of agitation in the States for its ratification there. That 
accomplished, we shall have regenerated the Constitution, and the tre- 
mendous powers of the nation will soon throttle this giant Despair, who 
is feeding by day and by night upon the bodies and souls of our country- 
men. Let us wisely conserve our forces and our votes. Letus be mis- 
led by no false analogies between this struggle and the great transition 
which destroyed the slave power. The analogy is an unfortunate one, 
which can only be realized and made pertinent by constmmation in a 
terrible war. Peaceful agencies, if wisely employed, will accomplish the 
grand result. Numerous issues essential to the public welfare are al- 
ways pending, and great parties which are intrusted with national con- 
trol must embrace and simultaneously deal with them all. We most 
influence those with whom we are in harmonious relations, The man 
who owns an interest in the machine gains nothing if he throws it away, 
especially if it be a good one, and he who abandons the church has a 
poor chance to reform it. Stay in the ship and help to sail her to the 
port of joy. 

But, after all, each man must decide for himself the method of his 
action. Let us, however, at least concentrate on the things to be done, 
that the tremendous forces now dissipated in the sand may become a 
mighty torrent of beneficence and sweep away the nation’s curse. 
Abating no whit of effort in the way of instruction or persuasion, in- 
creasing the activity of all the agencies now employed to influence indi- 
viduals, municipal organizations, and States, let us lift up the mighty 
banner of national constitutional prohibition. Let us ourselves con- 
template the subject from this higher elevation. 

The nation refuses to permit the importation of criminals; then let 
us prohibit the importation of the cause of criminals and of crimes; 
We refuse to receive the paupers and outcasts of surrounding nations; 
then let us repel from onr borders the primal source of poverty, wretch- 
edness, and despair. What we refuse to receive from abroad, shail we 
continue to manufacture and export? What we refuse or ought to re- 
fuse to import or export because of its malignant and destructive work, 
shall we as a nation continue to manufacture, distribute, and consume 
among ourselves? Shall we longer divide and destroy the result of our 
most zealous efforts among the people and in the States by permitting 
the national Constitution and national power, within their sphere the 
supreme law of the land, to protect the manufacture, the distribution, 
and the wholesale trade in this merchandise of death? Nay, verily, if 
the new century is to complete the temperance reform there is but one 
way to accomplish it—national prohibition must be our watchword. 

Let this issue be carried into every caucus and primary for choice of 
delegates and into every Congressional convention of every party which 
has any chance of success at the next Congressional election—the elec- 
tion of 1886. Let the same issue be made in the caucuses which nom- 
inate the Legislatures who make Senators of the United States, and 
thus choose members of both Houses of Congress, who will demand for 
the people whom they represent the opportunity to be heard in the 
forum of the States for the amendment and regeneration of the Consti- 
tution of the country, so that this sacred instrament shall become the 
warrant for destruction, and no longer thecharter of life and liberty, to 
the most terrible curse and crime of civilization. This seems to me to 
be what we had better do next. : Bi 

Sir, I will beg your indulgence to repeat the recapitulation and con- 
clusion of my remarks upon the joint resolution made in the House of 
Representatives ten years since, which constitute a summary of consid- 
erations to which I respectfully ask the attention of the Senate and of 
the country. 

RECAPITULATION. 

“Sir, I only wish farther to say that by the indulgence of the House I 
have thus at great but I hope not at unvecessary length endeavored to 
call the attention of Congress and of the country to the vast and in- 
creasing public evils which exist in the land, whose origin Jies in the 
excessive use of that most powerful poison, known as alcohol. I have 


not dealt in specific instances, but in masses of fact, as they have been 
gathered and accumulated here and there by the statistician, the census- 
taker, the official investigator, and most of all by that noble profession 
which comprises so many of the ablest and best of men—a profession 
whose theory is the gospel of man’s physical and mental nature, and 
whose practice is philanthropy applied to the details of all human 
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woe—the medical profession, which by its researches in the chemical 
world and its incessant and protracted pursuit of the recondite origin of 


disease and of the phi hy of suffering and despair, as well as of the 
sources of vigor hope and happiness to mankind, has placed civili- 
zation under the largestdebt that is due to any of the learned orders ot 
society; that profession, sir, has not failed to stamp upon alcohol the 
mark of Cain among poisons. Itisthe murderer of men. That noble 
profession has broughtit tothe doorsof the Capitol, and charged it with 
the wholesale death of our people. They assail it as the pestilente 
which walketh in the darkness and which wasteth in the noonday— 
as the parent of every crime, as the cup of mi ever full; the prolific 
source of ignorance, poverty, squalor, idiocy, insanity in all its dread- 
ful forms, personal ruin, social destruction, national ruin—the prime 
agency of hell on the earth. And with them comeall classes and con- 
ditions of men. These are not witnesses whose testimony can be denied 
orgainsaid. I will not speak of woman in rags and disheveled hair, 
with her wan cheek and hollow voice, nor of her children shivering on 
the corners of the street, starving within the shadow of churches built 
to the Most High with the price of their blood. It is not fitting here to 
be sentimental, nor would I attempt it if permitted. The gravity of 
the occasion has passed beyond all necessity of resort to touching tales 
and strokes of pathetic imagery. The evil is before us. Its infinite 
extent must be admitted. There is nothing to be considered but the 
remedy and its application. i have endeavored to present one that 
seems to me to have been born of hope. 

‘This measure is not proposed by any party that now exists. I trust 
that it will encounter opposition from no party whatever. It has been 
prepared with the knowledge of scarcely any one. Iam alone responsi- 
ble for it. It isnot the project of ‘“‘temperance men,” as they are some- 
times called, whether derisively or otherwise. On the contrary, mis- 
takingZits true characterand misconceiving its far-reaching consequences 
and its avoidance of conflict with the interests and passions of the pres- 
ent time, ‘‘ temperance men” have complained that it is an evasion of 
the conflict. I fear that fifteen years of agitation will convince such of 
us as may then be alive that this objection does not recognize the great 
power of existing forces which must be overcome. It should be remem- 
bered that no battle is won until the enemy is driven from his position. 
He is now intrenched in the Constitution of this country. The battle 
may go on, as it has gone on for fifty years, without one single blow 
being struck at the manufacture of alcohol. And, as hitherto, ‘‘ men 
may come and men may go” and thousands may continue to fall on ei- 
ther side, yetthe battle remain forever undecided, because the struggle, 
however violent, is renewed forever by the recruits of successive gen- 
erations. There is no concentration of forces upon the main position. 
Effort is lost because misdirected. Muchof it, tobe sure, isnot wholly 
lost. Moral suasion—that is, argument and precept and exhortation, 
from the pulpit, the rostrum, the press, and private admonition—molds 
public opinion and accomplishes wonders for individual men, but it 
lacks the powerful re-enforcement of national law. That it can never 
get until it asks for and demands it. > 

“This revolution in national law can be wrought only by years of agi- 
tation and effort. Local sentiment must be awakened almost eng 
where. In at least two-thirds of the country existing opinion must 
reversed before the Constitution of the country in this respect can be 
changed. Meanwhile each State retains all the power it now has over 
both fermented and distilled liquors, and as soon as this measure has 
been ratified there would be conferred upon the Stateslargely increased 
control over both. Discussion and effort would demand the attention 
of the nation as such, and a concentration of the whole army upon a 
comprehensive plan of battle to carry the citadel would be substituted 
for isolated and sporadic warfare. And when the battle is once gained 
it is won for alltime. This form of effort is infinitely the best way in 
which to accomplish local reform. ` The facts and arguments upen which 
the temperance reform is based are the same, whether urged to influ- 
ence the action of the individual, the local opinion, or Legislature of a 
single State, or the nation at large; and the modification of the national 
Constitution involves that universal local effort and the creation of that 
public sentiment everywhere which will result in the enactment and 
enforcement of prohibitory State and Territorial laws. 

**Temperance men object because the first clause of this amendment 
if adopted does not become operative until 1900, They fear that they 
will die without the sight. So they may, but how can they object 
until they have tried to see whether they can obtain even this? Con- 
sider the past. Be admonished by history. Do not lose everything 
by attempting the impracticable. Remember that this is an effort to 
procure the enactment of a Jaw, which must carry the heads and hearts 
of conservative jurists, of dignified and unconvinced legislators, and 
the popular vote. This is a different thing from enthusing a popular 
assembly under the magnetism of Mr. Gough. Do not forget either 
that it is to be theact of the nation; that, however it may be as between 
God and alcohol, however it may be between the maker of alcohol and 
the higher law, yet we as a nation have assured the maker and dealer 
in liquor that he might vest his capital in permanent forms, that he 
might manufacture this article for all purposes whatever, and that we 
would protect him in the enjoyment of his capital and the production 
of his still. We take from his industry yearly vast sums in the way 


of taxation for the support of the Government. ‘True this legalized 
destruction of national wealth infinitely transcends the advantage of 
the tax, but nevertheless we have legalized the traffic for a century. 

Now, have we as a nation any right at once to destroy his industry and 
turn the distiller and his family upon the street to starve? Is he not 
entitled to reasonable notice of the change in the national policy, that 
he may gradually divert his capital and turn his business capacity in 
some other direction and train his son in some other employment? 
And if this view does not strike you with force, then consider the fur- 
ther faet that there are more than $500,000,000, probably $1, 000,000,000, 

vested in this traffic to-day in the United States, and that such an in- 
terest will for many years to come have snfficient power to defeat any 
measure which destroys it at once. 

“ But liquor makers and sellersare men. Great numbers of them are 
respectable and honest men. I have no sympathy with the wholesale 
denunciation of them as a criminal class. Many of them recognize the 
dreadful consequences which flow from the business in which they are 
engaged; yet it is a lawful business. Circumstances over which often 
they have no control have identified them with it just as others have 
found their way into the pulpit, into Congress, or into other ayocations 
of life. Itis no more just to denounce them as cold-hearted villains, 
intent upon nothing but the destruction of mankind, than it is to as- 
sail the personal integrity of every man who ever owned a slave. If 
approached in a proper spirit with a proposed reform in which they 
should be recognized as men and invited and urged upon considerations 
which must influence any humane being, and which would give them 
a chance to save themselves and their families, I believe that the act- 
ual co-operation of many liquor makers and sellers could be secured. 

*‘ Since the introduction of this resolution it has been attacked as a 
palpable effort to curry favor with the prohibitory sentiment of the 
country and at the same time avoid offense to the ‘beer element.’ It 
isno such thing. This measure is not of that radical nature to com- 
mand the vehementapprobation of what are known as prohibitory men, 
though it must and I trust will command increasingly their approval. 
But the question of the manufacture and use of fermented liquors is 
left where it now is, with the States, because it is medically still an open 
question whether the restricted use of such liquors is not beneficial to 
the people, although their use is fast becoming excessive and an abuse. 
But there is very slight difference of opinion as to the destructive tend- 
ency of distilled liquors as administered by the ‘‘laity,’’ and all agree 
that the great mass of the evils of intem arise from their manu- 
facture and use as a beverage. Andif the ban of the law can be placed 
upon the manufacture and use of distilled alcoholic liquors as a bever- 
age, the minor abuses resulting from fermented liquors can well be left 
wholly to the restraining powers of the States, as enlarged by the sec- 
ond clause of the pro amendment. While by no means of a cal- 
lous organization, I certainly donot complain of criticism which attacks 
my personal motives, some of which has been brought to my attention. 
Those motives are not relevant to the measure itself. And whatever 
may be said by others, I.am led by the consciousness that this 
step is taken after long reflection, that my motives are satisfactory to 
myself, and that they willSbe judged by the only tribunal to whom 
they can be surely known, and whose approval is of much consequence. 

‘* The opposition of the consumer to any national measure which should 
at once deprive him of his beverage would be found to be very serious 
and I fear decisive. But there is no class of men who have a stronger 
desire to see their children saved from the chains which hold them to 
their own dreadful doom than the drunkards of this country. This 
measure has been sneered at as a proposed reform—for posterity. So 
it is; and as such it ought and I think will enlist the overwhelming 
foree of parental feeling in its favor whenever the public mind has 
studied its peculiar features and elements of strength. 

**T think that existing parties may well hesitate to oppose this meas- 
ure. The cause it represents is one of moral reform, and it must be re- 
enforced by legislation. In duetimeitwillbe. If neither of the great 
parties now dividing the country sees fit to antagonize it, this measure 
will force its way without being made the source and object of polit- 
ical strife. Becoming operative so long in the future, it ought not to 
provoke the opposition of any political organization, and all men should 
be able to consider this subject calmly and to decide upon its merits. 

‘*Tf it is a measure enlisting the moral convictions and humane senti- 
ments of the people, and especially of that nucleus of able, conscientions, 
and aggressive men who are ultimately the ruling power in every pro- 
gressive nation, although for years they may struggle on fighting and 
dying under the banner of defeat, it will be well for all parties that 
would live to beware how they oppose this proposition. Atleast letit 
have fair consideration by the House and the country, for it is a subject 
which will have consideration. It is not a ghost, nor will it ‘“‘ down.” 
I ask for it the considerate attention of all men now, for the time is 
coming when it will be forced upon them. The political exigency which 
absorbs and distracts the country will pass away, but this evil will not 
pass away. Its extirpation will be imperiously demanded long after 
the question of the succession to the Presidency shall have been settled 
whether by peace or by war. Public men will be destroyed who touch 
it, but the cause will survive. Stronger arms will uphold and advance 
the banner until victory floats on itsample folds; and the Constitution 
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of the country shall yet become the pledge of sobriety and temperance 
among the people, the ally of virtue, and not the charter of this great 
source of ignorance, misery, and crime.” + 

IMPORTANCE OF STATE AND LOCAL-OPTION MOVEMENTS. 


' May I be pardoned a further word? The movements of the present 
time for prohibitory amendments of State constitutions and for statu- 
tory prohibition and regulation, including the system of ‘‘local-option”’ 
effort, are of great importance, especially as the means of temporary re- 
straint and as the centers of agitation and means of creating erilight- 
ened public opinion; but such is the nature and scope of the evil and 
such are the relations of the general and special or State governments 
toeach other, that nothing but a movement based upon the national idea 
presents a clear prospect of permanent success. The same and greater 
difficulties arise in all action for the permanent or even temporary sup- 
pression of the liquor traffic that does not include aggressive co-opera- 
tion of the National Government which ruined the country under the 
Articles of Confederation, and which did not abate until the whole sub- 
ject of commerce, foreign and between the States, was placed under the 
control of one sovereign power. The combination of local and national 
effortisindispensable tothedesiredend. Neither can prevail without the 
other; neither can be postponed for the other without hacia. Let every- 
body throw a stone at the liquor traffic, each in his own way, when he 
is so organized that he can notor will not use prepared ammunition nor 
shoot with the regulation gun. i 

But still the fact will remain, that to ignore or delay the movement 
for a prohibitory amendment of the national Constitution so that it may 
be reserved to be a Yorktown rather than a Bunker Hill—thatis to say, 
a crowning rather than a preliminary battle—is to decide to fight as a 
mass of individuals or an isolation of States rather than as a trained 
army with a general plan of campaign and a national concentration of 

ized power for the destruction of an organized national curse. 
tis a division and misdirection of power, where combination and defi- 
nite aim are required to give substantial success. It is time that the 
prohibitory idea should assume that control of national parties, at least 
of the Republican party, which belongs to a sentiment that is the con- 
viction of three-fourths of the people in that party. The Republican 
party can not remain permanently three-fourths for prohibition and one- 
fourth against it. Thatisless possible than it once was for the nation 
to remain permanently half slave and half free. Ideas never compro- 
mise. They contend for mastery, but they never conciliate nor coalesce. 
We are at the dividing of the ways— 
on us, 


The crisis x 
Face to with us it stands, 
With its solemn lips of question, 
Like the Sphinx on Egypt's sands. 


ACTION. * 


But I feel like indicating my own inclination for action on the sub- 
ject. For one I have beendownhere in thishole long enough. Sooner 
or later, and I trust not much later, I hope we may come to ourselves, 
like the prodigal, and proceed to climb upand out. I will remain here 
so long as I think I can persuade others to climb with me, in order that 
we may stand on each other’s shoulders and that those first out may 
lift the remainder with proper tackle—for the hole is very deep. Only 
for this will I remain longer in the hole, and for this I will remain if 
need be a great while. Others may if they will—and they will—stay 
here tly; but, sir, they will find that the masses of the Re- 
publican party and of the American people of all parties prefer to be on 
top of the ground, where there is less dirt, plenty of fresh air, something 

to eat and fit to drink, and one can see across the country. Be- 
sides, it may interest some to observe that this hole has already begun 
to cave in, and that the gravel is disagreeable in one’s mouth and eyes. 


Why not let the order be given to rally on topof the ground? But |. 


there are too many who like, or at least think it best, to stayin the hole, 
and are even now busy drawing the hole in after them. 

To this in their cases I do not object. It is well that the dead be 
buried, and if they can be induced to perform the work for themselves 
it will prove that they can still be useful to mankind. 

* But who that is alive desires to be buried alive? 

Emerson advised the young man to ‘‘ hitch his wagon to astar.” To 
follow such advice might be dangerous for conservative parties like us, 
but to mortals who still breathe even this would have advantages over 
a permanent location under forty feet of soil. All the great living is- 
sues of the day—industrial, social, educational, political—are one; they 
stand or fall together. Temperance is one with them and they are 
ove withit. Itis even now the chief practical remedial issue for the 
worki and working women of this land. The temperance re- 
form and the labor reform are the same reform, and you can not long 
separate the agencies which promote them nor prevent the inevitable 
union of those whosesalvation depends upon them—thecommon people 
of the world. 

It may be suggested in reply to this that it is better for the party to 
eject these pestilent fellows at that peace may return. ButI know 
of some who are not thus do ba toca of and who are inclined to 
claim their rights to remain, and to E gestae ae. Sansa en to qaii 
they shall go who would use the party as a to curse and not to 


bless mankind. Besides, the issue is not raised by individuals, and no 
matter who is driven from the ranks the evil is the same; the issue is 
open, and must be met and decided by the American people all the 
same. this occasion I have spoken partly as a Republican. But, 
sir, Ido this only because I believe that thus do I speak most as an 
American, most as a man. That , With all its faults and short- 
comings and failures to reach unto its own ideals, I revere as the great 
agency which, under God, saved the country and secured its future, 
That party will yet, from the laws of its superior being and unfinished 
mission, concentrate its tremendous energies and perfected equipment 
upon this gigantic national evil until it is destroyed and for the pro- 
motion of every other cause which concerns the national welfare. 

But, sir, we must advance. Our generation is passing away. Let 
not those of us who have chiefly done our work forget that the nation 
will survive us, and that the tree of liberty will be full of sap after 
we have passed away. Letus die in the direction of hope. If the 
victory come not in our time nor to our advantage, let those who 
bury us have reason to embalm our hearts, that in the thick fight 
which is between us and the holy land chieftains who command our 
children shal), like the crusader, cast the sacred relics far forward 
into the ranks of the foe. So may the armies of the Cross win victories 
from the memory of our devotion to the right. 

Let us, at least, leave behind the example of unflinching and unselfish 
valor put forth in a sublime cause—a cause which it is duty to uphold 
even though complete success may linger until our warfare is ended, 
and our sacrifices and calamities, if any there be, endured for its pro- 
motion, shall be long overpast, 

I move that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

[During the delivery of Mr. BLAIR’s remarks the hour of 2 o’clock 
arrived, when, by unanimous consent, the regular order was postponed. 
and Mr. BLAIR allowed to conclude his speech. ] = 


$ BODIES FOR DISSECTION—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the following message from the President of the United 
States; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States: . 


I herewith return Senate bill No. 349, entitled “An act for the promotion of 
anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves,” without my ap- 


roval. 
z The purpose of this bill is to it the delivery of certain dead bodies tothe 


medical coll located in the ct of umbia for ion. 

Such disposition of the bodies of unknown and pauper dead is only excused 
by the necessity of acquiring 
edge; and the laws by whiclrit is permitted should, in deference toa decentand 
universal sentiment, carefully guard abuse and needless offense. 

The measure under consideration does not with sufficient care specify and 
limit the officers and the parties who it is proposed to invest with on in 
the di ition of dead bodies remaining in the institutions and places men- 
tioned in the bill. The second section indicates an intention to prevent the use 
of said bodies for any other purpose than the promotion of anatomical and sur- 
gical know within the District of Colu: and to secure, after such use, 
the decent burial of the remains. It declares that a bond shall be given provid- 
ing for the performance of these conditions. But instead of exacting the bond 
from the medical colleges, to which alone by the terms of the first section the 
bodies are to be delivered, such bond is required of “every physician or sur- 
geon before receiving such dead body.” 

The bill also provides that a relative by blood or marriage, or a friend, may, 
within forty-eight hours after death, demand that any body be buried, upon sat- 
isfying “the authorities of the relationship claimed to the deceased.” 

The “authorities” to be thus satisfied should be clearly defined; and the de- 
termination of a question so important should be left with those only who will 
perform this duty with proper care and consideration. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 26, 1836. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER also laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I sh emg pererin > Go peveston e from. the corde ys’ agaes i accom- 

aroe etd E DEON 5 i an act entitled “An Set to provide for hon aeceriain- 


ment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the 31st day of July, 1501,"" approved January 20, 1585. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, April 26, 1886. 
STATEN ISLAND BRIDGE. 


. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to give notice that as early next week as pos- 
sible I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 121) known as the Staten Island bridge bill. Iam glad that one 
of the Senators from New Jersey is now presiding in the Senate, and 
he wili of course take notice. 


. POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1887, to report it with certain amendments and to submita written 
report thereon. I give notice that on Wednesday morning, after the 
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conclusion of the morning business, I shall ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 
MAGDALENA REHKOPF. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendment of the Sen- 
ae n the bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Magdalena Reh- 

opf. d - 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate rezede from its 
amendment to the bill, as the name was correct in the bill as it origi- 
nally came from the other House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations 
to increase their capital stock and to change their names and locations. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1377) to grant the right of way for railroad purposes through the lands 
of the United States powder depot near Dover, N. J., to the Morris 
County Railroad Company. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation of a district 
judge for tlre southern district of Alabama; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. í 


IIOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation 
of a district judge for the southern district of Alabama was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 22d 
instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S, 633) to change the name of Uniontown to Anacostia; and 

An act (S. 1476) to amend the act of Congress approved June 12, 1884, 
entitled ‘‘An act to anthorize the construction of bridges across the Wis- 
consin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin.” 

The m also announced that the President had, on this day, ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 761) granting a pension to William Webster; and 

An act (S. 1125) granting a pension to Noah Nelson. 


LABOR ARBITRATION. 


Mr. HARRIS. Before proceeding to the consideration of the unfin- 
ished business, I should be glad to have the Senate dispose of the mo- 
tion I submitted on Thursday, to refer the message of the President in 

to the creation of a labor commission to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The message came in on Thursday, and I moved that it be 
printed and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. The motion 
to print was agreed to, but the motion to refer remains suspended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
move the reference? : 

Mr. HARRIS. I did make that motion on Thursday; the motion is 
doubtless of record. If it is not, I now move that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to a vote on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee being put now, but I do not desire to have any- 
thing interfere with the consideration of the interstate-commerce bill 
until itis finished. I donot wish to have anything that will take any 
time to come up. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Isa motion pending to refer the message to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary? * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that motion will not prevail. Of course it is 
the same subject-matter for the consideration of which the Committee 
on es and Labor was created. This identical proposition will 
be found—— 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is to be any discussion I shall have to ob- 
ject to the consideration of the matter at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the motion 
will go over, and the unfinished business will now be proceeded with. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. My 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is that of- 
fered by the Senator from New Jersey now occupying the chair. The 
Chair will state that as the amendment proposes an additional section 
its consideration is not necessary to the text of the bill at this time. 
The Chair therefore asks that the amendment lie on the table for the 

resent. 
z Mr. CULLOM. Then all the amendments offered by the Senator 
from New Jersey will be passed over for the present. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be taken. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. Before making a few remarks on the bill under 
consideration, I desire to suggest a few amendments to be printed and 
considered in their proper order., It is not necessary that I should read 
them all, but I should like to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce to one or two. In section 19, line 
3, after the word ‘'pooling,’’ I propose to insert: 

Also the system known as stock-watering. 


Then I propose to add as an additional section the following: 


All suits for damages and penalties when brought by individuals may be 
brought in the State courts of the State where cause of action originated or pen- 
alty was incurred, and the railroad corporations against whom suit is so brought 
are hereby prohibited from transferring the same to any Federal court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would such a provision be valid? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose that is a matter which can be corrected 
by statute. I apprehend the power to prohibit the removal of suits 
from State courts is within the reach of statute. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I understood that the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. CAMDEN] is to be 
the amendment now before the Senate for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment pending was that 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey, the present occupant of the 
chair, and that has gone over. : = 

Mr. CULLOM. I will ask the Senator from West Virginia if he un- 
derstands his amendment to be now pending ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk informs the Chair 
that the amendment has not been formally offered. The Senator from 
West Virginia gave notice that he would offer the amendment and ad- 
dressed the Senate upon the question. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I understand my amendment to be pending. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis not pending, according to the statement of the 


ir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator can moveitnow. There 
is no record to show that it is pending at this time. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Then I move the amendment of which I gave no- 
tice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out all of section 4, from line 1 to line 
18, inclusive, and insert: : 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, as provided in the 
first section of this act, to charge or receive any greater com, on, for a sim- 
ilar amount and kind of property, for ca ing, receiving, storing, forwarding, 
or handling the same, for a shorter than for a longer distance, which includes 
the shorter di ce, on any one railroad; and the road of a corporation shall 
include all the road in use by such corporation, whether owned or operated by 
it under a contract, agreement, or lease by such corporation, 

Mr. CAMDEN. Ialsodesire to offer another amendment, which is to 
strike out, in lines 5 and 6 of section 4, the words ‘‘and from the same 
original point of departure.’’ í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Wyck] has the floor on the pending amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, the pape have reason to take 
courage that some advance has been made, at least in sentiment, dur- 
ing the last year on the question of transportation. 

The report of the Committee on Interstate Commerce and the speeches 
thus far delivered have recognized the great wrongs done the producing 
interest of the nation by railroad corporations, and have shown their 
violation of human laws and utter disregard of everything sacred. 

The committee are inducing the people to expect some radical and 
effective legislation, which is not entirely sustained by the bill pre- 
sented. 

Last session I was'antagonized by this committee and many Senators 
on the proposition that no greater charge should be made for a short 
haul than a long one. : i 

I have a right to feel rejoiced that the proposition then advocated 

inst great odds has been fully adopted by the committee, and indulge 
the hope that Senators who so persistently denied its justice will see it 
as the committee do and give it their cheerful support. 
LONG AND SHORT HAUL. s 

We need itin the West for local shippers. prorate charge is not 
asked; only that for hauling 50 miles the 1 not charge more than 
for hauling 500. It seems idle to say this will necessarily raise the 
through rate. That can not possibly be done. 

The through rate is now nearly confiscation. 
amount to prohibition. 

The producer now realizes barely the cost of producing. When two 
bushels are taken to get the third to market, it is demonstrated that the 
farmer, after cost of producing and paying taxes and interest money, 
has not sufficient left to make good the necessary wear and tear of the 
farm. 


Another raise would 


THROUGH RATES EXCESSIVE. 


Already the rates in some cases are prohibition. During last session 
that was established when I alleged that in portions of Nebraska 
the le were compelled to burn corn for fuel; that in some sections 
it required 150 bushels of corn to purchase 1 ton of hard coal. People 
in the East were startled by the fact, while in Nebraska some of the 
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editorial fraternity, who think the highest position in life is to do the 
bidding of railroad corporations, and proud to be ordered by the mag- 
nates, aided, no doubt, by their own innate cussedness, having no feeling 
in common with the Syrian when he humbly protested ‘‘Is thy servant 
a dog that he should do this great thing?” But these fellows rejoice 
to be not only servant, but dog. 

For stating this fact they charged that I was an enemy of the State; 
thatimmigration would cease where such gross oppression, extortion, and 
injustice wereallowed; but immigration did not cease. The whole coun- 
try realized that a State with soil so rich and productive, with people 
so industrious, standing at the head of all the States in intelligence, with 

& less tage of those unable to read and write, with more soldiers 

of the late warto its population than any other State—where such men, 
on such soil, with such extortions, could live and toil and be happy, was 
one of the best places to find a home, and they came by hundreds and 
thousands, and will aid in the work of emancipating labor and break- 
ing the gyves of corporations on the limbs of that young and growing 
Commonwealth. 

A year has paszed; the world denounced the heartlessness of corpora- 
tions that would force the necessity of using $ 


FOOD FOR FUEL; 
but what effect did that have with those who had forged the chains, 
fastened them on the limbs of the young giant, and hold, as they think, 
the key securely? No concession to humanity, no yielding to the en- 
treaties of toil. : 

‘The homesteader, with his wife and children, toiling long months and 
weary days, plow and sow, cultivate and gather, and then haul 150 
bushels of corn to the depot and take home barely 1 ton of hard coal. 
In other portions of the State more fortunate he can exchange probably 
100 bushels or less of corn for 1 ton of hard coal. This does not apply 
to the entire State; but during the last winter in more than one half 
its territory the people were compelled to 


BURN CORN FOR FUEL BECAUSE OF EXCESSIVE THROUGH RATES, 

Then millionaire officers and well-paid attorneys and frail editors will 
argue that the rates are not excessive, because not as much so as more 
excessive rates charged in other places. But here is the-fact that to a 
large section the coal dug out of the earth by the hand of labor in Penn- 
sylvania can not be exchanged for corn raised by the hand of labor in 
Nebraska. The rate must be excessive, because it is prohibitory. 

The farmers in Western States during the last winter have been con- 
verting their corn into beef and pork, and now the through rates are so 
excessive that they will scarcely realize in return the meager price or 
value of the corn. 

If the farmer in Nebraska can find a better market farther west for 
corn, the railroad actually charges him on 300 miles’ transportation the 
same freight as for 800 miles east, so that now the basis of charges is 
“all the traffic will bear.” The railroad rulers, stronger than Govern- 
ment, are determined that the farmer shall have only the privilege of 


WORKING HIS OWN FARM ON SHARES, 
they taking the lion’s share, and allowing for himself the usual third, 
and if that will furnish him beyond ordinary subsistence then his share 
is made still less, 

We are in the midst of depression, and all other pursuits must be laid 
under contribution so that full dividends shall be declared on watered 
stocks and fraudulent bonds; grain, beef, and pork may be reduced 
one-half in price; no abatement in charges on transportation. All in- 
dustries must not only sustain their loss, but help make good the losses 
of corporations. No sympathy for the laborer, whose pay is reduced; 
no sympathy for producers, whose products are reduced one-third to 
one- ; but a dismal ascends for ever and ever from a portion 
of the press and from legislative halls if railroad bonds and stocks do 
not receive full returns, The people have been patient aml long-suffer- 
ing, and the cry is even now going up, ‘‘ How long, O Lord, how long !”” 

When Senators who delight to be called conservative, when a com- 
mittee free from radicalism or demagogism boldly acknowledge and 
proclaim the great wrongs and violations and robberies committed by 
corporations, that would seem to be the ‘‘ end of the law and the testi- 
mony. 

Then the great question comes, to redress these wrongs, to prevent 
their repetition, and give the people a remedy against the extortions. 

NO COMMISSION. = 

This billin declaring certain principles is well. Annexing a commis- 
. sion with large salaries and little power is not what the people are de- 
manding. 

The commission will be no better informed to declare what legisla- 
tion and punishment are needed than this committee of distinguished 
Senators after visiting important points and conferring with persons of 
different views and giving a year to its careful consideration. 

The results from State commissions are too meager to induce a high 
admiration for that tribunal. The corporations are becoming earnest 
advocates for a national commission, expecting it to prevent them from 
being too severely squeezed in the tender embraces of each other, with 
no power to protect the people from their rapacity. 
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- EXTORTION IN RATES WEST OF THE MISSOURI RIVER, 

You would suppose the Pacific road, built by the generosity of the 
nation, so that in its construction millions were divided in profits, then 
cities, precincts, and counties often bonded to build branches, depots, 
and machine-shops, would allow the people of small means but great 
courage, contending with the privations of pioneer life, to share in the 
beneficence of the nation. But notso. West of the Missouri River the 
rates are about fourfold greater than east of the river. 

In their early history, Kansas and Nebraska were told there are but 
few people to transport, but little of freight to haul, you must be 
charged for railroad and telegraph service fourfold; but now those States 
are populous, the productions marvelous, but the discrimination con- 
tinues. The imports are equally marvelous, All the lumber must be 
transported from the Northern pineries; they can obtain none within 
their own borders. j F 

The Government protects the labor of the farmer west of the Missouri 
by imposing a tariff of from one to three dollars on a thousand feet, 
which goes into the pockets of the pine barons of the North, and then 
tolerates a charge to the dwellers west of the Missouri fourfold, and this 
goes into the pockets of the millianaire lords of the rail, with no pro- 
tection to the people from State or national legislation. In this Goy- 
ernment of the people, by the people, for the people, the people have 
really but small voice. True, they have the right to vote; that is for 
the men whom corporations, through the machinations ofring politicians 
and manipulations of county and State conventions, putin nomination; 
and then the same corporations shirk the honest portion of taxation by 
owning orcontrolling State boards, and at the first demonsttation against 
their robberies the civil power must be called, then the military ordered 
out to protect their stolen millions, and all this expense, even the trans- 
portation of troops over their own roads, must be borne by the toiling 
millions, who can not shirk the burdens of taxation. 


= THE IRREPRESSIBLE CONFLICT. 

Every year by slow stages the opposing ideas and forces and camps 
are nearing each other, For years capital has been organized—bold, 
unscrupulous, rapacious, God and law defying—moving as did Gould, 
according to his sworn testimony, in New York; and Huntington, by the 
evidence of his own written history, upon State Legislatures, upon the 
courts, and the Congress of the United States, unblushingly purchasing 
judges and legislators. In any monarchy or kingdom in Europe their 
“sins would have found them ont’? and punishment followed; in-a 
republic, they despise the people and control its representatives. 

But the issue is approaching. Labor heretofore, in scattered and in- 
coherent forces, was easily captared, driven from the field, and tram- 
pled bencath the feet of organized capital. 

But the impending crisis is coming. As in the days of slavery and 
ini all the past and will be in the future, there has been and ever will 
be an irrepressible conflict between freedom and slavery, between right 
and wrong. 

The greater the effort to smother and subdue the demand for justice 
and right the more certain and determined the struggle, and, no matter 
at what cost, the final victory. The feeling of injustice and wrong in 
the human heart of the one or the multitude can never be quenched, 
The heavier the burden the more certainand violent will be the outbreak, 
As well expect the hidden, seething fires in the earth’s bosom could be 
restrained or checked from eruption by piling mountain after mount- 
ain upon them, as to attempt to deaden in the heart the fires kindled 
by extortion and avarice, or seek to check by piling a greater volumo 
of atrocities, 

This dynamite thus generated in the human heart will explode by 
reason of the great burden by which you seek to repress it, and will 
produce the very disasters you pretend to fear. Can you make the men 
of this nation or any other believe that the four billions—a sum greater 
than ever was our national debt—of watered stocks and bonds is honest 
property and really deserves protection from courts or Legislatures ? 

Can you make the men of America believe that the three hundred 
millions claimed by Vanderbilt and the two hundred millions claimed ~ 
by Gould were honestly obtained? 

WHAT THEN? 

This fiction of property above all things necds that protection which 
can only be secured by recognition and manly concessions to other in- 
terests that are real and to labor. A huge volume of fictions, printed 
on paper by conspirators against the nation’s prosperity, and then called 
values, property, inverted and standing upon the small end, reeling 
and vibrating, as quotations among the gamblers in Wall street attest, 
by the least breath of discontent—the owners of these fictions, of all 
men, should accord decent treatment to the remainder of mankind 
from whom they expect to force dividends and interest on the stolen 
four billions. 

History in the annals of crime always repeats itself; and the holders 
of illicit gains always presume that bold, aggressive conduct will insure 
abject submission. Slavery made that fatal mistake. The English 
lords who stole Ireland’s land made that mistake. Now the plutocrats 
of America will not profit by their example. Do not say that I judge 
harshly. The Senate committee have incorporated these facts substan- 
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tially in their report. But they fail at the point where the monster 
evil should be grappled by the strong arm of the law. . 

If the industries of this nation were only required to pay fair divi- 
dends on the real cost of railroads we would be prosperous to-day. 
Certainly, the committee’s report says we were prosperous when roads 
were building and money being spent, just as the individual improv- 
ing his property by borrowing and spending $10,000, but in order to 
raise the $10,000 has given a mo: of. $30,000, on which he is to pay 
yearly interest. You will not wait long to see the end and ruin of that 
man 


The committee point with pride to the many miles of rails within 
our borders as evidence of wealth. So it would be if the nation was 
not charged up and taxed for sufficient to build triple the number of 
miles. 

Then they assert too many roads have been built on parallel lines to 
make a pretext for speculation and fraudulent issue of stocks and bonds; 
that the people must be taxed to support two lines instead of one. 
Finally they recommend, what would increase the very evils they point 
out, as the only remedy to the people, to build more rival lines in the 
shape of canals and improving water ways, while they know the Pa- 
cific road, which the Government controls, is allowed to buy up the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by paying over a million dollars yearly to 
the Pacific Mail line to prevent the very competition the committee 
desire by expending ions on and rivers. 

A remarkable position indeed. I would cheerfully vote millions to 
dig canals and clean rivers if I could be assured we had a government 
that could protect the people and prevent creature corpora tiong of its 
own creation from ER millions from the pockets of the people to 
deny them access to two oceans which require no digging or dredging 
for commerce. 

The bill denounces discrimination against persons or places, against 
more for a short than longhaul. Now ifweadd limiting the dividends 
to the actual cost of roads, and then that for any claim for damages to 
the person or penalties to the public the corporation may be prosecuted 
in the State courts and be prohibited from removing such suits to 
federal courts, then a fair will have been made. x 

The people will never be relieved of these evils if we are content to 
sitdown before them and lament they are too large to handle. 


AN EXAMPLE FOR THE NATION. 


The nation can takean example from Jay Gould. The Senate Com- 
mitteeon Eduéation and Labor industriously obtained-from that worthy 
individual a complete history of his me? peewee for the youth of 
America to imitate. If this Republic as much persistence in right 
as a single individual had in wrong the remedy would soon he effected; 
neither courts, Legislatures, nor law stood in his way. It seems the 
courts, the law, Legislatures, Con and the people can notrend the 
spoiler of his prey or obtain relief against his villainies. 

That biography is an amusing chapter in the testimony referred to. 
The committee tremblingly and beseechingly implored him to give a 
minute detail of his daring exploits and wonderful life, and he most 
blushingly consented. Early in life, when he was hard pressed for 
dinner, te adopted, he says, his sister’s method, and went behind the 
blacksmith-shop and prayed. Only one prayer was necessary, for the 
blessing came in t measure; so much so that in a few years the 
tanning business in which he and his partner were engaged was in finan- 
cial stress and peril so overwhelming that the partner was driven to 
suicide, and Gould, the other distressed partner, at once bought a rail- 
road nearly 100 miles in length. For the prosperity of the country the 
wrong partner suicided. 

Still the Committee on Education and Labor delicately forced the 
blushing Gould to proceed with stories rivaling Aladdin’s lamp, he 
omitting the millions stolen from Erie during his lively management, 
and the dark shadowsthat lowered on Black Friday when he could not 
gloat over the financial disaster of a great Republic, although thou- 
sands were ruined, but was voluble as to Union Pacific. How the in- 
nocent, guileless creature was inveigled into purchasing the stock, and 
when he was really forced into the ownership that his only ambition 
was to put that enterprise on a substantial foundation, and to accom- 

lish that immediately pumped so much water into the concern that 
he succeeded admirably in placing it on a foundation so liquid that its 
weight submerged it from the hopes and almost the sight of men. 

He bought worthless roads and unloaded them on the Union Pacific 
at an advance of millions to himself, when he triumphantly and with 

t emphasis exclaimed that he surprised every one by paying divi- 
ends; a most wonderful feat, when it was equally evident to every one 
that the dividends were never earned. Hewas only preparing the way 
to capture the surplus millions of Massachusetis and other New En- 
gland colonies. . 

Then the grand achievement of purchasing at a nominal price the 
bankrupt Kansas Pacific and consolidating with the dividend-paying 
Union Pacific, whereby he and his pals realized from twelve to fifteen 
million dollars. Then, as there were no more worlds to conquer, he 

erously consented that the widows and orphans of Massachusetts 
should be allowed the golden oppartunity, and he unloaded at par and 


upward, and turned over the wreck to the management of Mr. Adams. 


No wonder the Committee on Education were dazed, doubtless as 
much so as by reading the exploits of Jack the Giant Killer or the 
life of Kidd the Pirate. The recital was fearfully exciting, but between 
the long-drawn breath of admiration of the committee they could beg 
of him to proceed, that the world, as they, were breathlessly waiting to 
hear still more. When he regained his own breath, after detailing the 
Union Pacific marvel, he proceeded with the tale of the Missouri Pa- 
cific. He gently stated that in this, as all other projects, from the time 
he prayed behind the blacksmith-shop and his partner committed 
suicide, he desired to do some great and good thing, and that he ob-, 
tained the Missouri Pacific, not higgling about the price, but paying 
the owner his own figure, and, he adds, taking no longer time to make 
negotiations than in relating it tothe committee. Not to make money. 
Oh, no! But to see what good he could accomplish, and at once with 
pa energy commenced pumping into it water as he did into Union 

acific. z 

Gould through modesty refrained from telling a portion of what was 
the current historyat the time. At KansasCity he was overtaken with 
another religious spasm, and he wrestled for the second time in prayer, 
and told the people how happy he felt; that he wanted no more money; 
that filthy lucre led to death; that he had purchased the Missouri Pa- 
tific only for good to mankind, and should use it only for the glory of 
God and the benefit of the people. 

As he was contemplating another raid, he seemed to feel the neces- 
sity of another installment of Divine grace; so he went short on the 
promise by pretending he would not benefit himself by the blessing. 

How well he kept his promise is evinced by cruel treatment and 
breach of faith to the thousands of employés on the same road in the 
determination to force them into absolutestarvation or abject submission 
to his demands. : 

Theologians have never fully understoog this feature in the wonder- 
ful history. There is no mystery, they say, in the prayer and getting 
religion behind the blacksmith-shops, but why he should seek a new in- 
stallment of Divine assistance and reasonably hope to expect it from 
Kansas City is past finding out. ~< . 

_ For the comfort of the present and future residents of the New Jeru- 
salem it is to be hoped he will not indulge in a third prayer on earth, 
for that might tide him through this life, and should he in the end se- 
curo an entrance into the Celestial City he would soon be conspiring 
there to lay a railroad from force of habit; when he tore up the shining 
avenues the angels could not restrain him from stealing the golden 
pavements. 

PROTECTION TO LABOR, 4 

To secure by legal and proper methods that protection which is due 
to labor it is organizing, impelled by the avarice and exactions and power 
of organized capital; and a portion of the pulpit and press, as usual, 
are imploring peace and observance of the laws. Certainly labor is 
not proposing to violate either. To-day it has but little more power 
to do so than theslave in his chains. His advancement is through 
peace, his protection through the law. 

Such appeals are always made to the weak; they were made to the 
slaye. ‘The sacredness of the law and the sanctions of religion were 
duly preached into him even to submitting quietly to chains and stripes. 
At that time there was no preaching to the slaveholder, as there is to- 
day but little preaching to the corporation monsters in iniquity. Why 
not implore them to restore what they have stolen from the nation ; to 
relinquish their unjust demands; to emancipate labor from a despot- 
ism as grinding as that which the colored man endured ? 

The object of the organization of labor is to preserve peace, to ob- 
tain concentrated and intelligent action, to obtain redress through the 
ballot and not the bullet. The strong arms of labor have always pro- 
tected the nation in the day of peril. There need be no fear-to the 
Republic from that source. Bold, wealthy slavery precipitated the 
war, but the men from the ranks of toil preserved the life of the Union. 
I hope not to grate too harshly on Senatorial nerves, and will break the 
story gently in this solemn presence, that not many of the names of 
Gould, Vanderbilt, and the millionaires of the money centers appear 
on the rolls of the Union Army. 

The ranks of the Union Army were recruited from those who were 
delying in our mines, toiling in our factories, filling our prairies with 
bountiful crops, running our railway trains, and when the nation is 
again in peril from within or withoutthe brave hearts and strong arms 
of the same class of laborers will rescue it again. 

Far better turn your entreaty to overgrown corporationsand beg them 
to regard the sacredness of law. Goto the Standard Oil Company, . 
which transgresses all law and honor in its methods to crush out smaller 
industries, conspiring with great railroad corporations, who seek to set 
at defiance the statutes and the courts. 

So the money-lenders, who seek to violate and nullify the Constitu- 
tion and law which make silver and gold a legal tender, by requiring 
in their contracts notes and mortgages to be paid in gold alone. 

These are the great criminals, who would imperil the prosperity of 
the nation to feed their own greed. Yet Congress is paralyzed, not so 
much by the great ens as the giant wrongdoers, with whom 
they fear to grapple. 

The wealth of this nation is made alone by the toiling hands, The 
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power of this nation is alone in the ballots in the same toiling hands. 
And to make that wealth, abstracted into the pockets of the few, sub- 
servient to the prosperity of the nation the ballot must represent the 
men who hold it and not their enemies. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the attention of 
the Senate briefly in explanation of what I believe to be the principles 
involved in the bill undgr consideration. 

This bill purports to be an act to regulate commerce between the dif- 
ferent States. -I have read it with a good deal of care and I do not find 
anything in it that commerce. Everything in it is as to the 
carrier only. The word commerce has a well-defined meaning. It 
means trade, barter, interchange of commodities, with which the carrier 
in the transaction of his legitimate business has no concern whatever. 
I therefore think the title of the bill ought to be changed to express its 
true meaning, and, instead of reading ‘‘A bill to regulate commerce,” it 
should be ‘‘A bill to regulate carriers.” 

If it were a bill to regulate shippers and owners, whose material the 
carrier moves, the title would be more appropriate. I may be told per- 
haps that there are judicial decisions that the regulation of the carrier 
is the regulation of commerce, but here when we propose legislation it 
is entirely legitimate to discuss the question as to the original matter 
and to determine it upon the principles which seem to be involved. 
There is a great difference between the possession of a power and its 
exercise. 

Of course the Constitution plainly gives Congress the right to regu- 
-late commerce between the States. But as the carrier has nothing to 
do with the control of the shipment of goods, wares, and merchandise, 
with their ultimate disposal or destination, therefore ting him or 
determining the A ge he may receive for his services can have no relation 
in determining the commerce between States. As a national question 
why should the price fixed for carrying freight acrossa non-physical line 
between theStates be different from what is for the same service 
on either side of that line? Wouldit not be making of our State lines 
more or less obstacles to free intercourse? Wouldit.not be converting 
every State line into something very nearly akin toa frontier? Whatdo 
my friends say who have been always so anxious to claim that we are of 
right one great family with free business intercourse between ourselves, 
and what do my State rights friends say to the General Government 
interfering and controlling their local institutions? 

It has been said that the right to regulate the railroad carrier is pecu- 
a in that the corporation operating the railroad is the creature of the 

tate. 

If there is anything in this argument it can not apply here in Con- 
gress, as Congress has had nothing whatever to do with creating the 
corporatiqn. Its existence is entirely by virtue of State laws and has 

er those laws the right only to operate within the jurisdiction of 
the State. Of course I except some Pacific roads. 

It is pertinent forus to inquire into the wisdom of this kind of leg- 
islation, assuming that the authority for itexists. Theright of associa- 
tion is a natural one and it is the duty of the National and State Legis- 
latures to aid that natural right, and that I contend is what legislation 
by the various States providing for the incorporation of railroad com- 
panies has done. The incorporation is made by individual incorpo- 
rators as much so as a partnership between individuals is established by 
the partners themselves. The character of railroad investment as com- 

with others is set forth by the fact that States can and do exer- 
cise es right of eminent domain in order that railroads may be con- 
structed. : s 

The State can not exercise this right for the benefit of the railroads. 
It only exercises it because the investment is of that peculiarly benefi- 
cial character to the public that it may be said to be a public good. 
The rule is, moreover, that the railroad companies must pay individuals 
deprived of the control of their property under the right of eminent 
domain whatever may be the value of that property. The State pays 
nothing. 

‘Now, then, if the investment in railroads is so beneficial to the pub- 
lic, why should not the investors be permitted to reap the same full re- 
wards of the wisdom of their investment and of their industry and the 
management and direction thereof as though the same capital, the same 
wisdom, and the same industry had been employed in a business so 
much less important to the interests of the State that the State could 
not, if solicited, exercise the right of eminent domain in its behalf? 

In discussing this question of the right to regulate railroad fares and 
freights in a manner which will necessarily impair the earning capac- 
ity of these roads we should not forget that the investments were made 
by individuals. If the railroads are so important to the public, surely 
these individual investors ought not to be discouraged by the appre- 
onon that the value of their investment may be lessened by adverse 

egislation. 

Furthermore, inasmuch as labor enters very largely in the construc- 
tion of railroads and continues in their operation, any attempt on the 
part of Congress to fix the rates of railroad companies tends to fix the 
price of labor. 

Further, in all these efforts at regulation I find no protection to the 
railroad companies, no guarantecagainstimpairmentofincome. There- 
fore if legislation interferes to decrease income, surely the value of the 


‘| purporting to regulate railroads against 


property is affected to the extent of the diminution of theincome. This 
is taking without compensation. It is confiscation. 

I think there never has been a bill introduced into any Legislature 
which the owners of the roads 
did not find. occasion to protest on the ground that it diminished the 
income-producing quality of their property. 

Now, then, the investment being a legitimate one and a desirable 
one, as is established by the exercise of eminent domain not in behalf 
of the railroad company, for the State has no right to do that, but in 
behalfof the people, and the State being justified in regarding railroads 
as public benefits, why should they after their completion have less 
protection from the laws than other property, or why should they be 
made the objects of direct and injurious legislation? And in this con- 
nection I think it proper to remark that railroads have no legal monop- 
oly of business, since they have no exclusive privileges. 

Practically this bill denies to the various railroad companies the right 
of competition. It precludes the shippers from reaping their rightful 
advantage of competition, and causes to them and to the railroad com- 
panies absolute loss. Ifthe low rates for the long distance mean a re- 
duction for the shorter, the carrier must submit to a loss from the usual 
rates on the shorter distance, or else abandon the business at_the com- 
peting points. 

Under the force of competition the carriers are often compelled to 
take business over their roads long distances at a lower rate than they 
receive for shorter distances. No railroad company would do thisif the 
rate to be charged was a matter under its control. 

For this reason rates are oftentimes below the average cost of trans- 
portation, and freight of a low value in the market is often moved at 
less than average cost. Low rates, if they pay anything above the di- 
rect expenses consequent upon movement, aid to sustain the railroads 
and the betterenable them to move the traffic at non-competing points. 
Railroad companies can not ignore the various circumstances that estab- 
lish competition, much of which depends on the geographical condition 
of the country. The shipper for a short distance is not charged more, 
but the shipper for a long distance is charged less because the carriers 
can not help themselves. 

All will admit that no legitimate enterprises should be discouraged, 
particularly those that add most to the convenience and comfort of the 
people, and to the wealth, strength, and dignity of the nation. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the committee which has reported tho . 
present bill to the Senate has performed a very important service to 
the country. They have at esr investigated the question of 
transportation in its different ings; they have traveled over differ- 
ent parts of the country, honestly seeking after the truth and striving 
to learn the experience of those engaged in transportation, as well as 
those engaged in production or trade. They have heard evidence in 
different States from men of a high order of ability and long experience, 
and they have grouped together many facts that are most important 
for the guidance of future legislators in their efforts to promote the 
public interest. The chairman of the committee has been indefati- 
gable in his exertions to produce something that would be of lasting 
benefit to the community. He has shown himself to be conservative, 
laborious, and wise. , 

There are, however, a few points in the bill presented by the com- 
mittee which I do not think if they should become law will operate 
beneficially to the greatinterestinvolved, or that the working of some one 
or two of them at least will be satisfactory to the railroad companies, 
the commercial interests, or the great producing interests of the coun- 
try. Ishall now address myself to the objections which occur to my 
mind to the parts of the bill to which I will proceed to call attention, 
in the hope that the committee will consent to such amendments as 
may modify, if not overcome, the objections which seem to lie against 
the practicabélity and wisdom of that part of their production. In 
section 4, on page 4 of the bill, I find the following language: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the aggregate for the rtation of rs or 
property, subject to the provisions of this act, for a shorter than for a longer 
distance, over the same line in the same direction and from the same original 
point of departure. 


There is a proviso that, upon application to the commission ap- 
pointed under the provisions of this act, such common carrier may in 
special cases be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter 
distances for the transportation of passengers or property; and the com- 
mission may from time to time make general rules covering exceptions 
to any such common carrierin cases where there is competition by river, 
sea, canal, or lake, and exempt such designated common carrier in such 

ial cases from the operation of this section of this act, 

In section 1 it is pPovided that the provisions of this act shall apply 
to any common carrier or carriers engaged in the transportation of pas- 
sengers or property by railroad, or partly by railroad and partly by 
water, when both are used for a continuous carriage or shipment from 
one State or Territory of the United States to any other State or Ter- 
ritory of the United States, or from any place in the United States to 
an adjacent foreign country or other place in the United States through 
a foreign country to any other place in the United States, &c. 

Section 5 provides that in cases where passengers and freight traffic 
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pass over lines or routes operated by more than one common carrier, 
and the several common carriers operating such lines or routes estab- 


lish joint tariffs of rates, or fares, or cixrges, it shall be deemed a com- 
pliancewith the requirements of this act in respect to the filing of such 
tariffs if copies of such joint tariffs shall be filed by any one of said 
common carriers, &c, 

Section 6 provides that it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, 
subject to the provisions of this act, to enter inte any combination, con- 
tract, or agreement, expressed or implied, to prevent by change of time 
schedule carriage in different cars, or by other means or devices, the 
carriage of freights from being continuous from the place of shipment 
to the place of destination, and no break of bulk, stoppage, or inter- 
ruption made by such common carrier shall prevent the carriage of 
freights from being and being treated as one continuous carriage from 
the place of shipment to the place of destination, unless such break, 
stoppage, or interruption was in good faith for some necessary purpose, 
and without any intent to avoid or unnecessarily interrupt such con- 
tinuous carriage or to evade any of the provisions of this act. 

It seems to my mind very clear that the intention of this act is to 
make each line of railroad or of railroad and water transportation, where 
the water transportation makes part of the line between any two points 
where a through bill of ladingis given from one to the other, a continu- 
ous line, subject to all the provisions of theact, Take, forinstance, the 
railroad connections from Philadelphia to Chicago. Athrough bill of 
lading is given over a continuous line between said cities, and bear in 
mind this law knows no State line, but the whole is treated as one trans- 

rtation between the point of shipment and the point of destination. 
Fero the freight is shipped from Chicago to Philadelphia upon a bill 
of lading and the rate is 50 cents per hundred pounds between the two 
cities. Now, I understait it is contended that the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road can charge 50 cents per hundred pounds from Pittsburgh to Phila- 
delphia, being the same rate charged from Chicago to Philadelphia, be- 
cause the freight passes all the way from Pittsburgh to Philadelphia in 
the State of Pennsylvaniaand over the Pennsylvania Railroad, and that 
it is therefore no violation of the act to charge as much from Pittsburgh 
to Philadelphia as from Chicago to Philadelphia. 

I confess I can not-quite understand how this can be done without 
a violation of the act, which forbids the charging of a less rate for a 
longer than for ashorter distance. If the bill when ai gd construed 
means that, the rate being 50 cents per hundred pou from Chicago 
to Philadelphia, the Pennsylvania Railroad may 50 cents from 
a station 20 miles from Philadelphia to the latter place, then I do 
not see how the passage of this provision of the bill into a law rem- 
edies complaints of inequality in rates, or how such a law could be 
claimed to be equitable and just; and if the constraction mentioned be 
the true one—that you may as much between any two stations 
on the line as you charge for the whole length of the line—then the bill 
would legalize greater inequality than any that is now practiced by the 
railroads against which the greatest complaint is made. 


But in this connection I desire also to refer to and comment upon the |, 


amendment of the honorable Senator from West Virginia [Mr, CAM- 
DEN], which is not doubtful asto its meaning. It provides that itshall 
be unlawful for any common carrier, as provided in the first section of 
this act, to charge or receive any greater compensation for a similar 
amount and kind of property for carrying, receiving, storing, forward- 
ing, or handling the same for a shorter than for a longer distance 
which includes the-shorter distance on any one railroad, and the rail- 
road of a corporation shall include all the railroad in use by such cor- 
poration, whether owned or operated by it under a contract, agree- 
ment, or lease. 

Now it is very obvious that the honorable Senator intends, as his 
argument shows, that the rate per mile shall be the same without re- 
gard to distances. In other words, that the company*should not re- 
ceive a less compensation for carrying freight a hundred miles than it 
receives for carrying it 90 miles over the same line of road. 

Now, Mr. President, with the provision of the bill to which I have 
referred, and especially with the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia, enacted into a law and strictly carried out, it isimpossible for 
the railroads of this country to transact the business of the country. If 
they attempt it they will either be driven into bankruptcy or a large 

of the best territory of the United States will be driven from mar- 

et and be unable to reach either Eastern cities or foreign markets with 

their produce. Inother words, therailroads must puttheir local freights 

so low that they can not pay fixed expenses and run, or they must put 

the through business at so high a figure as to prohibit the shipment of 
produce for a longer distance than five or six hundred miles. 3 

I discussed this question at some length on a former occasion, and I 
shall make no apology to the Senate for reproducing substantially part 
of what I then said, as I think it has a direct bearing upon the question 
now before the Senate. = 

The constant cry is that the railroads are oppressing the people—that 
they are great monopolies growing rich by their oppression. The fact 
is that a very large proportion of them have gone, and are going, into 
bankruptcy, and those who are weak enough to put their capital in them 
are losing the amount invested on account of the clamor of the populace 
for the control and use of the railroads without anything like just com- 
pensation to the owners. 


But great stress is put by the advocates of stronger measures of re- 
form upon the fact that railroad companies often carry through freights 
longer distances for less money than they carry local freights for shorter 
distances. That practice is vehemently condemned by the advocates of 
virtual confiscation of railroad property. If we should pass the inter- 
state-commerce bill and should prevent that practice, the people, when 
they saw the workings of it, would very soon be clamorous for the repeal 
of the obnoxious law. You mustpermit through freights to be carried 
longer distance for less money than local freights are carried shorter 
distances, or you exclude through freights from your lines of road en- 
tirely, and then the railroad companies must fall back upon their home 
productions and make their money, if they make any, out of local 
freights. The same rate of freight per mile will not do. 

Let me illustrate. Suppose a farmer brings 10 tons of corn to the 
railroad depot at Marietta, 20 miles from Atlanta, which he desires trans- 
purted to Atlanta. The railroad company takes charge of it, receives 
the corn into the depot, the employés take the trucks, roll it to the car, 
and load it in at Marietta; then the company hauls it to Atlanta, takes 
the trucks, runs it out, unloads it, and delivers it to the consignees, 
What would be a reasonable charge for the transportation? Would any 
reasonable man object to $5 for carrying the 10 tons of corn 20 miles? 
I presume not. It would be less than a cent and a half a bushel. It 
would be 2} cents per ton per mile. None can question that the freight 
for so short a distance is reasonable. 

Now, suppose another farmer brings 10 tons of corn and delivers it at 
the depot of the same road at Dalton, 100 miles from Atlanta. It must: 
be carried at the same rate per mile from Dalton to Atlanta at which it 
was carried from Marietta to Atlanta, which is 2} cents per ton per mile. 
This would make a car-load of 10 tons cost the shipper $25 between 
Dalton and Atlanta. 

Now, sup another farmer in Kansas City, Mo., delivers 10 tons 

of corn to the railroad to be shipped to Atlanta. The same rate per 
ton per mile must be charged for the longer distance which is charged 
for the shorter distance. What would be the freight between Kansas 
City and Atlanta, which is in round numbers a thousand miles? It 
would be $250 on acar-load of 10 tons or 350 bushels. This would be 
a fraction over 71 cents p bushel freight from Kansas City, Mo., to 
Atlanta. What say the Western planters to this rule as applied to the 
transportation of their produce to market, and what say the cotton- 
planters of Georgia to the application of the rule as applied to the pro- 
duction of the West which they purchase for home consumption? No 
one will complain that the rate c. between Marietta and Atlanta 
in the case supposed is unreasonable, and yetif we apply the same rule 
to freights for longer distances it soon reaches a point where it amounts 
to a prohibition to carry it at all. In the case supposed the freight on 
a bushel of corn between Kansas City, Mo., and Atlanta, Ga., would 
be more than the corn would bring in either market. The rule which 
produces this sort ofinconvenience, this sort of absurdity and injustice, 
can not be a wholesome or wise rule. 
But other patriotic persons engaged in the regulation of interstate 
commerce will disavow this rule, and will declare that it is not their 
purpose to require the same rate of freight per mile on local and through 
shipments, but that they only intend to prevent the carrying of the 
same quantity and quality of through freight a longer distance for less 
money than is charged on the same line for a like quantity and quality 
of local freights for a shorter distance. On first presentation the rea- 
sonableness and equity of this rule seem to be apparent, but when we 
apply to it the test of practical-experience it will not bear examina- 
tion, and its absurdity becomes obvious. 

As already stated, a large majority of the railroad companies who haye 
built the railroads in this country have gone into bankruptcy, and the 
railroads when sold have been purchased at prices greatly below the 
cost of construction by companies which have consolidated them intoa 
few long trunk lines, which now run in competition with each other, 
and which have become necessary in conducting the business of trans- 
portation. And many of them purchased at prices far below cost do 
not pay dividends upon the pure price. 

As long as competition can be maintained without ending in consoli- 
dation competition seems to be conducive to public prosperity, but if 
you apply the rule that railroads shall in no case carry freights of like 
quantity and quality a longer distance for less money than they carry 
similar freights a shorter distance, you will soon check and destroy a 
great deal of the competition which now exists. 

The position amounts to this: that a car-load of corn when conveyed 
as through freight shall not be carried 25 miles for less money thana like 
car-load of corn conveyed as local freight is required to pay for 20 miles. 
Now, if you will fix a’ reasonable rate of local freight for 20 miles, 
such as will enable any railroad company to pay even the fixed expense 
of keeping its road in repair and running it, and you will then fix a 
through rate for the same car-load for 25 miles at the samerate charged 
for 20 miles of local transportation and extend that rate to 1,000 miles, 
you will find in every instance that the rate of freight will amount toa 
prohibition, and you can not transport the sand pay the rate. To 
maintain the rule you must cither fix the local rate below the point 
absolutely necessary to the running es or you must fix the 
through rate so high it will prohibit the trans tion ofthe commodity. 

Take the case already supposed of a car-load of corn shipped from 
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Mariettato Atlanta, charging a local rate of $5 per car-load for 20 miles. 
Then suppose a through shipment over the same at a rate that 
would carry the car-load of corn 25 miles for $4. is would be avio- 
lation of the proposed legislation, as it would be a case where a like 
commodity is shipped a longer distance for less money. Or if you dis- 
criminate even more than this between local and through freight, car- 
rying the through freight a still greater distance for less money than 
you carry the local, unless you extend it very materially it will amount 
to a prohibition, and you can not ship through freight at all. ‘ 

In the case supposed we carry a car-load of local freight for 20 miles 
for $5 and a car-load of through freight 25 miles for $4. For 100 miles 
this would be $16, and from Kansas City, Mo., to Atlanta, 1,000 miles, 
it would be $160 for transporting a car-load of 350 bushels of corn. 
This would be about 45 cents a bushel on the corn for freight. What 
say the farmers of Missouri and Kansas? Would their corn bear this 
freight? Clearly not. A greatdeal of corn is now shipped from Kan- 
sas City into Georgia. Suchalaw would at once prohibit further ship- 
ments of corn for so long a distance. 

But to meet the objection of the hypercritical as to rates, let us suppose 
the case that the local rate on a car-load of corn from Marietta to At- 
lanta, 20 miles, is only two dollarsand a half—and no railroad can keep 
long out of the insolvent court which carries its local freights as low as 
that; then suppose the rate on a car-load of through freight between 
Kansas City and Atlanta should be $2 for every 25 miles. This again 
would violate the law if the proposed legislation should be enacted. 
The car-load of corn carried as local freight from Atlanta to Marietta 

charged two dollars and a half for 20 miles, and the car-load of 
through freight being c only $2 for 25 miles, we would be carry- 
ing the same commodity a longer distance for less money; but even the 
low rate of two dollars and a half per car-load for 20 miles of local 
freight would, when we apply the rule to through freight, be prohibit- 
ory. If we charge $2 for 25 miles on a car of through freight, this 
would be $8 per hundred miles and $80 for a thousand miles. This 
would be a fraction over 22 cents a bushel freight on corn from Kansas 
City, Mo., to Atlanta. 

Now, if we may credit the newspapers, I believe a bushel of corn is 
worth but little more than that in Kansas City at the present time. 
Even at this rninously low rate of local freight (which no railroad com- 
pany can afford to charge and continue to do business) the rule applied 
to through freight makes it prohibitory before it reaches a thousand 
miles distance. It would probably be prohibitory in the case supposed 
at 500 miles or less distance. 

If you enact such a law as this you will derange the whole transpor- 
tation of the country, and you will either drive the railroads generally 
into bankruptcy on account of the low rate you permit them to charge 
for their local freights, upon which they rely mainly for their support, 
or you will prohibit the interchange of commodities at a greater distance 
than five orsix hundred miles. As the figures plainly show, it could 
not possibly stand the rate for a thousand miles. 

Under such a rate of freight how would the farmers of the teeming 
West ever reach European markets with their productions? It would 
be simply an impossibility. 

Such alaw would destroy not only the interstate commerce of the 
country, but utterly ruin our foreign commerce by prohibiting the ex- 
portation of our productions to foreign markets. I take it that wise 
men will not be guilty of enacting into a law a propositionso manifestly 
absurd. 

Some of the Southern lines of railroad and steamships are trying to 
build up competition with the Northern roads for the Western busi- 
ness. 


time the Northern roads have had a monopoly of that 
hey run four trunk lines, as you are aware, from the East- 
ern cities into the great West—the Baltimore and Ohio, the Pennsyl- 
vania, the Erie, and the New York Central. These are the four great 
trunk lines that penetrate the Westin every direction, going to Chicago, 
Saint Louis, and other central points in that section, and they do the 
business between the East and the West. 

They frequently, while at war with each other, carry freights for al- 
most nominal prices from the West through to New York, and thence 
by steamer to Charleston and Savannah. Then they load theirsteamers 
with cotton and other productions back to New York, and load their 
cars in New York with Western-bound freights. Now that freight 
landed in Savannah by the steamers from New York can be taken and 
carried to Louisville, Ky., at a very low rate, and the railroads’still 
make money on it. 

This shows the feasibility of opening another great trunk line be- 
tween New York and the other Eastern cities and the great West. In 
prorating freights railroad men count 1 mile of rail equal to 3 miles 
of water. Why so? The company has to secure the right of way, 
grade the road, lay down the track and prepare it for the cars, which 
is a heavy expense for each mile. 

God has prepared the ocean, and it is ready to receive the burden of 

rtation without the construction of a track, and all man has to 
do is to put on the rolling-stock—in other words, build the ship—and 
the road is already prepared for use. 


Tor kone 


It is very evident, therefore, that freight can be transported 3 miles 
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by water as cheaply as it can be carried 1 mile by rail. Nowwe have’ 
a splendid line of steamers running between New York and Savannah, 

which make their trips with great regularity and carry passengers and 
cargoes of freight. Then we have a line of railroad from Savannah 
through to Louisville, Ky., connecting at different points with other 

roads penetrating the West and reaching Saint Louis, Chicago, and 

Kansas City, and other commercial centers. Now apply the prorating 

rule to the portion of the distance which includes conveyance by water, 

and counting 3 miles of water for 1 of rail, and the line from New York 

to Louisville is shorter by way of Savannah than by any one of the 

four great Western trunk lines from New York to Louisville. The 

same is true as to Memphis, Saint Louis, Kansas City, and in fact to 

all cities of any importance west of Cincinnati and Chicago. - 

There is an immense section of the West which should haye the bene- 
fit-of a competing line between that section and the Eastern cities, which 
is the shortest of the five competitors. Then it has this additional ad- 
vantage so far as the transportation of freight from the East to the West 
is concerned: Of the immense number of trains which run from the 
West into Georgia and the South Atlantic States to supply the cotton 
planters with Western productions, seven out of every ten of the cars 
go back empty when they return to the West for another load. Now, 
a cargo of goods in New York intended for Saint Louis has the advan- 
tage of the shortest line by Savannah; it has the advantage of transpor- 
tation by ocean from New York to Savannah, and of transportation 
from Savannah to Saint Louis in cars that would otherwise go back 
empty. 

There are four links, composed of different companies, in the line of 
rail between Savannah and Saint Louis. Now, suppose each of these 
receives but $5 on a car-load of goods going from New York to Saint 
Louis, it makes money on the shipment, because the car would go empty 
if it were not permitted to carry the goods. 

It is nearly 300 miles from Savannah to Atlanta. Suppose the Cen- 
tral road receives but $5 for the car-load for thatdistance. As the car 
was going back empty, it is $5 made. But if you lay down the rule 
that the Central shall charge $5a car only for carrying the local freight 
300 miles, it ceases to be able to pay fixed expenses and goes into bank- 
ruptcy in a single year. ; 

Therefore you can not reduce the rate of local freight on the Central 
to $5 a car; but if the Central undertakes to carry a car-load of goods 
in transit between New York and Saint Louis from Savannah to At- 
lanta for $5, when the car would otherwise go empty, you prohibit it, 
by establishing the rule that no company shall carry on its own road 
the same freight for a longer distance for less money than like freight 
is carried for a shorter distance, and the Central is excluded from carry- 
ing this freight at all. The people of the West are deprived of the 
competition while it lasts of a fifth great line between them and the 
Eastern cities, and deprived of a cheaper rate of freight which they 
could secure by the shipment over the line referred to. 

Now, what good, let me ask, does it do any one, except the great trunk 
lines, to prohibit the opening and operating of a fifth greatline between , 
the East and the West? 

And what good does it do any one but trunk lines to drive this freight 
around upon the trunk lines by establishing the rule that you can not 
carry the like freight a longer distance for less money? In this case 
you must carry this great through business a longer distance for less 
money than you carry local freights a shorter distance, or you must 
prohibit the use of the line for the purpose of carrying through freights. 

But you may say it is unjust to the people of Georgia to permit this 
through business going from New York to Saint Louis to pass over the 
railroads in Georgia a longer distance at less rates than they pay for the 
shorter distance. What harm, let me ask, does this do any citizen of 
Georgia? 

The freight goes to Savannah by steamer ; it is loaded on a car that 
would otherwise go empty to Saint Louis, and it passes rapidly over 
thesoil of Georgia, doing nobody any harm but really doing a service to 
the people of Georgia. But you mayask how? I reply that the rail- 
roads of Georgia must make out of some business money enough to 
keep them in good condition and run them for the benefit of the com- 
munity, to say ngthing of the justice of paying dividends to their 
stockholders. 

Now if we can not conduct through business over these lines as 
cheaply as it is done in other sections, or can not be permitted to com- 
pete with other long lines for the business, then we must levy the 
amount that we would make on through freight as an additional charge 
on the-local business. 

In other words, each $1,000 that the through line makes in carrying 
return freights on cars that would otherwise go empty is that much that 
goes into the support 6f the railroads forming the line, and that much 
which must be levied upon the local business, if we are not permitted 
to collect it on this class of through business. 

What good sense, let me ask, what sound policy, what statesmanship, 
would justify the exclusion of this freight from the soil of Georgia, driv- 
ing it around on some other line, because it must pass through the State, 
if at all, on account of the great distance it has to travel, at a lower rate 
than we can charge for local freightsand continue to live? These freights 
between New York and Saint Louis must go over some line, 
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What injury does it do any man, woman, or child in Georgia for it 
to pass on a Western and Atlantic Green Line car loaded in Savannah 
across the soil of the State to Saint Louis, which car would otherwise 
go back empty? None possibly that I can perceive. 

If the freight does not go ina car that would otherwise go empty over 
the line between Savannah and Saint Louis it will go in a car that runs 
between New York and Saint Louis over one of the trunk lines. If it 
goes inacar over our Southern line that would otherwise go back 
empty, and we make $5 for each company on it, it is that much clear 
profit to the people of Georgia. Then why should it be prohibited ? 

But you may say that an act of Congress prohibiting transportation 
of that character will apply as well to the othertrunk lines. True; and 
if so, then it would disturb the whole through business between East- 
ern cities and the West, and the people would be clamorous for its re- 
peal as soon as they saw the mischievous and injurious impediments 
which the rule throws in the way of the business of the country. 

But it may be said in the case supposed,.in carrying the through 
freight from New York to Saint Louis over the Central road of Georgia, 
if the company carries it from Savannah to Atlanta for $5, in its transit 
across the territory the company should not charge more than $5 if the 
consignee should require it to be taken off the train and delivered at 
Jonesborough, 20 miles before reaching Atlanta. 

In other words, that car-load of the same character of freight going 
from New York to Jonesborough, Ga., should only be charged $5 if the 
company carries a like car-load of through freight consigned to Saint 
Louis from Savannah to Atlanta, which is 20 miles farther, for $5. In 
the one case the freight shipped from New York by steamer to Sa- 
vannah and then shipped by the Central road from Savannah to Jones- 
borough would be local freight, so far as the Central road is concerned; 
and if the Central road should be required to rt like freight by 
car-load from Savannah to Jonesborough and to put all its local freights 
at the same rate, its income would not pay one-halfof the fixed expense 
of maintaining and running the road, and bankruptcy would follow. 

Then no reasonable man would insist that the Central road should 
be required to put its local freight at $5 a car-load between Savannah 
and Jonesborough, as all must admit that the railroad could not run and 
charge such rates. In the other case, the through consignment from 
New York to Saint Louis reaches Savannah by steamer, and it is put 
upon a car that is going by the next train from Savannah to Saint Louis 
for a load of bacon. The car is going empty, as the company has no 
freight with which to loadit. By receiving the consignment from New 
York to Saint Louis on board the car and charging $5 for transporting 
it to Atlanta and delivering it to the Western and Atlantic road the 
company makes $5 clear money, which goes into its general income for 
its support, and of course charges $5 less on account of local freights. 
Where is the injustice? Where is the wrong? : 

But, says the objector, if the company only charges $5 on the through 
freight from Savannah to A’ 300 miles, it should not be permit- 
ted to charge more than $5 on a car-load of local freight from Savannah 
to Jonesborough, 20 miles less distance. Why not? It actually costs 
the company more to deliver it at Jonesborough than at Atlanta. 

You may ask me how? I reply that a car-load of through freight 
hitched on by the Central at Savannah to a train going to Atlanta is car- 
ried through without any necessary stoppage at Jonesborough, and 
when it reaches Atlanta it is simply uncoupled from the Central train 
and is coupled toa Western and Atlantic train, which takes itin charge 
and carries it to Chat aud there delivers it to the Nashville, 
Chattanooga and Saint Louis Railroad. The transfer is made by the 
simple operation of uncoupling it from one train and coupling it to the 
other, and the Central road in that case has no delay or stoppage at 
Jonesborough, and no trouble or expense of switching off the car and 
delivering the freight; but if it is required to deliver the freight at 
Jonesborough instead of Atlanta, the train must be stopped at Jones- 
borough and the car must be switched off from the track toa side track, 
causing several minutes’ delay and consequent expense; for every min- 
ute of time lost by a train costs something in the salaries of persons man- 
aging the train, in the fuel consumed, in the engine, and other neces- 
sary expense. Then the agent at Jonesborough must take the car in 
hand, and unload the freight upon a platform, plaee it in the depot, and 
roll it out again, and deliver it to the consignee wifen it is called for. 

In the case supposed it actually costs the Central Railway decidedly 
more to deliver the car at Jonesborough than it would to run the train 
through to Atlanta, uncouple the car, and turn it over to the Western 


and Atlantic, which couples it to its train and carries it along. But, 


the more important poine is that the Central can not maintain itself 
and put its local freights as low as $5 a car-load from Savannah to Jones- 
borough, and it must break down and go into the hands of a receiver if 
it attempts it, while in the case supposed it can take the car-load of 
through freight consigned to Saint Louis in a car that would otherwise 
go empty from Savannah to Atlanta and carry it for $5 and make money 
on it, een all the money ee nake py aaye freight of that thais, kter 
to aid in su i e paying its expenses, and to that 
PAEAN lightens the Hos, pas which have to be put upon local freights 
for its support. 
No citizen of Georgia is injured in the slightest particular by the 
action of the Central Railroad in loading the Saint Louis freight into 


“to be transported a greater distance for less money. 
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the car that would otherwise go empty, and transporting it across the 
territory of the State; while, on the other hand, every citizen who is a 
patron of the Cenfral Railroad, and has to pay local freights upon jt, 
is to that extent relieved, as his local freights can to that extent 
placed at a lower rate. While, therefore, rule that you shall not 
carry the same quality and quantity of through freights a longer dis- 
tance for less money than you carry the like quality and quantity of 
local freight for a shorter distance is plausible, and appears to be right 
in itself, all railroad experience shows it to be im icable, seriously 
disturbing the operations of through transportation, and to be highly 
detrimental to the commerce of the country. 

No railroad company can continue to run long unless it is permitted 
to make its fixed expenses, and if it is limited to fixed expenses it can 
pay no dividends nor can it pay interest upon the capital invested. 
the fixed expenses I mean all the expenditure necessary to the purchase 
of cross-ties, new rails when those upon the track are being too much 
worn, to keep the bridges and culverts and everything ining to the 
track in good order, to purchase a sufficient nuniber of engines and cars 
to transact the business of the road, to keep them in good repair and 
replace them with new ones when worn out. 

This includes the expense that every railroad company has to incur 
in its repair shops, where a large number of machinists and mechanics 
are necessary to keep the engines and cars in good running order. 
Fixed expense also includes the salaries or compensation paid train 
hands, conductors, engine-runners, firemen, track-hands, flagmen, &c. 
It also includes the salaries of all the officers and agents connected with 
the company. All these expenses are necessary to keep the road in * 
good running order, so that it can serve the public, and unless the com- 
pany is permitted to make an amount large enough to cover ail these 
expenses it can not be said to pay fixed expense, and any company that 
fails to pay the fixed expenses must of course soon go into the hands of 
a receiver, or it must let the road run down until it becomes too much 
dilapidated and too dangerous to serve the country longer by the trans- 
portation of freight and passengers. . 

But if you establish the rule that railroad companies shall only be 
permitted to collect enough for the transportation of freights and pas- 
sengers to pay fixed expenses, you confiscate the capital invested in the 
enterprise to the public use without any compensation, as the railroad 
company that can pay no more than its fixed neither pays in- 
terest upon the capital invested in the enterprise nor does it pay any 
dividends to the stockholders, 

Every railroad which is built with the consent of the State under a 
charter given by the State for transportation in a particular section of 
country where it has been honestly built and the stock not watered 
(and I do not justify speculation by watering stock) should be per- 
mitted to charge enough to payall fixed expenses and to pay a reason- 
able amount as dividends to the stockholders, or to pay interest with 
a reasonable sinking fund, so as to extingnish the debtof the company 
within a reasonable time. I presume few men will deny that every 
railroad company ought to be permitted to charge enough to meet the 
expenses of the company and to pay reasonable interest or dividends on 
the capital invested. i 

Under the present practice, where the Legislatures, the courts and 
juries, and the public, and indeed everybody, are in favor of robbing 
railroads or treating them as public enemies, much the larger propor- 
tion of them have gone into bankruptcy, or have found themselves 
wholly unable to pay the interest on their debt or to pay any reasona- 
ble dividends. to the stockholders. I do not know half a dozen rail- 
roads in the whole Southern country from Washington to the Missis- 
sippi River and from the Atlantic to the Ohio River that are paying 
dividends to the stockholders on the original cost of constructing the 
road. Then there is no encoyragement to capitalists for the future to 
put their money into the construction of new railroads, and as long as 
there is a general dispositions to make war upon them men of sense 
will decline to invest more money in railroad stocks or in the construc- 
tion of railroads. is 

Some of the leading European governments have grappled with this 
question years since and have, after long experience, condemned the 
very proposition contained in the fourth section of this act and the 
amendment. They have found that it will not work in practice, that 
they are obliged to permit freights and passengers on many occasions 
If arailroad com- 
pany is to pay fixed expenses and dividends to the stock-holders, it 
must clear the money n to meet such expenses either out of 
local freights or through freights or both. 

Experience has shown in such case that the best that can be done is 
to fix the local freights at reasonable rates, with a view to meeting the 
necessary expenses of the company, and then rather than exclude through 
freights for long distances, and rather than have part of their employés 
and rolling-stockidle for a portionof the time, it has been found better 
to carry through freights in competition with other lines long distances 
at rates which are many times but little more than the actual cost of 
transportation. If it exceeds the cost of transportation asmall amount 
is made by the company, which aidsit in meeting its necessary expenses 
and relieves local freight from that much additional 

Probably not more than one-tenth of the freight carried is through 
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freight over some of the long competing lines. The company can not 
afford to carry the other nine-tenths of its freight at the rates charged 
for the through freight, as it can not do so and pay necessary expenses, 
and if it is prohibited from carrying one-tenth or more of its freights 
long distances in competition with long through lines, it prevents those 
who are located farin the interior from coast cities at all with 
their produce, and takes away from the company the small amount of 
clear money it realizes on such freights. 

As already stated, experience has shown in foreign governments that 
it is unwise to restrict railroads within the limits prescribed by the pro- 
posed legislation.: 

Mr. E. B. Stahlman, one of the vice-presidents of the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Company, who appeared before the House commit- 
tee and discussed this great question, made an argument so able and 
interesting that I shall make no apology for making quotations from it, 
as I can produce nothing better, and I have heard nothing better pro- 
duced in the Senate. 

Mr. Stahiman had looked into the action of the English, French, and 
German Governments upon this very question, and I quote from his 


He first refers to Great Britain, and says: 


In 1855 a royal commission, created to consider the entire railway question, 
in a SANAS = rt mee in nego ge Aas Kab 

*Ineq ity ofe n respect distan besides @ necessary conse- 
quence of competition, is an essential elemen: in the carrying trada; that is to 
say, the principle which verns the railway company in the rate is that 
of creating a traffic b; iasi Hihera such a sum for conyeyance as will induce the 
La aire one district t to compete with anotherin thesame market. The power 

f granting special rates thus permits a development of trade which would not 
otherwise exist; and it is abundantly evident,’ continues this able commission, 
“thata ziona the trade of the country atthe present time has been cre- 
ated by an continued on the faith of special rates. The conditions under 
which such rates are granted are so numerous that no special law could be 
framed to meet them.” 

In 1872 another commission was appointed upon the much vexed question of 
special rates, and after concluding that the enforcement of equal rates was “ im- 
practicable and inexpedient,” says: 

“Tt would prevent railway companies from lowering their rates soas to com- 
pete with traffic by sea, by canal, or by a shorter or otherwise cheaper railway, 
and would thus deprive the publie of the benefits of competition and the com- 
pany of a legitimate source of profit. It would prevent railway companies from 
making perfectly fair Seek wean for carrying ata lower rate than usual goods 
bought in large and constant quantities, or for carrying for long distances at 
lower rates than tor short 


rt distances.” 

In introducin § the ot based upon this report to the horse of commons, the 

Right Hon. the testion ae chai unlimited f eyin their charges 
ta: re was nw. wer of ya eir 

to the publie which bo j er 


usion PONOT nA Bae pera aoe des 
conditions whieh it were either practicable or for the p 
on railway companies.” 

Let a now Boer to France. M. de la Gournerie, a neg Speed of the 


of bridgesand highways, in a published in 1879, sa: 
“In pire of some cirenmstances operation of railroads, 1 like all 
other industries, is subject to the Jaw of economics. bd The prices 
should be regulated acco: to Value of the transportation as determined 


by the action of supply and demand, and when different aana are adopted, 
pen as the len of haul or the amount of cost, we are led into contradiction 


“ A railroad in itsown interest, and in thatofthe coun: 
n traffic of a kind tbat will increase its recei 
Nan as different units of transportation 

sph tiegeod If, because some of them leave as net profits only a very Ln 

vars of the recei 
same proportion 
ligations which it has contracted. requirements of this 
nd would be tolead en companies cies otuaeall shi wits are which they could 
not make a high and consequently to aban: & considerable income, 
while depriving the Seman of cheap transportation for a great quantity of mer- 


‘The president of the French board of public worl commenting u higher 
rates ‘or short haul rather than for jong baal. Pico Oe 
railroads, were not, however, s 


7 sapt not to neglect 


* These anomalies, somuch the railroa 
new event in the n the transportation ——_ Before the establishment of rail- 
roads the ca 


The oats on their 


om Lyona to Artes (eo miles Ma la Go ri 
mmen upon repo: e la Gournerie says: 
“The railroads are under the same conditions as the carters and the boat- 
men. Ido not see how it could be possible to establish that transportation 
never has a less value for a longer than a shorter eg or that each separate 
ny geese ery should not be paid for according to its value. 

A good deal is said of uniformity « 
she the distance carried, without taki 

nm. 


p Aeee aA and hardshipsin 

vate or th thes vast a of America? 
tis ab. ‘combat this widely spre data ticcesecis ean 5 

a, o Tiai whe sles se to combat this wide aas y suet thatin the commercial 


must ay peel that instead of hathioatie te pratar tha dugeeeat interests to react 
upon each other through supply and y leaving t is 
continually. If we were certain that the men who 


would rary by peti a perfect understanding of these oe my conclusion 
would be to leave the matter to them entirely ; T think, then, the state should 
preserve its powers, watch attentively, but prescribe little.” 


In referring to Germany, Mr. Staklman says: x 


Prior to this praise trad & royal commission reported upon the: whole subject 
K In th pon ge perme pe peed tth i rtanee of rail- 
“Tn the course o! e enormous impo: 
roads for traffic and the entire modern p aiara has been shown, so that the 
l n of the state's supervision over the railroad system is acknowl- 


to be one of the most difficult problems to solve. Itisnotyet here 

erstood that an efficient seguintions of the state's tthe Indire over rail- 

road system is impossible for any length of time; that the indirect attention of 

the state for the public interests concerned is not to as sufficient 

means to solye task = their protection and ae The existing order 

of the railroad system Ee eee ee resents a queer picture of 
A closer study of the a areh 


the most dinecing seo Be base reek public interests 
concerned in the em and of the task the has to fulfill in their , 
protection and promotion vin prove that the direct and ad unlimited attention of 
Pab ACA aa women Ie ptiy wisest of the traffic, and of the ment of 
inland main lines, under the strong arm of the state, are the only efficient and 
proper means to solve that task.” 


Again, upon the subject of freight tariffs: 
‘The regulation of tariffs broad margin between the expenses of run- 
ning the road, which itis Err entar anak uncertain to determine, and the value of 


the stockholders. 
A forcible Setup pean of t offers, for legitimate on, difficulties al- 
pth y egi st cure rr condi- 


most im: overcome, ut, of course, referri 
tioned by peste Pky or liabilities. A legitimate regulation contains 
ton the management, bat also on 


the fom ci aiei orien: ofthe exteipriots concerned, 
Bs Stahlman adds: 


Here then, Mr. Chairman and pomp. 
ton, rejecting ttle every Tinport ant pr 
ion, e 
distinguished chairman 0} 


we have the great powers of En- 

oughtful investigation and legisla- 
$ shakes of the bill, and yet the 
committee continues to v gorously press this 


measure for 
PB a we are told a greater necessity exists for legislation in America than 
urope. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. afew mnan Saey pared, but correct in 
the main, and s ox ry tele to Pgri am about to say. Take the 
freight tonnage per mile carried, and ped ot epi ans in 

‘ons. 
s... 14,200 
s- 5,500 
100 
200 
AMNETICA, ...cs00e seoses re 230 
=—_—_ 
PASSENGERS, 
Per mile carried. 
EE e A 41,100 
France aR 10, 


SRV TROUERIIES EEA P O ISO A E AE EPEE RENAE 


CRs eevesees 


pbb 
gage 


sesssessrseerersseesserenseeestsesess sesesseeeseness resersseree 


Passenger tariffs per mile charged, two classes: 


4.60 3.90 

3.84 3.25 

3.08 2.69 

3.64 3.18 

4.60 3.15 

4.00 3.54 

2.76 2,43 

The table @ freight earnings I have not been able to make up, but the com- 
parison in freight is even more in favor of American roads than the exhibit in 
r rates, while the ie oe and net earnings, including ger, 

and fran from 200 to 600 cent. in excess of the 

ings of American roads, and yet we are told there is more need for legisla- 

po See this country than in , and that the legislation here should be more 


ri 
ake the ——s of rates alone, compare the two, please, Mr. 
maiehed in An Atacrien, grand hoc vette gary orl pens 
even in 
the anor European pend pig bal haber the he people of. AA should 
complain of a rate of 2.43 os mile, in Great Britain, 3.26 in 
2.69 prong bag ibin Russia, 815 in Austri and 834 im S 
this too when the travel in America is oe ae ngers pe against 
ey smartness France, 17,900 in Belgium and Ho! - 13,750in Switzerland, and 41,100 
Now, Mr. President, a few words in reference to the second section of 
this bill. It provides that if any common carrier shall directly or in- 
directly, by any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other devicedemand, 
collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less compen- 
sation for any service rendered or to be rendered in the transportation 
of passengers or property, subject to the provisions of this act, than it 
charges, demands, collects or receives from another person or persons 
for doing him or them a like and contemporaneous service in the trans- 
portation of a like kind of traffic under substantially similar circum- 
stances and conditions, such common carrier shall be deemed guilty of 
unjust discrimination, which is hereby prohibited and declared unlaw- 
ful. And any common carrier who shall violate the provisions of this 
section as aforesaid. shall be liable to all persons who have been 
a higher rate than was charged another or persons for the 
ference between such higher rate and the rate charged upon like 
shipments during the same period, or if such lower rate was made on 


zand 
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any time contract or understanding, the said common carrier shall be 
liable to pay a like rebate or drawback to all other shippers over the 
same route, between the same points, who have shipped goods during 
the time that such contract or understanding was in operation. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a very strong provision against rebates 
or drawbacks or special rates. Asa general rule, rebates should be 
prohibited. In other words, all rebates which are intended unjustly 
to discriminate between two or more persons in the ordinary transaction 
of their business are highly improper and are seldom ever practiced by 
arailroad company that has regard for its own interest and the interest 
ofthecommunity. Andstill there are exceptions in the ordinary trans- 
action of business where it is not only proper but important, where it 
is not only the interest of the railroad company but the interest of the 
community, that rebates should be given. In the various transactions 
which arise in the development of our country and in conducting its 
great commercial affairs no stubborn iron rule that is inflexible can be 
applied without working not only injury to the transportation compa- 
nies but great detriment to the public. 

I beg leave to illustrate this by a quotation from the speech of Mr. 
Stahlman, above referred to, as he has put the case clearly and intelli- 
gently, so as to show the hardships which must arise to the community 
and the transportation companies if an unbending rule, forbidding re- 
bates, should become the law of theland. In illustrating this he takes 
a very cheap, yet a very important commodity, produced largely in this 
country, and needed for use in foreign countries, and often shipped there. 
He illustrates his meaning by the cost of the transportation on staves 
shipped from the timber regions of the West to the Eastern seacoast 
and part of them shipped abroad, and on coal shipped from Indiana and 
Illinois to the States northwest of Chicago. 

On page 28 of his argument Mr. Stahlman discusses this question, 
and T must ask the Clerk to read that portion of it, as I think it very 
important. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The facts with reference to the rebate on staves are about these: Much the 
largest gener nao of the staves shipped in this country find a market at the 
Eastern seaboard. These staves pay a rate, say, of $70 per car to New York. 
The shipper of the staves in the West is satisfied with this rate ; he does not ask 
for any concession; the purchasers in the East are content, but the markets of 
the are not quite sufficient to consume the quantity the Western shipper 
produces. He, therefore, looks beyond to-see if he may not find a market else- 
where, -He finds that he may send staves to England, but can not afford to do 
so based on a rate of $70 per car to New York. Stavesare very low-class traffic; 
they will not bear shipment by regular steamers to Europe, consequently no 
through bill of lading can be given from the original point of shipment in the 
West to Europe. The stave producer must look to sailing vessels or schooners 
for cheap transportation. 

The railroad says to the shipper, “ We are willing to make you a concession 
of $10 per car on shipments to England in competition with staves from Nor- 
way. Weare fevered willing to make the concession you or any other ship- 

r who may desire to avail himself of this rate; but inasmuch as no through 

ills of lading can be given, and the reshipment from New York is made 
through some New York parties or agency, we are notina ition to know 
whether the shipment goes through ornot. While we are willing to aid you, 
we can hardly afford to reduce our rates $10 per car on 90 percent. of our busi- 
ness in order to gain 10 per cent. more on your shipments to England. There- 
fore, pay us the fullrate on allshipments to New York or Boston, and upon pre- 
sentation of ship’s bills of lading showing certain quantities shipped to England 
we will refund you $10 per car on the quantities thus shipped.” + 

This arrangement is not designed to give one shipper an advan over an- 
other. It is, as I understand it, open to everybody; it is simply designed to 
prevent a general reduction on 90 per cent. of the business which does not re- 
quire the concession, and to assure the company that only such shipments as 

uire the concession receive the benefit of them, 

he impression that rebates are given to build up one shipper to the injury of 
another is an entirely erroneousone. Therebates, when given at @), are largely 
due to just such transactions as I have explained, and frequently to a desire of 
one railroad company to secure shipments against a competing line. I know 
that there are institutions which have been favored with rebates, but the com- 
mittee will find all fair-minded railway managers opposed to such abominable 
practices; and while on that point I desire to emphatically declare m for 
the interest I represent, and railway interests generally, in favor of the most 
rigid and exacting law,which will prevent rebates for the purpose of unjust dis- 
crimination, or to prevent AARON or extortion in any form whatever. 
No matter how rigid or exacting the law may be, I am more satisfied that 
the railway managers of this country, who are as a rule fair-minded and in- 
clined to do what is right, will most heartily approve of the enactment of such 
a measure. But there are conditions which necessitate rebates, and when such 
rebates or drawbacks are given they should be open to all shippers under like 
circumstances, While the company which I represent is not largely given to 
such paces, certainly in no case for the purpose of discriminating in favor of 
one shipper as against another, or for the purpose of robbing a rival line of its 
legitimate share of business, it does giye some rebates, the nature of which I 
desire briefly to explain. 

Take a pointon the line of our road, say Franklin, Tenn., co Fat A gen- 
tleman comes to us and says, “I want to build a grain elevator.” The railway 
company’s financial condition does not warrant the railroad in building the ele- 
yator, although many Western railroads have done so largely at their own ex- 
Hense; Elevators are nothing moro nor less than increased station facilities. 

e say to the gentleman: “We can not build this elevator, but we will do what 
we can toaid you. We have the timber on the line of our road uired for that 
purpose, We will carry it for you at the actual costof transportation. We will 
not bill it atan open rate, because to do so would open the door to every shipper, 
no matter for what purpose he might desire to use the lumber, to avail himse 
of it, But you buy the lumber, ship it, erect the elevator, and send us your 
freight bills with a certificate showing that it was put into the elevator, and we 
will refund you the difference between the amount charged and the actual cost 
of transportation.” 

A man at Columbia, Tenn., comes tous, He says, ‘‘I want to build a flourin. 
mill and warehouse on the line of your road, What can you do to aid me?’ 
The railroad ple appreciate the fact that the erection of a mill and ware- 

e an increased demand for grain, resulting in increased produc- 
tion of grain, and consequent increase of business at that point. In addition to 
this, the mill and warehouse on the tracks increase its facilities for doing 


business, We say to this man,as in the case of the man at Franklin, T 
“Bu ‘our mill, and send us your freight bills, and we will refund you thedi 
ference between the amount and the actual cost of transportation.” 

Later on this man approaches us and says, “I have been running my mill for 
five monthson the wheat produced in this section. The wheat is exhausted. I 
have a good trade in the South which I desire to keep up. If I let it go, it will 
ph Sond hard work to recover it when the next crop comes in. I must keep 
going even though I work atbare cost. I can buy wheat in Kentucky, Indiana, 
or Illinois, bring it here and continue to grind, but I can not do this and pay 
local rates into Columbia and then pay the rate on the product out.” The Louis 
ville and Nashville Railroad Company realizes the force of the miller’s claim, 
and says to him, “Go ahead, buy your wheat in Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, 
or elsewhere, bring it to Columbia, d it up and ship the flour to supply your 
customers; at the end of each month send us a statement of the wheat Suppea 
in and the flour shipped out, and we will give you a rebate on the wheat so 
the total rates on the wheat and flour combined shall equal the rates from the 
original point of shipment of the wheat to the point of destination of the flour.” 

I submit if this is calculated to injure any one. This arrangement is open te 
the millers on the line of the Louisville and Nashville Rail from one end 
to the other. The millers all understand it, and they arc satisfied with it. Ié 
brings business to the roads, it keeps the mills going, it feeds people employed. 
by the millers, builds up a business at the different towns, mee enables the 
miller to hold his customers. 

For the information of the committee I will say, that quite extensive milling 
interests have been develo; and fostered in this way at all points on the line 
of the Louisville and Nashville road, and the general public understands that 
ay. one who wants to engage in the milling business may do so on the same 

erms, - 

There is another large interest on the line of the Louisville and Nashville 
Railroad, particularly in Kentucky, which has been fostered in a like manner— 
that of the manufacture of whisky. The grain is hauled into the distilleries ab 
the current rates; the railroad ple know how much whisky a bushel of grain 
will make, and concessions in the way of rebates on grain are made upon pres- 
entation of certificates showing the proper proportion of whisky shipped out, 
I am illustrating the rebate system particularly so far as it applies to the Louis- 
ville and Nashville road, and what I say of the Louisville and Nashville will ap- 
ply to all of the Southern railroads, for all are endeavoring to build up local in- 
dustries on the line of their roads. 

At Nashville we haye a large number of lumber-yards, planing-mills, sash, 
door, and blind factories, which buy their pine lumber hundreds of miles distant 
from Nashville. It is brought there in the mir We say to these people, 
“Dress your lumber or manufacture it into sash, doors, or blinds, reship it, and 
in proportion te the amount reship we will make concession in the way of 
rebate on the lumber shipped in.” This hurts nobody, and tends to help build 
up an industry which engages the labor of a large number of worthy people, and 
helps to make the city prosperous. è 

I will carry these illustrations to Judge Byxvum’s district, and I speak now 
from experience, because I was at one time connected with the management of 
a railroad in Indiana, 

The Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railway Company, when it finished 
its Chicago line into Indianapolis, about three years ago, had no terminal fa- 
cilities. All of the manufacturing institutions were located on the side tracks 
of other railroads. A gentleman came to me and said, “I want to establish a 
stave and barrel factory at Indianapolis; you have the raw material on the line 
of your road; I wish you would aid me in bringing lumber from some point on 
Lake Michiganto Ind lis to build my factory.” I said tohim, “Certainly; 
it is an industry which roads ought to encourage. Your staves are made 
the rough on the line of our road; I will undertake to ao the lumber to build 
your factory at the costof transportation. It will be billed to you at full rates; 
pay the freight bills, and when your factory is dono, send me your freight bills 
and I will give you a rebate between the amount charged and the actual cost of 
transportation.” 

Another Indianapolis gentleman comes and says, “I want toestablish a sash, 
door,and blind factory at Indianapolis. There is quite a demand for sash, 
doors, and blinds on the line of your road. What can Pa do toward helping 
me to bring in the lumber to build my factory.” I said to him,as I did to the 
stave-and-barrel man, “Ship your lumber, build your factory, send in your 
freight bills, and I will give you a rebate so that the rate of transportation shall 
not exceed the actual cost of the service.” 

Another said, “I want to build an elevator at Sheridan, on your line. I would 
be glad if your company would do so, but I know that itis notable. Whatcan 
you doto help me?” I said to him, “Ship your lumber, build your elevator, 
send in the freight bills you have paid, and I will make you a rebate between 
the amount paid and the actual cost of transportation.” Others came for the 
same purpose at other points on the line of theroad; all were met with like en- 
couragement. 

Now I ask if this is unjust discrimination? Is this building up one shipper 
or manufacturer to the injury of another? 

In connection with this I will return to the discussion of the coal question and 
that portion of it which relates to an effort of the Indiana and Illinois mines to 
sell bituminous and block coal in the Northwest. The rates from the mines to 
Chicago, as stated, are fectly satisfactory to the miner and the Chicago dealer 
and consumer. The shipments of coal to reach the Northwestern States 
through Chicago. A concession, as stated, of 25, perhaps 50, cents per ton is com 
sidered necessary to enable the Indiana and Illinois miner to sell coaljin the 
States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, &c. 

Some of the mines of Illinois and Indiana are owned and controlled throngh 
Chicago ies. The shipments to the Northwest are largely made through 
Chicago parties. Therefore to prevent any fraud upon the transportation com- 
panies the railroad com ies say to the miners and the Chicago dealers, “ You 
ship all of your coal to Chicago locally ; we can not tell what goesto the North- 
west or what is consumied in the city of Chicago, Therefore we will charge our 
full rates to Chicago on all of the coal, and if you er ay 15, or 20 per cent. of the 
coal to the Northwest, upon the presention of the bills of lading of the Norfh- 
western roads at the end of each month we will refund you 25 or 50 cents per 
ton, asthe case may be, on al such shipments.” Z 

This will serve as a fair illustration of the system of rebates indulged in by 
railway companies, and will serye to show also that they are not given for the 
purpose of discriminating in favor of one shipper to the injury of another, but 
as a means of increasing traffic, building up the industries on the line of the 
road, and preventing the practice of frauds upon railway companies, 

If the committee were to ko to the bottom of the complaints so generally and 
so sweepingly made of discriminations by means of drawbacks or rebates, lam 

uite well assured that it would find them largely, if not almost exclusively, cou- 
fined to shipments made under such circumstances. 

Why should such a practice be prohibited? Why not legalize rebates aud 
drawbacks with a proviso that they shall be open to every shipper under like 
circumstances, and prohibit the practice only in cases where it is designed for 
the purpose of unjust discrimination? 


Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. President, it seems to me thatno reasonable 
man would object to the rebate paid on the staves in the case above 
supposed. It simply enables the Western timber-man to find sale for 
probably one-tenth more staves than he could get market for in the 
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East by shipping them to England or other foreign countries. He could 
not get them to the foreign market without a reduction of rates from 
the West to the Eastern cities, If they should give that reduction on 
all the staves shipped from the Western forests to the Eastern cities it 
would amount to a reduction of the freights so far as those for home 
consumption are concerned, which is a reasonable freight, and-at which 
neither the producer nor consumer of the staves complains. 

The best way of reaching the case properly is to charge all Western 
staves the same price to the Eastern cities, and then, as stated by Mr. 
Stahlman, on the production of the ship’s bills oflading, showing that 
a certain quantity of them have been shipped abroad, say one-tenth for 
instance, to rebate or refund to the owner of those shipped abroad the 
concession made in the price of transportation to-enable him to send 
them abroad. Bear in mind, Mr. President, there is no unjust dis- 
crimination in this matter, as the same rate for staves to be used inthe 
Eastern cities is given to every shipper, and the same rebate is given 
to each shipper who desires to send them abroad. 

In the matter of the erection of elevators, mills, factories for manu- 
facturing doors, sash, blinds, &c., nobody will question that the com- 
munity is interested. The location of one of these establishments in a 
community increases the production, helps to create a home market, 
gives to labor that might otherwise be unemployed, and givesa 
daily freight of considerable quantity to the railroad company upon 
which the establishment is located. Who can doubt, in such case, 
that it is the interest not only of the railroad, whose regular freight is 
increased, to make a concession in freights on the building material 
which it does not make to other consumers, but that it is also the in- 
terest of the community, which is greatly benefited by the construction 
and use of such factories, elevators, &c., which might not otherwise be 
erected. 

Again, who can doubt the wisdom and the benefit not only to the 
transportation companies but to the community of a concession made 
by the transportation companies te the coal shipped from Indiana or 
Illinois west of Chicago, when the Chicago market is not sufficient to 
take all which can be successfully mined, and when the coal is needed 
in Wisconsin and Minnesota by consumers who can not afford to use it 
if it is charged the same rate of freight per mile from the mines to the 
place of consumption in those extreme Northwestern States which itis 
now charged from the mines to Chicago? In such case Chicago suffers 
no injury by the reduction in favor of those three or four or five hun- 
dred miles farther west, as the Chicago prices have not increased. 

And as but a limited proportion of the productions of the mines are 
shipped to the far West, a railroad company coùld not afford to put 
down the rates of eight-tenths of its whole production to secure the 
patronage at the lower rate of two-tenths of it; and yet, as there are 
periods when the demand is not sufficient at Chicago to take the whole 
output of the mines, it is the interest of the miners to keep their em- 
ployés at work and to sell the remnant of the amount produced far- 
ther west at a lower price rather than fail to work full time. Conse- 
quently all interests are served by the reBate. The miner gets regular 
employment from the ownerof the mine; the owner of the mine makes 
a small amount of profit on the coal that is sold at the reduced price; 
the transportation companies realize a small profit on that which goes 
beyond Chicago. The people of Chicago are no way in danger, because 
the price of their coal is not increased, They pay just what they would 

-have to pay if the arrangement farther west were not made, and the 
people farther west secure the coal at a price at which they can afford 
to d it, and they are benefited. But you may say, why make the re- 
bate? Why not make a lower rate from the mines to the consumer? 
For the reason that if you should do this all who ship to Chicago would 
claim that they were going to ship west, and you would haveno means 
of ascertaining whether the coal went west or whether it was consumed 
in Chicago; but when it is shipped to Chicago at the regular rate and 
is then reshipped by bill of lading to the far West, the quantity sent 
west can be readily ascertained by such bills of lading, and freight can 
then be put at the reduced rate on what is really in good faith shipped 
west by a rebate, paying the difference in freight which is allowed by 
the reduction of price for that going farther west. This results in 
mutual and general benefit, as all shippers engaged in the same busi- 
ness get the same benefit, and it is no injury to anybody. Then why 
should we make a strimgent rule or law prohibiting it? 

“President, itis as difficult to undertake to regulate by inflexible 
rules of law the transportation of commerce asit is to regulate commerce 
itself. In other words, it is as difficult to regulate transportation by 
fixed rules as it is to regulate prices in the daily traffic business of the 
community. Ifyoushould undertake to fix by stubborn rules of law the 
price of wheat, corn, bacon, lard, butter, and the like in the- different 
cities and communities where a trade and traffic in these articles are 
conducted, you would find little less embarrassment than you do when 
you undertake to regulate the rtation of commerce by fixed, in- 
flexible rules of law. It can never be successfully accomplished, and 

robaltly the best that can be done if we can get a conservative, intel- 

igent well-balanced commission is to leave all these delicate and dif- 
ficult matters in their hands, giving them the power to make the rules 
governing transportation elastic, as the exigencies may require. 

Aftar they have investigated the question thoroughly and looked 


. 


into it in all its bearings they will usually be able to determine what is 
necessary or what is the best that can be done for the transportation com- 
panies and the communities under the circumstances by which they 
may be at the time surrounded. But if you bind them “fast as fate”? 
by unbending rules of law that have no elasticity you will find the 
machine will not work, the wheels will be screaking in a hundred 
places, different interests will be suffering, and there will be a general 
outery and clamor against laws which operate so unjustly, which crip- 
ple commerce, embarrass manufacturing interests, discourage proa 
tion at points far in the interior, seriously injure, if they do not destroy, 
important branches of our foreign trade, and prevent that general and 
free interchange of commodities which is essential to the well-being 
and prosperity of a great country like the United States. We had bet- 
ter hasten slowly in this matter, doing as little as possible to cripple 
and as much as possible to build up all the great interests of a great 
and prosperous people. Let us profit by the experience of other nations 
who have thoroughly investigated these questions, and learri wisdom 
by their example. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before taking a vote on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia, I wish to ask the Senate to make one or two 
formal amendments in the reprint of the bill. 

In section 2, line 1, after the word ‘‘ carrier,”’? I move to insert the 
words ‘‘subject to the provisions of this act. Those words were 
dropped out in the printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 1, after the word ‘‘ carrier,’’ 
insert the words ‘‘subject to the provisions of this act;’’ so as to read: 

That if any commen carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, shall directly 
or indirectly, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ilinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. In section 5, line 2, after the word “‘ after,” I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘thisactshall take eftect’’ and insert the words 
‘t the appointment of the commission hereinafter provided for;”’ and 
in line 3, tostrike out ‘‘ the” and insert ‘‘said,’’ before the word ‘‘ com- 
mission.’” 

The reason for this amendment lies in the fact that it may be sixty 
days or thereabouts after the act shall take effect before the President 
of the United States could select a commission whose duty it will largely 
be to put the section in force. As I propose to amend the section the 
sixty days will apply to the time after the appointment of the commis- 
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment to the desk. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
on it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have it here, Mr. President. 

- Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Tennessee has it also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 2, after the word ‘‘after,’”? it 
is moved to strike out the words *‘ this act shall take effect’? and to in- 
sert ‘‘the appointment of the commission hereinafter provided for;’? 
and in line 3, to strike out the first word ‘‘the,’’ between the words 
‘*with’? and ‘‘commission,’’ and insert the word ‘‘said;’’ so as to read: 

That every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, within 
sixty days after the appointment of the commission hereinafter provided for, 


file with said commission appointed under the provisions of this act copies of its 
tariffs of rates, &e. ` 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on ing to 
the Tag proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAM- 
DEN]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether the Senate understands that 
the Senator from West Virginia desires the last amendment he offered 
to be first voted upon. : 

Mr: ALLISON. Let the amendment be reported that we are to vote 


The Senator will send the amend- 
I will send up the bill with the amendment marked 


The question is on agreeing to the 


on. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 5, after the word ‘‘direction,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘and from the same original point of de- 
parture;’’ so as to read: 


Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive 
any greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of ngers 
or property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer 
distance over the same line in the same direction. 


Mr. HARRIS. That is the amendment first to be acted on, because 
it perfects the text and it is in order before the motion to strike out is 
put. = 

Mr. CULLOM. So I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order that the Senate may comprehend the pre- 
cise effect of that amendment I will saya single word. 

Under the provisions of the bill as it now stands common carriers are 
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hibited from charging more in the aggregate for the short than the 
Tema: Bonk S aa onee line of road going in the same direction and 
from the same point of departure. To illustrate: From the city of 
Chicago to New York, from the point of departure, Chi , the through 
rate being to New York say 10 cents a hundred pounds of grain, all 
shipments from Chicago to any point on that line could not exceed 10 
cents a hundred pounds from Chicago to the pointof destination. But 
leaving Chicago and taking up freight 10 miles or 50 miles or 500 miles 
away from Chi on the line to New York, under the provisions of 
the bill as it stands the transportation company would have a right to 
charge as much, twice as much, or thrice as much from this midway 
point to New York as from Chicago to New York. . i 

By adopting the amendment and striking out this language, my un- 
derstanding is that it will mean, no matter whether you make your 
shipment from Chicago to some point in the direction of New York or 
to New York, you shall not charge more in the aggregate for the short 
haul than for the long haul; that if you make your shipment from any 
point between Chicago and New York to New York you shall not 
charge more for that shorter distance than you charge for the transpor- 
tation over the whole line of road. 

I think that explanation shows precisely what the amendment means 
and the effect it is intended to have; and believing that effect to be 
just and desirable, I shall vote for the amendment as proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. CAMDEN. In addition to what has been said by the Senator 
from Tennessee I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the provision which relates to the long and the short haul limits itto the 
same original point of departure, which would leave the section to af- 
fect only shipments from the same points and would notaffect shipments 
from any intermediate points. In other words, from a given point at a 
long distance, at a given rate to the seaboard or to the market, all ship- 
ments from that point must be at the same rate; but the limitation in 
the bill, ‘‘from the same original point of departure,’’ does not affect 
the thousand other places which may be nearer to the market than th 
original point of departure. à * 

This particular limitation in the fourth section, ‘‘ from the same orig- 
inal point of departure,” is a limitation which affects most largely the 
shipping interests of the whole country. That provision would control 
nine-tenths of all the shipments to which the section couldapply. That 
was the basis chiefly upon which I addressed the Senate a few days 
since in urging aa amendment to strike out all the limitations and all 
the exceptions contained in the section. I have concluded to first sub- 
mit an amendment to strike out the words ‘‘and from the same original 
point of departure” as covering the main point I desired to reach by 
the previous amendment. 

I have given considerable thought to this subject, and Iam firmly 
convinced in my own mind that this provision is not only of the greatest 
importance to the whole country of any provision which could be in- 
serted in a bill to regulate interstate commerce, but I am, moreover, 
fully satisfied that the amendment would be in the interest of the rail- 
roads, for the reason that it would produce a uniformity in transporta- 
tion and in the charges of railroads, which would enable a railroad to 
make such general tariff rates as to produce from the earnings of the 
road an amount to cover the fixed charges and the amount necessary 
for the road to make. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think I shall want to vote for a short-haul 
clanse which does not have the words in which are proposed to be 
stricken out. Last year I voted against a proposition to insert a short- 
haul clause in a similar bill for the reason that I thought we might leave 
that whole.subject to the commission to deal with it under the power 
which is given to them to prevent discrimination, and for the additional 
reason that I thought it might be a very dangerous experiment to try 
in an interstate-commerce bill, where so much of the freight consists in 
getting the produce of the far West to the seaboard. But subsequent 
reflection has convinced me that there ought to be a short-haul provis- 
ion in the bill. However, I think that the clause ‘‘and from the 
same original point of departure” ought to be retained in the bill. To 
strike it ont assumes that there are no points which by reason of the 
concentration of business at those points can do the freighting business 
for any less than at other less important peints. It assumes, too, that 
you must charge the same rate over all the branches of the railroad 
which it affects without reference to the cost of construction or the 
amount of business which is to be upon those branches. 

I think it is essential to keep this clause in the bill for the purpose 
of allowing cheap freights from the West to the East, and that under 
the present system of railroads to strike it out and oblige a railroad to 
charge from every point a thousand miles distant upon its various 
branches to New York as little as it would charge from the great dis- 
tributing center a thousand miles away from New York would result 
in very great difficulty about transportation in this country. Let me 
illustrate by a di Here is a road which is a main line and there 


are two branches [indicating]. One branch really forms a part of the 
great main line. One end of the Y I call A, the other B, and the point 
of destination to the seaboard C. The great bulk of the shipments on 
that road owned by the railroad company, of its two branches, go from 
Ato ©; but B is equally distant from C that Ais. The road can af- 


ford to do its business for less, carrying great quantities of grain or other 
produce to market from A to C, than it can from its terminus at B, for, 
as I in this illustration, the branch which runs up there [indi- 
cati has cost a great deal more to build and the business on it is a 
great deal less. It runs through a sparsely populated country, and 
yet if this clause is taken out of the section it can no more from 
the great point of distribution, where the bulk of the business goes, 
than it is allowed to charge from the termini of the road, which is in a 
sparsely settled community and where there is very little business and 
over aroad which it hes cost no less to build. I think that simple illus- 
tration shows the difficulty of applying any rigid iron-bound rule per 
mile to this question. S 

Mr. CAMDEN. ‘The Senator from Connecticut has presented an ex- 
treme case for illustration, one which perhaps does not exist in this 
country; and even in that case I beg to say that the Senator is mis- 
taken in the supposition he makes, He and my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown] both construe the amendment into a provision that the 
rate shall be so much per mile. That is not the object nor the mean- 
ing of the amendment. A railroad may charge as much for 500 miles 
as it does for a thousand miles, and because a railroad may have two 
branches, as illustrated by the Senator from Connecticut, it does not 
limit the rate per car from the two points but simply limits the charges, 
by providing that the charge for the longer haul shall not be greater 
than the charge for the shorter haul. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will-allow me to call his atfention to 
á fact, I will state that the bill in explicit terms confines the provision 
to the same Jine of roti and goingin the same direction. The Senator 
from Connecticut held up’ two different lines of road belonging to the 
same company, but they can not be called the same line of road. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee for making that explanation. I was going to make it, but the 
Senator has made it better than I could have done myself. 

The principle in the bill does not apply to the illustration made by 
the Senator from Connecticut. I will say further, that the fourth sec- 
tion, in limiting it to ‘‘ the same original pojnt of departure,” does not 
mean anything. It does not mean legislation at all upon the long and 
short haul question. Take a car leaving from any of our large centers 
of competition in the West. This clause limits the charge to the same 
class of shippers from that point to the same market or to intermediate 
points in the same direction. It limits it so that the charge for the 
short haul shall not exceed that for the long haul. A railroad may 
start out from the original point of competition and strike into a coun- 
try where for 200 miles there are no competitive points. In that 200 
miles of road the products of that country may be charged any amount 
that the railroad may choose to charge or that the freight will bear; 
and the fourth section will not apply to it. In other words, the dis- 
tant points shall have the benefit of the competition, but it is denied 
to all other sections of the country. 

It certainly appears to me that striking out the words ‘‘and from the 
same original point of departure” preserves the whole effect and virtue 
of the bill; if there is anything in it. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand it is objected now that my illustration 
does not apply, because the provision of the section is ‘‘ over the same 
line, in the same direction.’ I think the bill is open to a construction 
which would make my illustration applicable. If the word‘ line” 
means only the road between two points, and not the road owned by 
the company, then perhaps the illustration does not apply; but if it 
means the line, the road, the system which the company is operating, 
then it does apply. à 

Upon the theory that my illustration does not apply, I will take the 
instance again from Chicago to New York. The great bulk of the grain 
shipment from the West to the East leaves Chicago for the seaboard. 
The road has facilities for transacting that business. It can do busi- 
ness a great deal more cheaply where large quantities of a given kind 
of freight are moved than from points where but very little of that char- 
acter of freight is moved. 

We will suppose that the rate from Chicago to New York is exceedingly 
low, but the railroad is able to take the freight on account of the immense 
amount of business which is done, which can be done at a lower rate 
than where the business is very limited. Strike these words out of the 
bill, and then take a station 10 miles this side ef Chicago, if there be 
such a station, where grain does not concentrate, where there no 

t facilities for receiving and distributing it, but where there is a 
Ehe community. A man brings a single car-load of grain to the lit- 
tle station where the trains stop occasionally, and asks to haye it trans- 

rted to New York. When you strike out these words it is equiva- 
ent to saying that the road must take that one car-load of grain under 
those circumstances from that little flag-station, if you please, and carry 
it to New York just as cheaply as it carries the great bulk of the grain 
which is from Chicago. In other words—— 

Mr. . Ishould be glad to propound two questions, if the 
Senator will allow me. 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me to finish the sentence. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In other words, it ignores the fact that business can 
be done ata center where there is a great amount of business to be han- 
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dled and where there are the best facilities for handling it cheaper than 
it can be done at a place where there is very little business done and 
no facilities for handling it. Now, I will hear the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. 


Mr. HARRIS. Under the provisions of the bill as it stands, taking 


the illustration from Chicago to New York, every shipment made from 
i , Whether to New York orany intermediate point on the line of 


road, is subject to this provision, and the shorter haul can not be forced, 


to pay more than the aggregate amount paid on the longer; but if you 
take up a shipment midway between Chicago and New York, at a way 
station, of one or fifty car-loads of freight, that shipment is not in any 
wise subject to the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. It certainly is. 

Mr. HARRIS. May not the transportation company, so far as this 
bill is concerned, charge twice as much for the shipment from the 500- 
act station as it charges from Chicago, the thousand miles, to New 

ork? 

Mr. PLATT. Hf it is a fair charge it may; but theSenator has said 
that it could charge twice or three times as much, and the charge is 
still open to the provision in the bill that there must be no. extortion- 
ate charges. It leaves open the whole question whether the higher 
charge from the little way station just this side of Chicago is a fair 
charge or not. Ifit is an unfair charge, an extortionate charge, then 
it is regulated by the other provisions of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator if the short haul provision 
contained in section 4 applies to or regulates any shipment from Chi- 
cago to New York except those that start from the point of Chicago? 

. PLATT. It certainly does not, but it regulates—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, if it be just and reasonable and right to regu- 
late by law the short haul leaving Chicago in the direction of New York 
all along the line at the various points to which shipments may go from 
Chicago, is there not just as much reason and justice in allowing the 
way station to ship from its point to New York under the same pro- 
visions and with the same limitations and with the same protections of 
law that the shipments can go from Chicago to the way stations or 
through? If there be £ difference, I confess that I not able to see it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifyou admit that justice requires an approach to the 
same rate per mile for freight, then the Senator from Tennessee is right; 
but if you admit that it may be fair and just and equitable under the 
cireumstances of business to charge a higher rate to New York from a 
station 10 miles this side of Chicago under the circumstances which I 
have supposed, then he is entirely wrong. The question is whether 
there may be a discrimination on account of the amount of business to 
be transacted at different places and the facility of transacting it. That 
is all there is to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator certainly does not intend to be under- 
stood as asserting that the striking outof this language will reduce the 
matter to the same rate per mile. All that it will effect is this: If you 
ship from the half-way station between Chicago and New York you can 
not charge -more in the te for that half distance than you are 
charging for the whole. It would be twice as much per mile if you 
charged the same aggregate amount for the freight from the 500-mile 
point that you charge from Chicago over the entire length of line, being 
a thousand miles. 

Mr. PLATT. It strikes me the Senator begs the question a little 
when he removes the stagion from 10 miles this side of Chicago to 500 
miles, because, if the station is 10 miles this side of Chicago, and he 
insists that a car-load of freight shall go from that little inconsequen- 
tial station to New York at the same price that the thousand or two 
thousand or ten thousand car-loads a day go from Chicago, then he is 
reducing the rate practically to the same rate per mile from the station 
10 miles this side of Chicago. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
whether he does not think that it would be an improvement to amend 
the bill by inserting, in line 6 of section 4, after the word ‘‘departure,’’ 
the words ‘‘or to the same point of destination;’’ so that the section 
would then read: 

That it shall be unlawful forany common carrier to charge or receive any 

com; nin the for the transportation of passengers or 
to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer dis- 


roperty sub; 
tenes over the same line, in the same direction, and from the same original 
point of departure, or to the same point of destination, 


Mr. PLATT. I do not think without reflection upon it that Iam 


quite ready to answer that question, and I am not in charge of the bill. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Such an amendment would preyent the 
practice to which the Senator from Tennessee has referred, that is to 
say, a rate fixed between Chicago and New York would apply as a limi- 
tation upon freight starting from an intermediate point to New York. 
ee HARRIS. It would accomplish practically the object I havein 

ew. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It seems to me that if the language pro- 
posed to be stricken ont is left in the bill the amendment I suggest 
would be an improvement on the system proposed by the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. But looking to the illustration that we have been 
using, if this section is left to stand as it now isin the bill without modi- 
fication or change, there is no reason why the transportation company 
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may not within 10 miles of the city of New York charge the same rate 
a nels the rate that it charges all the way from Chicago to New 
ork. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is a difficulty which has occurred to 
my mind. Undoubtedly if the language of the bill is left as it now 
stands the implication is unavoidable that a common carrier within the 
terms of the bill may charge a rate as great for 500 miles as fora thou- 
sand miles. J 

Mr, HARRIS. Yes; or for 11 miles. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That would be the legitimate and necessa: 
implication arising upon the language of the bill. Therefore I desi 
to have the section amended in that regard by the insertion of this Jan- 
guage: 

But this shall not be construed as authorizing any common carrier within the 
terms of this act to charge and receive as great compensation for a shorter than 
fora longer distance. 

This would negative the implication that necessarily arises upon the 
language used in the bill as reported by the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. The criticism which is made now by the Senator from 
Tennessee, and also by the Senator from Iowa, applies equally to every 
short-haul law that has been passed in the different States as to this 
bill, and the answer to it is simply this:-That it is unnecessary. No 
railroad company would suppose that it was authorized by any such 
provision in the bill prohibiting it from charging more for the shorter 
than for the longer distances to charge, for instance, as much upon 
freight starting within a hundred miles of New York togo to New York 
as it would charge for freight starting at Chicago to go the thousand 
miles to New York, If it did suppose that it was authorized to do it, 
all that the shipper would have todo would be to apply to the commis- 
sion and say that the railroad company was demanding exorbitant and 
extortionate charges, and it would be remedied in that way. 

Mr. WILSON, of iowa. We mightavoid that by expressly providing 
that that implication shall not apply. If the language remains as it 
now stands in the bill, undoubtedly if a railroad company should charge 
as much for a hundred-mile haul as it does for a thousand miles, and 
complaint should be made by the shipper, the answer would be, “t We 
are not charging any more than the law allows, for it says ‘ you shall 
not charge any more for the short haul than for the long haul,’ andwe 
are charging the same.” 

Mr. PLATT. To illustrate further my answer to that point, there is 
no law now which prevents a railroad from charging $10 per ton per 
mile for its freight; but the railroad company does not do that, and it 
can not do it under the conditions of business; nor can it under the con- 
ditions of business charge as much, to use the illustration, for a haul 
of a hundred miles into New York as it charges for the haul of a thousand 
miles from Chicago into New York. No practical difficulty has been 
suggested, and if there were, the remedy is in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion wasagreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 26, 1886. 
The House metat12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 


„MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. If I heard aright the reading of the Journal 
the statement that I asked unanimous consent to call up a bill for the 
construction of a bridge over the Ohio River is anerror. The RECORD 
shows that it was called up by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
WEAVER]. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was called up by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. WEAVER]. Ifthe Journal is in error the correction will 
be made. 

The Journal was then approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PETTIBONE, for ten days, on account of sicknessin his family. 

To Mr. O’DONNELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, indefinitely. 

To Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. MARKHAM, for one week, on account of important business, 


BUSINESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. DUNN. Iam directed by the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
to ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. à 

The Clerk read as follows: x 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 11th, and Wednesday, the 12th days of May, 1836, 
after the morning hour for the call of committees for reports and consideration 
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of measures, be set apartfor the consideration of measures reported from the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
the 11th day of May was on Saturday evening set apart for the consid- 
eration of bills from the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DUNN. We examined the Calendar of Special Orders before 
drawing the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The order to which I refer does not appear in the 
last print of the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to tlie present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the assignment of the 11th of May. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I will ask that the committee be limited to the 
12th, with a recess from half past 5 until half past 7. 

pith, of Iowa. What measures do the committee propose 
to up? 

Mr. DUNN. . ‘There areseveral measures. The first on the Calendar 
is the bill to require the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to pay the 
costs of surveying, selecting, and conveyingitslands. Another measure 
is a resolution providing for an investigation of the business of the Pa- 
cific railroads which have been aided by the Government. Another 
measure is the general bill providing for an amendment of the laws in 
relation to paying thedebts of the Pacific railroads to the Government. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Does the resolution include a bill to grant 
certain privileges to the Northern Pacific Railroad in the Yellowstone 
Park? 

Mr. DUNN. Itdoes not. There is no such measure reported from 
the committee. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the resolution include a bill for fund- 
ing the debt of the Pacific railroads? 
Mr. DUNN. It does. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I object. 

Mr. DUNN. Ifobjection is made, I ask that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. The bill to which the gentleman 
from Ohio refers provides for the payment of $41,000,000 of that debt 
at a time before it becomes due under existing law. 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. I would object to any bill or proposition to 
postpone the debt. 

Mr. DUNN. It is not proper to say. that the bill postpones the 
debts. It anticipates a large portion of them, and nes a portion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is very important that bill should come 
before the House. While I am opposed to the extension of the time, 
Iam very anxious to see the bill brought before the House forconsider- 
ation. When once before the House the Honse will have control of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is the resolution so drawn as to interfore with prior 
orders ? 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be again read as now modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, the 12th day of May, 1886, after the morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports and consideration of measures, be set apart 
for the consideration of measures reported frorh the Committee on Pacific Hail- 
roads, and that a recess be had at 5 o'clock till 7.30 p. m., to be devoted to the 
same purpose, 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
except prior orders. ; 

Mr. DUNN. It simply asks for one day. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. COWLES. I object to the consideration of Pacific Railroad 
matters in night session, when we rarely have a quorum. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I ask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. : 

RAILROAD IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. COBB, as a matter of privilege, reported from the Committee 
on the Public Lands the bill (H. R. 8104) to forfeit lands granted to 
the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Mar- 
quette to Ontonagon, in said State; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

POWDER DEPOT, DOVER, N. J. 


Mr. PHELPS. Iask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration a Senate bill granting the right of way through lands of the 
United States powder depot near Dover, N. J., to the Morris County Rail- 
road. This is a Senate bill, and it has been reported favorably by the 
House committee. There is no objection to it. The Secretary of War 
approves of it. 

The SPEAKER, - The bill will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. Before he had concluded the 


reading, - 
Mr. STEELE said: I call for the regular order. That bill should 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. f 
Mr. PHELPS. The bill has been reported favorably by that com- 
mittee. 
Some time subsequently — 
Mr. STEELE withdrew his objection. 
ARR SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the consideration of 
e ? 


I shall have to object, as the resolution docs not 


Mr. HOLMAN. The reading of the bill was not completed. Idid 
nor notice, so far as it was read, any provision in it for the assessment 
o . 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, which isas 
follows: 

A bill (S. 1377) to grant the right of way for xpress Leermy through the lands of 


the United States powder depot near Dover, N.J., to the Morris County Rail- 
road Company. 


urposes 
the United States Nghe depot near ratty N.J. 
ouise 


to repeal, alter. or amend this act is reserved to Congress. 

“Approved July 31,1882,” And 

Whereas said Central Railroad Company haye not used said grant or built or 
constructed said railroad,or any part thereof, but,on the contrary, have ex- 
pressly waived their right to the same and to all rights which they may have 
acquired under said act of Congress; and 

Whereas it is desirable that tne said railroad should be built, and it is now 
proposed to be built by the Morris County Railroad Company, subject only to 
the action of Congress in the matter: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled. 'That the right of way, not exceeding 100 fect in 
width, through the lands of the United States included in the Piccatinny pow- 
der depot, near Dover, in the State of New Jersey, is hereby granted to the 
Morris County Railroad Company of New Jersey for the purpose of construct- 
ing arailroad: Provided, That the said right of way, and the width and location 
thereof, iurong said lands, and regulations for operating said railroad within 
the limits of the reservation so as to prevent all danger to public property, shall 
be submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War prior to any entry on 
said lands or the commencement of the construction of said works: Provided 
also, That such sidings, tracks, switches, and loading stations as may at any 
time be required by the Secretary of War shall be promptly provided by said 
railroad company; and that such stoppage of trains and generally such facilities 
and privileges as the United States may desire for the shipment of materials of 
war, at any time, shall be provided by said railroad company: Provided also, 
That whenever said right of way shall cease to be used for the purpose afore- 
said the same shall revert to the United States: And provided further, That the 
right to repeal, alter, or amend this act is reserved to Congress, 

Src. 2. That‘the authority heretofore granted to the Central Railroad of New 
Jersey to construct a railroad through the property of the United States used by 
the Government as a powder depot, near Dover, N, J., be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iask the privilege of explaining this bill for two min- 
utes. There is nothing suspicious aboutit except its length; and it is 
so long because the committees of the Senate and the House which 
haye considered it, in their fidelity to duty, made these additional pro- 
visions for the security of the Government. It grants the right of way 
to this New Jersey Railroad Company through a Government reserva- 
tion now under the control of the Secretary of War, because the reserva- 
tion is used as a powder depot. The reservation has no railway con- 
nection, and the railway connection is as imp6rtant for the Government 
as it is for the railway company. 

The Government is in favor of this railroad connection. It is rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of War. He himself has reviewed and 
approved of the bill, and there is no reason why it should not be passed 
and immediately, as the construction of the railroad is stopped 
now at the line of the Government reservation. It has all the safe- 
guards passed by a committee of the Senate, passed by two committees 
of the House—that on Public Buildings and Grounds and that on Mil- 
itary Affairs—and is recommended by the Department of War. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is the need of so much land? One 
hundred feet is a great deal where land is valuable. 

Mr. PHELPS. Itis not too much. i 

Mr. MILLS. You want something extra for sidings, I understand. 

Mr. PHELPS. No; only the 100 feet. The sidings are to be putin 
as the Government may desire. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Upon the 100 feet? 

Mr. PHELPS. Upon the 100 feet. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill ? 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote’ by which the bill was 

; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
TheSPEAKER. The ar orderisdemanded. The regularorder 
is the call of the States and Territories for the introduction and refer- 
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ence of billsand resolutions. Under this call resolutions and memorials 
of State and Territorial Legislatures are in order, and also resolutions 


of inquiry. 
AARON P. GRAY. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 8105) to grant a pension to Aaron 
P. Gray, private Company K, Third Arkansas Cavalry, in the late war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES SUPPLE. 

Mr. ROGERS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8106) granting a 
pension to James Supple; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEAL ROCKS, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. FELTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8107) to grant 
certain seal rocks to the city and county of San Francisco, in the State 
of California, in trust for the people of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 8108) to relinquish and grant 
all interest which the United States now has in certain lands in the 
city and county of San Francisco and its grantees; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SECTIONS 2320 AND 2322 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8109) to amend sections 2320 
and 2322 of chapter 6, title 32, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY TURNBAUGH. 

Mr. RIGGS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8110) granting a 
pension to Mary Turnbaugh; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 4 

REBECCA ROBERTS, 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8111) to grant a pension to 
Rebecca Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CASSANDRA WELLS. 


Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8112) to grant a pension to’ 


Cassandra Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
, JOHN SHERIDAN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 8113) forthe relief of John 
Sheridan, late private Company K, One hundred and forty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID X. UTLEY. - 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8114) for the relief of 
David X. Utley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET E. ENLOW. 
_ Mr, ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8115) for the relief of Har- 
riet E. Enlow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY C. CROSBY. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 161) for 
the reliefof Mary C. Crosby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

MARY F. JACKSON. 

Mr. NEECE introdueed a bill (H. R. 8116) granting a pension to 
Mary F. Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; NANCY CISCO. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bjll (H. R. 8117) granting a pension 
to Nancy Cisco; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensiois, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE STODD. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8118) granting a pension 
to George Stodd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 8119) to establish a de- 
partment of labor, and to create a board for the arbitration of con- 
troversies between labor and capital; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

_ DAKOTA AS A STATE. 
Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8120) to enable the 


people of Dakota to form a constitution and State government, and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the origi 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the = 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


AWARDS UNDER CONVENTION WITH MEXICO. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8121) to amend and 
enlarge the actapproved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the distribution of awards made under the convention between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 
4th day of July, 1868;’? which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign irs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8122) to amend and 
enlarge the fifth section of an act approved June 18, 1878, entitled “An 
act to provide for the distribution of awards made under the conven- 
tion between the United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, 
concluded on the 4th day of July, 1868; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISTRICT COURTS IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8123) in relation to 
jurors and practice in district courts in the Territories; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

` ADDISON G. MOORE. 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 8124) for the relief of Addison 
G. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to thé Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. G. A, EIKELBERNER. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to 
Mrs. G. A. Eikelberner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: JAMES N. TUTTLE. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8126) granting an honorable 
discharge to James N. Tuttle, and for other p ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ESKRIDGE. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of James 
Eskridge; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OREN M. HARLAN. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. $128) granting 
a pension to Oren M. Harlan, Company E, Sixth iment Tennessee 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA J, CRAMER. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8129) granting a pension to 
Amanda J. Cramer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICAJAH F. JOHNSON. 

Mr: MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8130) granting a pen- 
sion to Micajah F. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. W. WILSON. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8131) granting a pemsion 
to W. W. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referreél to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEX. H. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8132) granting a pension 
to Alex. H. Richardson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HONORA V. LYON. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 8133) for the relief of Ho- 
nora V. Lyon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPHINE WILSON. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8134) for the relief of 
Josephine Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: WILLIAM P. FEATHER. 

Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 8135) for the relief of William 
P. Feather, late a private of Company F, Forty-third Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers; which-was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military. Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

+> MARTHA E. DOOLEY. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 8136) granting a pension to Mar- 
tha E. Dooley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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RICHARD M. DUKE. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 8137) for the relief of Rich- 
ard M. Duke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN SEIFERT. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 8138) for the relief of John 
Keifert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 


CASANDER SCARLETT. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 8139) granting a pension to 
Casander Searlett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCIEN B. HARBAUGH. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8140) for the relief of Lucien 
B. Harbaugh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, DUBUQUE, IOWA. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 8141) to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River, at or near Dubuque, in the State of Iowa; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. ; 

WASHINGTON GASLIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. FREDERICK submitted a resolution for the investigation of the 
Washington Gaslight Company; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. X 

MRS. ANNIE S. WEBB, 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Annie S. Webb, a volunteer nurse; which was read a and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

: JOHN „M. HEFLEY. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8143) granting a pension to 
John M. Hefley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET R. CLUNE. 


Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8144) ere a pen- 
sion tọ Mrs. Margaret R, Clune, widow of W. H. Clune, late lieutenant- 
colonel Sixth Iowa Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. A 
Soe HEIRS OF JAMES A. NELSON, DECEASED. 

Mr. LYMAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8145) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of James A. Nelson, di of Fairfax County, Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF MARY WALKER, DECEASED. 

Mr. LYMAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8146) for the 
relief of Mary Walker, deceased, widow of Maj. George W. Walker, 
paymaster, United States Marine Corps; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ISAAC RANSOM. 

Mx. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8147) to restore Isaac Ran- 
son¥, late private Company C, Forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EXEMPLIFICATION OF PATENTS, ETO. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8148) to amend section 461 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JONATHAN HAYES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8149) granting a pension to 
Jonathan Hayes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE CAMPBELL. 
- Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8150) granting a pension to 

Jesse Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. M’DONALD. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 8151) granting a pension to 
John P. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 8152) to provide for the pay- 
ment of a bounty to District of Columbia Volunteers; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
INVESTIGATION OF THE CAPACITY OF CANALS, NEW YORK. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
162) to appoint a committee to investigate the capacity of the canals of 
the State of New York, and for other ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on ways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SHEPHERD. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 8153) granting a pension to 
James Shepherd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RESIN M. GARD. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8154) granting a pension 
to Resin M. Gard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM K. COPELAND. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8155) for the relief of Will- 
iam K. Copeland; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI FELLERS. 

Mr. PETERS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 8156) for the relief of Levi 
Fellers; which was read a first and second. ovat Snare: to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be print 

RACHEL LANKFORD AND CORA LANKFORD. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 8157) granting 
a pension to Rachel Lankford and Cora Lankford; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON JUDD. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 8158) to increase the pen- 
sion of Milton Judd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

3 SARAH MARRS. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 8159) for the relief of Sarah 
Marrs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID B. ROSE. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8160) for the relief of 
David B. Rose; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID R. HILL. . 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8161) for the relief of 
David R. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

- H. H. ROBENSON. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of 
H. H. Robenson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POLLY BAILEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8163) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Polly Bailey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

4 BENJAMINE W. BURGE. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8164) for the relief of Ben- 
jamine W. Burge; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. B. STEPHENS, ADMINISTRATOR.. _ 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8165) for the relief of 
A. B. Stephens, administrator of the estate of F. F. Lucas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. = 
_ JOSEPH BASTIN. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 8166) granting a pension 
to Joseph Bastin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM PETREY. 


Mr, McCREARY also introduced.a bill (H. R. 8167) for the relief of 
Adam Petrey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. AND JAMES PORTER. 

Mr. WILLIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8168) for the re- 
lief of Richard H. Porter and James Porter; which was read a first and 
snd time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

inted. 
ps UNITED STATES LEVEE, KEMPE’S, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 8169) to prevent the destruction 
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-of the United States levee at Kempe’s, Louisiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. KING AND EDWARD M. LANE, 


Mr. KING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8170) for the re- 
lief of the minor heirs of John W. King and Edward M. Lane, of War- 
ren County, State of Mississippi; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF CITY OF NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 8171) for the relief of the 
city of New Orleans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
io the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES E. CHAFFEE. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8172) for the relief 
of James E. Chaffee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDISON MORRILL. 


Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 8173) granting a pension 
to Addison Morrill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. EVELYN H. PRATT. 


Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8174) for the relief of 
Mrs. Evelyn H. Pratt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


VIOLATION OF IMMIGRATION LAWS, ETC. 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: *. 


Whereas disputes between the miners and mine laborers on the one side and 
the mine-owners on the other side, respecting wages, hours of labor, and the op- 
eration of the mines, prevail throughout the bituminous coal regions on the At- 
lantic slope, in the States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, Vi ia, and West Vir- 
ginia, and these disputes have nearly stopped the mining of coal, d man- 
ufacturing and transportation, and resulted in the loss of apa nbens by many 
thousand miners and laborers, thereby seriously affecting the business in and 
commerce among these States: Therefore * 

Be it resolved, the special committee of five heretofore appointed to in- 
vestigate differences between transportation companies and their employés be, 
and itis hereby, authorized to in the causes and extent.of the disputes 
between the employers and emplo: in the bituminous coal regions of Penn- 
sylvania, ays fone Virginia, and West Virginia; also to inquire whether there 
has resulted therefrom any violation of the immigration laws, and to report as 

dily as possible the result of its investigation, with such recommendation as 
it may determine upon. 


GEORGE WINTERS AND L. B. COOK. 
Mr. LOVERING submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to George Winters and L. B. Cook $200 each, out of the contingent 
fund of the House, being the difference between their pay as conductors of the 
elevator and $1,200 per annum from July 1, 1884, to July 1, T836. 


PROVIDENCE HOSPITAL. 


Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 8175) for the relief of Provi- 
dence Hospital, in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


EMILY A. COOK. 
Mr. RICE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8176) granting a pen- 


sion to Emily A. Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NATHANIEL M'KAY. 


Mr. LONG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8177) to allow the 
Secretary of the Treasury to admit free of duty certain tools, &c., for 
Nathaniel McKay; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). The bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. LONG. The material to be admitted is proposed to be used in 
connection with American ship-building. I desire to have the bill re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning In- 


terests. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion. 

The question being taken, the bill was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


The Chair will submit the gentleman's 


WILLIAM SHAFTOE. 
Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 8178) to increase the pension of 
William Shaftoe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
. the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHALES H. SHERMAN. 


Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8179) to increase the pen- 
sion of Charles H. Sherman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CHARLES HAHNEMAN, 

Mr. ROCKWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8180) to increase the pen- 
sion of Charles Hahneman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M’GRATH. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 8181) for the relief of Mary 
McGrath; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. CHAMPLIN. ` 

Mr. COMSTOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 8182) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary E. Champlin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAVINA DUNTON. 

Mr. O'DONNELL (by Mr. FISHER) introduced a bill (H. R. 8183) 
granting pension to Lavina Dunton; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, mpo to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY WHITNEY. ? 

My O’DONNELL (by Mr. FISHER) also introduced a ae (H. = 
8184) granting a pension to Mary Whitney; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES B. JUDSON. 

Mr. DONNELL (by Mr. FISHER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
8185) granting a pension to James B. Judson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

JOHN H. DAVIS. 
. Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 8186) for the relief of John 
H. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM E. KEENE. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H, R. 8187) for the relief of Will- 
iam E. Keene; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT LUKE'S CHURCH, KALAMAZOO. A 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8188) to admit free of 
duty a certain lecturn for the use of Saint Luke’s Episcopal church, in 
the parish of Kalamazoo, Mich. ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 
SARAH E. FLOWERS. 
~ Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8189) for the relief of 
Sarah E. Flowers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MES. MARIA HOHL. ; 
Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 8190) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Maria Hohl; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
GEORGE W. TOWLE. 
Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8191) for the relief of 
George W. Towle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


J. R. EGGLESTON. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 8192) to remove the 
political disabilities of J. R. Eggleston, of Mississippi; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committeeon the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

§ B. M. HORRELL, 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 8193) for the relief of B. 
M. Horrell, sole survivor and representative of the late firm of Horrell, 
Gayle & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F AMANDA F. DECK. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. 8194) granting a pension to 
Amanda F. Deck; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MAIL MESSENGERS. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 8195) authorizing the em- 
ployment of mail messengers in the 1 service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. : 


JOHN N. SMITH. 


Mr. BURNES (by Mr. HALL) introduced a bill (H. R. 8196) grant- 
ing a pension to John N. Smith; which was a first and second 
time, eer to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
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GILLEM ROGERS. 
Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief of Gillem 
Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RED CLOUD AND OTHER SIOUX INDIANS. 

Mr. BLAND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8198) for the 
relief of Red Cloud and other Sioux Indians; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

- WILLIAM BELBOUT. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8199) for the 
relief of William Belbout; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. ANTHONY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8200) for 
the relief of George W. Anthony; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM J. JARBOE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8201) for 
the relief of William J. Jarboe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED 0. LOWELL. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8202) to 
place the name of Alfred O. Lowell on the pension-roll; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS QUIRK. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8203) to 
place the name of Thomas Quirk on the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 2 

SUBTREASURY AT KANSAS CITY, MO. i 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8204) to 
establish a subtreasury in the city of Kansas City, Mo.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


HOME RULE IN IRELAND. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, offered the following resolutions; whieh 
were read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the House of Re tatives of the United States earnestly sym- 
pathizes with right honorable William E. Gladstone and his associates in their 
efforts to secure a free parliament for the people of Ireland, and congratulates 
the popis of that hitherto unhappy country upon the pros: of an early and 
su ul termination of their long and patriotic struggle for the right of local 
self-government, 

Kesolved, That the Speaker of the House is directed to communicate a copy of 
this resolution to Mr, Gladstone. 5 


J. W. GOODING. 
Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 8205) granting a pension to J. 
W. Gooding; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GARRET D. ZETTERMAN. 
Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R, 8206) granting a pension to 
Garret D. Zetterman; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK, LINCOLN, NEBR. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 8207) to au- 
thorize the State National Bank of Lincoln, Nebr., to increase its capi- 
tal stock to $250,000; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committce on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

LORENZO D. WHITCHER. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8208) grant- 
ingapension to Lorenzo D. Whitcher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

printed. 
- BARZILLAR P. IRONS. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8209) granting a pension 
to Barzillar P. Irons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SHINE. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 8210) granting a pension 
to John Shine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

-. PRISON AND REFORMATORY: 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8211) to provide a prison and 
reformatory for persons convicted of violations of the laws of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

& 
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y JOHN HUNTER. a 

Mr. STAHLNECKER introduced a bill (H. R. 8212) to pay John 
Hunter for that part of Hart Island, in Westchester County, State of 
New York, condemned and taken for light-house purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CABLE RAILWAY COMPANY, WASHINGTON. 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8213) to in- 
corporate the Twelfth Street Citizens’ Passenger Cable Railway Com- 
pany, of Washington, D. C.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 5 

ALEXANDER OELSNER. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8214) 
for the relief of Alexander Oelsner; which was read a first and second 
time, Migs to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONSULAR CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 8215) toregulate the require- 
ments of consular certificates to invoices of small shipments, and the 
fees therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER offered a resolution for the appointment of a 
special committee to investigate alleged frauds and violations of con- 
tracts for the furnishing of envelopes, postal cards, and supplies for the 
Post-Office Department prior to March 4, 1885; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Rules, 

` JAMES BONNELL. 

Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 8216) for the relief of James 
Bonnell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN DOYLE. 
Mr. WEBER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8217) for the relief of John 


Doyle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCIEN H. ROBERTSON, : 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 8218) for the relief of Lucien 
H. Robertson and to remove the charge of desertion against him; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT MOSES. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 8219) granting a pension 
to Albert Moses; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LIVINGSTON CLARK, 


Mr. SAWYER (by Mr. BAKER) introduced a bill (H. R. 8220) grant- 
ing a pension to Livingston Clark; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS L. HIGGINS. 

Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 8221) to grant relief to 
Thomas L. Higgins for material furnished during the war to the United 
States Government; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HAINER. 


Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 8222) for the relief of 
William Hainer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAN M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining: 


Resolved, That Monday, the 24th day of May, 1885 (after the call of the States 
and Territories for bills, &c.), is hereby set apart for the consideration of bill No. 
8054 on the Private Calendar, entitled "A bill to submit to the Court of Claims for 
adjudication the title of William MeGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande 
tract of land in the State of California, and for other pu ” The considera- 
tion of said bill is not to interfere with the consideration of revenue or appro- 
priation bills. In case the said bill should not be taken up on that day, then 


| the same may be called up on any other day thereafter after the hour for the > 


consideration of bills. 7 
TARIFF ON UNMANUFACTURED WOOL. 


Mr. WILKINS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Whereas one of the proposknos contained in the tariff bill reported to the 
House by the Ways and Means Committee is to place upon the free-list all un- 
manufactured wools; and 

Whereas the season is at hand when the product grown during the past year 
is marketed by the grower; and 

Whereas the aforementioned proposition to put wool upon the free-list, the 
uncertainty and doubt pending the action of the House upon this sagen ee is 
causing an unnecessary and serious loss to the wool-grower, which loss without 
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promptaction on the part of this body will amount to many millions of dollars 
without co: nding benefit to the le: Therefore, 


Beit resolved, Thatit is the sense of this House that the wool-tariff schedule un- 
pone existing law, so far as it relates to unmanufactured wool, should not be re- 


A. B. GILSON. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 8223) granting I pepe toA. 
B. Gilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. ? 

Mr, GEDDES also presented a joint resolution of the islature of 
the State of Ohio, urging the of the bill (H. R. 4902) increasing 
the pensions of soldiers who lost a leg or arm in the line of duty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE—ARBITRATION. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 8224) to regulate 
commerce by land among the States and to provide for boards of arbi- 
tration; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). This bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. ‘The bill, as will be seen from its title, re- 
lates to two subjects—one is interstatecommerce, the other the subject 
of arbitration, which has been referred to the Committee on Labor and 
which a special committee is now investigating. I question whether 
the bill should not, perhaps, be referred to the Committee on Labor, 
though I am not particular about the matter. The bill relates in the 
first place to interstate commerce—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the bill 

ly bel to the Committee on Commerce. © 
r. WARN of Ohio. In addition to the provisions relating to 
interstate commerce, the bill proposes the establishment of boards of 
arbitration, which subject is now before the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands, however, that 
the controlling subject of the bill is interstate commerce. 

Mr. WARN of Ohio. Not more than the provisions in regard to 
arbitration. However, I am not tenacious in regard to the reference. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MORGANTHA HIRSCHBUHLER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8225) 
granting a pension to Morgantha Hirschbuhler, widow of Lorintz Hirsch- 
buhler, late of Company B, Twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN SMITH. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8226) grant- 
ing a pension to Benjamin Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, Siia to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SETH WELDY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8227) granting apen- 
sion to Seth Welby, late ogra Twenty-third Infantry, United States 
Army; which was read a and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEONARD C. BUTCH. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8228) granting a pen- 
sion to Leonard C. Butch; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES K. JENREE. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8229) removing the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles K. Jenree; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC H. LYNN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 8230) granting a 
pension to Isaac H. Lynn, late of Company D, Fourth Ohio Independent 
Artillery Volunteers; which was read a first and second time; referred 
to the Committé on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN COX. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8231) granting 
a pension to John Cox, Company H, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADOLPH BURNSTEIN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8232) granting 
a pension to Adolph Burnstein, late of Company C, Fifth New Jersey, 
and Company E, Twenty-fourth Regiment Veteran Reserves; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK M’NICHOLS. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8233) grant- 
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ing an increase of 


ing a pension to Patrick McNichols, late of Company H, Sixty third 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; waich was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
DAVID HICKEY. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8234) grant- 
ing a pension to David Hickey, Company K, One hundred and eighty- 


ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 


to be printed. F . 
JACOB JAUCH. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8235) grant- 
nsion to Jacob Jauch, late of Company I, Twenty- 
first New York Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 


THOMAS STEVENS, a 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8236) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Stevens, Company D, Eighty-eighth Regiment 


Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


; GEORGE HEILMAN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8237) grant- 
ing a pension to George Heilman, of Company B, Eleventh Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
Mr. LITTLE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish the House with 
a as of any communication, not already laid before Congress, he may have 
received from any civil engineer during the present year relative to and em- 
bracing the discussion of a plan for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 


WOOL TARIFF. 
Mr. GROSVENOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Whereas, oya action of Congress in reducing the tariff on wool, that great 
industry has n rendered unremunerative: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that the tariff of 1867 upon wool 
should be restored, 


LIEUT. J. C. COLWELL. 

Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 8238) to ascertain and pay for 
loss of property sustained by Lieut. J. C. Colwell, United States Navy, 
by reason of the wreckage of the steamship Proteus; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

CHARLOTTE W. OTTO. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8239) granting pen- 
sion to Charlotte W. Otto; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


i CATHERINE DANNER. 

Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8240) for the relief of Cath- 
erine Danner, step-mother of Mathias Danner; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID MOSES. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8241) ting a pension to 
David Moses; which was read a first and so time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY H. SCHRAWDER. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8242) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Henry H. Schrawder; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. HILBISH. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8243) to remove the 
charge of desertion against William P. Hilbish; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. > 

JOHN BERRY. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8244) anena paon 
to John Berry; which was read a first and second time, refi to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM SCHLEGLE. 


Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 8245) for the relief of Adam 
Schlegle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Millitary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN SHELLHAMMER. 
Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 8246) granting a pension 
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to Stephen Shellhammer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANTHONY M’MONIGLE. 
Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 8247) for the relief of An- 


thony McMonigle; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. STORM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8248) relat- 
ing to the distribution of the hot water in the Hot Springs reservation 
in the State of Arkansas; which was ‘read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY P. THOMPSON. 


Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 8249) granting a pension to 
Mary P. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


READJUSTMENT OF POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES, 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 8250) declaring the intent 
and meaning of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act au- 
thorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries 
of certain postmasters in accordance with the provisions of section 8 
of the act of June 12, 1866;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARY A. PFEIFFER. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 8251) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Pfeiffer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8252) to 
amend an act entitled Vis sel tp ceed NE E railroad accounts, 
and for other p ” approved June 19, 1878; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

JAMES SNYDER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8253) to 
increase the pension of James Snyder, late of Company C, Eleventh Il- 
linois Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM L. MARCY. 


Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 8254) granting a pension to 
William L. Marcy, late a private of Company B, Third Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Reserve Corps; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

ELLEN MAHER. 


Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 8255) granting a pension to 
Ries Maat: whieh wee caxka tok ant OM time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES C. BOOTH. 


Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 8256) for the relief of James 
C. Booth, melter and refiner of the United States Mint at Philadelphia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES STURDEVANT. 


Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8257) granting a ion to 
James Sturdevant, late a private in Company C, Twelfth ent 
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 


printed. 
WAITIE F. HARRIS. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 8258) granting a pension to 
Waitie F. Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


Mr. DIBBLE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 18th day of , 1886, after the hour for the con- 
maen. of Sae reports, be fixed for ie consideration of such business 
reported b; fd e Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds as may be desig- 
nated by said commi not to interfere with the revenue so cree ne hip 
priation bills, or prior orders, or the order in favor of the Committee on 
the Public Lands; and that this order continue day to day until such con- 
sideration be had, and until such business desi by the said committee as 
aforesaid shall have been d of: That not more three days 
shall be oecupied in the disposition of business under this order. 


JOHN L. RHEA. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) introduced a bill (i R. 8259) for the relief 
of John L. Rhea, executor of Samuel Rhea, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE C. GRIFFITTS. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 8260) for the relief of George C. 
Griffitts, of Loudon County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

G. M. ROBERTS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduceda bill (H. R. 8261) for the relief of G. M. 
Roberts, of Knox County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
GIZZEELE MULLINS. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8262) for the relief of 
Gizzeele Mullins, widow of James L. Mullins, late private Company 
E, Eleventh Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first and second dime 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PLEASANT SHARP. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8263) granting pi emenka 
Pleasant Sharp, late sergeant Company A, First Tennessee Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8264) granting a pension to 
John W. Armstrong, late a private Company B, Sixth Tennessee Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS DUNCAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introdueed a bill (H. R. 8265) for the relief of 
Thomas Duncan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHAPMAN. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8266) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Chapman, Virginia Militia, war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA BURCHELL. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8267) for the relief of Bar- 
bara Burchell, of Knox County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on ‘War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES S. BAKER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8268) granting a pension 
to Charlés S. Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUFUS FLETCHER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8269) for the relief of Rufus 
Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMITTEE, 

Mr. RICHARDSON submitted aresolution setting apart days to con- 
sider measures from the Committee on Pacific ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. REAGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That the bill (HL. R. 5885) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship 
Railway Or eae: 1008, and aed Gerards £ purposes be set apart for consideration on 
S remas 3d eration thereof shall continue from day 


il dinponet of, cer ray pS sme nena pirina Laras poe sea oea waar od 
ton Bills or prior special orders. ` 


EDNA M. HILDRETH, 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8270) granting a pension to 
Edna M. Hildreth; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. WHEELER, 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8271) the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of George H. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES FIDELITY GUARANTEE COMPANY. 

Mr. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8272) to incorporate 
the United States Fidelity Guarantee Company; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

R. H. CLARK. : 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8273) for the relief of R. H. 
Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY E. ZOLLIKOFER. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8274) for the relief of Mrs. 
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Mary E. Zollikofer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL A. MOREHEAD. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8275) for the relief of 
Samuel A. Morehead; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. PARKER. P 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of Mary 
E. Parker and others, heirs of Leopold C. P. Cowper; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROANOKE, VA. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (H. R. 8277) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SETH M. BARTON. 

Mr. CROXTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Seth 
M. Barton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LOTS AT HARPER’S FERRY. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8279) to amend and re-enact 
section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury, by and with the consent of the Secretary of War, to cancel 
certain contracts for the sale of lots of land made at Harper’s Ferry in 
the year 1869,” approved June 14, 1878; which was read a first and 
— time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN PATTON. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 8280) granting a pension to John 
Patton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER SHIELDS. _ 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8281) grantinga pension to 
Alexander Shields; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. F. ST. SURE LINDEFELT. 

Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 8282) for the relief of A. F. St. 
Sure Lindefelt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE WHITE. 

Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8283) for the relief of Annie 
White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. - 

HEIRS OF MANUEL ROMERO. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 8284) for the relief of the 
heirs of Manuel Romero, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANICETO SALAZAR. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8285) forthe relief of An- 
iceto Salazar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee ou Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIAN ARAGON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8286) for the relief of 
Julian Aragon and brother; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TO AMEND SECTION 18538 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8287) to amend section 
1858 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TO REAPPORTION NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8288) to reapportion the 
Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

SEMIAHMOO, WASH. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 163) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a subport of entry and 
a port of call at Semiahmoo, Wash.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER 8. HUGHES. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8289) for the relief of 
Alexander 8. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT D. FUQUA. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8290) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert D. Fuqua; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CREDIT TO WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 
Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8291) to credit me 


Territory of Washington on the books of the Ordnance Department 
sum of $12,387.57, for arms and cartridges loaned the State of Oregon; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

s CHEHALIS RIVER, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8292) to 
authorize C, N. Byles, D. H. Mullen, T. Downey, H. W. Bessac, J. A. 
Perkins, and J. A. McGillicuddy to take possession of and improve and 
use the Chehalis River, in Washington Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


THE YELLOWSTONE PARK. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 8293) to amend sections 2474 
and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting apart a 
certain tract of land lying near the head waters of the Yellowstone 
River asa public park; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


R. B. R. DUMARS, : 

Mr. ARNOT introduced a bill (H. R. 8294) for the relief of R. R. R. 
Dumars, late a captain in the One hundred and sixty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE WASHINGTON PORTER. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H, R. 8295) for the relief of George 
Washington Porter, a depositor in the late Freedmen’s Savings and 
Trust Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DUFF GREEN REED. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8296) to remove the po- 
litical disabilities of Duff Green Reed; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANK SHUTT. 3 

Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 8297) for the relief of Frank Shutt; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL C. LANCASTER. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8298) for the relief 
of Samuel C. Lancaster; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN CARTER. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 8299) for the 
relief of Stephen Carter, of Madison County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


J. N. MOODY. 

Mr, JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 8300) for the 
relief of J. A. Moody, of Henry County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. = 

CLAIMS UNDER TREATY OF 1819. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 8301) to require the 
claims of the subjects of Spain and the citizens of the United States 
arising under the treaty of 1819 to be submitted to some foreign gov- 
ernment, and the President of the United States be authori: with 
the consent of the King of Spain, to select such umpire; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

, LAND OFFICE, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8302) to establish an additional ` 
land office in the State of Colorado; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed, 

WILLIAM G. BURNETT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 8303) for the relief of 
William G. Burnett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS HARRIS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8304) for the relief, 
of Thomas Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STEUBENVILLE, OHIO. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8305) for the erection 

of a public building at Steubenville, Ohio; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and dered to be printed. 
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CHARLES H. WARREN. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 8306) for the reliefof Charles 
H. Warren; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordéred to be printed. 

MARY A. ANDERSON. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE introduced a bill (H. R. 8307) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Anderson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM D. AUSTIN. 


Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 8308) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Hiram D. Austin; which was read a first and second 
Lee raene to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN N. BICKFORD. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 8309) granting a pension to 
John N. Bickford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CYRA L. WESTON. 


Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension 
to Cyra L. Weston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BETSEY A. MOWER. 


Mr. WAIT (by Mr. Burrows) introduced a bill (H. R. 8311) for the 
relief of Betsey A. Mower, widow of Maj. Gen. Joseph A. Mower; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA PARKER. 


Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 8312) pearing a pension to 
Joshua Parker, late of Company F, Twelfth Indiana, and Company D, 
Eighty-eighth Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CoOL. 0. D. HURD. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8313) ting a pension 
to Col. O. D. Hurd, late of the Thirtieth Indiana Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALPHEUS BAKER, 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8314) granting a pension 
to Alpheus Baker, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BETHUEL J. GOFF. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8315) ting a pension 
to Bethuel J. Goff, second lieutenant Company C, Eighty-third Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

LEWIS W. WADE. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8316) granting a pension 
to Lewis W. Wade, Company D, Twentieth Pennsylvania Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALONZO YOUNG. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8317) granting a pension 
to Alonzo Young, Company C, One hundredth Indiana Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF TELEPHONE INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. BOYLE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts: 


. Resolved, That the sum of $1,000, allowed by the resolution of February 26, 
1886, relating to certain telephone companies, to pay expenses of the investiga- 
tion thereby ordered, be increased toa sum not exceeding $2,500; that the addi- 
tional'sum hereby allowed be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, as 
provided in the original resolution, and that said committee be authorized to 

y a clerk at the same rate of compensation allowed to other committee clerks, 
beginning at the date when he was actually employed in the service of the com- 
í ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. If there are no further bills or resolutions to be in- 
troduced, the next business inorder is the call of committees for reports. 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that the formal call of com- 
mittees for reports be dispensed with, and that the Chair recognize such 
“gentlemen as desire to present reports. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
PACIFIC RAILROADS. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 8318) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 


River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 
1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act ap- 
proved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; 
to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds 


to aid in the construction of said and to secure to the United 
States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the nes Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

House bills of the following titles, in lieu of which the above-named 
bill was et were by unanimous consent laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 68) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; 

A bill (H. R. 763) to amend an act entitled “An act to aid the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act, to provide for 
a settlement of the claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of said rai and to secure to the United States 
all indebtedness of the companies therein mentioned; and 

A bill (H. R. 2459) tọ amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a rai and telegraph line from the Missouri River 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other p ” approved July 1, 1862; 
also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved 
May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act. 


MARTIN COUGHLIN. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. 8319) for the relief of Martin Coughlin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
FETS Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ISSUE OF SMALL NOTES. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back favorably the following resolution; which was referred to 
the House Calendar: 


Resolved, That Thursday, May 20, 1836, be set apart for the consideration of 
House bill pong: eg sade from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to bë 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole House, not to interfere 
with general appro: on bills, bills — revenue, nor prior orders; andif 
for any reason said bill should not be considered, or the consideration thereof 
completed on that day, that this order shall continue from day to day until said 
bill is finally diancasd af by the House. 


RESTRICTING GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, ETC. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I have been instructed by the com- 
mission on Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey, and the Hydrographic Office of the Navy ent to submit ag 
a partial report the bill (H. R. 8320) restricting the work and publica- 
tions of the Geological Survey, and for other purposes. The commis- 
sion ap soon to make a full and eomplete report. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Honse Cal- 
endar, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES STOBAUGH. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7660) granting a on to James Sto- 
baugh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILHELM NOLTE. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to Wilhelm 
Nolte; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the ta- 
ble, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill i R. 7694) to increase the pension of C. Barber; 

A bill (H. R. 7599) granting a pension to Peter Greenfield; 

A bill (H. R. 7658) for the relief of G. W. Bunker; and 

A bill (H. R. 7598) granting a pension to Cyrenius W. Smith, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motionof Mr. CONGER, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 

i from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3925) grant- 
ing a pension to Arson Young, of Burlington, Iowa, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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CONSULAR SERVICE, ETC. + 


Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6520) to reform thè organization, 
regulate the salaries, and increase the efficiency of the consular service, 
to limit the exaction of fees for the verification of invoices, to regulate 
the use of official scals and the collection of fees therefor, in the lega- 
tions and consulates of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LA FAYETTE, IND. 


Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back, asa substitute for H. R. 502, a bill (H. R. 8321) to erect 
a public building at La Fayette, Ind.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 502 was laid on the table. 


PAYMENT OF FEMALE NURSES DURING THE WAR. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 458, a bill (H. R. 8322) to 
provide for the payment of female nurses during the war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 458 was laid on the table. 


ALFRED HEDBURG. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 38) for the relief of Alfred Hed- 
burg; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2981) to abrogate the powers of 
the executive officers of the United States in allowing indemnity loca- 
tions or scrip for confirmed, unsatisfied private land claims, under sec- 
tion 3 of the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858 (United States Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 11, 294 and 295, chapter 81), and to vest 
that ipower in the courts of the United States; which was referred to 
e — Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. é 

MRS. MARIA WALKER. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6311) granting arrears of pension to 
Mrs. Maria Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. NEECE, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
dise from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 306) grant- 
ing a pension to George Schneider; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6707) for the relief of John Sage; and 

A bill (H. R. 6711) for the relief of Michael McDermott. 

MATTHEW E. JACKSON. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5855) for the relief of Matthew E. Jack- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
GENERAL-SERVICE CLERKS, ETC. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and 
pay, and to define the duties and liabilities, of ‘‘ general-service clerks” 
and ‘‘general-service messengers” inthe Army; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL OF INSTRUCTION FOR CAVALRY, ETC. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7192) to provide a school of instruction 
for cavalry and light artillery, and for the construction and completion 
of quarters, barracks, and stables at certain posts for the use of the 


Army of the United States; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. LOVERING, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7723) 


for the relief of certain surviving widows of soldier who served in the 
late war with Great Britain in 1812 and 1815; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


EDWIN STEVENS. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7809) for the relief of Edwin 
Stevens; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

DR. F. 0. ST. CLAIR. 

Mr. SPRINGER also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6375) torefund to Dr. 
F. O. St. Clair $97.80, duty on a monument to the memory of Francis 
J. Townshend, late of the United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on ‘the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States in writing was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, It 
also announced the approval of House bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2239) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War; and 

An act (H. R. 7632) to establish a light-ship off the entrance of Chesa- 
peake Bay. 9 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. There being no further reports from omiaa 
the hour for the consideration of bills begins at 2 o'clock. The cal 
rests with the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, ALABAMA. 


Mr. OATES. I call up for consideration the unfinished business, be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensa- 
tion of a district judge for the southern district of Alabama. This bill 
is but a dozen lines or so.in length, and therefore there is no difficulty 
at all about understanding it; and I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill and that it be considered in 
the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a district judge for 
the southern judicial district of the State of Alabama; and that said judge shall 
be entitled to receive the same yearly and to be paid in the same man- 
ner that the judge of the other district court of said State is allowed and paid. 

Src. 2, That terms of the district court for the southern district of A 
shall, in addition to the regular terms as now provided by law, be held on the 
fou Mondays in October, February, and April in each year, for the purpose 
of deciding causes of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction. 

Sec, 3. That the district judge for the southern district of Alabama shall re- 
side at Mobile. 

The committee recommend to add, after the word ‘‘ Mobile,” in sec- 
tion 3, the words ‘‘after his appointment.” 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the State of Alabama has by law four 
courts, held at the cities of Huntsville, Birmingham, Montgomery, and 
Mobile. We have but one district judge, who resides at Montgomery. 
The court was provided for at Birmingham during the last Congress. 
That town now has a population of 23,000 people and is rapidly growing. 

It is in the midst of the great mineral district, the iron and coal pro- 
dacing region of Alabama, and the business in the Federal, court has 
increased to such an extent that Judge Bruce’s time is pretty much all 
taken up in holding the courts at these four points. In fact his time 
is so limited necessarily, that a large amount of business is delayed on 
Sonas ofthe inability of the judge to hold court for a sufficient length 
of time. 

Mr. BAYNE. If I understood the reading of this bill, the original 
bill required that the judge should reside at Mobile. 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. And the committee have proposed to amend it so as 
to require his residence there after his appointment? 

Mr. OATES. That is it, f 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwould like toask, asa lawyer, whether, if the judge 
should reside somewhere else in the district outside of Mobile, he be- 
ing upon the bench, would his decisions as a United States judge be in- 
validated by that residence at any other point in the district than that 
fixed in the bill? . 

Mr. OATES. The object and purpose of that provision is not to ex- 
clude from the President’s choice any citizen of the State; but after the 
appointment the committee thought proper to enact by law that heshould 
be required to reside at Mobile, because one of the main objects of cre- 
ating an additional judge is to have him there at that city for admiralty 

usiness. 

Mr. BAYNE. But would it not be putting a sort of inhibition upon 
that judge which does not apply to any other judge in the United States? 
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Mr. OATES. I think not. 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Will my colleague allow me a moment? 
Mr. OATES. Certainly. I will yield for two minutes to my col- 


league. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. That ent would not be different 
from other instances which may be cited in other States. For instance, 
section 553 of the Revised Statutes provides in regard to the judge of 
the district of Florida that— s 

The district judge for the district of Florida shall reside at Key West. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is about the only exception. I imagine there 
is no other provision requiring a judge to reside at any particular 


t. : 
ss OATES. If there is any objection to the amendment of the 
committee I shall withdraw it, as I think I cansafely do so, speaking 
for the committee, and will theyefore not insist upon the amendment 
atall. It was simply for the p as I have said, of making the 
bill clear, so that citizens outside of that district should not be ineli- 
gible to appointment by the President. 

The necessity for the court is most apparent on account, first, of the 
large amount of business which is brought to that court in the shape 
of timber depredations. ‘That southern district of Alabama is a great 
timber region, and the majority of the timber depredations committed 
are within that district, and the depredators are carried to that court 
for trial. That increases very much the criminal businessthere. The 
admiralty business, asevery gentleman must know, isof a character that 

' should be speedily adjudicated; because in the case of a libel against 
a ship (and the large majority of those ing there are foreign or sea- 
going vessels) it is a great hardship for the vessel to have to enter into 
bond in double the amount of the sum claimed in the case and return 
and litigate it. From the very nature of their business the officers and 
crew are usually the only witnesses; and every one knows that when 


This letter is signed by forty of the most prominent attorneys of the 
city of Mobile. That city now has a population of 40,000. There are 
at least 300 sea-going vessels which enter that port and depart annu- 
ally, 150,000 tons of freight are thus carried, and the business is con- 
stantly increasing, and the city growing in population. 

Mr. LITTLE. How many oi cities are there in that district? 

Mr. OATES. Thatis the only city within the southern district.- There 
are frequently also marine torts committed, sometimes invdlving not 
a large amount, two or three or five hundred dollars ; and vessels rather 
than be tied up will pay whatever is demanded, whether just or unjust. 

Mr. NEY. Is there but one judge now for Alabama? 

Mr. OATES. As I have said, there is but one judge and there are 
four courts. I have here a letter from Judge Bruce sanctioning this 
bill. He thinks it rather immodest in him to advocate it, but states 
his time is altogether taken up in holding his courts. I have also a 
letter from Judge Pardee, the United States circuit judge, in whose cir- 
cuit that State is. I will read it to the House. It is addressed to the 
Mon F. Bromberg, a former member of the House from that district. 

says: 


From my observation and rience in Alabama I have no hesitancy in say- 
that there ought to be an j in that State, and that one of the 
itional judges in the State should reside in Mobile, so as to give personal at- 

this letter to the honorsble Judi- 


tention to admiralty business. You can send 
ciary Committee of the Senate, if you see fit. 

Á JOHN A. PARDEE. 

Now, with this explanation, unless some gentleman desires to ask me 

a question or to oppose this bill, I will move the previous question. 

Before doing so, let me say, however, that only on Saturday this House 


passed a bill providing for an additional judge for the State of Califor- |. 


nia—a State much inferior to Alabama in population, and presumably 
in business. This judge, the bill provides, shall receive the same sal- 
ary as the other district judge within the State, which is $3,500, the 
lowest salary paid; and there are four courts in the district. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I understand you leave out the 
amendment as‘to the residence of the judge. 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. I move the previous question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihope the gentleman will not move the previous 


question. We want some more light. I want to know what is the 
salary of the t judge. 
Mr. OATES. Three thousand five hundred dollars, the lowest that 


is paid any district judge, and the salary for this judge it is proposed 
shall be the same. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to propose an amendment to the bill to strike 
out the lines which require that the judge shall reside at Mobile. 

Mr. OATES. That is withdrawn. 

.The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). That can not be with- 
drawn except by unanimous consent, having been reported by the com- 
mittee. If there be no objection it will be considered as withdrawn. 

= HOLMAN. The language of the bill is that he shall reside at 
Mobile. 


Mr. OATES. That is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. .Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of that arion ? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire a moment. Ihave so often expressed re- 
gret that the number of the Federal courts should be increased so rap- 
idly that itis hardly necessary for me to repeat what I have often said 
before. Gentlemen tell me on all sides that it is their belief that the 
jurisdiction of those courts should be diminished rather than that the 
number of the judges and the numberof places for holding courts should 
beincreased; and yet at every session of Congress we are extending that 
system, and we are correspondingly year after year rendering unim- 
portant the judicial systems of our respective States. Iam notinformed* 
myself, in the circle of Federal judicial affairs with which I am ac- 
quainted, that any benefit whatever has resulted to the people in 
general by this steady and remorseless extension of the system and the 
gradual superseding of the State judiciary. 

Take my own State of Indiana, a State with a port on Lake Michi- 
gan, bordered on the entire eastern and southern sides by the Ohio 
River with quite a number of important commercial towns, with more 
or less maritime and admiralty business both on the north and south, 
with four points at which courts are held in addition to the capital, 
and I am not aware that of recent years there has been a word of com- 
plaint. That was true even while the bankrupt law was in operation, 
throwing a vast body of business into that court. 

I should hardly think it likely that the State of Alabama would 
furnish as large an amount of business. The State of Ohio is divided 
into two districts, one on the Ohio the other on Lake Erie, in both of 
which a large amount of business accumulates, certainly more than 
would accumulate either in the State of Alabama or in the State of 
Indiana, yet one judge in each of the two districts is deemed sufficient. 

The State of Minois, with great maritime interests on the Mississippi 
and the Ohio and Lake Michigan, with perhaps in some respects 
second most important.port in the country, has two districts. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to make an 
inquiry? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr, JONES, of Alabama. Did I understand the gentleman to say 
that there was only one district judge in Ohio? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isaid there were two districts, and one judge in 
each district. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. There are two districts in Alabama and 
four courts. = 

Mr. HOLMAN. In Indiana there are four points at which court is 
held besides Indianapolis. 

The public interests are not subserved by the creation of these addi- 
tional places for holding courts. The local convenience of lawyers is 
benefited, but nothing more. After the decision of the Supreme Court 
which deprived the State courts of jurisdiction in maritime cases the 
argument in favor of this policy was that you must establish courts 
upon the rivers, or else confer special powers upon your commissioners; 
and accordingly after that decision (some fourteen years ago) the num- 
ber of points for the holding of Federal courts was materially increased, 
especially where questions in admiralty were springing up. But that 
business is not increasing; the bankrupt business has been di of; 
the number of internal-revenue cases is growing less and less every 

. The fact is urged by my friend from Alabaina [Mr. Satel in 
behalf of this bill that there are a great many tions in the Fed- 
eral courts in Alabama growing out of depredations on the timber lands, 
but that business is steadily declining; the forests are being disposed of 
year by year. It seems to me, sir, t we are making a mistake in 
extending the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. Weare dwarfing our 
State judicial Recently in asingle State—an inland State in 
the main, with but one important river on one of its borders—we have 
created six places for holding Federal courts; the State immediately 
south of it has eight. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What State has the eight places? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The State of Iowa, I believe. That is myrecollec- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That State has now six places, and I 
understand that a bill has been reported to give her seven, but not 


eight. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imay be mistaken about that; but I thought there 
were eight. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN ] per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. Isit not much better for the people to have the places 
for holding the Federal courts distributed through the principal towns 
of a State than to allow a non-resident suitor, by removing his suit into 
a Federal court, to drag parties and witnesses a long distance at great 
expense ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does not very often occur. 

Mr. SYMES. It occurs very often. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not very-often occur. The tendency of our 


system is to enable non-resident corporations doing business in the re- 
spective States to make use of the Federal judiciary to drag people from 
their homes and from their respective counties to remote points at which 
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courts having Federal jurisdiction are held. That is one of the evils of 

the system. As can be seen by looking atthe docket of the Supreme 

Court of the United States a large proportion of the cases of the-Fed- 
eral courts in the several States now are at the instance of non-resident 
corporations. You can cut off largely the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts by simply placing non-resident corporations doing business in 
the several States on the same footing as citizens of the States. 

Mr. SYMES. The cases to which you refer are the large cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For one, I the failure to apply a remedy on 
that point as in large degree the outgrowth of the policy we have been 
posme of extending facilities for the holding of Federal courts. 

Mr.SYMES. But it is only the large cases, involving large amounts, 
that come to the Supreme Court. You can not appeal a case from the 
circuit court invelving less than $5,000, and it is generally $5,000, or 
below that amount, that is involved in the cases where the people are 

.80 much interested in not being dragged from their homes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The dragging from their homes is the result of the 
extension of the Federal system. If the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts was restricted within p: limits, as it was twenty-five years 
ago and as it was intended to be by the founders of the Government, 
the number of cases brought in those courts would be comparatively 
small; but under the present policy they are increasing from year to 
year, and increasing mainly h the extrao: prerogatives 
vested in PERDERE doing business in the States and claiming to be 
non-residents. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If the gentleman from Indiana will 
permit a suggestion, I wish to remind him that it is not the amount 
involved that gives jurisdiction, but the non-residence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have an instance under our present system of 
a corporation in theState of Kentucky, a local corporation in that State, 
managing a great railway system west of the Mississippi River embracing 
four or five great corporate bodies and extending to the Pacific Ocean, 
and one object of forming that tion in the State of Kentucky was 
to enable this series of corporations to obtain a standing in the Federal 
courts as against the Territorial or State courts. Thatis an illustration, 
and one of the results, of the extension of the Federal judicial system. 

In my own State, speaking with some knowledge of affairs there for 
forty years, I am able to say with confidence that, so far as the public 
interests are , a single Federal court at the capital of the State 
would have been amply sufficient to accomplish every desirable object, 

if there was a reasonable limitation placed upon the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal courts. Within fifteen years the cost of those courts 
has increased fourfold beyond what it sexs be or ought to be. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the gentleman from 
Indiana confounds a proposition for extension of jurisdiction with a 
provision to carry out the jurisdiction already existing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me, as long as there isa mo- 
tive for extending the system the system will continue to be extended. 
When you restrict the jurisdiction, your motive for the extension will 


be gone. 

Mr. OATES. The remarks of the gentleman are applicable to a bill 
that is not before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It never will be before the House if you continue 


this system. 

Mr. OATES. I the gentleman’spardon. Thelast-House of Rep- 
resentatives passed a bill to restrict to some extent the jurisdiction of 
the United States circuit courts upon some of the points to which the 
gentleman has referred, and if he will look at the Calendar he will find 
that a bill on the same line has been reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think the bill to which the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES] refers did not pass at the last session. 

Mr. OATES. It passed the House but did not pass the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the: House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2239) extending the time for the completion of the records 
of the clerk of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and the 
transfer of the same to the Department of State; and 

A bill (H. R. 6980) making appropriation to complete the public 
building at Jackson, Tenn., and to reappropriate the Bur peated bal- 
ance therefor. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested, a bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


att, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does this bill create a new judicial 
Mr. OATES. The district is already created; the bill simply pro- 
vides for the appointment of an additional judge. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ‘Does it create any new divisions? 
Mr. OATES. Tt does not. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 


Taps How many divisions are there now in 
e ? 


Mr. OATES. Four. Judge Bruce, if this bill be will still 
hold the three courts in the middle and northern part of the State. 

Mr. Speaker, I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, it was passed, 
there being—ayes 70, noes 16, 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISSUE OF SMALL SILVER eee 


Mr. MILLER (when the Committee on and Currency was 
called) said: I ask unanimous consent to call up for present considera- 
tion the resolution reported this morning by the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, a time for the consideration of House bill No. 5788. 
The resolution will be printed and placed on the Calendar by to-mor- 
row morning, when we mene ie be entitled to call it up, and we could 
meanwhile occupy the time to-day with other business, as I believe we 
are entitled to an hour. ButI ‘<x leave that the resolution be consid- 
ered now, because that course will save a great deal of time to the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday, May ge gah set apart for the consideration of 
House bill 5788, reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole = Posten not to interfere 
with general appropriation bills, bills raising revenue, nor prior orders; and if 
for any reason said bill should not be considered, or the consideration ‘thereof 
= Jeted on that day, that this order shall continue from day to day until said 

finally disposed of by the House. 

ie SPRINGER. Whatis the bill to which the resolution refers? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair can not state the nature of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER: The billis not before the House. 

. Mr. MILLER. It issimply a bill to provide that the Secretary of the 
Treasury may issue upon silver in the Treasury silver certificates of the 
denominations of one, two, and five dollars. 

The SPEAKER. “te there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question is upon the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was ado 

Mr. MILLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
peie adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS, 


Mr. MILLER. I am directed by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency to call up, and ask the House to concur in, the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 327) to enable national associ- 
ations to increase their capital stock and to change their names and 
locations, 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

After the word “on,” in line 13, oai pass 1, insert “to any other place within the 
same State not more than 30 miles distant.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MILLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to : 

Mr. MILLER. There is no other business that I am directed by the 
committee to bring before the House. 


SUBTREASURY AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. McCREARY (when the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures was called) said: I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
902) establishing a subtreasury at Lonisville, Ky. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that 
it be considered in the House. 


Me HOLMAN. Asin Committee of the Whole under the five-min- 
ute rule. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the bill in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 
The Chair hears none. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, £e., That there shall be aj ‘p 
United States, to be located in the city ol — in theState of Kentucky; 
and such assistant treasurer be appointed in like manner, for like time, 
and be subject to all the provisions of law to which the other assistant treasu- 


meen the United States are subject. 
2. That there shall be p prepared within the custom-house of said city suit- 
Rng and convenient rooms for the use of. the assistant treasurer herein author- 
ized, and sufficient and secure fire-proof vaults and safes for the safe-keeping of 
the publie moneys collected and deposited with him; the said assistant 
treasurer shall hace are custody and care of said rooms, vaults, and safes as 
may be tempo: y assigned to him,and he shall perform all the duties re- 
nape to be Le a by other United States assistant treasurers in reference to 
is TOORID safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of such moneys. 
Src, 3, That the ogre treasurer authorized aiy this act to be inted 
shall receiye a salary oi annum, a bmp broek Hea „at the 
l for Šis ices, 


inted an assistant treasurer of the 


Treasury of the United. mg oo. hich shall be inf in 
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Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, which had this bill under consideration, unanimously in- 
structed me to report it with a recommendation that it pass. I shall 
be very brief in what I have to say in its support. 

The monetary transactions of the Government are now conducted 
through the office of the United States Treasurer in connection with 
forty-one national-bank depositories and nine subtreasuries, located at 
New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Saint Louis, Chicago, Cin- 
cinnati, New Orleans, and Francisco. No subtreasury has been 
established in this country since 1873, though during the intervening 
period the country has grown in every respect. We believe, therefore, 
that another sub is necessary. The question, then, is where 
should the additional subtreasury be located? In determining this 
question we ought to consider geographical position, accessibility to the 
surrounding country, distributing power, amount and charactor of pres- 
ent and prospective collections, and disbursements of ae money. 
Applying these tests, I believe that the subtreasury should be located at 
Louisville, Ky. 

It is hardly necessary for me to say much about Louisville. As is 
well known, itis the metropolis of Kentucky. Itis by water 132 miles 
below Cincinnati, 598 miles below Pittsburgh, 368 miles above Cairo, 
607 miles above Memphis, and 1,337 miles above New Orleans. There 
is no subtreasury between Louisville and New Orleans. Lonisville is 
situated midway between the Gulf of Mexico and the northern lakes. 
It is also in the heart of the valley of the Ohio, which comprehends 
an area of 201,720 square miles—about double the area of France and 
nearly equal to that of Germany. Many na rivers are accessi- 
ble by steamers from the wharves of Louisville, and this city has opened 
avenues of trade to a vast and wealthy domain, comprising sixteen 
States. The railway connections at Louisville are excellent; perhaps 
as good as or better than those of any other city intheSouth. These rail- 
roads give her direct communication with all of the country by 
the following trunk lines: Louisville and Nashville Railroad; Chesa 
peake and Ohio Railroad; Louisville Short Line Railroad; Ohio and 
Mississippi Railroad, Jeffersonville, Madison and Indianapolis Railroad; 
Louisville, Evansville and Saint Louis Railroad; and the Cincinnati 
Southern by way of the Louisville and Knoxville Railroad. 

The last census shows that the center of population of the United 
States is in the State of Kentucky, and Louisville is near that center. 

Within 300 miles of Louisville, or twelve hours’ journey, there are 
eleven million people. As adistributing point Louisville is unexcelled. 
While at many cities the coin of the United States would be distributed 
at an expense to the Government, the products of the State of Ken- 
tucky and the extensive business and manufacturing interests of the 
city of Louisville would secure this distribution through the natural 
channels of trade without much cost. 

There are in Louisville 1,352 manufacturing establishments in active 
operation, with a capital of $40,000,000. These establishments employ 
24,000 workmen, an oe the market annually finished wares amount- 
ing to $60,000,000. uisville is the second city in the United States 
in the manufacture of furniture, and is also one of the leading pork- 
packing cities of the country, having invested in the pork and ham 

- trade a capital of nearly $3,000,000. Louisville is perhaps the largest 
plow-manufacturing city in the world, the united capacity of its plow 
manufactories being 1,500 per day. : 

Over 200,000 plows and 50,000 cultivators are annually manufact- 
ured in that city. The sale of tobacco at Louisville from January 1, 
1885, to January 1, 1886, amounted to more than 127,000 hi eads, 
showing that in the tobacco business Louisville leads the world. She 
also leads in Kentucky jeans, jeans clothing, gas and witer pipes, live- 
stock, cement, fine sole-leather, plate-glass, and fine whiskies. 

Aside from being a commercial center of acknowledged size and im- 
portee ual to other cities where subtreasuries are now located, 

uisville banking institutions numbering twenty-four, with, I 
believe, upward of $8,000,000 of capital. The internal revenue col- 
lected last year in the State of Kentucky amounted to $14,482,000. 
No other State of this Union poured into the of the United 
States a larger amount of revenue than the State of Kentucky except 
the State of Illinois. Kentucky, therefore, stands second among the 
States so far as the payment of revenue into the Treasury is concerned. 

There is also at Louisville a ion agency; and the disbursements 
at Louisville on account of the pension laws of the United States were 
last year $1,815,926. In this respect Louisville will compare favorably 


with the majority of the subtreasury cities, because of the nine sub- 
treasury cities only five—New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Chicago, 
and San Francisco—have pension agencies. 

The annual cost of this subtreasury will be small, amounting in all 
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to only $9,560 per annum. The bill also providcs that $5,000 be ap- 
propriated to make such repairs and alterations as may be necessary in 
the custom-house, and furnish the rooms in such proper manner as to 
make them suitable for a sub X 

Mr. Speaker, I trust the bill will pass. No additional subtreasury 
has been established since 1873, and I believe Louisville, as the great 
focal center of the Mississippi Valley, is the proper place to locate a 
subtreasury. It will be of great service to the Southern States, it 
will be a great convenience to the pension business, and it will be a 
valuable auxiliary to the Government in a State where the internal- 
revenue collections amount to about $14,000,000 per annum. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this bill, I 
concede, however, that if there is to be another assistant treasurer ap- 
pointed and another subtreasury established by the Government, the 
proper location would beat Louisville, Ky. But-instead of establishing 
additional subtreasuries and appointing more assistant treasurers, in 
my ju ent in would be far better to reduce the number we already 
have. - I would abolish several of those we now have, for the reason 
that I believe the policy of small subtreasuries to be not only costly, but 
positively hurtful to the business interest of the country. 

What reason is there for a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky.? I can 
see none. Will it benefit the people of Louisville? I maintain that 
it will not be of the least benefit to the people there. Indeed, Mr. 
Speaker, I am surprised that there has not been a petition sent in here 
from the banking institutions of that city against the establishment of 
this subtreasury at Louisville. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say every bank in Louisville has asked for the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am quite surprised at that. I am sure 
it has not been asked for or recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, nor by the Treasurer. 

‘What possible advantage can itbeto the people of Louisville? Itwill 
add nothing to their capital. It would be far better to have the collec- 
tions made daily at Louisville by Government agents, deposited in some 
one of the banks, or better perhaps let the banks associate together and 
deposit security with the Treasurer, and then have the money collected 
deposited daily with them. That is PADRONA what is done now, 
not only here, but elsewhere where there are no subtreasuries. Money 
deposited in this way is, to a certain extent, loanable capital, which may 
be used. This is the way it ought to be in Cincinnati and in other 
places. I wish there was no subtreasury in Cincinnati, and that instead 
the banks were made depositories of moneys collected and to be paid 
out there. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we have now nearly $500,000,000 locked up in 

vaults and withdrawn from circulation. Two hundred and 
fifty million dollars, or thereabout, are for the purpose of meeting the 
demand liabilities of the Government, or as trust funds to cover certain 
outstanding obligations. The rest is surplus pure and simple—money 
withdrawn from circulation, taken right out of the business of the coun- 
try. In Englandif the revenues of the government exceed the expendi- 
tures the excess becomes simply a credit in the Bank of land to the 
government. So it isin the Bank of France, and so, too, in the Bank 
of Germany. No other civilized country in the world withdraws from 
circulation a great mass of capital and locks it up in a treasury and sub- 
treasuries. No‘other country does this, and in my judgment itis time 
weabandon it. But instead of pursuing the course other countries have 
found so advantageous, we go on establishing more treasuries to bury 
more money in. 

Whereshallwestop? Afterestablishing this one at Louisville, are we 
going on to establish additional subtreasuries and appoint additional sub- 
treasurers at Galveston, Tex. ; Saint Paul, Minn. ; Omaha, Nebr. ; Cleve- . 
land, Ohio, arid other places where I understand they are asked for? 
If we do, what will be the result? It will cost from $10,000 to $20,- 
000 a year at each place to take care of the money of the Government, 
and you will simply withdraw so much more money from use as capital 
and Tay it in your vaults. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Isit not a fact that the money which now goes 
into the depository at Louisville goes immediately to the United States 
Treasury at Washington, to remain idle? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ido not know how that is, but it ought 
not to be so. There ought to bo an association of banks which would 
deposit security with the Government, and the money should be de- 

ited with the banks and only checked out as required; that is what 
nks are for. 

The main objection I have to these subtreasuries is they withdraw 
money from use, and that is the very thing we are suffering from now. 
Already $500,000,000 are withdrawn from use, taken right out of the 
volume of circulating money, the very life-blood of our industries, and 
locked up, and there it lies idle in the Treasury. Think of it, one-third 
of the money volume under lock and key in Government vaults. 

Mr. McCREARY. How do the subtreasuries withdraw money from 
use any more than the United States Treasury does? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The more subtreasuries you establish, the 
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more will the money of the people be withdrawn from cireulation. If 
there were no subtreasuries, the money collected from the people and 
not paid out immediately would be deposited in the banks and become 
to a large extent loanable capital. It would be where it could be used 
like other deposits in banks; but when collected by the Government 
and deposited in subtreasuries it can not be loaned or used, as it would 
be if deposited in banks, but is completely withdrawn from circulation, 
as much so as if it had remained in the mines. - 

Suppose we had a hundred subtreasuries scattered over the United 
States with, say, a million ofdollarsineach. What good would it do to 
scatter the money to be locked upin that way? Would this not neces- 
sitate the employment of a subtreasurer and all of the expensive para- 
phernalia of an office at each place to takecare ofit? And unless there 
is to be money to lock up, what are the assistant treasurers for? It 
there is to be no money to leck up we do not need the subtreasuries 
and the treasurers and the clerks, and if the money is to be locked up 
as now, then it might as well be in one place as in a hundred; indeed 
far better, for it would cost less to keep it in that way. It would cost 
$10,000 to $20,000 to run each of a hun subtreasuries a year, whileit 
would cost not one-tenth as much to take care of it all atone or two places. 
This whole system of multiplied subtreasuries is wrong, and the whole 
nyen of hoarding up revenuesis wrong. As little money as possible 

ould be taken from circulation, and that, as far as possible, left where 
it is made available as capital. 

i Mr. FELTON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

on? . 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. FELTON. Iam unable to understand how an increase of the 
subtreasuries will create any greater contraction in the volume of money 
than if there was butone subtreasury ora dozen, Ican understand how 
if these subtreasuries are distributed about the country where they are 
needed that they can be of great convenience to the business interests 
of the country; but where the gentleman’s argument comes in I do not 
understand. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They are not of the least importance to 
the business interests of the country, not the least in the world. They 
do not circulate the money at all, and they afford no assistance to any 
individual, except to those who are employed to take care of the money. 

Money that can not be used can do nobody any good. What good 
can money locked up in vaults in Louisville do anybody there? It 
might just as well be anywhere else. If it was deposited in banks 
it might do some good, but none in the world ina treasury vault. And 
as a subt: prevents the deposit of money where it would be held 
as capital, it does withdraw money from circulation. About that there 
ean be no question. 

Now, for instance, as the gentleman will see, if at the city of Louis- 
ville instead of taking the money collected and locking it up in a sub- 
treasury it is deposited in some designated bank depository then it be- 
comes a credit at the bank the same as any other deposit; it is a part 
of its loanable capital like any other deposits for use in the business of 
the place; but if itis withdrawn from circulation and use entirely and 
placed in the subtreasury it is neither a t of the circulating me- 
dium nor isit capital that can beused. In this way, I say, subtreasuries 
scattered over the country do harm instead of good, and, besides, they 
increase enormously the cost of taking care of public money, while the 
banks will do the business gladly for nothing. 

Mr. DORSEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. DORSEY. Isit nottrue that the national depositories are com- 
pelled to put up Government bonds as security for the deposits? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly they are. 

Mr. DORSEY. And whenever they have money in excess of the 
amount allowed to be held on et under their bond must they not 
send the money at once to the subtreasury? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not at all. They are not eompelled to 
send it until it is called for by the Treasurer. 

Mr. DORSEY. But he always calls for it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not necessarily; it is wholly a matter of 
regulation with the Treasury. There isno law requiring it. Hemay 
or he may not order it away. 

Mr. DORSEY. But doesnot the gentleman know, asa matter of fact, 
that if they have a hundred thousand dollars of Government bonds de- 
posited as security for the deposits to the extent of $90,000, that they 
must every day make a statement to the Treasurer of the amount of de- 
posits they hold; and if that amount is in excess of the amount to which 
they are entitled it is ordered to be sent either to the subtreasury or to 
a W. RNER, f Oh 

r. WA o io. I repeat that is a matter purely of regula- 
tion on the part of the Department. PSSN, 

Mr. Speaker, the difference is just this: When once this money is 
taken from the people and putin an independent treasury and there 
locked up, itis kept from use as capital or as money; but when it is 
deposited in a bank it remains a of the mass of the usable capital 
of the country. In other words, it retains its place as part of the circu- 
lation of the country. For my own part I would carry this so far as 
to abolish all subtreasuries except possibly one or two. The money 


that is held in trust to cover certain obligations ought to be in the na- 
tional Treasury at Washington or the subtreasury in New York, and 
nowhere else; but it should not be scattered all over the country. » 

It was not the original intention of the independent treasury thatit 
should be broken up in a hundred parts and scattered all about the 
country. When the independent treasury was established if it had 
been thought that it would lead to the establishment of fifty or a hun- 
dred subtreasuries to be located in every part of the country with a 
hundred subtreasurers to take care of the money, I apprehend that 
there would have been more hesitation in establishing the independent 
treasury than there was. 

The SPEAKER. The hourfor the consideration of bills has expired. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I reserve the remainder of my time until 
this question comes up again. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the river and harbor bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. - 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The Clerk will report the unfinished business coming over from the 
last sitting of the committee. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 814: 

“Improving the North Forked Deer from Dyersburg to the junction of the 
South Forked Deer, $10,000.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will hear me for a 
few moments I think I can satisfy them that this amendment aes 
not to be adopted. The only estimate that we have received for thi 
river was one made in 1880. There has been no subsequent estimate, 
and no report in regard to it, since that time. That estimate was for 
$20,000 for the improvement of 110 miles of the river, which would be 
for the part involved in the amendment about $2,000. 

But the committee, not having any report from the Chief of Enzineers 
approving this project and it not being in the Book of Estimates, did 
not see fit to allow it. 

There was another reason why they did not allow it. There was 
one great improvement in the State of Tennessee which all her people 
were interested in. That was upon the Tennessee River, the improve- 
ment of the Muscle Shoals. The committee, looking the whole situa- 
tion over, believed it would be better to appropriate the amount of 
$350,000 for that great national improvement, and allow some of these 
small rivers to wait a while, believing it would be best for the interests 
of Tennessee and hest for the interests of the whole country. This 
river in due time, I have no doubt, will be considered. For the pres- 
ent we ask that the action of the committee be sustained and the 
amendment rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


{Improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and 
Elk River hoals, Alabama: To complete improvements at these localities, 
,000. 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 

Jn lines 818 and 819, strike out the word “ Muscle,” where it twice occurs, and 
insert in lieu thereof ** Mussel.” 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 821, amend by adding: 

“Improving Tennessee River between Florence, Ala.,and Paducah, Ky., 
$75,000, or so much as may be necessary. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. I think, sir, that amendment will suggest 
itself as a proper one to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and the 
Committee of the Whole. From Florence, Ala., to Paducah, Ky., a 
distance of nearly 300 miles, not a cent is appropriated or proposed to 
be appropriated for improving navigation by this bill. 

The Tennessee River, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to say, 
is a stream of national importance. Tt is nota little creek. This ap- 
propriation is not for the purpose of building levees and improving 
private property, but it is for the sole purpose of improving the navi- 
gation of that stream a distance of near 300 miles, from Muscle Shoals 
to the city of Paducah, in Kentucky. As I remarked, not a cent is 
appropriated for that purpose this year, and there was none appropriated 
in the-last annual appropriation bill. 

The Tennessee River is one of the largest and most magnificent streams 
in the Union, winding its way through Eastern Tennessee, sweeping 
through North Alabama, and then northward through Tennessee and 
Kentucky to the Ohio. It floats a commerce second to but few rivers 


on the continent, and when properly improved by the Government an 
outlet will be given to the products of this section, and it placed upon 
a footing with other localities heretofore more fortunate. The Tennes- 
see flows through one of the richest countries in the Union, abounding 
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in iron, coal, and marble, and also in farming lands as fertile as that 
upon the banks of the Nile. Gentlemen here on both sides of the 

euse who were in that country during the war are familiar with it 
and know the importance of the proposed improvement, and I am sat- 
isfied their sense and judgment will indicate that this amendment 
should be ted. . 

For the improvement of the Colbert and Reynoldsburg Shoals not a 
dime is appropriated. And if you make this appropriation for Muscle 
Shoals, then there are impediments in the way of navigation thence to 
Paducah, I ask that in all fairness to the Lower Tennessee River this 
appropriation be made; and I do not believe there isa member on the 
committee who will oppose it. It is undoubtedly a meritorious appro- 

riation. 

5 Mr. WILLIS. Speaking for the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
I desire to say that we unanimously oppose thisamendment. We have 
indicated it by our action in regard to the Tennessee River. This ac- 
tion has been taken, not because it is not an important river, not be- 
eause it is not for the benefit of our constituencies; it affects my own 
as much as it does the constituencies of my friend from Tennessee, but 
it is because in looking over the whole position after consultation with 
the members, and all interested in the rivers of Tennessee, we believed 
it was to the greatest advantage of my constitutents and my friend’s 
constituents that this great national improvement at the Muscle Shoals 
should first be opened. In order to do it the engineers said $350,000 
would be required. We gave every dollar the engineers asked. 

Tt is a very large amount, and I am sure if my friend from Tennes- 
see had to decide now between an improvement for the Lower Tennes- 
see and for the Muscle Shoals he would promptly say, remove these 
obstructions at the Muscle Shoals and open this great stretch of river, 
and we will in the future receive the just consideration for the Lower 
Tennessee. 

Instead of there being unfriendliness to this river the bill itself shows 
the greatest friendliness to it. I desire tosay in behalf of the commit- 
tee it was not because we did not recognize the importance of the Lower 
Tennessee, but because we thought the other improvement was of par- 
amount im ce that we gave this large sum for the Muscle Shoals. 
If the gentleman will bide his time after those shoals are open the im- 
provement of the Lower Tennessee will next be undertaken to the sat- 
isfaction of his own and of my constituents. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. I am not surprised at the action of the 
committee in the least. The appropriation for the purpose of complet- 
ing the work already begun at the Muscle Shoals is a proper one and 
I favor it. The amendment I poe goes further, Mr. Chairman, and 
provides for the improvement o; 
getting through these shoals. Attention was called tothe improvement 
of this river in the early days of the Government, and the importance 
of the same has increased with the development of the country. It is 
no answer to the proposition to expend money for a meritorious im- 
provement that it must bide its time until something else is accom- 
plished. Each should stand upon its own merits, and not wait the 
tardy work upon some other. Ifitis ever proper to improve the Lower 
‘Tennessee now is the time, and those who live upon the lands adjacent 
to this part of the river and the whole country interested should not be 
denied justice because, forsooth, other localities must first be looked 
after. I desire to accomplish that which should have been done long 
since, and to make the work at Muscle Shoals a grand national success 
by giving an outlet to the iron, coal, and produce that will pass through 
this canal, and not arrest it where the improvement ceases. To c 
the work at Muscle Shoals a success the appropriation of $75,000 that I 
propose should be ded in removing impediments to navigation 
between Florence and Paducah. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Joun M. TAY- 
LOR, there were—ayes 18, noes 29. 

So (farther count not being called for) the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk commenced to read the next paragraph. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before leaving the paragraph for the improvement 
of Muscle Shoals I ask the attention of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. I understand this appropriation in lines 
818 to 821 inclusive is to complete that work. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is meant by the report of the engineer in 
charge, on page 274, where he says: ~ 

Amount (estimated) for completion of existing project, $1,437,500. 


Mr. WILLIS. I will state to my friend that the work that we pro- 
pose to complete is the removal of about 13 miles of obstructions at the 
place knownasthe MuscleShoals. As the gentleman very well knows, 
that is one of the oldest water improvements in the United States, hav- 
ing been in progress since 1836 or 1838. It isan improvement for which 


the Government gave a large body of land, 400,000 acres, many years 


Ihe HEPBURN. And two and a half millions of dollars. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes. The work has been pending, not completed; 
and as the Government had invested so much money on that i 
part of the river, the committee thought that in order to get the bene- 


na tion of the Lower Tennessee after | ti 


fitof the previous investment it was wise economy to appropriate enough 


to open that portion of the river, because until that is accomplished 
no further improvement will be of any practical benefit to commerce. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I understand the engineer to say explicitly 
that to complete this-work at the Muscle Shoals and the other shoals 
named will cost not $350,000, but nearly a million and a half. 

Mr. WILLIS. The statement to which the gentleman refers covers 
the whole river. The improvement for which we make this appropria- 
tion is to complete the removal of a particular obstruction. Until that 
is rentoved of course the river above and below the obstruction can not 
be used for continuous commerce, and the engineers state that this ap- 
propriation will practically open navigation at that point. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I haye an additional 
amendment which I desire to offer. After the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
821, I move to add the following words, ‘Sof which sum $75,000 shall 
be used in improving the Tennessee River between Florence, Ala., and 
Paducah, Ky.” } 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order. The section to which the gentleman’s amendment applies has 
been read and passed, and so has the succeeding paragraph. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. We are still on the Tennessee improve- 
ment, I believe. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No, sir; thatline had been passed 
and the next paragraph read before the amendment was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. Ibegpardon of theChair. I thought we 
were still on that part of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No,sir. The gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. HEPBURN] was simply allowed to ask a question for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. Iwas under the impression that we were 
still on the Muscle Shoals improvement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that the par- 
agraph which the gentleman proposed to amend has been passed. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. Then I will take occasion hereafter to pro- 
pose that amendment. É 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $250,000, 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I think 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD ] was recognized on the 
paragraph preceding the one just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; the Chair recognized the gentleman at that 


me. 
Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I want to offeran amendment in 
line 823. I move to strike out the word “‘five,’’ in that line, and in- 
sert ‘‘ten;’? so that the paragraph will read, ‘‘ Improving South Fork 
of Cumberland River, Kentucky: continuing improvement, $10,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment I ee isa little one, a very modest 
one, considering the importance of that river, and I want to call the 
attention of the committee to the fact that in the very next paragraph 
of the bill there is an eh Sey tie of $250,000 for a river no larger 
than the South Fork of the Cumberland; yet that appropriation is 
none too large; it is needful and proper. This South Fork of the 
Cumberland River isa long river, and there is a vast amount of produce 
carried upon it. The people there raise corn and wheat and other 
valuable products which they want to send to market. Some of the 
finest timber in the world grows upon that river. Notonly that, but 
some of the best coal is found there, but it remains in the bowels of 
the earth because there is no way of transporting it to market, no 
means of getting it out. 

Now, sir, this bill carries on its face over $15,000,000—more money 
than would pay the cost for one year of the Blair bill for educational 
facilities which our children need so much. I do not oppose this bill, 
for I am not like some men here—I believe that our Government is able 
to educate the children, and able to improve the rivers, and able to pen- 
sion the soldiers, too—a thing that some gentlemen seem to doubt very 
much. I believe the Government is able to do all that, and therefore 
Iam not opposed to this bill; but, carrying as it does such a large 
amount of money, certainly that money ought to be equitably distrib- 
uted. Ido not object to any appropriation that is made in the bill. 
As I have said, the appropriation for the improvement of the Kentucky 
River is no larger than it ought to be; but we are not prepared, on the 
South Fork of the Cumberland, to have a great appropriation like that 
now, because the work has not been started there as it has been at other 
plates. But if you give us $10,000 now, instead of $5,000 (and surely 
no reasonable man can object to that), the river will be cleaned ont and 
a large amount of transportation will be done upon it, a great com- 
merce will begin to float upon it, and in the course of time, when the 
world sees and when Congress sees that it is necessary to appropriate 
more money to still further improve that fine river, then we shall 
come here and get something like $200,000, which is what we ought to 
have. Just now, however, as I have said, we are not prepared to use 
that amount, because there have been no locks or dams constructed on 
that river, and all we want now is to have it cleaned out, so that we 
can at once get the benefit of the commerce that can he carried on 
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without those improvements, which must ultimately be made. 
I ask the gentlemen of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to con- 
sider this question a moment. Five thousand dollars, of course, is a 
mighty little thing to put upon a bill that carries on its face over 
$15,000,000. 

Baiia di the amount asked is small, it is a great thing to us in our 
country, for that mountainous region suffers for want of transportation 
facilities. The mountains are high, the roads are bad, it is difficult to 
haul any distance. An appropriation of $5,000 to be expended upon 
the banks of the river would be a great help to us; and it does seem to 
me when gentlemen think of the matter there can be no objection to 
this proposition, With this appropriation we can commence a system 
of improvement that will be a great blessing to our people, and nobody 
will suffer any disadvantage. I hope the House will seriously consider 
this proposition and adopt it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Kentucky 
[Mr. WOLFORD] has referred to the next paragraph of the bill, which 
provides for an syprepeieen of $250,000 for the benefit of the Ken- 
tucky River; and he remarked that if this amount is allowed for the 
Kentucky River there ought to be an appropriation of $10,000 for the 
South Fork of the Cumberland River. There is a very decided differ- 
ence between these rivers. The Kentucky River is the longest river in 
Kentucky; and while I will say at the outstart I have no objection to 
the amendment posed by my colleague, yet I feel it my duty to 
speak in behalf of the amount proposed to be appropriated for the Ken- 
tacky River. 

That river flows for over 100 miles through the district I have the 
honor to represent on this floor. That river and its tributaries drain 
thirty-two counties of the State of Kentucky, anda majority of thecoun- 
ties drained by itare filled with inexhaustible quantities of coal and iron. 
TheState of Kentucky has more square miles of coal land thanany other 
State in this Union or any other single country in the world. The 
State of Pennsylvania has 12,630 square miles of coal land, and the 
State of Kentucky has 13,000 square miles of coal land. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask that Alabama be excepted. 

Mr. McCREARY. I except no State, because I know whereof I 
speak when I say the geological reports of the various States in the Union 
will show that Kentucky has more square miles of coal than any other 
State in the Union, Pennsylvania not excepted. England has 6,029 
square miles of coal land, and Kentucky has twice as many square 
miles as England. 

Her vast coal fields are divided into two divisions, known as the 
eastern and western divisions. The eastern division comprises 10,000 

nare miles of coal land. It is this eastern division the Kentucky 
River and its tributaries drain. 

The finest caunel coal district in the world is in the vicinity of the 
Kentucky River, While cannel coal is found in other parts of the world 
in pockets, the cannel coal on this river and its tributaries is found in 
great continuous veins from 4 to 7 feet thick. 

In the counties of Morgan, Wolfe, and Breathitt, in the district rep- 
resented by my friend and colleague [Mr. TAULBEE], are veins of 
cannel coal from 5 to 7 feet thick. 

In coking coal the counties on the upper waters of the Kentucky 
River excel almost any other part of the country, there being in that 
part of the State three times as much coking coal as is found in any 
other State of the Union. 

Iron ore of the very best quality is found in great abundance in the 
counties drained by the Kentucky River. For car-wheel purposes, 
and for stecl rails, and for cutlery, the iron of that region is not ex- 
celled. For years there has been a demand for it at Sheffield, in En- 
gland, where it is used in manufacturing fine cutlery. That country 
also has id forests—— d 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope the committee will give me one moment 
more to conclude my remarks. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill take the floor and yield my five minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I thank the gentleman, 

Mr. Chairman, the hills and valleys of many counties about the head- 
waters of the Kentucky Riverare covered with magnificent forests which 
make the very best lumber. In some of these counties you find timber 
in its pristine loveliness, almost untouched by the ax of the woodman. 
There are on the headwaters of the Kentucky River thousands of acres 
of white pine. Last year there were shipped down the Kentucky River, 
even with the present facilities for transportation, over 2,000,000,000 
‘feet of lumber. 

The people of that region need an outlet. No friendly railroad has 
been extended into that section. The only outlet the people have is 
the Kentucky River. They must ship their iron and coal and lumber 
down that river in order to find a market. 

Four locks and dams have been built on this river and two are now 
being built with money appropriated by Congress, and the proposed 
appropriation, which has received, I understand, the indorsement of the 
entire Committee on Rivers and Harbors, gives to the Kentucky River 
$250,000 to continue that much-needed improvement. No person who 


is familiar with the facts can doubt the necessity for this appropriation. 
It will be a great benefit to a large scope of country and a blessing te 


many e. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I moveto strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIS. Irise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I only wanted to say a few words more. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will yield to my colleague for that purpose. 

Mr. WOLFORD. My friend and celleague certainly misunderstood 
my remarks. Idid not mean tosay the appropriation for the Kentucky ` 
River was too much. I only wished to present the matter in this view: 
It is true in the blue-grass region of Kentucky there is more wealth than 
south of the Cumberland River. But my idea is the Congress of the 
United States ought to be just, as well to the poor as to the rich. 

Now, while you can get along, and I do not object to your having 
everything you want—there is no objection whatever; the committee 
has reported yours already, and I say it is right—but at the same time 
here is a poor people living in the mountains who need this improve- 
ment and need it badly. They have better coal than you have, they 
have better timber, they have more and better cannel coal, they have 
everything that you have; and here upon the South Fork of the Cum- 
berland River is as good pine as yours, and our cedar is better.. They 
have everything that can. be demanded that commerce needs. Now, 
the question for Congress is while they are carrying a bill with $15,- 
000,000 for the benefit of the whole country—and it will be of a great 
deal of benefit—and I am for the bill and expect to vote for it, although 
some of it may be wasted, but not a dollar can be wasted upon the 
South Fork of the Cumberland River. It will be only the entering- 
wedge of an improvement which will be a great blessing to the peo- 
ple. It is not, however, all that they ought to have; but we are will- 
ing that this work shall begin even in this small way; and thisis a very 
poor people who have nothing, while your people are rich and have 
everything. 

Now the question is, Will you vote everything to the rich and noth- 
ing to the poor? Will you give this $15,000,000 to people who are ap- 
parently in need of it, or will you give it to those who are already rich 
and whose commerce does not demand it? While I shall vote for the 
bill, believing it to be right, still I insist that there should be some 
consideration shown to this class of the people. We only ask $5,000 
more to put their river in a fix that it will be a blessing to the com- 
munity. Now, I do not wish to detain the committee. Ido not wish 
to say anything further upon the proposition. I am satisfied that the 
committee who reported the bill believed that they were doing right to 
the entire country. But Ido not think they have given enough to 
that region. I am satisfied there will he no effort to reduce the appro- 
priation for my friend here ou the right, and therefore I want you to 
come and help me. You have all you want. 

Mr. McCREARY (from his seat). I am for your improvement. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Very well; then come and help me to get it. We 
are poor, and we need this little sum very badly. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, it is with very great diffidence that _ 
Kentucky again comes to the front [laughter]; but in behalf of the 
committee I desire to submit very briefly the reasons why this amend- 
ment should not pass. We are governed by the estimates of the engi- 
neers, and the estimates of the engi for the Cumberland River-- 
the South Fork—were for $10,000. The committee has given $5,000, 
and that $5,000 stands to-day as a monument of the persuasive elo- 
quence of my gallant colleague on this floor General WOLFORD. 

We recognize that that part of the country is cut off. It is called tho 
“ Cut-off,” in fact, and it needs access to the restofthe world. Wehare 
gone to the extreme limit of the billin regard tothatimprovement. I 
regret it could not have been more, but, voicing the sentiment of the 
committee, I think it is as large as, within the limits of the bill, could 
possibly have been given. ° 

The question being taken on theamendment of Mr. WOLFORD it was 
rejected, there being on a division—ayes 38, noes 67. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ishould be glad to have the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee for the purpose of asking some information upon 
thispoint. Willhe tell the committee the cost of this work up to this 
time, if he can do so, on this Kentucky River? The report of the en- 
gineers does not state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. The report does not, as far-as I can now see, disclose 
the exact cost. I should say, however, that it was in the neighborhood 
of $700,000. That is my recollection. i 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the cost of the four dams on that river? 

Mr. WILLIS. My recollection may not be correct, but that is my 
impression at this time. I refer to the amount expended by the Gov- 
ernment. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. My recollection is that it wasin the neighborhood 
of a million of dollars. 

Mr. WILLIS. Nearly $2,000,000 have been expended by the State 
on this river. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In addition to the $700,000? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; but my friend will understand not by the Fed- 
eral Government. The State expended this amount and turned it over 
to the Federal Government. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Then I understand that what has been expended 
upon these four dams is in the neighborhood of $3,000,000, and it is esti- 
mated that it would take two and a half millions more to complete it? 

Mr. WILLIS. Not quite that; somewhere in the neighborhood. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I simply wanted the House to understand what 
this improvement was to cost, namely, some $5,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman does not mean the committee to under- 
stand that the Federal Government paid out all of that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No. Only some three and a half or possibly four 
million of dollars. 

Mr. WILLIS. Three million of dollars would cover the entire cost 
to the Federal Government if it is fully improved to the extent of the 
recommendations, which we do not expect. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: : 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to negotiate for the 
purchase of the works of the Green and Barren River Navigation Company, 
situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky ; and in order 
to ascertain the value of said works the Secretary of War shall Lye gees A com- 
mission of three Sane peA engineers from the Engineer Corps of the United 
States Army, who l value and appraise the same, and report to the Secretary 
of War; and if the said Green and River Navigation Company shall offer 
and bind itself to take for said works a price deemed by the Secretary of War to 
be satisfactory and not excessive, he shall so report to the Congress at its next 
succeeding session ; but if the said Green and Barren River Nay jon Company 
refuses to sell its works, or demands a price deemed to be ex ve, then the Sec- 
tary of War shall be,and he is hereby, authorized and directed to institute pro- 
ceedings for the United States for the condemnation of said works, and shall re- 
port the result of said suit to the next Congress for its action, to the end that the 
navigation of the said Green and Barren Rivers may become free, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a point of order against this para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is proposed by the committee, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 846, before the word “‘ Congress,” strike out the word “the.” 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection this merely formal 
amendment will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order against this paragraph. 
I turn to the rule, subdivision 8 of Rule XI, and find this: 


~ Subjects relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


I suppose that committee has jurisdiction to report upon matters that 
will be covered by the language of that rule. I turn to the engincer’s 
report and I find that this paragraph of the bill provides for the pur- 
chase of private property by the General Government, not for the im- 
proving of the river, but simply to take the property which belongs to 
anavigation company, their locks, their water ways, that property upon 
which, and for transit through which, and over which, they to-day col- 
lect tolls. 

Now, I insist, Mr. Chairman, that that subject, the purchase of prop- 
erty in that way, is not covered by this rule giving jurisdiction to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Ifthis provision is held good in the 
bill, I certainly see no reason why the provision in regard to Hennepin 
should not be added to the bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Or the Erie Canal. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. Asissu ted by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, why a provision could not be added to this bill for the purchase of 
the Erie Canal. I accept his suggestion as illustrating my argument. 
Here is a private corporation—with whose works the Government has 
never had anything to do—organized, I think, under a charter from 
the State of Kentucky. At all events the work was originally done by 
the State of Kentucky. Iam right, am I not, in this? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As,I am imformed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors this work was accomplished by the State 
of Kentucky, as canals have been by some States, not by all; and they 
have ceded this work to private parties. And now we find in this bill 
a provision to purchase this property—property, I suppose, which the 
State gave away. We find a provision to purchase that private prop- 
erty by the Government. ° 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will not that improve the naviga- 
tion of the river? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I presume not. Ido not see that the navigation 
will be improved by the Government making this purchase of private 


z Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It will release the tolls. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘That does not improve the navigation. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Thepurpose is toget rid of the tolls. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know that. But here what Congress is 
asked to do is to buy this work. That is the proposition. 

Mr. WILLIS. My friend, inhis first proposition, is mistaken. This 
is not a proposition to buy these works. Nowhere in this proposition 
is a committal of the Government to purchase these works. This sim- 
ply asks a report by a board of engineers as to their value to be made 
to the next Congress. 

If this passes it does not commit Congress to their purchase and it 


does not Pet them. There is nothing in the paragraph to be criti- 
cised in that way. It simply provides the engineersshall report to next 
Congress for its action what the value of these works is. 

The history of this work, I may briefly state in connection with the 
point of order, I read from the official document. Nearly fifty years 
ago the State of Kentucky constructed these works on the Green and 
Barren Rivers at an expense of $1,000,000. A few years ago the State 
handed them over to a private corporation bya lease, and that corpora- 
tion holds now these works. The works themselves, except what lit- 
tle repairs have been put on them, belong to the State of Kentucky. 

The object of this provision is to remove that obstruction to free nayi- 
gation. The State of Kentucky, by a recent act of its Legislatufe, has 
given over absolutely as a gift to the Federal Government these works, 
provided this lease can be gotten out of the way; so that it is for the 
use of the river, for the free navigation of the river, that it is necessary 
to remove this lease. i 

But let me say, asa matter of information to those who have not read 
the bill, that this does not propose that this Congress shall buy it. This 
simply provides for a report to the next Congress for its action. Even 
should the engineers report that Co could buy it for a dollar and 
a half, there is nothing inthis clause that would commit Congress to 
the payment of a dollar and a half. If there is, I shall accept an amend- 
ment from my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock ]—a proviso that 
nothing in this act shall commit Congress to the purchase of these works. 
The report of the engineers will merely bring before the next House 
information as to the obstructions in two of the great navigable rivers 
of the country. That is all I wish to submit on the point of order. 

Mr. BEACH. How long is the lease to run? 

Mr. WILLIS. Thirteen years. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Idesire tosay a word in reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to speak briefly to the question of or- 
der without making any suggestion as to the merits or demerits of the 
proposition. “ 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman from Ohio al- 
low me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, This very question was decided on 
Thursday by the chairman of the Committee of the Whole in connec- 
tion with the proposition as to the Monongahela River. Isuppose the 
same decision will be made, now, and it is hardly necessary to consume 
time on a point of order which was thoroughly discussed and settled 
on Thursday. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This, as I understand, is a new question of or- 
der, although I confess it is a question which, it seems to me, does not 
merit much discussion. All the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors is fixed by the rule cited by the gentleman from New York 
[ Mz. Hiscock], and it simply provides where a bill is introduced ora 
resolution relating to the improvements of rivers and harbors that that 
bill or resolution shall, as a matter of order, go to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

But that is not a limitation upon the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. My answer to the gentleman, therefore, is in 
the nature of two propositions. First, there is no limitation in that 
rule upon the power of the committee to report legislation; and, second, 
by the precise terms of this provision of the bill it does relate to the 
improvement of rivers and harbors; or at all events there is no such 
affirmative showing that it does not so relate as to authorize the chair- 
man to make a parliamentary ruling to that effect. That question will 
arise upon the merits of the appropriation itself. Therefore I claim 
that the point is not well taken. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide the question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I have nothing to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make one single suggestion 
in reply to the portion of the argument made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], in which he said that this provision does not 
authorize the purchase of this work, that it does not authorize the ex- 
penditure of a dollar of money. If that be so, then I would like to 
know how the improvement of a river or harbor is involved in it. 

Mr. WILLIS. The object is to bring the facts before Congress. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Here is, for aught we know, legislation proposed 
simply to acquire information on a certain subject, which I suppose it 
is proper enough to have, but then it does not improve any river or 
harbor. 

ta WILLIS. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, this provision in its 
present standing in the bill is simply in the nature of a survey, an 
estimate, nothing more. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; I understand that to be so. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, all the surveys are on the same footing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The surveys are in reference to the improvement of 
some river or harbor. 

Mr. WILLIS. -So is this, 
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Mr. HISCOCK. Here is simply an inquiry in relation to private 
property. 

Mr. WILLIS. But inquiry in relation to that as affecting the navi- 
gation of a river. If, however, my friend from New York [Mr. His- 
cock] ae far as the substance of this provision is concerned, that 
there is any clause in it which commits the Government—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make no pointagainst the clause upon its merits. 

t is thatit does not come within the jurisdiction of the Rivers and 

Committee to report here a proposition—I do not say purchas- 

ing, but looking to the purchase by the General Government of purely 
private property, the work of a State accomplished by the State and 
donated by it to private individuals. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon this question the Chair thinks that the 
propriety or impropriety of the purchase ultimately is not to be taken 
into consideration by the Chair, but is a question purely for the House. 
It is admitted here that this is a natural river—a navigable river. Work 
has been done upon it by a private corporation, locks, dams having been 
constructed at which tollsare charged. It is desigued to remove the ob- 
struction which that private work makes. The Chair is of opinion that 
it is within the scope of a river and harbor bill to provide for inquiring 
into the question how the obstructions can be removed and what that 
work would cost. The Chair therefore thinks the point of order is not 
well taken, but leaves to the House to determine as to the propriety of 
the provision in the bill. 

e Chair is eo ears in this view by the fact that an analogous 
uestion was decided by the then occupant of the chair, the gentleman 

m Texas [Mr. WELLBORN], upon the paragraph of the bill begin- 
ning at line 457, providing for the improvement of the Monongahela 
River. In that case the point was overruled and the section declared 
in order. The Chair is advised that a bill has heretofore been in- 
troduced and referred to the Committee on Riversand Harbors looking 
to the identical purpose embraced in the paragraph now under consid- 
eration. The point.of order is overruled. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, commencing in line 835, down to and including line 855, and in place 
thereof insert the following: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to negotiate for the 
purchase of the works of the Green and Barren River Navigation Company, 

situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, and the works 
of the Monongahela Navi on Company, situated on the Monongahela River, 
in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to ascertain the value of said works 
the Secretary of War shall appoint a commission of three competent engineers 
from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, whoin each case shall valug 
and app: the same and report to the Secretary of War, who shall report to 
Sbustet ke wey tn DOCENT is hereby SOIDA Sor tbe DOTANDO. thin pee: 
vision : |, That nothing Dan Phalt be construed — committing fon 
gress to the purchase of said works,” = 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this subject-matter has been so fully 

-fliscussed heretofore that I do not think it necessary to say anything 
bout it now. This is simply a provision instructing the Secretary of 
War to ascertain and rt. , 

Mr. EVERHART. move to amend the amendment by inserting 
after the word ‘‘ works” the words ‘“‘and the franchises and property 
connected therewith.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment of Mr. EVERHART was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I riseto a peniameniaty inquiry. Would it be 
in order to call for a division of the question, so that the motion to 
strike out and the motion tò insert may be voted on separately ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules of the House a motion to strike 
out and insert is indivisible. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope thisamendment will not be 
adopted; and I trust that the proposition in the text of the bill will 
not receive the favorable consideration of the Committee of the Whole. 
It seemed to me, sir (although the discussion of that question is not 
now proper), thatit was scarcely possible to present a proposition in- 
volving the power of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to incor- 

rate a subject into this bill of more moment than the one presented 

y the point of order just decided. Here is a proposition to purchase 

the property of a private corporation—an artificial highway created 
under the laws of a State, only incidentally connected with a navigable 
river, not itself a navigable stream, and that, too, for a special specu- 
lative purpose; and yet it is an amendment toa bill to improve the 
navigable rivers and harbors of the United States. 

Mr. BAYNE. Of what river does the gentleman now speak ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I speak of the Green River and other rivers named 
in the amendment. : 

A MEMBER. It enters the Ohio River. 
= Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that all of these streams finally enter the 
Ohio River. But the State of Kentucky on the one side and the State 
of Pennsylvania on the other, with complete acquiescence on the part 
of the Federal Government, have assumed that these streams were not 
navigable streams within the meaning of the term as used in defining 
Federal power and are not under Federal control; that their improve- 


ments have been and are purely local enterprises. As such they have 
been treated heretofore both by State and Federal Governments; streams 
having no interstate or navigable character, but made artificial chan- 
nels of local trade, it is proposed that the Federal Government shall 
purchase such local property as this now and make such local artificial 
channels a part of the systems of navigable streams under Federal con- 
trol 


Mr. NEGLEY. It is a mere inquiry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend says itis a mere inquiry. But what is 
the necessity of inquiring into the subject with a view to purchasing 
unless the purchase be really contemplated ? 

Mr. NEGLEY. Well, let us have the facts. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. And is it not well known in the current history of 
Congress that when a step of this kind is once taken, if the subject ine 
volves a sum of money, a report upon the subject made by a commis 
sion is absolutely certain to be carried into effect? When has such a 
scheme ever failed? 

This Committee of the Whole did not hesitate to vote down the Mo- 
nongahela proposition when it stood alone. When the t coal field 
which invokes Federal aid to add to the wealth of a few gentlemen 
stood by itself you defeated it. Now it is sought to give it strength 
enough by combining it with a corporate interest in Kentucky to earry 
it through. Can that be done? In other words, will this committee 
consent that a measure which when standing alone is defeated shall 
by being connected with another measure of exactly the same 
character receive its sanction? Is this legislation proper or tolerable 
even on a river and harbor bill? 

Mr. BAYNE. I beg leave to say—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will excuse me; I have but a few mo- 
ments. The one scheme was fittingly as the most auda- 
cious that ever came into this House. I am not able to find a term to 
characterize the other, because I am not sufficiently informed of the 
corporation involved in the other enterprise. But here is a proposition 
in the one instance at least to contribute as an ultimate result several 
millions of dollars from the public Treasury to develop the wealth, ac- 
cording to the statement of my friend from Pennsylvania, of a com- 
paratively small body of men owning these imperial coal fields, and 
under the guise of public improvement. . This question is connected 
closely with the great conflict between capital and labor which the 
legislation of the last twenty years has brought upon the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SOWDEN obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. Hor- 
MAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen -profess to deplore the fact that during re- 
cent years overgrown fortunes have grown up in this country through 
the aid of special and class legislatiog—through the opportunities of- 
fered by acts of Congress,.not through patient industry or natural 
channels; yet the very proposition now pending as to the Pennsylvania 
proposition alone, taking the statement of my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania as to the vast wealth of these coal fields to be increased and de- 
veloped, presents a more stupendous increase in the individual fortunes 
of a few citizens than any former attempt of Con; to open up op- 
portunities for the aggrandizement of the wealth of the few at the ex- 
pense of the Treasury filled by the labor of the whole le. Who 
are to be benefited by this purchase of an artificial channel of trade? 
The whole people? No, sir. 

These vast-coal fields described a few days ago by the geateman from 
Pennsylvania are owned by a few gentlemen—it would be interesting 
to know who they are—and their wealth is being developed by a body 
of men living in cheerless homes, impoverished, hopeless, and miser- 
able. These owners already rich are to be made the possessors of colos- 
sal fortunes through the encouragment and agency of Congress. An 
act of Congress is to add enormously at the common expense to estates 
already great, and yet gentlemen profess to deplore the misfortune 
that has fallen upon the country in colossal fortunes which have already 
reduced vast numbers of our people to hopeless poverty—great estates 
on the one hand, wretchednees and poverty on the other as the natural 
fruits of this class legislation. 

Iam not able to say that as to this scheme to purchase from a cor- 
poration the Green and Barren River improvement made under the 
authority of Kentucky such result is to follow; but I question the 
policy of such a purchase, I doubt the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to makeit; but if there ever whs a proposition brought into Con- 
gress covertly or openly to build up the fortunes of the few at the ex- 
pense of the whole people, it is the proposition to purchase this prop- 
erty of the Monongahela River corporation at public expense for the 
benefit of the owners of these great coal fields. Nostronger statement 
of the case can be presented than that which was presented by my 
friend from Pennsylvania a few days ago, in which he so eloquently 
depicted the imperial wealth involved. : 

The effect of the measure is to advance the interests of men who al- 
ready have large estates. Why should they be favored? At best par- 
tial interests always exist in this bill strongly enough. But to go to 
the extent pro in this measure and two or three other paragra) oon 


of the bill—directly to build up favored interests—is a policy w 
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ought now tocometo an end. Itoughtnever to have been commenced. 
Mr. BAYNE. Iam sure my friend from Indiana misapprehends the 
situation. Does he believe that the owners of the navigation company 


own the coal? x 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I know donot. I know the object of this 
whole movement is for the benefit of the owners of those extensive coal 
fields to which the gentleman has referred, and the measure is to add to 
their wealth. This proposition is not in the interest of the consumer, 
not in the interest of any large body of the American people, but in the 
interest.of the owners of that vast wealth of coal lands, and who ask 
that the public wealth shall enlarge their estates. It is proposed that 
the Federal Government shall buy out the property rights of a private 
corporation at the expense of several million dollars, and give the own- 
ers of these coal fields -unobstructed access to the markets. Will it 
cheapen coal? No, for the demand and competition fix its value. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman know that 
the tolls charged upon the coal are a burden upon the consumer and do 
not benefit the producer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know thatif you appropriate the millions in- 
volved in this proposition it will not cheapen the coal in any market. 
The owners of these coal mines will sell their coal at no less price than 
other.owners of coal mines who have received no bounty from the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How do you know that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will not to any extent increase competition. 
Coal will ‘sell at the best price the owner can command. It will di- 
rectly operate to the benefit of the persons for whom,-at the public ex- 
pense, you open up an unrestricted channel to the markets. Why 
should they not incurthat expense when they alone are to be benefited ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Let me state to my friend from Indiana, if he will 
permit me, that here is a letter from the president of the Board of 
Trade of Louisville, in which he says it would save them $50,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very likely he isa stockholder. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIS. No, I beg your pardon; he isnot. And the gentle- 
man has no rightto makeany such statement. That gentleman never 
saw these works, and is as little interested in them as my friend from 
Indiana himself. He has no authority for the statement which he has 


made. I shall append the letters to which I have referred. They are 


as follows: 


LOUISVILLE, KY., February 23, 1836. 
our letter of the 19th instant, and beg to thank you for 
he resolution of the board of trade asking 


Dear Sie: I have 


he consumer, of course, in the a thistax. I presume it 
desire 


rwarded has y: 
trust this book has cost you apogee L but if it has you will kindly let me know 
giad to nd the same. The book,as you doubtless 
understand, is for the benefit of the board of trade. I desire to secure for the 
board of trade all public documents which are sent out free and which may be 
of interest to its members. Please let me know if it will cost me anything to 
have the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD sent to me daily as it is issued. 


Yours, truly, 
3 HARRY WEISSINGER, 
Hon. ALBERT S. WILLIS, Washington, D. C. 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF PITTSBURGH, 

Pittsburgh, Pa., April 23, 1836. 

Dear Sm: It was my privilege to be present at yesterday’s session of Con- 
gress during the AmA i of the river and harbor bill, and especially that 
portion of said bill which referred to the purchase of the Monongahela slack- 
water improvement. I write to thank you for the favor which you personally 
extended to this measure, and ye pom your timely explanation of the fair 
and ing wr aare the friends o foo measure. I am sure there was no pur- 

or desire any way wrong the corporation. 

PT d the committee that there is but one sentiment in 
pon this matter, 


nongahela River ought to be put on the same footing as Kanawha. But the 
owners of the slackwater got the idea that an undue advantage was sought to 
be obtained by the provision of “seizure.” Iam quite certain that nothing of 
the kind was in I would not be a yy toany unfairness or intentional 
misrepresentations. I am gratified that all the statements I made before your 
committee have been confirmed and nota single averment has been questioned. 
I hope before Congress adjourns some measure may be passed which will 
secure the appointment of a commission of competent engineers to examine the 
ego r &c., of the improvement, with instruction to report to the next ses- 

ion of Congress. 3 

Again thanking you for your able support of our just claims, I am, 

Most reapectially 


: JOHN F. DRAVO. 
Hon. A. S. WILLIS, 
Chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Mr. HALSELL. Mr. Chairman, living as I do at the head of slack- 
water navigation of Barren and Green Rivers, I wish to submit a few 
to this House on that matter. I am somewhat familiar with 

the condition of those rivers and the country through which they run. 
In 1841 the State of Kentucky completed locks and dams on Green 
and Barren Rivers at a cost of about $860,000. They opened slack- 


water navigation from the city of Bowling Green, Ky., to the city of 
Evansville, in the State of Indiana, a distance of about 200 miles. Ever 
since there has been open transportation of commerce at all times of the 
year, and the fact is, as shown by the report of the engineers, those 
rivers are rarely frozen in winter. They are often navigable when the 
Ohio River is frozen. j 

These rivers, Mr. Chairman, and their tributaries drain about 10,000 
square ag aye in tires ates areincluded some of the finest coal 
and iron according to geologists of Kentucky, which can be 
found anywhere in the United States. ; 

A moment ago I stated this of locks and dams was completed 
in 1841 by the State of Kentucky, but in 1868, for some reason unac- 
countable to the people of Kentucky, and especially unaccountable to 
the people of that region through which these rivers run, the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Kentucky leased these valuable improvements of 
slackwater navigation to the Green and Barren River Navigation Com- 
pany. From that day, sir, a blight fell upon the commerce of that 
country. . 

. The State geologist of Kentucky has made a report in reference to 
the navigation of these rivers and the condition of the country they 
drain. I desire for a short while to call the attention of members to 
it, because there is a disposition, and I am proud of it, on the part of 
the Congress of the United States to improve rivers and harbors gen- 
erally. There never was a time before in all our history when it was 
so nevessary this should be done, and for a number of years past Con- 
gress has recognized the importance of making these improvements. 

We have railroads in every section of the country, and wherever they 
have had it in their power to do so they have monopolized the trafic 
and increased very largely the cost of transportation. 

It has become a crying necessity, therefore, by improving our rivers 
and harbors, to create such competition throughout the country as to 
compel these railroads to reduce their charges and afford greater and 
cheaper facilities than before. 

Now, sir, let us see just exactly what is the condition of the country 
which these rivers drain. I will read to the House, if I am permitted, 
the letter of the State geologist of Kentucky. 

res CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will take the floor and yield my time to the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will be glad to yield the floor, if I can be 
recognized hereatter. 

„Mr. HALSELL. I am much obliged to the gentleman. ` 

When my time expired, Mr. Chai I was about to read the re- 
port of the State geologist of Kentucky in reference to the condition 
of the country through which the Green and Barren Rivers ran. It 
is as follows: 5 

OFFICE OF THE KENTUCKY GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Frankfort, Ky., March 15, 1886. œ 

Dear Sm: In to t that I sta’ ent 

in Tiere of the Green River Valley, Ti nit ihe following aro? 

resources along Green River, Kentucky, are of such a character as to 
warrant the assertion that if the river was opened to commerce untfammeled 
there would rapidly follow a la industrial development along its valley, and 
important contributions would be yearly added to the commerce of the Ohio 
and Mississippi Rivers. 

Green River is navigable, by reason of locks and dams, at al! seasons of the 

ear for a distance of 215 miles above its entrance into the Ohio. Boats draw- 

ng 4 feet of water can goup to the head of slack water navigation atali seasons 
when the dams and lock-pits are in repair; and I have been informed by 
river pilots that boats can navigate this river during extreme dry seasons that 
are too to cross some of the bars in the Ohio River. I have seen Green 
River free ice in midwinter, when the Ohio River would be closed to nay- 
igation by ice above Louisville. The drainage from a Jarge area in the Green 
iver Valley issubterranean, and in midwinter these underground streams, with 

a temperature of from 52° to 59°, are discharged into Green River, so that it is 
seldom obstructed byice. These advantages—deep channel, long pools between 
dams owing to the slight fall of the river, steady flow of water in summer, and 
freedom from ice in winter—added to the advantage of traversing a region 
abounding in coal, iron ore, timber, bu stone, and fertile soil, with the lib- 
eral administration adopted by the United States Government on other rivers 
applied to this, will in a few years cause it to be one of the most important trib- 


utaries to the wealth of the great Mississippi Valley. 
This river, penetrating through the center of the western coal field of Ken- 


tuecky, has along its banks, above the water level, a variety of coals of excel- 
lent quality. The principal coals are the main Nolin coal, of onson County 
(the lowest eoal in Western Kentucky), from 3 to 5 feet thick. The Mud River 


coal (probably the same as the main Nolin), located near the head of slack- 
water on that stream, a coal well known for its good quality. A barge-load of 
this coal was taken to Saint Louis some years since and tried very successfully 
in one of the Kingsland (now Vulcan) Company's furnaces. Coal No. 9 is 5 
feet thick in Muhlenburg, Ohio, and some of the coining counties; coal No. 
11 is 6 feet thick on Green River, and coal No. 12 va in thickness from 2 feet 
to 6 feet. Some of these coals have, in years past, obtained high reputations in 
the markets of the Lower Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. Thatt “edges favorably 
situated along the river for cheap mining, and can be delivered in large barges 
on the Ohio at the mouth of Green River at seasons when ste Upper Ohio is not 
navigable, should certainly lead to a large development of mining along 
the river. í ` 


River. These ores are ining ne mined, convenient to coal, and are equal im 


extendi 
River for 20 miles, between Bear Creek oat Green River, contains several beds 
of ore of workable thickness and good quality. The principal bed is regularly 
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stratified, and is from 3 feet to 5 feet thick over a large area. It contains,as 
shown from analyses of carefully averaged samples: 


No. 1 is from an opening known as the Fedine bank, 4 feet thick, a few miles 
No 


north of Green River. . 2 is from the same ore, 5 feet thick, 6 miles north 
from No. 1. Many years ago there was a small charcoal furnace on Nolin 
River; the pig-iton made at this furnace was a cold-blast iron of great strength 


and ee 
lowing isan analysis of this iron : 


The fo! 
Per cent. 
SHORE NIINA .. 94.287 
Graphitic carbo: 3.100 
Combined carbon... - 700 
oo sada eS an 
osphorus. 

ea RA soi Fas pecs x cateec NEERI EEE A A E A S TRER -012 
99. 611 
Some of the ores in this region could doubtless be used successfully for mak- 

ing steel by the Basic process. 


n Muhlenburg County, near slackwater navigation on Mud River, there is a 

iron ore from 3 feet. to 6 feet thick. This is the same ore as the Ed- 

monson County ore, of which analyses are given above. 
This ore has— 

EA SERA os seis E T goupie ONE E E E E AEN 45.10 


Alumina... 6.38 
Water... 12.31 
Silica ... 14.20 
Phospho: 39 


On top of No.13 coal, in Muhlenburg County, it is a “‘Blackband” iron ore 
from 12 inches to 14 inches thick. 
An average sample from this bed gave the following: 


06 
In Butler County, near the mouth of Little Reedy Creek and near Green 
River, is an ore showing on the outcrop 3 feet thick. 
Analysis from averaged samples gave the following: 


Per cent. 
Ps Baa REE EEEE T E A E 
AU MİNA... eeeresseseeeseese: ET yrs 
Water .. 9.75 
Silica .. 


That furnaces rate Sips River can depend ona reliable supply of cheap and 
good iron ore there is no question. In addition to the Jarge deposits of ores 
contiguous to the coals, the excellent limonite iron ores from the Cumberland 
River can be delivered to furnaces on Green River at a reasonable cost. These 
ores have from 45 per cent. to 52 per cent. of metallic iron, and some of them ron 
as low as .07 per cent, in posse gone The high-grade ores from Iron Mountain 
district of Missouri would cost less delivered to furnaces on this river than to the 
furnaces in the Upper Ohio Valley, where much of this ore is now used. Thus 
it will be seen that cheap and pure ores are accessible along Green River, and 
that with the combination of coals, ores, and very pure limestone there should 
bea large development of iron manufacturing in this valley. 

Connecting, as this river does, with the great system of water ways of the 
Mississippi been the production of cheap iron-ore will be of great benefit to 
the consumers of iron in the entire valley. The extensive forests of valuable 
timber along the river, the quarries of fine building stone, the clays and other 
resources to be developed, er with the fertility of the soil, give assur- 
ance that the opening of this river to free navigatio: 


n will bring about an indus- 
trial activity widespread in its quickening results on the commerce and trade 
of the entire country. 


I regret that the scope of this communication pe me from entering 
more into details the resources and possibilities of this favored region. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
JOHN R. PROCTER, State Geologist. 
Caps Ian C. Post, 


ited States Engineer Department. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read this letter to show the resources of 
this Kentucky region. 

What has been the result? Those rich ores of ironand coal have re- 
mained undeveloped in the bosom of the earth from the beginning of 
time, and they willremain there forever undeveloped if we are to de- 
pend upon the navigation company which now holds a monopoly of this 
slackwater navigation. That navigation company has established such 
enormous tolls as practically to prevent the development of that whole 
country, and unless something is done by the Governmentof the United 
States for better communication and safer and cheaper transportation, 
the resources of those rich valleys will remain forever undisturbed. 
Therefore I trust the day is not distant when the Government of the 
United States will take charge of these works and relieve the people 
from the unjust exactions under which they now suffer. 

The Legislature of the State of Kentucky at its present session (it is 
now in session), recognizing the propriety and importance to the com- 
merce of the country that the Government of the United States should 
have control of the navigable waters of the country, passed an act ced- 
ing to the General Government the property rights and franchises which 
she has upon condition that the lease which the Green and Barren River 
Navigation Company has shall be extinguished either by purchase or 


condemnation. The question for the consideration of this Congress is 
shall the Secretary of War be authorized to ascertain upon what terms 
the lease can be purchased. I ask, sir, is it not a matter of sufficient 
importance to warrant this House in giving such authority? I most re- 
spectfally submit that it is, and I am sure that the Congress of the 
United States, when the report is made and the lease can be purchased 
from said company at a just and reasonable amount, will open the rivers 
to free navigation, and destroy the monopoly which has so long crip- 
pled commerce and prevented the development of that region of coun- 
try so rich in mineral wealth and possessing most wonderful agricult- 
ural capacities, If the Government would get control of those rivers 
and navigation, free to all, immigration will be attracted to that region, 
and it will bein a few years densely populated by industrious and ener- 
getic communities, and vast wealth will be extracted from the bowels 
of the earth. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] has characterized this proposition as an effort to create 
great personal fortunes for a few owners of coal lands in the States of 
Kentucky and Pennsylvania., +>) Slt 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I can not yield. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But certainly the gentleman can not desire to mis- 
state me. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ,IfI have not stated the gentleman’s position 
correctly I yield for correction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I applied that to Pennsylvania alone, for in refer- 
ence to the State of Kentucky I said distinctly I did not know. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Now, the gentleman can see in this proposition 
only the owners of the coal fields of Pennsylvania. He can not see a 
very much larger object, to wit, the millions of consumers of coal in 
the great valleys of the Mississippi, the Missouri, and the Ohio Rivers, 
to whom the question of cheap coal is a most vital one. I stand here 
to speak for these consumers of coal, and to protest in their names and 
on their behalf against anything like monopoly on these rivers which 
levies toll on the coal these consumers need and must have in their 
every day industries. Thegreat bulk of the coal used by the consumers 
of the West and the South comes from the State of Pennsylvania, and in 
part from the State of Kentucky. Tributary to these rivers, the Monon- 
gahela, and the Green and Barren Rivers, are the exhaustless coal fields 
which supply this coal. 

Years ago private enterprise improved these rivers, which were then 
and are now navigable water waysof the United States. Whatis proposed 
now, sir, is simply an inquiry on the part of Congress as to what steps 
may and should be taken for ridding these rivers of the monopolists, in“ 
whose grasp they have been held, for the benefit of the whole country; 
and I must confess that I am somewhat astonished to find the gentle- 
man from Indiana, who has made a record on this floor as an anti-mo- 
nopolist, standing here to-day to plead the cause of the corporations 
who hold these rivers and their commerce in bondage. 

There is nothing in this proposition, sir, which is intended absolutely 
to commit Congress to the purchase of these works. It may or may 
not lead up to that. 

If Congress has the right to open the Muscle Shoals of the Tennessee 
River or the Cascades on the Columbia River in Oregon and make 
them free to the commer¢ée of the country, why is it that we can not 
buy out improvements which have been already put there by private 
parties on other rivers which come within the designation of “ naviga- 
ble water ways” of the United States? To ascertain whether it is ad- 
visable to do that is the pending proposition, pure and simple; and the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I may say 
here, has the concurrence of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
We are willing to accept the proposition he advances in the shape of 
an amendment, so that there shall be ineluded also in the inquiry the 
Monongahela as well as the Green and Barren Rivers. All this, I re- 
peat, is in the interest of the consumers of coal. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, nothing has sur- 
prised me more or pained me more in this whole discussion than the 
fact that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has now rushed 
into the arena as an apologist for and assistant to the powerof the great 
corporations of the country. I would not be surprised after what has 
just happened if he should be found opposing the interstate-commerce 
bill that will be broughtin here by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN], for I say to him that neither that bill nor all of the other inter- 
state-commerce bills that can be goncocted will have so much to do 
with the reduction of freights upon the railroads of this country as the ~ 
getting rid of the tolls that are levied upon the commerce that seeks 
transportation upon river highways. 

Why, sir, if it were not for the lakes and rivers of the country the 
freights on the railroads would be infinitely higher than they now are. 
You could multiply them by three or four times their present rate and _ 
then would not satisfy the railroad corporations if they were not kept 
‘within bounds by water-way competition. Tolls upon commerce that 
floats upon our water waysis just what the railways mostdesire. Only 
make your tolls high enough, and the managers of railroads will in 
their sleeves while we appropriate money to improve rivers and har 
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Tolls are odious, especially if levied upon commerce that floats upon 
the highways that God has given us. There is nothing that so embar- 
rasses the commerce between the States as tolls levied upon it, no mat- 
ter whether levied by railroads or navigation companies. The theory 
of protection in this country is against tolls upon interstate commerce. 
The theory of protection would levy tolls upon international commerce 
and give us the most absolute freedom of commerce between the States. 

There is no danger whatever of monopoly in manufactories of any 
kind in this country if you will have free commerce between the States. 
There will always be competition enough to make iron cheap, for in- 
stance, if you will allow the coal and iron to go from the State of Ala- 
bama into the State of Pennsylvania, if it will go there, and the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. JONES] told us the other day it would if 
you will only take off your tolls. Just make the rivers free, and the 
question of cheap rtation is solved at once. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] - 

Mr. LAFFOON. Mr. Chairman, it was not my purpose to take any 
part in the discussion of this measure. This bill which is presented for 
our consideration, in the line of the improvement of riversand harbors, 

resents the matter in such a spirit of fairness, that I had not thought 

t possible there would be a solitary objection. It has never been within 
the scope of my limited discrimination to draw a line between buying 
the franchises of a private corporation, and thus opening a stream to 
commerce, and investing millions of money to improve and bring into 
commerce the traffic of other rivers. I have not been able to discover 
the distinction between the effect of giving hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to lock and dam rivers that are unnavigable, and to buy outright 
from private corporations streams which are dy locked up and im- 
proved by their monopolies. 

Green River flows 215 miles of navigable water. And since 1868, 
let me say to this House, that with all the immense wealth that is em- 
bedded along its banks and growing in the shape of timber there is not 
a vessel that does not belong to this monopoly permitted to float upon 
its waters. : 

There have been speeches made on this proposition on behalf of the 
consumers of coal. These speeches meet with my absolute approba- 
tion. I look to the opening of the streams of the country with the 
view of seeing materials of every character cheapened, and living made 
more cheap, and the people made more happy thereby. 

But while I am on the floor I desire to talk for those poor people whose 
resources lie locked up by this immense monopoly. We have tried by 
other means to deal with this terrible anaconda that wraps its folds 
around our wealth; we have applied to the courts; we have tested the 
constitutionality of the law in the courts of the States and the United 
States; and in all this litigation the result has been that their chartered 
privileges have been declared superior to the rights of the people. 

With all this in view, at the meeting of the last Legislature in Ken- 
tucky the whole property in this river was ceded to the Government of 
the United States, trusting in the magnanimity of the Federal Govern- 
ment, and hoping that this Congress would eome to the relief of the 

e, and not only relieve the poor consumer, but unlock the re- 
sources of that coal country to the commerce of the world. While it 
would enrich those from whom it went, it would also enrich those to 
whom it came. 

With this view of the case I hope this House will not consent to see 
this Congress pass without giving some sort of legislation that pro- 
pus pa to the people who live along Green River in the State of 

en 3 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that the debate on the pend- 
ing paragraph and the amendments be limited to ten minutes, 

. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman to make it fifteen min- 
utes. 

Mr. WILLIS. I agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that the debate on the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto be limited to fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, there are a number of gentlemen 
on this floor who seem to be very much disturbed because those who 

pose this amendment have suddenly become the friends and cham- 
p of monopolies. I would like to know in whose interest is this 

posed amendment with reference to ihe Barren River and the Green 

iver. I call your attention to the fact that a few years ago the State 

. of Kentucky discovered that it had an elephant on its hands. It had 
a partially completed improvement. 

Mr. WILLIS. And it would be glad to get it back. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to read from the report. 

A MEMBER. State its substance, so as not to consume your time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This river was not profitable. It was a constant 
source of embarrassment to the State, and finally it succeeded in find- 
ing a corporation that would take of it. 

The report shows that it is an expense of $12,000 year for that cor- 
poration; that the income is from $7,000 to $11,000 a year. 

These gentlemen have discovered that they have an elephant upon 
their hands and they now propose to dump it upon the Congress, and 


the friends of this amendment are the men who are aiding this monop- 
oly in getting rid of a piece of property unremunerative to them. 

I want to call attention further to the fact that this improvement is 
valueless in its character. The dams are wooden. They have been in 
use for wy many years. The report shows that the land sides of the 
locks are all either falling in or by the land pressure are displaced from 
their proper position. 

The next thing for us to do will be to make large appropriations for 
the improvement of this now worthless work. Besides, this corpora- 
tion, notwithstanding their desire to be relieved, propose to ask $400,000 
for the priya of being relieved from their white elephant. 

As regards the other proposition, that of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE], I will say that that corporation spends an aver- 
rge of $72,000 each year, and has done so for the last eleven years, in 

c maintenance ofits works. Iam told by gentlemen conversant with 
the facts that 95 per cent. of all of the commerce of that river or of all 
that passes through this ce is that of a dozen canal-owners 
in the city of Pittsburgh. They are the gentlemen that are to be re- 
lieved of their tolls—3} cents a ton and 4} cents aton. That is the 
relief. It does not amount to anything in effecting the cost of the coal 
to the consumer. But it amounts to $168,000 per annum, or 95 per 
cent, of that, to these half dozen men in whose interest my friend from 
Pennsylvania is now so zealous. 

Is it the policy of Congress, in the interest of these twelve men, to ex- 
pend from three to five million dollars in the purchase of this property 
and then to expend annually $72,000 in its maintenance, to say nothing 
of the salaries that would have to be paid in order to save an average 
of less than’3 cents per ton. 

A MEMBER. Do youspeak of the amount of toll for each lock or for 
them all? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For them all, where the great bulk of the coal 
comes through—2} cents and 4} cents; 4} being the maximum. 

Now, I hope we will hear no more from gentlemen about the oppo- 
nents of this amendment being the friends of the monopolists and be- 
ing instigated in their hostility by a peculiarly friendly feeling for that 
class of persons. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentlemen who have been en- 
gaged in the discussion in opposition to this amendment and to the 
original clause in this bill seem to me to roc Segre eA in some bad 
langu: but also in very bad logie. Surely gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
understand that the manufacturing business of this country, in any 
section of it, is owned by a few men, and when any gentleman under- 
takes to address an intelligent. body like this American Congress, and 
to proclaim that the development of any great interest only inures to 
the benefit of a few, he does himself great injustice: As to these coal 
fields along the Monongahela River and along the Green and Barren 
Rivers, are not the gentlemen aware that not a single bushel of that 
coal can be dug without-the employment of labor, that that industry 
employs large numbers of laborers, that the few men of whom they 

k as owning the coal lands and getting all the benefit employ 
those laborers, and that those laborers feed other thousands, the mem- 
bers of their families? Are not those gentlemen aware that every 
bushel of this coal that goes out into market helps to feed the fires 
of innumerable furnaces, which help to support large numbers of the 
American people? Itisa argument for gentlemen to undertake 
to say here that because the improvement of a navigable stream will 
help one or two enterprising men in any given neighborhood, therefore 
there should be no improvement at all. 

J undertake to say that it is as much the duty of the American Con- 
gress to make any given improvement of our navigable waters if the 
neighboring property is owned by one single individual as if it were 
owned by a million of people. It isnot the number of people who own 
the furnaces, it is not the number of people who own the coal fields that 
determines the question, but it is the benefit that the furnaces and the 
development of the coal fields will bring to the whole country. The 
— from. Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] knows that the coal that is 

ug out on the banks of the Monongahela is carried down and goes to 
keep life in the furnaces along the Ohio and the Mississippi and up 
along the Missouri, and helps to make that great valley the teeming 
hive of industry that itis. I say the argument of these gentlemen isa 
poor one, one which does little justice to the subject or to themselves. 
Why, sir, we are told here that nothing should be done for this stream 
or that stream because some man or men may receive benefit from the 
improvement. s 

I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] if the General 
Government ever spent a dollar in his State that some individual did 
not receive the benefit of it? You might as well say that you will not 
build a public building in any State because, perchance, the Govern- 
ment will have to buy the site of that building from some individual 


.| who may make a dollar or two from its sale. You might as well say 


that there shall be no improvement made along the Ohio River, because 
when you make such improvement, and thereby increase the facilities 
for trade, every town clong the river and every individual in that town 
receives some of thebenefit. For what purpose are these improvements 
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made? Are they not made to improve the condition of the people 
along the borders of these streams and other navigable waters? Can 
you make an improvement that will not do to somebody? If 
there is any improvement that will not benefit anybody it ought not to 
be made, and the narrow-minded, selfish policy of saying that an im- 
provement shall not be made because perchance some enterprising citizen 
in the neighborhood will be benefited is really unworthy of discussion. 

Gentlemen have referred to the labor troubles that are now rife. There 
is not a gentleman in this House but knows that the manufacturing in- 
terest of this country has been, and is being, bled to death by the ex- 
cessive tolls that are demanded by monopolies and corporations. There 
is not a gentleman in this House but knows that if there could be a 
more unrestricted interchange of commodities between the States, with 
a less tax in the way of for transportation of those commodities, 
there would be more left for the benefit of the laborers and greater gen- 
eral 2 acc : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I want only half a minute to say to 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] that he is entirely mistaken. I 
have not the time now to read, but I will put in the RECORD the facts 
in regard to this Green and Barren River improvement, and will show 
that instead of its being a ‘‘ white elephant ”—— 

re REED, of Maine. Had not we better have the facts before we 
vo : 

Mr. WILLIS. My friend will bear in mind that we are not now 
proposing to purchase this improvement. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man that the tolls there amount to $50,000 per annum and the net re- 
sult to the company is $38,000 perannum. That is the report of the 
engineer. He says: 

It xonni in a total tax of $50,000 upon the present commerce of those rivers, 


g the total value of the commerce at $6,000,000, it is a tax of five-eighths 
of 1 per cent. upon the value of every article passing through the locks. 


The State of Kentucky did not give up this work because it was a 


burden. I can not go into the history of the matter now, but I have 
the report here, = 
Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to read three lines? 


Mr. WILLIS. I have the report here. The statements you are 
about to read are ‘positively denied by the authorities. They assert 
that the State records show that at the time of the lease it returned to 
the State treasury $45,000 above the cost of maintenance. 

Iyield now the balance of my two and one-half minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HEPBURN } is entirely 
a in his diagnosis of this case, It is not a dozen men thatown 


Mr. HEPBURN. ‘That is my information. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then your information is incorrect, and the men who 
give it misrepresent the truth. 

This property is owned by hundreds and hundreds of people. There 
are farmers owning coal land there which they have not yetsold. It is 
true there are some extensive operaters owning large bodies of coal 
land, but the great bulk of it is owned by a great many people. - Let 
ma give some statistics of the freight passing upon this Monongahela 

ver: 

Statement of freight shipped east and west on the Monongahela slackwater 
during the year ending December 31, 1885. $ 
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Bushels. | Value. 
From Pool No. 1 $724 54 
From Pool No. 2 3,372 30 
4,096 84 
—S 
„| 82,459,050 | 140,268 59 
3, 464, 057 4,096 84 


85, 923, 107 | 144, 365 43 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
XVII. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West Virginia 
in eloquent terms has informed this Committee of the Whole that the 
effect of this proposal to buy out this private highway for the benefit 
of 830 square miles of coal lands will be to cheapen coal in the markets. 
This might be trueif this were the only coal going to the markets which 
it seeks; but when it is borne in mind that this coal and vast bodies of 
other coal enter those markets, the propositionissimply absurd. Does 
the gentleman say that the owners of those 830 square miles of coal 
deposits will sell their coal cheaper in the markets than the other pro- 
ducers of coal? No, the price will be the same. The consumer wi 
derive no benefit from these millions which it is proposed to take out 
of the public Treasury for the benefit of this great coal monopoly on 
the Monongahela River. : 

[Here the hammer ‘feil. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to read just three lines from the report of 
the engineers. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope there will be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr: HEPBURN. I read from page 1907 of the engineer’s report: 


An act to incorporate the Green and Barren River Navigation Company. 
Whereas the Green and Barren River line of na tion has always been a 
charge upon the State, and is now largely in debt, and without prospect ofany 
better condition; and whereas, &c. 4 


[Laughter. ] 
Mr. WILLIS. Yes, that-isthe way they humbugged the Legislature 
and got the charter. 


Mr. EVERHART. LI rise to aparliamentary inquiry. Isitin order 
now to move an amendment to strike out the entire paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereisan amendment pending, but an amend- 
ment to that amendment would be in order. 

Mr. EVERHART. I move to amend so as to strike out the entire 
paragraph. f : 

The CHAIRMAN. That proposition is embraced in the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. EVERHART. I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Pensylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] is to strike out the paragraph and insert other matter 
which has been read. If the motion to strike out and insert should be 
defeated, then á motion simply to strike out would be in order. _ j 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BAYNE, there 
were—ayes 63, noes 42. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered tellers, and appointed Mr. 
HOLMAN and Mr, BAYNE. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 90, noes 


52. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is proposed, if unanimous consent be given that 
a vote by yeas and nays be taken on this proposition in the House, that 
no further count be insisted upon. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN: The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
asks unanimous consent that a yea-and-nay vote be taken on this ques- 
tion in the House. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. Itis 
soordered. On this question the ayes are 90, the noes 52; so the amend- 
ment is agreed to. - 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to amend by inserting, after line 855, the 
provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: X 


That a joint committee of cight members of the next Congress be appointed, 
to consist of five Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of the House 
and three Senators to be appointed by the President of the Senate. Said com- 
mittee shall confer with a committee of like power appointed by the Legislature 
of the State of New York, and with the governor and other State officers of said 
State, in regard to the maintenance of the canals thereof, and ascertain if said 
canals are sufficient for the requirements of interstate commerce, or if they 
should beenlarged, and the cost of such enlargement; and said committee shall 
ascertain upon what terms and conditions the United States can acquire the title 
to and jurisdiction of said canals, or of any of them. Said committee is author- 
ized to appoint one of its members chairman, and may hold its meetings at such 
times and places as it may appoint in the State of New York or the city of 
Washington, and to take testimony, and employ a clerk, who shall be a sten: 
rapher, The expenses of said committee shall be paid from the contingent fan 
of the two Houses of Congress, to be disbursed therefrom upon the order of the 
chairman of the committee and of two other members, one of whom shall be a 
Representative and the other a Senator; and said committee shall report in 
writing to the next Congress. 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order this is not germane to the 
present paragraph and is not within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. As it relates to the purchase of canals, it be- 
longs more properly to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I can hardly see what could be 
more germane to the pending paragraph, which provides, as I under- 
stand, for the negotiation and pnrchase of property belonging to private 
individuals, known as the Green and Barren River Navigation Company. 
In this same bill an amendment ofa similar character has been adopted 
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in reference to the purchase from private individuals of property of 
the Monongahela Navigation Company. 

The proposition I submit is similar in its character. One of the 
canals referred to in it involves the navigation of the Oswego River. 
Not only that, but of the navigation of Lake Champlain as well as the 
navigation of the Mohawk River are included in it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let me suggest a further point of 
order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is it? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It directs the action of the next 


Congress. 
Mr. HISCOCK. So far as that is concerned, I will say it was copied 
from a joint resolution heretofore offered, and can be modified to pro- 


~ vide for investigation by this Congress, which will relieve it of the gen- 


tleman’s objection and point of order. 

As I have already said, I can hardly see, Mr. Chairman, what amend- 
ment can be offered to this bill more germane to the bill, and certainly 
to the ph under discussion, than the one I have proposed. 

Mr. CANNON. From the point of order made against the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York, and the distinction taken between 
his-amendment and the paragraph of the bill and paragraphs of a sim- 
ilar character which have been already upon, I have come to 
the conclusion there is a real distinction, and it is this, that if the gen- 
tleman had the River and Harbor Committee to lay its hand upon his 
proposition and bless it, it would then be in order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The gentleman’s argument means I am not right 
in offering my amendment because the organization referred to by him 
is not back of it. Is my proposition to be defeated for that reason? 
[Laughter.] Ihope such will not be the case, but that the question 
may be di of upon its merits. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the point made by the gentleman from 
Illinois is not altogether correct. He said there was no power of organ- 
ization behind the gentleman from New York. Is there not the power 
of organization behind him of always opposing these river and harbor 
bills? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not opposing the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this not a piece of your opposition to the im- 
provement of the Western water ways? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have never made any opposition to improving 
Western water ways. 

Mr. GKOSVENOR. Is this not a piece of your constant opposition 
to improving all our rivers? Is that not your reputation? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Ohio knows I have no such 
reputation. S 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood such to be your reputation for a 
great many years. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can say to the gentleman from Ohio I have voted 
for all except two river and harbor bills since I have been in Congress. 
I ask the gentleman from Ohio if he means to say it constitutes oppo- 
sition to the bill to criticise its provisions or to Se portions of 
it looking to the purchase of private property? If he does, then he is 
welcome to put me in that category. I have never been opposed to a 
proper river and harbor appropriation bill. I have never been un- 
friendly to a proper measure looking tointernal improvements. I come 
from a great State which has always been in favor of internal improve- 


ments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. O, yes! the gentleman is in favoy of internal 
improvements to run upon wheels. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman will read my short history, he 
will find his statement to be incorrect in reference to my opposition to 
internal improvements. I did in the last Congress oppose with all 
the ability I had the so-called Mississippi River improvements, and I 
have no regrets on that point. I insist my amendment is germane to 
the bill. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Let me ask the gentleman whether he is in favor 
of the purchase of the Erie Canal by the Goyernment. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I desire to make another point of 
order upon the proposition of the gentleman from New York: That 
is, that we are dealing now with this river and harbor bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and, therefore, that the point of order he made 
is not so broad as if dealing with some subject in the House. ; 

Dealing with this subject in Committee of the Whole the authority 
of the committee is as limited as it would be if the river and harbor 
bill itself were pending before the committee to whom the subject is 
committed; and therefore this proposition relating to the improvement 
of a canal belongs to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and comes 
properly before that committee, not being a subject within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I may perhaps revise my judg- 
ment of the motives of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HISCOCK ] 
to attempt to attach to a river and harbor bill a proposition to buy a 
canal in the State of New York. But it looks to me, however, as though 
the gentleman from New York will be shut up hereafter to the con- 
clusion that he is in favor of the proposition he makes; and that when 
he makes a record he will be bound by that record, but not compelled 
to say that he was in favor of the amendment which he himself pro- 


posed. Now, if he is in favor of the amendment, does he not know 
that the amendment, if by any possibility it could be adopted, would 
destroy this bill? And does he think that the men upon the lakes in 
the Northwest, the men upon the line of the Ohio River and the men 
upon the lines of the other great water ways engaged in the transpor- 
tation business or in commerce in this country, do not know their enemy 
when they meet him in broad daylight? Does he think he can stand 
up here for the purpose of ridiculing or loading down a bill of this 
character by an amendment assailing the p of the bill, and 
escape afterward by saying tuat his record has always been in favor of 
public improvements? [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not; let the gentleman take his own time; 
lethim take hisowncourse. Let him tell me now that he stands ready 
to break down the demands of the people of this country to improve 
their navigable water ways. 

This Committee on Rivers and Harbors have petitions signed by more 
than half a million of the laboring men of this country asking that this 
appropriation of money for this purpose shall be made. We have pe- 
titions from the great mercantile and commercial associations of the 
Northwest, and all along these great lines of water transportation, ask- 
ing for the passage of a bill like this. I do not object to criticisms of 
items of the bill; but when the gentleman attempts to put into it an 
item which he knows will destroy it, I want him to take the public 
record he himself has made, and a year from now, or two years from 
now, stand up to that record and say that he did attempt to defeat an 
appropriation for the improvement of the water ways of the country. 
[Applause.] That is what I want him to do, and that is the necessary 
and inevitable conclusion from what the gentleman is now doing; for 
he shall not carry water here upon both shoulders, especially upon a 
question of the improvement of the water ways of the country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. All I desire to say to the gentleman—the school- 
master from Ohio—is that whatever record I make for myself I shall 
always stand by; that so far as my record in the past is concerned in 
reference to in improvements I stand by it to-day; and if it has 
reached the point that a proposition simply looking to the creation of a 
committee on the part of Congress to investigate only—for no more is 
asked—the question of this purchase; not to purchase, but simply to in- 
vestigate the question and report its views to this House as to whether 
it is in the interest of the internal commerce of the country that certain 
canals shall be acquired; I say that if a proposition of that kind is so 
pretentious and so potential in itseffects that it can defeat the river and 
harbor bill, then I give notice to the tleman from Ohio that I will 
in the future accept my record upon that question also. 

If a bill is to come in here that can not safely carry a proposition sim- 
ply looking to the investigation, and nothing else, of an important sub- 
ject, that provides for the appointment of a committee of the House 
and of the Senate to collect facts and bring them here before Congress 
and the people, depending upon the question of the policy or the pro- 
priety of the Government acquiring this great water way through the 
State of New York—if such a proposition will load down this bill so that 
it will suffer defeat, I say I am willing to accept all the consequences, 
disastrous as they may be in the opinion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
and nevertheless offer it for the adoption of the committee. 

T offer it in the face and eyes of the power that the bill also carries, 
the two provisions—the purchase of private property, the purchase of 
one canal actually and in fact a canal of the State of Kentucky—a canal 
that the State of Kentucky is willing to give away, that it did give 
away, alleging that it-was entirely worthless to the people of that State, 
and they were willing to give it to private parties if they would only 
take if; if, I say, a bill can carry a proposition of that kind to take this 
worthless property, and I presume the gentleman from Ohio was in 
favor of it—property held as worthless by the Legislature of the State 
of Kentucky—and yet can not carry a simple propositiomto investigate 
in reference to one of the greatest economic questions that can come 
before the people of the country, and if the bill shall fail because of 
that proposition—I do not believe it would fail with it—I shall be will- 
ing, I say to my friend, to stand by the record I make upon that ques- 
tion, whether it be one, two, three, or four years hence. _ 

I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the committee that 
the pending question is on the point of order. Does the gentleman 
from Iowa desire to speak to the point of order? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido. The point of order made by the chairman 
of the committee is that the proposition is not germane to the pending 
paragraph or to the bill. : 

This proposition provides for the acquirementof a canal. Theclaim 
is that this is a bill relating to rivers and harbors, and that canals are 
excluded from the class of water ways to be benefited by it. 

Now, the paragraph beginning with line 818 provides for the im- 
provement of the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals. There the Gov- 
ernment is building a canal 13 miles long and a second canal several 
miles long, I do not know quite how many. 

Then the paragraph “for improving the Falls of the Ohio River at 
Louisville, Ky.,’? beginning with line 828, has sole relation to the en- 
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Jargement of a canal. That entire improvement consists of the build- 
tag ofa canal and she netomery Jorka ent dees, 
e paragraph commencing with line 856 is as follows: 

Improvement of the Muskingum River, between Zanesville and the mouth of 
the river and for operating the same, $20,000. And the United States hereby 
accepts from the State of Ohio the said Muskingum River improvement, and 
all the locks, dams, and their appurtenances, and the canals, belonging to said 
improvement, and all the franchises. 

Ineed notread farther, Thus, Mr. Chairman, we find that three differ- 
ent canals are provided for by this bill; so that it onght to be called a bill 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors and canals. Canals are as 
essentially a part of the subject-matter of this bill as are rivers and har- 
bors. The proposition of the gentleman from New Yorkissolely with 
reference to the acquirement of a fourth canal. Can it be claimed that 
this is not germane? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to decide the point of or- 
der, The purpose of this bill, as stated in its title, is to make appropri- 
ations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors. The purpose and object of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. H1scock] is to 
sopas a committee to investigate the capacity of canals in the State 
of New York, &e. The Chair thinks that the object and purpose of this 
amendment is not within the scope of the bill, and therefore sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. EVERHART. I move to strike ont the entire paragraph. 

Mr. BAYNE. What paragraph? A 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph as amended. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iraise the point of order that that motion is not in 
order. That has just been voted on, and the paragraph can not be 
stricken ont. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was nota simple motion to strike out. It 
was a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. EVERHART] is to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, The ph has been amended. The Chair 
thinks the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is in order; 

-that is, to strike out the paragraph as amended. 

Mr. BAYNE. It has not been amended. There was a paragraph 
stricken out and another inserted. The paragraph inserted was not 
amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that to strike out and insert is an amend- 
ment. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART] pro- 
poses to strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. BAYNE. Can he strike out what has just been inserted when 
that has not been amended’ or changed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is in order, 
and will submit it to the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the Chair allow me to submit one more point? 
Unanimous consent was given that a yea-and-nay vote should be taken 
in the House on thè paragraph. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That would be nugatory if the paragraph 
should be stricken out. 

Mr. BAYNE. The fact that unanimous consent was given, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EvERHART] assenting, excludes him 
now from moving to strike out that paragraph. The motion was made 
to strike out and insert, and the paragraph inserted in lieu of the one 
stricken out has not been changed or amended. In my opinion the 
rules would preclude the motion to strike out now made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. EVERHART]. 

Mr. WILLIS. As itis now twenty minutes after 5, and as the Chair 
may wish to look further into this question, I move that the commit- 
tee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

, The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 

the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 

House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 

(H. R.7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 

preservation of certain public works on riversand harbors, and for other 

purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. í 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam notified by a number of gentlemen that they 
desire to speak on the river and harbor bill and other matters. I ask 
unanimous consent that a session of the House be held to-night for de- 
bate only, giving preference to the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object. 

Mr. LONG. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for refer- 
ence. 

Mr. BEACH. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House take a recess till 8 o’clock to- 
night, the evening session to be for debate only. 

TheSPEAKER. Thelatterpartofthe motionisnotinorder. Ifthe 
House takes a recess, business, under the rules, will be in order. There 
may, however, be an understanding by unanimous consent that the 
evening session shall be for debate only. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 


Mr. KING. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 65, noes 54. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 27 
minutes p..m.) the House adjourned.- 3 


p PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ‘ 

By Mr. C. M. ANDERSON: Petition of 104 persons, praying that a 
pension Jaw may be passed embodying the resolutions*of the Grand 
Army of the Potomac—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Gillem Rogers, praying that his war 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3529, Knights 
of Labor, of Philadelphia, Pa. , ‘against the passage of the free-ship bill— 
to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of Grange No. 785, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law for the protection of dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of the same against the of any law admitting 
agricultural products such as wool, hides, tobacco, &c., free of daty—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, J 

Also, letter from the Pennsylvania Association of Ex-Union Prisoners 
of War, for the passage of the bill pensioning prisoners of war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Petition of Helen E. Miller and others, in favor of 
the Dingley bill—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 1901, Knights 
of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of John N. Smith, captain Company H, 
Fighty-first Enrolled Missouri Militia, for a special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Albert Moses, for a naval pension-—— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Leopold Herbst; for relief— 
to the same committee? 

Also, joint resolution of the Ohio Legislature, urging an appropria- 
tion for a monumental structure at Marietta, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint Louis, urging lib- 
eral appropriations to subsidize any steamship line between New Of- 
Jeans and the Central and South American states—to the Committee 
on Commerce. i 

Also, petition of Conrad Goetz, for relief—to the Committee on Mili- 

A ffairs. 

Also, petition for relief of examining surgeons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of T. C. Wittlinger, of Hamilton County, Ohio, for re- 
lief—to the same committee. 
` By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Remonstrance of citizensof Frankstown, 
Pa., agàinst granting American registry to foreign-built ships—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of the United Labor League of Amer- 
ica, requesting the passage by the House of the Blair educational bill, 
to secure a proper and necessary education to the offspring of labor in 
the Southern States; also embodying the sentiment of the organization 
in New York and California on the subject—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3397, Knights 
of Labor, of Marysville, Mich., against the free-ship bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Messrs. CASWELL, GUENTHER, PRICE, STEPHENSON, 
HUDD, LA FOLLETTE, VAN SCHAICK, and O. B. THOMAS: Pe- 
tition of D. W. Curtis and 5,519 citizens of the State of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law taxing oleomargarine, butterine, and all 
imitations of and substitutes for butter, and placing the enforcement 
thereof under the Internal Revenue Department—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. : 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Charlotte W. Otto, for widow’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Grange No, 256 and Grange No. 83, of Pennsyl- 
vania, forthe suppression of imitation dairy products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same protesting against a reduction of tariff on 
wool, hides, rice, tobacco, jute, raw sugars, &c.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Philadelphia Woolen Merchants’ Association, 
against taking, the duty off wool—to the same committee. 

Also, protest of merchants and manufacturers interested in woolen 
goods, against the passage of the present tariff bill—to the same com- 
mittee 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorialof Grange 91, Patronsof Husbandry, 
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of Pennsylvania, protesting against admitting agricultural raw mate- 
rials free of duty—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the same, asking for a law against the sale of imi- 
tation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FELTON: Memorial regarding Seal Rocks, near San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Memorial of Grange No. 304, of Pennsylvania, 
asking for the passage of bill to protect the ap interests of the eoun- 
try—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same protesting against legislation favoring the 
admission to our ports free of duty of all agricultural raw materials, 
such as wool, hides, raw sugars, tobacco, &c., and asking for agricult- 


~ ure the same protection that is afforded other industries—to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Testimony in the claim of Isaac Ransom, Com- 
pany C, Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 

nvyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition in claim of Isaac Ransom, Company C, Forty-ninth 
Indiana Volunteers, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Lorenzo D. Whitcher, for an 
original pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Three affidavits to accompany bill for the relief 
of Benjamin W. Burge—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Edwin Clark for bounty 
of $180—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of George Schneider, of Bureau County, Illinois, fora 

nsion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition and papers in the contested-election case 
of James M. Whitehead rs. Hilary A. Herbert—to the Committee on 
Elections. ' 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of E. J. Coy and 125 others, citizens of Will- 
iams County, Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill No. 6570, to 
prevent the sale of imitation butter—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Affidavit of Lucien H. Robertson in support of 
bill for his relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers of Lucien B. Harbaugh, relative to his 
claim for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Two petitions in relation to House bill No, 6395— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers in the case of Rufus Fletcher—f the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial in favor of granting a pension to Sarah Jackson, 
widow of the adopted son of ex-President Jackson—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

* By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition for payment of removal and sub- 
sistence of certain Cherokee Indians and removal of others who desire 
to go West—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Exchange of Norfolk, Va., requesting the establishment of an “fron 
ship-yard at Norfolk—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Memorial of Labor Association No, 4164, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., in favor of liberal appropriations for the construction of 
public works—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of Local Assembly No. 3461, Knights of Labor, of 
Garrett, Ind., on prison contract labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Thirtieth Indiana Volunteers, in reference to 

a pension to Col. O. D. Hurd, late colonel of said regiment—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for special act granting a pension to Alonzo Young, of 
Lagrange County, Indiana—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of 32 citizens of Allen County, Indiana, for an act pro- 
viding for payment of rent of third-class post-oflices—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Milton Barlow, of Richmond, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of Owen C. Hall and others, for the 
protection of dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Felix Govin y Pinto, praying his claim 
may be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN; Petition of citizens of Holly Springs, Miss., fa- 
voring a railroad bridge over the Ohio River at Cairo, Ill.—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Adolph Sutro for an actin confirma- 
tion of his title to certain land in the city and county of San Francisco, 
Cal.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition for the relief of Catherine Dauner, step- 
mother of Mathias Dauner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the establishment of a national board of health—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Memorial of Saint Lonis board of public 
schools, favoring the passage of the Blair educational bill or H. R. 
'7266—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of citizens of Wilkes Barre, Pa., asking 
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that a pension be granted to Rachael T. Abbott, mother of Eli T. Con- 
ner, late tlenienant-eoloneh Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Benjamin Smith, for an invalid 
pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Charles K. Jeuree, late sergeant Company D, First 
New York Cavalry, for the of a act removing charges 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, additional evidence in the claimof Esther T. Church, widow of 
Thomas Church, late a private in Company G, One hundred and sixty- 
fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 33 citizens of Searcy County, Arkansas, 
to grant a pension to Aaron P. Gray—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Cyrus G Byrnes and Samuel N. West, 
and 145 other ex-soldiers of the late war and dues of Elk City, Kans., 
asking for legislation repealing the limitation in the arrears-of-peasion 

act—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of Knights of Labor of Southridge, Mass., for 
construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Grafton, Mass., for appropria- 
tion for public works—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of G. H. Baldwin, of Mendon, IlL, for 
passage of bill relative to butterine, &c.—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of J.R. Douglas, and of W. H. Barney, of Pike County. 
Ill., for the passage of House bill 3973—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of E. P. Le Fevre and of John W. Skinner, of Quincy, 
nl., relative to temperance education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Affidavit in support of a petition of J. M. Hold- 
erfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Veteran Rights Unionof Kansas, for 
the passage of bill amending section 1754 of the Revised Statutes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Mattie F. Harris, for a pension, and 
papers relating to same—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Stephen Shellhamer, for an invalid pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Adam Schegle, for a removal of the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Paul, Minn., recommending that direct mail communication he en- 
couraged between the United States and Central and South American 
States, and praying that Congress will liberally subsidize any steam- 
ship line that will establish such communication—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3928, Knights of 
Labor; of Local Assembly No. 4460, Knights of Labor; and Local As- 
sembly No. 3698, Knights of Labor, of Montana Territory, against the 
free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and 
Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Lewis F. Corey, of Centralia, 
Ill., praying for the removal of political disabilities—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper relating to bill for the relief of Thomas Harris—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Henry C. 
Eustis, administrator of Henry Chotard, deceased, of Adams County, 
Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of citizensof Skagit County; of Che- 
halis County; of Pacific County, and of Lewis County, Washington 
Territory, to annul the law of the Legislative Assembly of Washington 
Territory providing for a penitentiary, &e.—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of theses of Tacoma, Wash., pray- 
ing for the appropriation of $10,000 for the development of the food fish- 
eries of Washington Territory—to the Committee on ay. hs oi 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: “Concurrent resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Iowa requesting a pension for Mrs. Sarah Young, of Des 
Moines, Iowa, for meritorious service during the war—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial and joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
Iowa, praying for a pension to all soldiers of the Union army who were 
captured and confined in confederate prisons—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Friendship Assembly Knights of Labor, of Kirwin, 
Kans., praying for a double-track railway from New York to Kansas 
City, Mo.—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

Also, concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa in re- 
lation to the National Board of Health—to the Committee on Appro- 

nadons 
x Also, petition of James Stanley, of Kansas; and 24 others, ex-Union 
soldiers of the late war, praying the payment to soldiers of the late war 
the difference between backs and coin, in accordance with the 
terms of their contract—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 
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By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Margaret W. Roach, asking that her 
with evidence before the Southern Claims Commission, be referred 

e Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Memorial of Grange No. 680, of Pennsylvania, 
against the reduction of tariffon wool and other raw materials—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. z 

Also, memorial of the same, for the passage of bill to suppress the 
manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, for regu- 
lating imitation dairy products—to the same committee.. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of B. W. Brown, M. W., Knights of La- 
bor, No. 1391, of Newark, Ohio, relative to public works and internal 
improvements—to the Committee on Railroads and Canals, 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Knights of Labor Local Assembly No, 
4140, of Louisville Ky., against the passage of free-ship bill—to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning In- 
terests. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
. Upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certifieates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
inthe Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. LOWRY: Petition of 37 citizens of Allen County, Indiana. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. GEDDES: Of Rev. T. W. Browning and 139 others, citizens 
of Lorain and Huron Counties, Ohio. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of citizens of Windsor and Orleans Counties, Ver- 


mont. ‘ 

ne Mr. NEECE: Of citizens of theeleventh Congressional district of 
inois. 
By Mr. PIRCE: Of citizens of Providence County, Rhode Island. 
By Mr. SESSIONS: Of citizens of Allegany and Chautauqua Coun- 

ties, New York. 


to 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 27, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


OHIO SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the clerk of the house of representatives of the Legislature of 
Ohio, transmitting testimony taken by a select committee of the house 
of representatives of Ohio and the report of that committee as to charges 
against the official integrity and character of certain members of said 
house of representatives in connection with the election of Hon. 
HENRY B. PAYNE as a United States Senator. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, no formal motion is required, I be- 
lieve, to send these papers to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. I desire to be considered as making such motion if itis required, 
and to couple with it the request that the minority report may take 
the same course, a copy of which I submit. 

With this formal disposition of the matter I am at present content; 
but desire to make a short statement to accompany the papers into the 
hands of the committeé. 

A Democratie caucus for nomination of a candidate for United States 
Senator was convened at Columbus on the evening of January 8, 1884. 
I was not in attendance, but without doubt the contest was heated and 
bitter. The result of the first ballot was as follows: 


Being a majority for the successful candidate of 13 over all. 
- _ The papers submitted embody the results of an investigation into 
this canvass, conducted secretly for more than three months by a com- 
mittee of the house of representatives of the State of Ohio. 
Piss resolution under which the committee was appointed provided 
Stir 


Whereas the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette of date of January 12,1886, con- 
tains a printed statement, on the authority of S. K. Donavin, alleging ve 
` against the official integrity and character of certain members of this 
house * * + so definite and precise in statement as to cull for immediate 
action in order to vindicate the reputation of members of this house : 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed to inquire into all the 


facts of the charges so alleged, &c. 


The scope of the investigation, as actually conducted by the com- 
mittee, is stated in the majority report as follows: 


! Whenever our attention was called to anything which indicated the probable 


employment of re oar a) means to gain support, we followed the clews nine 
sented on the rra A we were not only authorized, but in duty bound, to 
ponos any matter t! promised even remotely to show the use of 

n connection with the election, because the discovery of one important fact, al- 
though having noimmediate b Sig tony Opan the charge against the persons named 
in the resolution, might lead to the discovery of facts having such bearing. 

And furthermore, and upon the same theory, our inquiries were not confined 
to the technical rules of a ob get but the committee availed itself of any 
source of information—admitted hearsay statements and even the opinions of 
witnesses, i 

I had hoped that the request put forward by the minority members 
of the committee that the proceedings should be open and public would 
have been acceded to, and that I might have been spared the misrep- 
resentations of the testimony which for three months have been so stu- 
diously circulated, and against which I have, of course, had no defense. 


THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION 
are now here, embodied in the majority and minority reports: 
First. No mention whatever is made in the majority report of Mr. 
Donavin, butin the report of the minority is found the following: 


After weeks of delay Mr. Donavin appeared before the committeeand testified 
that he knew of no fact of bribery or no act on the part of any person toward 
any other person, either directly feed y oa f to improperly influence them as 
members of the Sixty-sixth General Assem iy in their pad rt of Heary B. 
Payne; he knew of himself of no facts upon which he based article, but gave 
as his principal authority one William A. Taylor, who testified, when ed, 
that he had no knowledge of ge da of Soy Dee ONN any member of the 
house or of the senate of the Sixty-sixth General Assembly of Lyng ó or cor- 
ruption used to induce that person or persons to give their support to Henry B, 
Payne for United States Senator. 

Thus fell all that the investigation was originally based upon. 

Second. The reports specifically, and in terms, exonerate fully and 
completely the four members named in the resolution under which the 
committee was appointed. 

Third. As to myself the record is one of absolute and specific exon- 
eration. Immediately upon the appointment of the committee I ad- 
dressed a letter to the chairman containing the following request: 

For myself I invite and challenge the most quae go and rigid scrutiny; my 
private correspondence and books of account will be cheerfully submitted to 
your inspection, if you desire it. I only insist,in case any een Bort is given 
which in the slightest degree inculpates me, I may be afforded an opportunity 
of appearing before the committee, 

To which in due time I received a reply containing the following 
promise on the part of the committee: f 

If, in the prosecution of this inquiry, any testimony tending to inculpate you 
in any degree with any questionable transaction be received, I assure von Tat 
your request to appear before the committee in such event will be most cor- 
dially and fully acceded to. 

THOMAS A. COWGILL, Chairman, 


As the committee have never notified or requested me to appear be- 
fore them, nor called for my books or private correspondence, the result 
of the investigation, except upon the hypothesis that the committee are 
destitute of truth and honor, must be as to myself absolute exonera- 
tion. 

I refrain from any comment upon the facts stated in the minority re- 
port, that witnesses desired by the minority were not subpoenaed; that 
respectable persons, whose names had been by some gossip implicated 
in alleged scandal, were refused an opportunity of testifying; and, fur- 
ther, that the majority refused to meét as a committee for the purpose 
of discussing the evidence or applying any rule to the same whereby a 
unanimous report could be reached. , 

Fourth, The committee alter having exonerated, as it was obliged to 
do, all persons charged in the resolution and myself, transmits the hun- 
dreds of pages of gossip to the Senate without making any request of 
this body. 

The resolution says: , 

For the information of the body of which Senator Payne is a member and for 
such action as it may deem advisable. : 

Of course I have no knowledge of the contents of the testimony. The 
members of the house who voted to send it here had no knowledge, it 
having been all taken in se¢ret session by the committee and the house 
having voted down the motion to have it printed or read. It must, 
however, be supposed to be fairly represented by the contents of the 
majority report, which I have read; and judging from that, I charac- 
terize this proceeding—the transmission of the testimony here—as an 
attempt to circulate and give currency to baseless gossip and scandal 
after everything substantial in the way of a charge has been discredited 
and disproved. 

I am content to leave the matter with the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections for such disposition of it as they may find tobe in accord- 
ance with dignity and justice. I trust that it will receive early atten- 
tion and action. 

I have here, Mr. President, the letter which I wrote to the commit- 
tee, the answer of its chairman, Mr. Cowgill, and the report of the 
minority of the committee; and I ask that they may be referred and 
oe of with the other papers by the Committee on Privileges and 

ections. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the papers 


3862 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 27, 


referred to, together with the papers presented by the Senator from 
Ohio, will be printed and referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. That order will be made. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


EDMUNDS presented the petition of Thomas~C. Clark, of 
Pescia, Vt., son of Thomas Clark, deceased, a Revolutionary soldier, 
praying for such legislation as will bring him within the provisions of 
the SOTA was pension act; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the committee of the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science, praying that an appropri- 
ation of $5,000 be placed at the of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for investigating the nature of the diseases of fruits, fruit trees, 
grains, and other useful plants due to parasitic fungi; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Sisters of Charity of St. Rose In- 
dustrial School, of the District®f Columbia, praying that an appropria- 
tion be mad® to aid in the ent of that institution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of Grange No. 16, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of New Jersey, praying for such legislation as will afford 
protection to the dairy interest of the country; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Grange No. 16, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, oft New Jersey, remonstrating against the admission free of duty 
of wool and other agricultural raw materials; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the ere of G. M. Woodward and others, 
citizens of La Crosse County, Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of 
such laws and the making of such a Bed si abcd as will enable the 
National Board of Health to employ all the power and resources of the 
Government, which can be so lawfully exercised, in the prevention of 
epidemics, and to prosecute investigations, the results of which tend to 
the improvement and preservation of the public health; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Cohoes, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of dairymen and others, of Pittsfield, N. 
Y., praying for the passage of Senate bill 1837, to prevent the illegal 
saleof all imitations of dairy products; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Harry H. Enders and 18 
others, members of George B. McClellan Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, No. 332, Tiesartmenbot Michigan, praying for increase of ions 
to ex-Union soldiers, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CONGER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Marys- 
ville, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Denver, 
Colo., remonstrating the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred petitions of the National Cotton Exchange 
of Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va., in relation to increased appropriations 
for additional cotton stations for observations of the Si Service, to 
report the same back to the Senate. From a communication of the 
Secretary of War, it appears that these appropriations have been esti- 
mated for in the estimates of the Department, and I ask that the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs be from the further consideration 
of the petitions, and that they be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
iations. 
The report was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWELL, from the ‘Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson; 

‘A bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Mary B. Carll; 

A bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Christian Smarzo; 

A bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension to Polly Hall; 

- À bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension to Amanda Housell; 

A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James; 

A bill (H. R. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo May- 
nard; 

H. R. 4134) for the relief of Margaret Callanan; 
H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Rose A. Moðanus; 
H. R. 4586) for for the relief of Nathan Hildabrant; and 

A bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to William Paugh. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted thereon: 

A bill g 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Henry B. Very; and 

A bill (S. 1660) granting a pension to Samuel E. Tracy. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 161) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2015) for the relief of the Chesapeake Bank, of Bal- - 
timore, Md., reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
835) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle 
Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance Company, and the | 
Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New York city; the i 
Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, and the Mary- 
land Fire Insurance Company, of Baltimore, Md., reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom wasre- . 
ferred the bill (8. 1862) for the relief of the Omaha tribe of Indians, 
in the State of Nebraska, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. SAV YER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported adversely thereon; and they were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill & 2230) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; and 

A bill (S. 1938) for the relief of Herman Baumhager. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Stephen Sauer; 

A bill (H. R. 5937) granting a ion to Sarah Gregg; 

A bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of Mary Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas Corzatt; 


A bill (H. R. ws granting a pension to William Boone; 

A bill (H. R. 607) granting a pension to Jannet E. B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5055) granting a pension to Emeline Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell; 

A bill IE R. id granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 599) granting a pension to Mrs. Honorah Maloney: 

A bill (H. R. 4977 tay & pension to James N. Hair; , 

A bill (H. R. 6381) granting a pension to Abel J. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 3321 for the relief of Samuel C. Fisher; š 

A bill (H. R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley; 

A bill (H. R. 556) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 

A bill (S. 864) to grant a pension to Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum; 

A bill (S. 2149) granting an increase of pension to Herman Baum- 
hager; 

A-bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R; French; 

A bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; 

A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Addison A. Jack- 
son; 

A bill (5. 1826) granting a pension to Adrew J. Burrell; 

A bill fs. 1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth F 

A bill (S. 1642) granting a pension to William F. acing: 

A bill (8. men granting a pension to John D. Fincher; 

A bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Joseph Mays 

A bill (5. 2151) to pension Bartold Thebant, a soldier i in the Florida 


Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850; 
A bill (S. 1852) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. MeQuaide; 
A bill (5: rts granting a pension to Isabella Jessup; 
A bill (S. 1817) for the relief of John McKernan; 
A bill (8. 1635) granting pension to John Rasler; 
A bill (S. 1421) gran a pension to William H. ” Weaver; 
S. 1779) for the relief of John P. Taylor; 


A bill 

A bill (S. 1626) granting a pension to John Reed, sr. ; 

A bill (S. 1783) granting an increase of pension to George Bliss; 
A bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Mrs. M. O. Miles; 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Charles G. Paris; 

A bill (S. 2160) granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman; 

A bill (S. 2147) granting a pension to George Faulk; 

A bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to David A. Ireland; 

A bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to James W. McCroskey; and 
A bill (S. 2028) granting a pension to E. S. Bishop. 


Mr. SAWYER, frame the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Sons of Veterans of Beaver Falls, Pa., praying for 
the passage of an act granting a pension to Elizabeth Sirwell, submitted 
a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Sirwell; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Mary von Kusserow, praying to be allowed an increase of pension, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2254) granting an 
ena of pension to Mrs. Mary von Kusserow; which was read twice 

y its title. - . 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3863 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition | to 
of citizens of Indiana, praying that a pension be granted to Patrick Fin- 
agan, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2255) grant- 
ing a pension to Patrick Finagan; which was read twice by its title. 

itr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were 

agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely; 

Sig pill (8. 1764) for the relief of Washington Wright and Simon Basye, 
surviving trustees of Shiloh Ba church at Fredericksburg, Va. ; 

A bill is 1517) for the relief of Elizabeth E. Sinclair; and 

A bill (S. 507) for the relief of Mrs. Amy M. Rogers. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1094) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. . 

Mr, COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 700} granting a pension to Jesse C. Osgood; and 

A bill (S. 781) granting a pension to John T. Sayers. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1411) granting to the Hanson and Atlantic 
Beach Railway, Company the right of way through the military reser- 
vations at Saint Augustine, State of Florida, submitted an adverse re- 
port A wai i which was agreed to; and the ‘pill was indefinitely post- 
pon 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1493) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
re thereon: 

A bill fe 1112) granting a pension to Pheebe H. Meech; and 

A bill (S. 2159 IEA PO tq SEA ‘Almira Ambler. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 2152) to amend chapter 218 of the acts of the first 
session of the Forty-seventh Congress, approved June A 1882, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereo: 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to wien was referred the 
bill (S. 437) for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. Matthew 
Smith, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2256) to create a port of delivery at 
Lewes, Del.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2257) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Janet L. P. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2258) to increase the pension of 
James E. Gott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2259) to increase the pension of 
Thomas Chapman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2260) for the relief 
of Mary Swift; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 2261) for the relief of 
R. R. Tinsley and Miss Eula E. Henry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2262) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad, wagon, and foot- bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Dubuque, in the State of Iowa; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2263) granting a pension to Col. 
James H. Blood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2264) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

MARIE HOLLANDS. 
On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 
Ordered, That the Secretary request the House of Representatives to return to 
the Senate the bill (S. 1585) grantmg a pension to Marie Hollands. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 

ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That WAsursxGTox C. WHITTHORNE be, and he hereby is, og a 
member of the Committee on Claims, the Committee on Pensions, and the Com- 
mittee on the Tenth Census; and that he be appointed a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to serve inthe place of Mr. CHARLES W. Joses during 
his present temporary absence from the Senate. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 
Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was read; 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and ft hereby is, authorized 


m] EET yanas tespar day; and thet othe MeMo of thee mtr agin ey 
o a o the 

xi is, authorized and e Elben aga eet pA es pa ae Aee aaea 
tion for miscellaneous items of the coni SaN. of the Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ordinarily I should ask unanimous consent to 


consider the resoltition at this time, butas I have always thi t that 
such resolutions ought to go, as the hegre ea to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses, I shall ask that reference. However, I wish to 


say to that committee, as I may not have time to see them personally, 
that the business, at this particular session, of our committee is unusu- 
ally large, there being more than one hundred and fifty or one hundred 
and sixty bills and other legislative subjects sent to it at the present 
session and a very large number of other subjects, much larger than 
ever before, to which I can not otherwise refer than in a general way; 
and we think it essential to the public interest to have additional as- 
sistance. Although ordinarily I should ask for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution, I think it better that it should go to the Com- 
mittee on eres ee Expenses for consideration. 

The PRESID: pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate under the rule. 


EXTENSION OF EXECUTIVE MANSION. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1868) providing for an extension of the Executive Mansion. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I gave notice on Thursday last that at the con- 
clusion of routine business this morning I should ask the Senate to take 
up the bridge bills re from the Committee on Commerce. How- 
ever, if the bill of the Senator from Vermont will not take much time I 


may yield for that. 

Mr. MO. It will take buta short time to dispose of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will yield for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to; and the as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1868) providing for an exten- 
sion of the Executive Mansion. It to appropriate $300,000 for 
the purpose of erecting an extension of the Executive Mansion on the 
south of the present structure, of equal and similar exterior character, 
and conneeted therewith by a corridor, substantially in accordance with 
the plan on file in the room of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, with such modifications as may be approved by the commis- ' 
sion hereinafter provided. 

Section 2 directs that the sum shall be expended under the direction 
of a commission, consisting of the President of the United States, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
have authority to select the best and most suitable material to be used 
in the construction of the extension as aforesaid, and to make contracts, 
so far as may be deemed expedient, for its completion. 

Mr. MORRILL. bebe a ge say that a gs bill pame four 
years unanimously with no negative vote, and the necessity for it is 
beware piepen fel gael Those who are familiar with the 
house know that the President has but six rooms outside of the break- 
fast room for his own use; that the servants of the Mansion have to go 
out tofind lodging; and that the lower partof the building is unhealthy, 
not properly drained. I may say that the bill receives the approval ot 
the Executive now as it did four years 

Mr. I am not quite ready to vote for the bill. Tac- 
knowledge that the present condition of the Executive Mansion is un- 
satisfactory; the President is being pushed farther and farther west- 
ward in the upper story, and but a fraction of the building really is left 
for private uses; but I should be very sorry to see that building turned 
into a mere collection of offices adapted merely to business purposes 
because of the historical associations connected with it, and because I 
think the building as itis isa very creditable one indeed. So far as the 
criticism is made against it, that it is not well underdrained, I think 
that can be very easily corrected. I supposed the evils there had been 
remedied; certainly a remedy is within easy reach anyhow. 

It is perfectly apparent that the business of the President ought to 
be done outside of that building; but I would much rather myself vote 
for a proposition to erect a building of reasonable size and convenient 
arrangement just west of the Executive Mansion and upon Sixteen-and- 
a-half street, if that be the right number, which separates the grounds 
of the Executive Mansion from the State, War, and Navy building— 
easily accessible upon that street to the public who come to the Presi- 
dent for business purposes and easily accessible from the White House 
for the President and his subordinates. I think that would be much 
better than to attempt to duplicate the building south of the Execu- 
tive Mansion. Then the present mansion would be left entirely to the 
Executive, which would be then sufiicient, as I have always been told, 
if they could have the entire ion and control of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course the Senator from Connecticut is entitled 
to his opinion, Ican not think, however, that he has so thoroughly 
investigated this subject as it has been investigated from time to time 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, who are unani- 
mously in favor of the bill; and so faras it has been submitted to mem- 
co the Senate it has received almost the entire approval of the 
Senate. 
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The building as it now stands will not be touched; it will remain to 
be occupied mainly for executive purposes. Of course the East Robm 
will remain for receptions, and the large, long corridor connecting with 
the southern building, of the same style precisely, will afford almost as 
much room for persons who are at public receptions as even the East 
Room and the present corridor. 

I may say that it is unjust to any President we may have that he 
should be confined to this single building, not able to retire when the 
hours of business close, but he is there from half past 9 o’clock fre- 
quently until 11 o’clock hefore he can get rid of all of his visitors. It 
does seem to me thatit is time that something should be done. 

The idea of buying a new site and building a residence for the Presi- 
dent right alongside of the present Executive Mansion I do not think 
will meet the approval of anybody except the Senator who has sug- 

it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator entirely misunderstands me. I never 
suggested buying another foot of ground. I wish that the President 
may have the entire occupancy for private purposes of the present build- 
ing, and that the public offices shall be turned out, anda building, which 
need not be a large one to accommodate them, be erected just west of 
the present building, on what is public ground upon Sixteen-and-a-half 

` street, within 75 feet, or 150 possibly, or 200 feet it may be, of the pres- 
ent building, which would be perfectly accessible to the public for busi- 
ness purposes, and leave them no excuse for crowding him in his pri- 
vate mansion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
‘be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. According to the notice which I gave I ask the 
Senate now to proceed to the consideration of the bridge bills on the 
Calendar reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of bills providing for the 
erection of bridges, reported from the Committeeon Commerce. Is there 
objection? The Chair hearsnone; and the first bill of that character on 
the Calendar will be announced. 


ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me for a 
. moment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will yield if it will not lead to discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. I will make a statement. There is a bill upon the 
Calendar which, if it does not lead to any discussion, I ask the Senate 
to lay aside the pending order temporarily and let it be acted upon. It 
is a bill from the Committee on Indian Affairs. I have received infor- 
mation from the Interior Department that it is highly necessary that 
the bill should be acted upon. Indian business is fixed for a particular 
day elsewhere, and unless the bill goes through then it will lose all 
possibility of action at this session of Congress. If it causes any de- 
bateI shall withdraw itinstantly. ItisOrder of Business 219, reported 
Algo Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], but he requested me to 
call it up. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If it will not lead to discussion I yield for that 


u È 
z Mr. DAWES. If it gives rise to discussion I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that pending the execution of the order in regard to 
the bridge bills the bill indicated by him shall be considered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I reserve the right to object if it leads to discus- 
sion. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam subject to the Senator’s demand, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1101) to provide for allotments of 
lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Round Valley res- 
ervation, in the State of California, and granting patents therefor, and 
for other purposes. 5 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN DALLAS, TEX. 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to yield for one 
moment longer. I desire to call up House bill 2410, which will cause 
no discussion whatever. It is simply to place a third story on a public 
building now in the course of construction, and the work has been 
stopped until the passage of this bill. It isimperative to have it done. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If it will not take any time I do not object. 

Mr, MAXEY. It will not take two minutes to pass it, if the Sena- 
tor will give me that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mons consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2410) 
for the addition of a third story to the public building in Dallas, Tex. 
If there be no objection the bill is before the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole, and will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 


thorized and directed to add a third story tothe publie building in the city of 


Dallas, Tex. 

Sego. 2. That for the purpose named in the preceding section there be, and 
hereby is, appropriated the sum of $25,000, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLAMETTE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Task the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 697, being the bill (S. 1937) authorizing the city 
of Salem to construct a bridge across the Willamette River, in the State 
of Oregon. 
sain’ Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR KANSAS CITY. 


The bill (H. R. 1360) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 10 miles below and 
5 miles above the city of Kansas City, Mo., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ; 7 ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR COUNCIL BLUFFS. 


The bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for 
other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Minnesota toan error in the bill. In section 3, at the end 
of line 3, the bill reads: ‘‘that a bridge built to such plan.’? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It should read, ‘‘according tosuch plan,” I pre- 
sume. 

Mr. ALLISON. it should be, ‘‘builton such plan.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN.. Thisisa House bill, and there is evidently a mis- 
print there. Let the bill be corrected according to the engrossed bill. 
ie PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be corrected according to the 

ouse ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The Senate, as in Committeeof the Whole, proceeded to consider the - 
bill (H. R. 4569) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at a point to be selected either in the counties of Clay 
and Jackson, in the State of Missouri, or in the county of Clay or Platte, 
in said State, and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, 
and to make the same a post-route. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find in section 4, beginning in line 4, the follow- 
ing language: 

Upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over 
the same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, 


or for passengers and freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile 
p for the transportation over the railroads or public highways leading to said 
ge. 


I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota whether he understands 
that the parties constructing this bridge will be obliged to do it as a 
partof theirrailway, charging no more for passengers and freight per mile 
than they are allowed to charge upon any other mile of their railroad. 
These bridges are generally expensive structures. I merely ask with 
a view of ascertaining the character of this bridge when constructed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I suppose the construction of the bill would be 
a matter of judicial determination. By the language here used I sup- 

» this bridge would be a part of the entire route of the road. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the company can make no special or separate 
charge for the use of this bridge? z 

Mr.MCMILLAN. I presume that would be so. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Then I desire to ask the Senator what is to be un- 
derstood by section 6, which provides— 

That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge sball have and 
be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway trains 
or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such 
use, shall fail toa upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties: Provided, That the provisions of section 4 
in regard to charges Pe ponen řs and freight across said bridge shall not 
govern the Secretary of War in determiningany question arising as to the sum 
orsums to be paid to the owners of said bridge by said companies for the use of 
said bridge. 

Those seem to me to be two clearly inconsistent provisions, 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; that refers entirely to an agreement between 
separate companies, where one company desires to use the bridge erected 
by another company. This proviso, of course, qualifies the rule as to 
arriving at the agreement between the two railroad companies. The 
other provision refers to the charges for freight and passengers. 

- Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, the railroad company building the 
bridge is bound to“carry freight und passengers at one rate and any 
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other company requiring the use of the bridge shall be obliged to pay 
a different rate. 

Mr. McMILLANe No, sir; in thissection the first provision referred 
to is applicable to the railroads crossing the bridge, and applies to con- 
tracts, as I understand it, between the railroad companies respectively» 
and their freighters or passengers. . The other provision refers to the 
agreement between the railroad company owning the bridge and any 
other company desiring to pass over it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Secretary of War is not bound in that case 
to permit the railroad company applying to cross the bridge to pay 
merely the rates that passengers and freight on the railroad pay. 

Mr. ALLISON. He may exact from other companies a higher rate 
than this company is authorized to receive from the public? 

Mr. McMILLAN, In determining what the company applying to 
use the bridge shall pay he is not restricted to the rates of freight 

for passing over the bridge or on the entire route. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to understand the principle upon which 
these two provisions rest. It seems where a railroad company builds 
a bridge across a navigable river, which we suppose to be more expen- 
sive than any ordinary portion of its railroad, this provision restricts it 
from charging for the use of that bridge any more than it charges for 
any other mile or portion ofits road. Then the sixth section appears, 
and authorizes any other railway to pass over that bridge upon an ex- 
act equality with the railroad company that built it, and of course in 
doing so it must charge only the same price charged by the railroad 
company constructing the bridge. It seems to me these are two incon- 
sistent provisions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, they are notinconsistent, because one applies 
to the rate of freight as between a railroad company and its customers, 
and the other relates to an agreement between two companies desiring 
to use the same bridge, and the Secretary of War is not restricted, inde- 
termining what one company shall pay to another which owns the bridge, 
to the rate for passengers and freight. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I understand it is the purpose of the sixth 
section to allow the railroad company constructing the bridge to charge 
a higher price for its use than the public pay. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator, perhaps, does not put it in exactly 
the way that the bill does. The bill provides that in determining the 
amount to be paid, where one company desires to use the railroad bridge 
of another, the Secretary of War shall not be restricted tothe ordinary 
rate of freight on the line of the road. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, that is the substance of what I said. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR ATCHISON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6013) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point within 2 milesnorth and 2 miles 
south of the city of Atchison, in the county of Atchison, in the State 
of Kansas. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT SALINE CITY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5685) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point in Saline City, or within 5 
miles above or 5 miles below the same, in the county of Saline, in the 
State of Missouri. J s 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT SAINT CHARLES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of the 
Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint Charles, 
in the county of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT SAINT JOSEPH. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Mis- 
souri, and to establish it as a post-road. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, after section 2, to insert the following 
additional section: 5 

Sec. 3. That in case said bridge be constructed as a low bridge, there shall be 
at least one protection-pier of masonry, crib-work or piling, extending from the 


upper end of a pivot-pier or one of the rest-piers of a draw-s up stream, for 
a dist the brid 


istance of not less than 500 feet from the center line of ge,or such 
of War, which protection- 


other distance as may be determined by the papheiy 
bolts and fender-planking so as to en- 


pier shall be properly areako with rin; 
able boats to tie up alongside of it and drop down through the draw-openings 
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at such times as it may be dangerous to attempt the posse of the draw-open- 
ing under headway. That all draw or pivot spans authorized by this act shall 
be operated by steam or other reliable mechanical power, and be opened 
promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats,except when trains 
are ing over said span or spans; but in no case shall unnecessary delay oc- 
cur in opening said draw after the passage of trains; and in case the opening 
of a draw be delayed by reason of the passing of a train after the signal hasbeen 
given from a boat ready to pass through, the draw shall be opened for the 

sage of such boat before another train is allowed to pass over the bridge. That 
the piers of all high channel-spans and all pivot-spans shall be built parallel 
with the current of the river at that stage of water which is most im t for 
navigation ; and riprapping, or other protection for imperfect foun ons which 
will materially lessen the water way,shall not be employed in the channel 
ways of the high spans or of the draw-openings,and piers which will produce 


cross-currents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not be constructed ; and if, 


after construction, any piers or protection walls are found to produce the 
mentioned effects,the nuisance shal] be abated or corrected by or at the ex- 
pense of the persons owning said bridge. That in case the approaches to draw- 
span openings, channel-spans, or raft-passages in said bridge be found dangerous 
or difficult of access by any important class of river traffic, the Secretary of War 
shall order the construction of such sheer-booms, guide-piers, or other similar 
device as will obviate the difficulty, which sheer-boom, guide-pier, or other de- 
vice be paid for by the persons owning said bridge. That the persons own- 
ing, controlling, or operating the bridge authorized by this act shall maintain, 
at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, throughout the year, and during 
heavy fogs,such lights or other signals as the Light-House rd shall pre- 
scribe, and shall, in case a high bri be constructed, during the season of nay- 
igation, haye posted in a conspicuous place on or near the bridge the clear 
head-room under the enya on that day, the figures expressing this 
height to be not less than 2 feet high, and to be readily visible from any point 
in the channel of the river for a stretch of 3,000 feet above and 1,000 feet below 
the bridge. 

The amendment was a to. 3 DAR 

The next amendment was, at the end of section [5] 6, to insert: 

And in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruc- 
tion to the free navigation of said river caused or alleged to be caused by said 
bridge, suit may be brought in the circuit courts of the United States of Mis- 
souri or Kansas in whose jurisdiction any portion of said bridge may be located, 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

The next amendment was; to strike out section 6, as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter or amend this act so as to preventor remove all 
material obstructions to the navigation of said river by the construction of 
bridges is hereby expressly reserved. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Sec. 7. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly re- 
served; and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire re- 
moval, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress shall decide 
that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. He i 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT CHAMBERLAIN, 


The bill (H. R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint 
Paul Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River nearor in the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the 
Territory of Dakota, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAINT CROIX RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Chicago, Freeport and Saint 
Paul Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix 
River (or lake) at any accessible point between Prescott, Wis., and 
Stillwater, Minn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday, being the bill (S. 1532) to regulate com- 


merce, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Illinois if he will not per- 
mit this bill to be laid aside informally that we may proceed with the 
execution of the order of the Senate for the passage of the bridge bills? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the regular order be laid aside informally in 
order that the bridge bills may be proceeded with. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think no member of the Senate can say that I have 
been disposed to be factions in opposing anything that anybody desired 
in connection with legislation, but I must object to an interference with 
the right of way that the interstate-commerce bill has, in the hope that 
we may get it outof the way very soon. The Senator from Minnesota, 
I have no doubt, will be able to finish his bills to-morrow morning in 
the morning hour. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota that there is a Senate bill on the same subject as 
the House bill just passed, which had better be postponed indefinitely. 
The title of the Senate bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘“‘A bill (S. 576) to authorize the Chicago, Free- 
port and Saint Paul Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
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Saint Croix River (or lake) at any accessible point between Prescott, 
Wis., and Taylor’s Falls, Minn.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be made to postpone 

that bill indefinitely if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

*Mr. McMILLAN. The bills remaining on the Calendar authoriz- 
ing the construction of bridges, reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, are all House bills. I think about an hour would be sufficient 
to dispose of what remain, and I therefore ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that I may be permitted to proceed to-morrow morning 
ed the conclusion of the morning business to the disposition of these 
bi 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that to-morrow, immediately after the 
conclusion of the routine morning business, the House bridge bills fa- 
yorably reported may be proceeded with. X 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bridge bills on the Calendar. There may be 
a Senate bill among.them; I do not know. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request? 

„Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I gave notice yesterday that this morn- 
ing after the morning business was disposed of I should ask the Senate 
to take from the table a certain memorial, ted by the Senator from 
New York some daysago, with a view of submitting a few remarks and 
then moving its reference. I gave way to the Senator from Minnesota 
this morning, who has passed quite a number of bills. I must there- 
fore ask the Senator to indulge me a short time to-morrow before he 
takes up his bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]? Does the Chair un- 
derstand the Senator from Oregon to object? f 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
such is the understanding of the Senate. ` 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I simply renew my notice or give it 
in connection with the application of the Senator from Minnesota. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2239) extend- 
ing the time for the completion of the records of the clerk of the Court 
of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and the transfer of the same to 
the Department of State. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 5 for the relief of Levi Jones; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to 

“Eunice E. Clark, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. NEECE, Mr. PINDAR, and 
Mr. CoNGER managers at the conference on its part. 


CONSIDERATION OF CLAIMS BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE. I desire unanimous consent of the Senate that after the 
morning hour on Friday morning we proceed to the consideration of 
claims bills on the Calendar in their order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire as requesting that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of bills indicated by him within the morning hour or after 
2 o'clock? - 

Mr. PIKE. After the business of the morning hour. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate that on Friday morning next, after 
` the conclusion of the routine business of the morning hour, the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bills indicated by him, the claims 
bills. 

I suppose that will confine the Senator to the morn- 


hour? 
ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the understanding of the 
Chair. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To what class of bills does the Senator’s request 

a 2 
PR. PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
please state the bills he proposes to consider at the time indicated. 

Mr. PIKE. Suchas have been reported by the Committee on Claims 
at this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the Sen- 
ate,in compliance with its request,the bill (S. 1586) granting a pension 
to Maria Hollands 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. @ = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. It will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is, in section 4, line 
5, after the word “‘direction,’’ tostrike out ‘and from the same original 
point of departure.’’ 

Mr. CAMDEN. Task for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Let the clause be read as it will stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 4. That it shall be uniawful for any common carrier to charge or receive 
any greater compensation in the te for the transportation of passengers 
or property subject to the provisions of this act fora shorter than fora longer - 
distance over the same line, in the same direction. b 

Mr. CAMDEN. Before the vote is taken I wish to say a word. In 
order that my amendments may be properly understood, having offered 
two amendments to the fourth section of the pending bill covering 
pretty much the same ground, I will explain that the fourth section as it 
stands in the bill is made up of two provisions: First, limiting the pro- 
vision to prevent charging more for a short than for a longer haul in 
the same direction ‘‘to the original point of departure;’’ and, second, 
the proviso giving to the commission to be appointed discretion to vary 
the application of the rule. 

Iam opposed to both these provisions, and my amendment first of- 
fered covers both. But as I am seeking results that I conceive to be 
beneficial, and as some Senators may be willing to vote to remove the 
restriction confining its operations to the same original points of depart- 
ure and give the bill general application, but may not be willing to re- 
move the discretion given to the commissioners to be appointed, I have 
thought it best to submit the amendments separately. 

Mr. BECK. BeforetheSenatorsits down I wish tosuggestto him that 
I am not sure that I understand thisamendment thoroughly. Last year 
I rather favored the gen@ral views of the proposition submitted by the 
Representative from Texas in the other House [Mr. REAGAN]. Ido 
not propose to be exact as to the provisions, but this condition of things 
existed: Between San Francisco and Omaha a car-load of freight cost 
say $300, while from Omaha to Reno, several hundred miles nearer to 
Omaha than San Francisco is and on the same line of road, a similar 
car loaded with exactly the same freight, drawn by the same locomo- 
tive, would be charged $700, over double what was charged from Omaha 
all the way through to San Francisco. No one, as far as I am aware, 
feels able to justify and nothing permits it except the arbitrary 
power of the Pacific railroads. Reno being, say, 700 miles nearer San 
Francisco than is Omaka, do I understand the amendment to allow the 
railroad not to charge more from Omaha to Reno than it does from 
Omaha to San Francisco? Would you allow them to charge from Chey- 
enné to Reno, a still shorter distance, more than from Omaha to San 
Francisco? They havegot tostart from Omaha before the provision in 
the bill is applicable to them; and Ibelieve the amendment is to strike 
out the words limiting it to the same point of departure. 

* Mr. HARRIS. Theamendment is tostrike out the words “and from 
the same original point of departure.’ Ifthese words be stricken out, 
the result is simply to prohibit charging more in the aggregate fora 
short haul than a long haul going over the same line of road and in the 
same direction, without regard to the point of departure. That is the 
question now. 

Mr. BECK. And this last amendment would prevent the larger 
charge whether the freight started from the same point or not, would it 


not? 

Mr: HARRIS. Thatisjust what the Senator from West Virginia and 
myself are striving to accomplish. 

Mr. BECK. Then I know how to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Vote to strike out those words. 

Mr. BECK. I have the information, and I will so vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoanrin thechair). Is the Senato 
ready for the question on the amendment ? 

Mr.CALL. This bill allows as freight compensation for transporta- 
tion, if adopted, as much for a short as for a long haul. If you start 
from the city of Chicago the transporter may charge under this bill for 
one mileas much as he charges all the way to New York. It does not 
settle what is the proper scale of prices between transportation for a 
short distance and a long distance, but it simply prohibits that it shall 
be any greater for a shorter distance than for a longer one, but it may 
be asgreat. Manifestly that is but one stepin theright direction. All 
contracts under, the principles of law are required to be reasonable, and 
that reasonableness must have some standard, it must be in relation to 
the cost of the service and to the reasonable profit that ought to be 
made from it. j 

We have arrived at a period when it is, manifest that the rates of 

rtation over the great highways of the country must be regu- 
lated by law; that the principle of the unlimited freedom of private con- 
tracts must be as I have said, by the principles of law. In 
all civilized countries a contract is that in which you give something for 
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something else, and there must be some relation between the value of 
the tion and a reasonable consideration. 

It is manifest that it is utterly unreasonable that any transportation 
company should be allowed to charge for one mile as much asthey charge 
for a thousand miles; and if there be any danger that that company 
will do that, that is the point which ought to be a feature of the legis- 
lation to which we direct ourselves; it must be a reasonable compensa- 
tion to the carrier and a reasonable guard to the freight or person being 

; and this bill, I think, is buta feeble stepin that direction. 

I have looked at it closely, and manifestly until you can arrive at 
some standard by which you can affix a reasonable rate, reasonable in 
respect to the cost of the service, reasonable in respect to the value of 
the thing transported, you have attained an inadequate result, and one 
which will not satisfy the great present needs of the public service. 
There must be a fairness toward the persons engaged in transporta- 
tion, the capital and labor engaged in transportation, and an equal re- 
gard for the producer, the owner, and the person transported; and it is 
certainly one of the great questions of the age how to arrive at that 
result. I think it can only be done by some fair tribunal, in which all 

ies shall be re ted, who shall be charged with the duty by 

w, so far as the jurisdiction of the Federal Government extends, so 
far as interstate commerce is concerned, to adjust this part of transpor- 
tation, not by vague rules that the common carrier may transport for 
a short distance at as great a price as he charges for a longer distance, 
but by saying that he shall charge a reasonable rate, to be fixed by 
some agreement between the parties properly represented and some 
public authority upon the theory of the value and cost of the service 
and the value of the thing rted. 

I shall vote cheerfully for this amendment proposing to strikeout the 
words ‘‘and from the original point of departure,” because that is a 
move in that direction. It leaves to that extent the bill unfettered, 
allowing the charge to be made on a fair basis, and making operative 
the prohibition that the companies shall not charge more for a shorter 
than a longer distance to any of the intermediate places, whereas by 
this aHa re poor concession to the publie rights is limited to the 
same t of departure of all freight and passengers. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave hesitated to take up the time of the Senate 
in talking about this bill more than I did in the ontset by way of ex- 
planation, and I shall not take more than a few moments’ time now; 
but I desire that the Senate shall understand the theory of the bill. 

If Senators will read the bill they will find that the first declaration, 
after describing the scope of it, is against extortion; the second is against 
discrimination between persons, and the third is against discrimination 
between places as well as persons. The purpose of the bill is to pre- 
vent extortion and discrimination between persons or between places; 
so that when the Senator from Florida says that there is nothing in this 
bill to prevent these out: discriminations that are talked about, 
for instance, a greater charge for a hundred miles than a thousand, the 
Senator is mistaken, because the whole theory of the bill is against any 
such thing being done by the transportation companies of the country. 

I desire to say further that the committee having this subject in 
charge have gone just as far as language would enable them to go to 
prevent extortion, to prevent unjust discrimination, and to prevent un- 
oe preference, all of those things which are the crying evils of the: 


y- 

But when we come to the question of the long and short haul, the 
committee, in the light of the testimony taken, and in the light of the 
history of the nations on that particular subject, have not felt that it 
was safe to go further than is indicated in the provisions of the fourth 
section. The committee felt that it was an unsafe step to take to de- 
clare that an absolute short-haul provision should be enacted into a 
statute of the United States, to be in force in all cases; and therefore 
we did not venture further than the State of Massachusetts has gone 
on that subject. 

In that State they have not ventured to go further than to declare in 
favor of the principle that transportation charges shall not be more for 
a lesser than for a greater distance, starting from a given place and 
going in the same direction and on the same line of road. That is as 
far as this bill goes; but when the Senator says that because it does not 
declare that carriers shall not charge as much for 100 miles as for 500 
miles there isno remedy against discrimination he is mistaken. When 
he says we thereby authorize a railroad company to charge just as much 
or more, if it sees proper to doit, he is mistaken. We insist that under 
the general provision of the law a railroad company is not permitted to 
charge an exorbitant or extortionate price for a shorter distance as be- 
tween it and the longer one. 7 

Now, to show the drift of the testimony on that subject by themost 
enlightened men who have been before the committee, I desire to call 
the'attention of the Senate to the views of a few of the persons who 
have been before us, and whose statements illustrate the theory of the 
business people of the country on the question of legislation on the 
subject of the short and long haul. Take the commissioners of the 
State of Kansas, for instance. Ido not know of any way that I can 
get the points before the Senate more distinctly than by-reading from 
the statements of these gentlemen who have given their views before 


the committee. Takethe commissionersof the State of Kansas. They 
say: S 


wo 
vance the rates on 
the movement of 


It has been rendered possible for the great West to reach a-rapid and 
ous development by a system of low rates upon the movement of the leadin; 
productions of that region to tide water. Theattractions of the West, enban 


and made a the unparalleled creation of railroadagil: have in- 


duced a movement of population from the East to the West, thus relieving an 
overburdened labor market, and reducing those causes of discontent and rest- 
lessness among the employed laborers of the country that eventuate in serious 
disturbances to her established industries and frequently threaten the public 


On the other hand, the abundant production of food, by the utilization of the 
Western lands, and its cheap distribution by railway lines to remote distances, 
lighten the burdens of the laborer and increase the ability of the country to carry 
ou its industrial development. 

Mr. INGALLS. From what is the Senator reading now? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam reading from a communication of the commis- 
sioners of the State of Kansas, 

Mr. INGALLS. Does it appear in the report? 

Mr. CULLOM. It appears in the testimony in the shape of a pre- 
pared paper in response to a request by the committee. 

It will be seen that the benefits derived from the low system of rates prevail- 
ing on the great movements of food products,as compared with rates upon 
movements more local in character, are shared by each section of the country. 

I desire to call the attention of Senators to that declaration. The 
impression seems to be that if there is a little discrimination in local 
rates the people of the locality get no benefit, from the fact that the 
through freights are hauled at a cheaper rate, but the opposite is the 
fact, Every portion of this country—the farmer upon the fields of the 
West, as well as the mechanic in the shops of the East—is alike inter- 
ested in having the products of different sections of the country moved 
long distances at cheap rates, which benefit the people who require these 
products as well as the people who raise them. The commissioners also 
say: i 

It may be further remarked that this differentiation in rates is a result that 
has been brought about by no conventional or voluntary arrangenrent between 
companies operating interstate lines of railway. But it has been forced by the 
natural laws of commerce operating upon ical lines, and which can 
not be changed without changing the distribution of land and water on the con- 
tinent, or by annihilating distance without the aid of steam; and any attempt 
by the law-making power to contravene these natural laws, thus necessitated 
by pen pecerseiion: situation, would end in disastrous derangement of our com- 
me system. 


These are the views of the commission in Kansas, and I doubt not 
the views that are entertained by the people of that country who are 
raising the corn, and the cattle, and the products of that section and 
shipping them to the Eastern market, 

Mr. CAMDEN. Allow me to ask the Senator a question. Why do 
the people of the extreme Western States ask to get their products to 
market cheaper than the people residing in the Middle States, cultivat- 
ing land costing twice as much as the lands in the West; and why will 
the people in the East be benefited by having the States occupying an 
intermediate position charged twice as much for getting to market as 
for getting the products of the West to market? The Middle States 
produce more surplus of cattle, grain, wheat, and corn than the West- 
ern States. They are charged a higher rate for transporting their prod- 
ucts than those farther west. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the first place, the people of the extreme West 
are not asking that their tion shall cost less to the seaboard 
than the transportation of the products of the people of the Middle 
States; but the interests of the whole country, as well of the State of 
Kansas, the State of Iowa, the State of Nebraska, the State of Illinois, * 
and the State of West Virginia are all concerned, that whatever prod- 
uce is raised in ihis country shall find a market somewhere. 

That is the proposition; and if the transportation companies are not 
able to haul the corn of Kansas or the cattle of Kansas at as cheap a 
rate per mile as is charged in other States, if that product can not be 
gotten to the market at one rate, it is the interest of the whole country 
that that product shall get to the market somehow or other, notin the 
interest simply of the neighborhood in which the Senator from West 
Virginia lives, but in the interest of the whole people. It may perhaps 
be true that some of my own people in the State of Illinois may think 
that a short haul is in their interest, and so it may be in a few neigh- 
borhoods; but when you take the whole people of the State of Illinois 
and associate them with all the rest of this.country, I assert that it is 
their interest that the products of Illinois as well as of the otherStates 
of the Union shall find a market, and we not only have to depend upon 
the market in Chicago, but the market in New York and the market in 
Baltimore and Boston, and we also look beyond that to the markets on 
the other side of the water; and any system that this Congress or any 
other shall inaugurate which will result in preventing the very cheap- 
est transportation to the seaboard of products which go to the people 
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on the other side of the water if they need them, isa short-sighted sys- 
tem that we ought not to advocate here. 

I appeal to Senators to look to the main proposition, that it is not 
simply a question of whether Tom Jones can get his corn to market in 
Springfield or any other town in Illinois, and thence to Chicago, as 
cheaply per mile as the corn of Chicago can go to Boston, but it isa 
question of what the general policy shall be in order to encourage com- 
merce all over this land.  _ 

Now, let us go a little further. Take Mr. Russell, of Boston, for in- 
stance. Letussee how this long and short haul principle will operate 
in Massachusetts in his judgment. The Senator from New York, in 
behalf of the committee, asked him this question: 

Senator MILLER. How would a Federal law prohibiting the charging as 
much for a short haul as for a long haul affect Boston? In other words, a law 
stating that a railroad should not charge as much for 900 miles as for 100? 

Mr. Russell is the chairman of the railroad commission of the State 
of Massachussetts, a gentleman who is perhaps as well informed upon 
these questions and who has given as much thought and attention to 
them as almost any other man that I have met in this country. Mr. 
Russell said: : 


we wouldtry 
ours nearer 


I sup) 

ty-four 
es) 

y not the ne the 

nearer the great fields of the West, like New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 

Newport News, have the advan which comes from that fact? 

Mr. Russe. The only reason that occurs to me is the advantage of keeping 
open a number of competing ports and of competing lines. 

Suppose we-adopt a short-haul system, by which New York, for in- 
stance, would get an advantage of Boston or of Philadelphia, and would 
become the great seaport town. The result would be that the trains 
from the West would go to that port, the mercantile goods from the 
Old Country would come to New York, and the great cities that are a 
few miles farther away from the West and from New York would be 
dried up and would not be able to live and compete at all. Do the 
people of this country want that? We have to take a broader view of 
this question than simply to consider whether 10 bushels of corn in my 
crib are going to cost me 5 cents more for transportation to market than 
the corn in somebody’s else crib somewhere else. I say the people of 
New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, and New Or- 
leans should all have an almost equal opportunity of getting the great 
productions of this country into their markets, so as to enable them all 
to share in distributing them to the people who want them in the dif- 
ferent sections of the country. 

Now let us see what Mr. Kernan, chairman of the New York rail- 
road commission, said on the short-haul question. They have no law 
there governing the short-haul subject, but the commission have adopted 
a rule themselves, and I will read it: ; 

Railroads should not, as a gana rule, charge more between a terminal and 
an intermediate point, for a like class and quantity of freight, than is charged 
between such terminal and a more distant point, even though at such more dis- 
tant point there be or water competition, unless railroads can affirma- 
tively establish such circumstances governing such competition as justify the 
higher charge for the shorter distance. - 

That is the general rule by which they are governed. Mr. Kernan 
said: 

That we agree u as arule. The question I was discussing was whether a 
specific statute making thatthe law would be proper, whether such a provision 
would be proper in the statute which you contemplate to regulate in- 


passing 
terstate commerce, I believe that in such a statute there should be this pro- 
vision, with the power in somebody to modify or permit exceptions to it, 


There is the view of the railroad commissioners of New York, oneof 
them, Mr. Kernan, an able lawyer. They have given attention and 
study to the subject, and they say they are in favor of a short-haul pro- 
vision, but they must have the means of making exceptions to the law. 
That is what the committee have recommended to the Senate, and I 
assert that if we go beyond that we shall take a very dangerous step. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from Illinois, 
on this precise point I should be glad to ask him whether the commit- 
tee mean in section 4, of which he is now speaking (as I assume they 
do not), to provide that these exceptions which the commission may 
make, being made, shall have the force of law and that they shall not 
have the power to change them? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The language would seem to imply that having 
once made a rule that covered these exceptions it should have the force 
of Jaw as if put in this statute, and then the question would be raised 
hy the railroad lawyers whether the commission had any right to change 


it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam glad the Senator asked the question. If the 
language of the section referred to by the Senator can be construed into 
any such meaning, I should certainly be in favor of its amendment. 
The purpose of the committee simply was to give the commission power 
for the time being to make exceptions, with power to change the rule 
or make the exceptions as they saw proper. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I could not hear the suggestion of the Senator from 
Vermont and would have been very glad to have heard it. ~- 

Mr. CULLOM. I willstate what the Senator said if it is desired. 
The Senator from Vermont makes the inquiry whether in section 4 it 


was the pupe of the committee to make the rules specifying excep- 
tions to the short-haul provision permanent, whetherit wasthe purpose 
of the committee to make that rule the law until repealed by Congress, 
or whether it should simply be the rule until the commission 

it from time to time when it saw proper. Isay the committee had no 
purpose whatever of incorporating any provision in that section orany- 
where else which would authorize the commission to make laws, but 
simply to make a rule governing the subject, liable to change by the 
commission whenever in its judgment it saw proper to make a change. 
Am I not right in that? r 

Mr. HARRIS. Clearly so, as I think. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the section is at all doubtful, I shall be glad to 
have the Senator from Vermontor any one else suggest a proper amend- 
ment. 

Now letus look a little further, Mr. President. Take the testimony 
of Mr. Randolph, of Chicago, who for very many years was the sec- 
retary of the board of trade of that city and a gentleman of very high 
intelligence and study on this subject. Ishall read but briefly from 
any of these gentlemen. Mr. Randolph said: , 

In the above view of the case, and for other reasons bearing in the same di- 
rection, I feel confident that it would be a public calamity to prohibit any rail- 
way line, whether engaged in interstate or only in State transportation, from 
charging a greater rate per mile or even a greater rate i tive of mileage 
for a short than for along haul; but in no case should a rate for a short distance 


or any rate whatever be permitted which is based on an attempt to recover losses 
made by some other and lower relative rate. 


That, we think, we have guarded against in the bill. The theory of 
transportation, the theory of the bill is that we must recognize the right 
in the interest of commerce generally to charge less mile, if you 
please, for the long than for the short haul; but we did not seek to 
allow and we attempted to prevent any recoupment upon the short- 
haul shippers for losses that might be sustained on account of the long 
haul; and therefore I say that the provisions of the bill would require 
that the commission should follow and prosecute any attempt on the part 
of a railroad company to extort from the short-haul shippers in the 
interest of the long-haul shippers. 

Next, Mr. President, take Mr. Parker, whose statement appears on 
page 196 of the report. I desire to refer to these things, so that the 
views of some of the most intelligent and competent business men shall 
be published before the Senate so that they may understand that there 
is more in this question of charging more for ashort haul than a longer 
distance than upon the face òf the thing there might seem to appear, 
and there are illustrations where it would be absolutely necessary in 
my judgment that the commission, if one were to be created and ashort- 
haul provision were to be adopted at all, should have power to make 
exceptions. 

Mr. Parker represents the railroad beginning in Saint Louis, running 
across the river into Illinois, and leaving the line of the river 25 or 30 
miles and coming to the river again at Cairo. 

Both ends of the road arein the water, you may soy, and it would be 
impossible, as Mr. Parker asserts and as I believe, for him to run that 
road successfully if he could not charge more for transportation to some 
of these places away from the river than he charges at Saint Louis, for 
instance, going to Cairo. I desire to read some of Mr. Parker's testi- 
mony, because I think he is a very intelligent man and puts it in very 
good shape. , 

He says: à 

One is a home question, It is a matter between the railroad and its patrons 
living upon its line, the men upon whom it depends for its regular trattic and 
regular income—its bread and butter, soto speak. The other— 

Referring to the through traflic— 


The other is largely a territorial question, andisastrife notso much between 
railroads as between trade centers—common points, The railroads are used 
not so much to make profit for themselves in that case as they are used assinews 
of warby the tradecenters upon which they depend for business, and where they 
terminate. So that any comparison between through and local rates can not be 
intelligently made, unless you bear in mind this distinction and these different 
incentives and necessities that create the one and the other. One is based on 
cost of service; the other on the necessity of the case, regardless of expense. 


About 33} per cent. of the operating expenses of this road is continuous, re- 
gardless of whether the road is earning much or little, and it therefore requires 
a certain volume of business to meet these fixed expenses. In most cases, and 

ially in some seasons of the year, the local business of the road of itself is 
not of sufficient volume to make up paying trains, nor is it sufficient to make the 
earnings over and above current expenses sufficient to meet the fixed charges 
against the road, So that in order to run paying trains we generally, after we 
have built the road to accommodate the Jocal territory, endeavor to geta connec- 
tion for through business to be superadded to the local business. Then when 
we makeup a train often or fifteen cars of local freight to go over our line from 
Saint Louis, we can attach fifteen or twenty cars more of strictly through 
business. We can take the latter at a very low rate rather than go without 
it. Weare justified in doing so, as one does no prejudice to the other. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Will the Senator inform me whether the statement 
being read now by him refers to the Saint Louis and Cairo road, and 
whether it would be affected by the amendment now pending? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that road would be. I was reading a por- 
tion of Mr. Parker’s testimony. 

We would thereby have a good paying train. Yet half of it would be made 
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up of very low-grade freight, taken at a low rate. The road would be justified 
in taking it, for the reason that it would cost very little more to orm the 
service, and it would operate no injustice to the local patrons of the road who 
were paying « higher rate on the local freight, This would only apply to com- 
petitive freight, 

Being asked what would be the effect upon the local charges of his 
road if it were prohibited from taking such through freight at lower 
rates, Mr. Parker replied: 

It would result in our having to increase our local rates. It isa question of 

e earnings, and if we donot earn enough to float the company from one 
source we must from another, 


And soon. I shall not take up the time in reading from Mr. Parker 
any further. Now let me read from a gentleman in the Southern por- 
tion „of the country, a Mr. Haines, representing two or three roads in 
Georgia. He illustrates the question of the long and short haul very 
thoroughly by one single illustration. He says: 

Railroads are built to accommodate communities dependent for transporta- 
tation upon water courses, turnpikes, or public roads. They furnish miei 
and more convenient facilities than such communities before possessed, but 


still it costs something to maintain and operate them. If no charge was made 
for eee eons cost would have to be met by taxation. But whether met 
or 


by taxa! y charging freight and passenger rates, it is a tax at least upon 
the communities which have no other road to market. If it costs $600,000 per 
annum to keep up a road— 


Task the attention of the Senate to this— 
then the money must come out of the freight and passengers that are obliged 
to over it. Whether the amount of business be small or large, the money 
eep up the road must be forthcoming, or it will go to deeay. If 100,000 
bales of cotton were the only freight that passed over a road which carried no 
passengers, that cotton would have to pay a feint of $6 per bale if it cost $600,- 
000 per annum to maintain the , and nol tion could make it otherwise. 
But if the quantity of cotton to be transported could be increased to 200,000 
bales, then the cost of transportation could be fixed at $3 per bale, to the t 
joy and relief of the shippers of the first 100,000 bales; and yet the $600, re- 
quired to operate the road would be forthcoming. 

Now, suppose that the community which raised this second 100,000 bales had 
a water route to market and said to the railroad company, “It only costs a dol- 
Jar per bale to ship our cotton by water, but we prefer to ship it by rail at the 
same price,” who would be benefited if the company took the cotton at a dol- 
lar per bale? Who but the local shippers themselves, for without this addition 
to the business of the road they would have to pay $600,000 per year, or $6 per 
bale, to keep up the road, while with the $100,000 obtained from the other 100,000 
bales of competitive or through cotton they would haye to pay but $500,000, or 
$ö per bale on their own cotton, Should they turn around upon the managers 
of the railroad and say that it was unjust to the local shippers to charge only a 
dollar po bale on the through cotton? No, itis not only just but to the benefit 
of the local shippers that the railroad which they are obliged to use should 
get all the business it can from those who are not obliged to use it, and at any 
rate the latter choose to pay, provided, and it is a very important provision, 
that such competitive business adds something to the net revenue of the road; 
or, in other words, if it be carried at anything above the actual cost of trans- 


portation. 


Mr. President, it does seem to me that the testimony of such menas 
I have read from before the Senate to-day is sufficient to satisfy every 
intelligent man that we are treading upon exceedingly delicate and 
doubtful ground when we legislate upon the question of the long and 
short haul. I am free to. confess that I have never fully satisfied my- 
self that it was a safe thing todo at all, I have hesitated about it, ag 
the Senate itself knows. During the discussion of the bill pending 
before the Senate during the last Congress, which I had the honor to re- 
port to the Senate, I left ont of the bill altogether anything touching 
upon a short-haul law, but upon the investigation that the committee 
has been enabled to make this year I found, and I frankly state it, that 
there is a publicsentiment and a public belief throughout the country 
in the minds of the people that by means of the difference between 
the long and the short haul in this country the short-haul people are 
terribly swindled, and that this is worse than the advantages from the 
cheap long hauls. $ 

I have felt that there was something in that, but I have not felt 
that it was safe for this Congress or any Congress to go further as a be- 
ginning than to say that transporters shall not charge more for the 
transportation of property or persons on a given road for the shorter 
than the longer distance going in the same direction and from the same 
original starting-point, I donot believe that it is safe for us to go beyond 
that. I wish I knew that We could safely legislate in every particular 
so that we could stop every species of unjust discrimination or extortion 
that has been going on in the operation of the railroads of this country. 
There is no man in the Senate who has a greater desire to protect the 
people of the country. against extortion and against unjust discrimina- 
tion or any wrong on the part of the railroads of the country than my- 
self, I believe. I realize that there have been great wrongs, and I will 
enumerate some of the complaints which the people make against the 
railroad companies of the country as they have been summed up by 
the committee in its report: 


The complaints against the railroad system of the United States expressed to 
the committee are based upon the following charges: 
1. That local rates are unreasonably high compared with through rates. 


- That is just what I have been talking about. 


2. That both local and through rates are unreasonably high at non-competing 
points, either from the absence of competition or in consequenee of pooling 
agreements that restrict its operation. 

3. That rates are established without apparent regard to theactual cost of the 
service performed, and are based largely on * what the traffic will bear.” 

_ 4, Thatunjustifiable di ions are constantly made between individuals 
in the rates for like service under similar ciroumstan: 


ces. 
5. That improper discriminations are mad¢ between articles of freight and 


branches of business of a like character and between different quantities of the 
same class of freight. s 
6. TOR t unreasonable discriminations are made between localities similarly 
situated. 
7. That the effect of the prevailing policy of railroad managemen is, by an 
elaborate system of secret ppo rates, rebates, drawbacks, an: concessions, to 
foster monopoly, to enrich favored shippers, and to prevent free competitionin 
many lines of trade in which the item of tion is an important factor. 
8. That such favoritism and secrecy introduce an element of uncertainty into 
legitimate business that greatly retards the development of our industries and 


commerce, 

9. Thatthe secret cutting of rates and the sudden fluctuations that constantly 
take place are demoralizing to all business except that of a pasu speculative 
character, and frequently occasion great injustice and heavy losses. 

10. That, in the absence of national and uniform 1 on, the railroads are 
able by various devices to avoid their responsibility as carriers, y on 
shipments over more than one road or from one State to another, and that ship- 
pers aoa, great difficulty in recovering damages for the loss of property or for 
njury thereto, 

i That railroads refuse to be bound by their own contracts, and arbitrarily 
collect large sums in the shape of overcharges in addition to the rates agreed 
upon at the time of shipment, yl 

12, That railroads often refuse to recognize or be responsible for the acts of 
dishonest agents acting under their authority. 

13. That the common law fails to afford a remedy for such grievances, and 
that in cases of dispute the shipper is compelled to submit to the decision of the 
railroad manager or l commissioner, or run the risk of incurring further 
losses by greater di inations, 

14. That the differences in the classifications in use in various of the coun- 
try, and sometimes for shipments over the same roads in different directions, 
se s fruitful source of misunderstandings, and are often made a means of ex- 
tortion, . 

15. That a privileged class is created by the granting of and that the 
cost of the passenger service is largely increased by the extent of abuse, 

16. That the capitalization and bonded indebtedness of the roads largely ex- 
ceed the actual cost of their construction or their present value, and that un- 
reasonable rates are charged in the effort to pay dividends on watered stock 
and interest on bonds improperly issued, 

17. That railroad corporations have im moony engaged in lines of business 
entirely distinct from that of transportation, and that undue advantages have 
been afforded to business enterprises in which railroad officials were interested. 

18, That the management of the railroad business is extravagant and waste- 
ful, and that a needless tax is imposed upon the shipping and traveling public 
by the unnecessary expenditure of large sums in the maintenance of a costly 
force of agents engaged in a reckless strife for competitive business, 


These are in brief the complaints which have been made to the com- 
mittee by the people as we passed over the country undertaking to find 
out what were their complaints, if they had any, and at the same time 
their views with reference to this subject in the way of legislation. The 
committee have sought to prepare a bill which would cure these evils 
as far as possible, but all the time having in view as well the danger 
that we might make an error by adopting some course which would 
not only cripple the railroads but would injure the business of the 
conntry as well. í 

I desire to refer for a moment to the long and short haul question 
again. I read from the Popular Science Monthly an extract from an ' 
article written by a gentleman who has given this subject very much 
study, both from the point of view of the practical operation of the 
roads in this country and historically with reference to the action of 
other nations upon the subject. He says: 

The short-haul principle provides that a railroad shall not charge a1 r 
gross sum for a part of any route than it does for the whole; not more, for in- 
stance, from Chicago to pompadan Mass., than from eee to Boston. Itis 


thus intended to prevent the more outrageous forms of local discrimination. 
There can be no doubt that as a general principle it is correct. 


That is the general principle, and it is correct, and the committce 
have put it in the bill; but at the same time from our inyestigation of 
the facts we became satisfied that we could not recommend consistently 
with our judgment a provision absolutely preventing the charging of 
more in every instance for a short than for a long haul. 


“There can be no doubt that asa general principle it is correct.” But it isnot 
one which it is always possible to enforce by law. If the law can reach all the 
rival routes, and can be enforced against all of them, it does much good and lit- 
tle or no harm. Butif it reaches one route and not another, it simply makes 
the other route a Ss of the through traffic. What, for instance, would be 
the effect of a national short-haul law on the movement of wheat from Chicago 
to the seaboard? At present it is a traffic which the railroads can afford to 
make special efforts to secure, aud they bring the rates down nearly to the level 
of operating expenses, If they reduced local rates to this they would 
have nothing lef to pay fixed charges. The only way by which they could 
rent ot Gy the law would be by raising through rates. This would simply 
have the effect of sending the wheat to Europe via Montreal instead of via 
American ports. The Grand Trunk Railroad, which would be outside of our 
contro), would have the chance to make low traogh rates and get the heavy 
through traffic. The English stockholders of the Grand Trunk would be the 
persons most benefited by such a law. 


Now, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to this language: 

It is only a few years since the Prussian Government got into trouble in ex- 
actly this bré It was thought by the authorities that the low through rates 
favored the foreigners at the expense of the Germans; and an attempt was 
made to carry out the short-haul principle rigidly. The result simply was that 
the foreigners sent their goods by other routes, which Bismarck was unable to 
control, and that the Prussian railroads Iost a part of their traffic, which, low 
as were the rates charged upon it, was yet a matter of importance to their busi- 
ness prosperity, á 

T shall not take up the time of the Senate longer in discussing this 
question, and I beg pardon for taking as much time as I have done. 
But it seemed to me that the Senate was liable to do an injustice. I 
do not mean to the railroads, but to the business of the country; and 
I appeal to Senators to stop before they rush into specific legislation 
here which they would be called upon to repeal, I fear, by the time an- 
other Congress meets. : 
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I wish I was certain that we could pass an absolute short-haul law, 
and that it would not affect the business of the country unfavorably, 
- and that it would operate fairly upon all the people of all the States in 


all portions of the country; but I dare not venture, so far as I am con- 
cemed, to go further in that direction than has been recommended and 
adopted in the State of Massachusetts, nor further than the history of 
legislation in other nations will justify usin going. So I trust that the 
Senate will stand by the bill and adopt the fourth’section as it stands with 
such amendments as the Senator from Vermont suggests if they are 


necessary, so that the rule may not be regarded as an absolute law and 
] 


e. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Ilinois permit me to ask him 
a question before he takes his seat? : 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator has just been discussing the question of 
the long and short haul. I wish to have the construction of the com- 
— on hind meaning of the proviso to the fourth section, which is in 

ese words: s 


Provi however, That, upon application to the commission appointed under 
the pro ns of this act, such common carrier may, in special cases, be au- 
thorized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the transporta- 


tion of rs or property; andthe nmay from time totime make 
baod tal. renin exceptions to any such ARNON, carrier in cases where 
there is competition jS river, sea, canal, or lake, exempting such d: ated 


common carrier in such special cases from the operation of this section of this act. 


Does the committee construe that to mean that railroad corporations 
when competing with each other can be relieved in i pesta: cases by the 
commission, or that there can only be relief granted where a railroad 
or railroads come in competition with water rtation ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Myownviewis thatthe commission will have power, 
wherever upon investigation it finds that it is necessary in the interest 
of transportation and ess to the public to make exceptions, wher- 
ever it may be, whether on the border of the lakes or rivers or canals or 
what not. 

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of the Senate further. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as Iam a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, itis perhaps proper for me to state why 
I shall support the amendment offered by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia to the fourth section of the bill. The committee which have re- 
ported this bill have given the subject very careful examination and 
consideration. And although the bill reported is not pretended to be a 
panacea for all the reat eine out of the management of the trans- 
portation system, it will, I believe (should it become a law), go very 
thr toward the correction of some of the admitted abuses, and will en- 
able us to discover, through the report of the commision, what further 
legislation may be necessary. 

The provisions of the present bill are based upon the theory that the 
paramount evil charged against the operation of the railroad transpor- 
tation system is the unjust discrimination between persons, places, and 
commodities of particular description. Itis the unanimous judgment 
of your committee that the bill in its general scope will correct many 
of the abuses complained of without in any way impairing the effi- 
ciency of the transportation interests or jeopardizing the capital in- 
vested inrailroads. The principal difference of opinion has arisen upon 
the proposition now pending with regard to the ‘*longand short haul.”’ 
The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and myself, the minority 
of the committee, had intended to introduce the identical amendment 
offered by the Senatorfrom West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN ] to strike out 
the words in the fifth line of the fourth section, ‘‘in the same direction 
and from the samg original point of departure.”’ 

This is a question which has been discussed by all the eminent rail- 
road men in this country. More than twenty State Legislatures have 
had ihis identical question before them. It ought to be well consid- 
cred here before final action istaken. I think I am entirely safe in say- 
ing that all the legislation which has been attempted in Englaud or in 
any State of this Union which has sought to fix arbitrary rates of freight 

ton per mile or to regulate the mode of transportation by an in- 
Rexible law has been a failure. 

‘The only success that we have had in this country in controlling the 
railroads, in forcing them to give to the public the rights which the 
public believe they are entitled to, has been under the various acts of 
State Legislatures which gave the commission no power except the power 
to supervise and report any and all acts of discrimination as to indi- 
viduals or localities. 

The common-law right of the citizen to be protected against extor- 
tion and unjust discrimination exists, but the remedy for the violation 
has been found to be wholly inadequate unless the State intervenes 
through a commission, as in the case of Massachusetts. Mr. Charles 
Francis Adams, formerly a member of that commission, in his statement, 
which will be found on page 1202 of the testimony, says that ‘‘six- 
teen years ago the State of Massachusetts, by what at that time was 


nothing but a happy guess, hit on the true ier = 8 of legislative dealing | peared 


with this question,’’ that the Legislature carefully refused to give the 
comission any power, and all the commissiori could do was to exam- 
ine, report, and reeommend—then having recourse to public opinion. 
I think it is conceded that the great success of that commission and 
the wonderful success of the New York commission will induce the 


Legislatures of the various States of the Union that act upon this sub- 
ject to adopt practically their rule, relying upon public sentiment to 
correct the acts complained of. 

But in this matter of the long and short haul every railroad expert, 
I think, who appeared before the committee, every writer upon the 
subject, both in this country and in England, admit that a rule which 
prohibits a railroad company from charging more for hauling a car-load 
300 miles than is charged for hauling a car-load 1,000 miles over the same 
road and in the same direction is just and proper; but they all contend 
that there are innumerable instances constantly occurring where excep- 
tions must be made, or great injustice would result. Therefore the 
rule should not be a rigid one, but that the commission authorized by 
the bill should have power, without waiting for legislation, to permit 
exceptions in cases where it is absolutely necessary for the public wel- 
fare or the protection of the transportation company. 

The committee were so impressed with that view that in framing this 
bill we have inserted a provision that in each and every case where the 
railroad company can show that either from water competition, from 
competition among themselves, or any other extraordinary circumstance, 
such as occasionally occur in the export trade—upon showing the fact 
that it would destroy them, would impair their property, would pre- 
vent them from making a just return to their stockholders, upon that 
showing an exception may be made in each and every case so presented. 
Therefore, if you have a fair commission, if you have experts, men of 
character who desire to do justice, as they unquestionably have in the 
States of Massachusetts and New York; you will have no hardship upon 
the railroads, and yet you will have individual rights respected and non- 
competing points protected. a @ . 

Mr. President, this is not a new question. The Stateof Ohio, which 
you represent in on this floor, has considered and acted upon the 
question. Your legislation was more conservative than it was in many 
of the Western States, where it has Pon an entire and total failure, 
as it has everywhere where penal and specific statutes have been passed 
to fix rates per ton per mile and impose penalties for violations, But 
you in Ohio inserted a provision in your law identical with that which 
is advocated by my friend from West Virginia, or, as the provision of 
the bill will stand if his amendment is adopted, it would be as follows: 


same company or person for the prem pegs in the same direction of freight 
of the same or kind for an equal or greater distance over the same in 
and connecting lines of railroad. 


That is substantially the law in operation in Ohio. 
there are prosperous. There never has been any proper complaint made 
by the managers of those roads. Many of them are owned and con- 
trolled by corporations within my State, and they have never com- 
plained of the exactions of that law because they knew that it is just 
and fair, and when properly enforced they had no right to complain. 
They know also that for twenty-five years the greatest railroad corpo- 
ration in this country, with over 3,000 miles of railroad, one of the 
most prosperous to-day upon this continent, the pet Pennsylvania 
Railroad, when it received from the Stateof Pennsylvania the artificial 
water ways, the canals that were constructed atan immense cost by the 
State, the condition was made that they should charge no higher rate 
for the short haul than for the long haul to the people of Pennsylva- 
nia—not that they should not charge any greater rate for the short haul 
within the State, but that no greater charge should be made by that 
road from Pittsburgh to Philadelphia than they made from Chicago to 
Sire! ier thus giving to that State and to her citizens the advan- 
tage of the lowest possible rate that that railroad would charge to the 
citizens of the West. 

Now, Mr. President, what has been the result of it? They have 
successfully competed with all the other trunk lines that run from 
Chicago to the seaboard, and with the great trunk line of Canada con- 
structed at a less cost per mile than any road in the United States, 
because they secured the money at about 3 percent. Cheaply con- 
structed as that road was, they, the Pennsylvania company, have been 
enabled to maintain themselves, they have built up from Pittsburgh to 
Philadelphia manufacturing establishments such as are on no other line 
of railroad in this country except the New York Central. For twenty- 
five years that road has been subject to the rule which we are seeking 
to apply to all the other railroads in the country; they have built up 
so great a local business that 90 per cent. of their income comes from 
local freight on the line of their road. There is not an officer of that 
company who will not admit the rule which this amendment would es- 
tablish is just; that, with or without law, in the interest of the road 
they would adopt it. 

Mr. Albert Fink, who is considered by all the railroad officials in 
this country as the brightest mind connected with transportation, a 
man who has argued their case before Congress for years, who has ap- 
before the committees of many of the State Legislatures to pre- 
vent hostile legislation, was before the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, and was questioned by my friend, the chairman, and other mem- 
bers of that committee. He does not hesitate to say that the rule we 
are seeking toadopt, making it uniform, applying it to all the roadsin ` 
the country with the exceptian I have named, that the commission in 


The railroads . 
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special cases should have the right to change that rule, is right. On 
page 91 of testimony Mr. Fink uses the following language: 

It isa rule ppan é adopted by all railroads to p 
thethrough r Ap en the latter are reasonableand 
example, the tariffs of the Pennsylvania Railroad are soarran; thatno higher 

is made from any station east of Pittsburgh to P. ‘elphia than from 
Pittsburgh to Philadelp! or from any station this side of Chicago than from 
Chicago, That is a rule generally adopted by all roads. 

Senator HARRIS, Never to charge more for ashortthan for a long distance? 

Mr, Frxx. I do not say “never,” because there are conditions under which 
this may be done without injustice, but it is the general rule in making tariffs. 

Mr. Blanchard, who hasbeen connected with the Baltimore and 
Ohio road and the Erie road, and who is a recognized authority upon 
these subjects, has modified his views, and he does not hesitate to say 
that it is a proper rule and ought to beenforced. Mr. Sterne, the great 
railroad lawyer, employed by commercial bodies to secure legislation to 
prevent extortion and discrimination, whom we had before us, says 
what? 

That in England and before every State Legislature and before Congress up to 
within the last two or three years every railroad official has said that it would 
be destruction to the railroads to apply this rule to them,and would taunt the 
man who suggested it as one who did not understand the subject; and yet to- 
dry there is not a railroad official in this country, in the me cere what has oc- 
curred on the Pennsylvania and other roads, who will not admit freely that the 
ee is a wise one; but he simply advises you that you can not enforce it prop- 
erly. Š 

Mr. Kernan, president of the railroad commission in New York, was 
mentioned by my friend the chairman, who referred to his statements 
and quoted in part what hesaid. I think the Senator, without intend- 
ing to do so, may have created the impression that Mr. Kernan is of 
the opinion that if we attempted to enforce this short-haul rule it would 
be disastrous to the railroads. Ido not so understand Mr. Kernan. On 
the con , when Mr. Kernan presented to the committee the rule 
which the New York commission had adopted—not the law, but the rule 
of the commission—that rule provided that— ( 

Railroads should not, as a general rule, charge more between a terminaland 
an intermediate point, for a like class and quantity of freight, than is charged 
between such terminal and a more distant point, even though at such more dis- 
tant point there be railroad or water competition, unless railroads can afirma- 
tively establish such circumstances governing such competition as justify the 
higher charge for the shorter distance. 


Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to inter- 
rupt him ? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Maryland yield? 

Mr. GORMAN. With very great pleasure. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to read froma paragraph on page 18 of the 
«estimony, where he says: 

I believe that in such a statute there should be this provision— 

That is, a short-haul provision— 
with the power in somebody to modify or permit exceptions to it. 


Mr. GORMAN. That is precisely what Mr. Kernan suggests, and 
that is precisely what the section will say if the amendment offered by 
the Senator from West Virginia is adopted. To put that beyond con- 
troversy, permit me to read the section as it will be-if the amendment 
is adopted: > 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive 
any greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passen- 
or property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than fora longer 
istance over the same line, in the same direction: Provided, however, That 
upon application to the commission oppona under the provisions of this act, 
S common carrier may,in special cases, be authorized to charge less for 
r than for shorter distances for the transportation of passengers or prop- 
erty ; and the commission may from time to time make general rules covering 
exceptions to any such common carrier, in cases where there is competition by 
river, sea, canal,or lake, exempting such designated common carrier in stch 
special cases from the operation of this section of this act; and when such ex- 
oe shall have been made and published they shall have like force and 
ect as though the same had been specified in this section. 

I submit that the section as I have read it, provided the amendment 
of ihe Senator from West Virginia is adopted, comes precisely within 
the rule laid down by the commission of New York. It comes within 
the rule that is in operation upon the Pennsylvania Railroad. Itis the 
rule which would do exact justice to every section of this country. 

To illustrate what has been done and what is being done by these 
great trunk railroads running east and west to the detriment of com- 
munities, to the destruction of individuals and their property, it has 
been stated by Mr. BLANCHARD, that on a-railroad thatis owned in the 
State which I in part represent, the terminus is in Baltimore, the time 
has been that they have charged more for a car-load from Frederick to 
the city of Baltimore, 60 miles, than they now charge for the 700 miles 
from Chicago to Baltimore. 

Mr. BLANCHARD gives another instance. He states, for examp!e, 
‘* When I came to the Erie road in 1873 the charge on dry goods from 
New York to Chicago, 965 miles, was 75 cents per hundred pounds. 
At the same time the rate from New York city to Homellsville on the 
Erie Railway, 340 miles, about 80 cents onthe hundred pounds. There 
are innumerable instances. To-day the rule is that you can havea 
car rted from the city of Chicago to Baltimore or New York 
city for one-half the charge you can move that car from any non-com- 
peting point in the valley of the Ohio River to the city of Baltimore 


ly adjust local tariffs to 
lyremunerating. For 


- or New York, and this on all traffic, grain, oil, beef, lumber. Lumber 
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can be brought from the forests of Michigan cheaper than you can move - 
it from Wheeling to the city of Baltimore over the same road in the 
same direction and with no greater possible cost for moving 1 ton per 
mile than the other. 

Now, sir, the Baltimore and Ohio and the Erie are not alone in this 
discrimination. There is scarcely a railroad in the country that does 
not practice this extortion as a rule except the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
and in the case of that road gentlemen appeared before the committee, 
who stated upon their honor that the same extortion had been made 
upon them; that by the Pennsylvania Company law is not in all cases 
observed; that there was favoritism; and I have no question myself, 
from the examination of the subject, that these great fortunes, growing 
up from tens to hundreds of millions, of gentlemen connected with the 
transportation interests have been in a great measure owing to favorit- 
ism by almost all the railroads of the country. I believe to-day that 
the great trouble with the laboring people in this country comes from 
this discrimination, from this favoritism, from this undue and un- 
healthy accumulation of wealth by a comparatively few men by means 
of this extortion and unjust discrimination. 

There can be no question that the charging more for theintermediate 
distance than you do for the whole distance on any road tends to throw 
trade out of its natural channel, builds up turmoils at the expense of 
all the intermediate points. There is an unnatural increase of wealth 
and population, and whenever depression comes, as it does periodically, 
you witness the scenes you are passing through. If the short-haul rule 
will become a law I have no question that trade and manufactures 
will seek the natural channel and we shall be less liable to the disturb- 
ances which are unavoidable under the present system. 

I would not advocate a proposition that would jeopardize this vast 
investment in railroads. There are even billions of money invested 
in the railroads of thiscountry. The cost of the railroads is $60,000 a 
mile. -I do not believe they could be duplicated to-day, if they were. 
all to be constructed now, for the same amount of money, There are 
too many interests involved to treat it lightly. : 

I would not favor any portion of this bill if I supposed it meant 
an attack upon the rights of the people whose money is invested in 
these t enterprises. I ize fully the competition that our 
roads have with the lakes and with the Canada railroads. It isa very 
serious question for us. I know that we have all that we can do to 
maintain our trade and prevent it from passing through Canada. I 
believe that can only be done by the most liberal action of this Gov- 
ernment and of the people of the States. 

The rates of transportation by railroad from all points in the West to 
the East on through freight is governed by the rate from Chicago to 
tide water, and that rate by rail is in fact fixed by the water rate from 
Chicago by the lakes and the Erie Canal. If we are to maintain the 
supremacy of the American lines, I have no question that the Erie 
Canal must be enlarged by the State of New York or by the aid of the 
GeneralGovernment: Itis only by theimprovementof thatgreat high- 
way and the improvement of the Missouri River that you can hope to 
have the products of the great West transported to tide water at the 
minimum cost. The through rates by rail are as low as the water 
rates. £ ¢ 

Whether the railroads have reached the minimum in actual cost of 
transportation is a question yet unsettled. They are entitled to fair 
compensation for the through and local freight, but there is no reason 
why ten million of people who reside within a radius of 200 miles of 
where we stand shall be made to pay four times as much for moving 
a ton of freight 200 miles as the people west of the Mississippi Valley 
pay for moving it 1,000 miles. . 

Mr. President, this proposition is nota new oneto the railroads them- 
selves. The great railroad war of 1877 arose upon this question of the 
long and short haul. It came about through the action of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad with its then president, the late Mr. John W. 
Garrett, who had not his superior in this country in railroad manage- 
ment. Hissuccess was phenomenal. He took charge of the road thirty 
years ago, and he kept his road upon a proper basis. It was built not 
by watering the stock and the bonds, but the actual construction stock 
payments were called in first in cash and the bonds were sold for par. 
It was an expensive road to construct, with a higher grade than any 
road crossing the Alleghany Mountains. 

But the distance from tide water at Baltimore to Cincinnati and Saint | 
Lonisand Chicago isshorter than by any otherline. The New York Cen- 
tral, with its low grades and magnificent equipment, and the Pennsyl- 
vaniaroad, with its grand equipment, and the Erie, all more favorable in 
grade, but longer lines, united to compel the Baltimore and Ohio to 
make 'the same gross charge per 100 pounds, or per ton, or per car from 
Chicago to Baltimore as they made from Chicago to New York, the 
average distance being 200 miles greater to New York than Baltimore. 
The Baltimore and Ohio road refused to enter the combination. Mr. 
Garrett held that Baltimore was entitled to the rate of 3 cents per 100 
pounds Jess than New York and Philadelphia. 

In other words, he maintained and finally sueceeded in enforcing the 
rule of the short haul, a more radical rule than that which we-contend 
for to-day. That contest brought on a railroad war which came nearly 
bankrupting all the trunk-line roads, But the Baltimore and Ohio was 
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fully sustained by public sentiment, and the State of Maryland, which 
owns a large interest in the road, and the city of Baltimore, and the 
people, without an exception, were content to jeopardize their invest- 
ment in the road rather than the principle should be abandoned. 
Right succeeded, and what was the result? A division of the trade be- 
tween the great seaboard cities. 

Elevators for the accommodation of the grain trade sprung up in the 
harbor of Baltimore, lines of steamers were established from that port 
to England and France, and the cost of grain and other products by 
ocean carriage was largely reduced. This, it will-be remembered, was 
a contest between the railroads for their own interests. Now we pro- 
pose to enforce it in the interest of the people. It does not lie in the 
mouth of the railroad official to object to it. It will do no injustice to 
that great interest, but it will put in practical operation what was in- 
tended to be secured when the railroads were —exact justice 
to all shippers and all localities through which the railroad passes. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Mr. President, this fea 
ure of the bill isin my judgment the only one that it is important to 
discuss in connection with-it. The debate two years ago exhausted 
nearly all that could be said on either side of the other questions em- 
braced in the bill. An amendment was p two years ago to in- 
troduce a provision about the long haul the short haul, and that 
was debated at considerable length, and the Senate, I think by a very 
decided vote, declared itself against any attempt to legislate upon the 
subject. That was one of the marked differences between the House 
bill at that time and the Senate bill. However, this provision is now 
inserted in the Senate bill, and it seems to be founded upon a reason- 
able rule of equity, that no greater sum should be charged for a shorter 
distance than fora longer distance. It was so equitable a rule that it 
was difficult for me to defend the course I took in reference to the mat- 
ter in discussing it with my constituents, and it was always difficult 
for me even to answer it to myself; but I did answer to them: and to 
myself on this ground, that there were certain places so important in 

- the geography of our country, certain points where the shipments were 
so great, where the competition was so close, the rivalry existing not 
only between several lines of railroad but also between the.railroads 
and ships and water communication and between Chicago and New 
York, that to attempt to make a rule that would govern the commerce 
between Chicago and New York and apply that rule to the interior 
commerce on the shorter lines or at the intermediate points would seem 
to Łe difficult, if not impossible, and therefore I became satisfied that a 
provision like this was not a wise one. 

However, the committee on this subject having considered it and 
having adopted this provision, I can not see why they should resist the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. If the rule 
is to be observed at all, it ought to be observed especially in favor of 
the interior points and -the great intermediate points on the long rail- 
road lines. But under the bill as it now stands if grain starting from 
Chicago at the rate of one-half cent a ton per mile, or say $10 a ton for 
the distance between New York and Chicago, is charged that rate on 
the through route, double that rate might be charged between any in- 
termediate point and the city of New York. Why should that be so? 
If the goods are started from Chicago to Pittsburgh, the company may 
charge as much under the bill as it now stands to Pittsburgh as to New 
York, but they can charge no more. They can not under the opera- 
tions of this bill charge any more from Chicago to Pittsburgh than from 
Chicago to New York, and to that extent it is at least a relief to the 
city of Pittsburgh; and I take Pittsburgh as the largest town on the 
great Pennsylvania Railroad. But under the operations of thisbill they 
might charge twice as much for goods, wheat, grain, and all the prod- 
uce of the great region of Indiana, say from Fort Wayne, or from Cleve- 
land in Ohio, or from the town in which I live, or any other center of 
eommerce there. They mightunder the operations of this bill charge 
twice as much on these shipments. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Or five times as much. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Or five times as much between any of these points 
nearer to New York. Why should that beso? Why should that dis- 
crimination be allowed? Itis said, however, thatif you can fine them 
or prevent them in any way from making a discrimination against these 
interior cities you cut them off from competing with the Chicago mar- 
ket. If that argument is good, it ought to exclude this long haul and 

. short haul clause from the bill. But if you admit that no discrimina- 
tion should be made as between a shipment from Chicago to New York 
and from some intermediary point to New York, then you must also 
admit that there should be no discrimination as against a shipment be- 
tween Fort Wayne and Pittsburgh and New York. It is impossible to 
stop short of it. ; 

Sir, if this rule as to the long haul and the short haul is to be di- 
vided, the same discrimination must extend in favor of all the interme- 
diate points; otherwise you perpetuate and intensify the local complaint 
that has existed on all the lines of the great railroads. ‘Take the case 
mentioned by the Senator from West Virginia. At one time there was 
as much charged from Wheeling to Baltimore as there was from Chi- 
cago to Baltimore. Under the operation of this bill railroads might 
charge as much from Wheeling to Baltimore as from Chicago to Balti- 
more. Would that be just to that people? If, however, the shipment 


should be from Chicago to Wheeling, they could not charge any more 
from Chicago to Wheeling than from Chicago to Baltimore. That is 
the operation of the bill, and to that extent it goes to correct a com- 
plaint which has been made. 

But they can still discriminate if the shipment is made from Wheel- 
ing to Baltimore, by charging more from Wheeling to Baltimore than 
they would charge from Chicago to Baltimore. 

If there is any justice or any virtue in this principle of attempting by 
legislation to control the action of railroad companies in fixing their 
charges from extreme points of shipment, you must also extend the 
same privilege to all the intermediate points, and say that they shall not 
charge for a shorter distance more than for a long distance. 

It is sometimes said that it costs more to transport for a shorter dis- 
tance. That isnot true. There can not be acase in which it is true. 
Could it possibly cost more to transport wheat from Mansfield, Ohio, 
to New York than from Chicago to New York, when the same cars go 
over the same track 290 miles farther in the one case? Does it cost any 
more to load in one place than in another? The terminal ¢ in 
the great cities are just about as much as it would cost in any interior 
point on the whole line of the road, and those terminal charges are 
made special and are usually by corporations within corpora- 
tions, as is done, I believe, in all great cities, in Chicago especially, where 
the -warchouse charge is a distinct thing paid to another company, an 
organization made by the railroad company, the two combining together 
for the purpose of cheapening the terminal costs. 

For instance, in the city of Chicago there are four or five great rail- 
roads of the country combined together into what is called the Fort 
Wayne depot, and they have an organization, I think a corporation, 
which manages that business and fixes the charges for the benefit of all 
the roads. At this very session of Congress you passed a law to make 
provision for another corporation by which the terminal charges should 
be still farther decreased by combining a greater number of roads and 
enabling them to make their terminal facilities. 

Therefore the question of terminal cost does not enter into the charge 
for freight at all. That is a special made both at the beginning 
of the shipment and at the end of the shipment, and a charge is made 
special for that reason. So there is no increased cost to the railroad 
company because the shipment is made in Chicago, at Fort Wayne, at 
Mansfield, or at Pittsburgh. The charge would be local in every case, 
for at the intermediate points the warehouse charge is paid by the 
shipper and not by the iioa I do not know that the railroads own 
a single warehouse. I am not sure that the great Pennsylvania road 
owns any warehouses at all. The warehouses are owned by private 
partiés and the shipper pays the expenses of the warchonses, or if it is 
included in the freight charges it is done as a matter of convenience in 
the process of collecting. A 

Bo there is no ground of equity whatever why a discrimination should 
be made against the intermediate points. Sometimes it is said that 
the railroads can not afford to run through freight from Chicago to New 
York unless they do it at a very low rate. If the object is to enable 
them to run their through freight at the very lowest possible rate at 
the cost of the local freight, that is a ground of public policy. If that 
is the ground upon which this bill is to be based, then the fourth sec- 
tion should be stricken out of it entirely, and the railroads should be 
ARE to fix thcir own rates for the through freight without respect 
to 

That was the view that I took of this subject two years ago. I 
thought we could not legislate upon the subject; that where railroads 
came in competition with each other and with water transportation it 
would be better to let them alone; but since that ground is abandoned 
you must go further and make no discrimination atall. It is suffi- 
cient to say that if they charge as much for the short haul as for the 
long haul, that is a discrimination against all intermediate points; but 
that nobody proposes to change. But when you go beyond that and 
say that they may charge twice, three times, or ten times as much 
from an intermediate point to the point of shipment in the West as 
they charge from Chicago on the freight from the far West, then as a 
matter of course you utterly destroy all the industries of the interior 
towns and cities. 

One of the great evils of our times in commercial transactions is the 
vast concentration of capital and labor in great commercial centers. 
What has built up Chicago? It is simply because Chicago has enor- 
mous advantages over every interior town. Wheat in a warehouse in 
Chicago is worth more than in any spot in Ohio under the plan here- 
tofore adopted by therailroads. They would charge less in some cases 
for wheat from Chicago to New York; and the bill will allow them to 
charge from the interior points of Ohio where it is shipped in great 
quantities, and the same articles are charged more than is charged from 
Sane so that wheat in Chicago will be worth more than wheat in 
Ohio. > 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will allow me to suggest that I have 
failed to find any such provision in the bill as he speaks of as will per- 
mit charging twice, or three times, or five, or ten times as much from 
an intermediate point as from the termini. Certainly the Senator must 
infer it from some language used. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. It is here plain as print. 
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Mr. MILLER. I ask the Senator to point it out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill do so. In the absence of the provisions of 
the bill it is plain that the railroads, if left to themselves, can make 
such charges as they see proper, subject only to the limitations of their 
charters. Take that broad principle in connection with this language: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the for the transportation of passengers or 
property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer dis- 
tance over the same line in the same direction— 

If you stop there, then no discrimination could be made; but it goes 
on— 
and from the same original point of departure. 


If goods are shipped from Chicago to New York is there any pro- 
hibition there against charging less for that transportation than for 
goods shipped from Fort Wayne, Ind., to New York? 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me toask him another 
question? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Cértainly. ; 

Mr, MILLER. Does he think it would be just or reasonable upon 
the part of railroads to charge twice or five or ten times as mnch for 
carrying wheat from Mansfield to New York asis charged from Chicago 
to New York? : : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know what the Senator is driving at. 

Mr.CAMDEN. Will the Senator allow me to answer that question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can answer it. The Senator from New 
York now refers to a general provision in the bill that they shall not 
be guilty of extortion. I ask the Senator from New York to read the 
-clause on which he would rely to justify his argument, 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator will look at section 1 of the bill, 
lines 27 to 31, he will find the following: s 

All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or ig connection therewith, or 
for the receiving, delivering, storage, or handling of such property, shall be rea- 
sonable and just. 

Then, if the Senator will read section 2 he will find that it prohibits 
special rates, rebates, and drawbacks, prevents any special privileges 
being granted to any particular person, company, or place. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have read all that. Now, let me ask the Sen- 
ator from New York a question. 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would it be reasonable and just to charge more 
- from Mansfield, Ohio, to New York, than from Chicago to New York? 
I ask the Senator that question. _ 

Mr. MILLER. In that particular case I should say no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, why do the Senators object to the amend- 
ment proposed by tlie Senator from West Virginia? If those wordsure 
stricken out, then such a thing could not be done; then no greater 
amount could be charged from Mansfield to New York than from Chi- 
cago to New York. But the very fact that the fight on this bill turns 
upon these few words shows that the object and meaning is to leave all 
the intermediate points to a law of justice and discretion to be admin- 
istered by whom, and when, and where? If you must regulate the long 
haul and the short haul by legislation, give us a rule that is fair and 
just, and not by an express exception make a distinction between a short 
shipment oyer the same line and a long shipment over the same line. 
There is the answer, and that is the whole of it. > 

I intend to vote to support the action of the committee, although I 
doubt very much whether the fourth section will not bring trouble. I 
believe that it will be repealed within a ghort time, and for this reason: 
I believe the fourth section will create 80 much embarrassment that it 
will at once raise the rates of through freight. I appeal to every rail- 
road man who hears me. The companies can not afford to reduce the 
local rates if by doing that they are prevented from competing at low 
rates for the through freight. If they are compelled to put on reason- 
able local freights, then they will be compelled to put on reasonable 
through freights, and when they attempt to do that, as a matter of 
course they must raise the freights for long hauls in order to give them 
even a living profit on their railroads. 

Mr. MILLER. I understood the Senator at the beginning of his re- 
marks to say that he is in favor of the amendment as proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lam. : 

Mr. MILLER. That amendment is to make the provision for short 
and long hauls absolute, starting from any and all points. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. MILLER. That is undoubtedly the meaning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the Senator gets throngh—— 

Mr. MILLER. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator if he does 
not care to be interrupted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the Senator says I am in favor of the same 
rate per ton per mile over all roads or over the same roads owned by the 
same persons, he is very much mistaken; but when you speak of the 
rates through the same places by the same road, the same ownership, 
I say if you adopt the rule that the long haul shall not be less than the 
short haul, as a matter of course you must carry it out to its logical se- 


243 


XVII 


quence. Weknow very well that this long-haul project has enormously ~ 
reduced the rates in this country for through freight. It is an advan- 
tage which the cities along the Mississippi River and in California have 
had and enjoyed all the time. 

Thatlow charge for through freight is based on the idea that every rail- 
road is built as a local road first, and the local rates are expected to pay 
what are called the fixed charges; that is, the interest, the cost of the 
road, and all that sort of thing; and then if they can get through 
freight for the mere operating expenses, it strengthens the road and en- 
ables them to carry on their operations and make money. They there- 
fore have based their charge for through freights, for long freights and 
long distances, on the mere cost of operating the road. I know thatis 
done on all the great railroads. They havecarried freight from Chicago 
and some of the Western points to the city of New York for less than 
operating expenses when they were competing with each other, and 
they usually have fixed those charges at little more than the operating 
expenses. When I speak of operating expenses I suppose every Senator 
knows what I mean—the cost of the fuel, repairs to the engines, pay- 
ment of the engineers and firemen, without any regard whatever to the 
cost of the road and what are called the fixed charges, the interest on 
the bonds and the like, 

That has been the custom; but if they are compelled to abandon that 
rule, then, as a matter of course, they will look first to their charges for 
local freight and adopt theirthrough chargessimply soasto keep within 
the language of the law. In some cases some of the roads will lose all 
their through freight, and the result will be a general advance in the 
through freights.on the long lines. That will be the effect of it, and 
when that effect is produced, then gentlemen will come here and com- 
plain of it, and say that by the operation of our legisMion the freights 
have been increased from Iowa and the far Western country to New 
York. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, just in that 
connection, with the discretionary power which this section gives to 
the railroad commission, does he not suppose that the commission would 
make an exception in favor of a road such as he suggests when it was 
in danger of losing all its through freight? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then if that is so why not leave out these words? 
If they can make a special rule for freight from Chicago to New York 
why put in these words? 

Mr. HARRIS. I will tell the Senator that I think the words ought 
to be stricken out, I am for the amendment; but I do not think there 
are any circumstances under which with the discretionary power which 
this section gives to the commission any through line would be likely 
to lose its through freights. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to vote with the committee just as far as 
I can. If the bill prohibited any discrimination between a shipment 
from New York to Pittsburgh and a shipment from Chicago to New 
York, or, vice rersa, between a shipment from New York to Cleveland 
and a shipment from New York to Chicago, if the point of commence- 
ment is the same, then the bill operates; but suppose the point of com- 
mencement is not the same, but is an intermediate point, why should 
not the same rule apply? 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Are 
not the exceptional advantages given to the long haul by railroads nec- 
essarily compensated by compelling the intermediate points to make 
up for that loss, as the Senator says the loss is made up sometimes on 
the long haul?. Practically do not the intermediate points where the 
larger charge is have to make up that loss? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Railroad men know precisely and can give you to 
the fraction what proportion of their earnings is {rom local freight and 
what proportion is from through freight; and they take care that the 
local freight, which is almost invariable and changes but little except 
from the nature of the crops, will pay them at least a reasonable re- 
turn for the capital employed, the interest on bonds, and the like; in 
other words, they will make it provide for the fixed charges, and then 
they will hope to get enough out of the through traffic to help earry on 
the operating expenses of theroad. That is a general rule among rail- 
road men. 

Mr. MAXEY. Butif the charge on the long hanl, as the Senator 
has said, is sometimes less than the actual cost, and they have the priv- 
ilege of making a short haul pay a greater rate than a long haul, do 
they not necessarily compensate themselves by making the short-haul 
men pay for the loss, and thus the shippers at the intermediate points 
will be the losers? 

Mr.SHERMAN. All I desire is that this section shall be made logi- 
eal. The words ‘‘and from the same original point of departure” are 
put in so as to limit the operation of the section and in order to make 
a discrimination against all interior points. Indiana, Ohio, West Vir- 
ginia, and Pennsylvania would gll be deeply affected by this arrange- 
ment, and so with Iowa and other States; where the shipment is from 
a distance west of Iowa they would be affected by it. Itseems to me 
that it would make the work of the committee more perfect, and these 
words of limitation are put in here not in the interest of the principle 
of the section, but for the purpose of defeating it and restraining it. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I confess that I am not quite able to 
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“understand the position of the Senator from Ohio upon this matter. 
That is undoubtedly due to my own obtuseness in the i If I 
understood him, two years ago when a similar bill was before the Sen- 
ate he opposed any amendment to it looking to the control of the long 
and short haul, but at the present time he proposes to support the prop- 
osition as it is now found in the bill. However, if I understood his 
argument, it was entirely in favor of the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia and not in accordance with the provision 
of the bill. 

When I first began to investigate this matter in committee I confess 
that I was myself disposed to favor the proposition in precisely the 
same form found in the amendment offered by the Senator from West 
Virginia; but after a careful and painstaking investigation of the mat- 
ter, after listening to the views of a large number of people concerned, 
shippers as well as railroad men, I came to the conclusion that we could 
not afford to go further in this first measure than the proposition as 
found in the bill, that is, limiting the charge for a short haul from the 
same initial or starting-point and in the same direction. I believe 
there is no difference of opinion so far expressed in the Senate as to the 
provision that this limitation should apply to freight moving in the 
same direction, and therefore it is not necessary to discuss that at all. 

It was believed by some of the committee that the provisions con- 
tained in the first section, from lines 27 to 31, were sufficient, withou 
any short-haul provision whatever, and that the declaration there made 
that all charges should be reasonable and just would, if fully carried 
out and enforced by the commission, result in producing substantially 
the result which is sought to be brought about by the,provision found 
in section 4, but it was finally concluded that it would be better that 
there should be@me definite declaration upon this question in regard 
to making the charge for the short-haul no greater than for the long- 
haul. Asa result of that, section 4 was inserted. 

It has been assumed, Mr. President, thus far by all the Senators who 
have discussed this question, or who have spoken in favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia striking out the provision as 
to the initial point and also the provision giving power to the commis- 
sion to make special exceptions, that this amendment was in favor of 
the people and against the railroads. I denyit in foto. If that amend- 
ment is adopted and that provision is put in there it will increase the 
earnings of the great railroads of this country 50 per cent. in the next 
year. -Unquestionably so, and that 50 per cent. will all come out of the 
producers and consumers of this country. There can not be any ques- 
tion about it whatever. Heretofore we have trusted to competition to 
regulate freight charges in this country. In some directions it has 
worked well. It has brought about the cheapest railroad freights 
known in the world. It has reduced the cost of transporting a bushel 
of wheat from Dakota to New York to an infinitely small figure. Let 
that provision prevail as suggested by the Senator from West Virginia, 
and you will inevitably when the water communications are closed in- 
crease the rate of freight upon flour and grain and produce from the 
West from 50 to 100 per cent. 

The railroads will take advantage of that provision, for this law is to 
apply to every one of the great trunk lines; it does not touch a little 
side road within the limits of a State; but it touches every one of the 
great corporations crossing this continent, every great corporation reach- 
ing from the Mississippi to the seaboard; and when yousay to them all 
alike substantially, ‘‘ Your local rates are to be almost in exact propor- 
tion to your through rates,” the railroad companies will meet you by 
saying, ‘‘ We must have such a rate for our through freight as will enable 
us to earn living dividends upon all the securities which represent our 
roads, no matter whether they are watered or bona fide.’? Put in that 
provision as suggested by the Senator from West Virginia, and you will 
strike not at the railroads, but you will strike at the farmer in the West 
and the laboring man inthe East. That is where it all comes. You 
are to double or quadruple the revenues of the railroads of this country, 
and.competition ceases to be a regulator at all. 

Iam entirely willing to admit that competition has, to a large ex- 
tent, failed, but we, I think, are not yet ready to legislate here that. 
there shall be no competition at all between the great railroads of this 
country. Certainly we can not afford to do that unless we go a step 
further and provide what shall be the rate upon all freights shipped 
from the West to the East. If the Government is ready to come to the 
point of fixing the rate upon a bushel of grain from Kansas or Nebraska 
or Dakota to New York, if it is willing to fix it from every interme- 
diate point, then it may dispense with competition at once and wipe it 
out. Perhaps we may arrive at a time before long when we may know 
enough of transportation, when we may understand this problem well 
enough to do that; but up to the present time competition has worked 
great benefits to portions of our country. Itundoubtedly has, in many 
instances, worked injustice to individuals and to particular localities, 
and the committee thought they were going as far as it was safe to go 
in making the provision fonnd in section 4. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in that section—and I submit it to 
the candid judgment of the whole Senate—which by any inference 

ives a railroad company a right to charge five or ten times as much 
for carrying a bushel of grain 1,000 miles as it charges for carrying 
it 2,000 miles. There is no such inference to be found in the section. 


This bill simply proposes to say in regard to the short and long haul that 
the provision shall apply to each initial starting-point. It undertakes 
to say that if a rate is made from Chicago to New York, it shall 
not be more from Chicago to Pittsburgh than it is to New York over 
that line; or if a rate is made from Chi to New York over the Lake 
Shore and New York Central, that the charge shall not be greater to 
Albany from Chicago than it is from Chi to New York city or from 
any other station along the line. If you come down to Cleveland, 
it undertakes to say that the charge fixed from Cleveland to New York 
city shall not be exceeded by the charge from Cleveland to Poughkeep- 
sie or Hudson, N. Y., orto any other intermediate point; and you are to 
say in this bill that it shall bear an equal and exact relation to the 
charge which is made from Chicago to New York. 

These long lines of roads reaching from the Mississippi to the sea- 
board do not belong to any one corporation. There are several lines 
running from Chicago to Cleveland, for instance, or to some other point 
and stopping there, and then connecting with another road which goes 
on to the seaboard. Can you undertake to say that because a road 
from Chicago to Cleveland, ih connection with a road coming east, is 
willing to take a low rate of freight, and therefore secure to itself the 
freight from the connecting road, when you go to Cleveland or to some 
other point where it meets another.road, that other corporation shall 
be cdhtrolled in its charges by the charges which the railroad from Chi- 
cago to Cleveland was willing to make? Can you do that by this bill 
or any other? You can not touch the State railroads of this country 
at all. Mr. President, by this bill you only touch them where they 
run from one State to another, or where they issue bills of lading car- 
rying produce from one State into another or through one State into 
another. It is impossible that you shall do this, and I deny again that 
the proposition contained in section 4 is in the interest of the railroads 
any more than it is in the interest of the shipper and the consumer; but I 
say that the other proposjtion, if it shall be carried out, will absolutely 
destroy all competition from all points in the West or from all inter- 
mediate points. 

I stated before in some remarks I made on this bill that this pro- 
vision in regard to the short and long haul was almost, if not precisely, 
in the same language asthe Massachusetts law; that, inshort, the com- 
mittee substantially copied that law in putting it in here, and in doing 
it they had the judgment of the commission of Massachusetts upon that 
P that it was safe to go thus far and that it was not safe to go 

urther. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] undertook to tell the - 
Senate a few momentsago what Mr. Kernan, of the New York railroad 
commission, had said, and thatthe rule adopted by the New York com- 
mission was precisely what this provision would be if the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia were to I undertook to say 
that the rule adopted by the New York commission is precisely the 
Massachusetts law—that and nothing more and nothing else. Let me 
read it. 

It is well known here that the State of New York has no law on this 
subject, but it has an able railroad commission, before whom all com- 
plaints go and are heard, and who give recommendations or decisions 
upon the questions. This commission in carrying on its work has had 
to make certain rules and lations governing its own action; and 
upon this one question it has evolved this rule, and it is a rule upon 
which it acts and hears all disputes that come before it: 


Railroads should not, as a general rule, charge more between a terminal and 
an intermediate point, for alike class and quantity of freight, than is charged be- 
tween such terminal and a more distant point. 


In the bill we have it “fromthe same original point of departure.” 
That is the language nsed by the committee in the bill. Thelanguago 
of the New York rule is: 

Between a terminal and an intermediate point, for a like class and quantity of 
freight, than is charged between such terminal— 

That is, such original starting-point— 
and a more distant point, even though at such more distant point there be rail- 
road or water competition, unless railroads can affirmatively establish such cir- 
cumstances governing such competition as justify the higher charge for the 
shorter distance. 

In different language, it is precisely the provision of this bill. We 
provide that when starting from the same original point of departure 
the charge shall not be higher. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I ask the Senator from New York if that is not the 
exact provision of the bill when amended by striking out ‘‘ from the 
same original point of departure?’’ The bill as amended will be then 
in exact conformity with the rule adopted by the New York commis- 
sion. 

Mr. MILLER. It will be just as different from it as it is possible 
for the English language to make it. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Where is the difference? 

Mr. MILLER. The bill as it now stands says: 


Sec. 4, Thatit shall be unlawful for any common carrier to cha or receive 
any greater compensation in the for the transportation of passengers 
or property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for s longer 
irate: cee tay sees Wie OUDE SO ree ete same original 
poin 


The Senator from West Virginia proposes to strike out the words 
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t and from the same original point ofdeparture.’’ If I understand him, 
` that is the amendment. Now, in place of “ the same original point of 
departure” in the bill as we have it, the New York rule is ‘‘ between 
a terminal and an intermediate point, for a like class and quantity of 
freight, than ischarged between such terminal and a more distant 
point.” It does not mean going to the same terminal, but it means 
starting from the same terminal, one of the termini of the road. It 
seems to me that that is as plain as it is possible to make the English 
language. Let me read it again: 

Railroads should n poaa charge 
an intermediate clink eek ike pba Runnin ot AOne Ira ia chesaed 
between such terminal and a more distant point. 

That is the terminal in both cases, whether it went a long or a short 
distance; the one terminal was the same, starting from the same point. 

Mr. CAMDEN. It does not say starting at the same point. It says 
between terminals. ° 

Mr. MILLER. It says between the same terminals. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Does it say ‘‘the same terminals?” 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator will take it and read it, I think he 
will agree with me as to the construction to be placed upon it. I have 
not any doubt about it. 

I have very little more to say, Mr. President, in regard to this, bué I 
do not propose to have it go uncontradicted here that the amendment 
as proposed by the Senator from West Virginia is in the interest of the 
consumer and the producer as against the railroads, I have not any 
doubt that if that provision should be adopted and carried out it would 
double the receipts of all the great trunk lines of this country, and that 
it would be eat by the trunk lines as a reason for increasing their 
through rates. Undoubtedly they would be compelled to make such 
charges in all cases as would enable them in carrying their way freight 
to make a proportionate charge, and still make a fair profit upon the 
value or the cost of the road. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from New York if in his opin- 
ion these great trunk lines have been carrying their freight at less than 
the actual cost of transportation? 

Mr. MILLER. I have very little information upon that subject. I 
have no positive knowledge because I am not in a position to be in- 
formed upon it, but if we are to take into consideration the dividends 
or the want of dividends that have been made upon some roads and 
the fact that some of them have gone into bankruptcy, we must be- 
lieve that there must have either been bad management or at times in 
great railroad wars they have carried freights at less than the actual 
cost of ing them. 

Mr. HARR If in railroad wars, or under other circumstances, 
no matter what, railroad companies carry through freight at less than 
the cost of transportation, does the Senator think that it is right and just 
that those companies should recoup upon the local traffic and compel 
the people who are at their mercy, because there is no competition, to 
make up the loss thus sustained ? 

Mr. MILLER. Most certainly not, Mr. President.. That is one of 
the evils we are saggy, Bey cure by the passage of this bill; that is one 
of the greatest evils of the present system of railroading in this country, 
and I have not any doubt that if this bill asit stands becomes a Jaw, if 
the commission shall be appointed under the provisions of sections 1 
and 2 even if section 4 were cast out of the bill, that evil would toa 
very large extent be remedied. Certainly I am willing to go as far as 
the Senator himself in meeting any such evil as that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, I should like to say a word upon that particu- 
lar point with to the railroad wars, because they induce that 
condition of carrying freights at less than cost. While a railroad com- 
pany knows that it may carry through at any rate, to illus- 
trate, from Chicago to the city of New York for $1, yet when it takes 
up a passenger 5 or 6 miles out of Chicago it can charge him fifteen, or 
twenty, or twenty-five dollars to recoup for the loss in carrying through 

: gers; and the same rule applies to freights from Chicago to New 
ork. 

If the Senator will consent to strike out this language and assert by 
the law that the rtation company shall not charge more in the 
aggregate for the short than for the long haul, he will do 2 great dealin 
the line of preventing these cut-throat railroad wars and freight wars 
that reduce freight rates and passenger rates below the cost of trans- 
porting freight and passengers. With this language in the bill, that is 
the exact effect of it. Take Washington city as the initial starting- 
point, and you are shipping to the city of New York. Under the pro- 
visions of the bill as it stands to-day you can not charge any more from 
Washington to Philadelphia than you do to New York. You may 
charge as much. You can not charge any more from Washington to 
Jersey City than you ean to New York. But suppose you want to ship 
from Baltimore to New York. Under the provisions of the fourth sec- 
tion as it now stands you may charge twice as much, you may charge 
ten times as much, to ship exactly the same character and the same 
quantity of freight from the city of Baltimore to New York as you 
charge from the city of Washington to New York. 

ee MILLER. Will the Senator now permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I will. 


Mr. MILLER. The floor seems to have changed hands. Does the 
Senator think that in the case which he has supposed there will be no 
remedy under the bill as it stands? . 

Mr. HARRIS. I havesaid nothing of the kind; but this I will say: 
If you refer me to another section of the bill to remedy the evil, I pro- 
test. Strike out your fourth section altogether, because it is, I will not 
say worse than useless, but it is quite useless to insist on retaining it 
in the bill. If it is only to apply to those points going in one direction 
from the same starting-point, and all the points of shipment between 
the original starting-point and the final terminus are to be utterly ig- 
nored and the rule is not to apply to them at all, I believe I should 
favor striking it out altogether. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator had much to do with making this bill, _ 
and he knows very well that the case which he supposes would come 
under the clause of being an unreasonable and unjust charge. He is 
also well aware that under this bill the party making such an ontra- 
geous charge would be guilty of extortionand could be punished under 
the bill whether the fourth section was in ornot. The fourth section 
only goes #step further than the general provision, and undertakes to 
provide in certain special cases-that certain things shall not be done. 
‘The Senator thinks it does not go far enough. I think it goes as far 
as itis wise for us to go at this time. But all these outrageous cases 
which the Senator has supposed and which the Senator from Kentucky 
proposed to us this morning, of a charge of $700 a car toa particular dis- 
tance on the Pacific road, and the case which the Senator from Mary- 
land has supposed, would all be brought under the direct control of the 
commission. If any person should make a complaint, the commission 
would investigate it, and they would undoubtedly find that all such 
charges were unreasonable and unjust, they would find that they were 
extortionate, and the transportation companies would be punished for 
making any such unjast or unreasonable discriminations. There is not 
any question about it under the bill. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Senator from New York will allow me to 
make a suggestion or two. 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I wish first to ask a question. I suppose the Senator 
from New York will agree that the low rates of tariff on long hauls, 
say from Chicago to New York, are only as low as they are because of 
the sharp competition with some other competing common carrier. 
That being so, and it being agreed that it is not fair to exact exorbi- 
tant rates from people at the intermediate points by charging them 
double and treble what is charged on the long haul, I should like to 
know how the freight rates can be increased at the long-distance point, 
when they are brought to the low point they now are by competition 
and competition alone, as notone penny less ischarged now than isab- 
solutely necessary because of competition. Is not the present system 
of charges based upon the idea that the railroads have the right to take 
all they can get from all people who have no other means of transporta- 
tion, and is it not our duty to limit their power and require them to 
conduct their commercial traffic among the States upon a reasonable 
and just basis to all the people? 

I do not propose to make a speech, but, being on the floor, I desire to 
say that for a long time the struggle in this body and in the other House 
was whether Congress had any right, under our power to regulate com- 
merce, to interfere with railroad freights at all. That right was con- 
tested, and has been contested, and perhaps will be contested now. 
This bill if it passes in any form at least establishes that right. Ido 
not desire to go to the utmost limits of the power which I insist Con- 
gress possesses; but I desire to vote for some bill that will assert our 
power and settle our right to interfere when interference is needed. 

I have argued this question of long and short hauls before somewhat 
elaborately, and I do not propose to do it now; but on the 20th of Jan- 
uary, 1885, I observe by RECORD which I hold in my hand that I 
showed in my speech on that day by reference to an argument made by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. FAIR], and by a speech of Mr. Daggett. 
then a member of the House of Representatives, that it was nounnsual 
thing, indeed it was the rule, for the great railroads running from 
Omaha to San Francisco to charge $300 a ¢ar-load from Omaha to San 
Francisco, and $800 for a car-load precisely similar from Omaha to Vir- 
ginia City, which is six or eight hundred miles nearer Omaha than is 
San Francisco on the line of the road. 

That state of things seemed to me to be extortion and unjust discrim- 
ination which Congress ought to prevent bylaw. It existed only because 
of the power that those railroads had to coerce whatever they saw fit 
out of the people; and Isee no reason now, unless the amendment ofthe 
Senator from West Virginia is adopted, why that road may not havea 
right to take up a car of freight at Cheyenne and charge $800 to haul it 
to Virginia City, when it is hauling-one exactly like it on the same train 
from Omaha to San Francisco for $300, unless the words are stricken 
out which it is now proposed to strike out, ‘‘and from the same original 
point of departure.” It isan outrage to charge$800 a car from Omaha 
to Virginia City and $300 from Omaha to San Francisco for the same 
car on the same train laden with the same freight. We propose tostop 
that because they start from the same original point of de and 
yet it is argued that it is wrong to seek to strike out the words ‘‘and 
from the same original point of departure.’’ I suppose the railroads want 
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to reserve the right to charge $800 a car still from Cheyenne or any other 
point to Virginia City, which, under the language of the bill unless 
amended, they will have the right to do. 

I sought to amend the bill of last year. I did not go as far as this 
proposition goesnow. My proposition, the language of which I believe 

have here, was— 

That no railroad shall charge for hauling over a part of its line more than it 
charges for hauling over the whole length of the line. 

In other words, no charges for any lesser distances should exceed the 
charges for the whole length of the line. That is @ fair proposition. 
Under it the road might charge from Omaha or Cheyenne to Virginia 
City $300 if it pleases, but it shall not charge $800 for taking freight 
from Cheyenne to Virginia City, when it hauls from Omaha to San 
Francisco for $300; and why it should be allowed, as it will be under 
the bill unless amended as proposed by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, to charge still $800 for hauling from Cheyenne to Virginia City, 
limiting it to $300 when it starts from Omaha, which would be several 
hundred miles farther, I can not comprehend. I only use that case as 
an illustration; there are doubtless thousands of similar mses, We 
ought not to allow such unjust discriminations to exist anywhere. 

If we are going to do anything, we had better do something that will 
be effective and that will mean something. It was stated last year 
and proven before a committee of the other House in an argument by 
a distinguished Jawyer that the Pennsylvania Railroad was at one time 
hauling coal from the mines of Pennsylvania to Baltimore through the 
city of York, Pa., 60 miles nearer the mines than Baltimore, and charg- 
ing from a dollar to a dollar and a half per ton more to leave the coal 
at York than it charged to carry the same quantity of coal 60 miles 
farther to Baltimore in the same train and in the same cars. 

The result of that was shown to be ruinous to the city of York; no 
manufacturing establishment could be carried on in successful compe- 
tition with another which had that advantage in the price of coal, be- 
cause the dollar and a half a ton on the coal would settle the question 
between a profit and loss when the competition was sharp, the trans- 
actions large, and the profits small. It was shown, too, and proven be- 
fore the House committee when the Reagan bill was under considera- 
tion, that the railroads a bale of cotton from Memphis to New 
Orleans for $1, and charge $3 a bale from Winona, Miss., to New Orleans, 
which is 120 miles south of Memphis and that much nearer to New 
Orleans, on the same line. g 

Why was that? Simply because the road was in competition with 
other lines by land or water from Memphis, and the railroad songht to 
make up its profit on its watered stock, or whatever it saw fit to call 
stock, by charging the people who live along the line and away from 
other lines three times as much for 120 miles less hauling than it did the 
people at the end of the line. Yet I think it is fair to assume that it 
did not reduce its freight from Memphis to New Orleans one cent be- 
low what it could afford to carry for. 

All that this amendment proposes, as I understand, is that no mat- 
ter where freight is taken up along. the line of a road it shall not charge 
more than is charged for hauling it over the. same road for a longer 
distance. Surely if the roads are allowed on any part of the road to 
charge as much as for the whole distance, the SARA, can not complain. 

If you allow it to charge on any part of the road as much as it does 
on the whole haul, whether it comes from Cincinnati to New York, or 
from Chicago to New York, or from rt, or anywhere else, that 
is all it can reasonably ask to be allowed to charge. If Congress is go- 
ing to do anything to regulate commerce, that much ought to be done. 


The suggestion is made that we will break down the railroads by- 


requiring them to haul long distances at low rates. No man will con- 
tend that any railroad is hauling from Minneapolis or any other point 
West to New York now for one penny a ton less than it is compelled to 
do by reason of competition. There are many elements tending to 
cheapen transportation and yet allow profits to be made. 

An ordinary car to-day can now carry 20 tons as well as it could 10 
tons years ago because of steel rails and improved machinery, and the 
rails will wear ten times as long now as they would before the im- 
proved rail was used. That of course brings down the rate of freight, 
as we all know. There are many other elements that enter into the 
cheapness of transportation, but I-do not propose to argue these ques- 
tions now. Ionly desired to say that I shall vote for this amendment. 
I can see no good reason against it. 

Trepeat, there never wasany reason why the discrimination I have 
referred to as existing on the Pacific roads and the Pennsylvania road 
or the Memphis road should be tolerated. It is not fair, and it ought 
not to be allowed. If we mean to regulate commerce at all, that is cer- 
tainly one of the things we ought to prohibit railroads from doing, if we 
are ever going to curtail their powerand assume any sort of jurisdiction 
over them. If we are going to do unything, let us protect the people 
who are at their mercy and have heretofore had to pay whatever they 
saw fit to demand. Unless Congress stepsin and says, ‘‘ You shall not 
be guilty of extortion on those people simply because you have them 
in your power,” there will be no end to their exactions. I think the 
amendment pro; by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] 
tends to check them; therefore I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, the case the Senator from Kentucky 
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has propounded ofthe charge of $300 from Omaha to Virginia Cit; 
and of $800 from Cheyenne to Virginia City is simply a case whi 
may happen now, but which could not happen if this bill should pass 
precisely in the shape it is in without any amendment whatever. 

In the first place, any such charge would be unjust and unreasonable 
and it would be extortionate, and it is prohibited under the first and 
second sections of the bill as a discrimination against places, and it 
would be unjust and unreasonable. In the case supposed the fourth 
section undertakes to make a definition of that case, and it provides 
that railroad companies shall not charge more from Omaha to Virginia 
City than from Omaha to San Francisco; going on the road two orthree 
hundred miles farther to Cheyenne, the bill would provide that the same 
railroad company should not charge more from Cheyenne to Virginia 
City than it charges from Cheyenne to San Francisco, precisely the same 
rule which held in the first case; and there is no circumstance or con- 
dition of circumstances which could arise which would bring about the 
unjust discrimination which the Senator from West Virginia instances 
here if this bill should pass. That is just what the bill provides for in 
the fourth section. ` 

Mr. President, there are many important considerations raised by 
this question of the long and short haul. The farmers of the West find 
themselves to-day confronted in the grain markets of the world with 
grain from India. If it were not for the cheap eatin, og existing 
to-day over our trunk lines and through the lakes and by the Erie Canal, 
we could not export our wheat at all, and if it shall turn out in a few 
years that India by her improved railways and canals, which Great 
Britain in her wisdom is building with great rapidity over that oe 
country, shall reduce the cost of carrying a bushel of wheat from India to 
London 5 or 6 cents, we should find ourselves shut off from that market 
entirely unless we devise some new way of chedpening transportation 
from the-great grain fields of the West to the Atlantic Ocean. Putin 
this rigid provision offered by the Senator from West Virginia, stop all 
competition between our great through lines, and, for almost eight 
months in the year having no transportation by water, it will be ab- 
solutely impossible that we shall ship abroad either wheat or flour, and 
then the balance of trade which has so long ruled in our favor will turn 
against us. I need not call to your mind, Mr. President, the terrible 
effects which came upon this country when for a number of years the 
balance of trade was greatly against us. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator whether it will not be equally. 
true.under the section the committee have reported ? 

Mr. MILLER. I think not. If I thought so, if I could be convinced 
that that were true, I would move to strike the section out, for although 
the farmers of New York and of New England and of all the Middle 
States liave been to a greater or less extent injured perhaps by the too 
great. competition at times of the railroad wars, yet I believe that the 
people of the East do not desire to have taken away from our people as 
a whole. the power to export our surplus.wheat and produce. If the 
West can not find a market for its vast surplus, then New England, 
New York, and Pennsylvania will have no market for their manufact- 
ured products. We sell our goods to the people of the West, and we 
consume all that we can and all that we need of their wonderful produce; 
but if you stop the shipment of the surplus abroad you will break down 
the entire West, you will break down its whole power to purchase the 
manufactured products of the East; and it were better for us all that 
we should be looking toward cheap transportation than that we should 
in this bill by any provision shut off competition or destroy it. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts will show me that this fourth sec- 
tion as it now stands will bring about that result, then, for one, I say 
I am ready to go against it; but after having considered it for a long 
time in committee, after having studied over it, I came to the conclusion 
that this was as far as we could afford to go, that we can go thus far with- 
out destroying competition between the railroads themselves, only check- 
ingit, and without destroying competition between the railroads and the 
great water ways of our common country. Further than that I believe 
it unwise to go. 

Mr. CONGER. Mn President, I am in favor of this amendment to 
strike out the clause ‘‘and from the original point of departure,” and 
leave the fourth section as it stands, prohibiting the charging of more 
freight on the same road and in the same direction. With that last 
clause in that section is a perfect snare and delusion, and I do not 
know for what purpose a provision is inserted here that shall leave 
certain great points of shipment preserved and protected with all their 
privileges, and a higher charge made upon every intermediate point 
between those points of shipment and the market. 

Who put in this provision? It is not found in the report of any of 
the commissioners of any of the States. Who provided that Chicago 
should be the point of departure, and that every point between Chicago 
and New York where a shipment was made should be liable to any and 
every increased charge? But the Senator says the first section covers 
all this. Sir, I am a plain, matter-of-fact kind of man, and look upon 
these questions as I see them in actual every-day life. What does the 
Senator from New York propose? 

From Chicago there is a certain price on flour to New York. In the 
State of Michigan, at an average of one hundred miles east, on two of 
the great through lines to New York we have splendid water power, 
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and all around if the finest grain-producing region in the world. The 
southern tier of counties of Michigan all through the country until 
these railroads pass out of Michigan into Indiana, or from Indiana to 
Michigan coming from the west, are noted the world over for producing 
wheat, oats, and all the cereals in abundance and in greater amount 
to the acre than almost any other part of the world except some of the 
newer regions. 

There we have in Michigan 100 miles east of Chicago, along the lines 
of two of the great through routes, the Michigan Central and the Michi- 
gan Southern and Lake Shore, the finest water-power that can be used to 
convert wheat into flour. All around we have the material for making 
the barrels in which to incase that flour and send it to market. And 
yet for years past and under the provisions of this bill, without this 
clause being stricken out, the millers of Michigan have been charged so 
much from Niles and other points in that State for shipping their flour 
at the rate of five hundred or a thousand barrels a day from the same 
village to New York, that they have been compelled, in order to transport 
their flour to New York, to pay the transportation of that identical flour 
to Chicago, and so from every little town within 100 miles, have it 
warehoused there, transferred to the railroads there, and there they can 
make a contract to ship it to New York cheaper than they can ship it 
from these points easterly over the same road to New York. The ad- 
ditional cost to our citizens there of a transportation 100 miles west in 
order to get to a competing point in which they can make contracts to 
ship tothe Eastis a burden. Our farmers who sell theirgrain to these, 
millers get the price, deducting from it what it costs to ship it back to 
Chicago and to ship from there to New York, and the same holds good 
with regard to wheat in the bag or in bulk. 

. Our farmers can not understand these fine-spun notions of the Sen- 
ator from New York. They can not understand the fine-drawn argu- 
ments of the Senator from Illinois. They can see why from Illinois 
and from Chicago the Senator might desire to have this bill, but they 
can not understand how in fairness people advocate such a measure as 
this when they are compelled to pay at least one-quarter if not one-half 
more for getting their grain over the same road 100 miles nearer to New 
York than they do from Chicago. 

Mr. MILLER. May I interrupt the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from New York isa bold man'%nd can 
stand any interruption, but I am a modest man. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator from Michigan is challenging the Sen- 
ator from New York to answer certain questions and will not allow 
them to be answered. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from New York can wait for a few 
minutes. 

Mr. MILLER. I wassimply going to make a suggestion at this time. 

Mr. CONGER. I can not understand, and I say the plain farmers of 
Michigan and the millers of Michigan can not understand these fine- 
spun notions that arise in the Eastern school and that arise in the West- 
ern school. They do not know why there should be a deduction of 10 
cents a bushel on the grain raised in Kalamazoo County and in Cass 
County and in several of those southern counties of Michigan through 
which these two lines of railroad run, and why there should be 25 cents 
more charged on a barrel of flour when they are a hundred miles nearer 
to market and ship it at their own expense back to Chicago and itcomes 
right back over the same road in the same car. They do not under- 
stand if, and I do not. I have been in Congress long enough to have 
heard of all these sophistries and all these makeshift arguments to have 
my mind confused and twisted about, but I am plain to say that I can 
not understand what objection there is to allowing the people of Michi- 
gan to get the same price for their grain, so far as shipment is concerned, 
and for their flour 100 miles nearer New York, or why they should be 
compelled to pay the expenses of shipping it back to Chicago in order 
to get a rate from Chicago as cheap as the Chicago people have. 

Nobody has answered that kind of talk. No man can answer the 
plain, common-sense question of my constituents who have been ask- 
ing for years about charges and extortions which they have suffered for 
years and are suffering to-day. 

The railroad men, the representatives of railroad men, do not want the 

ding amendment made to strike out that clause. The Senator from 
ew York says that it will increase the charges and fill the treasuries 
of the railroads if the clause is stricken out. That is attacking us from 
a different quarter from what I suspected; and yet there is not a rail- 
road man or this floor who advocates the striking out. There is not 
the representative, the acknowledged representative, of a railroad in 
the Senate nor in the House, there is not a man representing a railroad 
as one of the great interests of his State except the Senator from New 
York, who has pretended that the striking out‘of this clause will fill 
the treasuries of railroad companies. I can not see how it is possible 
that it should be so. I believe that this provision in section 4 control- 
ling the prices of freight on the railroads, that there shall be no greater 
freight for a short haul than for a long one, is in the interest of the 
farmer, of the wheat-grower, of the corn-grower, of the cattle-raiser. 
I think it is to the interest of the miller and of the producers of all 
kinds. I believe it equalizes rates. 

My friends here say that taking Chicago, for instance, as a starting- 

point, we do not complain that half way to New York the railroads 


charge just as much as they would from Chicago; we do not complain, 
the people do not complain, to have to pay so much more now than is 
paid from the terminal point, as it is called, the original point of de- 
parture of like freight. The Senator from New York forgets that this 
same law applies to every road. He says the competition of roads kee 
down the prices now, but if you strike out this clause it will raise the 
prices from every point. He forgets that this measure applies to all 
roads from all points; that every road leading from Chicago to New 
York has this application and every road leading from the Mississippi 
to Chicago has this application. ‘here are certain points where the 
great grain fields of the West pour out their treasure on certain roads 
that convey them entirely through to the market or concentrate them 
in other points. Chicago is a great point, Saint Louis is a great point, 
Saint Paul is a great point, the points along the Mississippi are great 
points. 

Wherever the produce or like kind of freight starts from any of these 
far-off points for a common market in Boston or New York this meas- 
ure applies, and it says you shall not stop in the middle of a State and 
charge more for carrying freight 100 miles than you do for carrying 
it 500 miles. The bill as it stands now is inthe interest of the great 
cities of the West and it is against the rural districts everywhere. 
There are a great many people in the cities. ‘They sow not, neither do 
they spin. All between these cities and all through are the farmers, 
the laboring men, the men who toil, and whose labor brings from the 
earth the bountiful productions of nature, and then the cities reap the 
reward in the exchanges and transfers and the accumulations which they 
take from the rural districts in excessive charges. 

But I need not dwell upon that. The Senator from Ohio presented 
that matter very fairly, as the Senator from Kentucky has done, and 
the Senator from Maryland, and the Senator from West Virginia who 
presented this amendment. 

Some Senators say it is enough that we have in the first section of 
the bill a general saving clause. General saving clauses are beautiful 
things to lean back upon and repel any attempt to make safe and sound 
and decisive provisions in a bill. What does that general clause 
about excessive charges and extortions do to the man who labors in the 
grain field and in his mill all the year round in my State, if there are 
two or three or five or ten times the charge made by a railroad upon 
his products, so that he is compelled to sell cheaper in Michigan than 
he would in the far-off corner of Dakota? What good does it do to 
him? Does the observation or experience of any man show that it is 
a profitable business to engage in combating a railroad company ? 
that the place for the laboring man, for the small shipper, or the 
producer to contest his rights? 

Sir, it is holding out a hope that there is some law passed which will 
protect the rights of men when you refer them to a general provision in 
a law that a railroad company shall notmake unjust ¢ How can 
they follow it up in the courts? With the diminished price of their 
wheat and flour, what surplus money have they to follow up railroads 
or go before commissioners, or bring suits to recover back the extor- 
tionate charges which have been made? 

Sir, I want a law that plain people can understand, and I want a 
law which will protect the common man in the United States and in 
my State. The rich can take care of themselves. Corporations can 
fight against corporations. The time has come in this country when 
generalities, glittering or otherwise, will not satisfy the demands of the 
people. The time has come when, if Con undertakes to pass a law 
for the benefit of the community, it must be positive, decisive, incisive, 
direct, plain, and easily understood. That is what we want here. 

This professes to be a law to govern railroads and to protect the com- 
munity against them, not to protect railroads each other. 
There is nothing in the whole bill that protects one railroad against an- 
other. They can take care of themselves. There are provisions in the 
bill, and I call the attention of Senators now in these brief remarks to 
them, which attempt to make every boat and every vessel which carries 
freight which has been brought by a railroad, or which at the end of its 
voyage shall be taken toa railroad, come under the provisions of the 
bill as a common carrier. It is dangerous; it is insidious. At the 
proper time I intend to consider those clauses of the bill. I am now 
speaking in reference to the pending amendment, and I approve of it 
most heartily. I had an amendment which I was about to propose in 
a different form, but which would accomplish the same object. Much 
as I desire to support some bill as good as we may frame it, without 
this amendment I shall not only vote against the bill itself, but will 
oppose it with all my power. There is nothreat in that; Iam but one 
among the great mass, but my vote is within my own control. 

There are other provisions in the bill ín regard to water transporta- 
tion, and I say that if all the railroad presidents of the great through 
lines in the United States had assembled together in common council 
and had sat for weeks to devise the best means of destroying the com- 
petition of water transportation they could not have done it more ef- 
fectively than is done in this bill. I made some comments upon the 


general provisions of the bill as to all kinds of vessels and in regard to 
an amendment to the bill as to all kinds of water communication from 
the greatest to the lowest. The bill provides that wherever transporta- 
tion is partly by rail and partly by water in a continuous transporta- 
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tion, no matter if the vessel is.a single hooker owned by a man, or 
whether it is part of a line, a permit shall be obtained from these com- 
missioners to carry that load of grain. 

Every vessel on our lakes that takes up freights that would come on 
a railroad, if they are going to a foreign country or if they are going 
to another place where a railroad shall continue to carry it, is subject 
to all theconditions of the road. A railroad would desire nothing bet- 
ter than to lay the cold steel grasp of the law upon water transporta- 
tion, just as in the winter the cold frost binds up the lakes and the 
rivers of the North. This is better than frost; this is better than ice; 
this brings the water transportation of the country under the control 
of the same law and the same regulations as the railroads themselves. 
During the summer season, on account of the lakes, the transportation 
by rail is reduced to such a low limit that it is admitted that it is 
scarcely profitable to carrythe grain. This bill will compel the freights 
on vessels to be even all through the line, necessarily so, and it gives 
the railroads the control of that competition which has proved so val- 
uable to the whole United States. 

Sir, we have paid ont in the last thirty years nearly $200,000,000 in 
one form or another, either by improving rivers, improving harbors, 
building light-houses, or deepening channels, Inall the ways that we 
may benefit navigation, the Government has paid out over $200,000,000 
to improve our water communication all over the United States—the 
waters that empty into the Atlantic, the waters that empty into the 
Pacific, the waters that empty into the Gulf, the waters that enter into 
the great lakes. tE 

Wherever there was a highway which nature and nature’s God had 
provided as the highway for the citizen, rich and poor, to usealike with 
his own vessel and in his own mode of transportation, we have paid out 
thesehundredsofmillionstoimproveitand make transportation cheaper, 
and are doing it day by day and year by year. In my judgment, there 
has been no expenditure of money of the United States from the com- 
mencement of the Government until now which has been so abun- 
dantly useful and desirable to the great mass of the people of the United 
States as all these expenditures and appliances to make safe and com- 
fortable and cheap the water navigation of this country. To-day, and 
in all the days to come, whether cars shall be propelled by steam, or 
whether some more powerful and cheaper motor can be invented by 
which half the expense of that transportation may be reduced through 
all time to come, in this land of ours and on this continent of ours the 
water communications, the highways of the people, the easements upon 
which they may go in their own craft, in their own manner, free as the 
air, will be the great enemies of monopolies; they are the great protec- 
tion of the people against the extravagance of monopolists and of extor- 
tionists. 

This bill by one fell sweep places that under the control of commis- 
sioners, with a requirement that everybody who goes upon those high- 
ways shall have a license, and punishes by fine of from $500 to $5,000 
any man who dare go upon these great water communications without 
a license. If the bill passes with the provision in it which it is pro- 
posed here to strike out, and if it passes without an amendment in re- 
gard to the control of the water courses of the country, I say to Sen- 
ators there is no need of passing any more river and harbor appropria- 
tion bills. I say there is no need of tare ie beacon-light to warn 
vessels from the rocks and the shoals; th no need of deepening the 
channels of rivers or making harbors on our lakes; there is no need of 
trying to hem in the swelling banks of the Mississippi; there is no need 
to keep open the mouth of the Mississippi River, which is the great 
inlet to an empire of wealth and of produce. 

Commerce would stagnate, the business of all this country would be 
prostrated. This bill woulddoit. Talk about having ina year or two 
to make insignificant provisions in the bill! I tell gentlemen that 
within one year, but one season of navigation need pass when the 
universal voice of the people would cry out against this trammeling of 
their rights of travel upon the rivers without a license from paid com- 
missioners, commissioners paid $10,000 a yeareven, to impose upon the 

ple of this country those restrictions in using their own natural 
BASY which they have now and have had from the beginning. 

How different is this provision in the bill about crippling the com- 
merce of thelakes and of the rivers and restrictingit to the license and 
control of these commissioners from the wise provisions of those men 
who passed the ordinance of 1787. They said in all that country every 
navigable stream, ay, they did not even confine it to the common-law 
definition of a navigable stream; they said all the waters in the great 
northwest territory flowing into the Gulf of Saint Lawrence or flow- 
ing into the Gulf of Mexico (and that comprised all the waters and 
rivers of that territory) should forever be free to the inhabitants of the 
territory, forever free from every restriction and from all restrictions.. 
More than that, in order that the passage might be uninterrupted by 
rivers and down rivers thesame ordinancesays, ‘‘ and the carrying places 
between them.” Even theportages, by the organic law of the land con- 
stituting the great northwest, which now are so many great States, 
seas that all the sfreams in that territory and the carrying places 

tween them should forever be free to the inhabitants thereof. 

The provisions of this bill curtail, cripple, gnaw into, and destroy, 
and will be made a subject of lawsuits, a subject of criminal prosecu- 


tions for every man who may take grain which has been brought by rail 
to any lake or to any river and carry it into the line of transportation 
toward the seacoast and where another railroad can take it up. If he 
ventures to carry grain to a foreign port on the lakes the owner or 
master of the boat is liable to arrest and fine and imprisonment for 
carrying it there. 

Oh, sir, if the people of Illinois and Iowa and Michigan and Minne- 
sota and all the Southern States which have these great rivers running 
through them could only know what evils are contained in that little 
clause connecting water courses with-railroads in a bill solely and pro- 
fessedly made by their command to govern and regulate railroads, it 
would not bea nice country for Senators who vote for it to pass through. 
The people would not touch them. The very scorn which they would 
put upon them, the indignation, the sullen pointing of the finger would 
make a man unfit for his duties here who did it, and would make him 
unfit for happiness anywhere. But they do not understand this bill, 
and I am not able at this time to meet all the sophistry and all the 
eloquence of the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from Mli- 
nois with which it is imposed upon other Senators here. If there be 
time I intend to analyze those provisions more in their order on some 
other occasion. I throw off this little note of warning to those who 
will couple the water transportation to the railroad systems as they are 
coupled in this bill, and say that if the bill passes, when it is under- 
stood, they had better hang their harps upon the willows that run by 
the rivers and sing the doleful song that despairing men do sing who 
have to meet an enraged constituency. 

I have said all I want to say on this subject just now, and until to- 
morrow or some future occasion, for I take it this bill will hardly be 
in a situation to be adopted for some days if not weeks hence, unless 
there are very radical made in it. I merely make these little 
fugitive suggestions for the consideration of those bold men who with 
so wild and firm a grasp would lay their hands upon the people’s high- 
ways and water communications of the country, and chill them worse 
than frost and worse than ice. 

Mr. MILLER. It is not the first time, sir, that the Senator from 
Michigan has by intimation and “by innuendo Senators upon 
this floor ‘with representing monopoly interests. He stated at the 
opening*of his remarks that no Senator who represented corporations 
and monopoly interests here had either moved to strike out or favored 
the striking out of the poumo in the fourth section relating to the 
initial starting-point. I wish the Senator would deal not in intima- 
tions and not in innuendoes. I think it hardly fair that he should do 
it. If he desires to charge any one, and particularly if ke desires to 
charge me, with representing upon this floor any monopoly or any cor- 
poration interest or any interest rather or other than that of my whole 
constituency, I want him to be bold enough to do it openly and by 
name, and then I shall properly answer him. Until he does that, I 
refuse to recognize or to answer either insinuation or innuendo. 

The Senator, passing on from that, has misrepresented this bill in al- 
most every feature. ‘There is no provision in it calling for a license upon 
any vessel or boat floating upon our lakes or our great rivers. There is 
no such provision in it. The Senator has simply repeated the speech 
which he made the other day against the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] providing that licenses should be 
granted. There is nothing of the kind in the bill whatever, and I com- 
mend to the Senator that before he again indulges in a tirade of that 
kind upon this measure he carefully read the bill so as to know what its 
provisions are, rather than that he stand up here and put into the REC- 
ORD and into the history of our Governmenta denunciation of a measure 
which has come from an honorable committee of this body, when it con- 
tains none of the provisions which he has declared it does contain. I 
am ready to meet fair, open, straightforward argument upon this meas- 
ure at any and all times. If I am convinced, as I said in reply to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that this fourth section would 
do anything to prevent our holding the foreign market, as an Eastern 
man, as an American citizen, I am ready to strike it out. 

If the Senator would know why it is that freight is carried chea; 
from Chicago to New York than it is from some interior town in his 
own State, he has but to look at the river and harbor bills, in which 
he, more thanany other Senator, has been instrumental in getting large 
appropriations for improving the lakes, and particularly the St. Clair 
Flats and the Lime Kilns, by which it has been made possible that 
great ships should float over our lakes and down to Buffalo, carrying 
two and three thousand tonsof freight. Itis these appropriations which 
have made it possible; and would you say to the railroad companies 
that because you have thus improved the lakes and because the State 
of New York has furnished a royal highway from the lakes to the 
ocean and has finally made it free without charge, therefore the rail- 
roads should not come in and carry any of the freight from the great 
Mississippi Valley to the ocean? If you desire to do that, very well, 
do it, and thus cripple and destroy our foreign commerce, for if by 
this provision you strike down railroad competition from the great 
points in the West, you willdo what? Instantly one will raise the rate 
of freight upon the lakes, because you will turn all the grain and all 
the produce of the great Northwest down the Mississippi Valley and 
upon the lakes, and of course the law of supply and demand upon the 
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shipping of the lakes will come in and control the rate of freight. It 
can not be otherwise. 

Undoubtedly great injustice has been done to localities and to inte- 
rior points by our railroads up to the present time. This bill is the 
outgrowth of an attempt to prevent that. The committee honestly 
believe that it will to a large extent doit. Whether it will doit abso- 
lutely or not, I am not prepared to say. The case which the Senator 
supposes of shipping flour or grain from Grand Rapids or some other 
point in Michigan to Chicago and shipping back through Buffalo is only 
because there is rapid and cheap water trausportation by the great 
lakes; but that the railroads should charge more from Grand Rapids 
to New York than they charge from Chicago to New York is wrong, of 
course, and I have no doubt that under the provisions of this bill that 
wrong will be righted. 

Perhaps we may discover somewhat the animus of the Senator from 
Michigan upon this question when we remember some of his speeches 
upon the river and harbor bill heretofore, when he has told us that his 
own State had as large if not more seacoast, if I remember correctly, 
than is to be found upon the whole Pacific or Atlantic coast taken to- 
gether. Almost every important point of Michigan is touched by the 
lakes, and Michigan more than any other State can do without any 
railroad competition; it can do without any railroad control, for it has 
to go but a litte distance to find a seaport or a lake port from which, 
through the generosity of New York, it may get the grain to the At- 
rae ports and to Liverpool cheaper than any other State in the 

m. 

But what shall we say of Dakota, what shall we say of Kansas, and 
Nebraska, and many other of the interior States, which have neither 
rivers nor forests? Is there to be no protection Yor them? Isthere tebe 
no honest effort in this bill to somewhat regulate the railroad transpor- 
tation of this country and to see to it before an honest and able com- 
mission that there shall be no unjust discriminations? The people of 
the interior and the great West are interested in this question more than 
the people of Michigan, and I know that they through their representa- 
tives as they came before the committee were most anxious that there 
should be some control of this kind. 

The bill does not undertakein any way to compel the steamers or the 
sailing vessels a our great lakes or upon our great rivers to submit 
to the control of the commission except as they form a continuous line 
with arailroad company. Itis believed by all the committee that such 
a control as that is just and , for many ofour great through lines 
strike the lakes at Buffalo, 
running their own great vessels, plowing the lakes, they make acontinu- 
ous line to Milwaukee, to Chicago, to Duluth, or to any other point 
upon the lakes; and if the commission does not take hold of fhe whole 
through line, then the commission will be of no use whatever and can 
have no control whatever. 

But the bill does not undertake to require any of the steamers, or any 
of the sailing vessels, or any of the fishing smacks, or any of the boats 
which engage as common carriers in this country to procure a license 
from the commission before they can do busin I can only believe 
that when the Senator from Michigan made this he made it in- 
nocently, thinking that the amendment to which he spoke the other 
day was actually in the bill. But there is no such provision in it. 

Mr. President, I have said what I have because I felt the lan; 
of the Senator from Michigan as unjust to myself, as unjust to all the 
members of the committee, who labored long and hard the whole sum- 
mer to get at the views of the leading shippers and the producers and 
consumers of the country. This bill is the result of their work. It 
may not be perfect; doubtless it is not perfect; but it is an attempt to 
see that justice is done to all our people in connection with the great 
railroad corporations of the country. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire, if the Senator from Texas will permit me, 
to read one clause, as I have been attacked for making a statement here 
which is not in the bill. Iwill occupy but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. It is now growing late, and—— 

Mr. CONGER. I will only read two or three clauses, without com- 
ment, in answer to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COKE. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill says: 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers 


engaged in the rtation of passengers or property by railroad, or partly 
bynod and y by water when both are used for a continuous carriage 
or shipmen 


Not a continuous line, a continuous control, nor anything like that, 
but where the same freight goes partly by rail and partly by water. 

Mr. PLATT. Does not the Senator see that the provision does not 
apply either to railroad or to water communication, but to common 
carriers? j 

Mr. CONGER. It applies to the common carrier who carriès any- 
thing, but is proceeding partly by rail and partly by water. It applies 
to a carrier by water. Perhaps I made a mistake in speaking of a li- 
cense. That was not intended, but it provides that— 

If any common carrier shall neglect or refuse to file or publish its tariffs of 


eveland, Toledo, and other points, and by | 


rates, fares, and chargesas provided in this section, or any part of the same, such 
common carrier shall be— 

Liable to suit. It also provides that any such common carrier taking 
freight from one place to another partly by rail and partly by water 
may become liable if he violates any of the provisions of the bill toa 
fine of $5,000 and imprisonment. The Senator says I have mistaken 
this bill entirely. What odds is it whether it is a license or not if it 
is made subject to the provisions of the bill? I will leave to.any one 
to read the bill to see who is right. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator from Texas makes his motion I 
simply desire to announce, as the session is rapidly passing away unless 
we mean tosit here through the hot weather, that I shall insist to-mor- 
row on continuing here until we dispose of the bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent inexecutive 
session the doors were reopened. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. CAMDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on file granting a pension to J. S. Hall, 
act of Congress, passed June 18, 1878, be withdrawn, and referred tothe 
tee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of George Brown be taken from 
on files and referred to the Committee on Claims, subject to the rules of the 
nate, 


g 


mi 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate this 27th day of April, 1886. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

‘Thomas C. Jones, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United States at 
Funchal, vice Firth Charlesworth, resigned. 

Andrew F. Fay, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Stettin, to fill a vacancy. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Patrick O. Malley, of Menasha, Wis., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Menasha, vice James H. Jones, whose term of office has expired. 


MARSHAL OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Reuben B. Pleasants, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 
forthe eastern district of Louisiana, vice John R. G. Pitkin, commission 
expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William T. Dowdall, to be postmaster at Peoria, Peoria County, Mli- 
nois, vice Washington Cockle, suspended under the provisions of the 
one thousand seven hundred and sixty-eighth section of the Revised 
Statutes, John Warner, who was designated and also nominated to the 
Senate, having resigned, and the nomination having been withdrawn. 

Charles O. Thiebald, to be postmaster at Vevay, Switzerland County, 
Indiana, vice Alfred Shaw, commission expired, in lieu of previous nom- 
ination in place of the suspended officer. 

John W. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, Calhoun County, 
Michigan, vice William Wallace, resigned. 

Charles T. Curtis, to be postmaster at Helena, Lewis and Clark 
County, Territory of Montana, vice David H. Cuthbert, resigned. 

J. Holmes Patton, to be ter at Brownsville, Fayette County, 
Pennsylvania, vice John Nelson Snowden, commission expired. 

Stephen D. Jeffries, to be postmaster at Clark, Clark County, Terri- 
tory of Dakota, vice Samuel H. Elrod, resigned. 

William Gilman, to be postmaster at Chamberlain, Brulé County, 
Mees of Dakota, vice John H. King, resigned, to take effect June 

, 1886. 

J. J. L. Peel, to be postmaster at Spokane Falls, Spokane County, 
Territory of Washington, vice Sylvester Heath, commission expired. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Third Regiment of Infantry. j 

Capt. George E. Head, to be major, April 20, 1886, vice Jordan, pro- 
moted to the Nineteenth Infantry. 

First Lieut. John P. Thompson, to be captain, April 20, 1886, vice 
Head, promoted. 
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Second Lieut. Francis P. Tremont, to be first lieutenant, April 20, 
1886, rice Thompson, promoted. 

Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Cyrus A. Earnest, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain, April 19, 1886, vice Andrews, promoted to the Twenty-first In- 
fantry. 

. EIGHTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Lieut. Col. John E. York, of the Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be colonel, 

April 19, 1886, vice Ruger, appointed brigadier-general. 
NINETEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Maj. William H. Jordan, of the Third Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, April 20, 1886, vice Bliss, promoted to the Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry. : 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Capt. John N. Andrews, of the Eighth Infantry, to be major, April 
19, 1886, vice Pearson, promoted to the Twenty-fourth Infantry. 

TWENTY-THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Second Lieutenant Stephen O’Connor, to be first lieutenant, April 1, 

1886, vice Bolton, appointed regimental adjutant. 
TWENTY-FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Lieut. Col. Zenas R. Bliss, of the Nineteenth Infantry, to be colonel, 
April 20, 1886, vice Potter, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Edward P. Pearson, of the Twenty-first Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, April 19, 1886, vice Yard, promoted to the Eighteenth In- 
fantry. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Execytive nomination confirmed by the Senate, April 12, 1886. 
POSTMASTER, 
Pcs Zimmerman, to be postmaster at Valparaiso, Porter County, In- 
a. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, April 21, 1866. 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Capt. John W. Clous, of the Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be judge- 
ERr with the rank of major, April 1, 1886. 


FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, MEDICAL 
DEPARTMENT. 
Col. Joseph B. Brown, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of 
colonel, January 24, 1886. 
Major Anthony Heger, songon, to be surgeon with the rank of lien- 
tenant-colonel, January 24, 1 
` ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Samuel Flower, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New Orleans, La. 


ASSAYER AND MELTER. 


Robert P. Waring, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter of 
the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C. 
GOVERNOR OF UTAH TERRITORY. 
Caleb W. West, of Cynthiana, Ky., to be governor of Utah Terri- 
tory. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Cyrus P. Shepard, of Worthington, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at Worthington, Minn. 
POSTMASTERS. 


John D. Smith, to be postmaster at Bedford, Taylor County, Iowa, 
Sys Lynn, to be postmaster at Grundy Centre, Grundy County. 


aan K. Wright, to be postmaster at Marinette, Marinette County, 
Wisconsin. 

Josiah G. Dearborn, to be postmaster at Manchester, Hillsborough 
County, New Hampshire. 

Sanford H. Potter, to be postmaster at White River Junction, Wind- 
sor County, Vermont. 

Augustus F. Cummings, to be postmaster at Dedham, Norfolk County, 
Massachusetts. 

James W. Rand, to be postmaster at Weymouth, Norfolk County, 
Massachusetts. 

Charles W. Turner, to be postmaster at Middleborough, Plymouth 
County, Massachusetts. 

James Burke, to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, Clark County, In- 
diana. 


David Grafit, to be postmaster at Orleans, Harlan County, Nebraska. 
Matthew Weismantle, to be postmaster at Naperville, Du Page 
Conai; Illinois. 
: J. Carroll, to be postmaster at Bunker Hill, Macoupin County, 


minois. 
C. T. Marsh, to be postmaster at Oregon, Ogle County, Tlinois. 
Patrick Cain, to be postmaster at Fort Dodge, Webster County, Iowa. 


James C. Allen, to be postmaster at Olney, Richland County, Illinois. 

Thomas M. Ludlam, to be postmaster at Millville, Cumberland 
ane New Jersey. 

B. Gavin, to be postmaster at Corning, Adams County, Iowa. 

Marshall Birdsall, to be postmaster at Emporia, Lyon County, Kansas. 

5 Oscar B. Harriman, to be postmaster at Hampton, Franklin County, 
owa. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


D, Frank Bradley, of South Carolina, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of South Carolina. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the REcoRD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No. 871) of D, Frank Bradley, of South Carolina, to be collector of internal rey- 
enue for the district of South lina, in place of ary. Brayton, suspended, 
and, so far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that D. 
Frank Bradley is a fitand proper person to the duties of the office, 
and that there are no cha: or pa on file refi we ee pon the character of 
Ellery M. roo Aeon — ed, as will appear from the following letter of the Sec- 


retary of the Treas 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1886. 


ternal revenue for the district of South Carolina, suspended,” is received. 


so far as this inquiry relates to 


resent message to the Senate u nm the general subject of such ons. 
But in order that I ma: = y act within the requirements of the statute relat- 
ing tothe furnishing by mentof information to the Senate, I beg leave 


to remind the committee rte office referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the incum- 

bency of ape office will result in an improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 


ge. 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining nent ad reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
ofticer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


Respectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. JUsTIN S, MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committe on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on 

Finance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters tothe foregoing: 
“Resolved , That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 

on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or ey. in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received lange held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no x papers on file in the De- 
perce y reflecting in any manner against their Asiy or official conduct or 
chara 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Bradley, 


August H. Kuhlemeier, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fourth district of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed-in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No. 851) of August H. Kuhlemeier, of jane of Sahin be collector of internal revenue 
for the fourth district of Iowa, in place W. Burdette, suspended, and, so 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Angust. H, 
Kuhlemeier is a fit and proper person to Reo a aia the poker one of the office, and 
that there are no charges or papers on file the character of John 
W. Burdette, suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secre- 


tary of the ury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1885. 

Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any 1 Agen an] on file 
against the official or moral character of John W. Burdette, late brs ector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fourth district of Iowa, bradiger testi) M js received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this in Eig relates, to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in ident’s 
recent m to the Senate upon the general subject of such nsions. 

But in order that I pen ay are, act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the furnishing is Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leaye to remind the porters that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached toit, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
ees that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral r of the suspended 
panes Seninded in your communfcation are in the custody of this Department, 


y, yours, 
D. MANNING, Seerctary. 
Hon. Justry S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


A geny as follows, was unanimously ado; by the Committee on 
Finance, A) ril 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 
That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in raston to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, ‘should be pent ahs and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal reyenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Kuhlemeier. 


Robert W. Banks, of Mississippi, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Mississippi. 
The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
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from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
0.1 of Robert W. Banks, of OEE i ji, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Mississippi, in place of James Hill, suspended, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Robert W. Banks 
is a fit and proper person to disch: the duties of the office, and that there are 
no or papers on file ng upon the character of James Hill, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: 
‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 19, 1886, 
Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 17, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
the official or moral character of James Hill, late collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Mississippi, suspended,” is received. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so faras this logos relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President’s 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 
But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
` Jeave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
ice, and that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 
by such ohang 
Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining Sice reflecting upon the official or moral character of the riy peere 
Paans mentioned in your communication afe in the custody of this Depart- 
ment. 
Respectfully, yours, : 
D. MANNING, Secretary, 
Hon, Jusrix 8. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was pranimonaiy adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1885, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension of 
ee rs EEN, ynerenae should ure received and held as yaren Denne 
made in ere are noc! bears hie èin the ent 
reflecting in any manner inst their moral or official conduct or character.” 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Banks. 


William C. Thompson, ‘of Iowa, te be collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
1290) of William C. Thompson, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Iowa in place of John W. Green, suspended, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, ron d find that William C. Thomp- 
son is a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there 


are no or papers on file estan upon the character of John W. Green, 
suspended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836. 


Sir: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the ag 
on file 


ury: 


received. 
In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this in 


a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the 


relates to 
: ident's 


rred 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public sery- 
5 sey and _ the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 
such change. : 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining ar Jea reflecting upon the official or moral character of the wg ene 
mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 


‘Respectfully, yours, 


Hon, Justix 8, MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commitice on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1 in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 
“Resolved, That the letters of the tary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the nsion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good fnith that th: or papers on file in the De- 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


ere are no cl 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Thompson. 


Byron Webster, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
third district of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: : 

The Committee on Finance have had underconsideration the nomination (No. 
1291) of Byron Webster, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue for the third 
district of Iowa, in place of James E. Simpson, suspended, and, so far as they have 
been able to obtain the information, they find that Byron Webster is a fit and 
proper person to d the duties of the office, and that there are no charges 
or pw on file reflecting upon the character of James E. Simpson, suspended, 
as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the eeasary: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17,1886. 

Srg: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 

dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file against 


the official or moral character of James E. Simpson, late collector of internal rey- 
enue for the third district of Iowa, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this ingaley relatesto 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in resident's 
recent message to the Senate upon the ponera subjectof such suspensions, 

Butin order that Imay surely act within the requirements ofthe statute relating 
to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg leave 
to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term attached - 
to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in the in- 
cumbency of said office will result in an improvementof the public service, and 
zaet the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such 
change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining cha: reflecting upon the official or moral character of the nig Sean 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment, 

Respectfull ‘ou 
PEE Slates D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justis 8. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


sA resolution, as follows, was unanimously-adopted by the Committec on Fi- 

nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest decla- 
rations made in good faith that there are no or papers on file in the De- 
peynoens Teflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend tho 
confirmation of Mr. Webster. > e 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected April 21, 1886. 


Frank W. Beane, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be register of the land 
office at Oxford, Idaho. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 27, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Washington. 

On motion of Mr. BEACH, the reading of so much of the Journal 
of the proceedings of yesterday as related to the introduction of bills 
and resolutions was dispensed with. The remainder of the Journal 
was read and approved. 


FRENCIL SPOLIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER Iaid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to th 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 3 
To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accom- 
panied by a report of Mr. Somerville P, Tuck, appointed to carry out certain 
provisions of section 5 of an sep cntitied “An act to provide for the ascertain- 
ment of claims of American ci for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the 3lst day of July, 1901,”" approved January 20, 1885. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., April 26, 1886. 


PAUL BONAVERIS VS. THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbiasubmitting an estimate of an appropriation 
to pay judgment in the case of Paul Bonaveris vs. The District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


YTURBIDE LAND CLAIM, NEW MEXICO, 2 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the actin 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the surveyor-general 
of New Mexico upon the private land claim of Santa Tomas de Ytur- 
bide, No. 139, New Mexico; also report of the present surveyor-general 
npon the same; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS NOT PROVIDED FOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting - 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the House, a list of claims allowed by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury for which appropriations have not been made, with reports of 
War and Navy and Post-Office Departments, claims by the Second 
Comptroller and Sixth Auditor, respectively; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


AGRICULTURAL CHEMISTRY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
House, a statement showing the amount expended for chemical divis- 
ion in the laboratory from the appropriation for the present fiscal 
year and the balance unexpended; which was'referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
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CONTINGENT BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the. Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
with inclosure,asking an appropriation to supply deficiency in the ap- 
propriation for contingent, Bureau of Ordnance, for the current fiscal 
year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TREASURY CUSTODIANS AND JANITORS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housé a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an amended estimate of an ap- 
propriation for pay of assistant custodians and janitors to supply defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for the current fiscal year; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVENWORTH MILITARY PRISON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmittinga letter from the Adjutant-General, and recom- 
mending that authority be given to use the surplus of appropriation for 
the Leavenworth military prison for the current fiscal year to make up 
deficiencies in other items; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CABLE AT BUCK ISLAND BAY. 


The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, 
nal Officer in regard to the submarine cable at Buck Island Bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH E. MENDENHALL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of order and findings of 
fact by the court in the case of Sarah E. Mendenhall, administratrix, 
vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

ROBERT H. WALTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of order and findings of 
fact by the court in the case of Robert H. Walton vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SARAH M’FERRIN. s 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House à letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of order and findings of 
fact by the court in the case of Sarah McFerrin vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


JOHN M. CAMPBELL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting op oi order and findings of 
fact by the court in the case of John M.Campbell vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the eee Claims. 

JAMES C. JED $ 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of order and findings of 
fact by the court in the case of James C. Jenkins vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SECTION 3336 REVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 444) to 
amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of the United States (the 
bill having been returned from the Senate with an amendment). 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to ask that this amendment of the Senate 
be taken up and concurred in. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 17, after the word “bond,” insert “ once in four years and.” 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the Senate; which was concurred in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2239) extend- 
ing the time for the completion of the records of the clerk of the Court 
of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and the transfer of the same to the 
Department of State; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. COLLINS. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to ask unanimous consent that this bill be now taken up and passed. 
It is necessary that it should become a law before this month expires, 
in order to insure the winding up of the business of this court. 

The bill was read, as follows: A 


Be il enacted, &c., That the powers of the clerk of the late Court of Commis- 
sioners of Alabama Claims, as extended by section 2 of the act of Dongre re- 
lating thereto, approved June 3, 1884, be, and they hereby are, extended for an 
additicnal period, not to exceed two months from and after the 30th day of 


‘disbursements 


“a point where the 


itting a communication from the Chief Sig- 


April, 1886, for the purpose of cl 
iting the records, documents, and all other papers of the court or its officers 


up the business of his office, and for de- 
n the office of the of State, as provided in the act ing said 
Say PANE MATARAE ba b> eine: ene TOS te ites reopen oe OOTI 
ploy as he may deem necessary for the purpose of e ing 
to carry into effect the provisions of this you’ not to exceed in number those 
heretofore employed, said assistants to be paid monthly, at the same rate of 
prea ave rey: heretofore paid them, on vouchers certified by said clerk, under 
the direction of the Secretary of from said Geneva award fund; and all 
poe shall be made by said clerk, under the direction of the Secretary 
of State. 


The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? A 
Mr. RANDALL. I think we should have some explanatory state- 


ment in regard to this measure. 


Mr, HOLMAN. Itis desirable to know whether we have now reached 
expenses of this court are to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury instead of being paid out of the Geneva award fund. 

Mr. COLLINS. ‘The expenses are to be paid out of that fund. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts can make a brief explanation before the request for the con- 
sideration of the bill is submitted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COLLINS. Theact of 1882 ishing this Court of Alabama 
Claims requires that the record be made up by the clerk and transmit- 
ted to the Secretary of State, and that the moneys be paid by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury upon the report of the Secretary of State. It 
is physically impossible to complete the record and transmit the papers 
within the time now limited by law. This bill is identical with the 
first section of a bill which passed this House unanimously a few weeks 
ago. The Senate is now in the discussion of the other provis- 
ions of that bill. The creditors of this fund desire the of this 
measure. It is utterly impossible to close up the business of the court 
unless this additional timg be given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I the last clause of the bill in regard to the 
payment of these employés be again read. 

The Clerk read the provision referred to. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the expenses under this bill are to be 
paid out of the Geneva award fand, I do not know that I care to object. 

Mr. RANDALL. But why should Congress unnecessarily continue 
clerks to be paid out ofa fund which does not belong to the Government 
of the United States? ‘ 

Mr. COLLINS. The continuance of these clerks for the time pre- 
scribed is necessary; and they ought to be paid out of the fund, not out 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. RANDALL. When is this organization to cease ? 

Mr. COLLINS. The last day of June. d 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. COLLINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was: 
i and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 

To Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. HAYDEN, to attend to important business. 

To Mr. DORSEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 


RAILROAD IN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, by unani- 
mous consent, was granted leave to file the views of the minority on the 
bill (H. R. 8104) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to 
aid imthe construction of a railroad from Marquettee to Ontonagon, in 
said State; and the same was ordered to be printed with the majority 
report. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] states that on the 15th of December last he presented a peti- 
tion of Jacob F. Chandler and others, concerning unpaid balances and 
bounties, &c., which was referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. No such committee was 
authorized at the present session, and if there be no objection it will 
be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask, by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to call 
up for present consideration the resolution in reference to the business 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BRAGG submitted the following resolution: 
“Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday p and 5th of May next), after the 
expiration of the morning hour on each of such days, be, and are hereby, set 


apart for the consideration of such general bills as may then be upon the Calen- 
dars of the House reported from the Committee on Military Aie oonan 
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tion to be in the order designated by the committee,and not to interfere with 
general appropriation bills.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to that resolution unless there is added 
to ita provision that it is not to interfere with prior orders. 

Mr. STEELE. I will modify the resolution in that way—that if we 
nf not have a day, we shall have an evening session on each of those 

ys. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not object to the resolution if it be modified 
as I have su 

Mr. HENLEY. Let me inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether the resolu- 


tion covers the case of non-interference with land-grant-forfeiture bills? 


Mr. CUTCHEON. All prior orders are excluded. 

Mr. HENLEY. If it does not interfere with those forfeiture bills I 
do not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes; I object. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman is too late with his objection. 

Mr. HENLEY. The case of the forfeiture of land grants is provided 
for by amendment to the rules. 

Mr. STEELE. We do not propose to interfere with those prior orders, 

The SPEAKER. Itis nota permanent amendment to the rules, but 
only an amendment di the order of business during this session. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the resolution is before the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I move the following amendment. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that a recess be had at 5 o’clock p. m. to 7 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m. 
—- of said days, and one evening session had to be devoted to said pur- 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. -The resolution is before the House, and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has the right to move thg amendment which has 
just been read. J 

Mr. STEELE. Ithink the Clerk read it ‘‘ evening sessions; ” it ought 
to be one evening session, and not ‘‘evening sessions,’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

LEVI JONES. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Imove, by unanimous consent, 
Mr. Speaker, to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4629) 
for the relief of Levi Jones, and that it be put upon its passage. 

There was no objection; and the bill was taken up and read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Paymaster-General is hereby directed tp pay Levi 
Jones, late first lieutenant of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted In- 
fantry, out of any money appropriated for the pay of the Army, the full pay and 
allowances of a first lieutenant of infantry from the Ist day of October, 1363, to 
the Ist day of May, 1864. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALIENS HOLDING PROPERTY. 


Mr. BENNETT (by Mr. OATES, of Alabama), by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back adversely the bill 
(H. R. 3183) to prohibit aliens from acquiring title te or owning lands 
within the United States of America; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, presented the views of the mi- 
nority; which were ordered to be printed with the report of the ma- 


jority. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege, and send to the Clerk’s desk a marked ph which appeared 
in the Cleveland Press, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Forax denies that in the House committee he expressed a desire that the labor 
troubles should be settled in blood. O'NEILL swears that Foran did express 
these sentiments. ° > 

. S. B. 


Mr. FORAN. I never knew, Mr. Speaker, that I was such a blood- 
thirsty individual as I am by this ph made to appear. It con- 
tains a very grave charge. Iam charged with having expressed in the 
House Committee on Labor the sentiment that I desired, that I wanted, 
that I wished the labor troubles now disturbing this country should be 
settled by the shedding of blood, by murder, by rapine, everything that 
this sanguinary langnage implies, 

It is true the reporter for this paper, Mr. Barry, said that I denied 
having made the statement; but he also alleges that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] swears that I did utter these sentiments. 
I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that these words, telegraphed by this reporter 


to the paper he represents, and no doubt in perfect good faith, were 
inspired by some remarks made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O'NEILL] in the House, and which do more credit to the impetuosity 
of his temperament than to the maturity of his judgment, during the 
debate upon the Crain arbitration bill, and I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk what the gentleman then said on April 3 on the floor of this 
House. 

- The Clerk read as follows: 

I see men on this floor pretending to represent labor organizations, who stand 
back and say, “‘ We favor neither comp ry arbitration nor voluntary arbitra- 
tion,” I say they are men who know in their hearts that their true sentiment 
ae =< can only be settled by blood. Thatis their judgment, and they 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who made these remarks 
admitted the following day in the committee that he alluded to my- 
self; and he subsequently promised to make such correction upon the 
floor of the House as would be proper and honorable in the premises, 
having been assured and apparently satisfied that he was mistaken in 
the statement. He said in committee that he did not base his state- 
ment upon remarks I had made, or upon anything that had occurred 
in the Committee on Labor, but upon statements made to him-outside 
the committee, and, as I was afterward informed by the gentleman, by 
a newspaper correspondent who goes by the name and under the title 
of Judge Noah. This legal and law-learned gentleman is, I believe, 
the reporter of the Chicago Herald. I addressed this ark of truth 
[laughter] a letter, and hesaysin reply, in a letter dated April 10, among 
other things, what I nowread: 


Your first note, requesting me to answer whether I had stated to Mr, O'NEILL 
that you had said to me that * the only solutign of the labor problem was the 
shedding of blood?’ was a proper inquiry, and I replied, so soon as it was re- 
ceived, that you had not opera that language, and that I had not so stated 
to Mr, O'NEILL, detailing w you did state in my presence. 

What Judge Noah claims I did say may be gleaned from a letter re- 
ceived from him April 15, from which I read: 
No, 1420 New YORK AVENUE, Washinglon, April 15, 1836, 
Ifon, M. A. Foran, M. C. : y 

Sir: I have yours of the 13th to-day. I wish youtodistinctly understand that 

at no time and under no circumstances did I ever altribute to you the desire or 


expressed wish that bloodshed should follow, by reason of your remark that 
itout.” Itwas 


the only solution of the labor difficulties was to “ let them fig! 
my conclusion, not yours, that “fighting itout” might result in violence and 
bloodshed. This I have previously so! t to convey to you,and I am not sat- 
isfied to be placed ina false position. I did notso state to Mr. O'NEILL, nor have 
I ever charged to anybody that “ bloodshed” underlaid your p ition to let 
the parties “fight it out.” Theinference was Mr. O’NEILL’s. I drew no infer- 
ence, save in respect to the troubles in Texas, 

I have no recollection of having used in committee the language, “ Let 
them fight it out; ” but if Tdid, the language was used in the same 
sense in which I would use the wordsif I said there was a fight in this 
House over the passage of a bill; not in any sense that could possibly 
imply violence. However, I concluded to letthe matter drop. I did 
not intend to give it any attention whatever, and for the simple reason 
that I believed the members of this House were well informed and ac- 
quainted with the peculiar and salient characteristics of the gentleman 
from Missouri, who is, upon the whole, a pretty good fellow, but who 
by nature is somewhat mercurial in his disposition, and is sometimes 
carried, unintentionally, perhaps, beyond the point which heintends and 
aims to reach. A good deal likea good base-runner, he is so anxious to 
score a home run, that he keeps on running, forging ahead, and bounds 
along in wild, impetuous flight from base to base, even after the umpire 
has cried out, ‘‘ Foul ball!” [Laughter.] So I paid no attention to 
the matter at all until the press of my city and district published his 
statement, which publication made it worse than the original—a good 
deal like the story of the three black crows. : 

The first statement, the one made by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O'NEILL], that I had said that the only solution of the labor prob- 
lem was the shedding of blood, when it got to Cleveland, my home, 
became enlarged to the extent that I desired and wanted to see blood- 
shed in the settlement of labor troubles. I then stated to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, in view of these publications, that some statement 
or correction ought to be made, and told him that I would rise in my 
seat on the following morning, that being Monday, immediately after 
the Journal was read and approved. But the gentleman was not in 
his seat on Tuesday morning after the Journal had been approved. I 
met him again the next day. He said that he had some business in 
New York, and would not be back until Wednesday. j 

I said then that Wednesday would satisfy my purpose just as well. 
On Wednesday, however, he wasnot here. Then Istated to him when I 
saw him that Friday or Saturday would do; but I understand the gentle- 
man got sick, for he was not here on either of those days. I.then con- 
cluded to drop the matter entirely, but some gentleman outside, I think 
a reporter for the New York World, asked me why I did not make a 
statement which would go to the whole country in justice to myself. I 
replied that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] did not seem 
disposed to give me the opportunity. That statement, tomy regret and 
surprise, was published in the New York World. 

Nobody could be more concerned than I was about its publication, 
for there is no man upon this floor or elsewhere who has less desire for 
newspaper notoriety than I, or who says less to reporters about his col- 
leagues than Ido. In fact, I give newspaper correspondents a wide 
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berth at all times. [Laughter.] As I have already said, I concluded to 
let the matter drop; but on yesterday morning some anonymous coward 
(I think I know the handwriting, although I am not sure) sent me this 
slip, which I understand is taken from the Missouri Republican); I 
am so informed and believe, though I am not positive. It was torn off 
just as you see it and inclosed in an envelope, and sent to me, without 
signature or other evidence to disclose the identity of the generous, 
manly sender. $ 
I will read: 

The basis of Foran’s complaint isto be found in the following in the 
course of O’NEILL’s remarks on March 31: “When I see men on this floor who 
stand back and say, ‘ We favor neither compulsory arbitration nor voluntary 
arbitration,’ they are men who in their own hearts believe that these issues can 
only be settled by blood.” He turned and looked directly at Foran as he said 
this, and everybody knew that Foran was the target shot at. 


I did not see the gentleman look at me at the time. I suppose if he 
had looked at me I would have wilted and meltedaway. [Laughter.] 
But I read further: 

One of the Cleveland papers rubbed it in by referring directly to him by name, 
and it is his n saraa pumos to repudiate tlie sentiments attributed to him, 
That is where the fun will begin, as it seems to be pretty well established that 
O'NEILL spoke by the card and that he has armed himself with documentary 
evidences to confirm his declaration if it is called in question to-morrow, 


Now, I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that neither in committee norout 
of committee, in this House nor outside of this House, have I ever ut- 
tered a sentence or a word that could be tortured or twisted into any 
such construction as that. And if the gentleman from Missouri has 
documentary evidence to confirm these statements I would like to have 
it presented now. This is the time, the accepted time. I pause fora 


reply. 

Mtr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman from Missouri will take 
the floor when the gentleman from Ohio gets through. 

Mr. FORAN. The gentleman from Missouri perhaps after all wants 
to act the part of the old woman, and have the last word. [Laughter. ] 
All right; he can enact that rôle; it suits him. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have been waiting a long time toget 
a word from you. 

Mr. FORAN. Very well. I desire to offer my apology to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri for having said anything to a newspaper reporter 
that would indicate that he was not disposed to give me an opportunity 
to set myself right on this question. I did not know that he was sick. 
But I find in the New York Star of April 17, and this is the basis of my 
apology, the following: ; : 

Jaa of late brought hits eo prominently EENT toe public. Br, ONES ie not 
more than forty years old, and is tall and slender, with avery graceful carriage. 

[tangen 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Readitall. Therearesome very good 
points in it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAN. ` I will read it all. 

th n; 's old Saint Louis friends visited him y: y = 
AeA noon fim completely exhausted— ; PSEA AGE 
I was not aware of that— 


His eyes were sunk far back in his head and his face was pale. “Itis simply 
overwork,” he said, “and I had to gro. sp. I sues stole away from Wash- 
ington that I might seek rest and quiet, hen I came here I intended to take 
the boat to Boston, but I was not feeling strong enough. I hope to go to-mor- 
row. Ihave not been even able to the morning papers. The work of get- 
ting my bill through Con; required a great effort. It called for all my en- 
ergy, and now a reaction set in.” 

[Great laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], who wrote the bill and who 
is its author and who really engineered it through the House, did not 
break down. He was around as usual the days following this terrible 


strain. . 
“My bill?” What says the gentleman from Texas to that? ‘‘ fy 
bill s 
; How big was Alexander, pa, 
That people called him great? 


[Langhter. ] 

If I had known the gentleman was so much indisposed—that he was 
so badly afflicted with malaria—I would not have made the remark I 
did to the gentleman I have referred to, and I did not intend it to be 
published at the time. I know the effort by the gentleman was a very 

tone. Some weeks ago he came over here from New York, where 

e had been, with an arbitration bill which he said had been written 

by Judge Christy, of this city—a compribory one—in his pocket, be- 

lieving, as Victor Hugo said of the battle of Waterloo, that it would 
effect a change of front of the universe. [Laughter.] 

But there has been no change of front yet. The planets have been 
whirling i through space just the same as they have always done. 

Laughter. 
[ Now I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I never made use of these re- 
marks, and the statement that I did was wholly gratuitous and as false 
as it was unmanly and erous. I desire to further say that any 


gentleman upon this floor who would say that he believed the only so- 
lution of the labor problem was in the shedding of blood would be an 
idiot. Hecertainly could never have studied the problem, and the man 
who would say he desired to see the labor problem or the labor troubles 


of this country settled by the shedding of blood would be unworthy of 
the confidence of an intelligent constituency and unfit to hold a seat 
on the floor of this House. [Applause.] And I say this with all due 
deference to my friend from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER], who desired—did 
not desire, but thought perhaps it might be a good thing if Jay Gould 
was hanged to a lamp-post without trial by judge or jury or even bene- 
fit of clergy [laughter]; for I do not believe the gentleman from Ili- 
nois meant that. And I desire to say that when I made that state- 
ment I did not mean any reflection, so far as he is concerned, for, though 
he too is somewhat mercurial, I believe he isa man of honest intentions 
and good motives, ` 

But there is something else in this slip from the Saint Louis paper 
which I might as well read, Let me say right here that Mr. Barry, 
who penned the paragraph he sent to the Cleveland Press, in answer 
toa personal request made by me, said he derived his information 
from a reporterof a Saint Louis paper, whose name I afterward learned 
was Mr. Knapp, and this gentleman stated to Mr. Barry that he got 
it directly from Mr. O'NEILL, and from whom he claims he obtains all 
that transpires in the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. Knapp is, I suppose, the author of the allusions in the Missouri 
Republican which I have just read, and which were no doubt inspired 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. g 

Before I pass on I desire to now say if there is a gentleman on the 
Committee on Labor now on the floor who ever heard me make use of 
the language imputed to me by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O'NEILL] let him rise now and statcit. I ask him todo itas a matter 
of justice. Ifany of my colleagues ever heard me make such a state- 
ment, I want them to rise now and so state to this House. I pause for 
a reply. 

There is no reply. I again ask if any gentleman on this floor ever 
heard me say the only solution of the labor problem was the shedding 
of blood, or that I desired to see this problem solved by shedding blood, 
let him state it. I pause again fora reply. There is none. 

But the Saint Louis paper says: 

Foran has been playing a very ugly part ever since he failed to'secure the 
chairmanship of the Labor Committee, while O'NEILL bas done all that was 
possible to avoid diMficulty with him. 

This statement has been made several times before, and I now sub- 
mit to my colleagues upon the Committee on Labor whether my con- 
duct there has not been in all respects that of a gentleman. I submit 
that question to my colleagues on the committee. There has been 
friction in that committee, but it arose from causes which would exist 
if I had left the committee or were not upon it. The other gentlemen 
of that committee, as well as myself, have been subjected to petty tyran- 
nies and little annoyances which could only spring from the uncultured 
mind of a small man in accidental authority. [Laughter.] 

‘*Why, man, he doth bestride the narrow world like a Colossus, and 
we petty men [of the committee] walk between his huge legs and pee 
about to find ourselves dishonorable graves.” [Renewed laughter. 
I can almost hear him exclaim: 

Great and high 
The world knows only two—that’s Rome and I. 
My roof receives me not; ’tis air I tread, 
And at each step I feel my advanced head 
Knock outa star in heaven. 

[Langhter. ] - 

lt is perhaps owing to some idiosyncrasy of the gentleman. Iam 
willing to give him all the credit possible, and undoubtedly when he 
made the statement that I had said I wanted these labor troubles set- 
tled by the shedding of blood, the weight of this whole Southwestern 
difficulty pressed so heavily upon him that he could not sleep, and in 
his mind’s eye he saw ‘‘ fierce fiery warriors fight upon the clouds in 
ranks and squadrons and right front of war which drizzled blood upon 
the Capitol.” [Great laughter. ] 

In his fervid imagination ‘‘ the graves stood tenantless, and the sheeted 
dead did squeak and gibberin Saint Louisstreets.’’ [Renewed laughter. ] 
I have asked the gentleman if he has his documentary evidence to pro- 
duce it. It has not been produced. I do not know—it may perhaps 
be from my training as a lawyer—but I think I ought to have an op- 
portunity to reply to it now, and therefore I again ask that it be pro- 
duced. Having denied that I ever made use of any such remark as he 
has attributed to me, and the assertion being made in this newspaper 
which circulates in the gentleman’s district that there is documentary 
evidence to the contrary of what I have stated, I would like to have 
that evidence produced. Let us have it now. - 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Suppose you read the balance of tha 
letter from Judge Noah. S 

Mr. FORAN. Iwill read it. Judge Noah says: 

I have yours of the 13th to-day. I wish you to distinctly understand that at 
no time and under no circumstances did I ever attribute to you the desire or ex- 
pressed wish that bloodshed would follow by reason of your remark that the 
only solution of the labor difficulties was to “let them fight it out.” 

That is what Judge Noah says I said in committee—‘‘ let them fight 
it out.” elas 9p did say that; but,as I have already said, every gen- 
tleman knows sense in which it was used. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have a letter here from Judge Noah 
that I will ask the Clerk to read. ; 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoRAN] has the 


oor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Hedesired the evidence to be produced. 
It is merely as a matter of courtesy to him that I offer to have this let- 
ter read now. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman fram Ohio [Mr.FoRAN] yields 
the letter may be read. 

Mr. FORAN. I will yield for that purpose, Mr. Speaker, willingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No, 1420 New YORK AVENUE, Washington, April 21, 1886. 

Dear Sim: In reply to your favor of this date, in which Ep state that “‘ prior 
to the consideration of the arbitration bill,in a conversation with you [me], I 
understood you to state tome that Mr. Foran-had stated to you thathe thought 
the only manner in which conflicts between Jabor and capital could be settled 
was by their fighting it out,and that you replied this presupposed bloodshed, 
to which response he said. nothing,” and inquiring “* whether this is correct ?” 
I beg to say, that in a desultory conversation with you at Willard’s Hotel, 
concerning the merits of the various arbitration bills pending before the House 
Labor Committee, I narrated to you, as chairman of that committee, what had 
taken place when I was given a hearing by the committee on that subject (at 
which hearing you were absent), and then stated to you that Mr. Foran had 
taken the position broadly in committee that no legislation args aba would 
be effectual to put an end to or ameliorate labor strikes, and t the only solu- 
tion of the trouble was to let them fight it out. I also stated to you on that oc- 
casion that I replied to Mr. Foran's view by calling attention to the fact that 
fighting it out might presuppose violence and bloodshed, and that Mr. Foran 
made no reply thereto save to repeat that no legislation could accomplish any 
good, and the only way was to let them fight it out. This is what I stated 
to you on that occasion in narration of what had occurred in the Committee 
on T. ° 
Very truly, yours, 


Hon. J. J. O'NEILL, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. FORAN. That is from the first of Noah. I have something 
from the second of Noah. But first, is this documentary evidence? 

„Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. I fail to see 
that there is any questionof privilege in this matter. [Criesof “Oh!” 
‘ Oh! n 

The APEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] 
raises the point that this isnota matter of privilege. TheChair thinks 
that nothing has been disclosed so far beyond a misunderstanding be- 
tween two gentlemen as to the opinion expressed by one of them. 

Mr. HENLEY. I hope it will not be settled in blood. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FORAN] is simply 
making a personal explanation. It is not a matter of privilege under 
the rules of the House, and the gentleman can proceed only by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tlemen from Ohio [Mr. FORAN] be permitted to finish his statement. 

Mr. BEACH. I object. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!’? Oh!’?] 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. . The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FORAN. If one gentleman says of another in this House that 
he desires to see people killed—murdered—that he desires bloodshed, 
and all that implies, does not that affect the gentleman to whom the 
remark is attributed in his representative capacity ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that the gentleman 
from Missouri had stated on the floor of the House that the gentleman 
from Ohio desired to see people killed or desired to see bloodshed, but 
the gentleman from Missouri said on the floor, according to the extract 
which has been read, that there were some gentlemen who in their 
hearts believed this matter could only be settled or ought to be settled 
by blood. The Chair, however, fails to see—— 

Mr. FORAN. If the Chair will read further he will see the gentle- 
man said they had so stated. - 

The SPEAKER. But even if that be true the Chair fails to seehow 
that affects the rights or reputation of the gentleman from Ohio in his 
representative capacity. Anycharge against the gentleman as a mem- 
ber of the House, for instance, that he had been bribed to give a cer- 
tain vote or not to give a certain vote, that he had been influenced by 
any improper motives in giwing or not giving a certain vote as a Repte- 
sentative on the floor—any charges of that character affecting a gentle- 
_man’s reputation and standing as a member of the House are quite 
different from remarks which merely attribute individual opinions to 
a gentleman on the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifa general charge were made on the floor, and after- 
ward in the public prints the peat who made that general 
gives it definite shape so as to refer to a particular member, would not 
that state of the case modify the ruling of the Chair on this subject? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the rule. The 

tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] must bear in mind that there has 
Fes no charge made or intimated that the gentleman from Ohio, as a 
Representative, hastaken action on the floor or elsewhere for the pur- 
pose of producing bloodshed or to have this matter settled by blood- 
shed. Therehassimply been attributed to him an opinion that it could 
only be settled in that way. 

Mr. REAGAN. But a charge having been made on the floor that 
certain members had expressed a desire that the question be settled by 
bloodshed, and the member who made that general statement having 
afterwards, by language outside of the House, given it specific reference 
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to a particular member, does not such a case present a question of priv- 
ilege? k 

The SPEAKER. That would be merely attributing to the member 
an expression of opinion or desire, which the Chair thinks would be a 
very proper subject for a personal explanation for the purpose of dis- 
claiming any such opinion or purpose, but it does not constitute a ques- 
tion of privilege under the rules of the House. Erroneous opinions are 
very often attributed to members. 

Mr. COLLINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. . 

Mr. COLLINS. If I make the charge now against the gentleman 
from Ohio, may he rise to a personal explanation and finish his re- 
marks ? ; 

The SPEAKER. What is the question of the gentleman from mas- 
sachusetts ? s 

Mr. COLLINS. Suppose I make the charge now against the gentle- 
man from Ohio, may he rise to a personal explanation? - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that this would seem 
to be a very proper subject for a personal explanation for the purpose 
of disclaiming any such opinions or motives as have been attributed; 
but it is not a question of privilege under the rules of the House. 

Mr. COLLINS. Well, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of allowing the 
gentleman from Ohio to finish his remarks, I sae any necessary charge 
aghinst him in his representative capacity. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from Ohio has put in his dis- 
claimer in advance. I call for the order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the regular _ 


order, which is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question o: 
privilege. : : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. i 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. My question of privilege is this: Ihave 
been charged by the gentleman from Ohio with an abuse of my posi- 
tion as chairman of that committee in exercising a tyranny over the 
members of the committee. I am also charged in the public press, the 
charge being directly traced to the gentleman from Ohio, with having 
abandoned my position here as a member of Congress and left the city, 
for the purpose of preventing him from making a certain ex tion. 
That certainly involves my character as a member of this House; and 
under all the circumstances I am certainly entitled to the privilege of 
being heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the gentleman from Ohio 
has charged the gentleman from Missouri with an abuse of his power 
or arg as chairman of the committee, it would present a question 
of privi - 

Mr. FORAN. Ihave made no such charge. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman has stated here that the 
grievances in that committee would exist, even if he left it; that they 
arose from the tyranny of one who, ‘ dressed with a little brief author- 
ity,” exercised it over those members. Who else than the chairman 
of a committee has such authority over the members of the committee ? 

Mr. FORAN. I ask that the words be read. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Now, I ask forfairplay. I donot pro- 

to be treated in this sort of way. : 

The SPEAKER. - The language of the gentleman from Ohio will be 
read, so that the Chair may ascertain what his remarks were. 

Mr. FORAN. I have been endeavoring to keep myself within the 
parliamentary rule, and I think I can do it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will it be in order to settle this vexed question by 
referring it to the Committee on Labor forarbitration? [Laughter.] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to occupy the 
fioor for ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent to occupy the floor for ten minutes to make a personal explanation. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. After which, I give notice, Ishall call for the reg- 
ularorder. That is fair play. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will proceed. 

There was no objection. > 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on the Monday following 
the delivery of the speech of which the gentleman complains he brought 
this matter upin the committee; and, as he has stated, he asked me if I 
referred to him. I assured him that I did. A discussion in that com- 
mittee developed the fact that other members of the committee under- 
stood him ‘the same as I did. 

Mr. FORAN. I deny that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I refer to Mr. DANIEL, of Virginia. 

Mr. FORAN. He will not say so. A 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri (addressing Mr. DANIEL). Iunderstood 
you to say that you so understood. - Is not that so? 

Mr. DANIEL. Am I permitted to reply? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Missouri yields for that 


purpose. s 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have asked the gentleman to answer 
the question if he will be kind enough to do so. 
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Mr. DANIEL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to say that when this 
matter was called up—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman from 
Virginia takes sides—— / 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam not taking sides. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That the proceedings in the 
committee-room are not proper subjects for revelation on the floor of 
the House or discussion; and, as affecting not only this matter but all 
other matters of public concern in connection with the legislation of 
this body, I must object. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair doesnot understand the gentleman from 
Missouri to eall upon the gentleman from Virginia to disclose any pro- 
ceedings of the committee, but simply to state what he understood to 
be the tion of the gentleman from Ohio on the point in controversy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman 
from Missouri to say that this matter came up in the committee-room, 
and in that committee-room a discussion arose on the subject, in which 
. discussion certain matters were developed; and if I have misunderstood 
him in that respect, I for having interrupted him. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that it is notin order to disclose 
upon the floor of the House any discussion or ings in the com- 
mittee-room; but the Chair does not know what statement the gentle- 
man from Virginia is to make, and of course can not rule upon it in 
the absence of such knowledge. k 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point is upon the utter- 
ance of the gentleman from Missouri himself, in which I understood 
him to say that at the meeting of the committee, where this matter 
was discussed, certain things were developed. . 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. ‘This does nct come out of my time, I 


hope. = 

' The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mis- 

souri to ask as to what was the understanding of gentlemen who were 
tas to. certain l remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Butin the committee, as I 
understand it. ` 

The SPEAKER. Not as to what actually transpired in the com- 
mittee as a part of the public business, but simply to state what he 
understood was the position of the gentleman from Ohio on a certain 
question. The Chair does not think that that would be a disclosure of 
the proceedings of the committee if made to that extent. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Speaker, as I have been referred to, I desiresimply 
to make this statement in justice to the gentlemen in question, as well 
as in justice to myself: this matter was alluded to in my presence 
and in the presence of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foran], and 
gentlemen who were present were called on, or rather it was suggested 
to them, to state what their understanding was of the matter. 

I state this: That upon hearing the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio they had made the same im ion upon my mind that they 
seemed to have made upon the gentleman from Missouri; but that on 
hearing the gentleman from Ohio state what he had said and on my 
memory being revived as to the question, I remembered that he had 
said exactly what he then related himself to have said; and it was an 
impression on my mind, and not the repetition of the gentleman or 
that he was accurate, as I distinctly remembered in repeating the lan- 

that he had used. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. After the meeting of the committee I 
met the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ForAN] on the floor and he again 
referred to the subject. I said very frankly that I had no desire to let 
him remain in the position in whieh he was, and I would do cheerfully 
all that I could toward placing him in the position he wanted to be in. 
At his instance I wrote out for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a change 
in the words which I had used, and gave them to the Official 
for insertion. The words were changed by himself and are there in the 

ent RECORD. As delivered in the House on April 3, and so 
reported, they were as follows: 


And when I see men on this floor pretending to t labor tions, 
who stand back and say, ‘* We favor neither compulsory arbitration nor volun- 
tary arbitration,” I say they are men who know in their hearts their trne 


sentiment is that these issues can only be settled by blood.—Daily Record, page 


The reference to ‘‘men pretending to represent labor organizations’? 
was understood by the gentleman trom Ohio to refer to himself, and 
therefore, at his suggestion, I struck this out first, and in the perma- 
nent RECORD the corrected sentence reads as follows: 


And I see men on this floor who stand back and say “we favor neither com- 
pulsory arbitration nor volun arbitration ;” whosay, “these can not be 
aided bylaw, but may eventually have to be settled by the shedding of blood.”"— 
Page 3036 of the permanent Recorp, 


Mr. FORAN. I never agreed to any such statement. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Why, you put these words in yourself. 
Mr. FORAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And I handed them to the Official Re- 
porters three weeks ago, and they have been in the permanent RECORD 


ever since. Mr. Pearson, the foreman of the RECORD, appends a cer- 
tifieate, which I will read: ' 
I have compared the above, and find the same to be true copies from the daily 
and permanent RECORD, AVEN PEARSON, 
Congressional Ri 


Prior to my going away on that little trip to which the gentleman 
from Ohio so facetiously refers, he got that little clipping from the 
Cleveland paper—that little old chestnut which he has been carrying 
around with him ever since, and said that were it not for that he would 
have been willing to let the whole matter drop; but since the thin; 
had got into the Cleveland papers it placed him in rather an aw 
position. He thought he had better rise to a question of privilege. I 
told him that I would stand by him if he did so, and that we would 
present again, on the floor of the House, the spectacle of Damon and 
Pythias, in which, of course, I would be Damon.’ [Laughter.] Isaid 
to him: ‘I will stand by you and do all I can to get you out of this 
hole.” [Renewed laughter. } D 

He came to me the day before I left and he told me, “I will get up 
to-morrow after the reading of the Journal.” 

Mr. FORAN: Is it not true that the day the bill passed the gentle- 
man came to my desk and said he would correct the impression—— 


Mr. O’NEILL. The day the bill passed ? 
Mr. FORAN. Yes. 
Mr. O'NEILL. I never spoke to yon till the following Monday. 


Mr. FORAN. Did younot say you would make the correction, and 
that you would make it during the debate? 

Mr. NEILL. I never saw you at that time. On the Wednesday 
preceding my departure from the city the gentleman again referred to 
his question of privilege, and I said, ‘‘Get up this afternoon; I am 
under the weather just now, and am going away fora few days. Get 
this off your stornach; get rid of it.” 

That evening I attended a labor meeting at the armory and had the 
pleasure of presenting my distinguished colleague as one of labor’s cham- 
pions. We shook hands cordially. Everything looked contentment, 
peace, and barmony. I never dreamed he had in his heart the animus 
which his after conduct showed. On my return last Tuesday I found 
in the New York World the following: : 

The Labor Committee is not surrounded with the that should charac- 
terize those engaged in the laudable enterprise of usting the difficulties be- 
tween laborers and employers. For some time there has been a feeling not al- 
together friendly between the chairman of the committee, Mr. O'NEILL, and 
Mr. Forax, of Ohio, who vg mir to the chairmanship of the committee, and is 
one of the prominent labor ers at the West. Mr. FORAN, for some reason, 
was for the past few days possessed of a desire to call Mr, O’ Net. to account 
for n reflections cast upon him in reference to matters having taken place 
in the committee-room, Mr. Foray proposes rising to a question of privilege, 
atwhich time he says he will tell the House that Mr. O'NEILL, though cham- 
pioning the labor bill, was not its author, and until the even: 
presented to the House loudly favored the of a bill pro’ 

ulsory arbitration. * * * Mr. Foran thinks Mr, 

nimself too prominent at the ex, 
to clip his wings. Mr. Foran the 

from the House, which has continued for some days, is that he is afraid to face 
the music of an exposure.: 

As soon as I had read that paper last Tuesday I took it and put it 
under the gentleman’s nose, and told him I understood he was respon- 
sible for it, and asked him to get on his legs and make his question of 
privilege. It has taken him four days to get a derrick large enougl 
to raise him up. 

From the time I have been chairman of that committee until now, 
and even in advance of it, I have not been spared by the gentleman 
from Ohio. His charge in regard to my deficiency in education and 
mental acquirements even preceded my appointment; but the gentle- 
man wrote me a personal letter stating that the chargesin a Cleveland 
paper accredited to him were not his sentiments. From the inception 
of those charges until now I have been fettered and fretted and wor- 
ried by the gentleman who is so terribly afflicted by a bad case of ‘‘sore 
head.’? There has not been a measure of merit brought before that 
committee that has not fonnd in him a ready opponent. As to the 
arbitration bill, the misfortune was my name was connected with it, 
and it passed. If it had been a disastrous failure, and there had only 
been 29 votes in favor of it he would have held me responsible for that 
piece of framework, charged it on me, and called it ‘‘the O’ Neill bill.” 

Mr. FORAN. Did I not state from the outset that I was opnosed to 
all measures for labor arbitration. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask the Speaker to hold the gavel 
just one moment. My time has been taken up very much by others. 
The gentleman from Ohio in the committee sat guietly by, and when 
I announced it was the unanimous opinion of the committee, after 
we had passed it, he reserved his right to object, and you know how 
viciously he fought it in this House. . 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIS. [ask unanimous consent that the call of committees 
for reports be di with, and that gentlemen who bave reports to 
present be recognized for that purpose. 5 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


before it was 


of th 
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MARTIN H. M’CHESNEY. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the 
President of the United States in annulling and revoking the order dis- 
missing Martin H. MeChesney from service in the armies of the United 
States, and honorably discharging said McChesney from said service; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vote Calendar, and, with the accompanying report and amendments, 
ordered to be printed. á 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5532) for the 
construction of a macadamized road from the city of Memphis, in the 
State of Tennessee, to the national cemetery near said city; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5159) for the 
construction of a macadamized road from the city of Memphis, in the 
State of Tennessee, to the national cemetery near said city. 
ewe ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask that that bill be placed on the Calen- 

T. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the, Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mt. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports or- 
dered to be printed: . 

A bill (H. R. 5998) to correct the date of muster of Charles Wick- 


ware; 

A bill (H. R. 6190) for the relief of Ivan Hughes; 

A bill (H.-R. 3277) for the relief of Patrick Flynn and John Dienst; 

A bill (H. R. 4826) to provide for the disposition of a portion of the 
Fort Hays military reservation, in the State of Kansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 6549) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Edward Kincade. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation a résolution of the House of 
Representatives calling on the Secretary of War for the report by Lieu- 
tenant Allen of his reconnaissance in Alaska in 1885. The resolution 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill R. 2761) for the relief of William Pormann; E 

A bill (H. R. 4913) for the relief of John W. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 5404) to remove the charge of desertion from the-mili- 
tary record of David Kritzer; ; 

A bill (H. R. 5063) to amend the muster-rolls of Company B, Ninth 

iment, Pennsylvania Volunteers, so as to place thereon the name 
of William C. Armstrong, late a private in said company; and 

A bill (H. R. 1666) for the relief of George Barlow. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the Committee on Patents was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6320) extend- 
ing the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims in suits for the use of patents 
and patented inventions against the United States; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 5570, a bill (H. R. 8323) to amend the law relating to 
patents, trade-marks, and copyright; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The original bill (H. R. 5570) was laid on the table. 


BREVET RANK FOR SERVICES IN INDIAN CAMPAIGNS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6758) to authorize 
the President to confer brevet rank on officers of the Army for gallant 
services in Indian campaigns; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FIGLEY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5935) to 
remove the charge of desertion against William Figley; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET LUCY. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7511) granting 
æ pension to Margaret Lucy; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM Fy CLARE. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4386) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F. Clark; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARIAH E. A. B. NOWELL. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1148) 
granting a pension to Mariah E. A. B. Nowell; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. BASSETT. ` 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1152) grant- 
ing å pension to Sarah E. Bassett; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

EMELINE J. BABSON. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1065) grant- 
ing a pension to Emeline J. Babson; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. : 

Mr. LOVZRING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the petition of Mary H. Adams for a pension; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. I 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 786) granting 
a pension to James C. Ledbetter; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3460) ‘granting a pension to Catherine Stevens; 
we bill (H. R. 7423) granting an increase of pension to Bartlett È. 

ite; 

A bill (H. R. 6316) granting a pension to Mary H. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pension to Hiram K. Choate; and 

A bill (H. R. 4385) granting a penSion to J. M. Dennis. 


HENRY A. PAUS. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a fayorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1261) for the re- 
lief of Henry A. Paus; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ELEANOR C. BANGHAM. : 

. Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a recommendation that the amendment of the Senate be 
concurred in, the bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bang- 
ham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


COL. DANIEL M’CLURE, 

Mr. FINDLAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendmentthe bill (H. R. 5233) for the relief of Col. Daniel 
McClure; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was disc from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; and thesame were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen; and 

A bill (S. 1287) granting a pension to William L. Clarke. 

MARIA HOLLANDS, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back adversely the bill (S. 1586) granting a pension to Maria 
Hollands; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
SILAS S. WHITE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back, with a recommendation that the amendment of the Senate 
concurred in, the bill (H. R. 1398) to grant a pension to Silas S. 
White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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SIMMONS W. HARDIN. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back, with a recommendation that the amendmentof the Senate 
concurred in, the bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons 
W. Hardin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
GEORGE W. SMITH. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that the amendment of the Sen- 
ate be concurred in, the billl (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of 
George W. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY, SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


Mr. O’FERRALL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1397) to establish a port of delivery at Spring- 
field, in the State of Massachusetts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


PORT OF ENTRY, MOUNT DESERT FERRY, MAINE. 


Mr. O’FERRALL, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported 
back fayorably the bill (S..1013) providing for the establishment of a 
port of entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the 
State of Maine; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 


Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported in lien 
of House billsnumbered, respectively, 2901, 3504, 1158, 4966, 937, 5220, 
5348, and 5352, a bill (H. R. 8324) to amend section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and to fix the compensation of local 
ace ag of hulls and boilers in the districts of Michigan, Superior, 
Duluth, and Puget Sound; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Bills of the following titles (in lieu of which the last-named bill was 
reported) were, by unanimous consent, laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 2901) amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing the Yon eapeore of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in the several districts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 3504) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to inspectors of hulls and boilers; 

A bill (H. R. 1158) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, fixing the compensation of local inspectors of hulls 
and boilers in the Michigan district; 

A bill (H. R. 4966) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in the seyeral districts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 937) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 5220) amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes, 
fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several 
districts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5348) amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in the several districts of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 5352) amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes, 
fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several 
districts of the United States. 


CHARLES E. CREECY. 
Mr. GILFILLAN, from the Committee on Patents, reported back ad- 
versely the petition of Charles E. Creecy ; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEX. 

Mr. REESE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back, with amendment, the bill (H. R. 2475) to amend an act 
approved May 5, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act for the construction of a pub- 
lic building at Galveston, Tex.;’’ which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MINGUS. 

Mr. COWLES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 1708, a bill (H. R. 8325) for the relief of John Mingus, 
a pensioner of the war of 1812; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 1708 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

JAMES F. HOGAN. ~ 

Mr. FLEEGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3382) for the reliefof James F. Hogan; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE ARSENAL GROUNDS, BRIDESBURG, PA, 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
pees back favorably the bill (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the 
ensington and Tacony Railroad Company through the arsenal grounds 
at Bridesburg (Philadelphia), Pa.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. : 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1352) granting the right of way to 
the Leavenworth Northern and Southern Railway Company through 
the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ESTATES OF DECEASED KICKAPOOS, 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estates of 
deceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

EDUCATION. 

Mr. CRAIN, from the Committee on Labor, reported in the nature of 
a substitute for House bill 7266 a bill (H. R. 8325) to provide for the 
distribution of the proceeds of the sales of public lands, and of all fees 
reccived at the general and district land offices, foreducational purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, 
the minority; which were ordered to be print 
majority. 

House bill No. 7266 was reported back with the recommendation 
that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Is that the bill to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools, which was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS) and referred to 
the Committee on Labor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). It is. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Then I move it be referred to Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman has that right, and the 
adverse report will, in compliance with his request, be placed on the 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, 


resented the views of 
with the report of the 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DOVER, N. H. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and. Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (S. 771) to provide for the erec-- 
tion of a public building in the city of Dover, in the State of New 
Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. f 

` ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. OHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered-to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6486) granting an increase of pension to John Rowe; 

A bill iF R. 6097) granting a pension to Betsey Bartholomew; and 

A bill (H. R. 6488) to increase the pension of Charles G. Odell. 

THOMAS TEGAN. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Thomas Tegan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. DELP. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4460) to pension John W. Delp; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELISE BURKI. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 843) grantinga pension to Elise Burki; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET M. RIDER. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TREFETHEN. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill 
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(H. R. 8326) for the relief of William Trefethen, of Portsmouth, N. H.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD GEAR. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear, 
with the recommendation that the Senate amendments be concurred in; 
and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 
MRS. J. E. DAVIS, 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5656) granting a pension to Mrs. J. E. 
Davis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
KATHERINE NICKERT. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7513) granting a ion to 
atherine Nickert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the recompanying report, 
. ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL J. BINGMAN, 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Dan- 
jel J. Bingman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5657) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. Scutt; 
A bill (H. R. 2711) for the relief of William J. Sangston; 


A bill (H. R. 7960) to pay arrears of pensions to John Snyder; 
A bill (H. R. 5493) granting a final pension to Thomas Gleason; 
A bill (H. R. 3739) granting a pension to J. V. Herriman; 

A bill (H. R. 3738) granting a pension to John W. Dren: ‘and 
A bill (H. R.- 2739) granting a pension to Priscilla Wi 


REMAINS OF THE LATE MRS. HARRIET B. LEHMAN. 

Mr, WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7364) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to allow the interment in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the 
State of North Carolina, of the remains of the late Mrs. Harriet B. Leh- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS CHAMBERS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3491) for the relief of Thomas Chambers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS A. WOLLENWEBER. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Louis A. Wollen- 
weber; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

H. I. CARTIN. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6566) granting a pension to H. I. Cartin; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES T. ERWIN. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3640) granting a pension to James T. Er- 
win; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL MILLER. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7401) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adve mely the bill (H. R. 8002) to increase the pension of Lorin 
Burritt; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 


dered to be printed. 
XV II—244 


On motion of Mr. OSBORNE, the adverse report was ordered to be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re 


back adversely, the bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. B. Dalzell; which was laid on Ton the table, and bac accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA ELDRIDGE. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge, with the 
recommendation that the Senate amendments be to; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 6168) granting a pension to George W. Jaycox; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WICHITA, KANS. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back ‘with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1387) pro- 
viding for the completion of the public building at Wichita, Kans. ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES OF SIGNAL SERVICE. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department, submitted a report of that committee as to the 
alleged unlawful expenditures in the Signal Service; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1292) grant- 
ing a pension to Nathan Z. Bailey; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


INTEENAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported a bill (H. R. 8327) to redute the number of in- 
ternal-revenue officers, provide a better and more economical adminis- 
tration of the internal-revenue laws, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). This bill, 
in the opinion of the Chair, should be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does not make any charge 
upon the Treasury. It takes off a charge. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It certainly affects the revenue, and should go to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
repeal of taxes involves a tax upon the people within the sense of the 
rule, and therefore thinks it should be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is because the Chair does not know what 
the bill contains. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has heard the bill read. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state a the Union, and; with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGES. ACROSS NAVIGABLE WATERS. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendments the bill (S. 901) granting to the Astoria and Winnemucca 
Railroad Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water 
courses; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

= RANSOM L. HARRIS. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7242) ‘for tthe relief of 
Ransom L. Harris; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6013) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 2 miles north and 
2 miles south of the city of Atchison, in the county of Atchison, in the 


“State of Kansas; 


A bill (H. R. 1360) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
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the Missouri River at some accessible point within 10 miles below and 

5 miles above the city of Kansas City, Mo.; ‘ 
A bill (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third story to the public 

building in Dallas, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 

the Missouri River at or near the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for 

other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4569) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River ata point to be selected eitherin the counties of Clay and 
Jackson, in the State of Missouri, or in the county of Clay or Platte, 
in said State, and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, and 
to make the same a post-route; 

A bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of 
the Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint 
Charles, in the county of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R. 5685) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point in Saline City, or within 
5 miles above or 5 miles below the same, in the county of Saline, in the 
State of Missouri. 

The message further announced that theSenate had passed the bill (S. 
1868) providing for an extension of the Executive Mansion; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 71) 
for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, Cali- 
fornia, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and 
Idaho, and Nevada whena Territory, asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. DOLPH, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. GRAY as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. : 

The message further announced that the Senate di to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 335) to pro- 
vide for protecting the interests of the United States in the Potomac 
River Flats, in the District of Columbia, asked a conference with the 
House on the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. INGALLS, Mr. WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. VEST as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. s 

Te message further announced that the Senate receded from its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Mag- 
dalena Rehkopf. 

The message further requested the return to the Senate of the bill (S. 
1586) granting a pension to Maria Hollands. 


EUNICE E. CLARK. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 6429) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Eunice E. 
Clark,” with Senate amendments, and moved non-concurrence in the 
Senate amendments, and asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on said amendments. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
NEECE, Mr. PINDAR, and Mr. ConGER as managers on the part of the 
House at said conference. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. : 
The SPEAKER protempore, The hour for the consideration of bills 


a at 20’clock and 5 minutes p. m. 
he Clerk will report the unfinished business coming over from yes- 
terday. 

SUBTREASURY AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 


The Clerk read as follows: bel #2 : 
A bill (H. R. 902) to establish a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled 
to the floor. ` 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it is not to oppose this par- 
ticular bill or any particular bill establishing a subtreasury that I take 
the floor again to-day, but for the purposeof calling the attention of the 
House to the general subtreasury system as it has come to exist in this 
country—a system which takes out of the channels of business and 
trade the revenues for carrying on the Government and sets up inde- 
pendent machinery for collecting and applying the revenues to Govern- 
ment expenses. 
In ihis country, Mr. Speaker, in that regard, we have scarcely passed 
beyond the age of barbarism. In other words, we are still applying 
the same methods that were applied two thousand years ago in Rome, 
when, under her provincial government, taxes were collected in the 
provinces, taken to Rome, putin the treasury, andonly paid out through 

vernment agencies. All other governments in civilized countries 

ve learned to employ the machinery which commerce and the busi- 
ness of the country have established. The business of government is 
not so different from other business aş to require separate agencies of 
its own. 

I referred yesterday to the way the revenues were collected in En- 
gland, through the Bankof England. I find, on reference to the weekly 
report of the Bank of England, that there was on deposit to the credit 
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of the government, for the week ending June 27, £4,288,000, and for 
the next week £4,028,000, while for the week ending February 10 the 
amount was £4,663,000. This sum varies from one or two millions of 

nirape sro eight millions of pounds; that is to say, from five 
or six millions of dollars up to forty or fifty millions; seldom, however, 
reaching the larger sum. When the deposit to the credit of the gov- 
ernment falls too low, the chancellor of the exchequer sells exchequer 
bills, in that way anticipating the revenues. 

On the average the amount to the credit of the government does not 
amount to more than about $20,000,000. In other words, in the col- 
lection and expenditure of $450,000,000 by employing the machinery 
which business employs, which the trade and commerce of the country 
employ, they only keep a surplus on the average of fifteen or twenty 
millions of dollars, and that is deposited in the Bank of England, not 
entirely withdrawn from circulation or taken out of business. 

In the bank of France for the week ending April 9 I find deposited 
to the credit of the general treasury 96,700,000 francs, or about $19,- 
000,000. The average is generally less than that; it sometimes rises 
above it; sometimes falls below it. So that in the collection and ex- 
penditure of $650,000,000 in France by employing the machinery which 
the civilization of the age has established, which commerce and trade _ 
provide, almost no money is withdrawn from use; but the busi- 
ness of the government is just like any othér business; it is performed 
through the channels that business has established, and is performed 
therefore much more economically than with us, and without abstract- 
ing from cirenlation a large part of the volume of money, as we do in 
this country. 
gentleman allow me a question? 

Yes, sir. . 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman favor a policy of depositing Gov- 
ernment funds with banks to be loaned out ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam coming to that. I am ing not 
against a central treasury, butagainst the extension of the subtreasury 
system to all the cities in the country. By our independent treasury 
system and the subtreasury extensions over the country and by the 
adoption of the same policy by the States, we often abstract well-nigh 
half of the entire volume of the currency, locking it up, for brief periods 
of course, but long enough to produce great stringency in business op- 
erations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have very decided convictions on the question 
of the right of banks to create money, that is, to issue currency of any 
kind; but I hope I have no such prejudices against the use of the bank- 
ing system of this country for doing Government business in the samo 
way that all other kinds of business are done, and ‘I can see no more 
reason for establishing a subtreasury at Louisville and forty other 
places for doing the Government business than for a business house in 
New York, instead of employing established agencies there, going there 
and establishing a of its own, or any more reason for estab- 
lishing a subtreasury there for the collection or paying out the money 
that is there collected and paid out than to refuse to use the railroads 
in getting there. Banks are institutions as important as railroads or 
telegraphs, and as necessary to modern commerce; their function is to 
collect and utilize capital by bringing it together and making it avail- 
able for the needs of trade. Ina hundred ways they facilitate com- 
merce. They serve every kind of business, and I do not know why 
they should not be made use of by the Government for its business. 

Mr. BLAND. The question that I asked the gentleman was whether 
he was in favor of the policy of depositing Government funds with the 
banks to be loaned out. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did not understand the gentleman. I 
think we ought to have a treasury, and perhaps one or tw o sub- 
treasuries, and in those should be held securely the coin and bullion 
upon which certificates are issued, and they should be located at points 
where they could be hag Jan y well guarded. 

Mr. BLAND. Why not have one in Louisville, then? ~ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is no necessity for one there. The 
more you multiply these subtreasuries the greater the cost of taking 
care of the money. Again I say we should have a treasury and one or 
two subtreasuries, and in those should be deposited the trust funds, tho 
coin and the bullion upon which certificates are issued, and the banks 
should be utilized for the depositof money or current funds, and a 
certain per cent. of such deposits can be loaned out by the banks. 
Why not? It is then made active capital, and if the Government is 
secure, why not let such surplus be kept in use? This bill, if passed, 
will do no good in the world to anybody in Louisville. The money 
might just as well be in the moon as to be locked up there, so far as any 
good to any citizen of Louisville isconcerned. The people of Louisville 
can not borrow it, or buy it, or use it. I will say to my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], in order that he may understand that I am 
not opposing this bill because it relates to Louisville or on any narrow 
basis, that I would vote to abolish the subtreasury in Cincinnati and 
let it be moved down to Louisville. 

Mr. WILLIS. We will agree to that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And I believe that the bankers and the 
business people of Cincinnati are intelligent enough to favor such astep 
if they could be assured that the Government would deposit in the 
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banks the money now kept in the subtreasury so that it might be made 
of some use to the people by becoming loanable capital. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ` 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I thought I was to have had 
fifteen minutes, and I have not had that time. 

Mr. WILLIS. You yielded five minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, I have yielded nothing from the fifteen 
minutes I reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair understood that the bill was 
to be considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understood the arrangement to be that 
I was to have fifteen minutes. I will take then only a minute or two 


more, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man for five minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WAR- 
NER] to say that he wants ony two minutes more. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. . Speaker, I say, if itis not intended by 
the establishment of these subtreasuries to hold money under lock and 
key, there is nouse whateverin establishing them. On the other hand, 
if it is designed to cover into these subtreasuries the revenue and hold 
it there, ocr it out of business channels, then I say they ought not 
to be estab at all, because they will work positive injury to the 
community and no good to anybody. In this way of managing our 
revenues we have been imitating bad’ systems long ago abandoned in 
other countries. We have been keeping up the practices of the dark 
ages. Atany rate we have not got beyond the practices of the First 
Frederick or Henry VII. 

Mr. BLAND. Does not the gentleman think that, instead of haul- 
ing ten millions of silver dollars from New Orleans to Washington and 
New York, as wasrecently done, it would have been better to have trans- 
ferred it to Louisville or Cincinnati, where it could have gone into cir- 
culation and been of some benefit to the people. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would not have removed that at all. I 
would have deposited the money in the banks in New Orleans, where 
it could be used as wanted. But it would have been no better to 

. move it to Louisville or Cincinnati than to this city. And if it had 
been moved to Louisville it would not have done one bit of good to 
anybody in Louisville. Nobody there could have got it from the sub- 
treasury. And let me say further, Mr. Speaker, that I would like to 
see the large surplus now in the Treasury here not required to be held 
to meet the demand liabilities of the Government paid out on the pub- 
lic debt. Instead of hoarding so much money, let it out where it will 
do some good. 

The underlying cause of the trouble in this country now, the pri- 
mary cause I say of the troubles not only in this country but through- 

. out the world, is a shrinking volume of money. Industries are stran- 
led, property depreciates, and nothing but money is safe to hold. 

Let me read a brief extract from the New York Tribune of yesterday: 

Stagnation in trade and activity in investment were the characteristic feat- 
ures of last week. Neither stocks, grain, pork, cotton, oil, or other products are 
wanted, but bonds that promise a return are eagerly sought. 

Under this system of locking up money and contracting the volume 
of effective money of the country we have reached a point where there 
is no profit in anything but in hoarded money. Money is the only 
thing that is increasing in value, that-is, in purchasing power; and 
the more money there is withdrawn from circulation and locked up 
in the Treasury the worse it will be, and the only result of the exten- 
sion of the subtreasury system will be to lock up more money and in- 
crease the cost of keeping it. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve the time, Mr. § 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I yield the balance o 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WARNER] can now control the time. 
Under the order of the House this bill was to be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. But 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] is recognized. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I yield five minutes to my colleague from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman wishes to ask a 
qnestion in regard to this bill, I do not desire to occupy more time in 
diseussing it. Several weeks ago, under the rule of the House, I 
made a statement of all the facts upon which this bill was based, and 
sent it to each member of the House, and since then I have, as far as 
my limited time would permit, gone from member to member to pre- 
sent the facts connected with the matter. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER] has made an argument against the whole subtreasury 
system; but that subject is pot now before the House. It will be time 
enough to discuss a law establishing subtreasuries when there is a bill 
brought in to abolish all of tiem. T donot believe, however, that this 
House intends to reverse the well-established policy of the Government, 
beginning away back in 1846, when an act was first passed creating 


ker. 
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subtreasuries. When that act was passed establishing the subtreasury 
system there were five subtreasuries created. Since then there have 


been some four more added, making nine in all. In the South there 
is only one subtreasury, which is at New Orleans. The business con- 
nections of Louisville stretch toward the South. 

The region from which that business is drawn comprises an area of 
country which is not touched by any one of the eing subtreasuries. 
It comprises a considerable portion of Arkansas, Northern Texas, the 
whole of Tennessee, and the southern part of Indiana. The business 
interests and bankiag interests of Louisville embrace that territory. 
We are within a half-day’s journey of eleven millions of people, one- 
fifth of the whole population of the United States. As to the public 
business transacted at Louisville, the amount of public money depos- 
ited there is equal to that in any three of the existing nine subtreas- 
uries. The amount of money that is paid out is $2,000,000. Upon 
these facts we have gone before the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and they have come in here with a unanimous report. I be- 
lieve this is the only subject that has been before that committee upon 
which a unanimous report has been made. 

And why do they report it? . Because of the report made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Director of the Mint showing that thereis 
not to-day in the United States enough vault room for the business of this 
Department. That is one reason. Another is the amount of money 
paid in and paid out at the city of Louisville. Besides, there is the 
enormous expense the Government has incurred in transporting from 
one part of the country to another these pone moneys, this expense 
amounting to hundreds of thousands of dollars, so that last year $10,- 
000,000 were, in violation of law, brought by ships of war from the 
city of New Orleans to the subtreasury at New York. 

We find further from these published reports that there are to-day in 
the mints of the country—not a proper receptacle, as the Treasurer 
states—$150,000,000. What further do we find? From the report of 
the Treasurer, on page 15, we find that persons occupying positions as 
messengers and laborers are now engaged in handling, counting, and 
shipping the public money and in doing other clerical labor. This cer- 
tainly is not a proper condition of things, and it should be remedied 
when we can do so, as in this case, with but a very small expense. The 
amount involved in this bill is abont$9,500. Weare not asking forany 
public building; there is a building suitable for the purpose. Weonly 
desire the machinery for carrying on this subtreasury ; and the ex- 
penscis one-half of what is asked at these other places—Saint Louis, San 
Francisco, and Baltimore—all of which combined have not as much 
publie business, either in income or outgo, as the city of Louisville. 

These are the statements which have been made; and I have endeav- 
ored in these remarks to present the matter faithfully to each member 
of the House. Knowing that there are other matters pressing, I will, 
unless some other gentleman desires to speak or make an inquiry, de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. MORRISON. I trust that will not be done. 

Mr. WILLIS. I was not aware that the gentleman wanted to say 
anything. Of course I do not press the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair did not 
understand whether the gentleman from Kentucky moved the previous 
question or not. ; 

Mr. WILLIS. I was about to move the previous question, but the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] desires to be eard. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Several of us want to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair desires to state to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that, in the opinion of the Chair, this bill must 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole under the 
five-minute rule, which would certainly require that there be debate 
at least for five minutes on each side upon each section. After such 
debate has been had the gentleman from Kentucky can move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have not the remotest desire, if I had the power, 
to prevent any gentleman from being heard on the bill. When I pro- 
posed to call the previous question I was not aware than any further 
discussion was desired. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, it is probably to no purpose, but I 
wish to say a word by way of protest against the passage of this bill. 
I doubt not a subtreasury at every principal town in the country, and 
especially at the city of Louisville, would be some convenience to some- 

y. This is a proposition first io make some new offices, and then, 
of course, to fill them. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] 
says, and no doubt truthfully, that to begin with $9,500 is the whole 
additional cost per annum now proposed for thissubtreasury. Butwho 
supposes that the appropriation now made will not be followed in an- 
other year with an additional or increased sum, which will continue to 
grow? Where is there a subtreasury maintained for the small cost of 
$9,500 annually? This sum of $9,500 per annum, the gentleman from 
Louisville assures us, is to be the whole yearly cost of establishing and 
maintaining a subtreasury at Louisville. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. With $5,000 additional to prepare the nec- 


essary rooms. 
Mr. MORRISON. No; I understand $9,500 is to be the whole cost 
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for thenew officers and the carrying on of this subtreasury at Louisville | for us to increase the expenses of the Government by multiplying offi- 


for one year. This is the beginning of what is to follow. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. After the offices are fitted up, which will 
cost $5,000. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I do not assume or say that upon 
all money, banking, or other financial questions the United States 
Treasurer or the Treasury De ent must be followed and accepted 
as right without question. e men who go into that Department, 
however eminent as financiers, go there with preconceived or fixed no- 
tions of finance, which they seldom give up. Butthis matter of taking 
careof the public money is one about which this officer and this Depart- 
ment ought to be pretty well advised; and while I donot promise to be 
always controlled by the suggestions of the Treasury Department, I do 
think that when the officer of that Department says to Congress, as I 
understand the Treasurer of the United States has said to the Committee 
on Appropriations, which was believed by him to have charge of this 
subject, that thissubtreasury is not needed and isnot necessary for pub- 
lic purposes and that he desired to be heard on the subject before action 
should be taken on the bill, we ought at least to hear what the officer 
has to say and ascertain what value should be attached to his sugges- 
tions. This much it seems to me is necessary to our considerate ac- 
tion. 

Now a few words to our friends on this side of the House. If I know 
how we came here, it was partly because we protested that our prede- 
eessors, when in control of the Government, kept more men in office 
and the public employ, had more officers, laid more taxes, collected and 
spent more money, than was necessary for public uses and purposes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is it. 

Mr. MORRISON. It was statements like these and belief in them 
that filled many seats with their present occupants. But for the be- 
lief and expectation in the public mind that we intended to pursue a 
different policy from our predecessors some of these seats would be 
filled by gentlemen of the opposite political party. In this Congress 
there have been more offices made than have been dispensed with or abol- 
ished, and I wantto call the attention of gentlemen around meto the fact. 
For one I propose to stop right here; in fact, I never began. To me it 
seems more fitting that we on this side of the House should be looking 
for officers whose services can be dispensed with than hunting or creat- 
ing places to put in new ones. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the fiscal policy of this Government 
for many years has combined the subtreasury and the depository sys- 
tem, and we have had neither exclusively. We have to-day, or had at 
the close of the last fiscal year, nine subtreasuries and one hundred 
and thirty-two national-bank depositories, in addition to the various 
mints. 

It will be seen by the report of the Treasurer of the United States 
that he thinks we have gone as far as we ought to go in the extension 
of subtreasuries, and we should rather limit than extend that system. 

On page 506 of the Repert on the Finances for this session I find he 
states the following: f 

One hundred and thirty-two national banks acted as depositories during the 
a a EA hector etch tig eg wl 
the same on drafts of i the Treasurer, A more extended use of the banks as do 

itories would result in a large saving to the Governmént, and very much 
pievas the chancesof loss from peculation and frauds in the conductof the opera- 
tions of the Treasury, as the proper margin of security in United States bonds 
is a matter of cohstant supe: ion by the Treasurer, 

It seems, therefore, Mr. Speaker, the Treasury Department agrees 
with what has been already so well stated by the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Morrison], that we have already sufficient subtreasuries, 
and‘that they should be contracted rather than increased. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have only a moment, and of course can hot yield. 
I understand in the nine subtreasuries for the last year the great body 
of deposits was in the subtreasury at New York, amounting to $176,- 
000,000. There were at San Francisco eighty-five and a quarter mill- 
ions; at Washington, twenty-two and three-quarter millions; at Phila- 
delphia, twenty-eight and a quarter millions; at Boston, twenty-two 
oe: three-quarter millions; at Saint Louis, twenty-two and a quarter 
millions; at New Orleans, sixteen millions; at Chicago, sixteen and a 
quarter millions; at Baltimore, fourteen millions; and at Cinginnati, 
seven and a quarter millions. 

Now, in view of these facts it certainly seems to me wise on the part 
of the Government that it should not farther extend these subtreas- 
uries, but rather extend the policy of depositories, because there is 
nothing in a subtreasury in any city which can confer additional ad- 
vantages on that city beyond what a depository will confer, except the 
single fact it has the name of a subtreasury city, and that there will 
be added to it an official list of new officers drawing about $10,000 of 
annual salaries. 

Mr. WILLIS. Can any one deposit in any one of these depositories 
silver and receive a certificate for it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there is any necessity for extending in that di- 
rection it can be accomplished as well without multiplying subtreas- 
uries as it can by multiplying them. 

And it seems to me in view of all these circumstances to be unwise 


cials, especially when it is proposed to put a subtreasury so near one 
already existing as Louisville is to Cincinnati. . 

[Here the hammer fell. ] j 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Allow me to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My time is up. 

Mr. WILLIS. Louisville covers an entirely different area. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gen- 
tleman from Indiana as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. MORRISON], it was supposed this measure was pending before 
another committee of the House, and for that reason, I presume, the 
Treasurer of the United States, the head of this subtreasury system, 
sent to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations the follow- 
ing communication, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, April 20, 1886. 
My Dear SIR: I beg to call your attention to a bill (H. R. No. 902) introduced 
by Mr. WiLLIS, providing for the establ: ent of a subtreasury at Louisville, 

y., to which I am op for the reason that no such office is needed at that 


point, and upon which subject I should like to be heard before final action by 
the House. 


Yery respectfully, 
C. N. JORDAN, 
: Treasurer of the United States, 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 


House of Representaticcs. ` 

Mr. WILLIS. Will my friend permit me to ask if any committee 
of this House called for that information? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not that I am aware of. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, that brings me to my feet. 

x The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana has the 
oor, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. That letter came to me and I immediately handed 
it over to the gentleman from Kentucky in charge of this bill. No 
doubt Mr, Jordan, the Treasurer of the United States, supposed the 
bill was in the Committee on Appropriations, when it was not, and I 
gave it the proper direction. 

Mr. WILLIS. I only wanted to know if any committee ever asked 
his opinion upon the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not yield further, but I should like to havea 
little more information upon this point. I should be glad to know, 
upon the state of facts before us, whether the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures had occasion to consider the views of the Treas- 
urer of the United States ? 

Mr. BLAND. Iam aware of one fact that has developed here in 
this House, that is that the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, you asked for information and I wanted to 
give it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I asked whether or not the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures had occasion to consider the views of the Treas- 
urer of the United States upon this question. 

Mr. BLAND. The Treasurer of the United States may have favored 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures with his views; but it 
was developed on the floor of this Honse that the national banking inter- 
ests were opposed tosubtreasuries and favored the depreciation of silver; 
and in view of the fact that the Treasury Department had been operat- 
ing with them, we did not feel that we were bound by any recommen- 
dation from that Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And so it appears the committee did not ascertain 
the views of the Treasurer of the United States. I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the two subtreasuries at Cincin- 
nati and Chicago were organized as late as 1873, and that at Saint Louis 
at a late period ; so that now we have in the East subtreasuries at Bos- 
ton, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and New York; we have in the North- 
west subtreasuries at Cincinnati, Chicago, and Saint Louis; -one at New 
Orleans in the Southwest, and one at San Francisco in the West. These 
are the nine subtreasuries of the United States, and the cost to the 
Government is a very considerable sum and the tendency to increase 
the expenditure is seen in every year’s estimates. Each of them in- 
volves a large number of officers with large salaries. We have now 
more than the public service requires. i 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY. What is the cost to the Government of these sub- 
treasuries? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The lowestis that at Cincinnati— $15,960; and the 
highest is $163,000, at New York. The views of the Treasurer of the 
United States on this subject ought to be conclusive. Iam opposed for 
one to this increase of subtreasuries as proposed by this bill. The pro- 

subtreasury at Louisville is not required by any public interest. 
There is no justification of this increase of public expenditure. There 
is no excuse for this increase in the offices, and I earnestly trust the 
House will not permit such an increase to be made. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My point of order is that it is not in order at this 
time to call the previous question upon this bill. The debate under 
the five-minute rule has not yet taken place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point of order that it is not in order to call the previous question 
upon the engrossment and third reading of this bill. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has not yet been read for amendment and debate 
under the five-minute rule. < 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read 
from page 346 of the Digest a ruling by Speaker CARLISLE on this sub- 


ject. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Where a bill or resolution is under consideration “in the House asin the Com- 
mittee of the Whole” under what is known as “ the five-minute rule,” motions 
to lay on the table, for the previous question, to reconsider, to postpone, &c., 
are in order, as is also the demand for the yeas and nays. In other words, such 
an order merely takes the bill out of the Committee of the Whole, and limits 
debate thereon to five-minute speeches. 


Mr. HISCOCK. The five minutes’ debate for the purpose of offering 
amendments to the bill has not yet commenced, and the bill has not yet 
been considered under the five-minute rule; therefore the previous ques- 
tion can not be demanded. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think the actual ruling at that time was 
upon an amendment, or upon some particular section of the bill. The 
idea I have about it, and the mannerin which the subject was brought 
up, is that we were proceeding to consider the bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole; and the only advantage of having it in the 
House is that at certain times the previous question may be demanded 
upon particular clauses, amendments, paragraphs, or sections as they 
come up. For instance, a section of the bill is read; it is then debated, 
and the previous question may be demanded upon that section; but it 
can not be demanded upon the whole bill. ; 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to know what is the purpose of con- 
sidering a bill under the five-minute rule for debate and amendments 
if the previous question can shut off the whole ? j 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ithink I am correct in my recollection of 
the ruling in question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, there has been no amendment of- 
fered, and therefore there is no amendment to vote upon. As I under- 
stand the rule sopen iy this House, when a bill has been referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and the mo- 
tion is made and carried to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
from its further consideration and consider such bill in the House un- 
der the five-minute rule, that it is to be debated under the five-minute 
rule as if in committee is not strictly correct, because a motion for the 
pen question, or a motion to lay the subject upon the table, as 

just been read, is unquestionably in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has this bill been read yet for amendment ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It has not. s 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then we are entitled to have it read for amend- 


ment. - 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. Thepresentoccupantof the chair, if there 
had been no previous ruling on this subject, would beinclined tosustain 
the point of order. But the Chair finds in the Digest the ruling of the 
Speaker of the House which the Clerk has just read. It is to the effect 
that the consideration of bills in the House asin Committee of the 
Whole, under the five-minute rule, does not in any way limit the op- 
eration of the previous question. The previous question may be ordered 
at any time after the five-minute debate has begun upon the bill. So 
the Speaker has held and it has been the uniform practice of the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Hasit been so held as that the previous ques- 
tion may be ordered upon any part of a bill that has not been read for 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
ruling of the Speaker has gone to the extent that the previous question 
can be ordered after there has been a five-minute debate upon the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has the Chair examined the original decision 
upon this point, or is he proceeding on what appears in the Digest? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the decision as given in the 
Digest. The Chair will ask the Clerk again to read it. 

~ The Clerk read as follows: 

Where a bill or resolution is under consideration “ in the House asin the Com- 
mittee of the Whole” under what is known as the “ five-minute rule,” motions 
to lay on the table, for the previous question, to reconsider, to postpone, &c., 
are in order, as is also the demand for the yeas and nays. In other words, such 
an order merely takes the bill out of the Committee of the Whole and limits de- 
bate thereon to five-minute speeches. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the previous question can not be ordered 
on what has not been read. It can only be ordered on what has been 
considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill was read in the House on 
yesterday, and has been considered under the five-minute rule to-day. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the bill has not been read for amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky is in order at this time, 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois rises to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. He will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the attention of the Chair to this fact, that 
the bill has been considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, 
and that it can not be disposed of finally as long as any member wants 
to offer an amendment till that is dispesed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would be the rule in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House; but in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole the previous question can be ordered. The Chair will put the 

uestion. 
T Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire if the motion for the previous 
question is voted down would not the bill then be open to amendment ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. The question is on order- 
ing the previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 5 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 58, noes 66. 

So (further count not being called for) the previous question was not 
ordered. 

Mr. WILLIS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isa motion to lay the bill on the table in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ihad the floor, I believe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman from Kentucky call 
for tellers? 

Mr. WILLIS. If the House will indulge me for a quarter of a min- 
ute I desire to make a very brief statement, I have no desire to cut 
off debate or amendments, I trust the House knows me well enough 
to believe that I have not. I appeal to the House, and to its sense of 
fairness, to allow me to make a motion to postpone the consideration 
of this bill to a future day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the bill be recommitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must entertain the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana as first in order, to lay the bill on the 


table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam perfectly willing to substitute the motion to 
recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana with- 
draws the motion to lay on the table and moves to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. WILLIS. _ I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The motion to postpone has preference. 
The gentleman from,Kentucky moves to postpone the consideration of 
this measure—until when ? 

Mr. WILLIS. The 15th of May. I hope there will be no opposi- 
tion to that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire if this bill should be postponed 
till the 15th of May what preference would it have over other business 
on that day? It is fair we should know that before we vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that at that 
time it would occupy the same position as it does now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand, then, that it goes into the morn- 
ing hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would take its place in the order of 
unfinished business at that day, as a special order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suppose the postponement of the bill to a 
particular day would have the same effect as a special order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would be madea special order in the 
order of unfinished business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not understand it is made a special order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that postpon- 
ing a proposition to a day certain makes it a special order for that day. 

Mr. STEELE, I call for the regular order. : 

Mr. KELLEY. Would itexclude a revenue bill? For I understand 
one has been substantially fixed for consideration on that day. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would preferthat the Speaker 
oceupying the chair at the time when the bill shall be again called up 
shall rule on any question that may arise as to its status. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr, WILLIS, there were— 
ayes 115, noes 15. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for the yeas and nays for the purpose of letting 
the House carry out its will. Unless the vote is taken by yeas and 
nays the House can not carry out its will. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 56 members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on postponing the 
further consideration of this bill to the 15th of May. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 213, nays 20, not 
voting 90; as follows: : 


Shape" 

Adams, G. E Barry, Breckinridge, C. R. Burrows, 
Adams. J. J Bayne, Breckinridge, WCP.Bynum, 

Allen, C. H Blanchard, Brown, C. E. Cabell, 

Allen, J.M Bland, Brown, W. W. Caldwell, 
Anderson, O. M. liss, Buchanan, Campbell, Felix 
Anderson, Bound, Buck, Campbell, J. M. 
Atkinson, Boutelle, Bunnell, non, 
Baker, Brady, Burleigh, Carleton, 
Ballentine, ragg, Burnes, Caswell, 


Morrill, 
Muller, 


Map Steele, 
Compton. Henderson, re Hence, meg Charles, 
' J. 
Comstock, Henley, Negley, Stone, E. F. 
Soopan; erbert, Ni y Stone, W. w 
Crain, —— ees Stone, W.J., Mo. 
ÉJ + S } 
Crisp. F estand errall, raen 
Cutcheon, Hires, O'Neill, Charles Symes, 
Daniel, O'Neill, J.J. ‘Tarsney, 
Dargan, Holmes, Osborne, Taulbee. 
Davenport, Hudd, Outhwaite, Taylor, 1. H. 
Davidson, R. H. M. Hutton, Owen, Taylor, J. 
Dayis, rion, 2 Taylor, Zach. 
Dawson, James, ¢ Payson, Thomas, O. 
Dibble, Jones, J.H. Peel, Thompson, 
Dingley, Jones, J.T. Perkins, Tillman, 
Dougherty, Kelley, Perry, ‘Townshend, 
Dowdney, Ketcham, Peters, Van Eaton, 
Dunham, King, Phelps, Van Schaick, 
* Dunn, Kleiner, Pindar, Viele, 
Ellsberry, La Follette, Plumb, Wade, 
Ermentrout, Lanham, Wait, 
Everhart, Lawler, Reid, J. W. Wakefield, 
Farquhar, Lehibach, Richardson, Ward, T, B. 
Felton, Libbey, Riggs, a Weaver, A. J. 
Fi T, Lindsley, 2, Weaver, J. B. 
ms poy Rockwell, woes 
‘orney, ng, Rogers, m, 
erick, Lore, Romeis, West, 
Fuller, Louttit, Rowell, Wheeler, 
Fanston, Lowry, Sadler, White, A.C. 
Gallinger, Mahoney, Sawyer, ite, 
Gay, Matson, Sayers, Whiting, 
Gideon’ Easiaco IEU Serant Willis,” 
n, ’ on, 
Glass, McK s Winans, 
Grosvenor, McMillin, Shaw, Wise, 
Grout, aree Singleton, Wolford, 
Guenther, Milliken, Skinner, Worthi 
Hall, ills, j 
Halsell, 1, Sowden, 
Harmer, Morgan, Spooner, 
NAYS—20. 
Amos; = r; TEON T, Randall, 
. wies, ohnston, T. ice, 
Blount, Hewitt, a E 
Cam s olman, cComas, Swope, 
Collins, Howard, * Miller, Warner, William, 
NOT VOTING—®. 
Aiken, Laffoon, Reed, T. B. 
Barbour, Findlay, Laird, . Reese, 
Barksdale, Fisher, Landes, Ryan, 
Barnes, Foran, Le Fevre, Seney, 
Belmont, Geddes, 3 Sessions, 
Bennett, Gilfillan, Markham, Snyder, 
Bi à Glover, Martin, Spriggs, 
Boyle, Goff, Maybury, J.W. 
Browne, T. M. Green, R. 8S. Y, St. a 
Brumm, Green, W.J. erriman, Swinbyrne, 
Butterwo) Hale, Millard, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. Hammond, offatt, J.R. 
Candler, Hanback, Morrison, Throckmorton, 
Cole, Hatch, Morrow, * 
Cox, Hayden, ‘Tucker, 
Croxton, 7 O'Donnell, T, 
Curtin, Henderson, J.S. Payne, Wadsworth, 
Davidson, A. C. Hepburn, Pi Ward, J. H. 
kery, Warner, A. J. 
E Hopkins, Pirce, Wilson, 
Eden, ouk, Price, Wood 
Eldredge, Jackson, Pulitzer, 
Ely, Johnson, F. A. Ranney, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


names of members voting be with. 
‘There was no akjection, and it was so ordered. 
‘The following-named members were announced as paired until: fur- 
ther notice: 
Mr. LANDES with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
. THROCKMORTON with Mr. JACKSON. 
. Maybury with Mr. RYAN. 
. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. HAYDEN. 
. CROxTON with Mr. DORSEY. 
. BENNETT with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
. Procock with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 
. LE FEVRE with Mr. WADSWORTH. ` 
. COLE with Mr. GOFF. 
. HAMMOND with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
. TURNER with Mr. HOPKINS. 
. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURN. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE with Mr. PAYNE. 
hie following-named members were announced as paired for this 
y: 
Mr. FORAN with Mr. MCKINLEY. ` 
Mr. LAFFOoN with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. BRUMM. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Too; with Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. HEARD with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. SENEY with Mr. EVANS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
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Mr. CANDLER with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. MARKHAM. 

Mr. LovERING with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration of the 
bill has expired. 


PRINTING FOR SELECT COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution for pres- 
ent consideration. 
- The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the testimony taken by the select committee on existing labor 
troubles be printed, and that 100 extra copies thereof be printed for the use of 
the committee, 

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was ado 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. p 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARIA HOLLANDS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the Senate: 
Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 7, 1836. 


Ordered, That the Secret request the House of Representatives to return 
to the Senate the bill (s. 1586) granting a pension to Hollands, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill in- 
dicated in the message of the Senate will be returned as requested. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to enter my dissent from a re- 
port made from the Judiciary Committee upon the adulteration of food. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
may file his views and have them printed with the report of the com- 
mittee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House y resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. WELLBORN in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bi shes R. 7480) making appropriations for the 
construction and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the point of order 
made last evening by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 

against the amendment proposed by the gentleman from the same State 
(ar, EVERHART]. The Chair indicated yesterday his disposition to 
overrule the point of order and to submit this amendment to a vote ot 
the committee. On reflection, the Chair is satisfied that he was then 
wrong, and now hastens to correct hiserror. The situation is just this: 
The original paragraph in the bill has been stricken out and new matter 
inserted. The amendment against which the point of order is raised 
proposes to strike out this new matter. To dothis would be equivalent 
to a reconsideration of the action by which the Committee of the Whole 
inserted this matter. This can not be done. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. EVERHART. Is it in order to move to lay that proposition on 
the table? 

The CHAIRMAN. In Committee of the Whole there is no such mo- 
tion as a motion to lay on the table. 

ee Clerk read as follows: 


ee rovement of the Muskingum River, Ohio, between Zanesville and the 
oan of the river, and for operating the same, $20,000. And the United States 
hereby: is from the State ‘of Ohio the said Muskingum River improvement, 
and all the locks, dams, and their a apparten ances, and the canals belonging to 
said improvement, and all the fran and property of ee kind, and rights 
in said river, and its improvements now owned, held, and enjoyed by the State 
sara subject to the conditions in the act of the General Assembly of the State 
of Ohio passed and taken effect on the 2d day of mp 1885, including all water 
leases and rights to use water under and by virtue of any "lease of water now 
running and in force between the State of Ohio and all persons using said 
water, hereby intending to —- iine oana States such rights in said leases 
and contracts as are now ow: d, or reserved by the State of Ohio; but not 
to affect any right to the use of nage be of said river now owned and held by 
the lessees of any water right under any lease or contract with the State of 
Ohio. And the United States hereby assumes control of said river subject to the 
ount interest of navigation. The provisions of this act, so far as they re- 
ate to the Muskingum River, shall not take effect, nor shall the money hereby 
appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, acting by its duly authorized 
agent, turns over to the United States all property ceded by the act of the Gen- 
eral Assembly aforesaid, = all person: Poey belonging, to the improve- 
ment aforesaid, and used in its care and improvement, any balance of 
money sees” y said State for the improvement of said river and which 
is not expended on the 15th day of July, 1886. 


Mr. REAGAN. Iobservethatthis 


paragraph p that the United 
States accept from the State of Ohio this work, subject 


to the conditions 
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of an act of the General Assembly of that State. I would like to know 
what the provisions of that act are. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The act of the Legislature of Ohio simply cedes 
to the United States all the right, title, and interest of the State in the 
improvement of the Muskingum River. A 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the meaning of the reservation of water 
rights and privileges? Does it mean that there are mills or other pri- 
vate establishments to be supplied with water-power by this expendi- 
ture on the pará of the General Government? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Under the system of improvement of the Mus- 
kingum River and all the canalsin the State—and I may as well say the 
Muskingum River improvement is part of the old canal system of the 
State—under that system the State has always by written leases leased 
to mill-owners and manufacturing establishments along the line of the 
stream the right to use the surplus water, the water not necessary for 
navigation. Some of those leases do not expire for two or three years. 
Not more than one or two of them extend beyond 1890. The provision 
of this river and harbor bill is that the rights acquired under those leases, 
whatever they may be, shall not be disturbed until the expiration of 


the term for which the leases are to run. I ought to say in this con-- 


nection that the supreme court of our State in two or three nota- 
bly in the case of The Manhattan branch of the Ohio Canal vs. The City 
of Toledo, has decided that thelessee of the water privilege has no right 
which he can enforce against the State or anybody else; that he only 
holds his privilege as a matter of grace, his rights being subordinated 
to the right of navigation in the canal. Å 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been the decis- 
ion to which the gentleman refers, if we now pass an act of Con; 
accepting and assuming control of these works, subjact to the rights of 
lessees of water privileges, it will not be within the powerof any court 
to take away those privileges. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
net income to the State from these leases is something over $4,000 a 
year; and by the terms of this act the proceeds of those leases are 
transferred to the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, we have spent nearly $2,000,000 in 
making locks and dams on the Fox River, Wisconsin, to supply water- 
power for mills and manufacturing establishments. I take it that the 
provision now before us proposes not only that the Government enter 
upon slackwater navigation at this point, but that it furnish water- 
power for private individuals or corporations—the same thing which 
has been done at Saint Anthony Falls and upon the Fox River. Ihave 
protested when a preceding provision of this bill was under considera- 
tion the increase of appropriations for slackwater navigation; 
and I wish to protest again. 

In the case of the a SY River we had adopted an amend- 
ment which would have taken the sting out of the scheme of the 
Monongahela Navigation Company; but after this had been done an 
amendment was offered striking out all that and inserting another pro- 
vision to the effect that this company should not levy tolls upon any 
commerce originating above its works. Everybody must know that 
this proviso meant simply nothing, but left in the bill a clean appro- 
priation of $120,000 for that work, because a company incorporated 
under the laws of Pennsylvania and authorized by the laws of that State 
to charge tolls on the commerce of that river will pay no more atten- 
tion to a proviso of that kind than if it had never been inserted. I 
was therefore amazed that the House sat still and adopted an amend- 
ment like that striking out a substantial proposition which had been 
before agreed to. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that it is worth while to spend 
time in resisting efforts which will inevitably lead to the destruction of 
all ibility of ever passing river and harbor bills. If we are to ex- 
roe sna lb of this kind to all the slackwater navigation—com- 
mencing with the Columbia River, and taking in the Sault Ste. Marie 
Canal, the Des Moines Rapids Canal, the Tennessee River Canal, the 
Louisville and Portland Canal, the Kentucky River Slack-Water Navi- 
gation, the Great Kanawha Slack-Water Navigation, on the three rivers, 
about which provisions have already been inserted in this bill, one in 
the State of Pennsylvania, two in Kentucky—where it is proposed the 
Government shall purchase works already in existence—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KING obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ithank the gentleman from Louisiana for his court- 
esy. I will not transgress upon the attention of the House any longer 
than necessary. 

The money that will be required for these canals and this slackwater 
navigation would do a great deal toward deepening and removing ob- 
structions in the navigable rivers of the country, estimated, I believe, 
to be about 28,000 miles of navigable water. It would do a great deal 
toward improving the great lakes and the other navigable lakes of the 
country. Itwould do agreat deal toward deepening and removing ob- 
structions in the inlets to the harbors of the country so as to secure 
convenience, cheapness, and ease to navigation. But just so surely as 
we go on loading the river and harbor bill with provisions for the pur- 
chase of expensive canals and systems of slackwater navigation we 


shall npr down theriver and harbor bill and arrest all improvements 
in this li 

It is for this purpose, and because I do not think the Government 
ought to take hold of private works and works of private rations— 
take them off their hands or off the hands of the State, simply to be held 
by the Federal Government. 

Some of these works were necessary. I believe the Sault Ste. Marie 
Canal was a necessity. I think the Des Moines Canal wasa necessity. 
I think the Louisville and the Tennessee River Canals were n o 
The others I would classify as luxuries of the most expensive sort. It 
seems to me, while improving navigation to increase business in a par- 
ticular locality, it may be calculated to do a great deal to injure the 
general work on rivers and harbors in the way of facilitating and cheap- 
ening the transportation of the commerce of the country. To facilitate 
and cheapen that rtation is the great work, and nothing should 
be allowed to interfere with it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a point of order in reference to so much 
of the pending paragraph as is included in the words in lines 860-861: 

And the canals belonging to said improvement, &c, 

The point I make is that this isa river and harbor appropriation bill, 
and it has been decided that canals are no of such improvements. 
Here is a proposition looking to the acquisition of a canal, with all its 
appurtenances, locks, and dams. „Under the distinction made in the 
decision of the Chair yesterday, Thold this portion of the pending par- 
agraph is subject to the point of order and must be ruled out. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will say in reply to the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Iowa thatthe Oswego Riverisnotacanal. The 
system of slackwater navigation consists in the construction of a short 
canal of about one-fifth of a mile in length as a part and necessary ad- 
junct of the navigation of a river. This work was begun in 1831. 

The system then was to put a dam into the river and penetrate it 
with a lock, so as to land the boat.in a slackwater a short distance 
above the dam. It is no more a canal than is the central stone work 
of any lock on the dam. That is all there is about it. 

About the canals on this river—and I wish to speak of them as they 
deserve, and will do so hereafter—changes have been made until they 
are reduced to four or five little short canals, one little over a mile and 
the others most of them only one-fifth of a mile in length, used simply 
for the purpose of getting above the dam. 

Mr. WILLIS. I submit to the Chair that the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Iowa came too late. This paragraph was under 
discussion and had been discussed for some time. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MOMILLIN in the chair). The gentleman 
from Iowa makes the point of order against a portion of the pending par- 
agraph that in providing for canals it provides for something which 
has nothing at all to do with the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
The gentleman from Kentucky makes the further point that the gen- ~ 
tleman’s point of order came too late; that the ph had been un- 
der consideration before the gentleman from Iowa rose from his seat to 
raise the point of order. The Chairdecides the point of order came too 
late, as the paragraph had been under consideration for some time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iwill move then to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, Isubmit I rose to make the point 
of order on the pending paragraph at the very first moment it was pos- 
sible for me todo so. I tried to get the attention of the Chair, but 
Paes ogni ae oy soon as I Mapes get the Scop; of the 

air I made the point of order against the pending paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in reply to the gentleman 
from Jowa, that the question was being discussed before the gentleman 
from Iowa sought the attention of the Chair or before the Chair ob- 
served him. The gentleman from Texas had occupied the floor for five 
minutes, and his time having expired and the hammer having fallen, 
the floor was taken by another and the time yielded to the gentleman 
from Texas to conclude his speech. It was not until the gentleman 
from Texas had concluded his speech that the gentleman from Iowa 
raised the point of order. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
has been recognized, and is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. A canal has no place here, and might be 
dropped out without any loss whatever. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. What has become of my point of order as to that 
portion of the paragraph relating to canals not being in order to a river 
and harbor appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been decided to have been made too late. 
The Chair is aware of the fact that a distinction has been made as be- 
tween canals proper and natural water ways. The point of order has 
been decided to have been made too late, and the floor has been as- 
signed to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Mr. Chairman, the General Government 
has undertaken to improve all the tributaries of the Ohio River on the 
Kentucky and West Virginia side, as well as certain of the tributarieson 
the westernside. When the gentleman from Texas[Mr. REAGAN] was 
chairman of the committee having charge of the improvements of rivers 
and harbors, I remember bills were brought in for the improvement of 
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tributaries of the Ohio eyen where dams had been constructed by pri- 


vate parties. The General Government has expended a large amount 
of money on the Big Kanawha, and is spending money on the Little 
Kanawha and upon most of the other tributaries of the Ohio River. 
The Muskingum River is one of the largest if not the largest tributary 
of the Ohio from the west, and the only reason why the General Gov- 
ernment has not taken control of that river and made appropriations 
for it is that many years ago, when a different system prevailed, the 
State of Ohio undertook to improve this river, and did improve it. 

Under the earlier decisions of the court a river, if wholly within a 
State, although a tributary to an interstate water way, was left to 
the care of the State; but under later decisions, which go so far as to 
establish the right of the General Government to remove even the 
dams and locks which may have been placed upon a river by a State, 
things have changed. There is no longer any question as to the right 
of the Government in such cases to take possession and improve such 
navigable tributaries, but it is the only power that can. The General 
Government, notwithstanding the work the State has done, may at any 
time take ion of the Muskingum River, and may prevent the 
building of bridges across it, and may, if it sees fit, without asking 
leave, remove from it all dams, locks, or other obstructions placed there 
by the State. 

The decisions of the courts go to this extent; that is, the jurisdic- 
tion of the General Government is hot only paramount but exclusive 
whenever it chooses to assert it. The Muskingum is a navigable trib- 
utary of the Ohio, and is therefore a part of an interstate system of navi- 
gable waters; and if one part of such a system is taken in charge by 
the General Government, why not the whole? Thereisa hesitancy in 
every State since the General Government has entered upon the system 
of improvements, under the later decisions of the courts, to appropriate 
money for any works that are interstate; and if the rivers of one State 
are to be provided for out of the common Treasury, why should not 
all be? 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is nota proposition to obtain control by pur- 
chase or by condemnation. It is a proposition to take possession with- 
out cost of a river already improved and to appropriate a small sum for 
further improvement. A large amount of money has been expended 
by the State on this river for its improvement, all of which passes to 
the General Government without cost. There is no other way, I say, 
under the decisions I have referred to, to maintain such works as these 
and continue them as parts of a general system of water ways but to 
have the General Government assume the control which the Supreme 
Court of the United States has said they may. 

All we ask is that this river be put upon the same basis as the 
other tributaries of the Ohio. No money is to be paid to the State; 

` there is no purchase of the works to be negotiated, but a very valuable 
property is ceded to the General Government in order that the system 
of the Ohio and its great tributaries may be made complete and epen to 
all alike. The Government could, in my opinion, now stop the collec- 
tion of all tolls on this river. Igo so far as to say under the decision 
of the court that the collection of tolls by State authority might be 
prohibited on the commerce of this river on the ground that tolls are 
an obstruction to interstate commerce. That is the situation; and for 
this reason it is proposed to put this tributary upon the same footing 
with all the other great tributaries of the Ohio River by putting it 
under the control of the General Government. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mt. HEPBURN. Irenewit. I would like, Mr. Chairman, to have 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors inform us what 
improvements there are now on this Muskingum River that it proposes 
to appropriate this $20,000 for. My understanding is that the-only 
work now being prosecuted is the completion of the ice-harbor, and 
that there is no other work being done. There is no other reference 
to the Muskingum River in the reportsof the engineers. If there is I 
am unable to find it. ‘ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that 
there are full and elaborate reports from the engineers of the Govern- 
ment of the details of the work proposed to be done, with maps and 

lans. This was offered some time ago and is now before the House. 
t bears date January 22, 1886. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then it was submitted after the reports of the 
engineers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; it is not in the last year’s report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Forall we find in the reports is that the engineers 
are now engaged in building an ice-harbor, upon which there has already 
been expended $194,000, and that itis proposed to expend $95,000 more 
in the completion of that harbor. 

Now we find here a proposition to appropriate $20,000 in this para- 
graph for the improvement of the Muskingum River and then this 
other extraordinary provision looking to the acquisition of the works 
by the General Government. It seems to me as if the appropriation 
was gratuitously made by the committee in order to have something 
upon which they could hang that other proposition to acquire the work. 
Aa is not so I would be glad if the chairman would inform us what 

e facts are, 


Mr. WILLIS. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] who can explain the matter very fully. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the Muskingum River improve- 
ment, now navigable by steamboats, is 65 miles long, extending from 
Marietta, on the Ohio River, to Zanesville. Heretofore on that river the 
State of Ohio has expended $1,600,000 for the construction of its locks 
and dams. The work, as I have said, was begun in 1836 and completed 
in 1841. The State of Ohio has appropriated somewhere from ten to 
twenty-five thousand dollars a year to keep these locks and dams in re- 
pair. Itislike any other slack-water navigation, and does not keep itself 
in repair. It is like any other river and harbor of the country which 
requires to have appropriations of money from year to year, as oceasion 
may require, tokeepit up. The general appropriation of the Ohio Leg- 
islature, which is probably the law to-day, provides that $10,000 be ex- 
pended for the improvement of this river this year, and the bill of the 
committee provides that that money, or so much as may not have been 
expended on the 15th of July coming, shall be transferred with the 
sonal property to the Government, and then the control of the river 
shall pass to the control of the United States, and shall henceforth be- 
come and remain a part of the public works of the Government. 

The personal property consists of boats and the plant, as we call it, 
to keep a slack-water navigation of 65 milesin repair, and the $20,000 
to be appropriated by this bill is to be appropriated to meet the require- 
ments of the estimates made by the engineers for the repairs and im- 
provements of the locks and dams. I have said it cost $1,600,000. 
The State of Ohio has expended $704,571.26 upon the work in addi- 
tion to the original cost, and has received from it $670,975.88. So 
that during the whole time from 1838, when the first tolls were col- 
lected, down to this time the net expense to the State of Ohio above 
receipts has been only $33,585.38. The water-rents amount to about 
$4,000 a year, and by the terms of this bill they are transferred to the 
General Government. But care has been taken in the act that no in- 
justice shall be done to the lessees, who hold their leases subject to the 
paramount interest of navigation. 

Now I want to speak a word or two about the business of that river. 
It is a beautiful river, and is the only tributary of the Ohio River lying 
in Ohio for which the Government has been asked to make any expendi- 
ture of money. I was met the other day by the question, and I will 
answer it now, why does the State of Ohio propose to concede this work 
to the General Government? I will tell you. This slack-water navi- 
gation is part of a system of canals running from Cincinnati to Toledo, 
from Portsmouth to Columbus, from Columbus down the Hocking Val- 
ley, and from Columbus to Cleveland, by way of Coshocton, and from 
Zanesville to Marietta by this river. It is all one system and is called 
the public works of Ohio. They were leased.from 1869 to 1878 to the 
‘lessees of the public works;’’ and my statement of the receipts and 
expenditures does not cover that time. This river, I understand, was 
very profitable to the lessees. 

Many canals of Ohio are becoming unprofitable. The Muskingum 
improvement is one of the fairly profitable works of the State, and the 
canal from Cincinnati to Toledo is another; one on one side of the State, 
substantially, and the other on the other side of the State. Some por- 
tions of canals have been abandoned already by acts of the General As- 
sembly, and a strong party in the State favors an entire abandonment 
of the profitless portions of the canals. Soit has been deemed wise to 
lop off from the general canal system of the State this valuable im- 
provement and ask the Government to take it without additional cost 
and keep it for the general purposes of navigation. 

These 65 miles are traversed every day by steamboats. One leaves 
Zanesville every morning going through the greatcounty of Muskingum, 
the county of Morgan, and then the county of Washington, the large 
and productive county represented by General WARNER in this House, 
with its over 43,000 inhabitants, and so on to Marietta. And a boat 
leaving Marietta in the morning of each day goes to Zanesville, so that 
the river is traversed twice a day from one end to the other, besides 
the small boats running from Zanesville to McConnelsyille a round 
trip daily, and from Beverly to Marietta, a round trip also each day. 

This navigation furnished alt the means of public travel between 
Marietta and Zanesville, and the United States sends its mailsover the 
whole route daily. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. 
GROSVENOR. i 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The business of that river is very profitable, 
I have a statement here from the report of the engineer showing the 
amount of business which is done. Itis very large. Iwill only stop 
to read a few items of the shipments for one single year. It embraces 
every commodity produced in that magnificent valley. Among the 
other items, that of general merchandise amounted to 1,025,000 pounds, 
while pig-iron amounted to 333,000 tons, lumber 463,000 feet, and tim- 
ber 98,000. Every commodity that that valley produces iscarried upon 
that slack-water navigation. 

I here add a statement of the business showing the average annual 
pode tag since 1878, when the property came back to the control of 

e State. 
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And this commerce may be greatly increased. I quote from the re- 
port of the engineer: 
INCREASE OF COMMERCE, 

In regard to the question as to the increased amount of commerce that would 
be dependent upon this river for transportation were the General Government 
to take Ve wey err of it and maké such repairs and improvements as are pe 
ticable for its better navigation, I would say that there could undoubtedly be 
develo; a very large increase of business. From information of the most re- 
liable r Iam able to state that there are important deposits of coal, salt, 
natural gas, oil, and cement along and accessible to the river. It also flows 
through a rich valley furnishing a large amount cf produce. 


This work is not an experiment, and I take pleasure in presenting 
the report of the engineer of the United States showing the value and 
quality of ‘the river: 

UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, January 9, 1886. 


The Muskingum is the } t and most important river lying wholly within 
the State of Ohio, and it is the only one that is navigable for any considerable 
distance. It drains the larger portion of the eastern half of the State, its head- 


e 

waters extending to within 25 miles of Lake Erie, where the: 
those of the Cu oga. Aline drawn due south from Cleveland would very 
nearly bisect the basin of the Muskingum, but it would about 20 miles west 
of Maritta, at which point the Muskingum empties into the Ohio. The ex- 
treme length of the river is 225 miles, and its basin contains an area of 6,250 


uare miles. 
ea yhen the State of Ohio, about fifty years ago and prior to the era of railroads, 
began to create a system of water ways for the development of its internal com- 
merece, it was thought best to make the Muskingum River a part of the system 
by building ‘locks and dams from its mouth to Dresden, creating 91 miles of 
-water. At Dresden a junction was made with the “ Ohio” Canal, which 
uns from Lake Erie, at Cleveland, to the Ohio River, at Portsmouth, the mouth 
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of the Scioto, It thus results that this line of water transportation connects 
won me Ohio River both at Marietta and at Portsmouth, points that by river are 
miles a 3 

The Muskingum s'ack-water was begun in 1837 and completed in 1811, by the 
construction of twelve locks, eleven dams, and five short lengths of canals. The 
locks are 180 feet long between hollow quoins, and they are built with a chamber 
width of 36 feet, but, owing to the yielding of the walls, the present | Hawg 
available width is 34 feet; the greatest available length for boats is 1 feet. 
Each dam has one lock connected with it, except at Zanesville, where there 
is a flight of two locks, At six of these dams the lock adjoins the dam, and 
the passage from one pool to another is immediate, Atthe other damsthe 
sage is by a lateral canal, and these canals vary in length from lyy miles to 
two-sevenths of a mile. Experience has shown that these canals are a serious 
detriment to navigation, as the difficulty of getting rid of the sediment that ac- 
cumulates in them has given rise to the practice of banking the spoil, thus re- 
ducing the water way to such a degree that boats can not each other in the 
canals, and even the passage of one boat is tedious and difficult. Werethe nav- 
igation of the Muskingum more active these canals would long since have 
been abolished as an intolerable nuisance. 

The survey of the Muskingum River was made by Mr. John B. Gregory, late 
chief engineer of the board of public works, assisted by Mr. T. D. Paul, 
ant engineer. From Mr. Gregory’s report, which ig hereto attached, it will be 
seen that the works are not in very order, that the upper lock and dam at 
Symme’s Creek has been abandoned, and that he estimates that $114,000 will be 
required to put the improvement in good order between Zanesville and Mari- 
etta, without taking into account the repair of the Symme’s Creek dam. 

My own experience shows that nothing is more uncertain than estimates on 
hydraulic work, that hidden and unknown damages are constantly appearing 
whenever repairs are begun, and that the safest pian is to double all detail 
estimates in order to provide for the unforeseen. I therefore think it advisable 
to increase Mr. Gregory's estimate to $200,000. 

At the last session of the Ohio Legislature an act was passed offering the 
Muskingum River and its appurtenances to the United States, and a copy of 
this act is hereto annexed. In view of this offer of the State it seems to be my 
duty to submit an estimate of the probable cost to the United States of accept- 
ing this offer. The items of this cost will consist of the repairs just named, of 
the annual expenditure for salaries of resident engineer and lock-keepers, of 
the current repairs of the works, and of the ah re ture for dredging. 

The following table, which has been compiled from the latest annual reports 
of the board of public works of the State of Ohio, shows the receipts and ex- 
penditures on the Muskingum River during the last three years, 
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Financial statement of Muskingum River improvement. 


Receipts. 


Year ending November 15— 


Average per year. 


Annual salaries, 
Super- Collect- Lock- 
intendent. ors, tenders, Total. 


It will Ba seen from the aboye that, during the last three years, the expendi- 
tures on the eienn tE River improvement have ayeraged $31,007, while the 
receipts have averaged $16,M3, or about one-half the ditures. Were the 
Vanoni sanae to take Sone of this improvement the annual revenue from tolls 

ypes and the only revenue that would remain would be that from 
charac gh w. the annual average is t $4,000. 

The estimate of $200,000 herein submitted is for repairs that are immediately 
demanded, in order to bring the worksinto good condition. After these repairs 
are made it will still be necessary to provide for the current renewals of lock- 
paiva and other perishable structures, and for annual repairs due to future floods 

and accidents, which are inseparable from this class of works. It is impossible 

to make a estimate on matters which are so dependent upon unknown 
contingencies, but, considering the age and condition of the works, it seems not 
unreasonable to assume that the average cost of repairs during the last three 
years will continue for many yearsto come. As the only expenditures are for 
irs and salaries, itis aah that by subtracting the latter from the former 

we shall get the cost of Tox gun 000, alone, This subtraction gives $26,412, which for 


Government were to take control of the ther rivers a River the salaries of its 


year, and the lock-tenders get PSA $20 to $25 permonth. For such services 
Government would undow y pay $50 per month to lock-keepers, and 


GANIGA or less. This would raise tle salary account to $8, per year, but the 
justified, and would probably result in sec: g the serv- 

better maintenance of the works them- 
uskingum slack water was about $1,500,000, at n 


time when wages and material were by nh an annual eee E of $8,500 for 
operating and caring for this property docs not not seem unreasonal 
As long as the remain an annual oi for dredging 


must be incurred, and as there is no dredge-boat connected with this river one 
must be built and o ema The serious problem is how to get rid of the posal 

and for thatfeason I think that “ladder” or ‘‘ pump" dredges are the oh) 

which are adapted to sete la e work, cost of a small dred, of dither 
kind would be about $5,000, and the annual cost of operating it would be about 
$2,500. After all of the lateral canals were once cleaned out and restored to their 
original width the services of a anggo would only be occasionally needed, but 
for several years services would be continuous, 

Itis my decided opinion that steps should be taken at an early day to abolish 
all lateral canals, as they are a constant source of expense ind of elay; anditcan 
not be claimed that renege! are a necessity,as there are no are canals on the 
Monongahela, Little Kanawha, Great inawha, Kentu Green, Illinois, nor 
in fact on any American river of which Ihave a. know " exoapt ns Lower 
Fox, in Wisconsin, where the river is a series of ix mpassable rapi 
afew very sbort lateral canals on foreign rivers, but they are pool ate to cut 
off sharp bends, STN they are made and res pes wide and deep. Noestimate 

has been made of the cost of these suggested , but it was thought advisa- 
bie to call attention to them, as they are sage TN: ons which will undoubtedly 
be called for at some future date. 

There are yaluable tracts of land belonging tothe State of Ohio, purchased for 
the Muskingum improvement, which wil! revert to the United States in case of 
the acceptance of the offer of the State. The funds available for the survey did 
not permit a thorough examination of these lands with an investigation of the 
titles by which they are held, but a very large amount of information was ob- 
tained, and the work can be completed at some future date should it become 
necessary. It may be assumed that the State owns as much land as is required 
for the maintenance and protection of its works, and much more than will be 
necessary in case the lateral canals should be abandoned or turned over to the 
mill-owners who use the canals as head races. 

i the majority of the dams the State of Ohio has leased water-power to 
m 

The following table, ccmnuen by Mr. Gregory, shows the locality, ownership, 
and condition of these leases 


Water-power leases on Muskingum River. 


Place, Present owner, 


Zanesville... 00004 


tta 
Taylorsville. ..esseesssossesscseoseòooeosssssesssoesssesossn] W. 
Duncan's Falls. 
McCo 


sesssseessssessseepessesseresssessesapesee 


seresasesesieessseeeeeeeeseeesesseseeserereeeeeseeseeeeesee! 


BOVEY ssercepisidseesissoohesosscsoğscoçosorosssessvevós ave 


. 
TLQWOIT sc ccccccsvacsea coves soonccescacssceteoscn ssecassaascsnces 


DG VOIB noc scssie scoccasecess evdens sscssesevece soros eee 
Marietta... 
Harmar. 


an an een aeenes: ' 


ersten. oso-maacesossopesásossessesesse| DATES && OO... tos 


Amount | Amount 
Yearl Lease ex- 
leased per| used per Remarks, 
minute, minute, | renta Pp 
Cubic feet. | Cubic feet, 
625 2,245 $83 | Nov. 1, 1880 
2, 609 150 | May 1,1887 
1,412 250 ‘ov. 1, 
1,412 250 | May 1,1892 
1,437 300 | Nov. 1, 1884 
pa qeseacsosuensn 800 | Noy. 1,1 
9, 658 500 | Nov. 1, 1901 
15, 580 800 | Mar. 7, 
2; 086 250 | Mar. 30, 
Free, = |... wssseeeeses| Five run of mill-stones, 
sesse] FCC, | cssceseeeeerecoeres| LOD run Of mill-stones, 
Free. Do 


‘SSHSHESSNSESEEE 


‘The continued use of these powers for manufacturing pu pa should be pre- 
served, as the people are as much benefited b by chap men ares as by cheap 
transportation ; but some of the leases have unusual conditions which may Se 


erate to as dence, Al thess whereas the latter interest is undoubted 
area ey these matters can doubtless be adjusted, as the 
ongest o; 


in 1905. 
To sum up, twill? aire na ata riation of $200,000 to put the 
locks and and dams on the Muskingum River in good order. A anal deadee boas | 


maiben penae t an estimated cost of $5,000 te annual expenditures will 
br repairs $5.3 mynd for age and 32.500 for agi e annual in- 
The net annual cost of taining navigation 

on iS nce bie ots therefore be $32,000. 


In the above no account has been taken of the Muskingum ice-harbor project, 
which is an pendent work which should be carried on to completion with- 
ar? ears to remainder of the 


Fe lene As that I am ex- 


river, 

required by the ee and harbor act to state “the improvements proper 
“applied to this particular case, I understand 

pected to give my opinion as to whether or not ot the United States should accept 


the tender of the State of Ohio, As the locks and dams on the Muskingum are 
in much better condition than were those of the Kentucky River when a simi- 
Jar tender on the of the opal: ce Kentucky was by the United 
States, and as the United States woul A y expend much larger sums in 
building locks and dams on this ri no improvement had ever been made 
on onana TESE oer the acceptance of the offer made by the State 
o. 
Accompan this report is an outline map of the basin of the Muskin 
doar of the eleven dams and also the present lines of land 
rtation within this basin. 
Ihave added a napy of one of Men water-power leases at Zanesville, in order 
to show the gen character of these leases. It is proper to state, however, 
that, as a rule, the water-power leases on this river are simpler in form and im- 
pose fewer conditions, 
y submitted. 

WM. E. MERRILL, 

Lieut, Col. Engineers, ; 


Brig. Gen. JoHN NEWTON, 
Chief of Engineers, U. 8. A. 
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The report made by Hon. John B. Gregory, under employment by 
Colonel Merrill, of the engineers, says: : 


COLUMBUS, ONTO, December 15, 1835. 


CoLoNEL: In compliance with instructions contained in your letter of pon 
ae 20, 1884, I hayo Sy honor to submit the follo report of an 

of the Mi iver, from the town of Zan: ig tothe Bru O Mariata. 
at its mouth and Taunton with the Ohio River, omitting the lock and dam at 


REPORT. 


roaches at its northern 
in that river, were ene oa 
by the State of Ohio Canal, which follo 
of these streams from Cleveland to where a Nope tite canal 
it with the navigable waters of the Muskingum. About the same time some 
improvements in the line’of wing-dams were built in the Muskingum to im- 


peed me ote ain ps of its waters, but not until the year 1838 was_the present 
plan pong pep nh begon for ii for its Buron td The cost of the improve- 
pian as Eeer furnishes navigation more reliable than 
the Ohio aboye Marietta; when the water is too low for business on the aoa 
stream, boats often seek the Muskin; Bee It could be esha oT 
shocton, and ree to the mouth of we Gay , above New Pye one 
a view ulti imately to a ship-canal to Clevelan uch an extensi: 
padhe M d result in a large commerce Dean take ete on 
iver. 


it found 
the Ohio 


dy above et ilie which is 22 
gor By pam rore onie 


a required an entire 
reco ion. {cal forn form of dam then adopted and used and ap- 
proren on this river is shown in fi; TD 

The following table shows the length of the improvement, lift of locks, length 
of dams, character of Seen, length of canals at dams where there are any, 
and aeon of draw-bridges: 


Schedule showing location of dams, locks, &c., on Muskingum River. 


~ = D 
mE : Jalg? 
š Š 44 | character of foundations 33 E Z| Ss 
Where dams are located. g re z pie shite 33 =| 23 
X] R 2 £ 3 E 2 
Ci a o © g 5 
be A si HA E oS a S] 
2 Miles. | Feet. | No. | No. | Feet. 
6 8.04 oe 
10 17.16 
10 13.08 
10 8.83 
7 9.75 
10 11.00 
54| 11.80 Rock, 102; gravel, 150 Rock. 
9: | 10.94 Gravel and rock.. 
ll 12,10 Rock... — 
7 10. 66 
5 12.10 
91 | 125.46 
* Dam broken. 
Statement aroma A 3 the amounts expended and the amounts received by the State of Ohio on account of the Muskingum River improvement since 1837, 
* when the work was commenced, as shown by the annual reports of the board of public works and their predecessors. 
Year. Receipts. | Expenditures. Year. Receipts. | Expenditures, 
asia A Wes ae ¥, ddonees $19,519 66 
1839... oa vepeccaynesbevecsye 13, 603 02 
1840... 2, 27,396 90 
1841... x PRR fa 10, 328 32 |... ee A 16, 764 94 
i 15, 355 27 $26, 368 66 ae aber sam 22, 002 69 
sai 23,167 OL 148, 814 25 re: 23,811 14 
1844... 29,384 64 40,527 67 EA 36,867 34 
à 4 30,551 34 34,256 44 ES 19,736 82 
1846... A 35,104 43 35, 805 96 5 7,672 OF 
X 50, 832 96 48, 697 34 ee on 16, 059 78 
1848... na 5 29,948 17 116, 701 96 Lied. . 14,051 01 
1849. - sd 43,018 70 54, 267 70 ese: woneer 18,186 18 
1850... ie s ras 36,724 29 39, 925 29 es 23,780 27 
-| 48,418 30 13,361 85 || 1883... F 4 44,027 72 
1852... ‘| 33,841 68 24, 043 16 wan te er 
eaancese > easeosecines) = 31,430 28 19,513 48 || becosesoonanacesee sasssa baSeunnenssesesonemmonessonn sehžon 2,332,599 55 
PR Serie UNEN EAN a ANAA aN Lan e eaa a a Nn aa a AAN A i ya LN 
About $1,628,028.29 should be credited tothe construction account, Thisleaves | Laying and handling HEA and work on MÍter...s.ssesssssss . 25000 
the receipts as above and expenditures $704,571.26. Grouting walls: cement, $250; sand, a labor, $350......... 700 00 
From June 2, 1861, until May 15, 1878, the public works of the State were leased | Repairs to west abutment of £ fs $8 per yard... 1, 200 00 
to a company called “* The ‘Lessees of the Public Works.” eg! George W. | Sheeting for dam, 100 pieces, 12 feet ey inet Binches, and 100 pieces 
Man: y, who was a member of the company, states that the books have 16 feet by 1 foot by § inches, 22,400 feet, at s poe MA ees eee 448 00 
been oyed, and is not able to say positively whether the Muskingum im- | Labor on same 2.2... sssersssssssessrsensesssessersi ses aes 224 00 
provement was à source of profit or loss to the company. Drift-bolts, 1,000 pounds, at 4 PORES EAE k 40 00 
PRESENT CONDITION OF THE WORKS, A A e a a a E aa EA RE A Coben eae Ea 6,093 00 


aoe Muskingum res was found in 
and dams in working order. The Rose 
to insure their safety in the near futu: 

The condition of the work in detail ai and the cost of these repairs, in addition 
to nek regular current repairs at point,are given in the following state- 
meni 

Zanesville.—The dam here is founded on hard rock and appears to be very 

. The lower end of the west abutment appears to be poor, while the cant 
abutment isvery good. The walls of the guard-lock and the other locks are 
fair. The gates of the -lock are poor, and at nearly every lock on this 
ave the condition of thesheeting and miter-sills is not good. I have at every 

for pumping it out, puddling between the timbers, and resheet- 
ing one-half the Iso repairing the miters and grouting the wall of the 
looks, ‘The canal is shallow and requires dredging. 
ESTIMATE. 


Dredging canal, 4,158 feet by 40 feet by 1 foot, 6,160 Se yards, at $16 
COMES .eccescascccesecvesessesces si eeteres overs 


One pair new 


navigable condition, with all locks 
a however, need considerable repairs 


eeeeeee 


N a a 
Sheetin; one-half of two locks, 50 At of Sinch ‘white-oaic piani, at $20 


per 
Pumping out ‘one lock . 
Co: 


Puddlin 
Twenty 


sane een ere eenseen ees 


sane caneeerecsscnscrcerene: 


“under two locks, 


Taylorsville.—The dam at this point, being the longest on the river (S40 mar 
and having a good TE bottom, has Aine ut little trouble and is supposed to 
be in good nard-gates and wooden cribs protecting guard-lock and 

crib below l oie uard-lock needs repairs to masonry, The lock here 
is one of the estab Gals on Pils river. The face of the stone on the inner side of the 
lock, between low-water and ordina: y perpen a is badly disinte- 
grated and scaled off. An estimate of the cost of taking down the inner walls 
of the lock, replacing the defective stones with new ones, and relaying the good 
stones, is herewith made for this and other locks, supposing that in each case 
about 8 feet of the bottom of the lock will not require relaying. 


ESTIMATE, 
Repairs to guard-lock walls, 50 yards masonry, at $.......0.... Sesia 5 $100 00 
Cribs at guard-lock and lock 
50 M white oak, at $18 per M.. eee 900 00 
Labor ON SAME ..,..c0crsseesssnececees s. 400 00 
1,200 poundsiron bolts, at 4cents.... 48 00 
22,400 B. M., white-oak sheeting 1 for dam, at $18, and $ for laying, 
and 1 ,000 pounds iron, at 4 cents SRS 667 20 


Dredging canal, 5,742 feet by 40 feet by. i foot, 3) 500 cubic s yards, oi 16 


Sheeting lock: 
Plank 25 M, at $19...... 


OTS. cc eeserseseseeee 


nen een eee RneE ewe RONED: 


Pu 

ike, 10 kegs...... 
ovine sheeting and work. 
1,105 00 


TOAL \...--.eccoessosssosscensesesosess sosvvessusseseeoosesosenanvasaecuseesovecerss isse sees 19,386 00 


Eagleport or Rokely.—One hundred and Siniy Rone of the west end of this dam 
was washed out in 1883 and rebuilt. The ce of the dam is fair, except 
about 50 feet of the sheeting is gone from lower apron. It also received exten- 
sive in 1882, The foundation is gravel, and it has been a difficult dam to 
maintain. I would recommend that the foot of this dam, and all of those hav- 
vel foundations, be protected with heavy stones, none of which should 
weigh less than 2 tons,and estimates are made for the same. The west abut- 
ment is a wooden crib requiring tobe rebuilt soon. The lower end of the west 
wall of the lock, about 48 feet, is cracked and sunken. It was caused by the 
sheeting of the lock giving out in 1879, and the water washing under the lock. 
The face of the stone in the lock is somewhat disintegrated; not badly-except 
in the lower recesses and jaws. 

ESTIMATE. 


Rela: lock-walls, 850 e AEEA 
ving Is, 850 yards... 


Heavy protection stone below dam, 1,000 1,500 00 
Repaire to sheeting and miters of lock........... 105 00 
walls... sesssosese 350 00 


Grouting and pointing 
Crib and abutments: 
Timber, 82,000 B. M., at $18. 
Labor on same... 
Tron, 2,000 poun: 


Total ....0..00. teenvenesersaveee aves cnnsenneeseon asneneaceeres reeves eeses ped indeses sssesetvesse 12,534 20 


McConnelsville.—The dam at this place is good and probably requires little be- 

side current repairs, The coping, of the west abutment is off. Guard gates 

. East abutment of dam is crib-work; not very bad, but I have estimated 

for new cribs, The east wall of the lock sopone to be hollow, a little out of 

line, and leaks badly. The stones are not ly disintegrated, except the lower 

recesses; haps one-fourth of the length of the walls would require rebuild- 
ing, and the cast wall extra grouting. 

ESTIMATE, 
Relaying lock-walls, 425 yards, at $8... 
zia dam, 300 yards.. 


Cri rene abutment: 
e M, white oak, at $18......... 


2,160 00 
Dam, 22,400, B. M., labor and iron.........s.00 Aseni ds besadeecquunsnedur tens setssaree 667 00 
FR ORDA cerevecerese E N ESEA T E E E E e 
Windsor.—The appearance of the dam is very good. About100feet of the cen- 
ter of the dam was washed out and rebuilt in 1883. The lock is about the worst 
a na walls somewhat out of line and cracked, New cribs needed 
ow z 


ESTIMATE. 


ee eeneneenaneeneceareanenes 


27 . M., at $8. a 
700 pounds IFON,.....00+ pasenneon anes 


Total. crccosersesscvereceveseeesses esessesen, acaneeenrsenssenssevenseeeene ease ecseerereccorecssens 16,465 72 


Lake Chute.—The appearance of the dam is not good, and it is one ofthe dams 


which has proved troublesome in the past. In repairing, the central part has 
been left with only two falls. Instead of an abutment at the east end there isa 
crib so built asto afford an additional spill during high water. It should be re- 
built, though not very old. k except one pair of gates, 
$350 00 
1,105 00 
500 00 
1,000 yards protection-stone below dam.... TEM 1,500 00 
Second crib in center, and repairs to sheeting of dam 
44,000, B. M., at $18.....cesccserererernee weved veered se vercevasseeseneesesene 
44,000, B. M., at $8... 440 
1,100 pounds iron 44 
1,000 yards crib and backi Te 1000 00 
4 crib an DE BONG... coosecessecscesccessrossaseressece aaaceoen entessasae 5 
Abutment or spill erib: 
65,000, B. M. , at $18... E 1,170. 
65,000, B. M. , at $8.. 520 


1,600 pounds iron...... 


7,485 00 


neeeeeenee arengeeeee 


Below the east abutment there is a long high-water spill in pretty good repair, 
except 85 feet in length of the lower sheeting is gone. The lock is good; the 
walls are slightly out of line, but are not much disintegrated, 


ESTIMATE, 
‘West abutment, repairs to crib part: 
at $18...:. 


1500, + at $18...2.... 


220 
jeoveeed 23 
——< $743 00 
Repairs to sheeting: of dam. ........0..0.cceccseesveere boskie Seegucentiren senendisshiasteseses 667 20 
Lower sheeting spill crib and crib below it: 
610 00 
500 00 
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,000, B. M., at $8. 


650 pounds iron...... 
702 

Grouting 100kKk...sessssseosssssosssso $ 350 $0 
Repairs sheeting and miters... 1,105 00 
Repairs coping (renewal) 20 yards east abutment, at $15.0... 300 00 

Kan paecoreas E a P A a a e ri aaa 4,987 20. 

Lowell.—The dam atthis place appears to be a v: one, and probabl 

needs but little attention. Phere are no Se Eons in thir alee 


ment but pretty badly disintegrated. The lower jaw of the lock on inner wall 
is slightly cracked. z Si ; rae 


ATE, 


ESTIM 
Relaying lock-walls, 1,275 yards at 38... se $10,200 00 
Sheeting on Gi A > 667 20 
Grouting lock-walls, 250 00 
Tepa e to sheeting and miters . 1,105 00 
at locks: 
20,640, B. M., at $18.......... 871 52 
: a, B, aami Nj ENE a 165 12 
ron, poun cents ... 2000 10 00 
Crib at east end of dam: : 
12,000, B. M., at $8......... wed 216 00 
12,000, B. M., at $8........0.. 96 00 
300 pounds iron, at 4 cents. 12 00 
Dredging by enneene: 500 00 
PLOT coxa ysis tabsiverosens afortnarseetiedaseseesscermicybseaies atabysepirehindesabl T N E) 


Devols.—The appearance of the dam is not Ngee Nee = Joos said to oe good 
poor. est wal 


retty exeept the lower recess, The mill- 
should be turned away from it, as it has a ten- 


ESTIMATE. 
Relaying lock-walls, 1,275 yards, at £8 
Grouting 


$10, 200 00 
350 00 


Repairs to shecting an 1,105 00 

Re to sheeting of dam . 657 20 
bs at lock : 

24,000, B. M., at $8 432 00 

24,000, B. M., at 192 00 

600 pounds iron, at 4 cents 24 00 

12,970 00 

$6,098 00 

19, 386 00 

12,534 20 

9,132 20 

16, 465 72 

7,485 00 

4, 987 20 

13,692 84 

12, 970 00 

102,751 16 

g in all 


a grand total of $113,751.16, 


REMARKS, 


In pont Saas the interrogatory as to the practicability of abandoning some or 
all of the sffle canals and substituting locks adjacent to the I would say, 
from a careful examination, with measurements of each of the different points 
to be chan I am clearly of the opinion that the side canals can all be aban- 
doned and locks built at the ends of thesedams. Such a change would do away 
with the delays caused by having to pass through long, narrow, shallow, and 
crooked canals. Siar have H lata a great obstruction to the successful navi- 

tion of the river. Six of the eleyen dams have locks at their ends and five 
The canal at Zanesville affords good landings, and as boats gen- 
rps Sats Y near the lower end it would be of no advantage to make the change 
at this point., At Taylorsville there is a long canal subject to much wash from 
the gravel banks and from Slago Run, It would improve it to pass the run under 
the canal by a culvert. 

‘The canal is so built as to reduce the width of the river near the lock to about 
250 feet, rendering it incapable of pasing the water in time of extreme hets 
and making the maintenance of this canal one of the most sive items on 
the improvement. Between the lock and the foot of the dam there is a decided 
fallof probably 3 feet. It would be necessary to either blast out a channel 
through the rock or to raise the dam at Regiepes’, or both, if the lock should 
be moved to the present dam. Blasting out the channel would be so costly 
that it would be better probably to abandon both the present dam and lock and 
build them both anew at a point about 1,000 feet above the present lock. The 
foundation would probabil y be rock, The State owns ent ground here for 
the change to be made on it. The present site of the lock was chosen because 
it afforded a rock bottom, and it would not had the channel been left wider, 

The level to Eagl rt below this dam would be much improved by raising 
the Eagleport dam 1 foot. The canal at McConnelsville is short and easily kept 
clear, offering no great impediment to navigation. A lock could De piaopa just 
west of the west abutmentof the dam. It would havea rock foun n, would 
be right for the current and would avoid the present trouble at the lock, where 
the miter sill is too high in low water. It would not require any great expense 
outside of the new lock, and raising Windsor dam 1 foot. Raising the dam at 
habia would greatly improve the level which now requires dredging at one 

ace, 

-3 The Beverly Canal, which is like that at McConnelsville, could be dispensed 
with also. Probably the lock would be best located on the west side of the dam, 
The foundations would be doubtful. This point would require careful surveys 
and soundings to determine on which end of the dam to it, however, 

The canal at Lowell is long, very crooked, and fills rapidly and often with sed- 
iment from Cats Creek, which empties into it near the head. It could be easily 
shortened and Cats Creek turned out of it, but in the event of a change it would 
be better to dispense with the canal altogether. Iam informed that the removal 
of a rock reef, which is 200 or 300 yards long and 2} feet below the surface in low 
water, would make a good channel at the west endof the dam, The foundation 
at this end would be rock. 

In this connection it may be stated that there are some other improvements 
which in the future may seem desirable, in the way of substituting slope-walls 
above water for cribs protecting locks; substituting stone abutments for wooden 
cribs at eastend of MeConn lle and Luke Chute dams and west ends of le- 
port and half of west abutment at Beverly: also lengthening Luke Chute 


ve canals, 


1886. 
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100 feet and Eagleport dam 50 feet; but these improvements are not deemed es- 
sential at the present time, and our estimates are made for repairing and re- 
building on the present plan, 


COMMERCE NOW DEPENDENT ON THE MUSKINGUM RIVER. 


Regular trips are made each bow Bos two steamers, one leaving Zanesville for 
Parkersburg and the other returning each day, and three other steamers runni. 
shorter trips. Besides these there are a number of barges conveying coal an 
oilin bulk. The boats range in tonnage from 100 to 250 tons. It would be prac- 
ticable torun steamers of 500 tons when the water is above the average stage, and 
of 350 tons at such average stage as could be most always found. The county of 
Muskingum, with a population of 49,612; the county of Morgan, with 20,074, and 
Washington County, with 43.264 population, are largely depegdent on this 
stream. Morgan County, having no railroads, is entirely dependent on it for 
transportation. _ 


Thus it will be seen that this work is a reality, and not in any sense 
prospective. I submit a map of this splendid river and its rich environ- 
ments. [See next page. ] 

The purpose is not to make money out of the Government. The 
purpose is twofold. First, to take this splendid improvement out of 
the management of the State of Ohio, crippled as it is because of the 
weight of those long lines of canals which are running the State heavily 
in debt each year. The second purpose is to give to the navigation of 
the river-the improvement which it is entitled to have whenever it 
shall have become a part of the national work. 

Mr. LONG. I would ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he has 
stated what the conditions are to which this grant is subject. If he 
has already stated them I do not ask him to repeat them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They simply transfer all the land. The State 
of Ohio acquired by purchase at all these locks and dams land, valuable 
land. Along these canals, that are from one-fifth of a mile toa mile and 
a halfin length, all the land isowned by the State of Ohio, and they trans- 
fer that. The only condition incumbent upon the Government is that 
they accept the work and make it a part of the navigable streams of the 
United States. No other condition is attached to the cession by the 
State of Ohio. I have the act before me. Itis oneof the publicacts of 
theState, passed aboutayearago. They transfer absolutely all the prop- 
erty of the State in the public works. 

I submit the act: 


An act to grant the consent of the State of Ohio to the acquisition by the United 
States of certain lands within the State and bordering on the navigable rivers 
thereof, for the purpose of constructing canals or erecting thereon dams, abut- 
ments, jocks, lock-keepers’ dwellings, offices, and all necessary structures for 
the construction and maintenance of slack-water navigation on said rivers, and 
ceding jurisdiction over the same, and for imposing fines and penalties for will- 
ful injuries to the grounds, buildings, and appurtenances acquired under the 
provisions of this act, 

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That whenever the 
United States shall make an appropriation, and shall be t to begin the im- 
provement of any of the navigable rivers within or bordering on the State of 
Ohio, by means of locks and permanent removable dams, or dams with adjust- 
able chutes, or by means of a canal, the consent of the State of Ohio is hereby 
given to the acquisition by the United States, by purchase or by condemnation 
of any lands, buildings, or other property necessary for the purpose of erecting 
thereon dams, abutments, locks, lock-keepers’ dwellings, chutes, and other 
necessary structures for the construction and maintenance of slack-water navi- 
gation on said rivers, or for the purpoce of constructing canals on the same, and 
the said United States shall have, hold, use, and occupy the said land or lands, 
buildings, or other property, when purchased or acquired as provided for by 
this act, and shall exercise jurisdiction and control over the same; but the State 
of Ohio reserves the right to execute process lawfully issued under its authority 
within and upon said grounds, rivers, sites, and canals, 

Sec. 2. That in case of failure of the United States to agree with the owner or 
owners of any such lands as the United States may deem aera fart the pur- 
pose named in the first section of this act, it shall be lawful for the United States 
to apply for the condemnation of such land by petition to any judge of a court 
of in or nearest to the county where the land may be situated, either in 
term time or in vacation, notice of the timeand I seam of such application having 
been first duly given by publication for thirty days prio to the day of such ap- 
plication in two newspapers of general circulation published in the county where 
the land lies, or if the owner or owners reside in the State of Ohio, by personal 
service upon the owner or owners of such land at least twenty days prior to such 
application. And thereupon it shall be lawful for such judge to appoint three 
disinterested freeholders of the county where such lands lie as commissioners, 
and having been first duly sworn to well and duly appraise the damages due 
the owner or owners of said land proposed to be taken, l report in writing 
to the said jndge the amount of damages to be paid to.the owner or owners of 
said land, which report, upon confirmation by said judge, shall be held as final 
and binding upan said owner or owners of said d, and upon the amount of 
such damages being paid to the owner or owners of said land the title of such 
Jand shall vest in the United States, and said land shall be exempt from all taxes 
and assessments so long as it shall remain the property of the United States. 

Sec. 3. That if any person or persons shall willfully or maliciously injure any 
of the lands, buildings, or other property acquired or held under the provisions 
of this act, such person or persons shall be liable to a fine of not less than $20, 
and to an imprisonment not exceeding six months, or both, or either, at the dis- 
Sarid So the court, said offense to be prosecuted in any court of competent 

urisdiction. 

» SEC. 4. And for the popoe of enabling the United States to expend any sum 

of money that is or may hereafter be appropriated by Congress for the improve- 

ment of the Muskingum River, the State of Ohio hereby transfers and cedes to 
the United States the eleven locks and dams heretofore constructed by said State 
on said river, together with all the grounds, canals, and appurtenances belong- 
ing to the same, subject to the provisions of ee sections of this act, 
as to the jurisdiction of the United States over the lands and buildings author- 
ized to be ps U pabssk and constructed by said sections, and imposing penalties for 
injuries to said work, [which] shall extend and apply to the said eleven locks 
and dams and their appurtenances hereby transferred and ceded to the United 

States, but the custody and ownership of said Muskingum River improvement 

shall remain in the State of Ohio until such time as the United appropri- 

ates sufficient money to properly improve and operate the same. 

Seo, 5. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 
Speaker of the ite . rar ean 

er ouse of Representatives, 
JOHN G. WARWICK, 
President of the Senate. 


Passed May 2, 1885. 


I have already spoken about the surplus water. Ihave the terms of 
the lease here. They convey only the surplus water; they give to the 
lessee of the works no rightas against the paramount claim of the Gov- 
ernment to use the water for the p of navigation. The water 
rents are a source of revenue to the extent of $4,000 a year, which will 
amenas to more than one-third of the entire expense of supervision and 
control. 

I submit one of the leases: 


LEASE OF THE WATER-POWER ON THE MUSKINGUM RIVER AT ZANESVILLE, 
OHIO, 

This agreement made this 7th day of December, 1871, between the State of Ohio, 
party of the first part, by James Moore, acting commissioner, thereto duly au- 
thorized by law and by order of the board of public works, made in pursuance 
thereof, and F. A. Thompson, of Zanesville, Ohio, party of the second part, wit- 


n th: 

That said party of thefirst part, in consideration of the rents reserved, and the 
covenants of the party of the second t, hereinafter contained, and u the 
express condition that the party of the second part shall continue during the 
whole of his term to comply with all and singular the limitationsand conditions 
hereinafter contained, and shall in every respect perform all the stipulations of 
this agreement by said party to be performed, agrees to sell and lease to said 
party of the second part, for the term of thirty years, from and after the Ist day 
of September, 1871, subject to the restrictions, limitations, and conditions herein 
contained, the use and occupation of water-power sufficient to propel five runof 
4}-foot mill-stones at the rate to flour 150 bushels of w) in twenty-four hours. 

The power for two run of stones to be permanent or available eleven months 
in the year, or entitled to a ratable reduction forthe deficiency, The other three 
run to have the rating pron! Fines wi ion wheels to be available only 
and only used when the Muskingum River is so high as to furnish more water 
than can be applied to low-water machinery, and may be used whenever the 
water flows over the dam so as not tointerfere with low-water mills or by means 
ofits use. It is understood by the parties that the two first-mentioned powers 
are to be applied in low water to breast wheel, and in high water to reaction 
wheel at the option of the lessee; and it is also unde’ by the parties that 
the low-water power for each of the two first-mentioned run of stones is to be at 
therate of 550 cubic epi oe minute. The water hereby leased to be taken out of 
the level of the pool of the dam across the Muskingum, at Zanesville, and to be 
used and occupied below the abutment of the dam at West Zanesville, and to 
be conveyed to the mills or other hydraulie works from between two 
ing weirs, to be constructed by and at the expense of the party of the second 
part, as hereinafter specified. 

And the said party of the second part, for and in consideration of the rights to 
the use and occupation of said water, to pay to the said State the yearly 
rent or sum of $500, provided the party of the second part shall not be deprived 
of the use of the two first-named run of stones for more than one month in any 
one year. And if, for the purpose of preventing b es, removing bars or 
other obstructions, or making any repairs or ino da rege to the dam or the 
works connected therewith, or in consequence of breaches or the inadequacy of 
the supply of water, the party of the second part shall be either partially or 
wholly deprived of the use of any portion of the water-power hereby | so 
as to prevent the operation of any of the hydraulic works usually propelled by 
the water-power hereby leased, such deduction shall be made from the rent ac- 
cruing on such portion of the water-power as the said party is prevented from 
using as will bear the same proportion to the yearly rent thereof as the time dur- 
ing which the said party has been deprived of its use bears to eleven months; 
the rent to be paid semi-annually, on the Ist Bay of ey, and November in each 
and every year, during the continuance of the , to the collector of tolls at 
Zanesville, or other agent of the State duly authorized to receive the same, hay- 
ing charge of the improvement of the Musk River. 

And said party of the second part further to erect at his own expense, 
in a good, secure, substantial, and workmanlike manner, the regulating weirs 
above mentioned, to be constructed ot stone walls and plates of wood, with a 
substantial iron bar securely bolted on the top thereof, agreeably to a plan to be 
furnished by the acting commissioner or engineer, employed on any adjoining 
part of the improvement, and under the direction and subject to the inspection 
of such attain 3 commissioner or engineer; the weir over which the water is 
drawn from the dam to be so placed and formed that the top of the weir shall 
not be more than 6 inches below the level at which it shall be designed to sus- 
tain the surface of the water in that part of the improvement from whence the 
water is to be drawn, and the other or second weir to be so placed and formed 
that the top thereof will be at least 1 inch lower than the top of the weir over 
which the water is drawn from the basin or dam, and of such length and other- 
wise so constructed that an uniform quantity of water will flow from the upper 
to the lower levels whether the hydraulic works are in operation or not; and it 
is further exp: y agreed that the party of the second shall not for any 
purpose, or in any manner whatever, obstruct the equal and regular flow of 
water from one level of the improvement to another, nor increase the flow, nor 
cause the water or any part thereof to flow out of the dam, other than for the 
use of the mills, nor i the party of the second part permit any of said acts or 
things to be done by ped rson or persons employed in or about the mill or by- 
draulic works propell by water hereby leased. 

And said party of the second part shall be considered and held responsible for 
keeping the regulating weir above described constantly in good repairan 
from all obstructions; and a failure to do so, or an interference with the flow of 
the water on his part, or on the of any person employed in or about said 
miils or hydraulic works afo) d, shall be adjudged a forfeiture of this lease 
and a all the rights and privileges of the said party growing out of this agree- 
ment. 

And said party of the second part further agrees, during the continuance of 
this lease, to keep constantly in good order and repair the weir, head and tail 
race, and other works and devices connected with the use of the water hereby 
leased, so far as the same shall be necessary to secure the regular and uniform 
flow of water from the upper to the lower levels, or to prevent any impediment 
to the navigation improvement; and if, nevertheless, any such breach, , Or 
other injury or impediment should occur in consequence of any of said works 
not being faithfully and substantially constructed, or being suffered to be out 
of repair, then said party of the second part shall, on being notified thereof b 
said acting commissioner, engineer, or other proper agent of the State, immedi- 
ately repair said breach or other injury; or ifsuch agent of the State shal] cause 
the same to be done (which he is authorized at his option to do), then said party 
of the second part shall pay to said agent all necessary expenses incurred in re- 
pairing such breach or other injury on demand. 

It is expressly understood and agreed by and between the parties that for 
the purpose of preventing or repairing breaches in the dam, removing bars or 
other obstructions to the navigation of said improvement, or for the purpose of 
making any improvements to the works or devices connected therewith, any 
authorized agent of the y of the first part may cause the water to be drawn 
either partially or wholly out of the same, and to remain so drawn out so long 
as may be necessary for any of the aforesaid purposes, and the said party of the 
second part shall not be entitled to any deduction from the rent hereby made 
payable other than for the time the two first-named run of stones shall be thereby 
stopped, unless the three high-water stones shall be stopped also, and in that 
case a ratable deduction 1 be made for them also; and the party of the first 


. 
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- part reserves the right to resume at any time the use of the water hereby leased 

whenever the same shall become necessary Ros toms enpeee ears „and 

Ll be n for the pur- 

pose aforesaid, And if it shall become necessary for the party Lor pongo ibe 
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agreement. 

And it is further understood and agreed that at the expiration of this agree- 
ment the party of the second part shall be entitled to a renewal of the lease for 
alike term of years, for such annual rent as may be offered by the highest re- 
sponsible bidder, who shall also agree to purchase of said party of the second 

all permanent and valuable buildings necessarily erected by said party for 
convenient use of the water-power hereby leased, at such price as such 
buildings shall be adjud to be worth by three judicious, disinterested free- 
holders, to be chosen as hereinbefore specified, provided such buildings shall 
be erected on land belonging to the State, or land which can be purchased 
said bidder at a reasonable price, to be determined b7 said app And if 
no such bid shall be made on the terms aforesaid at a higher rent than is herein 
fied said party shall be entitled to such renewal on the terms of this lease. 
it is further understood and agreed that the water-power hereby leased 
shall not be used to drive or props) any saw-mill or other machine: 
works from which sawdust, chips, or other rubbish will be likely to n 
thrown, or flonted into the improvement or the channel to convey water to other 
mills, so as to form bars or other obstructions to the navigation in the said river 
or to clog the gates, waste weirs, or regulating weirs, or otherwise injure or ob- 
struct the same, . 

The party of the second part shall at all times be bound to keep the improve- 
ment clear of all rubbish or other obstructions consequent in any manner on 
the use of the water hereby leased or of the works or machinery erected there- 


‘or. 
And the said party of the first part, in consideration of the rents and agree- 
ments herefabesore specified, further agrees to lease to the party of the second 
part, upon the same condition and subject to the same limitations and restric- 
tions herein contained, all that ceri piece or perorare land situate, lying, 
and being in the county of Muskingum, below said abutment, butted, bounded, 
and described as fol lows, namely: Beginning at the most southwestern corner 
of the abutment of t he dam at esville, in West Zanesville, and running in 
& southerly direction with the water edge at low water, extending, when re- 
duced to a straight line, 100 feet below the abutment; thence in a western direc- 
tionandatright angles to the first-named line untilitshall intersect Water street’ 
in West Zanesville; thence with the said street in a northern direction until a 
line run parallel with the second-named line shall close at the place of begin- 
ning, reserving to the State the right to pass the water in cya manner pointed 
out by the act: Dg commissioner or engineer having the improvement 
of Muskingum River to any mills heretofore erected or hereafter to be erected 
on the margin of the river below. The lease of the above-described land is for 
the purpose of enabling the party of the second part to use and enjoy the use 
of the water-power hereby eased for the like term of thirty years from the lst 
day of September, 1871. 

it is further understood and agreed that said party of tho second part shall 
not sell, assign, or transfer his right or interest derived from this agreement, or 
any part thereof, to any person or persons, unless the assent of some author- 
ized t of the State shall first be obtained therefor in writing. 
if at any time any installment which shall become due for rent, as here- 
inbefore expressed, shall remain unpaid for one month from the time the same 
shall fall due, or if the party of the second part shall in any respect fail to fulfill 
and perform all the en, ts of said party hereinbefore expressed, or shall 
do or permit to be done any act or thing hereby prohibited, or shall in any re- 
spect violate this agreement, then, and in either case, all the rights and privi- 
seges derivable to said party from this agreement shall from the time of such 
failure or violation cease and determine, and any authorized agent of the State 
or lessee under said State shall have full right and power to enter upon and take 
possession of the premises,and resume all the rights and priv: s hereby: 
granted to the party of the second part, and said party of the rides ae rt shall 
ere be liable for all damages consequent upon such violation of agree- 
ment. 

‘The party of the first part also agrees to let to the party of the second part, 
for the term of thirty years, and Ppa oy to the same limitations and restrictions 
as above, the following described plat of land, namely: Beginning at the most 
northwestern corner of said abutment and running in a western direction at 
right angles with the abutment until the said line shall intersect Water street in 

est Zanesville ; thence in a northern direction with said street 180 feet; thence 
in an easterly direction parallel with the first-named line until the line shall in- 
tersect the river at low-water mark; thence with the meanders of the river at 
low-water mark in a southwesterly direction to the abutment, and thence to the 
place of beginning, * 

This lease is given in renewal of a lease executed to R. Fairlamb on the Lith 
of August, 1839, An order of the board reduced the rent from $999 per annum 
to $500, and another order reduced it to aan per annum, 

In testimony whereof the parties executed this agreement the day and year 


first above tten. 
JAMES MOORE, [seau,] 
Acting Commissioner Board o; tc Works. 


F. A. THO ON. 
Signed, sealed, and delivered in presence of— 
itness as to signature of James Moore: 


Witns S aia aa of F. A. Tho: 
ness as to re . m: m: 
W. R. HASLETT. os 


, or other 
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Mr. PETERS. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the terms of 
the act of the Legislature of Ohio require the Government to keep up 
these locks and dams? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, sir; there is nothing of the sort in the re- 
quirement; but if there was, my friend knows it would have no possi- 
ble force. This is a navigable river of the United States, and no terms 
that the State Legislature might impose could have any binding force 
upon the Government. However, there isno such condition contained 
in the act. 

Mr. Chairman, as I represent in the House a portion of the valley 
through which this beautiful river flows I take an honest pride in point- 
ing out the beauties and values of this splendid valley. 

have a right to demand on behalf of my constituents that this 
great interest shall receive the fostering care of the General Government. 

I hope the motion of the gentleman from Texas will not prevail. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment by 
way of a proviso. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereisan amendment pending. The question 
is on the amendment reported from the committee, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 865 and 866, strike out the words “passed and taken” and insert 
“which took,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose to amend by inserting after the words 
“eighty-six,” in line 877 of the bill, the proviso which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
msl aball be vested in tho Unites States without condition. and Ue foregoing 
asin ary shall not take effect until the State of Ohio shall duly consent to th 
prov ic 

Mr. HOLMAN. In connection with that amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask that the fourth section of an act of the Ohio Legislature, 

May 2, 1885, which I send to the desk, be read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I desire to have this section of the Ohio law 
read at any rate, so that the committee can see just how that matter 
stands. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. And for the purposes of enabling the United States to expend any sum 
of money that is or may hereafter be appropriated by Congress for the improve- 
ment of the Muskingum River, the State of Ohio hereby transfers and cedes to 
the United States the eleven locks and dams heretofore constructed by said 
State on said river, together with all the grounds, canals, and appurtenances 
belonging to the same, subject to the provisions of the preceding sections of this 
act, as to the jurisdiction of the United States over thp lands and buildings au- 
thorized to be uired and constructed by said sections, and imposing penalties 
for injuries to said work (which) shall extend and apply to the said eleven locks 
and dams and their appurtenances hereby transferred and ceded to the United 
States; but the y and ownership of said Muskingum River improvement 
shall remain in the State of Ohio until such time as the United States appropri- 
ates sufficient money to properly improve and operate the same, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The object of my amendment was simply to get rid 
of this extraordinary provision, which is to the effect that while the 
Government is appropriating money, as much as it thinks proper if not 
asmuch as the State of Ohio thinks proper, the custody ayd owner- 
ship of this p ty shall remain in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One word more. While I offer this amendment 
for the pu of perfecting this provision of the pending bill, I am 
opposed to the whole provision. Here are eleven locks, an artificial chan- 
nel, a canal if you please—as much so for practical purposes as the Erie 
Canal; do we consider to what extent the adoption of this provision 
would increase the public employés of this Government? Here you 
would have at once eleven lock-keepers to supervise and manage this 
artificial channel, with their employés and subordinates. My friend 
from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] spoke admirably to-day on this general 
subject of theincrease of the public burdens; yet steadily, as time moves 
on, we are increasing from day to day the already vast body of the em- 
ployés of this Government, while at the same time we are deploring the 
ultimate results. Sir, I think that to ass ume for the Federal Govern- 
ment charge of this canal, this local improvement, with the army of 
men required to manage its affairs, is as unwise a step as this Congress 
can take. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am afraid that that will cause delay, 
and I think it ought not to be adopted. 

The question was taken on the amen dment offered by Mr. HoLMAN, 
and it was to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, commencing 
in line 864, the following words: “‘Subject to the conditions in the act 
of the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, which took effect on 
the 2d day of May, 1885.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out the paragraph from line 856 
to line 887, inclusive of said two lines. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, this bill contains several provisions 
by which for the first time the United States goes into the several States, 
and, either by purchase or by condemnation or by gift, is to become the 
proprietor of local works for navigation. When the first of these pro- 
visions was reached, that relating to the Monongahela River, I took oc- 
casion to express my dissent from the whole policy, fór I felt that it was 
us inno- 


a new departure in the conduct of this Government, a dangero 
vation upon the traditions of the Republic. Iwould have said that it 
was an unconstitutional step, but I am aware that all the barriers 
erected by the Constitution, as we were taught in our youth to under- 
stand it, have long since been swept away by the successive decisions 
of the Supreme Court, so that I am ashamed to raise the constitutional 
question on any proposition that may be made in this House; but be- 
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and above the question of lawful power lies the question of abil- 
ity to carry the load. 

This Government is becoming the dumping-ground of all the unprof- 
itable enterprises of the several States. These States are trying to shift 
the care of their local enterprises and the cost of maintaining them upon 
the broad shoulders of the whole people of this country. I am utterly 
and absolutely opposed to any such proposition. There is a measure 

ding in this House—not in this bill, but as a separate bill—propos- 

g that the Government shall take the Erie Canal. I shall oppdse 
that proposition whenever it may come up here for consideration. The 
people of New York are taxing themselves to-day nearly $1,000,000 
per annum to keep that navigation open free for the use of the le 
of the United States. The people of the State of New York can afford 
to pay a million of dollars, ay, $2,000,000 or $3,000,000, in order to 
keep that work open; for it brings to them the trade of the great West, 
out of which, as has been said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
srt ad the people of New York derive millions of profit an- 
nually. 

Let each State bear its own burden. If any State has built a public 
work which has proved to be a bad investment, let it pay for the main- 
tenance of the work or else abandon it. Let it not come here and ask 
the people of the United States to pay for all the blunders and all the 
extravagance that may have been committed at any time in its history. 
If the United States should enter upon the policy of relieving all the 
States from the care of works of this kind the burden will become, as 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has said, absolutely intoler- 
able. In the case of the Monongahela it was said in the memorial 
which was laid upon our desks that the cost of maintaining the works 
there was $100,000 a year. That means the employment certainly of 
more than one hundred officials, who will be transferred from the pay of 
a private company to the pay of the Government of the United States. 

the Erie Canal should be taken, at least fifteen hundred additional 
offices would be created. 

Mr. OATES. Will my friend allow me to suggest that the census of 
1880 shows that a considerable majority of all the canals constructed 
in the United States have been abandoned as utterly unprofitable? 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam aware of the fact, but I thank the gentleman 
from Alabama for calling the attention of the House to it. The truth 
is, the sum and substance, the very essence, of this proposition is that 
the United States shall become the proprietor of every water way, great 
and small, upon this continent; and then the taxes that will have to 
be levied in order to defray the current charges for the maintenance of 
these systems of free navigation will become so onerous that this Gov- 
ernment must break down under the load. Already, according to a 
table which I hold in my hand, furnished by the Register of the Treas- 
ury, we levied in the last year a tax of $4.57 upon every inhabitant of 
the United States for Federal expenses, so that a man and his wife, 
with three children (estimating a family to consist of five members), are 
paying nearly $20 a year out of their hard earnings in order to keep this 
great governmental machine in operation. Yet gentlemen come here 
with propositions which will lead to the unlimited increase of these 
expenditures. 

Assume the charge of all these works, and the United States will be 
the great employer of labor, and the men who occupy the seats of 
Government here in the White House and the Executive Departments 
will be the masters of an enslaved and enthralled people. Liberty 
never yet survived in any government where the expenditures had 

the ordinary limit and ability of the people to pay taxes. Least 
of all can free government endure among any people where a large 
proportion of the population are living in public employment upon the 
earnings of the remainder. Hence we should seek to diminish and 
not to increase the proportion of those who, deriving their support from 
the public Treasury, thus become the tools of unscrupulous rulers. 

In 1837 we were paying for Federal expenses $2.38 per head, and in 
1845, under wiseand Democratic administration—I say *‘ wise and Dem- 
ocratic,’’ for there may be unwise and Democratic administration—tax- 
ation was brought down to $1.15 per capita. And now, after a long 
and courageous struggle for economy, begun in 1875 under the lead of 

tlemen whom I see before me who were then members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, we have succeededin getting the ordinary ex- 
penditures of the Government down from $7.07 in 1874 to $4.57 per 
capita in 1885. And yet the burden of long years of taxation is soin- 
tolerable that the people are suffering in the midst of abundance, so 
that they refuse to labor for current wages, not knowing whence comes 
the wrong which paralyzes industry and has brought about all this 
restlessness and discontent in the public mind. Excessive taxes im- 
poverish the people and produce strikes, lockouts, and violence. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the money out of the public Treasury 
and pay the public debt, and times will improve. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? f 

Mr. HEWITT. - I prefer not to yield, because none of these questions 
can affect the matter which is in my mind and which will control my 
vote upon this bill; for if these provisions remain—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. BEACH obtained the floor and said; I yield my five minutes to 


my colleague [Mr. Hewrrr]. z 

Mr. HEWITT. Ithank my colleague, but will occupy only one or 
two minutes more. It may seem ungracious for the Representative of 
a city for which appropriations necessarily large are annually made in 
this bill to get up here and say that he can notsupport measures look- 
ing, as some gentlemen here ove: to the welfare and prosperity of 
other portidnsof the country. But so convinced am I of the dangerous 
tendency of such legislation as is contained in this section of the bill, 
that if the port of New York is closed up so that no steamer can enter 
it; if the public spirit of my fellow-citizens is not equal in such an 
emergency to provide for opening its channels at their own cost; and 
if my own State is not true to her grand history from the time of De- 
Witt Clinton, when its great lines of internal improvement were inati- 
gurated atits own cost and have been so maintained down to the pres- 
ent time; if her sons to-day are so degenerate that they are no longer 
worthy of the great destiny and the priceless heritage which has come 
down to them from noble sires, then I say let New York perish, with 
the ships rotting at her wharves, for by. my vote no dollar shall ever 
be appropriated to be expended in the harborof New York, if the propo- 
sition be based upon and carries with it a policy which I know will be 
fatal to the liberties of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIS. I take the floor for the purpose of moving that the 
committee rise to close debate on this paragraph; but I will first ask 
unanimous consent that the debate be limited to fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Five minutes. 

Mr, WILLIS. I will give the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS, I ask unanimous consent that the debate be limited 
to twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee risc. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95; noes 30. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 
the chair as Ayres! pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7480), making appropri- 
ations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and pending that motion 
I move that all debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments 
serso be closed in thirty minutes after its consideration shall be re- 
sumed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Make it five minutes; why don’t you? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Say an hour. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say thirty minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The motion to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto has been limited to thirty min- 


utes. > 

Mr.WILLIS. The understanding, of course, is that there shall be 
fifteen minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] has drawn a very vivid and very dark picture of the present 
condition of the people of the United States. I do not object to look- 
ing upon that picture, but I object that he should draw from any para- 
graph in this bill the colors with which to paint the picture. What 
the provisions to which he refers? The only provisions are those 
by the House yesterday touching the Green and Barren Rivers in my 
own State and the Monongahela River in the State of Pennsylvania. 
And what were those provisions? Simply to bring before this Congress 
information in regard to three of the great rivers belonging to this Gov- 
ernment. Will this information precipitate a crisis in public affairs if 
the next Congress should be placed in possession of the facts that the 
obstructions on the Green and Barren Rivers can be removed by the ex- 
penditure of $50,000 or $100,000, which is the utmost limit? And then 
coming to the Monongahela River, a monopoly whose influence is felt 
from one end of the Ohio Valley to the other and from one end of the 
great Mississippi Valley to the other, if the next Congress should, under 
the provisions of this bill, be placed in possession of the fact that great 
monopoly is willing, fora reasonable sum, to surrender its control over 
those vast coal fields, affecting the commercial p ity of one-half of 
the Union, where are the direful consequences which are to follow? 
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Now, to come to this particular h, what does it propose to 
do? Does it propose toempty the Treasury of the United States? Does 
it propose to engage an army of employés? Ido not understand thatit 
does. It merely says tothe State of Ohio and to the United States, you 
have in your midst a large river bearing an immense commerce. You 
have in your own generosity, without appealing to the public Treasury 
as some of the States on the eastern coast have done, but clinging to the 
doctrine which prevented of availing yourself of the Federal money, you 
have by taxes of your own built an improvement on your own river, 
and having done so we are willing now to appropriate the small mod- 
erate sum of $20,000 to open up to free navigation of the country this 

Is there anything monstrous in that? Is there anything direful to 
the country in that? 

Mr. Chairman, I hold to-day this question of cheapening transporta- 
tion is the burning question of the hour, and if by the expenditure of 
this paltry sum of $20,000 we can pour into the Ohio the free commerce 
coming down the Muskingum River I do not see there is any dreadful 
result to follow. - t 

I have felt called upon to make these remarks in behalf of the action 
of the committee. There is no horrid monster here. “It is a simple 
business proposition, to take from the State of Ohio as a free gift, not a 
dead improvement, not one which has not yielded a constant income, 
but a revenue improvement, one which that State believes may be 
better controlled in the interest of free navigation by the Federal Goy- 
ernment than by itself. And that is all there is of this provision. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] > 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewrrr] has certainly alarmed the House with the 
idea that the Government of the United States was about to be bank- 
rupted because it was proposing to improve the internal rivers and 
water ways of thiscountry. I would like to ask the gentleman, or any 
other resentative upon the floor of this House who agrees with him, 

‘what is this Government for? What do we collect taxes or revenue 
for? Is it simply for the purpose of paying our public officers? Isit 
merely for the purpose of erecting magnificent public buildings; of 
maintaining armies and navies? Or is it a Government of the people, 
which should do something in the interest of the people and not in the 
interest merely of public officials or public creditors? 

I undertake to say here to-day that one cause of our depression, one 
cause of the misfortunes under which the country at times labors, grows 
out of the fact that the great amount of our public revenue, necessarily 
large to maintain the public credit as it should be maintained, is going 
to our public creditors instead of being distributed and put in circu- 
lation, as it might well be, among the people of the country, in doing 
something for them and in their interest. We collect a vast amount 
of revenue which is paid out to but few pause creditors, and but little 
of the revenue out into the channels of industry. I repeat what 
the chairman of the committee has said, that the great question of the 
hour and of the day with the people all over the section of country 
where I live is cheap ons Sadar nary There is nothing in which they 
feel so deep an interest as they do in every measure which is calculated 
to give to them cheap transportation. 

‘There is no measure of more vital importance to them. Mr. Chair- 
man, the framers of the Constitution under which we live took from 
the States the power to raise revenue out of the commerce that passes 
into and out of them, because they believed the interstate commerce 
of the country should be exclusively within the control of the General 
Government. 

They denied to the States the right to levy imposts or duties on im- 
ports or exports; they denied to the States, without consent of Con- 

ress, the right to lay any tonnage duty. Our revenues to-day come 
y from the commerce of the country. It is by duties on imports 
largely by which we fill our Treasury, and it is reasonable and just that 
the Government should use some of the revenue which it derives from 
commerce to give all reasonable and proper facilities to commerce. 

I am surprised that so intelligent a gentleman as my friend from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] should be alarmed or apprehensive that the 
Government is going to rush into bankruptcy for the purpose of im- 
proving the water ways of the country. There is no danger of that. 
On the contrary, there is far more danger of our neglecting to make im- 
provements which would enrich our people and make them more pros- 

TOUS. 
rT assert here now that there is not a first-class civilized power on the 
globe but that has spent largely more money than we have for this 
very same purpose. England has been doing it for years; she has ex- 
pended in the past ten or twenty years many ions of dollars. 
France has expended more by far than we have; and so has Germany 
and other first-class powers; for, as a matter of fact, the United States 
has been niggardly in improving its water ways and its commercial 
facilities in the interest of the people. But I donot fear anything from 
such expenditures when they are made for improvements which are 
really in the interest of the commerce of the country. 

Judging from our past history, Mr. Chairman, there is no great dan- 
ger of this Government entering upon a system of any great extrava- 
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gance in a our rivers and harbors and giving the people in- 
creased commercial facilities and cheap transportation.{ We have ex- 
pended, I think, not more than $125,000,000 in our whole history; 
while England has done more than that within the last ten or fifteen 
years in cutting canals and in subsidizing railroads. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I can see no difference, 
cither in nature or principle, between this provision of the bill now 
under consideration, providing for the acceptance from the State of Ohio 
of this still-water navigation, and a provision having in view the accept- 
ance of the Erie Canal of the State of New York; and at the A ee time 
I shall offer the amendment which was proposed by the gentleman from 
New York on yesterday to this paragraph. 

I agree heartily in what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] has said in regard to cheapening transportation. ‘The acquisition 
and enlargement of the Erie Canal by the Government would do more 
to cheapen transportation than probably one-third, possibly one-half, 
of all the appropriations contained in this bill. That canal, in connec- 
tion with the lake system of transportation, is to-day the only thing 
which is an operating factor controlling railway charges, and unless it 
be enlarged and unless the Government shall have such control of it as 
to enable the great freights of the West to be carried through it—I say 
that unless that be done, then the time may come and will come when 
the State of New York, which now collects no tolls it, will refuse 
to maintain the canal, and the railroads will have their long-hoped-for 
millennium. 

For one, sir, and speaking for myself individually, the assertion that 
this amendment is not in the interest of commerce, the idea of nego- 
tiating for the Erie Canal in this river and harbor bill has nothing 
offensive to me. I wish to Heaven there were more of such provisions 
in this bill. In other words, instead of going all around the fringe 
of the continent, and appropriating simply sums for the improvement 
of insignificant waters, ict the great water ways of the land be im- 
proved, and ially such a one as this canal, which would have a 
positive effect in cheapening transportation; and I hail this provision 
as one which lays the foundation for the future action of Congress with 
respect to the Erie and Hennepin Canals; because, if it is right and 
proper in effect to accept from the State of Ohio these locks and dams, 
this still-water navigation, then it is certainly just as right and proper 
to accept a canal between three and four hundred miles long and con- 
necting the great lakes with the Atlantic. 

I yield the remainder of my time back to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ihave very little tosay on this occasion. I listened 
to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] this morning when he told 
us what had called the occupants of seats on the other side of the House 
to their places, and when he stood up to warn gentlemen there against 
extravagant administration. And I have listened to-day to my col- 
league from New, York [Mr. Hrwirr], and the most I can do with him 
is to grieve with him that he and the gentleman from Illinois are the 
representatives of the past ages of the Democratic party. I say to these 
gentlemen, it is your committee that has brought in this bill and pro- 
poses the new departure of buying the works of the States and taking 
the control of them for the General Government. And I say to you 
gentlemen, you may unite with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN], and all three of you will be unable to hold down the brakes and 
stop the progress of your party and of this extravagance. : 

I have no doubt, and I congratulate the country upon it, that ina 
short time it will discover that all the specious promises that you made 
of reform and economy were simply cheating sounds to the ear; that 
they will discover your full purpose and that of your party, and call 
back to power the Republican party. [Derisive laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] I congratulate the country that so soon after you have 
taken jion—after you have come home, as you say—that so soon 
the country will discover that the warning voice of the leader of the 
House—the gentleman from Illinois—the prophecies and mournings of 
my colleague from New York, and the great constitutional arguments 
of the gentleman from Texas are ineffectual in stopping the extrava- 
gance which your committee has reported here to Congress. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewirr] is entirely right when he states that alk 
taxes are a burden upon the people; and the figures which he adduces 
for our consideration show a most striking contrast between the ad- 
ministration of the two parties in our country. But, sir, a tax upon 
the production of the people to supply the coffers of the Federal Gov- 
ernment is no more and no less a burden upon their production than 
is a tax in the shape of high freight upon their commerce. If the 
$300,000,000 that we gather from them yearly to support the Federal 
Government be a burden, how great must be the burden of the well 
nigh $800,000,000 that they pay yearly to the unrestrained corporations 
of this country for carrying their produce to and from the markets, 
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How much of this is an unjust and needless burden I can not say; but 
the values given to watered stocks would indicate that it may approach 
even the burden of Federal taxes. 

This is only one of many burdens of similar character imposed by 
Republican Con and whichas yet weare powerlesstorepeal. Isay 
imposed by Republicans, for they refused to complete the passage into 
law of the interstate-commerce bill that a Democratic House sent them; 
and the tariff monopolies, yet more costly still, stand by their enact- 
ment and obstruction of reform. But even these are not all of the bur- 
dens that are grinding the people, and to which many seem blind. 

Then, sir, the gentleman alludes to the centralizing tendency of our 
country. All that I have stated is centralization. What then can be 
more natural than for the people to show a disposition to go steadily to 
the Federal Government, there to exercise power, when the Federal 
Government has occasioned their trouble and refuses thom relief and 
has turned them over to be governed and plundered by unrestricted 
charges upon their commerce by railroads and by artificial prices by sub- 
sidized industries? Do we expect them to discriminate about nice points 
when we disregard all points and set them the worst example of des- 
potism? Have we not surrendered enough? Shall we now surrender 
to corporations the water ways of the country also that the Constitution 
gives us the control of and that we can improve in the interest of cheap 

reights? Shall we permit them to be usurped and possessed by default 
on our part? Have we not endowed corporations enough? A protest 
against this policy is not forcentralization. It is for cheap and free dis- 
tribution and exchange of products instead of submitting our com- 
merce to any power, corporate or not corporate, to tax the life out of it. 
We may see centralization here upon the part of the great body of the 
people, taking the form of hasty, crude, and even revolutionary legis- 
lation, if you please, for the purpose of getting rid of existing centrali- 
zation, breaking, in their own rude way, theidolsand images of monopoly 
and prerogative, after all appeals have been disregarded with Bourbon 
blindness, and getting back to equal rights and equal laws. To keep our 
water ways for the people, and to keep them free tocommerce and to make 
them adequate for commerce, is not centralization, nor is it a policy of 
ex 


I will speak of another feature in the matter of burdens. I have 
said that a tax upon commerce in the high freight charges is no less a 
burden upon the people than is a tax laid by the Federal Government 
upon the same commodities to replenish the Federal Treasury. There 
is no more chance of money ing back to the people when paid to 
railroads and steamboats ships, and remi to stockholders in 
the cities and in Europe, than there is if it is remitted by our custom- 
house officials and internal-revenue agents to the Treasury here in 
Washington. Now, that all expenditures for the improvement of our 
rivers and harbors are judicious, no man will pretend to say. That 
perhaps can never be. That great errors remain to be corrected, and 
ones that ought to be corrected, I am fully aware, anc I have made 
earnest efforts in that direction, and I shall continue to make such ef- 
forts. But what I wish to emphasize upon the attention of the House. 
is that the whole amount we expend yearly upon such relief works 
does not amount to 5 per cent, of the present annual exactions by cor- 
porations of freights that ought not to be charged. These expenditures 
once judiciously made are frequently paid back in freight savings in 
one year. Then the annual tax by corporations for all future years is 
stopped. Is this a policy of heaping burdens? Is it not rather a 
policy of wise and essential economy? 

This, sir, does not take into account the expense of natural obstruc- 
tions to our harbors which impose their annual expense upon commerce. 
Let us take two cases in point. Oneisafleetof barges loaded with coal 
that was taken from Louisville to New Orleans by Capt. B. D. Wood. 
He took it down when the river was at high water, and navigation can 
be made as good atall seasons by judicious improvements. He carried 
this fleet at a profit at $25,000. By rail it would have cost $175,000. 
The jetties at the mouth of the Missississippi River have paid us back 
their cost once in every two years since they were built. Was the tax 
to build them relatively a burden? 

Sir, these matters should be considered. There is no expenditu: > 
made by the Federal Government that more richly blesses the people 
than that which is applied to the removal of upon their com- 
merce. That gives them genuine relief. It blesses twice. It makes 
the food and the produce of this country cheaper to him who consumes 
and makes it b ahigherprice to him who sells. And it is not dif- 
ficult for us to barriers that lie in the way of the people of 
our country in getting net results upon their production when we re- 
member that if you will take a point in my State that is scarce 300 
miles from the city of Saint Louisand measureits distance from Saint 
Louis by freight charges we are at that point twite as far from Saint 
Louis as New York is from Liverpool. If you will take a barrel of 
flour from my town 40 miles ona railroad and measure the distance by 
freight charges it is as far as New Yorkisfrom Liverpool. If you will 
take cotton down the unimproved rivers of my State to New Orleans 
it is four times as far, measured by the logic of prices, asif you shipped 
that cotton from the city of New York across the Atlantic to the spin- 
dles of England. 

I repeat, sir, are these charges not taxes resting on the people? Are 
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they less a burden than if they were collected into the Federal Treas- 
ury instead of into the safes of the transportation companies to be trans- 
mitted to the stockholders in our remote cities or in Europe? It is 
clearly a burden which we can greatly ameliorate, and I think we need 
to go further to keep the range of this discussion. We need to bring 
the Federal Government bark to economical expenditures as stated by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], and also to relieve the 
people not only of unjust upon freight, but to relieve them also 
from the domination of other monopolies which the of the other’ 
distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has im 
uponthem. This, sir, is the function of the Democratic party, to bring 
this Government back to the people by the people and for the people, 
and to permit unjust taxation in no form, either by the Government or 
by the creations of the Government. That isthe only way we can give 
genuine relief to the people. All other is sounding brass and tinkling 
cymbal and slavery in thin disguise. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Chairman, recurring to the subject under dis- 
cussion, I would like to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
this provision for the acquirement of this canal is unlike either of the 
provisions that ‘have preceded it. They simply looked to negotiation, 
to reports, to future action on the part of the Government of the United 
States, while this is a finality, and by its adoption we assume charge of 
these locks, with all their burdens, with all their expenses and officials. 
We are adding, by the adoption of this paragraph, one hundred or more 
officials to the list that will appear next year in the Blue Book; weare 
adding all their salaries. We areadding FEES annual cost for the 
mere operation of this work, to say nothing t what will be re- 
quired to sustain and improve it. 

Mr, WILLIS. Wi'l the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 7 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ican not yield. I would be glad to if I could. 
I have but eight minutes. ‘There is no doubt much truth in what the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrtt] has said of the gloomy pros- 
pects now lowering over this country and the financial distress every- 
where to be found, but is it not true, sir, that we must look to other 
causes than the one that he suggests? The comparatively meager ap- 
propriations in this bill, $15,000,000 though they may be, will have 
but little effect in lightening distress or bringing relief to the people of 
this country. We must look to other and higher causes, and may we 
not find some cause for these difficulties the people suffer from in the 
fact that the people are afraid of those who are now dominant over 
them—afraid of the party nowin power? Is it not true that there has 
been so much of promise and so little of performance upon the part of 
the Democratic party that the people look to the future with distrust 


and foreboding? 

Mr. i just to enumerate a few of the pledges that have been 
made to the people: In the first days of the present administration we 
were told by gentlemen here, my colleague [Mr. WEAVER] most nota- 
bly among the number, that now a new era was to begin. Heretofore, 
we were told, this Government had been run in the interest of men of 
wealth and the interest of the great monopolies, but now the people 
were to be considered in all of their interests; and as a proof of this 
he called our attention to the fact that the President was sympathizing 
with the settlers upon the frontier who were standing around the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, but who had been kept out by a wicked Republican 
President; and heassured us that now the m lists—the cattle barons 
who had gone into the Territory under therule of the Republican party— 
were to be turned out instanter and the settlers were to be at once al- 
lowed to go in. _ 

But a few days ago my colleague, with humiliating confession on his 
lips, was compelled to say to this House that all of those loud-sounding 
promises and professions were untrue, that the same classes were in- 
festing that Territory now—on the day he spoke—that infested it a year 
ago, and that the same settlers were still standing upon the outside 
looking over into the land of promise which the dential order kept 
them from entering, while the cattle syndicates fattened and ‘grew in- 
solent on all that was good in the land. A 

Again, Mr. Chairman, may it not be possible that the le are fear- 
ful that their currency is tobe disturbed? My colleague [Mr. WEAVER] 
aided in the election of this administration, and he told us at that time 
how we were all to be benefited, how all our people were to be made 
happy when the administration came into power. He told us that then 
his pet theories about the enlargement of the volume of currency would 
be put into operation; that the Democratic party much more com- 
pletely sympathized with him and his than did the bliean 
party. But, instead of that being true, even before the President had 
taken his seat he terribly disturbed all such prophecies by recommend- 
ing that the silver element of our currency should be stricken down 
and that silver coi should cease. 

Not content with that, in the very first report made by his Secretary 
of the Treasury the Secretary recommended that the greepbacks should 
be retired, destroying at once nearly six hundred millions of our cur- 
rency. Then immediately after that, almost upon the very day of the 
meeting of Congress, in comes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MOR- 
RISON] with a proposition to disturb all the labor interests of the coun- 
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capital. - Those who have capital are distrustful of the promises of the 
majority party and are distrustful of their proposed measures and pol- 
icies. Men who have money are afraid to embark in business enter- 
prises, knowing that theadministration is committed tothe destruction 
of more than one-third of the entire circulation ofthe country. Others 
are afraid to engage in manufactures, because the tariff tinkers are 
abroad in the land. They can not tell when this party of tariff reform 
are to end their labors, or what manufacturing enterprises are to be 
stricken down. Hence, from this fear and distrust, the money by the 
millions of dollars is hoarded, is not permitted to go into use, and as a 
result business interests, manufacturing interests languish, the fire dies 
in the furnace and the forge, the factory and the mill is tenantless, 
while their late occupants are in the streets and the highways, swell- 
ing the ranks of the army of tramps that exist in this country to-day, 
largely because the Democratic party sits in the seat of power, and be- 
cause the people are so distrustful of the manner in which, and the pur- 
for which, that power will be used. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ifmy friend from Iowa will show that the Musking- 
um River improvement is responsible for all this, I will move to strike 
it out of the bill. [ ter. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I said a while ago that the meager im- 
provements of*the Muskingum River have but little to do with this 
matter; but this proposition contained in the paragraph shows to the 
House and the country the tendency to change the unstable character 
of this great Democratic party. This Muskingum improvement was be- 
gun in 1836; the one for the Monongahela River was in the same 
year; that of the Barren and Green Rivers in 1837; all these works were 
commenced in the times when the influence of Andrew Jackson and Mar- 
tin Van Buren was supreme in the councils of the Democratic party of 
this country and when the Democratic party was everywhere supreme. 
If there was one dogma of Democracy more certainly Democratic than 
another in that Jackson-Van Buren period, it was that one denouncing 
and decrying internal improvements by the General Government—the 
building of roads, the digging of canals, the improvement of rivers remote 
from tide water. He who believed the Federal Constitution conferred 
power u the Congress to appropriate money for such purposes must 
cease to be a Jackson Democratin the days of which I speak. Because 
of this position on the part of the then Democratic party, these improve- 
ments and others were remitted to the States. They must be improved 
by the States or not be improvedatall. And the States were permitted 
to assume jurisdiction and control over ‘‘nayigable water ways” and 
improve them by systems of locks and dams and cheap tolls for their 
use. Not only so, but later the States sold them out to or gave them 
away to close corporations for the purpose of individual, personal ag- 
grandizement; and in this way was created the best illustration of com- 
pee PEP, soulless corporations in the whole length and width of 
the land. 

But now the great ‘‘ unchangeable °’ Democratic party is undergoing 
a change—a very radical change. It has provided in this bill forthe 
improvement of rivers remote from tide water, rivers being wholly 
within one State, for canals wholly within a State, for ice-harbors, for a 
dry-dock solely for the use of the boats of individuals, and for the pur- 
chase of second-hand slackwater improvements, with their canals, in- 
firmities, and water rights. This is a wonderful step for the Democ- 
racy, Mr. Chairman, from the doctrines of Jackson to those of a Demo- 
cratic Committee on Rivers and Harbors in the good year 1886. With 
such wonderful changes of position on the part of an ‘‘ unchanging ” 
party can it be wondered that the people have distrust of its purposes 
and its future ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate on this paragraph 
is exhausted. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to striké out the paragraph. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 76. 

Mr. HEWITT. No quorum. < 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rules, ordered tellers, and appointed 
Mr. HEWITT and Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. HEWITT. Isuggest to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors that if he will agree to give us a vote in the House on this 
question we may save time. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, no; let us have the question decided 
now. ¢ 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr]? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ido not see why there should be any objection to 
allowing the House to express its mind on this question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It will not take so long to have the vote 
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try. Noman knows where that will end; no man can tell where this 
disturbance is to cease; no man can forecast the future or the business 
operations of the future or his relations to them with the slightest de- 
gree of certainty. These gentlemen are content simply to produce 
change, to produce revolution in finance and in business, and under 
that fear of change the public mind is disturbed. 

The business pion cin of the country can not be carried on without 
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by tellers as to have it by yeas and nays. There is a quorum in the 
House, and I insist on the count by tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 40, 
noes 124. 

So the amendment of Mr. REAGAN was rejected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to amend by inserting after 
the word ‘‘Ohio,’’ in line 875, the provision which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That a joint committee of eight members of this Congress 
inted, to consist of five Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of the 
House and three Senators to be appointed by the President of the Senate. 
committee shall confer with a committee of like power appointed by the - 
islature of the State of New York, and with the governor and other State offi- 
cers of said State, in regard to the maintenance of the canals thereof, and as- 
certain if said canals are sufficient forthe Feguicennents of interstate commerce, 
or if they should be enlarged, and the cost of such enlargement; and suid com 
mittee shall ascertain upon what termsand conditions the United States can ac- 
quire the title to and jurisdiction of said canals, or ofany of them. Said eom- 
mittee is authorized to appoint one of its members chairman, and may hold ils 
meetings at sych times and places as it may appoint in the State of New York 
or the city of Washington, and to take testimony and employ a clerk, whoshall 
be a stenographer. he e nses of said committee shail be paid from the 
contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress, to be disbursed therefrom upon 
the order of the chairman of the committee and of two other members, one of 
whom shall be a Representative and the other a Senator; and sald committee 
shall report in writing to Congress. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I rise to a point of order upon this 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. The same amendment has been ruled ont several 
times heretofore. It is not germane to the paragraph, and it is not 
within the jurisdiction of this committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I would like to be heard on the point 
of order, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I call the attention of the gentie- 
man from Kansas to the fact that this very amendment was offered yes- 
terday, and after a full discussion was ruled out by the chairman of the 
Contmittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But it was offered to a different para- 


h. 
D GIBSON, of West Virginia. That does not make any difference, 
I presume that the gentleman offers this amendment in good faith—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That being the fact, I simply state 
to the gentleman, in order to save time, that the same proposition has 
been already offered and ruled upon. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do not desire to consume time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready tornleon the point of order, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to call the attention of 
the Chair to a single point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The Chair will notice that the sentence 
beginning at line 858 and closing at line 875, to which this amendment 
is offered, is a provision to the effect that the Government of the United 
States hereby accepts from the State of Ohio the Muskingum River im- 
provements. In other words, thi#amendment is offered to a provision 
which pertains exclusively and specifically to an improvement of the 
Muskingum River, which improvement consists of locks, dams, and a 
canal. Now, I do not offer the amendment to lines $56, 857, and 858. 
I offer it to the provision in regard to this specific improvement, which 
is masts more nor less than an enlarged canal. To that point of the 
paragraph I offer my amendment. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to point out one distinction between the 
question as presented to-day and the questiou npon the same proposi- 
tion as presented yesterday. As I understood, the amendment was 
ruled out of order yesterday because there was nothing in the then 
pending paragraph having reference to canals. Now here is a clause 
providing that the General Government shall take charge of a certain 
canal belonging to a State; and there has been read here to-day theact 
of the Legislature of the State of Ohio providing for the cession of 
this work. Ido not care to go into extended argument on this ques- 
tion, but the Chair must remember very well that this work in the 
State of Ohio was undertaken by that State at a time when the Demo- 
cratic party believed that, while Congress had jurisdiction of rivers 
and harbors, the construction and maintenance of such a work as that 
now under consideration was not within the constitutional grant of 
authority to the General Government, and hence must be carried on 
by State authority. I say I do not care to discuss that point, 

I do not care to discuss that question, but here you have a provision 
before you, Mr. Chairman, which provides for the acceptance of a canal 
by the General Government. This is as distinctly a canal as the Erie 
Canal, as the Oswego Canal, or any other canal in the conntry. 

Tt seems to me the point could hardly be made here in this case that 
it is not germane to this bill. It does not seem to me the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors should have the monopoly of this question of 
declaring what canals are germane to the river and harbor bill and 
what canals are not. The chairman of the committee will hardly claim 
that he can put in this bill one canal and say it is germane to the bill, 
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and this whole House can not put in another because it may be said 
that it is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment was apara offered yes- 
terday. The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken, and sus- 
tains it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to offer the following amendment, to come 
in after line 887. 

The Clerk read as follows: s 

For removing the rock shoals in the Fourche, about 4 miles below the town 
of Perryville, in Perry County, Arkansas, $5,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I had at first thought I would not 
offer this amendment, but upon more careful consideration of the report 

_made by the engineer, and in view of the fact if this appropriation is 
made it will be the sole appropriation ever called for in behalf of this 
bAa I have concluded to ask the committee to permit the amendment 
to be made. 

The Fourche River is a tributary of the Arkansas. Up to the shoals, 
which lie 4 miles south of the town of Perryville, inthe State of Ar- 
kansas, and which is the largest townon the river, and where the whole 
commerce is done for the country around, the water is always deep 
enough at the loweststage of the river to permit such boatsas are suit- 
able to the trade to ascend without difficulty. 

Four miles south of Perryville lies this rocky shoal, about 500 feet 
long. The engineer says that about $21,000 have been expended on this 
river. No part of it, however, was expended for removing these shoals. 
It was used for taking out snags and other obstructions. This occurred 
prior to 1883. 


The object of this amendment is to secure an appropriation to remove |- 


these rocks so that boats may ascend to the town of Perryville, the 
principal shipping point on the river. The engineer estimates it will 
require $5,000 to remove this shoal and give navigation up to Perryville. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman tell us where 
we will be able to find that estimate? 

Mr. ROGERS. I hold it in my hand. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Is it to be found in the Book of Es- 
timates? 

Mr. ROGERS. Itis notin the Book of Estimates, because I requested 
the Secretary of War to have this examination made subsequent to the 
time the report was submitted to Congress. He made it and he made 
it officially, and his report upon that examination reached the commit- 
tee through official channels. 

I think it ought to be perfectly satisfacto’ 
were the inauguration of a work which 
propriations to keep up, I would not ask for it under the present cir- 
cumstances; but if the engineer’s report is true, and we have every 
reason to believe we can remove 500 feet of this rocky shoal by 50 feet 
wide with the sum here asked for, I think it ought to be voted. Ifit 
required one cent after this appropriation has been had I would not ask 
for it now. As it makes a permanent improvement to an already nav- 
igable river, as it makes navigation possible up to that town, which is 

most important point on the river at all seasons except extreme 
low water, I think the committee might well yield to me this small 
appropriation I ask for this improvement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemaff’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS, I hope gentlemen will give me a minute more. Let 
me say in this connection that I appeal to the committec in all candor 
and sincerity in favor of the pakn are which I haye proposed for re- 
moving this rocky shoal from the Fourche River. 

This point isin the neigborhood of a thriving county town, and there 
is considerable traffic along the river, while every bale of cotton, every 
bushel of wheat or corn in that whole section of country, every dollar’s 
worth of produce of all kinds which leaves, or of all merchandise which 

to it, both to and from that town and county, and all that beauti- 
ul valley back of it, both above and below, would pass by boats on 
Fourche River if this improvement were made. 

For the want of this improvement all of the produce of that country, 
except in high water, must be hauled over to the Arkansas River, many 
miles distant, and ferried across thatriver, nearly a thousand yards wide, 
to the railroad, and there it is shipped by rail to Little Rock or Mem- 
phis or New Orleans, as the case may be. Mr. Chairman, the ferriage 
across the Arkansas costs more than the entire cost of the shipment to 
Little Rock would cost if there was river navigation. This rock shoal 
is the only impediment. It can be removed for this small sum. It 
will be a ent improvement. It is clearly in the power of Con- 
gress to make it, and I submit with all possible candor and earnestness 
that it is meritorious and should be done. 

These are the circumstances, Mr. Chairman, and I speak from per- 
sonal knowledge of the condition and geography of the country; and I 
say that where the committee can, by expending $5,000 simply, make 
a permanent improvement which will benefit that one county three 
times or five times annually the amount of the expenditure it is cer- 
tainly a proposition which I think the committee will scarcely find 
ground to object to. 

Let me utter one more sentence, then I have done. This is the first 
moment of the committee’s time that I have occupied, and I occupy it 


to the committee. Ifit 
d require subsequent ap- 


in all candor and sincerity to pinks thie stipend. to She commalieee: shat 
they will give this little appropriation. I am for this bill and for 
everything in it that is right; but I think this is one of the things that 
is eminently right and that the committee should concede it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] `> 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much having to resist 
an appeal of this kind made by my friend from Arkansas, but a brief 
statement of one or two minutes will satisfy him, and I think this 
committee, that we ought not at this time to take up this river. 

We receive these estimates from the local engineers. Asa matter of 
abundant precaution we ask the local engineers to submit them to the 
Chief of Engineers, and upon his indorsement, when he has considered 
them, we feel it proper to act. 

There are many improvements just like this which have been exam- 
ined since the general reports of the engineers have been sent in; but 
as.we did not go into others we thought we ought not to go into this 
one, certainly not until the Chief of Engineers has had an opportunity 
to pass upon it. Ihave no doubt that when he does consider the mat- 
ter he will approve of it; and I only ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
to bide his time, as we have been appealed to by a hundred other gen- 
tlemen for anumber of equally worthy improvements in this country, 
and have been: compelled, under the cirenmstances I have related, to 
refuse them until these reports are received. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr, Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. th 

The iation proposed by the amendment of my colleague [Mr. 
ROGERS] is a matter concerning a people I know well and who take a 
deep interest in having a work, that I know appears sniall to this House, 
compléted; for it isa work of decided importance to their commerce. 

In regard to the point made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors that this has not been submitted to the Chief of 
Engineers for his approval I wish to state that it does not come up here 
as a new survey, for in years past $21,000 has been expended to b 
this river-to its present condition. This amount has been expen 
through continuous years in removing snags and other obstructions from 
the channel. Nothing has been done about the shoals below Perryville, 
though amply reported upon. They prevent the river from being navi- 
gable during several months of the important shipping portion of the 
year. There is then nothing strange about this small but important 
improvement. It only calls for $5,000 for a permanent work which 
will effect well-nigh that much saving upon the freight charges of the 
people in every year to come. 

As for the amount of commerce: The amount of commerce is about a 
quarter of a million of dollars a year. Every dollar of itis foreign and 
interstate commerce. ‘There are 15,000 bales of cotton that go out of 
the Fourche La Fave River, every bale of which goes to New England 
or to Europe. There is a large quantity of cotton-seed which goes out 
from there, every ton of which is converted into oil at Little Rock, and 
shipped to the Mediterranean ports; and, as my colleague says, duri 
the heaviest portion of the shipping season these people have to hau 
their freight many miles across the country, and it is a very heavy 
chargo upon interstate commerce and foreign commerce emanating 

ere. 

I believe itis a most reasonable request. While I know it is not 
advisable and that it is a bad policy generally to break down'the con- 
clusions of a committee, yet I unhesitatingly say, as one who has had 
the honor to once serve upon this committee and is familiar with this 
river, that in my opinion a mistake was made in overlooking this mat- 
ter, which is more deserving than any other work now seeking redress 
at the sovereign hands of the House. My colleague now tells me what 
I did not know, that the ferriage across the Arkansas River alone 
where this commerce now seeks the railroad, independent of the ex- 
pense of hauling to it, costs more than it takes to ship these commodi- 
ties by boat during the navigable season, which we seek to lengthen, 
down to Little Rock, wherethey meet a market that distributes them 
ore gs world. Of course the same charge is made upon return 
freight. 

I know, as a matter which should have some weight with this House, 
that in this Southwestern region, from Red River north and including 
Southern Missouri, there is a system of rivers flowing into the Missis- 
sippi River, and exclusive of that river, with more than 5,000 miles 
of navigable water; there are in this region, embracing North Louisi- 
ana, Northern Texas, Southern Missouri, and Southern Kansas, and all 
of Arkansas and the Indian Territory, over three million of people, 
with more than $300,000,000 of commerce. They get only about 
$200,000 for their commerce, and their rivers need improvement as 
much as do any rivers in the country. Now, note the contrast. With- 
out instituting any invidious a, ae or criticising any appropria- 
tion made by the committee, for I believe they are fairly justified in 
all they have done for other localities, yet while they recommend but 
little over $200,000 here they give to the commercial system of Oregon, 
with one-tenth the commerce and population, over $500,000. 

Why, sir, if our commerce were treated as liberally as that it would 
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have expended under this bill for the relief of its necessities over $2,- 

,000; and our necessities are just as great and our improvements are 
just as constitutional, and our commerce is just as interstate and inter- 
national. I say this in no harsh spirit of criticism, but only for just 
and equitable consideration by the House in connection with the humble 
request which has been made. 

I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the fact and to correct a misunderstanding that I know the 
gentleman from Arkansas is under, though not intentionally. There 
was no report of the Chief of Engineers to the committee on this sub- 
ject atall. The communication the gentleman refers to was one from 
the local engineer, addressed to the gentleman from Arkansas himself. 
In addition to that, I want to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that this engineer reports that this inprovement is only necessary 
in very low water, and that then when the water is low and this im- 
provement is necessary the balance of the river is comparatively dry 
and navigation is entirely suspended. 

Mr. ROGERS... I move to strike out the last two words. I do so 
simply to correct the statement just made. Iwill state in the first place 
that during last summer, through my friend Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I 
asked the tary of War to have this examination made. It was 
made, and I hold in my hand now the letter of the Secretary of War, 
igual officially, transmitting these papers to my friend Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE, who sent them to me, 

The report was made to the Secretary of War by the local engineer, 
and by him transmitted through my colleague tome, Isuppose, from 
the nature of the papers before me, this came directly from the Secre- 
tary of War to the committee, so that this report is not made to me at 
all, but is an official communication for the committee. 

Mr. WILLIS. The point is that the Chief of Engineers takes these 
reports and sends them to us with his official approval. When this 
report comes up in that way it will be in its order. 

Mr. ROGERS. This is not the place, it seems to me, to make that 
point; because I introduced a bill and had it sent to the committee, 
‘and took copies of these papers in person and laid them before the com- 
mittee and explained them and the situation, and they should notexclude 
it now on the ground that they neglected to send for the papers in the 
proper method. I did all I could do. Iam notamember of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Arkansas does not seem to un- 
derstand my statement. This matter has never been brought before 
the Chief of Engineers for his approval. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It has been reported by the 
Chief of Engincers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Merely by a formal letter of transmittal. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is also a mistake of my friend from West Vir- 
ginia when he says this report is addressed tome. The language on 
it is: 

Indorsements on letter of December 1, 1885, from Hon. J. H. ROGERS respect- 
ing the examination of Fourche River, Arkansas, to determine whether shoals 
thcreon-can be removed, x 

There is no address of any letter to me, and it was not sent to meat 
all. Copies were sent to my colleague and hetransmitted them to me, 
and J laid them before the committee, Certainly the committee did 
not upderstand this matter. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. RoG- 
ERS, there were—ayes 30, noes 50. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $250,000. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 895, insert after * improvement” the words “ by a new lock and dam.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, I suggest it is getting late and that the committce 
ought to rise, ; 

Mr. WILLIS, I flope, in the public interest, we will go on a little 
longer. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan ; Continuing improvement, $150,000, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to have a little informa- 
tion as to this matter. 

Mr. WILLIS. Thegentleman certainly understands where Hay Lake 
Channel is. It is the great throat of the lakes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iknow that. My understanding was 
that there was a channel cut through Hay Lake. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is there’ now, and this isto enlarge it. The draught 
of vessels passing through that channel is increasing from year to year, 
decreasing the price of transportation. As the depth of the channel is 
increased the cost of transportation is diminished. This is for a deep- 
ening of that channel. i 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much isrequired to complete th 
improvement? 

Mr. WILLIS. This about completes it—$150, 000. 


, 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improvin naw River, Michi, : Continuing improvement! ,000; of 
which $22,500 we be used opposite Bay City. ast sy 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend by striking out, in line 901, the 
word ‘‘ opposite” and inserting the word ‘‘above.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement below Montelo 
on the approved plan, $75,000, And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
have the examination and survey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the 
mouth, now being e bya of engineers, completed as soon as practi- 
cable, and a report thereof made on or béfore the meeting of the next session of 
Congress. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 907, strike out the word ‘‘ Montelo ” and insert “Montello.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “dollars,” in line 908 and all thereafter to and 
including line 913, and insert in lieu thereof as follows, to wit: 

“Improving the Wisconsin River from Portage to the mouth, continuing im- 
provement, $100,000; but no of oe chd of said last-mentioned sum shall be expended 
unless, under the direction of the Secretary of War, a board of 
examination and survey of said river, shall recommend the expe: 
and which expenditure shall not exceed in any event 33} per cent. of the esti- 
mates of said engineers of the amount necessary for the improvement of said 
river for this year, ` 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, it will be noticed that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have recognized the fact that 
the board of engineers are now making a survey of the Wisconsin 
River. ‘That board will very shortly make their report, and, if I am 
correctly informed, it will be favorable to the improvement of- the 
river. Thisamendmentsimply proposes that the amount specified may 
be used in case the engineers make a favorablereportand not otherwise, 
and provides that it shall be 33} per cent. of what they estimate as neces- 
sary tobe used this year. So, Mr, Chairman, this proposition is exactly 
upon the plan of the committee, and I can see no possible objection to 
it. There are a great many rivers proposed to be improved by this 
bill that do not compare with the Wisconsin. 

It is a river from a half to three-quarters of a mile wide, capable of 
bearing any steamboat that can navigate the Upper Mississippi, and it 
is connected by canal with the Fox and Wisconsin improvement, so 
that direct communication between the Mississippi and the great lakes 
can be had cheaper by thatthan by any otherroute. Raftsamounting to 
1,100,000 feet have come out of the Wisconsin and floated down to New 
Orleans; the greatest raft that ever arrived in New Orleans went from 
the Wisconsin in 1876. Thereare a few bars in the river, a few places 
that need improvement in order that vessels may ascend.. That im- 
provement is necessary, and I hope the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors will take this into consideration and accept this amendment, in 
view of the fact that I have embodied in it provisions that cover every 
contingency, so that there can be no possible danger in its adoption. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will see the propriety of not press- 
ing this amendment. We have called for a report of the board of en- 
gineers. The gentleman now proposes to take that report, and upon 
their estimate, no matter what it may be, make an appropriation. The 
usual way is for the enginners to report to Congress, so that we may 
know just what they have done and what they recommend. I sub- 
mit to him that his improvement is in progress of favorable consider- 
ation. The board of engineers has been convened to consider the prob- 
lem of improving that river, and until the board makes its report no 
appropriation should be made. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I notice that there is $1,800,000 pro- 
posed to be appropriated in this bill for objects that are notin the books 
of estimates. Why does the committee make a distinction against the 
Wisconsin River, a river which is well known throughout the country, 
which is known to be a navigable stream, and an important link in the 
connection between the Mississippi and the great lakes ? 

Mr. WILLIS. My friend is entirely mistaken in his proposition, so 
that I do not think it necessary to reply toit. We have not recom- 
mended appropriations that the engineers have not asked for. In this 
particular instance the Chief of Engineers says that we ought not to ex- 
pend any money until the board of engineers has made an examina- 
tion and determined whether the improvement is advisable. 

The amendment was rejected. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it isobyious that there is no quo- 
rum present, and I suggest that the committee ought to rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is nothing in the next two pages of the bill 
that will excite any objection, and I hope the committee will go on 
for some time longer. We have made but little progress to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. h 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois; Continuing work on lock and 


Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
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dams at Grand Rapids and on the river from Grand Ra: to its mouth, $80,000; 
of which $12,000 to be expended on the river at reage me Th. 

Mr. = OEURLON, of Indiana. Eg Chairman, I send up an amend- 
ment whi propose to offer to this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: nji i 

Amend by inserting after the word “Tilinois,” in line 920, the Swine: 

“And the further sum of $50,000, to be expended between the Grand Rapids 
and the city of Attica, Ind.” 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the Wabash River has 
long been recognized as an important stream. There have been some 
small improvements made upon it, and it is proposed now to expend 
$80,000 upon the river. Most, orall, of that amount is to be ded 
where the river forms the boundary line between Indiana and Illinois, 
cutting off the portion of the river which is in the State of Indiana. 
There are now several boats upon that part of it, plying between At- 
tica, Terre Haute, and Vincennes, and I merely me that this amount 
be appropriated to improve the navigation there. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors have followed strictly the report of the engineers 
in this case, which recommends that there be no appropriation for this 
river above the Grand Rapids until the improvement there was com- 
pleted. That is the reason that none was reported by the committee. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is the only reason. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer another 
amendment to this paragraph, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “Illinois,” in line 920, the puawing: 

“ And the further sum of $25,000 shall be expended between the Grand Rapids 
and the city of Terre Haute, Ind.” p 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] makes the point that the committee have 
followed the recommendation of the engineers. Terre Haute is the 
best city upon the Wabash River. It is a city of 30,000 inhabitants, 
with more manufactures, more commerce, and more business than any 
other city upon the river from its source to its mouth. 

I do not see any force in the proposition that this river, so important 
to our commerce, should be compelled to wait for its improvement un- 
til the Grand Rapids can be cleaned out. There are to-day five or six 
boats on that river which are hauling the commerce between Terre 
Haute and Vincennes, yet of the amount appropriated in this paragraph 
$12,000 are to be expended at a little town called Grayville, in the 
State of Illinois, in order to — EN the channel and keep it from 
leaving the little town upon dry land, and the remaining $68,000 are 
to be expended upon the Grand Rapids and on the river from that 
point to its mouth, leaving the city of Terre Haute, with more com- 
merce than all the other cities upon the river, without any appropria- 
tion at all, and omens section of farming country the finest in 
the West to ship its grain by rail, when with an appropriatio. of $25,- 
000 at that point the river, after this appropriation of $8),000 shall 
have been expended, will be open from Terre Haute to the Ohio. I in- 
sist in all candor upon this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I willsay tomy friend from Indiana that the reason the 
committee did not allow the appropriation he proposes was that it was 
not asked for by the engineers. e engineers stated to us that the 
first improvement to be made there was upon this work on the lock 
and dams; that until this was done no farther improvement should 
be made. We did report in favor of the expenditure of $12,000 at 
Grayville, because the engineer asked it. We follow the engineers, so 
far as we can, whenever they give us proper information on these points. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana.’ Then, if I understand the gentleman 
aright, we had better relieve the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
from any further labor and let the engineers attend to this whole busi- 
ness. Iam here asking this appropriation. If the committee is to be 
controlled by the estimate of the engineer, thus setting up a “‘ one-man 
power,” what is the use of having thirteen or fifteen men appointed as 
a committee to look after the interests of the people in these matters? 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam ready to submit the question to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I wish to make a single remark. 
The gentleman from Indiana speaks of the city of Terre Haute, with 
its population of 30,000 and its commerce. I wish to say to him that 
Terre Haute and its people are more interested in this improvement at 
Grand Rapids than in any other that can be made on that river. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. JOHNSTON, of In- 
diana, there were—ayes 30, noes 47. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, and Mr. BEACH. No quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the river and harbor appropriation bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Chicago, Freeport and Saint 
Paul Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix 
River (or lake), at any accessible point between Prescott, Wis., and Still- 
water, Minn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint 
Paul Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near or in the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the 
Territory of Dakota. t 7 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A-bill (S. 1101) to provide for allotments of lands in severalty to the 
Indians residing upon the Round Valley reservation, in the State of 
California, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (S. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct a bridge 
across the Willamette River, in the State of O: 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILLIS (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Grange No. 773, of Juniata County, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law to suppress imitation dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, protesting against the admission of foreign 
sggoultaral products free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating io the claim of Freeman & 
Richardson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Dr. W. P. Hughes and others, 
physicians, of Claiborne County, Mississippi, for appropriations to be 
used by the National Board of Health to prevent the introduction of 
infectious diseases into the United States and to protect the public 
health—to the Committee on Appropiations. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Grange No. 8, of New Jersey, for 
the suppression of the manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, against the admission, free of duty, of all ag- 
ricultural raw materials, such as wool, hides, &c.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petitions of Granges Nos. 74 of Susquehanna 
County, 126, 153, 182, and 336 of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, 
praying for a law to protect them from the adulteration of food, espe- 
cially butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same, protesting against a reduction of the tariff 
on wool, hides, rice, tobacco, jute, raw sugars, &c.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, ` 

Also, petition of James Sturdevant and 10 affidavits to accompany 
House bill granting said James Sturdevant a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition in favor of woman suffrage—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of - 
Cincinnati, Ohio, against the construction of a bridge across the Ohid 
River at Cairo—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 791, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for such legislation as will suppress the manufacture and 
sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, asking that the proposed tariff bill be amended 
so as to afford wool and other agricultural products the same protection 
se aeons to other industries—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorialof Traders and Travelers’ Union, 
for the passage of H. R. 1621—to the Committe#on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Henry 8. Eckert, president of Farmers’ National 
Bank, of Reading, Pa., for issuance of national banking bonds—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorial of Grange No. 114, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, asking for a law against the sale of imitation dairy products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 114, Patrons of Husbandry, protesting 
against admitting free of duty the raw products of agriculture—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Memorial of Granges No. 263 and No. 694, of 
Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of bill to protect the dairy inter- 
ests of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorials of the same, protesting against legislation favoring 
the admission to our ports free of duty of all agricultural raw material, 
such as wool, hides, raw sugars, tobacco, &c., and asking for agriculture 
the same protection that is afforded other industries—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Edward E. Stone, United States 
Navy, to be placed on the retired-list of the Navy with rank and re- 
tired pay of captain—te the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of Markus Munz, of Lake County, Cali- 
fornia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Joseph Bostin for invalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Hon. James H. Askew and 45 others, 
citizens of Columbia County, Ar asking for the opening of Okla- 
homa country—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Samuel Mysinger, of Hamilton County, 
Tennessee, asking pay for supplies, &c., furnished to and used by the 
United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. NORWOOD: Petition for the passage of the Blair bill—to the 
Committee on Education. : 

By Mr. J. J. NEILL: Memorial of the Monumental Literary and 
Scientific Association of Baltimore, urging the passage of Senate bill 194 
to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools 
in the United States and Territories and the District of Columbia—to 
the same committee. 

B yi RADAN Memorial of Grange No. 41, ee K pa: 
Reet Raggi ennsylvania, ITNE gS (earned Shei on the - 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, memorial of the same, praying for such legislation as will pre- 
vent the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Memorial and documents of James E. Chaffee, 
to accompany House bill 8172—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the case of 
Mrs. Belle M. Baker, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, paper asking relief for Rachael and Cora Lankford—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Memorial of Grange No. 720, of Pennsylvania, ask- 

s$ Tegislation to suppress the manufacture and sale of all imitation 
dairy prodacts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

, memorial of the same, protesting against the admission, free of 
duty, of all agricultural raw material, &c.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of A. J. Wiglesworth, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of to the Committee on War ms. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of John T. Harrole, of Franklin, Pendle- 
ton County, West Virginia, for reference of his war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WISE: Papers relating to the claim of E. B. Moon, execu- 
sor wrt Parkham Moon, of Halifax County, Virginia—to the same cem- 

Also, petition of executor of Parkham Moon, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James L. Wilborne, administrator 
of Elias Wilborne, for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James P. Oakley, and of John 
S. Morrow, of Lauderdale County, Alabama—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Petition of Grange No. 313, of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of passage of bill to protect dairy interests—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, memorial of same, against the importation of free raw material 
and reduction of tariff on wool—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BUCK: Of citizens of Hartford County, Connecticut. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of citizens of Athens County, Ohio. 

By Mr, LAIRD: Of Rev. H. A. Fitch and 107 others, citizens of Ne- 


braska. 
By Mr. STEELE: Of citizens of Jay and Adams Counties, Indiana. 


a SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, April 28, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
` The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


NEW MEXICO LAND CLAIM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting reports of the for- 
mer surveyor-general and the present surveyor-general of New Mexico 
in the matter of the alleged private land claim in that Territory desig- 
nated as the Santa Tomas de Yturbide colony claim, No. 139; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of Levi Jones was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


FLORIDA LANDS—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have in my handa letter from Mr. L. L. 
Bristow, of Lakeland, Fla., a gentleman of character and influence and 
a lawyer of reputation and capacity, in the nature of a petition relating 
tolegislation required with reference to public lands of the United States 
in the State of Florida. Mr. Bristow states that in the event of the 
land not being forfeited the settlers will be at the mercy of the rail- 
road corporation, and while the settlers are afraid to petition Congress 
for their homes that the company have employed Judge White, late 
State land commissioner, to go throughout South Florida in the region 
of this grant and circulate petitions asking for an extension for twelve 
months longer. [See appendix for letter. 

I move the reference of this paper to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Before I take my seat, in connection with this subject 
I desire asa matter of personal privilege to make reference to astatement 
alleged to have been made by the receiver of the United States court 
in Jacksonville, Fla., of the insolvent corporation which claims this 
grant and protests against its forfeiture. In reference to a speech re- 
cently made by me in the Senate of the United States urging the pas- 
sage of a bill for the forfeiture of this grant, with a clause for the protec- 
tion of actual settlers to the extent of 160 acres of land, and that the 
remainder should be open to homestead entry by citizens of the United 
States,the Jacksonville Morning News of 23d aprit published at Jack- 
sonville, Fla., containsan all: interview with Mr. Duval,thereceiver, 
which I now read. [See appendix for article. ] 

The cause for this attack of Senator CALL could only be interpreted in ohe 
way. It was not State patriotism, for the honorable gentleman must know that 
it was not beneficial to a State or its ple to place everything at the mercy of 
any one ers This wasp ly what Senator CALL would do, as, if the 
Florida Railway and Navigation tga gm! was shut out of further extensions 
in South F1 it left the people of that country at the mercy of the Plant 
system, and they could keep up or fix Seon 4 rate they chose. 

i A was the appearance of surveyors workmen in the field, commencinga 
FROM MILLEN TO JESUP, 


thus attacking the Savannah, Florida and Western and the Plant syndicate in 
their stronghold and making them feel that their gags A would soon be 
ended, that brought about this latter attack, and of this fact Mr. Duval was cer- 


tain. 

Mr. Duval thinks that it is solely to the necessities of the Plant dicate that 
the action of the Senator can be attributed.’ He was certain that thatsyndicate 
was at the back of the whole of it. He knew from a citizen that Senator CALL 
had said that he must pursue this line of action, as he had no money and needed 
it. When Mr, CALL left here he was in 


VERY PINCHED CIRCUMSTANCES; 


now he was building a fine residence in Washington, This was pee sailing 
for posted ones. There could be only one construction put upon the matter, 
But Mr. Duval did not propose to say a great deal about the matter. He who 
handles pitch must become defiled. Any one could take up the State papers 
from all points where his road ran, and read expressions of good-will and hopes 
for the road,also the items concerning the improvements of all sorts, such as 
laying of steel rails, new side tracks, depots, &c., all tending to build up a coun- 
oy These were in direct opposition to the actions of Senator CALL, which were 
culated to injure, not benefit, a State. 


Mr. President, I desire to say in my place in the Senate that this 
statement, so far as it relates to me personally, is an absolute falsehood, 
a foul slander, and if it emanates, as itis alleged to do, from an officer of 
the United States court it deserves the consideration of the Senate as 
to how far the courts of the United States may be allowed to permit 
their officers falsely, maliciously, wickedly, without any ground or pre- 
tense of reason or truth, to circulate libelous and false statements in re- 
gard to Senators performing their official duty here. If thelaw of crimi- 
nal libel within the limitsof a State does not adequately coversuch cases 
there should be some means by which the courts of the United States 
shall be prevented from allowing such false and malicious libels as this 
alleged interview contains and for the prompt dismissal of such persons 
as may be guilty of tem. I hope this alleged interview is not true. 
I treated this receiver as an honorable man and a gentleman in my re- 
marks a few days since. I should regret to think that any man claim- 
ing any degree of respect or consideration could be guilty of such an 
infamous act. < : 

To the end that this foul charge and its authors may be to 
ry ea of all honest and truthful persons I make this statement 
of $ 

I am not building a fine residence in Washington; and in order that 
the fact may be known in all places where this false and foul libel which 
has been perpetrated on me will reach, I desire to say that for many 
years a person standing in anear relation to me has had property in the 
hands of a trustee, Hon. James M. Baker, judge of the cireuit court and 
formerly of the supreme court of theState of Florida, who, with his suc- 
cessor in that trust, has decided to change an investment of a portion 
of that property into a modest residence in Washington. ‘This trustee 
in whom the title is and his successor, and Mr. D. G. Ambler, the pres- 
ident of the national bank in Jacksonville, and a distinguished attorney 
of that bar, Mr. J. J. Daniels, and an associate, are the persons who have 
been en, 


gaged in this transaction, with which I have no other connec- 
tion than this, and the newspapers here, without knowledge of the facts, 


. 
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have used my name in connection with that transaction; and out of it 
this false and wicked libel has been perpetrated. 


I had rather be a dog and bay the moon 


than to be guilty of a false and criminal libel such as this against any 

TSON. 

Ei is because I protest against the confirmation of 575,000 acres of 
Jand to an insolvent corporation standing in the courts confessing its 
insolvency and testifying that $5,000,000 have been borrowed upon its 
property within the last five or six years and not one dollar of it applied 
toward the renewal of the iron rails which have been there for thirty 
years, and no considerable part of it applied to the extension of the road 
to its terminal points as required by the charter, without one solitary 
word of evidence in the record to show that this is an honest incum- 
brance or an honest debt. It is because the courts have neglected and 
the State authorities have neglected to have justice done to the people 
by the completion of this road to its terminal points. It is because I 
stand here to-day in the name of the settlers and the people of the 
State, let the influences be what they may, to demand that the 575,000 
acres of the remaining portion of the public lands of the State, consti- 
tuting ney all that is valuable, now penetrated by railroads upon 
every side, while for thirty years this insolventcorporation has stood by 
without prosecuting to completion the enterprise, shall in home- 
steads of 160 acres toactual settlers and occupants. It is because I in- 
sist that when receivers are appointed by courts of the United States 
of great railroad properties in States they shall appoint them-from citi- 
zens of the States where the property is situated. Itis because I in- 
sist that by law the courts of the United States shall be compelled to 
apply the earnings of railroads to the payment of their domestic cred- 
itors and the people whom they employ and to the completion of the 
railroad as required by its charter that I am thus vilely slandered. 

I take this occasion to say that if motives, and corrupt motives, are 
to be attributed, they belong to those who attack me and nottome. It 
is a stupid pretense to assert that any parties Proposing to build a line 
of road from Millen to Jesup in Georgia, will stopped or hin- 
dered because the Congress of the United States prefers to carry out the 
policy of the homestead law and give the land to actual settlers rather 
than to give it to rich men who live abroad and expend its proceeds in 
a luxury foreign to our institutions and our character, who have grown 
rich in the construction of railroads out of the proceeds of the public 
Jands granted by Congress. It is idle and unreasonable to assert that 
the building of a railroad from Millen to Jesup will be dependent on or 
in any way affected by the solvency or insolvency of this corporation. 

Are we supposed to be men of any sense or intelligence when we are 
told that a great line of railroad, being insolvent and sold out, will not 
be bought by those who have means to do it, and that its purchase price 
will not be measured by its value, its resources, and that when bought 
it will not be bought subject to the condition and obligation of its com- 
pletion to Tampa, failing to do which it will be at all times subject-to 
forfeiture by the State? Who will deny that this is the law, obligatory 
on all courts and judges and State officers, and needing only that the 
people’s rights shall be protected by those whom they charge with this 
trust? 


. How unreasonable and even how absurd it is that such pretenses 
should be made, notin any interest of the city of Jacksonville and of 
the people of the State, but simply to vest the title in a few rich men, 
who live out of the State, of a half million acres of the public lands of 
the United States which belong to the people, which by act of Con- 
gress, by the established policy of the Government, by the pledge of 
both political parties, have been given to the people for actual settle- 
ment and cultivation in quantities of 160 acres. 

We are told in this alleged interview that the interests of the pros- 
perous and attractive city of Jacksonville, and of the State of Florida, 
with all her resources and the qualitics which have enticed into her 
limits a most intelligent, active, and ressive people, are inseparably 
bound up in enriching a few men who, by at least doubtful methods, 
have become the owners of the stock of an insolvent corporation, which 
for thirty years, since 1855-’56, has been under a charter obligation to 
build this road to Tampa, and for thirty years has failed to comply 
with its charter contract and with the highest and chief obligation of 
its charter. 

How absurd, in the knowledge of any lawyer in the Senate, the pre- 
tense that there is noother way to compel a corporation, whether solvent 
or insolvent, to carry out its contract with the people by the completion 
of its line to its terminal point after it has built over 260 miles of road 
with gratuities from the State and the United States, than for the Con- 
gress of the United States to give them the homes of the settlers on the 
public lands of the United States and the power to compel the people 
to pay them prae or four pio PIO _ market au wk their homes. 
Especially how far beyond the power of language to describe, in its mani- 
fest SORAA Ara SOLATE A is it to allege that a railroad property 
which by the sworn statement of this receiver and the trustee of this 
property has been able to incur a debt of between four and five millions 


of dollars, on a property which was sold for $320,000 in 1869, and on 
which not a single new iron rail has been placed, as is stated on his 
oath by the receiver, a property on which by the records of this court 


a millionand ahalfof dollars has been borrowed in the last four months; 
a property which the receiver certifies will produce an income sufficient 
to pay the interest on several millions of dollarsof bonds, requires aid 
from the United States to build its road 50 or 75 miles to completion. 

Is not the law plain and known to every one that he who acquires an 
interest in a corporate property does it with knowl that all his 
money, whether bonds or stocks, as ome forits very existence as prop- 
erty on the road’s completion according to the terms of its charter ? 

Ihave no doubt that the earnings of this road in any six months 
faithfully applied to the payment of its operating expenses and the 
construction of this line of railroad will complete it to Tam Ihave 
no doubt that proceedings of forfeiture for non-completion in a reason- 
able time and for a failure to apply its earnings to its completion to 
Tampa will result in its immediate completion. 

There is no business man of intelligence in this country who does not 
know that there is no difficulty in obtaining the means to complete 
this road and put it in order. 

Whether the persons, if there be any, who have purchased this prop- 
erty and paid their money for the unsubstantial and unlawful claims 
of their predecessors shall make or lose money is another question. 

Whether the people of the United States shall pay the ible loss 
of their speculation out of the taxes imposed on the people is another 
question. 

Whether the Congress of the United States shall so legislate that the 
actual settlers—men, women, and children of Florida—on the land of 
this grant shall be compelled to pay for their speculation and make it 

by being required to purchase this land at $2.50 an acre or more 
is still another question. I am not in favor of making the poor peo- 
ple of this country who cultivate the soil pay such a price for their lands 
as will pay for the construction of a railroad, and then give it away, 
with power to tax the people at will for transportation. 

Iam not in favor of making land grants to build railroads after a 
country has become occupied and other lines of railroads have been - 
built through it, and after the lands have become valuable, and after 
it has, by delay and the misapplication of its earnings, neglected and 
failed to comply with the conditions of the organic law. 

If these opinions subject me to censure as an unfaithful public serv- 
ant, I must abide that censure. But I am not unwilling to treat cor- 
porations with liberality—to give them aid in all proper cases, to pro- 
tect their rights, and to compel them by law to perform their duty to 
the people. I amas eager to promote the prosperity and welfare of 
the people of Florida, whether new-comers or of long residence, as any 
one can be. I have no interest in any railroad company, and no con- 
nection with any. I desire to deal justly and fairly with all, so far as I 
can do so consistently with the rights and interests of the great body 
of the people of the State. 

[After the delivery of this speech this morning I received the follow- 
ing dispatch from Mr. ‘Duval, the receiver. Iam glad to receive the 
statement from him that he has no connection with the infamous libel 
to which I have referred in my remarks. I have not seen the article 
in the Times-Union to which he refers. The dispatch is as follows: 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., April 23, 1886, 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Referring to your remarks in the Senate to-day upon an article in the Jackson- 
ville News of April 23, reported as an interview with me, I im all respon- 
sibility for the statements contained in that article, and so faras Iam concerned 
I distinctly state that the article was false in all its statements and so improb- 
able as representing m ay Toes that I have not considered it heretofore 
worthy of my notice. What I have desired to say to the public upon the issue 
bas forced upon mein your late speeches has been said over my own signature 
n the Times-Union of April 27. 
H. R. DUVAL] 


Since the receipt of the telegram from Mr. Duval, the receiver, I have 
received the following telegram from Mr. John P. Varnum, editor of 
the Jacksonville News: 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., April 29, 
Hon, WILKINSON CALL: , 


J am informed that Mr. H. R. Duval has telegraphed to you denying the cor” 
rectness of interview in News of 23d. I stand ready to establish entire correct” 
ness of that interview by abundant evidence. 

JOHN P. VARNUM. 


I leave this matter to be settled between these persons. I have also 
received and read the communication of Mr. Duval, the receiver of 
the United States court, in the Times-Union of the 27th instant, in 
which, in headlines, between the paragraphs, with a self-assurance 
which loses nothing from modesty, is inserted ‘‘ Call excoriated.’’? The 
communication alludesto me as “‘demagogical,’’ denies the statements 
of fact in my speech, defends his appointment as receiver because he 
fought with the Florida troops in Virginia during the war between the 
States, undertakes to champion the courts of the United States, in- 
sists that I know nothing of the Constitution, which he claims to un- 
derstand thoroughly, asserts that I am a States-right man in the sense 
of opposing the introduction of new men into the State and recogniz- 
ing their right to be equal to any others. 

Its statements, so far as they relate to me, are equally false, and but 
little less slanderous, than the interview before referred to. Receiver 
Duval says that I attacked him personally. This is not true. I re- 
ferred to the importation of a receiver from another State as a judicial 
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act that should be prohibited bylaw. Thereisnota word in my speech 
that is not respectful to him. I said of him: I am informed that this 
receiver is a man of character and unconnected with claimants; that 
he is improving the property. 

I have never seen Mr. Duval. I donot know him and never heard 
of him until his appointment, nor since except through the newspa- 
pers and their telegrams. I did not, therefore, know anything to at- 
tack him about. I read Dr. Stringer’s letter making a statement that 
persons circulating the petition against forfeiture and granting patents 
to actual settlers had stated that the receiver would take up the iron 
from the road if Congress should forfeit the grant. This was Dr. 
Stringer’s statement and not mine. I have stated that Dr. Stringer 
was a highly honorable and truthful gentleman, but this was no attack 
on Receiver Duval. 

It is therefore evident that his statement is not true, but is a mere 
pretense for an attack on me—not for his own vindication, but in the 
interests of his employers—against the forfeiture of railroad grants. I 
accept it as such. 

Receiver Duval makes two personal attacks on me A stranger to 
me and mine, he invades the privacy of my family relations, and with 
rude and sacrilegious hand enters the sacred precincts of the grave and 
invokes in his unholy purposes the presence and memory of a brother 
who was dearer to me than any other person, and whose character I 
admire and respect more than any man I eyer knew. 

A whole generation of such men as Receiver Duval and his associ- 
ates have proven themselves to be would not make one such man in 
the nobility of his nature, in his sympathy with the rights of the peo- 
ple, with justice and truth, and in the splendid intellect with which 

e was gifted. It is not true that to the day of his death he was in as- 
sociation with the persons named, or that he had any connection with 
any of their proceedings after the sale and transfer of his interest in the 
old Florida Railroad. His relation to this railroad and its organiza- 
tion in its first years it is unnecessary to mention. It is sufficient to 
say that Receiver Duval knows nothing of them, and that they were 
always honorable and generous and truthful, and that it was to his 
great intellect and wonderful capacity for labor, and the universal 
respect-and affection and confidence of the people of Florida in him 
that its construction was chiefly due. Had he lived there would have 
been no Receiver Duval nor the claims he represents. 

It is false in every respect that my position with this road or any of its 
lines has ever been equivocal. I have never had any relation to the 
Florida Railroadof any kind. Ihave, asa lawyer, brought suits against 
it to compel those who unlawfully and unjustly had acquired posses- 
sion of it to pay their just debts and obligations which they have so 
far refused and failed todo. The receiver no doubt regards this an 
equivocal position, but he can not truthfully state any other relation 
which I have ever occupied to the Florida Railroad Company. 

My speech in the Senate contains not one word of denunciation of 
Mr. Yulee and Dickerson, 

It contains extracts from the sworn testimoney of Mr. Yulee and 
Finigan in relation to certain facts. I made no statement but such 
as is proved by their testimony. Facts, truth, no doubt is a denuncia- 
tion to Mr. Duval and his schemers, 

Mr, Duyal’s attack on me in reference to the Dibble purchase of 1869 
is equally false in its insinuations and imputations. 

The purchase of the Pensacola and Georgia Railroad in 1869 was made 
at open public sale. It was made under a written agreement, still 
extant, to pr#ect the original stockholders and the State and to de- 
feat the purposes of the sale, It was for an honest, just, and useful 
p I was one of the persons who entered into the agreement 
to makeit. These persons were Hon. James M. Baker, one of the most 
honorable, upright citizens the State has ever had. 

Before that time a judge of the supreme court, a senator of the Con- 
federate States twice elected, since a judge of the circuit court, Silas 
L. Niblack, a prominent and honorable citizen of the State, Alonzo Hu- 
ling, a wealthy and reputable citizen of Jacksonville, Mr. Requa, a 
man of some fortune, Franklin Dibble, at this time a banker and com- 
mission merchant of established creditand means, E. M. Cheney, then 
United States district attorney. These persons were sustained by 
Dibble, Worth & Co., then a New York commission house of credit and 
ample means, who agreed with Franklin Dibble to accept his draft and 
furnish the money to pay the deposit, and negotiate their securities for 
the balance if the title under the purchase should be sustained by the 
court. 

When the purchase was made Mr. Swepson held the bonds of the 
road, accepted the draft of Dibble, Worth & Co. in payment of the de- 
posit money, which draft afterward was arranged between them and 
became the subject of litigation. 

Judge Baker and myself brought suit to prevent the transfer of the 
purchase to Swepsen and Littlefield and were defeated, and our con- 
nection with the matter ended with this suit. We had nothing to do 
with any of their arrangements or transactions. I defy Mr. Receiver 
Duyal to make anything out of this to my injury. He certainly can 
not frighten me by his threats from doing all in my power to prevent 
the Government of the United States from placing the settlers on the 
public lands in his power and compelling them to pay for the construc- 


tion of his railroad to Tampa under the stupid pretenses of this com- 
munication. 

Mr. Duval, the receiver, says he will publish this history. Its 
later developments will be congenial to his present purpose and as- ` 
sociates, They entailed a great debt on the people of the State to be 
paid by the t4x-payers in exorbitant freight and rtation under 
the like false pretenses with those which he is now engaged in of bring- 
ing money in the State in return for watered stock and a fictitious 
bonded indebtedness to be paid in interest charges by the people of the 
State. There is not a paragraph in this statement of Receiver Duval 
which does not contain an untruth. 

I stated in my speech that, taking the statements as they were found 
in Mr. Duval’s evidence which I printed, four or five millions of in- 
debtedness had been accumulated on the properties known as the old 
Florida Railroad Gompany in denial of the rights of domestic creditors. 

This statement did not purport to be accurate as to amount, but only 
proximate. 

The ‘‘old Florida Railroad ” is from Fernandina to Cedar Key, and 
from Waldo to Panasoff kee. 

The trustee’s sworn statement is as follows: 


\ggregal 
Floating debt......... 
Tr. Bayard Cutting. 
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I published this statement with my remarks on the forfeiture bill, 
to show that a bonded indebtedness with power of sale in the hands of 
a trustee is under the decision of the courts a ‘‘ denial of the rights of 
domestic creditors,’’ as the reports of the United States courts denying 
the rights of domestic creditors in such cases will fully establish. Why 
does Mr. Duval deny this statement and say the old Florida Railroad 
has on it a bonded debt of $1,000,000. Will he have us believe that of 
this $18,080,000 of debt the Florida Railroad from Fernandina to Cedar 
Keys and Waldo to Pansakoff kee bears only $10,000,000. 

Where has the money forthe bonds which the trustee, Myer, refersto 
gone? ‘This was the denial of the rights of domestic creditors to which 
I referred. This Mr. Duval, under the pressure of these proceedings in 
Congress for the forfeiture of this grant, has for the first time, as he him- 
self swore in his evidence published in my speech, since the road was 
built, applied any money to renewing the iron on the road; that he has 
himself stated in this article that he has paid ‘‘ $206,000 to citizens of 
Florida for back wages, fuel, ties, and other supplies, cattle claims, 
&c.,’’ proves the truth of the statement in my speech that this bonded 
indebtedness is a denial of the rights of domestic creditors; that the 
issue of receiver’s certificates, which if they have any validity at all, 
which is very doubtful, are a prior right and lien, and will cut off all 
domestic creditors, and are so intended, and will leave them subject to 
the caprice of a receiver and his employés, every well-informed person 
knows, and it is to be presumed that Mr. Duval knows it. 

It is easy to see that these payments now for the first time made for 
the repair of this property are forced by the proceedings pending in 
Congress for the forfeiture of this grant. 

I print in an appendix hereto a letter from a distinguished lawyer 
and gentleman of Florida, whose name I withhold because he appre- 
hends injury to him and his friends from the influence of Mr. Receiver 
Duval in matters connected with this road. 

I also print in an appendix another letter from a worthy citizen of 
Alachua County, Florida, whose name I withhold for the same reasons. 

I know that I am taking on myself n great task in refusing to sub- 
mit to the demands of the receiver of this corporation in the hands of 
the United States court with a million and a half of dollars, raised by 
the pledge of extortionate taxes in freight and transportation to be ex- 
pended at his pleasure; that a million and a half of dollars shall be 
paid by the poor settlers on the public lands of the United States for 
the benefit of his employers. 

I take this responsibility. I abhor such practices and such false pre- 
tenses. The demand for this grant is the most unreasonable that was 
ever made. In all the bold spoliations of the public domain there is 
none to equal this, and none the false pretenses of which areso bold and 
barefaced. 

Receiver Duval claims thatit is a great boon to the State, for which 
our people ought to be under profound gratitude to‘him, that the rail- 
roads built with the people’s money and the people’s lands and the peo- 
ple’s school fund should be burdened with four or five millions of dollars 
of bonds for the benefit of those whose debts have been paid by the State 
with the people’s money, the proceeds of sale of the people’s lands; 
and with immense grants of the land itself He demands that the people 
of the State shall forever be burdened and taxed with the increased 
cost of transportation on their own railways by the fixed charges ofin- 
terest to be paid by them on this watered stock and fictitions debt 
created without consideration or value. 

To expose and prevent this was the force and effect of my argument 
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on this part of the subject. The receiver’s reply to it is 


in my speech 
such as might have been expected from the appointee of those who 
hold these watered and fictitious securities which are sought to be made 
good through the United States court ina burdenand increase 
of the costsand rates of transportation to be imposed on the people of the 
State of Florida. At the very moment when the committees of both 
Houses of Congress under the pressure of a universal demand of the 
people of the United States have reported favorably the bill for regu- 

g interstate commerce with the stern hand of the law, to prevent 
the oppressive exactions of watered stock and fictitious securities of 
railroad corporations by excessive rates of transportation, when the 
House of Representatives has repeatedly the bill, when the 
Senate is about to pass it, Mr. Receiver Duval, of the United States 
court, makes his advent in the State as the apostle and advocate and 
of perigee S of proceedings to fix on our people the perpetual burden 
of a tax of $20,000,000 for a railroad and franchise which in 1866-’69 
sold for $1,800,000 with about one hundred and forty miles of new 
road on transportation to sustain these fictitious railroad securities and 
pay the interest on them to their holders; and with an audacity equal to 
the interest of those who hold them, demands that Congress, represent- 
ing all the people of the United States, shall give him $1,500,000 worth 
of public lands and the right to exact of the settlers, the citizens of the 
United States, from $3 to $4 an acre and as much more as they please 
to enable him to impose these perpetual burdens on the people. 

If Mr. Receiver Duval is not better acquainted with the practical 
dutics of a receiver of a railroad than he is with sound argument, with 
the great public policies on which transpertation and money invested 
in railroads must be and will be regulated by law, even the confidence 
and recommendations of the creditors, who, he says, are the stockhold- 
ers and owners of this watered and unlawful indebtedness, will not 
make him a fit and proper person for so great and important a trust. 
Nor will his selection or appointment by one or two or more judges 
of the courts of the United States enable him or them to resist the 
public law and the public policy with which the united voice of the 
American people of all parties and of every State demand that the lines 
of railroad shall no longer be burdened with watered and excessive 
debts, the fixed charges of which are to be imposed on the people who 
travel and send freight over such lines, 

The fraud of the imposition of a great bonded indebtedness on a line 
of road already built to be paid by the e of the State in transpor- 
tation charges, which Mr. Receiver Du ies on hisarraignment of me 
is an exploded one. It can not be revived fo deere and in attempt- 
ing it in Florida he will be met by that intelligent body of Northern 
men who did not fight with him in Virginia that intelligent body 
of Southern men who did fight with him in Virginia (as he says), both 
now happily united in the great object of cheapening rtation by 
regulations established by law; of prohibiting the imposition of fraudu- 
lent and fictitious securities on lines of railroads; of prohibiting dona- 
tions of the public lands for the construction of railroads in countries 
long settled, where the lands have become valuable from the enterprise 
of others—united in the t object of compelling the courts and all 
others to enforce the fai and honest performance of the obligations 
of its charter by any railroad company, to complete its line of railroad 
before they apply its earnings for their use and benefit. 

They are united in the further object of requiring such laws to be 
made by Congress as will forbid the j of the United States courts 
from appointing receivers outside of the jurisdiction of the State and 
Federal judicial district at the ra cnn or dictation of the owners 
of alleged bonds and securities, without evidence and inquiry as to the 
bona fides of such stock and securities, they are united in the demand 
that a million and a half of dollars shall not be borrowed in the incep- 
tion of such proceedings on the property of an insolvent corporation 
without requiring any part of it to be ded in the completion of 
the road to its terminal point until the United States shall agree to 
build it for them by imposing, in addition to the fixed es of its 
bonded indebtedness, an increase of two or three times the price of their 
homes to the people on the public lands. 

The statements of this communication of Mr. Receiver Duval are pre- 
tenses, unreasonable and untrue. They areold stories, which are told 
every day by those who seek to appropriate the public money and the 
public land to make individuals rich and the people poor. The people 
of the United States have passed judgment on them and forever con- 
demned them. The examples of the Pacific railroads, built with the 
people’s money and with empires of the public lands, with their extor- 
tionate rates of fare; with their stock and bonds in the hands of a few 
individuals who have accumulated by the use of the people’s money 
and J haat fortunes greater than any potentate in Europe—railroads 
bonded with vast amounts of debts far beyond the just and economic 
necessities of construction—have awakened the American people to the 
necessity‘of requiring Kes managers of credit to give an honest consid- 
eration for the public chises which me pnia to them. 

e 


Thirty years the United States land grants to the State 
under which she acquired more than 20,000,000 of the 35,000,000 
acres of land in the State. 


How does the account of the people of Florida stand with the 
whom Mr. Duval represents—the stockholders and bondholders whom 


he says own the road, and loan themselyes the money to put their own 


pro in repair the first time for twenty-five years ? 
he account then stands about as follows: 
Acres, 
The Florida Railroad Company, State lands..........2...:s<s00-++ 360, 000 
The Florida Railroad Com y, United States land (about) -» 300,000 
Pensacola and Georgia and Florida, Atlanticand Gulf Coast Company, 
Btate lands, ......crsesescsosrerencsoeese snbcebbed pepecbabpenbhonce AEEA S ERA 800, COO 
1, 460, 000 
Pensacola and Geo and Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Coast Company, 
United States land (about).........s::.cccssscccsssesteseetencssenesessenseescesarevevasees 600, 000 
OUI: cassia cbasvesisiesasvavscbunbinage chives te vcocoet ens ahdcexbinces ENEAN AO 2,000, 000 
Money: 
County stock of Pefisacola and Georgia Railroad and Florida, Atlan- 
tic and Gulf Coast Railroad...........seresss reses Ss - $460,000 
Private stock (about) 400, 


Internal improvement stock paid up (abou 


Florida Railroad: 
No private stock paid up. 
aoe mony stock. s Eii 90, 
nternal Wement stock paid Up...........csscorecccosenersesscescosenvescessonene 000 
Money paid, Vose debt....sesessessersss r . 1,000,000 
an 


TORN A TOSA oss . 2,050 000 

This is approximately correct. State school fund, I do not know 

how much. What have they done in return forthismoney? Mr. Du- 
val answers on oath as follows : * 


I found u; taking the property into my charge its condition to be one of 
exceeding dilapidation ; its road-bed in bad order; its ties and structure in like 
bad condition,and much of its rail, which is iron, rotten, a large portion of it 
having been in use from fifteen to twenty-five years; its sidings totally inade- 
quate, its switches primitive and cilapidated,and the road-bed and track be- 
ing in such a condition of see fered it is im ible to conduct its service with- 
out excessive cost and constant danger to the lives of its passengers and employés, 
and danger of loss and destruction to its property, rolling-stock and pe band 
power, and merchandise which it undertakes to transport. No regularity in 
service can be maintained or poh coe dispatch given to passengers, mails, or 
freights. Its motive-power, which consists of forty engines of all ages and pat- 
terns, one-third of which is totally unfit for service,and the balance of which 
needs repairs to a greater or less extent, which the road does not shops 
or materials to make or means to provide for, is therefore totally inadequate 


for the purpose, 
$ * s e © 


* * 

The lack of traffic earnings by the property has notin my judgment been the 
occasion of its depletion in past fow years. The booksof the company show 
earnings ann y of about $1,000,000 and its operating expenses, if the 
road we put in proper condition, should not exceed 65 per cent. of this amount 
annually. 


Mr. Meyer, the trustee, answers as follows: 


Your orator further shows ged ar honors that the consolidated defendant 
railway company is insolvent, that it has no funds to pay the amount of 
said interest in arrears; that besides its liability upon its bonds secured by the 
said deed of trust dated May 10, 1881, amounting to $1,000,000, it is further liable 
to pay its so-called first consolidated mortgage bonds, amounting in the aggre- 
gate to $3,782,000, and is also liable to pay other bonds secured by several other 
mortgages upon different parts and sections of its line of railroad and railroad 
porer which, before the consolidation of the said constituent corporations 

nto the Florida re and Navigation Company, neceee te them respect- 
ively, that is to say: in the line of railroad theretofore longing to the 
Peninsular Railroad of Florida itis liable to pay mortgage liens amounting to 
$250,000; upon the line of railroad theretofore belonging to the Florida Central 
and Western Railroad Company it is liable to pay mort 


liens amounting to 
the sum of $2,808,000; upon a line of railroad theretofore belonging to the Fer- 
nandina and J. 


mville Railroad Com rtgngo 
amounting to the sum of $350,000; that Lag lider Be De bonded eae 
edness is upward of $8,190,000. 

The people, then, have lost their money, lost their school fund, and 
have, as the result, railroads run down, with old iron and worn-out 
locomotives and equipment, for the use of which they have been pay- 
ing an annual tax of $1,000,000; burdened with twenty millions of in- 
debtedness, for which no honest consideration has been given, held by 
Mr. Duval’s friends, the interest on which the people of the State must 


pay. 

He now asks that Congress shall by law subject the settlers on the 
public lands of the United States to a forced payment of about $2,000,- 
000 as the condition of building the railroad to Tampa, about 50 miles, - 
as required by the charter, and give him a perpetual and unlimited 
right to tax them at will for transportation. He says that if Congress 
does not grant this most unreasonable demand, I will be the cause of 
the road’s not being completed to Tampa; and because Congress has 
not already granted this request, I am to blame. 

This demand of Mr. Duval means that in every poor man’s family 
the money that should go to educate his children shall be paid to Mr. 
Duval’s employers. It means poorer clothing, poorer comforts, and 
more of sorrow, hardship, and suffering in every family along the 
pretended (?) consolidated roads in Gadsden, Leon, Wakulla, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, Suwannee, Columbia, Baker, Duval, Nassau, Bradford 
Alachua, Marion, Sumter, Hernando, Polk, and Hillsborough Counties, 

Receiver Duval says: 


There were among its owners capitalists * * * who were willing andable 
to contribute the required money (a million dollars) immediately, “but with 
hone oe pending against its title no sufficient security could be offered 
for unds.” 


Again he says: 
In this case * * * the creditors being the owners. 


Mr. Duval, therefore, testifies that the creditors who hold the $18,- 
080,000 of indebtedness and bonds are also the owners of the property, 
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of the stock of the corporation. They want a receiver of the United 


States court to protect their own property against themselves. 

Mr. Duval asks, ‘‘ Was ever receiver placed in a position so thoroughly 
representative of the owners of the property?’ To which I reply that 
never before Mr. Duval was there a receiver appointed by a court to 
protect property against its owners on the application of the owners as 
creditors; and that never before was the creditor complainant allowed 
to sue himself as his own debtor for the purpose of securing himself 
the money which he proposed to lend himself; and rarely has he been 
allowed to appoint his own receiver, and bring him from another State 
to place him in of the franchises and property of a corporation 

„created under the laws of that State. 

Does any one believe that $20,000,000 of debt has been honestly cre- 
ated on this property which, excepting the 99 miles to Tavares and the 
23 miles to Panasoff kee, cost the purchasers in 1866~’69 $1,800,000 nom- 
inal purchase-money, but in reality not over $1,000,000, the receipts 
from which have ever since been received by them—amounting, in my 
opinion, to three times this amount—and on which no new iron has been 
P. —a property the gross income of which he states to be $1,000,000, 
which, under favorable circumstances, he states would yield a net in- 
come of $300,000 to pay interest on $20,000,000? 

This is the most extraordinary proceeding that has ever occurred, 
and the most wonderful narration that has ever been made in any 
country or in any court, ané@lemands careful inquiry by those who do 
not deal with fiction, but with the stern facts of public duty and honor 
and the real economies that concern the people. 

There is certainly nothing in this most impossible narration which 
can justify in turning over to them a half million acres of the 
public land of the United States with the settlers’ homes upon it. 

Certainly, Mr. Duval’s proposition that Congress shall give these face- 
tious gentlemen who have gotten up this interesting narrative for him 
public lands worth $2,000,000 in order that they may tax the people 
of the State in freight and transportation the interest on $20,000,000 of 
watered stock and fictitious indebtedness is the height of audacity. 

When I consider the grand proportions of this fable I am content to 
sink into insignificance before it; and I do not now wonder that but 
one man in the United States can be found adequate to it, 

The path of duty for those who are friends of the people I think is 
plain. Let the State bring suit for her million and a half of dollars and 
for all the money which the people have paid on the debts of this road, 
and litigate the right between the opposing creditors. Let the earnings 
of the road and a reasonable portion of the receiver’s certificates be ap- 

lied under the order of the court to its immediate construction to 
honn As soon as a decree is reached let the road be sold forcash at 
its market value, and its rates regulated by some reasonable amount of 
cost. Mr. Duval threatens if Congress forfeits this land grant that he 
will hang up the title in the Supreme Court of the United States. I 
think the United States will be able to stand the controversy, and in 
the mean time I advise the people not to be alarmed at Mr. Duval’s 
threats. If Congress undertakes to protect them I think it will ac- 
complish it even in defiance of Mr. Duval. The spectacle of a receiver 
of a United States court making a wanton, malicious, and libelous at- 
tack, such as this, on a Senator of the United States for defending in 
the Senate the rights of the people of the State to homestead and cul- 
tivate the public lands against the claimants of a land grant that ex- 
pired twenty years ago, is worthy of observation. The receiver is an 
officer of the court, subject to its orders. LI again call the atteution of 
the Senate to the necessity of proper action in this matter. À 

$ APPENDIX. 
OFFICE OF TORRENCE & BRISTOW. ESTATE AGENTS, 
teland, Fia., April 22, 1886. 

Dear Sm: I note the fact that the Committee on Public Lands have requested 
you and the other of Florida's representatives to appear before said committee 
and make a statement of the matter. Knowing your zeal in this matter, I feel 
assured that the settlers were well represented by you on that occasion. 

Lwish, however, to call attention to a matter which is of very vital inter- 
est to us in this portion of the *‘ unearned” t. In 1882 the Flor Railway 
and Navigation Company, then the Tropi and Peninsula Railroad, issued a 
circular inviting settlers to go on their lands, and agreeing to let them havesaid 
Jands at Government prices whenever they got them on the market; in other 
words, when they earned them. As the has changed hands, and as this 
company is not restrained by any legislation, the settlers feel very fearful that 
the road will either refuse to give them titles at all or will place their lands at 
such exorbitant figures as to v ly take them out of the settlers’ hands. 

You need no argument to convince you of the necessity of legislation. I onl 
write because I fear that the pressure will be too strong for you to get your bill 
of forfeiture through, in which event I would respectfully ask that you securo 
p: ion for the above class of settlers and not leave them to the mercy of a 
soulless corporation. . 

You will doubtless wonder that so few petitions have come to you asking for- 
feiture, while a number have been presented asking a continuance of the char- 
ter for twelve months. The reason is very apparent to us here. The settlers 
now on the land are afraid to do anything, because in event the land being not 
forfeited they wil at the mercy of the railroad company, and could expect 
no favors from said company on account of having antagon their interests, 


As a matter of revenge, the railroad company would probably refuse to give 
them their lands, y 
On the other hand, the railroad company have Sopop Judge White, late 
State land commissioner, to go throughout South Florida, in the region of this 
land ‘jo and circulate petitions asking an extension of the charter for twelve 
mon onger. 
The fact is, I am a friend of the railroad, but can not see that ayear’s extension 


will secure what they have been so long attempting. Ihope very much to see 


limits. Being rejected at the local office of th 
to the commissioner. In the mean time, these cash applicants are pape th o 
the country offering to settlers to withdraw their Spoon as far as it affects 
respective tracts settled upon if the settler will divide his lands with them (the 
speculating sharpers). You will say that the settler has a remedy, and so he 
has, but it entails long litigation, and the already tired-out settler will compro- 
mise rather than have a longer delay. Itseems to me that appeals should only 
be allowed (to a cash applicant) from local office to Commissioner, and from Com- 
missioner to Secretary, by the appellant giving bond in double the value of the 
land to secure settlers from damage, and that instead of a nominal tender being 

showy he should be obliged to leave the purchase-money on deposit at the 

nd office, 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, United Slates Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 


L. L. BRISTOW, 


CALL’S BIG BOMB—JACKSONVILLE MEN WILD OVER THE RAILWAY RESOLUTIONS— 
RECEIVER DUVAL'S OPINION—A DAY OF EXCITEMENT IN JACKSONVILLE—SENA- 
TOR UNSPARINGLY BERAT: “WHO IS PAYING FOR THIS? "’—WHAT MR. DUVAL 
SAYS—TELEGRAPH, ETC. 


The renewed attack of Senator CALL uponthe land ts to the Florida Rail- 
way and Navigation Company, made in the United States Senate on Wednes- 
day and reported in the Morning News yesterday morning, caused the most 
unprecedented excitement in this city. It was the topic of animated conversa- 
tion in every place of business and upon the cornersof the street. That it fore- 
boded disaster to the business interests of Jacksonville was the almost unani- 
mous verdict of the business community. 

A demand for a meeting of the board of trade was made to consider the import 
of the Senator's conduct, but the j@alousy with which the board is guarded 


FROM POLITICAL COMPLICATIONS 


prevented thataction. Senator CALL has political friendsin the city who would 
not willingly consent to have resolutions passed that might affect the Senator's 
political fortunes. 

Vice-President Hart said that he regarded the Senator's action as full of gravest 
danger to the city’s interest. He thought some action ought to be had, but he 
would not consent to taking the matter into the board of trade until he was as- 
sured that itsaction should be devoid of all factional and political effect. 

President Daniel expressed about the same opinion. - He was not in sympa- 
thy with the Senator's action, and undertook to express his opinions to Mr. 
CALL in a letter, written yesterday. 

Governor Drew, Colonel Hart, and Mr. Schumacher called upon Receiver Du- 
vall yesterday afternoon to express their dissent from the Senator's action, and 
to learn, if possible, how they might strengthen the hands of the railway com- 
pany, Mr, Duval replied that the question involved was one for Floridians to 
settle. He was here as an officer of the court. He has induced friends to 

BRING MONEY HERE 
and put it into the improvement of the railway m he has in charge. The 
fight made by the Senator had interrupted the investment, and capital could 
not be induced to come in until the matter was settled and security achieved. 
He could not be seriously affected, personally, by the Senator's warfare, 

If the grant was canceled he could retire to New York, little the worse for 
the event, but Jacksonville business men would be differently affected. 

To a reporter of the Morning News Mr, Duval gave, at request, a copy of the 
telegraphed correspondence had between himself and Ssnator CALL on Wed- 
nesday. It reads as follows: 5; 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., April 21, 1855. 
Ion. WILKINSON CALL, Washington, D. 0.: 

The information upon which you cha: in the Senate that the petitions ad- 
verse to the forfeiture of the Florida Railway and Navigation land grants are 
coerced by any threats of mine or any of my officers, is bray penn false and 
malicious to myself personally and an aspersion upon the thousands of Pap ep 
understood by me to be tlemen of the highest character and leading infiu- 
ence in their respective localities. Will you do them and me the justice to 
make this statement as public as your charg: made? Please answer, 


e was 
H. R. DUVAL, Receiver. 
To this Senħtor CALL replied as follows: 
Wasuineoron, D. C., April 21,1856. 
H. R. DUVAL, Jacksonville, Fla. : 
Yourtelegram read in the Senate and will be found in the Recorp to-morrow. 
WILKIN 


SSON CALL. 
Mr. Duval said that he had been very much ‘surprised at that part of Senator 
CALL’s speech relating to ‘‘coercion,” and the statement of the Senator that the 


company had “threatened ” the signers of the petition to Congress. Thespeech 
AAE of lies from beginning to end, and the reading of the names of those 
signers should convince any man that they could not be coerced or threatened 
into signing any paper. J aago White stated to him that the signers were, 
in the main, the very best and most . 


HONORABLE MEN 


then, that the company had influenced them 
y was maliciously false, 


in all South Florida, To char, 
-in either a covert way or o; 


2 TALLAHASSEE, FLA., April 26, 1885. 
My Dear SIE: It has long been a matter of astonishment to me that our na- 
tional law-makers have not given the whole matter of railroad receiverships in 
the Federal courtsan overhauling. What greater anomaly than the running of 
railroads by the judiciary? In England no application to a court of chancery 
to engage in that business was ever seriously listened to by her chancellors un- 
til the passage, a few years since, of a special act of Parliament conferring the 
jurisdiction, In this country the courts embarked in it at first with hesitation, 
and only under special circumstances, In 2 Wallace the’Supreme Court of the 
United States announced that the proposition to put 95 miles of railroad in the 
hands of a receiver tosecure the payment of a twelve-thousand-dollar judgment 
lien too absurd for ment. On Cutting’s judgment for $104,000, seems 
to have*been no difficulty in the courts taking control of a whole system of 
railroads of about 1,000 miles in length.. I wonder it had never occurred to 
our law-makers, in casting about for all sorts of expedients for lightening the 
burdens of the Federal courts, how much they could do in that direction by de- 
priving them’of the jurisdiction to run railroads. 
They should be abaoliitely. prohibited from 7 ae rin s receiver where the 
insolvent road was entirely within the limits of one State. If the interests of 


commerce between the States required Federal management of a line of roads 
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running through several States, the appointmentof areceiver or should 
be under a law of Congress strictly limiting his powers and definin, liabili- 
ties; and the of these liabilities as by him or 


Beve rs under appointment of the Supreme Court at Washi 
which time a gs 
provid 


ey ever 
should. I wish you would talk this matter over with my old friends of ts Ju- 


matter can not be provided. 
WALDO, ALACHUA County, FLA., April 27, 1886. 


on this 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
Washington, D. C.: 

I avail myself of a moment's leisure to write you sonoemtk some of the meth- 
that the railroad company and their employers are resorting to bring odium 
on you, and to compass your destruction if it is in their power, and to say 
to you that I believe the people of Florida will sustain you in your course, 
and flock to your rescue irrespective of parties, and hold up your ds whilst 
you battle for justice and right, as youare doing, ‘They resortto slander, misro 
resentation, and falsehood, to injure you, They keep paa attorneys in nearly 
all sections to do their talking, lying, and bulldozing, I was gempi write 
this letter from the manner I saw them circulating a peti on this evening, 
asking Congress to defeat your bill. We have avery affable agent here circulat- 
ing a petition to-day. It would shame a heathen Chinee to see that smile, so 
childlike and bland, that would overspread his countenance as he would ap- 
proach a citizen with his petition, saying, “‘ Will you please sign our petition 
asking the railroad company to hurry up and complete their road to pa,” 
Oh, yes; says the thoughtless citizen, and down is name without ever read- 
ingit, They caught our old friend B. J. Renard that way. I have reason tobe- 
lieve he would have seen them in hell before he would have signed it if he had 
known its purport. The editors along the line of their road, with a ket full 
of railroad passes, are singing pwans of praises to the donors and extolling 
their magnificence and grandeur and the wonders they are working for Flor- 
ida, but omit to say anything about their tariff rates on freight or passenger 
vel, which is ie epee not by what itis worth but by w it will bear. 
ilroad commissioners in the Western States have shown that freight can 
be hauled over a road that cost $40,000 per mile at 1-cent per ton per mile and 
pay 10 per cent. interest on the investment, whilst our F. R. & N. Road that was 
uilt by the State and cost them nothing, ch on hay, corn, and oats, all 
articles that the farmers must have, 47 cents per hundred from Jacksonville to 
Waldo, 57 miles, and all other articles in like proportion; that freight from 
New York to Baldwin, a distance of near 1,000 miles (I don't remember the ex- 
act distance), will be no more than from Baldwin to Waldo, a distance of 37 

miles. Are the people of Florida under sa o! tions for such treatment? 
All that is necessary is to let the people of Florida understand your position, 
and you will find they will rally around you asof old. Thecompany are making 
a determined fight againn you; are determined to mees et you if possible. 
Send me several copies of your speech on thatsubject. 1 will see them placed 
where they will do the most pod. I prevented a half-dozen from ing the 
petition to-day; numbers who have signed will make the explanation of how er 

came to sign it. If you need any counter-petitions sent in, indicate their purpo 
I will see Sheriff Tucker next week—he is a friend you can rely on—and consult 
with him in the matter, and if necessary we will go to work. You will see by 
the Times-Union, inan interview with Receiver Duval, that he ae . if Con- 
gress sustains you, that his company will return back to New York. That vir- 
tually means what they have repeatedly threatened before, to stop the cars, tear 
up tracks, and I suppose to retire on their ill-gotten gains and let the people 
suffer the want ofa railroad. If this is not bull ng, what is it? And if ask- 
ing poopie to sign a petition to have their road extended to Tampa when it is 
asking Congress to confirm their land grant is not deception and lying, what is 


? 

Although comparatively a stranger to you, having met but a few times at 
Bronson nearly ten years ago, I take the liberty of trespassing on your time 
with these statements of facts in hopes they may be of some use to you—atleast 
you will know that some of your constituents approve your course—and evinces 
a friendship formed at our first acquaintance and strengthened by time and 
better uaintance through your b pores and official acts, which I heartily in- 
dorse, believing them to be just and right, for the best interest of Florida and 


welfare of her citizens. 

In conclusion ing pened me to express to you my sympathy and best wishes for 
your success, If I haveintruded too much on your valuable time, I shallsimply 
say the interest I feel in the welfare and Ler goed of my adopted State and 
the ma verso E I pare for her people must plead my apology for so doing. 

ours, truly, 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 7 
United Slates Senato. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Grange No. 371, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for such legislation as 
will suppress the manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Grange No. 371, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Pennsylvania, remonstrating a the passage of a law ad- 
mitting agricultural raw materials free of duty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of Montrose Post, No. 38, Grand 
Army of the pra Department of Colorado, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law embodying the-recommendations of the special commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic relative to pensions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of the citizens of Ponce de Leon, 
Holmes Couhty, Florida, praying for the passage of ‘‘ the bill introduced 
in the Senate by Hon. WILKINSON CALL to revoke the grant of United 
States lands to the Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad Company;” which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Woodville, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of he taxing all imitations of butter at 10 
cents per pound; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
» and Forestry. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Jef- 
ferson, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill;_ 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Wescustogo Grange, No. 27, Pat- 
rons of Husbandry, of North Yarmouth, Me.; praying for the passage 


of the House bill taxing oleomargarine and all other imitations of but- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented a petition of 45 wholesale dealers of Portland, Me., 
praying for the enactment into a law of the bill introduced into the 
by Hon. WARNER MILLER, of New York, taxing oleomargarine | 

and butterine 10 cents a pound; which was referred to the Committeo 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2166) for the relief of John F. Cadwallader, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1641) for the relief of Frederick Foote, of Fairfax County, Meer 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the b: 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
309) to settle and adjust the claims of any State for incurred 
by it in defense of the United States, rted it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1834) for the relief of George 
S. Fisher, to report the same back adversely. I am requested by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to have the bill placed on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4232) to reimburse the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers for losses incurred through the failure of the Exchange 
National Bank of Norfolk, Va., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2265) for the 
relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William Perine, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2397) for the reliefof Thomas F. Purnell, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2266) for the relief of 
John Williams; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 286) referring to the Court of Claims the claims 
for property seized by General Johnston on the Utah expedition, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1554) for the relief of William Talbert, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 859) granting a pension to Charlotte O’ Neal; 


A bill (H. R. 1902) granting an increaseof pension to Šimon Fought; 

A bill (H. R. 16) ting a pension to Nancy L. Ribble; 

A bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of Bailey Hascall; 

A bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to George W. Guyse; 

A bill (H. R. 1330 ting a pension to Martin Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 7167) for the reliefof Mrs. Maria Hunter; - 

À bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to Mrs. Edna Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Stephen Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 5127) granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley; 

A bill (H. R. 6331) ting a pension to George Anna Lippe; 

A bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler; 
and 


A bill (H. R. 3326) granting a pension to Thomas Simpson. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom was referred 
the bill (S. 1439) granting fe pension to Thomas Simpson, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1359) fer the reliefof the heirs of Erskine S. Allin, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 356) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On behalf of the Committee on Printing I re- 
port back the bill (H. R. 544) granting leave of absence to employésin 
the Government Printing Office with certain amendments proposed by 
the Senate Committee on Printing, and I ask that it may be printed as 
proposed to be amended and recommitted to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


1886. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
‘to whom was referred the bill (S. 2199) to increase the efficiency of the 
Army of the United States, to report it without amendment. I desire 
at a very early day to call up the bill and ask for action upon it. 

xh PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr, CHACE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1908) to amend section 
4004 of the Revised Statutes providing for additional pay for postal cars, 

- to report it with an amendment, and I ask unanimons consent for its 
present consideration. - 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the orig- 
inal bill has not been sent to the desk. It is necessary for the Chair to 
have the original bill. As the bill is now reported it is not on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam satisfied that the bill may be laid aside inform- 
ally for the present. I should like to have it taken up at the conclu- 


sion of the routine business. 
The bill will he placed on the Cal- 


Tie PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 

Mr. CHACE subsequently said: As many Senators wish to see in print 
the amendment to the bill (S. 1908) to amend section 4004 of the Re- 
vised Statutes providing for additional pay for postal cars, I withdraw 
my request for its consideration this morning in order that it may be 

rinted, and I will call it up again to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and amendment will be 
printed, together with the report. 

MARIE HOLLANDS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions to 
ask to call up the bill (S. 1586) granting a pension to Maria Hollands, 
which has been returned from the House of Biprescntetives with a view 
to having the vote by which it was passed reconsidered and the bill in- 
definitely sg ea x 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The Senator from Wisconsin from 
the Committee on Pensions asks for the consideration of the bill (S. 
1586) granting a pension to Maria Hollands, and moves that the vote 
vet sar be reconsidered. That order will be made if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. I now move that the bill be indefinitely postponed, 
as a bill has been passed covering the same subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore: 

bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations to increase 
their capital stock and-to change their names or locations; 

A bill (H. R. 444) toamend 3336 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; and 

A bill (H. R. 6980) making an appropriation to complete the public 
building at Jackson, Tenn., and to reappropriate an unexpended bal- 
ance therefor. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2267) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to G. Cummings; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. $ 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2268) to grant leaves of absence to 
employ¢sin the United States navy-yards; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2269) granting a pension to 
William Dickens; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ~ 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2270) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ones also pae sie (8. rl granting a pension to N. J. Myers; 
which was twice by its title, and, with the accom i 
referred to the Committse on Paan, Ear 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2272) ting a pension to Robert 
Chawner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2273) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2274) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Thorne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2275) for the relief of David R. Hag- 
gard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Mrs. Eunice 
S. Nichols; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2277) for the relief of George 
P. Ihrie, of California, late additional aide-de-camp on the war staff of 
General U. S. Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2278) to provide for allotment 
of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamis in Indian Territory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ortiered, That the papers on the files of the Senate in the case of John C. 
Yaga be taken therefrom and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 

irs. 


On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Alexander J, Mueller, now on file in 
the office of the Secretary of the Senate, be withdrawn and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, _ 

On motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was 

Ordered, That the pan in the case of Lucien T. Goyaux, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate for the purpose of referring them to the Committee on 
War Claims of the House of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 

Ordered, That Mrs. E. C. Ambler have leave to withdraw the papers in her case 

from the files of the Senate, no adverse report having been made, ~ 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. DOLPH. Yesterday I submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. I desire to say that it may 
go to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ask for 
that change in the reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that change 
in the reference will be made. The Chair hears none. 


LABOR ARBITRATION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I moved on Jast Thursday the reference of the Pres- 
ident’s message on the subject of labor arbitration to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. I selected that committee because the message looked 
to the creation of a tribunal semi-judicial. ‘The Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, by its chairman, seems to think that it ought to have 
the consideration of the question. I am indifferent to which commit- 
tee it goes, but I should like to have the question disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the message of the President now lying on the table in respect to 
a commission on labor arbitration be referred to the Committee on Ed- 


ueation and Labor. 


Mr. BLAIR. Is that the motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire desires it to goto 
that committee. I moved at first that it go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, but I am indifferent as to which committee it shall go. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to have the message referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. INGALLS and Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the present motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. The motion was to refer the message to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Tennessee to say he was indifferent, and the Chair was about put- 
ting the question on referring the message to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR KEITHSBURG. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, according to the order of the Senate the first business in orderis 
the consideration of bills in relation to bridges. The fixst bridge bill 
in order will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburg, in the State of Illinois, 
and for other purposes, was announced as first in order; and the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ILLINOIS AND DES MOINES RIVERS. 

The bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the construction of bridges across 
the Illinois River, in the State of Illinois, and the Des Moines River, 
in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT WINONA. 


The bill (H. R. 5673) to authorize the construction of a railroad and 
wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from Winona, Minn., to the 
opposite shore in Wisconsin was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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The bill (S. 1516) to authorize the construction of a pile and R 
railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the city of 


State of to the ite shore of said river in the 
State of Wisconsin was indefinitely postponed. 


YELLOWSTONE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Yellowstone Riverin Montana was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordeted to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT PIERRE, DAK. 


The bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Mis- 
man River at Pierre, Dak., was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 15, section 3, before the word 
tt court,” to insert the word “‘circuit;” “in line 16, after the words 
“United States,” to insert, ‘or any district court; ;” in line 17, after 
the word “Dakota,” to strike out ‘‘of competent” and insert “within 
whose,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘jurisdiction,’’ to strike 
out the words ‘‘in which;”’ so as to read: 

And in case of an litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruc- 
tion to the free na’ n of said river, or alleged to be caused by said 
seis ener age ee aa eae a 

nm 
of said bridge may be od sil 

The amendment was agreed to. 

fhe next amendment was to strike out section 6 of the bill, as fol- 
lows: 

Paa Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at any 
me. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


pind ton eight te cichiionamy eenionen tx ania priid structure, or iis entire Femoval recent yal 
the open of the owners thereof, ahannter Conan Congrom sup 
public interest requires it, is also petaca reserv: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construc- 
tion of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Com- 
pany over the Tennessee River was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word ‘‘ War,” 
to insert: 

Provided, That the same shall not be less than 164 feet each in the clear. 

So as to read: 

Sec, 3, That ifsaid bridge shall be built with unbroken and continuous spans, 
the ari iea shall be of Gar rigar and he pyere the water ta ‘be ess 
Sian 1C4 feet tach in the clear; and the main s main chan- 
nel of the river; and the bridge shall be at angles to and its piers parallel 
with the current of the river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, in line 10 of section 3, after the word 
t pivot,” to insert the word ‘‘span,’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That if the same shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, heeded 
pivot span shall be over the main channel at an accessible t, and the spans 
shall ae of Bae en See Sears Shoes the water as may be prescribed by the 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words ‘‘ Secretary of War,” in 
line 12 of section 3, to insert: 

Provided, That said draw or pivot spans shall not be less than 164 feet in the 
clear on each side of the draw or pivot pier. 

So as to read: . 

Provided, Raped AN OE PIYOF OSES shall not be less than 164 feet in the 
clear on each side of the draw or ives oh pier; and the piers of said bridge shall 
be parallel with and the bridge itself at right angles to the current of the river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 3, line 36, after ‘‘ United States,” 
to strike out ‘‘for the middle district of Tennessee;’’ and in line 37, be- 
fore the word ‘‘any,’’ to strike out ‘which ” and insert “whose juris- 
diction;*’ so as to read: 


And AS of any litigation arising from 
Sata petite tion of said river, 


an 
or alleged 


ca said 
bridge, the case may be pn a in the circuit court of the United States in whose 
jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge be located. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


orb may 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments ` 
were concurred in. 3 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT RED WING, MINN. + 


“The bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and pon- 
ton railway Sad WARE HERGA METOT Sp ASAD pi River from the 
city of Red W Minn., to the opposite shore in the State of Wiscon- 
sin was poetas as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to insert the following as a new section: 

Seo.3. That if said b; is constructed as a wagon bridge, the said company 

may charge such reaso: ib tatoa Of toll Soe ee presage of MAENAN AETIA 

ofall kinds and for the transit of animals and foot passengers as may from time 
to time be approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 1491) to authorize the construction of a pile and ponton 
railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the city of 
Red Wing, State of Minnesota, to the opposite shore of said river in the 
State of Wisconsin was indefinitely postponed. 


KANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid Transit Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to add to section 1 ‘‘ for such reasonable rates of toll as 
may be approved from time to time by. the Secretary of War;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 


That the Interstate Rapid Transit Railway Company, a corporation duly and 
legally ieee and existing under aoa A virtue of the laws of the State of 
——- successors or be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and 


a bridge, and thereto, over the River, in W 
dotte tone in the State of Kansas, between ‘the city of Wyandotte an the 
i of , Kans., ase point where said re line of railway, as 


, crosses said river, near the mouth Said bridge be 
pab ade e to provide for the passage of its railway eran ig a and, at the option 
of said company by which it built, mest Lae for the passage 
wagons an vekis of all kinds, ie the transit of and for foot 
soga; for such a aaria ‘of toll as may be priame from time to time 
by the Secretary of 

The aN, was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bj) was read the third time, and passed. ` 
RED RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of 
Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 12, after the word ‘‘reasonable,”’ to strike 
out “‘and customary in ‘said locality;’’ so as to read: 


* That the Red River Bridge Com: y of Texas, coka pies of Brack Colbert, 
W.B. Munson, J. B. McDougal, I, J He Care Samuel Star, J. T. Munson, os 


Perry, and L. L. Maughs, be, is hereby, authorized to construct 
tain a railway and wagon é 


and the Chickasaw Natio Nation of Indian Territory, at an: accessible pointon 
said river near Denison, Tex., that may be selected by said. ; and said 
peg ees henge Da sen tted ited to charge and take such rates of toll or crossi. 
War: the said bridge to be of pepe pcg com pk Sais tetera terfere with the navigation 
of said river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota if the 
Red River is at this point a navigable river? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir, as the committee have been informed by 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isee no provision in this bill to authorize other 
railroad companies to use this bridge. This seems to be an exclusive 
charter, and also I see no power reserved to alter, amend, or repeal the 


act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Oh, yes, there is, 

Mr. ALLISON. I see none. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘That clause isvery full. The structure is under 
the entire control of the of War. The Senator from Texas 
will be able to state to the Senate the condition of the stream at that 
point and show that this bill is altogether sufficient. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish any explanation except that if this 
is a navigable river other railroads should be authorized to cross the 


bridge. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Texas will make a statement 
which will satisfy the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. The river never has been navigable at that point. 
There are two railroad systems that cross the river just below. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE NEAR BROWN’S FERRY, TEXAS. 


The bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw 
Bridge Company the consent of the United States to construct and 
maintain a bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke 
County, Texas, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, after the word “ toll,” 
to insert ‘ to be approved from time to time by the Secretary of War; A 
so as to make the section read: 

That to the Gaines corporat 
inden Alo LARE wt Texan ty. chases NER tonuare AA tek te EEA the eons 
sent of the Government to construct and maintain for Diniy pen P kein: a bridge, 
ORE ae EA aoe race cee 
and vehicles of all kinda, for reasonable rates of toll, to be approved from time 
to time by the Secretary of W. War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the proviso to section 3, in 
line 16, to add: 

And that if at any time nay ion of the said river stan in any manner be ob- 
pragina gee by the said bri the Secretary of Warshall have author- 
ity, and it be his duty, to require the said companyéo alter and change the 
said bridge, at its own expense, in such manner as may be proper to secure free 
and complete na n without impediment; and if upon reasonable notice 
to said company to make such change or im svements the said company fails 
to do so, the Secretary of War shall Bave authorit to ike the DRITE att e ex- 
pense of said company, and all rights conferred saig Ee this act shall be forfeited ; 
and Congress shal have power to do any andali things necessary to secure the 
free navigation of the river. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON. I see in this bill provision is made for the preserva- 
tion of the navigation of the river, and no provision is made for the use 
of this bridge by other railroads. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The point at which this bridge is to be erected 
is far above navigation on the Red River, as the committee are informed 
by the Senator from Texas, who is quite familiar with the location. 
= the Senator from Texas will make a statement, it will be entirely 

to the Senate. 

aE COKE. The bill now before the Senate provides for a bridge 40 
miles above the one ey rovidided for by the bill which was passed just 
preceding this, and both are a long way above two railroad bridges, 
neither of which has draws, and the fact is that there is no naviga- 
tion there. 

Mr. ALLISON. The reason I made the inquiry is that, as the Sen- 
ator from Texas will see, the committee have very carefully provided 
for the protection of the navigation of the river. There wasin that some 
little implication that the river was navigable. That was the reason I 
made the inquiry. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That was done out of abundant caution, so that 
if the river should ever become navigable at that point the provisions 
here would enable the Secretary of War to secure I the bret of navi- 
gation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Pr The amendment was ordered io be engrossed and the bill read a third 
me, 

The bill was read the @ird time, and passed. 


BRIDGES IN OREGON. 


The bill (S. 1971) authorizing the county of Clatsop, in the State of |: 


Oregon, to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay and a bridge or per- 
manent roadway across Skipanon Creek, in the State of Oregon, was 
er postponed, a House bill upon the same subject having been 


BRIDGE BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to make a motion in regard to some of 
these bills. There are certain of these House bills which have been 
amended Le the action of the Senaté just taken. I have been in- 
structed by the Committee on Commerce’ to move in those cases that 
nn Senate ask for a conference and appoint conferees. The bills areas 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of 
Missouri, and to establish it as a post-road; 

The bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Missouri 
River at Pierre, Dak. ; 

The bill (H. R. 2309) OF sitter to the construction 
EROT e ETT dara and Memphis Railroad Company 
over the Tennessee River; 


The bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and pon- 
ton railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the 
ee Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wiscon- 


av the bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid-Transit Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

The bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company ot 
Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River; and ‘ 

The bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw 
Bridge Company the consent of the United States to construct and 
maintain a bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke 
county, Texas, 

In these several cases I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and I ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MCMILLAN, 
Mr. ConGER, and Mr. Vest were appointed in each case, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, MORGAN, On behalf of the Committee on Foreign Relations I 
ask the Senate to take up for consideration Order of Business 869, being 
the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire 
for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the 
Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885, 

Mr. PLUMB. I gave notice on Monday that at the close of the morn- 
ing business this morning I would move to take up the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill. That-was in accordance with the instructions of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I waited this morning until after the order 
made yesterday relating to bridge bills was concluded, and I desire to 
make my motion now to take up the Post-Office appropriation bill. It 
is somewhat necessary that I should have the bill taken up, for I may 
have to be absent after to-day, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Theday before yesterday I gave notice 
that on yesterday morning I would ask the Senate to permit me to take 
from the table a certain memorial with a view of submitting a few re- 
marks before it was referred. Igave way yesterday to the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN], giving notice again that this morning, 
after his order was disposed of, I should ask the Senate to permit me 
to occupy the time for a very brief period on that question. I now ask 
that the memorial heretofore presented by the Senator from New York 
(Mr. MILLER] be taken up forthe purpose of enabling me to submit a 
tew remarks before it is referred. I will state to the Senator from Ala- 
bama and the Senator from Kansas that I shall not occupy the time of 
the Senate at any great length. 

Mr. MORGAN. I certainly do not intend to antagonize this bill with 
an appropriation bill, neither do I intend to be guilty of a discourtesy 
to the Senator from Oregon, who wishes to proceed with his remarks. 
Finding that the time is perhaps not sufficient to consider this bill this 
morning, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the importance 
of acting upon it as speedily as possible, and I therefore give notice that 
to-morrow morning, after the routine morning business is passed over, 
I shall ask the Senate to consider this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama with- 
drawing his motion, the Senator from Kansas is entitled, under the 
rules, to preference on a motion to take up an appropriation bill. It is 
the duty of the Chair to submit that question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill move to take up bill, and when that is 
done I will yield for the purpose of allowing the Senator from Oregon 
to make his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5887) makin 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill being taken up, I will consent that it bein- 
formally laid aside in order that the Senator from may be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I now move to take up the memorial 
presented by the Sonat from New York [Mr. MILLER] on the 8th of 
April from the New York Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, praying Congress to furnish to the Chinese in this country the 
same protection as is afforded all other persons. 

The PRESIDENT gro . The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from The Chair hears no objection, and the memorial 
is before the Senate on the question of reference. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, I arrested the reference 
of this memorial when it was presented to the Senate by the honorable 
Senator from New York, for the reason that on hearing it read I be- 
lieved it contained in part which conveyed an erroneous im- 

and one which in justice to the people of the State of Oregon, 


ete bewvcr CO SA spine donk walainnn OE ye depen adore peas res 
of Washington, ought not to be permitted to go unchallenged to the 
country. Sits seemoceiady eana aa 46 cote: Bea ihe Noir Cork Aes 
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nual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, composed of two 
hundred and eighty ministers of the gospel, and representing a church 
constituency of nearly forty-five thousand members, is entitled, as a 
matter of course, to the highest consideration; and ordinarily, in the 
absence of evident misinformation or mistake, a memorial coming from 
such a source would in so far as its statement of fact is concerned im- 
port absolute verity. 

This memorial, Mr. President, after reciting various provisions of 
the treaty of 1880 between the United States and the Government of 
China—and I may say reciting them correctly—alleges their violation 
by an alleged statement of facts in the following language: 


2, That most t and grievous outrages have been perpetrated upon the 
Chinese in Wyo! and Washington Territories and in the States of Oregon 
and California; and in many places in that portion of our country the purpose 
is still openly expressed of driving out the Chinese inhabitants. 

8. That in the course of these outrages, not only has much perty belong- 
ing to Chinese residents been destroyed, but many persons have been put to 


It will be observed that this memorial asserts that not merely in the 
Territory of Wyoming but in the States of Oregon and California and 
in the Territory of Washington notonly much property of Chinese resi- 
dents has been destroyed, but that many persons have been put to death 
in the course of the perpetration of outrages upon and persecutions 
against Chinese residents of those localities; and thus theimpression is 
conveyed in positive statement from this responsible source that in the 
State of Oregon and in the State of California and in the Territory of 
Washington not only a large amount of property belonging to Chinese 
residents has been destroyed, but that many persons have. put to 
death in the course of alleged outrages and persecutions of Chinese resi- 
dents of those localities. : 

Now, then, Mr. President, speaking for Oregon alone.at this time, 
and being as I believe fully and correctly advised in the matter in ref- 
erence to which I speak, I assert that this statement, in so far as it re- 
lates to the State of Oregon and the people ef the State of Oregon, isan 


- entire misapprehension and mistake. I say this in reference to the al- 


legation as to the destruction of the property of Chinese residents and 
in reference to the allegation that many persons have been put to death; 
and I assert here that if ever at any time in the history of Oregon down 
to the present hour—and I have lived in that State nearly twenty-six 
years—there has been asolitary Chinaman or a solitary Chinese woman 
in any manner injured in life or limb in the course of any persecution 
or outrages against that class as a race, much less put to death, then I 
have never yet heard of it. 

I go further. I assert here without fear of successful contradiction 
from any responsible source that never in the State of Oregon, from its 
earliest history to the present hour, has there been a single Chinese pe 
son, male or female, in any manner injured in life or limb, much less 
put to death, in the course of persecutions or outrages against the Chi- 
nese as a class; nor is it true that much, if any, property of Chinese 
residents has been destroyed. 

In two instances and only two, each occurring within the present year, 
one at Oregon City and the other near Albina, a few persons have com- 
mitted certain outrages upon a few Chinese persons by ordering them 
out of their places of abode and causing them to remove with their 
household and other effects to other localities. That is true, but these 
outrages to which I have referred have received the universal condem- 
nation in the State of Oregon, including the city of Portland, of all 
parties, all classes, and all persons, save and except perhaps the very 
few who were engaged in them. 

And, Mr. President, I will state further, that even in these instances 
of outrage to which I have referred, if there was one dollar’s worth of 
property destroyed belonging to Chinese residents I have yet to learn 
of the fact. And yet, sir, so intelligent and respectable a body of men 
as the New York Annual Conference of the Methodist cm Church 
of the State of New York assert to the contrary, and ugh the me- 
dium of the Senate of the United States, by memorial, convey the im- 
pression to the country that in the State of Oregon not only a large 
amount of property has been destroyed belenging to Chinese residents, 
but also that many persons have been put to death in the course of per- 
secutions of Chinese residents in that State. And not only so, but re- 
cently the illustrated press of the East, the pictorial papers of the East- 
ern cities, have abounded in illustrations representing the people of 
Oregon, or at least a portion of them, engaged in the murderous act of 
destroying the lives of Chinese. ; 

Now, Mr. President, why this continued misrepresentation by the 
Eastern ; pren by Eastern associations, by Eastern men, statesmen and 
others, of the true status of the Chinese question upon the Pacific coast? 
Why in the face of overwhelming testimony to the contrary must it con- 
tinually, and until the statement becomes stale by reason of itsiteration, 
be asserted that the only persons opposed to further Chinese immigra- 
tion in the Pacific States and Territories are the sand-lot and- hoodlum 
element, the irresponsible and criminal classes? Is it because ofa will- 
ful desire on the part of Eastern men, and of the Eastern press, and ot 
Eastern associations to misrepresent the facts? Oris itrather because 
of the want of correct information in regard to a question so vital to the 
interests not only of the people of the Pacific coast but of this whole 
country? I am rather inclined to believe that in partit is due to both. 


While it is a fact that the Associated Press dispatches of this country 
are in the main fair, creditable, honest, and entitled to the confidence of 
the public, and report correctly the current events of the day, it is a fact 
notorious, I regret to say, in the State I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent here, that the reports of that association coming from the State of 
Oregon, dictated, directed, dominated, controlled, as we all know they 
are, by the editor of the ian in the city of Portland, one Henry W. 
Scott, a disgruntled politician, and I may say a disgraced politician, who 
ten years ‘ago was by President Grant kicked out of the custom-house 
in that city for malfeasance in office and because of his refusal to turn 
over to the Government some $16,000 or $17,000 of the public funds in 
his possession, are frequently gross perversions, and often absolutely 
false in fact and not worthy of credit; and for monthspast he, through 
these press reports, has been misrepresenting the people of Oregon and 
the people of the Pacific coast on this great question of such vital in- 
terest to them; and perhaps these misrepresentations are not confined 
wholly to press reports coming from the State of Oregon. And in this 
connection I desire to state that, aside from an irresponsible criminal 
class which infest every city and State, and of these I presume Oregon 
has its fair ponor penas no more or less in proportion to its 
population t any other State—the people of that State are as peace- 
able, orderly, and law-abiding as any on the face of the earth; and 
this remark applies with equal truth to the people of California and 
Washington Territory. % 

You will all remember what a furor was created all over the East a few 
days ago in regard to the manner in which it was alleged the Chinese 
minister was treated on his arrival at the port of San Francisco. It 
was heralded all over the East.and proclaimed in nearly every paper of 
the East that‘a great insult had been offered to the Chinese Government 
by thé Federal officials in the city of San Francisco. When you come 
tosimmerit gown, however, and get atthe facts, whatdo youfind? You 
find that the Federal officials, the collector of the port, Mr. Hager, and 


‘others, simply complied with the law, no more, no less, as will appear 


from a statementof Collector Hager himself, which I desire to have 
read. Iask that the letter of Mr. Hager to the editor. of the Bulletin in 
San Francisco, which I send to the desk, may be read, that this matter 
may be properly understood by the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: i 
[Daily Evening Bulletin, San Francisco, Monday, April 19,1886. Fourth edition,] 


A CARD FROM COLLECTOR HAGER—THE LAW IN THE CASE OF THE CHINESE EM- 
BASSY, 
Editor Bulletin: s : 

Permit me to return you my thanks for your kind words in my behalf against 
the unjust assaults, based on false telegrams, made upon me by the Eastern 

ress. 
zi I desire, however, to make one important correction, 

In your article of Saturday you seem to infer that this office had instructions 
from Bayard and the Secretary of the Treasury directing the collector 
to land the ese em! at once, without to the provisions of the 
ction act. This isa mistake, The instructions received at this office are 


as follows: 
Wasutnetor, D. C., March 23, 1886. 

Srr: The Department is in receipt of a letter from the Secretary of State, dated 
the 20th instant, in which he requests that you be instructed to admit to free en- 
try the effects of Chang Yin Hoon, the new Chinese minister, who is oxpectea 
to arrive at your port, pæ steamer Gaelic, from Hong Kong, on the 8th of April 
next, accompanied by secretaries, attachés, and servants, and that the usual 
courtesies may be extended to him on hisarrival. > You will please comply with 
such request, and accord to the said minister and his suite all necessary facili- 
ties gy ead passage, free of duty, of their baggage and effects. 


tfully, yours, 
Cc. 8. FAIRCHILD, 
Assistant Secretary. 
COLLECTOR or Customs, San Francisco, Cal. 
You will observe that those instructions in no way relate to the personnel of 
the embassy, but solely to the entry and passage, free of duty, of its effects and 


Section 13 of the restriction act was left in full fonge, and reads: 

“Sec, 13. That this act shall not apply to diplo: cand other officers of the 
Chinese or other governments, traveling the business of that government, 
whose credentials shall be taken as equivalent to the certificate in this act 
mentioned, and shall exempt them and their body and household servants from 
the provisions of this act as to other Chinese persons.” 


not be produced the requirements of the law were waived, and heand hissuite, 
servants, &c., were admitted without any evidence of their official character, in 
contravention of the letter of the restriction act, and by extending to 
them facilities unautho: by the letter of instructions. 

By courtesy, which under similar conditions would have been denied to an 
American minister entering China or European countries, this embassy was 
admitted; a strict enforeement of the law would have detained them on theship 
until their official character had been made manifest. 

- JOHN 8. HAGER, Collector. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Now, Mr. President, there seems to 
be a disposition on the part of the Eastern press and of Eastern Seg 
to create an impression all over this country that the people of the Pa- 
cific coast are disposed to heap insult upon the Chinese Government 
and upon the representatives of that government. Nothing could be 
further from the truth; and this will be found to be so whenever proper 
investigation is made. 

The other day, when the press announced that the Chinese embassy 
were on the way to this city, it was proclaimed in the several papers 
of this city that they would arrive ata certain time and that proper ar- 

ts would doubtless be made for their reception. o ever 


heard of such a thing when the representatives of other governments. 
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were about to arrive? When the minister from Great Britain is about 
to arrive at the depot, is there a hullaballoo raised all over the country 
that we must uncover our heads and do obeisance to him at the depot? 
Nothing of the kind. 

I notice that the papers of the city stated that the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations of this body did his duty 
and was present to receive the That doubtless was not so, 
and I simply refer to it for the purpose of showing how much reliance 
can be placed in the representations made in the press of the East in 
regard to the Chinese question. Of course I know that the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, as he now indicates by shaking 
his head, did not go down to the depot to receive the Chinese embassy, 
and of course everybody else in the country knows it, but I simply refer 
to it to show that there appears to be a determination on the part of 
the press and the people of the East to misrepresent this Chinese ques- 
tion in its every shape and form, and create contrasts between the treat- 
ment of Chinese officials by Government officials at San Francisco and 
Government officials in: Washington in a manner that is unfavorable 
to the former. 

Now, Mr. President, coming back again to the misrepresentations of 
the people of Oregon by the Eastern press, and especially by the picto- 
rial press. Harper, for instance, a few days ago pictured the scales with 
ee ne aata : Srono ee ee ae 
conveying the impression that the people of Oregon were engaged in 
murdering Chinamen; and it was given out as an illustration of the 
fact that the people of Oregon are a lawless, law-breaking band of peo- 
ple, engaged not only in the demolition of property but in the wanton 
and merciless destruction of human life. : 

Mr. President, once for all in answer to the charge that has been made 
time and time again, and repeated until it has become, as I said a mo- 
ment ago, stale, to the effect that the opposition to further Chinese 
immigration on the Pacific coast comes alone from the sand-lot and hood- 
lum element, from the irresponsible and criminal classes, I desire to 
attract the attention of the Senate to the proceedings of a State conven- 


tion recently held at the city of Sacramento, in the State of Califor-- 


nia. That convention remained insession three full days. It wasmade 
up of two State conventions. It came together, in other words, in two 
parts, one part composed of the non-partisan, anti-coolie State conven- 
tion that some time previously met at the city of San José, in that 
State, and the other part was composed of delegates selected by the 
boards of supervisors of the different counties of the State of California. 

When the two conventions came together they consolidated, and that 
joint convention was com: of many of the ablest representative 
men of both political parties of the State of California. It was purely 
and distinctively a non-partisan convention. That convention ap- 
pointed a committee and instructed it to draught a memorial to Con- 
gress on the Chinese question, to be submitted to the convention for 
its action and approval. That committee was composed of the follow- 
ing-named gentlemen: The chairman was Hon. John F. Swift, one 
of the ablest and most distinguished lawyers of the State of California, 
and one of its representative men, one of the ministers plenipoten- 
tiary from the United States to China that helped to make the treaty 
between the United States Government and the Chinese Government 
of 1880, and you will find his name attached to that treaty. An- 
other member of that committee was Hon. Aaron A. Sargent, for 
many years a member of the National House of Representatives, sub- 
sequently for six years a Senator from the State of California in this 
body, and still later our minister to the court of Berlin. The other 
members of that committee were Hons. E. Anthony, E. A. Davis, HŒ. 
V. Morehouse; each and all are representative men of the State of Cal- 
ifornia—no sand-lot or hoodlum element. 

That committee composed of those five able, distinguished, and repre- 
sentative men of that State, appointed by that consolidated State con- 
vention, draughted a memorial, and the chairman, Hon. J. F. Swift, pre- 
sented it to the convention, and it was unanimously approved by that 
convention. 

But as to the character of that State convention I will let one of the 
leading journals of the ay of San Francisco speak. I read from the 
Evening Bulletin, one of the evening journals of that city, in the issue 
of March 13, 1886. The title of the leading editorial is ‘The conven- 
tion,” and the article reads as follows: 

THE CONVENTION. 


The convention which had been in session at Sacramento for three days, and 
finally adjourned yesterday, is entitled to be regarded as one of the most re- 
markable that ever assembled in the State. Itcame together in two parts—that 
is to say, an adjourned session of a convention held some time since at San José 
and a new convention appointed on the suggestion of a Sacramento committee 
by the several boards of supervisors. In amalgamating these conventions there 
was a chance for much dissension. But all obstacles to a harmonious blending 
were finally overcome, and the two bodies became one before any real business 
wastransacted. The ponoru unanimity which followed was perhaps the most 
remarkable feature. Upon one proposition there was no division of sentiment 
whatever, namely, that no more Chinese should be allowed to enter this country. 
There is probably not now a man in this State who would advocate the admis- 
against 154,658 

ive. The only difference of opinion was in relation to what is to be 
the Chinese who are here. It was over this point that the fiercest bat- 


pn ot any more coolies. There were 883 of them five years ago 
n then 
done wit 


tle raged. The form which the proposed boycott subsequently assumed was in 
the nature of a compromise. 
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The convention was fairly representative—more representative than many of 
the recent political conventions. It contained among its members some of the 
ablest men in the State. In its memorial to Congress, from the pen of John F. 
Swift, it has contributed a new and brilliant chapter to the literature of thecru- 
sade against the new form of slavery in the P; ic States. In it Mr. Swift took 
what may be called the century view of the problem. He examined it in the 
phase that would alone have attracted statesmen. If Bismarck, or Gladstone, 
or the late Lord Beaconsfield, had to deal with the question, it is from the stand- 
point of Mr. Swift that they would have examined it. The memorialis a fitting 
cap-sheaf for the literary structure that hasalready been erected. Coolyism has 
been considered so far only inits present phases. It isa form of contract labor, 
differing in no ao particular from the slavery only lately destroyed by the 
sword. Under its blighting influence California in odd S pe presents some of 
the aspects of a slave te to-day. Labor isdegraded and despised in quarters 
where it ought to be dignified. Coolyism likewise diso: izes our industrial 
oot and drives the white race to the wall. It underbids it and forces itfrom 

e field. The gradual pauperization of our own people is the price we are pay- 
ing forit. Coolyism further is draining the State of its resources. Itis 

ifornia a dependency of China. It is said we have the benefit of the cooly 
labor. But what is the residuum of a cigar smoked or a pair of shoes worn out? 
And ye! f3 coolyism has introduced new vices which swell our own formida- 
ble list. It has dragged down our people instead of being elevated by them. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause. It is the 
duty of the Chair at 2 o'clock to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, being the bill (S. 1532) to latecommerce. If there be no 
cpa the Senator from Oregon will be allowed to proceed with his 
remar 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that as soon as the Senator concludes I 
will move to take up the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I continue the article: 


The memorial to Co: adopted by the convention is the complement of 
thisargument, Mr. S took the twentieth-century view of the problem, look- 
ing down u; it through the long vista of generations. In an impressive, elo- 


quent, and forcible manner he has wound up the controversy. Only in onere- 
spect does the memorial become retrospective, and that is in the case of Anson 
Burlingame, the author of the infamous treaty which bears his name. Itthrows 
new light on the man who as deliberately sold out his country as Benedict Ar- 
nold. The only difference is that Burlingame technically denationalized him- 
self before he did it. The memorial indicates the money that was to be made 
by inducing the European governments to give up the extra-territoriality which 
they enjoy in certain Pog ried of China. Of course we gave it up without a 
moment's thought in the delirium of gush which Burlingame so skillfully pro- 
duced, With this lever he expected to operate on the governments of Euro: 
but they were not so easily taken in. hile we have not the least doubt 

that was one of the objects ferme Haare Areca, Sate histrionic diplomatist 
had in view, we think that it is equally certain that he was the tool of the man- 
dealers. It is not at all likely e was ignorant of the unholy traffic to 
which he was opening up this country when he inserted the provision allowing 
the transportation of coolies under the pretense of free emigration. 

There is internal evidence in the may itself that there was a foreknowledge 
on the part of those who gotit up of the trouble that it was going to create. 
The memorial does not go too far when it says that if Burlingame been a 
native of China and had changed his sieges as Burlingame did while em- 

loyed in a foreign mission, China wouki have cut off his head on his return, 

n any other nation but ours he would have been considered a disgraced man, 
and that though he had not gone back on his country inany other manner than 
in his temporary allegiance. e- 

A from the literature which the convention is the medium of contributing 
to the great cause its deliberations were fairly conducted. Though castup from 
so many different sources, its earnestness, determination, and essential unanim- 
ity were conspicuous from first to last. It was in some respects an unknown 
quantity to the politicians. They were, therefore, present in considerable num- 
bers, The convention may be said to have been chock full of governors. But 
it was not diverted from its purpose, and wound up witha solemn declaration of 
its non-partisan programme. 

Mr. President, although the memorial prepared by the committee to 
which I have referred and which was unanimously adopted by the con- 
vention which this editorial describes has been presented to the Senate, 
and I believe also to the House, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations; it has never yet been read, so far as Lam advised, either 
in the Senate or in the House of Representatives, nor has it ever been 
printed either in the RECORD, so far as I know, or in any other form, 
and before concluding I shall ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that that memorial, able, exhaustive, dignified, comprehensive as it is, 
shall be printed in the RECORD as a part of my remarks, and unless 
that consent is given I shall take the liberty of reading it myself before 
concluding my remarks, in order that it may find a place in the records 
of the Senate. 

But before asking that consent, Mr. President, I desire to state that I 
hope the Committee on Foreign Relations will at an early day take up 
and consider the several bills introduced in this body and referred to 
that committee bearing upon this great question; and I now warn presi- 
dential spiana this body of both political ies, if there are-any— 
I do not think there are any—that if they undertake to deal with this 
great question of further Chinese immigration to this country upon any 
other basis or upon any other idea than that of total and absolute pro- 
hibition in the future, they will be treading upon dangerous ground. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask the unanimous c^>sent of the Senate that 
this California memorial, which has already been presented to the Sen- 
ate and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, may be in- 
serted, as a part of my remarks, in the RECORD to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has to inform the Senator 
from Oregon that the memorial was presented by the Chair and was 
about to be referred when the Senator from Oregon himself asked that, 
without printing and without reference, it be laid on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion of the Senator from 
Oregon the memorial, after it was presented, was laid upon the table 
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without any further order and without any reference. It has not been 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. May I inquire which Senator from 
n is referred to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not himself remem- 
ber, but he is ad by the Chief Clerk that the Senator from Oregon 
now on the floor himself moved to lay this memorial on the table, say- 
ing that he desired to submit some remarks, and there was no reference 
of itatall. The occupant of the chair does not remember the circum- 
stance distinctly himself. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. ` Of course I am attaching no blame to 
the Chair or any person. : : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not been referred. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I think there is some misapprehen- 
sion. If my attention was called to that memorial when it was pre- 
sented, I was acting under an entire mage prne 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ir will direct the record to 
be found, but, as the Chair understands, the memorial is now a Va 
the table awaiting the remarks of the Senator from Oregon. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the me- 
morial to which he refers, which lies on the table, be now printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is that memorial? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to printing anything in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a memorial—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator’s request to be that it be 

rinted as a part of his remarks, not necessarily printed in the RECORD 
by itself, but I understood him to desire that it should appear as a part 
of his remarks. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Orgon: I confess Pam surprised, and I shall 
be still more surprised if I find that the report of the proceedings of 
any day of this session shall show, that I asked that this particular me- 
morial lie on the table. If I did, I acted under a misapprehension, 
supposing it was some other matter, from the simple fact that I have 
been watching from day to day to see that the memorial was presented 
by one of the Senators from the State of California. 

Mr. INGALLS. May we be informed what this memorial is ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
Oregon what memorial he refers to? 

r. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Irefer to the memorial sent to the Sen- 
ate by the State convention in California. 

Mr. INGALLS. There evidently is a misunderstanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a misunderstanding as to 
the memorial the Senator from Oregon alludes to. 

Mr. MITCHELL; of Oregon. I will straighten the matter in a-mo- 
ment if the Chair will allow me. The Chair is under a misapprehen- 
sion. TheChair misunderstood me. Iwasnotreferring tothe memo- 
rial now under discussion. I was referring to the memorial of the Sac- 
ramento convention, which was some days ago presented to the Senate, 
I think by the Chair, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. Another copy, I think, was presented by the honorable Senator 
from California [Mr. STANFORD] and also referred tothe Committee on 
Foreign Relations. That is the memorial to which I refer, and not the 
memorial I have been discussing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not remember about 
that. The memorial referred to by the Chair is the one on which the 
Senator is now addressing the Senate. j 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Chair was under a misapprehen- 
sion. I referred to the memorial I have been speaking about for some 
time past, prepared by the committee in California, submitted to the 
State convention in Sacramento, adopted unanimously by the Sacra- 
mento convention, and forwarded to the Senate, and a copy of which I 
hold in my hand. 

Now I ask unanimous consent of the Senate, in order to save time, 
although I regret exceedingly that we have not the time to have some 

reader, like my friend from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] or my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], read this memorial for the 
benefit of the Senate and the country—I ask unanimous consent that it 
may be printed as part of my remarks. If this consent is given, Ishall 
not detain the Senate longer. If it is not given, I shall read the me- 
morial m; as part of my remarks. 

Mr. INGALLS. The other day unanimous consent was given upon 
the application of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to 
an insertion in the RECORD, without reading, of a memorial purport 
ing to proceed from the women of Utah. It was a vulgar, aires ob- 
scene, and indecent document; and no further consent will be given, so 
far as I am concerned, to the insertion of any documents in the REC- 
ORD without reading, unless their contents are vouched for by some 
poan who has read them and who declares that they are fit to be read 

y the American people. I object, Mr. President, to the insertion of 
this memorial, unread, iñ the RECORD. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. With the qualification stated by the 
Senator from Kansas I for one will vouch for this memorial that there 
is nothing in it indecent; on the contrary, it is one of the ablest, most 
comprehensive, and dignified papers that I have ever read upon the 


The memorial is upon the table. It 


great question of Chinese imm: Upton to this country. It is one that 
relates to a question in which all the people of this country are inter- 
ested. There is nothing in it or about it that could offend even the 
sensitive ear of my friend from Kansas; and if objection is made I shall 
proceed to read it myself. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from n if— 

Mr.CULLOM. Idesire to remind the presiding officer that 2 o'clock 
has arrived, the time for the regular order. . 

The PRESIDENT pro The regular order is now before the 
Senate; but the Senator from Oregon has the floor by the consent of the 
Senator from Illinois. 

h Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will get the document into the 

ECORD. 

Mr. BUTLER. . May I ask for information, is that the memorial pre- 
pared by Mr. Swift? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I make no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I think it is a matter of justice tothe 
people of the State of California and the Pacific coast that this memo- 
rial should be printed in some form or at some time. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Now asa document, or when? 

Mr. HOAR. Now, as a document for the use of the Senate; that is 
much more convenient for distribution. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Ihave no objection to have it printed 
as a document of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon modifies 
his motion, that this memorial be printed as a document in the ordinary 
form. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the order to 
print will be made. s 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I now give way to the regular order, 
and thank the gentlemen who have given way to me, first moving to 
refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations the memorial of the An- 
nual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of New York. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to proceed to the consideration of the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves, 
pending the regular order, to proceed to the consideration of the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield to the Senator from Vermont. 

THE FREE STATE OF CONGO. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his opinion 
it is not incompatible with the public interest, to cause to be furnished to the 
Senate a copy of any report or reports made by any officer of the United States 
touching the condition of affairs in the Free e of Congo that may be in the 

on of any of the Executive Departments of the Government, and which 
may not have been already communicated to either House of Congress. 


LANDING OF CHINESE EMBASSY AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr, EDMUNDS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested, if in his opinion 
it is not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate 
any information in his possession touching the circumstances attending the ar- 
rival and Janding of the Chinese embassy recently at San Francisco, together 
with a copy of any correspondence that may have taken place on the subject. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the motion is put I desire to inquire of the 
Senator—as I understand under the rules appropriation bills have the 
right of way—how long he supposes it will take for the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill? I understand I have togive way 
if the Senator insists, but I very much regret that the discussion of the 
interstate-commerce bill had on yesterday is not to be renewed until 
aftera delay. I hope the Senate will allow the consideration of this 
bill, after the appropriation bill is disposed of, to proceed until it is 
finished. Iam very anxious myself soon to be absent from the Senate 
for a few days. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness be informally laid aside, not that it be displaced by the motion. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside 
with a view to proceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill. Is there any objection? The Chair 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

Mr. PLUMB. [ask that the amendments reported by the Commit- 
tee Ass Se, pins be considered as they are reached in the reading 
of the bill. : 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. ; 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Office of the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ in section 1, line 21, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 

And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to rent a suitable building 
on Capitol Hill for use as a branch of the Washington city post-office, at a rate 
not exceeding $39 per month, until further action of Congress. 

The améndment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, line 31, after the word ‘‘ cents,” to insert ‘$40,000 of which 
may be used, in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, for the estab- 
lishment, under existing law, of the free-delivery system in cities where 
it is not now established;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For free-deli vice, $4,928,531.25; $40,000 of which may be used, in the 
Pinki of the os! depka hone ye a Loa cuinbinbinneas, aioe exist Pei writ 
the free-delivery system in cities where it is not now established. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Office of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ in sectién 1, line 47, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’? atthe end of the clause appropriating $575,000 for 
“inland transportation by steamboat routes,” to insert: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to contract for inland and foreign steam- 
boat mail service, when it can be combined in one route, where the foreign office 
or offices are not more than two hundred miles distant the domestic office, 
on the same terms and conditions as inland steamboat service, and pay for the 
same out of the soppan for inland steamboat service; said contracts to 
be made with and ormed by American built and registered PaM aa 

ually 


a rate not to ex fifty cents per nautical mile on the trip each way act 
traveled between the terminal points, 


Mr. PLUMB. That amendment, with the exception of the last clause, 
is a repetition of the language found in a similar place in the Post- 
Office appropriation bill of last year. It isdesigned to cover the service 
between Tampa, in Florida, and Havana, in Cuba, a portion of which 
is coastwise service, and the remainder of which, from Key West to 
Havana, is foreign service. For the purpose of expediting the mails 
and not leaving the service between Key West and Havana, a shorter 

i under the inhibition and burdens of the existing law with 
reference to the transportation of foreign mails, the committee, on the 
recommendation of the Postmaster-General, last year inserted this pro- 
vision, except so much as relates to the rate of pay. The committee 
recommend that the provision be changed this year by limiting the rate 
of pay to50 centsa nautical mile foreach mile traveled goingand coming. 

Mr. BECK. I only rise for the purpose of asking the Senator from 
Kansas, as this brings up perhaps the question involved in the amend- 
ment from line 100 to line 114, to allow the amendment to be 
over without prejudice until the rest of the billis through, and let this 
be looked into afterward. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair.) The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky asks that the amendment be passed over inform- 
ally. Is there objection? If not, it is so ordered. p z 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, line 70, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘ necessary and special facilities on trunk lines” 
from $251,725.82 to $291,000, 

Mr. PLUMB. The money which has heretofore been appropriated 
for this service has been expended according to a table which I will 


send to the desk and ask to have incorporated in the RECORD. The 
bulk of it has been spent for a fast service between the city of Spring- 
field, Mass., and the city of Jacksonville, Fla. The Boston mail ar- 
rives at Springfield at an hour which makes it possible by expediting 
the service to take it up in such a way as to carry it to New York, at 
which point it intercepts what is called the newspaper train, and from 
there it is carried by service which has been expedited to the city of 
Jacksonville, in the State of Florida, the time between New York and 
Jacksonville being thirty-two hours. That sum has been paid for two 
years, and the Department recommends that it be kept up. A 

Since the passage of the last act a completed railroad service has been 
established between Jacksonvilleand Tampa. Heretofore the mail was 
carried up the Saint John’s River from Jacksonville te Sanford, where 
it was placed upon a narrow-gauge railroad extending to Tampa. In 
the mean time, as I have said, the railroad has been completed clear 
through. 

Mr. INGALLS. A broad-gauge? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not a broad-gauge now, but it will be on the Ist 
day of July. The gauge is to be changed. The gauge of all the rail- 
roads South, now 5 feet, is to be changed to whatis known as the stand- 
ard gauge between now and the Ist day of July, so as to make a uni- 
form gauge of 4 feet 8} inches all over the United States; that is the 
standard gauge. 

One of the impelling causes to the making of yak a orig- 
inally was to shorten the service between New York and Havana, The 
completion of this link of railroad between Jacksonville and Tampa the 
committee thonght likely would enable the Postmaster-General to ma- 
terially shorten the time. The service now is about ninety hours from 
Havana to New York. If an arrangement can be made whereby the 
mails can arrive in Jacksonville four hours earlier, they can be carried 
from New York io Havana in sixty-two hours, which will make a vey 
material saving and be something very important to the interests whic 
are to be subserved by the rapid transit of the mail. 

We had official information, or information in its nature official, that 
the Cuban authorities are now contemplating subsidizing or giving 
extra pay to a line of steamers between Cuba and Tampa under Ameri- 
can management, and that it is their expectation to send their outward 
foreign mail via this line to New York, to be there transmitted to the 
ports of foreign destination. The sum of $40,000 was added for the 
purpose of enabling the Postmaster-General to shorten the time be- 
tween New York and Tampa in such a way that the boat carrying the 
mails from there to Havana could leave Tampa not later than 6 or 7 
o’clock in the evening and arrive at Havana before sunset on the fol- 
lowing evening, thereby, as I said, making a schedule between New 
York and Havana of about sixty-two hours. 

If this p can not be accomplished, I think I am safe in saying 
that the committee felt as though no portion of the service was now 
materially to be maintained; but there seemed to be a reasonable ex- 
pectation that this might be done, and the item was inserted, leaving 
the whole matter to be expended in the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General with a view of accomplishing this purpose, just as heretofore 
it has been left to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas desire 
to have a paper inserted in the RECORD? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask to have a table inserted in the RECORD for in- 
formation, relating to the manner in which the money is given for this 
service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the table will be inserted. 

The table is as follows: 


Statement of expenditures on account of special facilities for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, out of the $250,000 appropriated by act of July 5, 1884. 


Number 


pe prne Termini. Title of company. reah 
x Miles. 
5005 | New York, Springfield. -| New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad....... -| 135.59 
601L | New York, Buffalo..... «| New York Central and Hudson River Railroad.. 442 
a Sere, Taladoip mig ..| Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroa 96 
y msport.... r. > 
@) Baltimore, Hagerstown... Western Maryland Railroad ee 
10013 | Bay View (n. o.), Washin, 45.20 
#11001 | Washington, Quantico 34.70 
*11001 MS iess, Richmond..... 81.39 
11008 ichmond, Petersburg .. 23.39 
11009 | Petersburg, Weldon ...,........sssecescersscesesscsesrsetsssecereereeeee! Petersburg Railroad.....ccccccsssesseeseees 65.31 
13002 | Weidon, Wilmington. 162. 07 
*14002 | Wilmington, Florence 111 
* 14004 | Charleston Junction, Sa 108 
14005 TETIOS. «..ccessserers sanasesonvee 
15009 | Savannah, Jacksonville. 


* Part. 


Mr. BECK. Has the amendment been agreed to? 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been acted upon. The 
question before the Senate is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. If the purpose anticipated by some members of the 


committee can be carried out I see no objection to the appropriation, 
and perhaps, as it is in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, there 
can be no harm done; but all the information we had, so far as it im- 
pressed itself upon me, was that it would be impossible to accomplish 
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the result desired. The mails starting from New York in the morning 
at the hour they do might perhaps reach Jacksonville half an hour or 
an hour earlier than now, but until very great improvements are made 
they can not reach Tampa so as to leave there in time to get to Havana 
before the next night, and they can not land after sundown in Cuba. 

Mr. FRYE. How far is Tampa from Havana ? i 

Mr. BECK. Itis 240 miles, according to my recollection. The mails 
reach there now at 9 o’clock at night, and the boat stays there until 
the next morning. I do not believe that with the present steamboat 
facilities from Tampa to Havana it is possible to reach Tampa in time 
for the boats to leave that night, because there is some difficult navi- 
gation in the Tampa Bay, 22 hours being about the minimum and 24 
hours the ordinary trip across. 

I was rather inclined to think that it would be impossible to do what 
the committee seemed to desire and what perhaps we all desire. If it 
can be done in that way and the people of Cuba could be induced to 
send their mails over our line and supply Charleston, Savannah, Jack- 
sonville, and the intermediate towns direct from Havana instead of, as 
now, going direct from New York and coming all the way back, which 
makes a good deal of delay, the object is worthy of effort. 

I only desire tosay that while I do not oppose the amendment, I doubt 
whether it is possible to improve that service even by the additional fa- 
cilities we propose to give. If it can be done the object is a good one. 
I think the chairman of the committee, and perhaps the Senator in 
charge of thé bill himself, had grave doubts as to the possibility of its 
being done. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state to the Senator from Kentucky thatsince 
the committee acted upon the bill I have seen people who have per- 
sonally administered the line from Washington south, and they assure 
me that there will be no trouble at all in making the time between 
New York and Jacksonville enough shorter to enable the mail to ar- 
riveat Tampa in time to get out the same evening. So I am now more 
satisfied than ever that the object which the committee has in view 
will be accomplished. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say a word in reference to this 
matter, inasmuch as the Senator from Kentucky has somewhat ex- 
pressed my own view with regard to it. Ido not object to this appro- 
priation, and I think it will be an excellent appropriation of the public 
money if what is proposed can be carried ont; but it ought to be dis- 
tinctly understood that this money is not to be used unless what is pro- 
posed can be carried out. We are now paying $251,000 for expediting 
the mails chiefly between Philadelphia and Jacksonville, these mails 
being taken up at Philadelphia by a train which leaves New York at 
4.45 in the morning and which arrives at Jacksonville at 12 o’¢lock 
noon on the following day, making the trip thirty-two hours from New 
York city. Ido not very well see myself how the time of starting 
from New York city can be changed, as that is the train which carries 
the newspapers to Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Washington, arriving 
here about 11 o’clock in the morning. The time perhaps could be 
shortened three-quarters of an hour or possibly an hour in New York 
city; buf it is necessary that this through line shall reach Tampa be- 
fore sundown on the following day after leaving New York. 

Mr. INGALLS. -What is the time now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itnow takes nine hours from Jacksonville to Tampa, 
at, I think, from twenty-seven to thirty miles an hour. So it will be 
necessary for the train which leaves New York, say at 4 o’clock in the 
morning, to reach Tampa before sundown the next day, because the 
boats can not leave the harbor at Tampa, I understand, except during 
daylight. That was the statement made to the committee. They can 
not enter the harbor of Havana after sundown. 

So this appropriation is made with the idea and understanding that 
in order to use it at all the Department must accomplish what I have 
just stated, namely, the mails must reach Tampa on the evening of the 
second day in time for the steamer to depart from Tampa to Havana 
before dark. If that can be accomplished, I think itis a wise thing to 
expend this additional sum of money to accomplish it; but I do not 
wish a Postmaster-General or any officer of this Government to suppose 
that he can use the additional money proposed here unless this is ac- 
complished. I have no reason to suppose that any Postmaster-General 
would so use it.. 

There is now but a single vessel between Tampa and Havana. Of 
course if this money is used, it must involve the supply of additional 
vessels between Tampaand Havana, which will authorize the daily trans- 
mission of mails betweer these two points in order to justify this ex- 
penditure. But we agreed toit because many persons believe it can be 
accomplished, and if it can beI think it is at least as wise an expend- 
avers 3 as public money as the expenditure of the $251,000 already 
in the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if it is the intention of the committee that the mails shall not be again 
carried by steamer, as had been done for a long number of years, from 
New York to Havana. This appropriation is to be made in furtherance 
of the operations of the Postmaster-Geneial for the past year in refusing 
to carry out the direct provision of law appropriating $400,000 for car- 
rying foreign mails upon American steamers. He has undertaken to 
carry the mails over railways and in fishing smacks and all sorts of ves- 


sels he can get to ply from the ports of Florida to Ha very much 
to the discomfort and loss of all the business interests of this country. 

If after the experience of the past year with the present Postmas- 
ter-General in his method of doing business the committee think that 
under the language which they have added in the amendment the 
Postmaster-General would carry out their intentions as they have 
been expressed here by the Senator from Maine and by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa—if they think it safe to make an appropriation of 
that kind and leave it entirely in the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General to do as he pleases with the money whether he succeeds in 
doing what the committee expect to do or not, for one I have only con- 
demnation for the action of the Postmaster-General in his refusal to 
carry out the law of Congress, to use the money appropriated in order 
to carry the mails from New York to Havana. According to the ex- 
planation which has been made thus far, I do not see what is to be 
gained in point of time. It now takes, I understand, three and a half 
days from New York to Havana by railroad and by steamer from 
Tampa. 

Mr. PLUMB. It takes something over ninety hours. 

Mr. MILLER. That isa little more than three days and a half. 
The sailing time of nearly all the steamers running from New York 
and other American ports to Havana is now less than that. In fact, I 
have passed over the line myself in less time than that. In the busi- 
ness being transacted by American merchants with Havana, if their 
mails are carried in the same steamer that their goods go, they are de- 
livered in time for the business quite as effectually as can be done by 
any other method of transportation. 

Mr. PLUMB. - In regard to the service so far as Jacksonville it has 
been carried on for the pal two years in a satisfac way. It was 
established partly with the idea of giving to the people living in the 
important cities along the Atlantic coast line south of Washington an 
expedited service, and also with a view of shortening the time between 
New York and Havana. I have no doubt itis true, as the Senator 
from New York has stated, that sometimes the vessels from New York 
to Havana make the tripas quickly as it has been made by this com- 
bination of railroad and steamship service heretofore, but at the same 
time I am advised that it is not as uniformly a short schedule as has 
been furnished by the combination of the land and water line. But 
now, by reason of the completion of the gap in the railroad between 
Jacksonville and Tampa, it seems to me that we reach a possibility of 
getting a service which will be much less than any steamboat service 
heretofore has been. 

Being in the line of that which the Department has heretofore been 
paying, the committee felt that it was entirely safe to give the Post- 
master-General this extra money now, and that he would use it only 
for the purpose of making the expedition which has been spoken of and 
which we believe to be within reach. If we can get this service be- 
tween New York and Havana in sixty-two hours, which is not only of 
great importance to the terminal points but of great importance also to 
the intermediate section of the country, the committee had some reason 
to believe that we should receive by reason of the transportation of the 
Cuban mail bound for European ports enough money to make up the 
extra compensation which we place in the bill to pay for the expedited 
schedule. The question upon which the Senator from New York 
touches will come up directly on another amendment to the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not object to any railroad postal facilities of any 
kind, but I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the 
Postmaster-General pays precisely the same for carrying the mails from 
Tampa to Havana that he pays for carrying the mails from New York 
to Havana, so that all the pay on the railroad is so much increased ex- 


pense. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that results in an increased rapidity of service, then 
the result aimed to be accomplished by the appropriation has been re- 
alized. 

Mr. FRYE. I should not object to it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the object of this appropriation is to con- 
centrate the mails from the West Indies, which now go to Europe by 
subsidized vessels of the Spanish Government, through the United 
States and by steamship mail service from New York to Europe. Itis 
estimated upon very reasonable probability that the compensation of 
that increased mail, the whole of which will go by this route, because 
several days will besaved by it over any other possible route, will pay 
the increased cost of this transportation. That is the estimate, besides 
the commercial advantages of an immediate and expeditious intercourse 
with the island of Cuba. There are at this time several millions of dol- 
lars of imported values from Cuba to this country in the shape of to- 
bacco and in connection with the domestic manufacture of cigars. There 
is much revenue derived by the Government from that trade, and it 
will be very largely increased. There is very considerable trade be- 
tween this country and Cuba in cattle and in various productions, all 
of which will be largely advanced by this speedy and expeditious inter- 


course, besides the amount of travel that will pass through the United 
States on this new and rapid line. 

Senators are mistaken when they doubt the practicability of this pro- 
vision. There is no kind of difficulty about it. The objection is made 
that at Tampa there is some difficulty in the exit from the harbor after 
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dark. There is, however, as will be perceptible to any one, no diffi- 
culty in a ship dropping down some 10 miles below the harbor in deep 
water, where she may at all hours of the night pass out. The only 
thing required, with the present facilities expedited as they will be by 
this bill, if the mail should not get there until 8 or 9 o’clock, will be 
that the vessel shall leave within an hour after the arrival at Tampa 
by dropping downsome 10 miles. Theordinary time of a faststeamer— 
and the steamer that is now upon the route doing the service will be 
supplemented by others, of course—is twenty hours. ‘The average time 

ill be twenty hours, seal 3 a margin of from three to four hours in 
which to arrive at the port of Havana, which can not be entered accord- 
ing to the ions of the island after dark. So there is no doubt 
about the practicability of it and no doubt about the great advantages 
of it. ` 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment again. : 

The CHIEF CLERK, In lines 70 and 71, strike out the words “‘ fifty- 
one thousand seven hundred and twenty-five dollars and eighty-two 
cents’? and insert ‘‘ninety-one thousand dollars;’’ so as to read: 


Necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $291,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Office of the Su- 
perintendent of Foreign Mails,” after line 99, to insert: 

‘For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and re; 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispa! 
r in the carriage, of such mails to Brazil; the Republics of Mexico, 
ntral and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with such American steam- 
ships, for a term of not less than five years, and at a rate of compensation not 
exceeding for each outward trip $l per nautical mile of the distance, in the most 
direct and feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth, 


Mr. BECK. I desire to submit to the Chair whether the provision 
authorizing the contracts made with American-built steamships for a 
term of five years at a rate of compensation not exceeding $1 per 
nautical mile of distance is not new legislation and such as is subject 
to the point of order. I shall at least raise that question and ask the de- 
cision of the Chair upon it, 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask the Senator from Kentucky if he would not 
just as soon interpose the point of order at a later hour ? 

Mr. BECK. I should be very glad todo that. Indeed, owing to 
the absence this morning from the city, as I understood, of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas in charge of the bill, some data that I expected to use 
in the discussion of this question I did not bring with me to-day. If 
we could finish the interstate-commerce bill to-day so that I might 
have until to-morrow morning to look into this particular question I 
should be very much obliged. But the interstate-commerce bill per- 
haps could not be finished to-day. Idesire to be heard on this amend- 
ment, and I think I should take less time if I had a chance to look at 
the question more fully than perhaps I could donowif I should ramble 
through some reports, one of which I only got this morning, and of 
which I furnished a copy to the Senator who has charge of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. For the purpose of meeting the suggestion which the 
Senator from Kentucky has made, I proposed that the point of order 
go over in order that the other debate might occur now. I should be 
very glad indeed to allow the bill to go over until to-morrow if I could 
be certain that I should not be obliged to contend for the floor to-mor- 
row and with just as much chance of losing it then as I had to-day. 


red 
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Not being able to make an arrangement, therefore I felt that I ought: 


to carry out the purpose of the committee. If the Senator does not in- 
terpose his point of order now, some portion of the discussion favorable 
to the amendment at least will occur to-day, and he will have the ben- 
efit of the debate as well as the benefit of getting the data which he 


Mr. BECK. I am willing to wa ve anything except that. I donot 
feel quite able to discuss the question as pointedly and as briefly to-day 
as I should if I had until morning. Al that is desired to be said by 
others Ishould be very glad to hear this afternoon, hoping that the bill 
may not be concluded until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman from Kentucky state what his point 
of order is? : 

Mr. BECK. Ihavewithdrawn it. I desire to make the point of or- 
der that the proposed contract being for five years, limited to American- 
built ships, this is new legislation. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Kentucky raise this point of or- 
der on the five years’ contract? 

Mr. BECK. Also on the fact that it is confined to a certain class of 
ships to which it has not heretofore been confined. Those are the two 
questions which I shall make. 

Mr. HARRIS. That it is new legislation? 

Mr. BECK. That it is new legislation on an appropriation bill. 
But I waive the point of order for the present for the purpose of hear- 
ing all that may be said, as the Senator in charge of the bill suggests. 
I should be very glad to hear the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], 


and I am willing to withdraw the points of order. The Senator from 
Maine is chairman of the Committee on Rules, of which my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is a member, and I believe it is pretty well 
known that I am not an expert on rules. What I desire is not to be 
obliged to close the debate on this question this evening, for I could be 
heard more satisfactorily and take less time in the morning after I pro- 
cure some documents which I did not bring to-day, thinking the appro- 
priation bill would not come up. 

Mr. FRYE. TheSenator from Maine does not wish to be heard. He 
has discussed the general merits of the question presented so many times 
on the floor of the Senate and on the floor of the other House that he 
has no ambition to discuss it further, and will not do so unless some- 
thing in the progress of the debate or something soaring the point of 
order shall be raised which shall, in his opinion, require his discussion 
of it. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine will observe that the amend- 
ment reported by the committee is a very pronounced modification of 
the amendment offered by himself, and it was for thatreason I presumed 
that the Senator from Maine would desire to be heard. I did not de- 
sire to invite any discussion by the Senator from Maine, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky to insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. BECK. I donot. Ithas been waived at the request of the Sen- 
ator in charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question then is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that the Senator from Kentucky will a 
a later period interpose his point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is understood that the Senator from Kentucky re- 
serves the right hereafter to make the point of order upon the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE?. Sothe Chair understands. The Chair 
supposed he had made that reservation. 

Mr. HARRIS, But for the present he has withdrawn it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of order can be raised at 
any time. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr, PLUMB addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. FRYE. I do not intend to discuss this question, but I wish to 
make a very few suggestions, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] 
intends to reply to-morrow. be 

There is a very singular condition of things in the country to-day. 
There is a great confusion, a kind of a daze, among the laboring men 
of the Republic, and you hear of strikes and riots and boycotts and 
all manner of disturbances, and Congress hastens to afford relief. The 
national House of Representafives passes a bill providing for arbitra- 
tion; the Senate is ready to take up and pass another, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States sends us a message suggesting that provision 
be made for a board of arbitrators. Now, sir, all this dees no harm. 
The bill of the House, the bill which the Senate will pass, the recom- 
mendation of the President, are all entirely harmless, They are, how- 
ever, giving brown-bread pills toa fever patient. Thatisall. ‘The med- 
icine does not strike at the root of the disease in the least particular. 

Now what is the disease? Carroll D. Wright, your Labor Commis- 
sioner, in his recent report, says that there are one million of men in the 
United States to-day outofwork. Thereisthe disease, ifheisright. You 
take the Knights of Labor, for instance, to-day in any State. They stop 
work. They have aright to doit; nobody questions theright; butto their 
utter amazement they see just as many men ready to ake their places, 
Then come serious temptations to induce the men ready to take their 
places not to take them. Then what? Very likely among the more vio- 
lent there comes a riot, a violation of law, an appeal to the courts, an ap- 
peal perhaps to arms, and men, itmay be, areslaughtered. How happens 
it that when there is a strike, as it is called, there are enough men to fill 
the places of these who havestruck? Itcomes from the fact that you pro- 
duce to-day from your farms and your mines and your manufactories more 
than youcan use. Thereis thedisease. It comes from the fact that you 
raised last year, from farms, mines, factories, and forests, fifteen bill- 
ions of dollars’ worth of products and that you exported but 2 per cent. 
of the whole. It comes from the fact that your people can not consume 
those fifteen billion dollars’ worth; and when the men made idle com- 
plain your reply is arbitration, the Senate reply will be arbitration, and 
the President’s is a commission of arbitration! These skilled laborers 
are men of intelligence, and are not to be cheated by any such harmless 
nostrums; when they ask bread they will not be content with a stone. 

Why, sir, I hate tostart the Senator from Kentucky ona tariff speech, 
though T know it is a good one that he will make; but I can not help 
giving him a word or two of suggestion in that direction. It is said 
that the President of the United States is undertaking to pass through 
the House of Representatives the Morrison tariff bill. Whether it is 
true or not, I donot know. We imported last year from Great Britain 


$37,000,000 worth of cotton goods, and we raised the cotton here. 
Every single dollar’s worth of those thirty-seven millions could just as 
well have been made in the United States of America as in Europe, 
and if they had been, one hundred thousand of these men out of work 
would not have been idle. 
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In 1883 you forced us to reduce the duties on-those goods from 16 to 
33 percent., and an increased importation followed. The present Mor- 
rison tariff bill proposes to cut the duties down from 16 per cent. to 33 
per cent. more, and if it becomes a law you will import instead of $37,- 
000,000 worth $75,000,000 I think, and you will turn ont of employ- 
ment two hundred thousand more men to engage in strikes. And yet 
the President in one hand offers a m to heal labor troubles by ar- 
bitration, and in the other hand a demand on the House of Representa- 
tives that they shall turn out of work two, or three, or five hundred 
thousand more American laborers. 

Mr. BECK. WilltheSenatorallow me? I desire to help him along 
with his speech. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not need any help. 

Mr. BECK. But this is in his line. All commerce is recognized 
now, I believe, to be proper. Great Britain takes from us now of our 
exports $500,000,000 a year and sells us $150,000,000. What has she 
got to say about that surplus if we are grumbling in that condition of 
trade? = 

Mr. FRYE. I will not now reply to that. I have heard that ques- 
tion discussed on this floor by the Senator from Kentucky every year 
since I haye been here, and I heard it, too, in the House of Represent- 
atives long before I came. I want to go one single step further with 
my illustration, and the Senator will reply to it to-morrow. 

We imported last year forty-three million dollars’ worth of woolen 
goods, every dollar of which could have been made in our own Repub- 
lic just as well. We imported about forty million dollars’ worth of 
iron and steel manufactures, every dollar of which might have been 
made here. We imported nineteen million dollars’ worth of linen 
goods and eight million dollars’ worth of manufactures of jute, about 
thirty-seven million dollars’ worth of silks, and we could have made 
them here. And if we had, Carroll D. Wright could not have reported 
that one million of men in the United States were out of employment— 
not by any manner of means. Five hundred thousand more men 
would have been at work, and the President of the United States would 
not have been called upon to deliver a message to the Congress recom- 
mending a commission to arbitrate. Mr. President, itis worse than use- 
less to bring the healing of arbitration in one hand and the infinitely 
worse disease of free trade in the other. 

But, sir, I did not intend to discuss the tariff when I rose. I say 
the trouble among our laborers to-day comes froma surplus, What 
are you going to do with it?. You must get rid of it somehow and 
somewhere. Your wheat may, as the Senator from Kentucky suggests, 
go to Great Britain. Thatis not the only product. There are your 
cotton, woolen, and silk goods; your manufactures of iron and steel, 
How are you to get rid of the surplus of them? Send them to Great 
Britain? We have a surplus of ten and she has a surplus of one hun- 
dred. . Send them to France? Therethe sameis true. She has a sur- 
plus and a tariff too. Send them to Russia? She has a tariff. Send 
them to Germany? She has a tariff. Where will you send them? 
You must find a market for them somewhere, or there will be idle men 
and labor troubles too. 

The only countries you have for markets are right here by your very 
doors, right here on your borders, sister republics formed after the like- 
ness of our own; in full sympathy with our Republic, with our purposes, 
with our civilization, and with our designs for the future, willing to 
trade, anxious to model after us, even ing their. parks with the 
statues of our Washi and of our Lincoln. Take the Argentine 
Republic, to-day growing as rapidly as the United States, having as 
large an immigration in proportion to her inhabitants as the United 
States to-day, with a splendid climate, a fertile soil, a good people, di- 
vided into states, and every state equipped with a normal school mod- 
eled on ours in New England, and in every normal school a teacher from 
the United States at the head, instructing with all their might and all 
their energy in the lessons of our civilization. The Argentine Republic 
appropriated last "year $59,000,000 to railroads alone, and is building 
them from that appropriation to-day. Is-not this progress ? 

Let me show you what the increase has been in importations of this 
republic. In 1876 their imports were $36,000,000; in 1884 they were 
$80,000,000, more than doubling since 1876. Where do they come 
from? From d, France, and Germany, all but about$6,000,000. 
What were they? All manufactured goods, the whole of them. What, 
principally? Cotton goods largely, and the South can furnish the 
whole of the Central American and South American states with all the 
cotton goods they want to use, cheaper than Great Britain can place 
them there to-day. 

Mr. BECK. Why do they not buy them here? 

Mr. FRYE. I will tell the Senator. They do not buy them here 
because the Senator from Kentucky like a watch-dog stands between 
the Treasury and an honest payment for carrying the United States 
mails to the Argentine Republic. 

Mr. BECK. May Linterrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. FRYE. Not now; I want to finish that answer. The Argen- 
tine Republic appropriated $96,000 three years ago to carry her mails 
from her country to the United States and it has been astanding offer 
since, and the United States, because the Senator from Kentucky and 
the Democratic party of the House and the Postmaster-General stand 


directly athwart progress, refuses to pay over $2,000 for carrying our 
mails to the Argentine Republic, and we have no mail there, and the 
American flag last year was not in sight of the coast of that republic. 
Why, sir, there were over two hundred steamers of Germany, France, 
and England in the waters of the Argentine Republic last year, and 
not a single American ship or American flag, and yet with an importa- 
tion of $80,000,000, every dollar of which we could supply her with 
and thus employ two or three hundred thousand of the men the Sena- 
tor from. Kentucky is so anxious about. We have nota single line of 
steamers there. The Brazilian line is building three ships to-day, and 
if the Senator from Kentucky would permit this amendment to be- 
come a law those three ships within sixty days would be running to 
the Argentine Republic and there would be a communication opened 
which would result in our getting our fair share of that trade. Now 
I will yield. 

Mr. BECK. I will not interrupt the Senator from Maine any more. 
I rose to tell him why England had the trade; and his mails and his 
letters and his subsidies are Worse than brown-bread pills. i 

Mr. FRYE. I know just what the Senator would tell me. 

- Mr. BECK. I will tell you. 
y Mr. FRYE. I know it perfectly and will wait until to-morrow to 
ear it. 

Mr. BECK. I can tell in a word. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well; let us have it. 

Mr. BECK. We can make goods as cheap as England so the Sena- 
tor says, but England carries her goods to the Argentine Republic and 
she takes their copper, she takes their wool, she takes everything they 
have got and lands it in her own ports and sets her people to work to 
make more. They have no money. We will not take their goods. 
We have got to take what they have got, and if they can not buy of us 
because of a miserable war tariff of 46 per cent. that prevents our peo- 
ple from Janding the goods they are willing to give us and that En- 
gland takes and Jands and puts her own people to work upon to manu- 
facture more, they resort to England. That is why; and it is not 
mails, and it is not subsidies at all, that will supply a remedy. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator knows that Great Britain last year paid 
more money for carrying her mails—if he calls it subsidizing, I will 
say for subsidizing her steamship lines to South and Central Amer- 
ica than the United States paysin any two years for the carrying of all 
her mails the world over. She paid last year $1,700,000 for her mails 
to China and Japan and Australia, and we paid $11,000. That is the 
reason Great Britain has-facilities when we do not have them, and the 
Senator from Kentucky knows it well. 

What would it amount to to establish oneline? Isay thatone line to 
the Argentine Republic, with two steamers a month, is worth more to 
this Republic than your $800,000 contained in this amendment. Isay 
it is worth more to laboring men than all the arbitration bills these 
two Houses will pass; and it is no statesmanship to talk about labor 
unless you are ready to do that which will relieve it and send the sur- 
plus you have in this country abroad and thus employ the men who 
are idle. Fair mail pay—the same you pay stages—will insure direct 
communication with these republics. ; 

Why, sir, a man whom it is hardly safe to mention in the United 
States Senate, John Roach, one of the honestest men and one of the 
ablest I ever saw in my life, a man who is an honor to this Republic 
and who has done more to keep our flag on the ocean than any other 
living man—John Roach put on a line to Brazil. Dom Pedro paid 
him ,000 a year for carrying the Brazilian mail to New York, while 
you paid him abont $6,000 for carrying the United States mail to Bra- 
zil. Dom Pedro withdrew, of course, his mail pay, and John Roach’s 
line was withdrawn. Now there isone line to Brazil, and that line has 
been carrying your mail all down through that section of country to 
the islands in the sea where other steamship lines would not carry 
them, and trusting to what for pay? To the Postmaster-General? 
No, to Congress. 

The Postmaster-Genetal could pay them 5 cents a letter or 4 cents a 
mile. He can pay for carrying the mails from San Francisco to Sitka 
60 cents per mile. He can do that, but he can not pay for carrying 
the mail down to Rio de Janeiro over 3 cents per mile, or at the out- 
side 4}, provided you included both sea and inland postage. Increase 
the pay to this Brazilian line, and, according to the logic of the Senator, 
it is a subsidy, but only fair mail pay from San Francisco to Alaska! 

They are paying $100,000 a year for carrying their mail up here and 
you are paying about $4,000 a year for carrying your mail down there. 
How long that sort of a copartnership will last I do not know. One 
of these vessels sailed a few days ago. I wish to show what a vessel 
of that kind does for the United States of America. Does the Senator 
from Kentucky think that his State has no sort of interest in this 
steamship line? But this one steamer sailing a fortnight ago took of 
the manufactured products of the United States $262,000 worth in one 
cargo, one yoyage. I have the manifest in my hands. 

Why, sir, it took $20,000 worth of cotton goods from the Senator from 
Georgia’s State, jeans and cheap cottons. The mills there were run- 
ning low, the hands were getting out of employment, and the agent of 
the Brazilian nanne line went down there, i those mills 
and looked at their goods. Saidhe: ‘‘Gentlemen, you are making just 
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the goods for Brazil; they can be sold there without difficulty; you 
just put them up into such and such packages of a size that they can 
be carried on mute-back, and I will take $20,000 of those goods on the 
very next steamer that sails;’’ and he took the $20,000 worth, and thus 
afforded just so much more room for the laboring men of Atlanta. 
"That leaves $20,000 to make up there in Georgia. Here on the mani- 
fest is gutta-percha, here are medicines, here are surveying instru- 
ments, books, stationery, lamps, plated ware, car wheels, locomotive 
tools, cigars, organs, granite ware, every conceivable manufacture of the 
United States. . Kentucky contributed, I see, to the cargo. 

North Carolina, I think, is mentioned five times, and her manufact- 
ures and the products of her soil were taken in the same way. I see 
in the list corn-shellers, metal buttons, sewing-machines, cotton goods, 
woolen goods, shoe blacking, fur goods, cotton undershirts, cotton cards, 
spool silk, silk ribbons, undershirts, sheeting, cold cotton, printed cot- 
ton, corn-starch, petroleum, stoves, cases of pumps, clocks, twenty-five 
bags corn-starch, one hundred and fifty barrels of flour, ninety-eight 
spools of wire—every conceivable thing that we make in this country 
is on that one single ship, $262,000 worth in all. If that American 
ship had not taken to Rio de Janeiro the $262,000 worth of goods they 
would have remained at home, and perhaps three or four hundred men 
and women would have been out of employment on account of this 
amount of surplus. 

The next week another ship sails with a like cargo, and the next 
another, and soon. That line wants pay for taking the mail down to 
the Argentine Republic. They are building one vessel now and ready 
to build two more, ready to double the service if only you will pay 
half what you pay from San Francisco to Sitka; but the Senator from 
Kentucky says, ‘‘ No; not if we can hire a British ship to carry it 
cheaper !”? 

I call attention to Uruguay. It is filling up as rapidly as the Ar- 
gentine Republic, Take Chili. The imports into Chili have tripled 
since 1876, and your flag is neverseenin her ports. Your flagneveris 
seen in Uruguay. Why is it, Mr. President, that this great Republic 
should sit here quietly and see itself full of disturbance, East and West, 
North and South, labor troubles, men wanting to work and not able to 
get work, men struggling, men rioting because you have so much sur- 
plus that you can not employ them longer? í 

Why should this great Republic, with its 50,000,000 people and its 
immense stores of wealth, waste itself on this trifling talk about arbitra- 
tion and commission and permit itself to be prevented from doing that 
which every man will say is honest, paying fair and reasonable prices 
for carrying United States mails to the South and Central American re- 
publics and thus opening up a communication which is direct and which 
shall be speedy between our manufacturersand theirconsumers? Forty- 
five million of people, importing annually more than $400,000,000 of 
the very goods we make and must sell, anxious to purchase of us, and 
yet we refuse to pay that reasonable mail pay which would establish 
lines of steamers and open up these markets to us! 

Everything they raise there we want. We paid Brazil $50,000,000 last 
year for coffee—twice as much as Great Britain paid, twice as much as 
any other country—brought it in foreign ships into our ports, and sold 
Brazil $8,000,000 of our products, principally leum, an article she 
can not get anywhere else, and she bought all the fest of her goods of 
Great Britain. If we buy $50,000,000 of coffee, twice as much as Great 
Britain buys of her, why should she not seek to buy of us? She can 
not, because we had but this one line, and that only for a short time; 
no adequate, direct, and speedy steam communication. If we wish to 
export our goods, we must sup them from New York to Liverpool on 
an English steamer, and then they are reshipped in Liverpool, and per- 
haps kept on the dock fora month or two, our English friends being in 
no haste, then forwarded to Rio in another English steamer. What 
chance does this open for trade? Four-fifths of the cotton goods sold 


in South and Central America to-day coming from Great Britain are. 


marked “American manufactures,’’ to give the idea that they are 
really products of our looms. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to say nearly so much as I have. I 
preferred very much to reply to the Senator from Kentucky, but I have 
thrown out two or three suggestions which will give him a splendid 
opportunity to make one of his best speeches, and then perhaps I may 
take the floor again to reply. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps I will not speak at all in view of that alarm- 
statement. ý 
. FRYE. I did not intend to frighten the Senator from Ken- 
berth I know where he came from, and it is utterly impossible to do 
at. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. HARRIS, If the Senator from Kentucky will yield to me, I 
ie move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 5 : 

Mr. HOAR. Ihopenot. We were told that this bill was to be fin- 
ished this afternoon. We ought not to waste this day. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Massachusetts is entirely mistaken 
about the Senate being told any such thing. TheSenator from Kansas 
requested.me to waive the question of order on this amendment so that 
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he could be heard this afternoon and we could take up the question in 
the morning. 

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator from Kansas called up the Post- 
Office appropriation bill he was inquired of as to how long it would 
probably occupy. He answered in my hearing, though notin the hear- 
ing of the Senator from Kentucky I believe, that he hoped to get it 
finished this afternoon. That is what I refer to. 

Mr. BECK. Isuppose there is no sort of chance of closing it this 
afternoon. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a great mass of very important public busi- 
ness awaiting the Senate, which would take us two or three solid months, 
and every afternoon that we stop business at 4 or half past 4 we cut off 
some important public measure that the people are demanding and 
leave it untouched at the present session. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with the convenience of the 
Senator from Kentucky. If he does not want to go on this afternoon, 
let us take up—— 4 

Mr, HARRIS. The Senate gave up this afternoon—— 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that we resume the consideration of the 
interstate-commerce bill. « 

Mr. HOAR. We can resume the consideration of the interstate- 


commerce bill. 
r. HARRIS. We can profitably employ this afternoon—— 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky has the 
oor. 
can HOAR. Isuppose the whole thing can be easily arranged in 
at way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky had the 
floor and yielded to the Senator from Tennessee. Three or four Sena- 
tors are addressing each other and not addressing the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Kentucky to yield to 
me, and I desire to su, to the Senator from Massachusetts that we 
can very profitably employ the remainder of this evening, even if not 
engaged in legislative business, and therefore I hope he will not object 
to the motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senator from Tennessee if he will with- 
draw that motion fora moment. I desire to submit to the Senate the 
question of taking up by unanimous consent the bill (S. 2225) to in- 
demnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by 
the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, 


in September, 1885. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennesse 
withdraw his motion for the t? 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the tor from Alabama propose simply to 


offer a resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose to take up by unanimous consent a bill 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. It will take but 
a short time to dispose of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The unfinished business was laid aside informally 
in order that the Post-Office appropriation bill might be considered to- 
aay: I hope the Senate will resume the consideration of the unfinished 

usiness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky Ri 
Brari a the floor and yielded to the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 

RRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will vote that motion down, and 
aoe we shall proceed with the consideration of the interstate commerce 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not necessary to inform the Sen- 
ate that the motion is not debatable. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business, 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. HOAR called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered and taken. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. HARRISON], and I am in doubt about the propriety of vot- 
ing. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr, SABIN (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire if the motion is carried whether, 
when the appropriation bill is finished, the unfinished business, which 
was informally laid aside, will be the regular order? 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Of course. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be the regular order after the 
Post-Office appropriation bill, unless the Senate should interpose with 
some other order. 

Mr. PLATT. As the business of the Senate stands now it would be 


the regular order. 


3928 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 28, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 
The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—S. 
Beck, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Berry, rge, McPherson, 8| 3 a 
Brown, Gorman, Maxey, ance, 
Call, Gray, Morgan, Walthall, 

Hale, Payne, itthorne, 
ke, Hampton, Pike, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Harre, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Hearst, Pugh, 

Fair, Ingalls, Ransom, 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Daw Mahone, Sewell, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, , 
Blair, Edmunds, Morrill, Stanford, 

Palmer, Teller, 
Conger, Hoar, Platt, 
om, McMillan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—2, 

Blackburn, Harrison, Manderson, Vest, 
Bowen, Hawley, Miller, oorhecs, 
Butler, Jonesof Arkansas, Mitchell of Pa. 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Cameron, Kenna, Sabin, * 
Gibson, Logan, Van Wyck, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifty-eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1013) providing for the establishment of a port of entry at 
Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of Maine; 
and š 
A bill (S. 1397) to establish a port of delivery at Springfield, in the 
State of Massachusetts. 

The m also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, 
Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories 
of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory, disagreed to 
by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. CUL- 
BERSON, Mr. TUCKER, and Mr. CASWELL managers at the conference 
on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1200) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the employment of certain aliens as engineers and pilots,’’ approved 
April 17, 1874; 

A bill (H. R. 1500) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in 
the district of Burlington, N. J., to the port of Trenton, insaid district; 

A bill (H. R. 2646 ting to the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad 
Company the right to lay its track through United States lock and dam 
property in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 4063) to authorize the improvement of the water-power 
in the Mississippi River at Little Falls, Minn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war 
honorably di after six months’ service who are disabled and 
dependent upon their own labor for support, and of dependent parents 
of soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. MAHONE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. : 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate this 28th day of April, 1886. 
CONSULS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


E. H. Bryan, of California, to be consul of the United States at Lyons, 
the nomination of M. J. Newmark heretofore sent to the Senate for con- 
sul at that place being this day withdrawn. 

Samuel H. Keedy, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
at Rheims, vice John L. Frisbie, recalled. 

R. H. Jones, of Lordsburg, New Mexico, to be consul of the United 
States at Chihuahua, vice Louis H. Scott, recalled. 

ATTORNEY OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Charles B. Howry, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Mississippi, vice Green C. Chandler, sus- 
pended. The nomination of Charles B. Hawry for said office hereto- 
fore delivered to the Senate is this day withdrawn. 


MARSHAL OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Robert S. Kelly, of Montana, to be marshal of the United States for 
the Territory of Montana, vice A. C. Botkin, commission expired, in 
lieu of previous nomination in the place of the suspended officer. 

POSTMASTER. 

Erskine P. Linzee, to be postmaster at Pierce City, Lawrence County, 
Missouri, vice Thomas Carlin, commission expired, in lieu of previous 
nomination in the place of the suspended officer. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Passed Assistant Engineer George W. Stivers, to be a chief engineer in 
the Navy, from the 18th of December, 1885, vice Sewell, retired. 
Passed Assistant Engineer William W. Heaton, to be a chief engi- 
neer in the Navy, from the 26th of January, 1886, vice Sensner, retired. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Charles Edward Woodruff, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant sur- 

geon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
First Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Frazier A. Boutelle, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Bendire, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Oscar J. Brown, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 1886, 
vice Boutelle, promoted. 


Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. .- 
First Lieut. Charles H. Rockwell, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Payne, retired from active service. 
md Lieut. Henry J. Goldman, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Rockwell, promoted. i 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Richard A. Williams, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Foote, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. Joseph A. Gaston, to he first lieutenant, April 24, 1886, 
vice Williams, promoted. 
First Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. John S. Mason, jr., to be first lieutenant, April 20, 
1886, vice Edmunds, appointed regimental adjutant. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Melville C. Wilkinson, to be captain, April 20, 1886, 
vice Mitchell, retired from active service, 
Second Lieut. George Bell, jr., to be first lieutenant, April 24, 1886, 
vice Wilkinson, promoted. 
Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. William Hoffman, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Jackson, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. Charles F. Roe, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice Whit- 
ney, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. James E. Macklin, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Hoffman, promoted. 
Second Lieut. John H. Philbrick, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Roe, promoted. 
Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Edward B. Rheem, to be captain, April 24, 1883, vice 
Eyans, retired from active service. s 
Second Lieut. Charles M. Truitt, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Rheem, promoted. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 28, 1886. 


The BRR D at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 
Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
WITHDRAWAL OF A REPORT. 


Mr. NEECE. Mr, Speaker, on yesterday I made a report from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensionson the bill (H. R. 4460) to pension John 
W. Delp. That report was made in error, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent now to withdraw it. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have an erroneous reference to onc 
of the Calendars changed. I find that House bill No. 5868, to construct 
a road to the national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn., reported on Feb- 
ruary 16 from the Committee on Military Affairs, has been placed upon 
the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directed its reference to the Committca 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. é 

Mr. HOUK. I ask that it be placed upon the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, where it properly 
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belongs, as of date February 16; that is to say, immediately following 
the bill H. R. No. 4915 on that Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


DRAWBACK ON IMPORTED COAL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, requesting a report of the effect and operations of the provision 
of law under which a drawback is allowed on imported bituminous coal 
used as fuel on steam-vyessels; which was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bill No. 335, to pro- 

vide for protecting the interests of the United States in the Potomac 
* River flats in the District of Columbia, with amendments by the House 

of Representatives non-concurred in by the Senate. 

as SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the order of the Senate on said 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 26, 1886. 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the said bill, and ask a conference with the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, k 

ed, That Mr. INGALLS, Mr. WILSON of Iowa,and Mr. Vest be appointed 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the request of the 
Senate for a conference. 

The request of the Senate was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the conferees on the part 
of the House hereafter, 

CLAIMS OF CERTAIN STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 71) for the bene- 
fit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kan- 
sas, Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada 
when a Territory, with amendments by the House of Representatives 
non-concurred in by the Senate. 
aa SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order of the Senate on said 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 24, 1886, 

Resolved, That the Senate d to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the said bill, and ask a conference with the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

That Mr, DOLPH, Mr, SPoosER, and Mr Gray be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Mr. OATES. Mr, Speaker, that bill came from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House, and is under the charge of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. In his absence, as I do not see him in his 
pt I will ask the appointment of the conferees on the part of the 

ouse., 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the House will agree to 
the request of the Senate, and order conferees to be appointed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
BARETT and Mr. CASWELL as conferees on the part of the House òn 
said bill. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
Jowing titles; which were read a first and second time, and referred as 
follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 1101) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
the Indians neongo the Round Valley, reservation in the State of 
California—to the Committee on Indiag Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1868) providing for an extension of the Executive Man- 
sion—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct a bridge 
across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FISHER, for two weeks from the 28th instant. 

To Mr, NEGLEY, indefinitely. 

To Mr. BAYNE, for Wednesday and Thursday of this week. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations to increase 
their capital stock and to change their names or locations; 

A bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 6980) making appropriation to complete the public build- 
ing at Jackson, Tenn. 


MAJ. MICHAEL P. SMALL. 


Mr. FINDLAY. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 


bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small, and that the 
same be brought before the House for present consideration. ` 

The bill was read, as follows: è 

Be it enacted, &c., That the propa accounting officers, in settlingand adjusting 
the accounts of Maj. Michael P, Small, commissary of subsistence, United States 
Army, are hereby directed to credit said Maj. Michael P. Small, commissary of 
subsistence, United States Army, with the sum of $3,780.53, being the amount of 
Government funds which were stolen or embezzled from him, without his de- 
fault, at or near srery so Ill., in the years 1879 and 1880; and in case the said 
Small shall have paid into the Treasury of the United States, prior to the pas- 
sage of this act, any part of the said sum so stolen or embezzled, such amount 
shall be refunded fo him in full out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 

ise SPEAKER. -Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? ; 

Mr. COX. I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. With the permission of the House I will make a 
brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. If there he no objection the gentleman from In- 
diana will be permitted to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. FINDLAY. This is a bill for the relief of General Small, who 
was for a long time, and is now, a commissary in the United States 
Army. A trusted and confidential clerk, who had been in his empoy 
for some ten years, robbed him of some $3,780 of Government funds in 
his This clerk afterward made confession. The case was tried 
in the United. States district court in New York by civil action and 
judgment for the full amqunt was recovered. A criminal action could 
not be instituted by reason of the fact that the statute of limitations 
had begun to run. 

This is simply a bill now to relieve General Small from a charge for 
that amount of money upon the books of the Treasury. It was alleged 
in the petition of the United States and proven that this robbery was 
without any neglect on the part of General Small, and that he was not 
guilty of any negligence in any shape or form. ‘That was part of the 
allegation of the United States and of course a part of the proof. This 
is a unanimous report from the Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House. There was no reason that the committee could see why Gen- 
eral Small should not be relieved of this charge. It is simply a charge 
upon the books of the Treasury against him; and the bill provides he 
shall receive credit for that amount. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being en: , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FINDLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent to di 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 7087, and that the same be brought before the House 
for present consideration. 

Mr. BEACH. Withall respect, I think the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. WEAVER] has had his due share of recognition in this Congress, 
He has already got four or five bills passed by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. BEACH. I shall object to this until other members have had 
a chance. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up House resolu- 
tion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BURLEIGH] 
demands the regular order, which cuts off all requests for unanimous 
consent. 

SUBSTITUTES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Irise to make a privileged motion: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I send to the Clerk’s desk a resolution introduced 
by me more than a week ago, a resolution of inquiry, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. They have 
not made a report, and I shall move that they be discharged from its 
further consideration and that it be considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a privileged mo- 
tion. The resolution will be read. When was the resolution referred ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. A week ago last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. Andit has not been reported? 

Mr. TAULBEE. No, sir. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Wh b; rt to this Hi by the Secreta: f the T: A 
date April 5, 1888, i is shown: that quite a ae ak of persons holdin Arora} 
as employés in the Treasury Department are carried on the rolls of employés 
and not required to perform any service, and whose places are filled by substi- 
tutes designated to positions within the classified civil service, and who have 
not been certified for appointment to said positions by the United States Civil 
Service Commission, and who are paid a less rate of compensation than the 
salary allowed the said regular employés: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform this House by what authority these practices are had, and by what au- 
a, paons are paid salaries when they do not perform any service to the 

vernment, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair finds on examination of the rule that it 
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provides these resolutions ‘‘shall’’ be reported back within a week, not 
merely that they may be. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is calling on the committee to report? 

The SPEAKER. That is all. The committee’s report would be 
Sa fa at any time that it should be made, notwithstanding the 

imitation of time in the rule. ` 

Mr. TAULBEE. My motion was not to direct the committee to re- 
port. My motion was to discharge the committee from the further con- 
sideration of that resolution, and that the House proceed now to its con- 
sideration. ; ’ 

The SPEAKER. That was the motion as thegentleman first stated 
it, and the Chair stated that was not a matter of privilege. The Chair 
understood that the gentleman next moved to instruct the committee 
to report, which the Chair thought was a matter of privilege. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I will put the motion in that form, that the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service be directed to report back that 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. When? , 

Mr. TAULBEE. Within this week; by Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the Se- 
lect Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be directed to report the 
resolution back to the House on or before next Saturday. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I will state that the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service have not had an opportunity to consider the reso- 
lution to, which the gentleman refers. The resolution was introduced 
only a few days ago, and the committee have not had time to consider 
it, and if required to report on or before Saturday next we would have 
to call a special meeting. Some of the members of the committee are 
busy in connection with the riverand harbor billand with the work of 
other committees, so that we did not havea quorum at the meeting ap- 
pointed for this morning. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to annoy the commit- 
tee in any way. 

Mr, COX. There is no annoyance at all, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not wish to annoy the committee or to make 
any motion that would work hardship to them, and I would not have 
called the attention of the House to this matter at this time but for the 
fact that a resolution embodying a similar inquiry was introduced by 
myself more than a month ago and was allowed to sleep in that com- 
mittee for two weeks and a half. I refrained at that time from calling 
attention to the matter, believing that the committee was overburdened 
with work. This resolution was introduced a week ago last Monday, 
and I was informed on yesterday by a member of the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service that they have not had a meeting since the 
introduction of the resolution, and that the probabilities were that they 
would not have a quorum present at any meeting for some time to 
come, In view of these facts, believing it to be my duty to urge the 
adoption of the resolution by the House, I was driven to this last re- 


sort. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service, I desire to say that the gentleman [Mr. TAUL- 
BEE] is mistaken in his statement that any resolution of inquiry intro- 
duced by him has been allowed by that committee to sleep among the 
papers on file in itscommittee-room. The first resolution to which the 
gentleman of Kentucky refers was not re I admit, within a week 
after its introduction; but he well knows the reason, as it was explained 
to him by myself. The reason was not that we were neglecting the 
resolution at all; we were taking time to consider it. With regard to 
his last resolution ofinquiry, the committee, it is true, have not yet con- 
sidered it. As you, Mr. Speaker, and this House well know the com- 
mittee has had to preserie an investigation placed in its charge by the 
House. We have earnestly endeavoring to bring that investiga- 
tion to a close, but, on account of the absence of a witness, we have not 
been able to do so. 

A meeting of the committee was called for this morning, but it was 
found not possible for somereason, I know not why, to obtain a quorum. 
‘The committee has no intention whatever of smothering the resolution 
of inquiry introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky, and as soon 
as we can have a meeting that resolution will be considered and re- 
ported, either favorably or adversely, to the House. This much I de- 
sire to say in vindication cf the committee. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman from Louisiana think he has given 
a good reason for the failure of the committee to comply with the rule 
of the House? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I think Lael jane who has just 
spoken [Mr. BLANCHARD] has convinced the House that I was not mis- 
taken in my statement and that I have not misstated the facts. The 
gentleman himself is the member of the committee who informed me 
that they had not had a meeting since the introduction of my resolu- 
tion. I again repeat that the first resolution touching upon this sub- 
ject which I introduced was allowed to remain two weeks and a half 
in that committee. 

The resolution did not require elaborate investigation in order to de- 
termine whether or not the House was entitled to the information called 
for; neither does this resolution require more than five minutes’ con- 
sideration by that committee. If the committee has been as diligent as 


the gentleman claims in the investigation committed to it, how happens 
it that gentlemen who attack my statement here are compelled, in order 
to sustain themselves, to make it appear that their committee, by reason 
of its overwhelming duties in that investigation, has not been able to 
procurea quorum since the introduction of thisresolution? I maintain, 
Mr. Speaker, upon the gentleman’s own statement, that they have mani- 
fested a disposition to ignore this inquiry, and I leave to this Héuse to 
judge of the case. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I had no disposition to challenge 
the statement which the gentleman made that his first resolution of 
inquiry was not reported back to this House until after the week pro- 
vided by the rules; but I do challenge the statement, which I under- 
stood to be implied in his remark, that there was a deliberate attempt 
on the part of the committee not to report back his resolution. Since 
his last resolution was introduced the committee has had no meeting, 
and therefore has not been able to pass upon the resolution. To-day 
was the regular meeting day, but‘the committee did not have a meet- 
ing for the very good reason that there was no quorum present. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe you stated a while ago, as one reason 
why this resolution had not been considered, that your committee was 
Copereare with the work of the investigation which was going on 

‘ore it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, whatis the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] to direct the Select Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service to report back before Saturday next a 
resolution of inquiry introduced by him some days ago. ' 

Mr. REED, of Maine. . I do not understand that the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service were preyented from considering this reso- 
lution by an investigation that was going on, but by one that was not 
going on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, is this proceeding by unanimous con- 


sent? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The motion is a privileged one under 
the rule, which requires that resolutions of this character shall be re- 
ported back within one week, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] having stated that the resolution was introduced by him 


more than a week ago. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that the investi- 
gation with which the House the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service has not ended. The committee have made repeated ef- 
forts to get a witness that is to be examined before them. e had met 
in the committee-room—not a full meeting of the committee, but cer- 
tain members, not a quorum, there being a resolution of the commit- 
tee that those of us who were present should continue that investiga- 
tion—but have not been able to pursue it even as a subcommittee, be- 
cause of the failure to obtain that witness. - 

The only purpose I had in rising was to relieve the committee of the 
imputation which, as I und , Was upon it by the remarks 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, that had been a disposition on 
the part of the committee to ignore his resolution. That is all the con- 
troversy I have or desire to have with the gentleman from Kentucky. 

.Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman’s explanation is perfectly satisfac- 
tory to me, and I hope it is so to the whole House—that not only this 
resolution, but the investigation going on before that committee, has 
fallen into ‘‘innocuous desuetude.” 

Mr. STRUBLE. In other words, it has the Democratic complaint. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move the previous question on my motion. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was to. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to relnsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND-GRANT FORFEITURES. 


Mr. OATES. I rise for the purpose of submitting a report from the 
Judiciary Committee on a resolution of inquiry directed to that com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged matter. 

Mr. OATES. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, but was interrupted by 

The SPEAKER, who said: This is not a privileged report. The - 
Chair supposed, from the statement of the gentleman, that this was a 
resolution of inquiry addressed to the head ofa Department. - 

Mr. OATES. I stated exactly what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. OATES. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the re- 
port already commenced be concluded; it will take but a minute. 

The SPEAKER. If the demand for the regular order is with- 
drawn—— 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the resolution—I do not know whether 
this makes it privileged or not—directed that the committee should 
report at any time. - ; 
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The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will examine the resolution. 
Mr. OATES. ‘The report is very brief, and the reading will take but 
a ee t at. any rate. 

SPEAKER. There has been no resolution adopted by the House 
ee es committee the privilege to report atany time. This resolu- 
tion was simply referred to the committee, not adopted by the House. 
The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous consent to present this 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RANDALL. - Let us hear what it is, 
The SPEAKER. Is the report accompanied by a resolution? 
Mr. OATES, Itis. The resolution is reported back with a special 


he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections, 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the following report 
accompanying the resolution: 

In the Forty-seventh and prior Congresses bills for the forfeiture of lands 
granted to corporations were referred to and considered by the Committee on 
the Judiciary. Butinthe Forty-elghth a: and the 1o pesoen Congressall billsof that 
class haye gone to the Committee on Publio Lands. 

The resolution herewith reported was referred to your committee for their 
opinion upon questions of law involved in some of the forfeiture bills 


recommended and reported to this Houseand now on the Calendar, as to which | J 


is a difference of opinion and d ent among the members of the 
Committee on Public Lands. The resolutions haye not been by the 
House, and unless so adopted your committee will not respond to ssid resale 
tions. Proper regard for the jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Lands and 
the er aue from poi committee to anotherconstrain us to report the reso- 
lutions without recommendation. Should they be adopted by the House, 
your committee would cheerfully respond with their opinion, but not otherwise. 
` . TheSPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 

from Alabama that the Committee on the Judiciary be permitted to 
make this report? The Chair hears none. The report is made, and 
the resolution referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIS. As I understand that there are no reports to be pre- 
sented this morning, I moye that the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees be dispensed wi 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to make a report. We might make 
some agreement like that adopted yesterday, that if there are any re- 
ports they may be presented. 

Mr, WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the formal 
call of committees, and that gentlemen having reports to present be 

by the Chair for that purpose. 

Mr. OATES. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, if there is no further 
action desired by the House upon the resolution back by the 
Judiciary Committee, the proper di tion w be for it to lie on 
the table, instead of going to the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. No motion of that sort was made; and, of course, 
oe rule of the House, the Chair had to refer it to the appropriate 

endar, ~ 

Mr. OATES. I desire to offer an opportunity to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] who introduced the resolution to move 
its adoption, if he so desires. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I move that the resolution be adopted. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My point is that the resolution is not 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House for consideration eepe 
by unanimous consent—— 

Mr. VAN EATON. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. And the motion thatthe resolution lie on thé table 
is consideration of the proposition. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do not object to my friend from 
Mississippi making his statement, but I think it is not necessary to 
have action on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The motion that the resolution lie on the table 
can not be made except by unanimous consent, as that is an appropriate 
motion when the matter is beforethe House for consideration. Objec- 
aan made by the gentleman from Kansas to the consideration of the 
resolu 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. VAN EATON, Task unanimous consent for the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent to take up the resolution for sea pepr It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas sun and divers cases are before Congress for the forfeit- 
ure of lands fore granted by the sod testes to States and corporations 
in aid of the construction of rail: pan ea other public improvements; and 

Whereas certain } questions arise in said cases affecting the right of the 


United States to bee such forfeiture: 
Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on the Judi- 
ry to examine and report on the questions of law arising upon 

fha following statement of facts: 
1. Where a grant has been made for Sr oetan alternate err of land in rose 


of the ie ple sa ofa rera Das 


amined by co joners appoin: the President of the United States, and 
that when the said com oners et oe One such division 
have reported under oath that the same has been 
substantial,and workmanlike manner and as in all other 


the act of Con: 
the right and 
pleted sections or dsr tne can the United Si 
constructed in conformity with said oe ee 
missioners has been duly made as 
= lands so reported upon beca: 

mplete other disladones of said road wi 
pleti on of the eni road? 

2. In a grantof the character stated in 
road is not completed become the time 
constructed, completed, swig savy ag an ished to the sat on of the com- 
missioners appointed by the tomake examination thereof, and 
they have DAAE, e report of that fact to the Pr President before any act of forfeiture 
has been declared by the United States, may the United States, sul ent to 
said completion sat report, declare forfeiture for the failure to complete the 
road within the time specified in the act? 

3. If the grant or any part of it was earned by constructing the road after the 
time limited in the act, but before any forfeiture or re-entry by the Government, 
does there remain any legal right of forfeiture in the Government? 

And that the said committee have leave to report at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isit still within the power of any member to ob- 
ject to this resolution? | 

The SPEAKER. It'is; it has merely been read for information. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before venturing at present to object, but reserv- 
ing that right, I wish to ask whether it is ic se that there be joint 

jurisdiction by two committees over a single subject-matter or a single 
bill? Isit proposed that the Committee on Public Lands, being au- 
thorized to report a bill, should first learn the judgment of the e Com 
mittee on the Judiciary ‘as to the legal and effect of the bill? 

Mr. OATES. The report of the Judiciary Committee is—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I believe that the Committee on Public Lands 
is perfectly competent to decide the questions coming before it, I ob- 
ject to this resolution. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think that is right. The more law the 
Committee on Public Lands have the more they will be embarrassed. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withhold my objection till my friend from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES] can be heard for a moment. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to say that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and the gentleman from Indiana misunderstood the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. This resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi having been referred to our committee, the comniittee 
declines to respond to it unless the House by adopting the resolution 
should instruct the committee to md. If the House should see 
proper to adopt the resolution, then the Judiciary Committee will an- 
swer these questions, but not otherwise. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can see this might be an obstruction to the pas- 
sage of a bill of forfeitures. 

Mr. WILLIS. I renew my objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague [Mr. Copp] wishes to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I withdraw my objection so my colleague can be 
heard. 

Mr. WILLIS. I renew it. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to call the committees of 
the House for reports for reference. 

Mr. WILLIS.. I ask by unanimous consent we waive the formal 
call of committees, and that gentlemen having reports from committees 
for reference may be allowed to submit them. 

Mr. LONG. Itwill not save time, and I object for the reason it con- 
fuses the record, 


making such grant, patents shall issue therefor confirming 
tle to the lands situated opposite and conterminous to said com- 
after said division has been 
after the report of said com- 
iry Aa the act, declare a forfeiture of 
an ure of the railroad com ss ops Bad 

in the time prescribed for 


ition number 1, where the entire 
ecified in the grant, but is subsequently 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL, the Commi maae on Appropriations was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3746) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the building of a new light-house at Milwau- 
kee, Wis., and the same was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 6570, a bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also impos- 
ing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mz, DUNHAM. _ If necessary to do so I now reserve all points of or- 
der on that bill. I do it now so there may be no mistake about it 
hereafter. 

By unanimous consent House bill No. 6570 was laid on the table. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, also reported back: 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 5720) to protect the producers and consumers of dairy 
products, and for other purposes; 

rd bill (H. R. 7777) to tax the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 


are bill (H. R. 3109) to tax the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 


rine; 
A pill (H. R. 397) to amend Title XXV, entitled ‘‘ Internal Revenue,” 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


APRIL 28, 


A bill (H. R. 1676) to regulate the exportation of articles made in 
imitation of butter and cheese; 

A bill (H. R. 7302) to prevent deception in the sale of imitation dairy 
produet and to preserve the public health, and for other purposes; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 5597) providing for a revenue tax onall manufactured 
substitutes for butterand cheese, and imitatiohs of the same, manufact- 
ured ont of other ingredients than that of pure milk and cream. 

JOBES POST, GREENVILLE, OHIO. 

Mr. FINDLAY (by Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio), from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5393) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to transfer two condemned cannon to 
Jobes Post, at Greenville, Ohio, for monumental purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROSER POST, ARCANUM, OHIO. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
alsoreported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6643) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to transfer one condemned cannon to Roser Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Arcanum, Ohio, for monumental purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the ‘Whole Honse on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 

ported the following resolution; which was referred to the House Cal- 


endar: 


Resolved, That Thursday, May 20, after the reading of the Journal, be set apart 
for the consideration in the House, as ttee of the Whole House on 


in the Commi 
the state of the Union, House bill 5869, to provide for the ce by the 
Uned States of the proposed grant of the Illinois and Michigan and all 


urtenances, from the State of Illinois, and for the construction of 
nois and Mississi puie Canal, and if said bill shall not be disposed of 
that day, this shal a continuing order until said bill is disposed of; this order 
not to interfere with the consideration of revenue and general appropriation 
bills and all prior special orders. 


SAMUEL B. SEAT. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (S. 24) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, administrator of Chris- 
tian Kropp, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS, ; 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on the Pacifice Railroads, reported 
a resolution setting a a time for the consideration of business re- 
ported by that committee; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

INSANE ASYLUM, ARIZONA. 

Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2812) to approve an act of the Thirteenth Leg- 
islative Assembly of Arizona, entitled ‘‘An act to establish, maintain, 
and provide for the government of an insane asylum,’’ approved March 
9, 1885; which was referred tothe House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 1 
o’clock and 15 minutes, and the call rests with the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


its 


PORT OF TRENTON, N. J. 


Mr. REAGAN. I take the floor and yield it to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL]. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. 
R. 1500) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in the district of 
Burlington, N. J., to the port of Trenton, in said district. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas, after the constituting of the port of Lamberton, in the collection dis- 
trict of Burlington, in the State of New Jersey, the borough of Lamberton, where 
such port is situated, was incorporated into and became a part of the city of 


Trenton, in said State: Therefore, 
Be it enacted, &c,, That the port now kno as the port of Lamberton, in the 
of New J pera shall hereafter be 


Mr. O’FERRALL. If there be no objection I shall move to put the 
bill upon its passage. 

At the time of the establishment of the port Lamberton was a small 
borough, with a separate incorporation, and situated near the head of 
tide-water navigation on the Delaware River. Trenton, with another 
and distinct corporate existence, was situated a short distance above 
Lamberton, on the same side of the river. In the course of time the 
two towns grew together, and Trenton being the and the capital 
of the State, its corporate limits were extended by an act of the legisla- 
tue so as to embrace the borough of Lamberton. This was done many 


years ago, and since ‘then Lamberton has really had no existence in 
name or in fact, being merged into Trenton. 

The bill is properly guarded. The Secretary of the Treasury has re- 
plied to a communication addressed to him that ‘‘he sees no objection 
to its passage.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being” 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. O’FERRALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pert and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF ENTRY, MOUNT DESERT FERRY, MAINE. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 1026) providing for the establishment of a port of 
entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of 
Maine. There has beenaSenate bill passed ei sie tothis House, 
which bill has been acted on and reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, which is the same in form as this. I ask that that 
be substituted for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has a right to call up the Senate 
bill if he desires. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Then I ask unanimous consent to substitute the 
Senate bill. A 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to substitute it. The gentle- 
man has the same right to call up the Senate bill as the Honse bill. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Then I call up for present consideration Senate 
bill No. 1013, providing for the same object as the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the House bill No. 1026 will 
be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the port of Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Han- 
cock, in the State of Maine, be,and the same is hereby, established as a port of 
entry, subject to the same ions, privileges, and facilities as other ports of 
entry in the United States: t the official duties of said port shall 
be performed under the direction of the collector of customs for the district of 

nchman’s Bay, and by a deputy detailed by him for that purpose. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, like the former bill, there is no ex- 
pense involved in this one. A similar bill was favorably reported from 
the Committee on Commerce of the last House. It has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Commerce of this House, and is now be- 
fore us for action. The House and Senate bills are identical in form; 
and therefore, unless there be some objection or some further informa- 
tion desired, I shall ask the previous question upon the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. COWLES. I desire to offer an amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. Butthe gentleman demands the previous question. 

Mr. COWLES. I understood the managers of the bill were willing 
to accept this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Butif the gentleman insists upon the previous 
question the Chair must put it to the House, and, if ordered, of course 
all amendments are cut off. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I have no objection to the amendment myself, 
although I deem it unn 

The SPEAKER. Is 
drawn? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. ; Iwithdrawit. I repeat, I think the amendment 
entirely unnecessary, and the objection to it is that it will require tho 
bill to go back to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
North Carolina will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Amerd by adding, “Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not causeany 
additional expense to the Government of the United States or require any ap- 
propriation therefor.” 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I repeat that this bill already pro- 
vides that there shall be no additional expense incurred by the estab- 
lishment of this ba of entry, and therefore the amendment is entirely 
unnecessary. I hope, therefore, it will be voted down. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I have but this to say in advocacy of 
the amendment: The bill provides that the duties of this new port of 
entry which is proposed to be established shall be discharged by the 
collector of customs for a district which is specified in the bill, and 
which will in all probability render necessary the appointment of an 
additional deputy collector. I do not see how they can discharge the 
duties of this new port of entry without additional expense for the nec- 
essary officers. Ifthe amendment can do no harm I do not see why the 
gentleman should object to it. Itis true that it may necessitate the 
sending of the bill back to the Senate for concurrence in the amend- 
ment, but that will take but a very short time, and there is no special 
hurry, I take it, for passing the bill in its present form. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, this bill has already passed the Sen- 
ate in the shape in which it now comes here for our action, and it is 
unanimously reported from the Committee on Commerce of this House. 
There is no need for such an amendment, and I hopeit will not prevail. 


the demand for the previous question with- 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I would have no objection to the 
amendment of the bill if it did not necessitate its going back to the 
Senate. The bill as it stands now covers all the grounds that the 
amendment covers. There is no chance for any extra expense to be 
involved by reason of the passage of this bill. A deputy collector is 
now detailed to act at the port of Mount Desert Ferry, and all he has 
to do is to enter the goods there that would have to be carried 15 miles 
after they are transferred from the steam or sailing vessels and be en- 
tered at the port of Ellsworth; and the work done at the Mount Desert 
rony Maine, is done now, and will be only that much less to be done 
at Ellsworth. 

Now, I happen to know that in my own collection district, the dis- 
trict in which I live, as long ago as 1848 a port of entry was created at 
Camden, just as this is proposed to be created, because it is an advan- 

to commerce; and from that date to this it has occasioned not a 
dollar of extra to the Government. If the gentleman under- 
stood it as well as I do he would know this to be the case. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I demand the previous question upon the amend- 
ment and upon ordering the bill to be read the third time. 

‘The previous question was ordered. 

The question ing on the amendment of Mr. COWLES, it was re- 
jected; there being on a division—ayes 10, noes 57. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and having been read 
the third time, was passed. 

Mr. O’FERRALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconside: be laid on the 
table. jä 

The latter motion wasagreed to. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT SPRINGFIELD, MASS. + 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1397) to 
establish a Doge of delivery at Springfield, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. I unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill and that it be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. ` Isthere objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill had better be reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That Springfield, in the State of Massachusetts, be, and the 
same is hereby, constituted a port of delivery ; and that the privileges of imme- 
diate transportation of dutiable merchandise conferred by the act of June 10, 
1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transpor- 
tation of dutiable goods, and for other poepoes be, and the same are hereby, 
extended to said port; and there shall be appointed a surveyor of customs for 
said , to reside at said port, who shall receive a to be determined in 
amount by the Secretary of the Treasury, not exceeding $1,000 per annum. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that bill should be considered in the regu- 
ular way. : 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I shall not object to the bill being considered in 
Sede House if it is understood that it shall be open to amendment and 
debate. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I understand the gentleman from Indiana with- 
draws his objection. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that the matter shall be 
open for reasonable consideration. 

Mr. BEACH. I shall object unless we have a reasonable amount of 
time for the discussion of thisproposition. I should like to have about 
five minutes myself. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. BEACH. I do not, with that understanding. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union is discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and it will be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I suppose the best way to put the Heuse in pos- 
session of the facts in relation to this bill is to call for the reading of the 


report. 
The report (by Mr. O’FERRALL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1153) to 
establish a port of delivery at Springfield, Mass., beg leave to report : 

That the or msg? of Springfield is about 40,000; that the population within 
a radius of 20 m 100,000; and of 40 miles, 150,000 inhabitants; that it is the 
railroad center of Western Massachusetts—one hundred and ten trains arriving 
and departing daily, sixty-two of which are mail trains; that it is the financial, 
commercial, and banking center of Western Massachusetts, and stands third in 
the list of cities in the State in banking capital; that the imports in this section 
for the last year were nearly $3,000,00U, and are rapidly inc g. 

That the post-office at Sp eid is the depositing office for two hundred and 
sixteen fourth-class offices,and is the recognized distributing mail center of 
Western Massachusetts, 

The committee think that these facts aresuch as toraise Springfield to a point 
of so much importance as to justify the greatdesire upov tbe part of her citizens 
expressed to have it created a rort of delivery. 


In addition, the committee find that the importers at this point and vicinity 


labor under the disadvan’ of having to go to New York or Boston to attend 
to clearing of goods, and the deliveries of are frequently delayed from 
fourteen to twent; days. The committee believe that the creation of said port 
of delivery would materially increase the importing business, promote the gen- 
eral prosperity of S; field and other points of which it is the business center, 
and add to, er take from, the revenues of the Government. - 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. That isthe report of the Committee on Commerce 
of this House, and is a unanimous report. This bill has passed the Sen- 
ate and is now before the House. Unless there is some opposition toit, 
I do not propose to detain the House with any explanation of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend from Virginia will explain the ex- 
tent of the importations into Springfield during the past_year. That 
information will furnish a test of the necessity for this bill. s 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. ROCKWELL. ] 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I will state that after the hearings before the 
committees of the House and the Senate on this matter, and before 
unanimous reports were made by both committees, this question was 
referred to the Treasury Department, and the Treasury Department sent 
a letter to the chairman of the House committee saying they saw no 
objection to ae soar ag ora of this port. 3 ia 

There was a hearin re the Treasury Department, an facts 
that are now called for were then called for as to the pat of im- 
portations and the amount of duties paid at the city of Springfield. 
The statement presented, which was a detailed statement, showed that 
during the last year the approximate amount of duties was $386,615. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the letter of the Department be read. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, I have here a copy of it, the original being with 
the committee. The amount of importations as testified before the 
committee was between two and three millions of dollars, I think close 
upon three millions, I send to the desk to be read the letter of the As- 
sistant Secretary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1886, 


Sir: Referring to the letter from your committee of the 5th instant, and to De- 
partment’s reply of the 18th instant, in relation to certain bills now under con- 


sideration in House Committee on I have the honor to inform you 
that I see no objection to the passage of the bill constituting Springfield, Mass., 
a port of poive: and extending thereto the privileges conferred by the seventh 
section of the act approved June 10,1880, governing the transportation of duti- 
able merchandise without appraisement, 
ully, yours, 
Cc. Pekin sta 
istant Secretary, 
Hon. Jons H. REAGAN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, 
House of Representatives. _Ț 
Mr. RANDALL. What number of officers will be required at this 


new port? 

Mei ROCKWELL. It is supposed one officer can do the business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this decrease the number at Boston? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Ido not think it affects either Boston or New 
York, but I do not know as to that. Whatever is done at this point 
will not of course be done at the other points. This bill is based on 
the ground of the public convenience. A 

Mr. N I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEACH]. 

Mr. BEACH. I have heard this argument before on the floor of this 
House, that because the Secretary of the Treasury sees no objection to 
a bill therefore that is a reason why the bill should pass. I have also 
heard on this floor the argument that because the Senate has passed a 
bill therefore that is a good reason why a bill should pass. But I re- 
member a few days ago during my momentary absence from the Halla 
bill somewhat similar to the one now under consideration was taken 
up and passed—a bill to extend to Omaha the benefits of the immedi- 
ate transportation act, as it is sometimes called. 

I was interested enough to go to the library and examine the statute, 
and I found that the port of Omaha was already entitled to the benefit 
of that act, and that there was no reason whatever for the passage of 
the act which went through this House, and which went through the 
Senate, and which had received the indorsement of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. But when that bill gets to the executive chamber I am 
under the impression it will not receive the approval of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BEACH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does-the gentleman know the importations of this 

lace? 

Mr. BEACH. Ihave no doubt that the commerce of Springfield is 


very large. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not speak of the commerce; I speak of the im- 
portations. 

Mr. LONG. I will answer the gentleman. It is some two or three 
austen dollars. The duties amount to two or three hundred thousand 

ollars. 

Mr. BEACH. I have heard the statement made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL] and also the statement made by 
the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. O’F £RRALL], that the establishment 
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of Springfield as a port of delivery would tend to increase commerce. I 
think it would tend to increase the office-holders and the expenses of 
the General Government. 

- Now I am of the belief that we should stop establishing these ports 
of delivery and ports of entry, and in this connection I desire to call 
attention to what a very respectable and able gentleman, who filled the 

ition of Secretary of the Treasury during the last administration, 
said upon this question. Judge Folger, in his report of 1883, said: 

There are monea poa of entry at which not a dollar of duty has been 
collected for years at different times. There are twenty-two ports of entry in 
which the year’s collections from all sources have not equaled the year's ex- 
m-houses in those districts are, however, kept up with all the 


mses. custo; 
formalities of activity, with deputies, inspectors, and clerks to make official re- 
turns to the accounting officers of the Treasury and tbe Bureau of Statistics, 


In the same line the present Secretary of the Treasury, under date 
of January 13, 1886, says: 

In twenty-three of these districts there were no collections of duties on im- 
ports or tonnage. At such places the office of collector or surveyor is practi- 
cally a sinecure; the official work consisting chiefly in the p: 
numerous returns required by law and regulations to be rende: 
ing officers. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will not con- 
sume time in discussing a matter not before the House. Our time is 
limited for this business, and there are several bills that ought to be 
considered. a 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker; I shall occupy but a moment more. I 
desire to say in conclusion that, as I understand it, the Secretary of the 
Treasury will not give to any port of delivery the benefit of the act for 
the immediate transportation of dutiable goods unless at that port 
there are proper officers to appraise the goods. Therefore, if this bill 

it amounts to a requirement that there must be not only a col- 
ector, but a surveyor and appraiser, and for that reason I think the bill 
ought not to 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the policy of the Department I un- 
derstand has been not to permit this immediate-transportation privilege, 
except on goods where the duties are specific and where, therefore, no 
of ASAREE is required. As to the twenty-two places to which allu- 
sion has been made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH], the 
trouble is that the pay of the officers there comes outof the Treasury with- 
out the action of Congress, under the law which permits five and a half 
millions to be distributed out of fines, penalties, and forfeitures received. 
If Congress could pass annually upon the force required for the col- 
lection of the customs revenue, then such evils as those complained of 
would cease. Otherwise there cage to be, in my ju ent, a recom- 
mendation from the Department that those places be abolished. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, it is very interesting to get light upon 
this subject; but I submit that it is occupying time which should be 
devoted to other pire 

Mr. RANDALL. What I have said is directly in the Jine of this 
bill. However, I do not desire to occupy time. 
> Mr. O°FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is n to 

reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH]. He has replied 
to himself, as he usually does upon this floor. So far as the views of a 
former Secretary of the Treasury are concerned I prefer to take the ad- 
vice of the present Secretary of the Treasury, and he favors the estab- 
lishment of this port of delivery. I call for the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. The bill was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’FERRALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN was recognized, and yielded the floor to Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the House Calendar 
the bill (H. R. 264) granting to the Ohio Central Railroad Company 
the right to lay its track through the United States lock and dam prop- 
erty in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad Company is hereby 
authorized to maintain and use its track through the United States property at 
lock and dam No. 6, on the north side of the Great Kanawha River, in Kanawha 
County, West Virginia, and to use fora right of way through said property a sec- 
tion of land 54 feet wide and bounded and described as follows, to wit: Begin- 
ning at a point in the lower line of the United States lot 163 feet from the corner- 
stone marking the lower or western end of the line to said lot along the public 
road, running thence south 66 degrees west 600 feet through the said lot toa 
point in the upper line thereof; thence with said upper line south 24 degrees 30 
minutes east, crossing the center line of the said railroad at 27 feet, in all 54 feet; 
thence north 66 di east 600 feet through the said lot to a pointin the lower 
line thereof; thence with the lower line of said lot north 24 degrees 30 minutes 
west, crossing the center line of the said railroad at 27 feet, in all 54 feet, to the 
a of nning, containing about three-fourths of an acre. And the privi- 

ege is also hereby granted to said company of hereafter laying, maintaining, 
and using a track through the United States propan on the north bank of said 
river at lock and dam No. 4, and at lock and dam No. 3, and at lock and dam 
No. 2, in said county, subject, however, to the antecedent written consent and 
approval of the Secretary of War as to location, construction, and width of right 
of way: Provided, however, That the said company shall construct and main- 
tain, at its own cost,all such wagon-crossings, cattle-guards, and fences over 
and along the line of its road through the said Government property, at all of 
the four lock and dam sites mentioned in this bill, as may be required by the 
of War: Provided further, That the said company shall take upand re- 
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move its track or tracks from the said property, or any part thereof, at either 
or all of the four sites mentioned, whenever thereto directed by the Secretary 
of War; and such removal shall not be made the foundation for any claim for 
damages against the United States: And provided further, That the right to re- 
peal, alter, or amend this act is reserved to Con: y 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill grant g to the Kanawha and Ohio 
Railroad Company the right to ne a track thro: United States lock and dam 
property in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia,” 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 12, strike out south” and insert “ north.” 

In line 13, strike out “ west’ and insert “east.” 

In line 17, strike out ‘‘ north” and insert “south,” 

In line 18, strike out “east” and insert ‘‘ west.” 

Mr. COWLES. I make the point of order that this bill should re- 
ceive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. As I under- 
stand, it rg 2s ahi public property. > 

Mr. TARSNEY. It does not appropriate public property, nor any 
money. 

Mr. COWLES. AsI understand, the effect of the bill is to take pub- 
lic property for the road-bed, &c., of this railroad company. I make 
the point under subdivision 3 of Rule XXTII. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MILs). The Chair overrules the 
point of order, 

Mr. TARSNEY. The United States Government owns some locks 
and dams on the Great Kanawha River, in West Virginia. The Ka- 
nawha and Ohio Railroad Company desires merely to lay its track across 
this lock and dam property. It does not ask any cession of property 
rights from the United States Government. This matter peal mis TO- 
ferred to the Secretary of War, who reports that there is no objection 
from his Department to the passage of the bill. The measure does not 
propose to grant away any rights of the Government. 

The amendments rted by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Taid not understand the provision which under- 
takes to protect the Government from liability for damages. hope 
that portion of the bill will be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the said company shall take up and remove its track or 
tracks from the said property, or any part thereof, at cither or all of the four 
sites mentioned, whenever thereto irected by the Secretary of War; and such 
removal shall not be made the foundation for any claim for damages against 
the United States: And provided further, That tho right to repeal, alter, oramend 
this act is reserved to Congress, : 

Mr. TARSNEY. In other words, whenever the Secretary of War 
may direct the removal of the tracks, the company will be required to 
remove them without any claim against the United States for compen- 
sation. . ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being , it was accardingly read the third time, and i 

Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALIENS AS ENGINEERS AND PILOTS, 


Mr. TARSNEY. I call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 
1200) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the employment 
of certain aliens as engineers and pilots,” approved April 17, 1874. 

The bill was read, as follows: ) S 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Houss of Representatives of the United States oy 
Americain Congress ‘That an act entitled “An act to authorize the em- 

loyment of certain aliens as engineers and pilots,” approved April 17, 1874, be 
pasby so amended as to read as follows: 

“That any alien who, in the manner provided by law, has declared his inten- 
tion to become a citizen of the United States, and who shall have been a perma- 
nent resident of the United States for at least six months immediately prior to 
the granting of such license, may be licensed, as if already naturalized, to serve 
as an engineer or pilot upon any steam-vessel subject to inspection under the 
Poyan of the act entitled ‘An actto provide for the better security of life on 

ard of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, and for other pu: 4 
approved February 28,1871: Provided, however, That to entitle an alien who has 

rocured a license under the provisions of this act to a renewal of such license 

e shall be uired to furnish to the inspectors, with the application for a re- 
newal of such license, satisfactory evidence, under oath, of the continuous resi- 
dence of such applicant within the United States for a period of one year im- 
mediately prior to the date of such application: And ided further, That no 
license 1 be nted to a person who has been a dent of the United States 
for a period of four years, or who shall have received a fourth renewal license, 
unless such applicant for such license shall exhibit to such inspectors, with his 
Saeed for a license, a certificate of his admission as a citizen of the United 

tates," 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 26, strike out “four years” and insert “five years," 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, a brief statement of the purpoze of 
this bill is all that is necessary. We have upon vessels belonging to 
citizens of the United States something over sixteen thousand officers. 
Upon the great Western lakes it has been our experience that people 
living outside of our territory come into it, procure licenses as officers 
of steam-vessels, and take our money back to their country and spend 
it. The purpose of this bill is not to prohibit such persons coming 
within our boundaries, but to require them to conform to our regulations 
and to pay to this Government some allegiance if they seek employment 
in our vessels. That isall there isin the bill. Icall the previous ques~ 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 


1886. 
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The amendment reported by the commitiee was 

The bill 

` and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and . 

Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ee 


as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third ; 


WATER-POWER IMPROVEMENT, LITTLE FALLS, MINN. 


Mr. REAGAN. Iyield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 

Mr. BYNUM. Icall up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 
463) to authorize the improvement of the water-power of the Missis- 
sippi River at Little Falls, Minn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That it shall be lawful for the Little Falls Water-Power 
Company of Minnesota to improve and develop the water-power in the Missis- 
sippi River at Little Falls, in the State of Minnesota, by constracting, maintain- 
ing, and o! —s said river, at said Little Falls, dams, ps, sluice-ways, 
canals, locks, ponds, break wa abutments, and mill-sites for manufacturing 
pu : Provided, That there l be placed and maintained in connection 
with said dam and other works a sluice-way, lock, or other fixture sufficientand 
80 arran as to permit logs, timber, and lumber to pass around, through, or 
over said ‘dam or other works without unreasonable delay or hinderance: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of War may at any time ape oer such changes 
and alterations to be made in said works, at the expense of said water-power 
ORENS as he may deem advisable and necessary in the interest of naviga- 

on. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Insert after the word “ hindrance,” inline 14, “and withouttolls or charges.” 
The amendment was to. . 
BYNUM. [yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
SON j. - 
Mr. NELSON. I move to amend by adding to the bill the follow- 
ing as a new section: 
Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly re- 


Mr. BYNUM. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my colleague [Mr. Bynum] will explain the 
purpose of this bill. 2 

Mr. BYNUM. The purpose of the bill is simply to allow the con- 
struction of dams, sluice-ways, locks, &c., at Little Falls. Thereis no 
navigation of the Mississippi River at that point, and the Secretary of 
War reports that if there ever should be navigation there this improve- 
ment would be an aid to navigation. This bill to allow these 
parties to improve the water-power at that point by the construction of 
dams, locks, &c., but without the right to impose any tolls or other 
charges, and subject to the power of the Secretary of War to order the 
removal of the works at the expense of the water-power company should 
any obstruction to the navigation arise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the river and harbor bill now pending 
contains a very considerable appropriation for extending the surveys 
even above this point. Of course I have no objection to the bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BYNUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
posad; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASTORIA AND WINNEMUCCA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BYNUM. I now call up Senate ‘bill 901, to grant the Astoria 
and Winnemucca Railroad Company the right to construct bridges over 
navigable water courses. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill is not upon the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BYNUM. It wasreported yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be sent for. 

Mr. BYNUM. While we are waiting for that bill I will yield the 
floor to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce to call up a bill, 
which may be passed in the mean time. 


NATIONAL LIVE-STOCK HIGHWAY. 


Mr. REAGAN, I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 721) to 
establish a national live-stock highway, and to promote commerce in 
live stock between the States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the public lands in range numbered 41, along the east 
line of the State of Colorado, it being a fractional range, averaging about 2 miles 
in width, be, and is hereby, reserved from sale, settlement, pre-emption, or loca- 
tion for any purpose whatever, under any law of the United States, for the period 
of = years, and is hereby set apart as a national live-stock highway for such 
period. : 

Sec. 2, That for the period aforesaid said highway may be used for the pur- 
pose of a national highway for live stock passing from one State or Territory to 
another or to market, 


Mr. REAGAN, This bill passed the Senate without objection, and 
has been by the Committee on Commerce in this House. 
Its only object is to establish a national live-stock highway, and thereby 
promote commerce in live stock between the States. If there be no 
objection I will move the bill be put upon its passage. 


The SPEAKER. The bill is in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask unanimous consent, then, that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be from 
the further consideration of the bill, and that it be put upon its pas- 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I do not see the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. Syares] in the House, and, as this measure affects his territory, I 
wonld like to know what his wishes in the matter are. Is he for itor 
against it? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will say, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois, 
that not only is the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] in favor of ` 
the bill, but it was supported in the Senate by both the Senators from 
that State. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Letme inquire of the gentleman from 
Texas whether there is anything to show that any portion of the terri- 
tory which is proposed to be appropriated by this bill for the purpose 
ofestablishing a national live-stock highway is now occupied by actual 
settlers ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask my colleague to answer the gentleman’s 
question in that regard. 

Mr. MILLER. If gentlemen of the House will get thereport of the 
Senate ittee they will find that the Secretary of the Interior 
states n y is the territory embraced in this national live-stock high- 
way not occupied by actual settlers, but that on accountofthe character 
of the land it is not capable of being settled. I know from the very 
best sources of information that there are no settlers upon this land. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consider- 
tion of the bill and bringing it before the House for present action? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hope we will have some description 
of exactly where this road is to run. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is to pass over the Pan Handle and up the east 
border of Colorado. It does not touch Kansas at all. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understand the gentleman to say it 
does not touch Kansas? 2 

Mr. REAGAN. No, it does not. 

Mr. LYMAN. Isit in order to have the bill read? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have the bill read 
before this request is disposed of. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to the bill being brought before 
the House to be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further objection that order is 
made. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the passage of this bill is very much 
desired. The drive of young cattle from Texas to the Northwest for 
the purpose of pasturing them has become a business of large propor- 
tions. It appears from the report there are some three hundred thou- 
sand cattle annually driven to the Northtvest for that purpose. The bill 
to establish a national live-stock highway, which has been drawn in 
the interest of the commerce in live stock between the States, isaecept- 
able to the Senators of Colorado and to all the parties who are inter- 
ested in this business. The driveis just now beginning, and a refnsal 
on the part of this House to take up and pass the Senate bill will in- 
jure the men engaged in this business hundreds of thousands, if not 
millions, of dollars. It is because of this great industry, which does 
much to aid in supplying the meat markets of the world, and because 
it gives these stock-raisers some chance to pasture their stock, I trust 
the bill will be taken up and disposed of at once. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How wide is this national live-stock highway to 
be? 

Mr. REAGAN. Two miles wide. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is to be its length? 

Mr. REAGAN. The whole of the eastern border of Colorado. As 
stated by my colleague, and perhaps in the confusion it was not heard, 
the Secre! of the Interior has stated there was no part of the land 
covered by this proposed highway which is occupied by actual settlers, 
and that it was not only not settled, but on account of the character of 
the land was incapable of settlement. This highway, therefore, while 
it would be of great service to these stock-raisers, would really inter- 
fere with nobody. It merely aims to secure the right of driving cattle 
for a limited period over this country which is not capable of settle-. 
ment, 

* Mr. MCADOO. What is the aggregate number of acres to be taken 
up by this bill? y 

Mr. REAGAN. * This is 2 miles wide I think in its widest part, and 
from that down to less thana mile. I do not exactly remember, butit 
does not exceed that in its widest part. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I understand the gentleman from Texas cor- 
rectly, this land does not admit of cultivation; in other words, it is not 
agricultural land ? 

Mr. REAGAN. It was so reported to the Secretary. It was so 
stated by the officers of whom inquiry was made by the Department. 


3936 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 28, 


Mr. HOLMAN. AsI understand, it lies west of the Indian Terri- 


tory—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; it does not go through the State of Kansas, 
but passes through what is called the Pan Handle of Texas. 

Mr. STEELE. Suppose there are settlers now upon the land, what 
* will be their status in the event of the of this bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. We are informed that there are none upon the land; 
but this should not affect them even if there were any. 

Mr. STEELE. But if there are any, what will be the effect? 

Mr. LANHAM. The passage of this bill could not interfere with 
any vested rights even if there should be any settlers upon that strip. 

Mr. STEELE. Is that clearly set out in the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN, Well, if you will make an amendment saving the 
rights of settlers, as far as I am concerned there will be no objection to 
it, although I think the bill is sufficiently explicit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The principal objection to the passage of this bill 
would seem to be its apparent favoritism in the interest of large oper- 
ations. Iam opposed to favoritism being shown toany interest, whether 
great or small, but I think of the two it is better indeed to favor a con- 
dition of affairs which rather benefits small operations than great ones. 
The tendency of legislation is ordinarily to favor great interests and 
at the public expense; and this is my principal objection to this measure. 
If the land in this case is not required for settlement by people, 
of course no obstacle, it would seem, should be thrown in way of 
making the provision which this bill contemplates; but if the land ad- 
mits of agriculture or improvement, and that is an important point, 
you withdraw necessarily by this grant a large body of land from set- 
tlement. $ 

Mr. REAGAN. My friend frora Indiana will understand, for he 
knows oe character of this region of country, that itis not agricultu- 
rallan ° 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itisa very dry and arid region, I admit, but it 
seems as if it was susceptible of improvement. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. It is subject to irrigation now. 

Mr. REAGAN. The passage of this bill is very important, because 
there are interests, involved; and a failure to pass the bill will 
work almost irreparable injury to a large numberof people who are in- 
terested in this cattle business in various ways. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Texas how these people have done heretofore in this respect? 

Mr. REAGAN. They have met with various difficulties. 

I will state to the gentleman from Kentucky that the whole trouble 
comes from the fact, as alleged and believed, that certain conditions 
which prevail along the coast up to a certain degree of latitude pro- 
duce a disease among the cattle which is of acontagious character. In 
order to avoid bringing cattle through this region of country to which 
reference is made, so as to avoid contact with diseased cattle, is the 

rincipal purpose of the measure now before us. At a certain point of 

titude north of the Gulf coast it is said that there is no danger of 
this disease being produced; and hence contact with diseased cattle is 
avoided by opening this trail. It is manifestly in the interest of all 
eonsumers as well as shippers to protect cattle from disease. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How are the cattle now 
driven? 

Mr. REAGAN. They are driven by various routes, but they are 
very liable to contagion. $ 

If there be no further objections I shall demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam willing to withdraw the demand to allow the 
gentleman that privilege. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I am compelled to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to give me time to call up a measure under the agreement. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will attend to that. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I now offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this trail shall not be used until the present bona fide settlers 
on said trail shall haveg#veen bought out or their consent obtained. 

Mr. REAGAN. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. x $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that there should also be the right to alter 
or repeal the act reserved in case of emergencies. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is not necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is, because this is in the nature of a con- 
tract, which will be valid—— 


Mr. REAGAN. Very well; let the words be inserted, ‘‘ and the right” 


of the Government to repeal the law is reserved.” , 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 29. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

Mr. LANHAM. - I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall be forced, Mr. Speaker, to withdraw the bill 


under the understanding I have with other gentlemen, and yield tomy 
colleague—— i 

The SPEAKER. That can be done only by unanimous consent. 

Is there objection to the withdrawal of the bill? 

There was no objection, and the bill was withdrawn. 


YELLOW FEVER INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 5542) pro- 
viding for the appointment of a commission to investigate the truth of 
alleged discoveries of the specific cause of yellow fever and of a method 
of preventing that disease by inoculation, and to obtain all information 
possible as to the cause and prevention of that disease; and I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee of the Whole House be 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be consid 
the House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? ° 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the bill. Before he had finished the 


reading, 
: ig SPEAKER said: The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
pired. 
The bill in full is as follows: 


in 


ally involving the social, industrial, comm: growth of Tennessee and 
the Southern Atlantic and Gulf States of the Union, including such prosperous 
and populous cities as Mampus, Charleston, Savannah, Pensacola, Mobile, New 


Orleans, and Galveston; an 
Whereas there isa la inass of testimony that the power 
of protecting against yellow fever has been discovered in the inoculation of the 
essential germ or cause of the di by methods distinctly formulated and 
made available, there being cited in support of the discovery declarations and 
numerous instanees of th cessful application of the methods, emanatin; 
from Drs, Freire and Carmona, medical scientists at the head of the biological 
departments in the highest institutions of learning in Brazil and Mexico, author- 
ized by and under the patroi of their respective governments; and 
Whereas it is a manifest public duty that under the sanction and authority of 
the United States the said discoveries should be thoroughly in vetigaied, tested, 
ena, aisig to be efficacious, made available for the protection of our people: 
erefore, 
Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of 
assembled, That the President be, and is hereby, author- 
shall proceed to Mexico, 


and complete investigation of and separ’ after’ thoro examination, the 
ion p eir effectiveness eerertine against 

yellow fever, together with all other information relative to 

may be discovered by experiment or otherwise. 

Sec, 2, That the said commission shall consist of three persons, two of whom 
shall be officers of the Government, medical men of known ability and special 
attainment in biological research, Peores A in tbe ee of micro- 
scopic investigation and methods of culture of the essential germs causative of 
the infectious and contagious diseases, The other member of the commission 
shall be a medical man not an officer of the Government, of recognized ability, 
based upon long and ample experience in observation and treatment of yellow 
fever, competent to give expert consideration to all phases of the symptoms and 
course of that disease in any form wherein the phenomena of the disease may 
present themselves, whether induced in the course of pestilential invasion or in 
purposely devised inoculation. 

Sec. 3. That the commission be authorized to employ such skilled assistants 
as it may deem necessary, and to fix the rate of their compensation: 

That the entire expenses of the commission shall be limited to the amount of 
the sppiopnanon herein named. 

Src. 4. That the commission shall make, within twelve months of its appoint- 
ment, a detailed report of its labors to the President of the United States, to be 
submitted by him to Congress. But if necessary for the accomplishment of its 
work, it may continue its labors two years, making also a final report: 
vided, That that portion of the report covering the expenses of the commission 
shall be made under oath. > 

Sec. 5. That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be actually re- 

uired to pay the necessary peta. Re a other expenses, and the mary of 
the member of the commission who shall be appointed from civil life, and its 
employés, be, and is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the CAE 
not otherwise appropriated. = 

Sec. 6. That the sum of $5,000 per annum shall be paid as a recompense to the 
member of the aforesaid commission not already in the service of the Govern- 
ment. 


and accumulatin, 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILT.. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. e 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. WELLBORN in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. JÓHNSTON, of Indi- 
ana, as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “‘ Illinois,” in line 920, the following: 

“And the further sum of $25,000 shall be expended between the Grand Rapids 
and the city of Terre Haute, Ind.” k 

TheCHAIRMAN. The pending question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment which has just been read. When the committee rose last even- 
ing it was dividing upon it, and the point of no quorum was made. 
The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
JouUNSTON] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 


1886. 


~ 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, I should like to be allowed five min- 
utes in farther explanation of my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. The matter has been discussed, and I hope my friend 
will not press his request. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky object ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Ido. A further argument from the gentleman from 
Indiana would necessitate reply. “4 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. McMILLEIN. I suggest that there is now a quorum present, and 
we might settle the question more quickly by a rising vote. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I only ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes to give an explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. And to that request objection has been made. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 35, 
noes 94. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I withdraw the point as to a quorum. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


ak White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement below Hazelton, 
5 . $ 


Mr. GUENTHER. Imoveto strike out the last word. From thedis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors déwn to 
the unselfish patriot who hails from a dry district without river, harbor, 
or canal, and therefore vehemently opposes, under some pretext or an- 
other, the different items of this bill, and hopes for its ultimate defeat, 
everyhody seems to agree to the proposition that something should be 
done to cheapen the cost of transportation, and that this question is the 
problem of the hour. 

Finding this sentiment so unanimous, I had hoped that the contin- 
gent appropriation proposed by my colleague [Mr. THOMAS], looking 
to the improvement of the Wisconsin River with a view of completing 
a cheap through route of water transportation between the Mississippi 
and the great lakes, would receive favorable action. 

From the first survey, in 1817 by Major Long to the last, all compe- 
tent engineers have a that the through route of transportation be- 
tween the Mississippi and Lake Michigan via the Wisconsin and Fox 
Rivers is an excellent one and that the plans of improvement are en- 
tirely practicable. The Fox and Wisconsin Rivers improvement can be 
completed for less than half of the sum that would be required to get 
the Hennepin Canal fairly started. It isa natural route, not requiring 
the construction of a new canal, as the one connecting the Fox and 
Wisconsin Rivers has been completed. It is 7miles long ata depth of 4 
feet of water at low water. For the last four years no money has been 
expended upon the Wisconsin River; that accounts for it that no prog- 
ress has been made on that river. What little has been done thereto- 
fore has demonstrated that the river can be so improved as to afford prac- 
tical navigation. 

The Fox and Wisconsin route is a shorter and a more feasible one than 
any other route that has been proposed. From Saint Paul it has about 
250 miles of Mississippi River navigation, 112 miles on the Wisconsin, 
7 miles of canal, and 146 miles on the Fox River. Itisnow estimated 
that three millions more are required to complete this route, so that 5 
feet of water, at low water, will be secured along the whole route. In 
my opinion, and I speak from conviction, this improvement would be 
of incalculable value to the whole Northwest. Gentlemen can figure 
out for themselves how much cheaper this route will be than the Hen- 
nepin Canal. 

‘The last census shows that the center of the wheat and corn districts 
lies west of the Mississippi River and opposite the mouth of the Wis- 
consin River. 

The advocates of the Hennepin Canal can say nothing which may not 
be said with as much truth of the Fox and Wisconsin route. Besides, it 
will cost about one-seventh of what the Hennepin Canal or any other 
route will cost. It is therefore in the interest of wise and economical 
government to complete this work. If after it is done there should be 
a necessity for the Hennepin Canal, we can then construct it; but cer- 
tainly we should first carry out that work which gives at least equal 
advantages and involves a much smaller expenditure and will give a 
short and efficient through route of practical navigation between the 
Mississippi and the great lakes. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRUMM took the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I thank my friend from Pennsylvania, but I 
will not occupy the time of the committee further. All I will say is 
that I hope the action of the committee on the amendment offered by 
my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] will be reconsidered, and 
that that amendment will prevail. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I only desire to say a few words, 
for I have no disposition to get into any controversy with the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] in regard to routes connecting 
the lakes with the Upper Mississippi River; but I want to say so far as 
the Wisconsin River is concerned the Engineer Department, or the Chief 
of Engineers upon his own motion, o ized a beard of engineers to 


examine that route, and no appropriation has been made for it purely 
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and simply on account of the unfavorable report made by that board 
of engineers. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Will the gentleman allow me to state that the 
amendment offered by my colleague was to provide a contingent appro- 
priation, contingent on the report to be made by the engineers? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will say as to that that the report 
which has already been made is of sucha character that the House can 
not afford to make any appropriation until after the board of engineers 
appointed for that purpose have examined this river and made their re- 
port and determined what can be done and what it will cost. 

Mr. GUENTHER. That is what my colleague bases his amend- 
ment on. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But you propose to a 
hundred thousand or one hundred and fifty thousand do 
pended if the engineers shall make a favorable report. 

Mr. GUENTHER. That is it exactly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But they may make a favorable re- 
port that the river can be improved, but it may cost five or ten or 
twenty millions; and I say it is due to the House to know what the 
probable exponse will be before we commit the House in any way to 
the proposition. 

Mr. GUENTHER. It will be about three millions, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Illinois I think 
misunderstood my amendment. It proposes to expend $100,000 on 
the Wisconsin River provided the engineers make a favorable report; 
and only 33} per cent. of what they may estimate shall be for expendi- 
ture this year, which can not be over two or three hundred thousand 
dollars. ; 

Mr. WILLIS. Suppose they make it one hundred millions? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. If the supposition is that the Engi- 
neer Corps would do an impossible thing the question has some perti- 
nency, otherwiseithasnot. ‘The committee seem to have implicit confi- 
dence in the Department of Engineers, but they will not agree to the 
adoption of this amendment in this bill. 

Here in this bill are insignificant creeks like the Mosquito and other 
creeks that have had appropriations, and we know the majority of the 
streams for which $15,000,000 are appropriated in this bill are insignifi- 
cant. 

But I think, sir, the people will regatd this $15,000,000 as ina great 
measure thrown away upon these creeks and “‘ rivers’’ that are of no 
commercial importance, while at the same time the great rivers and the 
great harbors of the country are neglected. And this plan of appro- 
priating 33} per cent. of the amount required is virtually a waste of the 
public money, because when a flood comes these small streams are 
swollen, and the incomplete works are washed away and destroyed. I 
submit that the Committee on Riversand Harbors have proceeded upon 
a wrong plan. They ought to have provided first for completing the 
improvements on the important rivers and harbors of the country in- 
stead of squandering the money in this way, and at the proper time I 
shall move that this bill be recommitted, with instructions to report a 
bill appropriating the $10,000,000 which the Engineer Corps, as I un- 
derstand, say js all that-can be profitably expended this year upon the 
real rivers and harbors of the country which are of commercial impor- 
tance. I shall make that motion in order that these little creeks and 
streams and bayous, upon which hundreds of thousands of dollars are 
squandered by this bill, may be cut out, and that the money expended 
for the improvement of our water ways may result in some benefit to 
the people and to the navigation of the great rivers of the country. 
[ Applause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows. 


Improving Caldmet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $35,000; of which 
$10,000 are to be used in dredging the river between-the forks and a point half 
a mile east of Hammond: Provided, however, That no of said sum shall be 
expended, nor any sum heretofore appropriated, until the entire right of way, 
as set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 9, second session Forty-seventh 
ae Seerpe shall have been conveyed to the United States free of expense, and 
the United States shall be fully released from all liability for damages to adja- 
cent property-owners, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War. 


The Committee on Rivers and Harbors recommends the following 
amendments: In line 927 strike out the words ‘shall be expended ;’? 
in line 928, after the word ‘‘appropriated,’’ insert ‘‘except the said 
$10,000 for the river above the forks shall be expended.” In line 935, 
after the word *‘ war,” insert: 


And ifany of the owners of real estate required to be taken or that isdamaged 
for the purpose of straightening or widening that portion of the Calumet River 
for which the appropriation herein is now made, can not be induced to convey 
to the United States such real estate so requiréd, and release their claim for 
damages caused by said improvement, or should the owner or owners be inca- 
pable of conveying and releasing, or should his or her name orresidence be un- 
known, or he or she be a non-resident of the State of Illinois, it shall then be the 
duty of the United States attorney for the northern district of Illinois to imme- 
diately file a petition in any court having jurisdiction thereof, iu the manner 
and as authorized by the Jaws of the State of Illinois in such cases, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the respective owners 
of the land taken or damaged: Provided, however, That the other owners of 


ropriate one 
3 to be ex- 


property and parties interested in said improvement shall first contribute the 
costs of such proceeding, and shall furnish the amount necessary to pay any 
judgment that may be rendered; and on failure to do so the cause shall be dis- 
missed. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendments proposed by 
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the committee. The first two being being merely formal amendments, 
if there is no objection they will be considered together. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object to voting upon the amend- 
ments together. ` Let us take them one by one. I would like an ex- 
planation of this provision of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question ison the first amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

The amendment was to. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the second amendment pro- 


agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the third amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
some.explanation of this provision. : 

Mr. WILLIS. Upon what point does the gentleman desire expla- 
nation ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like an explanation of this 
item of the bill. As I understand, you propose to condemn private 


roperty. 
p Mr. WILLIS. The object is simply to give the right of way. ‘The 
owners of property themselves are to pay for it. The improvement is 
in the Calumet River, near Chicago, and this provision simply enables 
the owners of the property to secure a wider channel. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas in- 
quires why this proposition is placed in the bill. It is there because 
the engineers recommend that *‘no sum shall be expended on the river 
until the right of way shall have been conveyed to the United States 
free from expense, and the United: States shall be fully released from 
all liability for damages to adjacent property-owners to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of War.” f 

The riverand harbor bill of 1884 provided an approprianon of $50,000 
for the Calumet River based on this condition. {t has been impossible 
to obtain the necessary consent from all the owners of adjacent prop- 
erty. Some of these owners can not readily be found, some others seem 
unwilling to make the required concessions, and to enable this improve- 
ment to be carried out it has been deemed proper by many in interest 
to insert this clause to allow condemnation proceedings. 

The proposition simply provides that the other owners of property 
shall contribute the costs of such proceedings and furnish money to pay 
any judgment that may be rendered, and failing to do so the proceed- 
ings for condemnation shall be dismissed. 

There is no possible chance under the terms of this paragraph for the 
Government to be ‘‘out’’ any money whatever, except what is to be 
expended in widening and deepening the river, as provided by the ap- 


propriation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why is this provision in regard to 
straightening the river inserted ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Because the river is extremely crooked at places 
where it is necessary to straighten it. It comes under the same head 
as a recommendation of the engineers. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. It also comes under the biblical provision that 
the crooked places shall be made straight. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I willask my friend whorepresents the Cook County 
district [Mr. DunnAmM]if itis not true; that however much merit other 
provisions in this bill may have, this provision touches the commerce 
of South Chicago and Chicago, and is unquestionably meritorious ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. It is. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Gasconade River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 


Mr. McADOO. I move to amend by striking out the paragraph just 
read. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to waste the time of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but I want to compliment the able, urbane, and 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. 
WILLIS] for the superb tact which he has displayed in conducting this 
bill through the House. 

This Gasconade River is an old friend of mine. I called attention to 
it in the Forty-eighth Congress; and if gentlemen will turn to the re- 
port made by the engineers to that Congress they will find it stated 
there that most of the work upon this turbulent, riotous, and-roman- 
tic stream had been done in the office. That was the exact language 
in the report to the Forty-eighth Congress; and upon that we were 
asked in that Congress to appropriate some three or four thousand dol- 
lars, if I remember aright without having the report before me, to con- 
tinue the work in the office. I suppose they took it in the office for 
fear it might ran away or dry up. 

Now I make this amendment simply for the purpose of bringing to 
the attention of the House the great mistakes of this river and harbor 
bill. Here is a stream which, according to the present report—and I 
must compliment the engineers upon the improvement in their report— 
issimply a small, obscure creek, overshadowed by trees, filled with logs, 
and crammed from the mouth to the headwaters with snags. The 
engineers first stated, according to their own showing in this report, 
that it would take $50,000 to improve this a TR now admit 
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that although $30,000 has already been appropriated and expended, it 
will after the expenditure of the $50,000 require from Congress an an- 
nual appropriation to keep anything like water in that stream; to keep 
the logs, snags, bowlders, rocks, and wrecks damp. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man—and I submit this question to my distinguished friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], who leads this committee—would it not be 
a“wiser thing to macadamize this stream and make a good country 
road of it?» [Langhter. ] ; 

Where is the Gasconade River? Where does this romantic stream 
‘‘gasconade??? What interstate commerce is profited by this annual 
dribbling of the people’s money in sums of $3,000, $4,000, $5,000, and 
$7,500 into this gasconading, boastful river off in the State of Missouri? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, it is appropriations like this—ill-advised appro- 
priations to get loeal support in this House—which have caused all the 
caricature and abuse to which this bill has been subjected in the press 
of thecountry. We have no tee from the report of the engineers 
that if we give them $7,500 for this stream this year we shall not have 
to give them $10,000 next year. It depends entirely upon the action of 
nature in the coming spring. If we have a good deal of rain and the 
logs come down and the snags gather, the voice of Gasconade will be 
heard in the Fiftieth Congress asking for $10,000 to remove the addi- 
tional snags and logs that may have been brought down the stream by 
the fofce of nature. The only way to improve this stream would be for 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to find some scientific man who 
will prevent the snags from gathering, and the logs from floating, and 
the trees from growing along the Gasconade. 

‘Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I submit that a wise thing for Congress to 
do in order that this great national beneficial scheme of improving in- 
ternal commerce shall go on is to put its foot down upon the Gascon- 
ades, the Caseys Creeks, the Buncombe Bays, and the Roaring Rivers 
that are continually cropping up in the river and harbor bill. Let us 
act like business men. Let us act like members who have sworn to 
support the Constitution; and while appropriating for legitimate proj- 
ects of national importance, let us not dribble away the people’s money, 
wrung from them by taxation, in these constant annual appropriations 
that are more than wasted—criminally wasted—in .appropriations of) 
such small sums that no benefit inures to the stream and no benefit in- 
ures to the people, the results of our expenditure being blotted away 
by nature every year, and leaving these streams as if nothing had been 
done, the only effect being to give business to the military and civil 
engineers and the contractors, who according to the zepo of a prior 
Congress had done nothing toward improving this noble gasconading 
and money-demanding stream except by working in the offices on it. 
Let us stick to facts, and deal squarely and honestly with these im- 
provement schemes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, bam very sorry indeed that my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] has made this attack on the Gasconade 
Riverin the absence of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] repre- 
senting that district, whoif he were here would, I know, reply in a very 
able speech and demonstrate the importance of this stream. I am very 
little inclined to undertake to supply the place of the gentleman from 
Missouri. This Gasconade River is not so large a river as the Missis- 
sippi; itis notso big asthe AtlanticOcean. But ithas commerce; and 
those people living there, far removed-from the Atlantic seaboard, where 
my friend from New Jersey had the privilege of being born, want to 
get to the Atlantic coast. We are frying to enable them to get to where 
he lives; and Congress for several years has been making these small 
appropriations to enable them to advance toward the civilization that 
surrounds the gentleman from New Jersey. I hope he will not protest 
against this appropriation. Those people want to meet him. They 
want to sell their produce to his people; and inthe absence of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri I request him as a personal favor toward this 
Gasconade River and the people interested in it to withdraw his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I have been pained to see the 
spirit evinced by some gentlemen on this floor for whom I have great 
personal regard. The gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. MCADOO, and 
the gentleman from Rhode Island, Mr. SPOONER, representing two States 
which, in proportion to their area, have received larger spproprisions 
than any other Statein the Union, are the first tocommence their attacks 


“upon this bill. 


Mr. McADOO. What is the amount appropriated for the State of 
New Jersey in this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER. I can not state exactly the amountin this bill for 
the State of New Jersey, but I find by examining the laws passed by 
Congress previous to this time, that that State has received, in propor- 
tion to its area, five times as much as the other States and Territories 
in the Union. That is to say, New Jersey has received $1,451,500 for 
rivers and harbors wholly within her borders, and as her area is but 
7,815 square miles, she has received at the rate of $186 per square mile. 
There has been expended for the whole country $144,237,539 for the 
same purpose, which would be but $39 per square mile. But in ad- 
dition to this the Government has expended much more money for the 
benefit of New Jersey. The entire Racers see ve soa eee 
roperly of the northern boundaries of New Jersey lie upon 
Fe Diarah biter and the Delaware Bay, and the Government ee 
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already expended upon the Delaware River $1,452,000, and this bill 
appropriates $250,000 more, aggregating $1,702,000, and 
THIS VAST EXPENDITURE 


was largely for the benefitof New Jersey. Beside this very sums 
have been expended on the channel between Staten Island and New 
Jersey, which was also y for the benefit of New Jersey. And 
when we add to these sums $2,617,103.70 expended by the Government 
upon the Delaware Breakwater, which was also largely for the benefit 
of New Jersey, I submit that my friend’s State has no just grounds for 
complaint of the illiberality of the people of the United States. a 

Mr. McADOO. This bill does not appropriate $100,000 for the State 
of New Jersey. 

Mr. WHEELER. One hundred thousand dollars fora State of 7,815 
square miles is more in ig Rupes than is given to other States. But 
let us see. . This bill gives for the harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey, 
$30,000; Maurice River, $5,000; Passaic River, $35,000; Raritan River, 
$35,000; Shrewsbury River, $10,000; South River, $5,000; in all, $120,- 
000. In addition to which it appropriates $15,000 for the channel be- 
tween New Jersey and Staten Island, $240,000 for the Delaware River— 
and the bill requires that all this amount shall be expended for the im- 
provement of the river between Trenton, N. J., and the mouth of said 
river—showing that it is largely for the benefit of New Jersey. In ad- 
dition to this the bill appropriates $75,000 for the Delaware Breakwater, 
also largely for the benefit of New Jersey. 

Mr. MCADOO. But the gentleman forgets the population of that 
State. 

Mr. WHEELER. We do not appropriate by people, but by terri- 
tory. It costs just as much to improve a river with a small popula- 
tion on its banks as it would to improve the same river if its banks were 
thickly populated. It costs just as much to improve a harbor with 
small cities upon it as it would if large cities beautified its shores. It 
is the length of the river, the extent of the harbor, and the amount of 
work to be done that measures the cost.” 

The gentleman from New Jersey moves to strike out the small appro- 
priation for Gasconade Rivyer, Missouri, and denounces the bill because 
it contains an appropriation for this river, which he says is not larger 
than a creek. He is quite mistaken regarding the size and importance 
of this river, but referring to the law making appropriations for rivers 
and harbors in 1882 I see it appropriated $15,000 for Cheesequake 
Creek, New Jersey, $6,000 for Mattawan Creek, New Jersey, $5,000 
for Cohansey Creek, New Jersey, and $5,000 for Woodbridge Creek, 
New Jersey. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is the State of New Jersey in the Union? [Laugh- 
ter. 

vA WHEELER. Yes, itis; and we are going to hold her there; 
we are going to take care of her and provide for her rivers and har- 
bors. ~ feanen] 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
says that the press of tH® country is against this bill. What press is 
against it? The apps of the great West does not oppose it. The press 
of the great South does not oppose it. It may be that a portion of 
the press of New York city opposes it—the pa printed within a 
stone’s throw of Wall street, where are located the headquarters of all 
the great railroad combinations in the United States. This, Mr. 
Chairman, is the only press which antagonizes this bill. -- 

THE OPPOSITION TO THIS BILL 

does not come from the people. In 1884 the capital stock and bonds 
of the railroads of the United States aggregated the enormous sum of 
$7,431,732, 458, nearly one-half of which, or $3,000,000,000—a sum more 
than double our national debt—is admitted to be ‘“‘ watered,” represent- 
ing no property whatever, and it is the effort to secure large dividends 
upon this enormous amount of fictitious wealth that prompts and directs 
much of the opposition to this bill. - And it is natural that this should 
be so. For by providing the country with cheap water transportation 
we cheapen railroad freights and threaten the privilege now enjoyed of 
Tevying a tax upon the labor and industry of the country to secure these 
dividends upon these unreal values. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], whose State has re- 
ceived from the Government for@mprovements wholly within her bor- 
ders ten times as much as has been received by the State of Alabama, 
makes his first objection (at least the first objection which I have heard 
during the present session) to expenditures by the General Government 
by attacking this bill, which makes absolutely necessary appropriations 
to provide the necessary facilities for commerce and thereby cheapen 
the cost of transportation. 

This bill appropriates anamount which will be equal to about 25 cents 
for every inhabitant of the United States, and the effectof this expend- 
iture will be that millions of people will reapa direct and positive benefit 
by saving from $50 to $100 in the cost of transporting their. wheat, corn, 
and other productsto market. And every laboring man in the country 
will be enabled to purchase the articles which enter into the daily con- 
sumption of his family at a price so greatly reduced as to repay this 
meager outlay more than a hundred fold. 

Ican notagree with the gentleman from New York, who foresees danger 
to the liberties of our working people if they be employed by the Gov- 
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ernment upon these important works which are absolutely essential to 
the welfare of all the people. 


hey Pa also to see that this bill is opposed by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. An investigation of the records shows that his 
State—although it has existed as such for less than forty years—has 
benefited by eleven important river improvements, the expense of which 
was wholly borne by the Government. One of these improvements 
alone (Des Moines Rapids) cost the United States more than $4,000,000. 

Let me say to those gentlemen who have perverted this discussion into 
unfriendly criticism of the Democratic party that itis not necessary 
expenditures, judiciously and economically made for the benefit of the 
whole people of the United States—and particularly of the working 
people—that the Democratic party is pledged to oppose. It advocates 
all such measures. Butit is the profligate administration of the Gov- 
ernment; the stealing of millions of dollars appropriated for building 
up our dismantled Navy; the donation of boundless tracts of the public 
domain to huge corporations; the official corruption which disgraced 
twenty-five years of Republican supremacy—it is these which the Demo- 
cratic party has opposed and stricken down; against the perpetuation 
of which it stands irrevocably committed, and which under the guidance 
ofthat party, upheld by the virtue and manhood of the American people, 
never can be repeated. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island seems to think his State has not 
received the usual bountiful appropriations to which it has been accus- 
tomed. Byexamining the records of our Government I find that up to 
January, 1884, the amount received by Rhode Island from the General 
Government for the improvement of her rivers and harbors was more 
than three times as much in proportion to her area as that received by 
any other State in the Union, and more than 

TWENTY-FIVE TIMES AS MUCH Å 

in the same proportion as has been received by the State of Alabama; 
and in reading this bill I find that it appropriates to Rhode Island 
much more, in proportion to her area, than to any other State—at least 
fifteen times as much as is given to the State a part of which I rep- 
resen s 
The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] made an eloquent 
speech about the Constitution and an honest, economic government; 
but if he will read this bill carefully he will find, as I have shown, that 
it appropriates to his State much more, in proportion to area, than is 
given to other States. He says let us ‘‘ halt, and return to the Consti; 
tution.” Does the gentleman mean that the United States has no right 
to improve its rivers and harbors? - Does he mean that for Congress to 
do this is a violation of the Constitution ? 

I can not agree with those who question in any way the constitutional 
power of Congress to appropriate money for the improvement of any 
river which is used for navigation, or which, by improvement, can be 
made available for commerce between the States. ‘ 

The question should and does arise in many instances as to whether 
the amount of commerce carried on upon ariver, and therefore the ben- 
efit secured, will justify the expenditure necessary to render it naviga- 
ble; but that is a mere matter of business. It is a question of expedi- 
ency. It has nothing whatever to do with the power of Congress under 
the Constitution. 

I go further. It does not make a particle of difference whether the 
river is wholly within one State or whether it flows through or flows 
into or borders upon two or more States. I insist that any river used 
for the purposes of commerce, even though flatboats only float uponits 
surface, is ariver which Congress has the power to improve, without in 
any way violating the provisions of theConstitution. More than this: 
I maintain that Congress not only possesses the power to do this, but that 
it is an imperative duty to do it in all cases where the proposed im- 
provement promises to result. beneficially to the commercial interests 
of the country. : 

When measures are so just and proper that they can not be other- 
wise assailed, the 

DEAR OLD CONSTITUTION. 
is too often used as the last resort of their opponents. 

I am a constitutional Democrat, and I believe in upholding and de- 
fending that great instrament, but I do not believe in its being prosti- 
tuted. Noonewill go further than myself in maintaining the doctrine 
of strict construction of the Constitution, but I am unalterably and 
inflexibly opposed to that narrow construction which would make it a 
means of prohibiting the general prosperity instead of using it for the 
special purpose for which it was expressly designed by its framers, 
namely, to promote the general welfare. 

The Constitution was given us for a blessing, not fora curse. Let 
us sustain it, and let us use it, not as a stumbling-block, but as an aid, 
an incentive, in building up the fortunes ofa great and prosperous nation. 
We have been blessed abundantly in all the sources of material wealth. 
Field and forest, mountain and river offer to supply us with all the ne- 
cessities, the comforts, and luxuries of life, but it has pleased God, in 
His inscrutable wisdom, to attach to our enjoyment of these tang one 
invariablecondition—the necessity forlabor. Labormust till our fields, 
hew our timber, dig our mines, and navigate our rivers. Labor is neces- 
sary in preparing our food, building our habitations, producing and 
transporting our comforts. : 


Barbarians in all ages have shown a disregard of this great truth; they 
have been content to live in caves and trackless forests, to eat unprepared 
food fit only for beasts, and to wear as garments the skins of wild ani- 
mals. Icould readily understand that this unenlightened spirit might 
exhibit an inclination to leave our navigable streams and harbors as 
they were before civilization demanded that they should 

MINISTER TO MAN’S PROGRESS AND ADVANCEMENT; 
that it should be unwilling to give assistance or encouragement to thou- 
sands of our worthiest citizens who are struggling nobly against most 
trying disadvantages. 

But civilization has changed all this; and to the opponents of this 
bill I say: ‘‘ Let us show the world that an adherence to the Constitu- 
tion does not mean barbarism but civilization. ” 

Section 8 of the Constitution says: 


The Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
and among the several States, : 


And: 


To make all laws which shall be necessary and p: r for carrying into execu- 
tion the foregoing powers, and all other powers by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any Department or officer thereof. 


Chief-Justice Marshall was the great expounder and defender of the 
Constitution. Ie presided over the Supreme Court for thirty-four 
years, and his decisions upon the meaning and construction of the Con- 
stitution have been incorporated in the jurisprudence of our country. 

In McCulloch vs. Maryland (4 Wheaton, 415), Chief-Justice Marshall, 

n referring to the scope and design of the Constitution, declared that 
great instrument was ‘* intended to endure for ages to come, and conse- 
quently to be adapted to the various crises of human affairs.’’ 

In the same spirit and to the same effect, it was held in Hunter rs. 
Martin (1 Wheaton, 304) that— 


The instrument (the Constitution) was not intended to provide merely for the 
exigencies of a few years, but was to endure through a long la of ages, the 
events of which were locked up in the inscrutable purposes of vidence. It 
could not be foreseen what new changes and modifications of power might be 
indispensable to effectuate the general objects of the charter. * * * Hence 
its ponen are expressed in general terms, leaving the legislature, from time 
to time, to adopt its own means to effectuate bo orig ,andto mold and 
model the exercise of its powers as its own wisdom the public interests 
should require. > 

In the case of The United States rs. The New Bedford Bridge (1 Wood- 
bury and Minot’s Reports, 421) Mr. Justice Woodbury declared— 
* For purposes of foreign commerce and of that from State to State the nayi- 
ser rivers of the whole country seem to me to be within the jurisdiction of 
he General Government, with all the powers over them for such A eg! repo 
(whenever they chose to exercise them) which existed previously in tates 
or now exist with Parliament in England. 


Mr. Justice Washington said, in Corfield vs. Coryell (4 Washington 
Circuit Court Reports, 379): - 

t to Co to regulat th igable waters belong- 

tanto the: paire States: ARA ehiaes. Waban tha DARIO DOPO we a of the United 


States for all purposes of navigation and commercial intercourse, subject only 
to Congressional regulation. 


In Gilman vs. Philadelphia (3 Wallace, 724) it was held— 


The power to regulate commerce comprehends the control for that purpose, 
and to the extent necessary, of all the navigable waters of the United States 
which are accessible fiom a State other than those in which they lie. For this 

urpose they are the public property of the nation and subject to all the requisite 
fegisiation of Congress. This necessarily includes the power to keep them open 
and free from any obstruction to their navigation, interposed by States or 
otherwise; to remove such obstructions when they exist; and to provide by such 
Prvine serion they my — at sa against the ara of the evil waa r 
the punishment of offenders. For these purposes Congress possesses the 
powers which existed in the States before the adoption of the national Consti- 
tution, and which have always existed in the Parliament of England. It is for 
Congress to determine when its full power shall be proses intoactivity andas 
to the regulations and sanctions which shall be provided. 


In 18 Howard, 421, it is distinctly asserted— 
The power of Congress to regulate commerce includes the regulation of inter- 
course and navigation, 
Story’s opinion on the subject (volume 2, page 4) is to this effect: 
Commerce undoubtedly is traffic; but itissomething more. It is intercourse. 


It describes the commercial intercourse between nations and of nations in 
all its branches, and is regulated by prescribing rules for carry: on that inter- 


course. ` 

It has been well said: ‘‘ The river is but an instrument of commerce,” 
and in Gray vs. Clinton Bridge (16 Am, Law Register, 152), it is af- 
firmed— 


The power to regulate commerce is a power to regulate the instruments of 
commerce, 


‘And in Cooley vs. Board of Wardens (12 Howard, 316) we find— 
It extends to the persons who conduct it, as well as to the instruments used. 
In 11 Wallace, 411 and 415, the Supreme Court says: 


1. A river is a navigable water of the United States when it forms by itself, or 
by its connection with other waters, a continuous highway over which com- 
merce is or may be carried on with other States or foreign countries in the cus- 
tomary modes in which such commerce is conducted by water. 

If, however, a river is not of itself a highway for commerce with other States 
or foreign countries, or does not form such highway by its connection with other 
waters, and is only navigable between different places within the State, then it 
= not a navigable waterofthe United States, but only a navigable water of the 

tate. 


An investigation of the records reveals the fact that Congress has at 
various times appropriated the public money to improvements in three 


bodies of water which under this decision are not ‘‘navigable waters 
of the United States.” Lake Winnepi and its tributaries lie 
wholly in the State of New Hampshire, their waters forming the chief 
source of the Merrimac River. A dam built at its outlet forms a res- 
ervoir of these waters, which is under the control of an incorporated 
company, by which the water-power is regulated and supplied to facto- 
ries on the Merrimac River below. By act of June 14, 1880, Congress 
appropriated $5,000 to survey and improve this lake, and March 3, 1881, 
$2,500 additional was appropriated, and General H. G. Wright, Chief of 
Engineers, in his report asserts that the expenditure of this money upon 
this lake ‘thas benefited three or four steamers employed mainly for 
summer travel.’’ 

The Yadkin River, within the limits of North Carolina, isin thesame 
category. It is entirely cut off by a narrow mountain defile of 30 - 
feet in width, through which it descends in a torrent, falling 50 feet 
in 2 miles, and has no navigable conncction with its lower part, which 
is known as the Great Pee Dee River. And yet Congress, by acts of 
March 3, 1879, June 14, 1880, and March 3, 1881, has appropriated ` 
$52,000 to improve this stream, and $40,000 have been actually ex- 
pended, notwithstanding the fact that ‘‘no commerce existed upon the 
river, and none has been developed by the improvement thus far made.’ » 

Another stream falling under this definition of the Supreme Courtis 
the French Broad River in North Carolina. The navigable connection 
between the upper river and the lower, which lies in Tennessee, is pre- 
yented below Asheville by rocky rapids, with a fall of about 18 feet to 
the mile,which General Wright describes as ‘‘ not susceptible of any 
pacia improvement.” Nevertheless, the following appropriations 

ve been made for the improvement of this river: August 14, 1876, 
$10,000; June 18, 1878, $15,000; March 3, 1879, $5,000; June 14, 1880, 
$3,000; and March3, 1881, $5,000; and the results accomplished by this 
expenditure are summarized by the Chief of Engineers in these words: 

The outlet for the trade of this portion of the river is dependent upon two 
railroads recently completed. r 

There are no rivers in this bill which do not come under the require- 
ments laid down in the decision I have quoted. 

The Alabama River lies wholly within the State of Alabama, but 
still it isa 

NAVIGABLE WATER OF THE UNITED STATES, 

and forms by its connection with other waters a continuous highway 
over which commerce may be carried on with other States. A line of 
steamboats might run from Montgomery to Vicksburg, or to Shreve- 
port, or to Apalachicola, or boats might run from the headwaters of 
one of its tributaries to any of those cities. Asa matter of fact, vessels 
and steamers do run from Mobile, which is situated at the mouth of 
the Alabama River, to different cities in the Union and to Europe, and 
the freight they carry is largely composed of the goods, wares, and 
merchandise which is brought down the Alabama. It would therefore 
be absurd to hold that Congress is forbidden by the Constitution to 
appropriate public money to make any need improvement in the 
navigation of the Alabama River because it lies wholly within the 
boundaries of a single State, and the same rule holds regarding its afflu- 
ents; and whether they be narrow or broad, deep or shallow, Congress 
bas a right under the Constitution to appropriate money for their im- 

rovement, and if the commerce upon such river is such as to make its 
improvement a judicious measure I insist it is the duty of Congress to 
make the necessary appropriation. 


THE MUSCLE SHOALS, 
Mr. Calhoun, in 1824, when Secretary of War, referred to the pro- 
canal around Muscle Shoals as third inrank among the projected 
improvements of national importance, and in 1828 a survey was made 
by a board of United States engineers. 

. General Andrew Jackson crossed the Tennessee River at or near the 
Muscle Shoals repeatedly during his Indian campaigns early in the 
century. With the keen perception, rapid comprehension, and prompt 
decision which distinguished him, that great man at once saw the neces- 
sity for removing this obstruction to the navigation of the river, and 
appreciated the propriety of this being done by the General Govern- 
ment. Consequently when he became President he called the atten- 
tion of Congress to its importance, angl it was under his direction that 
another survey of the river with a view to its improvement was made 
by Col. S. H. Long, Ymiteg States apographo engineer, m ra D 
appears that Congress recogni e great necessity of the wor 
te which General Jackson had called attention, and in 1828 donated 
400,000 acres of land to the State of Alabama, the proceeds of which 
were to he applied to the construction of a canal around these shoals 
and around Colbert Shoals, 24 miles below. 

An imperfect and narrow canal was constructed around the main 
obstruction only—Big Muscle Shoals—but before anything was done at 
other points some of the dams gave way, and there being no funds to 
repair them the old canal fell into disuse. It was estimated that to 
rebuild it and extend the improvement to Little Muscle and Elk River 
Shoals would involve an outlay of $4,000,000, and the whole work was 
abandoned. 

The present project consists of a series of locks each 300 feet long by 60 
feet wide in the chamber, and from 6 to 13 feet lift, the side walls being 


4 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 3941 


from 14 to 21 feet high. Nine of these locks are required for the main 
canal, all of which have been built. They are constructed of heavy 
cut-stone and rubble masonry, and are founded upon solid rock. The 
masonry is all completed, and the massive iron gates, made of boiler- 
iron, are being placed in position. 

As this important work is in my district I have taken special pains 
to familiarize myself with its details. I have passed over the work 
several times accompanied by the engineer in ch: and my remarks 
concerning its recent ‘progress and present condition are based upon 
actnal and often-repeated observation. 

This great improvement possesses features which commend it to the 
favorable consideration of Congress, and which are not to be found in 
any other public work, 

When completed it will connect by water navigation all the States 
which lie npon the Mississippi and its tributaries with Alabama and 
Georgia and with East Tennessee, and supplemented with’ a short line 
of railway it will bring the entire Northwest in communication with 
all the States of the Southeast, opening an annual trade amounting to 
many hundreds of millions of dollars, giving this amount in money to 
the States of the Northwest in exchange for their products. 

This obstruction hermetically seals this 700 miles of navigable water 
from the rest of the world. Already $2,000,000 have been expended 
on this work under the direction of the officials of the State of Alabama, 
and $2,295,500 by the General Government, and from this large outlay 

NOTHING CAN BE REALIZED 
directly or indirectly until it is finished. No benefit whatever can be 
derived from this large investment until the whole obstruction is re- 
moved, On the contrary, the work already done will constantly de- 
teriorate in value, while the country loses the interest on the large ex- 
penditure already incurred during every year of unnecessary delay. 

To give any value to the work already done at Muscle Shoals the 
whole improvement must be absolutely completed; a continuous water 
way must be rendered available from Knoxville to the Ohio River. 
This water way must be made available as a highway of commerce, 
fora single impassable obstruction, demanding transshipment of freight, 
or interfering in any way with the traflic on the river, like the weakest 
link in the chain which measures the strength of the chain, will be the 
measure of the value of the river as a commercial highway. 

To leave the work as it is now would be thesame thing, in principle, 
ns if a railroad company should start to borea tunnel through a monnt- 
ain and should suspend operations when within a few feet of the far- 
ther edge of the mountain. 

The Little Muscle Shoals obstruction has been practically removed. 

THE MAIN CANAL TRUNK, 
14} miles long, has been enlarged and deepened by heavy rock cutting 
and earth excavation.. Twenty-five stone piers and two abutments for 
an aqueduct at Shoal Creek have been built, besides piers for bridges, 
masonry for water weirs, Kc. 

The Elk River Shoals improvement consists of two locks and about 
a mile and a half of canal, which, together with heavy stone dams and 
rock excavation, are nearly completed. ell the stone for these locks 
has been quarried and cut, and the masonry of the locks is at this time 
nearly completed, and the excavation of the canal trunk is far ad- 
vanced, 

The entire mmount expended on the Tennesseo River between Chatta- 
nooga and Paducah has been $2,695,500, of which amount about $2,300,- 
000 has been expended at Muscle Shoals, This does not include the 
$2,000,000 spent by the State of Alabama, which has proved of very 
little practical benefit. 

With the amount asked for this year, $350,000, the entiro improve- 
ment can be made available and the passage of boats through the ob- 
struction secured. The whole of the work required for this great im- 
provement will be completed ata cost far inside of the original estimate, 
made in 1873, which was $4,133,000, notwithstanding the fact that the 
appropriations have been only about one-third of the annual estimates, 
which of course adds to the cost of all such works. 

The canal when finished = 

è WILL LAST FOR CENTURIES, 
and will beavailable atall seasonsof the year. Though nothing should 
be done toward removing the minor obstructions in the river, it will 
et be navigable for a longer period during the year than most of our 
‘orthern rivers are free from ice. 

Next in importance to Muscle Shoals, which, of course, should be first 
provided for, comes Colbert Shoals, where at very little expense addi- 
tional work can be done with the most advantageous results. All the 
other obstractions are of minor consequence, and even if they are not 
disturbed the river can be safely navigated during at least nino months 
of the year. 

It is a fact not generally known, and perhaps, therefore, inadequately 
appreciated, that the Tennessee River hasa better low-waterchannel than 
the Ohio, and that its regimen is much more permanent. The bottom 
is generally of rocx, and the banks are almost invariably protected by 
rock or by a dense growth of vegetation. 

The importance of—I think Iam justified in saying the necessity 
far—this improvement will be rendered apparent by the following facts, 


to which I ask the careful attention of the House. The territory which 
is shut off from traffic with the remainder of the United States by the 
obstruction to navigation at Muscle Shoals embraces an area of about 
56,000 square miles, comprising North Alabama, part of Middle Ten- 
nessee, all of East Tennessee, and portions of Georgia, North Carolina, 
and Virginia. - 

The country above the Muscle Shoals is abundantly supplied with 
the following trees which are needed in the Northwest: White, red, and 
post oak, ash, hickory, locust, birch, cherry, gum, black walnut, maple, 
“ye cedar, holly, beech, white and yellow poplar, and yellow aud long- 

eaf pine. 

The marble obtained in East Tennessce is abundant and its quality 
is unsurpassed by any in the United States, Gold, nickel, silver, zinc, 
copper, lead, fire-clay, building-stone, sandstone, and limestone we here 
found, rich in quality, abundant and easy of access. 

-The greater part of the land in this immense area is very 


RICH AND INIGHLY PRODUCTIVE, 


the principat products being cotton, cereals, and stock. The annual 


product of that portion of the Tennessee Valley above these shoals may 
be stated in round numbers as follows: - 


And it should be borne in mind that this has been 
duced by a people who realize thè fact that they can not hope for any 
commercial relations with the rest of their countrymen except by the 
comparatively expensive method of railroad transportation. Itemove 
the impassable Onerartion hore by these shoals, and give them 
the benefits of uninterrupted, continuous, and cheap water navigation 
to foster and stimulate their enterprise, and in a very few years the 
production of their fair and fertile territory will be donbled. 

But this is the least of the great benefits which will be derived from 
the opening of navigation on the Tennessee River. The immense 
beds of coal which lie near the banks of this river in North Alabama 
and Tennessee are sufficient to supply the world. The mountains of 
iron ore, excellent in quality, will find a market when this water way 
is opened to them, and will enrich nearly every State in the Union. 

It will bo gratifying to the scientific world to learn that only last 
week 


DBEGEMER STREL WAS MADE IN CHATTANOOSA 


of ores found within easy access of thatcity. If ever there was a case in 
which the expenditure of the people's money was demanded by the peo- 
ple’s interest it is this case. It will be of great benefit and advantage 
to the ple of my district, I know, but its benefits and advantages 
must of necessity extend to a numberof citizens and tax-payers so vast ` 
that the numbers in any single district seem insignificant in compari- 
sion, 

To thinking minds the advantages of river improvements are so ap- 
parent as to require no argument. Besides compelling railway compa- 
nies to give reasonable rates to the people, they furnish means for the 
transportation ofcheap and bulky commodities, suchastimber, lumber, 
pig-iron, coal, and building stone; apd it is a fact worthy of notice 
that most of the members of Congress and most of the papers who 
make war upon the river and harbor bill are located in sections that 
have already secured liberal appropriations for improvements, or else 
their constituents are deeply interested in the profits of railroad trans- 
portation. 

To give some idea of the capacity of water navigation, I would call at- 
tention to the fact that while the Erie Canal was delivering 37,500,000 
bushels of grain at New York, all the railroads which centered there, 
including the four-tracked Central, were delivering only 28,000,000, 

We certainly might take a lesson from the European nations on the 
subject of water way improvements, and in calling attention to some 
of them I will commence with 

FRAXCE, 

Up to the time that Bonaparte became the First Consul of France, 
at the end of the last century, the low-water depth of the Seine was 
only 24 feet, and up to 1850 4 fect of water was considered as a good 
navigable condition. Abont this time numerous locks and weirs were 
constructed between Paris and Rouen to increase the depth. At first 
plans were made for 5 feet; they were then changed to provide for 6} 
feet; and finally the importance of the improvement became 80 appar- 
ent that in 1878 it was decreed to so extend the works as to secare a 
draught of 10} feet, so that vessels of 800 tons burden could at all 
times ascend the river to Paris. ‘The estimated cost of these improve- 
ments is about $8,500,000. 

The improvements of the Rhoneare also important. A canal 2 miles 
long, near its mouth, was completed in 1862, at a cost of more than 
$3,000,000.. Itis 200 miles fromm Lyons to the Mediterranean, in which 
distance the average fall per mile is 32 inches. The river is navigable 
for vessels of considerable burden except in extreme low water, when 
the depth in many places is only 3 feet. A grunt of $9,000,000 has 
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already been obtained to improve the riyer below Lyons, soas to insure 
n depth of 5 feet 3 inches at the lowest water. The estimated cost of 
the entire improvement is about $12,000,000. 


Mr. Krantz, a member of the National Assembly, made a report in, 


1872 showing that up to that time there had been expended for con- 
structing canals and improving rivers more than $230,000,000; and 
notwithstanding this enormous antecedent outlay a bill was intro- 
duced in the chamber of deputies in 1878 for further systematizing and 
imprig internal navigation, at un estimated additional expenditure 
ol— 


WEIS PEORIA Sock sad iscsi te O E E E A EET IERE E E EN $13, 000, 000 
For canals... 142,600,000 
ROF TARO 5 sicacds ieres rans cas ior RASE A . 30,000,000 


BEM T i a sa ssiige O E T EE T E E 175, 600, 000 


Mr. Krantz reported the cost of transportation as being about one- 
half of 1 cent per ton per mile for canals and about two-thirds of*1 
cent per ton per mile for rivers. It must be recollected that France 
is only three-fourths as large as Texas, and notwithstanding her good 
facilities for inland navigation she profitably runs over 18,000 miles of 
railroad. 

RUSSIA NAS THE BEST 
natural inland navigation of any country in E She has 19,000 
miles of navigable water way and 38,000 miles of raft-bearing rivers. 
The Volga is 2,000 miles in length, and drains an area 563,000 square 
miles in extent, and, with its tributaries, affords 7,200 miles of navi- 
gation. The Ural has aconrse of 1,446 miles, and drains 95,000 square 
miles of territory. The Dnieper is 1,060 miles long and drains 204,000 
square miles. The Petchora, Dwina, Bug, Dniester, Neva, and Duna 
are also important rivers, draining together some 300,000 square miles. 

Notwithstanding this vast natural inland water way, and notwith- 
standing the factthat nearly all rivers in Russia are closed by ice during 
the long winter months—from October to May in the North and from 
November to April in the South—the Russian Government has inaugu- 
rated and prosecuted a well-considered system ofartificial eanals, whereby 
the whole country is traversed by water from end to cnd. 

The Saint Petersburg canal alone has cost $7,000,000, and 900 miles 

other canals have been constructed. i 

ITALY I5 NOT RICH 
in waterways, the only one of any considerable value being the valley 
of the Po. The navigable portion of all her rivers aggregates only about 
1,100 miles. The Italians were among the first people in modern Eu- 
rope who attempted to plan and execute the construction of canals; but 
the total length of their navigable canals is now only 435 miles, 
AUSTRIA-HUNGARY 
possesses in the Danube and its three hundred afluents a series of water 
courses which extend so as to drain 316,000 syuare miles of territory; 
and notwithstanding these great natural advantages the government has 
nded millions upon millions of dollars to improve this river and to 

ord commercial facilities to those sections of the country where navi- 
gation was obstructed. One single cut of only 10 miles in length, which 
was made to shorten the river 1} miles, cost the government $16,000,000; 
and this is but one item of the vast sum expended to render this great 
stream a practicable highway of commerce. 

GERMANY, 
with an area a little Jarger than that of France and with 22,000 miles 
of railroad, has already spent more than $20,000,000 upon a stream not 
larger than the Clinch, and yet we find people calling it extravagant 
because since the beginning of the Government we have spent on that 
river about $14,000. 
TOLLAND, 


Holland, with only 2,128 square miles of territory—abont the size of 
the State of Delaware—has expended upon three public works $32,000,- 
000. The new mouth of the Mans (or Meuse) cost $12,500,000; the 
North Holland Canal cost $4,500,000; and the North Sea and Amster- 
dam Canal cost the government $15,000,000, 

BELGIUM. 

The little country of Belgium has expended in round figures $20,- 
000,000 on dock and river improvements. She has an area of 11,378 
square miles—abont the size of the State of New Hampshire—and prof- 
itably runs 2,700 miles of railway in spite of the competition from her 
water ways. 

E GREAT BRITAIN, 

Notwithstanding the fact that she profitably supports 10,000 miles of 
railway, and that all the chief rivers of the United Kingdom are mostly 
arms of the sea, navigable for considerable distances at high water by 
the largest vessels, and notwithstanding the fact that her size is less 
than half that of the State of Texas, I bave before me official reports 
showing that up to 1844 she had expended more than $100,000,000 to 
improve her inland navigation. 

The average actual cost of transportation on all English water ways 
isestimated to be about one-half of 1 cent per ton per mile. 

When we consider that the United States is more than three hundred 
times as large as Belgium or Holland, more than thirty times as large 
as Great Britain, and eighteen times as large as Germany or France, it 


is hardly cteditahle to us to have to admit that our entire expenditures 
for rivers and harbors from the beginning of the Government until 
June 30, 1882, have amounted to $111,300,000. 

To show how this money has been distributed among the States I 
have arranged a table from the figures given by the Secretary of War 
in his report, which was transmitted to Congress by the President. 


Table showing the aggregate. appropriations for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors, from the beginning of the Government, March 4, 1789, to 
June 30, 1882, as shown by the report of the Secretary of War, transmitted 
to Congress by the President of the United States January 22, 1884. 


Amount, 

NOW LOEren aoh voavd tive vei aeseetyArndvrcoday E Ai » $10,237,611 28 
s X 7, 954,877 25 
4,090,511 74 

3,327,164 69 

3,119) 499 03 

3, 116, 147 29 

2, 672, 305 00 

2,566,200 00 

2, 390, 068 92 

1,734,880 00 

1,731,817 50 

1,717,000 00 

1,555, 926 83 

1,531, 300 00 

1,475, 884 48 

1,412,506 64 

Pennsylvanian. 1,158,042 23 
New Jersey, 1,099, 063 00 
Alabama 1,091,751 82 
South Ca 965,000 00 
Indiana... 786, 203 92 
Florida o 760, 350 09 
Rhode Island 733,700 00 
Oregon... 4, QO. 00 
Vermont, 51,980 20 
Kentucky 457,000 00 
Minnesota 447,500 00 
Mississippi, 377,900 00 
Arkansas... $16,500 00 
District of Col 201,500 00 
Louisiana... 245, 400 00 
New Hampshi 202, 500 00 
Tennessee .. 85,500 00 
Missouri 22, 000 00 
10,000 00 

ashi 5,500 00 
OWN sosea 2,500 00 
Miscella 39, 607, 664 77 
Surveys... 4,085,713 40 
Repairs, 3,977,127 12 
Dredg &o. ds 1,135,257 54 
Crand totali... snsirosedóscaidrómajeredastves atbnvelevecissdened desvvanysene karite 111,299,464 79 
Since this report was made the Jaw of 1882 appropriated $18,988,- 


875, and the law of 1884 appropriated $13,949,200, giving a grand total 
of expenditures for this purpose since the establishment of the Govern- 
ment of $144, 237,539. 

The appropriations charged directly to the States refer only to the 
harbors and rivers that are wholly within the several States; and those 
improvements which are designed to benefit two or more of the States 
are grouped together in one aggregate, under the head ‘* Miscellane- 
ous.’? 

I desire now to give a minute 

DESCRIPTION OF THE MUSCLE SHOALS 
improvement; and to do this, I beg to call attention to a map explain- 
ing this great work. 

The river flows from the right tothe left ofthe map. The navigation 
for large steamboats is good from Knoxville to the head of this obstruc- 
tion, adistance of more than 350 miles. ” 

Commencing about 1 mile below the head of Brown's Island, on the 

right of the map, about 12 miles below Decatur, a solid rock bottom 
forms a series of reefs, which for all time, except in periods of floods, 
haveheena complete bar to navigation. The plan adopted has been by 
means of coffer-dams to blast out the rock from the bottom of the river, 
the excavated rock being used to construct a wall on either side of the 
channel thus secured, the channel being sufficiently wide to allow the 
lurgest boats to pass each other at fall speed. 
. This portion of the work is entirely completed, and to give some 
idea of the amount of labor involved I will mention that it required 
the excavation of mach more than 1,000,000 cubic feet of very hard 
silicious rock. 

This character of improvement continues from the point indicated by 
the figure 1 down to the point indicated by the figure 3. a distance of 
2 miles, The natural channel of the river has suflicient water for navi- 
gation from this point to the foot of Brown’s Island, at the point indi- 
cated by the figure 4}, a distance of 1} miles. From the lower end of 
Brown’s Island a wall has been constrneted to confine the water be- 
tween itself and the southern shure. This wall extends to the point 
indicated by the figure 7, a distance of 2) miles. It raises the water 


and secures n 
CUANNEL SUFFICIENTLY -WIDE 


for all purposes of navigation. This work also required excavations of 
rock for some distance below the western or lower extremity of Brown's 
Island. At the point indicated by the figure 72 first-class lockis being 
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constructed, called Lock A. From this point a canal has been exca- 
vated for nearly 1} miles to the point indicated by the letter “‘B,”’ 
where another lock is nearly completed. One of these locks has a lift 
of 12 feet, and the other from 5 to 10 feet lift, according to the op or 
water in the river. From Lock B the slough between Gilchrist Island 
and the shore has been improved a distance of 3 miles, to Nance’s Reef, 
which will be seen on the map at the figures 11. This reef has been 
removed by solid rockexeayations. From this point we have deep water 
for a distance of 4} miles to the point indicated by the figures 154. 
Here commences the main canal, 14} miles long. The total fall of the 
river in this 14} miles is 84} feet; at some points the fall is very great, 
being 18 feet in one single mile, and at other points the fall, for short 
distances, is at the rate of 40 feet to the mile, giving the river the ap- 
pearance of a roaring torrent. 

To be more minute in the description of this canal, I will call the at- 
tention of the House to its mouth at the point indicated by the figures 
153. Then running down to the point marked 16 we come to the 


FIRST OF THE NINE LOCKS, 


the aggregate lift of which is 84} feet, the lift of most of them being 
either 10 or 12 fect. They are 60 feet wide, and 300 feet between the 

The canal, when completed, will be from 70 to 120 feet wide, 
with 7 feet of water, and will pass boats 60 feet wide, 300 feet long, 
wad drawing 6 fect of water. At the point marked 18 is lock No. 2, 
the distance between the first two locks being 2 miles. Two miles 
further down the river, at the point marked 20, islock No. 3. A mile 
nnd a half below is lock No. 4. Two miles below this is lock No. 5. 
The original plan of the work contemplated another lock, to be num- 
bered 6, but the fall of water was found to be such that this lock was 
omitted. Thenext completed lock is No. 7, at the pointindicated by 28. 

This lock is 4} miles from lock No, 5. One mile farther down we 
come to Shoal Creek, which the canal crosses by means of an aqueduct. 
The construction of this part of the work required the building of 
twenty-seven stone piers and abutments, each of which is 75 feet long 
and their average height is 11 feet. The iron beams for the trunk of 
the agueduct are 32 feet long and 17} inches deep. As these beams 
could not be east in this country, they were contracted for in Belgium. 
Their total weight is about 600 tons. 

After crossing the aqueduct, we come to lock No. 8, and three-quar- 
ters of a mile farther down to lock No. 9; one-quarter of a mile from 
the latter is lock No. 10, Lock No, 8 is 12 feet lift, and locks Nos. 9 
and 10 are each 10 fcet lift. “Between locks § and 10 the natural fall of 
water is 18 feet in asingle mile, and between locks 9 and 10 it is about 
10 fect in a quarter ofa mile. Lock No. 10 is the western mouth of the 
canal, and from that point the river is improved by means of dams con- 
fining the water to the north of Jackson’s Island, and also to the north 
ef the island below Jackson's Island. A number of wing-dams have 
also been constructed, extending from Jackson’s Island on the south, and 
also from the right bank of the river on the north, 

In order that the people of the Northern States may more fully un- 
derstand the detriment caused by this impenetrable bar to navigation 
in a large river I will state that its effect is the same as would be pro- 
duced by an impassable 


OBSTRUCTION IN THE HUDSON RIVER 


some 40 or 50 miles above New York. The Cascades in Columbia River 
is the only other work in the United States like the Muscle Shoals 
which has for its purpose the opening, and not merely the improve- 
ment, of navigation. The Muscle Shoals affect twenty times the num- 
ber of people and inyolveinterests one hundred times greater than those 
involved in the great and important projectin Oregon; and yet theappro- 
priation for the Columbia River reached $1,000,000, and the Chief Engi- 
neer informs us that $1,250,000 moreis needed to open navigation atthat 
point. Iam in favor of the work; every member of this House ought 
to vote for it; and one hundred times more important is the great canal 
improvement of the Muscle Shoals, , 

I will now give a table showing the entire expenditures of the Gen- 
eral Government on the Tennessee River, from its source to whore it 
empties into the Ohio, near Paducah. 

The appropriations by the General Government for the improvement 
of the Tennessee River haye been as follows: 


Object of appropriation. | Date. Amount. 


BUVOS soree «1070 -oonnmossasersssscopyuveceonreseccoysos ies Dpsenateoeensorvory| Mar, 2,1827 $200 
Improvement of navigation... .| Aug. 80, 1852 50,000 
Contracts under 8b0VE.......6ecsse04 <soovecorossrosvasdsosseonveesss June 12, 1860 2, 736 
Improvement below Chattanooga.......... .| Mar. 3, 1871 80,000 
Continuation of work below Chattan .| June 10,1872 50, 000 
mprovement between Knoxville and | June 10, 1872 25,000 
Improvement below Chattanooga... «| Mar, 3,1873 100, 000 
Improvement above Chattan PCL | Mar, 3,1873 25, 000 
Continuing improvement above Chattanooga.. . «| Jane 23, 1874 25, 000 
tinuing improvement below Chattanooga, June 23, 1874 100, 000 
Continuing improvement below Chattanooga, Mar. 3,1875 300, 000 
Continuing improvement above Chattanooga.. Mar, 3,1875 40, 000 
Continuing improvement above Chattanoog: Aug, 14, 1876 15, 000 
Continuing improvement at Muscle Shonls.. Aug. 14, 1876 255 000 
Continuing improvement above Chattanoogi... ss June 18, 1578 15,000 


Object of appropriation. Date, Amount, 
Continuing improvement below Chattanooga, $15,000, 

or any necessary part for Duck River Shoals.... .| June 18,1878 390,000 
Improvement above Chattanoogt......smrssrserees see .| Mar. 3, 3879 11,500 
Improvement below Chattan including M 

Shoals, Duck River Shoals, and shoals at Reynolds- 

WUE. essovadconassisdssees iscsseeneeensveneyvyereye ps secocobnen sececbeeseydeee Mar. 3,1879 210,000 
Improvement above ChatttNoogt......sessrersrsasrstrreiereees June ls, 1880 10, 000 
A ng below Chattanooga, including Muscle 

Shoals, Duck River Shoal,and shoal at Reynolds- 

burg, continuing Operations...........-:cccseceereresrrscseses res June 14, 1880 $00, 000 
Continuing improvement below Chattanooga, includ- 

ing Muscle Shoals, Duck River Shoal, and shoal at 

a POE TN selves E tes s| Mar, 3,1881 250,000 
Continuing improvement above Chattanooga . .| Mar. 3, 1831 7,009 
Continuing improvement above Chatlanooga.. | Aug. 2,1839 7,000 
Continuing improvement below Chattanooga i | 

ing Muscle Shoals and shoal at Reynoldsburg. ! Aug, 2,1882 250,000 
Continuing improvement aboye Chattanooga.............. July 65,1884 3,000 
Continuing improvement below Chattanooga, includ- 

ing Muscle Shoals and shoal at Reynoldsburg........, July 5, 1834 350, 000 

-2 


Is it not painful, Mr. Chairman, to see an improvement so important 
as this dragging along with petty appropriations from 1827 to the'pres- 
ent time—a period of almost sixty years? 

THE PROFIT AND ADVANTAGE ` 
to tho people of the United States from a single year’s use of this water 
way would far more than compensate for every dollar expended in mak- 
ing it available, and yet gentlemen hesitate about appropriating this 
meager sum, which is all thatisrequired to carry this important under- 
taking to successful completion. ; 

When this work of improvement was commenced, more than halfa 
century ago, false economy necessitated a plan of construction so faulty 
and inadequate that it resulted in the ost total waste and loss of 
the entire $2,000,000 expended at that time. After the fnilure of this 
ill-conceived and poorly executed project, the attempt was abandoned 
and no effort was made to remove this impassable obstruction to the 
navigation of the Tennessee River until about ten years ago, when, 
after careful estimates, it was reported that $4,133,000 would be re- 
quired to complete the improyement. 

By a system of rigid economy and watchful care in every branch of 
the expenditure—saying a lock in one place, taking ndvantage of deep 
water in another, and by donations of land, rock, and timber by poor 
pas dosent pi citizens in the immediate vicinity, it is now defi- 
nitely settled that the work will be completed at an outlay far within 
the original estimates. 

Up to February, 1884, about $2,000,000 had been expended which 
could properly be charged to Muscle Shoals. Accompanied by the en- 
gineer in charge, I again visited the work, and he determined and re- 
ported that with $700,000 the work could be completed. 

A convention was called, and met in Chattanooga on March 12, 


CONSISTING OF FIVE HUNDRED DELEGATES 


from North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Tennessce, 
Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, and Ohio. This convention adopted reso- 
lutions, which I will read: A 

Whereas the General Goycrnment has already heretofore appropriated about 
$2,345,000, which has been mostly expended in the work of removing obstruc- 
tions from the river at the M e Shoals; and 

= Whereas the official report of the engineer in charge of the work on the Mus- 

cle Shoals shows that the work thereon has been suspended because the appro- 
priation heretofore made has been exhausted, lenving a vast amount of material 
on hand unused which is deteriorating in value: ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That inasmuch as the Tennessee River and its tributaries can 
not be improved and made navigable without Congressional aid, we respect- 
fully but firmly call upon Congress at the earliest practicable moment to make 
such appropriation as will carry to completion the Ae Necro in question, 

Resolved, That we are ofthe Opinion that Congress will, If properly approached, 
notin a dictatorial but r ul manner, grant us our request, 

Resolved, That in view of this we urge our committee on memorial to organ- 
ize at once and proceed to Washington to present our claims; that they remain 
there as long as practicable and use every means and appliance in their power 
to bring about the result we so ardently desire, 


Asa member of the committee I visited Washington in March and 
April, 1884, bringing with meand exhibiting to the Congressional com- 
mitteesa mammoth map of this work, of which the map I now present 
is a reduced copy. The committees of the two Houses received us most 
courteously, patiently and attentively listened to and considered our 
representations, and generously granted us an appropriation of $350,000. 
This'sum has been expended most advantageously and economically, 
and with the amount appropriated by this bill the iron gates for all the 
locks can be completed and adjusted, the canal placed in working order, 
and navigation opened throughont the entire length of one of the most 
important rivers in the United States, and this will have been accom- 
plished, mark you, atan expenditure less than three-fourths of the 
amount estimated by the engineer who commenced the work. The 
country to be benefited by this great improvement 

POSSESSES EVERY NATURAL ADVANTAGE 
bestowed upon the most favored lands. Minerals, rich in quality and 
well-nigh inexhaustible in quantity, invite the miner’s industry and the 
artisan’s formative skill. Farms so fertile snd easy of cultivation that 
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they yield a generous return to the toil of the husbandman skirt the 
banks of the beautiful Tennessee, and if by passing this bill you assure 
them the blessing of continuous and cheap water rtation the 
bountifal products of these smiling fields will seek the markets of the 
world. The same boon will render the timber, marble, and building- 
rock of this prolific region available for the purposes of commerce, and 
they too will be added to the material elements of civilization. 
THE SOUTH IS PROGRESSING, 

Mr, Chairman; her advance in all that makes a people great, rich, and 
prosperous is evidenced by no faltering or uncertain signs. She iscom- 
ing—not to injuriously compete with our sister States of the North, 
but by her growing prosperity to aid them in the great strides they 
are taking toward unquestionable supremacy in the commercial and 
industrial affairs of the world. For twenty years we have toiled and 
struggled under circumstances more adverse than ever were encount- 
ered by any people. We have met stumbling-blocks at every step along 
the toilsome pathway leading from our political and commercial slough 
of despond. 

Our adversities have been Bitter, our disappointments both severe and 
frequent, but we have passed through the fires, not unscorched butun- 
dismayed, and we come, purified and encouraged, to fake our place 
abreast of those who lead in the march of progress and improvement, 

The old men of the South who built up our beloved land—and whose 
unselfish efforts and stainless characters are our’ priceless heritage— 
have been laid in honored graves by the reverent hands of their loving 
children, They saw the work of acentury destroyed in a moment. 
They saw the laborers of their country transformed from producers 
into politicians. They saw a party in power which by every possible 
means turned the tide of prosperity and immigration from their doors. 
They saw millions of acres of the public domain given to corporations 
who sent their agents to every port in Europe and America to direct 
the stream of living wealth to these lands in the Great West. 

Although our country is the most productive in its soil and the rich- 
est in its minerals, the immigrant was taught toshun itas blighted and 
impoverished. Although our climate is healthy and salubrious, he was 
led to regard it as dangerous, if not deadly; and in addition he was 
impressed with the belief that the powerful hand of the Government 
Was against us, 

All this is now changed. 

THE YOUNG MEN OF THE S0UTIT 
are pressing forward in the race for prosperity with energy, vigor, and 
determination. The unequal struggle of their sires in the face of every 
adversity is continually beforethem. They remember their last admo- 
nitions to be self-reliant and industrious. 

The political ban which for so many years hung like a pall over our 
country has been lifted, and now the Southern States stand side by side 
with their sister States of the North. 

Mr. Cleveland, God bless him, lifted this weight, and he now stretches 
out his strong arm to shield the youthful toilers of our land, and his 
triumphant election in trumpet tones proclaimed that the era of invid- 
ions and oppressive distinctions between the sections has passed; that 
the sovereign and equal rights of all the States must be maintained. 

I am proud, Mr, Chairman, to be able to say that I stand here to-day 
one of those chosen to represent on this floor a State animated by. this 
new-born energy, this re-created earnestness of purpose, this resuscitated 
hopefulness of our Southern youth, and I ask the American Congress to 
afford them the opportunity to achieve the rescue of their land from 
the burdens it has so long and patiently endured. I ask it, not asa 
boon to be granted at the expense of others, but I claim and assert that 
unobstructed river navigation and unrestricted commercial privil 
are the inherentand inalienable rights of every community in this broad 
land, where unequal burdens can only be imposed by positive violation 
of the spirit of our institutions. 

Mr. McADOO, by unanimous consent, withdrew his amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

Improving Osage River, Missouri: Continuing improvement by snagging and 
removing obstructions, $10,000, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move tostrike out that paragraph. I would like 
to inquire why the appropriation in this bill is $10,000, when the en- 
gineer suggests only $5,000 can be properly expended. By referring to 
the report of engineers it will be seen the following language is used: 


From these facts it appears that there are no interests at this time, either upon 
the Osage River itself or upon its banks, which will justify a heavy expenditure 
in the improvement of the river. 


Will the gentleman explain why it is, when the engineer reports only 
$5,000 can be used properly, there is an appropriation here of $10,000? 

Mr. BLAND. I willsay in answer to the gentleman from Towa there 
was a Supplemental report by the Chiefof Engineers recommending the 
increased amount appropriated in the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Missouri state what par- 
ticular kind of a derrick he got under the engineers before that supple- 
mental report was made ? fLaughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. I leave that to the gentleman to inquire, 

Mr. WILLIS. The business on this river is over $1,000,000 per an- 
num, and this is a small appropriation. 

The amendment was disagreed to, 


Mr. KING. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not occupied the floor of the House one 
instant during the proceeding on this river and harbor bill, but there 
have been used on this floor expressions which I think have not been. 
sufficiently answered. For amoment permit me therefore to call utten- 
tion to them, and I wish to be perfectly kind and respectfal. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] preached almost a fu- 
neral address upon the Republic, using this bill as his text, Now an- 
other member from New York [Mr. VIELE], who also represents that 
great metropolis, has introduced a bill which when matured will cause 
an expenditure of at least one-half the amount provided for in this bill. 
I refer to the proposition introduced by General VIELE forthe purpose of 
investigating the harbor of New York and the improvement of the 
channels leading to that great city. I believe that measure to be per- 
fectly legitimate, 

Competent engineers have told me, and repeatedly, that this can not 
be done under seven millions of money. Idonotbelieveit will costless 
thanten. That proposition, sir, is planted in this bill, and the gentle- 
man from New York made no criticism upon it, 

The gentleman upon the other side of the Chamber [Mr. Hiscock], 
from the same great State of New York, has chosen to hold up this bill 
to the country as a shame, when he at the same time, and I believe 
honestly, presented an amendment himself looking to the acquisition 
by this Government of all the canals of New York, which would cost 
not less than $100,000,000. 

Tho Erie Canal itself, I learn, cost the great State of New York $82,- 
000,000. Ifthe gentleman is in earnest, and I take it we do not come 
here to trifle with each other or the country, he means that his propo- 
sition would lead to the acquisition for the use of this Government of 
these works created by the State of New York. Isimply wish to raise 
this question, to-make this inquiry, to know if there is any consistency 
insuch actions, I believe in doing all we can to promote the transporta- 
tion interests of the country. TI believe this bill provides in alarge de- 
gree for them. Itis one of the smallest appropriation bills that passes 
the House. “It is not comparable at all to the great pension appropria- 
tion bill, carrying seventy or seventy-fiye. millions of dollars annually 
at one fell swoop, and to it we make no objection. It is not so great 
as the Army bill, nor does it involve such an amount as the naval ap- 
propriation bill. . It is the smallest of all, and carries the greatest bene- 
fit to the country I believe. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] r 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, was recognized, and yielded his time 
to Mr. KING. 

Mr. KING. I nm very much obliged to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, but I shall not detain the committee any longer. 

I withdraw the pro ferma amendment. 

The Clerk rear as follows: 

Improving Ited River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement; 
and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made 
available for dredging at Goose Rapids, according to the plan of the Chief of En- 

ineers, recommended on the 12th of March, 1884; Provided, That not exoceding 

1,000 shall be thus expended on Goose Rapids. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: $ 


Strike out, in line 968, the words "at Goose Rapids" and insert "said river,” 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Yellowstone River between Glendivo and the mouth, Montana: 
Continuing improvement, $25,000. 


Mr. BEACH. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike ont the Inst word of 
the pending para, | 

Mr. ORARIA I ae glad we have reached the Yellowstone. I hap- 
pen to know something abont that river, for I have visited it. Three . 
years since I tried to catch trout in it, but my efforts were about as 
fruitless as will be this appropriation for the improvement of its naviga- 
tion. 

I must congratulate the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, however, 
that having exhausted all the creeks and inlets in the States, they have 
at last gone into the Territories in their colossal attempt to deplete the 
Treasury. Their action has a tendency to refute the rumor quite prev- 
alent throughout the country that this bill was made up to cateh votes. 
Asthe Delegates from Montana and Dakota have no votes on this floor, 
the appropriation for the Yellowstone must have been an act of unselfish 
patriotism on the part of the committee. 

The Yellowstone is one of the most beautiful streams I ever saw. Its 
waters are like those of the “bright Juniata’? and as they rush over 
their pebbled bed they gleam in the sunlight with a silvery sheen that 
both attracts and fascinates the eye. But, sir, the course of the river is 
crooked and its current swift, theineyitable effect of which is to throw up 
shoals of gravelatthemoreabruptturns. Itis no doubt to remove these 
numerous shoals that the engineer in charge calls for a steam dredge 
and a tug at a cost of $35,000 and $25,000 a year additional to operate 
them. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be possible to improve the navigation of this 
river. The Chief of Engineers says that it is, and I am to take 
his word for it. But what good will it do? What benefit will it be? 
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One would think that this is a very important question to be deter- 
mined before we enter upon an undertaking which may involve us in 
an expenditure of hundreds of thousands of dollars. And yet all that 
the engineer says upon that point is, ‘‘The commerce of the river isin- 
significant.” Ican fully corroborate this statement, for during my stay 
of a week or more in the vicinity, and during my travel on the cars for 
miles along the river, I never saw so much as a raft or canoe on its 
waters, I doubt if any one else ever has. 

Mr. Chairman, the Yellowstone is fairly typical of numerous other 
so-called rivers in this bill. Appropriations are made for thirty-nine 
streams, with unpronounceable names, notone of which can be found 
on the maps in ordi use. They are probably used as wagon-roads 
during the droughts of summer and utilized in times of freshet for trans- 
portation of logs and rafts. It is proposed by these appropriations, and 
others to follow hereafter, to make them navigable at all seasons of the 
year. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors think, no doubt, that if 
we can only cover these gravel beds with a perpetual body of water we 
will enlarge the fields of commerce and give a lasting boom to the log 
industry. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to it, and for reasons which I will state 
as briefly as possible. 

Very few of the rivers whose navigation is sought to be bettered by 
the appropriations in this bill are susceptible of permanent improve- 
ment. Most of them are of rapid current, subject to sudden and great 
rise during the spring and fall freshets, and liable to sedimentary de- 
posits. attempts to control the channel, or protect the banks, or 
deepen the water by dredging or otherwise, are consequently of but 
temporary value. 

The elements in their occasional outbursts are beyond the control of 
man. Weare all familiar with the irresistible force of fire, wind, and 
water. We have had very recently in the Northwest an exhibition of 
what the tornado can do when it goes to work in down-right earnest, 
And we have also seen what the Mississippi and other Western rivers 
can do when swollen into angry tumult by repeated rains. What they 
have done in the past they will continue to do in the future, and ex- 
perience should teach us the utter futility of trying to check them. 
Eventually we will come to the conclusion, and I trust we will do it 
before we squander too much of the people’s money, that we had better 
let the rivers have their own way, and let them flow unmolested to the 


sea. 

Mr. Chairman, I have given this subject of water transportation con- 
siderable study and I have very strong convictions upon it. I have 
found that during the last twenty-five years a sharp fight has been go- 
ing on between the water ways and the railways. The water ways have 
been steadily losing ground and they are bound to go to the wall, 
Steam on the land will supersede steam on the water. It has already 
nearly destroyed the canal commerce, and within twenty years it will 
have conquered the river commerce. Why, sir, to-day the Louisville 
and Nashville Railroad is a far more important channel of commerce 
than the Mississippi River. Gentlemen on this floor and elsewhere 
who are constantly magnifying the water routes are probably not aware 
that the tonnage over the bridge at Saint Louis is ten times greater 
than that under it on the river. They shut their eyes to the fact that 
in fifteen years’ time the tonnage of three great trunk lines between 
the lakes and the ocean increased from 10,000,000 to over 46,000,000; 
whereas the tonnage of the water route fell off from 6,000,000 to under 
5,000,000. They forget that 1,953 miles of canals, which cost $44,013, - 
166 to construct, have been wholly abandoned. 

In view of these facts, and others I have cited on former occasions on 
this floor, I feel convinced that the inland commerce of our country 
will be conducted in the early future by the railroads exclusively. 
Hence all appropriations for our rivers are unwise. 

` i the only plausible answer I have ever heard to the 
position I hold upon this question is, that the maintenance of the water 
ways acts as a check upon the rapacity of the railroads. The answer, 
however, is only plausible. As matter of fact the railroads can carry 
as cheap as the canals or rivers, and it is our duty to put them in leg- 
islative harnessand makethem. By enforcing fair dealing in construc- 
tion and economy in operation, prohibiting stock-watering, construc- 
tion companies, and consolidation agreements, the railroads of the 
future can be capitalized at a sum which will yield a fair return for the 
money invested, and give shippers cheaper transportation than that af- 
forded by water. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never yet voted for a river and harbor bill, 
and I shall not vote for this one. I do not approve of spending the 
people’s money in this way. I think we would be justified in making 
appropriations—liberal appropriations—for the improvement of our sea- 
coast harbors, but I would leave inland navigation to take care of 
itself. Let the fight between the natural ways and the artificial ways 
go on independent of legislative assistance. Private capital and private 
enterprise will settle it before long, and settle it, as I believe, to the 
satisfaction of the great mass of the people. 

[Here the hammer fell.] , 

The Clerk read as follows: p 


Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $10,000, of the money 
heretofore appropriated for improving said rivers that may remain unexpended 


atthe end of the present fiscal year: Provided, ie no money shall beexpended 


on said improvement, except what may be needed for and dredging, 
until the Secretary of War shall be satisfied that hydraulic-mining obstructions 
shall have ceased on said riversand their tributaries. And the Secretary of War 
is hereby instructed to institute such 1 proceedings as may be necessary to 
prevent further deposit of sluicing and débris from the hy: ic mines situated 
upon said Sacramento and Feather Rivers and their tributaries, and also the San 
Joaquin River and its tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to use out of said 
sum as much asmay be necessary to carry the above provision into effect. 


Mr. WILLIS. There are some verbal amendments which are pro- 
by the committee to this section which I will send to the desk. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee what is the necessity for reappropriating the amount which 
may remain unexpended at the end of the fiscal year? I understand 
that the two-year provision does not apply to these improvements—— 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘The necessity in this case is that this appropriation | 
was tied up by the original provision making it, because it was not to 
be expended while this hydraulic mining was in progress, and it is to 
release that appropriation to a certain extent that this is inserted. 

Mr. HENDERSON , of Iowa. It is not then for the purpose of sav- 
ing it from being covered back at the end of the two yp? 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir. f 
: The Clerk read the amendment proposed by the committee, as fol- 

ows: 


i ATR oni from and including line 981 to and including line 993 and insert 
he following: 

“The end of the present fiscal year, for sinking and dredging operationsand 
the cost of the proceedings hereinafter authorized, the balance of said unex- 
pencas money, not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that hy- 

raulic mining has ceased on the said rivers and their tributaries; if he be nob 


so satisfied he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceedings as may be 
n to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or disch: detritus, dé- 
bris, or slickens, caused by or eraing from hydraulic mining, into either of said 


rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the SagJoaquin River or any of its tribu- 
taries, or in or to such place or situation from which such detri débris, or 
slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by streams or floods into either 
of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to use out of such 
sum as much as may be necessary for such purpose,” kg 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving the Upper Columbia River, including Snake River, Oregon and 
Washington Territory : Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 1001, strike out $10,000 and insert $36,000. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I find in the report of the engineers that up to 
the 30th day of June, 1885, $227,470.64 have been expended in the’ 
prosecution of this improvement. The engineers estimate that the” 
amount required for the completion of the existing project is $36,000. ' 
The amount that could be profitably expended in the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, is $36,000. The plan of this improvement is to remove 
the stone and the rock with which Snake River and Columbia River 
at certain points are filled. Itseems to me it would be a wise piece of 
work on the part of this committee to give to this improvement the 
full amount estimated by the engineers. I am aware that because of 
my lack of voting power I can not expect the same consideration as 
some other gentlemen on this floor, but I nevertheless insist that the 
committee should look upon Washington Territory in precisely the 
manner which its vast interests demand. We have in Washington“ 
Territory nearly 2,000 miles of coast line and nearly 1,000 miles of; 
navigable rivers, and yet in Washington Territory proper the Commit-; 
tee on Rivers and Harbors have seen fit to give us just $14,500. Ihope 
the amendment will be favorably considered. ¥ 

Mr. WILLIS. I willsay that the action taken by the committee is in 
no way shaken by the remarks of the gentleman from Washington Ter- 
ritory. We have given as liberally as the estimates of the engineers 
justified. It appears by the report that there was an amount of $8,398 
on hand. We have given nearly one-third of the amount estimated. 
The river is closed with ice for a good part of the time, and at other’ 
times the water is in that condition that work can not be carried on.* 
And looking on what has been done in past years we thought the 
a or in the bill was as much money as could be economically ex- ( 

ged: ~ * 
Pe The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. VOOR- 
HEES, there were—ayes 29, noes 53. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 

adopted. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Bh Chehalis River, Washington Territory : Continuing improvement, 


y 


x 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 1015, strike out “ $2,500" and insert ‘* $5,000.” 


Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say but a word in support of this 
amendment. The estimate of the engineers for thisimprovement was 
$5,000 and they asked for $5,000. When the committee takes into con- 
sideration the fact that these operations are ing operations and 
that $2,500 will not begin to relieve this river of the snags which now 
form impediments to navigation, the importance of appropriating a guf- 


3946 


ficient sum of money to carry out this purpose will be readily appar- 
ent. I ask for a favorable consideration of the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
ane Cowlitz River, Washington Territory; Continuing improvement, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
In line 1017, strike out “ $2,000" and insert * $6,000.” 


Mr. VOORHEES. This amendment seems to me to stand upon a dif- 
ferent basis if possible from those I have heretofore offered. I read from 
the report of the engineers: 


Tbo ag i for be nding hen gee sainet EA oe oome he euan con- 
struction, bar-scra’ , and snagging o ons, to secure t-draught navj- 
+ gation u D to Tol o, à little more than D: miles above the mouth, ae G 
The nal estimate for this work was $3,000 for construction in the first year, 
and anaana expenditure thereafter of $2,000 for maintenance by snagging 
operations, 
The total appropriation to date is $6,000. The amount expended to end of fis- 
is S5 988.13. feet of pite h: 


cal year During the year 300 ave been con- 
structed, and t nel has been maintained in y good condition, 
It is pro; June 30, 1887, 


pply the sum asked for the fiscal pews end 

to channel maintenance, wing-dam construction, an ion. 
The amount, estimated, required for the completion of the existin, 
roject the engineers say is $3,000. For annual maintenance there wil 

be roqui ,000, making a total of $6,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have ap- 
propriated $2,000—less than what would be sufficient according to the 
estimate of the engineers to maintain the work already done upon this 
project. It seems to me it is just a waste of the public money to ap- 
propriate not eyen enough to take care of the work which has been 
already accomplished by the pwblic moneys heretofore expended. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 
26, noes 55. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike ont lines 1116 
and 1117. The gentleman from Washington Territory has told us that 
if this two-thousand-dollar appropriation is allowed to stand it will be 
a mere waste of the public money.. If that be true, being in favor of 
economy, I think the entire acres bY 5 should be struck out. If, asthe 
gentleman tells us, this appropriation will serve no useful purpose, 
then let us save even $2,000 and strike out this paragraph. 

Mr.GLOVER. Mr. Chairman, asa member of the committee, I hope 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN] will 
not prevail. This matter was thoroughly examined by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and itis believed by them that the amount pro- 
vided for in the bill will do substantial service to that stream. The 
remarks of the gentleman from Washington Territory were perhaps 
hardly expected to be taken literally, but only relatively, and I hope 
that the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not prevail. 

The motion was not agreed to. . 

The Clerk read as follows: ~ 

ing S Stei N Snohomish, ie Riv- 
NE rier Teng ad preap Coaltenion enenreek siot me nae 

Mr. VOORHEES, I offer the following amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 1020, strike out “ten thousand” and insert "twenty-two thousand,” 


Mr, VOORHEES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state to the committee 
that these four rivers, the Skagit, Steilaguamish, Nootsack, and Sno- 
homish, represent 250 miles of navigable water, penetrating a portion of 
the Territory which is entirely destitute of any transportation facilities 
save those afforded by these streams. They penetrate the heavily 
wooded portions of the country on Puget Sound; and, as a consequence 
of every spring freshet, they are filled and choked up with the snags 
which the floods bring down. It seems to me, Mr. , that it 
isdue to the people in Washington Territory, who are wholly dependent 
upon these rivers for the transportation of their Sagopa to market, 
that they should be fairly treated in connection with this appropriation. 
I find that the amount expended on these rivers up to June 30, 1885, 
is $30,212.33. For the removal of snags, &c., the engineers estimate 
that $22,000 will be sufficient; they ask for that amount. And on be- 
half of the people, who, as I say, have no railroad facilities, and who 
live in a section of the country where railroad building is totally im- 
practicable, I feel that I would come short of my duty did I not draw 
the attention of this committee to the facts of the case and ask the 
favorable consideration of this amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to the 
amendment in the nature of a proviso, that at least $1,000 of the 
money hereby appropriated shall be used in straightening out the 
names of said rivers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VOORHEES. lLaccept the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I withdraw the amendment. < : 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say that upon these 
rivers the estimate of the engineers is $20,000, the $2,000 which makes 
up the $22,000 Being to annual reserve for replacement of plant at the 
end of ten years. Upon that estimate of $20,000 the committee has 
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recommended an appropriation of one-half, which is not true of more 
than ten per cent. of the rivers embraced in this bill. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a merely 
verbal amendment, which is to strike out in line 1018 the word 
“‘Steilaquamish”’ and insert ‘‘Steilaguamish.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing improve- 
ment, $500,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in 
line 1022, by striking out the word ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘ecight;’’ so 
as to make the appropriation $800,000. 

I offer this amendment not in a spirit of opposition to the river and 
harbor bill. I have nothing to say as to the adverse criticisms made 
upon some of the appropriations therein contained. I presume that, 
coming from the committee, they have been fally considered and are 
deemed wise. I understand, sir, the rule adopted by that committee to 
have been to give generally 50 per cent. of the estimate made,by the 
engineer in chargeof the work. If, sir, perchance the engineer in charge 
of a great work came down in his estimate to the last dollar that was 
absolutely necessary to carry on the needed improvement, that estimate 
has been cut down 50 per cent., while the engineer who had made an 
extra’ t estimate, possibly upon a less important improvement, re- 
ceived the same percentage. 

I do not agree with that much of the policy, if such was the policy 
of the committee, I simply state it as what I have gathered from the 
explanations made upon this floor. It does seem that the committee 
should have informed itself both as to reasonableness of the estimate 
and the importance of the work. Important and much-needed im- 
provements should not suffer that undeserving enterprises might be 
provided for. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will correct the gentleman upon 
that point. The policy of the committee was guided by looking at the 
annual expenditures for a number of years back. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri: I made the remark without intending 
any unjust criticisms of the action of the committee or to throw any 
obstacle in the way of the of this bill. The explanation of the 
gentleman from West Virginia does not help the matter. I have been 
and am for the improvement of our rivers and harbors. I know that 
water transportation is absolutely necessary for the protection of the 
agricultural interest of the great West in which I live. I have gone 
with the men who have attended the river and harbor conventions to 
give expressions to the wishes of the people living in great agricultural 
regions of the Northwest. I know that they feel a deep interest in this 
bill, whatever Representatives on this floor may do or say to the con- 


trary. 

Yet I submit that there is not a gentleman upon the Committee on 
Rivérs and Harbors who will say, as an original proposition, that $1,- 
000,000, the amount asked by Major Sutor for the improvement of the 
Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, a distance of 803 miles, 
is one cent more than the necessities of the case and the importance of 
the improvement demand. It is a question, sir, whether we are to 
dump in a few hundred thousand dollars this year and let the spring 
freshets of next year wash away 25 or 50 per cent. of the work, or 
whether this great undertaking which is designed to relieve and benefit 
the great agricultural interests of the States of Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, 
and Nebraska, and the vast, fertile Territory of Dakota shall go on, or 
whether an appropriation shall be made that will enable the engineer 
to carry out at least in = the plan he has devised. ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLARDY was recognized and yielded tor. WARNER, of Mis- 
souri. € 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Sir, the Missouri River from its mouth 
to Fort Benton, a distance of 2,519 miles, receives under the provisions 
of this bill only the sum of $610,000. It receives $500,000 for its im- 
provement from its mouth to Sioux City, a distance of 803 miles; it 
receives $80,000 from Sioux City to Fort Benton, a distance of 1,716 
miles; and $30,000 for removing snags 2,519 miles of navigable water, 
the second, I might say the first river on this continent, draining the 
great bread-producing and meat-raising sections of these United States. 

When we say this sum is inadequate it is admitted, but we are as- 
sured that we receive 50 per cent. of the engineer’s estimate. Unfor- 
tunately for us, the engineer in chargeof the work on the Missouri River 
didnot double his estimate. If he had, then, under the rule of the com- 
mittee, we should have received $1,220,000 instead of $610,000. 

The bill is liberal in its appropriations to improve the Lower Missis- 
sippi. I do not object to the millions which are set aside forthat great 
enterprise. Weofthe Missouri Valley are interested inits improvement, 
but I ask the members of this House to stop and think where you are 
to get the commerce thatis to float the Lower Mississippi, unlessit comes 
from the great and fertile Missouri Valley, from Fort Benton to where 
the Missouri empties into and becomes of the Mississippi River— 


the home of the ‘‘ breadwinners”’ of the continent. They are entitled 
to more consideration than they have received from the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. They are now at the mercy of the railroads. 
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They are industrious; thesoil they cultivate is fertile, the harvest abun- 
dant, but the rate of freight charged in conveying their products to the 
consumer is ruinous. Their demands have never received proper at- 
tention to secure the reduction of freight rates; thus lessening the bur- 
dens of the farmers of the Northwest. Up to the last few years the ap- 
propriations were dumped at the doors of members of Congress, looking 
rather to securing votes than the navigation of the river. 

Is there a member upon this floor that will claim that the amount I 
ask is unreasonable? The appropriation is asked in the interest of 
these tillers of the soil, the producers—yes, sir, and the consumers. 
In 1885 the average price of corn in New York was 57 cents; the corn 
produced in Nebraska brought an average price throughout the State 
of 19 cents per bushel to the men by whose labor and industry it had 
been sown, cultivated, ered, and marketed. ‘Thus the farmer in 
Nebraska sees two-thirds of the product of his labor go to the railroads 
and middlemen, while he gets one-third. Is it not the plain duty of 
Congress to do all in its power by liberal appropriations to open our 
great rivers, make them navigable for boats and barges, and thus make 
nature’s highways control and regulate the artificial ? 

In last a thousand delegates, representing over thirteen 
million of our people, assembled in Saint Paul and voiced the sentiments 
ofthe States and Territories tributary to the Missouri and Upper Missis- 
sippi. This conyention was supplemented by one composed of some 
five hundred delegates from the Missouri Valley in December last at 
Kansas City. Itis no reflection upon the members of m House to say 
that the gentlemen comprising those conventions in pointof intelligence, 
honesty, and potions ont not suffer by comparison with the dis- 

gentlemen who compose the River and Harbor Committee. 
conventions, ing for the men who create the wealth of the 
meme ee ey the men who pay the taxes, declared that the people 
s ed the immediate and permanent improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Missouri River upon a general and systematic plan to pre- 
pare it for steamers and barges to the end that the costs of transportation 
be reduced to the minimum. They further demanded appropriations 
for this work commensurate with the wealth and growth of the great 
country tributary thereto, its remoteness from Eastern markets, and 
the fitness of the river for great commerce. They spoke the will of the 
people, our masters, whose substance is being eaten up by exorbitant 
charges for transporting their grain to the marts of trade. 

It has been stated during the debate in this bill that five hundred 
thousand workingmen demand liberal appropriations for our internal 
improvements. Yes, sir; and the merchant, the mechanic, the hus- 
bandman, the producer and the consumer, East. and West, North and 
South, demand that these iations be liberal and for the benefit 
@ of the great rivers; rather than frittered away upon hundreds of unim- 

t streams. A liberal appropriation for the Missouri is demanded 

y the commercial and agricultural interests of the States of Missouri, 

Kansas, Iowa, and Nebraska, and the Territories upon its banks. The 

prosperity of the Northwest, justice as well as an enlightened policy, 
demand that the waters be utilized for the purpose of commerce. 

I am aware, sir, that until within the last four years the appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Missouri have been made on a wrong 
theory. It was the practice to parcel the appropriation out, $10,000 
here, $20,000 there, to the end that each member of Congress might have 
his share in his district. The result, as might be expected, 
was that but little was accomplished. The means were inadequate at 
nearly every point. The improvements were not made with reference 
to a systematic and comprehensive plan of improvement of the river. 
The last appropriation was in bulk. The expenditures under the 
direction of Major Suter have been made as part of a system of the 
uniform improvement of the river. That system should be carried 
forward. The men of the Northwest demand protection for the agri- 
cultural interests of the country. Isay to you gentlemen from the 
East, who ask protection for your manufacturing interests, you can not 
afford to ignore their demands, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS obtained the floor and yielded his time toMr. WARNER, 
of Missouri. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, I thank the gentleman from Kansas for 
his = 


You gentlemen from the East demanded protection for your manu- 
factutes; many of the Representatives from purely agricultural States 
in the Northwest, believing in protecting the industries of this country, 
. have acted and voted with you in the past. We must have the arti- 
cles that you manufacture; you must have our meat and breadstufis. 
The price of our grain and meatat the seaboard, less the cost of trans- 
portation and commissions, isthe amount we receive. Thecostof your 
man article at the manufactory plus the freight and profit is 
what we must pay for it. 

The price of our products is regulated by what they are worth in 

That which you manufacture and sell us is not thus regu- 
lated. There is a protective tariff for your benefit. We demand pro- 
tection for the agricultural interest, for the pioneers of the great North- 
west, the men who have gone out into the wilderness and made it to 
bud and blossom as the rose by the sweat of their brows. ‘The nearer 
the producer and consumer are to each other the better it is for each. 
By cheapening transportation you lessen the distance between them. 


It is suggested that the competing lines of railroad do all this; why 
therefore ask these large expenditures upon therivers? Yes, we have 
many lines of railroads in the Missouri Valley, butto a extent they 
have ceased to be competing. The ling system has deprived us of 
healthy competition. The completion of a new line of railroad toa 
city in the Northwest or Southwest is but to add another road to the 
pool to share in the receipts; another railroad upon whose stock, 
real and watered, dividends are to be paid, and that at the expense of 
the producer. 

‘The only method known among men by which to effectually control 
and regulate transportation rates, to bring them down to the minimum, 
is to utilize the rivers that drain our fields—run past our doors to the 
ocean. The i in his infinite wisdom placed within our reach 
the means of protection if it is but utilized. The nearer railroads are 
to navigable waters the lower the rates, and rates increase as the dis- 
tance between navigable water and the railroads increases, The rates 
of the Northwestern pool are about 33 per cent. lower than those of the 
Southwestern pool from Missouri River points. The Northwestern pool 
is affected by the lake at Duluth. Railing at these corporations on 
the stump or in the Halls of Congress will not advance or lessen their 
schedule rates. The defeat of wise and just appropriations for our water 
ways is to place more money in the coffers of railroads. The South- 
western pool, under whose exorbitant charges the people of the Mis- 
souri Valley are groaning, can only be broken by putting the Missouri 
River in a condition to float our products in barges to the Mississippi. 
Every dollar of the people’s money thus invested will be repaid to them 
with interest. There is no economy in making an appropriation of 
$500,000 for this work when $1,000,000 are demanded. 

Weare told by Major Suter, the engineer im charge of the work on 
the Missouri, that the last-named sum can be economically and advan- 
tageously expended in the next year, and that that amount is necessary. 
Yet the committee in its wisdom says that but half the required amount 
shall be appropriated. I question the wisdom of such action. If the 
improvement is to be made, economy lies in the line of liberal appro- 
priations, that the work may be expedited. 

It is a matter of congratulation that at this day there are none to op- 
pose a river and harbor bill on the ground that the Government under 
the Constitution has not the power to make these internal improve- 
ments. But we now have the enemies of these improvements posing 
as economists—the guardians of the Treasury. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lilinois. Mr. Chairman, I indorse every word 
which has been said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
except the motion to amend by increasing the amount of this appro- 
priation. Iam asearnestly in favor of improving the Missonri River, 
the Mississippi River, and the other rivers which are to benefitthe com- 
merce of thiscountry as any other member on this floor, but I donot think 
wecan afford to increase, as my friend from Kansas City proposes, the 
amountofthese appropriations. Ifweshould make the appropriation he 
proposes, and similar appropriations for other rivers throughout the 
country, the result would be ariver and harbor bill which would amount 
to not less than from $30,000,000 to $40,000,000. While the amount 
which the bill proposes to appropriate for the Missouri River is not so 
large as I would like to see it, while the appropriation for the Missis- 
sippi River from the mouth of the Illinois to the mouth of the Ohio is 
not so large as I would like to see it, yet in both these cases the com- 
mittee have allowed, as they believe, a fair percentage of the estimate 
of the engineers, and the appropriations could not well be made larger 
without resulting in a bill which the House ought not to pass. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to make one suggestion. In considering this 
bill it will be found that the largest are often given where 
there are the largest estimates. Especially is this true in regard to the 
Mississippi River. Where the estimate is, say, $5,000,000, even a very 
small percentage makes a very large amount for that particular stream. 
I have sometimes thought that this money could be used more advan- 
tageously, more beneficially, if we would make smaller percentages on 
these large estimates and larger percentages on the smaller items; for 
oftentimes the appropriations are so small that a large part of the ap- 
propriation is consumed in getting the plant and beginning the work of 
improvement. Five hundred thousand dollars is no inconsiderable 
sum; $500,000 enables a great deal of work to be done. 

While, as I have said, I am not opposed to improving the Missouri 
River, but on the contrary favor it, yet at the same time it is to-day an 
experiment to a large extent, just as the improvement of the Lower 
Mississippi is an experiment. 

It is a great deal better, it seems to me, to go slower and surer in re- 
gard to these matters which are, to some extent, experimental. I hope, 
therefore, the friends of the Missouri River, as well as the friends of 
the Mississippi River, will be content with the amount of money which 
has been appropriated for these rivers, important as they are, without 
attempting to increase them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in the appropriations in 
this river and harbor bill some receive only 10 per cent. of the esti- 
mates, others 100 per cent., and very many merely 50 per cent., ac- 
cording to the importance of the work and the interestinvolved. The 
committee, in dealing with this particular river, has not considered it 
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simply by itself, but as one portion of the great river system of the 


country; a system embracing not only the Missouri River and the Mis- 
sissippi, but the Ohio and many others. 

As a rule the committee have appropriated 50 per cent. to the Missis- 
sippi and the great tributaries of the Mississippi. The Missouri is 
provided for as a part of our great river system, and gets the same ap- 
propriation as the ippi, the same as the Ohio. 

The appropriation here for the Missouri River is for half a million 
dollars. It is true that the engineer recommends that a million dol- 
lars should be appropriated; and while it is true that amount could be 
expended, it is also true that this improvement of the Missouri River 
is in the experimental stage. The committee therefore did not feel 
justified in making a larger appropriation before it had progressed out 
of the experimental stage. 

The Missouri River is sui generis. Itis peculiar. It is most diffi- 
cult to manage. Why, sir, prior to 1881, and including the appropria- 
tion of 1881, five bills appropriating money for this river were 

aggregating : an amount of $861,000, and the result achieved by that 
large amount of expenditure so "far has been most tory. 

Yet while that is true, while it has been unsatisfactory, while it 
has been experimental, at the instance and request of the Missouri del- 
be gts in the first session of the last this system was changed, 

and the Mississippi River Commission was established and a new sys- 
tem was entered upon. It is a new system, and although to a limited 
extent successful, it has not been sufficiently so to inspire the utmost 
confidence, such as to require a larger appropriation for the Missouri 
River than fdr any other river. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr, PETERS. I move to strike out the last word. I know, Mr. 
Chairman, it has been said that the Missouri River is different from all 
the others in the Union; thatit is not a stream easily navigated; that 
its channel is‘a treacherous one, changeable almost every day. But, as 
the gentleman who has just preceded me has said that the large ex- 
penditure of money which has) been made has not brought about satis- 
factory results, for the sake of argument I will concede all of it—all 
that he has said; and what is the answer? It is that the Missouri 
River has not had a fair chance in the race -entered into by all these 
streams in connection with the river and harbor bills, The Missis- 
sippi River, as my friend behind me suggests, always gets there first, 
and the Missouri River comes in for what is left. Laughter. ] 

\ The fact is that most of the appropriations made for the Missouri 
River heretofore have been expended at different points, not for the pur- 
of improving the channel of the river, but for the purpose of mak- 
Ing landings at certain points and for preserving the banks at certain 
ints. 
ie my friend has well stated, this is a navigable Sita for over 
2,500 miles, It is not to be compared with any other river. Its needs 
have not received proper attention at the hands of Congress. That 
river of 2,500 miles of navigation is capable of bearing on its bosom a 
commerce greater than any other section. 

I know itissaid that the navigation of this river is carried on only bya 
very few boats; butthat is no answer to the query why a greateramount 
of money should not he appropriated? The very reason why so few 
boats do navigate the river is simply because so little attention has 
been paid to improving its channel and making its navigation satis- 
factory at all stages of water. 

It is utterly absurd and useless to divide small sums of money, 
to scatter it along over this great stretch of country 2,500 miles in 
length, and hope to accomplish any good results. What is necessary 
to do is to take hold of it with determination and make it ariver which 
can float upon its broad bosom the commerce of this country; and then 
you will indeed make it a river which will be second to no other in the 
Union. There is every facility for doing it; the water is there; the 
country is along its banks; the grain is produced throughout the whole 
Po watered by it, and all that is needed is the money to protect and 

peoe the channel of the stream so that the commerce raised along 

ks may find its way down to the Mississippi River. 

Not one dollar less should be used for the improvement than that 
asked by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. GLOVER. I move to strike out the last letter. Mr. Chairman, 
I desire to say in response to the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PETERS], who introduces a comparison between the amount of 
money appropriated by this committee for the improvement of the Mis- 
souri River and the amount appropriated for the Mississippi River, that 
he has not examined with care thesums recommended by the committee 
so far as the Mississippi River is concerned. 

The improvement of that river is divided into three great sections or 
reaches, the first section extending from below Cairo to the Head of the 
Passes; the second, that reach of the river between the Ohio and the 
Illinois Rivers, and the third, the reach between one of these rivers and 
the headwaters. So far as the first reach is concerned, the amount ap- 
propriated is less than 50 per cent. of the estimates of the engineers, 
which estimates are the initial pns for making the appropriation. So 
far as that portion between the Ohioand the Illinois Rivers is concerned, 


it is not more than the amount appropriated for the Missouri River be- 
tween its mouth and Sioux City; and so far as the upper reach of the 


Mississippi River is concerned, it is very much less than 50 per cent. of 
the estimates of the engineers or the sum recommended, Therefi 
that portion of the Missouri River between its mouth and Sioux City, 
in regard to which the amendment is offered, has fared as well as that 
portion of the Mississippi River, and much better than two-thirds of 
that great stream, the Father of "Waters. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by adding, after ie word “dollars,” “ which sum shall 
be expended in protecting the banks of said river from washing and erosion, an 
confine the same in its natural direction and channel.” 

Mr. HALE. I fully indorse all that has been said by my colleague 
from the Kansas City district in regard to the importance and necessity 
of improving this great highway of commerce. He says the Missouri 
is the second river of this country. The Missouri is, in fact, the first 
great river of the North American continent. It drains a larger and 
more fertile territory than any two rivers on the North American con- 
tinent. It now drains the waters of four or five of the greatest of our 
States, and in the lifetime of this generation it will drain the waters of 
ae dozen of the greatest and most populous States of the American 

nion. 

The region of country watered by this river is the great granary of 
the North and Northwest. It affords wheat, corn, cotton, and stock, 
It has been said, and justly no doubt, that the money heretofore ap- 
propriated to the improvement of this river was doled out in small and 
insignificant sums which did little good. That is true. It is also 
true, sir, that in the expenditure of this money the ideas and views of 
scientific engineers have controlled to the exclusion of common sense 
and experience. 

It has been my good fortune, Mr. Chairman, to live on or near the 
banks of that river for some’ less than a hundred years, and I think 
I know something about it. I think I know something also of the 
character of the improvements carried on by this river commission, 
and how the money has been expended. I have viewed it for the last 
five or ten years critically, and in my judgment a large portion of the 
money, as has been stated, appropriated by Congress for the improve- 
ment of that stream has been frittered and thrown away. ‘There is 
but one controlling idea in improving the Missouri River; that is, the 
river banks should be protected from washing and from erosion, as 


| stated in this amendment, and confined within its natural channel and 


outlet. When this is done, nature will do the balance. Confine the 
river to its natural channel, protect the banks from washing and ero- e 
sion, and it becomes the great river of this continent. It becomes the 
great highway for commerce. But if this money is expended as it has 
been heretofore, it is throwing away the people’s money to no purpose; 

it is expended on experiments and thrown away to a few favorites. 

If the bill is to secure the support of those members of this House who 
represent that great Missouri Valley it must be in such shape and ap- 
propriated_in such amounts as will in their judgment do justice to that 
section of this ies country. Without that, sir, we can not afford to 
vote for this bill. We have creeks and little inlets and swamps and 
sloughs in the East and West and North and South appropriated for; 
we have millions appropriated for them and thrown away in private in- 
terests. Yet here we have the greatest river in the country, ter than 
the Mississippi, more entitled to appropriations, receiving but $500,- 
000. Whatisthe amount forthe Mississippi river? I havenot figured 
it up, but I presume it is in the neighborhood of three or four millions 
of dollars—eight times the amount appropriated to the Missouri River. 
This is not fair. It is not well proportioned. We can not afford to ` 
support the bill in this shape. Give us a reasonable amount in pro- 
portion to our territory, our wants, our demands, and require this com- 
mission to use it in such a manner as will do us some good, and then 
perhaps we can afford to support the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. In considering this bill it is well 
for its friends to remember that such a bill has to be prepared as 
not only stand the test of consideration by this House, but as will pass 
the inspection of the President, who has a habit of vetoing such bills 
sometimes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from West Virginia permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Is that the idea the committee had in their mind 
when they reduced our appropriations from $800,000, as it was two 
years ago, to $500,000? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It has been claimed here by the 
friends of the Missouri River that this appropriation should be made 
so as to enable work to be carried along from the mouth of the river 
to Sioux City, and that because the appropriation was not sufficient to 
carry the work along the whole line therefore they must oppose it. 
Gentlemen ought to remember that this Congress has at three or four 
of its sessions by deliberate votes declared that all these schemes for 
the improvement of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers were but ex- 
periments, and that in relation to the Mississippi River they refused to 
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make any general appropriations, but confined every dollar that was 
appropriated to be expended at two solitary points, so that tests could 
be made 


The friends of the Missouri River were not satisfied with the condi- 
tion of affairs under the engineers, and at the last session of this House 
they asked the River and Harbor Committee to appoint a commission 
similar to the commission having charge of the Mississippi River im- 
provement, and asked that that stream might be improved in the same 
manner the Mississippi River was. 

The River and Harbor Committee reported, and the House, desiring to 
do justice to those gentlemen, passed a bill providing for a Missouri River 
Commission. That commission has been appointed. The two rivers 
have been put exactly on the same footing. The Missouri River Com- 
mission has made its report to this House and the River and Harbor 
Committee acted upon the report. That report only asked for about a 
million dollars or some small amount above it. And they only asked 
for it with the same understanding that the Mississippi River Com- 
mission asked for it. They only asked forit with the same understand- 
ing that Congress had heretofore had in acting upon this matter—that 
it should be expended upon experimental work on one or two reaches 
so as to see whether the money expended could be profitably expended 
or not. ° 

I want to know if this House is prepared to go into the heroic strug- 
gle of undertaking to treat this river from its mouth to its source in a 
way that has never been tested in this country and in a manner that 
no human being could say would be profitable or permanent? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania.* May I ask the gentleman aquestion ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say the appropriations in this bill for the Mississippi River are confined 
to the recommendations of the commission—to the two reaches ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. In this bill ?, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir; with but two single ex- 
ceptions, and only small amounts were given in those two cases; the 
whole bulk of the appropriation for the Mississippi River is confined 
by the bill to those two points. . 

A MEMBER. What are those points? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Plum Point reach and Providence 
reach. And for the balance of the Mississippi River from there to its 
mouth we directly refuse to give a single cent, because the judgment of 
both Houses of Congress had by repeated acts declared it was only an 
experiment, and that the money should not be appropriated or nntil the 
plan had been tested. $ 

The gentlemen who complain hére of the treatment of the Missis- 
sippi River must do it in utter ignorance of the action of the commit- 
tee on these streams. I donot believe that you intend to misrepresent 
the facts. But when you remember that the scales of justice were held 
with exact equipoise between all these waters, and that you have got 
every dollar that was given to any other stream of this character and 
the same kind, how is it that you can in the face of these facts charge 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors with injustice and with partiality 
in its recommendations? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, Will the gentleman permit me toask if I 
understood him correctly when I understood him to say that the ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River below the 
Ohio was confined to the Lake Providence and Plum Point reaches? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. To Plum Point reach and Lake 
Providence reach, with the exception of two points where a small amount 
is allowed to be expended for purposes of preservation. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully ask a vote on the pend- 
ing amendment. 

e question was taken on the amendment to the amendment, and 
it was rejected—ayes 35, noes 62. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I desire to speak on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move tostrike outthe last five words. 
Mr. Chairman, there are two modes, by either of which a river and har- 
bor bill can be constructed. One is to take the estimates of engineers, 
formulate and make a scale, and make a scaled appropriation accord- 
ingly. That basis evidently applies only to such of the streams of the 
country as estimates have been made for, and we have seen repeatedly 
in this bill that there is no uniform scale observed. The engineers’ esti- 
mates are scaled atany point from 15 per cent. up. The other mode is to 
look at the character of the stream, at its extent, at its relations to the 
States upon its banks, at its drainage, at the agricultural capacity of 
the country, to estimate its magnitude, and then make an appropria- 
tion for its development based upon its importance as a channel of in- 
terstate commerce, ‘ 

The theory is that the river and harbor bill is constructed upon that 
basis, and it is upon that basis that you seek to go before the country 
with it. Now, here is the case of the largest river upon the continent, 
running through the midst of the great grain region of the continent, 
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and for that river there is appropriated $500,000; whereas, upon the 
basis of commerce, upon the basis of the volume and capacity of the 
rivèr, if the rivers in the State of Illinois were to be taken as a stand- 
ard, this appropriation would be at least five times as large as it is, 
Therefore I was surprised that my friend from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] some time since objected to this appropriation lest the aggregate 
of the bill should exceed $15,000,000. 

That may be a question for the committee, but it seems to me that 
the question for the House to determine is not what the estimate of an 
engineer may be, not what the aggregate of the bill may be, but what 
the relative importance of these different streams and harbors is to the 
great question of interstate commerce, when there is to be appropri- 
ated, I think, $175,000 for correcting the channel at Saint Louis—I 
may overstate the appropriation, but that is my recollection. 

Mr. GLOVER. The gentleman isin error, ‘There is no specific ap- 
propriation whatever for Saint Louis, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of course I accept my friend’s state- 
ment, ‘There is, however, an appropriation for Saint Louis. But my 
point is that while you have in this bill some little tadpole stream im- 
proved to float down logs, or some harbor improved where there is not 
commerce enough to maintain a wharf, when you see appropriations of 
that character and then come to a river like this and see an appropria- 
tion of half a million dollars for the improvement of this vast stream, 
a stream with so grand a future in the commerce of this country —— 

Mr. GLOVER. I would like the. gentleman, for the benefit of the 
House, to name one of the harbors included in this bill and coming un- 
der the description he has just given. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have not time. 
many of them. 

Mr. GLOVER. There are none. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There would be no trouble in nam- 
ing them. Now I submit to this House this proposition, that if it be 
simply fair to appropriate three and three-quarter millions for the Mis- 
sissippi River, it is undoubtedly fair to appropriate a quarter of a mill- 
ion of dollars more for the improvement of the Missouri, in view of the 
relief which that great water way is to give in the future to the inte- 
rior commerce of the United States, and I trust that this amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that our friends from 
Missouri will not press thisamendment. The committee has fully rec- 
ognized the commercial importance of the Missouri River and has dealt 
with it with a most liberal hand. We have done all that we can 
within the limits of this bill for that great river, and I appeal to gen- 
tlemen as friends of this improvement not to press this amendment. 
Other rivers are upon the same footing in the bill, and if this amend- 
ment should pass they could come in here with equal, if not with 
greater, propriety and demand a like increase, and the result would be 
that the aggregate appropriations in this bill would be swelled to such 
an extent as to prevent its passage by this House or this Congress, I 
hope, therefore, in the interest of the passage of this bill that no friend 
of the measure will vote for this amendment. 

The question was taken on the „amendment; and there were—ayes 
40, noes 70. 3 f 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. No quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] to act as tellers. 

a committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 40, 
noes 105. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. 
that no quorum has voted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: - $ 

Strike out lines 1021 to 1023, inclusive, and insert: 

“Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, $620,000; and of 
said amount the sum of $40,000 shall be expended in the continuation of improve- 
ment at or near Kansas City, Mo. ; and the amount of $40,000 s be expended 
in the protection of the river banks at or near Fort Leavenworth; and the 
mee tag a9 $40,000 shall be expended in continuation of the work at Saint Jo- 

ph, i 

Mr. DOCKERY addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I presume it is unneces- 
sary for me to make any remarks upon that part of the pending amend- 
ment which proposes an increase of this appropriation, for I take it 
that question has been determined by the vote on the previous amend- 
ment. 

As to the specific amounts asked for in the amendment I have this to 
say: If the main object of these appropriations were to protect partic- 
ular localities, to check the devastation suffered by private or corporate 
property, there would be some merit in that part of the amendment. 
But if the primary object, Mr. Chairman, be to deepen the channel of 
this river, so important as it has been described, and thus afford en- 
larged and cheaper facilities for freight transportation and the general 
development of the country, then there is no merit in the amendment. : 

The sort of improvement proposed in thisamendment for that river has 


There are a great 


I will not insist further on the point 


been tried. As Istated when last on the floor, $861,000 appropriated in’ 
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amounts received by each ranging from $10,000 to $80,000. No good 
results followed those expenditures. Theselocalities were widely sepa- 
rated, so that theseveral improvements had noconnection. To provide 
for them required separate plants, as wellas distinct and ive ad- 
ministrative staffs. The results, instead of being beneficial, were dis- 
astrous; and this is why the Missouri delegation in the last Congress 
unanimously asked that the Missouri River Commission should be es- 
tablished, in order to concentrate the appropriations for channel im- 
provement and in order that haw ante lan might be adopted for 
the improvement of the river. y repeat that sort of an experiment, 
which has already been disastrously tried? These are the objections to 
these specific improvements. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. GLOVER. I moveas an amendment to the amendment to strike 
out the last letter. Mr. Chairman, I am loath to allow this question to 
be disposed of without some reply to the statement made by several 
members on this floor and just ted by my colleague from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery], that the- Missouri River has fared less generously at 
the hands of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors than the Mississippi 
River. I desire again to call attention to the fact that for the Missouri 
River the engineers recommend an appropriation of only $1,000,000, 
while for the Mississippi River throughout its total length there was 
recommended an appropriation of five or six millions. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Seven millions. 

Mr. GLOVER. Seven millions, as the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia reminds me. Therefore, such comparisons as we have had be- 
tween the amounts appropriated for these two rivers are utterly mis- 
leading. If my colleague from Missouri will ascertain how much has 
been recommended by the board of ‘engineers for the improvements 
which he advocates and will compare the estimates with the appropria- 
tion, he will find that the amount reported in this bill for that p 
is one-half of the estimates, while the amount which the bill appro- 
priates for the whole Mississippi River from its headwaters to the jet- 

. ties is less, mùch Jess, than one-half the amount recommended by the 
engineers. I hope, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that this statement so 
often repeated will be heard no more after its error has thus been demon- 


strated. 

Mr. MORRILL addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. DocKERY’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 64. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move the following amendments—— 

Mr. HALE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. We have not yet 
passed away from the paragraph which has been under discussion, and 
I desire to move to perfect it before we do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa also rises to move an 
amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Imove toaddthe words ‘to be expended under di- 
rection of the Secretary of War withoutthe intervention of the Missouri 
River Commission.” 

Mr. WILLIS. If I understand the amendment of the gentleman it 
issintended to abolish the Missouri River Commission, but it does not 
doit. Ittakes this river from under the commission and leaves them 
with all their nen pepe with nothing to do. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. The purpose of the amendment is to take this im: 
provement from the Missouri River Commission. 

I desire to invite attention of the committee to some considerations 
that we ought to regard while we are now upon the threshold of in- 
vesting the commission with the expenditure of these vast sums of 
money. I want to call attention to the fact that the commission by its 
own reports has failed to make an estimate of the cost, and that the 
total expenditure is indefinite. They tell us that under their plan the 
rate of expenditure will be at least $1,000,000 a year, and should be 
continued over a series of years; so that in the estimates of the com- 
mission many millions of dollars will have to be expended by them, but 


how many is not stated. 

As another evidence of the importance of that work, in the sense of 
large expenditures, I want to-call attention to the immense plant the 
commission have acquired. While they have been in existence but a 
little over a year, it required the use of three steamboats, constantly 
employed from the 12th day of April until about the same time in July, 
to move their plant from the vicinity of the city of Saint Louis to the 
city of KansasCity. Three months were employed by three steamboats 
moving the plant that they had then acquired after an existence of but 
little over a year. Again, and in connection with the plant, an exam- 
ination of the Blue Book discloses some useful figures. This book con- 
tains a list of the employés and the places where they are employed, 
and it shows a total of $192,000 out of the $610,000 required to pay 
their salaries. All those who are named in the Blue Book are above 
the grade of laborers, and that does not include any one of the four 
- military officers to whom $13,000 or $14,000 are paid. The expense in 
salaries, therefore, is more than one-third of the entire appropriation 
provided for in this ph of the bill. “A half-penny worth of 
bread to an infinite deal of sack,” it seems to me, and yet gentlemen 
seem to think it is a most desirable thing. ` 
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five different bills was distributed to thirteen localities on this river, the | Mr. Chairman, I make the assertion that there is no commerce on this 


river comparatively speaking. At the city of Council Bluffs, interme- 
diate between Sioux City and the mouth of the river, ten steamboats 
have not passed in five years, and if any gentleman desires to rise and 
contradict that assertion I shall be glad to hear from himand cheerfully 
yield for that purpose. ; 

Farther, if the plan they have adopted accomplishes the purpose, that 
is, to confine the river within its banks and scour out such a channel as 
will bear steamboats of 8 feet in draught, I say that there will be such 
a current created as the steamboats can not stem, forin the report of the 
commission we find this astonishing fact stated, that one of the boats 
they had provided for the purpose of aiding in the improvement of the 
river, in its passage from Bismarck upward in the spring of last year, 
happening to be caught in the flood, was compelled to send out shore- 
lines and tow itself up, and often was compelled to use the capstan in 
order to make head way against the extraordinary currents of the river. 

Now, that is a statement of the commission itself, and I appeal to 
them and use their report in opposition to their theories. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK was recognized, and by consent yielded his time to 
Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Again, Mr. Chairman, this Missouri River I have 
known in many places where in certain seasons of the year it is only 
a few rods in width, while, on the other hand, at other times I have 
seen it stretch out over 5 miles in width, a roaring, raging torrent, ex- 
tending from bluff to bluff, overwhelming the whole country; and yet 
these gentlemen propose with an ERP mara of $601,000 a year to 
make this a navigableriver and control thisraging torrent within limits, 

The plan adopted by the commission is to commence at the city of 
Kansas City and work downward by contracting the channel and by 
revetting the banks. Now, remember that the fall of the Missouri 
River from Sioux City to its mouth is 1.01 feet per mile, while for the 
Mississippi River for the same distance above Cairo it is .51 of a foot 
to the mile. The Missouri River, therefore, has nearly twice the fal] of 
the Mississippi River and nearly twice the rapidity of current. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri who offered the last 
amendment has exhibited the ‘‘cat in the meal.” He says that the 
amendment provides for the expenditure of $40,000 at each of three 
places. Now the only possible use of this $500,000 is to improve the 
river at certain points where it is making encroachments upon valuable 
property. Much can be done in the way of saving valuable p 
with such an appropriation. The river runs through an allu bed 
from 5 to 20 miles in width through the most friable soil to be found 
on theglobe. It melts—reat masses of it—under the influences of this 
river in a few hours of time. : 

I have known the Missouri River to change its bed to a distance of 
8 miles in a singlenight. Thecity of Hamburg. in Southwest Iowa, at 
one time stood upon the banks of the river. It is now 8 miles from the 
river. The town of Saint Mary, in Mills County, Iowa, was, within 
my recollection, 2 miles east from the banks of the Missouri River. 
The pees where it stood is now more than 3 miles in the State of Ne- 

cae s 

Thereisno permanency of this river; it wanders and meanders through 
its broad valley just as it pleases, and the only advan 

Mr. WILLIS. I would t to the gentleman that as that river 
is moving so rapidly in the direction of Iowa he will regret his speech 
in a year or two from now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It may be. If I was merely looking to the per- 
manency of a particular location perhaps I might; but as I am called 
to vote on a river and harbor bill involving great constitutional ques- 
tions, which lie very near to my heart, as they do the heart of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, I must act a little differently. 

I do not wonder that the gentleman from Missouri who has offered 
the first amendment to this bill is zealous in favor of the paragraph and 
of the amendment. Under the plan of the commission, as 1 have be- 
fore said, they begin their work of improvement at Kansas City. They 
have $500,000, which they will expend undoubtedly this fall at Kansas 
City. The spring freshet and ice of next spring will carry away all 
traces of their work. The appropriation of next year, $500,000, will 
be expended at Kansas City. And so it will go on year after year. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REED, of Maine, obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. 
HEPBURN. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. Year after year these expenditures will be made 
at the city of Kansas City; a very desirable;thing. A series of years 
the gentlemen who are in charge of the work say will be required. 

Further, Mr. Chairman, although we have two reports from the com- - 
mission, they refuse absolutely, although they trench upon that ques- 
tion, to make even an estimate of the vaguest character of the cost, and 
yet they tell us in both of these reports that all of their plans are sim- 
ply experimental in their character. They give no assurance that they 


will succeed. The only thing they say with reference to certainty of 
success or amount of expenditure is that they do not believe that the 

tures will be ‘‘enormous;’’ that is the word they use. They 
do = believe they will be ‘‘enormous,’’ and they lay stress upon that 
wo 


1886. 
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Now, if any gentleman can tell how many millions of money or how 
many scores of millions are contained within those limits, I would be 
glad if they would doit. It has been stated here upon this floor by 
gentlemen authorized to speak that the Mississippi River improvement 
would cost $150,000,000 atleast. The Missouri River improvement, 
if it is to be made navigable, if the purposes of the commission are to 
be accomplished, will require five times that amount in my humble 
judgment. Five times the difficulties of current, the di ties with 
regard to friable soil, the entire absence of clay formations or of rock 
for a thousand miles along the river—all these make it almost abso- 
lutely certain that the cost of improving the Missouri River will be in- 
finitely greater than that of improving the Mississippi. 

Then why are you improving it? There is nocommerce upon it ex- 
cept perhaps a little very near its mouth and a little above Bismarck. 
Between Bismarck and the mouth of the river, or, let us say, within 100 
miles of the mouth of the river, a stretch of more than a thousand miles, 
there is absolutely no commerce at all. And yet it is navigation that 
we are after; it is improving the great water ways of the country; it is 
to effect the great question of cheap transportation; it is in the interest 
of the farmer that gentlemen are voting for here! When has any one 
of the zealous delegation from Missouri known of a single ot corn 
being transported upon that river? They talk about the cattle and the 
hogs that are to be shipped to market. When have they known ofa 
drove of cattle or of hogs going to market by the Missouri River? 

Mr. PETERS. They may have gone upon the ice. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. As my friend from Kansas they may 
have gone upon the ide, but otherwise such a thing is unknown. 

Mr. C HEON. I understand the policy of the gentleman from 

Towa [Mr. HEPBURN] in regard to the improvement of these great 
water ways to be like that of the Irishman in regard to getting on his 
boots—he said he would have to wear them a week or two before he 
could get them on. [Laughter.] The gentleman’s idea seems to be 
that we must get the commerce first and improve the facilities for com- 
merce afterward. 
- Mr. HEPBURN. But you have not got any commerce there. The 
Irishman had feet, so in his case there was an apparent necessity for 
boots. [Laughter.] But there is no commerce here, and therefore no 
apparent necessity for improving the means of commerce. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand that the commerce is there if you 
will only make a place for it to go. 

Mr. HEPB . Why, sir, there is a railroad on each side of that 
river to-day from Sioux City to its mouth. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I commend to gentlemen who 
are attacking the work of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors the sit- 
uation which has developed this afternoon between the various systems 
ofopposition. I commend to Representatives on this floor from the State 
of Missouri the speech of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 
who tells us that the Missouri River is flanked on each side by a rail- 
road; and perhaps, after all, those two railroads are the milk in this 
cocoanut. I commend that to those Representatives, in order 
that they may defend themselves on this floor for the appeal which they 
made ashort time ago to take $800,000 out of the Treasury of the United 
States and appropriate it for the improvement of that miserable creek. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. If the gentleman will give way to me 
I will defend myself. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is abundantly able to defend 
himself.. There is no question about that. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
opposition to the report of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has 
taken a singular form this afternoon. The first outbreak was to the 
effect thatthe committee had been guilty of a great outrage against this 
river in concluding to appropriate only half a million dollars instead 
of eight hundred thousand, and the unanimity of that cry was abso- 
lutely charming. The gentleman from Kansas [| Mr. ANDERSON] joined 
in, and all the opponents of the bill voted with singular unanimity to 
increase that appropriation $300,000. They did not quite succeed. 
Thereupon we had a reproduction of the old darkey’s comment upon 
the rabbit that got away—that it was ‘‘a miserable r rabbit any- 
how.” [Laughter.] The point of it all is, the logic of it all is, the 
moral of it all is, that the assailants of this bill, and the combination, 
if I may be allowed the word, the gentle, the pleasant, the harmonious 
circle here that are assailing this committee, have concluded at last 
that if this river is not worth $800,000 this year it is not worth a dam 
even for slackwater p anywhere along the line. [Laughter.] 

I call upon the gentlemen from Missouri to say whether or not it is 
a fraud upon the Treasury of the United States to improve the stream 
which has been described here—a stream that has no commerce, that 
dries up in summer, that is such a flood in winter that you can not run 

inst the current (I never heard of such a river as that, except the 
iagara), a stream that is absolutely uncontrollable, that spreads out 
all over the country—I call upon the gentlemen from Missouri to ex- 
in how it is that they come in here and denounce the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors because we are not willing to squander $800,000 
upon a stream like that. The provision in the bill which gives to the 
Missouri River Commission the expenditure of the money is certainly 


co when gentlemen who claim to know all about the sub- 
ject tell such different stories about that river. Obviously, under the 
circumstances, there ought to be some board of arbitration to stand be- 
tween the distinguished gentleman from Kansas City [Mr. WARNER] 
and the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], and say 
what shall be done with the $500,000 which this bill recommends shall 
be appropriated for the improvement of the Missouri. 
. Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment has been offered. 

Mr. MORRILL obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. WAR- 
NER, of Missouri. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The gentleman from Kansas has placed * 
me under additional obligations. 

Sir, it was not my purpose to make any extended remarks, nor have 
I thought it necessary to cite tables of figures showing the difference 
between the rates by rail and water.. I was reluctant to obtrude my- 
self upon the House by offering even an amendment. Yet it was my 
duty to the people of the Missouri Valley, of whom my constituents 
form a part, that impelled me. The offering of this amendment, mer- 
itorious as it must be admitted by all, is taken by the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] as an attack on the bill, an 
assault upon the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I am unconscious 
of having invaded the sacred circle which the gentleman seems to have 
drawn around that committee. If it is assailing the dignity, the in- 
tegrity, the intelligence of the honorable gentleman from Ohio and 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors because forsooth I have the te- 
merity to ask that this great national highway—the Missouri River— 
should receive $800,000 this year instead of $500,000, then Iam guilty. 
If in au honest attempt to have this House carry out the recommenda- 
tions of the producers of the Missouri Valley is to offend the dignity 
of the committee, then in this have I offended. . 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] has found a reason satis- 
factory to himself at least why I am so zealous in pressing for an in- 
crease of this appropriation for the Lower Missouri from $500,000 to 
$200,000. He says, “One need not wender that the Kansas City mem- 
ber is so zealous, because the money will be expended in and about 
Kansas City.” Let me say to the gentleman, there is no city on the 
continent more deserving than the city which I have the honor to rep- 
resent on this floor, none that will make greater returns for every dol- 
lar expended. Sir, the people of the Missouri Valley are proud of the 
energy and prosperity of that city. Her rapid strides to’commercial 
supremacy are the wonder of the entire country. Yesterday unknown, 
to-day in volume of financial transactions, as shown in the clearing: 
houses of the country, she stands forth the tenth city in the Union. 
Her elevators store the grain, her stock-yards handle the live-stock, 
her packing-houses, second to those of only one other city in the world, 
Chicago, purchase, slaughter, and ship the hogs and cattle of the Mis- 
souri Valley. s 

She stands in the gateway between the East and the great West. ‘She 
is one of the principal railroad centers of America, and fally realizes 
their importance and beneficial influence. Ifer bankers, her merchants, 
her people are anxious that the farmer whe markets his grain and stock 
in that city shall sharein her prosperity. They know even better than . 
the gentleman from Iowa of the pressing and immediate necessity for 
the improvement of that interstate highway of commerce, the Missouri 
River, that the producer may receive larger returns for the fruit of his ` 
labor. If, therefore, to press upon Congress with all my energy the just- -> 
ness of the amendment I have offered is to be zealous, then I frankly 
admit the charge made by the gentleman. It is no sufficient reason to 
me because the people whom I have the honor to represent upon this 
floor will be largely benefited by the amendment that, therefore, I 
should be lukewarm in advocating it. If by any and all honorable 
efforts and zeal in and out of Congress legislation benelicial to my dis- 
trict and State can be secured, I y confess that I have not reached 
that state of sublime disinterestedness, nor do I stand upon that imag- 
inary platform of statesmanship (upon which some gentlemen seem to 
pose), to permit such legislation to fail because of a want of honest ef- 
fort and zeal on my part. Nay, more, I am for the people I represent 
first, and all the energy, all the influence at my command shall be given 
in their interest. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

2 Mr. DOCKERY obtained the floor and yielded to Mr. WARNER, of 
Tissouri. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, if the intimation of my friend from Iowa, for whose 
abilty and uniform courtesy I have the highest respect, is susceptible 
of the construction that I am trying to get an appropriation of $800,000 
for the improvement of a river upon which there is no commerce, ariver 
that is not and never can be made navigable, that my purpose is not 
the improvement of the river, that I urge this appropriation for the 
reason that a part of the appropriation is to be expended in and about 
the city of Kansas, I say to the gentleman that I am not conscious of 
being so actuated. It is to be hoped that the gentlemen who are so 
fiercely opposing any appropriation for the Missouri River can say that 
their opposition is not prompted by the fact that no part of the money 
is to be appropriated at their doors. 
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Every Representative upon this floor from the States of Missouri, Kan- 
sas, Iowa, and Nebraska is equally interested in the question of cheap 
transportation, which can only be obtained by making the waters of 
the Missouri navigable for steamboats and es, If this isnot accom- 
plished they have but themselves to blame, The people of those States 
gave forth np uncertain sound on this question at Saint Paul last Sep- 
tember, and again at Kansas City in the following December. It is 
strange that any member of this House from either of those great agri- 
cultural States should oppose liberal appropriations for the improvement 
of the Missouri. Nay, there are some who seek by their indifference or 
open gs TG to prevent any appropriation for that river. 

` It is claimed that the people at the river and harbor conventions at 
Saint Paul and Kansas City did not know what they were talking about; 
that the navigation of the Missouri River is an absurdity—the vagary 
of a disordered intellect. 

Sir, the exorbitant rates the producers in the States along the Mis- 
souri are compelled to pay to move their crops to market is a reality. 
What is the remedy? Distinguished engineers as well as steamboat 
men who have spent their lives upon the Missouri entertain no doubt 
as to the entire feasibility of improving thatriver so that its waters will 
convey with safety fleets of barges laden with the golden grain and other 

roducts of its valley out and into the Mississippi, thus securing a re- 
uction of the rates of freight between the farm and the markets to the 
minimum. ‘The thorough improvement of the great water ways of the 
country is the trueand natural solution of the interstate-commerce ques- 


on. > 

The distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has seen fit to 
throw his influence against any attempt to improve the Missouri. He 
is pleased to brand all talk advocating it ‘‘ arrant nonsense,” and then 
adds, ‘‘doing something for the people of this country is better than 
filling our mouths with words abont them.’’ Mosttrue. But, sir, 
what do you propose to do for the ‘‘ breadwinners’’ of the Missouri 
Valley? Absolutely nothing. The Missouri River should be in the 
future, what it was in the past, a great channel of commerce. This the 
engineers assure us can be done at a cost of $10,000 mile, adapting 
it to the shipment of grain in bulk by barges. Yet the gentleman from 
Maine says this is all ‘‘arrant nonsense.’’ The engineers do not know 
what they are talking about. ` 

For one, I prefer to rest upon the judgment of those who have a 
knowledge of the Missouri River as to its capabilities rather than the 
mere unsupported assertions of those who are opposed to its improve- 
ments. I prefer to act upon the opinions of its friends, whose only ob- 
ject is to obtain cheap transportation, rather than follow the lead of the 
open enemies to all improvements on that great river. Its improve- 
ment is neither sectional nor local, it is national in its character and 
effects. Neither partisan bias nor local prejudice should be permitted 
to govern a member’s vote on this bill. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to reply very briefly to the gentleman from 
Iowa. This Missouri River Commission was created by the act of July, 
1884. It has been largely occupied, as the gentleman knows (because 
he has studied this question), with the preliminary survey and the 
formation of plans for the improvement of that river. The gentleman is 
mistaken when he says that noestimate hasbeenmade. MajorSuterhas 
made an estimate, in which he states that at an expenditure of $10,000 
per mile the river can be improved; that between Kansas City and the 
mouth of the river the improvement will cost between $3,000,000 and 


$4,000,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. _I desire to read— 

Mr. WILLIS. I know what the gentleman would read. He would 
read from the report of the Missouri River Commission, in which it is 
stated that they have not yet had time to make an accurate estimate of 
the full cost of this improvement. But in another communication 
Major Suter says that it will cost about $10,000 per mile. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He once said $8,000, did he not? 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not recollect that he did. 

But my friend says, ‘‘Why improve this river?” The answer is 
stated in one sentence. There are two great railroadsrunning parallel 
with this river; and when you improve the river it will te and 
reduce rates on those railroads. Let me read one illustration out of 
thousands, showing in a nutshell the importance of this improvement. 
I desire to refer to the statement of W. H. Miller, of Kansas City, be- 
fore the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. He says: 

On the Missouri River, in 1878, we employed barges between Saint Louis and 
Kansas City, and they carried in at 5} cents per bushel, while the current 
rail rate was 13 cents per bushel on wheat and 8 cents on corn, Wherever else 


water transportation been employed, and to whatever article it has been 
applied, like results have follow pir rie x s 
+ 


. In 1880 our elevators became full of grain, the rail rate being such as would 
not admit of its movement. Negotiations were entered into between our grain 
merchants and companies on the Mississippi River, looking to a repeti- 


tion of the experiments of 1878. The fact came to the knowledge of the rail- 
roads, and they immediately anticipated the danger of further employment of 
water craft on the Missouri with a rate of 8 cents per hundred pounds, 7 to 12 


cents less than the current rate, and took the grain away. 


This illustrates the necessity for improving this river in order to reg- 
ulate and control transportation rates on the railroads running parallel 
with the river. With this brief statement I respectfully ask a vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move as an amendment to the amendment 
to strike out the last five words, I make this motion in order to reply 
to some remarks of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] touching the 
Missouri River as one of the great water ways of thecountry. We have 
had the spectacle here of the gentleman from Iowa ridiculing any at- 
tempt to improve the Missouri River because, as he claims, it is not 
worthy of improvement. That river, in point of navigable water way, 
is the longest in the universe. The gentleman from Iowa must cer- 
tainly, on reflection, concede that the Missouri River is one of the water 
ways of the country meritingimprovement. If he persists in his former 
statement I desire to call his attention to a letter which he himself 
addressed to the Kansas City water way convention. On the 29th and 
30th of December, 1885, a convention was held at Kansas City for the 
purpose of btinging to the attention of Congress the great needs of the 
Missouri River in reference to its improvement. Among the gentlemen 
invited to attend that convention as delegates were all my friends 
around me from the Western States and Territories, among them the 
gentleman from Iowa himself. Delegates from the State of Iowa did 
attend that convention. 

The convention, in resolutions which are published in the pamphlet 
I hold in my hand, demanded of Congress large appropriations for the 
improvement of the Missouri River and sustained and indorsed the Mis- 
souri RiverCommission. My friend from Iowa, I am sorry to say, did 
not heed that invitation to attend the convention as a delegate, but he 
did write a letter, which was read in the convention and which appears 
in its proceedings. He was very careful in the letter not to commit 
himself to any great extent, but he did declare in favor of the improve- 
ment of the great water ways of the country; and now to-day he seems 
to believe that the Missouri Riveris notoneof these water ways. Bear 
in mind that his letter was written to a convention called in the interest 
solely of the Missouri River. 

Here is the letter: 


H. M. KIRKPATRICK, w 
Kansas City, Mo. : 


Sır: I am in receipt of your letter of December 8 inviting me to attend a Mis- 
souri River improvement convention to be held in your city on the 29th in- 
stant, 

I heartily sympathize with all honest efforts to secure the improvement of the 
water ways of the country — 


Mr. HEPBURN (from his seat). Yes; I stand by that now. All 
honest efforts. $ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And yet to-day we have the spectacle of that 
gentleman declaring virtually upon this floor that the Missouri River, 
the longest river in America, is not one of the water ways of the coun- 
try that can be honestly improved. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And the worst of it is that he has proved it, 
too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANCHARD, He said: 


I heartily sympathize with all honest efforts to secure the improvement of 
the water were of the country as one of the means and most certainly cal- 
culated to bring cheap transportation to the people, but my iY apri are 
such that it will be impossible for me to be present on the inte 


suggested. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, and 
yield my time to my colleague. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 


Hoping that your convention may be roy attended, and that all its delib- 
erations may be characterized by harmony and judicious conclusions, I havethe 
honor to remain, 

Your very obedient servant, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 14, 1885, ; 


W. P. HEPBURN, , 


Now, Mr. Chairman, he then wanted the great water ways of the coun- 
try improved, ‘‘as one of the best means and most certainly calculated 
to bring cheap rtation to the poopie and yet to-day in his re- 
marks he tells the House that the railroads running down on both sides 
of the Missouri River carry all the produce of that country, and chal- 
lenges any gentleman here to mention the time when even a boat-load 
of hogs had been carried down that river. Sir, the Missouri River isa 
great water way of the country; one of the great continental avenues 
which we have, and which should be improved to its utmost capacity, 
to ‘‘bring cheap transportation to the people,” as the gentleman puts it 
in hisletter. 1tis the competition of that river with the railroads which 
holds in check the freight charges on thelatter. Let us adequately im- 
prove the river and thus enlarge its capacity as a competing line to the 
railroads. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope now the pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn and that we can have a vote upon this question. 

Mr. KING. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr.GLOVER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the gentleman from 
Louisiana has pointed out a case which seems to strike me as a very 
conspicuous falling from grace. I desire to mention, in that connection, 
a case which has impressed itself upon my mind as a very conspicuous 
conversion to the merits of the improvement of the Missouri River. 

I am not yet able to say whether it was a conversion like that of Saul 
of Tarsus, which sprang from genuine humiliation and conviction, 
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through the agency of light upon his mind, or whether it was like that 
of Julian the apostate, not founded upon sincerity and truth. But it 
is an incident, and I propose that it shall not pass without notice in this 
debate, for I saw with my own eyes, and was deeply gratified to see it, 
the member from Maine [Mr. REED] rise to support the amendment 
offered to increase the appropriation for the Missouri River. And Isay, 
Mr. Chairman, when I saw him support the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], providing for a specific appropri- 
ation of money, a hundred thousand dollars, for specific points upon 
that river, I felt that there was a conversion at last; but, as I said be- 
fore, I have not been able as yet to stamp it with the mark of the gen- 
uine metal. I desire, however, that it should be noticed; and possibly 
a progress in the direction of the improvement of the Missourj 
iver. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I must say I am charmed to 
hear the gentleman from Missouri who has just taken his seat. He 
has undoubtedly read the story of Paul on the way to Damascus, but 
he does not seem to have read it correctly, for he supposed the light 
ge his heart, when the sacred history tells him that the light struck 

is eyes. ; 

But I do not know to what he alludes when he refers to me. It 
seems to me I have not risen nor given any such vote; but whether I did 
or not, it is perfectly apparent that no man with his senses would vote 
this money for the Missouri River after the.explanation that has been 
made of it by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], and especially 
after the utter failure of the other side to sustain or support by any 
facts anything to controvert it. 

Now hereisaremarkablespectacle. The gentleman from Iowa comes 
up here with certain statements of fact, not one of which was met here, 
and the only attempt which has been presented on the floor of this 
House is the effort of the gentleman from Louisiana to administer to 
him a personal rebuke because he said he was in favor of all honest im- 
provements of our water ways. A man who is not in favor of that isa 
foolish man. 

But does that mean that we are all to be in favor of throwing money 
into every water way that there is? And, if it doesnot, does that mean 
that we are opposed to cheapening transportation and opposed to the 
farmers of this country? Whatarrantnonsense! How the law of sup- 
ply.and demand does work in this House! Thereseems to be an enor- 
mous demand for talk here about the necessity of giving everybody 
everything for as nearly nothing as possible, and gentlemen with mouth- 
filling discourses have been endeavoring to persuade somebody or other, 
not including themselves, that they are especially patriotic on such occa- 
sions. What a folly thisalwaysis! Why, an uruspex looking an arus- 
pex in the face could not smile as we must do here when we are mak- 
ing this talk among ourselves. 

Let us face these problems squarely; let us deal with them on facts 
and figures. Facts and figures are better than rhetoric. Facts and 
figures are better than profession. Doing something for the people of 
this country is better than filling our mouths with words about them. 

Now here is an improvement—an improvement!—which has been 
characterized by a statement of facts from the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. Does the honorable chairman of the committee 
answer him? Do the other gentlemen answer those facts? Not by a 
word. We hear beautiful platitudes about cheapening transportation 
and improving water ways and all that kind of thing, but not a sylla- 
ble in reply to the facts. Will one of them reply to what I said about 
the Mississippi River the other day? Not one. 

Now let us take these questions squarely, and vote on them, and then 
show our devotion to the interests of commerce by voting for those parts 
of the bill that are really in favor of commerce and really in favor of 
cheapening transportation. s 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to say a word with regard to an inference 
that might be drawn from the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR], and was doubtless intended to be drawn from them 
when he suggested that the fact of two railways running along this 
proposed improvement was the reason why I opposed it. That was 
entirely gratuitous. That gentleman might, it seems to me, have per- 
formed his whole duty as a Representative in this House or as a mem- 
ber of this committee or as one of the largest beneficiaries of that com- 
mittee without making any insinuation of that kind. There is no rail- 
way in the world that I have any more interest in than any other citi- 
zen of the United States. I am not one of those, like the gentleman, 
always ready to howl against corporations of this kind because in cer- 
tain circles and among certain men it is popular, because there are votes 
to be had by that kind of procedure. 

# Mr. GROSVENOR. Did youever hear me howling against corpora- 
ions? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I have. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When? 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the same kind of insidious way in which the 
gentleman makes this charge. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I intended no charge against the gentleman 
from Iowa, but simply intended to say that the presence of two rail- 
roads along the bank of the river may account for the claim that the 
improvement of the river is not necessary. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I did not say anything about the gentleman’s 


position. The gentleman is ready to impugn the motives of other peo- 
ple. There is no one on this floor that has impugned the motives of 
any gentleman that has had aught to do with the preparation of this 
bill, i 

And yet there is abundant cccasion for an inference of selfishness in 
the preparation of that bill. There are eleven gentlemen members 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, who have taken to themselves 
and their own States nearly one-half of all the appropriations that are 
made to States. Look at the difference there is to be found in the 
amounts bestowed upon those States that are represented and the 
amounts bestowed on those that are not. 

Texas has $959,000 in the bill and is represented on the committee. 
Louisiana has $104,000, besides the large share she gets of the Missis- 
sippi River improvement. Louisiana is represented on the committee. - 
Ohio has $403,000. The gentleman who was so ready to impugn the 
motives of other people represents Ohio on the committee. Illinois 
has $305,000, and, singular fact, she is represented on the committee. 
Michigan has $908,000 in the bill, and she is represented on the com- 
mittee. California has $333,500; represented on the committee. West 
Virginia, modest West Virginia, has $254,600. My friend represents- 
her on the committee. Kentucky has $527,000; represented so ably by 
the chairman of the committee. Alabama has over $600,000, every 
dollar of which will be spent in the State of Alabama; represented on 
the committee. 

So I might go on showing that while there may be no selfishness man- 
ifested by this, yet there is the singular coincidence that the States that 
are most largely remembered are the States that are ably represented 
on the committce. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] r 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to read a paper that was indorsed by repre- 
sentative men from Dakota, Kansas, Missouri, Montana, and Nebraska. 
These gentlemen prepared statistics on this subject to which I propose 
tocall attention for a few moments for the benefit of thecommittee. In- 
asmuch as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] haye made assertions and defied proof as to 
theimportance and value of the improvement of these water ways in re- 
gard to their ability to compete with the lines of railway, I will let the 
people of the great Nofthwest answer as to these facts. I know, Mr. 
Chairman, that the great struggle here and throughout this country is 
to institute some means of controlling the freight traffic on the lines of 
the railways. I understand very well, and while I make no accusation 
or charge against any gentleman on this floor, yet I am constrained to 
say that throughout this country there is a feeling that whenéver any 
question comes up before this committee or before this House affecting 
the interests of the great monopolies of this country they are at all 
times defended from certain quarters. 

I read from this paper presented at the convention held in September, 
1885, of delegates from the States and Territories of the Missouri Val- 
ley, as follows: s 

In 1878, the Mississippi Valley Transportation Company, of Saint Louis, was 
induced to send a fleet of eng barrea te Kansas City fora cargo of grain. Ib 
came to us empty, and was composed of barges too for our river, It left 
our port on the Sth of July, taking away 83,540 bushels of corn. The fleet met 
with no mishap, except a delay on account of a bar for about eight hours; and 
its success induced the 4 rtation Company to follow with a fleet 
of three barges better adap! to ourriver. This fleet came to us three times 
that season, and each time empty. It took away, July 27, 62,038 bushels of corn; 
August 12, 62,938 bushels of corn; and August31, 44,198 bushels of wheat, and met 
with no accident on any of its trips. It had to abandon the business in August, 
however, because of low water on the bars, 

At the time these barges thus carried from Kansas City to Saint Louis 208,516 
bushels of corn and 44,198 bushels of wheat, the rail rate between the two cities 
was 13 cents per bushel on wheat and 8 cents per bushel on corn. The rate at 
which the barges carried it was 5} cents per bu: , ineluding insurance, a saving 
of 2} cents per bushel on the corn and 7} cents per bushel on the wheat, or $93,- 
537.65 on the four shipments. But this isnotall; the barges while Making such 
a saving to the owners of the grain, and while running empty one way, made, 
at the rate charged, a profit of 100 per cent. 

Could we successfully employ barges on the Missouri River between Kansas 
City and Saint Louis alone, so as to realize this saving in the cost of marketing . 
our crops, it would make a vast difference to the people of the Missouri Valley. 
On the wheat and corn crops of this section for 1879, the latest for which we 
have exact figures, these savings of 7} and 2} cents per bushel, respectively, 
would have made a total saving for that year alone of 314,042,243—being in one 
year on two cereals on only the 400 miles between Kansas City and Saint Louis, 
an actual saving of nearly twice the estimated cost of improving the whole 800 
miles from Sioux City to Saint Louis, Could we ogee rges on the Missouri 
River between Kansas City and Sioux City it-would make an annual saving 

ual to that here shown between Kansas City and Saint Louis and would bein 
addition thereto. Or could we employ barges from Sioux City to Saint Louis 
to move our crops, the saving in the cost of marketing one crop like that of 1879 
would be double that shown above, or four times the estimated cost of improy- 
ing that much of the river. 

From the facts disclosed by the experimental fleet of 1878, and from a knowl- 
edge of the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers, derived from a long experience 
with them, Captain Lowery, who had charge of the Babbage Company’s fleets 

pe § at the conclusion that, with adequate improvement of these riv- 
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of placing it there. The price in foreign markets is fixed by the supply from 
countries other than our own; hence this saying, if as it may the 
So pd hg tg our rivers, will inure to the in Missouri Valley, 

will apply to the entire product of our as well as to that part ex- 


The product of the Missouri Valley in thecensus r 1879, the last for which 
we have accurate statistics, was 61,116,377 bushels of wheat and 414,349,526 bush- 
els of corn. These crops at 4 respecti: a total sum of $22,- 


9 cents vely giye x 
rtation would save to the producers of the Missouri 
L Ahin es Aag of 

that 


threaten soon to drive American grain from all markets 
accessible to both, nf to so reduce the profit of its production in the Missouri 
Valley asto depress our agricultural industri 
products, Th 


that this a) to you is made. 


our river is no longer a matter of 


After careful survey and adequate study of the river, 
then engineer of the United States Army and member of the estou River 
Commission, now president of the Missouri River Commission, reported to Co: 

in 1881 that an expenditure of $10,000 per mile would secure a permanent 

ps bina of 12 feet depth at low water and of sufficient width for purpose of nav- 
igation. This sum does not exceed half the cost of a single-track railroad, and 
a proni transportation facilities equal to all the railroads in the valley com- 
bined. 
With such advantages to gain and such threatened disasters to avert at so 
small a cost, this committee believes that every resident of the Missouri Valley 
should cordially unite in efforts to secure the improvement of our river. A 
united sentiment among the people will secure a united effort by our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress, and a united effort on their part, as has been 
demonstrated in other matters, will secure success in obtai: all reasonable 
appropriations and the early completion of this great and beneficent work. 

order that the people may understand the great interests involved in this 
matter and be encou: to aid in securing that united local sentiment these 
statements are sent to , and in order we panei tout may find appie 
priate and unequivocal they are y invited to send dele- 
gates to a Missouri River ore foggy be held at Kansas City. 
at 10 o’clock a. m. Tuesday, Decem 1885. © governors, rs an 
Members of Congress and other distinguished citizens will be specially invited 
to be present. And in order that the convention may bea large and represent- 
ative one, the following basis of representation has been agreed upon: 
Commercial bodies of 500 members or 1es3........ NESI ARASEN 
Commercial bodies, each additional 500 members or less.. ` 
Cities, towns, townships, and counties having no comm 

ganization, of 5,000 } oan or less. 

For each additional 5,000 population š 

We take pleasure in stating that the board of trade and people of Kansas City 
cordially unite with us in this nell and aua ar will pomis all conveniences 
and requisites for the sessions and success of the convention. 

As rapid] as appointed the names of delegates should be reported to H. M. 
Kirkpatrick, esq., corresponding secretary, sas City. 

The remoteness of the Missouri Valley from lake and ocean ports increases 
the importance of the stream a u ae ty of ee ees and we 
most earnestly invite a general and co: response 2 

7 r R. BOLTER, President, Logan, Jowa. 
W. H. BEADLE, Secretary, Yankton, Dak. 


, Dak. 
H. M. KIRKPATRICK, Kansas City, Mo. 
WILLIAM GL , Harper, Kans, 
A, J.SAWYER, Lincoln, Nebr. 
T.C. POWER, Helena, Mont. 
J. MILLER, Sac City, Iowa. 
Before Mr. BLAND had completed reading the above extracts the 
hammer fell. y 
Mr. BLAND asked and obtained leave to complete the extracts in 
the RECORD as printed above. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 


rise, 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope we shall have a vote before the committee 
rises. I hope thegentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] will with- 
draw his motion. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 69. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Iowa par. HEPBURN] to insert after the word 
“dollars,” in line 1023, the words ‘‘to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War without the intervention of the Missouri River 
Commission.’ ? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 38, noes 70. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint tellers. : 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, my understanding is that no further 
debate is desired upon this part of the bill, and with that understand- 
ing I ask a vote. 


Mr. HEPBURN. My objection to having the vote taken at this time 
is that the friends of the bill are all present, while many of its oppo- 
nents are absent. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, Mr. Chairman, if that is the point the gentle- 
man makes, I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN, from the Committee of the Whole, re 
that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7430) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and n of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburg, in the State of Illinois, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill aaa R. 3371) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Illinois River in the State of Illinois, and the Des Moines River in 
the State of Iowa, and for other p à 

A bill (H. R. 5673) to authorize the construction of a railroad and 
wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from Winona, Minn., tothe 
opposite shore, in Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Yellowstone River, in Montana. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the House of the following titles, requested con- 
ferences with the House on the said bills and the amendments thereto, 
and had appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. CONGER, and Mr. Vrst as the 
conferees on the of the Senate with regard to each of said bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to givethe assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company 
over the Tennessee River; 

A bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance . 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Mis- 
souri River at Pierre, Dak. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke County, 


Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 3915) authorizing the Interstate Rapid-Transit Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company to 
maintain a bridge across Red River; ¢ 

A bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and pon- 
ton railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the 
city of Het Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin; an 
A bill (H. R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Mis- 
souri, and to establish it as a post-road. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. . 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles, 
when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (8. aa ting a pension to Mary A. Tibbets; 
ji bill (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. At- 
will; 


A bill (S. 364) granting a pension to Nancy Battorff; 
3 A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
tokes; 

A bill (S. 1377) to grant the right of way for railroad purpóscs 
through the lands of the United States powder depot, near Dover, N. 
J., to the Morris County Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 1805) for the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace; 

A bill (S. 2156) for the relief of John Randolph Hamilton, of the _ 
State of North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 2224) in aid of the national monument at Plymouth, Mass. ; 


and 

A bill (S. 2239) extending the time for the completion of the records 
of the clerk of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and the 
transfer of the same to the Department of State. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ARNOT: Petition, letters, and papers to accompany House 
bill 8294, for the relief of R. R. R. Dumars—to the Committee on 
Claims. 
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By Mr. ATKINSON; Petition of Grange No, 780, of Juniata, Pa., 
for the passage of a law to suppress imitation dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same, protesting against the admission of foreign 
agricultural productions without the payment of duty—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of merchants and business men of Phila- 

` delphia, New York, New Orleans, Chicago, Boston, and Baltimore, 

raying for the passage of a law prohibiting the imposition of taxes or 

icense fees upon commercial travelers acting as brokers or drummers 

in sales by samples, catalogues, price-lists, &c.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Remonstrance of Grange No. 482, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, against placing wool, &c., on the free-list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Petition of merchants of New York, Philadelphia; 
and other cities, in favor of House hill 1621—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of members of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Tioga County, Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal 
of the act prohibiting arrearages of pensions after July, 1880—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, petition of merchants of Philadelphia, New York, Baltimore, 
and other cities, in favor of the James bill (H. R. 1621)—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Grange No. 506, of Pennsylvania, for 
the passage of a law to suppress imitation dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, against the admission free of duty of agricult- 
ural products—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Granges Nos. 58, 188, and 208, of 
Bradford County, and of No. 165, of Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, 
Patrons of Husbandry, against the adulteration of agricultural prod- 
ucts, especially butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same, against placing raw agricultural materials, 
such as wool, hides, raw sugar, jute, tobacco, rice, &c., on the free-list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of dairymen and butter-makers of Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania, spanni the manufacture of imitation butter, and favor- 
ing the Scott bill to place the same under control of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of merchants of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, New 
Orleans, Chicago, and Baltimore, favoring House bill 1621, to relieve 
them of paying license or mercantile tax for selling by sample—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of Charles W. Brown, R. 8. Hutton, 
H. C. Kudner, W. B. Williams, John Abbott, and many others, citi- 
zens of Lapeer County, Michigan, asking for the passage of the tem- 

ce education bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of G. M. Stokes, H. L. Long, E. B. Martin, 
and others, citizens of Lee County, Georgia, in behalf of the Blair ed- 
ucational bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of merchants for the passage of 
House bill 1621—to the Committee on Commerce. 

@_ By Mr. EVANS: Memorial of Granges Nos. 25, 566, 606, and 760, of 
Pennsylvania, for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of imi- 
tation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorials of Granges Nos. 25, 606, antl 760, of Pennsylvania, 
against a reduction of duties on agricultural raw materials, such as 
wool, jute, hides, tobacco, raw sugar, &c.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. , 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of merchants of Baltimore and others, 
praying forthe passage of the James bill to te sales between mer- 
chants of the States, Territories, and District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Testimony in the claim of Isaac Ransom, Com- 
pany C, Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition relating to railroad bridge 


across the Little Kanawha River, West Virginia—to the Committee on. 


Commerce. 

Also, petition of James M: Nash, of Winfield, Putnam County, West 
Virginia, and of J. H. Nash, administrator of George Harman, asking 
that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

ba By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of A. G. Kellam and others, of Cham- 
berlain, Dak., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 52, providing 
for opening to settlement a portion of the Great-Sioux reservation, Da- 
kota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Luther Crawford and 53 others, citi- 
zens of New Braintree, Worcester County, Massachusetts, for a tax on 
false butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers in support of House bill 8271, directing the Secretary of 
Warto remove the charge of desertion from the military record of George 
H. Wheeler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, statement of Theo. 8. Peck, adjutant-general of Vermont, ask- 


ing legislation for the better organization of the militia—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of Grange No. 66, of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a law forbidding the 
manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, against free wool, hides, tobacco, sugars, 
&e.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of John M. Rowell and others, of T. D. 
Young and several hundred others, of M. O, Shell and others, of J. C. 
Young and others, of Leo Scheader and others, of J. W. Dislies and 
others, of J. W. Long and others, of William Gilman and others, of 
A. B. Smedley and others, of L. D. Allen and others, of D. T. MeIn- 
tire and others, and of John A. Stroube and others, citizens of Dakota, 
for the division of the Territory on the seventh standard parallel—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HIRES: Two memorials from Grange No. 16, of New Jersey, 
protesting against a reduction of duty on wool, tobacco, rice, &e.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of Charles F. Reeves and over 40 others, 
citizens of Illinois, protesting against the passage of any prohibitory 
law—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of 45 firms and business men of Natchez, 
Miss., asking that commercial travelers be exempted from local or State 
licenses—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of George W. Gray and others, praying 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. z 

Also, petition of James Smith, praying for a pension—to the sam 
committee. 

Also, papers in the case of C. W. Hickman—to the Committee on 
War Claims. + 

Also, papers in the case of R. H. Clark, to accompany House bill 

273—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of James E. Hozie, for relief—to@he same 
committee. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Local Assembly No. 1205, Knights 
of Labor, of Westernport, Md., against the free-ship bill —to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Berlin, Md., for the Hennepin 
Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Elliot Wood and others, for an in- 
ternal-reyenue tax on butterine and oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. F 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: Petition of Rébecca L. Boggs, formerly of Pen- 
dleton County, West Virginia, now of Marlborough, Frederick County, 
Virginia, for reference of her war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of Grange No. 722, of Pennsylvania, 
asking for legislation that will suppress the manufacture and sale of 
all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, protesting against reduction in tariff on 
wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugars, rice, &e.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the manufacturers of licorice paste in America against 
any proposition to change the duty on licorice paste—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Charles R. McClung, of Cowley 
County, Kansas, for reference of his war claim to the Cotrt of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of C. G. Radcliff and 123 citizens of 
Hodgeman County, Kansas, asking for pension legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of 3,500 dealers and manufacturers, favoring 
the passage of House bill 1621, known asthe James bill, to wit: Balti- 
more 320, Boston 330, Chicago 340, New Orleans 120, New York 1,980, 
and Philadelphia 410—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Thompson L. Call and others, of 
Portland, Me. ; and of the Westcustigo Grange, North Yarmouth, Me., 
in favor of bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Warren County, of Wysox, of 
Phillipsville, of Warren County, and of Grange No. 147, Pennsylvania, 
urging the passage of bill to restrict the manufacture and sale of coun- 
pe butter—to a same committee. 

, petition of Grange No. 147, of Pennsylvania, Seep inst 
the admission, free of duty, of raw agricultural Ew LEN t a Doai- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Memorial of Grange No. 722, of Pennsylvania, 
against free importation of agricultural raw materials—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Charles E. Creecy, praying for the 
passage of an act of Congress to give force and effect to the act ap- 
proved Xarch 3, 1883, and for the judicial settlement of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in his favor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Testimony relating to pension claim of Waitie 
F. Harris, House bill 8258—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of Grange No. 52, Patrons of Husbandry, 
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of Pennsylvania, asking for legislation for the suppression of the man- 
ufacture and sale of all imitations of dairy products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, against placing raw material on the free- 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER: Petition of George Kargler, county school com- 
missioner, and others, citizens of Terrell County, Georgia, for aid to 
common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Petition of B. M. Howell, to accompany bill 
8193—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Memorials of Milwaukee Assembly, No. 
4517, with 152 members, and No. 2438, with 418 members, asking for 
the repeal of immigration treaties with China—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of M. R. Bivan and others, and of John Bumb and 
others, asking for the repeal of immigration treaties with China—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Memorial of Granges Nos. 503, 575, and 623, 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of suppressing the manufacture and sale of 
imitation butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. i 

Also, memorial of the same and of A. A. Sloan and others, against 
the passage of the proposed tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of H.®. Rugg and others, and of George H. 
Wheelock and others, of Massachusetts. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requirin@scientifie temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Of Rev. M. M. Parkhurst and 30 others, citizens 
of Chicago, Il., and of Mrs. J. C. S. Miller, president North Chicago 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and 29 other ladies of the same 
city. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Of citizens of Warren County, Pennsylvania. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 29, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 1200) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize 
the employment of certain aliens as engineers and pilots,” approved 
April 17, 1874; : 

A bill (H. R. 1500) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in 
the district of Burlington, N. J., to the port of Trenton, in said district; 

A bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad 
Company the right to lay its track through United States lock and dam 
property in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 4063) to authorize the improvement of the water-power 
in the Mississippi River at Little Falls, Minn. 

The bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

4Vhereas the Union Pacific Railroad Company is asking Congress for the pas- 

- sage of an act providing for the cancellation of its present bonded indebtedness 
and the obligations to the Government, consisting of $29,000,000 of thirty years’ 
7 per cent, bonds now nearly due, which willaggregate the sum of about $90,000,- 
000, which, together with the other obligations made by the so-called Thurman 
act, would amount to more than $100,000,000 in all; an 

Whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company seeks by such legislation 
to substitute in lieu of its obligations to the Government 3 per cent. bonds to 
mature in eighty years from the date of theirissue; and 

Whereas this proposition does violence to all business principles; and 

Whereas the management of said Union Pacific Railroad Company has been 
wasteful and extravagant, having misappropriated its earnings and proceeds 
from the sale of its domain granted toit by the General Government to aid in 
its construction; and 

Whereas such misappropriation of its proceeds and mismanagement is the 
cause of its present impoverished condition; and 

Whereas it has unceasingly discriminated against Iowa and Iowa interests, 
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ubog out enterprises of vital consequence to the State and its growth and 
material prosperity, together with other enterprises along the line of its 
varied in their character, in other States and Territories, thus giving continu 
evidences of its hostility to the interests of the people who must ultimately bear 
these enormous burdens; and 

_ Whereas by its past record of misappropriation and wastefulness of its earn- 
ings and revenues, giving no assurance by this record that its credit would he 
improved in the end, or that the Government or the people would in any measure 
be relieved of other additional burdens thus sought to be imposed: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That we do solemnly protest 
against the enactment of this law, and that our Senators be instructed and our 
Representatives requested to use all honorable means in their power to prevent 
the of such law. 

That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to for- 
ward duly certified copies of the foregoing preambles and concurrent resolution 
to each of our Senators and Representatives. 

Thereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original 
concurrent resolution as adopted by the Twenty-first General Assembly of Iowa, 
as the same spoons on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and cause to be affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Des Moines, the capital, this 6th day of April, A. D. 
1886, of the Independence of the United States the one hundred ar tenth, of 
the State of Iowa the fortieth. 

[SEAL] TRANK D. JACKSON, 

Secretary of State, 

Mr. SEWELL presented memorials of Granges No, 8 and No. 36, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in New Jersey, remonstrating against the ad- 
mission free of duty of all agricultural raw materials; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 60, Patrons of Husbandry, 
in New Jersey, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale 
of imitation dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of a large number of citizens of 
Kansas, praying that what are known as the Oklahoma lands in the 
Indian Territory may be opened to homestead settlement; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Boston (Mass, ) Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 355) to promote 
peace among nations, for the creation of a tribunal for international ar- 
bitration, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL presented twenty-six petitions of citizens of Florida, pray- 
ing for an extension of the time for the construction of the line of road 
from Amelia Island to Tampa Bay, in that State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
residing in the vicinity of Iowa Circle, praying for the removal of the 
Bartholdi fountain from the Botanical Garden to that cirele; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1942) for the relief of Hiatt & Co., reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1375) for the relief of E. C. Chirouse, late United States 
Indian agent; and 

A bill (S. 1376) for the relief of John F. Malo. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment: F 

A bill (S. 1800) to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and others their 
proportion of certain proceeds of lands, under the act of March 3, 1883; 
and 


A bill (S. 2060) to authorize the purchase of a tract of land near Salem, 
Oreg., for the use of the Indian training-school. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally withont amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2046) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

A bill (S. 898) granting a pension to William A. Penfield; 

A bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert; and 

A bill (S. 1181) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1725) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce, 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 584) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacifie Ship 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement, which was agreed to; and he reported a bill (S. 2288) to in- 
corporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship Railway Company, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (és. 2115) granting to the Oregonian Railway Bridge Com- 
pany of Oregon the right to construct a bridge over the Willamette 
River, in the vicinity of Ray’s Landing, Oregon, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised 
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Statutes of the United States, reported it without amendment, and |. 


submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1991) supplementary to and amendatory of 
“An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” ap- 
proved May 6, 1882, as amended Hy an act to amend said act, approved 
July 5, 1884, reported it with amendments. > 

Mr. BROWN. I present the views of the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Woman Suffrage on the joint resolution (S. R. 5) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States extending the 
right of suffrage to women, and I ask that the same number of copies 
be printed as was ordered to be printed of the majority report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The views of the minority will be 
received and the order made as requested. . 


ADDITIONAL GROUND FOR PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WAYNE. 


Mr. MAHONE. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3775) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchace an additional strip of 
ground on the east side of the United States court-house and post-office 
building at Fort Wayne, Ind., to be paid for out of the appropriation 
already made, toreportit without amendment. I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

‘The bill was read; and there being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. It directs the Secretary 
of the to purchase, out of moneys already appropriated for the 
construction of the United States court-house and post-office building 
at Fort Wayne, Ind., a strip of land adjacent to the present site of the 
building and on the east thereof, having a frontage of 60 feet dn Berry 
street and running back with same width to an alley; but in na event 
shall the cost of the additional land exceed the sum of $9,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill ought to have the usual provision in it 
for having the Attorney-General certify to the title before the money is 
paid.- I move to amend the bill by adding the following additional 
proviso: 

Provided further, That no money shall be paid from the Treasury on account 
of the said purchase until the Attorney-General of the United States shall cer- 
tify that the title to said land is complete in the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2279) for the relief of Samuel Tate; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2280) for the relief of R. D. Beckley and 

Leon Howard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
» Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2281) granting to railroads the 
right of way through the Indian reservation in Northern Montana; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2282) to establish a weather bu- 
reau in the War Department, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Joint Commission to consider the 
question of the organizations of the ar Service, Geological Survey, 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Hydrographic Office of the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2283) amending the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to yachts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2284) granting a pension to James 
Moss; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He aiso introduced a bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2286) for the relief of Albert C. 
Kelley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2287) for securing statistics of 
the extent and value of the vessel fisheries of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2289) to change the name of the 
Exchange National Bank of El Dorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2290) to change the name of the Wichita 
National Bank; which was read. twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: ; 

A bill (S. 135) granting a pension to Mary A. Tibbets; 

A bill (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. At- 
will; 

A bill (S. 364) granting a pension to Nancy Battorff; 

A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B, 
Stokes; 

A bill (S. 1377) to grant the right of way for railroad purposes 
through the lands of the United States powder depot, near Dover, N. 
J., to the Morris County Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. ap for the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace; 

A bill (S. 2156) for the relief of John Randolph Hamilton, of the 
State of North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 2224) in aid of the national monument at Plymouth, Mass. ; 
and 

A bill (S. 2239) extending the time for the completion of the records 
of the clerk of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims and the 
transfer of the same to the Department of State. 


STATEMENT OF ADJOURNMENTS OVER. 


Mr. HOAR. . I should like to ask the Senate to make an order in what 
is a very small matter indeed, but will make a great deal of difference 
in the convenience of Senators; that is that the RECORD be directed to 
publish at the end of the proceedings of the Senate and the House the 
time to which the bodies respectively adjourn. It is always declared 
by the Chair; but on Friday if you want to know whether the Senate 
or House will be in session on Saturday there is no way of ascertaining 
but by searching through the entire proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection the Reporter 
will be directed to insert at the close of the proceedings both of the House 
and the Senate the time to which the bodies respectively adjourn. That 
order is made. 

ORDER OF LUSINESS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move now to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

Mr. PLATT. I presume the Senator does not wish to have that done 
by motion so as to displace the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not displace it until 2 o’clock. At 2 
o’clock the interstate-commerce bill will displace this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘This motion only covers the morn- 
ing hour. = 

Mr. CHACE. Iask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me a few 
minutes in order that I may call up Senate bill 1908 in regard to postal 


cars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was appealed to by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
who says he has to leave this afternoon at 3 0°clock, to allow him to take. 
up that bill, which I do with the consent of the Senate, provided it will , 
not lead to debate; butif itisgoing to occupy any length of time, I shall 
feel disposed to insist on my rights, whatever they may be, in reference 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

PAY FOR POSTAL CARS. 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
CHACE] asks unanimous consent to call up informally the bill (S. 1908) 
to amend section 4004 of the Revised Statutes, providing for additional 
pay for postal cars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill and also the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That in adjusting, allowing, and payingamounts which have accrued, or may 
hereafter accrue, under section 4004 of the Revised Statutes, the Postmaster- 
General and the proper accounting oflicers of the Treasury shall allow and pay 
for cars less than 40 feet a sum which shall beas the same proportion to the sum 
allowed and paid for cars 40 feet long as the length of such cars bears to 40 feet. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CHACE. I willstate briefly the object of passing the bill. The 
present law, section 4004 of the Revised Statutes, provides that cars 40 
feet in length, running 100 miles per day each way, shall be paid $25 
perannum. The Department felt some hesitation in regard to paying 
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on Post-Offices and Post Roads, in which he sets forth that the equities 
require that some such defining act as this should be e ob- 
ject of this bill is to so define the law that the Departments may feel 
themselves authorized to pay relatively the same price for shorter cars. 

Mr. HALE. There should be a verbal amendment in line 7, after 
the words ‘‘ 40 feet,” by inserting the words ‘‘in length.” 

Mr. CHACE. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to say that I was on the subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on Post-Offices that reported the bill, and after a full 
investigation I think it is right and that the bill ought to pass as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. . 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS F. PURNELL. 


Mr. MAXEY. Iask the Senator from Kansas in charge of the Post- 
Office appropriation bill to allow me a moment to pass a bill under pe- 
culiar circumstances which will not take two minutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no objection to yielding to the Senator from 
Texas; but theSenatorfrom New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] hasto leave the 
city to-morrow or next day, and he desires to pass what is known as the 
4th of July appropriation bill, about which I presume there will he no 
debate, and which we pass at every session of Congress. Ido not want 
to seem to discriminate between Senators in regard to-matters of this 
kind. Iam willing, however, to yield to these two bills in case there 
is no objection on the part of any Senator to my doing so. At the end 
of that time I will not yield any further: 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask unanimous consent, then, to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 950, being the bill (H. R. 2397) for the 
relief of Thomas F. Purnell. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, E DS to consider it. It provides 
for the payment to Thomas F. ell, of Austin, Tex., of $1,000, in 
full reimbursement of that amount pee by PurneH on the 15th of 
April, 1875, as United States marshal for the western district of Texas, 
for the arrest of Peter McCartney, by order of J. L. Duckworth and 
L. B. Whitney, special agents of the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of the 

Senate to the following billss 
' A bill (H. R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Mis- 
souri, and to establish it as a post-road; j 

A bill (H. R.7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance of 
a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Missouri 
River at Pierre, Dak. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company 
over the Tennessee River; 

A bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pileand ponton 
railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the city of 
Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wisconsin; 

A biil (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid-Transit Railway 
Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of 
Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River; 

A bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain 
a bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke County, 
Texas; and 

That it agreed to the respective conferences asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Crisp, Mr. BYNUM, and Mr. A. J. WEAVER managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. i 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. PIKE. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 4731. * 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator had better ask unanimous con- 
sent for that, so as not to displace the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PIKE. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill is simply a bill made up of 94 pages of names 
and sums. The first clause enacts that the following sums be paid. 
Then that list is a copy of the names and sums reported by the Treas- 


clause only be read. 

Mr. PIKE. There is an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, there is an amendment at the end. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. THe Senator from Massachusetts asks 
soe the full reading of the bill shall be omitted. Is there ob- 
jection : 

; rin ee Mr. President, has the bill been read once at 
en e 
Piatt saga pro tempore. No, it has not been; it is a list of 

aims. À 

Mr. HARRIS. .Fourth of July claims, as they are called. 

Mr. INGALLS. We passed four hundred and twenty-six bills the 
other day without reading, I believe, ore of them, and the proceeding 
appears to me in the Senate to be approaching the verge of excessive 
laxity. The rules require that every bill shall be once read at length 
in order that there may be the opportunity at least of knowing what it 
contains. There have already serious difficulties arising from the 
unsatisfactory and imperfect and incomplete consideration of measures 
before us; and, if we proceed in this way, it will eventually come to 
this, that whenever a committee has vouched for the propriety of a bill 
it will be taken for granted and not read at all. 

Iam inclined to think, Mr. President, that this method has gone 
about as far as toleration should permit. Inasmuch as thereis nothing 
requiring any particular haste—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator padon me one moment? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. Z 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me before he announces his 
determination about it, I should like to to him that I entirely 
agree with him in his opinion as to the great care that the Senate should 
take, and that the reading of no bill should be omitted on the mere 
assurance that its provisions and enactments are reasonable and right; 
but this is a bill where from the necessity of the case the reading be- 
yond the first clause would convey no information to any Senator what- 
ever. 

These claims are audited by the Treasury Department under the gen- 
eral law by one of the auditors. They are claims for paying certain 
Southern claimants, which it has been our policy always to pay since 
the war. The auditing officer takes the vouchers for those claims which 
come from the War Department, compares them, and reports to the 
House a list of those elaims. Then the clerk of the Committee on 
Claims takes the vouchers and takes the bill, and compares the names 
andthe sums with the vouchers. Here are ninety-four pages, consisting 
of probably an average of ten or fifteen claims on a e, all the bill 
being that there shall be paid from the Treasury the following sums: 
To A B, of Knox County, Louisiana, $119.40; to C D, of such a county 
in Georgia, $30.50, and so on. 

What I propose is not to omit the reading of the operative part of 
the bill, but simply to omit the list of names and sums. Suppose this . 
bill read, ‘‘There shall be paid the sum of $100,000 to the several per- 
sons mentioned in the report of the Auditor,” nobody would consider 
that that was improper or improvident legislation because we did not 
put in the list all together but referred to the report in our enactment. 
Instead of that, they are set forth at length in the bill. 

While I share with the Senator in his great strictness, I hope he will 
not put himself and the Senate to the trouble of spending two or three 
hours in reading that list of sums and names. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would be a very great convenience to the Senate 
if all bills could be simply read by their titles and passed, We had yes- 
terday eighteen or twenty bridge bills for crossing the Missouri and 
Mississippi Rivers; they were all substantially the same, and upon the 
assurance of the Committee on Commerce that they were in accordance 
with the precedents and contained the usual safeguards there would 
be no reason why they should be read at length. The same reasoning 
that the Senator from Massachusetts invokes for his proposition in re- 
gard to this bill would apply practically to everything. There is no 
reason why any bill should be read at length. It consumes the time 
of the Senate; the great majority of Senators do not attend to it; and 
it would be a great measure of convenience if we could simply place all 
this business in the hands of committees and let them transact the leg- 
islation of the Senate. 

I, of course, do not propose to place my individual objection against 
the wish of a majority of the ; but I rise to say that the practice 
is vicious, it is full of possibilities of mischief. A few years ago we 

assed in lump without reading the revision of the statutes of the 
United States which had been sent here by a commission, and that was 
vouched for as being absolutely correct in every particular. That act 
was the parent of unnumbered woes. We never have recovered up to 
this time from the danger, the difficulty, the peril, the hazard, and the 
loss that came from that one act. We are proceeding step by step to 
break down every barrier that surrounds security and safety in legisla- 
tion. An appeal is made to ns, *‘ This will take time; something else 
uires attention;’’ and we are asked to dispense with the reading of 
bills; and here comes in a measure involving I do not know the ex- 
penditure of how many hundred thousand dollars, and upon the bare 
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statement that this has been carefully considered by a committee and 
compared with the official vouchers we are asked upon the reading of 
the enacting clause to allow this bill to pass without further considera- 
tion. I protest b it as vicious and in violation of the first princi- 
ples of proper legislation. - With that protest, sir, I have done. 

Mr. MORRILL. This happens to be a bill that is sure to pass 
whether the Senator from New Hampshire, chairman of the committee, 
is present or not. It will only require to come up when we have the 
time to give to it to have the bill read. I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire should not persist in it this morning. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the reading of the first section of 
the bill, except the amendments proposed, shall begmmitted. If there 
be no objection that order will be made. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the TEL from Vermont ob- 
ject? 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill not object if nobody else feels like objecting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has listened attentively 
to hear an objection. The Chair will receive it yet if it is made. If 
not, the reading will be dispensed with 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to SEIE the 
bill (H.-R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the 
accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, at the end of the bill to add the following : 


Mississippi: 

To Catharine O. B, Merrill, pon ae of the last will and testament of Ayres 
P. Merrill, late of said State, $67, 9726, 

Mr. INGALLS. Sixty-seven thousand dollars is a very pretty sun, 
and of course I am willing to take amendments to this bill on the sug- 
gestion of the committee that they are all right; but it does appear to 
me that when we have lumped this bill as it has come from the com- 
mittee to both Houses we ought not to be asked to adopt amendments 
of that ony pone without some explanation. Of course this may be 
right, and I presume that it is. 

As I understand this bill, even the committee never considers it is a 
matter of clerical comparison; and we rely ultimately not on the ex- 
amination by the committee of these items, but simply upon the state- 
ment of some clerk or employé that he has compared them with the 
vouchers and finds them to be correct, and the committee receive them 
on that statement and so report to the Senate. I should like to hear 
some explanation of the ground upon which we are requested to agree 
off-hand to an amendment adding $67,000 to this bill. 

Mr. PIKE. This claim was presented at the last Congress and sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Claims, and a law was passed in pursuance 
of the recommendation of that committee that the claim be referred to 
the Quartermaster-General for examination. He has examined it by 
special agent, and this amount has been allowed to the rant 
of the special pave pee All the papers relating to it, which are voluminous, 
were submi to the Senate at this session and sent to the Committee 
on Claims, and the matter was referred to Senator Jackson, of Tennessee, 
who was a member of the committee while he was in the Senate, for 
examination. Heexaminedit thoroughly and reported thissum. The 
matter has been thoroughly examined, both by the Quartermaster- 
General or his special agent and by Senator Jackson, as well as by the 
committee, The amendment is the result of that examination. The 
sum reported by the Quartermaster-General was not quite as much as 
the committee thought should be allowed, but on a subsequent exam- 
ination he became satisfied that we were right. The committee thought | Be 
that this amendment was eminently just and ought to be allowed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire—— 

Mr. PIKE. I desire to say a word more. This claim is nilowed i in 
behalf of Ayres P. Merrill, who was one of the most loyal men in the 
United States, North or South, He owned several plantations in the 
vicinity of Memphis, and when our army went there in July it took 
stores and supplies from his plantation. He was indorsed as a loyal 
man by General Grant and all our Union generalsin that vicinity. He 
was also our minister to Belgium under Grant’s administration. If 
there isa deseryingand meritorious claim for this Congress to pass upon 
it is this one. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
why it is that this claim was not examined by the Quartermaster’s 
Department under the law and reported, without the intervention of 
Congress? Is there anything, in other words, that takes this outof the 

eral rule with reference to the examination of this class of claims? 

Mr, PIKE. It was examined by the Quartermaster-General under 
a law rp by Congress, 

Mr. HOAR. IfI SAIA it the rule which Congress has üni- 
formly adopted is this: that where supplies were actually taken for the 
use of the Army those supplies are to be paid for, unless there was a 
clear purpose to capture and take them as booty at the time, where the 
person is shown to have’ been a loyal man, at the value at which they 
were tothe Army. For instance, if they took his honse for fuel or his 
fence for fuel, you do not pay the value of the house or the fence but 


the value of the fuel. This class of claims comes under a general law, 
There are a great many of the claims which for various reasons have 
not yet been disposed of, and the vouchers are in the p teaianinsee sad 
General’s Office, and they have an examination in the 

General’s Office of these claims, taking the vouchers from the mili 
officers. They then send them to the , Where they are 
and the list of these claims examined on that principle comes to Con- 


This man had some reason, which is not now in my memory, why he 
did not put his claim in the office within the time in which it should 
have been putin. The Committee on Claims were entirely satisfied, 
however, that there was some good reason. I can not now tell from 
memory what it was; but I suppose it appears in the reportof last year. 
Thereupon Congress, instead of allowing the claim specially, passed a 
law requiring the Quartermaster’s Department to examine it, "and if he 
found it to be just and reasonable then to report it specially to this 
Congress, which he did, and it has been proposed by the committee to 
be added to this bill, the report having come in. 

In regard to the loyalty of Mr. Merrill, there was a special and care- 
ful re-examination of the whole subject by Senator Jackson of the sub- 
committee on claims. The general committee, of course, could not go 
over all the details of the loss, He was a man of conspicuous loyalty. 
There was a very emphatic letter from General Grant indorsing his 
loyalty and his great services to our Army. He was onte the minister 
to Belgium under General Grant’s appointment after the war. 

Mr. DAWES. I think I can state the reason why the application 
was not made within the time prescribed by the statute. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague will let me ce that we supposed we 
passed on that matter last year. 

Mr. DAWES. This gentleman was broken down entirely in health 
physically and mentally, He was taken abroad by his friends in an at- 
tempt to recover his health, and dúring that time he was without any 
knowledge of the legislation that required the presentation of this claim 
within a certain time. Ifmy memory of the facts serves me, that was 
the reason why a special act was necessary. He came back and spent 
several years in my own town in a vain search for health, brokensdown, 
a child almost, taken care of by his friends. He was, as my colleague 
says, one of the most conspicuously loyal and cultivated gentlemen in 
the neighborhood where he lived. He was a very intelligent man—I 
knew him well—who had taken care of his own affairs, but was entirely 
broken down, unable to know or to have any'idea of what his claim 
was and what was necessary to enforce it. I think that must be the 
reason, although I am not ready to state it personally. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not know that Selale fact that he had been 
connected with Massachusetts, 

Mr. DAWES. He came there from the South. He had no connec- 
tion with Massachusetts at all, but he happened to come to my town 
in search of health, and I happened to know this and I desired to make 
the statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
the amount proposed in the amendment is the amount proposed by the 
Quartermaster-General 

Mr. HOAR. It is the Quartermaster-General who reported a less 
sum, if I am notmistaken in my recollection. Then he re-examined it 
hiniself carefully and amended his report, being satisfied that this was 
the proper sum. 

Mr. PLUMB. The first clause of this bill requires the Secretary of 
the Treasury— 
To pay, outof Pores Agree Bou the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the 


teat named the several sums mentioned herein, the same 
in ft full for Das and parodies = of the same to be taken and a in each case 
a full and final , the several claims examined and allowed by the 


riie myers eee teada the provisions of the act of July 4, 1864, since 
January 21, 1885, namely. 

That description of the class of claims which are to be the subject of 
this appropriation does not cover this amendment, which it is proposed 
to insert at the close of the bill. Therefore, in order to make this bill 
harmonious in all its parts, and in order to enable the Treasury De- 
partment to pay this claim if it is to be paid, we have got to amend 
other portions of the bill. I think this amendment had better be left 
out, and I will call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
who first spoke on this matter to the fact that a similar claim was left 
‘out of the bill last year, and the committee took it up and reported it 
ina special bill this year, which has passed the Senatealready; and the 
argument in favor of that was that it had gone through the same ma- 
chinery that this amendment had gone through and therefore it passed 
through the Senate without opposition and without debate, I think. 
Tt seems to me, therefore, that thisamendment should be leftout. It 
should be made, as it always has been, a bill for the appropriation of 
money to pay claims which have passed through the accounting officers, 
whoonly were, under the law, entitled to consider such claims. If we 
adopt the plan of putting on this amendment, then why not put on a 
public-building bill, an appropriation for a public building? Why not 
put on any other one of a dozen different classes of claims that we leg- 
islateon here during the session, and use this bill, which is bound to go 
through, as the vehicle whereby they may be passed without opposition. 

I hope that this amendment will not be adopted, and that this bill 
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will remain, what it always has been, a bill to carry out the provisions 
of the act of J uly 4, 1864, and for the perma of claims audited there- 
under since the date of the passage of the former bill. 

Now, I want to say further that I think these classes of claims are 
liable to be, and no doubt they have been in a great many cases, un- 
duly swollen. Referring now to the bill which I mentioned a moment 
ago haying been found on our record, I found on an examination that 
it was to pay for timber taken off 120 acres of land in Tennessee, and 
the amount was $4,000, more than by any possibility the land and tim- 
ber both could have been worth. So we are going on year after year 
passing these bills without any kind of scrutiny, and putting on, as the 
committee propose to do, a class of claims which have not passed the 
proper scrutiny of the officers of the Treasury Department, running, I 
think, still greater risks of doing that which we ought not to do in 
reference to public money. ; 

I do not know that this is subject to a point of order. I presume it 
is not; but I hope that the Senators who have charge of the matter 
will not insist on the amendment. 

Mr. PIKE. Thisclaim has been examined into by thé Quartermaster- 
General like all other items provided for in the bill and reported to 
Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury. At the last session of 
Congress another claim was allowed and attached to the 4th of July 
bill precisely as this is. ‘That precedent is followed in this case. No 
trouble arose from that, and it seems to me none can from this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

` The amendment was ordered to'be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. E 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
EUNICE E. CLARK. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish the Senate to agree to a conference on the 
bill (H. R. 6429) to grant a pension to Eunice E. Clark. The House 
has declined to concur in the amendment of the Senate and has asked 
for a conference. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate agree to the conference asked by the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CuLLom, Mr. 
BLAIR, and Mr. CoLquirr were appointed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Post-Office appropriation bill is 
now before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, the 
pending question being on the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations, under the head of ‘t Office of the Superintendent of 
Foreign Mails,’’ after line 99, section 1, to insert: 

For the transportation of fore mails by American built and tered 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch, and a 
hoeve speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the Republics of Mexico, 

ntral and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
$800,000 ; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, due adver- 
tisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with such American steam- 
ships for a term of not less than five years, and ata rate of compensation not 
ex for each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance, in the most 
direct and feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth, 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, it has been often said on this floor, and it 
was repeated yesterday, that I have, ‘‘in season and out of season,” and 
more frequently out of season than in, introduced the discussion of ques- 
tions bearing upon tariff taxation, commerce, and kindred subjects. I 
hope the Senate will do me the justice to say that I am not guilty of 
starting this controversy. I endeavored to dispose of it, as I think it 
should be disposed of by the President of the Senate, on a question of 
order, regarding it as a matter that is certainly new legislation on an 
appropriation bill, as it gives powers and rights to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and to American steamship companies that neither has now by law. 
I insist that the Senate has declared very emphatically by its rules and 
the oft-repeated declarations of its leading members on both sides that 
appropriation bills shall not contain new legislation, but must be lim- 
ited to provisions carrying out existing laws. The House of Repre- 
sentatives has amended its rules so as to correspond with ours, and has 
faithfully lived up to them. So far it has tendered to us nothing in 
any appropriation bill that any one can charge is new legislation. That 
being so, I think it would be very bad policy for the Senate now to break 
over the rules that itself has established, to overthrow the principle 
which the House is endeavoring earnestly and honestly to carry out, by 
tacking on to this bill legislation which, itis conceded, is notin the in- 
terest of the postal service; indeed, is not looking to the postal service 
but looking to the building up of our commercial relations ? 

It will be conceded by all that every appropriation bill that has come 


from the House has come in such shape that the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate have had no sort of trouble with it. The In- 
dian appropriation bill, which in former years has frequently been dis- 
cussed for weeks, was, this year, so clean that the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, who took i charge of it, accepted it almost as it 
came from the House of Representatives, and this Post-Office appro- 
priation bill, until this subsidy clause was attached, has met with no 
sort of opposition either in the committee or the Senate. 

I propose to stand by the action of the House and by tHe rules of the 
Senate, and to insist that appropriation bills shall, as we have agreed 
in both Houses that they shall, contain no new legislation. We have 
had trouble enough on that question. - Let us provide under existing 
laws for carrying @& the Government in-its various departments as we 
think it ought to be carried on. Limiting ourselves to that, itis perfectly 
obvious that the two Houses are going to have no difficulty and no dis- 
agreement. But if we are going to launch into a new sea of legisla- 
tion; if we are going to insist that hereafter the Postmaster-General 
shall use none but American-built ships; that he shall make contracts ` 
for five years or longer, and needlessly squander large sums of money 
against his protest—I repeat, if we are going to confront the House 
with propositions of that sort, then there is no telling where our ap- 
propriation bills will end or what will become of them. 

I insist that it is bad policy, to use a mild term, for a Republican Sen- 
ate, in violation of its own rules, to seek to force upon this administra- 
tion duties and responsibilities that do not exist by law, against the pro- 
test of the President and his Postmaster-General, because the President 
of the United States has protested against this class of legislation, and 
the Postmaster-General has in every way possible protested against it, 
the House would not even consider it, and now we are asked to insert 
it against the protest of the President, seron the protest of the Post- 
master-General, and against the protest of the House of Representatives, 

The President in his message to Congress uttered no uncertain sound 
in regard toa substantially similar provision in the law of last year, one 
that the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] said was precisely similar to 
his proposition. In that he is somewhat mistaken, his proposed amend- 
ment being more stringent than the existing law, which reads thus: 

Office of Superintendent of Foreign Mails: For transprtation of foreign 
mails, including railway transit across the mus of Panama, $800,000. And 
the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to enter into contracts for the trans- 

rtation of an pert of said foreign mails, after legal advertisement, with the 

owest responsible bidder, at a rate not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on 

the trip each way actually traveled between the terminal points: Provided, 
That the mails so contracted shall be carried on American steamships, and that 
the a eg te of such contracts shall not exceed one-half of the sum hereby ap- 
prop . 

The proposed amendment of the Senator from Maine, among other 
pay makes it mandatory instead of discretionary. I may as well 
read it: $ 

Amendment reported by Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, and 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 5887) making ry pr ione for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1887, namely: 
Strike out lines 80, 81, and 82 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“ Office of Superintendent of Foreign Mails: For transportation of foreign 
mails, including railway transit across the Isthmus of Panama, $1,000,000; and 
the Postmaster-General is hereby directed,” &c. 

In the present law it reads he is ‘‘hereby authorized”’ 

“ to enter into contracts with American built and registered steamships when- 
ever possible,” 

The existing law uses the words ‘‘carried on American steamships.” 
Doubtless the new phraseology was strengthened by the Senator under 
the apprehension that a law might be authorizing the American 
people to buy ships somewhere else, or for fear that some repaired 
wrecked ship might be allowed an American register under special 
laws. Doubtlessthe Senator from Maine determined to cover both ques- 
tions by inserting that he ‘‘is hereby directed to enter into contracts 
with American built and registered steamships,’’ so that no ship by any 
eae could obtain the proposed bounty that had not been built 

ere, although she might be purchased and registered under our laws. 

When that amendment came to the Committee on Appropriations 
it was made apparent by the Postmaster-General that it might be so 
detrimental to the public service that even the majority of the com- 
mittee were unwilling to go that far, The Postmaster-General showed 
that it would be absurd in the great transatlantic lines where first- 
class steamers go almost every day, carrying the mails in seven or eight 
days to Europe, to be compelled to employ any American steamer that 
might be disposed to demand the mails and take thirteen or fourteen 
days for the voyage, a ship loaded with petroleum perhaps, and thus 
deprive the people of existing facilities for fast mails. He made that 
so apparent thateven the majority of the committee would not submit 
to it.. They limited the pestan of the subsidy.to the cases set forth 
in the amendment which I now propose to read: 5 


For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and registered 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch, and a 
ter speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the Republics of Mexico, 
Jentraland South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
$800,000; and the Pi neral is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with such American steam- 
ships, for a term of not less than five years, and at a rate of compensation not 
exceeding for each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance, in the most 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3961 


direct and feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. 

Senators will observe that this amendment limits it to certain classes 
of ships and to certain lines, such as the South American and Australian, 
and leaves out all provisions in regard to advertising and awarding the 
contracts to the lowest bidder, because in all but two of these lines 
there is no competition; and this amendment does not limit the subsidy 
to the present appropriation as the existing law does, and as the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine did, but it directs the Post- 
master-General to make contracts for five years without advertisement 
or competition, so as to secure the service to the lowest bidder. It pro- 
poses simply to give the service and the subsidy to the people who have 
the ships in that particular trade now. Therefore, this amendment is 
worse than any that has been proposed, far worse than the existing law, 
or, if you please, far better for the men to whom it is proposed to make 
this donation. In to all propositions of that character, as I said, 
the President of the United States in his message to Congress was de- 
cidedly opposed, as I propose to show. The President says: 

It was decided, with my approbation, after a sufficient examination, to_be in- 
expedient for the Post-Office Department to contract for carrying our foreign 
mails under the additional authority given by the last Con; The amount 
limited was inadequate to pay all within the purview of the Jaw the full rate 
of 50 cents per mile, and it would have keen unjust and unwise to have given 
it to some and denieditto others, Nor could contracts have been let under the 
law to all ata rate to have brought the aggregate within the appropriation, 
without such practical prearrangement of terms as would have violated it. 

The rate of sea and inland postage, which was proffered under another stat- 
ute, clearly appears to be a fair compensation for the desired service, being three 
times the price necessary to secure transportation by other vessels upon any 
route,and much beyend the charges made to private persons for services not 
less burdensome, 

Some of the steamship companies, upon the refusal of the Postmaster-General 
to attempt, by the means provided, the distribution of the sum appropriated as 
an extra compensation, withdrew the services of their vessels and thereby ocea- 
sioned slight inconvenience, though no considerable injury, the mails having 
been dispatched by other means. 

Whatever may be thought of the policy of subsidizing any line of public con- 
veyance or travel, I am satisfied that it should not be done under cover of an 
expenditure incident to the administration of a Department, nor should there 
be any uncertainty as to the recipients of the subsidy, or any discretion left to 
an executive officer as to its distribution. If such gifts ofthe public money are 
to be made for the purpose of aiding any enterprise,in the supposed interest 
of the public, I can not but think that the amount to be paid,and the benefi- 
ciary, might better be determined by Congress than-in any other way. 


The President does not mince hiswords. He knowsand asserts that 
this is a subsidy, a gift, a donation that he does not desire to dispense, 
one that the Post-Office Department can not properly apply in the in- 
terest of the public service, and one which if forced upon our executive 
afiicers would be to the detriment of the public welfare. ; 

Gentlemen on the other side have not been slow in endeavoring to 
embarrass this administration in every way that they thought they could 
secure political advantage. I think they are straining the point too 
far when they seek to force on the President and his executive officers, 
against their will, and when they protest it will injure the service if 
they are required to use this large amount of public money, taken from 
the tax-payers, to give to anybody as a subsidy, a bounty, or a gift, no 
matter how plausibly or artfully disguised. The Postmaster-General 
is not less emphatic in his protest against this subsidy. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that there would be any real 
practical difficulty in the Post-Office Department, as a matter of admin- 
istration, distributing and spending this fand, provided that Congress, 
upon the policy of stretching ont and opening and securing this foreign 
trade, should pass this amendment on this bill? 

Mr. BECK. We would get no foreign trade that we have not now, 
by reason of this subsidy, as I will show. Of course the Postmaster- 
General can divide it out. The companies last year showed him how 
he could do so; but he regarded it as a gift to them, and not as a pay- 
ment for any service they proposed to render, as I hope to prove before 
I am through. 

Mr. HALE, I do not think the Senator quite gets the scope of my 
question. The Senator speaks of the Post-Office Department being em- 
barrassed if this is forced upon that Department. Now, does the Sen- 
ator believe there would be any practical difficulty if Congress adopts 
the policy involved in this amendment in carrying it out? Where 
would be the embarrassment provided the Postmaster-General in good 
faith sought to carry out this policy? 

Mr. BECK. This condition would cause embarrassment; a foreign 
vessel might be running to any of these ports and a subsidized Ameri- 
can ship running side by side; the Postmaster-General might know that 
the foreign ship would reach there five days or ten days ahead of the 
American ship; it is his duty tosee that the laws are faithfully executed 
and the mails carried by all proper facilities and with the utmost speed; 
but if he is required and directed wherever it is possible—and it is pos- 
sible no matter how slow the vessel may be—to give that bounty to an 
American ship he would be required to do it to the detriment of the 
service and of all the men engaged in commerce when he sends the mail 
in a ship that will take ten days longer to reach the same point than 
- the foreign ship, starting side by side with her will, especially when it 
is willing to do the work for one-fourth of the price. 


Mr. HALE. But that is not a question of difficulty in administra- 
tion. 

Mr. BECK. I think it is. - 

Mr. HALE. Supposing that Congress adopts the policy laid down 
in this amendment and directs the Postmaster-General to send these 
mails in the lines run by United States citizens, built in United States 
yards, providing the rate of compensation, believing that a result from 
that in the future will be the opening of trade and a dispatch equal to 
that of any foreign ship, is there anything for the Postmaster-General 
to do but to bow his will to the mandate of Congress? 

Mr. BECK. I assure the Senator there can be no two opinions about 
that. When Congress sees fit to order and direct the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral do anything, and he undertakes willfully to violate the law, no 
matter how absurd it may be, he can be impeached by the House and 
convicted by the Senate; no one doubts that. But he is endeavoring 
(and it is the business of Congress to aid him if we propose to do our 
duty) to carry on the Post-Office Department so as to give the best 
service to all the people at home and abroad that he can, and he would 
be doing the country and every man engaged in its commerce gross in- 
justice, and this law would require him to do gross injustice to all the 
people ‘of the country for whose benefit the Department is adminis- 
tered, if he is to be compelled to send the mails by a slow vessel that 
would take twice as long to perform the service as another ship start- 
ing side by side with her. We can compel him to do it—we can com- 
pel him to do almost anything; but it is against requiring that absurd 
condition of things that the President protests, and that the Postmas- 
ter-General protests, and that I protest. 

The Senator from Maine has to admit, as all the other advocates of 
this subsidy have, that his object in this amendment is notto facilitate 
the carriage of the mails, but it is to give a bounty to certain steamship 
lines under the hope—I will not say pretense—that they will build up 
foreign trade. That is a subject which belongs to the Committee on 
Commerce; that is a matter that can be properly considered when we 
are dealing with commercial relations; I think the Postmaster-General 
states his objections very well in the following language in his annual 
report to Congress: 

Much has bee id about 1 he iation to aid Ameri- 
Pepe aaeh ae N SEENA ae bA Aret aran AN VE Teaes 
ment with care for that object, it can not be dorbted it will easily choose lan- 
guage which will plainly convey the purpose and impose the duty. Until then 
that Department can not rightfully employ the moneys appropriated for the 

va Lob to secure objects not intrusted to its care, however meritorious 

e le . 

"it may be properly farther observed of this, that during many years the prac 
tice of granting niary aid to American lines was pursued at so great a cost, 
and to so little dagen DA that it was long since wholly abandoned; that when 
followed, Congress had directed it; and if that body designed its renewal, pre< 
sumably it would again have declared the purpose. 

But the policy of subsidizing American steamship companies, or any of them. 
is not involved in the decision arrived at. That pertains to Congress instead o> 
the Department, and therefore the Department can only award just compensa- 
tion and then stop. If exigencies may arise to justify its adoption it seems to 
belong to that body to recognize their existence and prescribe the object and 
amount of the grant, 

The Postmaster-General adds: - 


No exigency exists for the establishment of any new lines to carry the mails. 
‘Those now on the sea as common carriers are s ent for the present needs of 
the foreign mail service. They appear to have maintained themselves for years 
without Government bounty in profitable pursuitgf their business, 

. I think it is obvious that both the President and the Postmaster- 
General deny either the necessity or propriety of granting the subsidy, 
and protest against its being placed in their hands under the pretense 
that itis needed for mail purposés. The Post-Office appropriation bill 
purports to deal only with post-office matters and purports to make ap- 
propriations to carry on that service andthatonly. Therefore waiving 
the point of order for the time being, which I think was well taken and 
which I expect to insist upon, I insist that it is embarrassing to the ad- 
ministration to impose such duties upon its officers as to divide out this 
subsidy among any set of men, however meritorious their work may b 
outside of carrying such mails as are needed. The Postmaster-Gen 
said in his report that we had tried the effect of this subsidy business 
before without success. I may as well pause here and show how often— 
I have the list and the results are known—they were all failures. 
We have subsidized lines, these same lines, time and again, and our 
trade and commerce have notincreased. Weare now at the lowest point 
we ever reached in the ocean carrying trade, under 15 per cent. of our 
own, and doing nothing outside of it. 

In 1861 we appropriated $350,000 per annum for tri-monthly mail 
service from New York to San Francisco via Panama, and a contract 
was made with Cornelius Vanderbilt. In 1864 Congress authorized sub- 
sidized monthly mail communication between the United States and 
Brazil by first-class sea-going vessels of not less than 2,000 tons burden, 
sufficient in number to perform twelve round voyages per annum from 
the ports of the United States to Brazil, touching at St. Thomas, Bahia, 
and Pernambuco, the expense not to exceed $150,000 a year for ten years 
from September, 1865. Under its provisions the Postmaster-General 
entered into a contract with the New York and Brazil Steamship Com- 
pany, and expended $1,500,000. 

The act of February 17, 1867, authorized the Postmaster-General to 
invite proposals for transporting the foreign mails from San Francisco 
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to China and Japan, to go into effect January 1, 1867. The act limited 
the expenditure to $500,000 per annum. Under this act the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company received a compensation of $4,583,333.32, 
covering a period of ten years. Then we made a similar contract to 
carry to the Hawaiian Islands, for which we ed $425,000. 

And yet in the face of these subsidies going to Vanderbilt, then to the 
e, then to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company of which no- 
body is proud, I believe for nothing I understand came out of it but 
corruption, there was no increase to any appreciable extent whatever of 
the commerce or trade of the United States with those countries. 

I have before me the statistics of the trade with Brazil and other 
countries during the time of the subsidized lines and before and after the 
subsidy ceased, and it is painfully apparent that there was no apprecia- 
ble increase of commerce that ever came to us by reason of any subsidies 
ever granted to any of these lines. On the contrary, our carrying trade, 
notwithstanding all these efforts, has been dwindling year by year, 
until now, according to the last report, it is less than 15 per cent. of our 
own trade when these subsidies began—alfter the war, after all the dam- 
age done by the Alabama and the other cruisers of which so much has 
been said, it was over 30 per cent. It has gone gradually and steadily 
downward, downward all the time in the face of all subsidies. So it 
will continue as long as our miserable tariff system and antiquated 
navigation laws are itted toexist. Subsidies only aggravate; they 
are not even as’ grok ak based pills to fever patients. 

But I will read again from the Postmaster-General’s report before I 
forget it, or am led away from it, because he is the best authority in re- 
gard to the ment of the affairs of his own Department and its 
requirements. He says: 


sal 

fel could most expedi! nd properly transport them at such times and to 
patent aps as aye een aa, itto wai, continued to be observed with good 
results. 

That is what he desires to be allowed to do hereafter; that is what 
good administration requires. Anything that deprives him of thatright 
embarrasses the proper management of his great De: nt. 

The Senator from Maine asked me if he could not be compelled to 
obey the law. Of course he can ; but as he shows the proposed change 
limiting his right to a certain class of ships that may not be sailing 
when his mails are ready to go and when other ships are about to sail 
at the time he desires the mails to start that may go to the same point 
faster; carrying the mails more safely—that he is deprived of by the 

‘ insertion of the provision under discussion. It embarrasses the good 
administration of the Department. We can, of course, force him to 
obey any law we may pass, however embarrassing or detrimental it 


The weight of our sea-borne mails of all kinds (except such as were 
dispat to Canada) during the year was 1,225,929,130 grams, or 2,705,378 
pounds; of which the weight of letter and post-card mail was 222,267,094 grams, 


or 490,099 pounds, and of printed and other matter 1,004,662,036 grams, or 2,215,- 
28) pounds. Of letter mail— = Š 

Observe what a small percentage of service is now performed by the 
ships we are asked to subsidize by this amendment— 

91.63 per cent. was transatlantic, and but 8.37 per cent was transmitted to the 
countries and adjacent islands of this continent and across the Pacific seas. 

Ninety-one per cent of our mails will be carried independent of this 
subsidy by other ships where we have no American lines, and they will 
be carried for less that $300,000 while we are to pay $800,000 to carry 
the other 8 per cent. and deprive the Department of the right to use 
any of the ships of other nations thatare going to the same ports, though 
as I said they might go faster, do the business better, and at one-fourth 
of the cost. The Postmaster-General continues: 

Thetotal cost of the service by carriers directly employed was $351,903.24, of 
which $270,908.72 were paid for transatlantic, $22,124.44 for trans-Pacific, and $38,- 
870.08 for the American continental So far as can be stated from ad- 
justments made, the charges of foreign postaladministrations for carrying our 
mails during the year amount to $104,797.80. . 

I do not care to read all the argument. It is conclusive against the 
whole subsidy system so far as mails are concerned, from a business 
standpoint. The Postmaster-General proceeds to speak of the contro- 
versy he had with the subsidized companies in regard to the disposition 
of the money that wasappropriated last year. He states it better than 


A statement, compiled in the office of the foreign mails, shows the total miles 
ha expected to be sailed thi all American 
s compensation 


must either have made choice of certain routes, whose total mileage would have 
demanded no more than the limited sum, and, by ostentatiously callin; 
advertisement for a competition which could not come, have distributed 
whole bounty to the m, entirely excluding the others; or else have so 
its advertisements to meet the circumstances of the only possible bid- 
that, by concerted understanding with all American companies, or such as 


eo Leper. chose to give the money to,contracts might have been made 
Saas te heh Shek ee erole ATACA would be divided between 
em. 
The first method of ron cng g bonege Se a have been partialand unjust, 


are it may be affirmed, which ean Ameri- 
can line the right to be so greatly that should be paid the full bounty 
while others should receive none. And to have so administered the authority 


y and justifiably have refused 
to the Government. 

may be reason to think that the Government ought to award these com- 
panies riro Seong mie of compensation, not depe: on their varying 
mileage 50 m ae aao onae ae ; but no la or means to 
discriminate between them is affi by the statute, which requires the con- 
tract, if advertised for, to be let to the lowest responsible bidder. - 

The o to the first plan of administering the authority being obviously 
insuperable, it was intimated to the Department that it might expect all the 
companies to conform their bids to such limitation as should be su; ed as 
necessary, if the advertisements for proposals were adapted to that end, 

They were willing, in other words, to arrange among themselves to 
take the money; they did not care how, so they got it; they would see 
that it was put in proper shape so that they could divide it, and not 
quarrel over it, and not do any work to earn it either. Their friends 
in Congress had given it to them and they wanted it. Again he says: 

But the act unmistakably contemplated by its terms that the Government 
should secure the gain of competition wherever possible among bidders. The 
two routes already mentioned afforded the opportunity. Yet,if the law were 

ursued and a contract were awarded to either of the companies on the trans- 

ciñe route, and another to either of those plying between New York and Ha- 
yana, both public injury and private injustice would have wrought, because 
the rang Bang ear weed ae service on come. on each —- when 

at 0! 
ave teen ¢ aiot a ohave of tien DORMY. to which its wan enw ‘entitled nthe 
other, This constituted in itself so grave an o! ion to any employment of 
the authority of the act as to render it of doubtful expediency, a proof of which 
lies in the usages of the transatlantic carriage, where the best service is gained 
by employing at will the swiftest ship among those ready to sail at any time 
when mail is to be dispatched, no special contracts being made. 

That is what the President and the Post-Office Department desire; 
that is what good administration requires; that is what all men corre- 
sponding with each other desire. Telegraphs and telephones and every 
means of expediting communication are now sought for with avidity. 
The fastest trains and the safest and cheapest lines are what the people 
demand. The Government is only acting as the agent of individual 
men in forwarding their mailto further their interests and promote 
theirenterprises. The people have aright to demand thatall the means 
which are available in the hands of their trustee, the head of the Post- 
Office Department, shall be put in use to give them those facilities. They 
pay the money to have the service rendered. At the low rate of post- 
age we charge now fifty millions are paid by the people for serv- 
ice. I deny the legitimate right of Congress—I admit the power b 
deny the right—to deprive‘men who are engaged in commerce or trade, 
or even in social intercourse, to have their mails lie at any port when 
a ship is ready to take them, a safe ship and a fast ship, at a low rate, 
until a subsidized vessel can get ready to go, for no better reason than 
that her proprietors may get an unreasonable subsidy and the people 
be deprived of the benefit of the fastest and the best service. That is 
not just. That is class legislation; that is the worst sort of discrimi- 
nation. It isa bounty paid out of the Treasury from money coerced from 
the tax-payers of the country, who are interested and desire their letters 
to go, as they have a right to insist they shall if Congress will allow 
their agents to perform their duties faithfally, in the quickest and safest 
way, and our officials avow they desire to do it in that way. 

I read again from the report of the Postmaster-General: 

A proof of which— 

All I have said— ¢ 

A f of which lies in thi of the transatlantic here the best 
serviss S aetakse by kanio ig of will the swiftest AO wp n ipm ready to 
sail atany time when mailisto be dispatched, no 

To obviate this obstacle lying in the path of 
further suggestion came that two contracts should be 
routes, one suited to the conveniences of each company, and the advertisements 
be accordingly framed tosolicit proposals for stated ngs, such as were habit- 
ually made by these lines, Thus, between New York and Havana, as one com- 
pany regularly sails on Thursday and the other on Saturday, one advertisement 
ren te invite proposals to contract for a Thursday departure, another for a Sat- 
w y. 

That would have been a nice one-sided agreement, no competition 
possible for Thursday, no competition possible for Saturday. It was 
an easy way of dividing the bounty between them and violating the 
law by having no competition at all, that is what the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral was abused in the newspapers for not agreeing todo. He adds: 


To warrant such a procedure thig act must be read as directing the Depart- 
ment to distribute $100,000 amohg American steamship com ies in return for 
their carrying the mails, in such manner as it might deem fairest between them, 
and most ingeniously evasive of its written purpose to secure competition and 
award the contract to the lowest bidder. 


That is a fair statement of the case. 


There were objections to this course other than the indicated one of indecent 
abuse of power granted the head of a Department for one purpose, that it might 
be PAA tA for another, 


That is what this Rieger A seoianpiishas; accreted ope for 
one purpose, the purpose pro: y being to facilitate mails, when in 
fact it is detrimental to that service, in order that it may be available 
foranother, and that other is without consideration or benefit to anybody > 
to put the money into the pockets ofa few men ora few corporations who 
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are sailing American-built ships with amonopoly ofour great coastwise 

. trade, given to them as a bounty for building them. 

Again I quote: 
well be do 


It may ubted whether some of the companies would have as- 
sented to the unfair rule of division 


proposed—whereby they who carried the 

heavy and important mails took ratably more than they w) services were 
y “eran TOA SINDT O IEA OO cree O 

devise another to escape the practical inconveniences of ution 


That illustrates how hollow the pretense is that the pay is to be 
given for mailservice. One might have a thousand letters and another 
ten letters, still the pay would be the same, the object being bounty, 
An equal division to be made or a quarrel would ensue; therefore, 
in all their itions they were willing to consent to a division of 
the fe regardless of service. : 

I not care to occupy so much time in reading; the Postmaster- 
General shows that’ Hon. James Campbell, then Pi eral 
in a report made to Congress in 1856, showed that he had a very broad 
general authority given to him by the act of March 3, 1845, yet that 
it was so plain that it ought not to be exercised and would have been 
so detrimental to the good of the postal service if enforced that he and 
all his predecessors had refused to exercise it, 

Presumably— 

Says the Postmaster-General in another place— 
it posed additional ight beco! ecessary to th = 
Age na egys Inve tal hoon sepenions oes ao tery ie emietaiod 
to spend this appropriation needlessly more another. As withevery such 
grant of muney for the public use, the true mandate of this law to its executive 
officer is plain; to honestly use so much of the sum provided as shall be reason- 
ably necessary and may rightly used to poaa the transportation of the 

ls, and no more. At that point the law bids him to stop, not enlarge, ex- 
Ry ane thes Auty ta more imperatively imposed than the latter; none more 

The true rule seems to be that the Department ought, when the Congress sub- 
mits the question to its discretion, to pay such reasonable price to ils carriers 
as, in fair dealing between them and the people, shall y recompense their 
service, in view of its nature and the cost and burden of their performance of it. 

Accordingly inquiry was carefully to ascertain what is a just com- 
pensation to our mail-carriers by sea, and whether it could be paid under the 

pre-existing powers of the Department. Tables are annexed which show the 

asiiiess done by each American steamship line for the poen service durin: 
the past year, the weight of mail carried vessel, the price paid, an 
what it would have been at the full rates on the same line for freights, 
what at parcel-dispatch rates, and what if the sea and inland postage had n 
paid. Other tables show the similar features of the transatlantic lines, 

If I do not forget it I propose to show that the Postmaster-General 
made the proposition to give these American com both the sea 
and inland postages, which under the law he had a right todo, but the 
companies refused to receive them and refused to carry our mails after 
having induced us to repeal the law that required them to carry all 
mails offered. Foreign ships can only get the sea postages, Both sea 
and inland were offered the American lines; they refused to take them 
in order to demand this subsidy. They cembined against their own 
country, hoping that it could not get mail service rendered at all unless 
they were subsidized. I will read one mere extract from the report: 


It will be seen at once from the accompanying tables that if the A peau of 


weight of 
the transatlantic mails carried from New York last year by eight lines of Shipa 
to carriers $270,157.63 


was 2,194,066 pounds, and at sea yielded @ .63, the 
compensation varying from $2,854.39 for the most profitable trip to 19 cents for 
the lightest, and ave ing $609.36 per trip the i was over 
thirty-four times what the same weight of freight would have been tra: 

for, and nearly four times for matter of the same 
quantity; and these rates increase in disproportion on the better trips on which, 


lower rates, if it were desirable to forego frequency of transmission and employ 
but one or two lines instead of all. 

The American lines have received a less compensation in amount only because 
the mails they carried have been so small in quantity.. But 8.37 cent, of our 
foreign letter mails last islands of this 
continent and across the ific seas, and notso much by all the American steam- 
ships. To some American lines the rate of payment been greater than sea 

age. To all but three the compensation has been more than would have 
pcen demanded by them for the same matter carried for individuals at express 
rates; and in the excepted three cases but a little less, Altogetherthe Govern- 
ment paid them nearly one-third more than a private would have found 
n to procure the same transportation; and the carriers generally re- 
ceived more uniary advantage than is represented by the payments made 
them by the Government. $ 

The companies have been in existence for years as common carriers, with a 
view to the gains of that business, not primarily as Government carriers; and 
have been employed by the Government in the same general manner as by other 
shippers, to transport such matter as it offered at such times and to ports 
as the vessel sailed in the regular pursuit of their business, no regulations as to 
speed, pear © times of departure orarrival, or otherwise, being imposed. No 
greater service is now desired of them, or necessary, 


Observe the difference in the obligations and liabilities imposed upon 
the ships that are employed in the coastwise trade carrying our mails, 
They have to run on schedule time; they have to land and deliver mails 
at the different post-offices whether they have other business or not; of 
course, their compensation has to be higher than that of ocean ships 
in order to pay their expenses; first, because they have torun on sched- 
ule time; next, because they are subject to all the penalties of stage- 
coaches for delay in making mail delivery unless they can convince the 
Department that they were not in fault whenever there is a failure. 
They must run whether they have freight or not; they are part of our 
domestic mail system, but where the mails are sent for which this sub- 


was sent to all the countries an 


sidy is proposed, they go on ships that start when they please and land 


when they please, They are under no obligations to deliver mails on 

any schedule time or render us any service exceptas incidental to their 

other business; they carry it to suit themselves. 

eon ONONE Will it iy the emia if I ask him papas 
ere is any such requirement on foreign ships that might carry the same 

mails after they leave our shores? ene 

Mr. BECK. I did not hear distinctly. 5 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator says there is no obligation on these 
American vessels going to these points to run on any schedule time or 
to land in any particular manner. Is there any such requirement on 
foreign ships that might carry the same mails after they left our shores? 

Mr. BECK. None. 

Mr. CONGER. So that there is no difference in that respect? 

Mr. BECK. The foreign ships are now carrying the mails for the 
Sea postage alone; but the Postmaster-General is willing, and I think 
everybody elsg is willing, not only to give the American ship the sea 
postage but to give it the inland as well, which in many cases 
more than doubles the sea postage for doing precisely what the foreign 
ship now does for sea postage only. -But this amendment which we 
are considering proposes to pay $800,000 a year, regardless of the value 
of the service rendered, for five years for carrying 8 percent. of our for- 
eign mails, whereas the foreign ships and such American ships as are 
now paid the sea postage across the Atlantic are carrying 91 per cent. of 
our mails for about $300,000. That is what I object to. 

Mr. CONGER. If the argument of the Senator as to schedule time 
and the requirement to land and deliver mails at particular points is 
worth anything as to the kind of service rendered, the objection is just 
as great against the present service in foreign ships as it would be in 
American ships. 

_ Mr. BECK. Certainly. j 

Mr. CONGER. * Therefore the ent drops. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no. Perhaps I did not make myself clear. It is 
one thing to pay $300,000 to haye 91 per cent. of our work done, and 
another and a very different thing to pay $800,000 to have 8 percent. 
of like work done. If the ships that want to get $800,000 for 8 per 
cent, of the work can show that they are under more obligation to land 
and must make schedule time or do else; in short, if it can 
be shown that those ships are under obligation to do other service than 
those carrying 91 per cent. for $300,000, there might be some pretense 
for the subsidy. Surely if they fail to show something as an excuse 
for emfra compensation they ought not to be paid $800,000 for 8 per 
cent. of our mail service when 91 percent, is done for $300,000. 

So much that is misleading has been always said in the debates on this 
subject in regard to the high prices paid to the steamship lines that 
carry our domestic mails as compared even with the subsidy now pro- 
posed that when the Senator from Michigan asked me the question he 
did I was not making any contrast between American ships and foreign 
ships on the high seas; I was trying to show that as between American 
ships on the high seas, that had no schedule time, no obligations, no 
penalties or forfeitures for failures, that they were not entitled to any- 
thing like the same amount of compensation as steamers on the great 
lakes and rivers of the country or in the coastwise trade which carry our 
mails, because in our interior service and our coastwise service they 
haye to run on schedule time, freight or no freight, in all sorts of 
weather, and are fined and punished if they do not come up to all the 
Post-Office requirements, no part of which penalty is imposed on ocean 
steamers, whether foreign or domestic. That was the thought I was 
trying to impress upon tors. The ocean steamer is not obliged to 
go until she is ready and has her cargo. She goes as a freight carrier, 
while the other goes as a mail carrier whether she has freight or not, 
and must of course be paid for the risks she takes by our order as well 
as for the work she does. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator has said that he is willing to pay more 
to the American ship for carrying the mail than the sea-postage. 

Mr. BECK. Yes. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The amount in this bill is no more than the excess 
of receipts for the sea service and the land service of that mail; it is 
confined to that, as I understand. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; it pays for the mail whether they carry 
one letter or a thousand letters. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not mean on that particular boat, but I mean 
in the aggregate service of the foreign mails. 

Mr. BECK. I think it does very much. The law, until it was rẹ- 
poned afew years ago by the clamor of the steamship companies, re- 
quired— 

The master of any vessel of the United States, bound from any port therein to 
sar foreign port, or from any foreign portto any port of the United States, shall, 
before clearance, receive on and securely convey all such mails as the 
Post-Office Department, or any diplomatic or consular officer of the United States 
abroad, shall offer; and he shall promptly deliver the same, on arriving at the 
port of destination, to the proper officer, for which he shall receive 2 cents for 


every letter so vered; and upon the entry of every such vessel returning 
from any foreign port the master thereof shall make oath that he has promptly 


delivered all the mail placed ard said vessel before clearance from the 


on bo: 
United States; and if he shall fail to make such oath the vessel shall not be en- 
aran ten) the privileges of a vessel of the United States. (Section 3976, Revised 
a! 
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Section 4009 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 


For transporting the mail between the United States and any foreign port, or 
between ports of the United States touching at a foreign port, the Postmaster- 
General may allow as compensation, if by a United States steamship, any sum 
not exceeding the sea and United States inland postage; and if by a forei 
steamship or by a sailing vessel, any sum not exceeding the sea-postage, on the 
mail so transported. 


When this controversy arose between the Postmaster-General and 
these companies he offered to pay them both the sea and the inland 
postage; and in his report is a table showing what that would be. It 
makes ye fair, indeed quite large, compensation for the carrying of 
our ma’ 

After they had the law repealed they thought they could compel the 
Postmaster-General to do whatever they pleased, therefore they de- 
manded the whole’subsidy, refused to receive the mail, rejecting the 
offer of sea and inland postage thus offered. 

The Postmaster-General says: 

Rejecting the offer of sea and inland Postage: the several com 
except the United States and Brazil Mail Steamship Company, re! 
afterthe Ist of August last to carry other mails than such as were dispatched to 
those countries with which they had made contracts requiring the service. 

The report shows how they tried to prevent him from having the mail 
carried at all, indeed their whole conduct shows that they had not only 
no regard for the interests of the people or the good of the service, but 
were actuated by such selfish, sordid considerations that they are not en- 
titled either to bounties, subsides, or anything beyond what the service 
they render is worth. 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock havingarrived it is theduty of the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 1532) to regulate 
commerce, > 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be informally 
laid aside in order that the consideration of the appropriation bill may 
be continued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion? 
The Chair hears noobjection. Thespecial order will be informally laid 
aside and the Post-Office appropriation bill continued. 

Mr. BECK. I find I am taking longer time than I expected. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwish to call the Senator’s attention to one thing. He 

says the Postmaster-General was entirely willing to pay the sea and 
inland postage, which was 5 cents, and he knew of no one who was un- 
willing to allow that. I call his attention to the appropriation bill he 
is considering as it came from the House, that instead of approp@ting, 
as the Postmaster-General agreed might be appropriated, $425,000, which 
would be the amount required for sea and inland postage, it only ap- 
propriated $375,000, That is distinctly refusing to pay the sea and in- 
Jand postages. 
Mr. BECK. I understand from the information I have that a sub- 
sequent estimate reduced it to $375,000, and now I am told by a gen- 
tleman who knows that to be the fact. It was reduced by a subsequent 
estimate down to the amount which the House appropriated. That 
includes the sea and inland postage. - 

Mr. President, the details I have gone over will, I hope, enable Sen- 
ators to understand the question at issue; that is all I expected or de- 
sired todo when I rose. Liberal appropriations have been made by the 
House for mail service. The bill came here as clean as ever an appropri- 
ation bill came from one house to another; free of everything, except 
what the ‘service required; and when, after a long struggle in both 
Houses, we had at last, by agreement, yielded the point that appropri- 
ation bills should no longer be encumbered with legislation for purposes 
outside of what was intended by the bill, and when the President of 
the United States in his annual message and the Postmaster-General 
in his report have protested against this subsidy being tacked on this 
bill, and when, under our own rules, we have no right to do more than 
appropriate to carry out existing laws, I am surprised that a proposi- 
tion is now made not only to set aside existing law, but to give to ships 
of a certain character for five years rights that they have not now, and 
are clearly not entitled to, thus increasing the appropriation far beyond 
the demands of the head of the Department, and beyond what he says 
he can fairly use. I insist that it is not wise, in the face of all these 
facts, to throw into this bill such a fire-brand. The House of Repre- 
sentatives struggled with it before, if I may speak of what occurred in 
a Congress now dead. They struggled against it to the very last day 
of the last Congress; and it was only when an extra session of Congress 
was inevitable, unless it was agreed to, that they yielded; and when 
the money wasso given the Postmaster-General, in a full report, stating 
fairly all his reasons and all the facts, many of which I have just read, 
shows that he can not execute it either wisely or beneficially, to renew 
it now in a form extending for five years, instead of applying the lim- 
itations to one year, as the present law did, is not only new legislation, 
but unwise legislation. I have no desire to discuss it further. 

Mr. FRYE. May I call the Senator’s attention to one thing? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly, anything. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senatortwo or three times, with a great deal of em- 
phasis, has stated that the President of the United States and the Post- 


ies named, 


master-Geaeral have indicated very decidedly their wishes in this | P 


regard, and that the administration itself would be a good deal dis- 


turbed in the execution of its duties if Congress should do this thing. 
I call his attention to the fact that the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, by message, both of them, insisted 
that the coinage of the’silver dollar should be stopped; and yet the 
Senator from Kentucky with infinitely greater emphasis then thannow 
insisted in a very able speech, that was in demand all over the country, 
that the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury were entirely wrong in advising Congress to stop the coinage of the 
silver dollar. 

Mr. BECK. Idid. That wasa matter of public policy about which 
men may well differ, about which Democrats differ, about which Re- 
publicans differ. I think I have the support of quite a number of Re- 
publican gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber on that question. 
I know there are gentlemen on thisside whodo not. But that was not 
providing for the carrying on of the work of any Department of this 
Government. That was a matter that will come up fairly on a report 
from the Finance Committee, as this matter will come up fairly when 
the Commi on Commerce presents it. The Senator from Maine pre- 
sented it last year, when he had his bill up to regulate commerce and 
relieve the burdens of ships, I discussed it then and will discuss it 
with him again if he likes; but now weare dealing with an annual ap- 
propriation bill to enable the Postmaster-General for the next fiscal 
year to carry on the machinery provided by law, and what my differ- 
ence of opinion with the President or anybody else in rd to the 
wisdom or the unwisdom of stopping the coinage of the silver dollar 
has to do with a question of the administration of the Post-Office De- 
partment and making an appropriation for it for the next fiscal year I 
can not see. It will be perfectly proper for me to differ with the Sen- 
ator from Maine when he brings up a bill to regulate commerce. He 
may insist on subsidizing ship-yards for the purpose of building ships 
on the Delaware or anywhere else in this country. I may think that is 
notthebest plan. Wemayhonestlydiffer. The Presidentof the United 
States may for aught I know be opposed to-day to allowing our people 
to buy ships abroad. I think, as at present advised, that it would be 
the part of wisdom to allow them to doit. The Postmaster-General 
may think the same way. That has nothing to do with this question, 
nor am I any less a Democrat or the Senator any less a Republican be- 
cause he differs from someof his Republican brethren, and I differ with 
some of my Democratic brethren about the silver question or other 
great public questions. I am with the President on this question. I 
think he is right on this proposition, and right on this labor question, 
though the Senator on yesterday sneered at his views on that subject. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the President condemn the policy, or did I un- 
derstand thatone of the grounds of complaint was that the amount ap- 
propriated last year was not sufliciently large? 

Mr. BECK. In dealing with appropriations for the Post-Office De- 
partment I understand the President to insist that matters pertaining 
to trade and commerce can not legitimately be considered and fastened 
upon a Department whose duty it is to provide only for the carrying of 
the mails; and that any provision which seeks to limit the right of the 
Postmaster-General to any particular class of vessels is injudicious and 
injurious to the service, and that the money now asked to be appro- 
priated is sought to be given for other purposes foreign to the mail serv- 
ice. That is what I gather from the President’s message and the report 
of the Postmaster-General. , 

Mr. EUSTIS. I think that as far back as 1845, when the first steam- 
ship line was subsidized by this Government, that very question came 
up as to the Department of the Government that had charge of this 
subject; and after putting it under the charge of the Navy Department 
for several years, after the steam lines had been subsidized at different 
times, there was a report made to this body stating that that position 
which had been taken was a false position, and that the only correct 
position that could be taken was that taken by all other governments, 
and that was to transfer this service to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BECK. I have no document before me bearing upon that ex- 
cept one. ‘The Hon. James Campbell was postmaster-Genetal in 1856, 
and I have a portion of his report bearing upon that question, which 
reads thus: 

By the aetof the 3d of March, 1845, the Postmaster-General is authorized, under 
the restrictions and provisions of the existing laws, to contract for the tra: r- 
tation of the mails of the United States between any of the ports of the United 
States and a port or ports of any foreign power whenever, in his opinion, the 
public interest will thereby be promoted, It is made his duty to report to the 
next ensuing Congress a copy of each of these contracts, with a statement of the 
amount of postage deri under the same. These contracts must be made 
with citizens of the United States, the mail carried in American vessels by Amer- 
ican citizens, and the contracts may be made fora term not exceeding ten years, 
and must contain stipulations reserving the right to the two Houses of Congress 
to terminate them at any time by a joint resolution. The power given by this 
act is one under which large expenditures involving millions could be created, 


ae neither of my predecessors nor myself has ever used the authority thus 
ven. 


That was from 1845 to 1856. 3 


Believing that Congress should reserve to itself the right to say to how neay 
and to what fo ports the mails of the United States should be transported, 


and the amount of money which should be expended for that purpose, I would 
recommend the repeal of so much of this act as confers this great power on the 
'ostmaster-Gen 


e 
For eleven years the power was not used, and Mr. Campbell recom- 
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mended its repeal as a power that ought not to be lodged in the'Post- 
master-General 


Mr. EUSTIS. How have those contracts been made? 

Mr. BECK. ‘They have all been made under the postal service, and 
casi Feet brought no increase of trade anywhere; they have brought 
nothing but scandal to everybody connected with them from the Pacific 
Mail, which stunk in the nostrils of all men as everybody knows who 
was then connected with it. ‘The money only went into the pockets of 
a few men who raised a clamor about American ships and the flag as is 
being done now and a few lobbyists who hung around the doors of Con- 
gress to get it through. That has been the experience with all subsi- 
dies, Now the Department, the President, and all disinterested men 
who want to carry on the post-office business free from scandal and ex- 
traneous considerations desire to keep clear of a repetition of such 
things. . 

The Senator from Louisiana must see, he is too good a lawyer not to 
see, that this is an attempt to ingraft legislation on an appropriation 
bill and to impose it, not in the interest of the postal service, for an- 
other and a different purpose which the Postmaster-General ought not 
to be required to meddle with. I have not had the pleasure of reading 
the speech made on yesterday by the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB]; 
I see by the Recorp that it is withheld for revision; but in his speech 
as rted in the National Republican he made use of some remarks 
which indicate that his purpose at least as the manager of this bill is 

not looking to the carrying of letters in making this amendment nor 
to the postal service; he is in this indirect way seeking to build up and 
extend the commerce of the country, I read his language as reported 
in.the Republican: ° 

The proposed amendment was intended as a step toward doing for American 
commerce with foreign countries what we had been dofmg for the internal com- 
merce in the facilities for mail communication. 

Mr. Beck said his objection to the amendment was that it looked to crippling 
our postal facilities er than advancing them. In our inland mail transpor- 
tation we looked only to the cca yn of getting the best service. We did not 
care w. er the wagon in which it was carried was’ built in New Jersey or in 
Paris. This amendment :sought to pay American ships, that might take twice 
as long to deliver the mails as other ships might take. Our laws took no cog- 
nizance of the place where our mail wagons were built. 

Mr, PLUMB cared a good deal where the wagons were built. He would have 
them all built in America. He would haye every instrumentality of American 
ambition and effort made in America. Referring to our foreign commerce, 
Mr. PLUMB said we had given up the trade of Mexico to Germany and Great 
Britain. We had refused to meet half way the republics of South America, and 
even the colonies of Great Britain in the same direction. 

He proceeded to show how we had squandered about a million and 
a half in the New Orleans Exposition, how welad thrown away money 
on the Eads jetties, how we were about to spend four or five million 
dollars more for the Mississippi River, how we were building libraries 
and doing a great many other things. I only desire to say to him that 
while he and I may differ as to the means he will not go one step fur- 
ther than I will in endeavoring to build up American commerce. I 
I will try to do it’in the best way as I understand it. He and I ob- 
viously differ as to the best method. Both of us, living in the West, 
know the importance to our people of cheap transportation to foreign 
markets. Everybody understands-that a ship is but a big wagon, an 
extension of a railway, a vehicle to haul commerce, and we all under- 
stand that the cheaper the exporter can buy that vehicle, whether it is 
in the form of a ship, a locomotive, or a railway car or any other means 
of conveyance, to get what is raised in the t countries from which 
he and I come the better it is for our saints: boobies the wheat, the 
cattle, and the hogs of the West have to go to London or Liverpool, to 
Paris or Berlin, somewhere abroad to find a market. The man who 
buys in competition with others must always make this calculation: 
What will it cost to get the merchandise from Kansas or Kentucky to 
the seaboard; what will it cost to carry it from New York to Liverpool 
or London; what will be the commissions, the insurance, the interest, 
and what will be a reasonable profit? All these sums he has to take 
out of the foreign market price before he can know what the wheat, the 
hogs, or the*tattle of our country are worth at home. We only get 
what remains after all charges are deducted. Therefore the cheaper 

rtation can be made the more our people get for their produce. 
If aship to haul it over the ocean can be bought for $200,000 at one 
point that would cost $300,000 at another, there is just that much less 
expense to be deducted out of the price of the crops that have to be 
hauled by it. > 
. Mr.PLUMP. IasktheSenator from Kentucky atthat point whether 
he does not think it would be an element in the cheapening of the cost 
of rtation to shorten the haul to market, and therefore if it would 
not be better for the American farmer living in Kentucky and Kansas 
to have the man who makes his wagons and the man who makes his 
ships and the railroads and so on, live a little nearer to the point where 
he raises his grain that he has to ship so as to save him the cost of ship- 
ment to a foreign market? 

Mr. BECK. Ido; and if it were possible for that to be done I desire 
to see it done; butit is becoming more and more impossible every day. 
We occupy a continent greater and far more productive than all Europe. 
Congress has given away to railroads almost as much territory as there 
is in the thirteen States which secured American Independence, and we 
have given to every man in Europe, Asia, Africa, or America who is 


willing to take it, along those great lines, homesteads and pre-emptions 
of say 160 acres each, until we have induced more people to come from 
Europe in the last twelve years than there were human beings, Indians 
excepted, on this continent when John Adams was inaugurated as Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Through the industry of these people, added to the industry, intelli- 
gence, and energy of our native population, whose increase has been 
almost marvelous, the capacity for production has become so great and 
the necessities for the hauling of freight by railroads and every other 
means of transportation has become so urgent and immense, and com- 
petition has made hauling so cheap that the agricultural products of 
this country are so enormous that fifty-six million people can not con- 
sume them, can not begin to consume them, they are obliged to go 
abroad. Instead of there being more men to feed, as productions in- 
crease the inventions for labor saying made every day in every branch 
of industry in this country by substituting machinery for human mus- 
cle are rapidly diminishing the number of mouths that’ formerly had 
to be fed from the products of the farms. ‘The calculations now made 
by the best informed men is that in New England now in the great 
manufacturing establishments seven people are doing the work that 
thirty years ago it required seventy people to do, and this condition 
is not confined to manufactures or to the East, I have been on the 
prairies of the great West, in Dakota for instance, frequently in the 
last few years. I saw one hundred machines cutting wheat with self- 
binders attached, each one of those binders doing the work of six men, 
on one farm. 

The self-binding attachment alone saved Mr. Dalrymple from hiring 
and feeding six hundred meneveryday. Machinery is doing the work 
now everywhere and in every business. The products of the farm have 
become so great, mainly by reason of the power of the machinery that 
is used, that they can not be consumed by the people at home, and the 
power of the manufacturing machinery of this country has become so 
great, being estimated as equal to all the human labor in the worl 
that there are not months enough required in the making of what 
our people can use to consume anything like all the agricultural prod- 
ucts we are compelled to produce. Hence it is that we are obliged to go 
abroad with our produce. Out of thesix or seven hundred millions of 
exports that go every year to foreign countries all but about 16 per cent. 
are agricultural products. The wheat, the pork, the catile, the provis- 
ions, the butter, everything that the farmer produces, goes, and the for- 
eign-market price regulates the price not only of what goes there, but 
of the whole home product. The surplus is so great that we can not 
control our own market prices. Therefore we are compelled to send it 
abroad, and when we. sell abroad we have to sell in competition with 
any so-called pauper in the world who offers the same thing in the same 
market. There can be no protection there, no protection on the high 
seas, no protection after the ships leave our shores. - 

That is the trouble with the theory of the Senator, and these condi- 
tions show clearly the distinction between a ship engaged in the foreign 
trade and instrumentalities used in domestic commerce. Yet we allow 
the farmer of the West to buy his wagon in London if he wants to; we 
allow the man who wants to buy a locomotive to run on an American 
railway to buy it anywhere abroad if he chooses. Perhaps half the 
machinery in New England now engaged in the production of -highest 
quality of fine goods is English, French, or German made machinery; 
indeed, the argument which was made here why we should not reduce 
but increase the tariff on the highest classes of cotton was that 
they had to import their machinery in order to start what they called 
an infant industry. Whether I am right or not as to the quantity of 
machinery now imported, the fact remains that they have the right to 
importit. Nothing is prohibited but ships. Why they should be ex- 
cepted I cannot understand when we have to compete on the high seas 
with all other nations, all of them using ships bought in the cheapest. 
markets. If there is one thing above all others that our people ought 
to be allowed to obtain at the cheapest rate, it is a ship for the foreign 
trade. 

The Senator from Kansas grew cloquent when he spoke about the 
flag. Mr. President, you might with as much propriety hoist the flag 
over your market-wagon as hoistitover yourship, if sentiment is to be 
indulged in. The ship is nothing but a freight or passenger wagon. 
The purchase of a ship is a private enterprise as much as the pur- 
chase of a locomotive; it is not an American public enterprise; it is 
when bought anywhere the private citizen’s property just as the 
wagon is the private property of the man who buysit. There is no 
patriotism in the business. People engaged in private trade, taking 
all the risks themselves, are not considering questions of patriotism any 
more than a national banker when he discounts a note or when he con- 
tracts or expends the currency, or when he makes more money from the 
premium on his bonds by selling them than by taking circulation, is 
caring about the effect it has on the country. He does not buy or sell 
for patriotic purposes, he does what he thinks is best for himself, and 
always does what he thinks will put the most money in his pocket, no 
matter who else is helped or hurt. 

So when a merchant starts his ship on the ocean he has to see to it 
that he gets it as cheap as his riyal. He can not afford to be handi- 
capped by being made to pay 50 per cent. more than his foreign compet- 
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itor pays. Men trade, buy, and sell to make money. All the Gov- 
ernment can do is to see that our own citizens have an equal chance 
with other le. If General Lee, who I suppose was the best be- 
loved man by the people of the South of any man who lived since the 
war or during it, had tried to sell goods in the city of Richmond or 
New Orleans, and General Butler, who did not have much affection 
especially from the women of those cities, had started astore next door 
to him, and had sold his calicoes half a cent a yard cheaper than Gen- 
eral Lee, every woman in tither city would have to General But- 
ler’s store to buy their goods, and they would have been right. That 
is business, Self-interest is what regulates all these things. 

Thereis nothing practical in sentiment about the flag. Wehave trea- 
ties with England, Germany, France, Italy, Sweden, Norway, I believe 
almost every nation except Spain, which contains substantially this 
provision: 

No other or higher rate of duties shall be imposed or collected on vessels of 
Prussia— 

This applies to all vessels of foreign. governments— 


or her dominions whencesoever coming, nor on their howsoever com- 
posed, than is or may be payable on vessels of the United States and their car- 
goes. 


So that Congress can not give our ships any advantage even in our 
own trade, no more tonnage-tax, no more tax on goods imported, no 
other burdens can be imposed upon any foreign ship, or its cargo, than 
we impose upon our own. We have placed every foreigner on per- 
fect equality with our own people, and yet every one of the people of 
those nations with whom we have treaties buy their ships where they 
can buy them cheapest, and they are protected by the flags of their sev- 
eral nationalities. The Frenchman is as proud of his flag as the Sena- 
tor from Kansas is of ours; so is the Italian; sois the German; but their 
pride in their flag never induces them to buy a ship at $300,000 to come 
in competition with a man who has a ship exactly similar to his that 
cost him $200,000. He buys ships as he does goods, where he can buy 
them cheapest, and -he enters into our trade and drives our people out 
of it. The result has been that since’1856-’60, when American ships 
had from 80 to 84 per cent. of our carrying trade and we were getting, up 
to 1860, about $25,000,000 from profits made and the trade of other na- 
tions, we are now reduced to 15 per cent., or 14.60, to be exact, instead 
of 80.84, and we are paying to foreign nations $150,000,000 a year todo 
our hauling, all of which we ought to do ourselves; and all this non- 
sense is kept up by law for fear some pet of Congress will not get a 
chance to build a ship somewhere in this country. It is well known 
that but for the monopoly of the coastwise trade, into which none but 
American-built ships can enter, not half of the few now constructed 
here would be built; we do not build enough to furnish a single steam- 
ship from the great port of New York to cross the Atlantic, with all the 
great commerce that is carried on from our own metropolis. 

Is there any wisdom in that sort of legislation? We allow all other 
nations the right to trade and carry on terms of absolute equality with 
our own people, knowing that they buy their ships wherever they 
please in the cheapest market, and yet we deprive ourown citizens of the 
same right; we force our people out of the trade or compel them to com- 
pete with others handica) to death. AsIsaidon a former occasion, 
it would be as absurd fora Kentucky horseman, because his grand- 
father made his three-year-old colt carry 130 pounds, to put him on 
the race track against a competitor running a colt of the same age 
carrying 70 pounds and expect him’ to win, as to handicap ourselves by 
saying that we alone of all the people engaged in trade shall not be al- 
lowed to buy a cheap ship with which to compete with all the citizens 
of other countries, after giving them the right to trade here on equal 
terms with our own people, knowing, as Congress does, that they all 
buy ships where they please as cheap as they can. That dog-in-the- 
manger policy is what has driven us from the sea, and all the little 
nibbles about postage subsidies to this man or that man or the other 
man as & proposition to build up commerce by bounties and gifts, which 
seem to be relied on by the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from 
Maine, are to my mind worse than useless; not as good as *‘ brown- 
bread pills’’ to fever patients. 

When this bill was argued before, the same suggestions were made 
that are made now, and the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. VEST] replied 
that they were ‘‘insectivorouscompared to the deadly blight which had 
stricken down the merchant marine of the United States.” The Sen- 
ator from Kansas pleads for protection; he istoo intelligent not to know 
that the moment we admit that we need protection we admit that we can 
not sell our products abroad. Nothing can be sold abroad that requires 
protection at home from foreign competition. The very object of pro- 
tection is to prevent other people from coming here and competing with 
us. With our machinery all agree that we can manufacture of every- 
thing in six months all that the people of this country can consume in 
twelve. Whatwe now need is more extended markets; what we want is 
togetabroad withourgoods. Wecanonly get therein the cheapest ships. 
Protection does not protect us any longer. The wall is as high on one 
side as it is on the other; and when the Senator from Kansas says we 
ought to raise it and keep our goods at home and make all we need 
here, the trouble is that with the powerful machinery we have and the 
immense country that we inhabit and the great agricultural produc- 


tions that we are obliged to produce every year, it is impossible for us 
to keep our men employed and raise or dispose of the products we are 
obliged to raise, and sell and have our people prosper. We can no lon- 
ger prosper if we only swap products among ourselves. 

There are one billion five hundred million people in this world. We 
have fifty-five million of them. Our manufactures never go abroad to 
any extent. The Senator from Maine referred to some litile things we 
had produced that were getting out. They do not amount toa bagatelle 
when our capacity to produce and manufacture are considered. Less 
than 10 per cent. of our e: are manufactured goods. Of the prod- 
ucts of our great woolen industries nothing goes abroad unless it be 
something on the Mexican line or on the Canadian border. 

We never can be the great and prosperous people our resources entitle 
us to become, we never shall be developed to anything like the full ex- 
tent of our capacity, until we abandon the policy of manufacturing only 
for our own people, charging them double prices, under Congressional 
dictation. , We can only manufacture for the world when we can go to 
other countries and sell as cheaply as other people sell. Our farmers 
have to do that now. They are compelled to sell in the cheapest mar- 
kets, and they ought to be allowed to buy the cheapest machinery and 
means of transportation, the cheapest wagons, the cheapest lines of rail- 
way, the cheapest ocean freight-carrying ships possible, in order to give 
them a living chance in the competition with others. 

I read last. night the report of the Select Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. It contains a great deal of edifying matter and shows where 
we are drifting and how our farmers are going down. Let me reada 
sentence or two from it. On page 25, under the head of ‘‘ Relations of 
Internal and External Commerce to,Agriculture,’’ the committee pro- 
ceed to say that while for many years up to 1874 we imported more 
than we exported, yet from 1875 to 1884 we had exported more than 
we imported $1,360,480,467. Our exports are increasing every day. 
Thirty years ago we had 6,000 miles of railroad; now we have 121,000 
miles. A few years ago we exported fifteen or twenty million bushels 
of wheat, and now we are exporting nearly 100,000,000 bushels; and this 
condition of things has come about by the rapid development of the 
country, especially of the West, where there is and can be no protection 
to the agricultural interests at least. 

The excess of wheat-growing— - 


Says Mr. J. R. Dodge, theStatistician of the Agricultural Department, 
quoted by the committee— 
The excess of Nelrod. eg bg” J has brought prices to a ruinous point, when 


sound grain can be bought in Dakota for 40 cents, and again, in London for $1. 
Itis down close to India rates. A ” i > 


It is true that our production has advanced with wonderful strides. While 
population doubled in twenty-seven years the wheat area doubled in fifteen ; 
there were four million in 1880 and but two million in 1860, The maize 
crop of one year is equal to the product of four years in Euròpe. The supply 
of wheat Bs capita was only 4.33 bushels in 1849, 5.5 in 1859, 7.46 in 1869, and 9.2 
in 1879. We might produce 20 bushels per capita, but it would be folly to do it. 
The area in wheat is now ,000 acres, and 12,000,000 acres are cultivated in 
excess of the wants of the country, the produce of which must be sold abroad, 
mainly in E pe in egy Roe withthe graw of Russia, of South A merica 
of Australia, and of India. Itissent1,500 miles by land and 3,500 miles by sea, and 
from California more tban half round the world, to compete with the half-civil- 
ized fellahs of Egypt and the slavish ryots of India. It is a competition un- 
worthy of American freemen, and utterly unnecessary, being caused by bad 
calculation in the distribution of crop areas, 


There it is. ‘Stop!’ say the protectionists, ‘“‘do not compete 
with paupers; raise only what will feed the manufacturers at home.” 
Manufacturers for whom? For the world? No; but manufacturers 
for our own people, who are told to quit raising wheat with which 
alone they can pay for the clothes that cover their backs; and when 
they do buy from manufacturers at home they are required by law to 
pay 75 per cent. more for every blanket and every particle of woolen 

that the poor man wears than any so-called pauper in Europe 
pays for like articles; and an average of 46 per cent. upon everything 
that a man eats, drinks, wears, or smells. The committee go on, after 
giving a good deal more of the same sort of advice, and say: 

So the outlook is not good for the United States to ship breadstuffs in unlim- 
ited quantities throughout the civilized world, and the principal markets, both 
for bread and meat, must henceforth be sought at home. 

Sought at home! We were told yesterday, jumping from one thing 
to another, and I believe we were told it in absolute good faith, because 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer] believes everything he says, and 
his statement will go to the country as a fact— 

We imported last year from Great Britain $37,000,000 worth of cotton goods, 
and we raised thecotton here, Every single dollar's worth of those thirty-seven 
millions could_just as well have been made in the United States of America as 
in Europe, and if they had been one hundred thousand of these men out of work 
would not have been idle. 

In 1883 you forced us to reduce the duties on those goods from 16 to 33 per 
per cent., and an increased importation followed. 

That last statement amazed me. 

He stated how much we had reduced the tariff on woolen goods, and 
how much on other goods. I confess I was astonished. I thought I 


_knew that could not be true. I turned to the tables in the official re- 


ports, and I found that instead of there being a reduction on these 
goods, Mr. Nimmo, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, whose duty it was 
to advise Congress in regard to these matters, on the 10th of March, 
1884, furnished a table in which he showed that under the old tariff 
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the average ad valorem on all manufactures of cotton was 37 per cent., 
and under the tariff of 1883, by which the Senator said we reduced 
from 16 to 33 per cent., it was about 40 per cent., an increase of 24.06 
pk, and in regard to woolen goods, which under the tariff before 

h, 1883, was 66 per cent., it was increased to 68 per cent., or an 
increase of 2.17 per cent. I then turned, for fear there might have 
been a change since that time, to the report of the Bureau of Statistics 
that was sent to us the other day in regard to im merchandise, 
and I found that theaverage duties on cotton goods, that the Senator from 
Maine said had been reduced from 16 to 30 per cent., were higher now 
than they had been since 1867. The only cotton goods that were re- 
duced were articles that were not manufactured in New England, but 
articles that were manufactured in the Southern States. An increase 
is made on the finer goods, such as knit stockings, hose, lace, and all 
that character of goods which New England considered as yet an infant 
industry of hers. 

The average is 40 per cent. ad valorem on all that class of goods and 
upon laces, insertions, trimmings, on the largest importations of which 
we are now paying 40 per cent. ad valorem, the average being 46 per 
cent. on everything dutiable and 40 per cent. on all cotton goods. Let 
me state here a remarkable fact: The great mass of the people in the 
_ Southern States had been trampled under foot first by war, then by re- 

construction, all their labor was demoralized, yet they had to compete 

under absolute free trade with New England in the manufacture of cot- 
ton goods. ‘That industry inthe East had been built up for more than 
forty years by all the protection that tariffs could give it, with the best 
machinery, with men competent to manage almost twice as many spin- 
dies as the negro or untrained man of the South could operate, yet the 
Southern people, because the raw materials were closer to them, because 
the climate was better, because they did not have to lay up so much 
for hard winters, and because of many other conditions favorable to 
them, those people in the South thus demoralized in their labor, thus 
unprotected, with absolute free trade between New England and Georgia, 
have built up their cotton-mills until the New England people do not 
care now what tariff there is on coarser cottons, The South has taken 
that trade from them by fair, freecompetition. Perhapsto that extent 
the statement of the Senator from Maine may have beencorrect. There 
may haye been heavy reductions in that class of goods, but upon the 
average of cotton goods the increase was 2} per cent. under the last 
tariff instead of a reduction of 16 to 33 per cent., asthe Senator stated 
yesterday. 

Mr. FRYE. Has not-the Senator heard that explained in the Sen- 
ate several times, that the increased ad valorem was caused by reason 

_ of the decrease in the price of the goods? 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps. 

Mr, FRYE. Isit notso? The Arkwright Club is my authority for 
my statement. That is the Jargest cotton mannfacturing club there is 
in the United States, and it is composed of men who know what they 
are talking about. 

Mr. BECK. Yes; butif the Senator will turn to United States stat- 
utes and observe the increased rates imposed, I believe, in the confer- 
ence committee, he will find the tax increased regardless of the present 
price on cotton laces and other fancy articles of cotton; they were in- 
creased by the last tariff law. 

Mr. FRYE. The duty certainly was not increased on lace. 

Mr. BECK. The paragraph will show for itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was not increased on lace in the conference com- 
mittee. ; 

Mr. BECK.. It was increased. Certainly it was not reduced, and 
the statement that any reduction was made is incorrect. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island whether or not 
the duties on cotton goods were lowered? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The duties on the large majority of cotton goods 

rted goods; but on the average of the im- 


produced here were largely reduced. 
Mr. BECK. Onsomeim 

ports they were increased 2} per cent. That was officially shown the 
n year after the act was passed; therefor the Senator’s statement was 

wrong. 

Mr. FRYE. The limitations were on fine ; 

Mr. BECK. Of course; and that is what the friends of the Senator 
from Maine desired. They would not have complained if the imports 
had been of goods that competed with the people down South. 

Mr. FRYE. Instead of increasing any duty, the constant purpose of 
the Democratic party is to decrease duty. Isay the duties on fine goods 
should be so far increased that we should manufacture every yard of 
that cotton cloth and Ince at home. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine is consistent, I admit. 
is his language in regard to the tariff in 1882: 

And yet, sir, right in the teeth of these sayage denunciations— $ 

Speaking of the Democratic party against a protective tariff — 


fidelity to truth compels me to declare that Fam a protectionist from principle. 
If there was no public debt, no interest to pay, no pension-list, no army and 
no navy to support, I still should op free trade and its twin sister, tariff for 
revenue only, and favor protective duties. 


He would put money into the pockets of the men that had the power 
to control the machinery and the labor of this country; he would compel 


This 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


3967 


the men who raise wheat in Dakota at 60 cents a bushel and have to sell 
it in competition with the poorest pauper from Russia when he gets to 
the foreign market to buy his goods at such prices as New England man- 
ufacturers might demand—he would compel him to buy aship at $300,- 
000 that he could buy elsewhere at $200,000, and would not allow him 
to take the money that he got for the wheat, that he thus sold in com- 
petition with pauper labor, to buy clothes for himself and his wife and 
children where he sold his products and could buy what he needed at 
reasonable prices; he would make him bring his money here and pay to 
some New England manufacturer 75 or 100 per cent. more than he had 
been asked abroad forthe same things. If there was no interest on the 
public debt, no army, no navy, no revenue to collect, the man who has 
to sell abroad must be compelled to pay people here whatever they de- 
mand for the articles they had to sell. Thatis the logic of the Senator's 
position. That is his idea of protecting American industry. 

I should like to know why the man in Dakota who sells wheat in 
Europe and has to take it abroad to finda market, why the man in the 
South whose cotton has to go to Liverpool, why the men who send petro- 
leum, cattle, hogs, and everything to the markets of the world and 
must sellin competition with anybody and everybody, if this Govern- 
ment does not need the money, should not be allowed to take the money 
thus obtained from the products of his honest industry and buy in the 
cheapest market what he needs, having been compelled to sell in the 
cheapest market that which he preduces. 

No, says the Senator from Maine, I would not allow them to do it. 
Mr. President, protection does not protect the farmer; protection does 
not protect the producer of goods that must be sold abroad; protection 
does not protect the laborer, because the very moment the manufactur- 
ing establishments that can and do make in six months all that this 
country can consume in a year, and refuse to compete for foreign trade, 
and refuse to manufacture at rates that other people manufacture for, 
who refuse to sell to Mexico, Central America, and the countries of 
South America, in regard to which there is now so much talk of hav- 
ing trade with, when they manufacture as much as we can consume 
at home they encourage strikes, they reduce wages, the laborers protest, 
the manufacturers close the doors, and are glad to close them, and pro- 
duce no more until the necessities of consumption require the surplus 
stock they have on hand to be purchased at their price. In the mean 
time their laborers starve, and they are told “you must not compete 
with paupers.” We are pauperized by this system of protection, and 
the laborers who are made to believe that they are working for their 
own benefit are driven into enforced idleness often for half the year. 
There is no end to the cunning of wealth and greed combined. The 
laborer is compelled to strike, the manufacturer closes the mill and 
waits for a rise in the market in order to sell his goods, while that Ja- 
borer and his family are starving, all to keep up the wages of labor. It 
was only the other day that I saw an account of a meeting held some- 
where inornear Philadelphia, among the producersofcoal. Theyagreed 
to curtail the production of that article and produceonly half as much, 
so as tosellitformore. Whatdidthatmean? Diminished production 
to one-half and starvation to the laborers employed in order to put 
money into the pockets of the employers. But let me return to the 
statement of the Senator from Maine in regard to the last tariff law. 

When you examine the tariff on woolen goods about which the Sena- 
tor from Maine spoke yesterday, I hope gentlemen will investigate the 
figures carefully. The average rate of duty is about 70 per cent. now, 
yet the protectionists want more. Oliver Twist was not more impor- 
tunate in his cry than they are. 

In every instance the highest priced article is always taxed more 
lightly than the poorest and cheapest. The heaviest burden falls upon 
the poor, while it is lightened for the rich. Examine the returns on 
page 100 of the annual reportonimported merchandise: WooYen shawls, 
valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound, average ad valorem rate 
of duty 86.23 per cent.; woolen shawls valued at above 80 cents per 
pound, 59.51 per cent.; all manufactures of every description not 
specially enumerated or provided for made wholly or in part of wool, 
embracing all the cheapest, valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound, 
93.87 per cent.; all goods valued above 80 cents per pound, 62.72 per 
cent.—31 per cent. less tax on the goods that the rich men wear than 
on thesame woolen articles thatthe poor are compelled to buy, That 
is true all through this system of tariff taxation which is lauded by the 
Senator from Maine and the Senator from Kansas as being a system, 
much to be desired. 

Senators, we may talk about mails; may parade trifles, and magnify 
the supposed benefits which subsidies can bring; we may have money 
in the Treasury which ought tobe got rid of, and thatis one of the troubles 
of an overburdened treasury, especially when gentlemen on the other 
side want tu make it appear that Democrats are more extravagant than 
they were by giving away as much money as possible and how much 
more we give away than they did when they were in power. Thatwill 
be very pleasing for them in the campaignnext fall. Thatis aboutall 
the service it wlll render anybody, I think, if we are foolish enough to 
do it. z 

We may give away what we please to carry mails, but until we do 
something to take off the burdens from labor and widen its fields of 
operation, until we do something to extend markets, we will have no 
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real permanent prosperity in any branch of the industries in this country. 
The farmer is as much a laborer and the farm workman is as much a 
laborer as the man who works in an iron foundry or a woolen mill. 
More than half our people are engaged in agricultural industries, The 
taxation on woolens which I have just called attention to is 33 per cent. 
less than upon high-priced woolen goods than on the cheaper. ‘There is 
25 per cent. less taxation imposed upon shawls and other things that the 
rich can buy than on what the poor must purchase. This no man can 
defend, The whole system of taxation is so adjusted that it falls upon 
labor and bears oppressively upon labor alone. 

The bonds of the United States are exempted from all taxation; 
they are safe. A man may own a million or ten million dollars of 
bonds of the United States and not pay a dollar either to the State or 
Federal Government. Hecan drive his carriage with his liveried serv- 
ants over the roads his poorer neighbors have built. He pays nothing 
for churches, schools, or for anythingelse. He is exempt from all bur- 
dens. So faras the United States is concerned the richest man in Amer- 
ica, if he has no family, does not pay as much as his carriage driver if 
he has half a dozen children to feed and clothe. All taxation is adjusted 
so as to exempt wealth and bear with grinding force upon the labor of 
the country; all our taxes are so adjusted that there is no way of send- 
ing our manufactured articles abroad, and we can manufacture, as I 
have said, in six months all our people can consume in twelve. 

The Senator from Kansas said on yesterday that we had surrendered 
our legitimate trade with Mexico and Central America to France, Eng- 
land, and Germany. How and why are we doing it? Wearedoingit 
because we can not or will not manufacture and sell our goods as cheaply 
as those countries are manufacturing and selling theirs and sending them 
to Mexico and elsewhere, and with the exception of silver there is noth- 
ing Mexico has that we will allow to enter our ports in payment for what 
she takes from us. That is where our trouble is. y 

Mr. PLUMB. If you will persuade your Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives to do their in carrying out the treaty we made some 
time ago perhaps you will change your mind about that. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not know that I have any persuasive power over 
the House of Representatives, nor do I know what they propose to do. 
I know this, speaking for myself, that no treaty ever has been or ever 
can be pro to liberalize trade with Mexico that I am not in favor 
of. LIregard it of the highest importance that we should control the 
trade of that great country, and the trade of all Central America and 
South America as well. We ought to have a fair share of the trade of 
China, Japan, Congo, of all the lesscivilized or less advanced countries, 
because in that line our prosperity lies. 

With Mexico we ought to have the most intimate relations. I donot 
know that I can tell how I voted; but I can say that the good-will of 
that country, the peace along the border for a thousand miles from the 
Rio Grande to the Pacific, the good neighborhood that exists, and the 
harmony we have as compared with the disturbance that would exist 
if good relations did not prevail, settles that question with me. Mexico 
is poor, somewhat dependent, sore because of the treaty of Guadaloupe 
Hidalgo whereby we dismembered her of her most valuable provinces. 
All this requires us to treat her kindly. We have either to take control 
ofthat country orsurrenderit to France, England, or Germany. Iagree 
that the more intimate our relations can be made with Mexico the bet- 
ter for us, and we ought to pull down every barrier that we possibly 
can to bring her under the influence of this great Republic. 

The Senator said yesterday that we had thrown away a million and a 
half at the New Orleans ition. We did, if you like that form of 
expression. I voted forit. I believe he did.- I do not think we will 
ever get a dollar back. Ido not care whether we do or not. I went 
to see Shat pacer exposition. I saw the Mexican exhibit. I saw the 
people of Mexico side by side with ours. They were surprised to find 
what good neighborhood could exist and how many things Mexico pro- 
duced that we wanted and how much better people they were than 
their neighbors had supposed them to be. Isaw developments pro- 
duced by Arkansas, especially in the production of fruits, that amazed 
the men of Massachusetts and of the Northwest as to the capacity of 
~ that great region. In short, I saw enough at that exposition in the 
week or two I was there to satisfy me that the million and a half was 
well-spent money if we never get a dollar of it back. 

So that as far as I am concerned I will go as far as the Senator from 
Kansas in doing anything to foster that trade, but I believe the only way 
to build it up, and I believe it can not be done in any other way, is to 
pull down the bars and change oursystem of taxation. England kept 
up the system we are maintaining now for centuries and went down, 
down, down, year by year until her people were starving. All at once 
she reversed her policy; she gave her people cheap food, she gave them 
the right to bring in cheap raw materials, she opened her great manu- 
facturing establishments, she removed the taxes from them, she told her 
people to stand on their muscle and their manhood, and from that day on 
there has been progress and preaperiny until now she is doing 62 per cent. 
of the carrying trade of the world. While she has dull times now, and 
every country has its temporary drawbacks, she ought not to have any- 
thing like the commerce and the trade we would have if we should pur- 
sue a more liberal policy. 

But we have to manufacture for the world, not for ourselves alone. 
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We have to send our goods to Mexico; we have tosend them to Central 
America and South America, to Africa, to China, to Japan, and we 
have to take what they have in exchange; without that we are making 
no progress. Two ships may start from the capes of the Delaware or 
the Gulf of Mexico, one from England and the other from the United 
States, se ented the same, with the same character of goods taken 
to the Argentine Republic, of which so much was said yesterday, or to 

Chili; they may offer them at the same prices; the Englishman will sell 

his goods at once and the American can not sell his. Why? Because 

those people have no money; but they have copper, they have wool, 

they have everything that the Englishman wants, and he swaps. He 

exchanges his goods for their ; both are benefited; he loads his 

vessel and goes home, telegraphing ahead ‘‘there is a load of iron, copper, 

wool, or anything on the way,” and anybody who has a manufactur- 

ing establishment buys it if he wantsit. We cannot land anything of 
that sort in this country without paying 46 per cent.; therefore we can 

not trade with other people. That is what has driven us out of the 

markets of the world. Mails and letters are of no use when obstacles 

of that sort are interposed. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to ask the Senator would it be any particular 
benefit to us to go to the Argentine Republic and bring their copper 
here when we have enough of it here ourselves, or to bring their wool 
here if we have enough of it here ourselves? If we can furnish our 
copper on our own soil would it not be money thrown away to buy it 
and bring it in from abroad? 

Mr. BECK. I am amazed to hear that after the speech we heard 
yesterday from the Senator from Maine that we had brought in millions 
of dollars’ worth of the product of wool from other countries. 

Mr. DAWES. Did the Senator from Maine suggest that it was any 
profit to anybody to go a distance of a thousand miles for a thing 
which you have right at your own door? 

Mr. BECK. Will anybody propose to buy anything that he can get 
at home for less money ? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator says that England profits by going to 
Rio Janeiro or going to the Argentine Republic for wool and copper 
that she wants. If we do not go there for them it is because we have 
got them here. i 

Mr. BECK. I may not have made myself understood. We have, 
as I said, a cargo of manufactured goods, say cotton- goods, and an 
English ship has a cargo of cotton goods; they are exactly alike, and 
cost the same. We take them to the Argentine Republie. We do not 
want money, and they have none to pay witli. We want something 
to work with, dowenot? England does thesame thing. Now, every- 
thing that the Argentine Republic has got England takes and carries 
home. We may want exactly the same things. 

I do not say we always want exactly the same things, bat we may. 
Supposewe do. Suppose a man carrying a ship-load of American goods 
wants the same goods as the Englishman; the Englishman can afford 
totake them and the American can not. Why? Because the English-- 
man takes them home. It costs nothing to land them in England, 
whereas the American can not bring them here without paying at least 
46 per cent. to land them. Therein lies the difference in the capacity 
totrade and obtain return cargoes, which isan important consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. Both England and the United States want the same 
things, and England and the United States have precisely the same facili- 
ties for carrying them. Then, if England can buy in the Argentine Re- 
public and our men can buy away from her, it is because England can 
sell her manufactures there cheaper than we can. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir. r . 

Mr. DAWES. AndifEngland can sell her manufactures there cheaper 
than we can, the raw material being the same, itis because we pay more 
for making it up than she does. 

Mr. BECK. Oh,no. I admitted for the sake of presenting the case 
fairly that they had cost the same. England can take whatshe swaps 
for hers home, and land them at home and conyert them into new man- 
ufactures without paying a tax of a penny; we can not without paying 
half what they cost for the privilege of landing them. 

Mr. DAWES. Why can she do it? 

Mr. BECK. Because her people have not got to pay a tariff tax for 
landing them. 

Mr. DAWES. Landing them where? : 

Mr. BECK. . Landing them in England, when we want to land them 
in the port of New York, a tax of 46 per cent. average is demanded be- 
fore we can land them. 

Mr. DAWES. Tell me a single article of raw material that we can 
not produce at home that every one of us who believes in protection 
will not put upon the free-list to-day? : f 

Mr. BECK. My dear friend, I do not know what any of you who 
want protection would put on the free-list. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. We brought last year from Rio de Janerio $50,000,000 
worth of coffee. ; 

Mr. BECK. All coffee? 

Mr. FRYE. And we only sent $8,000,000 worth of manufactured 
goods back to Rio. That was free entirely. That coffee is free. 
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Mr. BECK. Of course. 

Mr. FRYE. What becomes then of the Senator’s argument, and 
why did we not pay for it in manufactured goods? 

Mr. BECK. Icantell you why. I insistand have insisted all through 
my argument the reason why we can not manufactureas cheaply as any- 
body else, and the demand for protection admits that fact, and there- 
fore England and nearly every othercountry manufactures more cheaply 
than we can, and thereby gets the trade; but I went a step further in 
my illustration just now, and proposed to admit—what I know is not 
true, and every other gentleman knows is not truae—that we manufact- 
ure certain articles just as cheaply as England does, and start them 
side by side with her to any place other than where we are buying 
goods on which no duty is imposed; send them to the Argentine Re- 
public; send them to Mexico; send them anywhere, and we can not 
take what the people of those countries have to sell or swap, and of 
the countries we are seeking to trade with nine-tenths have no money. 
They have things that we want and that England wants and that 
every manufacturing country wants, and England can take them, be- 
cause she can land them at home, and we can not take them, because we 
can not afford to pay the 46 per cent. for landing them and manufact- 

- ure the material taken so as tosell it again in competition with a free- 
trade or low-tax competitor. 

Mr. FRYE. Why does not the Senator take Rio de Janeiro as an 
illustration ? s 

Mr. BECK. _I repeat that we can not manufacture as cheaply as the 
people of countries who live under a low-tax or tariff system. 

Mr. FRYE. We can manufacture the goods they use. The fact is 
that in Atlanta, Ga., they manufacture jeans of common qualities such 
as those people use as cheap as they are manufactured in this world. 

Mr. BECK. Very well; they will then very soon build up a trade. 

Mr. FRYE. They will if they have a steamship line between here 
and South America. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, there never was anybody’s that 
could not get to market for want of a vehicle to haul them. The liftle 
postage it is now proposed to give has nothing to do with the cheapness 
of goods. Let anybody announce that there are goods in Liverpool, 
New York, Baltimore, or anywhere else for Rio de Janeiro, and some 
ocean tramp will be there the next morning as soon as the telegraph 
announces that the are ready. The mere wagon that hauls them 
has nothing to do with it, but the cheapness of the goods it hauls. . The 
fact is there are now more ships in the world than there is freight to 


carry. : 

Mr. FRYE. I want to ask the Senator a question. England seems 
to be a model—— 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no; but England has done wonderfully well in the 
last forty years. 

Mr. FRYE, Why is it that Great Britain pays to-day for carrying 
the mails to Central and South America twenty times as much as you 
pay for carrying your mails? Why is it that she pays $400,000 for 
carrying mails to the West India Islands and you pay $1,000? 

Mr, BECK. The people of the United States pay for the carrying of 
their mails three times as much as England does in theaggregate. The 
difference is this, we pay our railroads and stages so as to reach our 
people now spread over a great continent. Fifty million dollars is the 

diture this. year of our Post-Office Department. 
. FRYE. Yes, and on an average she pays 30 cents a mile, and 
you refuse to paya steamship to South America over 3 cents a mile. 

Mr. BECK. I refuse under the pretense of doing one thing to do 
another. I knowit is not mail-carriage in my estimation, and I donot 
propose by indirection to be subsidizing under the pretense that we are 

ingamail. Ido not say anybody else feels that way, but that 
is the way I feel about it, and that is the reason I do not propose to 
do it. 

Mr. DAWES. May I put another question? 

Mr. BECK. Not just now; I want to say that our mails cost us 
nearly three times as much as England’s. England carries hers by 
steamboats, we carry mainly by railroad cars. Why? Because our 
people inhabit a great continent; she is a little island. 

England, Scotland, and Ireland all combined have only 121,000 square 
miles, Texasalone has 276,000 square miles, more than twice as large. 
We have to reach our people by rail; by star routes; by inland and 
coastwise sea service; but we reach them no matter whether they are 
in Alaska or in the other remote Territories. England pursues thesame 

licy; small as she is, her empire extends over all the earth. She 
l islands in the West Indies. She has Bermuda on one side of us and 
Halifax at the other. She has possessions everywhere; she reaches all 
her people. She has over twelve thousand commercial stations in all 
parts of the globe, with agents engaged in building up her great trade, 
informing her merchants, and seeking to increase their business, She 
sends mails and other communications everywhere. You can not go to 
any port in the known world where you will not find an English agent, 
an English ,blacksmith shop, an English coaling station, an English 
something to build up business, Of course she sends her mails and pays 
for them as liberally as we do. Becauseshe sends by sea, as she is com- 


pelled to do, and we send by rail, as we are compelled to do to reach our 
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people in all our Territories, the cry is now raised that England is paying 
more than we are for steamship lines, yet we are paying $3 to her one 


over the railroad lines, the necessities of the case settling the question. 
Each country does what its necessiti uire it do. e has to pay 
by the youtes that reach her people; W®ffay by the lines that reach our 
people; neither subsidizes and neither is taxing its people for the pur- 
pose of putting money in any private man’s pocket. , 

Mr. DA . Now, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BECK. Yes. 

Mr. DAWES. I inquired of the Senator a little while ago whatben- 
efit it would be to go off to a foreign country fora raw material that is 
upon our own soil; now I should like to ask him this question: What 
benefit would it be to go to a foreign country for a manufactured arti- 
cle that we can manufacture at our own door? Is not the difference 
in the cost of going there for it all lost to somebody ? 

Mr. BECK. Ifitis manufactured at the same price at home it would 
be absurd to go abroad to buy it; butifIsell a thousand dollars’ worth 
of wheat in Liverpool that I have raised and have received a thousand 
dollars therefor, and I am offered as many clothes, as much machinery, 
or whatever I must have, for that thousand dollars in Liverpool as I 
can buy in Massachusetts for $1,600, I should like to know what right 
anybody in Massachusetts has by law to prevent me from getting as 
much in Liverpool, where I sold my wheat, for a thousand dollars as 
any Massachusetts man will sell me for $1,600. 

Mr. DAWES. One thing at a time. 

Mr. BECK.. Dispose of that one thing now. 

Mr. DAWES. Not till we get at theother. We will have the other 
answered first. We want to get the thing as cheap at home, and what 
is the reason we can not getitas cheap at home? Because we pay 
more forthe labor bestowed upon it here at home ; and itis at the ex- 
pense of the laborer that you go to foreign countries for that which is 
manufactured at home. 

Mr. BECK. One moment on that subject. England to-day is pay- 
ing 40 per cent. more than France for her labor. She is paying 50 per 
cent. more than Belgium. She is paying nearly 50 percent. morethan 
Germany, and yet.she is driving them all out of competition. 

Mr. DAWES. How much more than we are? : 

Mr. BECK. Notso much as we are, but paying next to us of any 
other country; for some things she is paying more than we, do. - Intel- 
ligent labor is always the cheapest labor. For the labor of the man 
who drives one of the machines of Mr. Dalrymple on his great Dakota 
farm he can better afford to pay $10 a day than he could to pay the 
foreign wages to ten, fifteen, or twenty ordinary, ignorant Iaborers ` 
using a scythe or sickle that is still used in many countries to perform 
that work. It is the product of the labor that determines the question 
whether the labor is cheap or dear, and the intelligence that produces 
the Jatgeet results is the cheapest labor, no matter what the price paid 
may be. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, if I may intertupt my friend—— 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly the labor that does any good to the body 
of the people of the United States or of Great Britain is that labor which 
brings bread and comfort to the mass of thelaboring people. Now, does 
the Senator mean to say thatin England and in Scotland the pay of the 
laborer is equal in its results—I mean in the comforts and happiness 
that it brings to him—to thatin the United States? 

Mr. BECK. I am not prepared to say that it is on the average. It - 
ought not to be in an old and densely crowded country, governed, I 
was about to say, by an aristocracy, but I suppose it is better to say a 
monarchy, that people have come to the point of asserting their rights 
after years of oppression, they have not the same opportunities that men 
have on a great continent like this. But that the wages and the com- 
forts of the laborers have doubled in England since that government 
reversed the system we are now pursuing and adopted the policy they 
have sinceadopted isknowntoallmen. Since 1846 the wagesof English 
laborers have doubled, the purchasing-power of their wages has doubled, 
their comforts in every regard have doubled, and while they are not 
equal to ours, and can not be expected to be, they are superior to those 
of any other country, and their laborers infinitely better off than they 
were when the policy of protection and exclusion prevailed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and if the Senator will allow me, that is all 
very good, and I am very glad it isso; but the question with us is how 
we can best promote the interests of the laboring men of the United 
States, which include my friend from Kentucky and myself in that 
definition. ‘The Senator from Kentucky can not fail to know that at 
this present day and in this present year in Pogland and in Scotland 
and Wales and Ireland, still worse, poor thing, the price that the labor- 
ers get for their work—and by laborers I include everybody below law- 
yers and doctors and priests—is not one-half what the laborers of the 
United States get all over this Union, and does not bring to them the 
positive results of a comfortable house, of good food, and everything 
that goes to promote the welfare and prosperity of a man and his family, 
that our people have. 

I was up in Scotland last year, Mr. President, and I stopped at an 
inn, and the innkeeper, it being a place of resort on asalmon river, was 
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building an addition to his house of stone, and he had a half-dozen 


stonecutters there cutting the and lintels, or whatever the 
technical name is, of the windows and doorways that were to furnish 
a part of this house; and y were at work chipping away. I 
went in company with a to talk with them, and I asked them 
how they were getting on and what wages they got, and so on. 

I asked the landlord the same, and they The stone-cutters, 
who are out here on the side of this Capitol, are getting $3 or $4 a day 
and are living in comfortable houses and having fresh meat every morn- 
ing and fresh butter—unless it is oleomargarine and they are cheated— 
told me they were getting $1.05a day, turned into our currency. 

About one-third of what the sameskillful and intelligent men in this 
country get, these skillful and intelligent Secotehmen were getting, and 
in the ultimate result of the houses that they lived in, of the food that 
they had, and of the comforts that they had for themselves and their 

ilies, all stood in the same proportion. Whatis the reason? Is it 
because, as the Senator from Kentucky supposes, that we have got a 
very bad tariff andall that sort of thing; or is it because of the American 
system that a Kentuckian, who lived before the days of my friend, that 
I in my boyish days had and still have the greatest admiration for, be- 
lieved, in an American system that will give in America labor and em- 
ployment to every man to help himself and his brother; or is it because 
Sethe. ish of what is called free trade? ws 

Mr. BE Mr. President, I am as anxious as any Senator here to 
promote the interest of the laboring man of this country, and I believe 
as earnestly that the principles I advocate are best for the American 
people and the success of this great Republic as the Senator from Ver- 
mont believes in his idea that protection aids them. I believe that 
the strikers, the idlers, the men now out of employment who are won- 
dering what is the matter in this land of abundance, are in the bad con- 
dition they are now because of this miserable protective system that 
has prevented us from producing any manufactured articles to sell to 
any other people than ourselves; that system has narrowed the market 
until even the machinery has to stand still. 

Few men are required to work it nowin proportion to what were re- 
quired thirty years ago, the proportion being, as I said before, 7 now as 
against 70 thirty yearsago; then protection protected men, now it pro- 
tects machinery; it is because the gentlemen—machine-owners—having 
been enriched by law, having by lobbying put bills through Congress 
to put money in their pockets, having imported inery wherever 
they could drive out human labor by it, having hired the cheapest labor 
they could find in Europe or America—and there is no protection to any 
American laborers against hiring a Canadian at half price or bringing 
men here from any country in the’world and working them at the low- 
est wages, and there is not one of these machine-owners, not the most 
patriotic among them, that would not discharge an American laborer 
and turn his wife and children out of doors to-morrow if he could get a 
man from Hungary, from Canada, from Italy, from anywhere, who could 
work for 5centsa day cheaper than he would, there is no protection for 
that laboring man against pauper competition. 

The laboring man’s only protection is to require that the products of 
ida’ Talore: shad he aan upon such a basis and on so large a 
scale that they can be sent all over the world, that one billion five hun- 
dred million people shall be the customers for his work instead of fifty- 
five million; until that is done we shall have strikes oft repeated even 
on this great continent. From 1873 to 1878 this land was full of 
tramps. Weall know the circumstances that brought them to that 
condition then. I saw many of those homeless laborers in their wan- 
derings. I have been to the Northwest many a time since. 

What was then apparently a great calamity turned out to be a bless- 
ing in disguise. They settled upon the wheat lands of Dakota and 
Minnesota, Montana and elsewhere, and driven as they were from em- 
ployment because the shops were shut up and they were apparently on 
the verge of starvation they took advantage of the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment through the homestead and pre-emption laws, and many of 
the men who fled from closed factories, as well as those who came from 
Treland, Germany, and elsewhere settled on those lands and became 
rich and prosperous in spite of protection; they became rich because of 
the adversity that our protection to slaves in the form of machines had 
brought upon them. : 

If protection is so beneficial, why are so many thousands of men idle 
in this country to-day? If protection protects on a great continent like 
this, why are our laboring people now so discontented? In a little 
country like England, Scotland, or Ireland when men are driven out 
of employment there is no great free Northwest with 160 acres of good 
free land offered as a homestead, and a pre-emption to go and get for 
the taking. They have to stay where they are. There is nọ outlet, 
therefore they are obliged to suffer. One thing mitigates their suffer- 
ings, the money those men get for their wages, though less than what 
our workmen receive, will buy twice as much. 

The Englishman’s $3 will buy a coat that costs our workman $6 
anywhere in this country; when the man who works all week needs a 
coat on Saturday night and must have it, there is no real difference 
in the wages if the Englishman.can get the same coat for $3 that the 
American laborer has to pay $6 for—he must have a coat, the whole 
week’s wages is gone in getting it; the one is just as well off as the 


other. So when he has to buy his wife’s dress or the raiment his chil- 
dren must wear the proportion is the same, it is the purchasing power 
of the wages that determines their valueto the laborer. To-day 97 per 
cent. is the average tariff tax on the blankets under which the poor 
man must K 

If a man works for $1 in one place and for $2 in another and he has 
to pay his $2 for a blanket, the man who works for $1 can buy the same 
blanket, for he who gets a dollar for his wages is just as well off as the 
other is with two. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. BECK. Yes. : 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator spoke a moment ago about the greater 
rate of wages in England over those of France and of Belgium. That 
is all true, but there is a greater rate of wages in England now than 
there was twenty-five years ago, and. what is the reason? Because 
England has found it necessary in the last twenty-five years to raise 
the wages of her skilled workmen or she could not keep them. By 
the thousand they left England and England’s policy and came to this 
country where they could get better wages and better prices, until Eng- 
land was compelled to raise their wages or lose them; and what has 
heen the effect? 

She has been pursuing the policy of manufacturing as cheaply as 
possible, and cheaper and cheaper every year, so that with the facili- 
ties for commerce with which she accompanied that policy she could 
put her manufactured products in foreign markets cheaper than any- 
body else. But when she was compelled to raise the wages of her em- 
ployés, her skilled mechanics, she raised necessarily the cost of her 
products until Germany and France are to-day supplanting her in the 
foreign markets, and she is driven to the wall between the higher wages 
paid our mechanics here and the lower wages paid in Germany and 
France. So by reason of the cost of her products in foreign markets 
she is losing them as between her and Germany and France. 

One thing is true, she must manufacture cheaper than anybody else 
or she can not sell cheaper than anybody else; and when anybody else 
shall pay less wages than she does, then that somebody else will manu- 
facture cheaper than she does. We do not enter into competition with 
her on that ground. We pay our men more than she does, and for the 
sake of having the foreign market side by side with her, we refuse to 
enter into a competition of cheaplabor. That is the reason; and we 
must make it up by increased facilities or we lose it. 

Mr. BECK. Whereabouts is the question that the Senator rose to 
ut? d 

Mr. DAWES. I have given it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BECK. A sure-enough question? [Laughter.] + 

ae EDNLINUA: A sure-enough question. [Laughter.] May I 
ask it 

Mr. BECK. Of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky in all 
seriousness, because it really goes to the root of this matter as it appears 
to me, whether he thinks that the condition in its final outcome in the 
daily and yearly happiness and prosperity of the English and Scotch 
workingman is better or worse than that of the workingman in the 
United States of America? s j 

Mr: BECK. I answered before that there is no comparison In my 
judgment between the comfort and the prospects of the people of this 
and of any other country. The people of the world have recognized 
that. I said that over five millions, nearly six millions, of people have 
come from Enrope to this country in the last twelve years—more peo- 
ple than we had on this continent at the time John Adams was elected 
President. They came to better their condition and to take up our free 
lands, Germany sends every year twice as many able-bodied men as 
compose the Army of the United States. Of the two hundred and fifty 
thousand Germans who come annually fifty thousand are able-bodied 


men. 

That has been about the average. How can we help being better off 
than the peopleof the Old World? Weareapeople young and vigorous, 
inhabiting a great continent, with labor comparatively scarce, and 
therefore comparatively dear; not 10 per cent. of many of our most pros- 
perous young States is yetsubdued. There is not over 7 per cent. per- 
haps in Minnesota; there is not over 5 in Dakota; not over 2 in Mon- 
tana and Wyoming; there isnot over 5in Colorado. Wagesare obliged 
to be higher here then elsewhere. Supply and demand regulate that. 
Wages, like everything else, are regulated by scarcity or abundance. 
Competition settles rates of If aman can not get what he wants 
in a factory he may be able to make more by working on his own farm, 
which he can get by going and taking. Of course he will not work at 
starvation rates with that right open to him. 

It is a question of supply and demand. No other country can offer 
such inducements. This being a larger country and asmaller number of 

le in it than anywhere else, wages are obliged to be higher. It is 

or that reason that the men of New England have gone to Canada for 
laborers, and, as some one told me just now, shipped over five hundred 
Italians the other day. They hire the cheapest labor they can get. 
They need not try to make anybody believe that they are paying higher 
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wages from pure philanthropy, or because they are endeavoring to aid 


American la Three-fourths of our laborers are absolutely beyond 
the power of Congressional protection. 

All the men who work on farms are necessarily unprotected, though 
they are indirectly taxed to death. All the men who build railroads, 
all the carpenters, the stone-masons, the blacksmiths—even the doc- 
tors, the lawyers, and other professional men are laboring men as well 
as anybody else, as the Senator from Vermont properly observed—the 
hack-drivers, the men and the women who work about houses, all are 
unprotected. And because a few men have been smart enough to get 
machinery that will manufacture now twenty-fold what could be manu- 
factured by machinery twenty years ago, and keep up the same tariff 
to protect that machinery which, although it produces so much, needs 
only a few hands to run it, when there is an oversupply they organize 
strikes, turn out the laboring men, | ies the machinery to keep it from 
rusting, and wait until prices are higher, having excluded everybody 
else from competing with them and forbidding every man who is 

‘obliged to sell his products abroad from buying what he needs unless 
he buys from them at their prices. Under these conditions the manu- 
facturer can afford to wait until his supplies are exhausted before he 
makes more, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator another question ? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which way does my friend from Kentucky an- 
swer the question I propounded ? 

Mr. BECK. I answered that we were better off in this country.than 
the people of any other country, and we are better off in spite of a 
protective tariff, The tariff can not bring the 
tinent like this down to the condition of the thickly settled countries 
of Europe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My qnestion was—and I should like to get a direct 
answer, because I know my friend from Kentucky is able to give it if 
he chooses—is or is not in his opinion the condition of what are ordi- 
narily called the working classes of the United States (and by ‘‘classes’’ 
I do not mean social classes, for I do not believe in that sort of thing 
any more than the Senator does, for 1am a believer in the rights of 
men), no matter how recently they have come over or whether they 
were born here, infinitely better in respect of their daily and yearly 
happiness and prosperity than that.of the similar sorts of people in 
England and in Scotland? I should like to have my friend from Ken- 
tucky, because he is a master of the subject, tell me plainly, yes or no, 
whether he thinks I am right in that inquiry or wrong? 

Mr. BECK. TI have answered that twice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which way? 

Mr. BECK. I have answered with very great distinctness that the 
people in all situations and conditions, laborers and others, in this coun- 
try, are and must be better off than they are in any other country in the 
world, and that they are so in spite of very many bad laws, and that 
they would be infinitely better off but for the hold that bad legislat’on 
has taken upon the country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, may I ask—— 

Mr. BECK. Wait a moment. .I said before, and I repeat, that in 
a country like this, with every variety of soil and climate, free from 
all the exactions that exist in many of the countries of Europe, where 
the best years of men’s lives have to be spent inthe army or in the navy, 
or in rendering service to their superiors, whether they are kings, em- 
perors, or what not—that. in a country like this, where all power 
comes from the people presumably, where no man is obliged to give a 
day of his Jabor from the day he is born until he dies to anybody but 
himself, and the people are protected by laws made by themselves, he 
ought to be better off and he is better off, and the people of the world 
recognizeit. Hardly any man can buy himself a farm, hardly a home 
in old countries that have been settled for centuries. The limit is so 
small in proportion to population that property is too high for a labor- 
ing man to acquire a homestead. No man can be as prosperous and 
happy in that condition as a man who can get his 160 acres of good 
land for nothing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if the Senator will pardon me, the real point 
just now is not on the capacity to acquire land, but it is on the capac- 
ity of the man who has not any land in this country or any other, who 
is working daily for his daily bread in a shop or factory or on a street- 
railroad or wherever else, whéther he gets on better with all these bad 
tariff laws spoken about here, or in the other country. The question is 
not whether he can get land, but what is the amount of his wages. 

Mr. BECK. I do not propose to be required to answer the same 
thing eight or ten times over. I answered distinctly that the laboring 
men in this country are better off and ought to be better off than they 
are anywhere else, and that no legislation that Congress can impose 
upon them can prevent them ina great country like this from being 
better off than they are in any of the old countries of Europe. They 
are freermen. They are not required to give time either to the mili- 
itary or naval service. 

There is no discrimination or distinction in society against any man, 
no matter how poor he is. He may be sent to thisSenate or be President 

` of the United States; his children’s ambition may be gratified to the 

extent of their ability. Ail these things are denied men in other coun- 


le on a great con-* 


tries, and why should people not be better off and more contented here? 
Who would think of asking such a question as that in the midst of con- 
ditions such as are known to exist hereand elsewhere? What has that 
to do with the question we are discussing now? 

By our bad laws, I maintain, we injure only ourselves. If our people 
had the right to make their wages go as far as the people in Europe can 
make their go they would be better off. The Englishman’s dol- 
lar will buy him 10 pounds of sugar, while the dollar here will buy 
the American workingman 6 pounds. Ten dollars will buy a suit of 
clothes in England that can not be bought here for $20; and everything 
else is in the same proportion. 

Here the taxes are laid in the interest of the millionaires who control] 
this Government in great part on everything the poor man necis. In 
England taxes are impdsed on incomes, on land, on wealth in its vari- 
ous forms, and the English workman who does not drink whisky or 
use tobacco, with the exception of a small tax on tea and coffee can buy 
anything that heand his family need from their cradle to their coffin in 
the cheapest market in the world, and the government does not charge 
him a cent for its revenues upon it; whereas the American workman can 
not buy anything from his cradle to his coffin; everything that he or his 
wife or his children need is taxed from 40 to 90 per cent. before he has 
the privilege of buying it with the wages he earns by his hard labor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

Mr. BECK. I want to go on a little while longer now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask there how the workingman 
gets his money. . 

Mr, BECK. France has been trying to subsidize ships in the last 
few years and thought she was going to rival England. The Secretary 
of State, in Executive Document No, 172, has sent us the result of 
some of the examinations made by our consuls into the success that 
France has achieved. The Secretary announces that he thinks it is a 
failure, and he refers tq a good many statements, some of which I will 
read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the document? 

Mr. BECK. It is Executive Document No. 172, being the Mercan- 
tile Marines of Foreign Countries, in a message of the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This session? 

Mr. BECK. Yes; in relation to the Mercantile Marines of Foreign 
Countries. A message from the President of the United States trans- 
mitting a report of the Secretary of State in relation to the mercantile 
marines, of France, Germany, Great Britain, and Italy, signed by 
Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, Executive Document 
No. 172 of this session, in which, after giving a number of tables and 
telling the large bonus that had been given to encourage the building 
of French ships, Worthington C. Ford, chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
of the Department of State, under date of April 7, 1886, uses this lan- 
guage: $ 

Ships are an instrument of production, but apart from their actual constrac- 
tion they act more in distributing commodities already made, and by extend- 
ing the market perhaps indirectly influence future production. By themselves, 
however, they do not directly produce, and may even prove destructive. To 
parallel existing lines of steamships where the facilities are suficient to meet 
the demands made upon them is quite as destructive and wasteful as to parallel 
existing lines of railroads where the traffic does not overtax their capacities, 
The amount of carriage that can return a fair profit upon one may not return 
even theactual expenses of maintaining two lines, and isnot enlarged by merely 
increasing the number of instruments of distribution. 

No doubt the commercial needs of the world have increased marvelously in 
the last twenty-five years. In 1860 less than 6,000,000 gallons of crude oil were 
exported from the United States; in 1885 more than 81,000,000 gallons were ex- 
ported; and the total exports of petroleum products amounted in 1835 to 574,- 
668,180 gallons, as compared with 23,210,369 gallons in 1864. In 1860, 4,155,153 
bushels of wheat were sent out of the country, and in 1855 more than 84,603,714 
bushels were exported. 

Then he proceeds to show that notwithstanding all the stimulants 
that have been supplied by France— : 

At the same time a study of the commerce of France goes to show that the 
increase of tonnage engaged in the trade with these countries has not been ac- 
companied by an extension of the trade itself; the imports and exports have 
not oo not increased, but in the larger number of instances have actually de- 
creased, 

Just as was our experience when we subsidized the Brazilian line 
and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company’s lines, and subsidized other 
lines from which we developed no trade, and they did not seek to build 
upany. France, pursuing the same policy, has experienced the same 
result. She has built some tonnage, but she has accomplished nothing 
in the way of obtaining trade. 

Mr. Ford says: 

To suppose that the French intended to build and sail ships “ for the fun of the 
thing” is to suppose them capable of studied foolishness. The ships that were 
to be built and navigated with the aid of the Government were to carry French 


manufactures into foreign markets, and so encourage and extend domestic man- 
ufactures and open new vents for home-made wares, 


That is the pretense here. 


Unless the statistics are false this result has not been attained, and it would 
almost seem as if there had occurred a mere transfer of carriage; what was 
brought formerly in ships sailing under foreign flags is now brought in French 
vessels, The French steam shipping participates in the trade with North 
America to the extent of 55.5 per cent. instead of only 37.2, as in 1880; in that 
with South America to the extent of 62.4 per cent. instead of 49.8 per cent., as in 
1880; and in the trade with all America to the extent of 59.9 per cent., instead of 
45 per cent., as formerly. 
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Our consul at Havre, Mr. Dufais, supplies information on this point 
in these words: i 
It is the unanimous opinion of all the 
even with the bounties given French ship-builders are unable to com 
British shi as the proportion of cost p ton of ak a ship in France 
s 


ople interested in shipping here, that 
e with 


p~ 
to the cost of building one in Great Britain is as 1 to 1,25 to 1.30. 

From this fact the British ship-yards were, upon the U roseni of the boun! 
law in 1881, stimulated into great activity, because the nch could better af- 
ford to have their ships built by the British and receive half the bounty, as 
above mentioned, than to pay the prices demanded in France for construction 
and get the whole bounty, both for navigation and building. * * * 

So, then, for the last two years there has been very little ship-building in 
France, and at the present time there is almost nothing doing. 


Consular Agent Sutton, at St. Nazaire, says: 


With regard to the number and origin (French or foreign construction) of the 
vessels to which bounties have been ted, it would appear that 141 steamers 
(49 French and 92 of foreign build) benefited by the law; that 59 iron sailing 

- vessels (27 French and 82 foreign) and 563 wooden ships, of which number 452 
were built in France and 111 abroad, had also received bounties. * * * The 
general opinion on the bounty question is that it has failed to produce the effect 
of serving the shipping trade, and has only resulted in creating a few 1: 
steamship companies who have monopolized the whole of the carrying tra 

- to the exclusion of sailing vessels, ; 


Mr. Ford winds up in these words: 


The bounties have succeeded in infusing life into neither ship-building nor 
ship navigation. France finds it cheaper to have her iron vessels built in Great 
Britain and a large share of her wooden ships in other countries. The lines of 
ships that were called into being through the liberal offers of the government 
are represented as being in a state of bankruptcy, and existing lines that parti- 
cipate in the bounties are either paying no ividends, or very small amounts, 

e exports of France, reflecting as they did the slight reaction which ensued 
in 1879, have since declined and are still a in value, and the decrease can 
not be explained by a fallin the prices of commodities, but rather by an absolute 
decrease in the foreign commerce of the nation. In fact, it may be asserted that 
the bounty policy of France; intended to bridge over a temporary depression, 


has aggravated the situation, and has proved itself to be a source of mischief 


and = of eo 
pes cpr WORTHINGTON ©. FORD, 
~. Chief of Bureau. 
BUREAU or STATISTICS, 
Department of State, April 7, 1886, 

That is.the result, so says the report, of five years of bounty which I 
have heard lauded on this floor as being a sure evidence that France 
was going to takeaway from England theship-building that she had been 
doing for her, just as this country would do if we would give them a 
little bounty to carry the mail or give a few men $800,000 for carrying 
8 per cent. of it after bounties had for fifteen years failed to develop any 
new trade. Germany is said now to be makon the same effort. 

There are other reasons also, and I mayas well mention them as Iam 
on this point, why we are told that it is so important to build our own 
ships, and that we are being made tributary to Ergland if we allow her 
to build them. As I said, experience shows there arejust so many 
ships needed to do the carrying trade of the world. England builds 
all those ships now. Does it make any difference to England whether 
she builds those ships for an American, a German, a Frenchman, an 
Italian, or a Swede? The money of one is as good to her as the money 
of the other. 

Are we any better off by refusing to participate in that trade our- 
selves, limited as we are now to 15 per cent. even of our own carrying 
trade; or is England any worse off because we refuse to doit, if she can 
build all the ships that are needed and obtain the money for building 
them from the German, the Frenchman, the Italian, and the Swede? 
What do we make by saying we will not condescend to allow our flag 
to float over a ship built in another country when ships built in that 
other country are waving the flags of all nationalities and are doing 
all the trade of our own country, and we are sitting by too proud to 
have anything to do with it because we do not and ean not build the 
ships, and England is building enough to do all the work and getting 
exactly the same amount of money from other people who are less proud 
buta great deal wiser ixPbusiness transactions than we are? That is 
all there is of it. ~ 

Mr. PLUMB. Why would not the Senator carry out his argument 
to its logical conclusion, and advocate the introduction of foreign ships 
into our coastwise service? 

Mr. BECK. The coastwise service is organized on a different idea 
altogether. e 

Mr. PLUMB. And we want to organize our foreign service on a 
different idea altogether. 

Mr. BECK. Then why do you allow the men of Germany, of France, 
of Italy, and of Sweden by treaty to trade with this country on the 
same terms that our people can trade, while they buy their ships where- 
ever they please, and we will not do it ourselves? We let them buy 
for $200,000 a ship for which our people must pay $300,000. Is there 
any sense in that? 

Mr, PLUMB. That does not touch the question. s 

Mr. BECK. I should like to know why it does not. It touches the 
whole question of trade. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Kentucky was arguing that because 
Great Britain could ‘make ships cheaper and-because of a benevolent 
idea in her mind she did not care whose money she got for them and 
ours was as as anybody else’s, therefore we ought to put those ships 
under the of America. I say if that is a good thing for the for- 
eign service, why: not apply it to the coastwise service as well? 


ple of every other nation. but ours buy their ships where they can 
themcheapest. The further fact exists that every other nation can carry 
on trade here on exactly the same terms that we can ourselves. Now 
I ask why should our people engaged in our trade be forced to pay 
$300,000 for a ship that all our competitors can buy for $200,000 and 
engage in our own trade with? 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator from Kentucky say that any Ameri- 
can who wants to buy a foreign ship can not do it? 

Mr. BECK. He can not buy a foreign ship and run it as an Ameri- 
can ne = 
Mr. PLUMB. Is there any advantage to it to be under the Ameri- 

can ? - 
eae Then what is all this cry in regard to American ships 
about? 

Mr. PLUMB. That does not answer my question. I asked in the 
first place if an American can not buy a foreign ship and run it justas, 
well as a foreigner. I asked him thenif there is any material advan- 
tage in aship being registered under the American flag. 

Mr. BECK. What are we maintaining—— 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator says there is no sentiment in all this busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BECK. Not a bit. What are we maintaining a navy for? 
What is the protection of a country through its navy worth? If En- 
gland was in controversy with France.or with Germany and this coun- 
try was not, and a ship flying either flag was owned by American citi- 
zens, she could be seized and taken by the othey and the Navy of the 
United States and all the power of the United States could not protect 
her; but if she had the American flag over her and had an American 
register she would be safe against all the attacks of all the powers of 
the world with whom we were at peace, and she can have all the bene- 
fits secured by our treaties, Is that nothing? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it is a good deal. 

Mr. BECK. I think so too. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that illustrates it. 

Mr. BECK. The moment we get an American ship registered she has 
to have American officers; she has to have American sailors to a certain 
extent. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FEREYE] announced last Con 
in his argument that we had no sailors now; that 95 per cent. of the 
few we'had were foreigners, and they are generally of the most worth- 
less sort. When we had ships of our own under our flag up to 1860 we 
had ninety thousand American sailors, I will not forget the coastwise 
trade, and I will come back to it now. > 

Mr, PLUMB. Will not the Senator answer my question ? 

Mr. BECK. Iwill. 

Mr. PLUMB. He says there is no sentiment in this business. Iam 
on his platform now, and want to ask him upon the fair, non-senti- 
mental, financial basis which he has announced here as the American 
platform on which he is willing to stand whether or not the American 
who desires to buy a foreign ship can not buy that foreign ship and 
can not operate it with the same financial advantage that he could if it 
was an American ship? 

Mr. BECK.. If he does, he hag to sail it without protection from 
his Government, 

Mr. PLUMB. Can not the Senator say whether he can or not? 


Mr. BECK. Icome back toit. The fact is conceded that the pr 
uy 


Mr. BECK. Iam not to be asked a question and told what I must 
say. 

Mr. PLUMB. No. 

Mr. BECK. If he buys a ship he has got to sail it under English 


colors and deny to his own country that he is the owner. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would that be offensive to an individual ? 

Mr. BECK. It would not be to the Senator from Kansas, but it 
might be to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it to the Senator from Kentucky? I rather 
infer it would not be to the Senator from Kentucky. suppose he 
would like that flag. 

Mr. BECK. Flingsof thatsort are notargument. I like the Amer- 
ican flag as well as the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Youdo? . 

Mr. BECK. Ido. I will not talk about the place where I was born, 
I was born in a good country. I moved toa goa country and I have 
been treated well by the people since Mhave been here. I have done 
my duty to this country as I understand it; and it is a poor argument 
to suggest that I, because I did not happen to be born where the Sen- 
ator was born, can not argue aquestion fairly. I hardly think thatis 
worthy of him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihad forgotten for the moment that the Senator from 
Kentucky was born outside the United States ; but I assure him that 
the argument which he makes is no better and no worse than the ar-_ 
gument which I have heard from gentlemen who, unfortunately I think, 
were born on American soil. As to the fling that he speaks of, I think 
on the whole he gave me ample excuse for it. He knows I do not want 
the vessel in the case supposed to sail under the British flag, and yet 
he accused me of wanting that. : 

Mr. BECK. Thereisa misunderstanding perhaps. TheSenatorfrom 
Kansas and myself have always been friends and I have too good an 
opinion of him to say anything unkind. I beg pardon. - 
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I was going on to say, if I have not forgotten exactly where I was in 
regard to the coastwise trade, that has been reserved tò our own people, 
and I do not propose to changeit. That gives enough advantage to our 
people to induce them to buildships; they have a monopoly of it. Maine 
and the wooden-ship building regions for a long time had it all to them- 
sevles. Now the iron trade is extending down on the Delaware and else- 
where to Savannah until ships are being built all over the United States 
and it is not in one corner as in the old wooden-ship time. 

I do not seek to deprive American ship-builders of that. ButI insist 
we ought not to give them a monopoly of ships that trade to foreign 
countries, that carry the wheat, the pork, the beef and the other prod- 
ucts that the great region of country where the Senator and I both live 
must export in ships. In the coastwise trade from one port of the 
United States to another the advantage that they have should be re- 
tained. They ought to build ships no matter what it costs them, and 
all are protected e who engage in that trade. Wherever a railroad 
can not reach, the coastwise steamer can whatever she pleases. 
The goods may rot on the wharf if they do not take them. 

Goods may be lying at Wilmington, N. C., may be lying anywhere 
that need to go to Baltimore, Philadelphia, or "New York, and no foreign 
steamer can touch them for she can not load at one port of the United 
States and unload at another; she can not touch at two ports of the 
United States. All that is reserved to the coastwise trade; that is a 
monopoly to the ships engaged in it; that is a bonus reserved for them 
because they are built here and manned and officered by American 
sailors, That is the arg nest-egg we have left to build up a navy. 
The men engaged in that coastwise commerce are protected. We pay 
a high price for it, but we do that because of a number of sailors who 
are engaged who go from one port to another. We thus keep up ship- 
building and training sailors. For that reason I do not seek to inter- 
fere with it. 

Mr. PLUMB. If one nest-egg is a good thing and receives the com- 
mendation of the Senator from Kentucky, would it not be wise to have 
two or perhaps three? If it is important to the foreign trade to have 
it carried in foreign ships under the American flag, it is likewise with 
the coastwise trade, is it not? 

Mr. BECK. Every interest of this country is entitled to whatever 
legitimate benefits it can receive without injury to other interests. 
The ship-building interest is an interest not to be neglected if it can be 
helped, and the coastwise trade that furnishes sailors, farnishes skilled 
workmen, keeps up a nucleus for seamen, farnishes something for the 
ship-yards to do—we can protect that, keep foreign nations away from 
them; we can and do prevent foreigners from competing with them. 

We can protect our own citizens in that trade and let them go from 
one port of the United States to another on perfectly fair terms with 
each other because we control that by law. But the moment we get 
beyond our own shores and compete with foreign countries, then we 
can not protect the vessels in the foreign trade. Germany, England, 
and Italy have the high seas open to them in competition with us and 
we can not protest against their competition; but along our own coast 
from one port to another and along our own line we can exclude every- 
body but our own people, and the benefit we get from that in a variety 
of ways is of sufficient importance R my opinion to maintain it even if 
some injustice is done. 

We have no foreign ships. Thati isagreed. Weonce had, and nearly 
ninety thousand sailors, and the best sailors in the world. The Balti- 
more clippers took the freight away from foreign ships. -Many of the 
men we had were not only American citizens but were men fit to com- 
mand ships, while now, as the Senator from Maine said, 95 per cent. of 
the few sailors that we have are foreigners; they are generally of worth- 
less character, too worthless to obtain employment in the great steam- 
ship lines of their own nationalities. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator does not desire to misstate me. 

Mr. BECK. No. 

Mr. FRYE. I never said that 95 per cent. of our sailors engaged in 
the foreign trade were foreigners, poor, miserable, worthless fellows. I 
said that 85 per cent., in my opinion, were foreigners, owing us no alle- 
giance whatever. I said nothing about their being a worthless class. 

Mr. BECK. I stated that the Senator from Maine said 95 per cent. 
I may haye misunderstood him. I think the RECORD shows 95 per 
cent. in and sea 

Mr. FR No; 85. 

Mr. BECK. Call it 85. That is all I propoes to quote; that is all I 
mean to state as coming from him, I added that as our ships were of 
an inferior class, the men that we got from foreign nations were of the 
most worthless class of their sailors, that the better classes were cared 
for in the great ships of their own nationalities; and while a good deal 
is said about the cheapness of labor elsewhere, the men who work for 
those nationalities have it made up to them in ways that we do not 
make it up to our people in many instances. Take France; the re- 
port from there about ship-building is this: 


This apparent difference in the prices which men receive for their labor in 
ponora yards is use, in the first place, there is steady employment in 
em, and second, because there is a law in France granting a pension to men 
who have worked for twenty-five years in the government yards and have 
cir fiftieth year, whether they are incapacited for work or not. This 

pension is at least 600 francs, or $120 a year, and may reach double that sum, and 


in ease of death descends to the extent of one-half to the widow or orphans be- 


low twenty-one years. Thus it will be seen that the actual cost of building a 
vessel in Deane yards—that is, without considering the pensions—would 
be much than a vessel constructed in a private yard. 

And the men who work for the governments of Europe in very many 
instances are cared for when they are old, therefore they can afford to 
work for less than if they were turned adrift as our men are when 
another man can be got who will work for less. If we can not build 
ships ourselves for the foreign trade—no better argument is needed 
than that we do not—what are weto do? The Alabamaand the other 
confederate cruisers only destroyed 100,000 tons—less than 4 per cent 
of what we then had. 

We lost, it is said, 1,000,000 of tons out of 5,500,000; the other 9(0,- 
000 tons were transferred to other nationalities to keep them from be- 
ing captured, and our miserable navigation laws would. not allow our 
people to buy them back; that was the reason they were lost. Only 
4 per cent. were captured, yet we have gone down from having 5,000,- 
000 tonnage then to less than 3,000,000 now, and are reduced from 32 
per cent. at that time to 15 per cent. at this time in the carrying tradé; 
and yet gentlemen talk about the war having produced these results! 

As everybody else in the world buys where he pleases, as the ship is 
just as good when she sails and carries the commerce of our citizens no 
matter where she is built, and, as I said, there is no sentiment in trade 

in regard toa flag. We would buy the Krupp gun to-morrow if we 
needed it.- We buy the Whitehead torpedoin Austrianow. Why should 
we not bave ships in an emergency ourselves? Why not buy theone that 
gives the bestservice? ‘To-day what isthe result of our policy? Weare 
paying $150,000,000 a year to foreign nations. England gets $100,000,- 
000 of it. Whatdoesthatenablehertodo? Tofeed, clothe, keep in act- 
ive service one hundred thousand of her subjects as sailors ready to turn 
upon us at her command whenever necessity arises. What have we 
got for our defense on the ocean? Is anybody going to attack us on the 
land? No; the world combined can not touch us here. Our contests 
will be upon the high seas hereafter. Prudence says and the protec- 
tionists say, ‘‘In time of peace prepare for war.” 

What do we need most in time of war? Ships and sailors. Where 
are they? ‘‘Gone where the woodbine twineth.’? Gone because of 
the policy that made it an impossibility to build a ship to compete 
with anybody else on the high seas; our sailors gone to sail under the 
flags of other nations. Will you tell me that England, whose principal 
competitor we always were under Democratic rule and a low tariff, 
when we increased 30 per cent. and doubled our mercantile marine be- 
cause we could build and do as we please and carried everything before 
us, desires us to become again‘a seafaring people? England now builds 
all the ships of the world and gets the money from the French, the 
Germans, and the Italians. Of course she wants to get our money for 
her ships, but we need ships and sailors more than she needs money. 

We are spiting nobody but ourselves by refusing to buy; she is en~ 
abled by the hundred millions we pay her every year to keep up one 
hundred thousand more of her armed sailors to be our enemies when 
needed, and we lie to-day prostrate at her feet. Does she seek to re- 
verse that condition? Are we content withit? Are we protecting 
American industries? Are we, as American statesmen, preparing for 
war in tinie of peace by such a miserable policy? It is the most hu- 
miliating condition that intelligent men ever looked at. Ifwe had that 
$100,000,000 we pay England every year for doing our haulingit would 
buy us almost half enough ships to carry on our own foreign traffic. 
Once they became ours they would be American. 

We would soon build up yards for repairs all along the coasts of New 
Jersey, New York, and elsewhere, reducing from time to time, as we 
ought to, the present miserable protective tariff, which I regard as an 
incubus hanging over all our prosperity, and we would have once more 
the sailors we used to have, the sailors we must have, the sailors we may 
need badly at any moment, sailing under the American flag, no matter 
where the ship they sail in was bought, because it must not be forgotten 
that the individual man buys the ship. Gentlemen talk here some- 
times as though the United States was proposing to purchase the ships 
for our mercantile marine. No such thing. 

All the United States laws can do or ought to do is to give its citizens 
fair play in competition with the people who are contending with us; 
and when we have to contend on the high seas beyond the protection 
of the United States, and where the United States can not protect our 
people or our trade, then it is the duty of the Government to see that 
every instrumentality they need in order to have fair play and every 
aid it can furnish them to their goods when they have to carry 
them to foreign markets is furnished at the least expense, and to sec 
to it that we have ships and sailors in such condition that the Govern- 
ment can call upon them to defend her honor and her rights if we are 
ever attacked. That is our duty. 

If we can not, under our system, enable the American citizen to build 
hisship here as cheap as anybody else can abroad, then we ought to say, 
in God’s name, do asall your competitors do, buy your ships wherever 
you can buy them cheapest; we will put them under the protection of 
our laws; we will give them the benefit of our registry; we will allow 
you to sail them under our flag; we will call on them to defend us if 
we get into trouble; that done we will no longer be in the power of 
our competitors or our enemies. 
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Mr. President, I started to speak for an hour or less and I have spoken 
three and a half hours. I beg pardon of the Senate for trespassing so 
long on its attention. 

Mr. HALE After the Senator from Kentucky has discussed so 
ably so many subjects I have some modesty in trying to bring the 
debate back to the measure before the Senate, but with that end in 
veh I ask, Mr. President, that the proposition in controversy be now 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment pending will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. Under the head of “‘ Office of the Superintendent 
of Foreign Mails,” after line 99 of section 1, the Committee on Appro- 
priations propose to insert : 

For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in di „and a 
Pewee speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the Republics of Mexico, 

tral and South America; the Sandwich, West In and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
$800,000; and the Pogtmaster-General is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for pro: such contract or contracts with such American steam- 
ships, fora term of not less than five years, and at a rate of compensation not 
exceeding for each outward trip $1 pernautical mile of the distance, in the most 
direct and feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. e 

Mr. HALE. The amendment which has been read is plain, clear, 
distinct, and everybody knows what it means. I am not for one putto 
any mental disturbance in supporting it because of the point of order 
raised by the Senator from Kentucky. That a part of the service pro- 
vided by the Government for the American is the transportation 
of the mails at home and abroad, everybody admits. That a discretion 
on the part of Congress as to the amount to be appropriated therefor 
exists, no one denies. Thatan appropriation may be limited in terms to 
a particular e: iture and under certain methods and for certain pur- 
pee has been known in the legislative experience of every Senator 

e. 


And, moreover, whether the proposition reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations be and in order upon a post-office appro- 
priation bill is not anew question. More than once it has been sub- 
mitted to the Senate and been declared to be germane to the bill pend- 
ing. More than one ruling to that effect has been made, so that the 
Senate finds itself confronted with a proposition that it may well con- 
sider under our rules. 

I have said, Mr. President, that everybody knows what the amend- 
ment means. I do not care whether you call it a subsidy or a subyen- 
tion, or whether it is an aid to commerce or to the carrying of mails 
from our own ports to foreign countries; everybody here and elsewhere 
taking any interest in this subject knows what this means. : 

It is almost the first attempt that is made by the American Congress 
to introduce and extend commerce with our neighbors upon this side 
of the Atlantic. You may call it subsidy. That does not in any way 
decide the question. That word does not frighten me. It is an honest 
attempt, after investigation has been made under an act of Congress, 
to open foreign markets for the increasing overproduction of American 
labor; and the Senator from Kentucky may make his point of order 
and seek to delay, and may argue technically that this should not be 
upon a post-office appropriation bill; it all comes to this, that he op- 
poses this first effort which is being made here by the American Con- 
gress to create and establish and continue and increase the market for 
American products in foreign countries—our neighbors upon this side 
of the water. 

It is not a new thing, Mr. President. There is the history of no 
country that has found herself with labor producing more than can be 
consumed at homeand with embarrassments arising from that condition 
which has not sought an avenue, a market for that overproduction in 
thevery manner that is sought by the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The history of what is termed “subsidy” 
is the history of every nation that has sought to extend its commerce 
and provide for the. products of its labor. Great Britain began it in 
1848; and I have here a list of the annual appropriations made by Great 
Britain as subsidies to steamship lines, always in the British Parlia- 
ment declared to be for the purpose of building up foreign commerce 
and finding a market for English-made for the years from 1848 to 
1883; and during that time so much did Great Britain become encour- 
aged by the experiment and so much did she see her commerce increas- 
ing and her ships upon the sea multiplying in numbers and her influ- 
ence and her wealth augmented, that she went on from year to year for 
thirty years increasing each year, so that during those thirty-six years 
she had paid from her treasury, in just such appropriations as these 
now in question, $163,653,356; and no English statesman has dared to 
complain, and no English party and no English administration has 
ever, in the many conflicts that havearisen in British politics, been ar- 
rayed by any hardy statesman there as opposed to this system, as the 
Senator from Kentucky has declared that the present administration 
here is opposed to it. 

Why, sir, this is bagatelle compared with what Great Britain has 
done. If for thirty-eight years the American Congress should annually 
appropriate $800,000 in aid of this attempt to extend American com- 
merce toforeign countries the aggregate at the end of that thirty-eight 


years would only be but alittle more than $30,000,000, against one hun- 
dred and sixty-three and odd millions that our British rivals have been 
glad to give for such an enterprise as we are now seeking to embark in. 

And not only are we in the presence of this course pursued by 
Great Britain, but every other great nation that has sought to become 
a rival of Great Britain in the commerce of the world has followed in 
thistrack. France has done if for years, and, notwithstanding some of 
the figures cited by the Senator from Kentucky, has persisted in it; 
and in some of these very South American republics where we are seek- 
ing to penetrate and open commercial relations already rivals Great 
Britain. And we have all seen in the last ten years a new rival swim- 
ming into our ken, Germany, adopting and pursuing precisely the 
same system of subsidies that land and France have adopted, and 
already, under theinfluences that have been given by the German Gov- 
ernment to her merchant marine in some of the countries of Central 
and South America, she is in advance of her European rivals. 

But, in the mean time, the American people have been otherwise en- 
gaged, otherwise busy, and have failed to realize the importance of this 
great mart for our productions that lies below the Rio Grande and the 


Gulf of Mexico, the Central and the Sonth American States. There. 


have been far-sighted and prudentstatesmen who have believed that we 

were allowing this trade to slip away from us unwisely, but so great 

have been the other subjects which have occupied the American Con- 

as and the American people that but little attention was called to 
is. 

A distinguished American statesman ten years ago, with prophetic 
eye, declared that the condition it might be of danger to the American 
Republic would arise when it was found to be overproducing, and that 
the complications that would arise with labor would be such that it 
well might make the foundations of the Republic to tremble. Noman 
may deny to-day that we are now confronted with just that condition 
of overproduction. 

For years it has been growing but did not become so marked in its 
effect and danger as at present. The American people had a thousand 
things to do, as the Senator from Kentucky has said. It was settling 
upthegreat West. It was building railroads. at a rate that aroused the 
astonishment and admiration of the civilized world; it was engaged at 
home, and its energies, and its enterprise, and iis capital were taken 
up with that; but all the time the very which has been so 
well described by the Senator from Kentucky, the labor-saving appli- 
ances, the might of the ingenuity of men’s minds applied to this very 

urpose of making one man with the aid of machinery, do the work 
that heretofore has been done by five men, or ten men, or fifty men, 
has at last wrought out its result, and to-day all over the country there 
is a condition of stagnation and of unemployed labor because of over- 
production. The goods that are made in the cotton factories are piled 
up mountain-higir waiting a mafket. The woolen-mills are thesame. 
Pennsylvania runs her forges and mills upon half time. All over the 
country there is thesame condition. There istoomuch wheat produced 
by the American farmer for consumption at home; the mines, the wells 
from which come the petroleum, bring out a product that we can no 
more care for and consume than we could if it came by a deluge upon 


us. 

The result is that labor is embarrassed, that there are commotions, 

that there are more men to do work than there is demand for the work. 
As was said in the debate yesterday this is clearly shown wherever there 
is a strike, men are ready to come in and take the place of the laborers 
who strike, ready to accept rates of pay, exactions if you choose to call 
them so, of the employer, because there are more men than there is 
labortodo. You can not compel by any law or by moral force the man- 
ufacturer, the great employer, to go on with the work that is all the time 
depleting his pocket, and so it is that to-day the condition which was 
seen in advance by the American statesman to whom I have alluded is 
right before our door knocking with a force that no man can venture to 
disregard. 
Now, what is the plain remedy? You may discuss protection for 
three hours, as the Senator from Kentucky has done; you may array 
the figures and statements on that side and upon the other; and while 
it is incidentally connected with this subject, and while the Senator 
from Kentucky, who is what may be called a com tive free-trader, 
takes the consistent ground in this debate that accords with all the rest 
of his course on the subject, still the question is now, what can be done 
for labor in the way of opening the markets of the world? We can not 
go across the Atlantic for new markets. Where is the market that by 
geography, that by nearness, that by sympathy, that by neighborhood, 
the American producer, the American manufacturer would naturally 
look to, as Great Britain began to look thirty or forty years ago, as 
France later, and as Germany within the last ten years ? 

Why, Mr. President, lying south of the Rio Grande and the Gulf line 
are fifty million of people, the Central and South American states. 
They are made up of different nationalities, but all of them are of the 
races who do notnaturally incline to mechanical invention oringenuity, 
to manufuctures; they have not the tendency, in most cases they have 
not the water power and they have not the fuel by which great man- 
ufactories can be maintained at home, and they must look to other coun- 
tries for the things produced in such manufactories, 
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Two years ago the attention of Congress was called to thissubject, and 
a commission was provided for for the very purpose of carrying out the 
object aimed at by the amendment of my colleague which has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations on this bill. An intelli- 
gent, able, I think accomplished commission, made up of gentlemen 
from both parties, appointed by President Arthur, set itself carefully, 
studiously tothe task of investigating this great subject. ‘It began by 
taking the testimony of shippers, of importers, of merchants, of foreign 
consuls, and of exporters in ourown American ports, and when that work 
had so far proceeded the commission then took its way into the Central 
and South American states, and the volume which I hold in my hand, 
Executive Document 226, is the first volume of a reportas interesting to 
any intelligent American citizen as any narration could possibly be. 
In some cases it is interesting because it is humiliating to see how it is 
that with peoples desiring intercourse with our people, yearning for as- 
sociation, anxious to open trade, anxious to increase their acquaintance 
and intimacy, lying supinely on our backs, we have allowed the trade 


of these peoples to drift away from us. Here are some of the figures. 


Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Maine will give way I will 
move that theSenate proceed tothe consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before that question is put, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S..1532) to regulate commerce. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After one hour and sixteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 4 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


—— 


_ REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected March 31, 1886. 


George W. Bell, to be postmaster at Webster City, Iowa. 

The following report from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads on the foregoing nomination was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD: 


Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to which was referred the nomi- 
nation of George W. Bell to be ter at Webster City, Lowa, vice John D. 
Hunter, suspended, submits the following report: 

When this nomination reached the committee a uest was sent to the Post- 
master-General for all of the papers in the case. This request was complied 
with, and the papers re to the nag Be mer! of Mr. Hunter, as well as those 
ay ting iri ee nomination of Mr. Bell, in that way came into the possession of 
the com: ee, $ 

From the papers thus furnished by the Postmaster-General, in compliance 
wich the rouan of the committee, it appears that Mr. Hunter had been post- 
master at Webster City for several years, and was reappointed December 20, 
1884, for a term of four years. 

Mr. Bell, the present nominee, seems to have fixed his mind in the purpose of 
acquiring this particular office before the beginning of the term of the nt 
national administration.* A letter bearing date March 1, 1885, appears in the files, 
addressed by Mr, Bell to “ President Cleveland,” in which he asked for an ap- 
pointment as postmasterat Webster City, Iowa, and inclosed a number of letters 
supporting his application from leading and infiuential members of the Demo- 
cratic party of Iowa, all of which appear in the files submitted to the committee 
by the Pos r-General. 

No action seems to have been taken by the President relative to this applica- 
tion until the 28th of July, 1885, when he suspended Mr. Hunter and designated 
Mr, Bell tod the duties of the office. 

; In Se pap time Berk arte nae pt aerhenper pote 8 tH phrasetrhinrwmepenlrmbasemie 

nw su e o o ve ip against pub- 

lie officers, doy Meter That fetter bears date April oo, 1855, and contained the 

res plas, paragraphs, namely: , 

“I shall beg you, therefore, to consider the suggestions I make as to the 

of ure, and if you can adopt them and get some cases ready 

within the next two or three weeks, I think within the month of May I can give 
substantial relief, that will take away the importunity and discontent. 

“I think that 15 to 20 per cent, of the fourth-class postmasters in Ohio 
might be removed within the next two months and great good accomplished 
thereby if our ple will adhere to a proposed plan. 

“That is, in , to pick out the most obnoxious and offensive partisans in 
each county to the number of a sixth to a quarter of and choose first-class 
men to take their places. I will requireno more proof of partisanship in these 
selections than the affirmation of knowledge on the part of a Representative 
or Senator that the postmaster has been an active editor or proprictor of a Re- 
publican newspaper printing offensive articles, easily shown by the slips, or a 
stump speaker, or a member of a political committee, or officer of a campai 
club, or organizer of pouien meetings, or that his office has been made the 
headquarters of political work, or that his clerks have been put into the per- 
formance of political duties. Possibly other acts of equal force may be noted 
in some cases,” 

Mr. Bell and his friends acted on these suggestions promptly, and forwarded 
to the President specific charges of offensive partisanship. The communica- 
tion containing the charges is dated May 16, 1885, This document was also 
submitted to the committee by the Postmaster-General. The cha consisted 
of allegations of Mr. Hunter’sactive partisanship; that he was editor and pub- 
lisher of an offensive Republican newspaper, and that he devoted more time to 
thatand active pay work than le gave to the office; that he was a *“ conven- 
tion-goer,” and left the affairs of the office largely to the care of others; that 
he used the office for partisan purposes, and other like charges, filling the 
pieta of the suggestions contained in the said letter of the Postmaster- 

jeneral. 

There does not seem to have been any fault found with the general adminis- 
tration of the affairs of the office, nor any intimation that there wasany shortage 
or other trouble with Mr. Hunter's accounts with the Government, and so there 
is nothing in the case affecting his character or reputation as an official or as a 
citizen, nor anything tending to question his personal or official integrity. It 
is a pure case of alleged offensive partisanship. But it seems to have moved 
the President to action, for, as already stated, he suspended Mr. Hunter on nent 


28, 1885, and designated Mr. Bell to take charge of the office, and he is now nom 


nated to the Senate, and its advice and consent is asked to his appointment to 
the office which he is temporarily filling. 

Mr. Bell entered on the duties of his office soon after the designation of the 
President was made, but he did not pretend to discharge them, or to give at- 
tention to the affairs of the office. He was the editor of the Democratic paper 
published at Webster City, as Mr. Hunter was of the Republican. He took 
charge of the office on the 15th of sis, Yes 1885, and its management to 
others. He at once took upon himself partisan obligations, wholly inconsist- 
ent with attention to the duties of the office. 

The following list of appointments to make political speeches was published 
in his own newspaper, namely : 

“From the circular issued by the State central committee we clip the follow- 


ing: 
iron. George W. Bell, of Webster City, will speak at Creston, Friday, Sep- 


tember 18, 8 p. m., with Whiting; Osceola, ay, September 19, 1 p. m., with 
Whiting; Charlton, Saturday, September 19, 7.30 p. m., with Whiting; Perry, 
Monday, September 21, 7.30 p. m.; Coon Rapids, ‘Tuesday, September 22, 1 p.m.; 


Manning, Tuesday, September 22, 7.30 p. m. ; Harlan, Wednesday, September 23, 
lp. m.; Avoca, Wednesday, September 23, 7.30 p. m.; Audubon, Thursday, Sep- 
tember 24, 2 p. m.; Atlantic, Thursday, September 24, 7.30 p, m.; Stuart, F win f 
September 25, 7.30 p. m.; Denison, Monday, September 28, 7.30 p. m.; Carroll, 
Tuesday, September 29, 7.30 p. m.; Marshalltown, Wednesday, Be aire een 
7.39 p. m., with Whiting; Ames, Thursday, October 1, 7.30 p. m., with Whiting; 
Jefferson, Friday, October 2,7.30 p.m., with Whiting; Fort Dodge, Monday, Oc- 
toher 5, 7.30 p. m.; Manson, Tuesday, October 6, 2 p. m.; Storm Lake, Tuesday, 
October 6, 8 p. m.: Marcus, Wednesday, October 7, 2 p. m.; Cherokee, Wednes- 
day, October 7,8 p.m.; Le Mars, Thursday, October 8,2 p.m.; Sioux City, Thurs- 
day, October 8, 8 p. m.; Sibley, Friday, October 9, 7.30 p. m,” 

These were appointments in the canvass of 1885, and they commenced, as will 
be seen by the first date given, soon he entered upon the control of the 
post-office at Webster City. His activity as a partisan worker, both before and 
since his appointment, is a part of the public political history of Iowa. If par- 
tisanship constituted a sufficient cause for the suspension of Hunter it should be 
equally powerful against the appointment of Bell, for it will hardly be claimed 
that public officers, in order to be entitled to practice freedom of political activ: 
must associate themselves with the Democratic y. This rule does not ho! 


Bell responsible for the activity in which he engaged before he becaine 
a public officer, but it does apply to him the rebate a of the judgment pro- 
nounced by the President nst Hunter. He wasal to be unfitto hoid a 
public office because he neglected the trust and duties of the ition in order to 


do partisan work. Beli has done the same thing, aud continues to do it. Le 
left his official of duty, and remained absent for weeks at a timo, todo par- 
tisan work of the very kind denounced by the Postmaster-General in that part 
of his letter of April 29, 1885, hereinbefore qane, He employed himself for 
weeks at a time as a “stum: ,? and thus brought himself within the 
Postmaster-General's definition of an offensive partisan. If that definition is to 
be taken as a rule of conduct to which public o rsmust conform, it applies to 
this case, condemns the action of the nominee, and invites his rejection by the 
Senate. 

As Mr, Hunter was holding the office from which he was suspended for a def- 
inite term on account of alleged offensive partisanship, and as Mr. Bell, after 
entering upon the discharge of the duties of the office to which he was desig- 
nated by the President, abandoned his post of official duty to engage in more 
active, extensive, and continuous partisan work than was alleged against Mr. 
Hunter, the committee can but conclude that his conduct after entering upon 
his office was not brought to the attention of the President, and that his nomi- 
nation to the Senate was an unintentional violation of the policy of the admin- 
istration in respect of such cases. The committee therefore reports the nomina- 
tion to the Senate adversely, and recommends that it be rejected. 


Executive nomination rejected by the Senate April 20, 1886. 
A. B. Keith, nominated to be postmaster at Denison, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Iowa. 
APRIL 28, 1886. 


” The following report from the Conimittee on’ Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads on the foregoing nomination was ordered to be printed in the 


RECORD: : x 

‘The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
nomination of A. B. Keith, to be ter at Denison, Iowa, vice J. Fred. 
Meyers, whose term has expired, submit the following report: 

Mr. Keith moved in the matter of securing the nomination which was re- 
ferred to the committee, in the early months of the presentadministration. He 
stated his case and claims ina letter dated May 26, 1885, and addressed to Hon, 
B, T. FREDERICK, M. C., from the fifth Congressional district of Iowa, and which 
is here copied at length, namely: 

BULLETIN OFFICE, Denison, Iowa, May 26, 1835, 

My DEAR Sire: While I do not wish to impose burdens upon any one, or tread 
upon the patience of a man who has been so generous to my interesis as you 
have, I desire to call your attention to a feature of my case. Hon. J. Fred. 
Meyers, the present aster, who has held the office for eight years, edita 
the Review, one of the ablest and most bitter of Republican papers, a 
from whose columns the stench of Halpin incense arose like malaria from a 
swamp during the campaign. He was offensively partisan in the highest de- 
gree, not only te his papets, but upon the stump, as an o; izer and 
puea factotum for dirty work. I have made no attempt to secure his removal 

fore his time expires, the 6th of December next, but according to Vilas's let- 
ter he is not eligible to the office under a reform administration. In addition 
to his Review he publishes a German Republican paper, which his salary as 
postmaster has enabled him to put on a good footing and paying basis. 

This German paper isa stumbling-block in local politics, for it reaches a class 
of non-English-speaking Germans who were formerly Republicans, and who 
can be reached only in their own tongue. The effect of this in a close contest is 
dangerous. Itmay decide a Representative or Senatorial fight, to say nothing of 
purely local politics. To overcome this influence and preserve the strength, 
and insure the permanent growth of our local Democracy, it isnecessary to have 
a German Democratic paper. This I ean establish if I get the post-office, and 
guarantee a permanently Democratic county. My aspirations, then, are of con- 
cern to the State Democracy, just in proportion as Crawford County is necessary 
as a permanent bulwark along theline of Democratic defenses. 

This fall we desire to elect a representative again. The yy Soran ange will make 
almost any local sacrifice to preventit. The Review and Zeitung, backed by 
the prestige and salary of the post-office, will shrink at no scruple to elect a Re- 
publican. Two years ago the Republicans nominated a weak candidate, This 
fall it will be a strong one; our present member, having bolted both the local 
and judicial ticket last fall, can neither be nominated or elected by Democrats, 
and a new man will be putin the field. Every element of successshould be con- 
verted into a weapon of aggressive warfare, Could I be assured of the post- 
office appointment shortly, or even at the expiration of Meyers's term, I would 

ut a German paper in the field for active service in the coming campaign this 

ll. Ican not afford, however, to take a step of this kind, involving great ex- 
pense and no income for a year or two, unless a prospective salary enables me 
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to doso. I rests with the leading Democrats of the State as to whether I am 
assisted in an earnest effort to build up and strengthen the Democracy of this 
State by strengthening that part represented by Crawford County. 

Without intruding on either your time or patience, I would like your advice 
as to whether it is practicable for me to await till midwinter before determin- 
ing the outcome of my ambitions. 

With thanks for many kindnesses, I remain, truly yours, 


Hon, B. T. FREDERICK, 
Marshalltown, Iowa. 

The gentleman to whom this letter was addressed forwarded it to the Post- 

master-General, accompanied by the following letter of his own, namely: 
MARSHALLTOWN, IOWA, May 28, 1885, 

DEAR Str: The inclosed letter will commend itself to any one who will read 
it; and I do know we have not got a more zealous writer or a moge able stump 
speaker in the State. Mr. Keith spent his entire time in thefield in the last cam- 
paign; isa young man of very unquestionable character; and is, no doubt, soon 


A. B. KEITH. ` 


to one our party Jeaders in the State, and I hope to see him reap his re- 
‘Very truly yours, 
B. F. FREDERICK, 
To the PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 


Washington, D.C. 


There are numerous letters on file in the case of like tone and character with 
the foregoing from Democratic members of Congress, national, State, and 
county committee men, and from members of the to which Mr, Keith be- 
longs, and occupying influential positions in its affairs in the several localities 
in lowa. Taking the case in its entirety, there is no doubtof Mr. Keith's effi- 
ciency as a partisan worker. He has long been the editor and publisher of a 
Democratic paper at Denison, Iowa, wh has ey. equaled in the “of- 
fensive partisan” character of its articles anything of the kind that has ever 
appeared in the journal rigs over by Mr, Myers, even allowing Mr. Keith’s 
Ghusacorization of the latter to be correct. ore, the feature of “ of- 
fensive partisan” publications, is to have any force in the case, Mr. Keith is 

uite as obnoxious to it as Mr. Meyers would be were he the nominee sent to 
the Senate the President, unless it is to be understood that the only persons 
who are to have freedom of action in this regard are such as belong to the 
Democratic party. The committee has not been disposed to conclude that it 
is the President's purpose to attempt to establish so obnoxious a doctrine as 
this in this country. 

In his letter hereinbefore copied, Mr. Keith states with great definiteness the 
reason why he desires to be made postmaster at Denison, He believes it to be 
of interest to the Democratic party in Crawford County to have certain influ- 
ence wielded by Mr. Myers overcome. Therefore he wrote in that letter: 

“To overcome this influence and preserve the strength and insure the 
nent growth of our local Democracy, it is necessary to have a German 
cratic paper. This I can establish if I the post-office, and guarantee a 

rmanently Democratic county. My aspirations, then, are of concern to the 
e Democracy, just in proportion as Crawford County is necessary as a per- 
manent bulwark along the line of Democratic defenses,” 

There can be no two opinions as to what this explicit declaration means. It 
means that Mr. Keith wants to be made postmaster in order that he may appro- 
priate the sa! and emoluments belonging to the office to the one purpose of 
establishin erman Democratic paper in.the town where the post-office is 
located, and give his time and attention to editing and publishing the same, 

Now, while it can not be said that the purpose thus clearly expressed violates 
the letter of sections 11, 12, 13, and 14 of the act of January 16, Tse, commonly 
known as the civil-service law, it must be admitted that it is obnoxious to the 
spirit thereof, and hostile to the progress of the reform established thereby. Mr. 

eith admits, by implication at least, that he can not do certain partisan work 
which he has in mind unless he can secure the Denison postmastership, and 


rma- 
mo- 


+ promises that if he secures it he will devote the salary derived therefrom to the 


promotion of the local interests of the Democratic party. This isclearly antag- 
onistic to the spirit of the civil-service act, and opposed to the public and ofli- 
cial declarations of the President relative to appointments to and removals 
from public office. 

The committee is therefore bound to conclude that the President was not in- 
formed concerning this explicitly avowed purpose of Mr. Keith when he nomi- 
nated him to the Senate for appointment to the position of tmaster at 
Denison, Iowa. The committee concede this relative to the President's action, 
notwithstanding there is a letter in the files of the case addressed to the Presi- 
dent by Mr. Keith, of date November 10, 1885, and filed six days thereafter, in 
veh iek ill assist terially i tting it 1 fi ial 

“The will assist my paper ma yin putting iton an equal financi 
footing with its Republican competitor, that has enjoyed the income for eight 


In the letter from which this extract is taken, Mr, Keith modestly remarks to 
the President: 

“I ask nothing as a reward for party services, although in 1880 I headed the 
Democratic State ticket of Iowa as the candidate for secretary of state, and an- 
nually take part in political campaigns upon the rostrum. I have edited a 
Democratic paper in this county since 1874, during which time the county has 
been redeemed from an oyerwhelming Republican majority toa substantial 
Democratic majority.” 

Still, Mr. Keith does not seem to have desired that his “claims” on account 
of partisan services rendered, should be overlooked, Hence, he wrote letters 
to a number of gentlemen ony pag aor different points in Iowa, soliciting their 


aid in the matter of securing the Denison post hip. On August 22, 1885, 

he wrote to Hon. John F. Duncombe, of Fort in which letter he says: 
“In pasaia of our conversation at Cedar respecting my claims as 

an applicant for the appointment as postmaster at ison, I desire to call your 


attention to the following points: ™” 
Ba then proceeds to recount with particularity his partisan services, and con- 
cludes: 

“‘Tearnestly hope you will give me the benefit of your active influence in this 
matter, and I will be placed under thousands of obligations to you.” 

Mr. Duncombe promptly nded, as did other gentlemen written to by Mr, 
Keith. The letters are all on file in the case, and they make prominent the serv- 
ices of Mr. Keith to the Democratic party as a reason why he should be given 
the Denison post-office. They urge upon the President and Postmaster-General 
his services as an editor, speaker, committeeman, and general worker. Indeed, 
this is so persistently and frequently done that it may have something to do 
with the formulation of that passage in the President’s message to Congress 
which secured him great commendation from the more advanced class of civil- 
service reformers, and which was in the following language, namely: 

“I venture to hope that we shall never again be remitted to the system which 
distributes public positions purely as rewards for partisan service. Doubts may 
well be entertained whether our Government could survive the strain of a con- 
tinyance of this bal which upon every change of administration i ires an 
immense army of claimants for office to lay siege to the mage of the Gov- 
ernment, engrossing the time of public officers with theirimportunities, spread- 
ing abroad the contagion of their disappointment, and filling the air with the 
tumult of their discontent,” 


Mironet: inadvertence, That it did occur in this wa; 
to concede, The committee therefore recommend 
Keith be rejected. 


the nomination of A, B. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 29, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clockm, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


FEES OF COMMISSIONERS UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, tomem blog a letter from the Attorney-General 
inclosing an additional estimate by the First Comptroller for fees of 
commissioners of United States courts for the current fiscal year; which 
was igi to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 

PROVISIONS, MARINE CORPS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an additional estimate from the 
Secretary of the Navy of an appropriation for provisions, Marine Corps, 
for the next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-STATION TWO HARBORS, MINN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light- 
House Board for a light-station at Two Harbors, in Minnesota; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CONFERENCE ON BRIDGE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a bill of the 
House with Senate amendments, the bill (H. R. 41) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city 
of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, and to establish it as a post- 
road. The Chair will state that the Senate has made certain amend- 
ments to this bill, and asked for a committee of conference, Before 
the House can grant that request, of course it must take some action 
on the amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. ` Mr. Speaker, there are seven of those bills sent over 
from the Senate upon which a conference is asked. I move that the 
House non-concur in the amendments, and agree to the request for a 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will non-con- 
cur in the amendments and agree to the conference as requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

A like order was made in relation to the following bills severally: 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company 
over the Tennessee River; ; 

A bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance of 
a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Missouri 
River at Pierre, Dak. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, Cook County, Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid Transit Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company, of 

‘exas, to maintain a bridge across the Red River; and 

A bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and pon- 
ton railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the 
city of Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore in the State of Wis- 


consin. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers on the part of 
the House in the conference upon all these bills the gentleman from 
Georgia, Mr. Crisp, the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BYNUM, and 
the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr, WEAVER. ; 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request: 

Mr. RICHARDSON asks that report No. 1927,from the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, toaccompany House bill No, 8318, be reprinted, the first print having 
been exhausted. F 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this order will be made. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] requests 
that House bill No. 5609, for the relief of David H. Thompson, and 
House bill No. 4913, for the relief of John W. Duncan, reported ad- 
versely from the Committee on Military Affairs, be placed on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. If there be no objection, that order ‘will be made, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
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CONTESTED ELECTION—CAMPBELL VS. WEAVER. 


Mr. HALL. It has been the intention of the Committee on Elec- 
tions to call up for consideration in the House the contested-election case 
of Campbell vs. Weaver, from the sixth district of Iowa. Several par- 
ties interested have requested that the consideration be postponed; and 
I now give notice that the case will be called yp on Tuesday next. 


FRANK H. ISHAM AND WILLIAM E. MALLORY. 


Mr. SPOONER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

AONA TON the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
Frank H. m and William E. Mallory the sum of $180 , for three months’ 
service of each of them in the document-room of the House of Representatives, 


REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the 
House now proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 1357, which 
was reported the other day from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1357) authorizing the Cas ea Claims to hear and determine certain 


Be it enacted, dc., That the claims of Joseph C. Irwin"& Co, and C. A. Perry 
& Co. for property taken and impressed into the service of the United States, in 
the year 1857, by orders of Col. Albert Sidney Johnston, in command of the Utah 
expedition, be, and the same are hereby, referred, with all the papers relating 
thereto, to the Court of Claims, for adjudication on the proofs heretofore pre- 
gented and such other proofs as may be adduced, 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 


e bill. 
The SPEAKER. There appears interlined in this bill an amend- 
ment. 

Mr, WARNER, of Missouri. That is an amendment which was of- 
fered in Committee of the Whole by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] and withdrawn. That was the understanding with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLERK OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 


Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted a re- 
port; which was read, as follows: 

Ix THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, April 12, 1886. 
Pees DIBBLE submitted the following; which was referred to the Committee on 
ccounts: 

“Resolved, That the clerkship of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be an annual clerkship, with compensation at the rate of $2,000 per 
annum; and that poren for the payment of such clerk be made out of the 
contingent fund of the House during the present session at the said rate, and 
poner be provided for as other annual clerkships of committees of this 

ouse,” 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution, have considered the same, and report the following substitute, with the 
recommendation that it be adopted: 

Resolved, That the clerkship of the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds bean annual clerkship, with compensation at the rate of $2,000 per an- 
num, and that proyision for the payment of the said clerk be made out of the 
contingent fund of the House during the remainder ef the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, at the said rate, and thereafter be provided for as other annual 
clerkships of Committees of this House; and that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations be instructed to include the same in the regular annual appropriadons. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the original resolution 
will lie on the table ; and the question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution reported as a substitute. = 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 60, noes 19. 

Mr. REAGAN. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The pointis made tat no quorum has voted. The 
Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and 
the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. DIBBLE]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 103, noes 41. 

Mr. McMIL and Mr. REAGAN called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a 
bier explanation in regard to the necessity for the adoption of this res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The resolution is recommended by the Committee on 
Accounts after full investigation. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being ayes 35, noes 82—more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
121, nays 96, not voting 106; as follows: 


th 


YEAS—121. 
Adams, G. E. Brady, Caldwell Culberson, 
Adams, J. J. Brown, C, E. Campbelj, Felix Danicl, 
Anderson, J. A. Brown, W. W. Campbell, J. E. Davis, 
Baker, Buck, Campbell, T. J. Dibble, 
Ballentine, Bunnell, Carleton, Dingley, 
Bliss, Burleigh, Conger, Dockery, 
Boatelle, Butterworth, Cooper, Dunham, 


Ely, Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles Stahlnecker, 
Ermentrout, Hitt, Osborne, Steele, 
Evans, Holmes, Owen, ces 
Everhart, Hopkins, Perkins, ylor, E. B. 
uhar, Hudd, Perry, Taylor, I. Il. 
Felton, Irion, Peters, Tillman, 
Findlay, Ket Phelps, Tucker, 
ord, Laffoon, Pindar, Van Eaton 
Funston, Lan 5 Pirce; Van Schaick, 
Gay. Lawler, Plumb, Viele, 
G Libbey, Reed, T. B. Wade, 
Gilfillan, Lore, í Wadsworth, 
Glover, Lovering, Rice, Wakefield, 
Gof, kipeo Robertson, Ward, T. B. 
Grosvenor, ahoney, Romeis, Wellborn, 
Harmer, Martin, Rowell, 
Hatch, Merriman, Sawyer, White, A. C. 
Hayden, Milliken, White, Milo 
Hayn Mitchell, Scranton, 
Hemphill, Morrill, * Smalls, Wise, 
Henderson, D. B. Morrow, Snyder, Wolford, 
Henderson, J. S. Muller, Sowden, 
Henley, Norwood, Spooner, 
Hepburn, O’Ferrall, Spriggs, 
NAYS—9%. 
Allen, J. M. Eden, Landes, Sa: = 
ch, Eldredge, Le Fevre, Seymour, 
Bland, Forney, Little, Shaw, 
Blount, Frederick, Lowry, Singleton, 
See) > eae ie, | See 
Tage, . ' son, 
Breckinridge,C.R, Green, R. 8. McKenna, Stone; W. J., Ky 
Breckinridge, WCP.Halsell, McKinley, Stone, W. J., Mo, 
Bynum, . Hammond, MeMillin, Storm, 
arris, McRae, Strait, 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, Mills, Sol 
Candler, Tewitt, Morgan, Ta 
Cannon, Hires, Morrison, Taylor, Zach. 
Caswell, k. Neal, Thomas, O. B, 
Clardy, : Holman, Neece, Townshend, 
Clements, Houk, Payne, Turner, 
Cobb, Hutton, Peel, Wait, 
Comstock, James, Pidcock, Warner, A. J. 
Cowles, Johnston, J. T. Price, Weaver, A. J. 
Cox, Jones, J. H. Randall, Weaver, J. B. 
Crisp, Jones, J. T. Reagan, Weber, 
Dargan, Kelley, Richardson, Whiting, 
Davenport Kleiner, Wilson, 
Davidson, R. H. M. La Follette, ry 
NOT VOTING—106, 
Aiken, Cutcheon, Johnston, T. D, Reid, J. W. 
Allen, C. IL. Davidson, A, C, King, R K 
Anderson, C. M. Dawson, Laird, Rockwell, 
Arnot, Nace ba Lehlback, yan, 
Atkinson, Dougherty, Lindsley, Seney, 
Barbour, Dowdney, Long, Sessions, 
Barksdale, Dunn, Louttit, Skinner, 
Barnes, Ellsberry, Mar! A4 wart, es 
Barry, Fisher, Maybury, Stew: J. W. 
Bayne. Fleeger, McAdoo, St. Martin 
Belmont, Foran, McComas, Stone, E, F. 
Bennett, Gallinger, Millard, Struble, 
Bingham, Gibson, C. H. Miller, Swinburne, 
Blanchard, - Gibson, Eustace Moffatt, 
Boyle, Green, W. J. Murphy, ‘Taylor, J. M. 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
Brumm, Guenther, Nelson, Thompson, 
Bucbanan, Hale, Ontes,, Throckmorton, 
Burnes, 1, O'Donnell, T , 
Burrows, : Hanback, O'Hara, W: 
Catchings, 5 O'Neill, J. J. Warner, William 
Cole, Henderson, T. J. Outhwaite, West, 
Collins, Herman, Parker, Willis, 
Compton, Hill, Payson, Woodburn, = 
Crain, Howard, Pettibone, Worthington. 
Croxton, Jackson, Pulitzer, 
Curtin, Johnson, F. A. Ranney, 
So the resolution was adopted. >: 


The following pairs were announcéd from the Clerk’s desk, until far- 
ther notice: 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. TROCKMORTON with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. WEsT. ` 

Mr. Croxton witk Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNE, 

For this day: 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. MARKHAM. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. BAYNE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. JOHNSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. ROCKWELL, 

Mr. KıxG with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr, BARBOUR with Mr. CurcHEON. 

Mr. BoyLe with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. WORTHINGTON. 


3978 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aprit 29, 


- Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. } 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRISON. I demand the regular order of business. _ 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports for reference. 


LEWIS F. CASEY. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8329) to relieve Lewis F. Casey, of Illinois, of 
disabilities under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
` back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7094) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement made between the commissioners appointed on the part of 
the State of New York and the commissioners appointed on the part of 
the State of New Jersey respecting the location of the northern bound- 
ary line between the States of New York and New Jersey, and the re- 
placing and erecting of monuments thereon, bearing date the 7th day 
of June, in the year of our Lord 1883; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
rted back adversely bills of the following titles; which were 


ures, repo: 
laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. aE for the redemption of trade-dollars; 

A bill (H. R. 2082) to provide for the exchange of trade-dollars for 
standard silver dollars and other silver coin of the United States; 

~ A bill (H. R. 2069) for the retirement of trade-dollars from circu- 

lation; 

A bill (H. R. 2057) to authorize the redemption, exchange, and re- 
coinage of trade-dollars; 

A bill (H. R. 1749) to retire the trade-dollar coinage; and 

A bill (H. R. 1497) for the retirement of the recoinage of the trade- 
dollar. 


RETIREMENT AND RECOINAGE OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, also reported, in the nature of a substitute for the foregoing bills, 
a bill (H. R. 8330) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

IRRIGATION. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1092) to grant the rightof way through 
the public lands for irrigation purposes; which was read a first and see- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


REFORM SCHOOL, DAKOTA. 


Mr. STRAIT, from’ the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2825) granting to the Dakota Territory 
section 16, township 103, range 54 west, in the county of Aurora, in the 
said Territory, for the purposes of a reform school, and granting to said 
Territory one section of land ín lieu thereof for school purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SHORT CREEK LAKE, MISSOURI. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, from the Committee onthe Public Lands, re- 

rted back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4989) to donateShort Creek 

ke, in Platte County, to the State of Missouri and forever preserve 
the same for public resort and recreation; which was refe: to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. HEWITT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3289) to amend section 5 of the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 10, 1880; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

YELLOW-FEVER INVESTIGATION. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills now begins 
at ten minutes past 1 o’clock; and the call rests with the Committee 
on Commerce. The Clerk will report the title of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5542) providing for the appointment of a commission to investi- 
gate the truth of alleged discoveries of the specific cause of yellow fever, and 
of a method of preventing that disease by inoculation, and to obtain all infor- 
mation possible as to the cause and prevention of that disease. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union from the further consideration of this bill and con- 
sider the same in the House. Pending that request the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] asked for the reading of the bill, The 
Clerk will read the bill, after which the Chair will ask for objection, 

The bill (which wilf be found in full in yesterday’s RECORD) was 


“read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unani- 


mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 

state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill just read, 

os igs the same be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
ole. š 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. This is a bill to create a commission, 
make new places, new offices. If this is to be done let us haye it done 
in the larway. We havedone enough in this direction for one day. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Crisp in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 5542. - 

The report (by Mr. Davis) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerve, to whom was referred House bill 5542, beg leave 
to submit the following report: 

The accompanying bill provides for sending an expert commission to Mexico, 
and if necessary to Brazil, Havana,and the Central American States for the 

rpose of inv: g the merits of the methods pursued by Drs. Freire and 
DAFO for the prevention of yellow fever by inoculation, and of obtainin 
all other information relative to that disease which may be acquired by caperk. 
ments or otherwise. The manner of preparing the virus by these two physicians 
is dissimilar, Dr. Freire following more closely the system of Pasteur, which 
consists of repeated inoculation of the inferior animals until the virus becomes 
attenuated and modified, when it is introduced into the human body. Dr. Car- 
mona ponore the micro-o which he has eliminated from one of the 
secretions of a person suffering from yellow fever. The essential principle of 
each procs is the same, viz; the introduction into the animal circulation of a 
specific virus, which will uce in an extremely mild and modified form 
symptoms and conditions similar to those existing in yellow fever, and the effect 
of which is to protect the person from an access of disease. It is claimed 
that successful results have attended this preventive treatment, which certain 
statistical statements would appear to proye. 

Dr. Carmona states that in one series of observations during the prevalence 
of yellow fever of three hundred and eighty persons protected by inoculation, 
less than 3 per cent. of the number contracted the disease, while under the same 
circumstances, of one hundred and seventy-five persons not inoculated 32 
cent. were seized with it. He also states that seventy-six inoculated sol 
marching from Vera Cruz to Acayucan were joined by a soldier who had not 
been inoculated. Upon their arrival at the latter place the unprotected soldier 
was seized with yellow fever and died, while no case of the disease occurred 
among bis seventy-six com 

Other facts of a similar character are related by Drs. Carmona and Freire, 
which eang, tend very strongly to show the success of this preventive 
treatmen 

Medical investigations in recent times, and particularly the brilliqnt discov- 
eries of Pasteur, have proved that certain diseases in men and animals which 
result from a specific contamination of the blood can be prevented by inocula- 
tion with the germ which propagates the disease and gives it its peculiar char- 
acter. The more closely the symptoms artificially uced resemble those 
of the , the greater is the probability that protection will be de- 
rived fromthem. While the results of the invest! ions pyrsued and the pre- 
ventive treatment adopted in Mexico and Brazil are extremely satisfactory, 
they are not absolutely conclusive. 

lt is therefore important that further scientific observations and experiments 
should be instituted in order to establish beyond controversy the facts relating 
to os subject so vital to the interests of sanitary science, commerce, and hu- 
manity, p 

In order that accurate results can be obtained, it will be necessary that the 
methods pursued shall be observed during the prevalence of the disease by thor- 
oughly skilled experts and physicians. The microscopic a rances of the 
blood and secretions should be noted, The form of the specie 
ciple should be observed and identified; 
the disease should be determined; and it may ben 


of the occurrence of an epidemic of yellow fever in our own country, in order 
that we may profit by the knowledge thus obtained to stay its ravages, avert 
the panic which always accompanies its invasion, and save our business in- 
terests from the enormous injury it inflicts. 

Should the opinions of Drs. Carmona and Freire be aea oy norong and 
continued observation, their importance to the inhabitants of tropical and 
penipeni regions chiefly afflicted by this disease can not easily be eager. 
ated. Yellow fever is one of the three most formidable diseases which ct 
the human race. One of these happily occurs at rare intervals; another has 
been since the commencement of the century successfully controlled by that 
form of preventive treatment it is now proposed to investi, i 

1f a similar controlling principle can be applied to yellow fever it will confer 
a boon upon the people of our Southern Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and of the 
great Mississippi Valley, hardly second to that which the humane genuis of Jen- 
ner bas gina tomankind. In its highest aspects this question concerns human- 
ity, but for the statesman the commercial considerations involved are of the first 
importance. The repeated invasions of this grave disease have been a serious 
obstacle to the prosperity and progress of the States bordering upon the Gulf 
and Lower Mississippi. 

- It has repeatedly paralyzed their industries, impoverished their people, and 
in several aranan d reduced their cities to bankruptcy, The evil has not been 


confined to the immediate area visited by the disease; so close are the bonds of 
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commercial intercourse and so intimately blended are the reciprocal currents of 
trade and business of the interchange of raw and manufactured products be- 
tween all portions of our common country, that whatever seriously affects the 
prosperity-of any section is speedily felt by all. : 

Every invasion of yellow fever has seriously affected the business interests of 
the Eastern, Middie, and Northern States, and every representative of these 
terests should be equally concerned with the members from the Southern an: 
Southwestern States in the support of every judicious measure for the preven- 
tion of this disease. 

For the reasons above stated, your committee recommend the passage of the 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, - 


We do not concur in this report. 
CHARLES F. CRISP. 
ANDREW J. CALDWELL. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, the bill A Setna for the appointment 
of a commission to visit Mexico, and if necessary Central America, 
Brazil, and Havana, for the purpose of investigating the methods pur- 
sued in two of those countries for the prevention of yellow fever by in- 
oculation and of pursuing other investigations relative to the nature, 
causes, prevention, and éure of that disease. The experiments of Drs. 
Freire of Brazil and Carmona of Mexico, both occupying high official 
positions in their respective countries and sustained by their Govern- 
ments in their researches, have recently attracted the attention and in- 
terest of the medical profession and eminent sanitarians in our own 
country, who desire that Congress shall take the action contemplated 
by this bill. The National Public Health Association, at its recent 
meeting here, and also the representatives of the State boards of health, 
in session at the same time, adopted resolutions asking for the appoint- 
ment of this commission, which I will ask the Clerk to read: 


Whereas the question of immunity from yellow fever is so intimately con- 
nected with the social, industrial, and commercial growth of Tennessee, the 
Southern Atlantic and the Gulf States of the Union as to determine the destiny 
of Mem; Charleston, Savannah, Pensacola, Mobile, New Orleans, and Gal- 
veston ; 

Whereas a large and Fapa merge rags of testimony that the power of pro- 
tecting the unacclimated against yellow fever has been discovered and proven 


numero’ 
corroboration g from medical scientists at the head of 
ents in the hi institutions of learning in Braziland 
i by and bearing the indorsement of their respective govern- 
ments: 
Resolve: 
States of 
and, if true, of inealculable wo: 


in its assumptions true or rth, surpassing 
the com n of many millions of dollars, and to the saving of tens of thon- 
sands of lives of our own people, that we hereby petition and urge upon both 

of Congress now assembled to sorena a commission for the purpose 
of a complete in ion of, reporting after a thorough exam- 


making vestigat: 
ination of the methods pursued, their effectiveness in protecting the unaccli- 
mated res, piian the yellow fever infection, together with all associated observa- 
tions experiments that may be ascertained. 


The president of the Louisiana State board of health, who has earned 
the gratitude of the people of New Orleans by his efficient sanitary and 
quarantine methods, was before your committee in favor of this bill. 
Dr. Billings, of the Army, and Gihon, of the Navy, Dr. Toner, a dis- 
tinguished physician of this city and an eminent authority on yellow 
fever, and Dr. Hamilton, the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital 
Service, appeared with him, and each urged the appointment of this 
commission. Your committee also obtained the views of Dr. Stern- 
berg, who in that department of biology relating to this subject has no 
peer in our country, and is an acknowledged authority in Europe. He 
has ial knowledge of this disease, having been a member of the 
commission which visited Havana in 1879 to acquire all the informa- 
tion practicable in regard to yellow fever. He also strongly favors the 
proposed investigation. 

Mr. Chairman, I might well rest the question of the propriety of the 
legislation proposed in this bill upon the weight of the authority in its 
favor which I have adduced from the two distinguished bodies which 
represent the medical and sanitary sentiment of the country, and of the 
eminent gentlemen who appeared before your committee, and whose 
opinions are received with the greatest respect here and in Europe; but 
the House will doubtless desire to hear the reasons which are urged in 
favor of the bill. Forseveral years Drs, Freire and Carmona have prac- 
ticed inoculation for the prevention of yellow fever, and they claim that 
their experiments have been attended with almost entire success. 

Dr. Carmona states that of three hundred and eighty persons inocu- 
lated by him less than 3 per cent. contracted the disease, while, under 
similar circumstances, of one hundred and seventy-five non-inoculated 
persons 32 per cent. were seized with it. He also states that seventy- 
six soldiers were inoculated, one was not; the last-named soldier was 
taken with yellow fever and died, while his seventy-six comrades es- 
caped the disease. Other facts are given by both these physicians tend- 
ing to establish the success of their methods. Dr. Freire claims to 
have inoculated over five thousand persons, with substantial success. 
Both Freire and Carmona claim to produce exemption from the dis- 
ease by inoculating the healthy person with the yellow-fever virus, but 
they pursue different methods, Freire employing the virus which has 
been modified and attenuated by repeated inoculdtions of the inferior 
animals, while Carmona inoculates directly with virus taken from one 
of the secretions of the human body. 


They claim that they produce in this manner an extremely mild and 
modified form of the disease, from which no fatal results have occurred, 
and which is substantially protective, just as vaccination is against 
small-pox. To corroborate the alleged results of these experiments it 

fairly be urged that they are in line with the inferences drawn from 
vaccination, and that they also harmonize with the revelations of mod- 
ern biological research. Within twenty years, and notably within the 
last ten years, extraordinary advances have been made in the study of 
micro-organisms, and some remarkable practical results have flowed 
from them. ‘The labors of the famous Pasteur have been so beneficent 
that he has earned the gratitude of France and the world. 

After several years of the most patient and skillful effort, and after 
repeated disappointments, he discovered the microscopic parasite which 
was destroying the silk-worm and ruining the silk industry of France. 
Having discovered this pest, he was enabled to point out the means to 
extirpate it and thus save this important industry. He subsequently 
discovered the germ of anthrax or charbon, a fatal disease which affects 
sheep and cattle; and he has inoculated a half million of sheep and fifty 
thousand cattle with complete success, no death having occurred among 
this very large number of inoculated animals. 

Results like these silence incredulity, and must stimulate investiga- 
tion in afield so important and where new and equally beneficent 
triumphs can reasonably be hoped for. This eminentscientist has just 
achieved his greatest triumph in. the unique discovery that-after the 
poison of hydrophobia has entered the body he can, by the introduc- 
tion of virus originally taken from the spine or brain of an animal suf- 
fering with the disease and attenuated by repeated and numerous 
inoculations, produce perfect immunity from that horrible disease. 
I speak with more contidence upon this subject because I have just 
learned from an eminent biologist and most careful observer, who wit- 
nessed his experiments, that he has no doubt of the entire success of 
his method. He saw a large number of dogs which had been bitten 
by rabid animals subjected to this process, and not one of them con- 
tracted the disease, while a large number of the non-inoculated were 
seized with it. 

When we think of the years of assiduous labor required to produce 
this marvelous result, of the many failures that were made, of the 
ingenuity and scientific sKill displayed in making the attenuations and 
cultivating the virus in order that it should have the precise strength 
requisite to perform its work and not be sufficiently virulent to pro- 
duce a fatal result, we are filled with admiration of this great scientist 
and philanthropist. Indeed the wildest dreams of the imagination 
could not have conceived or the inspired spirit of scientific prophecy 
have predicted such a glorious triumph of genius over this horrible and 
fatal disease. 

But he is not alone in sucessfully penetrating these mysteries of na- 
ture. The great German pathologist, Koch, has proved that consump- 
tion is produced by a microbe that for years eluded his investigation, 
and was only discovered by staining the tubercular specimens observed 
by the microscope} and still this germ, so minute and transparent that 
it can only be seen by the microscope in the manner just stated, will, 
when introduced by inoculation into men and animals, always produce 
tuberculosis. Other observers have been successfully laboring in the 
same field, and as the result of their researches it is known that ty- 
phoid and relapsing fever, measles, scarlatina, whooping-cough, ery- 
sipelas, and several other diseases owe their origin to the presence of 
micro-organisms peculiar to each disease. The pleuro-pneumonia 
which has prevailed so extensively and with such fatality among cattle 
is not only proved to be produced in this manner, but to be preventible 
by inoculation. 

But this House is not an audience of medical men, and I mnst not 
weary you. Let me then at once reach the general conclusion to which 
these experiments lead, as stated by Dr. Sternberg, ‘‘that the results 
obtained by Pasteur in his experiments relating to protective inocula- 
tion against anthrax have been of the highest importance, and many 
persons have been led to share in the sanguine expectation of the dis- 
tinguished French chemist that not only in this disease but in the in- 
fectious diseases generally protective inoculations may eventually be 
successfully practiced.” This process is more likely to prove successful 
in that class of diseases in which an attack exempts the person from 
future seizures. Small-pox is one of these protective diseases, and it 
furnishes the most striking instance of the success of inoculation. Yel- 
low fever is also an infectious and protective disease, and we should 
expect a priori to ultimately detect the germ which bears a causal re- 
lation to it, and whose introduction into the human body by inocula- 
tion will prevent the occurrence of the malady. 

It is claimed that this germ has been discovered and its protective 
influence established by various experiments. This is doubted upon 
the authority of Dr. Sternberg, who when in Havana was unable to 
detect it, but he states that unfortunately the time allotted to this in- 
vestigation (three months) was entirely too short to make a thorough 
experiment or study. He also firmly believes that the organism which 
is causative of this disease will be discovered, and he also fully and 
strongly approves of the appointment of this commission. It may be 
objected that the microscopic experiments of Drs. Freire and Carmona 
are unsatisfactory and eyen inconsistent with each other; but if this 
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be so, 5 by no means proves that their inoculations have not been suc- 
cessfu 

The precise form of microscopic organism which causes yellow fever 
may have eluded their observation as the bacillus of tubercle esca; 
the eye of Koch, as the gorm of small-pox still continues to be invisible, 
but if present, as it doubtless is in every drop of blood, it will perform 
its benign mission of prevention just as it accom es its work of death 
whether seen or unseen.’ So that while it will be the duty of this com- 
mission to verify these alleged microscopic observations, it will also be 
necessary to institute the closest medical examinations and observa- 
tions to test the main and all-important claim that yellow fever is pre- 
ventible by inoculation. If this alleged discovery be verified, its im- 
portance can not be overestimated. This alarming and deadly disease 
prevails over an area measured by 40 degrees of latitude, 35 of which 
are north of the equator, and 55 degrees of longitude. 

Its ravages are by no means confined to these limits, as it has visited 
all the important ports on our Atlantic seaboard (some of them repeat- 
edly) as far north as Quebec and Halifax. Wherever it prevails its mor- 
tality is excessive, sometimes as great as 60 per cent.’of all the cases. 
It spreads with rapidity in communities and rapidly extends from State 
to State, city to city, and village to village, leaving in its dread path 
bereavement, broken social and family ties, parents forever lost to their 
children, children to their parents, everywhere woe and desolation. 
Beneath the dark shadow of this Azrael’s wings hope dies, despair alone 
survives. Ah, Mr. Chairman, such widespread, multiplied, and unut- 
terable afiliction is indeed the crucifixion of humanity, the martyrdom 
of its tenderest and holiest instincts and emotions. It is the pathetic 
story of Holy Writ, a thousand times repeated, ‘‘ Rachel weeping for her 
children because they are not.’’ 

You gentlemen who come from the Lower Mississippi Valley and from 
the South Atlantic and Gulf coasts have witnessed all this. I shall 
not soon forget the affecting picture drawn of this fearful malady 
from his personal observation by the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas, Judge REAGAN. The epidemic invasions of this deadly dis- 
ease are disastrous to the business and commercial interests of large 
and populous regions of our country. The terror which pervades com- 


munities in the presence of ilence yzes business energy. The 
people of infected localities have no other thought than to escape from 
the threatened danger. 


The ordinary pursuits of life are neglected or abandoned, homes are 
deserted, the crops are left ungathered, places of business are closed, 
railroad trains are stopped or move without freight; a rigid quarantine 
obstructs communication with the outside world. Nomoreserious blow 
can be struck at the commercial interests of any section of the country 
than is inflicted by an invasion of yellow fever. It is, viewed in all 
its aspects, a fearful calamity, destructive to human life and human in- 
terests, social and material, the deadly enemy of the development and 

prosperity of the Lower Mississippi Valley eur Gulf coast. 

Any agency that would control its ravages would be welcomed as a 
blessing from Heaven. The discovery of its preventability by inocula- 
tion would be second only to that great discovery of Jenner, which, 
like the setting sun, brightened the evening horizon of the ei hteenth 
century. No achievement of human genius since the birth of history 
will compare in beneficence with the boon conferred upon mankind by 
this unequaled benefactor of his race, In all future time ‘generation 
after generation will bless his memory and delight to honor and exalt 
his pure and radiant fame. The time will come when savage tribesin 
distant continents and islands will deify him as the god whose divine 
touch staid the progress and annihilated the terrors of that pestilence 
which walketh in darkness and at noonday. The humane genius of 
medicine did not die with Jenner; it lives and repeats its triumphs. 

In the morning of the century the art of auscultation was discovered 
by Laennec, and the lungs and heart whispered their secrets in the ear 
of onae t Frenchman. Since his day every skillful physician has 

able to determine with scientific accuracy the precise condition of 
rs ‘great vital organs. 

At its noontide hour came that revelation which flashed to the civil- 
ized world the marvelous, the almost miraculous, fact that for the first 
time since man inhabited the universe science had mastered pain and 
abolished terror as elements of surgery. Henceforth in all the annals 
of the healing art, in all the future history of the race, the surgeon’s 
knife was to do its work, however delicate, however prolonged, with- 
out fear, suffering, or consciousness on the part of the patient, no mat- 
ter what tissues were cut or arteries or nerves divided, even if the in- 
terior of the body should lie exposed and palpitating beneath its keen 
blade in searching its inmost recesses to extirpate disease. The patient 
only knows a sleep and an awakening. 

He only knows that whereas he had been visited by mortal disease, 
he is now, in a moment, in the twinkling ofan eye, restored to new- 
ness of life, to health, to hope and joy. It was my good fortune to 
witness the first public experiment illustrating the effects of anesthesia. 
‘There was universal incredulity before the operation, but when the 
knife was seen to pass repeatedly through the tissues and elicited no 
sign of sensibility, then every student instantly realized that a new era 
in medicine and surgery had just dawned upon the world, and he also 
knew that the name of Morton would never be forgotten so long as suf- 
fering and disease continued to be attributes of humanity. 


I have already described the rapid strides that microscopic research 
is making in de ining the nature of various di and will only 
add that surgery is indebted to these discoveries for its later successes. 
All the methods connected with important surgical operations are con- 

ucted while the incised surfaces are protected from the contact of mi- 
cro-organisms, with the result of largely diminishing their fatality. I 
have indicated some of the triumphs of a noble and humane art dur- 
ing this grandest of the centuries, so crowded with the achievements 
ofaconsummate civilization, whose evening shadows are closing around 
us to be ere long followed by the unknown splendors of a succeeding 
age, which will reserve for science its proudest victories and for human- 
ity its most precious gifts. 

It has been urged that while this inv estigation ought to be made it 
could be as well accomplished by one person as by three. The only 
reply which needs to be made to this proposition is contained in a let- 
ter from Dr. Sternberg, written in response to two questions propounded 
by me in behalf of the committee, and which I Reruens the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CARROLLTON HOTEL, 
Baltimore, Md., January 27, isso. 


irde nayo sne Honorio to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of January 
to reply as 

Dir I consider the desirability of such an investigation as is proposed to be 
beyond a 

Second, There areseveral reasons for placing such an investigation in the 
hands of a commission composed of three — 

(a) Such a commission would be more likely to receive the active co-opera- 
tion of the Governments of Lacan to and of Mexico andof the medical gentlemen 
whose claims are to be investiga’ 

(6) The combined TOUA C at so members composing it would have more 
meae with the physicians in our own country than would that of a single in- 

vidual. 


baio consisting of three members, and could be carried on at the same 
time that the microscopical and bacteriological Spas on the commission was 
engaged in an investigation with reference to the special micro-organisms, or 
“germs,” which are said to have been discovered and are supposed to be the 
cause of the disease. 

(d) In an ‘nevestlastlae of this kind, undertaken in a distant and unhealthy 
country, it ae happen that sickness would interfere with the prosecution of 
the work if it epended upon a ee eve. 

Ont he other ayy I would say thatin case the investigation fails to confirm 
the claims made by Freire, of Brazil, and Carmona, of Mexico, and a protracted 
experimental research becomes. necessary in order to determine in an exact 
manner the cause and the best means of preventing this fatal malady, it will 
not be worth while to place such an undertaking in the hands of a commission 


consisting of three persons, unless all of the members are experts in the use of 


the microscope and in modern methods of research in this very difficult field of 
investigation. 


ery respectfully, yours, 
o7 GEO, M. STERNBERG, 


Major and Surgeon, U. 8. Army. 
Hon, R. T. Davis, M. D., ws pR s 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DAVIS. Itmay beobjected that Congress has no constitutional 
power to make an appropriation for this purpose. Article I, section 8, 
clause 4, gives Congress pomor to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States. Under this clause Congress has always 
exercised large powers for the protection and promotion of commerce in 
order to meet the demands arising from the great variety and rapid 
evelopment of our domestic and foreign commerce. Judge Story 
says that the commercial system of the United States has been em- 
ployed sometimes for the purpose of revenue; sometimes for the pur- 
pose of prohibition; sometimes for the purpose of retaliation and com- 
mercial reciprocity; sometimes to lay embargoes; sometimes to encourage 
domestic navigation and the shipping and mercantile interests by houn- 
ties and discriminating duties, and by special preferences and privileges; 
and sometimes to te intercourse with a view to mere political ob- 
jects, such as to repel aggressions, increase the pressure of war, or vin- 
dicate the rights of neutral sovereignty. 

In all these cases the right and duty have been conceded to the 
National Government by the unequivocal voice of the people. Certainly 
the exercise of these varied and important powers by Congress with the 
sanction of the people must include the constitutional right to legislate 
for the removal of one of the greatest obstructions to commercial inter- 
course, an obstruction which prevents ships from entering ports, blocks 
the channels of trade and intercourse, and inflicts severe and permanent 
injury upon the interests of commerce. This contemplated legislation 
can also rest securely upon that provision of the Constitution which 
authorizes Congress to provide for the common defense and promote the 
general welfare. 

It would seem tlear that legislation to check the progress of this 
deadly scourge is not only in harmony with this provision, but is re- 
quired and demanded by it in order to provide for the general defense 
against an enemy whose attacks are as fatal as those of an invading 
army, and to promote the general welfare by controlling or averting 
a pestilential disease which is the deadly foe of those human and ma- 
terial interests which comprise the general welfare. This question has 
been settled by numerous precedents, indeed by the continued practice 
of the Government from the earliest times. It can not mow be unset- 
tled when events of great moment have drawn us more closely together 
and given a broader scope and deeper gniis to our organic law. 
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The American people have proved themselves to be national in their 
sympathies, aspirations, power, and destiny, and the great instrument 
upon which their interests and institutions rest, and which they have 
preserved through many perils and vicissitudes, has grown with their 
growth, has proved equal to every exigency, and will endure to the 


' “end, the right arm of their st and the anchor of their safety. - 
Mr. i , [frankly confess that I greatly desire the of this 
bill, and in its favor I would appeal to this House in behalf of that pro- 
fession who in the discharge of their humane duties encounter this and 
other fatal diseases, and exhibit a self-sacrificing devotion and bravery 
which shames the courage of the battlefield, and who have earned a 
right to ask us for all the assistance we canrenderthem. I would ap- 
peal in behalf of modern science, whose patient, assiduous, unremitting, 
and unwearied labors and signal and supreme triumphs demand our 
recognition and admiration. But, highest consideration of all, I would 
appeal in the name of syffering humanity and in behalf of countless 
thousands of helpless human beings who are exposed to the ravages of 
is disease and who implore our protection. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts yield? 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. CALDWELL]. ; 

Mr. CALDWELL, I do not wish to take the floor in that way. I 
will take the floor in my own right. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I reserve the remainder of my time. i 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, theCommittee on Commerce was 
not unanimous in recommending this bill. A minority of that com- 
mittee, of whom I am one, dissent from the report in favor of this bill. 
I object to the proposed commission for the following reasons: 

The investigation can be made by medical officers—I do not mean 
the board of health—now in the employ of the Government, and the 
worth of the experiments and practice of Carmona and Freire verified 
without the expenditure of the sum proposed, and the results declared 
by such investigation, by the said officers, will be as authoritative and 
command as much respect as if declared by a commission. The Gov- 
ernment can and has, without the creation of an expensive commission, 
sent physicians of eminence to Europe to report upon experiments in 
the treatment and prevention of cholera, for instance, whose reports 
and opinions are worthy of and have received the highest respect and 
confidence. y 

Secondly, there is not a sufficient scientific probability that the ex- 
periments and supposed results obtained either by Carmona in Mexico 
or Freire in Brazil are worthy of attention or The opinion of 
the medical profession in the United States is divided, to say the least 
of it, upon the merits of either system. This is particularly true as to 
Freire, whose methodsare declared in the Medical and Surgical Journal 
of New Orleans “‘ to be crude, his experiments unconvincing,” and it is 
said that ‘‘many medical journals formerly enthusiastic in his praise 
have lately fallen ominously silent concerning him and his, and that the 
body of eminent French scientists, to whom he has from time to time 
communicated his p i have never deemed.them worthy of the 
slightest consideration.” That journal further says: 

If, however, after all is said, some investigation needs must be had, why can 
not the Government commission Dr. George Sternberg? He is a bacteriolo- 
gist of established reputation and a yellow-fever expert of some experience, and 
one in the pay and employ of the United States. His traveling expenses 
alone would be, in our opinion, a handsome sum to pay for a more intimate ac- 

uaintance with the cryptococcus xanthogenicus, and we can notstand by and see 

e people's money expended on such an object without entering our earnest 
and emphatic protest. 

It will thus be seen that a medical journal of New Orleans, one of 
the principal points to be benefited by the discovery of some means to 
disarm the yellow fever of its terrors, is by no means convinced that 
this measure is warranted either from scientific or economical consid- 
erations. 

But it is said that the methods of Carmona, of Mexico, are worthy 
of confidence, or rather that results attained by him are of greater posi- 
tiveness, and that it is of the highest consequence that this Govern- 
ment verify them by the labors and scientific judgment of a commis- 
sion. It seems that Carmona’s method is entirely different from 
Freire’s, and he has determined that the microbe of yellow fever is not 
the cryptococcus xanthogenicus, but baci eee iain lutea. [Laugh- 
ter.] The one was professedly discovered by Freirein the blood ‘‘with 
as low a magnifying power as 750 diameters, while the micro-photo- 
graphs, taken by the United States yellow-fever commissionin Havana 
in 1879, with a microscope magnifying from fifteen hundred to two 
thousand times, failed to show this organism in the blood taken from 
undoubted cases of the yellow fever in the living subject.” 

The surgeon of the Charity Hospital of New Orleans, Dr. Schmidt, ‘‘a 
most accurate and trustworthy microscopist, and who has had perhaps 
more experience in the examination of the blood and tissues of yellow 
fever than any living pathologist, asserts most positively that he has 
never met this organism in uncontaminated specimens after most care- 
ful researches at a quite recent date.’? Where is then the necessity or 
wisdom in sending a commission to Brazil to investigate this matter, 
which has not commended itself to the scientific mind as having any 
shadow of probability to support it? Evidently there is none, and it 


seems asif it is tacitly admitted that the only hope to sustain the bill 
is in Carmona’s peronospora lutea, This, a mushroom microbe, he pro- 
fesses to find in the remains of all who die of yellow fever. It is 
claimed that he has ‘‘demonstrated that in the fresh state one can per- 
ceive the presence of a round yellow corpuscle shining by refraction of 
light and gifted with quick motions.’’ ‘‘This corpuscle,” he noted, 
‘‘always existed in yellow-fever secretions, and only in that.” He pro- 
nounces it to be ‘‘a zoéspore of the mushroom peronospora lutea, and 
that it incloses all the other elements—spores mycellium, odgonique 
breathings, and zodsporanges. [Laughter and applause. ]} 

It seems that Carmona accomplishes the attenuation of the yellow- 
fever virus by the putrefaction and desiccation of a secretion. A dried 
particle of this is moistened with distilled water and placed beneath 
the microscope, and it will show, even when dried for two or three 
years, microbes easily recognizable. These results are said to be special 
to yellow fever. 

These spores are introduced into the human system by subcutaneous 
injections, and itis claimed they produce an abortive yellow fever that 
is limited to the minimum and is protective against attacks of the fever 
everafterward. The inoculation is productive of a ‘‘ miniature 
fever, which is evolved in afew hours and without 7 “This mit- 
igated fever is to yellow fever what varioloid of the vaccinated is to true 
variola.’* 

This is certainly a grand result, and he who accomplishes it will not 
only live in bronze and marble, but his name and fame will be graven 
upon the tablets of the human heart forever. There is no calculating 
the value of such a triumph over the obdurate and hitherto invincible 
scourge of the tropics. But it isa matter of grave scientific doubt 
whether this dread disease is produced by microbes or germs or spores 
at all; and the foundation for all this grandiloquent parade of blessed. 
results is simply that there are some three or four hundred people in 
Mexico who ‘‘ were inoculated before the last epidemic who 
through infected places without succumbing.” Anditwasclaimed that 
“there were none’’ who succumbed after inoculation, because ‘‘ if no 
case was noticed there was none, for the desire is so great among many 
to find fault with the method.” 

I desire to quote three articles from the Medical and Surgical Journal 
of New Orleans upon this subject. They contain careful reviews of the 
methods of both Freire and Carmona, and although brought to the 
attention of the friends and advocates of this commission, have never 
been denied or attacked. It will be seen that they bristle with salient 
points upon which issue might have been joined, but the challenge has 
not been accepted nor the gauntlet picked up, although it has Jain at 
the feet of the champions of this bill for three months. 


[The New Orleans Medical and Surgical Journal for January, 1886.) 
FREIRE’S YELLOW-FEVER MICROBE. 
Under the title of Doctrine Microbienne de la Fievre Jaune Dr. Domingos 
Freire, of Rio Janeiro, has published, in a large octavo volume of nearly 650 


pages, the results of his researches upon the yellow-fever microbe, the erypto-- 
coccus xanthogenicus, together with his experiments in inoculating man and 


lower animals with his attenuated virus as a preventive against readed dis- 
ease. Notwithstanding the size of this book and its diffuseness on subjects of 
secondary 


ortance, the author touches very lightly on subjects which we 
consider of prime importance, and he seems to have written more with the view 
of impressing the general public than to carry conviction to the minds of cool- 
headed scientific men. His work contains, we were going to say is adorned with, 
a number of very showy and highly colored plates, whose artistic finish is in- 
deed very good, but which lack in the most essential point, clearness of detail, 
so that they fail to impart any clear conception of the cryptococcusand certainly 
fail to show the microbe in any of the yellow-fever tissues and o! After a 
careful perusal of this book, we regret to state that Dr. Freire’s investigations 
appear to us far from being as minute and exact as they should be, and fail to 
poe the assertions advanced by the author. This failure in our opinion can 

attributed to many causes, the first of which isin the fact that, though Dr. 
in sufficient patho- 
nowledge of micro- 


Freire may be an excellent chemist, he is however lackin; 
logical and microscopical experience and in a thorough 
biology, all of which are indispensable to one engaged n researches of this nat- 
ure. For instance, in his attempts at classifying his microbe he has followed 
the old classification of Robin, and has neglected al ther that of Cohn, which 
is the only one now admitted by scientists; had he followed this latter, he might 
liave discovered that the cryptococcus xanthogenicus is more a fungus of 
class saccharomyces than an alge; and did he possess more experience in pa- 
thol he certainly would not have dared to oppose the assertions of the most 
careful and eminent pathologists, among whom is Schmidt, of New Orlegns, as 
to the character of black vomit, unless he could bring irrefutable proofs to the 
contrary. We regret that space will not allow us to enter into as minute a criti- 
cism of Dr. Freire’s work as we would have liked to;, we will, however, be sat- 
isfied in this article to point out some of the most glaring errors in his treatise, 
so as to justify the statements already made, reserving the right to return to the 
subject at some future time. 

That Dr. Freire is dealing with a reas paar admits of no doubt, for he 
has succeeded in isolating and cultivating it in what, from his description, must 
have been sterilized culture-grounds, But there is a long way between admit- 
ting the above and accepting the fact of the presence of this microbe in the 
blood and organs of living cases of yellow fever or believing it to be the cause 
of the disease. It is, indeed, immaterial whether the Porpeneberns be present 
in vomited matter, bile, or urine,or in the blood after death, or in triturated 
organs, for the sources of external contamination in these instances are many. 
But what is of very great importance is its presence in the living blood; an: 
however satisfied we may be that Dr. Freire understands the precautionary 
measures adopted by Pasteur and others for obtaining uncontaminated blood 
from living beings, and although he claims to have followed these directions, 
we know also that these examinations require so much care and delicate ma- 


nipulation and are so often open to error, even in the hands of the most careful 
that we are inclined to believe that with him some of these pre- 
have been neglected and the microbes been intro- 
duced from without. We base this assertion on the fact that, though Dr. Freire 
claims to haye discovered the cryptococcus in the blood with as low a 


miucroscopists, 
cautionary measures must 
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has had 


by the xanthogenicus; blood corp res- 
entin the only in such rare cases as are hemorr! m 
the stomach or other vi statement is directly contradictory of that 


examinati 
heart, liver, kidney, stomach, intestines, 
istic lesions of the disease, and describes at great length fancied changes in the 


ra haga of the cryp- 
tococci, he is not more logical. The only domestic animals Dr.Freire has found 
susceptible to yellow fever are rabbits and guinea-pigs. Of course these same 
animals are found susceptible to all sorts of affections,so much so indeed that 
whenever te alana are to be performed to demonstrate the action of a drug 
or the pathology of a disease they are always selected as victims, and it is 
strange that with so much susceptibility their race is not yet extinct. Rabbits 
and then, he i ted with blood from yellow-fever cadavers 
and with that from animals which had died from inoculations, and in whose 
blood swarms of live cry could be detected, and he has found that ina 
~ or two,sometimes more, at other times less, and sometimes in the ce of 
a few hours, and once in even less than an hour, death has resulted; the ani- 
mal vowing symptoms before death, and anatomical lesions at the autopsy, 
which could as well be attributed to septicæmia, or to the traumatism caused 
by the operation, as to yellow fever; but because he found an abundance of 
eryptococci in the blood and fluids, he concludes that the cause of death must 
have been the latter disease, forgetting that he assumes exactly what he is at- 
tempting to prove. K 

As to the protection of these same animals by inoculation or vaccination with 
his attenuated virus, his experiments are so few thatit is much easier to believe 
that their preservation is more of a coincidence than to believe it to be due to 
the protecting influence of the vaceination. The same might be said of the vac- 
cination in the human species, with this difference, that the partial protection, 
ifany there be, might be due to the moral effect of the vaccination. 

With regard to that of the book which treats of the inte: tation of the 

mptoms of P ber to fever, upon the assumption of its parasitic origin, and of 
the org ee c effect of the sodium salicylate on the cryptococcus, we need only 
say that it contains nothing either of scientific value or medical interest. 

n concluding, we wish to assure our reader that in giving our opinion upon 
the value of Dr. Freire’s work we haye been actuated neither = preconceived 
notions nor by personal feelings, but Nave given a candid and honest opinion 
as to the value of a work which others, who perhaps have studied it less care- 
fully, have been pleased to believe of some scientific and practical use. 


{The New Orleans Medical and Surgical Journal for February, 1836.] 
CARMONA'S YELLOW-FEVER INOCULATIONS, 

bint, 1s the courtesy of the author we have been able to examine and care- 
fully study the work of Dr. M. Carmona y Valle, of Mexico. This book of about 
three hundred pages, written in French, was published at Mexico in the latter 

rt of 1885; it contains the results in full of all of Carmona’s experiments on 

etiology and prophylaxis of yellow fever. The author is apparently an ex- 
cellent clinician and a ve lecturer, and we find much to admire in his 
work; on the most essential points, however, we believe him to be altogether 
op to sound logic and accurate observation. 

We may here state that we have not entered upon the study of this book with 
preconceived ideasor a biased mind. We are no opponents of the germ theory, 
and, though no enthusiasts, we look upon this theory as the only one offeringa 
plausible explanation for many, if not all, infectious. and con jous diseases, 
yellow fever included. We can not admit though, without closely scrutinizin 
the evidence, that one who sees a microbe when looking over pathologica 
specimens has really discovered 2 pathogenio microbe, and much less that in- 
oculation with attenuated and modified microbes must necessarily grant im- 
munity from all varieties of germ diseases, 

However much we may hope that in some near future a true preventive 
will be found inst these dreaded scourges, and believing at the same time 
that prophylaxis in person, that is, vaccination orinoculation, apparently offers 
the most logical means for attaining this desirable end, we are notso blinded as 
to be prepared to acceptas true all conclusions and deductions based on insuffi- 
cient data or want of accurate observations, which can only serve to yulgarize 
and bring into discredit methods of investigation which give promise of ulti- 
mate success. : 

That Professor Carmona, notwithstanding his many other high attainments, 
is not particularly fitted for this kind of work is made evident in the ey in- 
troduction of his ever 
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proves A i conclusively to our mind that the fungus 
duced without, Carmona brings forward this asa OERE 
mentin favor of his theory, but he oe to oe denin on this point, the 
peronospore was only seen by Schmidt in a single section out of the upward of 
a ee ee ofyellow-fever organs and fluids which he examined, 
A point which, it would be reasonable to suppose, ought to have led Carmona 
to abandon this fact altogether as more contradictory to his theory than other- 


wise. 

The inoculations, SOENE the amount of ingenuity brought forward 
by their author to explain- their utary influence, confer no immunity from 
yellow fever, for of three hundred and eighty vaccinated soldiers ned 
at Vera Cruz during the summer of 1885 twenty-six contracted the d „and 
of this number seyenteen died, 

Before concluding we wish to call special attention toa paragraph in the ap- 
pons to Dr. Carmona’s book. When speaking of the benefit conferred by his 

oculation, among other facts proving the efficacy ,of his method, he states.” 
that by permission of the Mexican Government he was allowed to vaccinate 
over one hundred persons sent by Mexico to the World's Ex tion at New 
Orleans during the winter of 1834-'85, and though these inoculated persons re: 
mained in our city until yellow fever had made its appearance among us, 
none of them contracted the disease. If all of the doctor's statistics are like the 
above, we can sce how much importance is to be attached to them, We state 
most positively that for many months previous to, during, and after our world's 
fair there was not a single well-authenticated case of yellow fever in our city: 
besides, had the city been infected, he does not explain how it happened that 
without the benefit of inoculation the tens of thousands of strangers and the 
225,000 inhabitants of New Orleans escaped the disease. 


THE YELLOW-FEVEE COMMISSION, 


Th our January number we carefully reviewed the work of Domingos Freire, 
and asserted that we thought it so devoid of all evidences of value as to make 
the sending of a commission to investigate the results of his labors the part of 
anything but wisdom. 

In this issue we present an equally impartial and careful review of the evi- 
dence brought forward by Carmona to support his claim of having found the 
micro-organism productive of yellow fever and of having perf a method 
for its protective inoculation. It will be seen that we have found nothing to 
make per change our former opinion.: That opinios may be clearly and briefly 
stated thus : 

Certain friends of ours, prominent among them Dr, Joseph Holt, the presi- 
dent of our State board of health, have asserted that in Mexico and South 
America a vast mass of evidence has been collected, indicating that the germ 
productive of yellow fever and a method of protective vaccination for the dis- 
ease have iscovered. important are these claims and this evidence, 
said our friends, that we think a commission should be erected by the Congress 
of the United States to examine intoand reportuponthem, ‘To this we replied: 
We have examined the claim of Drs. Freire and Carmona (having procured 
copies of their complete works) with candor and coolness,and find them, upon 
their own showing, so utterly devoid of all scientific value, that we regard it as 
both foolish and extravagant to expend ypon their investigation one single 
cent of money. 

Our friends answer: We have considered what you have said concerning 
Freire and Carmona and are constrained to admit that it is true, but our pro- 

commission is to have other functions than the mere investigation of 
these men’s claims; this investigation is, indeed, the reason for the commis- 
sion's being, but, once in the fever-haunted zones, it is to be empowered to make 
in the latest scientific mode full and complete investigations of its own into all 
the questions at issue. 3 

‘That this is a ectly fair statement of the case witness the courteous and 
complimentary letter of Dr. Holt, given at another page, and Senate bill 604, ap» 
pended thereto. 

Dr, Holt saysin his letter that, with a sense of justice which has ever been the 
mainspring of his actions, he shall insist upon the names of Freire and ona 
occupying conspicuous places in the bill. We must confess that we fail utterly 
to see wherein consists the justice of making a set of ments and results, 
admitted on all sides to be without value, the pretext for the formation of a sci- 
entificcommission. Has not Dr. Holt misapplied this much-a! word? 

The valueless nature of Freire’sand Carmona’s work being granted, then, and 
the futility of sending a commission to investigate it and the uent injus- 
tice of making it the excuse for the sending out of a commission being estab- 
lished, what reason at all can exist for sending a commission at this season to 
investigate yellow fever? Weare at a loss to med 
Remembering the commission of 1879, and its thorough but unsuccessful hunt 
for the germ, the only reason which itself to our mind is that recent 
improvements in staining and culture methods foster the hope that the hunt 
may nowadays prove more successful. If this be the reason, it certainly 
strengthens our original position. We have maintained from the fi and 
still maintain, that we should send upon this errand not a commission, but a 
single man, Dr. Sternberg, a world-acknowledged expert in all that ins to 
bacteriological lore and a physician of no small experience with yellow fever. 
Already in the employ of the United States, he might be sent on a man-of-war 
to the South, there to remain until he had thoroughly satisfied himself concern 
ing the questions in dispute at no additional outlay to the General Govern- 
emer ond that of his dail 


viduals, He is less beset by portning influences in the shape of public recep- 
tions, dinners, &c. yis overnment 
service and act performance of 
his duties to the 


members 
It has been said that the public at large would feel more confidence in the ver- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


3983 


inoculations, perfect 
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tion, or that these were not to be discovered by any of the means and methods 
at present known to science, 


[The New Orleans Medical and Surgical Journal for March 1836.] 
THE YELLOW-FEVER COMMISSION. 


Since our last issue the yellow-fever commission bill has been considered 
and passed upon by committees from both branches of Con, Both com- 
mittees that the commission shall consist of three mem „appointed by 
the President, with the advice of the Natignal Board of Health; two of the com- 
missioners to be chosen from the medical officers now in the service of the 
United States and one from civil life. The House committee recommends that 
the entire expenditure be limited to $235,000. A minority of thesamecommittee 
reserves the right to amend or oppose the bill as reported in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Having thoroughly discussed this matter for another month, having gone 
over in great part the works of Freire and Carmona, and having read and con- 
sidered all that has been written in the daily press and elsewhere concerning 
this matter, we declare ourselves in sympathy with the minority, We disap- 
prore of the bill as it now stands, and hope that the nF may succeed in 

urther modifying it, for we have still to learn anything which would cause us 
to change our original opinion. 2 i 
That opinion, it will be remembered, consisted of three propositions, which, 
with all our reasons, we deem it wellto lay once more clearly before 
our readers. 

I. The researches of Freire and Carmona are valueless, 

The truth of this assertion is proven: 

(a) By their own accounts. In the careful reviews of their books contained 
in our January and February numbers we have pointed ont examples of their 
errors of commission, which are many, and of omission, which are more. It is 
noteworthy that none of the advocates of the commission to investigate the la- 
bors of these gentlemen bave called attention to a single misstatement in these 
reviews. In the article immediately preceding this we give farther informa- 
a pert ee these researches in a series of extracts transinted from the works 

question. 

(Ù) By the fact that the friends of the commission bill have not even attempted 
to adduce from Freire’s or Carmona's booksasingle argument te show that their 
researches are of any value. The Mississippi Valley Medical Monthly (Mem- 
phis), the Atlanta Medical Journal, the Florida Medical aud Surgical Journal, 
the Maryland Medical Journal, the Philadelphia Medical News, and the New 
York Medical Record arethe only medical journals anne our exchanges which 
have taken up the matter. The first four support the bill upon the strength of 
the ere; concerning the researches of Freire and Carmona which have 
been ula by the newspapers of the country for the past two or three 
months, and of the idea that it is commendable for Congress to appropriate 
money for any medical investigation. The Maryland Medical Journal, in an 
editorial, evidently written after a careful reading of our February leader, agrees 
with us substantially, and the Record takes the same view. 

(c) We learn from an intelligent citizen of Mexico that Carmona has had but 
little experience with yellow fever, and this, indeed, he admits; that he has 
never ventured into fever-stricken localities, and that his assertions gain but 
little beliefin Mexico. In corroboration of this statement we quote the follow- 
ing fromthe New York correspondence of The Daily Picayune of this city, a 
vehement advocate of the commigsion bill: 

“ Dr. John Bettini di Morsa, of This city, who was in charge of the San Sabas- 
tain Hospital at Vera Cruz three years, is familiar with Dr. Manuel Carmona y 
Valle’s method of yellow-fever inoculation, but has no faith in it. Carmona 
bases his whole theory, according to his opinion, on the fact that the ‘mushroom 
microbe’ is found in the remains of all who die of yellow fever, whereas the 
truth is that they are found in the remains of all who die, no matter from what 
disease, in warm and unhealthy climates, Carmona has neverallowed himself 
the proper opportunities for carrying on his studies, but has remained contin- 
ually in the en's of Mexico, where a case of yellow fever never occurs. The 
corpses upon which he experiments are transported from Vera Craz,and by the 
time they reach his di ing-room are not in a condition to permit of scientific 
and trustworthy research. little confidence has he in his own method ofin- 
oculation that he hasnever ventured into Vera Cruz, which is well known to be 
the headquarters of yellow fever, and his theory is almost universally pooh- 
poohed in Mexico. The commission to be appointed to investigate his theories 
will no doubt have a pleasant trip, but so far as science is concerned it will be 
merely grasping after wind. Should the members, however, go into the matter 

M iroi they will in all probability succumb to the fiend they pur- 
. Picayune, February 15. 

IL Our second proposition was: 

That the valueless nature of Freire’s and Carmona’s researches being readily 
established by a reading of their own books, it is either foolish or disingenuous 
to make idle rumors of their achievements a pretext for a scientific commission. 
As a matter of policy merely it is bad, for should our profession pairs among 
publie men the reputation of asking the expenditure of money in ess in- 
vestigations ofthisand that, the time will surely come when will re- 
fuse us itsaid in the prosecution ofsome scientific work of genuine merit. 

IM. That if, as’seems to be the case, the majority of the profession in the yel- 
low-fever States desires the investigation of the disease according to the latest 
methods of Pasteur and Koch, we, though not sanguine as to the result, shall 
offer no opposition. We insist, however, in the name of common sense, that the 
Government should send upon this errand not a commission, buta pom D ‘te ool 
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These criticisms have met with no refutation or reply during the 


months since their publication. Men who write letters and send hur- 
rah resolutions are silent on these charges. All that is claimed for 
Carmona to justify this commission is ‘‘ the degree of relative certainty 
which is necessary and sufficient to induce a practitioner to apply a 
recognized harmless means in a disease until now without remedy. 
It is said, ‘‘ were it but a dream, but a hope, why not attempt it in a 
lost cause?” . 

This is certainly a most “lame and impotent conclusion.” The 
Mexican habit of extravagant pronunciamentos at the beginning of a 
campaign of victories to be achieved which never materialize may have 
infected with its attenuated virus the scientific mind of that Republic 
and invaded with its braggadocio the fields of cold and accurate science. 
But these experiments will go on without the supervision of our com- 
mission. There is no intimation that Drs. Carmona and Freire are to 
cease effort in this glorious field. If they are great scientisis, as the 
friends of this bill insist, they are abundantly competent to eliminate 
the truth. Then whyshould the American doctors insinuate, by send- 
ing a commission to oversee and inspect their work, tlmt they are not 
capable of establishing it and accrediting it tothe world. This bill isa 
proclamation that the medical world is dubious of the exactness and 
truth of these alleged discoveries. 

If Carmona’s theory is true it will fight its way through all the hosts 
of opposition, like Jenner’s truth; results have verified it and estab- 
lished itin the minds of a large majority of the scientific world. No 
commission was necessary. Soalsowiththis. Whatisto preventevery 
doctor in New Orleans, or Memphis, or wherever else the scourge shall 
swoop upon its wings of saffron trying this experiment? Carmona will 
doubtless be ready to supply the world with the desiccated peronos- 
pora lutea. 3 

The doctors of the world are not deaf and the tongue of Mexico is not 
damb. She will proclaim her victory and the world will hear and heed. 
We do not need a commission to act as a messenger to transmit the 
news, and if we do, we havealready in commission men who can do for 
us all that this commission could do. [Applause. ] 

They talk about expeditions to the north pole as precedents for this. 
The attempt of ill-judged enthusiasm for science, to wring from the ob- 
durate and frozen death of the arctic circle some answer to the prob- 
lemsof science may have been asnecessary, as it has been non-productive 
of good results. If the inhabitants who drink oil, eat tallow candles, 
and are clothed in fitrs under the lumen boreale had been capable of estab- 
lishing the corner-stone, the scientific frontier under the north star, 
and the world had heard of it, it is imagined no commissions would 
have been sent to verify results, and the snows would not have dronk 
the blood of Franklin and his successors in a search for a northwest 
passage, or for the last fraction of a’degree of the flattening of the 
earth at the poles, or any curiosity in geography, meteorology, or 
astronomy. [Applause.] There is perhaps a true a between 
an expedition to find Symmes’s Hole [laughter] and a commission to 
hunt up scientific or medical ignes fatui in the tropics. Both may be 
true, for aught we know, and both have sponsors who vouch their ex- 
istence and compurgators who stand with them at the bar of public 
opinion. Soalso as to the precedent to appropriate money to test the 
telegraph. That was a tangible, practicable experiment, vouched for 
by the probabilities of physical science. If Morse had had the money 
himself to have built the line between Washington and Baltimore and 
had transmitted three hundred messages over it (as Carmona has), where 
would have been the necessity of appropriating the money for a com- 
mission to have gone a gypsying to Baltimore to realize the dream ? 

It is said that this measure isavouched by the American Public Health 
Association and many medical men of eminence. Dr. Biliings, Iam in- 
formed, said to the Senate committee that there was about an even 
chance that the'commission must fail. I would not be understood as 
casting any stigma upon eminent gentlemen who think there is neces- 
sity for this commission. But I demur to the pleading that seeks to 
close our mouths and eyes to the policy and necessity of a measure which 
involves considerable expense without a reasonable hope of practical 
benefit, and which (to grantits legality and necessity)-can and will be ob- 
tained without a commission in other ways. I beg leave also to say 
that I do not understand the voice of the medical profession to be unan- 
imously for the proposition. From a trustworthy source I beg leave to 
say the Medical and Surgical Association of Louisiana when it indorsed 
this bill was acting through not more than twenty members and no 
opponents of the bill were present, and few, if any, who had read the 
work of Freire or Carmona, and that the same motion to indorse this 
bill was defeated before the association some weeks afterward when a 
distinguished advocate of this bill was present. 

The sole foundation for the idea that yellow fever is a disease that can 
be prevented by inoculation like small-pox seems to be that one attack 
of the fever gives immunity from further attacks. 

But this is only true when the person once attacked continues to live 
in the. yellow-fever district. If he should leave that district for any 
length of time and then return, his immunity is gone. He must be 
a remain acclimated in addition to the systemic subjugation to the 

seasc. nA 

The fever can not be developed in certain altitudes, and the city of 
Mexico, where Carmona lives and has made all his experiments, har 
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never developed a case of yellow fever, although one of the filthiest | TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia now announces his 


cities in the world. All its yellow-fever patients were imported. 

Upon this question the medical profession is not by any means a unit. 
There is a great diversity of opinion as to whether an attack of the yel- 
low fever is a protection for the future; and to state that one attack 
gives future protection is certainly not to state the case as itis. Itis 
to some extent a climatic disease, and it is true that one attack of yel- 
low fever does not always prevent the recurrence of another—that is, 
if you are not acclimated. 

Mr. KING. Just as much as any other disease. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Onthat point Doctor KING and myself disagree. 
[Langhter. ] 

Now, to show you how utterly ridiculous the proposition is as to the 
effect of this mode of preventing attacks of yellow fever, a fact alleged 
to be true in this connection is this: That of the two hundred or four 
hundred people attending the New Orleans exposition that were inocu- 
lated not one of them died. That is the statement made in support of 
this point. The fact is, that during that exposition there was not a 
well-authenticated case of yellow feverin the city; not one during that 
whole time; and the fact that none of the three hundred or four hun- 
dred people who were inoculated died may be offset by the further 
statement that of the two hundred and twenty thousand people who 
went from this country and all parts of the civilized world to that ex- 
position not one of them died from that disease; and yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, it is just upon such data as that that we are to rush into the craze 
on this subject‘of inoculation. Why, some of these men inflicted with 
this species of rabies ought to be sent to Pasteuratonce. Itis the only 
way to rid them of the disease. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow an interraption on this 
point? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I must decline to be interrupted, for I have no 
time. 

Mr. DAVIS. With reference to this New Orleans question simply ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have not the time to yield. 

Now, Dr. Billings said before a Senate committee, if I may be per- 
mitted to allude to what occurred there, when asked the direct question 
by Senator HARRIS, that the chances of this commission resulting in an 
utter failure were about equat to the chance of its achieving anything 
in the way of success. 

Now, shall we go off in the craze which seems to prevail on the inoc- 
ulation theory for the prevention of disease and appropriate $25,000 
or more in advance of a reasonable prospect of benefit from it? If we 
challenge this bill, as faithful sentinels on the picket line around the 
national Treasury we certainly have warrant for it in the dissent of 
medical menof approved skill and capacity and position. [Applause. ] 

It is not, of course, intended to reflecton the motives of any gentle- 
man whose zeal for science and humanity may lead him to join any 
forlorn hope against the citadel of this terrible foe to human life, nor 
is it, we sup) necessary to disclaim any icipation in the quar- 
rels that may divide and distract the co of the medical faculty, 
for kindly be it said that medicine has more dissensions than ‘‘ wars or 
women have” [laughter and applause], but the sole object is to pre- 
sentsuch reasons as-seem sufficient to defeat the creation of a useless 
commission and prevent the incurring of a needless expenditure of the 
public money. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould be glad to reply to some of the remarks of the 

gentleman from Tennessee, but I will make only one in regard to the first 
pe chief objection that he urges that these experiments prove nothing in 
to theexistenceofthe microbe. Su ee donot, and I place 
but little value upon the judgment of the New Orleans newspapers 
from which he quotes as against the almost unanimous opinion of the 
medical profession; but suppose they do not. It does not touch the 
question at all. Wemay not discover for years, we may never discover, 
the precise form of the microbe which produces the yellow fever, but 
we von prove positively that it is an inoculable disease. The particu- 
lar organism which produces small-pox has never yet been discovered. 
Then the main portion of the gentleman’s remarks, upon which he has 
expended all the luxuriance of his wit and humor and imagination, is 
simply an attack upon the scientific nomenclature, which will apply 
equally well to the whole circle of sciences. I admit these terms are, 
perhaps, ridiculous. But would the gentleman apply Christian names, 
and call them Jacob, Moses, Abraham? Or do they deserve to be even 
called Beelzebub? I think the gentleman might as well leave his sa- 
tanic majesty alone. 
I move that the committee rise and report the bill favorably to the 


House. 
Me, TUCKER. I hope that will not be done. I desire to speak on 

e 

Mr. REAGAN. Is the.question debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia wishes to debate 
the bill he may do so. There has been no limit fixed to the debate. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAvis] can move that the 
committee rise; but he can not move that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House when a gentleman is on the floor. 

Matix REAGAN. ‘There was no one on the floor when the motion was 
e. 


intention to debate the bill. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER]. 

Mr. DAVIS. This is a question of the defeat or the safety of the bill, 
aquestion that is to be decided within the next threeminutes. I appeal 
to the gentleman from Virginia to let us have a vote. 

Mr. KING. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will stand by 
aighage te 

r. TUCKER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 2 

Mr. TUCKER. Is not this bill, in its hearing before the Committee 
of the Whole, entitled to be read by sections and debated under the 
five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. The debate thus far has been merely the 
general debate. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then how can the gentleman from Massachusetts 
oh that the committee rise oe report the bill favorably to the 

ouse ? 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair has stated, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts can make the motion that the committee do now rise. 
* Mr. TUCKER. But can he couple it with the motion that the com- 
mittee report the bill favorably to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, until the five-minute de- 
bate has been entered upon. 

Mr. DAVIS. I make the motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
5542) providing for the appointment of a commission to investigate the 
truth of alleged discoveries of the specific cause of yellow fever, and of 
a method of preventing that disease by inoculation, and to obtain all 
information possible as to the cause and prevention of that disease, had 
come to no-resolution thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of this bill; and pending that motion I move 
that all general debate on the bill be limited to one minute. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motion to limit debate, and 
had called for the affirmative vote. 
= Mr. TUCKER. I move to amend so as to make the time one half- 

our. 

Mr. KING. That is too late. The vote was being taken. 

ane SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion to amend was made 
too late. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes, 69; noes, 17. 

Mr. TUCKER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills under the 
rule has expired. - 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. MoCook, its Secretary, informed - 


the House that the Senate had without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 2397) for the relief of Thomas F. Purnell. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3775) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase an additional strip of ground on the eastside ofthe United States 
court-house and ce building at Fort Wayne, Ind., to be paid for 
out of the appropriation already made; and 

A bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

The message further announced that the Senate had the bill 
(S. 1908) to amend section 4004 of the Revised Statutes providing for 
additional pay for postal cars; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. WELLBORN in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and - preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. HEPBURN, as fol- 
lows: 

Gana after the word “dollars,” in line 1023, the words "to be expended under 

the direction of the Secretary of War without the intervention of the Missouri 
River Commission.” 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time the committee rose last evening it 
was dividing by tellers on the amendment. The tellers, the gentleman 
from Iowa tz. HEPBURN] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


WILL1s], will resume their places. 
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Mr. WILLIS (one of the tellers). Itis agreed thata vote in the House 
shall be had on this amendment, and the point as to a quorum is with- 
drawn. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The pointas toa quorum having been withdrawn, 
the ‘noes’? have it, and the amendment is di to. i 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to strike out the last word. 
When, on account of the lateness of the hour last evening, the debate 
upon this paragraph was suspended some statements had been madein 
regard to the improvement of the Missouri River which I wish to notice. 
The strong point was that at present there was no commerce upon the 
Missouri River, and an inference was drawn by several gentlemen that 
therefore the attempt to make an appropriation for the improvement 
of the river was not only inexpedient but was more than inexpedient; 

- that it partook of the character of a fraud upon the Treasury. As to 
the extent of the present commerce upon that stream, I think that 
the statement made yesterday is in the main correct. The commerce 
to-day is not at all in proportion with the character and capacity of the 
stream. 

Yet that raises the question why it has no such proportionate com- 

._ merce to-day. How does it happen that a stream which is navigable 

2,500 miles above Saint Louis is without commerce? The fact may 

arise from either of two causes: First, from the character of the stream; 
and my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in speaking of it yesterday 
said that at low water its channel was very narrow, while at high water 
the floods overwhelmed its banks and frequently cut off large portions 
ofthem. That is true. 
and will be found true of every stream which runs through a soil deep, 
rich, and friable. What is here alleged in regard to the Missouri in 
that particular will, I fancy, be found true in the main of the Missis- 
sippi, and therefore, if it impolitic or inexpedient to improve the 

Missouri for that reason, then for precisely the same reason itis equally 

unwise to improve the Mississippi. But that is not thechief cause why 
there is so little commerce on the Lower Missouri to-day, The chief 
cause will be found in this, that by the construction of railways and 
by the movement of freights from West to East, and by the pooling of 
those railroads and their absorption and control of business, freights 
which would otherwise go by the river now go by rail. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. W. of Missouri, was rècognized,ʻand yielded to Mr. AN- 

DERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iammuchobliged. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, this being the fact, the question presenting itself to this commit- 
tee is whether, looking to the future population that will occupy the 
vast area which is drained by the Missouri, and looking to the cheap- 
ening of transportaion, it is now expedient to improve the navigation 
of that river. And what are the facts? The fact to-day is that the two 
railroads from Kansas City to Saint Louis on both banks of the river 
are owned and controlled by Mr. Gould, and constitute a valuable part 
of the Gould system. ‘The fact is that the freight rates are maintained 
at such a point as to constitute a tax upon the farmers and shippers, 
which, as has already been demonstrated by the experiment of trans- 
roe gain on the Missouri River, is an onerous tax. The case cited 
yesterday by the gentleman from Kentucky, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. WILLIS], and by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is precisely in point. 

In 1878 there was ashipment made from Kansas City to Saint Louis 
by barge line of some 208,000 bushels of grain, and the difference be- 
tween the charges for transportation by rail and the cost of shipment 
by water was, on corn 24 cents a bushel and on wheat 7} cents a bushel; 
making a difference of $8,537 on a shipment of 208,516 bushels of grain. 
If you take the crop moved in the year 1879 between Kansas City and 

t Louis, and compute the difference between-the cost of moving 
that amount of freight by the river and moving it by rail, you will 
find a difference of $14,042,243, as the saving by water transportation 
as compared with rail ee upon the crop of one year alone. 
It will be further seen by the figures which were given by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that a saving would be made on the 

-shipped from Sioux City to Saint Louis of $28,000,000—more 
four times the estimated cost of improving that river, because the 
estimate of the engineer is that the river can be improved for $10,000 

_per mile. There is no railroad built for $10,000 per mile, but for that 
sum per mile you can make a water way which will save to the people 

“of the great grain region of this continent millions and millions of dol- 
lars every year. Now, while it may be true, and is true, that the vol- 
ume of commerce to-day upon the Missouri is small, that is simply 
because of your railways. The problem is whether, by making th 
improvement, you can cheapen the cost of transportation, and as to 
that there can be no question whatever. 

There is this further point to be noticed, Mr. Chairman. The great 
desireof our brethren in the Eastis to have the entire commerce of the 
continent centered at New York, or at points upon the Eastern sea- 
board; and for that reason, so long as the present railroad system can 
be maintained, they might be, in a purely local sense, justified in op- 
posing the opening up of water routes tothe Gulf. But take the stand- 
point of the West, the standpoint of the man who raises this grain and 
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But the same is true of the Mississippi River, » 


is’ 


who is entitled to have the profit which now goes for this costly railway 


tra rtation; from that standpoint there is no appropriation in this 
bill, there is no enterprise proposed to this House which, in my judg- 
ment, is more meritorious or more deserving than a wise, broad scheme 
of improvement for the Missouri River. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. i I desire to insert the following extract from the offi- 
cial report of the Missouri River convention: 


Could we successfully employ barges on the Missouri River between Kansas 
City and Saint Louis alone, so as to realize this saving in the cost of marketing 
our crops, it would make a vast difference tothe people of the Missouri Valley. 
On the wheat and corn crops of this section for 1879, the, latest for which we 
have exact figures, these savings of 7} and 2} cents per bushel, tively, 
would have made a total saving for that year alone of $14,042, nginone 
year on two cereals on only the 400 miles between Kansas City and Saint Louis 
an actual saving of nearly twice the estimated cost of improving the whole 800 
miles from Sioux City to Saint Louis, Could we anpes barges on the Missouri 
River between Kansas City and Sioux City it would make an annual saving 

ual to that here shown between Kansas City and Saint Louisand would bein 
addition thereto. Or could we employ barges from Sioux City to Saint Louis 
to move our crops, the saving in the cost of marketing one crop like that of 1879 
would be double that shown above or four times the estimated cost of improy- 
ing that much of the river. 5 

From the facts disclosed by the experimental fleet of 1878,and from a knowl- 
edge of the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers derived from a long experience 
with them, Captain Lowery, who had charge of the Babbage Company’s fleets 
in 1878, arrived at the conclusion that, with adequate improvement of these riv- 
ers, grain can be carried from Kansas City to New Orleans ata freight 
of 7 cents per bushel. It is believed that a co: nding rate from all other 
Missouri River points, and 8 cents added for the higher costs of ocean freight- 
age to foreign markets from New Orleans than from Atlantic ports, would not 
exceed 12 cents per bushel, making the grain available for exportfrom New Or- 
leans at the same charge as from Atlantic ports, é 

The current rail rates for years past from Missouri River points to Atlantic 
ports has not been less than 21 cents on wheat and 16 cents on corn—a differ- 
ence of 4 cents on corn and 9 cents on wheat in favor of the river route. The 
price of grain in the Missouri Valley is the price in foreign markets less the cost 
of placing it there. The price in foreign markets is fixed by the supply from 
countries other than our own, hence this saving, if realized, as It may be bythe 
improvement of our rivers, will inure to the producers in the Missouri Valley, 
an as apply to the entire product of our , a3 well as to that part ex- 

rted, : 

Phe product of the Missouri Valley in tbe census year 1879, the last for which 
we have accurate statistics, was 61,116,377 bushels of wheat and 414,349,526 bush- 
els of corn. These crops at 4 ànd 9 cents respectively give a total sum of $22,- 
074,456, which river transporation would save to the producers of the Missouri 
Valley on each crop like that of 1879. 

We have to consider, however, not alone the benefits that may be secured, 
but the dangers that may be averted. The high cost of transportation in this 
country, ntaining as it does the high cost of American grain in forgign mar- 
kets, and the reduced cost of transportation from grain-producing countries in 
Asia incident to the opening of the Saez Canal, reducing as it does the cost of 
grain from those countries delivered in the same market, has so stimulated 
their product that sae’ threaten soon to drive American grain from all markets 
accessible to both, and to so reduce the profit of its production in the Missouri 
Valley asto depress our agricultural industries ané compel the adoption of other 
products, The contest between American grain and that of other countries for 

rimacy in the world’s market is now reduced to a matter of transportation. 

he advantages are now inst us, but the improvement of our water ways 
will turn this permanently in our favor. These facts now present a dangerous 
and threatening situation, and the improvement of our river,as a means of pro- 
moting cheaper transportation for our grain than railroads can afford, is de- 
manded not merely as a means for securing great benefits, but likewise as a 
means of averting great disasters. And it is in the interest of not only securing 
benefits but averting disasters that this appeal to you is made. 

The practicability of the improvement of our river is no longer a matter of 
doubt. The success of the jetties and other improvements on the Mississippi 
River is well and generally known. Experiments on the Missouri River, both 
by private and corporate entexprise, and by Government De car aang have 
demonstrated that this stream also can be easily and Sarap y improved. 

After careful suay and adequate study of the river, Maj. Charles R. Suter, 
then engineer of the United States Army and member of the Mississippi River 
Commission, now president of the Missouri River Commission, reported to Con- 

in 1881 that an expenditure of $10,000 per mile would secure a permanent 
channel of 12 feet depth at low water, and of sufficient width for purpose of nav- 
igation. This sum does not exceed half the cost of a single-track railroad, and 
at present transportation facilities equal to all the railroads in the valley com- 
ned, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, withdrew his pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I moveto strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking my friend a question, if he will permit. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If it is true that by this barge system of trans- 
portation 50 per cent. of the cost of moving the products of that region 
may be saved, as wasstated here yesterday by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER], why is it that the barge system is not in use? 
There is the river; there are the barges; why do you not use them? If 
by the mere threat to use them the railroad companies can be compelled 
to surrender one-half of their freight charges, why is not that threat re- 
sorted to every year and every month? ‘The truth is, gentlemen, there 
is nothing init. Itis like some of these other statements that are made 
from time to time without proper foundation. It is like the talk we 
heard about the immense quantities of freight to go down that river. 
There is comparatively little. It is not the direction that freight nat- 
urally seeks; and even if the river were improved so that freight might 
readily go down, there would be, in my humble judgment, little to go. 
Gentlemen forget the obstacle there is in that almost irresistible cur- 
rent, Here is my colleague who took a pleasure trip on that river from 
Saint Joseph to Council Bluffs, a distance ofa little over 200 miles, which 
is made by rail in five hours; yet he was precisely five daysin making 
the journey! The commissioners in trying to get up the river were 
over thirty days with their boats if getting from Saint Louis up to the 
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city of Bismarck; and, as I said. yesterday, when they moved their plant 
from the vicinity of Saint Louis up to Kansas: City their 

were more than three monthsin moving the comparatively meager plant 
belonging to the commission. J 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can my friend tell us how many days it would 
hse to come down the stream? The freight mostly comes down, I 

eit. K 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is not the saving that one would suppose, 
because, by reason of the difficulties. a ing navigation, the boats 
must tie up as.soon as it becomes dark. 

Mr: WARNER; of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know—every 
man.fimiliar with the commerce of the Missouri River. knows—that a 
— Jaden: with freight goes from: Saint Louis to: Kansas City in four 

ys? 2 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; Ido not know it. 

AB a WARNER, of Missouri. It isa fact. I supposed everybody 
ew. it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, that is a distance of a little over 300 miles 
in four days.. There is no great cheapness in that, it seems to me. 

Mr. BLAND, Ifthe gentleman will t read the document already pre- 
sented he will see why this appropriation is asked. 

ae HEPBURN. The gentleman can get any kind of document he 
pleases. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman can make any statement he pleases. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There are certaim professional gentlemen who live 
off these improvements, and who are ready to furnish any facts or any 
class of facts which gentlemen may want, and tabulate them, too, if 


necessary. 

Mr. BLAND: The gentlemanalsocantabulate. I think those state- 
ments are as good as his, 

,. Mr. REED; of Maine. 
job; either. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to amend by striking out the 
last word: In reply to my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], I wish 
to say that the engineers who have made the examination of the Mis- 
souri: River report that it can easily be made navigable at an expendi- 
ture of $10,000amile. That, of course, includes the control of the cur- 
rent and the rapidity of the current. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did the gentleman say that this was the report of 
the commission ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is the report of the engineers, I take 
it.. Is it not? 2 

Mr. HEPBURN, One member of the commission, at one time an 
engineer, made that statemient; but the same officer, who prepared this 
report as I assume, refuses to say as a member of the commission what 
the cost will be. He refuses to: say that specifically in two reports 
that he has made since he became a member of the commission. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is immaterial to 
me whether the-cost will be $10,000 or $20,000 a mile. I wish to sug- 
gest to my friend from Iowa that within twenty-five years there will be 
fifty million people living west of the Mississippi River. At that time 
those fifty millions of people, instead of sending their produce by rail 
across the continent, will send it to the Gulf While what the gentle- 
man states is to-day that these barge lines are not running for 
the reason that this grain is not taken from: New Orleans by ocean ves- 
sels, yet the time will come, and come-soon, when ocean vessels from 
that point will find freights:in. the products of this vast Missouri and 
Mississippi basin, enabling them to carry grain perhaps as cheaply as 
itis now carried from New York. And even to-day they can carry it 
at an extra cost of but 3 cents a bushel. 

I ask gentlemen to look into the future a little—to look ten years 
ahead, twenty years ahead—in providing for these great improvements, 
and from that standpoint to determine whether the people of the West, 
the people who raise the grain of this country and its meat, those States 
interested in the navigation of the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers, 
whether these populations, to-day great, in the future to be much 
greater aud more dense, are not worthy to have consideration. in the 
effort to construct water ways or to furnish water ways for the inter- 
state commerce of thefuture. Ah! My friend from Maine[Mr. REED] 
smiles; but just asthe East, decade after decade, has lost its vote upon 
this floor, so in the decades.to come will it continue to lose. In other 
words, population is going West; the day will come when the people 
west of the: Mississippi River will have their own water ways, will 
have theirown Fourth of Julys asa part of the great Fourth of July of 
this whole nation; but they will be something more than simply a 

mere annex to the great cities and ports on the Atlantic coast. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. My impression is-that the gentleman from 
Kansas-misunderstood my smile. It arose-from the fact that he inad- 
vertently spoke of ‘‘ constructing: water ways’’—accidentally stating 
the real situation. [Laughter.j 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, At. that moment I was. thinking of 
some logging streams up in the State-of Maine. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: + 


Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, $23,000, 


These men never work themselves out of a 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, so: much has been said with refer- 
ence to these river conventions, and the weight which their proceed- 
ings should have with this body, that I wish to call attention to. the 
fact that the great Missouri River convention held at Kansas City, Mo., 
on the 29th andi 30th of December of last year was attended by thirty- 
three persons all told outside-of the States of Kansas: and Missouri. 


Kansas and Missonri were all there, but. the delegates. from.all those 


localities, and anybody could go who wanted to asa delegate, were 
thirty-three in number. 

Now, as a sample of the gravity and deliberation. indulged in, I wish 
to read a brief extract from. the report: 

General Craic, Ido not know- what you have on your table to attend to, 
but I desire to that.we have a couple of ex-attorney-generals of the Giate of 
Missouri, each*of whom could make a rattling speech of about two minutes, 
Here is General H. C. Ewing, anda good many of us, IT know, would like to 
hear what he has to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will General. Ewing. favor us with the remarks called for? 

General Ewrxac. I move that we appoint a committee of three to take Gen- 
ae Ai to the river—the Missouri River—and there throw him itfand’ 

There may have been some doubt as: to-whether there was water 
enough in that stream to drown anybody if he had not mentioned it. 
[ Laughter. ] 

General Crac. Be careful how you spout around; that motion is out of or 

. Ask the chairman if it aint. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you hear a second to that motion ? 

Again, I read from another part: 

General CRAIG; of Saint. Joseph. I couldn't. make a speech if D wanted 'to to- 
day, and I desire to. say that the president of the: board of trade of my ite 
present, and he isa lively young Daeg ae in the way of making a speech. 
mayoris here. Iam only here as silent looker-on in the convention. > è 

This is a part, and afair sample, of the grave and deliberate-manner 
in which this august assemblage treated this most important question 
of the improvement of the Missouri River. Everybody there looked 
upon it as a broad, roaring farce. 

[Here the hammer fell]. > 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be, and possibly is, unfortunate that there aro 
some men living in the Missouri Valley who attend river and harbor 
conventions and who are not as fastidious in the choice of eli ex- 
pressions as would come up to the literary standard set by my classical 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. But I will say to the gentleman 
that those of us who have lived in Missouri for the last qnarter of acen- 
tury know General James H.. Craig, of the city of Saint Joseph. Itis 
anamenotunknown-to thegentleman: fiom Iowa. Hisname isa house- 
hold word in my State. I undertake to say that although he may at 
times indulge in levity nob becoming the dignity of a river and harbor 
convention, which so shocks my friend from Iowa, yet, sir, no man in 
Western Missouri has given more of energy, more of ability; to develop 
the great West than General James H. Craig, of the city of Saint. Jo- 
seph, who used the term ‘lively cuss.” 

I think, sir, the gentleman from Iowa if he were in a foreigm coun- 
try and should attempt to defend the Congress of the United States, 
one who was inclined to be critical could readily find! in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD speeches less: dignified, less decorous, and no: more 
classical than that made by the gentleman from: Saint Joseph in the 
river and harbor convention: in: the city of Kansas. Few, if any, in 
this Chamber have more culture or more intelligence than General 
Craig, 

But the gentleman says there were-only thirty-three delegates-in at- 
tendance on the river and harbor convention.at Kansas City outside of 
the States of Missouri and Kansas, and that Missouri and Kansas-were 
all tliere. To that convention, if my memory serves: me right, the 
States td participate were the States of Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, and 
Nebraska, andthe Territories of Dakota and. Montana, Iam simply 
giving thefact. Many, the gentleman one of them, were conspicuous by, 
their absence. Many wrote letters and declarations that they. were in 
favor of all honest appropriations for the improvement of the great high- 
ways of the country—yes, who. said they were: in favor of all honest 
improvement. 

Did the gentleman: himself in. hisletter to that convention say, one 
word to those deluded people who met there, the tax-payers, the men 
who represented the wealth of the Missouri Valley—did the gentleman 
by word or act say, ‘‘ Your convention isa frand; yourriver is-a fraud; 
it is not susceptible of navigation, and nevercan be: madeso?’’? Noth- 
ing of the kind. ‘ 

The question again is asked by the gentleman from. Iowwof the gen- 


-tleaman from Kansas, Why do you not run your barges on the Missouri 


River? The gentleman’s candor will compel him to.admit. the reason 
the barges were abandoned on the Missouri River was because of the 
shifting channel of the stream, which we are attempting and hoping to 
remedy by the appropriation asked for that river. The day has.passed 
when we ship our grain or provisions-in packages. The grain of our 
great Missouri River Valley to-day must be removet in bulk. You 
can not put it in. sacks and ship it, and it cam only be removed in. bulk 
by the use of barges om that stream. 

And it is: said, the assertion of the gentleman. to the contrary not- 
withstanding, by men who have spent their entire lives in running the 
steamboats on this dry-land stream, ashe styles it, that it is suscepti- 
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ble of improvement, and that the appropriation asked for can be eco- 
SER Sa The Missouri River Commission is doing good 
work. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. i I hope we will go on now with this 
bill in a business-like way. These side issues touch the bill, 
and I ap to gentlemen to let us go on at once and conclude it. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to strike out the last word 
forthe purpose of asking consent to embody in my remarks a certain 


document here. 

Mr. WILLIS. Privilege has already been givén under the general 
order to print on this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
sums DE S ty bo expended at Grand ORAIS in extunding tha upper dike 
down stream and removing rocks 


its junction with the Ohio, as may be n: to confine the waters of the Great 
Miami in great floods to the general course of its channel at or near the Ohio, to 
the formation of the bar in the Ohio 

structing navigation may be arrested; 


be expended in constructing four i ers, pursuant to the plana of the Chief of 
Engineers, at or near the fo. pa among, fx : One at Po: , Ohio; one 
at Midi Ohio; one at Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at Ironton, Ohio: 
vided, That the Secretary of War is hereby and directed to à 
without cost to the United it can be done, leases or convey- 
ances of the riparian rights e ywners at each of said localities, 


improved landing place: p further, That at localities where there are 
improved landings he shall firstobtain a relinquishment of wharfage mo gorge 
dues in favor of water S nm byice; andnopart 
of a be such until the ing condi- 
tions plied with, Also, out of said appropriation for the Ohio River 
$5,865 shall be used in operating and keepin; repair the Davis Island dam; 
and he the of War is au to make requisitions from time 


to time on the Secretary of the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to 

operate and keep in repair the works at the Davis Island dam, to be paidoutof 

any money in the iia not otherwise appropri Also, out of said ap- 

Tecpro for the Ohio River $25,000 for removing obstruction at the mouth of 
g River. 3 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

Insert after the word “obtain,” in line 1046, the words “if he can doso;” and 
strike out, in line 1047, after the words “ United States,” the words “if it can be 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Also, in line 1067, after the word “river,” add “also, $15,000 for completing ice- 
harbor at Four-Mile Bar, near Cincinnati. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer the amendment I send to the desk by 
direction of the committee. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 

Inline 1032, afer the word“ twenty" insert “‘five,” so that it will read “$25,000.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Thatiscorrect. It does not enlarge the amount ap- 
propriated by the bill, but simply sets aside an additional amount of 
that already allowed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. In line 1030, I move to strike ont after the words 
‘Grand Chain’? all the remainder of the sentence, being the words 
**in extending the upper dike downstream and.’’ 

This is done on the recommendation of the engineer in charge. 

The amendment was-agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. In line 1040, after the word “dollars,” insert “orso 
much thereof as may be necessary.’’ 

This is also upon the recommendation of the engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. In line 1056, beginning with the word “‘also,’’ I 
move to strike out all that follows down to and including line 1064. 

I do that upon the statement of the engineer that it is already pro- 
vided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move the following amendment: 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 7 

In line 1040, after the word “thirty,” insert “seven ;*" and after the word 
“thousand,” in the same line, insert “five hundred;’ and strike out the word 
“four’’ in line 1041 and insert “five.” In line 1045, after the word ‘' Ohio,” in- 
sert ‘and one at or near Ashland, Ky., on the south side of the Ohio River,” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There isno objection to the amendment, I think. 
gue. WADSWORTH. I hopenone will bemade. Noneonght to be 

e. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much to. be compelled 
to. say that there is.objection. ‘The difference between this addition 
and the other four which are provided in the bill is, that for the others 
we have the recommendation and estimatesof the engineers. For this 
one in my, own State we have not as yet any recommendation, and for 
that reason only I am compelled to object. $ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that my colleague 
from. Kentucky feels obliged to object to this modest proposition. The 
engineer has placed four ice-piers upon the north bank of the Ohio River 
in that locality and has not placed one upon the south bank. One bank 
is just as visible to the engineer's eyes as the other, and this is one of 
the best places. for an ice-pier upon the Ohio River. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the object of constructing this pier? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The object of an ice-pier is to turn the ice 
away from a harbor in which water craft of all kinds, barges and other 
water craft, can shelter themselves from floating ice. At Ashland there 
is a long bend curving to the south above the city, with a mile or more 
of deep water, allowing vessels to moor close to shore, and when the ice 
comes down the Ohio it runs around a bend and over toward the Ohio 
shore, and nature has already done a great deal to form there at Ash- © 
land anice-harbor. Itis a very important harbor upon the Ohio River, 
with a flourishing commerce. Two coal railroads come to the river at 
that point. There are furnaces there, and a rolling-mill and á nail fac- 
tory and a very important commerce at that harbor, indeed; while the 
craft which seek refuge in the harbor are often desolated by floating 


ice. 

Now, this bill puts $30,000 for four ice-piers upon the other side of 
the river along some 65. miles of that shore, and my friend from Ohio 
upon this riverand harbor committee [Mr. GROSVENOR], very familiar 
with the wants of that part of the Ohio River, recommends the neces- 
sity of this amendment; but my colleague, under the scruples he feels ` 
as a member of Congress from the State of Kentucky, does not like to 
appear here as favoring this amendment. 

But since it makes no addition to the appropriation, and only recog- 
nizes that there are two banks to the Ohio River, and since four ice-piers 
are provided on the north bank, it puts but one on the south bank ata 
point where it is very much needed, and where the good it will accom- 
plish will be visible to any fair eyes. I dohope my amendment will be’ 
accepted. I do not know what hope I ought to cherish when my col- 
league opposes it; but I have my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], 
a member of that committee, recognizing its importance, and he ispre- 

to say to the committee it ought to. be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. My colleagne perfectly understands my position in 
this matter. I am here asthe mouth-piece of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and -he certainly would not expect me to do toward my 
own State what I would not do toward another. I certainly would be 
unworthy of this place if I allowed any discrimination in fuvor of my 
own State. 

My colleague knows the only objection to this is that this ice-pier 
has not been recommended by theengineer, I do not say the engineer 
would not recommend it, but his attention has not yet been called to 
it. Ifmy colleague had called the attention of the engineers to this I 
have no reason to suppose it would not have been recommended, be- 
cause on his statement it appears to be a place admirably adapted for 
an ice-harbor at a small expense, and the provision, as he suggests, does 
not increase the appropriation. 

Mr, ADAMS, of Illinois. Then on the merits it appears it should 


in. - 
re CUTCHEON. Was this considered in the committee? 

Mr. WILLIS. Itwasnot, for the reason that no report was presented 
to the committee. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the committee will adopt thisamendment. 
I think there could not be a more meritorious amendment offered to 
this bill. As a general rule, I have stood by the bill as reported by the 
committee. There was one matter, the appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Big Sandy River, which I thought should be increased; 
but because of the fact that the bill was enormous in its amount, and 
because of the disposition of the Hoite to stand by the bill as reported, 
I would not ask an increase of appropriation for the improvement of 
Big Sandy, notwithstanding that I thought it was due to that river that 
more than $40,000 should be appropriated. It was perfectly plain that 
the committee would not increase the amount appropriated in the bill 
to any river, hence I thought it useless to delay and endanger the bill” ` 
by any amendment; but when it comes to this amendment the caseis 
different. Itdoes not increase the amount appropriated in the bill. 
The other matter did. The fact of there being so admirable a location 
for an ice-harbor at Ashland, Ky., ought to commend this amendment 
to every gentleman of the committee. Ido not think that any man in- 
terested in the ice-harbor at that place is responsible for the engineer’s 
failure to report in favor of the erection of an ice-harbor there. 

But I think a man who would undertake to survey or observe the 
Ohio River with the view of locating ice-harbors, and who ghould have 
located all of them on one side of the river, or who should have passed 
this point without o ing it as a place of all others the most practi- 
cable for the erection of a proper ice-harbor for boats on the Ohio River, 
must have been one-eyed or blind. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to make a cor- 
rection? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes sir. 

Pages GROSVENOR. There are two ice-harbors on the south side of 

e river, i 

Mr. TAULBEE. Even without making this provision, the place my 
colleague [Mr. WADSWORTH] has asked to be inserted. in the bill is 
one of the best natural ice-harbors on the Ohio River from Pittsburgh 
to Louisville. All the boats running on the Big Sandy seek shelter at 
this point, notwithstanding there never has been any improvement to 
add to the protection which nature affords them from the ice to which 
they are subjected in the winter season. 
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Mr. FARQUHAR. To bridge over the difficulty in the suggestion 
made by the chairman with regard to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WADSWORTH], I move to amend, in line 
1042, by inserting after the word ‘‘the’’ the words ‘‘ present or pro- 
spective,” so that it willread, ‘‘ Pursuant to the present or prospective 
plans of the Chief of Engineers.” Thereby latitude would be given for 
this proposed ice-pier at Ashland. I join with others who know the 
river in the statement made by the gentleman from Kentucky that this 
deserves to be placed in this bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I object to the amend- 
ment which has just been submitted by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR], by which itis proposed to put into the bill the word 
“ prospective,” authorizing this House to deal with matters of im- 
provement not provided for by any existing plan, but only in anticipa- 
tion ofa plan. That I submit is a new kind of legislation not author- 
ized by any precedent and very liable to be abused. 

I understand the chairman of the committee to have objected to this 

rticular proposition submitted by the Representative from Kentucky 
Mr. WADSWORTH], because he understands, as I suppose, that it in- 

fringes a rule which has been adopted that we make no appropriation 
for any proposed improvement unless we have some recommendation 
of it from an engineer. Asa general rule of administration I adopt 
that and agree with the gentleman that it is wise. But it appears to 
me in the case before us we are justified in making the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kentucky, because it does not enlarge the 
appropriation and it does not extend the scope of the appropriation 
which concerns itself generally with the Ohio River. 

And therefore, being within the general scope of the appropriation, 
to wit, the improvement of the Ohio River, I think we can well accept 
the amendmentof the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WADSWORTH ] 
without infringing the rule which we have adopted in respect to appro- 
priations. I therefore hope that that amendment will be received by 
the committee, and that the other amendment, to wit, authorizing an 
appropriation in anticipation of the plan, will be rejected. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question. I understand that line 1040 of this bill has been 
so amended as to authorize the appropriation of whatever may be neces- 

to complete these piers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then the gentleman misunderstands. The engineer 
reports that it may not require $30,000, and therefore the provision has 
been amended so as to appropriate $30,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. CLARDY. Then I understand it is proposed to make an addi- 
tional pier. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is the proposition of my colleague [Mr. WAps- 
WORTH ], which is now pending. 

Mr. CLARDY. Is it proposed to appropriate the whole amount for 
the completion of these piers this year? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARDY. Ifso, why do the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
adont in this case a different rule from the one adopted in other cases? 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not know of any difference. 

Mr. CLARDY. In other cases you give a percentage of what is esti- 
mated as necessary; in this case you propose to give all that is required, 

-even if it be $500,000, ce: 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. The whole 
amount appropriated here is $30,000, and the engineer does not think 
that even all of that sum will be needed. 

Mr. CLARDY.. Then you leave the $30,000 in the appropriation? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARDY. I understood otherwise. 

Mr. WILLIS, -I knew the gentleman was mistaken. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. FARQUHAR was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
WADSWORTH; and it was agreed to. 

. The Clerk read as follows: : 

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Mis- 
sissippi River, $50,000: Provided, That in the opinion of the Chief of Egr mes 
the expenditure of this appropriation and the ultimate completion of this part 
of the reservoir system will adequately improve navigation. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the provisiog in this bill is inherited 
from a committee of which I was once a member, and I have no objec- 
tion to the action of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that I did 
not have to the action of that committee of which I wasa member. For 
this item there has been appropriated $585,000 on an estimate of $1,- 
809,000 and a fraction. The theory is thatit is for the purpose of build- 
ing reservoirs to improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi 
River. The Mississippi River drains 2,000,000 square miles. The coun- 
try drained by these reservoirs would be about 18,000 miles.. I have 
never believed, and do not believe now, that under any possible arrange- 
ment the time can ever come when these reservoirs could turn water 
enough into the Mississippi at its low stage to raise it half an inch at 
the Des Moines rapids. But I will tell you what this will do: it will 
furnish a convenience for floating logs (there isa good deal of pine up 
there); it will furnish very fine water-power, and it will be very chee for 
the ownersif the Government furnishesitfor them, This appropriation 


will accomplish these objects, and these are the only objects that can be 
accomplished by it. I think, therefore, it would be a good service to 
strike this item from the bill, and I now move to strike it out. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the committee has guarded with great 
care the very point upon which the gentleman rests his objection, by 
inserting, as a condition upon which the Pr not is to be made, a 
proviso *‘ that in the opinion of the Chief of Engineers the expenditure 
of this appropriation and the ultimate completion of this part of the 
reservoir system will adequately improve the navigation.” In other 
words, the engineer is not authorized to expend this money unless in 
his opinion it will Accomplish the very object which the gentleman 
from Texas doubts it will accomplish. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, we invoke the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of War as to whether this appropriation will improve navigation. 
He can be in possession of no information which we are not in posses- 
sion of if we take these reports, and I would let this House exercise its 
own judgment and not refer to somebody else. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee a 
question. Has the effect of th ese reservoirs upon navigation been tested 
upon the Upper Mississippi? 

Mr. WILLIS. My understanding and information is that it has been 
tested upon the Upper Mississippi, and that the effect has been to in- 
crease the depth of water very considerably. My friend from Min- 
nesota [Mr. GILFILLAN] is, I believe, familiar with the facts, and so are 
the gentlemen from that part of the country. The information of the 
committee was to the effect I have stated. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. I know that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] does not desire to convey a wrong impression with reference 
to what has been already accomplished by only a partial construction of 
the system of reservoirs on the head waters of the Mississippi and the 
results thus far of the experiments in this direction, and for his infor- 
mation and for the information of the House I wish to state certain 
facts. It is true that the amount appropriated thus far has been only 
about $500,000. That is asmall part of the original estimate of nearly- 
two millions, but it has gone to the extent of accomplishing the build- 
ing of three reservoirs on the upper waters of the Mississippi and the 
partial completion of several others. 

The result of this has only been known during the last season of 
navigation; and this result, by the observation of the engineer, who 
communicated the matter to me in person just before I came to Wash- 
ington at the present session, has been such as to produce in the Mis- 
sissippi River from Saint Paul to Lake Pepin an additional depth of 
14 feet in the channel of the river during the stage of low water and 
while the reservoirs were being operated by the discharge of water- 
therefrom. I will state further, as a matter within my own observa- 
tion and as a matter of common remark among the people, that for the 
first time in many years the largest boats used in navigating the river 
to Saint Paul during the highest stages of water were enabled by the 
aid of these reservoirs to reach there during the entire season of navi- 
gation of 1885, including the dry season, the season of low water. 

I make this statement because I know the honorable gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] did not intend to leave a wrong impression upon 
this House as to the results already accomplished by these reservoirs. 
The appropriation here Propad is a very modest one compared with 
some which may be found in this bill. This appropriation is absolutely 
necessary for the completion of some of the works already in process of 
construction, and which will be utterly useless and go to waste unless 
they are completed. If the completion of three dams, which is the ex- 
tent to which the work has gone, as appears by the engineer’s report, 
has accomplished the result which I have stated, it furnishes every en- 
couragement for appropriating at least this meager pittance of $50,009 
to finish the reservoirs already under way; and the expenditure already 
made will be measurably lost unless this work goes on. 

The entire appropriation estimated for, about $2,000,000, was in- 
tended not only for the State of Minnesota, but also for the State of 
Wisconsin. If this work is carried on to a completion of the proposed 
system I apprehend that the stage of water in the river will bė largely 
increased not only so far as Lake Pepin butfar below. This appropri- 
ation seems to me so manifestly judicious that I think nothing further 
need be said upon it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is my friend prepared to state how far below 
Lake Pepin the effect of these reservoirs is felt upon navigation ? 

Mr. GILFILLAN. The practical observations of the engineers have 
not been extended below Lake Pepin, but the expectation is that ifthe 
appropriations be made and the works constructed in accordance with the 
plans of the engineers and properly operated, the volume of the stream 
will be thereby largely increased a long distance below Lake Pepin. 
That expectation is of course somewhat conjectural, but I have stated 
the results actually accomplished as verified by the practical observa- 
tions and tests made by the engineer during the last season. 

I hope the motion to amend will not prevail. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. REAGAN, it was 


rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Mississippi River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Continu- 
ing improvement, $510,000; of which sum $8,000, or so much thereof as may be 


necessary, shall be applied to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, at 
the Rock Island Rapids. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. I move to amend by inserting after the para- 
graph just read the clause which I send to the desk. : 

The Clerk réad as follows: 

And of which sum the further amount of $20,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, may be used by the Secretary of War in his discretion for continu- 
ing the practical test of the flume inven by M. J. Adams, the said test to be 
made under the supervision and direction of said Adams; but if not so used, the 
same shall remain as a part of said appropriation and be used for the purposes 
first in this paragraph specified. È 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, it will be ob- 
served, does not, to any extent, increase the appropriation in the bill. 
It simply adds a new or additional specification of the purposes for 
which the moneys appropriated, or a small part thereof, may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, be used. I believe the amendment 
is not objectionable to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
and Harbors, and therefore I will not consume the time of the commit- 
tee unless some objection be made or some question be asked. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will give us some explana- 
tion of the purposes of this expenditure. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. It is simply to continue the practical test of a 
flume invented by M. J. Adams for the improvement of shallow 
streams, The test has already been commenced by the Government 
and carried to a partial completion. This amendment simply author- 
izes the Secretary of War to continue this test, if, in his discretion, he 
deems it prudent and wise to do so. 

Mr. WILLIS. The matter is left entirely to the Secretary of War. 
I will state that this is a very hard case. The Government, years ago, 
before the present committee had charge of the river and harbor bill, 
seems to have committed itself to this improvement. This man, rely- 
ing upon the faith of the Government, ‘went ahead with the improve- 
ment, and, I understand, has been made bankrupt in attempting to 
carry out the policy of the Government in this matter. The ( vinmittee 
on Rivers and Harbors have not, as a committee, acted upon this sub- 
ject; but I make this statement in the interest, as I believe, of private 
justice. j s 

Mr. REAGAN. This flume, the model of which was before us, is in- 
tended to be used for deepening and straightening the channels of 
sandy streams having shifting beds. The purpose is to force water into 
the flume, and by directing jets of water to continue to disturb the 
sand. I understand that an appropriation of $20,000 has already been 
made for material, but that the flume has not been sufficiently tested. 
It is now desired to utilize the material already on hand for the pur- 
pose of testing the value of this flume, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War, and in his discretion. I believe the plan is worthy of 
trial; and I trust the House will adopt the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. GILFILLAN was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will be obliged to my friend the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors if he will tell me 
the distance from Saint Paul to the Des Moines Rapids. « 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] can 
answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman from Illinois is not 
present. Is it 200 or 300 miles—or how far? 

Mr. WILLIS. Itis four or five, and may be six hundred miles. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The reason I desire that information 
is this: There is here appropriated $510,000 for improving the Missis- 
sippi River for this number of miles, which is a larger sum than is ap- 
propriated for the Missouri River. The question I wish to make is 
whether the ultimate improvement contemplated by this bill would 
have greater effect on the commerce of the Mississippi than the im- 
provement of the Missouri would have on the Missouri? j 

Mr. WILLIS. Igiveitup. Iam not prepared to answer that ques- 
tion as fully as the gentleman desires. I will state the committee ac- 
cepts the estimates of the engineers. The engineers make for each of 
these rivers an estimate, and we take the estimates for all the great 
rivers—the Mississippi and the Missouri—and give to them, recognizing 
their equal importance, about the same percentage. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It seems to me the Mississippi River 
has received very large appropriations—much larger in my judgment 
than it should have received in fairness, As I said the other day, I 
think this three and three-quarter millions of dollars for the Mississippi 
is not a fair divide. That is all I wish to say. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
Cries of ‘‘Read!’’] 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


Improving Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal, under the modified 
project, $35,000; of which sum $20,000 are to be used for pier construction, 


Mr. WILLIS. I am instructed by the committee to move the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

In extending the outer wall of the canal to the pivot-pier of the bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids, $65,000, 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving ice-harbor at Dubuque, Iowa: The unexpended balance, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, shall be applied to paving instead of riprap- 
ping the said ice-harbor. 


Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapidsto the mouth of the NI- 
inois River, including the River at Quincy Bay and the removal of the bar at 
the mouth of Whipple Creck; including also the strengthening of Sny Island 
levee where it crosses Snicarte Slough and other sloughs referred to in the re- 
port of Engineer Maj. A. Mackenzie, dated the 26th of January, 1885, which work 
of strengthening said levee shall be performed according to the suggestions and 
estimates of said Mackenzie, as set forth in said report: Continuing improve- 
ment, $200,000: Provided, That not more than $16,500 shall be expended at Sny 
Island levee. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
commendable silence of my friend the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HEP- 
BURN]. I am very glad to see that he makes no objection to the ap- 
propriation of $35,000 for the Des Moines Rapids Canal in Iowa, or the 
$65,000 for the Des Moines Rapids dry-dock, or to any part of the 
$510,000 for improving the Mississppi River from Saint Paul to the Des 
Moines Rapids and the improvement at Rock Island Rapids, or to any 
part of the $200,000 for improving the Mississippi River from Des Moines 
Rapids to the mouth of the Illinois River, aggregating the sum of $810,- 
000, which expenditures must be largely for the benefit of Iowa. The 
gentleman makes no criticism here, nor does he tell the House that 
these are unnecessarily large expenditures. And he is right; and I 
commend him for not objecting, for these expenditures are essential to 
the commerce of our country, and being essential, the locality of the 
improvement should not affect any gentleman’s vote. 

Iam glad, Mr. Chairman, to observe that no gentleman has attempted 
to reduce these appropriations, which are so largely for the benefit of 
the State of Iowa. They are important and they are necessary; but 
not more necessary than other appropriations which have been alluded 
to and sometimes criticised by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to offer an amendment as soon as I can get 
the floor. ` 

` Mr. WHEELER. I alluded yesterday to the fornter appropriations 
which were expended upon the Des Moines Rapids Canal, amounting in 
all to between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000, and I referred to them as a 
proper and judicious expenditure ofpublicmoney; but I have been sorry 
tonotice that the gentleman from Iowa has on two separate occasions dur- 
ing this discussion referred in what I regarded as an unfriendly spirit to 
the appropriations for improvements in Alabama. If he has examined 
the items of these appropriations he will certainly admit that they arena- 
tional in their character—at least four-fifths of the amount are for works 
which are eminently national and by no means local. Vessels from New 
England, New York, and Pennsylvania are constantly sailing and steam- 
ing into the harbor of Mobile, and it is certainly important to the citi- 
zens of those States that the harbor should be so improved that the ves- 
sels owned by them should be able to enter and leave that port in safety. 

The improvement of the Tennessee River is certainly a work of na- 
tional importance, and should not be characterized as a work for the 
benefit of Alabama, The States directly benefited by the appropria- 
tion which will open the navigation of the Tennessee River will be all 
the Northwest, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Nebraska, Kansas, and 
Illinois and Missouri, because it will open a vast market for their grains 
and other products. For the same reason it will be a benefit to Ohio 
and Indiana. It will benefit Pennsylvania, because the cheap ores 
which they need and now get by costly railroad transportation can 
then be carried to them at one-half or probably one-fourth the expense. 
It will benefit South Carolina and Georgia, because they can then get 
grains and meats from the Northwest at less than one-half the rates of 
freight which they now have to pay. It will benefit the whole world, 
because it will open by water way.to the whole world the minerals, the 
farm products, the timbers, and the marbles which are found on the 
banks of the Tennessee River. 

Before I resume my seat, Mr. Chairman, I desireto notice the remarks 
of the gentleman from Iowa relative to the appropriations for the 
States which are represented on the committee. He enumerates a list 
of appropriations which aggregate $4,394,100, and I presume he has 
made the best case possible for his proposition, and has cited the bulk 
of the appropriations for those States which have representatives on the 
committee, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are fifteen States represented on that com- 
mittee—nearly one-half of the States of the Union—and the appropria- 
tions he has specified amount to but little more than one-fourth of the 
total sum appropriated by the bill., It seems tome the members of the 
committee have been very liberal to other States and not at all so to- 
ward their own. And this is more noticeable when we consider the 
fact that the area of the fifteen States that are represented on the com- 
mittee is equal to the area of the twenty-three States not so represented; 
and it becomes more remarkable still when we consider the additional 
fact that the States represented on the committee possess nearly all the 
important water ways and by far the most important harbors in the 
United States. 
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I am surprised at the magnitude of the error into which the gentle- 
“man has fallen in making this attack upon the committee. I think the 
committee are entitled to the highest commendation for their laborious 
attention to detail in preparing the bill, for their studied impartiality, 
and for the marked courtesy they have extended to every member of 
this House. I think they have merited the thanks of this House and 
not the censure of any member, it matters not how mild and bland he 
may be in administering it. The appointment of such a committee is 
simply an additional evidence of the wisdom and sagacity which pre- 
sides over the deliberations of this House. 

In closing let me say to those gentlemen who oppose this bill that 
they should bear in mind that no money expended by the Government 
is with more skill, economy, and integrity than the appropri- 
ations for our rivers and harbors, disbursed under the direction and 
supervision of the officers of the Corps of Engineers. And certainly 
all will admit that the expenditure for rivers and harbors inures more 
directly to the benefit of the great body of the people than any other 
outlay of money by the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall vote for-this bill, and every effort of mine in 
this Congress shall have for its object to increase the prosperity and 
grandeur of the country by adding to the happiness and welfare of the 

ple. 
me ROWELL. I moveto strike out from line, 1092 to 1101 the fol- 
lowing: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Including also the strengthening of Sny Island levee where it crosses Snicarte 
Slough and other sloughs referred to in the report cf Engineer Maj. A. Mac- 
kenzie, dated the 26th of January, 1885, which work of strengthening said levee 
shall be performed according to the suggestions and estimates of said Ai ackenzie, 
as set forth in said report: Continuing “hci $200,000: Provided, That 
not more than $16,500 shall be expended at Sny Island levee. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. i this is a provision to donate $16,500 
to some citizens of Illinois, and if I could consistently I would not ob- 
ject. But not believing it is the duty of the Government to donate 
money to anybody, I am obliged to object to this appropriation. Sny 
Island is a body of some hundred acres of land, and it becomes an island 
by reason of the Sny Island levee. Under the drainage and levee laws 
this land on the island has been improved and protected by levees, the 
cost of which is charged so far as benefited upon the lands included in 
that island. Forevery one dollar spent in that improvement the lands 
have been enhanced in valueat least $5. The appropriation here is to 
help repair the levee of Sny Island where it crosses Snicarte Slough 
and three other sloughs. And theonly basis of it in any recommenda- 
tion is found in the engineer’s report, which I will read: 

(1) The Sny levee has not, as a levee, benefited navigation, but there are por- 
tions of the embankment which may be accepted as closing-dams when made 
secure, and as such will, theoretically at least, benefit navigation. 

Now, a man by the name of Clark, living in Hannibal, Mo., and 
presumaby one of the owners of the land over in the Snicarte, wrote 
to the authorities and insisted upon having a survey made to test the 
question as to how much benefit this Sny Island levee had done to the 
navigation of the river. The engineer makes his report, declaring that 
no practical benefit has resulted to the navigation of the river, while 
theoretically there is a benefit. He says that from 3 to 5 per cent. of 
the waters escape over these sloughs in low water, and that there is no 
perceptible injury to the low-water navigation when the levees are 
not in existence, but theoretically, by closing up and stopping the es- 
caping waters, the 1 per cent. that goes through this slough, there may 
be some benefit, not practical, however, for he reports against it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What do you mean by ‘‘ theoretical ” benefit? 

Mr. ROWELL. That is the term used by the engineer in his re- 
port. 
and you will find that he makes no recommendation for this appropri- 
ation of money. 

There is an absolute statement of facts all through the report that it 
will do no good; but finally, to satisfy this man Clark and other land- 
owners there, he is compelled to give some force to their wishes, and 
consents that theoretically there may be a benefit to navigation. Illi- 
nois has already had trouble upon the question of these levees and the 
lands embraced in this improvement. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me interrupt the gentleman a moment. I 
suppose the engineer means that there is a theoretical benefit to the 
Government and a practical benefit to the land-owners there ? 

Mr. ROWELL. The engineer is induced to make a report upon the 
* work, and he does all he can to prevent saying that it is done in the 
interest of the men who have made fortunes out of these Sny lands. 
Here are 100,000 acres of this land, swamp lands, worth scarcely any- 
thing before these improvements, and they are the richest in the world 
when the water is kept from them; when assessments are made upon 
them for their drainage and improvement by levees—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, obtained the floor, and by consent yielded 
the time to Mr. ROWELL. 

Mr. ROWELL. A levee and drainage district under the law is or- 
ganized, and the costof the improvement is assessed upon the land. 
That is collected under the laws of the State, and this levee has been 
built all around these lands on this island, but it takes some money 
every year to keep it up. 


Mr. Chairman, you may read the two reports of the engineer, > 


This land is now worth, I do not know how much, probably $50 or 
$60 an acre, when it was not worth a dollar previous to these improve- 
ments, and it cost about $4 an acre to levee and improve it. 

We are now asked to divert over $16,000 for the improvement of that 
river in the interest of these lands again, and I object tit. If we are 
going to give it anywhere I should be glad that the State of Illinois 
shall have it, but I object to the principle. 

I have taken this position because this is a subject of which I have 
personal knowledge, and it is little things just like this which make 
members distrust the wisdom of the committee in preparing such a bill. 
It is just such things as this continually appearing in bills of this char- 
acter which delay their through the House, and which force 
members to distrust such appropriation bills altogether; and I hope by 
calling attention to this to secure the striking out of these words until 
we have really some occasion to put on little things like these, divert- 
ing the public money, from great public improvements into the hands 
of individuals. 

Mr. RIGGS. I do not suppose my colleague desires to mislead any- 
body, but yet in the brief time he has occupied the floor he did not have 
an opportunity to call the attention of this committee to the fact that 
this same engineer has officially said that benefit has resulted to navi- 
gation from the constraction of this levee. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will my colleague tell me where? 

Mr. RIGGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would be glad to see it. 

Mr. RIGGS. Iwill readit for you. Ina letter written by this same 
engineer, addressed to the Chief of Engineers, on the 9th.of September, 
188{4—— 

Mr. ROWELL. What page? 

Mr. RIGGS. Page1711. 

Mr. ROWELL. I have it here. 

Mr. RIGGS. Yes, sir. He uses this language: 

Some benefit has resulted from the construction of a leyee— 


Mr. ROWELL. Whereabonts is that? 
Mr. RIGGS, Page 1711. 

Some benefit has resulted from the construction of the levee; the value of 
such benefit being the cost of such work as the Government would have under- 
taken for closing these side sloughs. , 

Mr. ROWELL. Is it not true thaton a subsequent investigation he 
reported that no benefit had resulted ? i 

Mr. RIGGS. No, sir, that is not true; but it is true that the plan 
for the improvement of that reach of the river from Des Moines Rapids 
to the mouth of the Illinois involves, under theengineer’s plan adopted, 
the close of these side sloughs and confining the water within the banks 
of the river, That is sostated by the same engineer and forms a part 
of the plan. A 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make one suggestion? My friend from Illinoisa little below the point 
where he was reading would have found that the engineer says this: 

These amoumts— 

The identical amounts appropriated in this bill— 


gre such as would have been required to close the four sloughs referred to in 
accordance with the Government methods, 


Mr. ROWELL. Yes; if the State had not done it. 

-Mr. RIGGS. If I may be permitted, I will repeat the statement 
that the plans adopted by the engineers and stated in their reports in- 
volved the closing of these side sloughs. This same engineer says the 
Government would have closed these four sloughs, but private individ- 
uals, having, atan expense of $600,000, constructed this levee and closed 
these sloughs, asked that the Government should not repair the levee; 
repair is not the best word—but should protect the levee at points 
where the Government would have closed those side sloughs. 

Mr. ROWELL. I call attention to this sentence in the engineer’s 
report: 4 

To confine the water which would otherwise, for a very brief period, peer 3 

over the banks aaus high might possibly have a slight effect on the 


movement of the sand, but each additional movement would be injurious 
rather than beneficial. 


Mr. RIGGS. I am willing to concede, if my colleague be permitted 
to select detached sentences, he may make a plausible case; but if he 
will read all the letters, reports, and estimates which this engineer has 
written and made with regard to this work he will find it is one which 
does benefit navigation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Very briefly, in reply to the gentleman from Tlinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] who first spoke, I wish to say the committee was gov- 
erned by two considerations. First, because the engineer reported as + 
follows: 

Mr. ROWELL. Whereabout? 

Mr. WILLIS. On page 1716 of the last report he says: 

The Sny levee has not, as a levee, benefited navigation, but there are portions 
of the embankment which may be accepted as closing-dams when made secure, 
and as such will, theoretically at least, benefit navigation, 

Mr. ROWELL. That is it—‘‘ theoretically at least.” 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘That is one proposition; but another and more im- 
portant is this. This identical work would have been done by the 
Government in the benefit of navigation if it had not been done by this , 


1886. _ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3991 


company. The gentlemen read from page 1713 of the report. As his 

e re ; by selecting sentences here and there he might 
mislead, though not intentionally; he read two or three sentences which 
might Jead to an inference that would not have been warranted if he 
had read further. I read this from the report: 

While theclosing of the Sny Slough and any other side channel by the Sny 
levee has not |played the very important part assigned it by Mr. Clark, it must 
be admitted that if maintenance of the work were guaranteed by the Govern- 
ment it would be benefited to a certain extent, as the Sny Slough, and perhaps 
other outlets, would,in accordance with a ved plans, be closed in time by 
brush and stone dams built to a height of 5 or 6 feet above low water. 

The probable cost of such work would properly represent the benefit con- 
ferred on navigation by the Sny levee, if made secure, A ? 

The probable cost, as given on page 1717, is the identical amount the 
committee has recommended; and in connection with that the engineer 
further says: ji 

These amounts— 

The amounts which the committee has allowed— 


These amountsare such as would have been required to close the four sloughs, 
horetofore referred to, in accordance with the Government methods. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Are those sloughs already closed? 

Mr. WILLIS. They are closed and are a part of the plans for the 
improvement of the river; and the engineer reports that in view of the 
fact that they are a part of those plans this money should be appro- 
priated, and he alsosays it benefits navigation.’ f 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Of what benefit is this levee at high water when 
there is a surplus of water? . 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not know that it is of benefit at that time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then of what benefit is it at low water when 
the water does not run through the slough? 

Mr. WILLIS. Here is the answer to the gentleman’s question. I 
have just read a portion of it: 

To confine the water which would otherwise, for a very brief paroi, esca 
over the banks during high stages might possibly have a slight effect on the 
movement of the sand, but such additional movement would be injurious rather 
than beneficial. It would simply be increasing the causes which now tend to 
injure low-water navigation. If the river could be prevented from ever exceed- 
ing a medium stage, or the stage at which a eea ies movement of sand takes 
place, navigation would be very much better than it now is. While the closin 
of the Sny Slough and any other side channel by the Sny levee has not play: 
the very important part assigned it by Mr. Clark, it must be admitted that if 
maintenance of the work were guaranteed by the Government it would be ben- 
efited to a certain extent, as the Sny Slough, and perhaps other outlets, would, 
in accordance with approved plans, be closed in time— 

By the Government— : 
by brush and stone dams builtto a height of 5 or 6 fect above low water. The 
probable cost of such work— 
that is, the closing of this slough— 

+ would properly represent the benefit conferred on navigation by the Sny levee, 
if made secure. 

And the cost of all that is given at $16,515.85, the amount the com- 
mittee has allowed as properly chargeable to the Government. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In other words, as I understand, the money has 
been already expended, and now the Government proposes to appropri- 
ate it because it has been expended. 

Mr. WILLIS. Because it was part of the Government’s plans. 

Mr. ROWELL, I want to read a little more from this report. I 
read from page 1713: EE Ty 

As the ral-effect of the Sny 1 the Uj Mississippi, ex- 
Shptlng wen ty NADEN AES tu A amc cives AE Lae wane een ean 
not see that it can in any way benefit the low-waterchannel. The obstructions 
do not, as on the lower river, consist of sediment carried in suspension, but al- 
most entirely of sand rolled along the bottom. When the river is high and 
bars all covered, low-waterchannels are more or less obliterated. As the water 
falls and the bars aj r; low-water channels are in cut out. If the fall is 
rapid, temporary difficulty is almost sure to result. the fall is gradual, a low- 
water channel is apt to be made by the time it is needed, Each high water will 
a changes of channel, and often entirely change the troublesome locali- 

es, 

_ Now in regard to this Sny Slongh— 

Mr. WILLIS. If thegentleman continues his readingsix lines further 
he will find the case stated. He stops just at that point. 

Mr. ROWELL, On the same page I find this: 

Su ing the entrance to the Sny Slough to h bee: tall $ 
the pesos 2 of wate earried by it would ye Bena cones pracienty paler 

pecially at stages when the additional water was desirable in the main river; 

ut I am informed the entrance to the slough was obstructed by a bar to such 
an extent that at low stages parties interested in a water-power on the slough 
were obliged to keep communication open with shovels, K 

Apd that was before there was anything doneto closeup this slough. 
There was a water-power down there that Illinois had a litigation over 
when they went to work and closed up this levee which the engineer 

‘is finally induced to say might represent the value of the money pro- 
vided its continuance forever were teed. There is nowhere in 
the report a recommendation that this money shall be expended; there 
is simply an admission that theoretically it may do some good. But 
there is a declaration in the opening of the report that the building of 
this levee and the closing of Snicarte Slough and theother three sloughs 
has not as yet, though it was completed in 1872, benefited navigation 
along there in the least. The engineer states that as a fact, and he 


only concedes, because it is a part of the theory and the plan originally 
adopted for improving the Mississippi River, that the closing up of 


d 
these low sloughs so as to avoid the little escape of water which occurs 
at low-water mark may possibly be justified by the result, 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, Mr. i we heara good deal about 
building levees in the interest of navigation, and it is because levees have 
been built apparently in the interest of navigation when many persons 
believe that they were built to secureland from the abrasion of the water 
that so many people in this country are disgusted generally with river 
and harbor bills. I do trust, therefore, that whatever may be done 
elsewhere on the Mississippi, there will be no appropriation of that 
kind made for any point within the State of Illinois. The facts of this 
case seem to have been made clear, not only by what has fallen from my 
colleague [Mr. ROWELL]; but also from the remarks of the chairman 
of the committee. From the report of the engineer it appears that at 
a low stage of water there is a bar which almost closes these slonghs. 
At a high stage of water the only effect of the levee is to secure the 
land. ‘There is no pretense that at the high stage of water this levee, - 
or any strengthening thereof, will have any perceptible influence on 
navigation, and what the engineer means when he says that there is a 
theoretical benefit from it is that a certain amount of water which es- 
capes might, if it were retained in the channel, increase by a very small 
percentage the scouring effect of the current. 

But the main purpose of this levee is to secure the land from inun- 
dation, and no appropriation of this kind ought to be made unless its 
influence upon navigation is so large in proportion to its effect in se- 
curing the lands of private land-owners that it may be truly said that 
its effects in securing the lands is almost insignificant. Now, in this 
case that is the main effect, there is little or no influence upon navi- 
gation; and we in the North, who are somewhat accustomed to criti- 
cise appropriations for the Lower Mississippi, because levees there are 
built ostensibly for navigation but really, as many people believe, for 
another purpose—we, I say, in the North, and especially in the State 
of Illinois, ought to be careful how we by our silence permit any such 
appropriation to go upon this bill for any point within the State of 
Illinois. For my part I should feel mortified if such an appropriation 
were to pass here unchallenged. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I know nothing in 
the world personally about Sny Island levee. I do not even know that 
it is true, as stated by my friend and coll e [Mr. Riaqs], that the , 
people in that neighborhood have themselves expended $600,000 in 
making that levee. Ido know, however, that they have expended a 
large amount of money there, but I do not understand that they ask 
the Government to reimburse them one single dollar of the money 
which they have expended; and the only question for us now to con- 
sider is whether the navigation of the river at that point is benefited 
by the improvement which has been made and which now must be 
maintained. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinios. Will my colleague permit a single ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Suppose we did not appropriate one dol- 
lar, would not the private owners of that land maintain that levee for 
their own private purposes sufficiently to maintain substantially good 
navigation? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not know whether they would 
‘or not; but, without answering that question further, I will say that 
if the work is in the interest of navigation I do not think they ought to 
be required todo it. And I want to say, in addition, that whatever the 
engineer may say in to this improvement, the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH], whom I do not now see in his seat, who lives 
in the neighborhood and understands the subject, has repeatedly stated 
that the work there does benefit navigation by confining the water to 
the river. It has benefited navigation, not only in the low stages of 
water, but at all times when the water would escape through these 
sloughs, and the engineer states that a part 6f the plan for the im- 
provement of the river is toclose up these sloughs. That beingso, and 
the engineer haying estimated what the cost of improvement would 
be, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have simply recommended 
that that amount of money, or a sum not exceeding that amount, may ; 
be expended by the engineer for his work. 

Now, there is nothing in that which is discreditable to the State of Illi- 
nois; there is nothing that is discreditable to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors in haying included this item in the bill. We have been as- 
sured, notonly by my colleague, who represents that district [Mr. Rrces], 
but, as I have said, by a Representative from the State of Missouri [Mr. 
Hatcu], that there has been a great benefit to the navigation of the 
river; and if that be so, and the people there have expended $600,000 
upon that work, and if it be necessary to maintain some portion of the 
work, not for the purpose of protecting their property, butin the inter- 
est of navigation, I certainly can see no objection to this appropriation. 
I care nothing personally as to what may be done about it, but I simply 
say that I believe this is a properitem to be retained in this bill in view 
of what the engineer says about it, and in view of what Representatives 
upon both sides of the river have told usas to the influence of this work 
upon navigation—for certainly they are not interested in protecting the 
private property. > 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, Lam not disposed to criticise this 
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bill. I think that the committee have aimed to make a fair and rea- 
sonable bill, As I understand the question now presented, it is about 
this: Certain parties have built a levee for their private benefit, to re- 
claim theirown lands. They have realized the benefit of this work; and 
now they propose to recoup from the Government a portion of their ex- 
penditure, because, if they had not made this levee the Government, 
in pursuance of some general plan of improvement, might have made it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. They spent the money. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I know they spent the money; but they got the 
benefit of the expenditure upon their lands. Now, there is just one 
question for this committee to consider; that is the question of nawi- 
gation. Will this proposed expenditure benefit the navigation of that 
river? If it will, then it ought to be made; if not, it ought not to be 


made. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is there not another question? If itdoes benefit 
navigation, the question is whether that benefit is necessary? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, there are three stages of water to be con- 
sidered. First, there is the high stage; and the engineer says that at 
the high stage of water, with the additional amount of sand, this work 
is an injury rather than a benefit to navigation. Then there is the low 
stage of water. At the low stage there is no water escaping through 
this Snicarte Slough, and therefore it can not be any benefit to the nav- 
igation. Then there remains the medium stage. There is no com- 
plaint that at the medium stage the river is not all right for naviga- 
tion. So that this work is no benefit at high water, it is no benefit at 
low water, and it is no benefit at mean water. This is simply a prop- 
osition for recoupment by the land-owners upon the Government; and 
I think the Committee of the Whole would do well to agree to strike 
out this appropriation of $16,500. 

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Chairman, as I represent the district in which this 
Snicarte Slough is situated, I do not wish any false impression made 
upon the minds of members in regard to the matter. My colleague 
over the way [Mr. ROWELL], who represents the Bloomington district, 
asserts that this is a proposition to donate $16,500 to certain gentlemen 
in my district. 

Mr. ROWELL. In your district and that of General HATCH. 

Mr. RIGGS. These people do not live in Bloomington; they do not 
live in Chicago. This is not a proposition to expend money for a canal 
to drain Chicago nor is it a proposition to donate $16,500 to anybody. 
The Mississippi River Commission, speaking of this reach of the Mis- 
sissippi River, has said that— 

The system of improvement now being carried out between Des Moines Rapids 
and the mouth of the Illinois River, which consists in closing side chutes and 
reducing the stream to a uniform width, will in time accomplish all the results 
claimed for it, 

The commission says that a part of the plan is to close these side chutes 
and confine the water within the banks of the river. The engineer 
whom the Government has placed in charge of the river improvement 
at this point says that the Government would have closed four of the 
side chutes which have been closed by this Snicarte levee. These 
ple did this with theirmoney. True, it was done for their own benefit. 
But the constant tendency of the water is to cut away the base of the 
levee at the point where it crosses these four side chutes. Now, what 


is asked here is that the Government protect this levee to the height of |- 


6 feet at this point, where the engineer says the Government not only 
should protect these levees, but would have built them. These people 
a built them for the Government and have closed those four side 
chutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They have built this levee not for the Govern- 
ment, but for themselves, and now they want the Government to pay 
them for it. 

Mr. RIGGS. They have built it, and the Government will get the 
benefit of it, if there is any benefit, and the engineer says there is. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman think the Government would 
have built this levee across the upper mouth of the Snicarte Slough 
and taken upon itself the responsibility of paying mill-owners heavy 
dam for interfering with the water-power? 

Mr. RIGGS. Ido not know. But judging from the many things 
which the Government has done in connection with river improve- 
ments, I should say yes. With this bill before me, I would not hesi- 
tate to say yes. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this provision its pur- 
pose is not, as my friend from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] supposes, to 
repay private individuals for something that has been done. Nobody 
is asking to be ‘‘recouped’’ from the Government. This is simply a 
proposition to strengthen an existing levee. This levee was erected by 
private capital. The Government engineers say that had the levee not 
becn put there the Government would itself have closed these four chutes. 
This leyce, constructed by private capital, is now in process of destruc- 
tion. To prevent that destruction, to strengthen the levee, this appro- 
priation is proposed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman explain how the strengthen- 
ing of the levee will benefit navigation ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, I have already gone over that question. The 
engineers have stated the matter as fully as I could. This work aids 
navigation by preventing the water being taken out of the main chan- 
nel—by confining it in one channel. 


In order to perfect the text of the bill before the question is taken on 
the motion to strike out, I move to amend by adding at the end of line 
1101 these words: 

Provided, It is in the judgment of the engineers in the interest of navigation 
and in accordance with the plans of the engineers. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why not strike out the last clause, 
‘t in accordance with the plans of the engineers ?’’ . 

Mr. WILLIS. The amendment proposes to require two things: first, 
that this expenditure shall be in the interest of navigation; second, that 
it shall be in accordance with the plans of the engineers. It thus meets 
the objection of my friend from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] and all the 
objections which have been made to this provision. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If this is in the interest of navigation 
it might be made; but suppose it is not in the interest of navigation, 
but simply in the interest of land-owners there, why the appropriation 
would be expended because it may be in accordance with the plan of 
the engineers. X 

Mr. WILLIS. Thisis not in the disjunctive; it requires both of these 
things to exist; it must not only be in the interest of navigation, but 
upon the plan of the engineers. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do you think that is a good way to 
make appropriations? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; I think it is the very best way to guard all ap- 
propriations, € 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. While it may be a proper thing for 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to follow the plans of the en- 
giheers, I believe this House can rise to a higher plane of action. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, it can go over the hills where there are no 
rivers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. AND ON, of Kansas. Here is a place in Ilinois, and Iam 
glad it is in a Northern and not in one of the Southern States, where, 
so far as I have been able to gather information from reports, this im- 
provement is mainly for the benefit of the owners of land adjacent 
thereto—not only to deepen tlie channel or improve the navigation, but 
to benefit the private owners adjacent thereto by the enhancement of 
the value of their property. Now, sir, I propose to act irrespective of 
the plan of any engineer. I am frank to say I do not think engineers 
were constituted by God as of authority transcendent so as to dominate 
everything. Not by a great deal. The question before the House is 
whether this appropriation should be made for the benenfit of naviga- 
tion; and I think it ought not. It isnot for the benefit of navigation, 
and I think this committee should vote to strike it out. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIS was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. ROWELL’s motion to strike out. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 74. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum has voted. If the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will allow us to vote on this paragraph in the 
House by yeas and nays, I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum, with the understanding a vote shall be had on this paragraph in 
the House by yeas and nays. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the mouth 
of the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $500,000; of which $50,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to be ex nded in extending the work for 
the protection of the eastwardly bank of the Mississippi River at Cairo, and the 
prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the southerly end of the pres- 
ent Government revetment work and continuing down > . 


The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the first amendment of 
the committee, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 1103, after “Ohio River,” insert the following: 

" Including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at the discretion of the 


Secre of War, the protection of the Illinois shore opposite the mouth of the 
Missouri River.” 


The amendment was to. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs next on the amendment of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cree ba O DA Kaoh DNE n, use so much of said sum 
of $500,000 as may be necessary to correct the current of the river and improve 
the channel at Saint Louis.” 

Mr. GLOVER. I have an amendment here, Mr. Chairman, looking 
to the striking out of the words just read by the Clerk. 

Mr. WILLIS. The committee will withdraw its amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, theamendment of the 
committee just read by the Clerk is withdrawn, and is not before the 
committee. 

Mr. WILLIS. That removes the necessity for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. GLOVER]. 

Mr. CLARDY. Imove, in line 1107, to strike out ‘‘ five ” and insert 
t six,” so it will read ‘‘ continuing improvement, $600,000.” j 

The bill proposes to appropriate $500,000 to improve, the Mississippi 
River between the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Ohio 
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Rivers ; $50,000 of which it provides shall ke diverted to an improve- 
ment at Cairo, which was pointed to by the engineer in charge of the 
work in a report submitted in 1884 as an evidence of the inutility of 
attempting to improve the navigation of the river by a piecemeal proc- 
ess, having reference primarily to the improvement and betterment of 
private property. 

It may be necessary now, in order to preserve some small benefits 
which may have accrued to commerce by reason of expenditures hereto- 
fore made, without the recommendation and against the suggestions 
of the engineer, to make the allotment proposed by the committee. 
About that I express no opinion, because I have not time to state the 
facts which induce it. The bill further contemplates the diversion of 
whatever may be necessary to complete the improvement at Alton, Il., 
and whatever may be needed to protect the banks of the Mississippi 
River opposite the mouth of the Missouri. I express no opinion as 
to the necessity for these appropriations at Alton and at the point op- 
posite the mouth of the Missouri River, because I have no knowledge 
or information sufficient to form one. They may be and doubtless are 
meritorious works, I believe the proposed appropriation to correctthe 
current and improve the channel at Saint Louis has on motion of my 
colleague [Mr. GLOVER] been stricken out, and I am glad of it. 

But I want to inquire, Mr. Chairman, when the amount allotted for 
the improvement at Cairo is subtracted from the $500,000, and the 
amount necessary to the completion of the work at Alton is taken out, 
and whatever is needed to protect the banks of the Mississippi River 
opposite the mouth of the Missouri River isalso withdrawn, whatif any 
portion of the $500,000 will be left to prosecute the plans for the sys- 
tematic improvement of the Mississippi River between the mouth of the 
Illinois and Cairo, a distance of 241 miles? There is no reach of the 
river, Mr, Chairman, from the passes to Des Moines Rapids where the 
money expended has yielded such munificent returns as the section of 
the river I am discussing. ` 

Commencing with Horse-tail bar, where a channel width of 5,000 feet 
has been reduced to a uniform width of 2,500 feet for a distance of 5 
miles and where a low-water depth of 4 feet has been increased to 9} 
feet, and going on down the river you find not only the evidence that 
the money of the Government has been expended—— - 

Here the hammer fell. } ‘ 
r. RANDALL wasrecognized, and, by consent, yielded his time to 
Mr. CLARDY. - 

Mr. CLARDY. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania for his 
courtesy. 

Not only, I say, do you find evidence that the money of the Govern- 
ment has been expended—you can find that testimony anywhere on the 
river, or on any other river in the country—but you find the incontesta- 
ble proof that there has been a corresponding benefit to the navigation 
of the river. 

Mr. Chairman, for the fiscal year ending June, 1882, $600,000 were 
appropriated for the improvement of this reach of the river, and in ad- 
dition to that $35,000 were appropriated for a work at Saint Louis, 
$20,000 for a work at Cape Girardeau, and, I believe, $25;000 for an 
improvement at the Minturn Point, Illinois. 

These appropriations were made upon a river and harbor bill that 
carried $11,441,300, and in-which only $1,000,000 were appropriated 
for the river below Cairo; while upon this bill, that carries more than 
$15,000,000, it is proposed to reduce the sum to $500,000, and to adopt a 
diffusive process, which renders it doubtful whether $200,000 or $100,- 
000, or any other sum, will be left to prosecute the legitimate work of 
river improvement. 

Mr. REKED, of Maine. The ‘‘diffusive’’ process is the process adopted 
on the river below Cairo, I presunie. 

Mr. CLARDY. I can not say as to that. The diffusive process of 
which I speak consists in parceling out the appropriation which has for 
its basis the recommendation of the engineer in charge of the work to 
objects not embraced in his plans for improving the navigation of the 
tiver and for which there are no estimates, 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, $600,000 were again appro- 
priated for this improvement; and at the last session of this Congress, 
on my motion, an amendment similar to the one I have just offered was 
adopted with great unanimity by the Committee of the Whole House, 
increasing this appropriation from $400,000 to $600,000. The Com- 
mittee on River and Harbors, in their report, offer as an apology for the 
size of the bill before us the fact that the last Congress passed no river 
and harbor bill; and they indicate that the increased appropriation for 
the river south of Cairo is because there are in fact two annual appro- 
priations in one, y 

There seem to be two bills in one so far as the river below Cairo is 
concerned, and a half a bill in one so far as the sections above that 
point are concerned. I desire to remind the committee reporting this 
bill that the source of the Mississippi River is not at Cairo, but that 
there is a long reach of the river running up to the Des Moines Rapids, 
and that the people ofthat section are interested in the improvement 
of the whole river, and that their Representatives on this floor intend 
to insist upon adequate appropriations from the headwaters to the Gulf. 

[Here the hammer fell | 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope now we will have a vote. This is as large an 


appropriation in proportion as for any other river in the country. 


Mr. GLOVER was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. CLARDY. I desire to occupy but a moment in reply to the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have not said much, and I hope that the gentle- 
man will permit us now to proceed without further discussion and get 
through with this bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. This the first time I have said anything during the 
discussion of this bill I believe, and my apology for consuming the 
time of the committee now is that the people of my State, together 
with all the other people of the Mississippi Valley who do not own and 
operate railroads, are interested in so improving that river that it may 
become the regulator of interstate commerce. 

I understood the gentleman from Kentucky to say something about 
the percentage of the estimates which he gave us. Let me say to him 
that it was upon an estimate of $1,000,000 that this House at its last 
session increased this appropriation to $600,000. It was upon that esti- 
mate that every appropriation has been made since the plans for the 
improvement of the river have been adopted. 

And let me say further to the gentlemen that the engineer upon this 
section of the river does not seem to have fallen into the very reprehen- 
sible habit of asking for more than is required for fear that he may get 
less. 

Major Ernst, the engineer to whom I refer, is a gentleman of ac- 
knowledged ability in his profession, as the plans formulated and the 
work done by him attest, and his estimate of the aggregate amount re- 
quired for the completion of the work on this part of the river was made 
upon the supposition that money would be appropriated in accordance 
with his annual estimates. 

Mr. GLOVER. Irise to heartily indorse the amendment proposed 
by my colleague from Missouri [Mr. CLarpy], although I am a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I have found in the 
preparation of the bill a closeness in the estimates of the engineers for 
that reach of the river between the Illinois and the Ohio which is not 
to be observed in any other portion of the estimates of the engineers. 
I have observed with regret that provisions are made for that reach of 
the river which may divert the bulk of the money intended for the im- 
provement of the channel. I have observed in the scrutiny of this en- 
tire question the fact that there—and you mightalmostsay there alone— 
an abundant return for the money invested by the Federal Government 
is always given; it is as sure to come back in the improvement of the 
channels as the seed cast upon good ground is certain to fructify and 
grow and bear fruit. And I may say that that portion of the river is 
the portion of the improvement of the Mississippi River which forms 
the solid basis for the hope that the money of the Government will 
ultimately, so far as the river is concerned, render the proper returns. 

Horsetail bar is always pointed to as a proof that there the engineers’ 
plans adopted haye triumphed. And I will say it is the policy of this 
Congress to bestow liberal appropriations on that reach in order that it 
may progress and may continue to be the model so far as the improve- 
ment of the main trunk of the river is concerned, and that the results 
may be such that they may be pointed to whenever skeptics undertake 
to doubt the reality of thisimprovement. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. = 

Mr. HATCH. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of 
making a statement to thecommittee. When theparagraph embraced 
between line 1092 and line 1098 was under consideration I was tempo- 
rarily absent from the House. I desire to state to the committee that 
part of the river embraced in the lines I haveindicated lies within from 
a mile and a half to three miles of the city where I reside. Prior to 
the building of this Sny levee the worst bar in the river between Saint 
Louis and Keokuk was just below the mouth of this sny. I have seen 
it time and again myself when the boats for weeks were unable to pass 
that point without lighters. Ihave been upon a boat upon that bar 
when there were four other steamboats drawing lessthan 4 feet of water 
aground upon it. 

This levee was built upon the east side of the river, a high bank be- 
ing upon the left, and in one single season after the building of that 
levee that bar disappeared without any work on the part of the United 
States engineers who weré in charge of that part of the river; and not 
a single boat from that day to this has ever touched bottom upon it. 
It is the best practical demonstration of the theory of Captain Eads for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River that has been made in the 
last twenty years. 

I would not give the demonstration of that fact which has stood thero 
now for ten years for all the theories of all the engineers in the United 
States as to the improvement of the river. 

Every steamboatman on the Mississippi River knows it. The clos- 
ing of the mouth of that sny and the building of that levee and the 
confining the waters to the natural channel of the river have improved 
the navigation and the channel of the river more than the engineers of 
the United States would have done with the expenditure of $100,000. 

The proposition embraced in this paragraph is not to build a levee. 
There has been such a hue and cry in this House for the past few years 
on the part of members who know nothing more about the Mississippi. 
River than they know about the condition of a river in the moon, if there 
is one, that every time a levee is mentioned it is likeshaking a red rag . 
in a bull’s face; but the fact is, the best and cheapest way to improve 
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the navigation of the Mississippi River is with leyees as a part of the 


ie the hammer fell. ] x = 

Mr. SWOPE was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. HATOH. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam obliged to the gentleman. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that any plan has ever been or ever 
will be devised for the t improvement of the Mississippi 
River that omits the building of proper levees and the strengthening 
of the banks. The levee of which I speak is above 70 miles long, and 
was built by private enterprise, by a private corporation. It has done 
more for the improvement of those 70 miles of the Mississippi River 
than all the work done by the money that has been expended by the 
War Department during the last fifteen years. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio (sotto voce). Better leave it to private enter- 


rise. 

“i Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] suggests 
that wehad better leave it to private enterprise. You had better spend 
your money in the most profitable way, and when you find that private 
enterprise has developed the proper system for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River you had better expend your money in that direction. 
As my friend from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON ] has referred to the fact 
that I have made statements time and again, not only to the House but 
even the Comnfittee on Rivers and Harbors, in regard to the effect of 
this improvement, I desire to say that the gentleman was correct when 
he quoted me as having stated the facts of this matter and stated them 
as facts existing within my personal knowledge. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not taken up any time heretofore in the dis- 
cussion of this bill, and I have just this to say about it now: I have 
always voted for the river and harbor bill. There are propositions in 
this bill, as-there have been in every other one for which I have voted, 
that I do not approve; but I will not refuse to vote for a bill for the 
proper improvement of the navigable rivers and the harbors of the 
country simply because there are propositions contained in it that do 
not meet my personal approval. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, during the somewhat extended 
discussion yesterday the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] saw fit 
to point out the fact that the river and harbor bill carried upon its face 
evidence of what he was pleased to term selfishness, and he singled out 
certain States of the Union which are represented upon the River and 
Harbor Committee as having been more than mindful of their own just 
rights in the distribution of these appropriations. I desire to reply in 
a very few words to the position of the gentleman; admitting, however, 
that the question how much money goes to any single State, or to any 
river, or to any harbor has nothing to do with the justice or injustice 
of a measure like this. There are questions which rise higher than 
‘* selfishness,” and which ought to settle the judgment of a committee 
upon questions such as these. But I want to pursue the natural and 
logical result of the suggestions made by the gentleman from Iowa. 
The money, or the principal part of the money, which we expend in 
this country, and which comes from the contributions of the people, is 
derived from two sources: First, collections from the customs depart- 
ment, and I shall assume for the purpose of what I am going to say 
that every State in this country in proportion to its population pays 
exactly the same, so I dismiss that question from further consideration. 
That leaves me to look for a moment at the disposition which we will 
make of the $112,000,000 that does not come from individual sources, 
but does come in such a manner as that we can locate it in the several 
States of the Union. The fifteen States from which the members of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors come pay into the Treasury upon this 
basis of comparison as follows: 

Kentucky, $14,842,475; Louisiana, $538,814; Alabama, $73,315; 
Towa, $2,222,059; West Virginia, $543,188; Texas, $181,829; Mich- 
igan, $1,558,155; Mississippi, $47,951; Missouri, $6,276,165; Illinois, 
$23,075,864; Pennsylvania, $7,371,209; Massachusetts, $2,287,453; 
New York, $13,823,644; Ohio, $12,565,516; California, $2,630,160; 
making a total of $88,019,997 out of the $112,000,000. 

- Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? í 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. I will do better by you than you did 
by me. 
ir. HEPBURN. Does not the rule of consumption apply to those 
$112,000,000 of internal revenue the same as to the customs revenue? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not stop now to discuss that question. 
The total internal-revenue collections for the year ending June 30, 1885, 
was $112,000,000. Of that amount these States paid more than $88,- 
000,000, and the remaining twenty-three States and the Territories 
$24,008,000 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OWEN was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. GROS- 
VENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The nine States singled out by the gentleman 
from Iowa paid into the Treasury as follows: Texas, $181,829; Louis- 
iana, $538,864; Ohio, $12,565,516; Illinois, $23,075,864; Michigan, 
$1,558, 155; California, $2,613,160; West Virginia, $543,188; Kentucky, 
$14,842,475; Alabama, $73,315. : ; 

The aggregate is $55,992,366, and these States receive by the appro- 


priations in this bill $4,394,000. Thus it will be seen thatof their 

contributions to this te these nine States take out of the Treas- 

ury only $4,394,000, and leave in $51,598,346. That is, they put in 

$51, 512 more than they take out. 

- a ILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
ion 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio, ‘who 
as I understand is a member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
if he believes that the money to be appropriated by this bill should be 
apportioned among the States according to the amount of revenue that 
they severally pay to the Government, so that each one shall get its 
share of the grab, if I may be allowed to use that expression, or does 
he believe that it should be appropriated where it is needed to benefit 
commerce? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate for me that the 
gentleman from Maine did not hear what I said in the beginning of my 
remarks. I said that the respective contributions of the States had 
nothing to do with the real question, but that it was an answer to the 
argument that had been made here. If I were to answer the gentle- 
man from Maine farther, I would say that his State pays in $53,000 
and gets ont $86,000—more than she pays in. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And I desire to say, that so far as my district is 
concerned it does not get out a cent, and that so far as my State is con- 
cerned the gentlemen who represent it upon this floor, or at any rate 
one of them, will vote for appropriations for rivers and harbors wher- 
ever they may be needed, without regard to what any one pays into 
the Treasury or gets out of the Treasury. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That ts exactly the position I have taken, and 
the gentleman merely repeats it in possibly a little better language. 
He has broken into my speech and repeated the sentiments of the whole 
of the first paragraph. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, estimating upon the basis of the $112,000,000 and the 
contribution of Ohio to that fund, she ought to receive $1,600,000 under 
this bill; but in fact she puts in some $12,565,516 and takes ont $403,- 


000. us it will be seen that she puts in $12,162,516 more than she- 


takes ont. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said this much to show that when the gentle- 
man from Iowa attempts to draw a line based upon the idea of a dis- 
tribution by States and Territories this sort of logic works itself out. 
That is all I have to say. ; 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to five minutes. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr, ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, as an accompaniment to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] in regard to his 
personal knowledge covering the effect of a certain class of improve- 
ments, I think the House ought to have before it the record knowledge 
of the Government. I therefore read a single passage from the report 
of the engineers, page 1715, speaking of this same reach: 

The records show that since the levee was constructed, at points within its 
influence, most serious obstructions to nav: ion have either 
tinued to exist until improved or removed by the work of the Government. 
Notable among such points are Gilbert's Island, vicinity of Louisiana Bridge, 


and Slim Island. Obstructions at these points have been as serious as any 


known to the memory of navigators. The formation of these obstructions is 


in no way to the Sny levee, but that the levee did not prevent their 
formation, or remove them, is a fact. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have visited all the 
points involved in river improvements between Saint Louis and Fos- 
ter’s Island; and at no place upon the river has engineering given 
grander results than in the locality now under consideration. I want 
to impress upon members the fact that this increased appropriation is 
asked in good faith. The proposition of my colleague [Mr. CLarpy] 
to increase this appropriation from $500,000 to $600,000 is made in 
view of the absolute necessity of securing a larger appropriation there. 

A great portion of the flotilla which was engaged in that work hav- 
ing been destroyed during the last winter, a large outlay will be required 
toreplaceit. ‘The mostserious obstructions to river navigation exist be- 
tween Saint Louis and Cairo, and until you have removed all obstruc- 
tions you can not get the benefit of the improvement of the river above 
that place, as a barge can only be loaded to the depth of water over 
the shallowest place in the river. This amendment is asked in good 
faith. This is the most important feature of river improvement on the 
Mississippi, and I earnestly hope the House will adopt the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CLAEDY, there 
were—ayes 28, noes 46. 

Mr. CLARDY. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CLARDY and Mr. WILLIS were ap- 

inted. 

P The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 38, noes 


79. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to aniend by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘which,”’ in line 1107, the words ‘‘thirty thousand dollars, 
to be expended in improving the river at Cape Girardeau and.” 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the lateness of the hour and the anxiety of 
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the committee to secure early action on this bill, I will not trespass 
upon the time of the House with an elaborate discussion of this amend- 
ment. I will content myself and doubtless gratify the committee by 
simply adverting in the briefest way to a subject which is worthy of far 
more consideration than the limits of debate here will permit. 

The project of establishing works of improvement at the point in the 
Mississippi River to which this amendment refers was inaugurated in 
1881 for the purpose of removing the large and annually increasing bar 
in front of Cape Girardeau, which imperiled its harbor and fatally im- 

the navigation of the stream. At that time this, if not the 
worst, was at least one of the shoalest, most thoroughly obstructed 
and troublesome portions of the reach between the cities of Cairo and 
Saint Louis. 

According to the report of Major Ernst, the distinguished engineer 
then in charge, the bar was dry ata stage 16 feet above low-water mark, 
and the channel liable to a reduction in depth to only 4 feet, and at one 
time only 24 feet; a degree of shallowness which not only threatened 
the extinction of the harbor, but the serious impairment of navigation 
and the destruction of commerce. The expenditure of $65,000, the very 
insignificant sum which was allotted to and expended upon the works at 
this point, satisfactorily removed this immense bar, and gave usachannel 
8 feet deep as high up as Minturn Point—all that the commerce of the 
country demanded or the engineers in ever sought to attain; 
and I dare say that in the history of river improvement no grander 
achievement was ever made at such trifling cost. a 

But these works were hastily constructed, for:wantof adequate ap- 
propriations never completed, and, without some means of preserva- 
tion, as the engineers distinctly state, necessarily temporary in their 
character. To perpetuate the results of this wise expenditure of the 
public money and give stability and permanency and value to the 
works thus established others of a more durable nature were needed 
and further appropriations were required. 

To complete and preserve, therefore, these improvements, estimates 
of cost were repeatedly submitted, and recommendations of appropria- 
ations by the engineers again and again made. For the purpose of 

rvation a hurdle was erected opposite the city of Cape Girardeau. 

e ensuing season it was seriously damaged by ice. ‘This fact was 

embodied in the next report of the engineers, and an appropriation of 

$42,000 in round numbers was recommended to complete this work and 

ce ib beyond the erosive and destructive influences of the river; but 

y reason of the unwise economy of the Forty-eighth Congress in neg- 

lecting to provide for this peint during its first session, and in defeat- 

ing the river and harbor bill, which did provide for it, in the second 

session, the work of restoration and preservation was delayed, and that 
ly begun was partially if not wholly destroyed. 

Like conditiéns produce like results. ‘The destruction of the hurdle 
opposite Cape Girardeau, which was designed to protect and perpetuate 
the good results which had been attained, means the destruction of the - 
efficacy of the entire work, and the return of the bar with all its at- 
tendant dangers to the harbor, to navigation, and to commerce. This 
process of ruinous change is going rapidly on, and Ihave been recently 
and credibly informed that the troubles which existed before the first 
a was driven or the first willow-web was woven there face those 

e now. = 

To stay this destruction and avert a condition of things as deplorable 
as that which existed before these works of improvement had their in- 
ception, a liberal gy age becomes imperative and should now be 
made. When once we have rescued a harbor of the commercial impor- 
tance of Cape Girardeau; when we have removed an immense bar that 
infested the river and obstructed its navigation and imperiled its com- 
merce; when we have stricken down at least one of the barriers which 
clog the enterprises of our country and repress, as it were, the energies 
of our people, no hesitation should be felt, no halt should be called, no 
backward step should be taken. 

Such beneficent results should never be abandoned. - Ample provis- 
ion should be made at once—the restoration and perfection and pres- 
ervation of these improvements should be assured, and the works at 
this point placed upon a permanent and enduring basis, beyond the 
power of the river either to destroy or impair them. Major Ernst rec- 
ommended that this be done, and asked that $42,000 be set apart for 
this purpose for the fiscal year ending June, 1886. 

Pursuant to that estimate and in compliance with that request the 
last House appropriated $35,000 for the river at Cape Girardeau. The 
failure of the river and harbor bill then only emphasizes the reason for 
granting us $30,000 now. The memory of past evils should admonish 
us of the dangers of further delay; and the loss which has been sus- 
tained by the errors and omissions, the parsimony and neglect of 1884 
and 1885 should impress us with the necessity and the justice of accord- 
ing to this part of the reach wiser and more generous treatment during 
the years 1886 and 1887. 

I thereforeask my amiable, eloquent, and obliging friend from Ken- 
tucky to accept the amendmentI have had the honor to offer, and appeal 
to the House with no less earnestness than good faith for its adoption. 

Mr. WILLIS. This matter has not been considered by our commit- 
tee, and I have no authority to accept the amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘The amendment makes no increase in the aggre- 


gate amount of this appropriation, but proposes merely that a certain 
portion of the sum appropriated be devoted to continuing the improve- 
ment at Cape Girardeau, and this has been uniformily recommended 

by the engineers from the very inception of this enterprise in 1881 to 

the year ending in June, 1886. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no question whatever that the gentleman's 
statement is correct, and I assume the engineers would make thesame ~ 
recommendation again. If we make this appropriation in the terms 
proposed in the bill the expenditure of a portion of the money at the 
point named by the gentleman will be within the discretion of the en- 
gineers. I hope, therefore, the gentleman will not press his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. DAWSON. I repeat that this amendment makes no increase in 
the amount appropriated, but simply directs that a part of the appro- 
priation made in the bill for the reach between Cairo and Saint Louis 
be expended at Cape Girardeau,and I insist upon a specific application 
of the sum asked, because, despite former appropriations, despite for- 
mer recommendations, and, I might add, despite former neglects and 
the evils which followed, the commission in whose hanés this reach 
seems lately to have been unwisely placed have wholly ignored this 
point in their estimate for the year ending in June, 1887. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How high has the levee there been built 


“now? 


Mr. DAWSON. There is no levee, and there is no need for one. 
The city is on an eminence overlooking the river, and its site isas high, 
dry, beautiful, and picturesque as any among our Western hills. 

I am not here asking alms for a local purpose. The appropriation is 
not designed to protect any city, nor to inure to any private benefit, 
but is intended wholly and solely for the improvement of the river, 
and the local benefits we expect are merely incident to the public good. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If that is the fact I do not understand why 
the Mississippi River Commission recommended it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAWSON. The gentleman misunderstood me. The engineers, 
in whose charge this work formerly was, made the recommendation. 
The commission, in whose hands it now is, have for the next year ig- 
nored it. If I desired to be facetious I might say that the fact that 
this improvement is a public necessity accounts for the action of the 
commission. ` ` 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not understand the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. WILLIS] to make any objection to this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I did not make myself understood. The com- 
mittee did not think it wise to make this appropriation. That is the 
whole of it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Dawson, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 25, noes 62. A 
Mr. NEECE. I move at the end of line 1101 to add the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The sum of $15,000 shall be used in strengthening the levees on the east side of 
the Mississippi River between Warsaw and Quincy, Ill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I make the`point of order, Mr. Chairman, that we 
have passed that part of the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is well taken, and the amend- 
ment-can not be received. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi River from Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River: Continuing improvement, $2,250,000; which sum shall be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, ifica- 
tions, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission: Provided, 
That no portion of thisappropriation shall be expended to repair or build levees 
for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands by overflows : 
Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repair and build levees 
if, in their judgment, it should be donc as — of their plan to afford ease and 
safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to dee: the channel. 
Of the amount herein appropriated for the Lower Mississippi, $100,000 are to be 
expended in, continuing the work in progress at New Orleans; $250,000 for the 
rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers by preventing further Lewes 
ment of the latter stream and restricting its outlet capacity, and for Korene 
open a navigable channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mis- 
sissippi; $50,000in improving navigation in the Greenville Reach by preventing 
the bank at Greenville from further caving ; and $100,000 in fet me torn, eres chan- 
nel at Vicksburg by dredging through the bar existing there; but this named 
sum shall not be expended, unless after another examination orsurve com- 
mission shall deem it advisable; and if they shall not, then $50,000 shall be ex- 
pended in the improvement of navigation at Vieksburg by constructing suit- 
able dikes and other appropriate works; and $75,000 in the work on the river 
at Memphis. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The question first recurs on the amendment re- 
ported by the committec. i 

The Clerk read the first amendment of the committee, as follows: 


Strike out ‘ continuing” and insert “completing; so it will read: 
“Seventy-five thousand dollarsin completing the work on the river at Mém- 


-phis.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. f 

The second amendment of the committce was read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 

Add the following: 

“Also, $25,000 for work on the river at Hickman, end $25,000 for work on the 
river at Columbus, Ky.” - 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose that amendment 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I do not believe this policy 
of improving the river at these little towns ought to be continued. 
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In the bill last year we had a number of provisions for the improve- 
ment of harbors at various places. Isee the committee have abandoned 
the use of that word now and propose simply to regatc these improve- 
mentsas part of the’general river improvement. 

Now, I know of no reason why the wharf of the town of Hickman 
and the wharf of the town of Columbus should be improved by the Gen- 
eral Government, or why the harbor (so called) of Natchez, or the har- 
bor of Memphis, or the harbor of New Orleans, or the harbor of Vicks- 
burg should be improved. These different towns on the banks of the 
river have submitted themselves to the consideration of Congress in con- 
nection with appropriations. Here is a bill granting $2,600,000 and 
over for the city of New Orleans and $700,000 for the city of Natchez. 
It seems to me this is a prodigal waste of the public money. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee for a moment to the 
proposed amendment at the city of New Orleans. I have said hereto- 
fore it was for the purpose of protecting the levees which protect that 
city. The gentleman from Louisiana has heretofore contradicted that 
statement. Now I read from the report of the engineer in charge of the 
work, which will be found on page 2849 of the report of the Secretary 
of War. This engineer officer says: 


In order to make the city of New Orleans secure from danger ¿f breaks in the 
levee, and from being gradually washed away, it is necessary te protect the bank 
in this bend, but the immediate importance of the work is not so great as it isin 
other portions of the harbor. 


Here he is discussing the improvement of Carrollton Bend. 
Lét me read further: ; 
Approximate estimate for completing work of improving harbor at New Orleans. 


Carrollton Bend, left bank.............. TESTI VAER NE R SEER $158, 600 
Gouldsborough portion of bend, right bank, 5,000 feet long.. . 64,200 


Gretna portion of bend, right bank, about 8,600 feet long.. 64, 200 
Bend above Gretna to a point nearly opposite the City Park, 
p e E R E 396, 600 


This $683,600 it is necessary the Government should expend in order 
to prevent the city of New Orleans from being gradually washed away. 

This officer further says, in speaking of the improvement at Carroll- 
ton Bend: x 

There are no wharves, and the improvement would be of little bencfit to 
commerce and navigation at present. 

Again it is said on page 2974 of the same report—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to take the floor and yield my time to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. 

through. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought I had the page of another portion of 
the report of this engineer, but I find I have mislaid it. This same 
engineer in ancther portion of the report says in reference to another 
portion of one of these bends, which it is necessary now to improve or 
will be, is used by a railroad company, and there is a large portion of 
property on it—$1,400,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is on page 2849. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He says there is $1,400,000 on this bend which 
will be destroyed if not properly improved by this river improvement. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Unless the navigation is improved. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Unless the navigation is improved. I accept the 
modification. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me it is no part of the duty of the 
Government to look after improvements of this kind, which belong 
alone to the city of New Orleans, . 

Remember, Mr. Chairman, in this so-called harbor of New Orleans 
there is now a depth of 100 feet of water and more. And the engineer 
complains that one of the great difficulties in making the improvement 
is this wonderful depth of water. It requires them to build up their 
spur-dikes a hundred feet high in order to get them to the surface of 
the water; and where they propose to use revetments made of mat- 
tresses, the mattress suspended over the bank will have to go down a 
hundred feet in the river before reaching the bottom, making it ex- 
ceedingly expensive and difficult first to plant the mattresses and then 
to keep them there because of the extraordinary seepage. I have no 
objection to the improvement at that point, but I want the people of 
New Orleans to make it themselves. 

We go a little farther up to the city of Natchez. What in the name 
of common sense is there in the way of demand growing out of com- 
mercial interests that imposes upon the Government of the United 
States the duty of expending $700,000 in order to protect the commerce 
of that flea-bitten city? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say 
that there is no appropriation in this bill for that purpose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; but there is a recommendation for it, It 
is among the estimates of the engineers, and while we do not find it 
to-day in the bill, I suspect you will find it in the next one that comes in. 

There is the same kind ofa recommendation for Natchez that there is 


All right, we will get it all in before we get 


for Hickman and that we find for Columbus. Why do the committee 
indulge in these preferences for these smaller towns and ignore the 
larger ones? Now, in the last bill we find that we have appropriated 
more than a quarter of a million dollars to the city of Memphis. For 
the purpose of improving the navigation of the river at that point? 
Not much, sir. No man has claimed that. No one has ever asserted 
in this House, within my hearing, that the expenditure of that money 
would do one iota toward a more perfect navigation of the river. 

But the river had made a bend and turned towards the Tennessee 
shore, striking at the mouth of Wolf Creek, which is above the city, 
and was rapidly cutting away the shore and endangering, as we were 
then told, and as the engineers tell us, large amounts of the property 
of individuals, not of the Government ; and forthe purpose of making 
that secure, and to prevent the washing into the river of valuable lots, 
and possibly of buildings, Congress was asked to make that appropria- 
tion. But it was not for the purpose of improving the navigation. 

a now again it is asked that we vote nearly $100,000 more to com- 
plete it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, itis a little singular to 
me that two places which are recommended for appropriations by the 
engineers who have surveyed the rivers shall be singled out to be stricken 
from this bill by gentlemen who hope to make a reputation before the 
country by posing as economists, when these two places lie in a section 
of the country that contributes as much or more to commerce, accord- 
ing to territorial extent, than any other section of the country imme- 
diately proposed to be benefited by this river and harbor bill. These 
places liein a district more peculiarly situated than any other in America; 
in a district having more than a thousand miles of river coast; ina dis- 
trict that produces more tobacco than any other district in America. 
Or, perhaps it would be better to say that while tobacco is one of its 
chief productions, it is sometimes credited with producing the finest 
whisky, the best horses, and the most beautiful women in the country. 
But, be that as it may, I want it distinctly understood that it is a sec- 
tion of the country that is renowned for its water ways. These two 
places at which the gentlemen now strike lie within that section, and 
we have come here asking for very little. 

We have asked $100,000 for each of these places—Hiekman and Col- 
umbus—but the committee in their wisdom have seen fit to recommend 
$25,000; and we are willing to take that, as it seems to be in the same 
proportion that has been allowed other places. 

What is the importance of either one, or both taken together? Mr. 
Chairman, they are places of large manufacturing and commercial in- 
terests; places in which a large and important system of railroads ter- 
minate, Columbus having asystem coming in from the west of the river 
and one also from the east, and there is a continual transfer kept up. 
Hickman isa large manufacturing town, and is the terminus of the 
Nashville and Northwestern Railroad. Then these places are not the 
littleinsignificant towns they are supposed to be by the gentleman who is 
opposing this appropriation, but they are townsof commercial importance 
to the country. The people there have been doing, and are doing now, 
all that can be done to maintain the commerce of the country that flows 
in and out; and it is the business of this Government, if it is helping 
other places, if it is improving harbors and rivers in other parts of the 
country—lI say itis its duty to help to take care of the great commercial 
interests of the people centering there. 

But, sir, I apprehend from the motion that is made to strike out these 
places that the Congress of the United States proposes to keep up the line 
of policy that has been followed in the past, and thatis, that the streams, 
marshes, and creeks, and little branches shall swallow up the hard 
earnings of the labor of the country, while those great streams upon 
which the commerce of the country can float are to be left to neglect. 
While the points on those rivers that are admitted to maintain a con- 
stant commercial relation with the outside world must be allowed to 
go down because they are not able to withstand the swift current of 
the Mississippi, insignificant harbors and unnavigable rivers are to be 
improved at a vast expenditure of the public money. 

Why, sir, take the city of Columbus. Twenty years ago I stood thete 
a beardless boy upon those banks. I saw then a wharf, a street 
composed of rows of business houses, and other streets that have all gone 
into the Mississippi River since that day, being washed in by the current 
that sets against that town. And we come here and ask for a modest 
sum that will help these people in their efforts there to protect them- 
selves from being washed away, their property carried into the river, 
and commerce destroyed in that section. Yet it is opposed by gentle- 
men on this floor whose sections, I apprehend, heretofore have been 
covered up almost by these appropriations to make harbors and improve 
small streams. ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. EDEN was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. STONE, of 
Kentucky. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to say only another word or two. 
These gentlemen ask that the people of that section of country where 
this improvement is needed shall be deprived of these appropriations 
and these privileges. z 

Mr. Chairman, I admit we have not got the coal fields there which 
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are to be benefited so extensively by locking and damming some stream 
that will not float an ordinary saw-log three months in the year. We 
have not got the coal fields there, owned by a few individuals, to be 
benefited by these appropriations. But, Mr. Chairman, we have got 
an agricultural people; we have got the people there out of whose pock- 
ets the money does come that pays these appropriations, We have got 
the people there that work from early morn until dewy eve to main- 
tain themselves and pay the taxes that are demanded from them to pay 
these appropriations. It has occurred to me, sir, in the discussion of 
this bill that it is the people who are working in mines, the people 
whose mining interests are to be protected, the people whose forests are 
to be maintained and protected and means made for them to get out 
their timber—that that class of people are the people who are alone to 
receive the benefits from the riverand harbor bill. The people who dig 
the earth, who live by toil, are the people who bear the burdens, and 
when they seek the protection or benefits to be derived from these ap- 
propriations gentlemen are ready to get up on this floor and move that 
they shall not have the benefit of them. 

Why, sir, as I have said, we have got more than 1,000 miles of river 
front. We have got twelve counties in our district, every one of which 
is washed on its border or through its center by a navigable stream ex- 
cept one. We have got a district that needs more in the way of appro- 
priations for keeping open navigation through it than any other dis- 
trict in the State if you get to the real need, because we are at the 
‘mouth of the Ohio, the Tennessee, the Cumberland, and other rivers, 
making in all seven rivers in and around our district. Yet for all 
those rivers and for all these purposes we have put into this river and 
harbor bill the insignificant sum of $100,000; $50,000 given to Grand 
Chain, and $25,000 each at Columbus and Hickman. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not believe that this House, that seemed so ready 
to assist these small branches, to assist the marshes, to buy locks and 
dams, to take State improvements and put them in the possession of 
the General Government, will refuse our people this pittance. I hope 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa will not be 
adopted. 5 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
man? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. We do not care about this improving 
the town of Hickman. We want to protect the bank, so that the com- 
re over that railroad and on the river can be protected and cared 

or. ; : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The small appropriation in this bill of $100,000 
for the continuation of the Government work at the harbor of New Or- 
leans has attracted the attention and I fear the ire of my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. Long before the gentleman from Iowa and my- 
self had been honored with seats on this floor Congress had determined 
that the Mississippi River at the locality of the city of New Orleans was 
a harbor, and had made repeated appropriations for it as such; and now 
to-day my friend from Iowa challenges the statement that there is any 
harbor at the city of New Orleans needing improvement or protection. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a harbor at New Orleans, the gentleman from 
Towa to the contrary notwithstanding, which accommodates a greater 
amount of shipping than any other harbor in the United States except 
that of the great city of New York. I have the figures here before me 
to show that in the value of exports and imports the city of New Or- 
leans ranks all the cities of the country except New York. There 
comes in at the mouth of the Mississippi River and anchors at the har- 
bor of New Orleans a greater tonnage of shipping than enters even the 

t harbor and port of Boston. Now, sir, while it is true that there 
is a sufficiency of depth of water in that harbor, it is equally true on 
the other hand that the harbor of New Orleans needs protection. 

I submit in all candor that it is just as legitimate, just as proper, to 
protect a harbor as regards its commercial facilitiesas toimprove one by 
dredging to secure greater depth. Now what are the conditions at the 
city of New Orleans? The river there is three-quarters of a mile wide, 
and on both sides of it there are wharves extending a distance of four 
or five miles, making a total of from nine to ten miles of wharfage. 
That portion of the city away up at Carrollton Bend, concerning which 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. read from the report, is 
not a part of the harbor of New Orleans which the Mississippi River 
Commission are engaged in improving. He read from the report made 
in 1884 concerning the Carrollton Bend, and argued from that that this 
appropriation for the harbor of New Orleans is nothing but an attempt 
to ‘‘riprap’’ a levee, as he put it, in order to keep it from caving into 
the river. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was recognized, and yielded his 
time to Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am much obliged to the gentleman. The 
work which the commission are engaged in at New Orleans Harbor and 
which they have half completed is at the Goldsborough portion of the 
harbor, below Carrollton, on the right descending bank of the river at 
the city of New Orleans. And what isit? Is it the riprapping of a 
levee, as the gentleman says? Why, sir, i 


How will this improve the town of Hick- 


the commission in their re- 


port state that the work they are engaged in there consists of a system 


of submerged spurs built out at right angles to the bank, from 500 to 
1,600 feet apart. Every dollar of this money is to be expended in work 
which is sunk down into the water for the protection of a portion of 
the city’s commercial front about two miles in length, where the ocean 
ships of the world moor in the harbor of New Orleans. The levees 
which the gentleman speaks of are on the bank, and no part of this ap- 
propriation is tobe expended upon levees. It is to be expended in pro- 
tecting the commercial facilities of the harbor from destruction by the 
currents and forces of the river, and not to prevent the river overflowing 
its banks by the erection of levees. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ihave but amomentand cannot yield. I say 
that no portion of this appropriation is to be expended upon a levee 
or in riprapping. The work is a system of submerged spurs sunk 
down into the water, and they are needed there as aids to commerceand 
navigation, as the commission state in their report. In that report 
they say the river front at the point where the works are located is ex- 
tensively used for purposes of commerce; and that the commercial in- 
terests to be benefited by the improvement can not be estimated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Who says that? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Itis stated right here in the report. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Who says it? : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The River Commission’s report. 

Mr. REED, of Maine.: Why, they can not estimate anything, not 
even the cost of the work. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not yield to the gentleman from Maine 
nor to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I beg theirpar- 
don, but my time is too limited. 

Mr. Chairman, the very title of this billis ‘‘A bill making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes.’ It is shown 
in the report of the commission that one-half of the work proposed to 
be done at the Goldsborough front at New Orleans has been done; and 
here is a moderate appropriation of $100,000 to continue and complete 
that work. This same fight against the harbor of New Orleans was 
initiated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and carried on 
in the Forty-eighth Congress. The same ground was traveled over 
then that he travels over here to-day, and the Committee of the Whole 
yoted him down then, as I trust it will do to-day. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] a question. I have listened attentively to his re- 
marks, to learn just how this expenditure is to benefit navigation in the 
harbor of New Orleans. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
work consists of a series of submerged spurs in the bed of the river, but 
how does that benefitnavigation? Isit not merely to protectthe bank ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I never have stated, nor does the 
report of the committee state, that there was any need of work in the 
harbor of New Orleans for the purpose of deepening the water. But 
what is a harbor? It is a place where vessels find a port, where they 
can be moored, and it must have facilities for their mooring. Those facili- 
ties are constructed and provided by the municipality. But here is the 
Mississippi River, the property of the United States, which threatens 
destruction to the mooring-grounds there, to the facilities provided for 
the commerce and shipping of a great harbor where rides the com- . 
merce of a dozen or more States and Territories of this Union. The 
benefit is not local to New Orleans or its people. All the great country 
drained by the river and its tributaries is interested in this work. 
Let the mooring-places for the ships and vessels be destroyed, let the 
facilities provided for the commerce and shipping of this great port be 
swept away by the forces of the river, and what avail would be the 
navigation of the harbor. If we can dredge a harbor to deepen it, we 
can equally curb the forces of the water within that harbor to prevent 
the destruction of the aids to navigation and commerce placed there. 
These aids tocommerce and shipping are as necessary to navigation, in 
the commercial sense of that term, as depth of water is. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] was seriously mistaken in supposing that any one has 
said this work is to result in benefit to the harbor. The engineer, on 
page 2974 of the report, says: 

The effect of this work— 


"That is, the sinking of two of the submerged spurs— 


can not be known until the falling of the river diminishes the current suffi- 
ciently to permit accurate soundings to be taken in depths of 100 feet, 


So that the very man in charge of this work has no knowledge now 
as to what the effect of this work is to be, I understood the gentle- 
man to say that $100,000 was the meager sum asked to continue and 
complete this work. S 

Mr. BLANCHARD. At Goldsborough Bend. ‘ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ah! the gentleman did not say that before. The 
revised estimate, as contained in the last report, in addition to the sums 
already expended, is $654,000. I wanted to ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana how the expenditure of that sum and the building of these 
dikes was to affect in any way the vessels that come into that harbor, ` 
Here is now a depth of 100 feet of water. Here is now the width that 
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has been there all these years. Suppose the banks cave; suppose that 
some of the property on. the bank falls into the river. How does that 
affect the navigation. of the river? How does that affect the vessels. 
that are to be moored there from year to year? There is still a depth 
of 100 feet; there is still a half-milein breadth; there are still the same 
possibilities of if vessels ever anchor there. I confess, if 
this.is not a harbor, and if vessels tie up there to a ‘‘stubbing- i 
just as they do at landings along the riven, th the caving-in of the 

might interfere a lipie with the integrity and permanency of the ah 
bing-post. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SRECKING GE, of Arkansas. Mr. I wish to say 
to the gentleman from Towa (Mr. HEPBURN] that this work at the 
harbor of New Orleans is one of great importance, and one which I 
have examined personally. Iam clearly Cea in my own mind 
of its very great importance to the commerce of that port. 

The gentleman seems to proceed upon the assumption that the only 

` thing needed for a harbor is depth of water. Why, sir, there is ample 

COO ance ae of the Atlantic Ocean; but that does not 

ee ie There is ample depth of water in the middle of the 

i River at New Orleans; but that does not afford a harbor. 

Does the gentleman believe it will require less 

Moai to make at New Orleans a permanent harbor, such as he calls a 

harbor, than it would require to make onein the middle as the At- 
lantic? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman can answer 
that question. for himself. 

Now, we know perfect! well that commerce can not find a foothold 
or lodging-place unless there is a harbor having stability as well as depth 
of water. Gentlemen make no objection when we provide for break- 
waters to prevent the storms and currents of the ocean from rushing 
into our harborssituated nearer the coast. We thus prevent the destruc- 
tion of shipping, the wrecking of wharves, and all the other appurte- 
nances.of commerce. Why, then, should objection be made when at 
this great port we seek so to regulate and control the majestic current 
of the Mississippi as- to provide-a suitable place for the transactions of 
commerce? Why, sir, there could not be a port on the Mississippi with 
any adequate facilities for the transaction of business on a large scale 
unless at the selected ports, worthy to be dignified by the name, we give 
such protection as we give to every seaport in the country. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before debate on this part of the bill is 
closed I desire, with the indulgence of the Committee of the Whole, to 

to the chairman: of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors the 
desirability of having the committee rise at this time, and also of giv- 
ing permission that such amendments as members may wish to offer to 
this paragraph of the bill be printed inthe RECORD. Itrust-this prop- 
osition will meet the approbation of the gent] eman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Wreris}. 

Mr. WILLIS. LI accept the gentleman’s suggestion. I ask unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen may now send their amendments to the 
desk to. be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks rnanimous 
consent that gentlemen desiring to offer amendments may now send 
them up to be printed in the RECORD;. 

. Mr. HEPBURN. That will not preclude the offering of further 
* amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. 

The; following are the amendments submitted to be printed in the 
RECORD: 

By Mr. WARNER, of Ohio: 


First. Strike out the words ‘“‘ Mississippi River Commission” and commis- 
sion” wherever oceur in the paragraph on pages 47 and 48 of the “pill and 
insert “ Secretary of War.” 

Seeohd. At the doend of line 1152 add: “Provided. sexe ey a committee, to consist 
of five members of the House, shall be ted by the Speaker to investigate 
the work of the Mississippi River Co: pand to report thereon before the 
end of the session, with such recommendation as it may deem proper. Said 
committee shall also examine and report upon the jetties at the eer of the 
river, and especially whether mud lumps are forming beyond the jetties and 
what depth of channel is kept-open at and beyond the: mouth of the river.” 


To come in after the word ‘‘five,’’ in line 1155: 


And the Secre poen War shall cause soundings to bo made fòr a distance of 
not less than 5 m beyond the jetties at the Soal of the river to ascertain 
whether mud lameness are forming and to what extent bars are forming and what 
depth of channel is maintained all the way to the deep wafers of the Gulf, and 
to report the results of such examination to Congress at the next session, 


By Mr. LITTLE (to come in at the proper place): 


Sec. —. If, during the first ten days of the session or sessions of Co after 
the passage ‘of this act, the President shall be satisfied that it would be detri- 
mental to the public interests or a wasteful expenditure of public money to. ap- 
Ing 85 any ifie ap rane yg Sep herein, or a = oy arenak verges 

in amount, to the purpose or purposes for which appropriated, he 

halt act the withholding oft the same Hees use and forthwith transmit tothe 

Ouse of Representatives a full statement of his reasons therefor. And there- 
eg subject to the right of each House to determine the rules of its proceed- 
ings, the question of continuing such Rc eon or unexpended balance 
»f shall be submitted to the: House-o tatives, and, if decided in 

the af irmative, shall be transmitted, 

submitted th 


proprieton or unexpended bal ance, the same rangers thereupon 
anans for said purpose or purposes; otherwise it shall be covered into the 
aury, 


and then only to the extent, to be designated by erent ay 


By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: 
Amend by striking out linés 1127 to 1130. 


Mr. WILLIS moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to-order, had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriation for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symepson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that it insisted on its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark, 
agreed to the conference asked on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed Mr. CULLOM, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. CoL- 
QUITT as managers of said conference on its part. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as: follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Grange No. 368, of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law to suppress imitation 
dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, protesting t the admission of foreign 
ami products free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Thomas Callender, executor of 
James C. Owen, of Williamson: County, Tennessee, asking that his 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims to correct: manifest error in 
decision of Southern Claims Commission—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 


Also, papers in the claim of James C. Owen, of Williams County, 
Tennessee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Kate S. Lake, praying that the war 
claim of Elmira F. Seaton, deceased, late of Fauquier County, Virginia, 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARRY: Memorial of Mrs. L. E. ©. Johnson, of Ohio, for 
cotton destroyed by Union soldiers during the late war—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. BRAGG: Papers relating to the ease of Daniel Williamson— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Grange No. 620, Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania, asking a law to protect them from’ the adulteration of 
articles of food, especially butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, opposing the reduction of the tariff on wool, 
hides, jute, rice, tobacco, raw sugars, &c.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of D. P. Clough and 24 others, citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a bill taxing butterine and 
oleomargurine—to the Committee. on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of merchants and business men of Chi- 
cago, New Orleans, Baltimore, New York, and other cities, in favor of 
House bill 1621—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr: CLEMENTS: Memorial of 147 citizens of Cobb County, 
Georgia, for the passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Commit- 
tee om Education: 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of merchants and business men of New 
York, Chicago, Philadelphia, and other cities, in favor of House. bill 
1621—to the Committee on Commeree. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Memorial of Granges Nos. 122, 677,783, and 790, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania; praying for legislation to pre- 
vent the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same against the admission free of duty of wool 
and other raw materials—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of 48 citizens of Tampa, of 
52 citizens and of 7 citizens of Manatee. of 13 citizens of Ellenton, 
and of 101 citizens of Palmetto, Fln., praying that the time for the 
completion of the railroad of the Florida Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany may. be extended—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Richard Simms and Abbie S: Hill, 
clerks of Chicago monthly meeting of Friends, favoring Senate bill 355, 
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to promote peace among nations and tribunal for international arbitra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of James Bonday & Co., saltim- 
pen, relative to the duty on: wool—to: the Committee.on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petitionof Woman’s National Indian Association of 
Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, for the protection of the rights of 
Indians, &c.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 684, of Pennsylvania, for the suppres- 
sion of the manufacture and sale of Arinia, dairy products—to 
the Committee-on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same against aam of dutiés on agricult- 


ural raw materials, such as wool, jute, hides, tobacco; raw sugar, &e.— ` 


to. the Committee on Ways.and Means, 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial of the Woman’s National Indian 
Association, of Saint Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr, GOFF: Petition of J. N. Conely and: 54 others, citizens of 
West Virginia, requesting additional pension legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of officers. and members. of Deerfield 
Gees No. 74, Patrons of Husbandry, of Deerfield, N. H., for a rev- 
enue tax on adulterated butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa relating to settlement of the Government’s claims 
against the Union. Pacific Railroad Company—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads.. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of citizens of California and of the presi- 
ake and executive committee of the Mechanics’ State Council in refer- 
ence to the contested election in the State of California, and praying 
that Mr. Montague R. Leverson may be heard at the bar of the Honse— 
to the Committee on. Elections. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of David H. Boult, of 
Winn Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Norfolk Assembly, No. 4713, praying 
Congress to reject the oars bill—to the Select Committee on Amer- 
ican Ship-building and Shi an rps Interests. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial of Boston monthly meeting of Friends on 
behalf of Senate bill 355, to promote peace among nations—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of Capt. John Smith, for- 
onl of tle One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, Ferro an increase of his pension—to the Committee on In- 


By eo OSBORNE: Petition of S. S. Bowman and 38 others, citizens 
of Millersburg, Pa., asking that the name of Mary F. Black, % widow of 
Thomas J. Black, late private in Company B, Two hundred and first 
a, rr Pennsylvania Volunteers, may be placed upon the pension- 

—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of L. N. Stratton, president of Wheaton 
Theological Seminary, Ilinois, and 32others, teachegs and citizens, ask- 
ing for the passage of temperance instruction in schools bill—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of Grange 608, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Pennsylvania, for the suppression of imitation dairy products—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, against the admission free of duty of 
wool and other raw materials—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REESE: Petition of Thomas N. McMullan and 39 others, 
citizens of Hart County, Georgia, for national aid to. education—to the 
Committee on. Education. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of J.. H. Dale, for readjustment of 
salary, under act March 3, 1883—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Ronds. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of Grange No. 57, Patrons of Husbafidry, 
of Pennsylvania, against putting wool, hides, jute, Taw sugar, rice, Xc., 
on the free-list—to the Committee on "Ways and Means: 

Also, memorial of the same, in favor of suppressing thé manufacture 
ont sale of all imitations of dairy products—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Ann Eliza 
oa of Fayette County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition. and papers in support of the bill 
granting. a pension to Marquis D. Davis, Company B, Eighty-ninth. 
Regiment Dlinois Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER: Petition. of C. S: Sibley, county school commis- 
sioner, and others, citizens of Callioun County, Georgia, for the pas- 
mge of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education: 

y Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James. Moore, of Colbert County; 
oe Garrett S. Chandler and of Russell M. Killburn, of Lauderdale 
County; of Thomas J. Scruggs; of Jordan Peacock, and of Moses B. 
Keel, of Jackson County; and of Leonard Green, asking reference of 
their several claims to the Court of Claims—to the. Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, petition of Capt. W. J. Duley, toaceompany House bill 7488— 

the ittee on Pensions, x 


The following pontang praying Congress for the enactment of a law 

requiring scientific temperance instruction- in. the public schools of the 

District. of Columbia, in.the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 

Academies, the Indian and colored schools.supported wholly or in part 

by money from the national Treasury, were- presented and severally 

referred to, the Committee-on Education: ` 
By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of citizens of Essex County, Massachusetts. 
By Mz  CLARDY: Of citizens of Saint Louis, Mo. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G: BUTLER, D: D: 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from. the Secretary of the Interior , in accordance with the 
requirements.of the act of July 15, 1870, a fall and complete inventory. 
of the property belonging to the United States in the buildings, rooms, 
offices, and grounds occupied by that. Department; which, with the 
accompanying papers; was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Rev. A. A. 
Lewis, of Evinston, Sigel praying that an appropriation of $100: per 
capita be made to.be: expended under the direction of the American 
Colonization Society for expenses of colored emigrants to Liberia; whith 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of dairymen and butter-makers of Lex- 
ington, Ky., praying for the passage of the bill placing the manuficture 
and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, and taxing it at 10 cents.a pound; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAWES. PE ayaa i a praying for pay- 
ment to certain of the Cherokees for their removal and subsistence, an 
for the removal of other Cherokees to the Indian. Territory. The peti- 
tion issigned by the Indian agent, Robert L. Owen; itis alsosigned by 
John Taylor, who represents himself to be the d attorney of the 
Indians in North Carolina, in behalf of the object [have stated: Imove 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of a meetingof Friends in Boston, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the bill to promote peace among nations; 
which: was referred to the Committee on Foreign Kelations, 

Mr. HARRISON presented a memorialiof Knights of Labor of Indian- 
apolis, Ind:, remonstrating against the employment on public works.of 
prison-contract labor; which was:referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of John McKnight and 640 other ex- 
soldiers and citizens of Harrison County, Indiana, praying for the pas- 
sage of the House bill No. 3320, granting a pension toal! United States 
soldiers of the war of the rebellion, and for-other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the officers: of the Industrial 
Christian Home ‘Association of Utah Territory pmying that a donation 
of $100,000 be made to that institution; which was, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of M.. McCtackin & 
€o., and anumber of other citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, interested.in dairy 
products, praying for the enactment of a law placing tlie manufacture 
and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue and taxing them at 10 centsa pound. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee om Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was a: to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a. memorial of Knights of Labor of Parsons, 
Kans., remonstrating againstthe passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of butter-makers: and dairymen 
of Grand Gorge, N. Y., praying that a tax of 10 cents. per pound be 
placed on all imitations of butter; which was refèrred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

BODIES. FOR DISSECTION—VETO. MESSAGE. 

Mr. VANCE. I am directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to call up the bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical 
science, and to: prevent the desecration of graves, which has hitherto 
passed the two Honses-of Congress: and has been returned by the Pres- 
ident with a message giving his reasons:-why he can not approve the bill. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from. North Carolina, 
from the Committee on the Districtof Columbia, callsupthe bill named 
by him.. The bill is before the Senate, and the question is, Shall the 
bill ‘paas; the objections of the President to the céntrary notwithstand- 


ing? 
Mr. VANCE.. Iask for the reading of the sepa’ of the committee 
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upon which the bill was passed and of the President’s message. That 
is all that I propose to say about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the President has 
been already read. The report of the committee will be read at the 
request of the Senator from North Carolina. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted in the House 
of Representatives by Mr. Forp, March 4, 1886: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 8. 
349, having considered the same, report as follows: . 

The ae poo made on said bill and submitted to the Senate states fully the ob- 
jects and necessity for its passage, with which your committee agree, and here- 
with incorporate the same asa part of their report, as follows: 

The object of this bill is to provide sufficient dissecting material for the medi- 
cal colleges of the District of Columbia, and to afford better protection to the 
graves of the dead from desecration, The report made on said bill and sub- 
mitted to the House of Representatives states fully the objects and the neces- 
sity for its passage, with which your committee agree, and herewith incorporate 
the same as a of their report, as follows: 

“The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred en- 
titled ‘A bill for the promotion of anatomical science, and to prevent the dese- 
cration of graves,’ having had the same under consideration, report it back with 
a favorable recommen: on. 

"The object of the bill is twofold: First and chiefly, to provide sufficientdis- 
secting material for the medical colleges of the District of Columbia; and sec- 
owe pia indirectly, to afford better protection to the graves of the dead from 

lesecration, 

“There are now several flourishing medical schools in Washington well es- 
tablished, and one or more of them of long standing. Itis known to all that 
such institutions can not be carried on or proper training for the practice of 
medicine and surgery be given without ample experience in the dissection of 
the human cadaver. This fact is recognized and approved by all, and yet pub- 
lic opinion as ee approves and demands stringent laws for the punish- 
ment of the desecration of graves in order to procure the necessary dissecting 
materials, Hence,the laws of the District are very severe, and properly so, 
against the crime of Speers i With such laws in i fey and such ne- 
cessities for the schools of medicine, the authorities of the District are compelled 
either to wink at this offense or seriously to cripple, if not to destroy, the effi- 
ciency and success of these schools, Furthermore, the heads of these institu- 
tions, professors, and students of science are compelled to supply their admitted 
. necessities by confederating with and employin; proleedeonl grave-robbers, 

and constantly to incur the risk of detection an al prosecution; and it 
being known in a community that the trade of resurrecting bodies for dissec- 
tion is a common one, kindred and friends are uently tortured with anxiety 
. lest the hand of the resurrectionists shall remove bodies of their dead. 

"This bill is intended to relieve from such fears, todo away with the necessity 
er temptation of violating the laws, and at the same time in an open and legal 
way to provide the regu te dissecting material for the study and advancement 
of anatomical science in the District. A careful comparison with the statutes of 
some of the Statesshows its provisions to be prudently and aptly framed, and in- 
tended to accomplish the purpose in view in a manner as little repellant to pub- 
lic sentiment and sensibility as practicable.” 

For the above reasons your committee return said bill with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, and that H. R. 2632 lie on the table, 


Mr. VANCE. It will be perceived that the objections made to the 
bill are of a technical character. In the first place, to the proviso 
which requires that the dead bodies of paupers should be claimed by 
any friend or relation upon satisfying the authorities of the bona fides 
of such relationship, the objection is that the word ‘‘authorities’’ does 
not sufficiently define the officers who are to be satisfied of this fact 
before surrendering the body. By looking at the bill it will be seen, 
I think, that these authorities are sufficiently defined in the opening 
words, to wit: 

That any public officer or officers, whether directors, trustees, superintend- 
ents, wardens, keepers, or managers, having lawful charge of or control over 
any hospital, prison, almshouse, jail, morgue, or asylum within the District of 
Columbia, may deliver to the duly authorized agent of any medical college or 
colleges in the said District of Columbia the bodies of such deceased ns as 
are requ to be buried at the public expense, said bodies to be distributed 
among the several colleges equitably, the number assigned to each being pro- 
portioned to that of its students, 

Now, the proviso is as follows: 


Provided, however, That if the deceased person, during his last illness, of his 
own accord, requested to be buried; or if, within forty-eight hours after his 
death, any person claiming to be, and satisfying the authorities that he is, a rel- 
ative by blood or marri or friend of the deceased, asks to haye the body 
buried; or if such d person was a stranger or traveler who suddenly 
died, the body shall not be so delivered, but shall be buried, 


I think thatthe word ‘‘ authorities’? in the proviso would refer to those 
mentioned in the opening words of the bill, so that it could hardly be 
true that the authorities who were to exercise this discretion of deliv- 
ering the body were not sufficiently defined by the bill. Thatis the 
principal objection. 

Theother objection is to the fact that the physician who receives from 
the authorities the dead body is required to give a bond that the body 
shall be used for nothing but scientific purposes, and afterward shall 
be decently buried; that the physician is required to give bond instead 
ofthemedicalcollege. Thatisthesecondtechnicalobjection. Whether 
that is sufficient to defeat the bill or not I leave it to the judgment of 
Senators to say. 

The bill is one of very considerable importance, in the interest of hu- 
manity and of public decency, as tending to furnish scientific colleges 
in a lawful and decent way with sufiicient subjects for their purposes, 
and to prevent thereby the necessary and disgusting occupation of rob- 
bing the graves of the dead, which is generally resorted to for these 
purposes. I sttbmit, therefore, without further remark, whether the 
bill should be passed notwithstanding the President’s veto on these 
technical grounds or not. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not think all the Senators were present when 
the message of the President of the United States was sent to the Sen- 


ate. Itseems to meit is acourtesy due the Executive as well as proper 
that Senators should hear the message read before we vote upon it, and 
I therefore ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The message of the President of the 
United States will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the message, as follows: 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I herewith return Senate bill No, 349, entitled “An act for the promotion of 
anatomical science, and to prevent the desecration of graves,” without my ap- 


proval. . ` 
The purpose of this bill is to permit the delivery of certain dead bodies to the 


medical colleges located in the District of Columbia for dissection. 

Such disposition of the bodies of unknown and pauper dead is only excused 
by the Picsypimct of acquiring by this means proper and useful anatomical 
knowledge, and the laws by which it is permitted should, in deference to a de- 
centand universal sentiment, carefully againstabuse and needless offense. 

The measure under consideration does not, with sufficient care, specify and 
limit the officers and the parties who it is pro to invest with discretion 
in the disposition of dead bodies remaining in the institutions and places men- 
tioned in the bill. The second section indicates an intention to prevent the use 
of said bodies forany other purpose than the promotion of anatomical and surgi- 
cal knowledge within the District of Columbia, and to secure, after such use, 
the decent burial of the remains. It declares that a bond shall be given provid- 
ing for the performance of these conditions. But instead of exacting the bond 
from the medical colleges, to which alone, by the terms of the first section, the 
bodies are to be delivered, such bond is required of “every physician or surgeon 
before receiving such dead body.” 

The bill also provides that a relative by blood or marriage, or a friend, may, 
within forty-eight hours after death, demand that-any body be buried, upon 
satisfying ‘ the authorities” of the relationship claimed to the deceased. t 

The “authorities” to be thus satisfied should be clearly defined; and the de- 
termination of a question so important should be left with those only who will 
perform this duty with proper care and consideration, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansrion, April 26, 1886. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. VANCE. ‘The yeas and nays will be called? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The.Constitution requires the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be taken by yeas 
and nays under the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suppose there is no Senator and no 
intelligent citizen who doubts that it is desirable to afford opportunity 
for an anatomical and scientific knowledge of the structure of the human 
frame by surgical examination and dissection of the dead bodies. I 
remember in a famous speech in the British Parliament on some kin- 
dred subject an eminent statesman and orator declared that one of the 
early sovereigns of Austria, I think Duke Leopold, was wounded on 
the field of battle and that the whole surgical skill of Europe could 
not afford a better means of treating him than cutting off the wounded 
limb with an ax or a hatchet, from which operation the duke died. 

Now the poorest hod-carrier who falls from a ladder, the poorest op- 
erative who gets entangled in the machinery of a mill, receives in all 
our principal cities, without money and without price, the attendance 
of a surgical skill which all Europe could not have afforded to the man 
highest in rank in the world at any price a hundred years ago. 

It is therefore in*the interest of the poor, the destitute, the sick, that 
this opportunity for the promotion of surgical science should beafforded, 
and I have no hesitation in supporting any measure, whatever preju- 
dice it may encounter, which holds that end properly in view, because 
I know that I am voting in behalf of the interests of humanity where 
humanity is in most need. 

But at the same time that procedia should be accompanied with 
every regard for the interested feeling of friends, relatives, and kindred, 
especially in the case of the poor and the unfortunate who die in public 
institutions apart, xvhere they have not the tender care of their imme- 
diate relations. It is a sad thing, ially for men who have seen 
better days, to die absent from all the friends who had cared for them 
in life. It is the great desire and want and yearning of humanity that 
there.should be a security for decent and reverent burial, and that the 
person’s departure from life should be surrounded by the love and care 
of sympathizing friends. 

On some fond breast the parting soul relies; 
Some pious drops the closing eye requires. 

The President of the United States under his official responsibility 
thinks the present bill is not sufficient in respect to the safeguards 
which it exacts for the reverent and tender care of persons who die in 
protecting their bodies from an invasion which may be a shock to sur- 
viving relatives when the fact is ascertained. ithout going into a 
discussion whether the committee are right or the President is right, it 
seems to me that if we have passed a bill which leaves that question 
so far doubtful that so high an official of the Government thinks that 
further security is required and demanded by the reverence due to the 
form of humanity, it is proper that we should defeat this bill and re-. 
consider our action; and without wishing to put any imputation upon 
the committee or even to express any certainty of conviction that the 
President is right, I shall vote against the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HALE. Can we have the bill read ? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, £c., That any public officer or officers, whether directors, trus- 
tees, superintendents, wardens, keepers, or managers, having lawful charge of 
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or control over any hospital, prison, almshouse, jail, morgue, or asylum within 
the District of Columbia, may deliver to the duly authorized agent of any med- 
ical college or colleges in the said District of Columbia the bodies of such de- 
ceased persons as are uired to be buried at the public expense, said bodies 
to be distributed among the several colleges equitably, the number assigned to 
each being proportioned to that of its students: Provided, however, That if the 
deceased person, during his last illness, of his own accord, requested to be 
buried; or if, within Torty-eigbs hours after his d any person claiming to 
be, and satisfying the authorities that he is, a relative blood or marr: ,or 
friend of the di , asks to have the body buried; or if such dece: per- 
son was a stranger or traveler who suddenly died, the body shall not be so de- 
livered, but 1 be buried, 

Src. 2. That every physician or surgeon, before receiving such dead body, shall 
give to the officers surrendering the same to him a sufficient bond that cach 
body shall be used ory Aces the promotion of anatomical and surgical knowledge 
within the District of Columbia, and that after having been so used the remains 
thereof shall be Hecently buried ; and whosoever shall nse such body or bodies 
for any arpo other than that aforesaid, or shall remo ¥e the same beyond the 
limits of the said District of Columbia, and whoever shall sell or buy such body or 
bodies, or in any way traffic in the same, or who shall disturb or remove ies 
from graves in which they have been buried, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor,and shall, on conviction, be imprisoned for aterm not less than two nor 
more than three years, at hard labor, in the District (or city) jail. 


Mr. INGALLS, Mr. President, the object and purpose of the bill 
is to prevent the desecration of graves by those who are in search of ma- 
terial for the purpose of promoting anatomical science. The necessity 
for some such legislation will be apparent to those who are familiar with 
the revolting disclosures of the past ten years in this city, where the 
graves of many reputable persons who had been tenderly buried by 
their surviving relatives were found subsequently to have been opened 
by those who are engaged in this horrible pursuit. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. A similar bill has been repeatedly passed by the Senate at previ- 
ous sessions. It is unnecessary for me to say that I have no pride of 
opinion whatever about the matter; and if upon inspection of the bill 
the objections of the President appear to be well founded, or if there 
be a reasonable doubt whether the bill is properly guarded, then I hope 
the Senate will not agree to pass the bill over the objections of the Ex- 
ecutive. 

The criticisms of the President appear to be directed to two particu- 
lars. In the first place, he states that the authorities upon whom the 
demand for the burial of a body may be made are not sufficiently speci- 
fied. The first section of the bill declares: 


TEOT public officer or officers, whether directors, trustees, superintendents, 
wardens, keepers, or managers, having lawful of or control over any 
hospital, prison, almshouse, jail, morgue, or asylum within the District of Co! 

ea ape iver to the duly authorized agent of any medical college or colleges 
in the said District of Columbia the bodies of such deceased persons as are re- 
quired to be buried at the public expense. 


That is the only class to which the provisions of the bill apply. The 
exceptions appear to me to be well guarded. In the first place: 


lum- 


; or 
r or à traveler who suddenly died, the body shall not be ko deliv: 


So that, nnder the provisions of the bill, at least forty-eight hours 
must elapse after death before delivery can be made to the persons en- 
titled to receive the bodies. Or if the deceased person was a stranger 
or a traveler who suddenly died, then, in tliat event, the body shall not 
beso delivered, but shall be buried. 

It ap tome that the objections of the Executive are not well 
founded; that the authorities upon whom this demand is to be made 
are clearly defined, and that the persons whose bodies are to be deliv- 
ered after death are solely confined to the class who would be buried 
at public expense otherwise. 

ut the committee saw fit to place still further safeguards around 
the bill, and they therefore provided that before any such dead bodies 
shall be received a bond shall be given to the authorities of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and that after having been used for the purposes of 
science the remains shall be decently interred. 

If there is anything left unguarded, if there is anything by which 
the sensibilities of survivors could be unnecessarily wounded, or if 
there is anything by which the full measure of respect to the dead is 
not maintained, I should argree that the objections of the President were 
sufficient and ought to be sustained. But in view of the fact that in 
the past ten years graveyards have been desecrated, graves have been 
opened and rifled, and surviving relations have been horrified to dis- 
cover that the remains of their friends had been surreptitiously re- 
moved, I should hope that upon light and frivolous considerations the 
Senate would not decline to provide for some lawful and appropriate 
manner in which this necessary demand of subjects for anatomical 
science can be supplied from a class of persons who would be otherwise 
buried at the public expense, and which can be done without injury to 
the feelings of survivors, and with a sufficient guard against the possi- 
bility of delivering over to the authorities the body of any person dying 
suddenly by accident, a stranger in the city, or a traveler haying no 
friends by whom his body could be reclaimed. 

I do not find upon inspection of the brief message of the President 
that there are any other objections than those to which I have referred, 
and inasmuch as the object of the bill is primarily not to procure sub- 
jects for anatomical science but really to protect those who are properly 
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buried and prevent the desecration of graveyards and the rifling of 
graves, I trust that the Senate will see fit to pass the bill notwith- 
standing the objections of the President. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I was not present in the Senate 
when the bill was passed, or if I was, my attention was not called to it, 
I supposed when I came in this morning and found what was under 
consideration that the provisions of the bill were confined to criminals 
who had suffered the extreme penalty of the law and who had no par- 
ticular relatives to claim their bodies; but I find upon reading the bill 
that it applies to every person who, from indigent circumstances, is 
compelled to go to a hospital, to an almshonuse, or to any place where 
the poor are provided for. If they die and make no request that they 
be buried and have no friend near to make a request for the delivery 
of their bodies for burial, then the bodies of such people are to be 
handed over to the colleges for the purpose of dissection. To that I 
am opposed. 

It is known that there are many worthy people, indigent it is true, 
poor, helpless, and friendless, who are compelled to seek a home in the 
asylums of the country; and is the Congress of the United States to say 
that by reason of their poverty, by reason of their indigent circum- 
stances, their bodies shall be delivered over upon death to colleges for 
the purposes of dissection ? 

Sir, I shall not vote for such a bill, whether it is for the purpose of 
promoting science or whether it is for the purpose of protecting the graves 
of other deceased people. These people are entitled to our sympathy 
living, ana they should have our respect and our protection when they 
are dead. 

For one, I am glad that the President of the United States has sent 
the bill back with his objections, and I hope the Senate will sustain the 
veto of the President. I place it not upon the ground which the Presi- 
dent places it, but I place it upon the broad and higher ground of com- 
mon humanity, which should cause us to protect those who from indi- 
gent circumstances are placed at our disposal. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I only wish to say that it seems to me 
if the attempt had been made to prevent the indigent and diseased per- 
sons of this country from ever entering into a hospital or charitable in- 
stitution, this bill would have achieved that purpose. If there is any- 
thing revolting to the human race, even in a condition of barbarism, it 
is that the body should be subjected to the ruthless hands and the un- 
feeling knife of the surgeon. Even when an appeal is made to relatives 
in the name of science, such an appeal as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has spoken of here to-day, it is only when those relatives can rise 
above the ordinary feelings of humanity that the body of a loved one 
can be given up to the surgeon’s knife. 

Sir, the poor and indigent, for whose benefit these charitable institu- 
tions have been erected, it seems to me would rather die upon the street 
or upon the commons than go to a hospital under the provisions of this 
bill, knowing that at the end of a life of poverty and misery the body 
would not even be after death. This of itself is enough to 
induce me to oppose the bill, however good the motive may be, and I 
question not the motives with which the bill has been introduced. 

But in addition to that, if anything technical could be brought here 
in such a case, the bill is not, it seems to me, sufficiently guarded. As 
the President has stated in his veto message, there is no definition of 
the authorities who are to be satisfied in regard to the use that is to be 
made of the body after death. 

In the exception as to the case of a person who, before dying, shall 
make a request in regard to the disposition of his body, there is no pro- 
vision as to how that request is to be authenticated. Take but one 
simple case which occurs almost every day, and certainly weekly in the 
United States; take the case of some poor unfortunate, who from feel- 
ings of delicacy conceals his name in order to hide the disgrace of dy- - 
ing in a hospital; in a distant city he is stricken down and, after a 
lingering sickness, he dies in want in some charitable institution. In 
forty-eight hours, if no relative appears, he is thrown into the hands 
of the surgeons and hacked to pieces in the interest of science. In one 
week afterward a wife, a mother, a father may find where this poor 
unfortunate has died, and has no opportunity to reclaim his body and 
have the poor privilege of weeping above his grave. = - 

Sir, I can not vote for a bill with any such provision as that. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I had no idea this bill would call forth 
such a burst of eloquent humanity. I am overwhelmed by it, when 
grave Senators with so much eloquence portray the inhumanity that is 
to be perpetrated upon a man which the man himself could avert by 
simply saying that he did not want to be cut up by the doctors after 
death. It seems to me that they are exerting much more care for him 
than he sees proper to exert for himself. 

If the bill is to be rejected on principles of this kind it issimply equiva- 
lent to saying that under no circumstances shall the human body ever 
be delivered to professors of anatomical science, and that grave-robbing 
shall be continued forever or else science must forego its efforts to come 
to a knowledge of the human frame. 

The paupers who are taken to an almshouse can procure themselves 
a decent burial at the expense of the public when they die by simply 
making the request of the proper authorities that their bodies shall not 
be given to theauthorities, If itis more humane to permit their graves 
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to be rifled after death, then the bill is wrong on its merits, and with- 


out regard to the technical objections of the Executive it ought to be 
rejected by the Senate. 

But ifit is more humane, if it is more decent, if itis more conducive 
to the interests of those of us who are yet alive and those who shall 
hereafter live in this world, to make use of their bodies in this legal, 
decent way, it seems to me that it is impossible to conceive a bill more 
humane and more properly and strictly If the p has 
any relatives or connection by blood or who shall come for- 
ward and request that his body shall be buried it shall not be delivered 
to the surgeons. If he has any friends who shall come forward and 
make that request the body shall not be delivered. If, having neither 
kindred nor friends in this world, he shall himself say to the superin- 
tendent of the hospital that he does not wish his body to be dissected 
it shall not be done, says the bill. 

It seems to me that these reflections upon the humanity of the bill 
are entirely uncalled-for. The President himself did not raise them. 
His nan foana purely and as they have been commented 

ayon by myself and by the chairman of the Committee on the District 
Columbia, I will not say anything further. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I sympathize with what the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina has said concerning the necessity of some pro- 
vision of this description, and I was inclined at the first blush to vote 
with him for the passage of the bill, the veto notwithstanding. But I 
wish to make a criticism upon the provisions. 

That any public officer or officers, whether directors, trustees, superintendents, 
wardens, keepers, or managers, 

That is very indefinite—any person with any degree of authority, not 
in the asylum alone, not in the almshouse alone, but in any hospital, 
even the best of them— 
having lawful charge of or control over any hospital, prison, almshouse, ais 
morgue, or asylum within the District of Columbia, may deliver to the c 
authorized agent— 

That is too indefinite— 
of any medical college or colleges in the said District of Columbia the bodies 
of such deceased persons as are required to be buried at the public expense— 

The person to be buried at the public expense may by no means be 
a pauper— 
said bodies to Lerten neg anong EA sce egy to 

Provided, however, That if the deceased person du his last op soera 
own accord, requested to be buried, or if wishin inviolate heats alae 

Any relative may claim the body, &c. I can suppose very easily a 
case that I think will determine any person to vote against the bill, a 
case not singular either. A stranger comes here, an entirely respect- 
able and worthy stranger, neither a criminal nora pauper. He suffers 
under some severe accident or is taken with some severe disease which 
makes the exercise of hismental powers somewhatclouded and difficult. 
He does not think of it and he is not informed concerning this law. It 
is not made the duty of any officer of the asylum or hospital to ask him 
the delicate question whether he is willing to be cut up or not, nor is 
the precise period indicated at which that question shall be asked. It 
is the announcement of the sentence of death upon the prisoner. Per- 
haps nobody expects his sudden death. Perhaps he does request that 
his relatives may be notified, but who shall be sure that the nurse or 
officer he directs will do it? Who shall be sure that the telegram gets 
there? Who shall be sure that the family is at home when the tele- 
gram arrives? It would be the easiest i ble thing to find that 

ibly one of our nearest friends may be in the hands of the dissect- 
ing surgeon before the family shall have any notice of it, a person of 
means if you choose, of the highest character. But whether with means 
or without means, of high character or poorer character, the bill is not 
sufficiently guarded. The purpose is one that is entirely approved of 
by everybody; but there are not sufficient 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The roll was called. 

Mr. Sa Iam paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
KENNA 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 48; as follows: 


YEAS—6, 
Allison, Plumb, Vance. 
Blackburn Ingalls, 
NAYS—48. 

Beck, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Pa; 
Barry, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Plait,” 
Blair, Edm —— nsom, 
Bowen, Eustis, M illan, leberger, 
Butler, Evarts, McPherson, 53 
Call, Fair, Mahone, Spooner, 
Camden Frye, Manderson, ‘ Stanford 
Cockrell, Gray, Maxey, Teller, 
Gokai irm M Morga Vahan, 

’ g organ, thal 
Conger, Hawiey, Morrill, it 
Cullom, Hoar, s Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—22. 
at Siaor Soa of Pa., poran 
wn, mpton, e, an 
: hi yck, 

Chace, Jones of Florida, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
George, K Š Sawyer, 
Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Sewell, ’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . Two-thirds of the Senate not having 
voted for the passage of the bill, the objections of the President of the 
United States to the contrary notwithstanding, it is not passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment; asked a conference on the votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. GEDDES, and Mr. 
J. T. JOHNSTON managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
1357) authorizing the Court of Claims to hear and determine ce 
claims; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 

TRUDIM, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 

ay apao roved and signed the act (S. 2156) for the relief of John Ran- 
dolph Hamilton, of the State of North Carolina. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. A petition was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, praying for relief for Esther A. Keyser, 
which has been considered by that committee, and a bill prepared. in 
conformity therewith according to the best judgment of the committee 
and, I may also add, of the District commissioners, to whom the mat- 
ter was referred. I ask that the bill be read the first and second time 
and placed on the Calendar, and that the petition lie on the table. 

The bill (S. 2291) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1187) to amend an act in- 
corporating the proprietors of Prospect Hill Cemetery, approved June 
13, 1860, it with amendments. 

Mr. BO , from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (S. 1916) authorizing the removal of the Southern 
Ute Indians from the State of Colorado to the Territory of Utah, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Territo- 
ries to report back the bill (S. 101) to amend sections 2475 and 2476 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract 
of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public 
park, with certain amendments, and to move that the bill as proposed 
to be —. be printed and recommitted to that committee. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2219) to reduce the license tax of pro- 
duce dealers at large and in the several markets, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I report from the Committee on Commerce the bill 
(H. R. 6975) to establish additional eaan stations favorably, with 
two amendments. As the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
ought to know early what the action of Congress is to be, I ask unan- 
imeus consent that the bill be put on its passage now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have a report to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made by the presenta- 
tion of morning business. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 40) providing for the payment 
of per diem laborers in Government employ on the 30th of May of each 
year as on other days, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the en (S. a) s tienes meot the Cherokee 
reservation in the State of Ar ady y thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 138) to provide for the sale of the Cherokee reservation in the 
State of Arkansas, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1601) to provide for the settlement of certain Cherokee claims, 
moved its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he sub- 
mitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 2292) to provide for the set- 
tlement of certain Cherokee claims, which was A twice by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. Now I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill I reported, House bill 6975. 7 

Mr. INGALLS, Let it be read for information, 

Mr. PIKE. I must object to the consideration of that bill. This 
— was assigned for the consideration of claims bills on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask leave to present a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro Sion Objection is made to the request of 


Morning business being offered, it is in 


objecti 
Mr. CONGER. Iwill withdraw the report. I should like when the 
bill is reported to have it considered and passed at cape 


1886. 
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‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the report 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the report, and will make it at some 
other time. 

Mr. PIKE. I do not object if it will not take time. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I present the conference report on the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration cf the conference 


report on the Indian appropriation bill. 
The metion was to. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


‘The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.5543) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian rtment,and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for ear ending June 30, 
1887,and for other purposes, having met, after full and conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 
—— the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2,3, 12,13, 25, 44, 


and 53. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 

Sica on on es. oer. I zi when = io ra fon 26, we TAS 33, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50,51, 
y A +7 an and agree to same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In licu of the sum proposed insert ** $1,528,900; and the 
Senate to the same, 
ent numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $1,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended pe insert the following: 

“For support and civilization of the Navajo Indians, includin, y of em- 

loyés, $7,500; for g Bey, of constructing ditches and reservoirs, $7,500; in all, 
$15,000, to be taken from the funds now in the Treasury belonging to said In- 


dians. 
And the Senate a, to the same. 
39: That the zones recede from its disagreement to the 


Amendment num 
amendment of the Senate numbered 39, to the same with an amend- 
rt ‘*$15,000;" and the Senate 
to the same. 


ment as follows: In licu of the sum proposed 

Amendment numbered 40; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $10,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$6,000; "’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “$6,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “*$40,000;"" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert * $15,000;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

endment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$650,000 ; " and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 57,and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment = reagis In licu of the sum"proposed insert *$55,009;” and the Senate 
agree same. $ 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$10,000 ;’' and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 59, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “$715,000 ;”" and the Senate 
agree to the sane, £ 

Amendment numbered 77: That the Honse recede from-its disagreement to 
the amendment of tbe Senato numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of said amendment, and insert in lieu 


the Interior, be expen in open market: Provided further, That purchases in 
oren market may be made from Indians, under the direction of the Secretary 
the Interior, to an amount not exceeding $3,000.” 
And the Senale agreo to the same. 


H. L. DAWES, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers-on the part of the Senate. 


B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the pari of the House. 


Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
what the report of the committee is in regard tothe amendment of the 
Senate increasing the amount of the appropriation for industrial schools 
in Alaska? 

Mr. DAWES. That has been agreed to by both branches. 

‘The report was concurred in. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 
Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 


ferred the fi ing concurrent resolution, reported it withoutamend- 
ment, and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
That there be 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to 
Josephine Da Costa Thomas be recommitted to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. The bill was reported by mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 

The Chair calls attention to the fact that the Senate by unanimous 
consent made a special order for this day. 

aoe FRYE. The order of the introduction of bills has not yet been 
called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will look and sce what 
the nature of the order is. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the order for to-day ? 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions is now in order. The Chair supposed it had been called 
before 1 o'clock. : 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2293) granting a pension to Hannah . 
C. De Witt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2294) granting a pension to 
Hamilton Elliott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2295) to muster Jesse H. Strick- 
land as colonel of cavalry into the service of the United States, and to 
pay him for his services from January 30, 1863, to March 31, 1864, in- 
clusive; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a pill (S. 2296) relating to 
the disposition of the hot water on the Hot Springs reservation, in the ` 
State of Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee en Public Lands. 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


Mr. CONGER. I will now report from the Committee on Commerce 
the bill (H. R. 6975) to establish additional life-saving stations, which 
I reported this morning and recalled, and let it be placed on the Cal- 
endar. Iwill take another day to ask the Seuate to take it up and 
consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. ; 

CONSIDERATION OF CLAIMS BILLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is closed, and 
the order of the Senate is the consideration of private bills reported 
from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. Can that order be set aside by a majority vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order can, perhaps, be set aside 
by a vote. The Chair will ask the Secretary to read the order as made, 
and then Senators will understand it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the RECORD of Wednesday, 
April 28: 

The Presipixe Orricrr. The Senator from New Hampshire asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate tbat on Friday morning next, after the conclusion 
of the routine business of the morning hour, the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bills indicated by him, the claims bills. , 

Mr. CoLiom. I suppose that will confine the Senator to the morning hour? 
LN Ra oe OFFICER. That is the understanding of the Chair. Is there 

on? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To what class of bills does the Senator's request apply? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire will please state 
the bills he proposes to consider at the time indicated. 

Mr. PIKE. Such as have been reported by the Committee on Claims at this 
Tho PRESTOING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of the Senator 
from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB, I understand that only lasts to 2 o'clock, and that 
being so I shali not make objection or bring the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill up now. At that time I will move it, and I wish to say, sim- 
ply to anticipate the usual motion on Friday to adjourn over to Mon- 
day, that I hope that motion will not be made to-day ; but that the 
Senate will sit to-morrow, in order that, if we do not conclude the con- 
sideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill to-day, its consideration 
may be concluded to-morrow, so as to have it out of the way during 
this week. 

I will say as one reason why I desire to have that done that I am 
under constraint to leave the city at the earliest hour possible, and as 
soon as that bill is concluded I shall go away to be absent for a week 
or so. I hope therefore the Senate will be inclined to sit to-morrow, 
and make sure of getting through with the Post-Office appro- 


thereby 
priation bill this week. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first claims bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to say that this order was made for the 
convenience of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE], that there 
are one or two claims bills here which are under my charge, andat the 
consideration of which I suppose he does not specially care to be pres- 
ent; but I will not claim the indulgence of the Senate for the consid- 
eration of those bills until after the bills the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desires to have considered shall have been disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What bills does the Senators from 
New Hampshire desire taken up first? 

Mr. HOAR. I refer to the first bill on the Calendar. Iwill notask 
that that be taken up. 


. PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 
Mr. PIKE. I ask to take up Order of Business 52, being Senate bill 
18, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 18) for the relief 
of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, and the amendments agreed to. The bill is 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as amended. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 

+ appro: ,to Pearson Č. Montgomery, of Memphis, State of Tennessee, the 

sum of $3,100, in full compensation for propert; en from him for the use of 
and used by the Army of the United States during the late war. 


Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear it read. 

The Secretary read the following reportsubmitted by Mr. PIKE from 
the Committee on Claims, January 13, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 18) for the relief 
of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn., having considered the same, pre- 
sent herewith the following report: 

This claim was considered by the Committee on Claims at the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and they made a report prepared by Mr. PIKE, as follows, which the 
present committee adopt: 

“(Senate Report No. 332, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 


“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bilb(S. 896) for tho re- 
lief of Pearson C. Montgomery, having considered the same, beg leave to make 
the following report: 

“ On the breaking out of the rebellion, Pearson C, Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., was the owner of the steamer New National, of about 480 tons burden, 
and was engazed in lar business with said boat on the Mississippi River. 

“At the outbreak of the rebellion she was impressed by the confederates into 
their service without and against the consent of Montgomery, as he alleges. 
She continued in the service of the confederates from that time to June 6, 1862, 
when Memphis was captured by the Union forces. She was at Memphis on that 
day under orders from the confederate authorities to proceed down the river. 
Said orders were not obeyed, but after the fight Chief Clerk Nicholas M. Johnson, 
under the direction of said Montgomery, as he alleges, went on board the mon- 
itor Benton and delivered the New National to Admiral Davis, and Capt. Alex- 
ander Grant, of the Navy, was immediataly placed in command of her, and she 
entered upon the services of the United States with the full consent of said Mont- 


gomery,as he agas: 

“She continued in said service from June 6, ber adr March 20, 1863, a space of 
two hundred and ecighty-eight days, at the expiration of which time she was 
turned over to said Montgomery by the order of the ry of the Treasury, 
and thereupon he chartered her for one year to Admiral Porter, at the rate of 
$50 a day, and for a second year at the rate of $65 a day. 

“The said Monomer now asks that he be paid at the rate of $50 a day for 
the two hundred and eighty-cight days the New National was in the service of 
the United States, under the command of Captain Grant, amounting to the sum 


of $14,400. 

be) While the New National was so held, and before March 20, 1863, she was 
libeled in the United States district court for the southern district of Illinois un- 
der the act of Congress of July 13, 1861, entitled ' An act further to provide for 
the collection of duties on imports, and for other purposes.’ 

“ December 17, 1862, the district attorney for the southern district of Illinois, 
L. Weldon, wrote to the Solicitor of the Treasury as follows: 

“*A few days since I obtained in the district court of this district a decree of 
condemnation two steamers, the Kentucky and the New National. The 

und of condemnation is that they carried on traffic in violation of the act of 
uly 13,1862, and the President’s proclamation of August 16, 1861. 

*"'The claimants have given notice of appeal to the circuit court, and intend, 
also, to make an appeal to the Treasury Department for remission of the pen- 
alty. My judgment is that in the case of the New National, especially, no relief 
should be given. 

“*The mant has taken an oath of allegiance to the rebel government, and 
made some statements, as shown by the testimony, tending to show him at 
heart a disloyal man. The testimony on which he pronica his defense is 
taken without cros+examination and without any evidence asto the truthful- 
ness of his witnesses. 

“*T have taken great trouble and expense in preparing these cases for trial; 
haying been as fdr south as Memphis in taking proof. Iam thoroughly satisfied, 
from what I know or have hi outside of the legitimate proof of the case, that 
the New National is a fit subject of prize and capture.’ 

“The following letter from the finere of the Treasury, Salmon P. Chase, 
to the Solicitor of the Treasury, Edward Jordan, gives a further history of the 
case. The letter is dated January 16, 1863: p 

“ t Capt. Pearson Montgom masterand owner of the steamer New National, 
seized and recently con Maite He: the United States district court for the south- 
ern district of Illinois, under the act of July 13, 1861, has made his petition before 
me for the remission of said ure and release of the boat. Thecomplete rec- 
ord in the case, together with astatement of United States District Judge ee 
and the evidence, are presented. From these it appears to my satisfaction th 
Cay Montgomery was not of his own will in the rebel service with his boat, 

that, so soon ashe could, he escaped therefrom and voluntarily turned her 
over to the Federal authorities. * * * I conceive that the ionary 


ter Biaccny ating Ma pant enedsadter Sit gece’ ol miugatis or remitti 
r ahtris in cases of this nature should be used to exten: relief to loyal on 
Sova SOR te Venton tht hardships of the war so far as consists with the pu 


interest. 

“*In this view of the case, and for the reasons above stated, I feel justified in 
extending such relief as lies in my power to the petitioner, upon the usual terms. 
You will ly: please instruct the proper district attorney to dismiss 

p! against said steamer upon these conditions, 
namely, that the claimant shall pay all costs of whatsoever character incurred 
by the seizure and judicial p; together with a fee of $100 to the United 
States district attorney, and that certificate of probable cause of seizure 
shall issue from the court for the protection of the g oficer.’ 

“Accordingly the proceedings in the circuit court were dismissed and an order 
made in accordance with the Secretary's letter, as appears of record in said 


court, 

“In 1880 Captain Montgomery presented his claim for $14,400 to the Treasury 
Department. May 25, 1880, a decision was rendered by the Third Auditor on the 
case, rejecting it, and in July of the same year the Second Comptroller made a 
long examination of the case and rejected it. Captain Montgomery made two 
points, first, that the boat was not forfeited because it did not ply between ports 
one declared to be in a section that was in insurrection and a port not in sucha 
section. He maintained that though the boat did run between New Orleans, 
La., and Columbus, Ky., both ports weere in the insurrectionary cae prc: page 
acer fi had not been so declared by the President's proclamation of 

u s 

“The above-mentioned proclamation declared, among other States, Louisi- 
ana to be in a state of insurrection, but did not so declare as to Columbus, Ky. 

‘one law authorizing such proclamation is in the act of July 13,1861, and is 
as follows: 

** Sec. 5. It shall be lawful, &c., * * + for the President by aban pe meen 
to declare that the inhabitants of such State, or any section or part thereof, where 
such insurrection exists, are in a state of insurrection against the United States; 
and thereupon all commercial intercourse by and between the same and the cit- 
izens thereof and the citizens of the rest of the United States shall cease and be 
unlawful so longas such condition of hostilityshall continue; and all goods and 
chattels, wares, and merchandise coming from said State or section into the other 
parts of the United States, and all proceeding to such State or section, by land or 
water, shall, together with the vessel or vehicle conveying the same, or convey- 
ing persons to or from such State or section, be forfeited to the United States. 

**Sec.6. That from and after fifteen days after the issuing of said proclama- 
tion, as provided in the last foregoing section of this act, any ante or vessel be- 
longing in whole or in part to any citizens or inhabitant of said State or part 
of a State whose inhabitants are so declared in a state of insurrection, found at 
sea, or in any port of the rest of the United States, shall be forfeited to the United 


“It will be readily seen that the Treasury Department could not legally de- 
cide this point different from what it did. 

“Captain Montgomery's second point was that the remission of the forfeiture 
by the Secretary of the Treasury not only restored to him his vessel, but the right 
to recover for her services from the time she was first seized. 

“Secretary Chase does not seem to have considered in his above letter that 
the remission of the forfeiture went to that extent, His pane of remission 
arose under section 8 of the act of July 13, 1861, which is as follows: 

“That the forfeitures and penalties incurred by virtue of this act may be miti- 
pra or remitted in pursuance of the authority vested in the Secretary of the 

ury by the act entitled “An act providing for mitigating or remitting the 
forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities accruing in certain cases therein men- 
tioned, approved March 3, 1797," or in cases w. special circumstances may 
a require it, according to regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. r 

“The statute of March 3, 1797, gives power to the Secretary to stay the 
ecution and remit the penalty, if one has been im; , but it goes no further. 
There is no power in the statute, express or implied, whereby the Seere! 
could restore to Captain Montgomery the right to be paid for the services of 
boat while under the decree of forfeiture. 

“The Treasury De ment could not do otherwise than overrule Captain 
Montgomery’s second point. 

“ Under that head he also claimed that there was an Maptied contract on the 
pass aS the Government to pay for the boat for these two hundred and eighty- 
eight days. 

E That argument must necessarily fall for the reason that the boat belonged 
to thé Government by force of the statute from the moment it was used in vio- 
lation of the law and the President’s proclamation. Ithas been held that where 
a forfeiture is dec! by statute in a case like this that the forfeiture becomes 
complete at the moment the statute is violated, 

“Mr, Justice Ballard seya: 

“The decisions are uniform both in England and the United States. In The 
United States vs. Fifty-six barrels of whisky, &c., ‘that where astatute denounces 
a forfeiture of property asa penalty for the commission of crime, if the denuncia- 
tion is in direct terms and not in the alternative, the forfeiture takes place at the 
time the offense is committed and operates as a_statutory transfer of the right 
of property to the Goyernment.’ 


“ And he adds: 

“«Thatthesu uent conviction and judgment are simply the consummation 
of the proceeding tthe law uires to instituted to ascertain the fact of 
the forfeiture.’ (See also United States vs. Nineteen hundred and sixty bags of 


coffee, 8 Cranch, 398; Gelston vs. Hoyt, 3 Wheat., 311; Caldwell vs. United States, 
8 free 38l; Wood vs. United States, 16 Peters, 362; Henderson Distilled Spirits, 
14 Wall., 16. 

“As to the loyalty of Captain Montgomery the testimony is somewhat con- 
flicting, but the committee are inclined to adopt the view of the Docretasy of 
the Treasury, Hon. Salmon P. Chase, that Captain apre btan A was loyal to 
the United Sates Government, and that his acts inconsistent with that were not 
of his own free will. It appears that as soon as the coercive acts of the confed- 
erates were removed he yoluntarily surrendered the New National to the United 
States. 

“It can not be supposed that the Secretary of the Treasury intended at the 
time he remitted to Captain Montgomery the forfeiture, and requiring him to 
pay costs and $100, that he was to have a claim against the Government up to 
that time for the use of it during the time it was in ion of the Govern- 
ment, and while it was in fact the property of the Government. Such a sup- 
position is simply absurd. 

“The remission of the forfeiture can not have the effect of giving the right 
claimed in this case, 5 

“The statute of March 3, 1797, gives power to the Secretary to stay the prose- 
cution and remit the penalty, if one has been imposed, but it goes no further. It 
does not confer the power to set aside or reverse the judgment. Its effect is to 
remit the penalty and restore the popes , but the judgment and all its attend- 
ant disabilities, except those so rem: tted, stand, and the claimant is affected 
thereby. 

= Bui itap from this case that this remission of the forfeiture was on the 
16th day of Nan , 1863, but that the vessel remained in the use of the Govern- 
ment and was not surrendered to the claimant till the 20th day of March follow- 
ing,a period of sixty-two days, It does not distinctly appear where the boat 


- of itduring this time. The 


1886. 


was during this time, It does not appear but that the Government had the use 
claimant alleges that it had, and the evidence tends 
aips, to show it, This point does not seem to have been considered at all 
by either the Third Auditor or the Comptroller of the Treasury. 
“The committee think it would be just that the claimant should be paid for 
the use of the boat during this time. After the 20th of March, when the boat 
came into the ion of Captain Montgomery, the Government paid him 
$50 a day for the first year, and $65 per day for its use thereafter. 

“The committee therefore recommend that the claimant be allowed for the 
said sixty-two days, at $50 per day, amounting to $3,100; that the bill be amended 
so as to read for that amount instead of $14,400, and when so amended that it do 


Your committee recommend that the accompanying bill be amended by strik- 
ing out, in lines 6 and 7, the words “fourteen” and “eight,” and inserting in 
thereof the wo “three” and “one; and when so amended that it 


pass, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 
L. MADISON DAY. 


The bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. Madison Day was announced as 
next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was made on the 17th of February last. 

Mr. PIKE. I do not object to the reconsideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better reconsider, and I want to 
make some remarks on it. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
to reconsider the ypte by which this bill was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PIKE. I desire that this bill be passed over now, tetainipg its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


If there be no objection it will be 
passed over. 


WILLIAM Il. GRAY, 


Mr. PIKE. I now ask for the consideration of Order of Business 
178, being Senate bill 165. 

The bill (S. 165) for the relief of William H. Gray, of Kentucky, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to William H. Gray, or his legal representative, of $648.25, being pay- 
ment in full to Gray for services rendered to the Government of the 
United States while under the orders and in the employment of the 
officers thereof, during the month of December, 1866, and the months 
of January and February, 1867. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. INGALLS. - Let us hear the report read. ! 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. PIKE Feb- 
ruary 10, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 165) for the relief 
of William H. Gray, having considered the same, submit the following report: 

That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under the date of December 21, 
1866, directed R, M. Kelley, collector of internal revenue for the seventh district 
of Kentucky, to make ‘an examination of the distilleries in said district, and if 
he could not perform the duty in person to send a competent and trustworthy 
deputy. Under these instructions he ap inted the claimant to make the ex- 
amination and report. The claimant did make the examination in a manner 
satisfactory to Mr. Kelley and the Government, visiting and cuceg a Shp 
hundred and five distilleries; which occupied him from December 28, 1866, to 
February 16, 1867, a period of fifty-one days. The money actually expended ky: 
him for necessary expenses amounted to $444.25; his compensation $204, whic 
account was approved by Collector Kelley. 

After having completed the examination the claimant made a full report to 
Mr. Kelley and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, both of whom stated 
that the work was done satisfactorily, Mr. Kelley told him to make up his ac- 
count and he would approve it, and the Commissioner pay it. Some time later 
the claimant did make out hisaccount, presented it to Mr. Kelley, who approved 
it, and then he forwarded it to the Commissioner. The Commissioner returned 
it with a blank form, saying that when it was made out according to this form 
it would be paid. The claimant made it out accordingly and forwarded it again 
to the Commissioner, in whose bureau it remained till 1875 before he received 
any definite answer about it. Then he was informed that his claim was rejected 
on the ground that Mr. Kelley should bave paid him from his own compensa- 
tion, according to section 3148 United States Revised Statutes, which provides 


“Each collector shall be authorized to appoint * * * as many deputies as 
he may think p. r, to be by him compensated for their services,” 

Mr. Gray 4) ed from this ruling, and in a later consideration of the pon 4 
the Revenue Bureau it was held that Mr. Kelley was paid for such special wor 

allowances under the provisions of section 3145 of the United States 
Revised Statutes, which reads: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury may make such further allowances from time 
to time as may be reasonable in cases where, by reason of the territorial extent 
of the district or the amount of internal taxes collected, or other circumstances, 
it may seem just to make such allowances.” 

It was further held that he should haye submitted Mr. Gray’s account in his 
estimates for additional allowances to the Treasury Department, and because 
Mr. Gray's account did not come to the Department in that way it was not al- 
Jowed; and, further, that the act of February 8, 1875, providing that ‘‘no such 
allowance shall be made except within one year after such services are per- 
formed,” left the Department no means then of paying the claim. 

It was also stated that the claim should be paid, but that it could not be with- 
out further legislation. 

It is plainly established that Mr. Kelley did not submit Mr. Gray’s account to 
the Department in his own, because he did not know but that it was just as cor- 
rect for Mr. Gray to submit his account direct to the Department as it would be 
for him (Kelley) to send it in with his. 

Secretary Bristow, in a letter to the claimant, said : 

“While the Department recognizes the justice of compensating you for your 
services, there is at this time no appropriation available for that purpose, and 
ale pry! must pass a special act for your relief before any allowance can be 

je to you, 
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`| the same may be erg oengye b 


In Senate Report 918 of the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, made 
by Mr, Sheffield, of the Committee on Claims, section 3145 of the United States 
Revised Statutes is confounded with section 3148, The latter section does 
vide that collectors shall pay ere out of their own compensations, . But 
section 3145 provides that extra allowances may be made to collectors in 
cases where it may seem necessary, and the Revenue Bureau, in its last consid- 
eration of the case, finds that it was under this section Gray was employed and 
would have been paid had it not been for the mistake in the manner of the pre- 
Sea ordent so yous conimattes thas A.G ly and regularly 

is eviden our committee . Gray was properly and regu em- 
ployed; that he did his work in amanner ry to all concerned; that the 
amount of the compensation he asks is reasonable; that it has not been paid 
eit ys use it came to the Department directly from him instead of through 

r. Kelley. 

It is rinaieputed that the Government received the benefit of his labors and 
expenditures, and your committee are of the opinion that the claimant should 
be paid, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK W. RUGGLES. 


Mr. PIKE. I now call for the consideration of Order of Business 214, 
being Senate bill 187. : 

The bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of Westport, 
Nova Scotia, was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 11, after the word “‘ adduced,’ to strike out the word 
‘and’? and insert ‘‘including that;’’ and in line 13, after the word 
“ case,’ to insert ‘‘so far as the same may be competenti” so as to 
make the bill read: 

That the claim of Frederick W. Ruggles for losses and damages suffored by 
him as owner of the cargo and charterer of the schooner Argonaut, in the year 
tb reason of the seizure and detention of said vessel by the officials of the 
United States, be,and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for 
hearing and adjudication: and to that end full authority and jurisdiction are 
hereby conferred on said court to proceed in the consideration of the testimony 
which shall be adduced, and including that which has been taken and heard 
before the British and American mixed commission in the same case, so far as 
or in behalf of said claimant,and to hear and 
try said case as if it by right of law and in due and usual course been 
brought before said court,and to render such judgment therein as shall be 
found on the facts as proved just and right, in equity as well as in law. 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thereisareport. Does the Senator 
ask for the reading of it? 

Mr. INGALLS. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire can tell 
what damage is indemnified by this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Ican state. This man isa Nova Scotian. He hada 
load of fish and other things bound for the West Indies. He was seized 
by a United States vessel as a prize and carried into New York. 

Mr. INGALLS. When? 

Mr. FRYE. In 1861, the early part of the war, just as the war 
broke ont. It was tried in the prize court. After a delay of some 
sixty days it was found that he had been unlawfully and improperly 
seized. 

Mr. INGALLS. What was the ground of seizure? 

Mr. FRYE. That he was carrying contraband or some kind 
of goods to the Confederate States in violation of the blockade, which 
was found to be an entire mistake, and the vessel was released and the 
cargo surrendered, but the cargo, of course, in the mean time had be- 
come destroyed. They gave him a decision but gave no judgment 
touching damages or costs, and he entered no appeal, because his at- 
torney informed him that there would be, undoubtedly, a commission 
created which would have jurisdiction of all such cases. There was a 
commission created; the case was thoroughly tried, and this is one 
among the published cases. The case, as shown from the evidence, 
made it perfectly clear that he was entirely innocent himself and that 
he ought to have received damages for the detention. 

Mr. INGALLS. What amount? 

Mr. FRYE. I think about $8,000; but the commission held on a 
demurrer that the court in New York having assumed jurisdiction of 
the case so far as to discharge him and his vessel, under the peculiarity 
of the law creating the commission they could not also take jurisdiction, 
and, therefore, it was thrown out before the commission, and the poor 
fellow has been in Congress ever since trying to get leave to go to the 
Court of Claims under the old evidence. I have no doubt that the man 
is right; I know him myself, personally. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were con in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
: EDWAY A. GRANT. 


The bill (S. 267) for the relief of Edway A. Grant was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. Itisa direction to the Postmaster-General 
to allow Edway A. Grant, late postmaster at Fargo, Dak., $6,950, being 
the amount expended by Grant for clerk-hire atthe post-office at Fargo, 
Dak., during the period from July 1, 1878, to June 30, 1882, and not 
allowed in the settlement of his accounts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the report, submitted by Mr. PIKE February 
17, 1886, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 267) for the relief 
of Edway A. Grant, having considered the same, submit herewith the following 
e is case was before the last Congress, and was reported upon by this com- 
mittee. 
EOT committee adopt the report then made, prepared by Mr, PIKE, whichis 
asfollows: 


“ [Senate Report No, 681, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1972) for the re- 
lief of Edway A. Grant, haying considered thesame, omic rAd submit the fol- 
lowing report: - 

= That pag tok 20th day of April, 1875, the claimant was appointed postmaster at 
Fargo, Dak., then a fourth-class office; that on the Ist day of January, 1879, said 
office became * Presidential,’ and the claimant ee Peeters pospana 
served until March 31, 1883; that by reason ot the'rapid growth in population of 
Fargo and vicinity after the year 1878 the claimant was compelled to increase 
the clerical force of the office to accommodate the demands of the public; that 
he applied to the Department uently for increased allowance for clerk-hire, 
giving the reasons therefor, but his requests were denied on the ground that 
the appropriation for clerk-hire was not sufficient to authorize any additional 


allowance. 

“ It seems that hae raed ngs Sus Lo gpa aaraa gy vi 
w from a country v: a city K nhabi k gross rece 
Sithe office during the fiscal 1878-79 were $5,088.04, and for the year 1882-83 
‘were $23,217.29, an of over,four and one-half, showing that the labors of 

the office had increased in that proportion. 

“ During the last five years of his term of office the claimant received for salary 
and expenses $16,710.42; he paid out for clerk-hire $13,051, while ee was 
allowed him by the Department for that purpose, making $8,726 t he paid 
out of his own pocket. Since his resignation the Postmaster-General has al 
lowed him $1,400 of his claim for clerk-hire for 1883, which reduces his claim to 


d ry ving : his 
en gi as 
wance for 
clerk-hire. 

“In compliance with an order from the Post-Office Department Inspector 
James A. Small examined the office at Fargo for the year 1882, and under the 
date of March 12, made his report. He says: 

“* The work of the office is increasing daily, and it will soon be necessary 
to have the office remodeled and enlarged to meet the requirements of this won- 
derful, fast-growing town. Mr. Grant, the present incumbent, has expended 
considerable money in fitting up the office. He has also been to extra expense 
for clerk-hire, light, —_ sa Ariran eer : roti aac nee Sy FN 
The clerks at present emplo: are ke at work each day from in 
mei Eroina ab ht. Itis safe tosay that the work inthe 

over 
pear take favorable consid- 
that Mr. Grant has been to in conducting 
, and that he be reimbursed to the following 


xtraordinary 
the work of the Fargo post-o! 


amounts, namely; 


140 00 
55 32 


we 2,116 14 


* * ~ s * s. * 
“tI also recommend that the present allowance for clerk-hire, &c., be increased 

from $2, 100 to $5, 400 per annum, namely: i 

Clerk-hire.,......s.eseeoseceesccesosoceceossossso>esessososensescocseseseseoseenosostseoesosesssnsssesess S0 110 00 


Fuel....ssssesseseesesseseesesssssosssssseesosesesoesessosssneossstesesses: 340 00 
Light.....eesececcoosioss ee. 100 00 
Water.......... aléodooabuenasicesaenees aesseee x 50 00 
for the 1882. rE 

x is onl r the year 
i Taa N. ner, First Assistant P. eneral, while Mr. Grant was 
at o, ays praa, Mr. Grant’s for ——_ cr gy san 
clerk-hire were refused so) onthe ition that appropriation for 
that purpose would not admis of it, and that the merits of the case were never 

ined. 


tal of $8, 
so that his fice might be properly n 

“ But, as Í stated above, after eda proes the Postmaster-General paid him 
Ba oar ee of the balance of the appropriation toward his claim, thus 
red tto 
iz; Tonadtatals after Mr, Grant’s resignation, and upon the recommendation of 
Inspector J. E. $5,460 was allowed his successor annually for clerk-hire. 

“James A. Small, who made gn examination of the office in 1852, recommended 
that $2,169.41 be paid Mr. Grant for the year 1882; that being the amount ex- 
pended by him in excess of the allowance for that year. 

* Your committeethink that Mr. Grant paid his money in honest endeavors to 
administer his office so‘as to properly meet the demands of a rapidly wing 
town; that he was not allowed jini A pee money for clerk-hire from the Post- 
Office Department of an honest belief in that Department that ap- 
propriation for eral clerk-hire was not sufficient to permit additional pay- 
ments, and not use the Department did not consider his demands just and 
proper. 


on Postmaster- Genera] Gresham, in a letter under the date of February 6, 1554, to 
Hon. James M. R1Gos, of the House of Representatives; says: $ 


“£I am of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and that itshould receive tho 
favorable consideration of Congress.’ 
“ Your committee are therefore of the opinion that the claim is just, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill.” 
The present bill calls for $376 less than the bill before the Forty-eighth Con- 
ss, and for the following reason : Under date of January 10,1885, Postmaster- 
eneral Hatton approved and allowed the entire amount of Grant's claim, and 
referred it to the Sixth Auditor. The Auditor included it in his report to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who reported it to the House of Representatives in 
his regular estimate for deficiencies for the year 1885 and prior years. When 
this estimate came before the House Committee on Appropriations the amounts 
allowed Grant for the years 1879, 1880, 1881, and 1882-were struck out and only 
the amount for 1883 allowed to remain. 
The course of that committee seems inexplicable, for the Postmastet-General 
had reported the whole amount for payment in one order. 
Your committee think the merits of the claim are unchanged, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCKS W. DYER. 
The bill (S. 1071) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $100 to 
Frances W. Dyer, administratrix of the estate of William P. Dyer, late 
of Belfast, Me., deceased, being the amount deposited with the clerk 


of the United States court for the district of Alabama by William P. 
Dyer on. his recognizance to appear and answer to a suit for an all 
violation of section 5347 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in which said suit the entry of nolle prosequi was made, and the sum of 
$100 was covered into the Treasury. AR 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be erfgrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WETMORE & BROTHER. 


The bill (S. 211) for the relief of Wetmore & Brother, of Saint Louis, 
Mo., which was reported adversely from the Committee on Claims Feb- 
ruary 18, 1886, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


AMERICAN BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS FOR FOREIGN MISSIONS. 


' The bill (S. 472) for the relief of the American Board of Commission- 
ers for Foreign Missions, Rey. Worcester Willey, and Esther Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to Worcester Willey of $10,000; to the American Board of Commissi 
ers for Foreign Missions of $2,000; and to Esther Smith of $500, in full 
of all their respective claims against the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr, PIKE 
February 18, 1886; 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 472) for the relief 
of the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, Rev, Worcester 
Willey, and Esther Smith, having considered the same, adopt the favorable 
report made are Senate Committee on Claims of the Forty-cighth Con, 

by Mr. Pixs, the following of which isa copy, and recommend the 
passage of the accompanying bill: : 
“ [Senate Report No. 683, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 565) for the relief 
of Rev. Worcester Willey, make the following report: 

“It appears by the e ce in this case that the American board of missions 
commenced their labors among the Cherokees as ayas 1817. After the re- 
moval of the Cherokees to the Indian Territory the said board established a 
mission at Dwight Station, in the Cherokee country; that at different times 

r they established missions at Park Hill, id, and Lee’s Creek, in 
the said Cherokee country; that at the time the said board commenced mission- 
ary labors among the Cherokees it was promised by the Government that the 
board and their missionary laborers should be f niger in their persons and 
property by the Government; that for years p r to 1864 the mission stations 

nder eral ev. Worcester Willey; that they 


were u See of the 
had in use and accumula! in connection with these various missions a 
amount of ; that on or about the 3d day of December, 1863, the 
sai ican sold and conveyed to the said Rev. Worcester Willey all 
the property at Station to his sole use and benefit; that the balance of 
property bel gto the board at Park Hill, Fairfield, and Lee’s Creek re- 
the rty of the said board; that the work of the mission had been 
carried on at all the mission stations under the direction of the said Willey until 
in the year 1864; that in that the property belonging to the said Willey, to 
the American board, and to rSmi a teacher, was taken and for the most 


forces wane the orders of the officers of the vari- 

illey 
board, $5,516.75, and to Esther Smith, agen 
owners. 


“That the thirtieth article of the treaty of July 19, 1866, provided that ‘the 
United States agree to pay tothe proper claimants all losses of property by mis- 
sionaries or missio: societies from their being ordered or driven from the 
country by United ig errr and from their property being taken and oc- 
cupied or destroyed by the United States troops, not exceeding in the te 
ope be on eee eee 
2, 1867, app ‘for a onaries or 
missionary societi ts of United States, 

that there had been in the said 


vian 


2 panna others; 
that ty some mistake i 
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$20,000 ; that the Secretary of the Interior allowed and paid the following sums 
out of the $20,000 appropriated under the treaty, to wit: 

To the American Baptist Missionary Union..... oie 

To Rey. J. B. Jones. SERASI EAR 


To Evan Jones c...e. 818 00 
To the Moravian boa 3,279 69 
To Rev. G. Bishop.. 377 63 
To Rey. E. J. Mack 1,243 68 

20, 000.00 


“And that he has paid thejwhole of the said sum, as above stated. _ 

“Your committee find that the personal press? belonging to thesaid Willey 
and the American board consisted of cattle, hogs, and crops to a considerable 
amount in value, and from the statements made by John M. Taylor of the Sec- 
ond Kansas Cavalry, Colonel Williams of the First Kansas Infan: General 
John M. Thayer, Col. William A. Phillips, and Lieutenant-Colonel Hoyt, that 
they and their commands were encamped near Dwight Station ; that they were 
com ed to subsist on the country, and that cattle were taken from said Dwight 
Station and the other stations above named and used for food for their com- 
mands by their orders, and that a large amount of other property found there 
consisting of crops, household property, and family stores, were also taken an 


used, 

“ It further appears from the testimony of the claimant that he had knowledge 
that a very large proportion of the property belonging to himatthe said Dwight 
Station, tothe said American at the other stations, and to the said Esther 
pagoda taken by the direction of the officers of the military forces and used 

‘or supplies, 

“The claimants ask to be allowed their respective claims— 

Ave 1) Because rissa were promised protection in their persons and property by 

e Government. 

“(2) That the porus of the treaty was to give this indemnity to all the mis- 
sionaries and mi nary societies who had been sufferersin the Cherokee coun- 
try, but that the amount stipulated and appropriated proved inadequate. 

“ (3) That the claimants in justice ought not to be the only sufferers. 

“ (4) That aside from this the claimants were loyal citizens whose property has 
been taken by the order of Federal officers and used for military and commis- 


sary stores. 

“The committee are of the opinion that the claim is a just one, but that the 
value of the property,as recited in the schedules annexed to the testimony, is 
too high, and they recommend that $10,000 be allowed Worcester Willey, that 
$500 be r Smith, and that $2,000 be allowed the American Board of 
Commissioners for Foreign Missions in full of their respective claims. 

“The committee therefore report a bill for that ghee and recommend its 
passage ; and they further recommend that the bill committed to them be in- 
definitely postponed.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims why this claim was not presented to the Southern 
Claims Commission? y 

Mr. PIKE. I am not very well informed about the condition of 
things under that law. This occurred in the Cherokee country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ito everything. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave known a great may ven pps through here 
that did not seem to me to be exactly the thing. we are going to 
pass them in this loose manner, we might as well open the doors and 
pass them all. This report goes not show the name of an officer who 
took this property; it does not show any cause for taking it; it does not 
show anything that is necessary according to the rules established dur- 
ing the war which would entitle these es to onecent. It does not 
show that the property was within the part of the Cherokee Nation 
that was not in rebellion against the Government, or anything that 
would be necessary in order to give compensation. We know very well 
that the Cherokee Nation was in open revolt against the Government. 
The troops were sent there. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Mlinois will pardon me for calling 
his attention to this statement in the report: i 

From the statements made by John M. Taylor, of the Second 
Colonel Willi of the First Kansas Infan 
William A. P] ips, and Lieutenant-Colonel 
mands were encamped near Dwight ion; 


sist on the country, and that cattle were taken 
the other stations above-named. 


Mr. LOGAN. . Exactly; “ encamped near Dwight’s Station;’’ but it 
does not show what troops or under what orders. It may have been 
done by Indians; it may have been done by parties not connected with 
the Army at all, and even if they were connected with the Army that 
would not justify payment unless the property was taken under the 
law when that country was in rebellion. 

I must confess that the character of reports which have been made 
here for some time about claims is astonishing. There is no law to 
justify a payment of this kind unless the report shows that the taking 
has been brought within the law that applies in a state of war. No 
such thing is shown here, so far as I see. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, another very notable feature about 
this matter is found in the second paragraph of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, No. 683, made to the Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session, which recites: 


Kansas Cavalry, 

General John M. Thayer, Col. 
oyt, that they and their com- 
they were compelled to sub- 
from said Dwight Station and 


nts, an 
nited States troo) 


It subsequently appéars— 
That the act of March 2, 1867— 
Nine or ten months after the treaty— 


appropriati “for the payment of losses of property by missionaries or mis- 
nary societies, on accountof the troops and agents of the United States, treaty 
July 19, 1866, thirtieth article, $20,000.” 


So that under that treaty the Government proceeded to ascertain what i 
damages had accrued, and paid for them. ‘The report goes on to say: 


Thattherehad been in the said Cherokee country missionaries and missionary 
stations of several other religious denominations than that of the American 
board; that soon after the said 2d este aicamaror claims were l poe i for pay- 
mont to the Secretary of the Interior by the said Willey for himself, and by the 
said Esther Smith and the said American board; that ms were also presented 
J. B. and Evan Jones, their mis- 


by. the American Baptist Missionary, Union b; 
0) ishop and E. J. Mack, their mis- 


naries, and by the Moravian board, by G. 
sidnaries, and perhaps others. 


Now this is the singular statement: 
That by some mistake or misapprehension neither the said Willey nor Esther 
eg nor the said American board have ever received any portion of the said 


,000. 


That is, after the provisions of the treaty had been fully executed 
by the Government, after the amounts that were to be paid had been 
ascertained and the sums appropriated by Congress, these parties then 
came in and set up their damages which had been agreed to by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and by some mistake or misapprehension on the 
part of these persons who had had their day in court and been paid so 
far as the Government could pay them, they failed to get the money to 
which they were entitled. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas will pause; 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. 1532) to late commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that that bill be informally laid aside to allow 
the Committee on Appropriations to go on with the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Post-Office appropriation bill be con- 


tinued. $ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatorderismade. The Chair will 


mee this occasion to present® message from the President of the United 
tates. 
PORT OF OMAHA—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I herewith return without my approval Senate bill No. 141, entitled “An act to | 
extend the provisions of the act of June 10,1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
pu , to the a of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska,” 

The statute which was passed June 10, 1880, referred to in the title of this bill, 


ion. ` 

The seventh section of said act contained the nanies of more than seventy 
ports or places to which imported merchandise might be thus immediately 
shipped. One ofthe places thus named is “* Omaha, in Nebraska.” 

But it was declared in a proviso which was made a part of this section that the 
privilege of immediate transportation contemplated by the act should * not ex- 
tend to any place at which there are not the necessary officers for the appraise- 
ment of me dise and the collection of duties.” 

Because there were no such officers at Omaha the privilege mentioned was 
withheld from hero prod by the Treasury De ent. 

The bill submi to me for cade! Np es that these privileges conferred 
by the act of June 10, 1880, be “exten: to the port of Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska, as provided for as to the ports mentioned in section 7 of said act.” 

I can not see that ork gy gd this legislation, 

If the circumstances should warrant such a course, the authority which with- 
holds such privil from any of the places mentioned in the law of 1880 can 
confer the same without the nid of a new statute. This cores is sustained by 
an opinion of the Attorney-General, dated in February, 1885. 

If the 1} tion now proposed should become operative the eaten. pas ex- 
tended to the city of Omaha would still be subject to the proviso attached to the 
seventh section of the law of 1880; and such newly: ted privileges would be 
liable to immediate withdrawal gf rea Secretary of the Treasury. ps 

Thus, if the design of this bill is to restore to the city named the privileges 
permitted by the law of 1880, it seems to be entirely unnecessary—since the 
power of such restoration is now fully vested in the Treasury Department. If 
the object sought is to bestow such privileges entirely free from the operation 
of tie proviso above recited, the language of the bill does not accomplish that 
resu! 

I understand that the Government has not now at Omaha "the n of- 
ficers for the appraisement of merchandise and the collection of duties,” which 
by such proviso are necessary in order to secure to any place the advan of 
immediate transportation, In the absence of such officers the proposed legis- 
lation would be nugatory and inoperative. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive Mansion, Washinglon, April 30,1886, 
PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. ALLISON. LIentera motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn., 


was this morning. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GRAY inthe chair). The motion 
will be entered. The Chair lays before the Senate the regular order, 


being the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

Mr. HOAR. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to let us go on and 
finish the motion to reconsider the Montgomery case. Let us settle it. 
The Senator from New Hampshire has made a report in that case; the 
Senate agreed, to enable him to go home on account of ill health, that 
they would consider the cases reported by him at a particular time. 
The report was read, nobody objected, and the case passed. Now it 
seems to me, as to the Montgomery case, if any Senator had demanded 
an explanation, he could have had it. It is not fair to enter a motion to 
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reconsider after it has passed. I think if the Senator from Maine who 
is entitled to the floor will yield — 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to take the sense of the Senate about that. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to consider the motion 
to reconsider the Montgomery case. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that require unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
has the floor on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. I know nothing about the case, but it does seem one 
that will give rise to debate; and in the absence of the Senator from 
Kansas who is managing the Post-Office appropriation bill, and who ex- 
pects to go on with it with the hope that he may finish it to-night, I 
shall not consent to yield. 

Mr. HOAR. Pardon me one moment. The bill about the Ameri- 
can Missionary Association I know nothing about; I do not think I was 
present in committee when it was considered; butthe Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery case I do know something about, and there arein that report 
eertain objections and counter-claims, so that a person hastily reading 
it might suppose that those objections were overruled by the commit- 
tee. The committee steered clear of all that by denying all the portion 
of the claim to which they could possibly relate. We give the man 
whose steamboat was sent out of the country and brought in use by the 
United States at the request of the authorities pay only after it was or- 
dered to be restored till it was surrendered to him. It was given back 
to him, and the time after it was ordered to be given back by the de- 
cision of the court is all the committee have allowed him, as I under- 
stand. Let us have the sense of the Senate on that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought tosay one word as I made the motion 
to reconsider. My attention was not called to the bill until after it had 

from the consideration of the Senage. Then I read the report of 
which the Senator from Massachusetts speaks, and I find many things in 
it that require consideration. I find it pretty well ear-marked by some- 
body, and it seemed to me that it was a case which justified the Senate 
in making an excmination of it and requiring of the committee who 
made the report an explanation of the circumstances, 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if my friend will pardon me, that is right. It 
ought to be explained; it ought to be understood by every Senator. 
It ought to be examined as much as it deserves. It was reached on the 
Calendar weeks ago; the report was read; then on the objection of a 
single Senator, under the rule, it passed over. Then it came up again, 
in the first place, on the request of the Senator from New Hampshire 
made a few days ago that the cases which he had reported should be 
taken up at this time. It was reached again, and then passed by the 
Senate, the report being read. 

Now, my appeal is not on the merits of the bill. It is that it is not 
fair that it should not be disposed of by the Senate at this time, and I 
wish to say in one word that in my judgment there is no greater ex- 
hibition of human injustice in the conduct of any government that I 
know of on the face of the earth than in the conduct of this Govern- 
mentin regard to the treatment of private claims. I do not refer to 
my honorable friend from Iowa, to whom the remark does not apply 
that I am going to make least of all men in the world; but it does 
seem to me as if there had been and were men in-public life who 
thought they could get a cheap reputation for honesty and for being 
watch-dogs of the Treasury by interposing objection to every claim, 
whatever its merits. 

There are men who come here year after year, and women, widows 
and orphans, who live and die with claims as good against this Govern- 
ment as the claim of the holder of a Government bond; and they are put 
off day after day and Congress after Congress by the Senate never find- 
ing time when it can take them up and consider them. I say that it 
is my duty as a Senator, when a man comes to the Government of the 
United States and says that Government owes him five or ten thou- 
sand dollars to look into it and not to be afraid to pay it and deal with 
it fairly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Post-Office appropriation bill is 
before the Senate. á 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, when the debate rested last evening I 
was referring to the commerce of Spanish and Portuguese America and 
was proceeding to give some figures bringing out more in detail the 
facts touching that commerce. 

Mr. PIKE. I appeal to the Senator from Maine to yield to see 
whether the Senate will dispose of the motion to reconsider the Mont- 


gomery case. 

Mr. HALE. I amin the hands of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] who has charge of the appropriation bill. Ido not wish to in- 
terfere with the Senator from New Hampshire. I do not know how 
long it will take to do what he wishes. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, under the 
rules the motion to reconsider is not debatable, and I suppose we can 
come to a vote at once if the Senator will kindly yield. 

\ Mr. HALE. I leave the matter entirely in the hands of the Senator 
from Kansas. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. This appropriation bill has so far got along that I 
think it.ought to be disposed of, 
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Mr. PIKE. Iask that unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HARRIS. What does the Senator ask to take up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of what bill? 

Mr. PIKE, The American missionary and Worcester Willey bill. 


AMERICAN BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS FOR FOREIGN MISSIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 225, being the bill (S. 472) for 
the relief of the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, 
Rev. Worcester Willey, and Esther Smith. 

Mr. HALE. That is the bill the Senate was considering when 2 
o’clock came. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill the title of 
which has just been read shall be resumed. Fs there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to proceed with the consideration of the bill 
whose title has just been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill can not 
be considered now. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there could be any chance of these bills being dis- 
posed of within some reasonable period of time I should not interpose 
an objection, but if the whole day is to be consumed, as I see it will 
be under the way it is now going, I feel as though it is my duty toin- 
sist on the Post-Office appropriation bill going on. I have no objection 
to taking up the bill if that be the only bill, or I have no objection to 
allowing a reasonable space of time to the Committee on Claims if they 
will settle what time they want, but we ought to get through the ap- 
propriation bill this afternoon. 
ee HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire only asks for one 

ill, 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I shall not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 472) for the relief of the American Board of Commissioners 
for Foreign Missions, Rev. Worcester Willey, and Esther Smith. 

Mr. PIKE. In answer to the objection of the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LoGAn] that this would be unprecedented without there being 
any military officers’ names who ordered the taking of the supplies, I 
ask him to examine the report, and he wil find that the explanation is 
there. I will read it: 


Your committee find that the personal property belonging to the said Willey 
and the American board consisted of cattle, hogs, and crops to a considerable 
amount in value, and from the statements made by John „M, Taylor of the 
Second Kansas Cavalry, Colonel Williams of the First Kansas Infantry, Gen- 
eral John M. Thayer, Col, William A. Phillips, and Lieutenant-Colonel Hoyt, 
that they and their commands were encam near Dwight Station, that they 
were compelled to subsist on the country, and that cattle were taken from said 
Dwight Station and the other stations above named and used for food for their 
commands by their orders, and that a large amount of other property found 
ipera oy psi of crops, household property, and family stores, were also 
taken and used. ? 


That is as specific as it could be that this property for which claim 
is made here was, as the committee found, taken by order of United 
States officers and used for the benefit of the Army. 

The idea that the American board of missions, that has been out there 
civilizing and Christianizing the Indians, should not receive compensa- 
tion for their property taken and used by the United States is absurd. 
A treaty was made by which $20,000 was appropriated to pay these 
missionaries and others of other denominations. It does not appear 
that Mr. Willey and the American board, or this school teacher, Esther 
Smith, was any party to it or agreed to it. The $20,000 was paid, but 
the $20,000 was paid to others and they got nothing. Their property 
was all taken, and a very large amount of it was used for the benefit 
of the United States Army, and they ask to be paid for it. That is 
the whole case. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that I need say anything, but I knew 
this Mr. Willey. He was born in the same town where I was born. 
He is now an old man, very nearly eighty years, over seventy at least. 
He is one of a family of six brothers who were clergymen, and he him- 
self, like the others, is one of the very best men I haye ever known. 
He has given his whole life to the service of God andofhumanity. After 
having been a missionary among the Cherokees for about twenty yearsin 
charge of the missions of the American board there, he had accumu- 
lated a small property, the war came on, and the property was taken 
by the command of the Government and appropriated and used for the 
sustenance, maintenance, and accommodation of the Army. The man 
was left so destitute that some part of the same year he was obliged to 
live in a den in the earth. He has been a very poor man ever since. 
He continued his missionary and clerical labors until recently, and now 
he is in abject porey. He has nothing, only what he may get from 
the Government for this just claim, for his maintenance in his old age. 
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There was a Hstoflike cases. An appropriation was formerly made 
which covered a portion of them—I mean cases of missionary and other 
organizations—and the entire fund was exhausted before reaching this 
case of Mr. Willey, which is precisely of the same nature, and if any 
of them ought to lave been paid surely this ought to be. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


* Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
tion of the Post-Office appropriation bill. e 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the regular order be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be pursued unless 
objection be made. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
the pending question being on the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, under the head of ‘‘Office of the Superin- 
tendent of Foreign Mails,” after line 99, section 1, to insert: 

For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and registered 

ips, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in „and a 
pav speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the Republics of Mexico, 
tral and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and J; 
$800,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for proposals,such contract or contracts with such American steam- 
ships for a term of not less than five years, and at a rate of compensation not 
exceeding for each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance, in the most 
direct and feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Twothings, Mr. President, are noticeable whenever any 
person begins to investigate this subject of the commerce of Spanish 
and Portuguese America: first its magnitude, and second the small pro- 
portion of it which we control. The total annual commerce of Central 
and South America amounts to the great sum of $850,000,000. The 
merchandise and products imported into those states from other coun- 
tries amount to $420,000,000 annually. Of this large sum the United 
States, their near neighbor, their sister Republic, no ocean lying be- 
tween them, with similarity of institutions, and with a desire on the 
part of these nations for continued acquaintance and for more extensive 
mercantile and commercial relations, only furnishes $40,000,000, or 
about 10 per cent. 

Mr. INGALLS. What are the principal articles? 

Mr. HALE. I will come to thatin a moment. We take, on the 
other hand, and pay for, from these countries $90,000,000 per year of 
their products; and the tables, which have been carefully prepared by 
the commission, show that in the twenty years between 1865 and 1884, 
inclusive, the total exports from the United States into these countries 
amounted to $442,048,975, while the imports into the United States 
from these countries, for which we paid, amounted in the same time 
to $1,185,828,579, or an excess of imports or a balance of trade against 


us of $765,992,219. 

Mr. BUTLER. In what length of time? 

Mr. HALE. Twenty years up to 1884. We were sending to them 
railway iron, machinery, farming implements, cotton and woolen goods, 
provisions, canned meats, flour, boots and shoes, sewing-machines, pe- 
troleum, and many ether articles which Ido not name because the 
amount of each was small. We take from them and pay this enor- 
mous sum, Icaving this immense balance of trade against us in the 
twenty years of nearly $800,000,000, coffee, hides, rubber, wool, sugar, 
dye-woods, fruits, and other less important articles. 

Now, Mr. President, that is not a pleasant thing to contemplate. 
This immense commerce lying at our door has drifted into Euro 
hands, and until now little or no attempt has been made to arrest that 
drift. It isnot a pleasing thing to take up in detail the countries lying 
south of us and see how it is that even where we had trade it has gone 
from us and has fallen into European hands. Take the Central Amer- 
ican trade, the states lying between Mexico and the Isthmus. Between 
1863 and 1882, twenty years, the United States exported into the states 
of Central America $20,880,010 worth, and imported and paid for from 
them, $47,025,287, or a balance against us of $26,145,277. We take 
from them rubber, hides, drugs, fruits, and some sugar and cocoa. 

Take the Argentine Republic, and this is an interesting people. It 
has a commerce that has a steady and rapid growth, increasing more 
largely proportionately than that of any other South American state, 
with perhaps the exception of Chili. Itisanation with great resources 
in itself. ‘The people there are full of enterprise. They are already 
under contract for building in the near future $60,000,000 worth of 
new railways, and in the twenty years between 1865 and 1884, inclu- 
sive, the United States only exported into that country $40,000,000 in 
round numbers. Great Britain in the same time exported $251,000,- 
000 and odd, and France $313,000,000, while the balance of trade 
was against us during these years to the extent that our <xports of 
$46,819,836 were set against our imports of $109,751,946, showing a 
balance against us of over $62,000,000, and in the last year the harbors 
of this country and of the region around the mouth of the La Plata 
were not visited by a single American steam-vessel and only by a few 
sailing craft, 


Mr. FRYE. Can you give the number of English, French, and 
German vessels that went there? - 

Mr. HALE. ‘Twenty-one lines of steamships, sailing from forty- 
five to sixty vessels a month, between Buenos Ayres and, the ports of 
Europe. We have no steamship communication with the Argentine 
Republic whatever. During ths last year, out of the immense shipping 
represented in the harbor of that metropolis, there were no steamers 
from the United States.” : 

Take the case of Brazil, the greatest of the South American countries. 
The balance of trade against us in twenty years, between 1865 and 1884, 
inclusive, in our commerce with Brazil is $580,000,000. We have fur- 
nished to them of our products and in return have taken from them theirs 
and have paid them more than we have given to them—$580, 000,000, 
That is the balahce of trade against us in twenty years. 

The average value of merchandise imported from all countries into 
Brazil is about $140,000,000 annually, and of this the United States 
only furnishes about $8,000,000. Great Britain farnishes 45 per cent, 
of the whole, more than $60,000,000; France, about 17 per cent. i 

Here are some of the lists of articles which show this great balance 
against us. ' 

The United States furnished to Brazil in the year 1883 of thearticle 
of coal $2,823 worth, and Great Britain during that same year furnished 
to the Brazilians $1,020,480 worth. With all our immense supplies of 
this article, with which we could furnish the fuel for the world for cent- 
uries, we only furnished to Brazil in that year a little more than $2,000 
against over a million by Great Britain. 

In cotton goods we furnished $612,828, while Great Britain furnished 
$15,778,098. Of manufactures of flax we furnished $49,019; Great 
Britain, $1,446,572. Of iron and steel manufactures $1,034,648 were 
furnished by the United States against $5,674,407 by Great. Britain; 
of manufactures of leather, $36,248 for us, and $990,383 for Great 
Britain; of wearing apparel, $17,172 for the United States, and $367,- 
346 for Great Britain; of woolen goods, $2,842 sold by us to the Bra- 
zilians, and $1,618,310 by Great Britain. 

France in that same year furnished $1,816,000 worth of leather man- 
ufactures to the Brazilians against our $36,000. 

Take Chili, which is called the yankee-land of South America, whose 
people are bright, enterprising, brave, warlike, whose trade and com- 
merce is ly increasing from year to year. From 1863 to 1882, in- 
clusive, the United States furnished in round numbers of the imports 
into Chili about $40,000,000, while Great Britain furnished in round 
numbers about $160,000,000, and France about as much as Great 
Britain. | 

I might go on, but I do not wish to weary the Senate with the statis- 
tics of other countries. They all tell the same story. Bolivia in the 
last year does not appear in our returns as having had any commerce . 
with the United States. Everything has dropped out, and yet she has 
a large trade. Peru, the States of Colombia, Venezuela, and other 
South American countries tell the same story with Brazil and the 
Argentine Republic. 

Now, Mr. President, all this is with people who are not unfriendly 
tous. Itis with nations whose history is to some degree similar to 
ours, who revolted from a condition of colonial dependence upon Eu~, 
Topean powers and set up governments of their own, republican insti-, 
tutions, modeling their constitutions Jargely upon ours and with a nate 
ural tendency in our direction, a tendency shown in every possible 
practical way. The commission say after their investigation, after 
visiting these countries, and after conferences upon the subject-matter 
of their mission, the opening and extending of American commerce; 

Political, geographical, and commercial considerations all favor an increased 
trade between the Argentine people and those of the United States; and their 
desire to seek our markets, instead of being driven to those of Europe, is shown 
by the fact that, since 1877,an offer of a subsidy had been made by the Argen- 
tine Government to any company that will-establish direct steamship commu- 
nication with the United States. 

I desire Senators to bear in mind the emphasis that is placed not only, 
here in what I am reading but elsewhere, all through, not only by the 
commission but by merchants and consuls, and by officials of these gov- 
ernments, upon * direct communication’’—steamship communication ' 
thatis regular, that can be depended upon, that has speed and frequency, | 


The commission was informed by gentlemen engaged in trade with Central 
America that the principal obstacle in the way of an increased trade between the 
United States those countries is the lack of communication, 


In the course of the investigations which the commission made they 
took the statement of the Brazilian consul-general, Mr. Mendonca, in | 
New York, which is found on pages 62 and 63 of their report. A most 
interesting interview it was, and he winds up as follows: 


Many other things have been brought to my attention, and I hope to send to 
you some information in writing, giving my general views of the affairs; andI 
am sure that the Government of Brazil, as my minister has said to you, will re- 
ceive the commission with cordiality, and I think you will beable on your 
return to tell us something in confirmation of the views which I have ex: 
to-day. The desire of all intelligent Brazilians in that trade between coun- 
try’and Brazil will be an exchange of products, instead of an exportation of 


about $45,000,000 a year and an importation of about $90,000,000. 


Mr. Thomas R. Lombard, who has been for years engaged in com- 
mercial pursuits in Central America and in South America, and fora 
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time a resident there, came before the commission. Speaking about 
the feeling in Central America, in Honduras especially, he said: 

The Americans in Honduras to-day stand better than other people, as far as 

respect for usis concerned. They have not much respect for our Government, 
because they say any one of the Spanish governments can whip us with our 
Navy, but for the Americans, personally, they have a t respect, and every- 
thing they can do, the Government or the people individually” they do for us; 
and | think if the American merchants would send their men in there to seek 
the trade, and would be willing to give the credits that the English do, they 
would get the balance of the trade very quickly, All of them want, especially, 
American cotton goods. They do not like the English; they say there is too 
much starch in them, and when they wash it out they are all rags instead of 
good cloth. Wedo not try to get the trade, and they do not seek us, 
_ Mr. President, with this condition of affairs, with this large and grow- 
ing commerce near to our doors, with a friendly people or peoples seek- 
ing to promote an increased commercial intercourse, the practical ques- 
tion arises—and it is a fair question, it is a question which Senators 
have asked themselves and have asked me—how do subsidies tend to 
open new commercial fields? I recognize the force of that inquiry, I 
recognize the honest skepticism in the minds of Senators and others 
upon this question, how it is that subsidies to steamship lines will re- 
sult in the sending of more and more of our products to any country 
when we subsidizea line. Thatis a fair question and ought to be met 
fairly and squarely. j 

In the first place, as I have already said, it is what has invariably 
been resorted to by every government seeking to extend its commerce 
and to furnish new and increased markets for the products of its labor. 
I know of no exception, I know of no case where any European coun- 
try has become alarmed by its internal condition and by the effect of 
overproduction of goods more than its own people can consume, where 
that European country has looked out to build up a trade, that it has 
not at once, as a matter of couse, resorted to subsidies, because it has 
realized what the commission refers to and what is referred to in this 
investigation everywhere, the necessity for ‘‘ direct communication,” 
for stated and communication, for speedy and frequent commu- 
nication between the ports where. the goods are shipped and the ports 
where the markets are found. 

Instances have been found where, when a trade had so been built up 
and where the people receiving the products and the goods had learned 
to rely upon direct and stated and lar communications, the subsi- 
dies have been gradually lessened, furnishing in this as in other fields 
of political economy an instance of a great industry that may be helped 
and shored up at first, at last becoming self-sustaining. But I know of 
no instance where the iment has been tried and where increased 
trade and commerce and increased markets have been sought that it has 
not been bégun by subsidizing lines of steamers in order to increase the 
communication between the two countries. This should go fora great 
deal in proving that we must resort to subsidies. 

This subject was considered by this most intelligent commission very 
carefully, and I shall read some of theirconclusions. Speaking of the 
enormous difference of trade, the balance against us, and of our small 
exportations, compared with those of European countries, the commis- 
sion say: 

The causes which have produced this enormous difference in trade are evi- 
dent. The commercial supremacy of England and France in South America 
was achieved by the same agency that developed our own great West—govern- 
menta! aid and encouragement. - 

The illustration is most pat and pertinent, that in these years when 
the United States has been engaged in building up internal commerce 
it took the same course that the European countries have taken in build 
ing up foreign commerce. Said the commission: í 

The broad carth-ocean which stretches between the Mississippi Valley and the 
Pacific slope would haye been an insurmountable obstacle to even American en- 
terprise had not this Government by of lands and guarantees of bonds laid 
a foundation upon which private capital was secure. 

By the same means the commerce of the Argentine Confederation and its bis- 
ter states in South America has been swept into the lap of England and France. 
At the outset a liberal compensation for trans: ion was paid in order to en- 
courage regular and rapid steam communication, and it is still kept up by both 
countries. These steamship lines— 

And this is an important point— 
also received subsidies from several of the South American governments under 
restrictions which protected the public but offered a generous profit to their 
projectors. > 

In investigating the condition of commerce in Central America, the 

commission say: 

The commission was informed by | agen engaged in trade with Central 
America that the principal obstacle in the way of-an increased trade between 
the United States and those countries is the lack of communication, 

France has realized this to.a remarkable extent. During the past 
fifteen years France has paid in the encouragement of steamship lines 
$70,166,670 in subsidies, and the result has been shown in the growth 
of her commerce, which began when she began to subsidize and has 
continued with the continuation of that policy, so that in 1883 it had 
risen to 667,474 tons. The French Government pays $4,600,000 an- 
nually to steamers which carry its mails. It pays $1,714,604 to the 
Oriental line; $728,000 to the South American line; $950,000 to the 
Mediterranean line; $790,000 to the Mexican.and West Indian line, and 
$500.000 to the New York one; and yet Senators object to our paying 
in all $800,000. 

Mx. Edward Shippen, the consul at Philadelphia of the Republic of 


” 


“us. 


Chili, in a most intelligent interview which he had with the commis- 
sion in going over this subject said: _ TF. 

I think that the blame for the existing condition of things rests partly with 
us and partly with the Government. In the present condition of trade it does 
seem to me that the Government should extend every ble facility toward 
the encouragement of our commercial relations with South America. We 
should as the British Government does, as the Belgian, the German, and per- 


haps some other governments do, subsidize lines of steamers, and thus se- 
eurc— 


The same phrase— 
direct ocean communication, of which we are now destitute. 

So much for the uses of subsidies.’ Now another difficulty is met in 
the way which ought to be fairly treated, and that is in the proposi- 
tion that we have no commerce or little commerce with those countries 
because we can not furnish goods as cheaply as Great Britain and other 
European countries. That is a subject which was investigated as it 
should have been by this commission most carefully and exhaustively; 
because'while it is claimed by the Senator from Kentucky and others 
who agree with him and who are of his school of belief that one great 
reason why we have no more commerce is that we can not compete 
with European nations, still there are others of another school of 
thought who believe that the protective system has so stimulated in- 
dustry here and has made competition so great that we can furnish 
better goods, in many cases for the same price, than are produced abroad, 
with the difference in our favor when American lines are established 
of cheaper freight, which is a large consideration in this subject, than 
can be furnished by farther distant European nations. 

Let us look at this for a moment and see what the statistics show. 

The commission say, speaking of the Argentine Confederation again: 

The imports of the Argentine Confederation consist of merchandise which, 


almost without exception, can be and is produced in this country and sold at 
figures as low, if not lower, than in Europe. 
Speaking of the trade in cotton goods, they say: 

The ptincipal import into Central America is cotton goods, which the manu- 
facturers of the United States can furnish in quality and price equal to those 
now purchased from England. But during the year 1880 England sold Central 
America 31,476,000 yards of cotton cloth, while the United States sold that coun- 
try but 688,000 yards. The difference in price was in favor of the United States 
on printed cottons, the rege pb being 7.14 cents per yard, while the price paid 
England for the same sort of goods was 7.15 cents per yard. For plain goods 


England gave a little better fi; the average price being 5.23 cents per yard, 
while the price in the United States was 6.89 cents per ene 


But the facilities for regular transportation which had been built up 
by the English system of subsidies, the many lines that furnished the 
swift steamers that plied between the English ports and the ports of 
Central America, enabled Great Britain to furnish to the peoples of Cen- 
tral America in that way 31,476,000 yards of cotton cloth, while we, 
furnishing the same or better goods at less price, only sent them 688,- 
000 yards. 

Mr. PLATT., What is the difference in time between the United 
States and Great Britain to the ports of Central America? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know what the difference in time would be, 
but certainly several days. 

Mr. Curtis, one of the commission, in his report upon this very sub- 
ject, after examining the statistics, said: 

The assertion that we can not compete with Manchester prices is absurd. The 
only reason we are undersold is that we send an honest fabric to compete with 
a dishonest one; butas i as the English manufacturers send cargoes of pipe- 
elay and starch to the tropical countries our exporters*must furnish the same 
article or be undersold. There is a grim humor in the fact that the popularity 
ofour cotton isso great that nearly every baleof this bogus fabric shipped 
the from Manchester to the South American nations bears the coat of arms of 
the United States and is marked ** Best American drillings, Mass., U. 8. A” 

There is not a commercial city in Spanish America where the manufacturers 
of the United States can not compete with their European rivals in every arti- 
cle we produce for export. 7 

But, as Mr. Curtis says, so long as we can not afford to maintain lines 
and the Government refuses to interfere, and it costs $40 in freight 
per ton, and that at uncertain times and periods to send goods from us 
while it costs less than $20 per ton by these regular fast-sailing con- 
stant lines from Europe, we can not stand that competition. It is not 
in the price of goods, it is in this which is the key-note of this whole 
investigation, the commerce which follows ‘‘ direct larcommunica- 
tion” whichis maintained between European ports and those of Cen- 
tral and South America which has been established, kept alive, and 
made prosperous by the British policy of aid in the form of subsidies. 

This ought to dispose of the question of the prices of 

The Senator from Kentucky said that one trouble was that England 
furnished to these countries immense amounts of manufactured goods 
and took back the products of those countries, which we would not de- 
sire or want, and that therefore a system of exchange existed which 
naturally resulted in increased trade there which could not apply with | 
That is not the fact; it is precisely the other way. 

Take Brazil. In 1884—and this illustration is directly in the teeth 
of the statement of the Senator from Kentucky—the exports of Brazil 
which came to the United States were $50,266,000. Onur exports to 
Brazil as an offset were only $8,000,000. On the other hand, of the 
importations into Brazil Great Britain furnished $60,000,000, and only 
took back of Brazilian products $29,000,000. Where did Brazil get the 
money to pay Great Britain for the overbalance of trade in her favor 
with razil? From the overplus thatwe paid her, because the bal- 
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anceof trade was against us. Brazil does not furnish an instance illus- 
trating the argument of the Senator from Kentucky, but on the other 
hand it is directly and squarely opposed, 

Mr, FRYE. I suggest to my colleague right there as a matter of 
interest that all the best coffee raised in Brazil comes to the United 

- States and none but an inferior article goes to Great Britain. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, and we pay well for it, and the British 
get our money. Now, see whether the statement made by the Senator 
from Kentucky is borne out by other countries. Remember the state- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky that Great Britain furnished more 
goods because she took back more products and therefore made an ade- 

quate exchange. Now, let us see. England enjoysa very large export 
trade with Venezuela. In 1877 she bought of Venezuelan products 
$500,000 worth and sold to Venezuela $3,000,000 worth. 

Where did the money come from to enable Venezuela to pay that 
overplus? From the balance of trade against us in the United States. 
In 1879 England bought $559,000 worth of products of Venezuela and 
sold that country $2,284,000 worth of manufactured In 1880 
she bought $962,000 and sold $2,123,000 worth, of whieh $1,477,000 
worth were cotton goods. The same year Veneznela bought from 
France $274,000 worth of cotton goods and from the United States only 
$136,000 worth. 

The statements of the Senator from Kentucky upon this subject are 
not only not borne out by the facts, but are directly contradicted. 
England furnishes 33 per cent. of the imports into the Argentine Re- 
public and only takes 7 cent. of her exports, receiving the balance 
in money, while the United States furnish 8 per cent. of the imports 
in and takes 13 per cent. of the exportsout. It is one story all the way 
through. 

Mr. President, this isa most important subject. It is attended with 

difficulties; there is no doubt about that. The term ‘‘subsidies’’ is 
not a favorite one with the American people. More or less prejudice 
can always be aroused when it is declared that the Government is be- 
sought by corporations and monopolies to add to their profits. The 
history of the country in the past has not been encouraging in this regard; 
but the conditions never were the same as they are now. When the 
American Republic undertook for a little while the experiment of sub- 
sidizing steamship lines there was no such demand to begin with for 
our overproduction as there is now. The subject had not been investi- 
gated as it has now; American capital wasnotready, provided it could 
be encouraged, as it is now to be put into these lines of steamships that 
shall open the trade with these neighbors of ours to the south. 

Undoubtedly subsidies do not furnish an entire solution of this great 
question, Other things are needed, but other things will follow. The 

ame friendly disposition that seeks to open trade with us, and that is 
willing to give subsidies alongside and in companionship with oursub- 
sidies, will lead to the enactment of treaties where reciprocal relations 
will be established; it will lead to the modification of the stringency of 
customs laws and rules and regulations; it will lead, it may be, to a 
common action with referencetoexchange and currency. But the ques- 
tion now for the American Con is whether it shall dothis, whether 
it will make this first effortor donothing. This is the first step; as I 
have said it has been always taken as the first step by other countries, 
and there is arrayed against it for one reason and another every argu- 
ment and every objection that the Senator from Kentucky with his long 
experience, his leadership of his party, can invent or present. 

He says, to begin with, he does not want this in the form of a sub- 
sidy for carrying the mails. That is the road which has been traveled 
for years by every other power, and in making that objection he de- 
clares that the conduct of the Postmaster-General in refusing to carry 
out the will of Congress as shown by the act of last year was in the 
interest of a regular and speedy service of the mail. Even if that were 
so, that sinks into insignificance compared with the greater question 
of starting and stimulating this flow of commerce that will enrich the 
American Republic. 

But there are two sides to that question. It is a grave question 
whether even at present, with the small facilities we have with certain 
American states, the mails could not be better carried in our ships 
than in what are called the ‘‘English tramps.’ I have just had an 
instance presented to me giving an account of one of these experiments 
of the Postmaster-General, as taken from an English paper published 
in Rio Janeiro. This is the story of the course pursued by the Post- 
master-General in putting our mail into foreign vessels instead of tak- 
ing our own lines or encouraging them. It seems that the Post-Office 
Departmeut intrusted an English ship about departing for Rio Janeiro 
with fifty-two bags of mail which were put on board the English ship 

„and refused to the American line. The English ship-master had no re- 
sponsibility to this Government after he ha@taken the mails, and when 
he reached Pernambuco, hundreds and hundreds of miles inside of his 
destination and of the destination of those fifty-two mail bags, he was 
able to sell his cargo there. Forthwith he dumped the United States 
mails on to the wharf at Pernambuco, filled up his ship with what 
freight he could get and sailed away for England, leaving the United 
States mail there upon the wharf. 

What happened further? In a few days along came a ship of the 
American line which was sought. to be encouraged and stimulated and 


helped by the act of last year, which Mr. Vilas disregarded, and al- 
though there was no obligation whatever, still with that feeling of 
loyalty and patriotism which the Senator from Kentucky says has noth- 
ing to do with this question, the captain of that steam$hip took the 
mail voluntarily on his ship and made his way to the port of Rio 
Janeiro, his destination as well as the destination of this large mail 
which the Post-Office Department had intrusted to the English tramp- 
ship ; and when he got there, actually because the mail was behind not 
only did he receive nothing from this Government but he was fined 
by the Brazilian Government. because the mails were late. When he 
undertook to expostulate and show the situation, the Brazilian offi- 
cials refused to believe that the American Government had adopted 
any such policy or had committed its mails to an outside ship in that 
way, when there was an American line running to the very port. 

Still the Senator from Kentucky opposes with all his great might the 
proposition that is now before the Senate. I am obliged to him for 
frankly stating that in this opposition he not only represented himself 
and largely, it may be, his associates upon that side of the Chamber, 
but that he represented the present Democratic administration, that the 
President of the United Statessustained the Postmaster-General and op- 
posed this proposition; that the Attorney-General of the United States 
added the weight of his legal opinion to that opposition; and that the 
Postmaster-General of the United States had taken his stand upon this 
matter and stood there to-day. : 

So among the difficulties that beset this enterprise, this first attempt 
on the part of the American people to this commerce to us and to 
give us a portion of its benefit, one of the difficulties that we encounter 
is that the administration is squarely against us. It holds back, it not 
only denies aid and succor to this attempt, but*in the person of its 
leader on this floor stands against this proposition, in every form op- 

it, and makes war upon it. 

.Thatisnolightthing. That has never taken place inany other coun- 
try. WhiletheSenator from Kentucky and the Democratic administra- 
tion and the Democratic party stand opposed to this project, to this 
enterprise, the Republican isin favor ofit. Ido notmean tosay 
every individual, but that is the bent and bias of the party. Itis com- 
mitted in every way in past administrations and at the present in Con- 
gress to an honest attempt to find a marketin the portsof our neighbors 
on the American continent for the immense overproduction of Ameri- 
can labor. It seeks to do that because it will enrich- the country to 
begin with. It seeks to do that because it will furnish relief to the 
distressed condition of labor in America to-day: However much Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber may be opposed to this policy 
the Republican party will adhere to it and will look to the American 
people to sustain it. $ 

We have gone on for years subsidizing railroads, building them up, 
giving them money without stint, bestowing upon them the public do- ~ 
main to an extent unparalleled. An empire has been given away under 
which railway lines have opened a way to the Pacific coast and united 
the two parts of the Republic together, and trade and commerce and 
fraternity have been brought about by this means. We have given in 
railroad subsidies 211,000,000 acres of land; we have given in money 
assubsidies to railroads $108,000,000. The day for that has passed 
away; we have got through with that. We have built themup; these 
channels of intercourse and commerce are now established, maintained, 
and are as enduring as the rocks and the hills. We have passed from 
that to other considerations, and now there is no question of greater im- 
portance confronting the American people, no question of importance 
involving or touching the prosperity of the American people more impor- 
tant to-day than this effort that is being honestly made here to open an 
increased commerce and friendly relations with our sister republics upon 
the Americancontinent. I do not mean for one to cease to work to this 
end until it is thoroughly understood and appreciated by the American 
people, and till it becomes a great national issue. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it is not my ae to make any set 
speech on this occasion, but as the vote that I expect to cast on this 
measure is not the same that will probably be cast by a majority of 
my party or by a majority of the Senators who represent Southern ter- 
ritory, I feel that it is proper that I should state some facts and give 
some reasons why I vote for it. 

Under the old order of things prior to the late unfortunate war the 
Southern people were essentially a planting people; they were farmers 
and planters. They shipped their cotton, rice, and tobacco abroad, 
and drew upon it, and it was their interest to purchase in the market 
wherever they could get commodities the cheapest. They did not look 
to building up towns or cities by manufacturing establishments, nor 
did they look to other modes of making money to any considerable ex- 
tent than those already mentioned. That state of things, however, 
has passed away, and the South now has to accommodate herself to a 
different order of things. 

We find that if we should all remain cotton planters as our fathers 
were cotton planters, we would make, as indeed we have already made, 
au amount of production that would be beyond the demand. Take 
the last year as anillustration. While many of our people have gone 


into other pursuits, diversifying industry, we made more cotton than 
the world desired or needed at a fair price. Consequently there is no 
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little distress now among the Southern people, because Southern plant- 
ers have to pay debts contracted in the tion of receiving the 
ordinary price for cotton with the proceeds of cotton sold at 8 cents 
per pound inŝtead of 10 cents per pound. ‘This teaches us that we still 

ve too large a proportion of our population engaged in the cultiva- 
tion of cotton, and that we ought to diversify our industries still more. 

Indeed, it seems to my mind that the two things most needed in the 
South now are education and the diversification of industry. We are 
making reasonable efforts; indeed, when you take into account our 
ability, we think we are making liberal efforts to increase the facilities 
for the education of our people. We are not able to establish as yet 
such a system of education and to sustain it with such liberality as we 
desire, but much has been done in that regard, and if the bill which 

the Senate should pass the House of Representatives, as I trust 

t may, and become a Jaw, we will be greatly relieved in that partic- 

ular, and within the next ten years the situation will be very materi- 
ally changed. 

But we must not stop there. We must diversify ourlabor. We must 

t less cotton and raise more of other productions and other neces- 
saries of life. Our people are already beginning to realize that state of 
things, and while it is not easy to change a well-established system in 
a few years, we have made progress in that regard. 

Prior to the war there were scarely any manufacturing establishments 
in the South. They were very few; the amount invested was very 
meager. Now we have centers such as Augusta and Columbus in my 
State, and others that I might mention, where manufacturing is becom- 
ing the principal interest. In the manufacture of cotton we probably 
have advantages over any other portion of the Union, if we had labor as 
skilled as theirs, and-if we had the necessary amount of capital to invest 
in that business. 

We have had difficulty about procuring skilled labor and we have 
had a ro lack of capital, but, as I have already stated, we have not 
been idle, and we have accomplished something important in that par- 
ticular, Indeed I suppose there is probably no place in this country, 
and there may be none in any other country, where the coarser cotton 
fabrics, made of good cotton and properly made, can be manufactured 
more cheaply than can be done in the South. We have advantages 
over our Northern brethren in that regard. While they have to pay 
the freights on the raw cotton from our ports to New England ports, 

-say a thousand miles, the cotton grows in the fields around our facto- 
ries and it costs us virtually nothing of freight to get it to the factory. 
That is an advantage of no small moment. 

Then, again, our climate is more congenial. Our operatives need less 
expensive clothing than they doin a colder climate; they need less fuel. 
In a word, the climate-is such that they can live on less than they can 
in New England, and there again is an advantage of no small impor- 
tance. Thereareother advantages which I might mention, but will not 
now take the time. The result is, however, that we produce an excel- 
lent fabric of the character I have mentioned. 

In regular manufacturing countries, as England and probably New 
England, the very finest goods are made out of their best cotton, and 
they make the coarsest goeds, such as we make mostly in the South, 
of inferior cotton. As we raise the cotton in the fields adjacent to the 
factories and have not manufacturing establishments yet which are 
adapted to the manufacture of very fine fabrics, we put our best cotton 
into our very plainest goods. ‘The result isin the Chinese market and 
in the South American market, when laid down by the side of the Eng- 
lish manufactured articles, we have the advantage, because ours is a 
better article, itis made of better material, and it will probably last 
double the time that theirs will. 

Therefore, when those countries have once Jearned the value of our 
cotton goods they can afford to pay a higher price forit than they would 
pay for the inferior article which they get from England. I recollect 
three or four years since, when the cotton exposition was heldat Atlanta 
in my State, Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State, was kind enough to 
allow articles on exhibition in the State Department to be shipped to 
Atlanta and there exhibited as the Government department. 

Among other articles were a great many specimens of the cotton 
goods which are used in China, India, and other Eastern countries, and 
he sent a specimen very distinctly marked that had been forwarded to 
the State Department by one of our consuls, I believe, in China, with 
the goods manufactured out of inferior cotton in England, marked 
“Augusta Mills, Georgia,” and it was sold for the production of the 
Augusta Mills, Georgia. The Augusta mills are noted for making ex- 
cellent cloths out of the best quality of cotton. The Englishman had 
got thatidea, and while he could not, as he thought, afford to put his 
best cotton into the character of goods which he was sending to China, 
he undertook to impose upon the Chinese by telling them that it was 
the production of the Augusta Mills, Georgia. 

That is one of the diversified interests. We are building up factories 
every year there as we accumulate capital, and while we are doing it 
slowly we are making p and we will continue to build up, be- 


rogress, 
cause we possess the advantages of which I have already spoken. For 
years to come we will manufacture but few of the finer cotton fabrics, 
but the time will come when we shall manufacture them in great 
abundance. The time will probably come when the New England capi- 


talist seeking to locate and build a new factory will find it to his inter- 
est to go to the South to do so, for the reason that he can now get, and 
I suppose for a long time to come he can get cheaper labor there than 
he will get in New England, because the colored labor can be made 
effective in the cotton factories as has already been shown. He can 
save large amounts in freight and can save large amounts in clothing, 
in warming, and in many other respects which I might mention. There- 
fore, following the dictates of his interest, he will bring his capital in 
all probability and put it into factories in our section. 

i ga cotton manufacturing is not all that we are doing to diversify 

r. 

We are blessed in portions of the South with immense deposits of 
metal, and of coal and iron i Prior to the war we made no 
strides in the development of that great resource. Since the war im- 
portant steps have been taken in that direction, and there is a con- 
stanly growing disposition to invest money largely in the development 
of that great interest. Capitalists from every section of the Union are 
coming there and very sensibly putting their money into that great re- 
source of ours. 

We have the advani__¢ there in this, that in many localities we have 
the iron ore and the coal and the limestone, the articles which are 
necessary in manufacturing pig-iron, in juxtaposition, so near together 
that there is very little freight and very little inconvenience in getting 
them together in the furnace. Our Northern brethren generally do 
not have that advan except in a few localities. They have to ship 
either the coke or the iron ore generally over a long line of railroad to 
bring them together. There are exceptional cases, as I am aware, but 
we have more probably of the inet, depesits where those articles are 
all together and near together than you have in Pennsylvania and other 
portions where the iron business is principally conducted now, and it 
will probably become the interest of the Northern capitalists seeing 
this advantage to come and invest their money in those coal and iron 
lands, which are now very cheap indeed, which can be bought at a price 


“that is insignificant compared with the price that you give for them in 


Pennsylvania, and they will put establishments there where iron will 
be manufactured cheaper than it is in Pennsylvania. I suppose well- 
conducted furnaces in Georgia, Alabama, and Tennessee to-day are 
making iron at from two to three dollars a ton less money than it is made 
in Pennsylvania. 

But there is one offset against this which is to our disadvantage, and 
that is that we have not capital enough yet to establish rolling-mills 
where we can convert the pig-iron into the higher qualitiesofiron, Con- 
sequently when we make the pig we have to ship it to the Western 
markets, as to Saint Louis, Chicago, Terre Haute, Cincinnati, and other 
Western cities. A portion of our production we ship to Boston, Mass., 
by sending it to Savannah and putting it on the Boston steamer, where 
we get a reasonable rate of freight. ‘The result is that we have to pay 
in increased freight the larger part of the amount that we make by the 
advantage we have in the manufacture of pig, but as soon as there is 
capital enough to locate large rolling-mills there our advantage will 
be permanent over that of most sectionsofthe country. So that in the 
iron business we are diversifying our labor. 

Then there are various other minor interests. For instance, take 
Atlanta, where there are numerous small establishments in which they 
are manufacturing small articles. For example we have a factory which 
employs about a hundred hands in manufacturing paper sacks, such as 
they need in stores for doing up goods or any other use that they have 
for a paper sack, and also some cotton sacks. We send them ‘over all 
parts of the West and over Texas, furnishing a great deal of the sup- 
ply there. 

You may go in Atlanta toan establishment where you can get as good 
a gold watch manufactured as you can get on this continent. You can 
get as good a razor at a cutlery establishment there as you can get made 
anywhere. Manyothersmall articles I might mention where our people 
see the necessity of diversifyinglabor. We are taking hold of and put- 
ting capital into these little things. We must continue to diversify our 
labor. Our agricultural labor must be diversified. 

We have acted upon an idea there which is of some value. The cli- 
mate of Southern Georgia is admirably adapted to the raising of water- 
melons. That seems like a very small, simple business; it does not 
amount to much; nobody before the war ever thought of selling one. 
I do not remember the statistics a year ago, but two years ago I recol- 
lect there were over 2,500 car-loads of watermelons shipped over the 
railroad that I represent for the West; and there were other lines open 
carrying all the time in competition. It brought in no small sum of 
money. It is a small thing, but yet we find there is money in it. -In 
the southwestern corner of my State we are beginning now to cultivate 
very extensively the Le Cente pear, which is found to be very popular 
in the Boston and New York markets, and it sells at very fine prices. 
They are diversifying labor thereagain. Thenat Griffin, Ga., they are 
going very extensively into grape-raising, and raising peaches, apples, 
and many kinds of fruit. In other words, men are abandoning the cot- 
ton fields and going into these other branches of industry. 

Then again our people are waking up to the importance of raising fine 
stock. While that industry is in its infancy, we are making progress 
init. Our cotton planters are becoming convinced that it will got do 
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to plant cotton alone, but that we must diversify labor and put our 
hands into every pursuit which we can adopt and make profitable, 

In doing that we manufacture a great many goods. 

We were told by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] who first ad- 
dressed the Senate on this question that the last steamer which went 
out to Brazil carried about $25,000 worth of Georgia-manufactured cot- 
ton and other commodities from the interior of my State. We must 
begin to look out for a market. We must do one of two things. We 
must either fail to make progress and lag in the rear all the time, or we 
must diversify our labor and our interests and manufacture a great 
many things that we must send abroad to foreign markets. 

There is this advantage in that regard. The manufactured article 
is usually less bulky and more valuable than the productions of the 
earth; and therefore we do better to make less of the products of the 
earth and more manufactured articles for sale and send them abroad. 
In the West, for instance, they are raising immense quantities of corn. 
It seems to me it is not their interest, when they can not find much 
market for corn and wheat, for Congressto try to destroy manufactur- 
ing interests and drive the operatives who are now engaged in that 
business into farming. They will only make a larger quantity of farm 
products and have no market for them. 

It issaid that the tariff—and I do not intend to discuss the tariff here 
at all, but I simply mention the fact incidentally—it is said the tariff 
discriminates against the farmer all the time; thatit never helps him. 
But if you will destroy the manufacturing establishments by free trade 
and drive everybody into the field, to raising corn and wheat and cotton, 
= will soon see that the farmer will not be protected as he is now. 

e could make his Aa in the field, his bread and meat, but he could 
not make the profit that he makes now, because he would soon reach a 
point where on account of overproduction he could get nothing for his 
productions; and hence you would destroy his interest and put down 
the price of his productions by destroying the manufacturing establish- 
ments and driving more men into the grain-fields. By your manufact- 
uring establishments you take more labor from the farm and you in- 
crease the value of the productions of the farm by creating home mar- 
kets, and in that way you protect the farmer. 

But to the main point here. I have already said more than I ex- 

to say on the points discussed. Not only the North but the 
South, the East and the West, every part of our country, needs more 
market. We must dispose to better advantage of our manufactured 
articles, we must dispose to better advantage of our wheat and other 
agricultural productions that we make, or we can not get along and 
prosper. Weare told by the report of the commission which we sent 
to South America that there are to-day 48,000,000 of people inhabit- 
ing the sixteen governments to which we sent them, in round numbers 
you might say 50,000,000 of people, and that their foreign commerce 

is $800,000,000 a year, and we get a mere fraction of it. 

Our exports in 1884 are said to have been $733,000, Q00 in round num- 
bers, and $64,000,000 of that amount went to all these South and Cen- 
tral American states combined. In other words, less than one-tenth of 
our foreign exports were sent not to our neighbors, where we ought to 
control the market, bnt sent to Europe. Why were they sent to Eu- 
rope? Because there are regular lines of steamers and transportation 
facilities are complete between this country and Europe. Therefore we 
send to Europe and to the Eastern nations, because we have the trans- 
portation there. We have it not to the Central and South American 

WETS. 

Pot there is a section of our country now where there is a great deal 
of rich land and it is so far from railroads that you have to go through 
two or three cities to get to the one to which you want to ship your 
commodity, and to reach the pon where they want your commodity, 
that trade can never prosper; but the city which wants trade must take 
steps to have the railroad built direct to the field where the trade origi- 
nates, and by doing that you build up important interests there, and 
you enrich the city which wants the trade. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL) has just told us that there was 
a subsidy given to railroads in this country of 211,000,000 acres of land 
and $108,000,000. That is an immense sum in land and money that 
we have given to open the highways of commerce, to open the trans- 

rtation facilities to the great fields of the West, and yet they must 

ve lain there uninhabited for probably half a century if this had not 
been done. It was wise on the part of the Government to doit. It 
was sensible, whether it was conducted properly in every case or not, 
Whether somebody was imposed on or not; or whether some company 

t more than it ought to have had, is not so much the question. Take 
it as a whole and there is an immense advantage to the country by this 
expenditure or by this subsidy, if you call it such. ; 

When we need a market for our commodities, for our manufactured 
articles, and for the productions of our fields, why is it that we should 
not put somcthinginto vessels on the ocean to go to the rich fields where 
we can find a market for our productions, and where we can conduct 
a profitable trade, Isit not sensible to doit? Is itnot stupid to neg- 
lect to doit? Itseemsto meitisso. Itis not like building a railroad 
on the land, for there the company has to raise the money and put a 


large sum into the building of the railroad. That was the case of the 
But when we turn a subsidy toward 


subsidies of the Western roads. 


„interested ? 


Ld 
South America it is not so. God has built the railroad; the ocean is 
there; it is in complete running condition; all we have to do is to put 
on therolling-stock and we can go right into the field that we want to 
cultivate with our commerce. 

It takes, therefore, comparatively a very small amount when we 
want to reach this immense field with our products, this field where 
there are $800,000,000 a year of foreign commerce and where we get 
but about one-tenth of it. If we want to reach that field, and there is 
a proposen to appropriate $800,000 to aid steamships to reach it, to 
establish lines where it would be reached; there is an outery against it, 
and it is said the principle is all wrong and the policy is all wrong. I 
confess I can not so see it. > 

You will allow me to be a little sectional in this matter. I suppose 
we are all more or less so, like Mr. Benton who, when he spoke of one 
of the tariff bills, said he himself was almost a free-trader, but whea 
they were making up the bill and came to the article of lead, said he, 
“I moved 100 per cent. on lead and it carried, for my State produces 
more lead than any other.’’ As the interest of my section comes in 
here, I suppose without being offensively sectional in what I may say 
I may refer to that. 

What is the nearest port, the gateway where this trade ought to come 
in? It is New Orleans, the mouth of the Mississippi River. Itisa 
thousand miles in round numbers nearer than New York. Why should 
it not come in there? And if it does, what part of this Union is most 
The North, or New England? No. New York? No. 
What part? TheSouth and great West. This immense influx of trade 
should come into New Orleans. In factif we had the proper communi- 
cation a vast amount of commerce from the Central and South Ameri- 
can states would come in at New Orleans. 3 

Then there is the Mississippi River with all its branches open to you. 
You keep it open by appropriations from year to year, and you do well. 
It is open for the whole West. The entrepét is at New Orleans. There 
is the depot where commerce will find its resting place or rather its 
landing place, and then it is distributed to the whole West from that 
point. , 

Why is it that the South and West are not both largely interested 
in opening this trade? Oh, but it takes a few thousand dollars to do 
it! You can open no great enterprise without its costing you some- 
thing. Other governments have found that to be true. 

Iam not going over the figures which the honorable Senator from 
Maine who last occupied the floor put before you. I believe his state- 
ment was that in the aggregate in thirty-six years, commencing in 1848, 
Great Britain has paid $163,000,000 in subsidies in establishing lines 
of steamers, in opening communication with all parts of the world where 
they see that a profitable trade can spring up. France, I understand, 
pays about a million and a half dollars a year subsidy to one line of 
steamers from a French port to a Chinese port. Germany has lately 
entered the field, and she subsidizes very heavily. 

What has been the result of their practice? The result has been that 
they are immensely enriched; that they have taken the trade, and we 
have lost the trade of South America. It is not only so in South 
America and Central America, but it is so in other parts of the world. 
They have succeeded by subsidizing in turning an immense trade that 
belongs to the United States into English ports. If you do not like 
the term subsidizing, they have done it by paying high rates for the 
carriage of mails, as we do herein the West in star routes and other 
places where we think it necessary; they have succeeded by that means 
in building up an immense trade of immense profit to them, which we 
have lost and to which we are entitled, and which we ought to possess. 
I think we ought to look at their experience; see what has been their 
policy, what it has cost them, and what the results have been, and if 
they have made money largely by it, then we might afford to venture 
something on the same line. 

I think therefore the real objection to this amendment is that the 
amount appropriated is too small. Perhaps while we have not the 
lines established it would be wise tobeginat a small sum. I certainly 
would not have put it at less than $1,000,000 if I had been drafting 
it, and I think $2,000,000 would be better. In other words, what is 
a million a year, or two million a year, or five million a year to the 
control of the foreign commerce of the Central and South American 
states? It is a mere bagatelle: it amounts to nothing. Still we are 
calculating what the small amounts cost us, letting that trade be turned 
into otherchannels, and every year we allow it to go there it makes it 
still harder to turn it back into our channels again. 

It seems to me it is time we should wake up upon this subject and 
go to doing something. Suppose we lose two, or three, or four, or five 
millions upon it and we find we do not open lines which build upa 
trade as we expected it to be done. We have lost that amount upon a 
great many things in past years, and we can afford to risk it here with 
a very strong probability that it will paya tenfold return tous, Then 
why should we not do it? : 

My friend from Maine who last occupied the floor arraigned the Demo- 
ocratic party upon this question. Ido not think he quite does justice. 
While he intends nothing improper or nothing wrong, I donot think it 
is just. My friend [Mr. TELLER] says ‘‘pretty nearly.” The Repub- 
lican party has been in the control of this Government for twenty-four 
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years. The lican had the executive control of the Gov- 
ernment every day of twenty-four years, and it had the Congress the 
larger of that twenty-four years. This field has been left uncul- 
tivated; our trade with the South American states has grown less and 
less, or if it has not grown actually less it has been dwarfed in com- 
parison with other trades built up there. Why did the Republican 


party in power permit this? 

Mr. DAWES. We had a majority, but always a few on our side 
joined with you. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam sorry you could not make them stick, 

Mr. DAWES. Iam sorry too. 

Mr. BROWN. I hope we'shall have better luck, for I trust that we 
shall retain the Government for as long a time as you held it; we 


ought to have it for twenty-four years too. 
Mr. DAWES. If my friend will give the margin a little larger, so 
as to overcome all the stragglers, we will accomplish something in that 


way. 

Mr. BROWN. As you were not able to control your stragglers they 
sent you, and you were not able to do anything for the last twenty- 

four years. 

Mr. DAWES. The trouble is that the stragglers joined the enemy. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Democrats take hold of it, though you did 
not, the object will be attained. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if it takes 
twenty-four years of power to bring the full measure of grace to the 
Democratic party? Ifso, it seems to me that their conversion would 
be rather an ex ive job. 

Mr. BROWN. Asthe Senator and his party had control for twenty- 
four years, as a set-off I think we ought to have it about as long a time, 
and I hope if we have that you will all be converted to the idea that 
we have set a good example on this question before the end of our 
time. : - 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me to interrup 
him for a moment? 

Mr. BROWN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HALE. This is not a new thing in Republican administration. 
The last administration and the administration preceding committed 
itself to this policy. Let me ask the Senator from Georgia whether 
during the time that the Democratic party has been in power, since a 
year ago last March, anything has come from the President of the 
United States, or from the Democratic House of Representatives, or 

- from any Department of the Government under Democratic adminis- 
tration in any way tending to encourage or inaugurate this policy ? 

Mr. BROWN. Unfortunately we have been as indolent about that 


matter as you have been fora long time. We have not done what I |- 


think we ought to have done. A majority of my people have thought 
differently, I have no doubt. Ido not know that we ever would do it, 
but I think we onght to doit, and as you have failed to do it, it seems 
to me that it is not very well to make a party issue with us on that 
question. : 

Mr. HALE. It has been recommended over and over again in mes- 

and reports by Republican administrations, 

Mr. BROWN. But you did not control your Republican Houses and 
have it done when you had them strongly Republican. 

Mr. HALE. We set on foot the commission to make the investiga- 
tion which has furnished the very valuable facts the Senator has been 
using and which I and others have used, and laid the foundation for 
future legislation, which if adopted will inaugurate this pry 

Mr. BROWN. With great deference to the Senator, I do not ex- 
actly understand it so. I find that on the 3d of March, 1884, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] introduced the bill making pro- 
vision for the appointment of the commission; and it was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. I think the measure had a Dem- 
ocratic origin. That watchful, able, vigilant Senator, who is certainly 
a great honor to his people, saw the necessity of it. I do not say that 
he is for subsidies, because I have no right to speak for him on that 
question, but he saw the necessity of opening this great trade by some 
means to our people, and he introduced a bill for the appointment of a 
commission to visit those governments and see what could be done 
with it. It was not his bill exactly which passed, because the com- 

mittee changed it some, but substantially it was. 

Mr. HALE. Thehistory of that bill was that the Republican Senate 
adopted it but the Democratic House failed to pass it. 

Mr. BROWN. After it had been recommended by a Democratic 
Senator you took it up. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think the Senator from Missouri will 
vote with him on the question we are now considering? 

Mr. BROWN. Istated distinctly that I do not know his views on 
this question, and that I had no right tocommit him. He may not 
think this the right mode of doing it at all; but he thought something 
ought to be done on that line to secure that trade, and he went to work 
to get it by negotiations and made a very important step in the right di- 
rection. I am very glad that the Republicans fell into line and did 
what it was wise to do under the circumstances. 

` Mr. HALE. The Republicans did not fall into line, but the Repub- 
lican Senate adopted it and the Democratic House rejected it, and it 


was only after it was matured in conference that finally we got out of 
it certain features which saved the commission, but it was by a contest 
with the Democratic House that we did it. 

Mr. BROWN. Still the Democratic House agreed to it. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; because we would not give it up. 

Mr. BROWN. If they had not wanted it you could not have got it. 
The Democratic House did pass it, not exactly in the same form that 
we passed it, but finally agreed to it. Therefore, both parties in both 
Houses agreed to it, but it had a Democratic origin. Itdoes not seem 
to me that the view presented is a wise one, or that it is wise 
for the Republican party in the minority to undertake to make it an 
issue. > 

But, Mr. President, I have said substantially what I desired to say. 
I have in my hand an address of William E. Curtis, late commissioner 
of the United States to Central and South America, one of the com- 
missioners appointed under the act to which I have referred, which has 
a great many very valuable statistics in it. I desire to incorporate 
seven or eight pages of the address as part of my speech, and I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that I may be permitted to put it in 
my speech without reading it. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection,-and 
the matter will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr, BROWN. The extracts from the address of Mr. Curtis to which 
I refer are as follows: 

South of the Rio Grande and the Gulf of Mexico, in whatis known as Spanish- 
America, are about 43,000,000 of people, engaged in a gn commerce amount- 
ing to over $800,000,000 a year. This commerce isabout equally divided between 
exports and imports. The exports consists exglusively of raw products, and 
always will; while the imports consist of manufactured merchandise. Tho 
Spanish-American people have no taste for mechanical industry, and Jack the 
water-power or the fuel to exercise it if they had. They will always be com- 
pelled to import all the luxuries and nearly all of the necessaries of life except 
food, and their wealth must come from the boundless resources with which a 
prodigal nature has ctored the continents. 

In 1884 our exports were valued at $733,768,764, mostly manufactured merchan- 
dise. Of this amount we exported but $64,719,000 to Spanish America. Our an- 
nual mechanical and agricultural products are valued at $15,000,000,000, but we 
seldom have sold more than $75,000,000 worth of this product to our nearest neigh- 
bors, who buy in Europe many times as much as they ever get here, 

We have more trade with cither Belgium, Italy, The Netheriands, Spain, Switz- 
erland, Russia, China. Japan, Ansi than we have with all of the Central 
American States combined. We have nearly as much trade with Greece as we 
have with Chili, We sell more sewing-machines in Switzerland than we sell in 
Chili, and Switzerland sells Chili more sewing-machines than she buys of us. 

England, France, and Germany have secured a monopoly of the trade of 
Spanish America, 4 the establisument of quick, lar, and cheap transpor- 
tation, and we have lost it by neglect. For example, Boli has a foreign trade 
of over $16,000,000 a year, yet the name of that country does not appear in the 
wee of our pint = es ir for imports of Bolivia are Capon and 
woolen goods, cultural implements, mining machi hardware, cu: 
clocks, wateieoa canned goods, and provisions, a list which could be filled in 
any commercial city of the United States as cheaply as in Europe, and yet the 
annual reports of the Treasury De ent do not show a dollar's worth of 


commerce between the United States and that country, 
The same conditions exist with oth 


er nations in quite as startling a form. 


In 18% the value of manufactured merchandise impo: into several 
countries of Central and South America was as follows : 
. $30, 000, 000 
3, 300, 000 
750,000 
: 8230.000 
2, 800, 000 
. 1,250,000 5 
$44, 300, 000 
1,500, 000 
1,700, 000 
10, 800, 000 
16, 000, 000 
13, 700, 000 
4, 375, 000 
.. _ 4,500,000 
st 52, 600, 000 
Peru... 7, 600, 000 
Argentine Republic. 84, 900, 000 
Uruguay . 20,000,000 
. _ 1,300,000 
B . 101, 000, 000 325, 975, 000 
West Indies cteeeeenenensererssnssaeeeessnenasne cnenauennnsnencessesissaneannnacsensseseesenseennens 117, 113, 000 
MITA COG ETO EESE EA TSS testetyerteverbashyesese his . 487, 388, 000 
The fi, showing the distribution of these imports for 1884 can not yet be 
obtained, but the rts of the United States, France, and Great Britain to the 


countries named below in 1883 were as follows: 


United States. Great Britain. 


Countries, 


Central America... 
Colombia .. 
Venezuela.. 


Brazil ..... a 


The increase of the imports from Great Britain into the Argentine Republicin 
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Domingo of cotton goods, iron and 
ware and cutlery, the goods in which we excel 


Articles, 


ry, engines, ee 
Hardware and cutlery.............-sccccrmsssreers seer] 3, 505, 000 
| 10, 825, 000 


Total principal articles ..........2.ccsscersseeees ! 68, 355, 000 


Our total exports to Mexico are greater than those of either England or France, 

while our total exports to South America are less than one-fourth of those of 
England, and only one-half of those of France. » 

During the last twenty years the value of the exports from the United States 
to the Spanish Americans was $42,048,975, and during that time we purchased 
of (hem raw prasati to r Spr amount of $1,185,828,579, showing an excess of im- 

during the twenty years amounting to $765, 992,219, which was paid in cash. 

will Le seen that our commerce with Central and South America has left 

avery large balance on the wrong side of the ledger, while those countries have 
all the time been buying in Earope the very merchandise we have for sale. 

Being the very reverse of the United States in climate and resources, they con- 
stitute our natural commercial allies, and the exchange should at least be even; 
but they. ee their raw products here and buy their manufactured articles in 
Eu . The principal reason for this is that the carrying trade is in the hands 
of Englishmen. The statistics show that of the total imports into the United 
States from Spanish jag tect gatos in 1834 amounted to $159,000,000, three- 
fourths were carried in essels. Of our exports to those countries, 
amounting last year to sean 000,000, 000,000 were carried in American vessels, 
while only $18,000,000 were carried by foreign vessels. It will thus be seen that 
nearly everything we buy is brought to us from Spanish America by English- 
men, while nearly everything we sell we have to carry there ourselves. The 
logic of these facts is irresistible. 

The most veanend cuppa in the commercial world is the trade we carry on 
with Brazil. We buyn ly all her raw products, while she spends the money 
we pay for them in Raglan and France, 

In 1384 of the exports of Brazil $50,266,000 ‘went to the United States, $29,000,- 
— to England, and $24,000,000 to France. Of the imports of Brazil in 1884, $30,- 

000,000 came from England, $15,000,000 from France, and $8,0.0,000 from the 
United States. 

Another peculiar feature of Bogen commerce was that of the exports of Brazil 
to the United States, $32, was carried in English vessels and $9,000,000 in 
American vesscls, while of to poate from the United States $5,000,000 was 
carried in American vessels and only $2,000,000 in English vessels. The trade 
is carried on by triangular vo; Two lines of ay cee grey he under the 
British flag load every week at kio for New York. Arriving at the latter port 
they place their cargoes of coffee and hides in the bands of commission mer- 
eS and sail ~ E , where they draw against these consigoments, and 
buy Manchester tton, Birmingham hardware, and other goods which they 


to Brazil. 
eh the last twenty years this absurd spectacle has cost the United States 
$600,000,090, every cent of which has gone into the pockets of English and French 
manufacturers. We have not only pon for the goods that England has sold 
Brazil, but as we have had no bank connections with that country and no 
shipson the sea, nearly every ton of this commerce has paid a tax to English 
bankers and vessel-owners. 

Several years ago when we removed yo import tax on coffee, Brazil put an 
export duty on, so that the attempt of Congress to secure a fast 
oe meee ee. n simply resulted in diverting several million dollars from 

the United States into the treasury of Brazil, without changing 
the ue rice of 1 the article. Mexico and the countries washed by the Caribbean 


Sea produce a better quality of coffee than is grown in Brazil, and if the United | 


States Government would consent to discriminate against Brazilinn coffee 


ys ke mortgages ha 
over upon the plantations, until now the Engtiabmen have the Brazilians by mo 
throat, making their own terms, charging one profit on the merchandise sold 
another as interest on the advances, a third on the coffee purchased, and a 
fourth as interest on payménts deferred, while th they make three prota os of 
us: coffee pe er ae op: second, on transportation charges; th 


discounting our bills on 

The greater part of oe Spanish America goto Mexicoand the West 
Indies. Deducting these the total, it will be found that we over 30 per 
cent, of what the can coun ve forsale, and fu them only 


nearly $100,000, 


this isphi 

New York, Boston, and Baltimore,and more than half a ue ay ps in its harbors 
. Now only a small percentage of trad 

raray while English ship-owners et apreta the transpor- 
TAON facilities a Darii the S) American aepo to buy in this country 

only such goods as they can not obtain elsewhere. 

cause of this astonishing phenomenon is our neglect to furnish the ways 
and means of commerce. We can no more prevent trade following facilities for 
mmunication than we can repeal the law of gravity. While we have been 
ting with pride at our internal dev: ent, England and France have 
stealing our markets away from us. e problem of recovering them is 
easy of solution. The states Central and South America will buy what we 
the markeis and means 


3 he Spanish American nations tical intimacy withthe United States, 
and oo var 1o eih e RAE OL for example and encouragement. 
and assert the of our products. San Bye Ed 
subsidies to our ships now pa; 000 a yearasa ly to an Amer- 
e, while the U; ena dips EE pS aI D at 
year tothe samo line for carrying our blic had a 
Saco the santo hides tepaemneeing a ILSE IORS DLE A y of 96,000 


mon Ayres the ports of Europe, to which it pays noth- 
ing. We have no steamship communication with the public 

ever. During eratio rie Sonsini gh Sean ship, represented 
in the harbor of that metropolis, there were no steamers from nited States, 


i oar ee eee upon but 2 per cent, of the sailing vessels. Here is a na- 

tion aioe paren Pree in Europe $70,000,000 worth of merchandise every year, =a 
only spending about $4,000,000 in the United States, and these $4; re 
sent articles such as ‘petroleum, lumber, lard and other pork products, w ich 
could not elsewhere be obtained. 

Thomas W. Howard, United States vice-consu] at Uruguay, stated to the com- 
mission that the carrying teade between that country and Europe was done by 
567 steamers, of which 203 were English, 118 French, 107 German, 48 Italian, and 
14 Spanish, with not one under the American flag; and hesaid that no steamers 
ever came from the United States to Uruguay except occasionally an English 
tramp, chartered for a special cargo. The foreign commerce of Uruguay 
amounts to Haag ree a year, of which over $20,000,000 are imports of manufact- 
ured merchandise. The chicf imports are wearing apparel, iron and steel 
goods, agricultural implements, and machinery. England furnishes 27 per 
cent., France 17 cent., Germany 13 per cent., Spain 10 per cent., Italy 6 esd 
cent., and the United States only 5 per cent. 

The Spanish Americans erect statues to Washington and Lincoln, and imitate 
the United States in all their pone and economical endeavors. Their repub- 
lies are founded upon constitutions in imitation of that our fathers framed. 
They have introduced our school system and they import teachers from the 
United States. 

yeu more surprising than our neglect of the commercial opportunitics the: 
offer is our ignorance of their condition and progress. We recoliect their civil- 
ization as we saw it last, to be an anarchy of errors. Wedo not realize thatthe 
triumph of liberal intelligence and the influx of modern enterprise have opened 
to the nations of South and Central America a destiny second only in promise 
to our own. While it would be uscless to seck in those republics an ideal of 
self-government, their progress in the last half-century has placed them in a 
situation where Wen ipa reform is not only hopeful but assured. 

The development of the southern half of South America is nearly as rapidas 
that of the United States. Immigration is flooding in, i 
are opening new and fertile fields, and wealth is increas 
by no other section of the globe. 

Chili, Vraguay, , Paraguay, and the Argentine Republie, almost a terra incognita 
tous, are booming like our Western Territories, In 1876 the imports of the 
Argentine Republic were valued at $36,000,000; in 1884 they had reached $80,00,- 
000. In 1876 the merchandise brought to that’ country from England, France, 
and Germany was valoed at only $15,000,000, while in 1881 it was more than 
$53,000,000. The entire imports from the United States for twenty years were 
$6,000.000 less than those from the three commercial nations of Europe for the 
year Iss, e 

Within the last three months the Government of the Argentine Republic has 
made contracts for $59,000,000 worth of railway improvements, including a line 
of rond northward in Bolivia and two lines across the continent to Chili, 90 as 
to bring the commerce of the Pacific pes Pom os the harbor of Buenos A sres, in- 
stead of taking it around the Straits of 

In 1874 the foreign commerce of Chili pcre to $12,000,000. In 1854 it 
reached $132,000,000, From $50,000,000 to $60,000,000 in merchandise is imported 
into Chili every year, of which ‘England furnishes over $20,000,000, France over 
$12,000,000, Germany over $8,000,000, and the United States $3,000,000, 

Adding the imports of Brazil to those of Uruguay, Chili, and the A tine 
Republic, it will be found that the aggregate value of manufactured notsin- 
troduced iħto those four countries annually reaches the enormous sum of 225u,- 
000,000, of which England furnishes nearly one-half, France about $50,000,000, Ger- 
many about $35,000,000, and Mie United States about $17,000,000, 

We have no adequate conception of the present magnitude of these markets, 
nor of their prospective value. The manufacturers of the United States can 
supply almost every article represented in that $250,000,000, with the exception 
of a few articles of luxury which we ourselves import. The consumption of 
cotton goods alone amounts annually to over $95,000,000, and 95 per cent, is sup- 
plied by the mills of Manchester. 

s . * = > + Ea 

The balance of trade against the United States with these-countries of Cen- 
tral and South America amounts annually to nearly $100,000,000. This balance 
is paid in bills of exchange on London, the proceeds of which are expended 
there in the purchase of merchandise which our markets could supply at as 
low figures and in as good quality as that of Europe, It was remarked nearly 
every where that English merchants of whom the South American im 
were buying their goods might not accept such a coin in payment, and the re- 
ply invariably was that in such an event they would come to the United States 
to buy their goods. Ail commercial transactions in these countries now are 
calculated in pounds, shillings, and pence, the local currency never entering 
into foreign commercial transactions. 

$ $ * s s $ $ 

Our Government might have received concessions for the admission of our 
peculiar products free, or at a reduced rate of duty, had we been enterprising 
enough to enter negotiations in that direction, Almost everywhere the ‘South 
American commission found a willingness on the part of the governments it 
visited to enter into commercial ties whereby our iar products might 
be relieved from the almost ibitory taxation, without any further conces- 
sions upon our part beyond giving the pledge not toi impose duties where they 
do not now cxist. 

. . . $ e + 

With the exception of petroleum, SA all of our exports to Central and 
8 irian America come from the Southern States and the Northwest, and consist 

breadstuffs, provisions, lumber, furniture, &c, Flour is so expensive that 
ml but the rich can use it, the price often being as high as $25 a barrel, two- 
thirds of this cost representing the import ont. If the ae, upon flour were 
removed in all the South American countries the rts from the United States 
would be very largely increased, and the removal of that duty could be obtained 
by an exchange in favor of sugar, while the almost prohibitory duty upon lum- 
ber, provisions, and other goods would be given in exchange for the removal 
of the duty on carpet wools. 

Petroleum is a very important item in the commerce of South America. Gas 
is scarce and high, owing to the lack of fuel, and almost the entire population 
burn candles. Petroleum puton board a ship at 15 cents a gallon in New York 
is peddied out in South American cities in pint bottles at 25 cents each, or 40 
cents for a r serie bottle, the light of a single lamp for an evening costing at least 
a a of a dollar, which of course prohibits its use by the common 

Three-fourths of this price represents the duty, as it is the practice of the 
AET COPOS he tat the necessaries OE ME SUA ears ghee ein sts 
free. As an illustration: A certain government which eee team 
per cent. ad valorem on our kerosene oil admits watches, jew: and diamonds 
at a duty of 90 cents a pound. 


The yield of gold and silver in the Central and South American 


rnal improvements 
g in a ratio enjoyed 
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states is $56,000,000 annually, a large proportion of which goes to 
Europe to be coined. As these states are among the largest producers 
of the precious metals in the world, and as we could make 
ments with-them to pay balances in silver, it would give us the op- 
portunity to pay nearly $100,000,000 a year of balance against us in sil- 
ver, which we now pay in gold. 

The following tables show the value of merchandise imported into the several 


independent states of Central and South America, and the share of the United 
States in that trade: 


From the 
United States. 


From 
all countries. 


Country. 


„026 
Pr 


PYP PPN 
RRESSRSA 
882588 


27,589, 429 


F The above table shows that our share is exceedingly small. 


The following statement shows the commerce between the several ports of 
the Southern States and Central and South America, for the year ending June 


30,1 


| Fort. | Amount. 

Galveston, Tex. $663, 000 
New Orleans, 4, 885, 000 
Yorktown, Va.. 529, 000 
Pearl River, Miss. 85, 000 
Saint Johns, Fla... 20, 000 
Charleston, S, C... 46,000 

Total..... | 9, 092, 000 


The statement just given shows the large interest of the South in this 
trade. Most of this immense commerce should be diverted to this 
country, and should come in at the ports of New Orleans, Tampa, Fla., 
Savannah, Charleston, Wilmington, and Norfolk. While Northern 
cities would get a large share also, the greater part would naturally 
come to the South, and through the South when going West. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, T am very sorry that this prop- 
osition comes to us in the manner it does, because I am somewhat in 
sympathy with the measure. But it comes as an amendment to an ap- 
propriation bill after both the House and the Senate have resolved not 
to continue longer the practice, and a very bad practice, of putting new 
legislation upon appropriation bills. Itseems to meas though it would 
be far wiser to have introduced this as an independent measure, and 
let it take its chances as an independent proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me I wish he would ex- 
plain to the Senate how this is legislation. This is an appropriation 
for carrying the mails. > 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand. It is an appropriation as the 
Senator says for carrying the mails but it proposes to do more. The 
mails are now carried by appropriations already made, and which have 
been made in former years. Itis proposed to give a subsidy to a steam- 
ship line to carry the mails directly from here to South America and 
the islands of the sea and to make a specific appropriation by way of 
subsidy. There seems something new in this. 

Let me say to the Senator that I am in sympatliy with the proposi- 
tion. I do not believe the United States Government are paying ade- 
quately for the transportation of the mails on the sea. I think that 
more should be paid. Last year we eliminated from the statute-books 
a law which required a steamship company to keep its ship tied up at 
the dock at the pleasure of the Government until such time as the Gov- 
ernment could get its mails on board, often at great expense and delay 
to the steamship line, and then receive and transport the mails at such 
rates as the Government itself would fix; and as totheSouth American 
mails the compensation fixed was far below the cost of doing the work. 
No great government can afford to treat its citizens in this unjust man- 
ner; yet it did, and as a consequence the Jaw was rightly repealed. 

I think to-day in some cases we are requiring steamship lines to carry 
the United States mails to foreign countries for less ths it costs to 
transport the mail from the post-office to the dock at the point of ship- 
ment and from the dock to the post-office at the point of destination. 
I claim that that is unbecoming a great Government and should not 
be done. But I think the pending amendment has no place upon this 
ve re ate are bill. 

have heard it repeatedly said upon this floor that under the new 
rules organized in another body the appropriation bills were coming to 
us in a much better form than ever before; that they do not require one- 
half the laborin their preparation. They are seposted herespeedily and 
apparently the Committee on Appropriations do not give one-half the 


time to their consideration that they have heretofore required. There 

seems to be a perfect agreement as to the matters contained in the bills; 

and now we are doing what? We are ingrafting upon this measure a 

ppan already rejected by the other House to be sent back to that 
CA 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is out of order. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You need notcall me to order; I will take back 
that part of my statement if not in order to refer to the better cnd of 
the capitol. 

As I said before, I am somewhat in sympathy with this measure and 
I am in sympathy with it for this : I believe it to be the duty 
of the United States Government to open so far as it can trade rela- 
tions with the South American states, states lying contiguous to us 
almost and right upon our southern border, easy of access and capable 
in a few years of taking almost the entire surplus manufacturing prod- 
uct of thiscountry and consuming it. 

Therefore I think the Government should adopt some policy at least 
that would enable our people to come in direct contact with the con- 
sumers of goods in that country by direct and speedy communication. 

But this amendment proposes to go further. The simple reading of 
the amendment will show how extended itis in its proposed operations. 
We find here thatitis to secure greater frequency and regularity and dis- 
patch in the carriage of such mails to Brazil, therepublics of New Mex- 
ico, Central and South America. With that I agree; but you add the 
Sandwich, the West India and Windward Islands, New Caledonia, New 
Zealand, and the Australian colonies, for I understand it is proposed to 
set aside a certain portion of this appropriation for the purpose of es- 
tablishing mail facilities with those islands, and I think thatis entirely 
unnecessary and inexpedient at the present time. : 

Mr. PLUMB. What islands does the Senator include? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iinclude the Sandwich, the West India and the 
Windward Islands, New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian 
colonies, as the Senator will see when I offer my amendment-to strike 
out these islands, 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will let me interrupt him for a moment 
I will state to him that in the report of the Postmaster-General there 
is printed a petition signed by a very large number, in fact I think all, 
the prominent merchants of San Francisco, of date of April, last year, 
asking him very urgently to use the money that was appropriated in 
the last Post-Office appropriation act for the purpose of establishing 
more frequent communication with the Sandwich Islands, in which it 
is set out that the trade between the Sandwich Islands and the United 
States amounted to $172 per head of each one of the people of those 
islands, far in excess of our trade with Japan and China, Sweden and 
Norway, the Austrian Empire, and in fact two-thirds of all the remain- 
ing countries of the world. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. We do not propose to establish a steamship line 
to carry the mail to Europe, I presume quite likely you can get a 
petition signed by fifty or one hundred people for almost any purpose. 
If the Senator will allow me to call his attention to the third page of 
the bill, I find there a proviso in the shape of new legislation also, 
which proposes the establishment, as I understand it, of a steamship 
line from Tampa to the West India Islands. 

It is well known that the West India Islands are connected by the 
very best steamboat communication possible to be secured anywhere, 
and the mail going from Havana to Tampa daily would be distributed 
among the West India Islands just as expeditiously, if not more so, 
than by any proposed establishment of a line between any port in the 
United States and each one of those islands individually. Provision 
having been made for the West India Islands in that direction it is en- 
tirely unnecessary that any part of this $800,000 which it is proposed 
to apply for this p should be used for any such purpose as that. 

Again, let us take the Sandwich Islands. The Sandwich Islands 
already have trade relations with the United States which give them 
great advantages over almost any producing country anywhere within 
many thousands of miles of the United States. The advantage which 
we give to the Sandwich Islands in its trade relations with us upon the 
article of sugar alone has tended to establish lines of communication 
between our ports and the Sandwich Islands which have given us as 
good mail facilities as could possibly be given by any that could be pos- 
sibly secured under this bill with an increased appropriation. Cer- 
tainly no new or speedier lines will take the place of those now doing 
the service, and the money this bill bestows in that direction would be 
only in the nature of a gift to existing lines. 

Will any Senator rise in his place and tell me what we have to gain 
by establishing y mail communications or trade relations with 
New Caledonia, the penal colony of Great Britain, with New Zealand, 
or the Australian colonies? How can we expect to transport our 
goods, manufactured in this country from raw material (as the Senator 
from Kentucky said yesterday, and irí that regard I fully agree with 
him), upon much of which a large duty has been charged, an embargo, 
so tospeak, laid at our own port before it enters into the factory where it 
is manufactured into products for export, thereby largely increasing the 
cost of that product? . How can we expect by establishing mail facili- 
ties with a colony of Great Britain to compete with that country which 
has free trade between herself and her own colonies? 


1886. 


7 Mr. DAWES. What are the raw materials to which the Senator re- 
ers? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose wool is very largely a raw material of 
Australia which goes to Great Britain, but which can not come here, 
Isuppose Great Britain very largely gets her cotton product from India, 
and also sends her cotton product direct to Australia in exchange for 
cheap wool. But I only use this ent to show how perfectly ab- 
surd it is for us to undertake to establish trade relations with a col- 
ony of Great Britain with this vast world of republics lying near our 
own door, which are to-day in sympathy with usin everything that goes 
to make up nationalsympathy and national prosperity; we ought to de- 
vote our whole attention, and if any money is to be expended, we should 
expend it in that direction. 

Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator in all that; but when the 
Senator spoke of the awful tax put upon the raw materials that were 
brought here and manufactured I was wondering what the raw ma- 
terials were. A 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will put it all in a single sentence and then 
the Senator can understand me. Believing with him as I do very 
greatly upon the policy pursued by the fathers, which is to collect the 
taxes through the custom-house to support the National Government, 
I want to say to him here and now, and to every Senator within the 
sound of my voice, that it is perfectly absurd for us to undertake to 
build up the commerce of this country until we make raw material 
which comes to us from every part of the world in exchange for our own 
products, and which enters into the cost of our manufactured goods, as 
free as the sunlight and the air. All commerce is barter, and unless 
you can load your ships outward and inward bound your boasted com- 
merce, even with subsidies, is a myth. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Jersey whether he thinks raw material ought to come in free when we 
have it at our door? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to say to the Senator that as to raw ma- 
terial already at our doors and which we raise in great abundance, we 
need not import it; butI would admit raw material duty free, whether 
produced by us or not, if needed by manufacturers. 

Mr. DAWES. On the same level? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not upon exactly the same level; but I say 
until you reduce the tariff very largely upon raw products not produced 
in this country and which enter into the consumption of our manufact- 
ures and restrict the area of our market, unless you do that you never 
will increase the sales,of our products. 

Mr. DAWES. While the Senator is on that point I wish to say that 
I asked the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] yesterday to point out 
what profit it could be to anybody to go to a foreign country and pay 
for all the cost of going there for raw material produced at home? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What benefit? 

Mr. DAWES. What benefit is it to anybody? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There are a great many varietics of raw ma- 
terial—— 

Mr. DAWES. Let me say—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair must remind Senators that 
the rule expressly requires Senators to address the Chair, and that one 
Senator shall not interrupt another unless by his consent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘The Senator has my consent. 

Mr. DAWES. Iagree with the Senator that every article of raw 
material that enters intoa manufacture in this country that can not be 

uced here in this country should be made free, and not only free 

ut every facility to bring it here should be made as easy and as cheap 
as possible; but as to any raw material that lies at our door and can be 
just as well produced here as it is produced in a foreign country, all 
that we pay to send after it and bring it here 7s so much thrown away. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Well, Mr. President, to answer that argument 
would take a pretty long time. I will only say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I suppose there are a great many articles grown in 
this country that would compete with foreign products. I do notsup- 
pesma can raise jutein this country to advantage; but what is made 

m that product? The bags that carry our grain from here to for- 
eign markets. California to-day uses millions of dollars’ worth of the 
jute product, and were it not for the jutecoming from abroad we would 

ve to use bags the cost of which would be so greatly increased that 
our wheat-growers could not use the market in which they attempt to 
compete. , 

I do not suppose the Senator from Massachusetts would say that it 
was for the interest of the people of California to impose a heavy duty 
upon the jute product, which would simply prohibit the exportation of 
wheat, I do not suppose the Senator from Massachusetts would say 
that as to the wool product. In some of the outlying provinces of the 
world, for, instance, in Southern Russia and in Australia, the wool is 
sold on the market, as I saw the quotations the other day, for 4}d. 
per pound, upon which our tariff leviesa duty of 10 cents a pound. I 
do not suppose the Senator expects the people of the United States to 
believe that they can grow wool at 43d. a pound even on the t 
prairies of the United States. This cheap wool makes cheap clothing 
and carpets and blankets, and gives comfort to the poor, Mixed with 
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our finer woels, the only kind we produce, or can profitably produce, it 
makes a great variety of cloths suitable for export, and in this way 
makes a new use for our own better wools. Free wool of the cheap 
grades would benefit alike the wool producer and manufacturer. 

Again, I do not suppose the Senator from Massachusetts believes for 
a single moment that we can load ships in New York, even if this bill 
becomes a law, and transport cotton goods from New York to Rio de 
Janeiro and there sell them for money when the British competitor is 
in the same market with his cotton goods and barters with them for 
the products of Brazil. The Brazilian has no money with which to 
pay. Hesays, “For your cotton goods I will give you the raw products 
of my country. I will take your cottons, but you must take my prod- 
ucts.” 

Mr. FRYE rose. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I refuse to yield at this moment. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator is making a very grave misstatement 
there. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then you can contradict it when your opportu-- 
nity arrives, for I am now answering a like charge from Massachusetts. 

You make a shipment of cotton goods to Rio de Janeiro. Let the 
raw products of Brazil come back on the same ship to the port of New 
York, and pay a duty of 40 per cent., and the goods into which itis 
manufactured, say for the Brazilian market again, costs to make what 
it costs the English manufacturer plus this duty. 

Mr. FRYE. What does the Senator mean when he says—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Maine? ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. What does the Senator mean when he says England 
has a barter-trade with Rio de Janeiro and we have not? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All commerceis barter. We can not have bar- 
ter when the custom-house in New York lays an embargo upon the 
thing we barter for. To do this is to strangle commerce. 

Mr, FRYE. Does the Senator know that last year we imported fifty 
million dollars’ worth of coffee from Rio de Janeiro on which there is 
no duty in the port of New York, and that we only sold Brazil eight 
million dollars’ worth of goods back again? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Most assuredly. That proves nothing. Now, 
if the Senator will be fair with his argument and take something upon 
which there is a duty, then he will present the thing fairly to the Amer- 
ican people. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator’s statement was that we could not hope to 
enjoy a trade with one of these countries when the essence of barter was 
out, and he cited Great Britain as being able to carry on a barter trade 
with Rio de Janeiro, Great Britain taking Rio de Janeiro’s goods and 
Rio de Janeiro taking in pay Great Britain’s goods; and yet the Senator 
knows that Great Britain did nottakeas many goodsfrom Riode Janeiro 
last year as we did and she sold her five times as much as we did. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very true. Why should Great Britain take the 
goods? Because she can buy them and barter them to better advan- 
tage than we can. We need a certain amount of coffee in this country 
and our people will buy it. The Senator will have it upon his break- 
fast table whether it costs a cent a pound or 40 cents a pound. There 
is no proof in that. What I want the Senator and every Senator to 
understand is that while sympathizing with that side of the house as 
everybody knows upon the doctrine of collecting our revenue by a tariff 
at the custom-house, I believe that unless you reduce the duties on 
raw material of every kind, unless you throw down the barriers at the 
custom-house and let those things come in free which tend to make 
and cheapen the products of manufactured industry, you might as well 
take the monty you propose to grant in this bill for speedy mail service 
to increase commerce and throw it in the Potomac River. 

I say a new era must be entered upon in this country; a new line of 
policy is required. We are to-day the granary of the world, and there 
is no reason why we should not be its workship also. What we want 
is the raw material that enters into the manufacturing industries of this 
country, of every kind and grade and quality for the purpose of mak- 
ing a fine product as cheaply for the world as it can be made by any 
other nation, Then comes your commerce, for without that you can 
have no commerce and no trade with foreign nations. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator represents a manufacturing State, and I 
do not. He has undoubtedly in his own person, at all events his peo- 
ple have, whatever benefits have been derived from what is called the 
protective policy. He is now speaking of a new era. General princi- 
ples do not satisfy any stomach. I will be glad to have him state, asa ` 
representative of New Jersey, some of the articles of manufacture on 
which he would take off the duty. Certainly I will go with him on 
whatever he may name. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not understand that that has any connec- 
tion with the argument under consideration; yet at the same time I 
am ready to answer that suggestion of the Benator. Idonot know that 
there is any industry in New Jersey upon which the tariff might be re- 
duced with profit either to the capital involved in the industry or to 
the labor there employed. I do not suppose it could be, and I want to 
say to the Senator and to Senators on this side of the Chamber, to rebut 
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an argument that I have heard advanced here a thonsand times that 
the duty levied upon manufactured peeo arak simply a tax which 
the purchasers of goods always had to pay, I deny all such propositions. 

I think there is not an article manufactured in the country to-day 
upon which there may be a duty, say of 35 or 30 per cent., that will be 
sold to the consumer for 2 per cent. above cost i ive of the pro- 
tection which the tariff gives. In short, the demand determines the 
value of things inthe home market. The only thing that the tariff 
does is to preserve the home market for the home manufacturer. It 
does nothing more. I say it is not a tax to the extentof the duty upon 
the consumer. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, will the Senator from New Jersey be kind 
enough to say, if the manufacturers of New Jersey can not stand a re- 
duction of duty, whether he can find some otber State and name some 
articles that some surrounding States will allow us a reduction upon 
withoutinjuring American capital, or American labor, or the American 
foreign trade? 

- Mr. MCPHERSON. That does not touch the question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ont of this generalization I oe to come to some- 
thing particular. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did not mean to discuss the tariff a 
I was drawn into it; but at the same time Iam willing to answer 
proper interrogatories ’ suggested b y anything I have said. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask a question, The Senator from 
New Jersey has laid much stress on the fact that we ought to have raw 
material free, and he has instanced two things, jute for one, which 
would not keep a quarter of a million of men at work if we manufact- 
ured all the jute material that we now both manufacture and buy. 
He has also instanced very cheap wool, at 4 cents a pound or some- 
thing like that. Now, I wish he would designate something else in 
the way of raw material that enters into our manufactures that we 
Taise the duty on which he thinks ought to be reduced. 

Mr. McPHERSON. With all due to the Senator I will say 
to him that I never jump until I reach the stile. Ifa tariff bill shall 
be brought here from the House of Representatives I will be very 
willing to take the matter into consideration. 

Now, Mr. President, to return to this bill, I move to strike out, in 
line 104, a‘ter the words “South America,” ‘the words— 

TheSandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; New Caledonia, New Zea- 
land, and the Australian colonies— 

Because I do not believe it to be the o ARAT of this Government at 
the present time, with these large South American repub- 
lics to be attended to, to Scan to io up the islands of the sea 
for the purpose of spending some part of the $800,000 this bill appro- 
priates. After that, in order that the Senate may understand the full 
force of my amendment, Ishall then move that the word ‘‘eight,’’ inline 
106, be stricken out and that the word ‘‘five’’ be substituted, so as to 
make the amount $500,000. In short, if any part of the appropriation 
of $800,000 is to be appropriated to furnishing mail facilities to these 
islands, I would simply subtract that from the sum total and leave the 
appropriation for the other purpose. 

Mr. PLUMB. It may be well for the Senator to know that the 
Australia colonies already pay a subsidy of $100,000 a year to insure 
the establishment and connection of a steamship line between those 
colonies and California. . They have done that on the idea of the ben- 
efits of communication between this country and their own country. 
I will state further that it has been found to be a very valuable con- 
nection. It is valuable because in the first place their commerce is in- 
creasing. They are an enterprising people and a people who, while 
under the British dominion, still are so far se ted from the mother 
country that they can more easily and cheaply get trade better from 
the American Republic than they can at home, not being a manufact- 
uring but rather an agricultural and pastoral people. 

In tothe amount the Senator suggests, and as to the time, in- 
asmuch as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] made the point of 
order, I hope the Senator from New Jersey will consent to withdraw 
his motion until the point of order is determined in order that the con- 
struction of the amendment may come up properly at a later moment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Has the point of order been made? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Kentucky gave notice of it. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwish to call the attention of theSenator from New Jer- 
sery to the fact that Australia paid an American line $400,000 a year for 
carrying their mails to the United States, that they then reduced it after 
two or three years—and the United States only paid about nine or ten 
thousand dollars for carrying the mails there—to $270,000; and that now 
they have taken it away from the line entirely because the United States 

would not give them a twentieth part of that subsidy, and they are em- 
ploying now another line. 

I wish to call the Senator’s attention to another nng that by reason 
of the connection direct between San Francisco and Australia our ex- 
ports to Australia increased over four times in amount. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘There may be some facts furnished of which I 
have not been informed, but I was of opinion that our trade with Aus- 
tralia-must necessarily be very small and that we have adequate and 
abundant mail facilities already between San Franciseo and Australia 
and that there was no particular necessity for this provision. I see the 


importance of this Government trying in some 
planes with the South American countries. 
idle and dormant for years and years, while Great Britain, France, 
Germany have gone into these various countries. To-day each one of 
these foreign powers is doing more business with the South American 
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states, ten times more than we are; and while I insist upon it that our 
business with those states will never increase in proportion to what we 
expect it to do until such time as we make it possible for the raw prod- 

ucts of those republics to come into the United States duty free or 
nearly so, at the same time we may make some progress. There are 
some things we make in this country that a market is ready for there. 


“It costs us no more and less in fact to make cotton goods and cotton 


products here than it does in England. We have agricultural imple- 
ments, we have a thousand things which the people of those republics 
want and will take. 

The great natural outlet of this country is the Mississippi River, 
which nature has provided not only for an interchange of products 
among our own people but also for conveying products to the sea. 
am told, and I believe correctly, that the cost of conveying a bushel of 
wheat, with the present appliances on that river, from Saint Louis to 
New Orleans is represented by the fractionofacent. Less than a penny 
a bushel will convey to New Orleans the product of the great States on 
the Mississippi River and the tributaries which feed it. It costs to-day 
10 cr 15 cents to convey a bushel of wheat by rail from Saint Louis to 
the seashore at New York, when it can be conveyed down the river to 
New Orleans for less than a penny, and .every mile you descend the 
river is a mile nearer the South American markets. Yet how little has 
been done to utilize it. 

You are every day passing bills here to enable the Mississippi River 
to be bridged to accommodate railroads, and to-day each one of the 
bridges which span that stream carries more products across that river 
than float upon its bosom to the Gulf. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwishto inquire of theSenator why, if the grainof the 
West can be carried so cheaply on the Mississippi River from Saint 
Louis to New Orleans, it does not all go in that direction? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam told that under the system of floats and 
barges, moved very largely by the current of the river with but little 
power supplied, wheat can be conveyed for less than a cent a bushel. 
And yet it is not altogether strange that it does not go by river. 

Mr. DAWES. I rose for the p if I understood that statement 
correctly, to inquire of the Senator why it does not all go there?” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Simply, I suppose, because there is no com- 
munication from New Orleans to any of the commercial ports of Great 
Britain. I suppose if you were to establish a line of steamships from 
there the cost would be very greatly reduced over the cost of steamship 
lines from New York to Liverpool. The difficulty now is owing to the 
impossibility of the shipment of a cargo from New Orleans. 

Mr. DAWES. Why is that? a 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I know of no reason in the world except the 
reason I have given. The fact stands confronting us that they are car- 
rying grain down the river to New Orleans for the price I have stated. 
The transportation bills show that the cost of transporting it from Saint 
Louis to New York is very much larger. At the portof New York are 
great steamship lines making their weekly trips across the ocean. They. 
convey not only passengers but grain and other articles of merchan- 
dise. At the port of New York there isa return commerce. The ships 
return with full Iam told by people of the city of Boston, 
of which the Senator knows more than I, that one of the first-class 
steamship lines from the city of Boston had to stop because it was im- 
possible to get return I am told the same thing applies to Bal- 
timore, and I am told the same thing exists in regard to Philadelphia. 

Mr. DAWES. Why is that? 

Mr. MCPHERSON- It is simply from the fact that trade is running 
in a certain direction. It will all come right in the course of time if 
facilities are given. Competition and low prices for our products abroad 
will eventually compel us to seck the very cheapest channels of trans- 
portation for our exports. - 

Mr. DAWES. If there was the same facility between New Orleans 
and the foreign market that there is between New York and the foreign 
market, if there was the same facility between Boston and the foreign 
market and between Philadelphia and Baltimore and the foreign mar- 
ket as there is with New York, there would be the same current of 
trade ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the same facilities that are now afforded at 
the port of New York were afforded at New Orleans for the shipment 
of grain and the other products of the West directly to Liverpool it 
would cheapen the cost more than 10 cents per bushel on the average. 
In other words, it would give the producer of the West 10 cents more 
to meet the producer of India in the markets of Europe. 

Mr. DAWES. That is just what I wanted to reach. I wanted to 
inquire what in the world is the objection to doing everything in our 
power to multiply these facilities at every point? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Thereis no objection to it, and as I said tothe 


Senator I am in sympathy with this bill so far as it relates to our South 
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Amorican neighbors. Ifthere are those who do not to-day and never 
“have asked for the sympathy or charity of this Government, it is the 
people who reside west of the Mississippi River. They only ask fora 
market for their surplus products. -To those people I say if they can 
open the markets of South America by the Mississippi to New Orleans, 
givingashort line of communication between New Orleansand the South 
American ports, it will be found of vast advantage to that Western coun- 


try. 

Mr. TELLER, If the Senator will allow me to correct his figures, 
he states that wheat.can be taken for a cent a bushel to New Orleans. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘That is my information. 

Mr. TELLER. I find in the testimony taken by the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce that the ent of a company at Saint 
Louis, who is also president of the Chamber of erce, says that 
the rates to New York from Saint Louis are 13 cents a hundred on 
wheat and to New Orleans 7 cents, or about 4 centsa bushel. Ishould 
like to ask the Senator one question: He says the reason it does not go 
to New Orleans is because there is no return freight from New Orleans. 

: would like to inquire why there is no return freight from New Or- 
eans? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator misunderstands me, The ques- 
tion asked me was why the grain did not go to New Orleans to be ex- 
ported abroad? I say to him that there are no steamship lines at New 
Orleans fo take it. ‘The question was asked why there are no steam- 
ship lines at New Orleans? I say in reply, because there is no return 

e from the foreign ports, say from Liverpool to New Orleans, to en- 
able a steamship company to carry grain as cheaply from New Orleans 
as from New York. ~ 

Mr. TELLER. Allow me to suggest that when a ship enters the 
port at New Orleans—and it is a good deal nearer the center of popu- 
lation in New Orleans than it is when it enters New York or Boston— 
it has.a water way to the center of population of the United States which 
to-day under the last census is 22 miles west of the city of Cincinnati. 
‘There can be no reason except that we have not got ships on the ocean, 
why the supplies going to that great interior country should not come 
through the Mississippi River and by the city of New Orleans. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘The people of the Senator from Colorado for 
all their imports rely on New York. They come to the port of New 
York because all the financial arrangements are centered there; all the 
drafts payable there; the trade is running in that direction. It is well 
known to the Senator that when trade gets running in a certain chan- 
nel for long periods of time it requires extraordinary facilities to take 
it from that channel. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to make one suggestion to the Senator. 
‘The reason that the people of Colorado do not go to New Orleans for their 
European intercourse is from the fact he has stated that there are no 
lines of shipping from there. Weare as near to-day in fact to the city 
of New Orleans as we are to the city of Chicago—700 miles nearer the 
Atlantic Ocean there than we are at New York and still nearer than 
at Boston and other Eastern cities—and yet we are compelled to do all 
our business through the city of New York and other Eastern cities, 
because there is no line of ships from New Orleans, out national out- 
let, or the city of Galveston in Texas, which is another outlet of ours. 

Mr. BROWN. I believe that is exactly what I stated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, it does seem to me as 
though the true policy of the Western people and their interests are to 
do e ing in their power to build up trade upon the great natural 
water courses of the country, and, having got their products to New 
Orleans, borne upon the bosom of the Mississippi River, their natural, 
their best market is to be found in the South Americih States. 

For one I am ready to aid in bringing our people in direct commu- 


nication with those countries, but Iam not willing to hunt all over the: 


map of the world to find some island in the sea to which we may es- 
tablish postal relations, where by no possibility can they be of any ad- 
vantage to our people and to our industry. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot intend to make any speech on the tariff 
question at this time or perhaps at any other; but day before yesterday 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] assumed that the reason we 
did not trade with the South American republics was because we de- 
clined to take their produce, and he said that England did take their 
produce, and because England was ready to make a barter-trade she got 
the business. The Senator from New Jersey repeats that to-day, and 
repeats that in the face of the published reports of hisown Government. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let me ask a question, - 

-~ Mr. TELLER. I refer to the statement substantially made by the 
Senator from Kentucky, reiterated by the Senator from New Jersey, 
that the reason England gets the South American trade is that she en- 
gages in a barter-trade, and she takes their productions in exchange 
for hers. I say the statistics of his own Government, published and 
put upon his desk, will show that that is not true; the statistics of 
those individual states, the different republics of South America, and 
of Great Britain will show it is nottrae. To the Argentine Republic, 
spoken of here by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the other day 
as a counterpart of our own, the British sent, as shown by the pub- 
lished statements of the British Government, more than five times as 

t much as the Argentine Republic bought of them in the year 1884. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield there for a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let me present the point now in aforcible way, 
so that the Senator will understand it. Whatever the Senator from 
Kentucky may have said I am not responsible for. A cargo of mer- 
chandise, say cotton goods, if you please, leaves the port of New York— 
goods man in an American factory, placed in an American 
ship, if you please, conveyed to Rio. At the same hour a cargo of 
cotton goods leaves Liverpool, conveyed in a British ship, and reaches 
Riothe same day. With the exception of the one article of coffee, 
which is admitted duty free into this country, tell me any of the prod- 
ucts of any of the South. American states for which that cotton can be 
exchanged on equal terms to the manufacturers in both countries? In 
other words, the American ship returns with the products of Brazil 
and is met at the custom-house with a demand for 45 per cent. duty 
upon its cargo before it goestothe factory. The cargo of the British ship 
returns to Liverpool and is entered there free; the English manufact- 
urer pays no duty upon the raw material which makes the new product 
for the second ship-load of goods to be conveyed to thesame port. How 
long, pray tell me, can an American manufacturer stand-to pay these 
duties and still hope and expect to increase the area of the American 
market? 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to ask the Senator a question right there. I 
ask what duties are there on the importation of corn? He talks about 
the burden of the tariff. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator’s speech would be all very fine if it was 
based upon facts. I recollect reading many years ago that the great 
trouble in making a speech was that a man would be trammeled with 
facts. The Senator from New Jersey is not trammeled with facts at 
all; he rides right over them rough-shod. 

I made the statement that the Argentine Republic bought of Great 
Britain five times as much as she sold and paid in cash the difference. 
Then the Senator turns around and tells me we would have bought of 
them too if it had not been that there was a tariff. There is no tariff 
on their silver; no tariff on their gold; no tariff on their hides, on 
horns, and on various other things of that kind that were admitted by 
the English; and the English sold them the identical goods that we 
manufactured in New Jersey, the very kinds of goods that have been 
stated on this floor, and it is not disputed that we excel the world in 
the manufacture of them. And the English goodsof that kind shipped 
to South America were stamped as American goods; they stamp them 
with our stamp, as theSenator from Maine showed, for the purpose of. 
forcing a sale. Why did they not buy of us? The fact is shown in 
the further statement in the official reports of this country that 31.6 
per cent. of all the ships that entered the Argentine harbors, including 
her own, were ships ing the British flag, and an inconsequential 
number of American ships, so small that they are not mentioned in the 
report either of that country or any other as having entered her ports. 

Mr. President, take every other republic in South America save Chili 
and Peru, and the same thing is true in a more or less degree; they 
have been buying more from Great Britain than they have been selling 
to her, and we have been buying from the aggregate southern countries 
more than Great Britain. These are the facts and these are the figures 
that nobody can dispute; and yet the Senator from New Jersey tells us 
that itis because raw material is taxed here, and when I ask him to 
state what raw material he wants the tariff taken off of he declines to 
state, and says when the tariff bill comes here he will tell me. Sir, it 
is because our flag does not float, and it is because it is cheaper to-day 
to send goods from New York city to Liverpool and then to any South 
American city than it is to send them from New York, or from New 
Orleans, which is the natural port for all that conntry. 

The honorable Senator stickles now over $800,000 for the purpose of. 
initiating trade. Two years ago we voted $1,600,000 for the purpose 
of exhibiting ourselves to South American people in the Gulf State of 
Louisiana; $1,600,000 was there expended for the simple purpose of 
inviting those people to come here and form our acquaintance and make 
trade with us, and when it is proposed to put the results in a shape, 
then the Senator from New Jersey gets excited and talks about a sub- 
sidy. I know a subsidy is an odious term and has an odious meaning 
to a good many people, many are afraid of it, and I have never voted 
for a subsidy myself. I intend to vote for this proposition, and I in- 
tend to vote for all this class of subsidies, because, as has been said, 
the time has come when we must do this or we must lose the trade. 

I have here before me the published report of the trade of Great 
Britain. I find that Brazil bought much more of Great Britain than 
she sold to Great Britain. I find that to be true of the Argentine Re- 

ublic, of Mexico, of Colombia, of Uruguay, of Venezuela, of Hayti, of 
uador, of Bolivia, and of all the countries south of us as I said before 
save and except the two countries of Chili and Peru, which are about 
equal, and in some of those ports four-fifths of all the ships that enter 
are British ships, and thatis the key to it, and that is the explanation 
why we can not compete with Great Britain. It isnot that they can 
sell a certain class of products cheaper than we, not that they are will- 
ing to take what we are not willing to take, but because we have not 
sae opportunity of putting our goods there as they have of putting 
eirs. 
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Mr. President, no man who has studied trade will deny that a line 
of ships established to a country becomes an agency for all the mer- 
chants of that country. It is bound to make trade. Every man who 
has a dollar in it is forcing trade, and if the merchants do not put on 
the shore their factors and their agents the ship people will, and if 
the ship is not loaded by the people who are speculative the ship-owner 
loads it and sends it down there, because he must have the freight both 
ways if possible and he can afford to bring their products here, espe- 
cially those products that are mentioned as not being subject toa tariff. 

I hope nobody will give that any longer as a reason that England 
buys of the South American states what we refuse to buy, because it is 
not a fact borne out either by our own records or by the records of 
those countries or the records of Great Britain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I find in the Revised Statutes a gen- 
eral law, section 4007, authorizing the Postmaster-General, after adver- 
tisement for proposals, to enter into contracts for the transportation of 
the mail between the United States and any foreign country whenever 
the public interest will thereby be promoted. This section is a general 
authority to contract, after advertising, without limitation as to time. 
It may be for a trip, for a month, for a year, or for four years or more, 
but it is a broad authority to contract. I find that section 4009 pro- 
vides— 

For transporting the mail between the United States and any foreign port or 
between the ports of the United States, touching at a foreign port, the Postmas- 
ter-General may allow as compensation, if by United States steamship, any sum 
not exceeding the sea and United States inland postage, and if by a foreign 
steamship or by a sailing vessel, any sum not exceeding the sea postage on the 

so transported. 

Fixing the limits within which the Postmaster-General may allow 
compensation for tke transportation of these mails. Ifthisamendment 
shall be agreed to and become a law, it affects the general Jaw on the 
subject by limiting the power and authority of the Postmaster-General 
to a given class of ships, to a fixed period not less than which he shall 
contract, and to a totally different rule of compensation. 

If this amendment simply contained an appropriation for carrying 

the mails to the countries named in it, then the Postmaster-General 
under this general law as found in the Revised Statutes could adver- 
tise for proposals, and under the limitations of the Revised Statutes 
could enter into contracts for the carrying of these mails; but this 
amendment goes much farther than a simple matter of appropriation 
for the carrying of the mails. It establishes a new rule as to compen- 
sation and fixes limitations upon the power of the Postmaster-General 
that do not exist under the general law. Therefore I raise the ques- 
tion of order that this amendment is general legislation upon a general 
appropriation bill; and the first two lines of clause 3 of Rule 16 provide 
that— 3 

No amendment which poras general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. 

I raise that question of order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to call theattention of the Senator from 
‘Tennessee to lines 69, 70, and 71 of the bill, which have probably escaped 
his attention, and to say to him that that provision, which has been in- 
corporated, I think, in three several Post-Office appropriation bills, and 
to which an addition has already been made by a vote of the Senate, is 
an appropriation to give to the railroad companies a compensation other 
and different and in addition to that which is allowed by the general 
law, and I will ask him if the point of order would not equally lie 

nst that provision? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have notscrutinized the question suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas, nor does it affect the point that I raise whether 
the question of order would or would not lie in respect to the provision 
referred to by him, There is but one question to be determined in re- 
spect to this point of order. First it will not be denied that this is a 
general appropriation bill; the second and only remaining question for 
the Chair to determine is, is this general legislation? | If the Chair will 
scrutinize the law as it is laid down in the Revised Statutes and scru- 
tinize this amendment, the Chairis bound to perceive that it does limit 
and change the extent of the powers of the Postmaster-General as now 
prescribed under the Revised Statutes, and establishes a totally differ- 
ent rule in respect to the amount of compensation. It modifies, it 
changes the general law, and therefore it is unmistakably general leg- 
islation. e 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point-of order being raised, the 
Chair will be glad to hear suggestions. 

Mr. PLUMB. While it is true abstractly that the question whether 
some other provision is subject to a point of order does not touch the 
question whether the provision now objected to is subject to the point 
of order, there are a great many things that are comparative, and the 
general practice which has been observed by the Senate certainly would 
tend or might tend to throw some light upon what was or was not in 
order, ‘ 

Now for the purpose of bringing specially to the attention of the 
Senator from Tennessee, and in order that he may be, as I know he de- 
sires to be, perfectly consistent on the question of keeping the bill clean 


of every feature of legislation, I ask him if he will not when the bill 
comes out of committee make the point of order on the provision in lines 
69, 70, and 71, because I am bound to presume in this matter he is not 
mored by opposition to this ph of which he has spoken, that it 
is not the substance of it to which he objects, but it is the fact that it 
violates the rules of order of the Senate as he supposes, and for that 
reason and for that reason alone he interposes the objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquireof the Senator from Kansas if the pro- 
vision in lines 69, 70, and 71 is a provision in the bill as it comes from 
the House of Representatives ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can make no question of order on the bill as it 
comes from the House. We can deal with provisions proposed in the 
Senate, but we can make no question of order on the bill as sent by 
the House. 

Mr. PLUMB. What I refer to is the amendment proposes 
Senate committee to increase that item. If the original provision is 
legislation, then the amendment is equally legislation. The Senator 
will remember that question having been discussed in the Senate at 
the last session and it having been held that an amendment to a legis- 
lative provision was legislation as much as the original provision was. 

Then I want to call attention to one other provision a and that is 
the provision from lines 47 to 57 inclusive, which, while it wasa provis- 
ion also contained in the appropriation bill of last year, has been held, 
I believe, to have been not a continuing provision and consequently the 
necessity for the re-enactment of it, if the service between Tampa mes Ha- 
vana is to be carried on asa continuous service upon the basis upon which 
we carry on the cogst-line mail service of the United States. If this bill 
is to be made clean, to use the language of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BECK], let us not stop with a provision that we do not happen to 
like, but let us take it all as we come to it. 

- Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Kansas a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. If this amendment is agreed to, does it not modify 
and change the general law as it is found in the Revised Statutes? 

Mr, FRYE. Temporarily. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does provide another means to accomplish a cer- 
tain result. > 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kansas will allow me to makea sin- 
gle statement in a single sentence ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. ; 

Mr. HOAR. A change ot a general pension bill is general legisla- 
tion, making arule forall pensions. A special pension bill which modi- 
fies that general rule in its application to a particular case is not general 
legislation; it is special legislation for a particular purpose, although 
it makes that particular case an exception to it, and so far a repeal ot 
the general law. A provision to provide for a particular post-route, or 
to provide a particular mail service, as the fast-mail service from Boston 
to Florida, which we discussed a few days ago, is not general legisla- 
tion, although the arrangement which it makes trenches upon general 
legislation for a special occasion. 

Now this is precisely that case. The general law is left in force as 
to every case which shall come up in the future, except in regard to 
half a dozen specially enumerated routes, where we provide specially 
for a particular kind of contract. That is special legislation, and the 
importance of the thing does not make it any more general. ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not design to discuss the question, except in a 
brief way. I wanted to call the attention of the Senator from Tennes- 
see to the other, provisions of this bill, which, as I think, are equally 
obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there is any Senate amendment that is obnoxious 


by the 


-to it, I make the point of order as to it. 


Mr. PLUMB. I called his attention to it for the purpose of illug- 
trating in the first place the position of those who do not think this is 
subject to the point of order, as exhibiting the practice of the Senate 
heretofore. Let me call his attention to one other matter which has 
recently passed with the concurrence of both Houses, and I suppose I 
may speak of that which has been heretofore acted on in the other 
House. That is a provision authorizing the employment of persons to 
examine into Indian claims under the Department of the Interior, 
making an appropriation of $10,000 for the purpose of doing that serv- 
ice, and directing how the Secretary of the Interior shall expend it. 
That is a matter which did not seem to have attracted the attention of 
the Senator from Tennessee or other Senators or any member of the 
other Honse. It is I think by means of illustrations of that kind that 
we can at least measurably determine what general legislation is within 
the legislative contemplation. 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee, 
for the purpose of getting the scope of his objection, whether he does not 
think that the two paragraphs that I have brought to hisattention are 
equally inimical to the point of order; and I ask that for the purpose 
of being informed more particularly in regard to his position, knowing 
that he is rightfully entitled to be considered an authority upon subjects 
of this kind. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not hesitate to answer on the question of order. 
The first clause to which the Senator calls my attention is simply chang- 
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ing the amount of the appropriation. I do not think that falls within 
Me PLUMB. h 
. B. But it was a legislative provision originally when it 

came to the Senate. - That adds to the pis pestle 

Mr. HARRIS. That I do not know. 

Mr. PLUMB. That adds to the compensation of railroads entitled 
under the general law—— 

Mr. HARRIS. We can make no question of order on the House bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that, but I am speaking of the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment simply changes it from one amount 
to more, adding slightly to the amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion on the point 
of order—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair, before stating his opinion, permit to 
be read the pending amendment, as it is very short? 

Mr. PLUMB. As anillustration I will ask that all the amendments 
sent down to the Committee on Appropriations be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment reported by Mr. WILSON, of 
Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as follows: 


For compensation due the United Statesand Brazil Mail Steamship Company 
for aT the United States mails during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 


Mr. PLUMB. That was not to pay money due under existing law 
but under an equitable construction of the value of the service, which 
the Post-Office Committee thought proper. 

Mr. HARRIS. When that question is presented to the Senate we 
shall see whether it is subject to a point of order or not. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment reported by Mr. FRYE from the 
Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


Office of Superintendent of Foreign Mails: Fortransportation of foreign mails, 
including railway transit across the Isthmus of Panama, $1,000,000; and the 
Postmaster-General is hereby direcied to enter into contracts with American- 
built and registered steamships, whenever possible, for the transportation of 
any part of said foreign mails, after legal advertisement, with the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder, at a rate not to exceed 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each 
way actually traveled between the terminal points: Provided, T! e aggre- 
gate of such contracts shall not exceed $600,000 of the sum hereby appropriated. 

Also the amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Eustis, namely: 


For special facilities and expedited mail from New York, via Washington; 
Lynchburg, Va. ; Danville, Va.; papag satya N.C.: Charlotte, N. C.; Atlanta, 
Ga,; Montgomery and Mobile, Ala., to New Orleans, $210,000, 

Also the amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CALL, namely: 

That the appropriation for the fast mail service from Boston to Tampa, Fla., 
be increased to $291,725. 


Mr. HOAR. All those would be struck down by this ruling. 

Mr. FRYE. If the ruling is adverse. 

Mr. HOAR. I mean by the point of order. i : 

Mr. CALL, This is a question of the transportation of the mails to 
certain places. The Senator from Tennessee says that the general 
statutes that prohibit the Postmaster-General from applying certain 
amounts of money are violated or repealed for this purpose. That is 
the conclusion of the argument of the Senator; that is the effect of his 
argument. 

The construction that he places by his argument on that statute is 
that a su uent Congress is fettered in its discretionary power in ap- 
propriating for postal purposes. Now, there can be no such construc- 
tion of the statutes of the United States because it is in contravention 
of the Constitution. It is never intended by any statute of the United 
States to limit the power of a succeeding Congress as to the amount it 
shall appropriate or the manner in which that appropriation shall be 
expended. It is not competent for any law of the United States thus 
to limit the power of appropriation in any subsequent Congress. There- 
fore, in my opinion, this amendment is not within the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was certainly most unfortunate in stating my 
peint of order when so ableand intelligent a Senator as the Senator from 
Florida should have stated it as he has done. My point is precisely 
this, that under section 4006 the Postmaster-General is authorized and 
has the right to make a contract with any vessel, whether American 
or foreign, to carry mails to foreign countries, and that contraet, if 
made under the Revised Statutes, may be for one trip, for one month, 
for one year, or fora number of years ; but if this amendment is 
to, then that provision of the Revised Statutes is changed, so that the 
Postmaster-General has no authority to make a contract for less than 
five years ; therefore he would make a contract which would bind fut- 
ure Congresses, whether within or without their discretion, they would 
be compelled to make an appropriation to carry out the contract so 
made or repudiate it. Your argument turns upon yourself if there be 
anything in it. : 

This is changing the general law as to the authority of the Postmaster- 
General to make a contract. Then section 4009 prescribes the maxi- 
mum limit of compensation that may be allowed American steamers 
or foreign steamers for carrying our mails to foreign ports. A totally 
different rule of compensation is fixed by this amendment; and again 
the general law is modified, if this shall be agreed to and become a law. 

That this is general legislation, is as clear to my mind as that any- 
thing in the Revised Statutes is general legislation. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the proposition that I made does not 


seem to have been apprehended by the Senator from Tennessee. Itis 


that the power of appropriation in each Congress is one that is unlim- 
ited as to the manner ofits expenditure and the amount of its expend- 
iture, that no law of a preceding Congress can say to this Congress in 
appropriating money which it is annually required to do for the public 
service the manner in which it shall be expended when made by this 
Congress or the amount which it shall expend. That is it. 

The difference between the Senator and myself is not touched by his 
argumentin thatrespect. Ifa préceding Congress should say to a suc- 
ceeding one, ‘‘ You shall not carry the mailsin any other manner than 
as prescribed by this act; you shall not employ this, that, or the other 
agency,” that would be saying to Congress, in the form of a law, that 
the power of Congress to appropriate money shall be limited. _ That is 
merely an authority given to the Postmaster-General to do a certain 
thing, and does not imply the exclusion of the power of Congress to do 
it in some other way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order made by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, as the Chair understands, is that the amendment 
now proposed and pending is general legislation on an appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. On a general appropriation bill. 
sed A ERIDENE pro tempore. The amendment now pending will 

read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and registered 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch. and a 
ewe speed in the carriage of such mailsto Brazil; the oe perme: of Mexico, 

ntral and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward š 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; Chins and Sapen, 
$800,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with such American steam- 
ships for a term of not less than five y and ata rate of compensation not 
ere for each outward trip$1 per nautical mile of the distance, in the most 
direct and feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment is in substance sim- 
ilar in principle at least to the amendment proposed to a naval appro- 
priation on the 10th of April, 1884. The Chair finds that when that 
amendment was proposed and pending the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] raised the question of order that it was general legislation and 
not in order under the rules of the Senate. The Chair asks the Chief 
Clerk to read the decision of the President pro tempore [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
at the time. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the amendment is in 
order, for the reason that it is a provision like the goran in all the appro- 
priation bills for increasing the establishment the bill provides for, as an appro- 
priation bill in res of the Treasury Department provides for more clerks, 
provides for new furniture, and all things that relate to the subject of the bill 
and the execution of the purpose of the establishment. The Chair therefore 


feels obli; to rule that amendment is not general legislation within the 
sense of the sixteenth rule, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also finds that on the 23d 


of February, 1885, a proposition somewhat similar to this relating to 
the transportation of foreign mails was offered to the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill of that year, and a point of order was raised by Mr. Bay- 
ard that the amendment proposed general legislation toan appropriation 
bill. The President pro tempore [Mr. EDMUNDS] submitted the ques- 
tion to the Senate whether the amendment was inorder under the six- 
teenth rule. It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 33, nays 20. 

Even if the occupant of the chair had doubts upon the subject, he 
would feel bound to abide not only by the decision of the presiding 
officer but by that of the Senate. 

The former presiding officer once decided it himself, and on one occa- 
sion submitted it to the Senate, and on each occasion the amendment 
was received, involving the same principle. On reading the rule the 
Chair is clearly of the opinion that this is not general legislation on an 
appropriation bill, for this reason: The rule of the Senate does not ex- 
clude all legislation on an appropriation bill. It does not prevent the 
Senate from limiting the terms of the appropriation or the purposes to 
which it shall be applied, or how it shall be conducted, or whether for- 
eign service shall be on American ships, or English, or other ships; nor 
does it prohibit any qualification which may induce Congress to ap- 
propriate a larger or asmaller sum of money. Therefore a limitation 
that applies only toa particular item of appropriation and does not ex- 
tend to the general law is not general legislation. The language of 
the rule seems to make it very clear: 

No amendment which popoe general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received. 

So that the rule plainly admits legislative provisions relevant to the 
proposition itself. The Chair is clearly, therefore, of opinion that it is 
within the power of the Senate under its rules to receive and consider 
the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have great respect for the authority of the Chair, 
and I have great respect for the opinions of the presiding officer of 
this body; but so confident am I in the opinion that I have expressed 
that, being desirous to keep my own record clear on the question, I take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair and ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 
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The PRESIDENT p ro tempore. vie pions 
is, Shall the seeker of the the Chair the a 
ate? And the Senator from Massachusetts moves 
aps the table. 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 
pIe yens and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoxEs]. If he were present, I should 
vote **yea.’? 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. SEwELL]. Not knowing how he would vote, I de- 
cline to vote. 

Mr. PLUMB (when Mr. SEWELL’s name was called). The Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to announce that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], but eee that he would vote 
to ay on the table, I have voted “‘y 

desire also to say that my ch bli [Mr. Corguirt] is paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 


the question 
Semen of the Sen- 
tthe appeal lie 


[Mr. CAMERON]. 
Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote. I had forgotten at the time that I was with the Senator 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL], who is detained’from the Senate 
by sickness. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—. 
Allison,s Eustis, Mahone, Plumb, 
wean Evarts, = 2 fhe 
wr, ©, iller wyer, 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Conger, e, Morrill, T, 
Cullom, Hawley, 3 Wilson of Iowa. 
Dáwes, oar, Payne, 
Edmunds, b Piatt, 
> NAYS—I7. 
Beck, Gray, Morgan Whitthorne. 
Berry, Hampton, X Wilson of Md. 
Backi, Harris, Vance, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Vest, 
Coke, Maxey, Walthall, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Bowen, George, Kenna, 
Butler, Gibson, Me x Stanford, 
Camden, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck, 
Cameron, = Pike oorhees, 
Chace Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkasas, Sabin, 
Iph, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid upon the table. 
Mr. PLUMB. It is su that the convenience of several Sena- 
tors would be subserved having an executive session. I have no 
reference about that matter. I wish to say further that I am asked 
ae a number of Senators not to interpose objection to an adjournment 
over until Monday; and so far as I am concerned, while I very much 
prefer to sit to-morrow, I do not want to be understood as in any way 
pressing this bill against the opinion of a majority of the Senate, - 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will insist on an adjournment 
until to-morrow. 

*Mr. PLUMB. As far as I am concerned personally I am willing to 
sit to-morrow and get a vote on the bill. I ask unanimous consent 
that at 4 o’clock to-morrow debate shall cease on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that at 4 o’clock to-morrow the vote shall 
be taken on the pending proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. That is at 4 o’clock on the next legislative day? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; 4 0’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro ‘tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Thatis asking us to assume without discussion that 
we are going to sit to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. Say the next legislative day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas modifies 
his proposition so that the vote shall be taken at 4 o’clock on the next 
legislative day. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is, that general debate shall cease at 4 o’clock 
on the next legislative day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, that will 


be considered the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion to go into ex- 
sash session, the Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate 

journ. 


i The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes were 
geca 

Mr. HOAR. Iask forthe yeas and nays. Itisa R question 
of wasting one day. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand Senators desire only a short executive 
session. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is what I moved—an executive session. There 
are reasons for having one to-night for a few minutes. There ought to 
be one, and I have moved an executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are ordered on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not want to sail under false colors. I give no- 
tice that if this motion is voted down, I shall move to-adjourn to Mon- 
day, because I want to adjourn to Monday myself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the real point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are ordered on 
the motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis very likely my friend from Kansas [ Mr. Prais] 
would vote to adjourn, and I should vote against it. I announce my 
pair with him. 

4 Mr. pane I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
ONES 
The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—12. - 
Allison, Dawes, Hale, Platt, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Teller, 
Cullom, Frye, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—33. 

Beck, Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Berry, George, Meny; Vance, 
Brown, Gorman, Mi Vest, 

Call, Gray Mitchell of Oreg., Walthall, 
Camden, Hami on, Morgan, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Ha Palmer, Wilson of Ma. 
Coke, Hawley, Payne, 
-Conger, Ingalls, Pugh, - 

Eustis, McPherson, m, 

ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Fair, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mati an. Sawyer, 
Bowen, Harrison, Mahone, Sewell, 
Butler, Hearst, Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 
meron, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, ford, 

Chace ores of Florida, Pinmb, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, . Riddleberger, Voor! 
Dolph, Kenna, in, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3775) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase an additional strip of ground on the east side of the 
United States court-house and post-office building at Fort Wayne, Ind., 
to be paid for ont of the appropriation already made. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in amount required 
for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and surveys required 
by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascertain depth of 
water and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi River; in which 
it requests the concurrence of the Senate. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill CH. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, and asking a conference with the Senate thereon. 

On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendment tothe said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PIKE, Mr. HOAR, and 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1357) authorizing the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine certain c was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The bill (H. R: 7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and 
surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascer- 
tain depth of water and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi 
River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
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` ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. NAYS—16. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem The question recurs on the motion | Berry, George, Maxey, Vance, 
of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. MAXEY] that the Senate proceed to | Seke, Sy ion, paean, whee 
‘the consideration of executive business. Frye, Harrie Plumb, ° Wilson of Md. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Texas to withdraw that mo- : ABSENT-—33. 
. tion for a moment. I simply want to move an adjournment until | 4y3,jon, Eustis, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Monday. j ; < Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. You have a right to make that motion pending a ied rw Kenna, ed 
motion for an executive session. Cameron, “Si M j Stanford, 
Mr. BUTLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn it adjourn to | Chace, a Harri n, Mahone, A Yen Wyck, 
meet on Monday next. j : Cockrell, wley, derso: ye | . 
~ Mr. HOAR. Is that in order when a motion to go into executive | Soauitt, — Mitohell of Pa, Wilson of Iowa. 
session is pending? Dolph, Jonesof Arkansas, Pike, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clearly in order under thé rule. 
The Sczator from South Carolina moves that the Senate adjourn until 
Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet on 
Monday. : 

Mr. BUTLER. I confess I do not know the difference. My motion 
is that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Either isinorder. A motion toad- 
journ to Monday is in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That isin order and takes prece- 
denċe. The Senator from South Carolina moves that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday hext. The question ison that 
motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I demand the yeas and nays. 
re eso and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

roll. - 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name wascalled). I announce again my 
pair with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. asta 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Under- 
standing that he would vote ‘‘ yea” if present, I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Tho roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 34, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—H. : 
Beck, Sonic Pugh, 
Berry, George, one, Ransom, 
Brown, Gorman, Manderson, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Maxey, Vest, 
Call, Hampton, Miller Walthall, 
Cockrell, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorn, 
Coke, Hawley, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
, Co T, Ingal Palmer, 
Eustis, n, Payne, 
NAYS—1Ii. 
Allison, Edmunds, Platt, Teller. 
Blatt Frye, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Camden, Hale, Sawyer, 
Cullom Hoar, b 
Dawes, Morrill, Spooner, 
ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Fair, Kenna, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Gibson, eMillan, ford, 
Bowen, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck, 
» serena Emo a ‘oorhees, 
hace. ones of Arkansas, dleberger, 

Colquitt, Jones of Florida, ` Sabin, 

Iph, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Texas that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

. MILLER. Pending that, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. MILLER. I yield. 

Mr. CALL. I ask leave to present certain from citizens of the 
State of Florida concerning the public lands of the United Statesin that 
State. I move their reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call for the yeas and nays. = 
rate i and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I announce again my 
pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. . 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
22, nays 16; as follows: 


The Senator from New York moves 


YEAS—22. 
Allison, Cullom, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman 
Beck, Edmunds, Morrill, a Spooner, 
evel eit Sao Saler, 
wn, . ny Pugh, est, 
Butler, McPherson, Ransom, 
Conger, er, Sawyer. 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned to Monday, May 3, 1886. 3 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
a FRIDAY, April 30, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENTS. = 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting report of judgments against the United States for 
flowage caused by improvements on Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations; and ordered to 
be printed. 
FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 
‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4731) for the 
allowance of certain claims spt seeing Sree aro ing officers of the 
Department of the United States, reported from the Senate 
with the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 66, after line 17, insert: 
+: MISSISSIPPI 
“To Catharine C. B, Merrill, executrix of the last will and testament of Ayres 
P. Merrill, late of said State, $67,726.” 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved to disagree to the Senate amendment, and 
ask for a conference on the di asr ma of the ore 
The motion was agreed to; e Speaker appoi as 
of said conference on the part of the House Mr. RICHARDSON ir 
GEDDES, and Mr. JOHNSTON of Indiana. 
: REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing title; which was read a first and second time, and referred to - 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, namely: - 
A bill (S. 1908) to amend section 4004 of the Revised Statutes, pro- 
viding for additional pay for postal cars. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. West, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, for one week. 
BORDEAUX INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting a. dispatch from the American minister at Paris, 
inclosing a letter from the president of the Philomathical. Society of 
Bordeaux relative to the congress for the discussion of technical, com- 
mercial, and industrial education to be held at Bordeaux; also trans- 
mittinga letter{from the Commissioner of Labor, recommending that the 
United States be represented in said congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

CLAIMS FOR REBATE OF TONNAGE TAX. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting copies of correspondence relative to the claim of 
the French Compagnie Générale Transatlantique, growing out of all 
illegal tonnage tax; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BEACH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed with the regular order. 

This being Friday, the first business in order is the call of commit- 
mittees for reports — bills of a private nature. 

Pe WILLIS.. I move to dispense with all private business for to- 

y. i 
Mr. OATES. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. MATSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MATSON. Will that motion, if adopted, dispense with the pri- 
vate business fixed for this evening? 
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TheSPEAKER. It will not. That business is transacted under 
ene special order of the House,’and will not be affected by this mo- 
on. 
The question being taken on the adoption of Mr. WILLIS’S motion, 
there were on a division—ayes 69, noes 59. : : 
RS WEAVER, of Nebraska, Does not that require a two-thirds 
vote : 
The SPEAKER, It does not. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. FELTON demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Save: O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. WILLIS were appointed 
ers. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 69. 
So the motion to dispense with private business was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WAYNE, IND. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House, under the rule, 
a aone bill with Senate amendments, the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

A bill (H. R. 3775) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase an 
additional strip of ground on the east side of the United States court-house and 
post-office building at Fort Wayne, Ind., to be paid for out of the appropriation 
already made. 

Mr. LOWRY. I ask unanimous consent for present consideration of 
the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 29, 1886. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with the pele | amendment: 

‘Provided further, That no money shall be iP out of the Treasury on account 
of said purchase, until the Attorney-General of the United States shall certify 
that the title to said land is complete in the United States.” 

Mr. LOWRY. Iask one minute to explain this amendment, so as 
to obtain consent of the House for immediate action and concurrence 
in it. 

This is simply a pro forma amendment, and is already provided for 
by the statute in my opinion. It simply provides an additional safe- 
guard, that the ground shall not be paid for until the Attorney-Gen- 
eral shall report that the title is complete in the United States. While 
the amendment is not necessary there is no objection to it, and I ask 
unanimous consent for immediate action upon the amendment with a 
view to concurrence, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

She Senate amendment was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. LOWRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a vote of two-thirds. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 73, noes 


29. 
So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the motion was agreed 


to. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, as the House has determined by a de- 
cided vote to give to the River and Harbor Committee the balance of 
this day, and as the committee I represent is next upon the regular call, 
I ask unanimous consent that the second call of committees may be dis- 
pensed with also for to-day. I shall make no objection to it myself. 

Mr. WILKINS. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Can this not be done by a vote of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. It can not; there is no provision in the rule for dis- 
pensing with the second call. 


SOUTH PASS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The Committee on Rivers and Harbors was called. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. - I am instructed by the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to call up and ask the passage at this time of the bill (H. 
R. 7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in amount required 
for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and surveys required 
by acts of March 3, 1875, and June19, 1878, toascertain depth of water 
and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the following sum be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to wit: 

‘To supply deficiency in amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for 
examinations and surveys required by the act of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 
1878, to ascertain the depth of water and width of channel secured and main- 
tained from time to time by James B. Eads at South Pass of the Mississippi 
River, and to enable the Secretary of War to report to Congress during the main- 
tenance of the work, $6,492. 

Sxc, 2, That the money hereby appropriated shall be immediately available, 


The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. BLANCHARD, I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 


considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FELTON. I object. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, Mr. Crispin the chair, and proceeded 


to consider the bill H. R. 7207. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read the 
report; as showing the necessity for the passage of this bill. Let the 
first page of the report be read. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. BLANCHARD), as follows; 


nature of examinations and surveys to ascertain the results obtained and main- 


tained by said Eads in the works at said pass under the obligations assumed by ` 


him to the Government in the aforesaid contract. 

These examinations and surveys are also needed to enable the Government 
to fulfill its obligations of compensation and payment to said Eads, under the 
terms of said acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, as well as to enable the 
Secretary of War to report to Congress during the maintenance of said works. 
as required by said acts,to the end that Congress ‘may be kept fully advised 
as to the faithfulness and efficiency with which the said works are being exe- 
cuted by said Eads and tes.” The appropriation of $5,492, provided for 
in the bill, is to meet the expense of the surveys and examinations aforesaid, 
until the end of the pens fiscal year, June 30, 1886, and is asked for in the de- 
ficiency estimates of appropriation, submitted during this session, by the De- 
partment of War, as well as made the sub) of special communications in 
writing by the Secretary of War and Chief o ag (ipaig 

Appropriation for the object covered by the bill has heretofore always been 
made in the river and harbor bill, and was provided for in the river and harbor 
bill which was reported tothe House during the second session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress, but, by failure of that bill to become a law, the same was lost. 
No appropriation, therefore, for the purpose mentioned in the bill herewith sub- 
mitted, was made for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and hence the defi- 
ciency, to meet which is the object of the present bill. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. That is all I desire to have read. I now ask 
the Clerk to read a communication from the Secretary of War, dated 
March 31, touching this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washinglon City, March 31, 1886, 


Sır: I have the honor to again invite attention tothe estimate for “* Examina- 
tions and surveys at South Pass, Mississippi River.” 

The engineer officer in c of the examinations and surveys at South Fass, 
Mississippi River, has, under date of March 26, 1886, submitted his querterly cer- 
tificate of maintenance of the jetty channel. From this certificate it appears 
that the channel near to and between the sea ends of the jetties was not of the 

uired dimensions for seventeen days during the quarter. 

he acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, require the Secretary of War to 
make the examinations and surveys in order that it may be ascertained that 
the required dimensions of the channel are maintained, and but for the volun- 
tary services of the assistant engineer and employés since December 1, 1885, it 
would have been impossible to have discovered that the channel was dcticient, 
which would have been a loss to the Government of over 96,000, nearly the 
amount required for their seven months’ services. 


In view of the very qas importance of the work, I urgentiy recommend the 
immediate passage of House bill No. 7207. 
Very respectfully, 


WM. C. ENDICOTT, Secretary of War. 
Hon. A. S. WILLIS, 


Chairman of Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the report which has been read 
and the letter of the Secretary of War fully explain the necessity ex- 
isting for the passage of this small bill. It only carries an appropria- 
tion of $6,000, which is needed to enable the Secretary of War to carry 
out the duties imposed upon him by existing laws. ; 

Mr. WILSON. How much? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Six thousand four hundred and ninety-two 
dollars. I move, Mr. Chairman, that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before the question is put upon that mo- 
tion I should like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana whether the 
engineers have reported upon the depth of channel that has been main- 
tained under the law or the contract with Mr. Eads ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. They have; and I will state to my friend from 
Ohio that the parties down there engaged in that work have been doing 


‘it voluntarily without pay since the 1st of December by reason of the 


failure of this small appropriation in the second session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I thought the examinations were made by 
officers of the Army of the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The examination is made under the supervis- 
ion and direction of Captain Heuer, an officer of the United States 
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Army in the Engineer Corps; but he has to have assistants to make 
this examination, and it is to pay them this appropriation is needed. 

. Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the report show the required depth 
of the channel throughout ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. _ The report is made monthly by Captain Heuer, 
the Army engineer in @arge there, and shows the depth of water every 
day maintained at the South i ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If this is an appropriation in accordance with 
existing law why does it not come from the Appropriations Committee ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The appropriakon has always heretofore been 
made in the river and harbor bill, but by reason of the failure of the 
river and harbor bill in the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress 
no appropriation was made, 
ae REED, of Maine. . Is there one in the present river and harbor 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is for the fiscal year commencing the 1st 
of July next. I now submit my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the consideration of the bill under the five- 
minute rule is not demanded, the Chair will submit the motion of the 
gentleman from Louisiana. The gentleman moves that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in amount required 
for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and surveys required 
by acts of March. 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascertain depth of 
water and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi River, had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it Co pa, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

-The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


The Committee on Agriculture was called. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agriculture to 
call up for consideration the resolution, with an amendment, which I 
send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 27th day of April, 1886, after the second call of com- 
mittees, be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented 
by the Committee on Agriculture, this order not to interfere with general ap- 
propriation or revenue bills, and, whether so interfered with on that day or not, 
Thal be a continuing order until the bills presented by said committee shall be 
disposed of, . 

Mr. HATCH. On behalf of the committee I offer the amendment 
which I have sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out “ Tuesday, the 27th day of April,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof “ Thu: y, the 13th day of May.” 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state for the information of the House that 
it is the p of the committee under that resolution to ask for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7208) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 29, 1884; the bill (H. R. 2933) to establish 
agricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges estab- 
lished in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto; the bill (H. R. 
2293) to promote agriculture, and for other purposes; and the bill (H. 
R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. And 
upon the resolution and amendment I demand the previous question. 

Mr. MORRISON. One of the bills the gentleman includes in his 
resolution to be considered by special order or assignment is a revenue 
bill and privileged whenever a majority of the House see fit to enter 
upon its consideration. I suggest to the gentleman that bill ought to 
be left to take its place with other revenue bills—I mean the bill in 
reference to oleomargarine or artificial butter. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the resolution of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] propose to exclude the consideration of the tariff bill? 

Mr. HATCH. The resolution itself does not specify the bills, but 
in fairness to the House and in obedience to the instructions of the 
committee I have stated frankly the bills that we now have upon the 
Calendar which we desire to have considered under this resolution. 
The point made by the gentleman from Illinois —— 

Mr. MORRISON. It is nota Point; it is a mere suggestion to the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Mllinois-[Mr. MORRISON] will not, I am afraid, fully cover the consid- 
eration of this bill, for the reason that while it is a revenue bill, and 
under the rules of the House belongs to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it was referred by aspecial order of the House to the Committee 


on Agriculture; and whether that reference carries with it all the rights 
of a revenue bill I think extremely doubtful. Therefore, as a matter 
of precaution, I have mentioned it among the bills that we shall ask to 
have considered under this resolution. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will inquire of the gentleman whether this res- 
olution contains the usual exception in favor of revenue and appropria- 
tion bills? 

Mr. HATCH. It does. 

A MEMBER. Does it except prior orders? 

Mr. HATCH. It does not. z 

Mr. RANDALL, I suppose the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] does not desire any amendments to this bill touching other in- 
ternal-revenue taxes? 

Mr. HATCH. The position taken by the Committee on Agriculture 
and the position that I shall take before the House is that, this being 
a special authority and a limited jurisdiction conferred upon the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, the bill reported by that committee is not sub- 
ject to amendments as far as other matters taxable under the internal- 
revenue system are concerned Therefore we propose to confine the 
amendments to such subjects as pertain alone to the subject-matter of 
the bill, and will not, with our consent, permit any amendments to be 
put upon the bill relating to tobacco, spirits, or anything of that kind 
now subject to taxation under the internal-revenue system. I demand 
the pravos question upon the amendment and the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] whether his resolution excepts prior orders? 

Mr. HATCH. It does not. + 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I hope the House will vote it down. 

Mr. HATCH. We have taken a day that is not occupied, and we 
have asked the consideration of this bill, and—— f 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman says he has taken a day that is not 
occupied; I would like to ask the gentleman how he can take a day 
that is not occupied, when the business of this House may be pushed 
on, and other committees having bills that they desire to pass may oc- 
cupy the very day the gentleman has selected unless he gets his reso- 
lution through in the shape he proposes, taking that day regardless of 
prior orders. 

Mr. HATCH. That is in the discretion of the House. When that 
day arrives, if more than one special order asks for recognition, it is for 
the majority of the House to determine the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis now in the discretion of the House, submitted 
to it by the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], 
and I trust the House will exercise its discretion and vote the resolu- 
tion down. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. The gentleman 
has demanded the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I eall for a division. 

While the House was proceeding to divide, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand fora division 
at this time. I prefer to take it on the main question. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the resolution 
read again. i 

The resolution was again read. 

The amendment, substituting in the resolution the 13th day of May 
for the 27th day of April, was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 129, noes 16. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POWERS OF THE AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HATCH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agriculture to 
eall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the powers 
and duties of the Department of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The billisin Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that 
it be considered in the House. I will state to the House that this has 
been done without objection in the last two Congresses when this bill 
has come up for consideration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to have the bill read 
before this question is decided. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the aia and duties of the Departmentof Agri- 
culture. 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Department of Agriculture, established at the seat 

of Government of the United States, shall be an Executive Department, to be 


known as retary of nat aponle ure and labor, under the supervision and 
pote pr Sages of agricuiture and labor, who shall be appointed by the 
President, by an: th ee eer me ane consent of the 


Senate; and section 158 

of the Revised hereby amended to inclade such department, and 

suid tive seach ? title 4 E. the Revised Statutes are hereby made applicable to 
e 

That there shall be in said department an assistant of agri- 

ae nT een be oe cre Ges by and with theadvice and 

consent of the Senate, and who shall perform such duties as may be required by 


law or bed b; 

Sec. 3. That the — of agriculture and labor shall et nig receive the 
rac g Ereto focn pati e T of ee E A tare ts, 
and the salary of the ier eena and labor be the 


of 
eari as that now paid to the Assistant a eroaa iY of the Department of the In- 
ior. 
Sec, 4. That all laws and parts of laws relating to the Department of — 
ure now in existence, as far as the same are a plicable and not in conflict with 
rei i Er; so far, are continued in orce and effect. 


rosary an facto: other Biogr industry. 
meunidiation of po poets Br 


him, and cor 


mote the tary 
shall be sam adap inquire into the causes of discontent en may exist be- 


versy. 
ion Tiaoa in th the United 
may deem important; sear porn reports, with accom 

panes and bound in a volume separate and apart 


a 6. That ECO SEATON SRI T establishing a bureau of labor, is 


hereby repealed. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] asks 
unanimous consent that the Committe of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union be di from the farther consideration of this bill, 
and that it be considered in the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. _I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. If this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, is the five-minute debate thereby cut off, and does it render the 
call of the previous question ible ? 

- The SPEAKER. Itw not prevent the House from ordering the 
previous question, the effect of which would be to cut off all debate and 
all amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I object to the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwillsay to the gentleman from Kentucky that I will 
yield to him or any other gentleman such time as he may need. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the bill had better be Connidered Í in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HATCH. What gentleman objects? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. HATCH. Let the gentleman from Texas take the responsibil- 
ity. ` 

“The SPEAKER. The gentleman has taken the responsibility. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw his ob- 
jection. He supported a bill similar to this in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress. I will yield him such time as he desires. 

Mr. HEWITT. I would like to share the responsibility of object- 


Arr. REAGAN, This is avery important bill and deserves the full- 
est consideration. 

Mr. HATCH. I movethat the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
this bill. 

The motion was 

The House accordingly oases itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill having been read in the House, it will 
not be read again unless some gentleman requests it. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask for the reading of the reportas a pors of my 
remarks. 

The report (by Mr. Harca) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was rte the bill Liles 2932), en- 
titled “A bill to enlarge the powers and duties of the ent of ult- 
ure,” unanimously report the accompanying bill asa substitute th or, and 
recommend its favorable Pace cies oyen n and passage by the House. 

Substantially the same propositions jed in the first four sections of this 
bill, except the addition of the words “and rae ”’ have been before the House 
for its consideration and action in the three Congresses. 

In the third session of the Forty-sixth Congress, February 7, 1881, Mr. AIKEN, 
from the Committee on Agriculture, moved to suspend the rules and House 
bill 4909, on which motion the yeas were 164, nays 83, not voting 45, failing, by 1 
vote, to receive the necessary two-thirds. 

Again, in the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress House bill 4429 was 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. s> 


Shade D RIAAN coder ain after full ration and disenssion, on 10, 1882, 

passed the House by helming vote of yeas nays7, noe f . 
And again in the d session of the F -eighth Congress, ber 15, 

1884, Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on , moved to suspend the 


—— 
House bill 1457, which, after on under the rule, passed the 
House by the decisive vote of yeas 166, nays 69, not g 88. 
Ti ed action of the House clearly d Aa age eae 
representatives of the poole upon this important measure. This bill was sent 
ebruary 7, 1885, reported to the Senate by the chairman 
of the Committee on Sann ure, with amendments, but was never reached for 
nsideration and final actio: 


as e oe one by the Committee on Labor,and, 
ved by said committee and 
substantial unanimity. 


onee inte the in- 
ey are in interest, to 
Labor. 


be of Agriculture and 


All of which is respectfully Department 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of limiting general debate on this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I toe the gentleman will not press that motion. 
I would like to submit a few observations. 

Mr. HATCH. I will yield a fair proportion of time to the gentle- 
man. Ihave already appealed to him. I now insist on my motion. 
‘I want general debate limited so that we may get a vote on this bill 
within the hour. 

Mr. REAGAN addressed the Chair. 
=| CHAIRMAN. The motion that the committee rise is' not de- 

table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I rise to a question of order. 
s ore motion that the committee rise in-order until there has been 

ebate? 

Mr. HATCH. There has been debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There has been no debate. 

Mr. HATCH. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I called for the read- 
ing of the report in my time, and as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The bill has not been read 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order to move to limit debate under 
the five-minute rule unless such debate has been had; but general de- 
bate having already taken place on this bill, a motion to t such 
debate oni be in order in the House. ` 

Mr. HATCH. I insist on my motion. 

Thequestion was taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH that the com- 
mittee rise, 

The CHAIRMAN said: In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isadivision eames [A pause.] Ifnot, the 
motion that the committee rise is 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. er— 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole has 
not yet made his report. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to make a question of order. I demanded 
a division immediately upon the announcement of the vote, and before 
the declaration of the result. 

The SPEAKER. That wasa proceeding in Committee of the Whole 
with which the t occupant of the chair has nothing to do. 

Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 5190) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of Agri- 
culture, had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER having stated the report of the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I desire to make a statement. As occupant 
of the chair in Committee of the Whole I heard the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] make some remark in regard to the bill. I 
paused and asked whethera division was demanded and looked toward 
the gentleman from Texas, but the gentleman resumed his seat and 
made no statement. Therefore I declared the motion carried. I beg 
pardon of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HA I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the further consideration of House bill 5190; and pend- 
ing that motion I move that all general debate in Committee of the 
Whole on this bill be limited to one hour. 

- Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend that motion by striking out ‘‘one 
hour ” and inserting ‘‘ two hours.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. REAGAN, there 
were—ayes 37, noes 95. 

Mr. REAGAN. No quorum. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HATCH and Mr. REAGAN were ap- 


inted. 
Powe REAGAN (before the count by tellers had been made). I with- 
draw the point that no quorum voted. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I renew it. 
Tellers were again ordered; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, 
and Mr. HATCH were appointed. 
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The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 3, noes 109. 
Mr. HATCH. To save time on this question I call for the yeas and 


na; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
27, nays 186, not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Adams, G. E. Collins, Lin A Ri 
Blount, Cox, McAdoo, Strait’ 
WCP.Dargan, Miller, Taulbec, 
Butterworth, Hemphill, Morrison, Turner, 
Cam , Felix Sir Viele, 
A Jones, J. T, 5 Warner, A, J. 
Cobb, ey, Reagan, 
NAYS—186, 
Allen, J. M. Felton, Little, Skinner, 
ond a Va ny Lonttit, Snyd 
erson, J. leeger, er, 
Atkinson, ay es “ Sowden, 
Baker, ‘ord, Wry, Spooner, 
Barksdale, Forney, L; 4 Spriggs, 
Barry, Frederick, 2 Springer, 
Bayne, Fuller, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Beach, n, Steele, 
Bingham, r, M / Stephenson, 
Blanchard, Geddes, McKenna, St. 
Bland, Gilfillan, McKinley, Stone, E. F. 
Bliss, Glass, ` MoMillin, W.J., Ky. 
Boutelle, e y MoRae, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bzown,W. W. Green, R. §. Milliken, Swope, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, ills, ‘Tarsney, 
Burleigh, Guenther, Morgan, Taylor, È. B. 
Bynum, Halsell, Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 
Ca! hn rag ayas Taylor, = 
Caldw ‘atch, omas, 
Campbell, J. M. Hayden, Yelson, ‘Thompson, 
Campbell, J. E. Haynes, O’Ferrall, n, 
Cannon, Heard, O'Neill, Charles Townshend, 
Carleton, Henderson, D. B. Osborne, gE. 
Caswell, Henderson, J. S. Owen, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Henderson, T. J. yne, Wade, 
Clardy, Henley, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Clements, Hepburn, Peel, Wakefield. 
Conger, Hi $ H Ward, T. B. 
Cooper, Hitt, Perry, Warner, William 
Cowles, Holman, Peters, Weaver, A. 
Crisp; ouk, ideock, Weaver, J. B. 
Culberson, ” x cber, 
Cutcheon, Hudd, Pirce, Wellborn, 
Daniel, james, Plumb, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Johnson, F. A. Price, White, A. C. 
Davis, Johnston, J, T. Reed, T. B. White, Milo j 
wso. Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. Whiting, 
Dibble, Ketcham, Reese, Wilkins, 
Dingley, King, n, Willis, 
Dunn, Kleiner, Rockwell, Wilson, 
Eldredge, Laffoon Rowell, Wi 
Ely, La Follette, Sadler, Wolford, 
Ermentrout, Landes, Seranton, Woodburn, 
Evans, Seney, ‘01 n. 
Evethart, Le Fevre, Sessions, 
Farquhar, Lehlbach, Shaw, 
NOT VOTING—110. 
Adams, J. J. Davenport, Hutton, Ranney, 
Aiken, Davidson, A. C. Irion, Rice, 
Allen, C. H. Dockery, Jackson, Robertson, 
Arnot, Dorsey, Johnston, T. D. 4 
Ballentine, Dough: Laird, Romeis, 
Barbour, Dowdney, by tery Ryan, 
Barnes, D Y, Sawyer, 
Belmont, Eden, Lore, Sayers, 
Bennett, 1 À Mahoney, Scott, 
Bound, Fisher, Markham, Seymour, 
Boyle, Gay, Maybury, Singleton, 
CA Gibson, C. H. M 3 Stewart, Char! 
Gibson, Eustaee M Stewart, J. W, 
B C. R. Glover, Mi i, Storm, 
Browne,T. Green, w. J. Moffatt, Struble, 
wn, O. E, Gro Morrill, Swinburne, 
Hale, uller, Hymes, 
Buchanan, Hall, Morphy; ylor, J. M. 
Buck, Hammond, Negley, Thomas, J. 
Burnes, Norw Throckmorton, 
Burrows, Harmer, 0s, Tucker, 
Campbell, T. J. Herbert, O'Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Cole, erman, O'Neill, J. J. Wait, 
Compton, Hewitt, Outhwaite, Ward, J. H 
Co: “ Hires, Parker, ‘West, 
Crain, Pettibone, Wise, 
Croxton, Holmes, Phelps, 
Curtin, Hopkins, Pulitzer, 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 
tig | the roll-call, ‘ 
Mr. HOPKINS said: Mr. Speaker, I ask to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman within the bar of the House 


when his name was called? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I was not until afterward. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman is excluded by the rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’? 

Mr. BLOUNT. { wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. HAm- 
MOND] is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. moved by unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

ere was no objection, and the motion was agreed to. 


The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. MARKHAM. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. Curtin with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. BuRNEs with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. Ryan, 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. WEST. 
Mr. Croxton with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNE. 
For this day: 

Mr. DoWDNEY with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. Grsson, of Maryland, with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

On this vote: 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. SEYMOUR with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. WAIT. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The hour has expired. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. MILLS in the chair) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, - 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question coming over from yester- 
day is the amendment of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to add 
what the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Also, $25,000 for work on the river at Hickman and $25,000 for work on the 
river at Columbus, Ky. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The question next recurs m the following 
amendment moved by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. NEEcE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Add at the end of line =e the following: 


“The sum of $15,000 be used in strengthening the levees on the east side 
of the Mississippi River, between Warsaw and Quincy, Il." 


Mr. WILLIS. LIraise the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is that we have passed that part of the bill and 
the gentleman’s amendment is not germane to this part of the bill. 

Mr. NEECE. I withdraw the amendment for the present, giving 
notice I shall offer it hereafter. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thequestion next recurs on the following amend- 
ment offered in pursuance of the understanding of last evening by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


First. Strike out the words “Mississippi River Commission” and “ commis- 
sion,” wherever they occur in the parngraph on pages 47 and 48 of the bill, and 
insert “Secretary of War.” : 

Second. At the end of line 1152 add: “Provided, That a committee, to consist 
of five members of the House, shall be appointed by the Speaker to investigate 
the work of the Mississippi River Commission and to report thereon before the 
end of the session, with such recommendation as it may deem proper. Said 
committee shall also ine and report upon the jetties at the mouth of the 


river, and especially whether mud lumps are forming beyond the jetties and 


what depth of channel is kept open at and beyond the mouth of the river.” 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, if this 
work is to go on I think it should go on as other works appropriated for 
in this bill are carried on, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

As to the second amendment, we have expended already over $8,000,- 
000 for the improvement of the Mississippi River under the plan known 
as the Eads plan and under the direction of the Mississippi River. 
Commission. It is admitted, I believe, that it will take at least 
$100,000,000 to complete the work under that plan. 

Mr. DUNN. Who admits that? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It has been often so stated. And I will 
state, Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt—— 

Mr. DUNN. It-has not been admitted by anybody who knows any- 


thing about it. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It will take more than $100,000,000, 


Mr, WILLIS. The gentleman from Ohio is entirely mistaken in 
that statement. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That pen includes not only the naviga- 
tion of the river, which relates to low-water stages, but the construc- 
tion of levees almost the entire length of the river, or its entire length 
except where the bluffs extend. 

Now, the report of the commission itself shows that it has taken a 
great deal to keep these works in order; it shows that the losses on 
these works have been enormous; that the cost of maintaining them 
has amounted to over 24 per cent. from the beginning up to July, 1885; 
and the recent losses are greater than the losses of the four years pre- 
ceding; so that I take it there has been a loss of from 33} to 50 per cent. 
already on these works, which means that it has taken, or will take, 
about this proportion of the original cost to make good loss and dam- 


age. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman is very much mistaken in that 
statement. ; 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I refer to the report of the commission 
itself, on page 2868 for the year 1885—the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion—in poprore of the statement, and that does not include the recent 
losses, which are very great in extent. be 

' At any rate it can not be expected that it will take less than from 
10 de per cent. per annum to maintain them after they are con- 
structed. 

But the point I come to, Mr. Chairman, is this: In view of the enor- 
mous original cost of these works, and of the ultimate enormous cost 
to follow for maintenance, and also in view of the fact that the great 
losses which have occurred in the last year ought to be inquired into— 
the floods having swept away, according to reports, not only the works 
along the banks, but carrying away the banks themselves containing 
the levees—before we go further and make additional large appropria- 
tions I think we should know more of the character of the works than 
we now know, and that there should be an investigation by a commit- 
tee of Congress, which should go there and make a personal inspection 
‘of all the works and ascertain what is being done and what the condi- 
tion of the works now is. Iam not willing to take the report of the 
Mississippi River Commission as a guide without question. For one, 
Mr. Chairman, I do not believe in the plan itself. I would willingly 
vote to appropriate the money if it was necessary for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River, or if it would surely pre- 

- vent overflow, if it would contain within the levees permanently the 
flood waters of the Mississippi River; but I do not believe it will have 
that effect. 

My own belief is that after the expenditure of $100,000,000 the river 
will be in a worsecondition than now. For that reason I shall vote to 
strike out this provision of the bill. At any rate, I think we should 
have very much befter information than we now have, and for this 
reason I have offered the amendment proposing the creation of this 
committee—not a junketing committee, but a working committee—to 
make its report before this Congress adjourns. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, of course we are to have re-enacted and 
repeated here the old routine which has been gone through with every 
time the section for the improvement of the Mississippi River in the 
river and harbor bill is reached for the last six years. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] says that he does not 
believein the plan of the commission. Why, we all knew that before. 
He never did believe in it; he has always voted against it. But Con- 
gress formally, deliberately adopted that plan; Congress ordered and 
authorized it. The fourth section of the act of June 28, 1879, says: 

It shall be the duty of the Mississippi River Commission to take into consid- 
eration and mature such plan or plans and estimates as will correct, perma- 
nently locate, and deepen the channel, protect the banks of the river, improve 


and give easeand safety to navigation, prevent destructive floods, and promote 
and itate commerce, - 


That plan has been regularly, steadily, and uniformly adhered to by 
the commission with all the means that Congress has placed at their dis- 
paer The gentleman from Ohio and those who have acted with him 

eretofore have insisted that the appropriations made shall be small in 
amount, and through their influence the appropriations have been kept 
far below what the commission asked for; and then, after hampering 
and hamstringing and crippling the commission with insufficient appro- 
priations, the gentlemen now come and say that a large per cent. of the 
money has been expended to preserve and protect incomplete works 
which they themselves have denied the means of completing. We all 
know that this niggardly, insufficient, ill-advised, and parsimonious 
method of appropriating for public works, whether public rivers and 
harbors or public buildings, has cost the Government of the United 
States a large percentage of the appropriations made, because it had to 
be used to protect the work already partly constructed or finished. 
The commission has done all in its power to do with the means placed 
at its disposal; and the report not only of the commission but those of 
the three committees of Congress that have been sent there to inspect 
the works have all been favorable to the plan. 

The gentleman from Ohio now asks for another commission. There 
have been three already appointed. ‘The Forty-sixth Congress appointed 
one which made a formal report on the subject after a careful and de- 
liberate examination. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But there has been none since. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir; there have been committees since. The Senate 
appointed one since, of which [Mr. Logan] waschairman. This House 
appointed one since, of which I think the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] was chairman. My distinguished friend from Indiana 
here [Mr. HoLMAN] was on that committee, and the distinguished 
Speaker of this House, with other prominent members. They went 
down and inspected this work in which the whole people of the country 
are interested. : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think that investigation was in the Forty- 
sixth Con b 

Mr. DUNN. The committee was appointed by the Forty-seventh 
Congress. Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, was the chairman. 

There have been three deliberate investigations, and three favorable- 
reports by committees, and they all took in the jetties, all except the 
first one, that of the Forty-sixth Congress, that was not charged with 
inspecting the jetties. But they took in and carefully inspected this 
plan of improvement, and the commission report the work is success- 
ful wherever completed and protected. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

z Mr. BLANCHARD was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. 

UNN. 

Mr. DUNN. I thank the gentleman from Louisiana for his courtesy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we shall never be able io satisfy the gentlemen 
who have been fighting this plan for four years. They fought the whole 
plan to begin with. After they found they could not defeatit, and that 
the Mississippi River was large enough and old enough and great enough 
to-assert itself in this House and make its importance felt in Congress, 
then they set about to cut off the levee partof theimprovement. They 
said that was for protection. 

I would like toask my distinguished friend from Maine [ Mr. REED], 
whom I do not now see in his seat, and the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and other gentlemen on that side, all 
of whom have had their souls so troubled with the levees—I would like 
to ask thém this question: When you come to lay a plan of taxation 
do you lay that plan which will yield the most revenue only or that 
which will give protection withit? My distinguished friend from the salt 

istrict of New York, when he lays taxes to collect revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, always takes care that the salt is protected. 

My friend from Maine takes care that the manufacturing industries 
of the country are protected. As Mr. Banks said some thea ago, 
“When you levee a stream you do not levee up to the top of the water 
merely, but you go high enough to keep the water out.” So he would 
levy taxation for protection high enough to keep out competition. Do 
you adopt that plan of taxation which is most for the general interest 
or that which will do the least good? 

Now, if we have two plans for improving this river, one of which will 
simply benefit navigation a little, and another of which will make a 
complete and perfect system of navigation and give the superadded 
benefit of protection to twenty-five millions of acres of the richest and 
most fertile and productive land on this earth, which of the two will 
you choose? That which will do the most good is the choice of all 
statesmen. You over there strain at a gnat and swallow a camel. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Our plan provides the means of 
raising money and yours the means of spending it. 

Mr. DUNN. Your protective system does not raise money. It keeps 
out goods and gives protection alone. Everybody knows that the rev- 
enue is not collected on protected articles, but on things generally that 
are not protected. But you swallow a camel in the shape of that spe- 
cies of protection and strain at this little gnat of the Mississippi River. 

A MEMBER. A very big gnat. 

Mr. DUNN. The plan of the Mississippi River improvement is as- 
serted by every man who has studied it to be a perfect and complete 
system. But it would be incomplete without all the parts of the plan. 
And when you demand success of the plan of the commission, if you 
strike down half the plan and allow them to use only a part of it what 
success can you expect? No one can undertake in a debate under the 
five-minute rule to explain that plan in detail. But all who have 
studied it have received from that study satisfactory evidente of its cor- 
rectres3 and of its utility and practicability. The,work of the commis- 
sion, wherever it has been in any measure fairly well perfected, has 
given complete satisfaction and proved a success. Gentlemen on this 
floor have repeatedly told you—they told you yesterday of the results 
obtained at Horse-tail bar, where there used to be only 4} feet of water 
and where now there are 9 feet; and at Plum Point, where instead of 
6 feet of water there are to-day 12. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] says 
we swallow a camel and strain at a gnat. I would like to point the 
gentleman to the fact that the camel we have swallowed in the last 
twenty-five years has inflated this country with a prosperity it never 
before had, a prosperity unparalleled in the histor¥ of nations, 

Mr. DUNN. Suppose you try the grat and see what that will do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will tell the gentleman why not. It is because 


that gnat contains within him a principle which we believe will eat out 
the country’s substance. 
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I desire to say I am not here for the purpose of opposing the improve- 
ment of the great water ways of the country. Notatall. Iam not 
here to oppose internal improvements. I favor them. And when the 
gentleman will show me that the moneys to be expended can be so ap- 
plied as to bring back to the people such advantages as will make the 
improvement a good investment he certainly will have my vote for the 
appropriations, 

ut there is a question, Mr. Chairman, as to where this thing is going 
toend, I have never known a river and harbor bill to be a bill for the 
poreon of railroads. I never have supposed that was its purpose. 
know in the last Congress a gentleman introduced a bill to improve 
a river for the p of navigation, and when it was shown not only 
that that river not been navigated but that it could not be, the ex- 
planation given of its benefit to commerce was that the logs run down 
that river were ultimately made into vessels; that the river was full of 
rocks; that the logs in consequence wore out before they got to the 
mouth of the river; and the gentleman who had charge of the propo- 
sition wanted the rocks removed so that the logs could be floated down 
and built into vessels, and claimed that in that way his bill was in the 
interest of navigation. > 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I see in the report of the engineer (page 2848 
of this document) that there is $158,600 to be appropriated for Carroll- 
ton Bend on theleft bank; for Gouldsborough, $64,200; for Gretna Bend, 
on the right bank, $64,200; for bend above Gretna to a point nearly op- 
a the city park on the right bank, $396,600; making a total of $683,- 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Not appropriated; estimated. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Estimated. Now let us see what this money is 
for. With regard to Carrollton Bend, it is stated here that ‘‘ there are 
no wharves, and the improvement would be of little value to commerce 
and navigation at present.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is no improvement being made there. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well. Now let us look at Gouldsborough 
and Gretna, opposite New Orleans. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Partof the city. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Part of the city. I read: 


On November 19, 1883, in accordance with your order, I obtained the following 
information Lig ype the saving of the banks, values of property, interests on 
the river front in Gouldsborough and Gretna. The bank along some parts of 
this front is caving badly. It is occupied for railroad termini, transfer facilities, 
warehouses, and similar constructions. These are all used for purposes of com- 
merce and pape woe They can not safely be used unless the bank is pro- 
tected. The value of property on this front is estimated to be $1,400,000, 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that the proposition to make this appropria- 
tion is a proposition to protect the private property of individuals and 
the property of railroad companies. I would not object to it, perhaps, 
if this were the only instance—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 3 

Mr. DINGLEY was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. MILLI- 


KEN. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The objection that I make to it is that itis start- 
ing out upon a policy that may have no end. If you are going to pro- 
tect private property on the banks of the Mississippi River in this man- 
ner, if you are going to build wharves for those people, why should 
you not do the same for every port on the Atlantic? Thereare harbors 
on the Atlantic coast of no considerable size where there is at times 
greatinjury done by storms, I live upon, perhaps, as beautiful a bay 
as there is in the world, as good a harbor as there is on the globe, and 
yet there have been times in the course of the last twenty-five years 
when I have had to go down with others in the night-time to take ves- 
sels away from the wharves and moorthem out in the harbor, in order 
to protect them from breaking to pieces; and I have gone down the next 
day after a storm and seen wharves that were worth from $5,000 to 
$10,000 absolutely destroyed. 

There is no harbor on the Atlantic, unless it be some small cove, 
where the wharves are entirely safe during the great storms that oc- 
casionally occur. Now, would gentlemen say that the Government of 
the United States should come in and rebuild those wharves? Why, 
I renrember the case of one poor fellow who lost his wharf, which was 
all the property he had, and we subscribed some $5,000 to help him 
and he rebuilt his wharf; but if the Government is to protect wharf 
property, or the property on which these warehouses are situated and 
where this railroad terminus is on the bank of the Mississippi, why 
should it not in like manner protect every wharf and every harbor on 
the Atlantic coast? I can see no reason in the one case that does not 
apply in the other; and I predict, gentlemen, that if you start out upon 

policy you will find the owners of every piece of private property 
in the country where the slightest excuse can be found coming in here 
and asking the Government to protect their property from the ravages 
of the waters, or the winds, or the rains, or the fire, orsome other element 
of destruction. 

Mr. DUNN. I do not know that there isan item in this bill for any 
such purpose as that. I have never heard of any appropriation here for 
‘the protection of private property. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iamdiscussing this proposition in regard to which 
I have read from the report. 

Mr, DUNN. No. 


. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I think these remarks apply to this entire sys- 
tem of leveeing the Mississippi. Now I agree with the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] so far as to say that if this improvement were 
really for the benefitof navigation it would be no objection toit to say 
that it would also very much help somebody who happened to own land 
on the bank of the river. That would beno valid objection. Ishould 
rather it would protect somebody else if any one needed protection. 
But the trouble seems to be here—and it is stated not by the enemies 
but by the friends of these appropriations—that they are for the pro- 
tection of private property, and the excuse givenis that the river needs 
to be cleared out for navigation. So far as the city of New Orleans is 
concerned, it is in one respect unfortunately situated. It is not more 
water that they want down there; itis more land. The land is wash- 
ing away. They do not ask us to clean out bars or to pull up snagsin 
order to give them water sufficient for good navigation. Their trouble 
is too much navigation. The river is washivg away the banks, and 
the proposition here is that the Government of the United States shall 
protect the land from the attacks of the river, and shall do it under the 
pretext of benefiting commerce and navigation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out the last word. The gentleman from Arkansas said there had 
been committees sent down to examine the work of this commission; 
but, Mr. Chairman, it must be remembered that they went at the very 
beginning of the work. : 

Mr. DUNN. No, the last one did not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Nowitis reported—and these reports come 
to us from the engineers of the Army—that there has been very great 
destruction of these works, or some of them, during the last year; in- 
deed during the last few months, and that there has been great de- 
struction of the plant. I read from a newspaper dispatch dated Saint 
Louis, February 16, 1886. : 
` Mr. DUNN. That is not a report of the engineers. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I say it is a newspaper dispatch, but it is 
largely corroborated by extracts from official documents, which I shall 
publish with my remarks: - 

Sr. Lovis, February 16, 1886. 

Of the sixty-eight boats which composed the Government fleet which broke 
away from its moorings at Carroll’s Island Sunday night, oniy ea ice have 
been saved, among them the most valuable of the steamers, w is seriously 
damaged. Six of the others are known to be sunk. The rest, with the 
steamer, the General Humphreys, and a steam-launch, are lost and probably 
either sunk or considerably injured by collision with each other or with huge 
cakes of ice, of which the river is full. The whole fleet had cost the Govern- 
ment about a quarter of a million of dollars, and the loss will very nearly reach 
$200,000, unless some of the boats are recovered farther down the river. 

The statements contained in this dispatch are, I repeat, confirmed 
largely by official evidence, which I submit as a part of my remarks: 
5 January, 1886. 


. * * * 


š s a TST DISTRICT. é A 

A special examination of the york was made January 20 to determine the 
damage done by the ice. The revetment work does not appear to have suffered 
any injury. That to the dikes is confined to Osceola No. 4 and the high part of 
Gold Dust main dike below the upper break. Here the front row of piles is 
almost entirely d yed. A greater part of the piles injured were broken off 
short at the ice level, the lower part remaining upright in the water, and the 
upper end dangling above it, supported by the framework of ridersand braces, 
which had not yet fallen. The nature of the injuries to this dike indicates that 
they were made possible by the old and weakened cottonwood piles. Had the 
piles been new or in better state of preservation, there would have been few if 


any broken, Osceola No.4 had at its outer end a short fragment of Osceola- 
Bullerton forming a T-head. This T-head and the adjacent of Osceola No. 
4 were partially wrecked and were carried away by the ice, making a clea» 


8. S. L., February 10. 

s. La kd s * +$ s 

SECOND DISTRICT. 

- * $ * . ka * 

The ballast, which in some places was not heavy in the first instance, was par- 

tially Se and the upper binders and some brush in the upper layers cut. 

The work still has considerable strength, and no immediate danger is sope 

hended; oo the broken members should be replaced atthe first convenient 

opportunity. 

ving on pam Point continues, and the bar is cutting rapidly. The old 

incline of the Memphis and Little Rock Railroad is entirely Lip tan 250 feet 

have been cut off the new one, which runs out over the bar about yards below 

the old one. It is reported on the authority of the engineer of the road thatthe 
bar has cut down 8 feet under the end of the new in ine, 


* s 
The point of the bar opposite the Hopefield revetment has also cut away con- 
siderably. 
a 


* - * k + ° 
8. S. L., February 10. 

February, 1886. 

FIRST DISTRICT. 


Ice and drift during the first half of the month did considerable pea to the 
part of the Gold Dust main dike below the lower gap. This is the highest part 
of the dike, where it rises onto the head of Elmot bar,and was theonly part not 
submerged at the time of examination. This part is damaged along the entire 
front row, and in three places is badly wrecked. Whetherany damage was done 
to submerged portions can not now be determined. 


S. S, L., March 6. 
* © * 
THIRD DISTRICT. 
: * ka = = ° 
During the rise a great quantity of drift had accumulated in front of this dike, 
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and as the water rose it floated over the top, lodging in front of the cross-dikes 
below. It is feared that the drift has destroyed some 200 feet of the dike, though 
of this there is at present no certainty, the top of this portion of the dike being 
submerged 4 foet. a The dike was of four rows and considered very strong. 


C.B. S., March 8. 
February, 1836. 


aa ETENA OHIO RIVER. 
hd 


. + + 


* 

On Satarday, February 13, the consisting of seventy one pieces, which 
was in winter harbor in rear of 's Island, about 12 miles below this city, 
joating ice and carried down theriver. Some of 


in good condition, and nineareat detached points 
und, and in process of collection, while eight pieces have been 


ing two are the steamer A. A. Humph- 
reys and one pile-driver. The movable property and the machinery of the 
Humphreys have been recovered, A complete list of the losses can not now be 
given. A board of: ‘survey is now engaged inan investigation of the disaster. 
=“ O. H. E., March 12. ‘ 
UNITED STATES ENGIXEER OFFICE, 


Tenn., April 12, 1836. 
GENERAL: I have the honor to submit the following report of operations in 
the first and second districts for the ten days ending April 10, 1836. 
3 FIRST DISTRICT, 


The last ten days have been signalized the most important loss since the 
close of active operations, in the breaking in two, and Frou three places of 
oe roa diko No.3. The latest published map of the locality is plate 33, 
report of 1883. 

f the two breaks known to exist the one next the bar is the larger, being as 
nearly as can now be 500 feet wide. a it flows a very strong 
current, w. togri eavy drift prevented a 
detailed examination. The other break is next to the Arkansas shore; is about 
100 feet wide and has through it a depth of 24 feet and a sluggish current. 
These are indications, not positive, however, of a slight break about 400 feet 


from the last mentioned. 
= . La = $ 


SMITH S. LEACH, 
Captain of Engineers. 
General Q. A. GILLMO) 


RE, 
President Mississippi River Commission, Army Building, New York. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit as a plain business proposition thatif 
any business man proposed to expend or invest money under condi- 
tions such as here represented, he would first make a thorough inquiry 
into the facts. Let us know the facts about these works. Has this 
damage been done? Have the works been carried away? Has there 
been any such loss as has been reported ? 

Again, it has been reported that beyond the jetties, at the mouth, 
the Gulf is filling up, so that already, in order to keep the channel, 
boats are required to wind around instead of going directly out; they 
can not proceed directly out into the Gulf. It is reported, too, that 
mud lumps are forming, and that soon the jetties must be extended. 

Mr. DUNN. That shows they ought to be extended, of course. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not know what the facts are.. What 
I ask for is some reliable information. Let us ascertain the facts be- 
fore we waste more millions of money—before we appropriate more 
millions. I do think that it is butareasonable proposition that a com- 
mittee should go down there—not a junketing committee to extend its 
labors through the recess, but a committee to go down now and make 
inquiry into the facts about these reports and find out the condition 
of those works, and see what damage has been done by the floods. I 
hope that the amendment will be adopted. l 

Mr. DUNN. Would it not be better to wait until the flood ends? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No, let the examination be made while the 
flood lasts. After the flood ends there may be no works there. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Asanamendment tothe amendmentof the gentle- 
men from Ohio, I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘ war,” in line 
1122, down to the word “‘ provid „in line 1124. The words which I 
propose to strike out are, *‘in accordance with theplans, specifications, 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission.” 

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire at all to do or say anything that shall 
in any way aid the continuance in place of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission. I believe the formation of this commission has been a harm- 
ful experiment; that we have gone far enough with the work of that 
commission; that we have wasted money enough upon it, and that we 
ought now to retrace our steps. The Mississippi River Commission has 
been permitted to expend eight and a half million dollars and has accom- 
plished, it seems tome, but very little. It has succeeded in spending 
$1,830,000 in the erection of levees along the Mississippi River. 

Mr. DUNN. That is the best work the commission hasdone. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thegentleman says that is the best work the com- 
mission has done. I believe that is true, because I have no doubt the 
expenditure of that amount of the people’s money for the protection of 
pon property has resulted in protecting private property and in al- 


kd 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


owing the gentleman’s constituents to raise crops of cotton where other- 
wise they would not have been abletodoit. I do not wonder that the 
gentleman is a friend of the commission, and that he desires a continua- 
tion of these expenditures. He has in his State from 400 to 500 miles 
of river front to be protected by these levees. This Mississippi River 
Commission is committed to the expenditure of this money for the pur- 
pose of protecting by means of levees the lands of the gentleman’s con- 
stituents. 


-I am opposed to this commission for other reasons. I have in my 
hand the report of the commission made in 1884; and, referring to page 
2744, I find the estimated cost of the construction of the works near 
Plum Point up to October 1, 1884; and I desire to remind the commit- 
tee that the work which has been done at Plum Point reach is limited 


to 13 miles. While the reach is 38 miles in length, no work has been 


-done except upon 13 miles of it. Up to the date of this report to which 


I refer the commission had expended nearly $2,000,000 upon that reach. 
They had expended for labor $355,000, and for materials $348,000—a 
total for work and material upon that improvement of $703,000 of the 
nearly $2,000,000 that were expended. 

How has the commission = the rest of this money? One hundred 
and ninety-seven thousand dollars have been expended in subsistence; 
$561,000 in repairs, cost, and outfit of plant; $75,000 in care of prop- 
erty; and $305,000 in towage and use of steamers. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, obtained the floor, and yielded his time 
to Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. One million one hundred and thirty-eight thou- 
sand dollars has been expended in incidentals in order to secure $703,- 
000 of work and material placed in the: improvement. How is that 
for economy ? tman would pursue his business in that way? 

Mr. Chairman, I was contradicted the other day by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], who isalways ready with contradictions 
in this debate although he contributes but little else to the discussion. 
[Laughter.] On an occasion I said the Mississippi River Commission 
counting their vessels, large and small, had twice as many as the United 
States Navy. That was contradicted. Iaffirmin the lastreport of the 
commission it is shown they are the owners of 918 vessels, of all classes, 
as I before said, and yet notwithstanding they have this wonderful navy 
they pag for towage and the use of steamers on this reach of 13 miles 


, 000, 

The Mississippi River Commission have expended on river improve- 
ment nearly $4,500,000. Wherever they have expended more than this 
it has been for plant, it has been for levees, or it has been for the im- 
provement of the so-called harbors on the river. 

Four million five hundred thousand dollars, I say, have gone into im- 
provements of thecharacter of which I have spoken. Less than 40 per 
cent. of actual work and actual material has come ont of that$4,500,000; 
they have expended the balance in the improvement of the property of 
the constituents of gentlemen who are so earnest for this bill. Prop- 
erty of citizens at Memphis, others at New Orleans, others at Vicks- 
burg, and all the way along down the river, wherever they could find 
an alleged harbor, they have attempted to improve in some way or 
other. Notin the interest of navigation, or that navigation could or 
would he improved by the expenditure, but because there were local 
wants there, because there were some particular individuals who de- 
sired money to be e ded in their districts. 

Now, my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] has shown the char- 
acter of the improvement at New Orleans, where railroad property and 
warehouses of certain gentlemen engaged in commerce are in danger of 
going into the Mississippi River. Therefore the river commission has 
expended money in building spur-dikes and sinking them into water 
that is now 100 feet deep. Is not that water enough for navigation? 

So it is all along that river fronton bothsides. There are thousands 
of feet—at least 40,000 feet of river front at the city of New Orleans— 
which it is proposed to protect; and, as one of the engineers says in the 
report, which was not sufficiently revised, I take it, that work is neces- 
sary in order to prevent the city of New Orleans from being destroyed— 
from being washed away. 

I do not blame gentlemen for coming here year after. year and mak- 
ing appeals for this improvement. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, KING addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment. proposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is an insidious attack upon the 
whole plan adopted by Congress looking to the improvement of the 
Mississippi River. While pretending a purpose that some plan of im- 
provement shall be prosecuted and pursued the amendment he suggests 
would suspend it entirely, as I will show presently. He proposes to 
transfer the prosecution of the work to the Secretary of War, and my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURY ] comes with his usual manliness and 
frankness and unmasks the battery planted by the gentleman from 
Ohio and presents before us the question fairly whether we will or will 
not continue the system of improvement which has been inaugurated 
looking to the better and safer navigation of the Mississippi River. 

It is well, Mr. Chairman, for the House to understand that this 
amendment-of the gentleman from Iowa, if adopted, will be followed 
immediately by one striking ont the entire clause making the appro- 
priation; because it will destroy the plans proposed by the river com- 
mission, and as a matter of course we will not need the money, and 
so the issue is fairly presented whether we will call a halt and aban- 
on all purpose of improving the river or continue it on the present’ 

stem. 

This is the only plan which has ever been submitted looking to the 
systematicimprovement of the navigation of theriver. Formany years 
the Government did nothing beyond a little dredging at an occasional 
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bad bar which had formed in the river or pulling snags where they im- 
peded the navigation, and it was only in 1879, when a commission of 

neers was appointed to investigate the question, that any action was 
seriously taken toward the inauguration of this work. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been surprised at the various points from which 
this work has been attacked. My friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
s0N] opened the fight by announcing with ponderous gravity that the 
river does not need improvement; that it is already sufficiently navi- 
gable for all commerce which seeks it. Why, Mr. Chairman, that gen- 
tleman has surely not informed himself upon this subject. I have 
some statistics here which were compiled many years ago, which have 
been published as a part of the report filed with Congress by this com- 
mission of engineers. It was estimated that from 1864 to 1872 there 
had been a period of fifty-two days annually in which there wasa less 
depth of water in the river than 6 feet, and of sixty-nine days.annu- 
ally in which its depth was less than 10 feet. 

This is a fact known toall the country, and yet my friend says that 


there is no necessity for the improvement of that river because there | 


is a sufficient depth of water for navigation. Another gentleman says 
there is no necessity for this improvement because there is no commerce 
upon the river to be benefited by it. Again, I must be permitted to 
say that gentlemen are reckless in their assertions upon this point. I 
haye in my hand a statement, which I have taken from the census re- 
poris for 1880, which may perhaps occasion some surprise to gentlemen 
who have undertaken to deride the value and extent of the commerce 
which floats upon this great river. According to this report of 1880 
the tonnage upon the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers was 511,133,095 and 
they carried 7,223,000 tons. 

I sup; the value of that tonnage was not less than six or seven 
hun millions of dollars, and yet gentlemen assert here, as if they 
were in no danger of contradiction, that there is no commerce seeking 
the Mississippi River which can or ought to be benefited by its im- 
provement, 

[Here the hammer feel. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. 
CATCHINGS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But, Mr. Chairman, cnough has been said to 
show that the real animus of this attack is the apprehension on the 
part of certain gentlemen that some part of this money will be ex- 
pended in the construction of levees along the banks of the river, 
whereby the Southern ters who own cotton and sugar plantations 
may derive some benefit. They have asserted here that the motive 
which prompts us gentlemen who live along the banks of the river to 
so strenuously advocate the continuance of this work is the hope or ex- 
pectation that we will derive some individual and personal benefit from 
the expenditure of this money not at all connected with the improve- 
ment of the river as a great highway and artery of commerce. 

Now, [know something about levee building on the Mississippi River. 
I say that the district which I have the honor to represent is absolutely 
independent of this app: 
The nine river counties which I represent have expended more than 
$8,000,000 themselves in the construction of their levees. They are not 
only building them, but they are willing to build them and take care 
of them when built. So faras my section is concerned the charge I have 
referred to is entirely without foundation. Iwas looking this morning 
at a report of the last annual meeting of the board of levee commission- 
ers, showingan expenditure last year of about $800,000 in cash, and pro- 
vision made for an expenditure of as much more this year for the main- 
tenance of their levee system. 

But there is an incidental benefit which will accrue to us if this plan 
approved by the commission is made effectual. It is the scientific opin- 
ion of all engineers who have made an examination of the facts that 
one of the prime and chief results which will come from this improve- 
ment is the lowering of the flood lines and the prevention of the caving 
of the river banks. If you can accomplish that, we can and will make 
the levees as permanent as the hills themselves without asking the 
Government to spend a dollar, That isa prominent feature which is 
brought forward by the engineers. They say that the construction of 
these levees so deepens the channel that the flood level becomes lower, 
and in the course of time the necessity for the levees will cease to exist. 

I wish to state a very remarkable fact with reference to this which 

to corroborate and furnish an impregnable basis for this conclusion. 

can not turn to the page of the report atthis moment. But I will 
state the fact, and I am prepared toestablish it ifit bedisputed. Prior 
to the breaking out of the war the planters living along the banks of 
the Red River—one of the greatest and most powerful rivers on this 
continent, powerful in its majesty and the velocity of its floods, and 
running as the Mississippi does through an alluvial soil just as porous 
and friable as that which lines the banks of the Mississippi—had so 
leyeed that river and its floods had been so restrained thereby that in 
the course of years the channel became so deepened that not even the 
t Erena flood brought the water up so high as to touch the base of these 

ees. 

The reduction of the flood line was so continuous that so long as the 
levees were maintained the people were absolutely protected. But 
during the war and since that time by reason of disaster and poverty 


riation so far as its levees are concerned. - 


having overtaken the people these leeves have been destroyed, and the 
river now spreads its devastating floods over the valley as does tha 
Mississippi. That is a fact you can not beat down, because it is true, 
and is known to all who live in and are familiar with that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARKSDALE was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. 
CATCHINGS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are other physical 
facts capable of demonstration in this connection. It is known, Mr. 
Chairman, that during the flood of 1882 a great number of crevasses oc- 
curred in the levees fronting what is known as the Yazoo basin. Prior 
to the flood of 1883 these had been repaired so as to exclude the flood. 
At Vicksburg in 1882 the flood level was 48 feet. In 1883 the flood. 
level had been reduced to 43 feet, so that it was 5 to 6 feet less than in 
the previous year, notwithstanding thé fact that at Helena and points 
above this line of levees the flood attained as great a height as that of 
1883. 

These are facts which go to maintain the theory advocated by these 
engineers. I will say also that after the subsidence of this flood sound- 
ings were taken in front of these crevasses on the Mississippi River, 
and in every instance it was found that just below them sand-bars had 
formed, and when the crevasses were closed and the levees reconstructed 
these shoal places were invariably scoured out and the bars entirely re- 
moved. The great Bonnet Carré crevasse, in the lower part of the river, 
had remained open for many years, and the velocity of the current be- 
ing thereby checked, a great bar at that point had formed. As soon as 
that crevasse was closed the current of the river scoured out that bar, 
and that part of the river is to-day in as good a condition as before 
the forming of that crevasse. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these are the incidental benefits which we ex- 
pect to accrue from the construction of levees. We have not asked this 
Government to give us one cent for that purpose, and the people of my 
districtdonot wantit. Wehaveexpended millions of dollarsourselves, 
and we propose to continue to do so. We have the richest and most 
fruitful country on the face of the earth, and I believe there is noother 
section that could have borne the tax which our people have imposed 
upon themselves for the purpose of constructing levees and yet have 
found agriculture profitable, as itiswithus. Wehave taxed our cotton 
two and three dollars a bale, we have taxed our land seventeen and 
eighteen mills an acre, for the purpose of raising a fund to build levees. 

We are not paupers or beggars; we are a manful, brave people, who 
are not afraid to grapple with any difficulty or disaster that may-come 
upon us; and it is an unkind thing for gentlemen to stand here and 
charge us with being influenced by selfish motives, when we are sim- 
ply trying to carry out practically the plans submitted by this com- 
mission. What else can we do? What other plans have been pro- 
posed? We are forced to take the plans of this commission or to take 
nothing. ‘Those plans are the result of scientific thought; they are 
plans which have received the approval of such distinguished engineers 
as General Gillmore, General Comstock, Major Suter, and Professor 
Mitchell of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. They are the identical plans 
which were proposed by the board of engineers in 1879, before this 
commission was created. We find the scientific knowledge and the 
scientific thought of the country standing ready to recommend and ap- 
prove those plans, and we have nothing but the idle words, strongly 
put I confess, always so when my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] 
speaks, against these scientific statements and scientific judgments. 

The Government will lose nothing by expending money for the build- 
ing of levees, even if the sequel shall show that the power of man is 
not ‘great enough to enchain and subdue the mighty energies of this 
majestic riyer. No money can be expended which is so sure to yield 
beneficial results. 

General Abbot estimated the total area of the bottom land to be 
3,200. square miles, and that if protected from inundation and made 
available for agricultural purposes there would be 2,500,000 acres of 
sugar land, 7,000,000 acres of cotton lands, and 1,000,000 acres of corn 
lands. 

Could the nation undertake a grander or more surely profitablework 
than the conquering of this splendid principality, the reclamation of 
this rich domain? ‘The nations of Europe vie with each other in rest- 
less schemes for the acquisition of territory, not counting the cost of 
blood and treasure. Here there awaits us a grander and richer terri- 
tory than any they seek after, which will cost nothing but a trifling 
sum of money as compared with its value. In the nature of things, the 
people in this valley must in the main content themselves with the pur- 
suit of agriculture. 

We must continue to buy from you in exchange for our cotton axd 
sugar the horses, mules, metal, flour, and dry goods we consume. You 
can find no customers who will buy more freely from you than ourselves. 
Save us from these floods, and no man can depict the future prosperity 
and greatness of this fertile valley. You are as greatly interested in 
this as we are. What we make at last finds its way to the great cities 
of the North to increase your riches. It would seem that to the peo- 
ple of the East at least the levee feature of this plan of improvement 
would be the most inviting and attractive. 

But we want the navigation of the river improved also. It is the 
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great regulator of freights, which puts down thetolls on the longitud- 
inal lines of railways traversing the South. Stop the navigation of 
that stream, and we would be forced to pay the most exorbitant rates 
upon commodities received and shipped by us. y 

Mr. Stannard, of Saint Lonis, estimates that the annual saving in 
freights by the thorough improvement of the river will amount to $28,- 
000,000 annually. - 

As it is, when the low-water season comes upon us, and the large 
boats either abandon the river or travel it lightly laden, and we are 
forced to rely largely upon summer tramps, our rates go up, and the 
profits upon our yearly labor are correspondingly diminished. 

I do not regard the plan as experimental. When I see the wonder- 
ful effect of the works at Lake Providence and Plum Point, and I find 
the distinguished engineers in expressing confidence in their 
ability to accomplish beneficial and permanent results, I unhesitatingly 
yield my approval. 

The conventions which have been held within the last eighteen 
months voice the sentiment of the people with reference to this great 
scheme. They were not sugar nor cotton planters, and can not be 
charged with selfish motives in indorsing the plan. Nor can such mo- 
tives be imputed to the engineers in charge of the works. 

Ina message to Congress in 1882 President Arthur uttered 
these brave and manly words: 

The safe and convenient navigation of the Mississippi is a matter of concern 
to all sections of the country, but to the Northwest, with its immense harvests 
needing cheap transportation to the sea, and to the inhabitants of the river val- 
ley, whose lives and propert depend upon the proper construction of the safe- 
guards which protect them from the floods, it is of vital importance that a well 
matured and comprehensive plan for improvement should be put into operation 
with as little delay as possible. 

‘The cotton uct of the or gine subject to the devastating floods is a source 
of wealth to the nation, and of great importance to keeping the balance of trade 
in our favor. It may not be inopportune to mention that this Government has 
imposed and collected some $70,000,000 by a tax on cotton, in the production of 
which the population of the Lower Mississippi is largely engaged, and it does 
not seem inequitable to return a portion of this tax to those who contributed it, 
Rt lange, and cepectally so to the great and rich States of the orthwestand the 

t pan ” 
Mississippi Valley. X 

They are as true now as they were then, and they sent a thrill of 
gratitude through the hearts of the inhabitants of the valley. 

Mr. Blaine telegraphed to the New Orleans convention his hearty ap- 
proval of the work designed for the improvement of the great water 
ways of the West, and the national Democratic convention in 1884 
deemed the great Mississippi of such national consequence as to make 
the following a clause in its platform: 

The Federal Government should care for and improve the Mississippi River 
and other t water ways of the Republic, so as to secure for the United States 
easy and cheap transportation to tide water. 


It has thus received the sanction of every popular assembly which has 
been called to consider it, and it can not in debate here be driven out 
by ridicule, prejudice, or factious criticisms. 

Mr. Chairman, something has been said about the appropriations for 
these Southern harbors. Gentlemen speak in a most scornful manner 
of them and describe them as mere Janding-places, mere way stations 
for steamboats to land and di their cargoes. Where do gentle- 
men get the authority for the assertion that those towns are not har- 
bors in every just sense of the commercial meaning of that word? I 
say to gentlemen that the Supreme Court of the United States have not 
found any difficulty in recognizing these towns as harbors. The Su- 
preme Court have declared them to be harbors, and have declared that 
this Government has the power not only to improve the navigable 
streams of the country, but to improve the harbors upon the borders 
of those streams. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was recognized, and yielded his 
time to Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I thank my friend. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to show to what extent this recognition has 
gone I say that in a cause reported as far back as 18 Howard the Su- 
preme Court of the United States speak of the little village of Grand 
Gulf, located on the Lower Mississippi, as a harbor, and apply to it the 
rules of navigation known to admiralty law as governing the entry and 
departure of vessels from harbors. 

This was a case of collision, and the question was, which was in fault, 
a steamboat about to effect a landing, or a flatboat which had already 
effected a landing and was moored to the shore. The court stated and 
explained the laws governing vessels in such circumstances, and spoke 
of this little village itselfasa harbor. Iread from 18 Howard, page 578. 

Where a boat has entered in the path of vessels a light is indispensable; but 
ıtis not required where the boat is fastened to the shore, especially at a place 

t apart for such boats. When a steamer is about to enter a harbor cau- 


on is required. There being no usage as to an open way, the vigilance is 
thrown upon the entering vessel. ý gi 


The court then go on to apply the same rules exactly which govern 
the entrance and departure of vessels in the great harbors of the 
country. : 

Bat there is a still stronger case than this, a case where the court 
speaks of the harborof Savannah. I read from the case of South Caro- 
lina vs. Georgia et al., 3 Otto, page 13: 

The plaintiff next contends that if Congress has the power to authorize the 


construction of the work in contemplation and in progress, whereby the water 
will be diverted from the northern tothe southern channel of the river, no such 
authority has been given. With this we can not concur. Byanactof Congress 
of June 23, 1874, an appropriation was made of $50,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, for the repair, preservation, and completion 
of certain public ihe and, inter alia, “for the improvement of the harbor of 
Savannah,” The act of March 3, 1875, made an additional appropriation of $70,- 
000 “ for the np AEREA the harborof Savannah, Ga.” tis truethat neither 
of these acts ted the manner in which these appropriations should be ex- 
perided, The mode of improving the harbor was eh to the Secretary of War, 
and the mode adopted under his supervision plainly tends to the improvement 
ee: oe Weknow judicially the fact that the harbor is the river in front 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that it is adjudged by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States that these towns on the rivers are 
harbors, and that the harbor is the rivér lying in front of the town. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it has always been the Congressional construc- 
tion that these towns areharbors. Ihave taken occasion to go through 
the river and harbor acts of the last fifteen or twenty years, and I find 
each of them filled with appropriations looking to the improvement of 
cities lying upon these rivers; and they are always designated as har- 
bors. So that we have a Congressional and a judicial interpretation 
that these are harbors in every just commercial sense of the word. ‘The 
proposition now is that we shall reverse this whole line of legislation. 

I say again, Mr. Chairman, that if this Government has the power 
to create a harbor by the construction of artificial works or otherwise 
it has necessarily the power to maintain that harbor when constructed. 
Why, sir, the Government has gone to the extent of constructing at 
great cost at Lewes, Del., an iron pier extending out into the ocean 
and furnishing a landing-place for vessels. That was not the case of 
the improvement of a harbor inany literal sense. It was only theim- 
provement of a harbor because it furnished the means by which ves- | 
sels could have access to people living on shore, and could furnish to 
and receive from them commodities. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 

Mr. HEPBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman from Iowa will yield a moment, I 
wish to make a practical suggestion to this Committee of the Whole. 
At 5 o’clock, under the order of the House, we take a recess, unless the 
time should be extended. It seems to be the general desire on all sides 
to have this matter closed this afternoon. To-morrow is set apart for 
business of the Committee on Territories; and, in view of that fact, it 
seems to be the desire to conclude this bill this evening. I respectfully 
suggest therefore that we agree upon some time within which to close 
debate on this paragragh and amendments and then take the vote. I 
suggest half past 4. i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ifall the amendments which gentlemen de- 
sire to offer were considered as pending, then each of the amendments 
might be considered in succession, and time be saved in that way. 

Mr. WILLIS. There has been a great deal of diffusive debate, of 
course, upon this paragraph. Thereare two or three well-defined prop- 
ositions which are always presented in connection with the Lower Mis- 
sissippi. I suggest that we take up first the proposition in regard to 
the abolition of the Mississippi River Commission, which has already 
been discussed on both sides, and vote upon it and get rid of it. Then 
if there is another proposition—for instance, to limit these appropria- 
tions to certain limits of the river—let us discuss that and vote upon 
it and end it. Thus we might reach some practical conclusion. My 
only desire is to carry out the will of the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I have not seen any evidence of a 
general desire on the part of the committee to close the debate. I see 
nothing of that kind. On the contrary, since we have been in com- 
mittee two or three gentlemen representing the Mississippi River dis- 
tricts have been on the floor yielding time to each other and each 
making speeches fifteen or twenty minutes long. After those speeches 
have been delivered the proposition is made to-limitdebate. It seems 
to me that gentlemen having amendments to offer ought to be allowed 
debate in support of those amendments. I think, therefore, it is im- 
possible to fix atime when debate on this section shall be closed. Some 
gentlemen who have amendments have not been heard at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] that the debate would perhaps be abbreviated by permitting 
all amendments which gentlemen desire to offer to this proposition to 
be pending together. If that be agreed to I desire to smbmit an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. WILLIS. With the view of carrying out the wish of the House, 
I ask, as the days are very long now, that by unanimous consent the 
hour for the recess be extended from 5 o’clock till 6 o’clock, but I an- 
nounce that I shall not call a yea-and-nay vote on this bill until the 
House is full. ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. This is the mostimportant part of this 
bill. We have before us an appropriation of $2,000,000 for the Missis- 
sippi River. It is to my mind the most objectionable of all the para- 


graphs in the bill, and I think it should be fully ventilated. If any 
gentleman desires to offer an amendment le should have an oppor- 
tunity, and if he desires to discuss his amendment he should also have 
an opportunity to do that. Therefore I will not give my consent to 
the proposition to close debate. 

Mr. WILLIS. My proposition is inthe direction of the gentleman’s 
I propose that we have another hour, 


wishes, 
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Mitts). Objection is made to the request of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move toamend bystriking out all after the word 
“ levees,” in line 1125, down toand including the word ‘‘ channel,” in 
line 1130. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not in order. 
ments are already pending. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood that by unanimous consent it had 
been agreed that all amendments gentlemen desired to offer might be 
sent up, to be voted on in their order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No such order has been made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks recently made here 
upon the subject of levees there is something which I am very glad to 
hear. Iam glad to hear gentlemen now put this proposition to spend 
money in the erection of levees upon another ground than the unfor- 
tunately fraudulent one that the proposition has heretofore been placed 
upon. Gentlemen now tell us that because of the necessities of the case 
and because of the extraordinary benefits resulting from the protection 
of the lands, therefore these moneys should be expended. I commend 
you, gentlemen, for the honesty of this avowal. It is much better, it 
is muck fairer to us, to put the matter upon that ground than to try 
to trick us into voting appropriations of this character. 

This is the honest way. to place it. If gentlemen will make an ar- 
gument that will satisfy me of the astonishing good to result from it, 

of a national character, Iam ready to vote for it on that basis. 

ut if I do a matter of that kind, or on their appeals should be willing 
to vote for the advantage of the people on the Lower Mississippi, I want 
to have the credit of it. I do not want to be tricked even into doinga 


Two amend- 


thing. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KING] was exceedingly unfor- 
tunate in the suggestion he made a while ago that more money had been 
expended on the Des Moines River in Iowa than had been expended in 
the Lower Mississippi. 5 

Mr. KING. What is that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will state to the gentleman there never has been 
a dollar of the public money expended on the Des Moines River. 

Mr. KING. I appeal to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There never was a dollar of the public money ex- 
pended on the Des Moines River. 

Mr. KING. I meant the Des Moines Rapids. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; there was a grant of land made by Congress 
years ago, in 1846, for the Des Moines Rapids. The gentleman is un- 
fortunate in calling that back to the memory of the House, because 
there was no sweet savor in connection with the matter. k 

Mr. KING. I referred to the Des Moines Rapids. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There was a land grant, 200 miles longand 5 miles 
wide, of the best land in the State of Iowa squandered, stolen by the 
Democratic party of that Ter¥itory and used in building imperfect and 
insufficient dams across that river. That is the expenditure on the Des 
Moines River to which the gentleman referred. He was very unfortu- 
nate in his reference. 

Mr. KING. Of course it was understood that I referred to the im- 
provement made by the Government on the Des Moines Rapids. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then why did you not say that? The gentleman 
is old enough to say what he means. 

Mr. KING. Certainly I am; and everybody knew to what I re- 
ferred. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the gentleman did not say it. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from Iowa 

it me to ask him a question ? x 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Who had charge of the ex- 

diture of the proceeds of that land grant? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, the Democratic party of Iowa. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The State of Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Democratic party of the State. t 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The State of Iowa; for that 
always makes the grant toa State. If yourpeoplestole it, that is your 
business, of course. 

Mr. KING. Is not the Des Moines Rapids in Illinois? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is inthe Mississippi River between Illinois and 
Iowa. 

Mr. KING. Ah! The gentleman should correct his geography. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My geography is correct. You must correct your 
statement. 

Mr. KING. You might as well say the Atlantic Ocean is not on the 
coast of New York. One statement would be as correct as the other. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, gentlemen have suggested this business of 


the Mississippi River Commission was deliberately gone into. That is / ment, as established by the Mississippi River Commission, to the end that the 


I suggest, now, | 


true, perhaps, but it was admitted as an experiment. 
the experiment has been fully tried and shown to be a failure. When 
this experiment was inaugurated no one dreamed of the wonderfully 
prodigal expenditure which would be indulged in. Does the gentle- 
man know upon this much-talked-of Plum Point reach upon the revet- 
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| mission for the improvement of the navigation of the river fi 


ment alone they have expended $19.99 for every linear foot improved; 
and upon the channel improvement they have expended twenty-four 
dollars and a fraction for every linear foot? Wherever there is a bank 
improvement and revetment both necessary there is involved an ex- 
penditure of $45 for each linear foot. 

Mr. BURROWS. How much have they expended on that reach? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Already they have expended nearly two anda 
half million of dollars, and they have confined their work to 13 miles 
out of the 38 of thatreach. They have already, Mr. Chairman, nearly 
doubled the first estimate of expenditure on that reach.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me inquire, further, whether the commission 
does not state that the work is not yet done? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, sir, not one-third of it is done. Plum 
Point reach will require, if you contiue the improvement on the plans 
now adopted, and if they are not cheapened in their execution—Plum 
Point alone will cost more than $10,000,000. 

Mr. KING. - That is what you say. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And Lake Providence reach will cost more than 
$7,000,000 for a distance of 25 miles, Are we ready to go on with that 
kind of expenditure? $ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is without any estimate at all of the cost 
of the levees. What these gentlemen actually want, what they really 
want is their harbors improved, and their levees are all outside of these. 
It is infinitely better for the Government that we should give them all 
they demand for the improvement of their harbors, all they demand 
for the improvement of their rivers, give them that and then save some 
portion of this other extraordinarily extravagant expenditure for levees 
I do hope that we will call a halt in this reckless expenditure. I want 
to affirm again for myself my perfect willingness to vote ample appro- 
priations for the legitimate improvement of our rivers; wherever there 
is a bar I am willing it shall be removed; wherever there is a snag Iam 
willing it shall be taken up and that at the public expense; but I am 
not willing to goon year after year in making these appropriations that 
will be of so little use to the navigation of the river. 

I want to remind this committee—the chairman of the committee— 
that in the bill he presented to this House in the last session of the last 
Congress he utterly and entirely repudiated the commission, distrust- 
ing it apparently and unwilling longer to give it his confidence, for he 
proposed to put over it a supervising agent; he proposed to ignore its 
plans and every other plan, and compel the commission under the plans 
of another engineer named in the bill to continue the work. Why, 
I would remind gentlemen that there were many on that side of the 
House who were opposed to the continuance of the commission. 

[Here the hammer fell.] ` 

Mr. DUNN was recognized. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do hope we will make some progress with the bill. 
I would like to ask gentlemen if they will not consent to take a vote 
now on some of these amendments. 

Mr. DUNN. If a vote can be taken at once I am perfectly willing 
to yield the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I ask for a vote on the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tt is pro to amend the amendment off by th fi 
[Mr. ee by striking out in lines 1122 and ie the fallowing words: ies 


“Tn accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—aycs 45, noes 


Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iwould suggest to my friend from Iowa if he desires 
a vote on this bare proposition, and I know that he does not desire to 
make any factious opposition to getting on with the bill, that we will 
take a vote in the House on this amendment if that will satisfy him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With that understanding, which is perfectly sat- 
isfactory to me, I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment, which I send to the desk, 
to come in after the word ‘‘commission.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. HOLMAN. , It is not; but there is now but a single amendment 
pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the word “ commission,” in Jine 1123: 

“Provided, That the money sppropreaiet by this act for the improvement of 
gie Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 

iver, except so much thereof as it shall be necessary to expend in preventing 
the works in progre on other portions of the river from waste and injury, 


shall be expen n the continuation and completion of the works on the Plum 
Point and Lake Providence reaches of the river now in progress of improve- 


proposed improvement of said two reaches of the river, on which the works 
ure in progress, shall be completed at arearly day and the ny of said com- 
ly tested.” 


Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the arsendment, 
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uestion was taken. Before the t of the result, 
OLMAN. Idesire to be heard on the amendment. 


een ee I think the first work named cost about 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not know that the gentleman Mr. CATCHINGS. With the permission of the gentleman from In- 


sought the floor. Of course he will be recognized. 


- MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. = 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as the Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by Mr. 
Sympson, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 5543) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed a resolution and bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested, namely: 5 

A concurrent resolution to print 2,000 copies of the report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the year 1885; 

A bill (S. 165) for the relief of William H. Gray, of Kentucky; 

A bill (S. 167) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of Westport, 


Nova Scotia; 

A bill (S. 267) for the relief of Edway A. Grant; 

A bill (S. 472) for the relief of the American Board of Commissioners 
for Forei issions, Rev. Worcester Willey, and Esther Smith; and 


gn Missions, i 
A bill (S. 1071) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the committee will devote a few moments 
to the careful consideration of the proposition I have submitted. I hope 
gentlemen will understand exactly the purpose of the amendment. 
One objection to the method adopted by the Mississippi River Com- 
mission for the improvement of that river is that it seeks to make ex- 
penditures on extensive works at different points of the river from Cairo 
to the head of the jetties, and the result has been that notwithstanding 
some $8,000,000 have been expended by the commission a very large 
portion of the money has been lost. No portion of the work has been 
completed at any point, and the floods have wrecked the incomplete 
works, n ily requiring large sums annually in making repairs. 
Indeed the reports read as if repairs were the principal business of the 
commission. 5 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I rise to a point of order, or rather to a parlig- 
mentary inguiry. k 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Was not the committee dividing on the amend- 
ment when the gentleman from Indiana addressed the Chair? The 

„Chair had called for the ‘‘ay’’ vote and alsó for the ‘‘no’’ vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair in putting the question had not heard 
the gentleman from Indiana seeking ition. He recognized the 
gentleman when he understood that he desired to be heard. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The pending proposition is that the money appro- 

priated by the bill for the improvement of the river from the Head of the 

to the mouth of the Ohio River shall be expended on two reaches, 

Plum Point and Lake Providence, to the end that the improvement of 

those two reaches shall be completed at the earliest practicable date, to 
fully test the plan of the commission. 

That is the substance of the entire proposition. The river between 
Cairo and the Head of the Passes below New Orleans is divided into 
“reaches,” according to the plan of the commission. Plum Point 
reach alone is 40 miles in length. No work has been done on any part 
of it, except for about 13 miles. The last report of the commission in- 
forms us that the work at Osceola chute, which is within the Plum 
Point reach, was in admirable condition. And yet now the public press 
makes this announcement: ‘‘The Mississippi River has washed away 
the costly Government works at Osceola.’’ Osceola is at the heart, so 
to speak, of your improvements at the Plum Point reach. 

The Lake Providence is farther down. 

The same unhappy result it would seem has followed there. In the 
last report the commission, in speaking of the works at Mayersville, in 
that reach, makes this statement: 

J MAYERSVILLE SYSTEM. 

Cotlonwood dikes.—Thisis new work, and has been constructed during the past 
season, It is shown on the progresssketch. Its object is to contract the chan: 
peer regularize the channel,and hold it in the bend of Mayersville Island 
US aw alate Sa e ics Na parallel interior longitudinal dike in addi- 
tion to the usual cross-dikes. Their construction has resulted in a considerable 
fill below and behind them, thus buil up the bar and keeping the channel 
on the other side. The whole of the work is in good condition, andis the most 
compact and symmetrical piece of dike-work on the reach. 


Yet the following announcement was published by the newspapers 
on yesterday: 


VICKSBURG, Miss., April 29. 


The Government works at Mayersville, Miss., built under the supervision of 
the river commission, have been almost totally swept away. 


If these statements are true several hundred thousand dollars of ex- 


diana I will read a telegram I have received as to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will pardon me for a moment. 
This, it is true, is onlya newspaper report, but wrecks and repairs have 
been the order, and the fact remains that in the reports made to 
us it appears that in 1884, and again in 1RD Wes eras perceniegy of 
the money appropriated was being expended for the simple purpose of 
repair, and hie the commission only began its work in 1879. I insist, 
sir, we should test this plan fully on those two important reaches, Plum 
Point and Lake Providence: 2 

I am not speaking in a spirit of hostility to the improvement of the 
Mississippi Kiver. My constituents are largely interested in the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi River. Itisan important highway toa market 
ior their produce. But I do not attach any importance to the plan of 
the Mississippi River Commission as a means of improving navigation. 
I do not believe in the commission, but I think it of the highest im- 
portance that the plan, since it has been adopted, should be fully tested 
at the earliest moment, and I think Congress ought to have it fully 
tested at as early a day as is possible, so that if it proves a failure this 
lavish expenditure of millions a year may be arrested. If it should 
prove a success and secure an actual improvement in the navigation of 
the Mississippi, then Congress could proceed with safety in further ap- 
propriations. 

I do not myself believe that the plan of the commission will succeed. 
The opinion of rivermen generally is against it. They generally ex- 
press the belief that what is required on the Lower Mississippi is that 
the great river should be well lighted and kept clear of snags. Asa 
member of the committee which has been referred to, I was compelled 
to reach the conclusion that the plan adopted would not accomplish the 
purpose of controlling and improving the navigable capacity of the 
river, but wouldresultin failure. Linsist these two reaches at furthest— 
I should preferonly one of them—should be first completed, so that the 
country shall be fully informed as to the value of this expensive com- 
mission and Congress shall know whether it is justifiable to continue 
further these large annual expenditures. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee riso. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MILLS reported that the Committee 


-of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 


sideration the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construc- 

tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 

harbors, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 
EVENING SESSION, 


Mr. MATSON, I ask unanimous consent that the order for the Fri- 
day evening session may be set aside for to-night. It appears there are 
but eleven bills on the Calendar where the reports have been printed 
in sufficient time to be circulated among the members. There are in 
all thirty pension bills on the Calendar for the action of the House, but 
eleven are not in such a condition that they could be acted upon, be- 
cause the reports have not been circulated. There is no need therefore 
for an evening session, and I ask unanimous consent that the order for 
this evening only be set aside. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union; and pending that, I 
move that debate on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto be 
limited to one hour. í 

Mr. HEPBURN. How much time does the gentleman propose to 
give to this side? 

Mr. WILLIS. One-half of the time. 

Mr. HEPBURN: Give us two-thirds of it.. [Laughter] 

Mr. WILLIS. We can not do that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I apprehend there will be no serious dis- 
cussion on any other item in the bill. I think the controversy will be 
on this, and that the time might be extended, say, toan hour and a half. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will agree to that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. DoI understand it is proposed to close 
debate on the whole section ? 

Mr. WILLIS. On this paragraph and the amendments thereto. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why do you not let us have all the 
time we want? 

Mr. WILLIS. I am consulting gentlemen on the other side, and 
agree to give all the time that has been asked for. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, It is now about twenty minutes after 3 o’clock. 
I suggest that the debate be closed at 5. . 

Mr. WILLIS. I will agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky moves 
aap nec on the pending paragraph and amendments be closed at 
50 

The motion was agreed to, 
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The motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union was also agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. MILLS in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH was recognized. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is the time to be divided under the five-minute rule? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my friend 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that I have not 
the slightest disposition to oppose the river and harbor bill as a whole. 
I think the committee have labored judiciously and, as far as any of us 
can, disinterestedly in preparing a bill that would have the approbation 
of the people of this country. But I desire to call attention tothe par- 
ticular item relating to the improvement of the Lower Mississippi, be- 
cause I think the idea obtains, and very properly, that if there is a fly 
in this ointment (and in my judgment there is) it is this provision in 
regard to the Mississippi River, and whether we vote this in or vote it 
out will, I submit, settle the question as to whether there is more fly 
than ointment. [Laughter.] Possibly we may be in error in regard to 
the plan adopted by the commission for the improvement of that river, 
but I am unable to bring myself to that conclusion. I desire to call the 
attention of the committee, and especially the attention of my friend 
who has charge of this bill, to the provision which purports to direct 
that no part of the appropriation of $2,250,000 shall be used ‘‘ to repair 
or build levees for the pu of reclaiming lands, or preventing injury 
to lands by overflow.” Iallude to the two provisions found in lines 
1124 to and including 1130. These provisions, when read together in 
connection with a clause in the report of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, would seem to smack a little of disingenuousness. 

The clause in this billalready quoted provides, and very properly, 
t that no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or 
build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands, or preventing injury 
to lands. by overflow.’? The proviso whichimmediately follows, when 
read (in the light of the report of the commission) makes it mandatory 
upon the commission to do the very thing the preceding clause pro- 
hibits, i. e., build levees!. I beg the committee to observe the precise 

of the second proviso, and note how it palpably nullifies the 
first. I read it: 

Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to build levees, if in their 
judgment, it should be done as a part of their plan to afford ease and safety to 
navigation and commerce, and to deepen the nel, 

Now turn to the report of the Mississippi River Commission for 
1885, part 4, page 2865, and you will see that the commission has said 
distinctly, in speaking of the levee system: 

Levees exert a direct influence in deepening the channel and enlarging the bed 
of the river. ; 

And again, on same page, the commission say that— 

They [the levees] give safety and ease to navigation. 


So it is palpable that while the committee soothed the House with 
the provision, in large type, that levees should not be built or repaired, 
&c., they in a quiet, unobtrusive way provide in the next clause 
that the commission may build and repair levees whenever and wher- 
ever they may deem that such work will tend to ‘deepen the channel”’ 
* * * and ‘‘give safety and ease to navigation.” And the commis- 
sion having already declared that the building and repair of levees 
tended to do both—that is, ‘‘to deepen the channel and give safety and 
ease to navigation’’—it follows that under the terms of this bill the 
commission may build and repair levees from Cairo to the Gulf; and 
that vast sums will be expended in that way is nd question, and 
that the prime object is to protect riparian owners I as-little question. 

That the prime object of the last-mentioned clause of the bill is to 
secure to riparian owners the protection which levees constructed by the 
Government v ill afford, seems clear from the clause itself and the hos- 
tility of the cymmittee to any amendment calculated to restrict the 
operation of the clause. The Janguage of the commission is: 

It was the opinion of the majority of the commission that in time of bank over- 
flow levees exert a direct action in deepening the channel and enlarging the 
bed of the river, and they are regarded as a desirable though not a necessary ad- 
junct in the general system of improvement submitted. 

My friend from Arkansas [ Mr. DUNN] asked whether there was any 
concern upon the part of any gentleman here to oppose this measure, 
because as an incident to improving the navigation, benefit may result 
to the riparian owners. No, sir; no, sir; there is no such feeling on 
the part of any gentleman opposed to this system. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last three words, and yield my time to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thank my friend. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I under- 
stand that the time is to be divided equally between the two sides. 
Now, are the gentlemen on the other side to take up all in a lump? 


Mr. WILLIS. The agreement was that the time should be equally f 


divided. 
Mr. DUNN. I hope, then, that the time in favor of the bill will be 
placed at the disposal of the chairman of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Chair will place one- 
half the time under the control of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] and the other half under the control of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, when the point of order was 
made I was about to say to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DunN] that 
as between two systems equally efficacious for improving the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi, one of which would tend to benefit the riparian 
owners while the other would not, no gentleman upon this floor would | 
hesitate a moment to decide in favor of the one which would benefit 
the riparian owners unless its cost were very much greater than the 
cost of the other system. 

Mr. DUNN. Yet your decision seems to be against it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My decision isnot against any system that 
will, while improving navigation, at the same time protect the lands ot 
riparian owners. The point is, that no such system of improvement 
has been presented, nor do I understand the report of the Mississippi 
River Commission, as reflected in the line of their experience, to present 
such a system. And I do not understand it to be the well-considered 
judgment of the competent engineers of this country that this system 
of levees is needful for the purpose of improving the navigation of the 
Mississippi River. It isat most and bestan adjunct of doubtful utility, 
as shown in the report of the commission, and of no utility, judged 
by the experiment of its use. If if were otherwise, certainly no one 
would have any objection to such improvement. General Comstock, 
of the Engineer Corps 

Mr. DUNN. And he alone. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. General Comstock ts very properly, 
and every man familiar with the character of the soil along the banks 
of the Mississippi, from Cairo down to the Balize, will understand the 
pertinence and wisdom of his view—he suggests that the improvement 
of the banks at these various points under the plan of the Mississipp! 

tiver Commission, can not be permanent unless there is an improve- 
ment mugs ohare and below the work, the object being to prevent the 
water ing its way behind the mattresses, &c., and carrying it all 
out into the river. And, inasmuch as the character of the soil is such 
as has been described by my honorable friend from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN], that improvement must necessarily extend clear above the dan- 
ger line and below the danger line; in other words, it must reach from 
the jetties to Cairo. 

The great difficulty in this matter of improving the Lower Missis- 
sippi is found in the fact, that a crawfish can destroy faster than an en- 
gineer can construct. In fact, in the conflict an engineer finds every 
crawfish his equal and every muskrat hissuperior. [Laughter.] And 
the reason of this will become apparent to every man who will inves- 
tigate the character of the banks of the Lower Mississippi. The soil is 
alluvial down to a depth not merely of 8 or 10, but 20, 30, 40, 100 feet, 
and more, Thissoil, asstated by my friend from Iowa [ Mr. HEPBURN], 
contains no clay, no stone or gravel, and is so light and friable that it 
melts in the water like snow, and therefore the channel of the river is 
constantly changing, unless when the light sediment begins to accumu- 
late at any point, the dredge is used. A French engineer, who had 
given careful investigation and study to the Mississippi River with a 
view to improving its channel, said that the Lord had fixed metes and 
bounds to everything except the Mississippi River, but that stream He 
had turned loose and told it to ‘‘go it;”’ and it has been going it ever 
since [laughter], substantially a law unto itself, and subject to no 
human control so far as present experience has enabled us to judge. 

I want to say to my friend from Arkansas [Judge Dunn] that it 
was not the judgment of the Mississippi River Committee, over which 
my honored friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] presided, that this 
improvement by the commission should be extended along the whole 
line of the river, or even along the several reaches where improvements 
had been proposed. On the contrary, that committee recommended 
unanimously, I think—it may be that my friend from Dlinois [Mr. 
THOMAS] or my friend from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] dissented—but I 
think the committee, with substantial unanimity, recommended that 
this system of protecting the banks from caving, should be thoroughly 
tested by completing the work on the Providence and Plum Point 
reaches, and thatno other work of the same or similar character should 
be begun until the experiment at the two reaches named should settle 
the question as to the wisdom and utility of the plan. Nobody on the 
committee had any patience with a levee system as a means of improv- 
ing the navigation of that river. Experiments as recited by my friend 
from Towa [ Mr. HEPBURN] show how desirable it was to limit the ef- 
forts of the commission to those reaches, and not to extend the appro- 
priation to other points. 

Mr. BURROWS. Was it not so restricted in the next bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir; that was then as now the very point 
insisted upon, to restrict the appropriation. I speak of the appropria- 
tion made at the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress immedi- 
ately after we made the report. The restriction recommended by the 
committee was not adopted. 

Now I want to say to my friends that they greatly mistake the tone 
and temper of those who sit in judgment upon this improvement in sup- 
posing that we have any other desire than to improve the navigation of 
the Mississippi River. The point I make is that its navigation is hardly 
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sought to be improved by the levee system. If it is improved, the im- 
provement of the navigation is a mere and remote incident; the benefit 
shiefly sought is to the riparian owners. This bill affects to do one 
thing, while it palpably does, and if I am not deceived is intended to 
do, quite another thing. 

What I desire to say now is, that if it shall please gentlemen inter- 
ested in these levee improvements to present a bill to this House ask- 
ing an appropriation to complete their levee system, I am not sure 
that I would not favor such a proposition. But I want it put on the 
distinct ground that during the war your levees were destroyed, and 
since the war you can not control the labor to keep them intact. I know 
that to be the case. Before the war when a levee broke at any point, 
the planters in the vicinity called their men together, rushed. to the 
break, and restored the levee. But they can not do so now, because they 
cannot control the labor. Hence when there is a crevasse at several 
places and laborers are summoned they do not come. It is a question 
whether in view of an empire in extent that may be reclaimed, you 
might not fairly ask this Government to make an appropriation to aid 
you temporarily to restore your levees which have been destroyed, and 
which, unaided and by yourselves, you are unable to restore. But what 
I suggest is that it should not come in,this way in the disguise of an 
appropriation to ‘‘improve the navigation of the Mississippi River.” 

lt was not the judgment of the engineers engaged upon the work that 
the system adopted by the Mississippi Commission was a wise and 
proper one as a means necessary to that end, if the end be solely to 
improve the navigation of the river. The influences and surroundings 
of the commission have tended to induce them to reason in the direc- 
tion of their desires, and their desire has obviously been to keep within 
the cold letter of the law by improving the channel of the river a lit- 
tle, so there might be found in their plan a trace of the element essen- 
tial to justify their work; hence the phrases in their report about levees 
tending to secure ease and safety to navigation, deepening channel, &c. 

No one questions that under certain conditions, by confining the 
water, the channel may possibly be deepened. That, however, isa grave 
question in connection with the Mississippi River, which differs in 
character from all other rivers; but I have yet to meet a steamboat- 
man or a practical civil engineer who is familiar with the character 
of the banks and the nature of the currents of .the Lower Mississippi 
who has suggested that all the improvement or help that is needed 
to navigation upon the Mississippi River could not be secured by dredg- 
ing and by snag-boats. The concurrent testimony is that the currents 
and channel can be corrected and in large measure controlled by dredge- 
boats, supplemented by snag-boats; but this, of course, would not help 
the riparian owners in restoring their levees to protect the lands against 
overflows. 

Why, sir, we never heard special complaint of the navigation of 
the Mississippi River until it became necessary to rebuild the levees, 
to prevent damage from overflow. But since the planters have found 
themselves unable to build and repair the levees, and a strict construc- 
tion of the Constitution has fallen into disfavor among them, the build- 
ing and repairing of levees has become a matter of colossal importance 
and commands the lion’s share of the appropriation for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. 

Why, gentlemen, we have as much interest in the Mississippi River 
as you who reside. along its banks, except in the matter of riparian 
ownership. A very large part of our commerce goes down that great 
river—our wheat, our corn, our cattle, our hogs. But we do not for 
that reason feel authorized or justified in asking the whole people 
to appropriate millions and millions of dollars out of the national 
Treasury ostensibly to do a little to the channel, while the great 
and permanent good is done and intended to be done to the riparian 
owners. What is the object of appropriations for rivers and harbors? 
To secure aid tocommerce by improving navigation. The Government 
has jurisdiction over all the navigabie waters in this country, and com- 
merce is found upon them everywhere, and hence the navigation of all 
those waters becomes the object of national care. We are all inter- 
ested in the great harbor of New York. Why? Because supplies for 
the whole country, or a large part of those supplies, comein at that port, 
and a large part of our exports are shipped from that point. Itisa 
great distributing center. We are interested in the same way, though 
to a less extent, in the harbor of New Orleans and in the harbor of 
Natchez and Vicksburg. 

On this point I dissent from the position of my honored friend from 
Towa [Mr. HEPBURN]. Wherever there is a distributing point upon 
navigable water in this country the whole people are interested in it, 
and it becomes per force of that fact the object of national care. It is 
a question of degree. All are of greater or less importance, and in 
dealing with the great arteries and the veins of our commerce a wise 
and just discrimination should obtain. 

In discussing this question we must constantly bear in mind that 
the real purpose of bills of this kind is to improve rivers and harbors 
for p of navigation, not simply to let such improvement be in- 
cidental. I do not believe that the system under consideration even 
tends substantially to improve the navigation of the Mississippi. Gen- 


tlemen, how is it that so many of the people in that section who are in- 
terested in levees, are opposed to the outlet system, notwithstanding 


they are threatened with overflow from backwater? One would think 
that when the water becomes too high in the channel, when the banks 
become full and the mouth of the stream is not large enough to discharge 
the vast volume through that natural outlet, the way to secure relief 
would be to reduce the volume of backwater by drawing it off through 
artificial outlets. 

That is God’s plan, at any rate; but of course He has not the knowl- 
edge and experience of the Mississippi River Commission. [Laughter.] 
Those learned pundits say the way to get rid of the surplus water in 
the river is not to let it escape by any nel. This seems paradox- 
ical to everybody except the engineers of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission. The swelling volume of water below New Orleans tore its 
way to the Gulf through ‘“‘Cubit’s Gap” and the ‘‘Jump,’’ but still 
the outlet is insufficient. The outlet system would interfere with the 
levee system, and hence must not be adopted until the levees above 
New Orleans are built and put in good repair. By building levees it 
is said the bottom of the river will be scoured out and the channel cut 
deeper. That has not been the result upon the River Po. The River 
Po is now in places substantially on stilts, the construction of levees 
year after year having resulted in raising the bottom of that stream by 
the deposit of sediment until the river is up above the towns along its 
course. 

Mr. KING. That statement is denied by Major Suter, who made 
an inspection of that river. i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I state the recorded history of the improve- 
ments of the River Po. 

I have not called in question the fact that the jetty system accom- 
plished in one respect what it undertook to accomplish, that is to deepen 
the channel, to provide a narrow but sufficient highway to the ocean. 
Our investigation showed us that since the jetties had been constructed 
ships drawing 26 feet of water could pass readily through that highway. 
But the dredge is used almost daily in and about the mouth of the jet- 
ties to stir up the sediment that it may be carried away by the current, 
and a dredge could do the like service with the same result at any point 
along the upper river where a bar is forming, but of course this would 
interfere with the levee system. Before the construction of the jetties, 
and asa part of the plan for their construction, one dam was placed 
across one mouth of the Mississippi and another dam across the other, 
to concentrate the water and compel it to pass between the walls of the 
jetties. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I will yield further to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH], : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thank the gentleman for the courtesy. 
Now, by using a dredging boat in the jetties. they are able to keep 
them open and to secure a sufficient channel out into the Gulf. But 
the damming of those mouths checked the flow of water and raised the 
flood-line, and caused overflows. To provide against this danger I 
thought and my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] thought that in- 
asniuch as there was a vast surplus of water held in a great basin above 
the mouth of the river, and inasmuch as the gulf in the neighborhood 
of this back-water is 15 feet lower than the flood-line of the river, it 
would be a natural and feasible plan to cut a way through the narrow 
strip of land which separated the Mississippi from the Gulf. The result 
would seem to ordinary mortals to be inevitable, that is, to draw off the 
surplus water. But our friends on the Mississippi River Commission 
thought and said it would lead to a ‘‘diffusion and waste.” Waste of 
water! We had not supposed that there had been any complawit of 
scarcity of water. That is the very fluid of which there seemed to be 
an excess, and’ it would seem that the thing desired was to dispose of 
that-very large surplus which threatened in its onward sweep to the 
sea to devastate thécountry, unless some natural or artificial outlet 
could be found to control its volume and course. 

I donot care to review thearguments made by my honorable friend from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] touching the fact that this plan of the Mississippi 
commission has been a failure. I agree with him in his conclusions, and 
hence deem this item in the bill indefensible; and beyond that it has no 
proper place here, since it palpably belongs to the committee especially 
cha: with the improvement of the Mississippi River. Itseems to find 
a place here only because the good parts of the bill are of such importance 
that the House may accept it as a whole notwithstanding this serious 
defect. I submit to the committee that it is unjust by this system of 
grouping the good and the bad, the wise and the unwise provisions, to 
compel us toaccept allor lose all. The plan, however, like the Missis- 
sippi scheme, suggests advantages when considered in connection with 
the end in view. Butinstead of the method here proposed to secure the 
building of levees, I suggest to my friends from the region bordering on 
the river along which this system is to be carried on thatif instead of at- 
taining the end in this dubious way they will ask a direct appropriation 
to rebuild their levees I will go to the ultima thule in voting such relief 
as ought to be granted in view of the circumstances which surround 
them and to which I have already referred. 

The amendment I have offered here, and which by the way was pre- 
pared by my honored colleague [Mr. LITTLE], looks to having that done 
which is necessary to improve the navigation of theriver. Is that what 
we want, or not? Does our duty require or permit us to do more? 
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The amendment also provides that the commission may take seps to 
secure and protect the works now under way, if in the opinion of the 
President it is necessary, in view of their possible utility and in case 
they will sustain substantial damage by reason of not having further 
sums expended on them for repairs, &c. 

My amendment reads as follows: 

Add at the end of line 1130 the following: 

* And provided further, That this appropriation shall not be available for any 
improvement other than the removal of obstructions and the dredging of, 
said river, and the completion of unfinished works thereon the discontinuance 
of which would, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, w a material injury 
to commerce, until the plan of such improvement, with of the expense 
thereof, shall have been submitted to the President and by him approved, and 
then only to the extent, to be designated by him, necessary for the improve- 
ment thus having his approval." 


I have offered it, Mr. Chairman, because I deem it important to carry 
out the wish of our people, which is to make appropriations to improve 
navigation. 

I have a word to say in regard to this river and harbor bill, with the 
objectionable clause eliminated therefrom. I am heartily in favor of a 
river and harbor bill which not only makes suitable provision for the 
great arteries of trade and commerce but cares for theimportant veins 
in our great system of water ways as well. I do not intend to convey 
the idea that there are not improper appropriations in this bill, or that 
the committee may not have erred in their judgment; but, sir, we know 
that not only is it true of river and harbor bills, but in all matters of 
great concern to the whole country, that concessions must be made. 
The wisest thing is never done, but the wisest thing attainable under 
all the circumstances. We must keep constantly in mind that each 
citizen is interested in the commerce, whether much or little, on every 
navigable stream in the United Sates; and what a grand system ot 
water ways we have. Why, sir, you can start from the Belize, and 
without’ doubling 1 foot you can travel upon the navigable waters of 
the great valley drained by the Mississippi, 22,000 miles. 

Think of it! 22,000 miles of navigable water from the Belize up to 
our northern boundary. And upon that magnificent system of water 
ways ourcommerce is inits infancy—its very swaddling clothes. These 
streams are the people’s natural highways of commerce, to which our 
splendid railroad system is supplemental. They are when rightly un- 
derstood necessary and indispensable component parts of a complete sys- 
tem of transportation. The competition between the river and the rail- 
way. is not destructive of either but healthful to both. No intelligent 
citizen would wish to have the usefulness of eitherimpaired. It issur- 
prising to hear gentlemen from New York city, and some other gentle- 
men from along the Atlantic coast, opposing all appropriations to im- 
prove navigation upon our Western rivers. The attitude of these 
gentlemen is alike ungenerous and unjust. As to New York, she 
should not forget that she tithes and tolls all the people of the West. 
We neither export nor import without paying tribute to New York, and 
no small tribute either. 

The last people on earth to complain of appropriations for our West- 
ern system of water ways should be the people of New York. As all 
roads lead to Rome, so it seems all efforts wherever and however put 
forth in this country must ultimately contribute something to the pros- 
perity of New York. It is a great commercial nerve center. We are 
as proud of it as we could be of any foreign city located on our shores. 

The great rivers and lakes constitute the arteries of commerce. The 
smaller rivers are as veins which carry the healthful life-blood of trade 
bag to the great centers. They are mutually dependent_upon each 
other, and the destruction of one system would be a direct blow at the 
other. 

The farmer in the middle of Kansas is as much interested in this 
system of transportation as the farmer who lives on the bank of the Mis- 
sissippi or the Ohio. He is affected just as much and in exactly the 
same way in the matter of getting his produce to market. If he will 
reflect a moment he will see that he is interested in the produce of 
every acre of Jand in the United States, and in the means of reaching 
the markets of the world with the product of each acre, since all these 
tend to determine and fix the price of each bushel of grain and every 
pound of pork and beef he produces. The saving in cost of transporta- 
tion by the improvement of our water ways, as contemplated in this 
bill, amounts each year to a hundred times the amount appropriated. 
Every man who pays taxes more than gets his money back. 

This bill if as presented, with all its imperfections on its head, 
including the inexcusable item for the Mississippi, would amount to 
less than 25 cents apiece for all our people. 

Why, sir, one enterprising hen, with a little encouragement, would 
lay enough any month in the year to pay her owner’s share of this 
tax. [Laughter and applause.] One watermelon will sell for enough, 
one pumpkin will sell for enough, to pay the amount of the tax that 
would be assessed against any one farmer if the amount appropriated 
by this bill was charged per capita among all our people; and in fact 
it ultimately comes to that. I mention this merely to show that the 
cost is small, the pe Matin, Mecngricaara great. A single word more. 
I have not observed complaints from the valleys of the Ohio and the 
Mississippi that vast sums have been appropriated to improve the har- 
bors along the Atlantic coast. For a century almost that work has been 


going on—going on as a part of the same system which is recognized 


and cherished in this bill. Your part of the system relates in large 
measure to the coast line; ours to the great inland rivers, upon which 
there is a hundred, yea, a thousand fold more commerce than the At- 
lantic coast has ever dreamed of. But, as I said, we do not complain; 
we realize that the prosperity of the whole country must be found in 
the prosperity of the several parts. 

Touching the amount carried by this bill, I wish to remind gentlemen 
that France, with not a twentieth part of the coast line and navigable 
water way that we have, expends a greater sum each year than we do 
in improving and keeping them in repair. 

I am certain this system of improvement of our water ways will never 
be abandoned. I shall try to correct the errors of this bill, but the 
necessity for improving our rivers and harbors is so great and pressing 
that what I may conceive to be errors of judgment on the part of the 
committee reporting the measure shall not drive me to vote against it. > 
I trust the Senate will strike out or limit the appropriation for the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KING addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How much time have we remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Your side has consumed twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ioccupied ten minutes; and the wholetime 
was one hour and forty minutes; half to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Kentucky and half by myself. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] 
consumed twenty minutes. sD : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. BURROWS. The real friends of the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi River ought to support the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. That amendment provides 
that so much of this appropriation as may be necessary to protect the 
works now in progress of construction at other points of the river than 
at Lake Providence and Plum Point reaches may be used for that pur- 
pose, and the balance of the appropriation shall be confined to these 
two points, and bring the work at those two points to a completion, so 
that it may be demonstrated in the first instance whether this plan is 
the best plan for the improvement of this stream. 

I repeat that the real friends of the improvement of that river ought 
to support this amendment. For this House, the members of this com- 
mittee, and the country are not satisfied that this plan is the proper 
plan. 

Why, sir, I was talking with a member of the commission within the 
last twenty-four hours, and he said to me that $66,000 of expenditure 
at Vicksburg was absolutely thrown away. He said that when the 
commission entered upon its work one of the plans for improving the 
Mississippi was to narrow the channel, and that was effected wherever 
they found the channel wide. If there was an island in the center of 
the stream, or near the center, and the stream divided, the plan was to 


cut off the stream on the one side and throw the current all into the . 


other channel. In order to accomplish that, and to cut off the chute, 
as it is called, they drove a line of piles from the upper end of the chute 
to the mainland, In every single instance that work has been swept 
away, because the plan was defective. And I am told by the commis- 
sion—they so state in their report—that whenever snags in a flood 
strike this piling they take it down the stream. They consequently 
abandoned that entire work, and itisnowaloss. They now try to im- 
prove the channel by driving the piles at the lower end of the chute, so 
that the sand will silt in and fill up the channel backward. 

We have spent on Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches four and 
one half millions of dollars. The work there is not completed yet, and 
no member of this committee and no man in this country can tell 
what it will cost; and, when completed, I am told by the members of 
the commission that if this river was improved according to the plans of 
the commission from Cairo to the Gulf it will take a million of dollars 
every year to maintain the improvements. 

Then take the improvement of revetting the banks. In the main 
that will stand, possibly. But the commission have just discovered 
that you may revet the bank ever so securely, and it will not stand if 
you do not draw off the overflow of water, and they find that whenever 
the river overflows the banks—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
minutes more. 

Mr. BURROWS. The committee find that, even where the bank is 
revetted, in flood-time when the water overflows the bank and settles on 
the country beyond, that revetted bank will not stand unless they make 
another improvement, to wit, unless they dig a canal below that revetted 
bank to take off the waters that are in the country. If you do not do 
that, the pressure of the waters against the bank, which is made up of 
alluvial soil, is so strong that it will cave the bank in and take your re- 
vetments down the river. So in every case of that kindit is necessary 


I yield the gentleman from Michigan three 


to construct canals or channels to save the revetted bank. i 
I repeat, every friend of the Mississippi River—and it has no stronger 
friend than myself—ought to stand by this amendment and open, if 
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need be, the Treasury of the United States, and say to this commis- 
sion, ‘Apply your genius, your money, all your skill to these two 
reaches, Plum Pointand Lake Providence reaches—those two, and see 
if the plan determined upon by the commission is the correct plan; and 
if it is, if you narrow the channel, and if you protect the banks, and 
if you improve the navigation at these two reaches in the river, and 
that is demonstrated, that will be an end of the discussion upon the 
improvement of the Mississippi River.” 

The people North and South and everywhere will pay out with prod- 
igal hand whatever is required for the improvement of that stream. 
- But they do protest against scattering this work all the way from Cairo 
to the Gulf, at this point and that point, on a plan which is at least an 

(RENE : 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is what is called the diffusion process. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I will yield the gentleman from Michigan more time 
if he desires it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think I have said about all I wanted to say. 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I had not intended to discuss this 
paragraph in the river and harbor bill relating to the improvement of 
the Lower Mississippi River; and yet, in view of some things which 
have been said, I desire to say a very few words in regard to this pro- 
vision of the bill. I well remember the creation of this Mississippi 
River Commission. It was created at a time when on both sides of 
this Hall almost everybody seemed to vie with each other in their zeal 
and earnestness for the improvement of that important river of the 
country. 

I think I can say that I was not originally pleased with the idea of 
a Mississippi River commission; and I would rather to-day, so far as I 
am personally concerned, that the improvements of that river had been 
left, as we have left all the other rivers of the eountry, under the con- 
trol of the Secretary of War and the Engineering Department. Butit 
was a great and perplexing problem as to what we should do with the 
river, and it was thought wise to constitute a commission of eminent 
engineers who would investigate and study the character of the river, 
~- and then report some plan for its permanent improvement. 

If it be said that there has been no such plan yet reported, I answer 
that that is because of the difficulties in the way of determining what 
the planshallbe. But that commission was constituted; and they have 
gone on and expended a considerable amount of money in carrying out 
their plan, so far as they have developed one; and since the commis- 
sion was appointed there have been two committees of investigation 
sent down there, one by the House of Representatives and the other by 
the Senate. The Housecommittee, of which I believe the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] was chairman, went down the river from 
the mouth of the Ohio to the Head of the Passes and examined it and 
made a report upon the subject, which, as I remember, did not recom- 
mend a discontinuance of the work of the commission. k 
. ‘Two years and more since a committee of the Senate, of which Sen- 

ator LOGAN, of my own State, was the chairman, took a steamboat and 
made the entire trip of the Lower Mississippi River, and certainly a 
portion of the Upper Mississippi, making a thorough investigation of 
the river, examining witnesses, and inspecting the work, as it had been 
done and was in progress. When that committee came back they 
made their report, which I have in my hand. I ask the House to re- 
member that this was only two years ago; and there has been but one 
river and harbor bili passed by Congress since their report; and I now 
read the recommendation of that committee, after their examination 
and thorough investigation: 

In view, however, of the good work already done by them— 

The Mississippi River Commission, I take it— 


and the manifest resulis achieved, and the reasonable hopes of fresh benefits to 

navigation, commerce, and trade to be derived, it is recommended that 
psa of $1,000,000 be appropriated for the improvement of the river between 
Cairo and the mouth of the Illinois River, one million between the mouth of 
the Illinois Riverand Saint Paul, and for the improvement of the river between 
Cairo and the Head of the Passes such sum of money as has been named by the 
Mississippi River Commission in their report to the of War now before 
the Senate as being necessary for the further prosecution of the work going on 
in that direction under their supervision. 


That is the report signed by Senators JOHN A. LOGAN, JOHN P. 
JONES, PHILETUS SAWYER, B. F. Jonas, and J. D. Walker; and in- 
stead of being a condemnation of the action of the Mississippi River 
Commission, it is unquestionably a favorable report, made after actual 
personal investigation and examination of the work of the commis- 
sion. And, Mr. Chairman, I know some of the men on that committee 
well, and do not believe they would have reported favorably if they had 
found that the work was not satisfactory. On the contrary, I believe 
they would have recommended that it be discontinued if it had not 
been p ing satisfactorily to at least a reasonable degree. But 
i d of doing that, the committee really recommended the appropri- 
ation of several millions of dollars to continue the work.. 

But I have said that I was not personally favorable to the creation of 
this commission, and would have preferred that the Mississippi River, 


like our other rivers, had been left under the control of the Engineer 

Department. But Congress constituted that commission, and it is com- 

posed of gentlemen some of whom I know and in whom I have great 

confidence. General Gillmore, for instance, whom I know personally, 

is a gentleman of high character and an able engineer. General Com- 

stock is perhaps the most conservative of the members of the commis- , 
sion, and is certainly an able engineer. And it does not seem wise to 

me now to discontinue the commission before they have made a fair 

test cf such plans as they have developed for the improvement of the 

river. 

But, Mr. Chaiftnan, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have not 
appropriated in this bill what the Mississippi River Commission have 
asked for, nor have we appropriated even 50 per cent. of what they have 
asked for, and, while a great deal is said in regard to limiting this ap- 
propriation, and this amendment proposes to limit it, I believe I can say 
that the members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors regard the 
appropriation contained in this bill in itself a limitation upon the work 
of the commission, and that it confines the commission to the portions 
of the river which have been referred to, and which are known as the 
Lake Providence reach and the Plum Point reach, two of the most 
dangerous reaches perhaps upon the river. 

I think the commission, if they are at all honest and disposed to carry 
out the work as they have themselves contemplated, would not be jus- 
tified under this appropriation in entering upon any new reach of the 
river, but aill confine their work to the reaches where the work is now 
in progress, namely, the Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches. 
can say further, Mr. Chairman, that I have regarded the improvement 
of the Lower Mississippi River as to a great extent experimental, al- 
though this commission seem to think otherwise. The members of the 
Senate committee, who are probablyiimbre capable of giving an opinion 
upon the subject than I am, for they examined the river and the work 
of the commission personally, and they reported recommending a large 
appropriation to continue the work. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. Whether it has gone beyond the reach of ex- 
periment or not, it has not gone beyond the reach of floods. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I am glad the gen- 
tleman from Maine has made that ion, for I wanted to make a 
remark upon that subject. I know that this outlet system has been 
constantly brought before Congress by a gentleman living on the Lower 
Mississippi, a gentleman in whose honesty I have confidence. We have 
had it brought before us and urged year after year, but in my judg- 
ment that is not a question of improving the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River at all; it is a question of relieving the people of the Lower 
Mississippi from the injuries which they sustain from floods. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. In that respect, Mr. Chairman, it 
might be well to try the experiment of outlets, and I have no sort of 
objection to it from that point of view, but I do not believe it would im- 
prove the navigationoftheriver. On the contrary, I believe that where- 
ever you made an outlet you would find some difficulty in the way of 
navigation arising from it, for, as the engineers say, the full volume of 
water is sometimes necessary for the purpose of scouring the bed of the 
river, getting proper depth of channel, and removing obstructions which 
sometimes form where currents diverge or wherever currents come in 
contact with each other. 

Mr. Chairman, before taking my seat I wish to say that I think one 
great difficulty with some members of the House arises from the,fgct 
that they do not give sufficient thought and investigation to these ques- 
tions. If they would give more attention to them I feel certain they 
would not entertain some opinions which have been expressed on this 
floor in regard to many provisions of this bill. 

I believe one great want of our country to-day is more eminent hy- 
draulic engineers, engineers who better understand the nature of hy- 
draulics, and who would be better prepared to recommend improve- 
ments of our rivers. But we will grow to that after a while and need 
not discuss it to-day. 

I think, sir, that the navigation of the Mississippi River, which flows 
through one of the most wonderful valleys perhaps in the world, so far 
at least as regards its vast resources and the intelligent, enterprising, 
industrious population that inhabit it, is a question of so much impor- 
tance that we can afford to experiment at even very considerable cost in 
order to arrive at a proper system of improvement, if one indeed can be 
found. ButI believe the appropriation contained in this bill is intended 
to confine and will confine the operations of the commission to the work 
on Lake Providence and Plum Point reaches. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the gentleman takes his seat I would like 
to ask him one question. If this appropriation is intended tolimit the 
commission, as the gentleman says, to these two reaches (and that re- 
striction being intended they will not, if they are honest, enter upon 
any othe: work), what objection is there to this amendment? 

Mr. KING. Whose time does this come out of? 

Mr. BURROWS. Out of the time of the whole committee. If the 
Chair will recognize me, I will yield tothe gentleman from Dlinois 
that he may answer my question. 


1886. 
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-Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to add only a word to this 
discussion by way of expressing my own wishes in regard to this river 
and harbor bill. There is an opinion prevalent all over the United 
States, outside of interested districts, that the appropriation for the 
Lower Mississippi is a fraud upon the people, that it is not an honest 
proposition. This belief owes its existence to the fact that there is a 
constant conflict of opinion between engineers as to the propriety of the 
plans of the Mississippi River Commission—a constant difference of opin- 
ion on the question whether any improvement has been made there. 
Tn consequence of this diversity of j ent, and a recollection that in 
times past the riparian owners thought it of sufficient advantage to their 
lands to do the very work that is now demanded of the Con; of the 
United States, the opinion has grown up among the people that this 
scheme to levee the banks of the Mississippi River under the guise of 
improving the navigation is a false pretense, to avoid the bald claim 
‘in Congress that the Government of the United States ought to protect 
those lands in the interest of private individuals. 

J do not believe there is any man in the United States, apart from 
those directly interested and whose judgments are influenced by that 
in who believes that the building of levees along the Mississippi 
River is with the intent to improve the navigation. I desire here to 
utter a warning. In the last Congress the river and harbor bill failed to 
become a law because gentlemen insisted that this class of improvements 
should continue to be made and that the limitation contemplated by 
the amendmentof the gentleman from Indiana should not be adopted. I 
warn gentlemen that a cyclone will strike Congress sooner or later unless 
they consent to that kind of a limitation.. The people of this country 
and their Representatives will not much longer permit an appropria- 
tion to be made under the cover of improving rivers and harbors which 
is in fact intended for private benefit. It was this, Mr. Chairman, that 
I desired tosay. I am in favor of legitimately improving all rivers 
and harbors, but I am not in favor, under the guise of such improve- 
ment, of enhancing the value of private pipers . Everywhere there 
are little streams, not navigable, which in high water overflow their 
banks and destroy the property ofindividuals. It makes no difference 
ei the gaeat pe. small or ; if is to protect ripa- 

owners in one place it ought to protect riparian owners everywhere. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the pending amend- 
ment is so just to the people of this country that I am eg eget there 
should be any opposition to it. Indeed until I examined the bill care- 
fully I had no doubt a provision of this kind was incorporated in it. 
I knew there had been a Mississippi River committee and this com- 
mittee had made its report in the Forty-seventh Congress. I knew the 
committee recommended that the expenditure should be confined until 
completion to two reaches—Plum Point and Lake Providence; and I 
had no doubt until I examined the bill that such a restriction would 
be found there. 

On reading the bill, however, I failed to find any provision of that 
kind. A few days ago when the discussion was going on and the as- 
sertion was@®ing made, as I thought, by the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Grsson] that the restriction was in the bill, I put to 
him the question whether it was or was not; and he answered me dis- 
tinctly that it was. I find his answer in the RECORD of the 29th in- 
stant at page 3949. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] had, I 
sup searched in vain in the bill for this restriction as I had; and 
he also put the question, and the answer was clearly made that it was 
in the bill. It certainly is notin the bill. It seems the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] would be content if it were there— 
would be glad if it were there. j 

It seems to have been about half understood by the committee—so 
at least some of them profess—that the expenditure should be restricted 
to these two points; but in order that there may be no mistake the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has offered his amendment. Why shall it not go 
into the bill? Is it the intention that we shall be deceived in appro- 
priating this large sum of money? After we have expended $4,000,000 
upon one of these reaches, without its having been completed, without 
its having been placed even in such a condition that the country may 
know the plan is a success, are we still to go on distributing money over 
the whole length of the river from the Head of the Passes to the mouth 
of the Ohio, without knowing whether the work is a benefit to navi- 
gation or not? If this scheme is insisted upon, if it is insisted that 
this bill shall pass without the amendment, are we not justified in say- 
ing that it is in contemplation that this money shall be expended to 
build up the levees to protect the property of persons along the Missis- 
sippi River and not to improve its navigation? 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] took occasion to-day in the debate on this bill to pay me a 
compliment, left-handed though it was, and I desire to say in return 
for the favor that, in my opinion, he has not merely contributed to this 


discussion ‘‘contradictions,’’ but has brought to it much of ability and 


more of courtesy. 
Mr. Chairman, much has been said here by gentlemen on that side 


of ‘false pretenses.” Surely gentlemen who make that assertion will 
give us of the lower river valley credit for as much honesty of pur- 
pose and purity of motive for our acts on this floor as they claim for 
themselves. I come, it is true, from the Southwestern section of the 
country, through which the great Mississippi flows, but this river does 
not touch my Congressional district by more than 100 miles. And I 
believe I can be just as free in my judgment upon this question as any 
gentleman over there who has seen fit to charge us with false pretenses 
in our advocacy of this appropriation for the Mississippi. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], which restricts the expenditure of money 
appropriated for the lower stretch of river to Lake Providence and 
Plum Point reaches. I will answer the reasons the gentleman gave 
for that amendment by quoting the Janguage of a gentleman far more 
capable of spreking on this subject than I am, and he is the president 
of the Mississippi River Commission himself. 

General Gillmore, the president of the commission, has no interest 
whatever in the lower valley or in the upper valley of the Mississippi. 
He does not live in the valley of the river. Heisan officerin the Army 
of the United States, and surely no gentleman on this floor can, with 
justice, impugn his motives as interested in reference to what he says 
about the Mississippi River. 

I ask the House to hear what he says on the subject of restricting the 
work of the commission to the two reaches named in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

There seems to be no just ground for apprehension that the ultimate cost of 
this improvement will be inordinately great, or will exceed what the Govern- 
ment will be fully justified in expending upon a great national work, in the suc- 
cess of which so and so varied in are involved. In order, however, 
that the increased depths already secured upon two reaches of bad navigation 
may be utilized or made of some practical value, the improvement should be 
extended ap stream and down. Indeed, it can not be said that the navigation 
has received any practical benefit whatever so long as the improvements are 
restricted to localities hemmed in by bad river above and below. It might be 
better, were no middle course left open, tospread each appropriation judiciously 
over all the six reaches of bad navigation selected for improvement below Cairo, 
adding little each year, if practicable, to the available depths of the worst bars, 
than to confine the work to the Plum Pointand Lake Providence reaches even, 
even if the low-river navigation of these two localities should be rapidly deep- 
ened to 20 feet and the feasibility of fhe commission's plan thereby fully de- 


monstrated. The objective point is the improvement of the river, and not the 
vindication of the agents employed on the work, except as means to the end. 


That opinion of General Gillmore is concurred in by all the members 
of the Mississippi River Commission except Colonel Comstock. Who 
are these gentleman composing the commissio? Three of them are 
Army engineers—Gillmore, Comstock, and Suter—no one of whom lives 
or has any interest in the valley of the Mississippi. Is nōt theirs a dis- 
interested judgmentof theriver? Anotheris Professor Henry Mitchell, 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, whose home is, I believe, in New 
England. Is his judgment of the river warped by any interest? One 
of the civilian members of the commission is Robert 8. Taylor, of In- 
diana, a l opes whose surroundings would not indicate his judg- 
ment of the lower river in the treatment to be applied to it is or would 
be influenced by private interests (for he has none there) or local ben- 
efit to the people. The other two gentlemen are Messrs. Ferguson and 
Harrod, one of whom lives in Mississippi and the other in Louisiana. 
So that of the seven members of the commission two only live on the 
river or in its valley. 

Now, here is a commission of scientific men who, after years of study 
of the river, state they have come to the deliberate judgment that it is 
not well that Congress should limit to the two reaches indicated the 
expenditure of money as proposed by the gentleman from Indiana. . 

Plum Point reach, when they to improve that 220 miles of 
river, had at low water a least depth of from 4 to 5 feet. There isnow 
there at the lowest stages of water, as the result of this improvement, 
not less than 12 feet of water. 

At Lake Providence reach, a stretch of the river over 200 miles long, 
there was when this improvement commenced a least depth at low 
water of 5 feet. There is to-day at the lowest stages of water during 
the season of low water not less than from 12 to 15 feet of water. 

These are the actual practical results obtained by.this commission, 
and demonstrate that their plan ofimprovement is a success. 

Mr. Chairman, with reference to the construction of levees, no gen- 
tleman on this floor from the lower river has ever advocated, in connec- 
tion with a river and harbor bill, the expenditure of a single dollar in 
the building of levees for the protection of private property, but only 
as a part of the system of improvement devised for the river by this 
scientific body, the river commission. : 

It is the opinion of a majority of the commission that in time of bank- 
overflow levees exert a direct action in deepening the channel and en- 
larging the bed of the river, and they are regarded as a desirable ad- 
junct in the general system ofimprovementoftheriver. Because they 
are upon a large portion of the river essential to prevent destruction 
of life and property by overflow is no argument that they should not 


be erected by the General Government, but an additional reason why 
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they should be constructed. They give ‘‘safety and ease to naviga- 
tion, and facilitate commerce and trade by establishing banks or land- 
ing-places above the reach of floods, upon which produce can be placed 
while awaiting shipment and where steamers and other river craftcan 
Jand in times of high water.” 

On this point, and with reference to the plan of the commission, I 
ask one moment to read from the testimony of Professor Clemens Her- 
schell, one of the most distinguished and scientific engineers in this 
country, livingin Massachusetts, and who will be vouched for if need be, 
I have no doubt, by every Representative on this floor from that great 
State. In the investigation made by the Burrows committee, in 1883, 
Mr. Herschell, in response to questions put to him with reference to 
the plan of the improvement of the Mississippi River, stated as follows: 

Q. Have you had occasion to investigate the plans of improvement proposed 
by the present Mississippi River Comnrission ? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you seen any of its works? 

& Is their pl is it an old plan? 

ew one, or isit an o: + 

e TORONTA any: the general features of the plan were old; but the means and 
methods used by them in carrying out their works present a great many novel 
features,and to my mind valuable ones. I think they have gone ahead of what 
has been hitherto accomplished in that line, and are making progress in that 
branch of engineering work. 

Q. What do you understand to be their theory? 

A. Practically, what I stated a short time ago. For that part of the river 
which is troubled by shoals, to improve the navigation by havinga defined high- 
water as well as low-water channel, one within the other; confine the waters of 
the stream, train it, and thereby cause it to excavate its own channel, having a 
channel of proper and reliable depth at all seasons of the year. These training 
works are built out from the shore, and they include in certain cases widening 
some of the river, other parts contracting; but the object sought to be ob- 
tained is to obtain a regular systematic channel, which the river isto be kept in, 
and which it will maintain of its own accord. 

‘Here is, from an eminent disinterested scientific source, an emphatic 
indorsement of the levee system and channel-contraction system of the 
improvement of theriver as inaugurated and prosecuted by the com- 
mission. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if the chairman of the com- 
mittee will be kind enough to yield five minutes to me I will transfer 
the time to my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and then he 
will have five minutes remaining. Lally 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly, if the gentleman desires it I will yield to 
him, but I wish to yield five minutes more to the gentleman from Lou- 


isiana. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then, of course, you will have no time re- 
maining. 

Mr. KING. Will this extend the time of debate? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. KING. That will exhaust all the time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Continuing my remarks, Mr. Chairman, I de- 
sire to answer the assertion which been made repeatedly on this 
floor that nowhere have any estimates ever been made of the ultimate 
cost of these improvements. Bear in mind, sir, that the Mississippi 
River Commission has jurisdiction over the river from the Des Moines 
Rapids to its mouth, a distance of 1,500 miles. Now upon that river 
since 1879, when the river commission was organized, during a period 
of seven or eight yeats, there has been appropriated by Congress only 
a little more than $8,000,000. I submit to this committee and to the 
country that this is not a Jarge expenditure, running as it does over a 

iod of seven or eight years, for 1,500 miles of this great river, the 
“Father of Waters.” 

But, sir, to the allegation that nowhere has there ever been an esti- 
mate of the ultimate cost of this work, I desire to call the attention of 
the. House to the report made by the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
THOMAS, and by Mr. Ellis, of Louisiana, from the Select Committee 
on the Mississippi River, appointed at the close of the first session of 
the Forty-seventh Congress, which report was made in 1883. They 
say: 

That the expenses will be great, exceeding in all probability the sum of $50,- 
000,000, is true. But it must be remembered that the Government gave away t9 
private parties for railroad pur the enormous sum of $150,000,000; thatthe 
river route to the markets of Europe can be reached with a clear gain to the 
farmer of the West of 15 cents per bushel on every bushel of his grain, and that 
unless the Mississippi River be made safe and navigable the Western producer 
is absolutely in the power of the longitudinal lines of railroads. 

There is one other view of this question which we desire to present. The 
$50,000,000 to be sy Pet will be appropriated, perhaps, through a series of 
twenty-five years. In this way it will be a burden so light as hardly to be felt 
by the people of the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr..BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Kentucky has yielded, I 
understand, to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] five 
minutes. I yield him five minutes more, making ten minutes in all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This bill, so far as it appropriates money for the 
Lower Mississippi, more distinctly than any bill heretofore reported 
that I have had my attention called to, directly commits the Govern- 
ment to the expenditure of money solely for the benefit of private par- 
ties. 

Take the appropriation for the New Orleans Harbor. This bill car- 
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ries an appropriation of $100,000 for that purpose. The report esti- 
mates that for the completion of the work there nearly $700,000 will 
be required, and urges as a reason for it, and the only reason for it, that 
one and a half million of dollars, or a little under that amount, of pri- 
vate property will be protected. There is no question made that there 
is water enough there. The only argument urged by this report in 
favor of the appropriation is that nearly one and a half millions of 
private property will be protected. 

Now, sir, I do not recall that in any bill that we have had here be- 
fore has the attempt so clearly and pointedly been made to appropriate 
money from the Treasury for the benefit of private individuals. More 
than that; all this money, all this property that this bill proposes to 
protect for these private individuals is property to-day used for dock- 
ing purposes and for which the private owners are receiving valuable 
rents. And this bill comes here and commits this Government to the 
expenditure of nearly $700,000 for the protection of one million and a 
half of private property that these people, individual owners, may be 


protected in the rents they are receiving for it. I ask my friend who - 


has charge of this bill, is there any principle in the world upon which 
you can defend that? Fifty per cent. of the value of the property,is 
appropriated here to protect that property. 

Now, sir, there is one other suggestion I have to make in regard to 
this bill. I could vote for it perhaps if it protected private property 
if the private property was enough in its extent to com te for the 
expenditure. But here is a bill, as I charge, deliberately in the ihter- 
est not even of private parties, but in the interest of the contractors that 
build the boats, that furnish materials for these embankments, for these 
mattresses. I have not the time here to point out the small amount 
of this money that is devoted to any other purpose than to the pay- 
ment of the contractors that have furnished the materials, that have 
furnished the boats, that have furnished this vast fleet that is con- 
trolled by the Mississippi River Commission. We have the highest 
authority, as high authority as there is on the floor of this House, in 
my judgment, or in the country, making the statement that every 
single dollar of this money is to be squandered, that $150,000,000 are 
pledged to this work, every dollar of which is to be wasted. 

I have before me, Mr. Chairman, the expression upon this question, 
as I have stated, of one of the most distinguished authorities that I 
have ever heard discuss the question, an authority to whom every mem- 
ber of this House will how. I do not think the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana or any other of the gentlemen from Louisiana will contradict 
him or gainsay what he says on the question. Speaking of the present 
plan for the improvement of the Mississippi River he says: 

They forced an eminent civil engineer off the commission; and they have 
now a plan of operations sketched out to spend, as stated, $150,000,000, The 
calculation is a very plain one. 

Mr. KING. I will answer that by a flat contradiction. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He goes on: 


a? there is not in any of their work a guarantee that it will last twelve 
mon 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow me to answer that? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will go on further and read a little more from this 
same authority: / 


And their calculations are, in round numbers, that the system will cost $150,000 
a mile, and there are nearly a thousand miles of the Mississipi River in this 
condition, and it has two sides to it, and one side is always caving in where the 
other is forming a bar; you have, Isay, a thousand miles at $150,000 a mile, mak- 
ing an aggregate of $150,000,000; and yet they can not point us to any experi- 
ment in this departure from the original plan and from reason showing that it 
will stand twelve months after a single rise. ¢ 


Mr. KING. As the gentleman from New York has alluded to me I 
think it is fair he should allow me to answer. 

A MEMBER. Whose statement is that? À 

Mr. HISCOCK. A gentleman asks me whose statement it is I have 
read. It is the statement of a member of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harborsin the last Congress, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECK- 
ENRIDGE]. With all his sympathies warmly enlisted in favor of this 
work he, upon this floor, denounced the work; he denounced the plans 
under which it was being done, and said we had no tee it would 
stand after the first rise. Yet the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
appropriated nearly $3,000,000 for the further prosecution of the work. 

Now, Mr..Chairman, this appropriation is not in the interest of in- 
ternal improvements. It is not to perfect or to make better or to im- 
prove the navigation of the Mississippi-River. To some extent it is to 
protect private property, but in the main it is to buy material to be 
placed in the river to be washed out by the next freshet. 

It is to hire steamboats; it is to build steamboats; it is to pay sala- 
ries; it is to be expended in the different Congressional districts of gen- 
tlemen upon this floor, Isuppose forthe purpose of popularizing them- 
selves at home and in their States. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How long a time have I had, Mr. Chairman? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman hasconsumed ten minutes. There 
now remain four minutes to each side. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the Chair 
that bya mathematical calculation we have seven minutes, if I am not 
mistaken. 
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rectly. There now remain four minutes to each side. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And, Mr. Chairman, how little do we ask of these 
gentlemen, our masters, who have broughtin this bill? We simply ask 
that two reaches upon the Mississippi River may be selected upon which 
this money may be expended and this scheme tested; but we are told 
that that can not be done; that it must be left to the Mississippi River 
Commission to scatter the money along up the river in the interest of 
contractors and of the owners of private property. Nearly all the gen- 
tlemen who are interested in the river and harbor bill—I regret to be 
compelled to say it—nearly all those gentlemen find their local appro- 
priations strung upon this Mississippi River improvement, and so are 

ractically forced to vote for a scheme which I do not believe they be- 
ieve in, for the purpose of securing the appropriations for their respect- 
ive localities. 

I appeal to gentlemen upon the other side to say if this is fair treat- 
ment of men who are honestly in favor of a system of internal improve- 
ments? With these great objections to this bill, with these vast sums 
of money expended in the past—and you can not point to any substan- 
tial benefit derived from that expenditure—with these estimates of fab- 
ulous sums to be expended in the future upon this work, I ask if it is 
fair to bring in a bill here containing this item around which are clus- 
tered all these other appropriations for rivers and harbors, and say to 
the men who are honestly in favor of a liberal system of appropriations 
for internal improvements and who desire to take care of the works in 
their own districts, that those enterprises are to be strangled unless 
they will accept with their local appropriations this one for the Lower 


Mississippi? 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. WILLIS. Iam exceedingly surprised at the remarks that have 


just fallen from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. Upon 
what authority does he say that either the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors or this Committee of the Whole propose to vote for an appro- 
satay in this bill in which they have no faith? Who gave him that 
nformation? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Did not the gentleman report a river and harbor 
bill last year which proposed substantially to abolish the river and 
harbor commission? + 

Mr. WILLIS. The Mississippi River Commission was created by 
the Congress ¢f the United States after full and deliberate consideration 
of the needs of that river. That commision has been in existence but 
six years, and now what is proposed? That a commission thus created 
by act of Congress, composed of the most distinguished scientists and 
engineers of this or any other country, shall be stricken down because, 
forgooth, this great river has not by some instantaneous process been 
put in complete possession of its forces. Is that statesmanlike? Is 
that common sense? This committee has been engaged in making a 
scientific survey of the river, its topography, its hydrography, its ne- 
cessities, the plan upon which the improvement should be made. It 
has been engaged in making preparation for that great work. It has 
expended a large sum of money, ay, one-sixth of the amount which 
we have given it, in preparation for the work, and now when itis ready 
and when the reports prove the plan a success, it is pore to strike 
that commission down even just as a real beginning been made, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman desire me to answer the ques- 
tion that he asked me a moment ago ? 

Mr, WILLIS. The gentleman says that this improyement isfor the 
benefit of private interests. It is no more for private interests than the 
improvement of New York Harbor, or the improvement of Newtown 
Creek, for which we have appropriated hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
It was proved before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that there 
were private interests to the amount of twenty millions on that creek 
that would be benefited by its improvement; but we do not improve 
it because those interests are there and we do not refuse to improve it 
because those interests are there, In appropriating for the improve- 
ment of that creek, or that arm of the sea, we had nor for the 
private interests clustering around New York, and so in like manner 
we make this appropriation without reference to the private interests 
that may possibly be benefited by the work that is done for the im- 
provement of navigation, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield for a single question? 

aa WILLIS. Ican not. I yielded five minutes to the gentleman 
a while ago. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield for a single question? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yielded the gentleman five minutes—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary). The hour of 5 o'clock has ar- 
rived, and debate is closed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky this question, 
whether the money to be expended at New Orl Harbor is for any 
other purpose than to protect private property ? 

Mr. WILLIS. If the House will give me two minutes I desire to 
answer the gentleman from the report of the commission. ‘The gen- 
tleman’s argument is that there has been no report in favor of this levee 
system—— : 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not talking about the merits of the levee sys- 
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tem now. I would like the gentleman to reply to my inquiry. Is 
there any suggestion anywhere that the money asked for New Orleans 
Harbor is for any other purpose than to protect private property ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I answer the gentleman that there is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Where isit? 

Mr. WILLIS. There is proof, full and ample, in the report of the 
engineers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only thing now inorder is to vote on amend- 
ments. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has 
unanimous consent been given that those who have made remarks may 
extend them in the RECORD? 

f The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that- has already been 
one. ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to make’a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
the arrival of this hour, 5 o'clock, preclude the introduction of addi- 
tional amendments ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state, if the Chair will permit me, that I do 
not understand this order as cutting offany amendment; it simply cuts 
off debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present chairman was not in the chair at 
the time when this order was made; but his recollection is that the 
order does not preclude the offering of further amendments, but only 
cuts off further debate. 

Mr. DAWSON. I send to the Chair an amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN, TheChair will state that there are several amend- 
ments pending. After they are disposed of the amendment just sent up 
by the gentleman from Missouri will be read. The question is first 
upon an amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “ commission,” in line 1123, the following: 

* Provided, That the money appropriated by this act for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, 
except so much thereof as it shall be necessary to expend in preventing the 
works in progress on other portions of the river from waste and injury, shall be 
expended in the continuation and completion of the works on the Plum Point 
and Lake Providence reaches of the river, now in progress of improvement, as 
established by the Mississippi River Commission, to the end that the proposed 
improvement of said two reaches of the river on which the works are in prog- 
ress shall be completed at an early day, and the plan of said commission for the 
improvement of the navigation of the river fully tested. 


The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 71, 
noes 81, P 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I uppeal to the gentfeman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIs] to give us a yea-and-nay vote in the House on this proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there can be a yea-and-nay vote in the House I 
withdraw my point. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that there shall be a yea- 
and-nay votein the House I withdraw the point that no quorum voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum has been withdrawn 
and—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is only withdrawn upon the condition that a 
yea-and-nay vote shall be taken upon the proposition in the House. 

Mr. KING. Ido not agree to that. I call for a count by tellers. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the proposition has been already 
agreed to; and I submit the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KiNG] is 
now too late. The proposition was agreed to by both sides. 

Mr. WILLIS. So far as the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors has the right to agree to anything, he does agree to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think that ought to be sufficient. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair can do no more than simply announce 
the statement which has been made. On this question the ayes were 
71, the noes 81; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point that no quorum had voted was with- 
drawn, and the gentleman from Kentucky assented—— ` 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no possibility of any mistake. The point 
was made that there was no quorum, and thereupon—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe there was a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There was no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The point of no quorum was made, and then it was 
proposed that there should be a vote on the proposition in the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘Thereis no dispute about the matter at all. 

Mr. KING. I withdraw my call for tellers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Unanimous consent, then, is given that there may 
be a vote in the House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is understood that there shall be a yea-and-nay 
vote on this question in the House. à 

Mr. DUNN. Say ‘‘a vote in the House’’—such as the House shall 


determine. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Itis agreed that the amendment shall be voted on 
Mr. HISCOCK. I understand this ment upon the record. 


in the House. 
I understood the chairman of the Committee of the Whole to say he 
could not announce the understanding. 
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The CHAIRMAN. There will be a record of it. 
Mr. HISCOCK. That is all we ask; we know it will be lived up to. 
Mr. WILLIS. If I have any control of the matter, the agreement 
“a be carried out. 
The CHAIRMAN. The next question is upon an amendment pro- 
pea by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], which will be 


mi Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “ Mississippi River Commission” and “commission” 
Teren ay oe oceur in the paragraph on pages 47 and 48 of the bill, and insert 


Mr. WILLIS. I raise the pointof order that we have voted on this. 
It is identical with a proposition submitted by the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand we are to have a vote in the House 
upon that. 

Mr. WILLIS. That was the understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not understand the point of order 
of the tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. LIS. It was that this proposition has been already voted 
upon by the committee. Moreover, as a matter of perfect fairness, I 
will state that a vote was reserved in the House upon it, and itis only 
wasting the time of the committee to demand a quorum now. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that is the understanding it is not necessary 
to have a vote on this amendment, and without objection the Clerk will 
read the next one. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, proposed by Mr. WARNER, of 
Ohio, as follows: 

At the end of line 1152 add: *'Prorided, That a committee, to consist of five 
members of the House, shall be appointed by the Speaker to sabeare aan the 
work of the Mississippi River Commission and to report thereon before the 
end @f the gomon, with sugh recommendation as it may deem proper. Said 
committee shall also examine and report upon the ies at the mouth of the 
river, and especially whether mud lumps are forming beyond the jetties and 
what depth of ol of channel is kept open at and beyond thot mouth of the river.” 

The amendment was rejectéd. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
striking ni itn! 1127 to 1130, inclusive, as follows: 

. however e commission is authorized to repair and build 
levees if, in their Judgment, hy should be done as part of their plan to afford ease 
asg safety to the navigation and commerce of the riverand to deepen the chan- 
ne n 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 36, noes 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the same suggestion as to a vote in the 
House would save time on this amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Give us a yea-and-nay vote in the 
House on the amendment and I will withdraw the demand for a quo- 


Amend 


Mr. WILLIS. Let us take a vote by tellers. There are so many 
yea-and-nay votes ordered that we will get into confusion, I fear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. WILLIS were appointed tellers. 

: The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 33, noes 

130. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, offered by Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 
as follows: 


Add at the end of line 1130 the following: 

“And provided this ap; ion shall not be available for any 
improvement other than the rem of obstructions from, and the dredging 
of, said river,and the completion of unfinished works thereon the discontin- 
uance of which would, in the — of the Secretary of War, work a material 
jary to commerce, until the p of such improvement, with estimates of the 

pense thereof, shal] have been submitted to the President and by him ap- 
proved, and then only to the extent, to be dengoated by him, necessary for the 
“nprovement thus having his approval.” 
The amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The next amendment, proposed by Mr. DAWSON, was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Amend line 1120 by striking out the words “two hundred and fifty” and in- 
serting “five hundred,” and by inserting after “dollars” the words x of which 
five hundred thousand shall be expended upon thè New Madrid reach,” 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For examinations and surveys ape a Pass of the Mississippi River, pursu- 
ant to the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000. 

To which Mr. BUTTERWORTH offered an amendment, as follows: 


To come in after the word “ five,” in line 1155: 
“ And the Secretary of War shall cause soundings to be made for a distance of 
not less than 5 miles beyond the jetties at the mouth of the river to ascertain 


whether mud lumps are forming and to what extent bars are forming and what 
depth of channel is maintained all the way to the deep waters of the Gulf, and 
to report the results of such examination to Congress at the next session. oy 

Mr. WILLIS. I only desire to say that if the gentleman had ex- 
amined the bottom of the Gulf of Mexico, which is on exhibition at 
the National Museum, he would find there 2 miles depth of water when 
he reaches that point. 
A Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And the law already provides 
or it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 

For survey of the Mississippi River from the Head of the Passcs to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, 375,000, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before leaving the paragraph under consideration 
I have an amendment to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed 
by the gentlemen from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out of lines 1132 and 1133 the following words: “‘ One hundred thousand 
are to be expended in continuing the work in progress at New Orleans." 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order that this paragraph is al- 
ready passed. 
Mr: HEPBURN. I did not know, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk had 


begun upon another paragraph of the bill. I was standing waiting to 
offer this amendment under the impression that he had just been read- 
ing another amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I shall not insist upon the point of order. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of Mr. HEPBURN, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

poe uging the waters of the Lower patron River and its tributaries, as 

ed for in joint resolution of the 2ist of F. 1871, $5,000. 
or continuing the removal of snags, wrecks, shared other obstructions in the 


Mississippi River, $75,000. 
For gauging the waters ‘of the Columbia River, $1,000, 


Mr. LITTLE. I now offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of section 1 the following: 

“If, during the first ten days of the session or sessions of Congress after the 
passage of this act, the President shall be satisfied that it would be detrimental 
to the public interesis or € or a wasteful or unwarrantable expenditure of publie 


money ree Eo y Ap iaat appropriation herein, or pan eran 
exceedin, n amoun or purposes for w appropriat 
he shall direct the withhold ito the of ihe ae same from rad and forthwith, transmit to 


the House of Representatives a full statement of his reasons therefor. And 

thereupon, subject to the right of each House to determine the rules of its pro- 
coodings; the question of continuin, = Base such og “phe ager 2 or unexpended balance 

hall be submitted to the presentatives, om ig if decided in 

the affirmative, shall be transmitted, rrna As with said statement, to the Sen- 

ate and submitted thereto. If the two Houses concur’ in continuing such ap- 

propriation or unexpended balance, the same shall thereupon again become 

es ne for said purpose or purposes; otherwise it shall be covered into the 


The eminent was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. It shall not be lawful to build any wharf, dolphin, boom, dam, see, 
breakwater, bulkhead, jetty, or other structure outside of established 
lines, without the n of-the proper local authorities, in any Eapkne i 
stead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other waters of the United "atates, orin 
such manner as to obstruct or impair navigation, commerce, or anchorage of 
said waters; and it shall not be lawful hereafter to commence the construction 
ofany raw, bridge piersor abutments, causeway, or other works 
over or in any port, roadstead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other waters of 
the United States, under any act of the Legislative imre i Bae any State, until 
the f such bridge have been submitted 


said navigable waters 
byt anA, of War: 
ge-draw, bridge 
iers or abutments the periei duly parry 
Tred te Le w, or < lene cnaees Sete E A OAA of an ony ant 
bridge piers or abutments, or other works, under an act of the ou 
PEAS any State, over or in any stream, port roadstead, haven, or harbor, 
or other navigable water not wholly within Boii limits of such State, 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 4, strike out the words “ proper local authorities” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Secretary of War,” 


Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I would suggest that many of these 
harbors are under the control of local authorities, harbor commissioners 
appointed by the different States, and this would deprive them of any 
authority to deal with such cases. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is just what I wish to avoid. The 
words *‘ proper | authorities” might mean municipal authorities. 
I do not wish the municipal authorities of the city of Chicago to have 
anything to do with establishing harbor lines there. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is what I understood to be the gentleman’s ob- 
ject. a 
: Mr.. ADAMS, of Illinois. The local authorities have supervision of 
the construction of docks and piers, but ought not to be allowed to in- 
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fringe upon the harbor. I fear that the language in the bill might be 
construed to give them that authority. 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read section 9, as follows: 

Seo, 9. The Secretary of War is hereby directed to ascertain which and how 
many, if any, of the navigable streams within the jurisdiction of the United 


States have been and are now improved by locks and dams, or by either, or by 


other improvements, either by States or by corporations in a doom of State 
streams 


authority, and upon which and for the use of which improvements toll 
is now charged, and whether said improvements can be 

demned by the United States, and the probable cost of of said improve- 
ments, together with the probable benefit to navigation and commerce of such 
purchase or condemnation when made, with the view of making the navigation 
of such streams free; and that he report to the next Congress. 

Mr. HEWITT. I move to strike out section 9, and I propose to dis- 
cuss that amendment now’ unless the gentleman ‘from Kentucky will 
yield for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent to pass over that section 
for the present, with authority to the gentleman from New York to go 
back to it, so that we may get to the end of the bill this evening. 

Mr. HEWITT. I assent tothat. I understand we will return to 
section 9 and that it may be discussed later. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the proposition? The Chair desires to 
understand it. 

Mr. WILLIS. To save time I will state that we are willing that 
that section shall be omitted. The committee acquiescein the motion 
to strike out. 

The motion to strike out the section was agreed to, 

The Clerk read section 10, as follows: 


Src. 10. The Secretary of War shall prescribe such rules and regulations as 
a. be necessary to secure a judicious and economical expenditure of said sums, 


or con- 


shall cause to be made and submitted to Con; annual reports, together 
with maps and plans, including the a aa rer mses ver Commis- 
sion, on or before ber 1, giving detai statements of the work noe 


contracts made, the e: , and” 
money on hand up to November 1, and the effect of such work, together with 
such recommendations as he may "deem it proper to lay before Congress. 
shall also, at the same time, report to Congress, at its next poe allthe e 
stances in the United States in which piers, , or other structures 
or works built or made by the United States in aidof commerce or navigation 
are used, occupied, or injured by a corporation or an peg eges and the extent 
and mode of such use, occupation, or i , and the prodani 
He shall also report annually at the same e whether an: pa rrii 
or structures now erected or in process of erection do or Twil intestons: with f free 
and safe navigation. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 3, strike out the words “said sums” and insert in lieu thereof“ the 
money herein appropriated.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the chairman of the committee if he will ac- 
cept an amendment to insert the words “locks and dams”? after the 
word breakwater,” in line 13? 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to offer another amendment to that section, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ao line 18, section 10, after the word “same,” Berack “ which reports shall be ac- 

REA me by the affidavit or affidavits of or persons with 
vaio; the foregoing information that the therein stated are true and 


TE “WILLIS. I have no objection to that. 
„The amendment was adopted. 
“The Clerk proceeded to reád section 13, as follows: 

Src. 13. The Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause 
examinations or surveys, or both, to be made, and the cost of improvements to 
be estimated, at the following localities, to wit: 

In the States of— y. 

Mr. MCRAE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
- The Clerk read as follows: 
; arene section 13 by inserting after the words “‘in the States,” in line 5, the fol- 
owing: 
Arkansas : 

Re-examination of ery River and lakes connecting with Red River between 
Shreveport and Fulton, Ark. 

Re-examination ot Ouachita above Camden, Ark. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ioffer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment just adopted the words “Saline River.” 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors recommended the following 
amendment: 

Strike out fronMine 6 to line 13 of section 13 as follows: 

A resurvey of San cisco Harbor, with a view to further improvement. 

San Pablo Bay. 

Suisun Bay. 

The Strait Tt Carquinez. 

Mouth of San Joaquin River, 

Mouth of Sacramento River. 

The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. WILLIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: > 

After line 19 insertas follows: 
Connecticut: 

Five-Mile River Harbor. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the amendment just adopted insert as follows: 


Dakota Territory: 
James River. 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 25 insert: 
Clear-Water Serkan ating Senna and Saint area Bays and the nar- 
rows into Boga Ciega, Wakulla River, from its mouth to Newport. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the amendment just adopted insert the following 

Survey of the channel from Haulover, on Indian River, to Gilbert's bar. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. I offer the amendment which I send to ha desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 30, insert 

“From Dubois Island to Dubois bar.” 

The amendment was adopted. . 

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a verbal amendment 
in section 13, line 34, by out the word ‘‘at”’ and inserting the 
word ‘‘in,”’ so that the line vie read ‘“‘ Bars in Hamburg Bay. nS 

The amendment was 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by in- 
serting in line — the words ‘‘For ice harbor” at Paducah, Ky. 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, after that amendment I wish to add 
the following: ‘‘ Bar at mouth of Limestone Creek, harbor of Maysville.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Ori: GAY. I move to amend, in line 49, by adding, after the words 
ippi River,” the words ‘‘ by locks, ‘and also Bayou Plaquemine 
and their connecting streams to form the best route to Grand Lake.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by addi 
words ‘‘Calcasieu River,” in line 51, the words ‘‘and 
outlet to the Gulf.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no oncon to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to amend, in line 55, after the word 
t dam,” by inserting “‘Clear Lake, Black Bayou, Red Bayou, Black 
Lake, ‘and Kelly Bano to Teopen navigable communication between 
those streams and Red River.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GAY. Imove toamend, i in line 55, by adding after the last word 
“a permanent improvemert to secure navigation in Bayou La Fourche 
at low water.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, striking out, in line 56, the name “‘ Little River,” was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ouachita River, from Camden to mouth, with a view to slackwater navigation, 


Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting in line 59 
the words ‘* Bayou Vermillion, to secure navigation from Abbeville to 
the railroad bridge of the Louisiana and Texas Railroad.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no Apan to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GAY, Imovetoadd after the amendment last adopted the 
words: 


Surveys of the Mississippi River, to ascertain the comparative velocity of the 
current at various depths of the channel from the Head of the Passes for a dis- 
tance of 100 miles up that stream. 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the amendment? 

Mr. GAY. This provides for getting very important information. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ihave this objection to the amendment, that 
it does not come inat the properplace. The ores of the Mississippi 
River are under the direction of the Mississippi River Commission. 
This would authorize the Secretary of War also to make surveys. 

Mr. GAY. I withdraw the amendment. 

Amendments proposed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, strik- 
ing outin line 60 “‘ Bayou Vidal,” andin line 61 ‘‘ Bayou Roundaway,”’ 
were agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to correct a mistake of 
a letter in line 53, page 58 of the bill, The name “‘ Fort Barre ” should 
read Port Barre. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move toinsert after the healing “ Maine,” line 


after the 
ecting its 
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62 of the bill, the words ‘‘Bagaduce River between the towns of Pe- 
nobscot ahd Brooksville,” £ - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend by inserting 
86 the words ‘‘ New Bedford Harbor.” 

The amendment was to. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, inserting in line 85 the name ‘‘ Winthrop Harbor,” was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. In line 93, under the head of ‘‘ Michigan,” there is 
provision for a survey at the ‘‘mouth of Black River.’ I move tòin- 
sert after the words ‘‘ Black River” the words ‘‘ Saint Clair County.” 
There are two Black Rivers. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


mae River, with a view to affording an entrance to Carp Lake for harbor of 
refuge. 

An amendment reported by the committee to insert after ‘‘ Carp 
River’? thé words ‘‘ at Leland ” was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lake Michigan at Empire, with a view to cutting a channel across the bar 
from Lake Michigan to Lake. 


An amendment of the committee to strike out ‘“‘ Carp” and insert 
‘Bar’? was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move toamend by inserting after the clause last 
read the following: 

ene Traverse Bay, with a view toconnecting it with Torch Lake near East- 
po 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to inquire of the gentleman whether this con- 
templates the cutting of a canal? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It looks to connecting Torch Lake with Grand 
Traverse Bay. ‘There is a natural connection; but the point contem- 
plated in the amendment is not where the natural outlet is, though near 
it. The case here is the same as with a great many harbors on Lake 
Michigan. 

Mr. DUNN. Doesthisamendmentcontemplate any benefit to private 


gh oy 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The amendment has no reference at all to the 
benefit of private property. It looks to opening up a chain of 

with more thana hundred miles of magnificent navigation. Three] 
and rich counties immediately interested in this navigation have by 
the unanimous vote of their boards of supervisors asked for this action. 

Mr. WILLIS. I simply desired to know whether this was a proposi- 
tion to cut a canal or whether there is now water there. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is plenty of water there; but the amend- 
ment does not contemplate a connection at the exact point where the 
natural outlet of these lakes occurs. At the point proposed, however, 
the improvement can be more cheaply made than at the natural outlet, 
the distance across being much less than it would be if the natural out- 
let were improved. 

It is proposed to open this connection with Torch Lake, a lake 20 
miles long and deep enough to float our heaviest steamers. This im- 
provement will open up a chain of five successive lakes, adjacent to 
which are magnificent hard-wood forests, and on the banks of one of 
these lakes is the largest blast-furnace in the State of Michigan, turning 
out 70 tons of iron a day. 

Mr. WILLIS. With the understanding that this is not a proposition 
for an artificial canal, we have no objection. Ifitis, we do object. 
With this statement on the record I am willing to let the matter go. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can not say that there isa natural water course 
at this particular point. But the case is the same here as with one- 
half the harbors upon Lake Michigan. The case is the same as at Frank- 
fort, at Ludington, and at White River. In all these cases it is neces- 
sary to have an artificial channel cutting across these bars or spits, 
because this work can be more cheaply done than to improve the natural 
outlet. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, it was de- 


clared not agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call foradivision. I shall insist upon this 
amendment going in if we sit here all night. The bill makes provis- 
ion for forty surveys in the State of Louisiana. In this case the dis- 
tance from water to water is only about the eighth of a mile. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 23, noes 53. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I demand tellers. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will not do that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors that I have stood by him on this bill from the be- 
ginning to the end. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then do not desert us now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is the first surve 
agreed to. You have put them on by the 
survey; that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order; the Chair appoints as tel- 
Jers the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON Jand the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wi.1s]. 

Mr. LONG. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky will allow me to ask 


between lines 85 and 


asked that has not been 
ozen. I simply ask fora 
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him a question: If provision for this survey should be inserted in the 
bill, will the Secretary of War even then be compelled to make the sur- 
vey? Will not the matter still be within his discretion? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is true. The only point in this matter (and it 
has been made over and over again) is as to the jurisdiction of this com- 
mittee. We have held all along that we have no jurisdiction of either 
canals or railways. 

Mr. MNG This simply leaves the matter discretionary with the 

of War. 
`Mr. DAVIS. This survey will determine the fact whether this is a 
canal or not. 

Mr. WILLIS. As there seems to be some difference of opinion about 
this and as this is merely a preliminary survey, no affirmative ac- 
tion being asked from the House, I will, so far as I am personally con- 
cerned, withdraw any objection to the amendment. 


The - Does the gentleman from Michigan withdraw 
his demand for tellers? 
Mr. ON. I do, provided the Committee of the Whole con- 


sents to this survey going in; not otherwise. 

The CHAIRMAN ; If there be no objection, the question will be 
again taken on the amendment. 

The question being again taken on the amendment of Mr. CUTCHEON, 
it was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Minnesota River, with a view to its improvement by locks and dams, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
i Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I move after line 108 to insertethe fol- 
owing: ; 


Tombigbee River, to ascertain what improvement is necessary to make said 
river continuously navigable from Vienna, Ala.,to Walker's Bridge, Miss. 

Mr. WILLIS. I suggest to my friend to say from Vienna, Ala., to 
the other point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Montes River. J 

Amendment of the committee : 

“ Add the following: ‘To ascertain whether it can be made continuously navy- 
igable by a system of locks and dams.’ ” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARRY. I move after the word ‘‘dams”’ to insert the words 
‘t or otherwise.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. I moveto insert the following: 

Bear Creek. 

Mr. WILLIS. What State? 

Mr. WHEELER.- Alabama and Mississippi botk. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Missouri : 

Resurvey of the Osage River from its mouth to Osceola, with a view to moy- 
able lock and dams, or other methods of improvement. 

Amendments of the committee: 

“ Insert the following: 

“* Little River from Fromnersville to its junction with the Saint Francis River. 

“ * Saint Francis River from Greenville to the Arkansas State line,’ ” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Channel between Jamaica Bay and Rockaway Inlet. 
Mr. HEWITT. I move to insert the following: 

The East River, with a view to the removal of the ledge of rocks situated be- 
tween 500 and 600 feet from the foot of Tenth and Eleventh streets in the city of 
New York. s 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘There is no objection to that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Poles py River between Black Rock and Tonawanda, with a view tu 216-foot 
nel, 

Amendment of the committee : 

“ Insert before ‘Niagara’ the words ‘Tonawanda Bay and.’” 


Mr. WEBER. I move to amend the amendment of the committee 
by striking out ‘‘Bay ” and inserting ‘‘ Harbor.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, and the amend- 
ment as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Wood iver. 


Link River. 

Suislaw River and Bar, 

Mr. HERMAN. The correct spelling is Siuslaw, ang not as it isin 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The correction will be made accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


Ohio: 
Sandusky Harbor, with a view to a straight channel fromthe north end of 
Cedar Point to the east end of the existing nnel in front of the city. 
Big Hockhocking River from its mouth to Coalville. 
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Amendments of the committee: Strike out ‘“‘ Coalville” and insert 
‘‘ Coolville;” and insert the following: 

Chagrin River at its mouth. 

‘The amendments were 

The Clerk read as follows: 

South Carolina: 

Mosquito Creek between the South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers, with a view 
to connect the South Edisto with the Ashepoo at or near Fenwick’s Island. 

Mingo Creek, 

Clark's Creek. 

Little Pee Dee River. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move to insert the following: 

Alligator River and other waters connecting Santee River and Bull’s Bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tennessee : 
North Fork of the Forked Deer River below Dyersburg, 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move the following amendment: 


Obed River from the point where improvements have heretofore been made 
to the mouth of West Fork. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Texas: 

Cedar Bayou where it empties into Galveston Bay, 

Raft at the mouth of Tidadalonpe River. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to insert after line 164 the following: 

Colorado and Brazos. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I move to add the following: 

Sabine River from Logansport down to its mouth, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRIGG. I move after Nansemond River, in line 167, to insert: 

Louisa Fork of Sandy River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRADY. I move the following amendment: 

Roanoke River, from Clarksville, Va.,to Eden Falls, N.C. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Imovetostrike out the entire thirteenth scc- 
tion relating to these surveys. I do not want to take one minute of 
the committee’s time if I can have a yea-and-nay vote in the House. 

Mr. KING. What is the amendment? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move to strike out the entire section rela- 
ting tothese surveys. DoI understand I can havea yea-and-nay vote in 
the House. I desire to say this, and it will take me but a minute to 


say it. 

Mr. KING. Irise toa pointoforder. I understood the debate was 
closed on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the point of order. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will take less time in the statement of my 
objections to this section of the bill, and my reason for making this 
motion, than it will take to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already stated upon the floor of the House, 
and I desire now to repeat very briefly the objections I then made: 
The committee have within the last few minutes enlarged the number 
of new surveys provided for by this bill until they amount to about 
one hundred and forty in all. The last river and harbor bill passed 
by Congress contained one hundred and eight provisions for different 
surveys. Twenty-five per cent. of the surveys ordered in the last act 
are incorporated in this bill and that portion of it in which appropria- 
tions are made. 

I believe that the viciousness of this whole system of legislation in 
connection with this bill rests largely upon this principle of enlarging 
the number of new works by authorizing these surveys in new places 
before the works already in progress are completed. That is all I de- 
sired to say. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman is entirely in error in regard to the 
effect of the last surveys authorized. I hold in my hand this bill, and 
I state to him and to the committee that so far as my examination ex- 
tends, and I think Iam quite familiar with the bill, the new projects 
do not amount to $50,000 in the bill. 

These are merely preliminary surveys, and halfof them never get be- 

- yond an examination on paper. The engineer examines his charts and 
says they are not worthy of improvement or are notof public necessity. 
But certainly any gentleman has the right to ask that a river in his 
State shall be inquired into by the Secretary of War to see whether it 
is worthy of improvement, and that is the extent of this section. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let meask the gentleman from Kentuckyif itis 
not true that the effect of such a provision is often to prevent improper 
appropriations? 

Mr. WILLIS. Of course; that is the object. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask permission, Mr. Chairman, to say just 
this in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, that I have not made 
any statement here without knowing that I made it upon authority. I 
have examined carefully and compared the present bill with the sur- 
veys previously authorized, and have compared the new improvements 


inaugurated by this bill with that passed by the last Congress so far as 
it relates to the improvements of rivers and harbors, and I know that 
twenty-three of those that were provided for in the bill of the last Con- 
gress for survey have been incorporated in this bill. 

I did not state what the amount would reach in dollars and cents, 
but only the aggregate number of the surveys, for I have not examined 
what the total cost will be. But as to the number already undertaken 
I am correct in that. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LA FoLLETTE, 
there were upon a division—ayes 14, noes 41. + 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee do now rise. We have 
reached that point in the bill where I intended to make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCCREARY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
river and harbor appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled hills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same; namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1397) to establish a port of delivery at Springfield, in 
the State of Massachusetts; and 

A bill (S. 1013) providing for the establishment of a port of entry at 
Mormt Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, State of Maine. 


COUNTING OF THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by consent heretofore granted, submitted the views of 
the minority of the Select Committee on the election of President and 
Vice-President on the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors for President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regu- 
late the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President and the 
decision of questions arising thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
to accompany the report of the select committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted upon its amendments disagreed to by 
the House to the bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment, agreed to the conference asked for by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the 
part of the Senate Mr. PIKE, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILLIS (at 6 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 3 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Grange No. 150, of Perry County, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law to suppress imitation dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, protesting against the free admission of foreign 
agricultural products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petitionof Susan T. Samuel,of Culpeper County, ~ 
Virginia, praying that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition asking that the papers in the claim of 
Rebecca Gaddy be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Grange No. 84, of Pennsylvania, for the 
oo die of imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the same, against the admission free of duty of agri- 
cultural raw products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Granges Nos. 101, of Susquehanna 
County, and of 204, of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, praying for a 
law toprevent imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, petition of citizens, agriculturists, and dairymen of Bradford 
County, Pennsylvania, for the same—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Granges Nos. 101 and 204, of Pennsylvania, protest- 
ing against placing on the free-list raw agricultural products, such as 
wool, jute, rice, tobacco, raw sugars, hides, &c.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 790, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking that the proposed tariff be so amended as to afford to wool 
and other agricultural products the same protection that is accorded to 
other industries—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the same, asking for such legislation as will sup- 
press the manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Charles H. Fernald, alias Charles 
Gould, for removal of the charge of desertion, to accompany House bill 
7954—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, memorial of the Boston monthly meeting of Friends, in favor of 
the passage of Senate bill 355, to promote peace among nations, &c.— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of J. B. Richardson Post of the Grand 
it Aap Aie TBU a na SPED, Mich., asking for increase of 
pension for Mary E. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Williams Post, No. 10, Grand Army of the 
lic, of Ludington, Mich., asking for increase of pension for Mary E. 
Champlin—to the same committee, 

Also, petition of citizens of Kent County, Michigan, for the enact- 
ment of such laws and appropriations as will make efficient the work 
of the National Board of Health—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Seventeen petitions of citizens of Dakota, pray- 
ing for a division of the Territory on the seventh standard parallel 
thereof—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Evidence to support the bill for the relief of 
William Jack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, evidence to support bill for the relief of Charles T. Shirm—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of J ohn Cc. Middlekauff, of Washing- 
ton County, Maryland, for payment of war claim—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of Grange No. 236, of Pennsylvania, 
asking for legislation that will suppress the manufacture and sale of 
all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, protesting against legislation favoring 
the admission free of duty of all agricultural raw material—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of P. C. Kenyon and others, of Central 
Square, N. Y., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Knights of Labor No. 5533, of Wel- 
lington, Kans., favoring organization of Oklahoma Territory—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of Grange No. $8, of New Jersey, against 
allowing the admission of free raw like wool, &c.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same, asking protection for dairy interests—to the 
Cémmittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of merchants and business men of New 
York, New Orleans, Chicago, Boston, Baltimore, and Philadelphia, 
praying for law prohibiting tax, &e., upon commercial travelers—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of merchants of Baltimore, Boston, 
Chicago, New Orleans, and Philadelphia, in favor of the passage of 
House bill 1621—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Traders’ Union, favoring House bill No. 
1621—t6 the same committee. 

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of 285 citizens of the District of Columbia, 

asking the enactment of a law requiring scientific temperance instruction 
in the public schools of the District—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of the President of Salem (Mass. ) 
Women’s Association in behalf of the bill (S. 52) relating to Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of John C. Trice, of Henderson 
County, Tennessee, for payment of war claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Ann Eliza Turner, trustee, of 
Fayette County, Tennessee, asking that their war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Letter in support of claim of John Sheridan 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of Seattle, of Tacoma, and of Seattle, 
Wash., asking Congress to annul act of the Legislative Assembly in 
relation to penitentiary law—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Oreg., pray- 
ing for protection to settlers on the forfeited land grant of the Oregon 
Central Railroad Company in Oregon and Washington Territories—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers in the claim of John L. Butler—to the Committee on 


Also, petition of citizens of Washington Territory, asking for the dona- 
tion of certain lands in Whatcom County, adjoining the boundary line 
of British Columbia, as an international park—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Olympia, ees raying for the annul- 
ling of the act of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory 
providing for the permanent location and construction of a penitentiary 
at Walla Walla—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Thomas H. Bruce, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of Knightsof Labor Local Assembly 4477, 
of Chicago, Ill., against the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on 
American “building and Ship-owning Interests. 

' The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 


District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BRAGG: Of citizens of Fond du Lac and Waukeska County, 
Wisconsin. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of citizens of C uyahoga County, Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 1, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before thè House a letter from the sore eae Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Sup 
tect of the relative to the proposed increase of limit of porge 
the public building at Wichita, Kans.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office inclosing communication from the surveyor- 
general of New Mexico relative to legislation for the adjustment of pri- 
vate land claims in that Territory; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the following 
Heer nies were severally read twice, and referred to the committees 
nam 

A bill (S. 165) for the relief of William H. Gray, of Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of Westport, 
Nova Scotia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 267) for the relief of Edway A. Grant—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 472) for the reliefof the American Board of Commissioners 
for Foreign Missions, Rev. Wércester Willey and Esther Smith—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1071) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE RESOLUTION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution; which was read, and under the statute referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House 
printed 3,000 copies of the report o! 
detic Survey ae the 
June 30, 1885, for distribu 


je Frag Representatives ponar); That there be 
the Ap ea of the Coast and Geo- 
made in said ee one ver during the year ended 
by said superintenden! 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By-unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DANIEL, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CuLBERSON, for twelve days, on account of Sickness i in his 
family. 

To Mr. CABELL, for four days, on account of important business. 

To My. JoHN M. TAYLOR, for this day, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House 
in the conference with the Senate on the bill (S. 335) to provide for pro- 
tecting the interests of the United States in the Potomac River flats, 
in the District of Columbia, Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. REAGAN, and Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. 

TELEPHONE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to presenta privileged 
report from the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 
“Ix THe HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 26, 1836, 
“Resolved, That the sum of $1,000 allowed by the resolution of February 26, 1836, 
relating to certain tele) = com ies, to pay the expenses of the investiga- 
tion thereby ordered, to a sum not exceeding £2,500; that the addi- 
tional sum gees allowed be be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, as 
provided in the original resolution, and that said committee be authorized to 
y a clerk at the same rate of compensation allowed to other committee clerks, 
Beginning at the date when he was actually employed in the service of the com- 
tee. 
Ore nike make the following report: 
That the Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accom peering 
resolution, after due consideration, report the following substitute an 


mend its adoption : 

= hat the sum of $1,000 allowed by the resolution of F. re- 
latin, certain hone companies, to pay the expenses of the colar rom 
thereby ordered, tional 


be increased to a sum A r ni p asagi yo eas 
hereby allowed be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
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resolution, and that said committee is hereby declared to 
been authorized by the resolution aforesaid to em a clerk, and is au- 
thorized to pay said clerk at-the same rate pr ceuponetion allowed to other 
committee clerks, beginning at the date when he was actually employed in the 
service of the committee.” z 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the development of that in- 
vestigation has shown clearly that the committee need more than the 
sum originally allowed. We believe they need at least $3,000, and I 
suppose there will be no objection to the of the resolution. If 
any gentleman hasany question to ask I will answer it, or allow the 
chairman of the investigating committee to answer it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better have some explanation of the 
necessity for this additional appropriation. ? 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr.8 er, on the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] I state that the committee was authorized to 
employ a stenographer. The expense of the special stenographer up to 
a certain date was about $1,500. At that date, seeing that we had ex- 
ceeded the amount allowed us, I called upon the Speaker and had one 
of the official stenographers detailed to record the proceedings of the 
committee, and since that time we have incurred no further expense of 
that character. Theother expenses have been for mileage, for witnesses, 

- and a very few dollars for stationery. The committee at the outset 
tit might get along without a clerk, but soon found that to be im- 

possible. On account of the number of papers which came into our cus- 
tody, and the work connected with them, we found the services of a clerk 
absolutely necessary, and without express authority from the House, 


but assuming that we had the authority under the original resolution,” 


we did employ a clerk, who has rendered service to the committee almost 
from its organization. I was under the impression when this resolution 
was offered that $2,500 would be sufficient for the purposes of the com- 
mittee, and it may yet prove to be so, but we are authorized by the 
substitute reported from the Committee on Accounts to expend, if neces- 
sary, a sum not exceeding $3,000. We certainly will not expend more 
than is absolutely necessary to pay the expenses of the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman desires 
to ask a question, I demand the previous question on agreeing to the 
substitute and the of the resolution. - 

The previous question was ordered. 

The substitute reported by the Committee on Accounts was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. a 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUBSTITUTES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. te 
The report was read, as follows: 
“IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES. 
“ Whereas by a report to this House by the Secretary of the Treasury, bearing 
date April 5, 1886, it is shown that quitea number of persons holding positions as 
employés in the Treasury Department are carried on the rells of employés and 
not required to perform any service,and whose places are filled by substitutes 
Len oe pw to positions within the classified civil service and who have not been 
cert forappointment to said positions by the United States Civil Service Com- 
mission, and who are paid a less rate of compensation than the salary allowed 


inform this House by what authority these practices are had, and by what au- 
thori! žid ies when they do not ce ange service to the 


was referred, have had the same under eo 


report; 

Phe committee can see no reason for Depa the good faith of the state- 
ment made by the acting peoa of Treasury in his report to the House 
under date Apn 5, 1886, that substitutes are appointed to fill the places of 
manent employés when the latter are absent on account of a and ac- 
cepting this asa valid reason for the temporary appointment of such substi- 
tutes, leave to be d from the further consideration of the matter. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adopt the reso- 
lution reported back by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 
Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] desiro to address 
the Chair? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. MORRISON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I will send to the Clerk’s desk the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on which was based the resolu- 
tion introduced by me. He need not read the accompanying table, but 
I will ask permission to print it in the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 5, 1836, 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the Houso 
of Representatives, adopted March 24, 1886, of which the following is a copy: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Postmaster-General, the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the Attorney-General be requested, er mpd to inform 
the House, if not incompatible with the public service, whether or not employés 
in their respective Departments are permitted to employ substitutes to perform 
their duties, and whether or not such substitutes are employed or appointed; 
and, if so, by whom so ompioyon or appointed, and the amount of compensation 
paid such substitutes and by whom paid, and the amountof compensation paid 
the regular employés during the time such substitute is employed and by whom 
paid, together with a list of such employés, their home post-offices, and date of 
their appointment, and a list of such substitutes, their home post-offices, and 
date of their appointment, and whether or not any of such substitutes are as- 
signed to duties of positions included in the classified civil service, and whether 
or not such substitutes have passed examinations by the United States Civil 
Service Commission and been certified for such appointment; and if such sub- 
employment or subappointment is had or permitted, by what authority it is so 
had or permitted.” 

In reply thereto I would say that when employés of this Department are 
obliged to be absent on account of sickness, it has been customary to allow sub- 
stitutes to act in their places if additional clerical force is uired during their 
ess, ‘The designation of such 


ices so far b, designation ; 
also the names of the regular employés who are represented by said substitutes, 
their home post-offices, and the date of their appointment, together with the 
amount of compensation allowed said substitutes and the salaries of said em- 
Mer peapeattully, yours 
’ 
©. S. FAIRCHILD, 


Acting Secretary. 
To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
The following is the table above referred to: : s 
Balary of reg- Date of a 
a pP 
mar em- | Name of regular employé. Home post-office, | point t 
$1, Renfro, Geo: 
Brown, Miss F. R.. 
Korhaunner, Mrs. 
Miss K. 


the said lar employés: Therefore, 
N That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
Name of substitute. H tofice, | Dateofdes- | OTP of sub- 
‘ame of sul ute, ome b on of su 
ai ignation. stitute. 
Allen, Mrs, H. eee, District of Columbia..| Mar, 22, 1886 $340 
Brown, Miss K.T. do. .| Jan, 23, 1886 900 
= do. Noy, 19, 1885 500 
. 20,1 700 
= eb, Sy 1886 
"| Fei. 11,1886 
.| Oct. 8, 1885 
.PMar. 4, 1836 
J Dec. 14, 
Dec. 
Jan. 
Jan, 


SPRRESEERE 
pope bRro BES 8s hoBrh 
SESSUSESSEUTERSEUESEESEESSUE 


se 


BERRRELARRD ARE REEES 


SSSESSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSsssssssss 


:| Mar. i 
Mar, 
Mar. 3,1896 
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-= 
Pay 


= 
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Harper, Mrs. 8S. F.. 
Heap, Mr. E. L... 
Reese, 


Henry F. 
F. 
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Mr. FINDLAY. Irise to a point of order. 
committee had been made, I understood the gentleman from 
[Mr. TAULBEE] to move the adoption of the report—— 

The SPEAKER. Which was umnecessary. 

Mr. FINDLAY. And the Chair submitted that question, which was 


When the report of the 
entucky 


voted on. I voted ‘‘ay’’ myself on the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] 
stated, however, that he had risen to address the Chair-—— 

Mr. FINDLAY. But he failed to do so; and before making that 
statement he had moved the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That was the matter before the House. 

Mr. FINDLAY. What becomes of that matter? 

The SPEAKER. Itis pending. The gentleman still retained the 
floor. . 

Mr. FINDLAY. The question was put by the Chair to the House 
on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The negative vote was not taken. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Kentucky stated that be- 
fore the Chair commenced to take the vote he had risen to address the 
Chair. The Chair always accepts a statement of that kind made by 
gentlemen on the floor. The gentleman from Kentucky retained his 
place on the floor. The Chair commenced taking the vote becanse he 
supposed the gentleman from Kentucky did not desire to say anything; 
but the gentleman having stated that he did desire to speak, and being 

_ still on the floor, the Chair of course was compelled to suspend the 
putting of the question. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I do not wish to press the matter further; but the 
“ayes” had been called for. 

The SPEAKER. But the vote was interrupted by the statemtent of 
the gentleman that he had held the floor for the purpose of addressing 
the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg leave to differ with the gentleman from Mary- 
land as to what my motion was. It was to adopt the resolution, and 
not the report of the committee. The motion I desire to submitis that 
the report of the committee be laid on the table and the resolution cs 
reported back be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman’s motion was to adopt the resolu- 
tion; that was the language used by him. The Chair supposed he 
meant the report, because the Chair, having his attention engaged uther- 
wise while the reading of the report was going on, did not know bnt 
that the committee had reported back the resolution with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I understood the gentleman to move the adoption 
of the report, not of the resolution. s 

The SPEAKER. The stenographer’s notes will show what took 


lace. 
5 Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to address the 
House on this resolution if the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice had reported it back favorably. But as it has come in with an ad- 
verse report, I feel called upon to assign some reason for advocating its 
adoption. 

The committee to whom the resolution was referred appear to base 
their action on the statement made by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
the report made April 5, 1886, in response to a similar resolution in 
which report, as read by the Clerk, it is stated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury that substitutes are appointed or designated in the Treasury 

ent in case of sickness. This report can not, if I understand 
the meaning of language, be construed as signifying that only in cases 
of sickness are substitutes appointed or designated. With the knowl- 
edge I have of the facts in the case I would be unwilling to place the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the attitude of saying that. While I do 
not personally know the facts in each of the cases in which substitutes 
have been designated, as given in the table submitted with the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, I do know enough about the facts in 
many of these cases to justify me in saying that such astatement would 
be unwarranted. I therefore conclude that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury did not intend to be understood as saying that these substitutes 
were designated only in case of sickness on the part of the principal 
employé. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that for the purposes of this re- 
port, after the resolution in response to which it is given had reached 
the Treasury Department and been laid before the Secretary of the 
Treasury, appointees of the Treasury Department who had substitutes, 
aud who were engaged in other business, were caused to report for duty 
and their substitutes dismissed. In addition to that, regulations were 
promulgated through the various bureaus of the Treasury Department 
changing the rate of compensation as between the principals and their 
substitutes; in orther words, limiting the margin of these office-brokers 
after the adoption of that resolution, for the purposes of this report. 

I regard this, Mr. Speaker, as a very grave state of affairs. I con- 
sider it a matter which this House should act upon immediately. It 
is an abuse of public power, an abuse of the civil-service law, the inves- 
tigation of which no man can afford to oppose in the face of these facts. 
We are committed, Mr. Speaker, to the faithful execution of the pres- 
ent civil-servcie law; and I want to state at the beginning of my re- 
marks that I believe it to be a piece of hypocrisy. I have no faith in 


it—no patience with that kind of thing. I believe that the civil-service 
law was ‘conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity;”’ that it was 
conceived in the mind of Dorman B. Eaton, who afterward made more 
money out of it than any other man, and that a ‘‘cat’s-paw’’ was made 
of Senator Pendleton, for whom previous to his connection with that 
matter I entertained the highest regard and appreciation,.but whose con- 
nection with that obnoxious measure rel him to that obscurity 
which no man will envy him, and from which it will require extraor- 
dinary power to resuscitate him. 

I start in with that statement, but while I have no patience with 
that law, while I believe it is an unjust law, I say, inasmuch as we 
are committed to its execution by the Chief Executive of this Govern- 
ment, by the man elected President by that party in whose faith and 
integrity I have the greatest confidence, we ought in good faith, inas- 
much as it is the Jaw of the land, to respect it. If we can not repeal 
it let us obey it, let us live up to it. 

That is my doctrine. The more objectionable a law is, the more ob- 
noxious it becomes by its faithful execution. If we have a bad law, 
the way to get rid of it is to enforce it. Then public sentiment will 
revolutionize in reference to it, and we can find relief through honest 
channels and methods. f 

One objection I might assign to this civil-service law which will il- 
lustrate the nature of many objections, and I might state more, but I 
will not consume the timeof the House by going into detail. My objec- 
tion is that we find prior to the adoption of the civil-service law that 
there was in, force and on the statute-books this law. I read from the 
supplement of the Revised Statutes of the United States, volume 1, 
laws 1874-’81, page 164, where, speaking of the provision in refer- 
ence to appointees in the Treasury Department, it goes on to say as 
follows: 

Provided, That on and after January 1, 1876, the appointments of this Depart- 
ment shalf be so arranged as to be Be Bh Sage erase between the several 


States of the United States, Territories, an: e District of Columbia, according 
to population. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a well known fact that at the time this civil- 
service act went into effect this part of the statute had been ignored 
and that many of the States of this Union were not fairly represented 
on the rolls of public employés of this Government. 

This may be regarded by some high-minded statesmen as a trifling 
matter to talk about, and whenever any one undertakes to call atten- 
tion to the patronage of the Government he is stigmatized by gentle- 
men, said to be reformers of the civil service, as aspoilsman. Ifattach- 
ing importance to the public positions of the Government renders a man 
deserving of such accusation, we at least, who want a fair ‘‘ own’? 
and a fair division of these appointments among thè population of the 
several States, deserve to bear it, and we have associated with us the 
Presfent of the United States as well as many others high in authority. 

I ask to print in connection with my remarks that part of the Presi- 
dent’s annual message touching on the civil-service law, in which he 
commends not only the importance of the law but the importance of 
its faithful execution. It is as follows: 


The report of the Civil Service Commission, which will be submitted, contains 
an account of the manner in which the civil-service law has been executed dur- 
ing the last year, and much valuable information on this important subject, 

ees inclined to think that there is no sentiment more general in the minds 
of the people of our country than a conviction of the correctness of the prin- 
ciple upon which the law enforcing civil-service reform is . In its present 
condition the law regulates only a part of the subordinate punio positions 
throughout the country. It applies the test of fitness to applicants for these 
places by means of acompetitive examination, and gives large discretion tothe 
commissioners as to the character of the examination and many other matters 
connected with its execution. Thus the rules and regulations adopted by the 
commission have much to do with the practical usefulness of the statute and 
with the results of its application, 

The people may well trust the commission to execute the law with perfect 
fairness and with as little irritation as is possible. But of course no relaxation of 
the principle which underlies it, and no weakening of the safeguards which 
surround it can be expected. Experience in its administration will probably 
suggest amendment of the methods of its execution, but I venture to hope that 
we shall never again be remitted to the system which distributes public i= 
tions purely as rewards for partisan service. Doubts may well be entertained 
whether our Government could survive the strain of a continuance of this sys- 
tem, which upon every cha; of administration inspires an immense army of 
claimants for office to laysi to the patronage of Government, engrossing the 
time of public oflicers with their importunities, spreading abroad the contagion 
of their disappointment, and filling the air with the tumult of their discontent, 

The allurements of an immense number of oftices and places, exhibited to the 
voters of the land. and the promise of their bestowal in Dry, eee of partisan 
activity, debauch the suffrage and rob political action of its thoughtful and de- 
liberative character. The evil would increase with the multiplication of offices 
consequent upon our extension, and the mania for office-holding, growing from 
its indulgence, would pervade our population so generally that patriotic pur- 
pose, the support of principle, the desire for the public good, and solicitude for 
the nation’s welfare, would be nearly banished from the activity of our party 
contests and cause them to degenerate into ignoble, selfish,and disgraceful 
struggles for the ion of office and public place. 

Civil-service reform enforced by law came none too goon to check the progress 
of demoralization. : 

One of its effects, not enough regarded, is the freedom it bringsto the political 
action of those conservative and sober men who, in fear of the confusion and 

attending an arbitrary and sudden change in all the public offices with a 
change of party rule, cast their ballots against such a chance, 

Parties seem to be necessary, and will long continue to exist; nor can it be 
now denied that there are legitimate advant: , not disconnected with éffice- 
holding, which follow party supremacy. While partisanship continues bitter 
and pronounced, and supplies so much of motive to sentiment and action, it is 
not hir Bana para officials, in charge of important ert responsible for 


the best the performance of their duties, and yet insist that they shall 
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rely, in confidential and important places, upon the work of those not only op- 


to them in political aMfiliation, but so steeped in isan prejudice and 
rancor that they have no loyalty to their chiefs and no desire for their success, 

Civil-service reform does not exact this, nor does it require that those in sub- 
ordinate positions who fail in yielding their best service, or who are incom 
tent, should be retained simply because they are in place. The whining of a 
clerk discharged for indolence or incompetency, who, though he gained his 

lace by the worst possible operation of the spoils system, suddenly discovers 

hat he is entitled to protection under the sanction of civil-service reform, rep- 
resents an idea no less absurd than the clamor of the applicant who claims the 
vacant ition as his compensation for the most questionable y work. 

The civyil-service law does not prevent the discharge of the indolent or incom- 
ier clerk, but it does prevent supplying his place with the unfit party worker, 

hus in both these phases is seen benefit to the public service. And the people 
who desire government having secured this statute will not relinquish its 
benefits without protest. Nor are they unmindful of the fact that its full advan- 
tages can only be gained through the complete good faith of those having its 
execution in charge. And this they will insist upon. 

Irecommend that the salaries of the Civil Service Commissioners be increased 
to a sum more nearly commensurate to their important duties, 

Rey. Henry Ward Beecher, too, is credited with having recently said 
that ‘‘ the most vital issue in American politics is referm in the civil 
service,” which includes within its provisions those appointments in 
the civil service contemplated in the report concerning which we are 
now deliberating. 

The Democratic party is in favor of civil-service reform. All honest 
American citizens, I doubt not, are in favor of it, but that doctrine 
commits no one to the present law or the bad practices under it. 

Notwithstanding the abuse of the statute which existed at the time 
of the passage of this civil-service law there was incorporated in that 
law this provision (subdivision second and third of subsection second o. 
section second of the civil-service act): å 

Second. That all the officers, places, and employments so arranged or to be 
arranged in c shall be filled by selections according to e from among 
those graded highest as the results of such competitive examinations. 

Third. Appointments to the public service aforesaid in the Departments at 
Washington shall be apportioned among the several States and bed eee and 
the District of Columbia upon the basis of population as ascertained at the last 
preceding census. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this clause of the civil-service act prohibits for- 
ever the correction of inequalities with reference to appointments which 
existed at the time of its If it had undertaken to be a just 
law, to provide for representation for all the country alike, to treat 
every section fairly and equally in the distribution of the patronage, 
certainly there would have been incorporated in it a section providing 
for the correction of inequalities which existed at that time. But Mr. 
Eaton, who is credited with having drafted that civil-service law, was 
not very anxious to give the Southern or Western States an opportu- 
nity under the law to claim their rights in reference to the distribution 
of the patronage of the country, although the law asit then existed, and 
every principle of equity and justice, ized their right to do so. 

My observation has led me to the conclusion that we need not expect 
that a man who adapts himself to the ways of Washington society, and 
becomes initiated into the social circles of this city, as many members 
have unfortunately done, can bring himself up to such a point that he 
is willing to limit the appointments from the District of Colurabia to 
the number to which the Districtis entitled under the law; besides you 
all know that more than half of the actual appointments from the Dis- 
trict are charged to the States through fraud. 

Mr. MILLARD. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask a question. 
Do I understand him to say that there is a discrimination in the enforce- 
ment of that law as against.some of the States? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, if the gentleman did not so understand me 
he has certainly misunderstood what I was saying. 

Mr. MILLARD. Has the gentleman any particular State to which 
he refers in addition to the District of Columbia? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The civil-service Jaw provided that appointments 
made subsequent to its passage should be made upon the basis of popu- 
lation; but at the time of the passage of this act these appointments 
were not equally distributed; the States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
and the District of Columbia, and New Yerk as well, had vastly more 
Fs RH than they were entitled to under the law. 

. MILLARD. Had more than their proportion at that time, you 
mean ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; more than they were entitled to. 

Mr. MILLARD. But under the present law. Do I understand the 
gentleman to claim that there is any favoritism shown? 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is just what Iam pointing out now. I say 
that prior to the passage of this law some States had an undue propor- 

- tion of appointments, and that the same abuses are kept up under the 
present law. 

Mr. KING. And the gentleman from Kentucky might add that the 
same is being done at the present time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I take this positition, that inasmuch as it will be 
conceded that at the time of the passage of the civil-service law there 
was an inequality in these appointments—the law itself providing that 
appointments made after its should be made upon the basis of 
population—that it has prohibited any possibility of correcting the in- 
equality which existed at the time of its passage. I hope the gentle- 
man now understands me. 

Notwithstanding that provision of the law, acgording to the report 
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of the Civil Service Commission we find that the District of Columbia, 
entitled to four appointments in each one thousand, has received twenty- 
three appointments, when according to the number appointed for the 
last year it would have been entitled to but two. This district then, 
entitled to two appointments, has received twenty-four under the opera- 
tion of the civil-service law, following in the wake of the customs here- 
tofore practiced and indulged in, when Kentucky, entitled to thirty- 
three in each one thousand, has only received seventeen in the last year. 
I submit to this House and to the country if that is fair; I submit to 
gentlemen upon this floorif that is good faith in executing the civil-serv- 
ice law? This job bears the ear-marks of Dorman B. Eaton. Besides, 
Mr. Speaker, by an examination of the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, read from the Clerk’s desk this morning, you will find that 
each and every one of these thirty-two substitutes, designated to fill 
places within the classified civil service, without examination, is made 
from the District of Columbia without one single exception. 

Many other of the substitutes, who were dismissed for the purpose of 
“whitewashing” the Treasury and covering up the bad faith of the lieu- 
tenants of that Department in their execution of the civil-service law, 
were appointed from the District of Columbia. I propose, Mr. Speaker, 
for one, to enter my earnest protest against such bad faith, when this 
administration is committed to a faithful and honest execution of the 
civil-service law. I submit that it is not right or fair to adopt such a 
course in these appointments. : te 

Haying pointed out this glaring fault in the civil-service law, I must 
now, for the sake of economy of time, content myself with saying that 
one of its grossest defects is the exemption from competitive examina- 
tion of the army of incompetent clerks appointed before its enactment 
and its failure to prescribe any moral qualifications. The only pro- 
vision on this subject is that any one who has within a year preceeding 
his application been convicted of crime is ineligible to appointment. 
A murderer or thief may be appointed, provided his crime has not been 
proven and he convicted within a year. 

Now, with reference to the resolution I introduced, and upon which 
the committee reported adversely, the substance of that was incorporated 
in the one read by the Clerk from the desk, and in response to which 
the Secretary of the Treasury gave us that answer. In that resolution 
this House decided that we were entitled to know by what authority of 
law these substitutes were appointed, in violation of what ap to us 
and must appear to every fair-minded man to be a plain provision of law. 

Mr. MILLARD. May Iask the gentleman another question? I do 
not desire to interrupt him? i 

Mr. TAULBEE. Of course you do not. 

Mr. MILLARD. But I would like to ask, if I understand the gen- 
tleman to claim that the present administration is not enforcing the 
civil-service law as required by the statute? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, I hope the gentleman has been listening to 
what I said. 

Mr. MILLARD. I have. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And I hope the gentleman has not misundérstood 
me. 

Mr. STEELE. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. It is utterly impossible to hear what gentlemen are 


saying. 

Mr. MILLARD. I asked the gentleman from Kentucky if I under- 
stood him to say tbat the civil-service law is not enforced by the pres- 
ent administration in accordance with the terms of the statute. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I will say, in response to the gentleman from New 
York, that I believe the Secretary of the Treasury and the President 
of the United States are honestly trying to enforce it, but that the lieu- 
tenants under them—chiefs of bureaus—whose misconduct is flagrant 
and plain to the eyes of every man who knows anything about the De- 
partments, have them so handicapped, misled, and imposed upon that 
it is absolutely impossible for them to give a faithful execution of the 
law. [Applause]. And I think, Mr. Speaker, that it illy becomes a 
man, whose party has had an opportunity for years to investigate these 
abuses, which I say have existed for twenty years in that Department, 
now when the Democrats take possession and Democratic representa- 
tives attempt to call attention to these abuses and so straighten up and 
bolster up these Departments as to command for them the full respect 
of the country, I say that no man identified with that party under 
whose administrations these abuses grew up can with good grace op- 

this resolution or put in his oar in this matter. 

Mr. CANNON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Why, always. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there anything in the civil-service law that pre- 
vents the Secretary of the Treasury or the President of the United States 
from removing the chief clerk, the appointment clerk, or every head of 
a bureau in that Department? Is there anything to prevent it? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I willanswer the gentleman that there is not; but 
that when the Democrats took possession of the executive branch of this 
Government the President announced hispolicy, and certainly the gen- 
tleman could not misunderstand him—that while the civil-service law ` 
should be carried out with reference to those appointments included 


within its specific provisions, its spirit should apply to all the offices 
of the country. The President may have differed and did differ with 
some of the most zealous advocates of Democracy on that point, yet it 
is his policy, and he has carried it out more fully than any of his Re- 
publican predecessors carried out its spirit with reference to i 
the appointments under them when their predecessors belonged to the 
same political faith. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me another question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ido not think I have time to answer any more 
foolish questions [laughter]; but I believe I will allow the gentleman 
another question. 

Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman states, if I understand him correctly, 
that he is satisfied the abuses about which he complains arise from the 
heads of bureaus. Now, if that be true, is his President incompetent 
or hypocritical in failing to remove those officers? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Neither; but the President elected by the party 
to which I belong, has been occupied for the last two or three months 
in trying to hold the Senate in check to keep them from besmirching 
his character wrongfully because of the exercise of a discretion which 
the Constitution confers upon him. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLARD. Who is responsible for that? 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman should insist that these abuses 
do not exist through the instrumentality of the chiefs of bureaus of 
these Departments, I will give him a specific case. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not so insist. The gentleman makes these 
charges; I am neither affirming nor denying. i 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then what does your question lead to? To the 
consumption of time. Or are you catching at a straw? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has misunderstood me. He com- 
plains these abuses are committed by the heads of bureaus. I say 
that being true, if it is true, why does not his President remove them, 
and perform the duty which under his oath of office he owes to the 
country ? 

Mr TAULBEE. In good faith, and in all earnestness, if the gentle- 
man desires to be understood as being in earnest—— 

Mr. CANNON. I am in earnest. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, you stand isolated from your party, for the 
Republican party has raised the hue and cry, and the controversy be- 
tween the President and the Senate is based on the claim of the Repub- 
lican party that he has indiscriminately removed men from office. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman will be allowed. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand the controversy the gentleman 
refers to, if was a controversy between the Senate and the President as 
to whether the President should profess to do one thing to please his 
Mugwump admirers and then turn around and doanother thing secretly, 
in the teeth of his profession, to try to please gentlemen like my friend 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Are you in good health? [Laughter.] I cer- 
tainly think there must be something the matter with the gentleman. 
I thought he arose to answer a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Possibly. I willletthe House and the country de- 
termine whether the gentleman from Kentucky is sick or myself. 

Mr.TAULBEE. Iamwilling. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope I will be 
permitted to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not subject to interruption ex- 
cept by his own consent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iwas, when these interruptions began, undertak- 
ing to say that the objections te which I had alluded would illustrate 
the many: features in the civil-service law which I consider highly 
objectionable. But I say, Mr. Speaker, thatinasmuch as we have that 
law on the statute-book and are committed to its faithful execution, it 
is right and proper that this House should call the attention of the 
heads of these Departments to any abuse known to exist; and if they 
indulge, wink at, or toleratethese abuses, we have a right as represent- 
atives of the people to know by what authority it is done. 

I do not wish, Mr. Speaker, to be understood as making an assault 
upon the President of the United States or the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, because I know that they have enough to contend with in their 
controversy with the Senate. But I say that these abuses ought to be 
corrected. Idonot propose to shut my eyes to the violation of law for 
the purpose of being considered an advocate of any particular policy 
or doctrine. My country and my honor stand above my party, and 
the Democratic party, with its doctrines and platforms and practices, 
stands far above the Republican party in my estimation. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I say if my party does wrong, or if abuses grow up 
under a Democratic administration, when I have the right and the 
power I will call attention to it, will insist upon their correction, and 
will use such means as the law affords to bring about fair play in the 
appointments to positions in the Departments. I know that many 
Democrats are dissatisfied with the tardiness with which the Republic- 
ans are turned out of office, and it is unfortunate for my district es- 
pecially. When the Democratic administration came into power there 

* were only three Democrats from that district in the public service. 
One of them, with a record far better than Republicans in the same 
bureau, with longer experience in the service and better qualifications, 


has, under a Democratic administration, through the instrumentality 
of a Republican chief, been denied promotion, and his inferiors in point 
of length of service and proficiency in the office, as shown by the record, 
have been promoted over him. Another one has been dismissed. 

I do not blame Democrats for complaining. I feel like complaining 
myself when these same men who were sent out at the last Congres- 
sional election with the campaign funds from the Departments to try 
to bring about my defeat and the defeat of other Democrats on this 
floor, now wink and jeer and sneer at Democratic members of Congress 
when they talk about asking for positions for Democrats, and go on 
drawing their enormous salaries from the and quietly saving 
up their earnings and their ‘‘ percentages” for the approaching cam- 
paign. Isay I feel like complaining, and I do not blame the Demo- 
erats for complaining. I say this state of things is evidence of bad 
faith upon the part of those men who’ are in authority under a Demo- 
cratic administration. I propose to take the high ground that when 
the Democrats are intrusted with the administration of the executive 
branch of this Government, they are entitled to the public patronage, 
If there is anything that I admire.in the Republican party it is the te- 
nacity with which they hang together, the certainty with which the: 
provide for men of their own party, and the promptness with which 
they turn out Democrats when they haveachance. [Laughter.] I be- 
lieve that is the only good trait of character they have, but I am frank 
to accord them that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this resolution asks the Secretary of the Treasury 
to inform this House if there is any law by which these substitutes in 
the Department are appointed. The same question was asked in the 
former resolution, but the acting Secretary of the Treasury, in the ab- 
sence of Secretary Manning, satisfied himself with answering a part of 
the resolution, saying that these abuses did exist, but forgot to answer 
why. This resolution proposes to call on the Secretary of the Treasury 
for tie authority by which these abuses exist. If any gentleman on 
this floor is seb to cover this matter up, is willing to say that this 
House has no use for the information, or that the country is not entitled 
to call for it, then I ask him to vote with the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. I do not wish to reflect upon that committee, and I 
will not do so if I know myself, but I wish right here to express the 
hope, and the belief as well, that the adverse report on this resolution 
was not in any way influenced by the little unpleasant tournament of 
words between myself and the gentleman of that committee a few days 


ago. - 

I say that I will not attribute any motive of that kind to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Ciyil Service; but in view of that fact I wish 
further to say that an adverse report on this resolution was not at all 
unexpected by me. 7 - 

Let us examine this report. The committee tell us that they are 
willing to accept the statement of the Secretary to the effect that these 
appointees are sick. Granting that this most wonderfully credulous 
committee is right in its opinion on that point, I still claim that the 
Secretary’s report discloses an abuse. Some of these appointees have 
been off of duty since May, 1885. During this time the Gevernment 
has accepted the services of the substitutes and has paid them therefor 
a price sufficiens to satisfy the substitutes; for instance, Joseph M. 
Rickey receives $1,000 for his services. 

Now, if he had been legally appointed that would look like square 
business; but will some one of the committee tell me by what author- 
ity the Secretary of the Treasury pays to Zabina Ellis the sum of $800 
perannum? Whose money is it, and by what authority is it paid out? 
This resolution calls for that information. If the committee justify 
this transaction on the ground of sickness, I denounce the whole trans- 
action asa fraud. All Christian peopleand philanthropists delight to 
sing of the virtues of benevolence and charity, but when any one pos- 
ing before the country as a model of charity puts his hand into the 
Treasury of the people and takes therefrom the alms which he distrib- 
utes the mantle of his hypogrisy becomes rent as ether, and his 
ludicrous deformities are read of all men when the truth is known. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that our presentcivil-service law is modeled 
after the civil-service law of Great, Britain, and the theory of life tenure 
in office which it attempts to put into effect is obnoxious and contrary 
to every principle of our democratic form of government. The beauty 
of our form of government is that all men stand equal before the law, 
and a man’s promotion in both official and social position depends on 
his worth and merit, and noton the circumstance surrounding his birth. 
When these privileges are destroyed and class distinctions established 
either by law or custon violence is done to our free institutions, and a 
deadly blow is dealt to one of the pillars of strength on which rests the 
superstructure of our Republic. 

This law attempts to create a class distinction and fasten on us a sys- 
tem of life tenure of office. This system of substitution, which in a 
certain sense has the sanction of that committee from which of all others 
the country has greater right to expect diligence in measures of re- 
form, goes eveh further in that direction than the law; it ingrafts into 
our American system, the English ides of hereditary privileges. The 
report of the Secretary indicates, and the facts as I know them to exist 
present a state of case like this: Parents enjoy the public offices until 
they are too old to preform the duties and functions thereof, and they 
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then turn them over to their children under the guise of substitutes un- 
til they are either educated in their duties until they can acquire them in 
their own right on the score of proficiency or until their recognition in 
the position is ofsuch long standing that the memory of man runneth not 
thereon and they are recognized in their own right, or as has been the 

- case in the Treasury during the last year and the years preceding ap- 
pointments of special favorites are made outright to positions within 
the classified civil service without regard to any examination under 
civil service law. 

I am not surprised to see gentlemen on the other side of this Cham- 
ber in their objection to this investigation. These principals 
are their friends, but I do feel a surprise at any gentleman on 
this side of the House who from any consideration should oppose the 
resolution even though a correction of this abuse should result in drop- 

a substitute in whom they feel an interest, however great. 

This system of abuses of public power and trust is only one of the 

obnoxious practices now being carried on in the public service, 
ed down to the Democratic as skeletons of fraud and theft 
by the Republican party, and which shall in due time receive their 
share of attention unless this House closes its eyes to these glaring out- 
rages and refuses to be informed in relation thereto, in which event I 
must content myself with calling the attention of your constituents to 
the facts and have you go on record in relation thereto and then leave 
to ya the task of explaining to them the reason for your action. 

now send to the Clerk’s desk to be printed with my remarks an 

extract from the report of the Civil Service Commission, and submit 
the whole matter to this House and the country: 
TABLE No, 5.—APPORTIONMEXT. 
W The civil-service act requires an py eter jy per of appointments to the De- 
tsat Washington (which shall be made after its passage), to bo made on 
the basis of population in the States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, 


vely. 
(2) The proper apportionment of 1,000 such i pecepecties appointments is shown 
in the left-hand column of figures below, decimal parts not being regarded. 
The second column shows the number actually apportioned to and appointed 
from each State and Territory out of the 58 appointments covered by this table 
which extends to Jan 16, 1886, (Sce rule 16, clause 2.) 

(3) The third column of figures shows the precise percentage of these 559 ap- 
pointments which each State and Territory was entitled to receive up to the 
date last named. The differences in the last two columns therefore show the 
variation from an eo apportionment. 

The excess wets ntments from the District of Columbia, Virginia, and Mary- 

was unavoidable in the early stages of the work of the commission, and 
arose mainly from the difficulty of providing persons haying the technical 
ae needed in places for which special examinations are held. The 
— On has provided for examinations intended to prevent this excess in 


(4) The whole number of Speen apportioned prior to January 16, 1886, 
was in fact 716, but the commission has had no control over the apportionment 
of 157 of them, which were to the Pension Office. The apportionment of these 


Pin 
man, 


157 places was made under special rules Nos. land 4. The apportionment of the 
68 ap intments, made by the appointing power during the year ending Janu- 
ary B 1886, appears in Table No. 6. 
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Alabama 25 13 | 13.97 
Arizona. 1 1| 56 
Arkansas 16 5| 8.4 
California 7 10 9.50 
Colorado... 4 3} 2.24 
Conn -33 6 | 6.71 
Dakota 3 3) 1.68 
Delaware. 3 3 1.68 
4 23 2.24 
Po Se Aa iS 2.79 
Georgia.. 7 17.33 
Idaho. 1 1 „58 
Illinois. 62 31 | 3.66 
Indiana 40 20 | 22.36 
Indian Territory 1} 56 
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20 10 11.18 
833 17 | 18.45 
19 11 | 10.62 
13 8 | 7.27 
19 14 10.62 
36 20 20.12 
33 7 18.45 
16 8 3.4 
23 12| 52288: 
43 22| AA 
21 1 56 
8 5 | 5.03 
1 1| 56 
New Hampshire.. 7 4| 3.91 
New Jersey... 23 13 | 12.86 
New Mexico. 2 1} 1,12 
New York 102 52 | 57.02 
North Carolina. 28 14| 15.65 
Ohio.....0004. 64 31) 35.78 
Oregon...... 3 2) 1.68 
Pennsylvan 86 46 48, 07 
ode Island 6 3| 3.35 
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Mr. FINDLAY rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwant to know if it is proper for the Republic- 
ans to withdraw while this little family affair is being discussed on the 
other side of the House? [Laughter. ] s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] 
is recognized, 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. 5) er, I wish to say that so faras I am con- 
cerned the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] can be excused. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I shall spare the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] any infliction so faras any discussion of family 
affairs by me is concerned, and shall confine what I have to say to what 
I consider to be the matter before the House. That is the report made 
by the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service and the resolution of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], from the further con- 
sideration of which the committee asks to be discharged. 

The acting Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Fairchild, under date of 
April 5, 1886, in response to a resolution addressed to him by this 
House covering the ground of the inquiry made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, has made a report. In that report it is stated that while 
there are in the employ of the Treasury Department certain persons 
acting as substitutes in place of absent principals, yet those substi- 
tutes.in every case, as I read the report, are there under a temporary 
appointment, drawing notasalary from the United States, but drawing 
a portion of the salary from the principal himself. They are in the 
shoes of the principal simply because the principal is not able to per- 
form the duties of his place; in other words, the principal is sick. _ 

Now although the inquiry addressed to the Secretary of the Tr@asury 
covered, it is dueto frankness tostate, a larger ground than is responded 
to in the communication which he has sent to this House, yet we are 
perforce, in the absence of any motive to question his good faith, com- 
pelled to take his report as covering the whole subject-matter. Now 
what does he say ? 

In reply thereto I would say that when employés of this Department are 
obliged to be absent on account of sickness, it has been customary to allow sub- 
stitutes to act in their places if additional clerical force is required during their 
absence for the proper transaction of public business, 

I understand this communication to mean that wherever and when- 
ever a principal has been permitted to leave his stationand a substitute 
has been suffered to take his place, it has beeri on account of sickness; 
and so the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service say in their re- 
port that, finding no good reason to question the good faith of the Sec- 
retary in making this report, and accepting that reason—namely, 
sickness—as a valid one for the substitution, they ask to be discharged 
from any further consideration of the matter. Further than that they 
do not go. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to ask my friend a question. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. I understand the gentleman to say that the practice 
is to allow any employé of the Department when sick to furnish his 
own substitute. 

Mr. FINDLAY. No, sir; nor does the acting Secretary say so. The 
acting Secretary is speaking in reference to a list of persons whose 
names are furnished here in obedience to the call contained in the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from Kentucky—the names of prin- 
cipals and substitutes, with their post-offices. I understand that the 
statement is confined to this matter and embraces no other. In other 
words, there was a specific inquiry addressed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and answered by the acting Secretary, whether there were or 
were not such and such persons who were called principals whose 
places were filled by substitutes, and in answer to that he says specif- 
ically, ‘‘ Yes, there are such and such persons, and here are their names; 
here are the salaries which one class receives and the compensation 
which the other receives.” 

Mr. OATES. The point on which I desired information was whether 
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the head of the Department or any other officer of the Department se- 
lected the substitute, or whether the sick employé furnished his own 
substitute. 

Mr. FINDLAY. On the contrary, the Secretary of the Treasury says 
that the substitutes are designated by the head of the Department: 

The designation of such substitutes is made by the direction of this Depart- 
ment, and the substitutes so designated are compe out of the regular sal- 
aries of the persons whom they represent. They perform such duties as may 


be required of them from time to time in the bureau or division to which they 
areattached, 


ment that the substitute shall not receive the whole pay, but only a 
part of it, when he is rendering the service? 

Mr. FINDLAY. ‘The report made by the acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, so far as I have looked into it, does not cover that point. It 
simply gives the salary which is allowed the principal and then the 
compensation allowed the substitute, thus showing the difference be- 
tween the salary in the one case and the compensation in theother, If 
my friend from Alabama will look at page 3196 of the RECORD he will 
find a list of these names, from which he will get the information he 


desires. I will give him a single instance. I take the first name on 
Mr. OATES. Another question. Is ita regulation of the Depart- ! the list. 
| | | | 
| Compensa- Salary of reg- | 
Name of substitute. Home post-office. | se mcr ae | tion of sub- | Ai r em- | Name of regular employé. | Home post-office. roche 8 
| | s, 
Allen, Mrs. H. E ea District of Columbia. Mar. 22, 1886 | $840 00 * $1,000 00 | Renfro, George W .............. | Kentucky ....sesssess sesse Sept. 29, 1863 


In that case the substitute gets all the salary except $160. 

Mr. McADOO. What becomes of the balance? 

Mr. FINDLAY. The balance goes to the principal. 

Mr. ROGERS. IfI may be permitted, I would like to inquire, in the 
first place, who arranges the matter of salary between the substitute and 
the principal? 

Mr. FINDLAY. I suppose very likely the substitute and the prin- 
cipal make the arrangement, with the approval, of course, of the head of 
the Department. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam asking for the fact, not a supposition. 
to know whether that is in proof or not. * 

Mr. FINDLAY. ‘The gentleman is asking as toa question of fact to 
which I can not respond because it is not embraced in the report, and I 
have no information on the subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. Another point. I would like to know how long this 
relation between the principal and the substitute is allowed to sub- 
sist? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Iam not running the Department. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam aware of that, of course; but my question is, 
how long is this relation allowed to subsist between the principal and 
the substitute with the consent of the Department? 

Mr. TAULBEE rose. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Ido not know whether my brother TAULBEE is go- 
ing to answer that question or I am. 

r. ROGERS. I would rather have you answer it. 

Mr. HEWITT. I would like to ask the page upon which I cah find 
that record. A 

Mr. FINDLAY. Permit me to answer the gentleman from Arkansas, 
and then I will answer the gentleman from New York as far as I can. 

I say upon the face of this report, made by the acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, nothing appears to show how long the substitute is permitted 
to act in place of the principal, whether it is for a definite or an indefi- 
nite period, so far as the report is concerned, but the acting Secretary 
of the Treasury does say this substitution is by reason of sickness, and 
as sickness itself is of a definite or indefinite kind—can not be meas- 
ured; you do not know whether it will last for a week or a month; 
some cases may last for six months, and even longer—I take it the sub- 
stitution in place of the principal would last just as long as the sickness 
lasted 


I want 


Mr. ROGERS. Having obtained that much, and as it is all I can get 
on that point, I wish to put this further question to the gentleman from 
Maryland. Isit the present proposition to report a resolution back to 
the House, the purport and effect of which is to indorse and recognize 
the principle, namely, that with the permission of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, a regular appointee in the Government service shall have 
the right to appoint a substitute who shall remain for an indefinite 
period, covering a decade if necessary, to draw only a portion of the 
salary attached to the position, while the principal shall receive the dif- 
ference between what is paid to the substitute and the salary attached 
to the position which is affected by this arrangement ? 

Mr. FINDLAY. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Arkansas has not fairly stated the question or the answer which 
I gave to it. 

Mr. COX. Permit me to make a statement. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly; although in the multiplicity of these 
questions I am compelled to yield to one before I have answered the 
other, 

Mr. COX. The bill now before the House, from the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, proposes to remove that very thing. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That is not the question; that does not answer 
the question. s 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me answer just as itis. That bill is notin this 
resolution, and has no reference to the question as to how I am going 
to vote on this resolution. ~ 

Mr. FINDLAY. My friend from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] has re- 
ported a resolution from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 
which will answer the question as to the appointment of substitutes. 


Mr. ROGERS. If it becomes a law. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Sufficient unto the day is the blessing thereof. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. FINDLAY. One question at a time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understood the gentleman to have answered the 
question put to him, but I do not wish to interrupt him without his 
consent. 

Mr. FINDLAY. You break meall up by asking one question be- 
fore I have answered another. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I beg pardon. 
gentleman without his consent. 

Mr. FINDLAY. You have done it, and nowI will answer your 
question. ° 

Mr. MCMILLIN. WhatI want to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
is this: Whether any new law is'necessary to correct this abuse? 

Mr. ROGERS. Not at all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. So I understand that this has been a practice, 
oneof the serious abuses which have gone on for years inthe Departments 
of this Government, that it is not any new thing in this administration, 
that it is an inheritance from another party, and that no new law is 
n for its correction. What is necessary, however, is that the 
law shall be rigidly enforced, that the provision requiring the allowance 
of only a certain number of days for sick-leave shall be strictly executed 
and the practice which is now complained of shall be as far as possible 
broken up and eradicated. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I will not go into the question of inheritance and 
patrimony from previous administrations. I was forcibly reminded of 
the foolishness of that sort of discussion by something that transpired 
in the Committee on Banking and Currency the other day, where a 
gentleman, protesting he was not a crank, when one of the committee 
suggested to him a question in regard to the truth of a matter, said 
he did not come there to discuss any side issues [laughter]? that he 
would not discuss the question of truth. Nor do I mean to discuss the 
question of inheritance or patrimony. I was bred a lawyer, and I hope 
I know enough of my profession to stick to the issue. The question I 
understood the gentleman from.Arkansas to ask was whether or not 
the committee which made this report were willing to allow substitutes 
to be indefinitely employed in place of principals in the Departments, 
and whether they were willing to come into the House and give that 
measure their sanction. 

Well, speaking for myself, not for the committee for I have no au- 
thority to speak for the committee, although I think I might do so 
possibly in this case, knowing as I do the sentiment of the committee, 
but speaking for myself simply, I reply to him no, unquestionably no. 
But at the same time I wish to say that there are exceptional cases con- 
tinually arising, cases of peculiar hardship, cases that will not bear the 
closest scrutiny and investigation, cases that from the very force and 
stress of circumstances must be put up with and must be considered in- 
dependently, each upon its own merits, which cases if they came before 
me and I was at the head of the Treasury Department I am afraid I 
would do precisely as has been done already by every Secretary of the 
Treasury who has been there heretofore, because I believe they know 
and feel as I would feel under like cireumstances. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me ask the gentleman another question. If the 
gentleman from Maryland answers my first question as I understand 
him to answer it—in the negative—then why may we not have from 
the Secretary of the Treasury his authority for doing that which the 
Committee on the Civil Service say is done, but which they do not in- 
dorse? 

Mr. FINDLAY. The Secretary of the Treasury gives us as his au- 
thority for this practice, as shown in his report, that it has been custom- 
ary heretofore to do it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I know of no custom that will authorize 
any Officer of this Government to violate the law. The trouble in this 
country to-day is a want of reverence for the law; and if this principle 
may be recognized by the head of one of these Departments, I know of 


I do not wish to interrupt the 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4053 


no reason why it may not be extended to every office under his control; 
and thus the Government Departments are run by substitutes and not 
by the principals, and by custom instead of law. 

Mr.FINDLAY. There are two thousand one hundred and forty em- 
ployésin the Treasury Department, Ithink. There are just thirty-two 
substitutes employed in the places of absent principals, absent on ac- 
count of sickness, as reported by the Secretary of the Treasury. : 

Mr. ROGERS. Will not my friend from Maryland then answer 
whether or not in that event there are not just thirty-two violations of 
the law? 

Mr. FINDLAY. No, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then if he says no, the Secretary of the Treasury 
ought, or the gentleman himself ought, to be able to give the law upon 
which his answer is based. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I know of no positive law upon the statute-books 
which is violated by these appointments. If the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas asks me whether or not there isa positive law upon the statute- 
books authorizing this to be done, I answer him no, for I know of no 
such law; but as far asthe existence of a positive law which prohibits 
that being done is concerned, I would like the gentleman from Arkansas 
to point me to such law. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, in the Federal Government the iden- 
tical principle that my friend from Maryland suggests is so perverted 
as to be made the vice and evil of our times. Instead of looking to 
the Constitution for authority to do a thing, we examine the Constitu- 
tion to see whether it prohibits it or not. Itis no part of my business 
to tell the gentleman whether there is a Jaw prohibiting a thing or not, 
but it is the duty of the head of any Executive Department, or of any 
other officer of the Government when he is called upon to give his au- 
thority for doing a thing, to point to the law under which he acts. 
Without such authority the power does nof*exist. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman from Maryland allow me to 
answer the question of the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. FINDLAY. If the gentleman from Arkansas has not already 
sufficiently answered his own question, of course ‘‘the gentleman from 
Maryland” submits to the gentleman from Kentucky to answer it, so 
far as he is concerned. 

Mr, TAULBEE. The answer to the gentleman from Arkansas is 
that it is now within the power of the Civil-Service Commissioners to 
put a stop to the abuse. The law provides that no appointments of 
these substitutes shall be had except on certifications by the United 
States Civil-Service Commission. That would answer the gentleman’s 
objection if it was carried out in good faith. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ithink the gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Yes. ThereI think my brother TAULBEE fell into 
a serious error, a much more dangerous one indeed than the gentleman 
from Arkansas, whose responsibility he was taking upon his shoulders. 
The civil-service law to which the gentleman refers, and I think I have 

t him there, makes no such provision. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. None whatever. 

Mr. FINDLAY. On the contrary, the Civil Service Commission can 
only certify up for the purpose of filling vacancies. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘That is it precisely. 

Mr. FINDLAY. There are no vacancies created when this principle 
of substitution is involved, for the substitute simply receives the pay 
and performs the work while the principal actually remains in office. 
The office is not vacant; the substitute is not appointed to fill the prin- 
pal’s place which has been rendered vacant, but he is simply doing the 
work of the principal for the time being, and the principal himself 
compensates the substitute. It is not the United States compensating 
him; it is the principal who is paying the substitute out of his salary. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Now, I did not think the Constitution of the United 
States was to be dragged into this question, and that the question of 
strict limitation of Federal authority was also to be dragged into the 
discussion. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. FINDLAY. What is your question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I simply wish to make a statement. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Very well. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Thegentleman from Maryland has taken issue with 
my statement which I gave in answer to his question. . If I understood 
his question it was whether or not there was any law that prohibited 
these practices. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That is correct. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My statement was that I read the law from the re- 
port of the Civil Service Commission as incorporated in the civil-service 
act, providing that no appointment to these positions could be had ex- 
cept on examination by the Civil Service Commission. Thegentleman 
in response to that takes the position that these persons are not ap- 
pointed, but that they are designated; that they are not paid by the 
Government, but by the principal appointees, if I understood him cor- 
rectly. Now, if he proposes to draw the distinction between appoint- 
ment to position and designation to the position, then I confess myself 
unable to answer his question. 

Mr. FINDLAY. It is not a mere question of words. It is not a 


question in which the mere anceps syallabarum delights. Itis not a 
question of verbiage; but it is a question of a principle of law involved 
in the case. And the proposition of law is this: that the office is held 
by the principal, and as long as the principal holds the office the sub- 
stitute can in no sense be said to be the office-holder. Now the office- 
holder is certified up by the Civil Service Commission to fill a vacancy. 
There is no vacancy here-by reason of the fact that the principal holds 
the office. Therefore there is no occasion for the certification by the 
Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. FINDLAY. With pleasure. r 

- Mr. REAGAN. Iwishtoinquireof the gentleman whether it is true, 
as has been reported and as circulated through the country, that there 
are persons holding appointments in the Treasury Department who at- 
tend to other business in the city, and who send substitutes and draw 
the principal part of the pay? 

Mr. FINDLAY. 1 have no information as to that, and am not aware 
that that is the fact. The committee has no information on that sub- 
ject. Icertainly have none myself. And I wish tosay right here that 
I do not wish to be understood as justifying, and do not mean to be 
dragged by any process into a justification of, the generalsystem of sub- 
stitution in the placeof the principal holding the office. Nobody shall 
put me in that position, for it is a false one; and the system is in vio- 
lation not so much of the letter of the civil-service law, as it is in vi- 
olation of the spirit of civil-service reform, which stands higher than the 
law. It is the letter of the law which killeth; it is the spirit which 
maketh alive. I do not care so much for the letter of the law; I want 
to see the spirit of the law observed. 

I would like to see the administration of this great Government 
through all its offices put upon the highest possible plane. I would 
like to see every rogue scourged out of its high places, whoever he may 
be. I would like to see the administration to-day put its strong feet 
upon the necks of such men, instead of elevating some of them to high 

laces. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this discussion has already 
taken a very wide range. Ido not see what particular good is to be 
accomplished by it. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] is 
quite right in what he says about the Constitution and about the Jim- 
ited powers of the Congress of the United States under the Constitution. 
He is quite right when he says that the executive power particularly 
ought to be governed by such limitations. I am not here to dispute 
that; but I do undertake to say that if that small list of exceptions 
were scrutinized carefully it would be found there were cases of peculiar 
hardship that could not be exactly justified by a strict adherence to the 
letter of the law—I can not say the letter of the law, because there is no 
law on the subject; there is no positive enactment on the subject—but 
might not be strictly justified on the ground on which he has putit, that 
there must be some law in order to justify it. I say if that list were 
closely scrutinized there might be found many cases of peculiar hard- 
ship. And when the acting Secretary of the Treasury finds that has 
been a custom recognized by all his predecessors; that he has been sim- 
ply following in the line of those who have gone before him for the pur- 
pose of relieving some case of destitution and distress, some father, for 
instance, who is sick and whose son may take his place; some sister, 
who may be sick and whose brother may take her place; where the 
United States is not subjected to one cent of extra expense, the salary 
remaining the same as fixed by law, the work being done by the sub-* 
stitute just as well as it is done by the prineipal, and the principal pay- 
ing the substitute for the work—I say it can not be defended on strict 
principles and I am not here so to defend it, nor do the committee so 
intend in their report; but limiting the case strictly to the case of sick- 
ness, accepting the report of the acting Secretary of the Treasury as 
true that these cases of substitution have been caused by sickness of 
the principals, upon that ground, and that ground alone, we simply say 
we will investigate the matter no further and ask to be discharged from 
its further consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman if there has been any 
opinion from the Attorney-General to the effect that the employés are 
entitled to their salaries during their sickness? 

Mr. FINDLAY. I have heard that there was such an opinion. I 
have not examined it, but I should certainly think it was good law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If that were true, then the employment of substi- 
tutes would appear to be rather a matter of economy to the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Ishould say that that would be good law. The 
employé is in the place; until he is turned out he remains there, and 
as long as he remains in the office he is entitled to all the emoluments 
connected with it. : 

I move to lay the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] on the table. ‘ 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The resolution is reported back by the committee. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Oh, I think this discussion has gone far enough. I 
will not withdraw the motion. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “‘ Vote!’’] 
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Mr. TAULBEE. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. TAULBEE. 


For wha does the gentleman rise? 
‘or what purpose e gentleman 
I rise to be heard. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his mo- 
tion. I hope he will withdraw it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I would be pleased to gratify my 
friend from Kentucky under other circumstances, but I think enough 
time has been consumed in this discussion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish simply to say this: the gentleman has the 
power; I question his right. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Ishall insist upon my motion, Mr. Speaker. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] 
moves to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have 
the question again stated definitely. 

TheSPEAKER. Theresolution isa resolution of inquiry introduced 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] and addressed to the 
Secre: of the Treasury. Itwas referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service; it is now back adversely, and the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland is to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Iftherebe noobjection the resolution will be again 


There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the original resolution and the report of the 
committee both will be read. - - 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has directed the resolution to be read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask that the report be read also. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Both the resolution and the report have been read 
to the House. Is there objection to the reading of the resolution at 
this time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is that the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Servicé, and reported back to the House adversely 
by that committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And the proposition now is 
to lay it on the table? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] 
now moves to lay the resolution on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 73. ` 

Mr. TAULBEE. No-quorum has voted. I demand the yeas and 


nays. 
. Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and there were—yeas 114, nays 
113, not voting 96; as follows: 


YEAS—1i4, 
Allen, C.H. Dibble, Kelley, Shaw, 
Ba 4 Dockery, Skinner, 
Barnes, Dunn, Lehlbach, Snyder, 
Barry, Ely, Lindsley, Spooner, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Spriggs, 
Beach, A Long, Springer, 
Belmont, Fi yY, Louttit, Stone, E. F. 
5 Fleeger, McAdoo, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bland, Forney, Merriman, Strait, 
Blount, Frederick, Millard, Struble, 
Bound, ane Milliken, oti nt 
Boyle, des, Morrison, Taylor, E.B. 
Bragg, Glass, Nelson, Taylor, E 
Nage a O.R. Green, R.S. Thompson. 
Brown, O, Hale, O'Hara, Townshend, 
Brown, W. W. Hall, Owen, gg. 
Buck, Ham: $ 3 
Burleigh, Hayden Peel, Van Eaton, 
Butterworth, Hemphill, Perkins, Van Schaick, 
borer «een! T; Hewitt, Phelps, ade, 
Catchings, Hiestand, Pindar, Wait, 
Clements, Hill, Pirce, Ward, J. H. 
Cobb, k, Randall, Warner, William 
Compton, Ho! Ranney, Weaver, J.B. 
Conger, Hopkins, Reese, ‘Weber, 
Cooper, Hutton, Rice, Whiting, 
Cox, Johnson, F. A. Romeis, ilson. 
> Ji Rowell, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Jones, J.T. Sawyer, 
NAYS—113. 
Adams, G. E. Brady, Carleton, Eldredge, 
Allen, J.M. Breckinridge, WCP. Y, Ellsberry, 
Anderson, C. M. Burrows, lins, Evans, 
Anderson, J. A. Bynum, Cowles, Everhart, 
Arnot, Caldwell y Felton, 
Atkinson, Campbell, J.M. Cutcheon, Ford, 
Baker, ~ paar nog J.E. Davis, Fuller, 
Ballentine, Y, Dawson, Funston, 
Boutelle, Cannon, A Gallinger, 


Glover, Jones, J.H. N Stone, W. J., Ky., 
Goff, King, O'Neill, J.J. 
Grosvenor, Kleiner, Perry, - Ibee. 
a rout, Taitua, Peters, fo has Zach. 
uen ollette, Price, homas, Q. 
Halsell, Lanham, Reagan, Tillman, 
Harris, Lovering, Richardson, Wadsworth, 
eon Matson’ Tockwell, Wonves 
a =: 2 Weaver, A. J. 
Henderson, D.B. McCreary, Salen” White, A.C. 
Henderson, J. S. MeMillin, Sayers, 
Henderson, T.J. ‘cRae, Seney, Willis, 
Hepburn, Miller, Seymour, Winans, 
Herman, Singleton. W: 
Hoa oe. So net Worthitigton. 
olmes, organ, waden, 
Howard, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Hudd, Neal, Stewart, Charles 
Irion, Neece, St. 3 
NOT VOTING—%. . 
Adams, J.J. Dorsey, Lore, Reed, T. B, 
Aiken, Dowdney, Lowry, Reid, J. W. 
Barksdale, Mahoney, , Robertson, 
Bennett, Eden, Ryan, 
Bingham, Fisher, Martin, Scott, 
Bliss, Foran, rie, tet A Scranton, 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, C. H. McKenna, Sessions, 
mm, Gibson, Eustace McKinley, Stahlnecker, 
ba i Green, W. J. ENN Stewart, J W. 
mnell, ‘orrow, Ww. 
Barnes, Hanback, Muller, Storm, 
Cabell, Harmer, M CA Swinburne, 
Campbell, Felix Henley, N n Tarsney, 
Caswell, Herbert, o H, Taylor, J. M. 
Cole, O'Ferrall, 
Comstock, Houk, O'Neill, Charles 
Crain, Jackson, Osborne, Tucker, 
Croxton, James, Outhwaite, Viele, 
Culberson, Johnston, T. D. Parker, Wakefield, 
in, Ketcham, Payson, Warner, A. J. 
Daniel, Laird, Pettibone, Wellborn, 
Davenport, Lawler, Pidcock, est, 
Davidson, A.C. Le Fevre, Plumb, White, Milo. 
Dingley, Libbey, Pulitzer, Woodburn, 
So the motion of Mr. FINDLAY to lay the resolution on the table 
was to 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Iam paired generally with the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL]; but understanding that he 
would vote ‘‘no”’ on this question, I have felt at liberty to vote ‘‘ no.” 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: : 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. Croxton with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Minois. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. Ryan, 3 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. MARKHAM. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. BRUMM. 

. BLISS with Mr. CASWELL. 

. LAWLER with Mr. HOUK. 

. DOWDNEY with Mr. SESSIONS. 

. Scott with Mr. HANBACK. 

. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. DINGLEY, 
. O'FERRALL with Mr, GILFILLAN. 

. Gipson, of Maryland, with Mr. HIRES. 

. LE FEYRE with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. OSBORNE. 

. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. SCRANTON. 

. STORM with Mr. LIBBEY. 

. MULLER with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

. HERBERT with Mr. JAMES. 

. CULBERSON with Mr. HARMER 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Evans. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 114, the nays—— 

Mr. ARNOT. I desire to change my vote from ‘‘ay” to “no.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is too late. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The result has not been announced, although the 
Chair had commenced the announcement. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man is in time. How does the gentleman from New York desire to 
vote? 

Mr. ARNOT. I vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr, SWOPE. I desire to change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to “ay.” 
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The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 114, the nays 113. 
The resolution is laid on the table.* 

Several Members demanded the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. I was taken off the floor by parliamentary motions. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. * 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1360) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 10 miles below and 
5 miles above the city of Kansas City, Mo.; 

A bill i R. 2397) for the relief of Thomas F. Purnell; 

A bill (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third story to the public 
building in Dallas, Tex. ; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Chicago, and Saint Paul 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix River at 
any accessible point between Prescott, Wis., and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. H. B. Rehkopf [title 
amended so as to read ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Mts. Magdalena 


Rehkopf’’]; 3 
A bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other 


urposes; 
r A bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the construction of bridges across the 
Illinois River in the State of Illinois and Des Moines River in the State 
of Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Keithsburg, in the State of Ilinois, and for 
other p : i 

A bill (H. R. 3775) to authorize the Secretary of the to pur- 
chase an additional strip of ground on the east side of the United States 
court-house at Fort Wayne, Ind. ; 

A bill (H. R. 4569) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at a point to be selected either in the counties of Clay 
and Jackson, in the State of Missouri, orin the county of Clay or Platte 
in said State, and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 5673) to authorize the construction of a railroad and 
wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from Winona, Minn., to the 
o ite shore in Wisconsin; 

bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of 
the Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint 
Charles, in the county of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 5685) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point in Saline City or within 
5 miles above or 5 miles below the same, in the county of Saline, in 
the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 6013) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 2 miles north and 
2 miles south of the city of Atchison, in the county of Atchison, in 
the State of Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Yellowstone River, in Montana; and 

A bill (H. R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and.Saint 
Paul Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a railway 
bridge across the Missouri River near or in the vicinity of Chamber- 
lain, in the Territory of Dakota. $ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports for reference. 

: VESSEL FISHERIES. o 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8010) for securing statistics of the extentand 
value of the vessel fisheries of the United States; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 

Mr. COX, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 147 providing an indemnity to cer- 
tain Chinese subjects for lossessustained within the jurisdiction of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE TREATY STIPULATIONS. 

Mr. COX, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, also rted back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 171) supplementary to aad amenda- 
tory of an act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese, 
approved May 6, 1982, asamended by an act to amend said act, approved 
July 5,1834; which was ref to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. ` 
Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


of insane ofi- 
cers of the Army and Navy; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS’ FAMILIES, ETC. 


back adversely the bill (H. R. 5321) to regulate the 


Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported, 
aS a substitute for the bill H. R. 5321, a bill (H. R. 8331) to regulate 
the pay of the officers of the Army and Navy who refuse or to 


provide for the support of their families; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 5969) ting’a pension to Orrion Law- 
ton; which was laid on the table, and the accompanyidg report ordered. 
to be printed. 

ANNIE KESSINGER. 
` Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 504) granting a ion to Annie Kes- 
singer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ABNER MOREHEAD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3304) to restore the name of Abner More- 
head to the pension-roll; which was ‘referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MARY HAWKE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary 
Hawke; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. > z 

ELIZABETH BARKER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 977) grantinga pension to Elizabeth Barker; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

z DAVID W. HAMILTON. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to David 

. Hamilton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES C. CHANDLER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1630) granting a pension to James C. Chandler; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN AYERS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 363) granting a mira to Edwin Ayers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the le House on the Pri- 
vate Weren and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. : 
¥ ISOM WILKERSON. 

Mr. regera, sowed TETY on dane Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bi 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wil- 
kerson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

DUDLEY B. BRANCH. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri. 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

SIMPSON 8. SKIRVIN. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 858) granting a pension to Simpson S. Skir- 
vin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
MARY ANDERSON. - 
ee a ers o reni on Invalid SO oret 
ck favorably the bill (H. R. 7436) granting a pension to Mary An- 
derson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
MRS. ALICE E. TRAVERS. 
Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6753) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice 
E. Travers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
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on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
. JOHN H. DOWNING. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Jo 

. Downing; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. : 

EDWIN R. PARKS, 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7843) grant- 
ing a pension to Edwin R. Parks; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

LEVI L. TONGUE. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7437) granting a pension to Levi 
L. Tongue; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM J. BARKER. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1177) granting a 
pension to William J. Barker; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA* NEWMAN. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5492) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Newman; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET PEAK. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2968) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet Peak; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN SMITH. 
Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


back with favorable recommendation the bill (8. 2188) granting a pen- | P 


sion to Ann Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or-- 


dered to be printed. 
REBECCA E. HASKINS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2187) for the relief of 
Rebecca E. Haskins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

LOUIS MELCHER. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (8. 2186) granting 
a pension to Louis Melcher; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE TITUS. z 
Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2185) for the 
relief of George Titus; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
PATRICK A. CALLANAN, 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2134) ting a 
pension to Patrick A. Callanan; which was referred to the 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. HAM. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1998) for the relief 
of John D. Ham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. r 

SIDNEY P. TULLAR. ‘ 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also zepoa 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S, 483) to restore Sidney 
P. Tullar to the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. $ 


mmittee | gran 


WILLIAM WEIGHTMAN. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 612) granting a pen- 
sion to William Weightman; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. N 

eT i MICHAEL DALY. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 983) granting a 
sion to Michael Daly; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. - 

CORNELIA R. SCHENCK. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with fayorable recommendation the bill (S. 1584) for the relief of 
Cornelia R. Schenck; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. . 

HARRIET WELCH. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1383) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet Welch; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA 0. HUTCHINGS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1382) for the relief of 
Lydia O. Hutchings; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. . 

MARRILLA PARSONS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 342) granting a pension 
to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, Mich.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


rinted: 
A bill E R. 7959) granting a pension to Royal J. Hiar; and 
A bill (S. 2190) granting a pension to William Dobbs. 


ANNA A. PROBERT. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7103) granting 
a pension to Anna A. Probert; which was referred tothe Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT B. KIRKPATRICK., 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7244) 
gunge pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick; which was referred to the 

mmittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

l ARETUS N. BUTLER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7749) 
granting a pension to Aretus N. Butler; which was referred to the Com- - 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON STEWARD. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7979) 
ting-a pension to Jackson Steward; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to We printed. 

PETER ADAMS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7163) 
granting a pension to Peter Adams; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC FOSSETT. ý 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5261) ting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Fossett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN H. HUNTER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5324) 
granting a pension to John H. Hunter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ARLANTA T. TAYLOR. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7310) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. - 

JAMES L. MILLER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 6728, a bill (H. R. 8332) increasing 
the pension of James L. Miller; which was rèad a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 6728 was laid on the table. 

JOHN L. BRUCE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 788) granting a pen- 
sion to John L. Bruce; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN S. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 789) grant- 
ing a pension to John 8. Williams; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whdte House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

IAM H. BECK. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1400) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Beck; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee-of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. THORNBURY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1770) grant- 
g a pension to Joseph H. Thornbury; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
HENRY A. SHIVELY, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1257) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry A. Shively; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HOLSEY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1288) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert Holsey; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

EVELINE HUNT, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1539) t- 
ing a pension to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the minor children of Lewis 
Hunt, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. MOORE. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1509) granting 
a ion to William H. Moore; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1227) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Squires; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET SMITH. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1467) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House onthe Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


GERIAH COLLINS. . 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 891) granting 
a pension to Geriah Collins; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN R. SMITH. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1466) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stephen R. Smith; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FURLONG. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7535) for 
the relief of John Furlong; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

REAMUS G. MORRIS. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the furthor consideration of the bill (S. 1214) ting 
a pension to Reamus G. Morris;and the same was referred to fos Oone 
mittee on Pensions. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 
laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6769) granting a pension to Jacob Larwood; 

A bill te R. 7024) granting a pension,to August Faust; 

A bill (H. R. 7528) granting a pension to Ashford A. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 5621) granting a pension to John B. Tibbetts; 

A bill (H. R. 7747) granting a pension to William H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 729) to place the name of Frederick’ Marshall on the 
pension-roll; 

3 A bill (H. R. 6771) granting an iacrease of pension to Frederick Os- 


ury; 
A bill (H. R. ae granting a pension to Solomon Holt; 
A bill (H. R. 7751) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 
A bill ; H. R. 7737) granting a pension to William S. Campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 7977) granting a pension to Zephaniah Stout; and 
A bill (H. R. 6138) granting a pension to Joseph A. McGuire. 


PATRICK MURPHY. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6087) granting a 
pension to Patrick Murphy; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE E. COFFIN. 
Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re” 
rted back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1150) grant- 
ing a pension to Catherine E. Coffin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
: ELLEN J. WELCH. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7721) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen J. Welch; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. i) 

ADVERSE REPORTS. l 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following 
titles; which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill iz R. 239) granting a pension to Alexander Mack; and 

A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Gould Kingsbury. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 670) to in- 
crease the pensian of the widow of the late Commander T. A. M. Craven. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be 
put on the Calendar, 3 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOSEPH W. RHINEHALT. ' 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1235) to increase the 
pension of Joseph W. Rhinehalt; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. HENRY. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1348) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah E. Henry; which was referred to the Commit- 
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tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, ind, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
: SARAH A, THOMAS. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1357) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah A. Thomas; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
ABEL COMSTOCK, x 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensi also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1016) granting 
an increase of pension to Abel Comstock; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

È ALFRED DENNY. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1192) granting 
a pension to Alfred Denny; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed, 

CLARK BOON. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7931) iticreasing the pen- 
sion of Clark Boon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. “ 

. W. R. DUKE. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1098) granting a pen- 
sion to H. R. Duke; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. C. A. BAILEY. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1830) granting a 
pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM POWELL. | 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1420) granting a 
pension to William Powell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL ROMAHN. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1441) granting a 


ion to Michael Romahn; which was referred to the Committee of, 


the Whole House on the 
report, ordered to be prin 
LUCINDA SAWYER. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8333) granting a 
pension to Lucinda Sawyer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM Hf. BUCK. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3118) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Buck; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY MARSH. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (S. 685) granting ve “roe to Mary 
Marsh; which was referred to the Committee of the le House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. ; 
CHARLES N. SEBASTIAN. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back witha favorable recommendation the bill (S. 686) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles N. Sebastian; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. NOTTAGE. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2005) granting a 
pension to Mary J. Nottage; which wap referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ivate Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
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JAMES BUTLER. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2025) granting a 
pension to James Butler; which was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LETITIA GARRARD. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.4816) grantinga 
pension to Mrs. Letitia Garrard; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House’on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER C. WHITE. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4407) grant- 
ing a pension to Christopher C. White; whieh was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. ; 

MES. ELIZABETH COLLINS. 

Mr. OHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7728) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the. Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. WALSH. 


Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7221) granting 
a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the aecompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. . 

FRANCES MOSHER. 


Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Ingalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7965) for the re- 
lief of Frances Mosher; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. SHELTON. 


Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3851) granting a 
ion to William P. Shelton; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House’on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 
JACOB NIX. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 6096 a bill (H. R. 8334) for the relief of Jacob 
Nix; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 6096 yvas laid on the table. 


WILLIAM S. RAY. 

Mr. OHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 4628, a bill (H. R. 8335) granting a pension to 
William S. Ray; which'was read a first and scar ge referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private endar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 4628 was laid on the table. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. O'HARA, from thé Committee on Invalid Pensions, also rted 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying ordered to be printed: 

A bill R. Geri granting a pension to W. Brant; 

A bill (H. R. 7964) for ihe relief of John Dimers; and 

A bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Gideon C. Lake. 

LYDIA S. JOHNSON. ` 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8078) for the relief 
of Lydia S. Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. VAN ETTEN. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6170) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

x WILLIAM HICKS. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief 
of William Hicks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
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House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. r 


CASSIUS H. ROBINSON. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief 
of Cassius H. Robinson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE SATILER. 

so FINDA D e na Sey on Pye Pensions, reported 
back favorably i 6832) gran a pension to Mrs. Cathe- 
rine Sattler; which was referred to the Committee of the 
on the Private Calendar, and the aceompanying report 


printed. 
GEORGE H. LAURENCE, 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1617) for the relief of 
H. Laurence; which was referred to the Committee of the 
e House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
MRS. HATTIE A. BURNETT. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2022) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Hattie A. Burnett; which was referred to the Committee 

-Of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Newton A. 


‘A bill (H. R. 1531) granting a pension to William H. Gifford; 
A bill (H. R. es} for the relief of Edward B. Lansing; and 
A bill (H. R. 6837) to place Jane Young on the pension-roll. 


JOHN W. DELP. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4460) to pension John W. Delp; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

3 SILAS K. HAINES. y 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also aoe 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2626) granting a pension to Silas K. 
Haines; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY SULLIVAN. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to Mary Sulli- 
van; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LUCY G. DUTCHER. 2 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6430) granting a pension to Lucy G. 
Dutcher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on ad Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JONATHAN 8. LENTS. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6425) granting a pension to Jon- 
athan 8S. Lents; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

DUNCAN FORBES. 

Mr. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, as 

a substitute for H. R. 3048, a bill (H. R. 8336) granting an increase of 

ion to Duncan Forbes; which was read a first and second time, re- 

erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 3048 was laid on the table. ~ 

MARTHA A. VORHEES. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Vor- 
hees; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SOPHIA BEELER. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 7869) to increase the pension of Sophia 
Beeler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH ROMISER. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Same 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a pension to Joseph Romi- 
ser; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. ROWLEY. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6250) to increase the pension of Thomas 
A. Rowley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. ; 

i ©. K. HUGHES. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2144) granting a pension to C. K. Hughes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH SLENBAKER. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Slenbaker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
MARGARET O'CONNOR. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6278) granting a pension to Margaret 
O'Connor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Esther A. Reynolds, widow 
of Thomas H. Reynolds, late sutler of the Seventy-eighth Regiment | 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill = R. pani sardine a a T Eyster; and 

A bill (H. R. 6571) granting a pension to John D. M. Armbrust. 


WILLIAM COLLINS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with amendment 4 bill (H. R. 1030) for the relief of William Col- 
lins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES STOTESBURY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back with amendment a bill (H. R. 1533) to open and set aside 
an order of the Court of Claims canceling an operation of a judgment 
against the United States, remitted, through mistake as to the facts in 
regard to the same, by claimant to the United States, and to refer the 
matter to the Court of Claims for such further action as said court shall 
find to be just and equitable; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be pointed. 

JAMES BRICE, 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported, asa substitute for the bill H. R. 1365, a bill (H. R. 8337) for the 
relief of James Brice; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

The bill H. R. 1365 was laid on the table. 

JOSEPH HAXTHAUSEN. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 4000) for the relief of Joseph Haxthausen; which was 
referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHAMBERS & BROWN. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. 4001) for the relief of Chambers & Brown; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. FARDY. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a substitute 
for the bill H. R. 1073, a bill (H. R. 8338) for the relief of Emily J. 
Fardy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

The House bill 1073 was laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was discharged 

from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7970) for thé relief of 
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Miss Ann Wolfe and others; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
JOHN MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War reported back 
with amendmentthe bill (H. R. 6265) for the relief of John Montgomery; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

URIAS BUSKIRK. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back fav- 
orably the bill (H. R. 5484) to pay Urias Buskirk the amount found due 
him by the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. ; 

ELIZABETH MULVEHILL. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a bill 
(H. R. 8339) for the relief of Elizabeth Mulvehill, for stores and sup- 
plies; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. CAMPBELL, 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8340) for the relief of John M. Campbell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to-the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT H. WALTON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8341} for the relief of Robert H. Walton; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES C. JENKINS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8342) for the relief of James C. Jenkins, administrator of 
Thomas C. Jenkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SARAH M’FERRIN. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8343) for the relief of Sarah McFerrin, administratrix of 
Robert Waters ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompaning report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH MENDENHALL. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8344) for the relief of Sarah Mendenhall, administratrix of 
F. M. Mendenhall ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the following cases; which were laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying reports ordered to be printed: 

Claim of Elizabeth Griggs; 

Claim of Joseph 8. McNulty; 

Claim of T. W. Adamson; 

Claim of James C. Newman; 

Claim of Newton C. Perkins; 

Claim of George W. Morris; 

Claim of Mahala H. Portlock; 

Claim of John W. Demory; 

Claim of Eli Travener; 

Claim of William H. Whitted; 

Claim of Harmon Mickle; 

Claim of James G. Moore; 

Claim of Ebenezer J. Conrad et al.; 

Claim of John H. McClellan; 

Claim of Milton S. Haire; 

Claim of Solomon Isaacs; 

Claim of Washington G. Campbell; and 

Claim of W. H. Hill. 

DAVIDSON DICKSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 91) for the relief of 
Davidson Dickson and others; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ALFRED ROBINSON. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 8345) for the relief of the heirs and 1 representatives of Al- 
fred Robinson, deceased; which was read a and second time, re- 
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ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD G. PENDLETON. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 7807) to muster Edward G. Pendleton 
as captain of cavalry into the service of the United States, and to pay 
him for his services from Au 1861, to July 10, 1864, inclusive; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BINDING CENSUS SCHEDULES. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the Senate concurrent resolution to bind 
the census ‘schedules; which was‘ referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


= MAIL MESSENGERS IN THE POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 8195, a bill (H. R. 8346) 
authorizing the employment of messen in the mail service; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ouse bill No. 8195 was ordered to be laid on the table. 
CONSTRUCTION OF DRY-DOCKS. f 


Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 2050, a bill (H. R. 8347) toauthorize the construction 
of dry-docks at certain navy-yards to be hereafter selected, by contract, 
and appropriating money for the same; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companyin rt, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 0. 2050 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

JOHN ROCKWELL. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3600) for the removal of 
the charge of desertion from John Rockwell, late private Company F, 
One hundred and twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. WIGHAMAN. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4709) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of William A. Wigha- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN E. WHITE. 

Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5175) extending the provisions and 
benefits of the pre-emption laws to John E. White; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. If there beno further reports the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Ohio to call up the special order. 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to ask what is the regular order to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of bills re- 
ported from the Committee on the Territories. The order of the House 
sets apart this day, after the morning hour, for the consideration of 
such bills now on the Calendar as may be called up by the Committee 
on the Territories, not to interfere, however, with general appropria- 
tion or revenue bills. The morning hour is, under the rule, the hour 
for the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. BEACH. Does that order exclude the second morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. There is but one morning hour. 

Clause 3 of Rule XXIV provides: 

On all days other than Monday as soon as the business on the Speaker’s table 
has been disposed of, and on a ey seen A (except the first and third in each 
month) after the call of States and Territories, there shall be a morning hour 
for reports from committees, which shall be appropriately referred and printed, 
and a copy thereof mailed by the Public Printer to each Memberand Delegate ; 
and the Speaker shal! call upon each standing committee in regular order an: 
then upon the select committees; and if the whole of the hour is not consumed 
by this call, then it shall be in order to process to the consideration of other 
business, as hereinafter provided; but if he shall not complete the call within 
the hour he shall resume it in the succeeding morning hour where he left off. 


Section 5 of the same rule provides: 


After the morning hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees 
(or the call completed) the Speaker shall again call the committees in ar 
order for one hour, upon which call each committee on being named shall have 
the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by it on a previous day 
on either the House or Union Calendar. 


Thus preserving throughout the rule the distinction between the hour 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4061 


for the consideration of bills and the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees. The order of the House sets apart this day, after the morning 
hour, for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Mr. HATCH. I only raised that question for the purpose of obtain- 
ing a ruling of the Chair and a construction of this rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is the meaning, in fact the 
very eee of the rule itself. 

Mr. HATCH. I would inquire, Mr. Speaker, if the reports of the 
standing committees have been completed? 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees has been completed. 


INSURANCE LAWS IN DAKOTA. 


* Mr. HILL, In pursuance of the order I call up a bill in charge of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE], the bill (H. R. 5888) 
to legalize and validate the general laws of the Territory of Dakota 
for the incorporation of insurance companies and to authorize and em- 
poner the Legislative Assembly of said Territory to pass such general 

WS. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That all general laws heretofore enacted by the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Dakota providing for the incorporation of insur- 
ance companies are hereby legalized and made valid, and are declared to have 
the same force and effect as if the said lative Assembly had had full power 
and authority to enact the same; and all insurance companies incorporated un- 
der said laws and in accordance therewith are hereby declared to have been le- 


gally Peers 
Sec, 2. the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Dakota shall have 
wer to provide by general laws for the incorpo: m of companies for insur- 
ng —— loss by fire, lightning, hail, and tornadoes, and also of life-insurance 
compan: : 


Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to give validity 
to certain acts passed by the Legislature of the Territory of Dakota, 
providing for the incorporation of insurance companies, The laws 
which the bill is intended to legalize and validate are laws general in 
their character. The bill as introduced provides for the legalizing of 
all insurance companies in the Territory, whether incorporated under 

eral or under speciallaws. But the committee reported a substitute 
for that bill, and in this substitute only general laws are legalized. 
The Territorial Legislature of Dakota very shortly after the organiza- 
tion of the Territory, assuming that it had the power to pass laws gen- 
erally providing for the incorporation of companies, passed a general 
insurance law, and at different times since it has passed supplements 
or amendments to this insurance law. 

Under the original act a number of insurance companies were incor- 

rated in the Territory. Doubts have arisen whether the Territorial 

islature had this power, and it is in order to remove these doubts 
and to give unquestionable legal existence to these companies and to 
protect the rights of the companies themselves, and the rights of those 
who have dealt with them, that the passage of this act is asked for. 
Under the act organizing the Territory it is provided that— 

The legislative power of the Territory shall extend to all rightfal subjects of 
legislation consistent with the Constitution of the United States and the provis- 
ions of this act. 

Assuming that the Territorial government had general powers not 
inconsistent with the Constitution and the laws of Congress, it under- 
took to pass these general incorporation laws. But in the act of 1867, 
section 1889 of the Revised Statutes, specific powers are given to the 
Territorial Legislature relating to the creation of corporations. This 
section is as follows: f 

The Legislative Assemblies of the several Territoriesmay, * * * by general 
incorporation acts,permit persons to associate themselves together as bodies 
corporate for mining, manufacturing, and other industrial pursuits, or the con- 
struction or operation of railroads, w: n-roads, irrigating ditches, and the col- 
onization and improvement of Jands in connection therewith, or for colleges, 
nee es, libraries, or any benevolent, charitable, or scientific asso- 

It will be observed that the right to incorporate insurance com- 
panies is omitted, and this is what raised the doubt as to the existence 
of that right in the Territory of Dakota. The committee found that 
the general laws which it is proposed to validate seemed to be well and 
carefully drawn and calculated to protect the interest of insurers as 
well as of insured; and failing to find any good reason why the Terri- 
torial Legislature should not have the power to establish insurance 
companies, the committee has recommended the passage of this bill. 
For myself I see no reason why that power should not exist in a Ter- 
ritory as well as in a State. In Territories insurance companies are as 
much needed and there is as much reason for there existence there as 
in the States. And it is better a Territorial government should have 
the right to create, regulate, and control the companies within the Ter- 
ritory than that only foreign companies should exist. Therefore I 
know of no reason why this bill should not become a law. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. As I listened to the reading of the bill it 
seemed to give validity to certain acts heretofore passed. Does it also 
enlarge the powers of the islature so that acts creating corporations 
there hereafter shall have validity? 

Mr. BOYLE. I can answer the question of the gentleman from INi- 
nois best by reading the second section of the bill. It provides— 

That the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Dakotashall haye powerto 


vide by laws for the incorporation of companies for insuring against 
abe by fire, lightning, hail, and tornadoes, and also of life-insurance companies, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether it would not have been well to have extended that pro- 
vision to the Territories in general. It is manifest the act of 1867 was 
too restricted if it was intended as a restriction, but I think it was not. 
The action of that law was, in fact, to ratify legislation which had oc- 
curred. It seems to me, however, that there is no reason to doubt the 
existence of these powers in a Territorial government were it not for 
the inference drawn from the act of 1867. Butinasmuch as the act of 
1867 does raise some doubt, why not extend the provision to the Ter- 
ritories in general, for this is a power which certainly could be very 
safely exercised? We should not multiply our laws unnécessarily. 

Mr. BOYLE. For myself I see no reason why the power should not 
be given to other Territories as well as Dakota. But whenitcomesto 
legalizing what has been done in Territoriesit might be very unwise to 
legalize the acts of certain Legislatures and altogether wise to legalize 
the acts of others. We find on examination the laws in Dakota 
have been carefully and well drawn. That may not be the fact as to 
laws by other Territorial Legislatures, and it might be very un- 
safe to legalize laws generally upon this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not proposing that we legalize anything which 
has been done, but simply that we confer on all the Territories the 
ie powers which this bill proposes to confer upon the Territory of 

ota. 

Mr. BOYLE. Isee no objection to that; the second section might 
be amended in that way, if it is the wish of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not amend it by striking out in the second 
section the words ‘‘Assembly of the Territory of ota” and insert 
“Assemblies of the several Territories; so as to read: ‘‘That the Leg- 
islative Assemblies of the several Territories shall have power,” &c. ? 

Mr. BOYLE. If the gentleman offers that amendment I have no 
objection to it personally. I do not know what may be the views of 
the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I consider the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]-a very legitimate exten- 
sion of the scope of the bill, but I wish to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether it has not occurred to him that there might be a still 
further extension by allowing the Territorial Legislatures to incorporate, 
as do the States, organizations for all purposes of pecuniary profit, ex- 
cepting such as we may choose to except. These Territorial Legisla- 
tures now have power to charter corporations for certain specific pur- 
poses; and we propose by this bill to add another specific purpose—in- 
suranee. Why not allow all branches of business to come in under a 
general law? 

Mr. HILL. There area thousand reasons why that should not be 
done, as the gentleman would readily recognize if he were conversant 
with the state of affairs in some of the Territories. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Well, it may be there are reasons appli- 
cable to the Territories which would not apply to a State. 

Mr. GIFFORD. We do not ask such an extension of the law. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 1 and 2of section 2 strike out "Assembly of the Territory of Dakota” 
and insert "Assemblies of the several Territories.” j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being e , it wasaccordingly read the third time, and Sas 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the title of the bill by striking 


out all after the words ‘‘insurance companies ” and inserting ‘‘and for 
other purposes.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOYLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. HILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of the 
meeting of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the first Monday in January, 1887, be, and the same is 
hereby, fixed as the time for the commencement of the next biennial session of 
the Legislative Assembly of boning 0) Territory; and that the biennial ses- 
sion of the Legislative Assembly be held every two years thereafter. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the passage of this bill is asked for by a 
resolution of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory, as 
well as by the Territorial officers and the Delegate from that Territory. 
An act of Congress is required to legalize the day for the meeting of the 
Legislative Assembly; and the day named in the bill is acceptable to 
the officers and people of the Territory. Ido not deem it necessary to 
make any further statement. I hope the bill will be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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LOCAL OR SPECIAL LAWS. 


Mr. HILL. Leny cpl tory emer fhe bil (H. R. 5179) to pro- 
piye tin pumas orlocal lawsin the Territories of the United 
tatea. Xyleld the tor to the gentleman rom Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
e 
= e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Hepe resentati United States 
PP irae ay ae assembled, Tha’ pr Bin aren of ie Noite: of a 
United States now aeure s Ariaan e shall not pass local or special 
laws in any of the following-cnumerated cases, that is to say: 
Granting divorces. 
Changing the a of persons = places. 


Laying out, opening, altering, and working roads or highways: 
Gaerne ng the jt iction and duties of justices of peace, police magis- 
and co} 


Eroviding for pc nese of venue in civil and criminal cases. 
pan ge or villages, or changing or amending the charter 


of voting. 
under dis- 


or fish. 
ing or li ferries or toll-bridges. 
arte ake or forfeitures. 
in rd or allowances of public 


Creating, lecreasing fees, pe percentage, 
officers during the term for which said officers are elected or appointed. 
Changing the law of 
a ng to any corporation, association, or eae the right to lay down 
road tracks, or amending existing charters for such purpose. 
s an association, or individual any special or exclusive 
er. 
ean be made applicable, no 
shall be enacted in any of the Texsitoriea of the United Slates by the 


thereof. 
2. That it —_ bey the Bonet food the Legislative Assemblies of the several 
Territories to pass ws as may be necessary for the government 
of their res) tive Par rira not inconsistent with acts of Congress or the Con- 


stitution rof the United States. 
Src. 3. That all acts and parts of acts passed beth Sa ar Fea 


hereafter 
islature in conflict with the provisions of this act shall be null and v 
‘The amendment reported by the Committee on the Territories was 
read, as follows: 


In line 4 of section 2 insert, after the word “ Territories, ” the words “on the 
subjects aboye mentioned.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. ENEE the provisions of this bill are copied 
verbatim from the constitution of the State of Illinois, and similar pro- 
visions will be found in the constitutions of most of the States of the 
Union. The bill simply prohibits the passage, in the cases enumerated, 
of local or special Jaws in the Territories. I think one of the greatest 
abuses in the Territories has been the passage of laws of this character. 
This bill, if passed, will require general laws on these subjects instead 
of special ones. The subject has been discussed in most of our States 
in the formation of our State constitutions, and wherever provisions of 
this kind have been adopted the most salutary results have followed. 
I think the same benefits should be extended to the Territories. Ifno 
gentleman desires to speak on the subject, I ask for a vote. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

“Mr. SPRIN GER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


law 
erritorial 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISSUE OF MUNICIPAL BONDS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. HILL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6965) to au- 
thorize Columbia County, in Washington Territory, to issue bonds for 
the construction of a court-house. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MILLS). 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. - 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and that the House now proceed to consider it. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the county of Columbia, in halaia pa Territory, be 
and the same ishereby, authorized to issne its bonds, payable in not less than five 
nor more fifteen years, at 8 per cent. per annum, to the amount of $40,000. A 


for the purpose of building a a county court-house, in accordance with the vote o 
the people of said county at the general election held in November, 1884. 


Mr. HILL, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, this is a local bill, proposing to au- 
thorize Columbia County, in Washington Territory, to issue bonds for 
the building of a court-house. The necessity for the passage of the 
bill will appear, briefly stated, in a memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
TERRITORY OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Seerelary. 
I, N, H. Owings, secretary of the Territory of Washington and custodian of 


This bill is in the Com-. 


the great seal, do hereby 
copy of writing house 
ashington Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house— 


that I ee carefully compared the annexed 
No. 17, to authorize the county of Columbia, 


with the original, now on file in my office, and that the same is a correct tran- 
script therefrom, and of the whole oe said original, 

vag testimony whereof I have hereunto set m: hand and affixed the great seal 
of said Territory, at Olympia, this 11th day of February, Pe ga 

[sea] N. H. OWINGS, 


Secretary of the Territory. 


Memorial to authorize the county of Columbias, in Washington Territory, to 
issue bonds for the construction of a court-house. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress oee 
Your memorialists, the poopie of the county of begenmasency L: bad 
Assembly of the ines of Washington Territory, respectful. etere that 
eas rony of Columbia was duly organized in the year car 185; at since the or- 
ization the authorities of said county have been paying rent for court-house 
Et publ offices in a sum equal to 8 per cent. per annum upon $40,000; that at 
tee general election held aa said — in the year 1884 a vote was ‘taken upon 


Legislative 


the proposition to build a court-house at a cost not to 000, and that 
said proposition was carried in the affirmative by a large “ping É that, = 
to en 


the said county is clear of debt, it is not considered good po! 
people with an increased tax sufficient to raise the sum rat The 
value of the property of the county for the year 1885 was as follows: Real estate. 
$1,514,900; personal property, $1,044,480; total, $2,569,380. ‘That the said county 
is rapidly setiling up with thrifty p people, an and we have reason to believe that 
the assessable value of the oe oh rein will rapidly increase. In view of 
the erp inags ope x your memorialists pray for authority to issue bonds, payable 
in not less five nor more than years, at 8 per cent, per annum, to 
the amount of S000, for the purpose of building a county court-house, in ac- 
cordance with the vote of the people of said county, as aforesaid. d your 
memorialists will ever pray. 
Passed the house of representatives February aa 1886. eee 
Speaker of the House, 
Passed the council February 3, 1885. 
B. B. DAY, 
President of the Council. 


Approved February 4, 1886. 
WATSON C. SQUIRE, 
Govern 


or, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COOPER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROBATE COURTS IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. HILL. I now call up the bill a R. 5496) to increase the juris- 
diction of probate courts in Arizona and to repeal all acts of the Ter- 
ritorial Assembly creating county courts in said Territory, which is 
under the control of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That in addition to jurisdiction over all matter of probate, 
the probate courts ‘in‘the different counties in the Territory of Arizona shall 
have appellate jurisdiction over all appeals from justices of the peace, ak trial 
on appeal to be de novo, and also original jurisdiction in all causes in which the 
action if assumpsit would lie at common law, where the amount involved does 
not exceed $500, 

Sec. 2. That appeals may be taken to the district court in all matters of pro- 
eyes aa te le a. cases to the supreme court of the Territory, as is or may 

be p 

Sec. 3. That ail aoe or parts of acts of the Legislative Assembly creating county 
courts in the different somniis in the Territory of Arizona are hereby disap- 
proved, and declared to be inoperative, null, and of no effect. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I think the report of the committee in this case 
will explain the provisions of the bill and the necessity for its passage 
more briefly than I could, and I pexstore ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Sanare on the Territories, to whom was referred House bill 5496, hav- 
had the sam er consideration, submit the following 4 PE 
he thirteenth Territorial Legislature of Arizona, which met n January 1885, 
acts creating county movie bc in several of the loys aay counties of 
the Territory, and prescribed the —— ion thereof. The jurisdiction con- 
ferred upon such county courts em all the matters now cognizable inthe 
district courts of the Territory, except capital criminal cases. e effect was to 
establish a court of general common-law jurisdiction in such counties in — 
tion to the district court of like jurisdiction, presided over by an associate 

tice of the supreme court of the Territory,appointed by the President, his 
imposed upon each Somiy oe the ee erent guada and pons Ns jasia and all 
other expense attending t has come to the knowledge of your 
committee that this Er Tar paes isa very great burden upon the tax- 

payers of the Territory, dnd that no substantial benefits result, as the district 
court can easily perform all the duties required. ‘The gtand jury of Pima County, 
Seer, boi of pie in that county, Kinanen oarn A FOES the TS 
e new county court was unnecessary, ve, opp’ ve upon the 

le, and recommended that that court be abolished Po 
a bill which your committee has reported increases the jurisdiction of the 
robate courts in the Territory, so as to confer authority to try de novo a; 

irom justices of the peace, an also original jurisdiction in all cases in which the 
action of assumpsit would lie at common law, where the amount does not ex- 


ceed 

It SS iicved b your committee that this increased jurisdiction to county 
courts will furnish all the relief that is required for an efficient administration 
of justice in con: with the general common-law jurisdiction of the dis- 
triet courts held in each county of the Territory. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the third section of the bill should 
be amended, out of abundant caution, so as to provide ‘that nothin E 
this act shall invalidate any proceedings which shall have taken p 
in the legislation of the Territory i in the county courts.” I will ser 
re that amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Can you abolish these courts, and if you 
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can, why not abolish them? Is there not some inconsistency in saying 
they have no valid existence, and then saying their acts shall be valid? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ` You do not say that. 
aoe ADAMS, of Illinois. You say they shall be held and be of no 

ect. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It says that all acts or parts of acts of the Legis- 
lative Assembly creating county courts in the different counties in the 
Territory of Arizona are hereby disapproved, and declared to be inoper- 
ative, null, and of no effect. They are repealed. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Are they ? Iconfess I am igno- 
rant of Territorial organizations. Is it true that these courts had a 

1 existence ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the opinion of most of the lawyers in the 
Territory those acts were invalid and contrary to the enabling act of 
the Territory. My amendment is ‘‘ that nothing in this act shall be 
construed to affect any proceedings in these courts prior to the passage 
of this act.” 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Has the gentleman made any provision 
ne en i now pending in these county courts which he proposes to 
abolish ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That business would go to courts having jurisdic- 
tion; that is, district courts of the counties. Parties litigant would 
simply bring their suits in the other courts. 
> Mr. cn da of Illinois. Wonld that be the effect without further 

on? 
r. SPRINGER. This was prepared by distinguished lawyers in the 
Territory, and I e they covered everything that is necessary. 

The SPEAKE The Clerk will read the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to invalidate any judg- 
mentof any court prior to the of thisact: And provided further, The busi- 
ness pending in said courts shall transferred to the district courts of such 
counties, 

Mr. BOYLE. I desire to call the attention of my colleague upon the 
committee tooneother matter in connection with this bill. It provides 
for giving the probate courts of the Territory common-law jurisdiction 
up to $500; and provides for an appeal from the justices of the peace tothe 
probate court, and the trial of the appeals in that court.. I assume that 
these appeals are to be tried there, asin other cases, by a jury, andso far 
as I know no provision is made for a jury trial in these probate courts. 
Of course I do not know what provision may have been made in the Ter- 
ritories in this regard; but I suggest to my colleague that it is possible 
to give to the probate courts jurisdiction, and the right to try appeals 
from the judgmentsof the justices, without having the proper i y tote 
for such cases as will certainly require a jury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is provided for under the local laws of the 
Territories as to the proceedings of the probate courts. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. ve 


INSANE ASYLUM, ARIZONA. 


Mr. HILL. I now call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
2812) to approve an act of the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of Ari- 
zona entitled ‘‘An act to establish, maintain, and provide for the gov- 
ernment of an insane asylum,” approved March 9, 1885, in charge of 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMAN], to whom I yield. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled “An act to establish, maintain, and pro- 
vide for the government of an insane asylum,” passed by the Thirteenth Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Arizona, and approved by the governor of 
said Territory of Arizona on the 9th day of March, wD. 1885, is hereby approved. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effectand be in force from and after its passage, 

Mr. HERMAN. Thisisa provision of law to legalize an act of the Leg- 
islative Assembly of the Territory of Arizona, constructing or author- 
izing the construction of an insane asylum for that Territory. The asy- 
lum was built and is now in full operation and a number of inmates are 
cared for in it. 

Subsequent to the enactment of the provision of- law in question it was 
discovered that the Territorial Legislature had no authority to do what 
was done by them. Therefore at its last session the Legislature memo- 
rialized Congress to legalize, by this bill now pending, the proceedings of 
that Legislative Assembly authorizing the construction of this asylum. 
That is all there isof it; and the committee unanimously report in favor 
of authorizing what has been done, believing it to be a just and merito- 
rious measure and this to be a deserving bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HERMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peers and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JURISDICTION OF PROBATE COURTS, WYOMING. 


Mr. HILL. Inowcall up forconsideration House bill No, 3760 to en- 
large the jurisdiction of the probate courts in Wyoming Territory, and 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], in whose charge 
the bill is. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the prolate courts of the Territory of Wyoming, in their 
respective counties, in addition to their probate jurisdiction, be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to hear and determine all civil cases wherein the damage or 
debt claimed does not exceed the sum of $500, exclusive of interest, and such 


criminal cases arising under the laws of the Territory as do not require the in- 
tervention of a grand jury:. Provided, That they shail not have j iction in 
any matter in controversy when the title, boundary, or right to the e 


on of land may be in dispute, or in chancery or divorce cases: And pro- 
vided further, Thatin all cases an appeal may be taken from any order, judg- 
ment, or decree of said probate courts to the district court. 

Sec. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
pealed: Provided, That this act shall not affect any sujt pending in the district 
courts of said Territory at the time of its passage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming, Mr. 
Carey, who introduced this bill, for an explanation of it 

Mr. CAREY. This bill, Mr. Speaker, proposes to confer upon the 
probate courts of Wyoming Territory jurisdiction in civil cases where 
the amount involved does not exceed $500. Under the act organizing 
the Territory the judicial power is vested in a supreme court, a district 
court, a probate court, and justices of the peace. Under the construc- 
tion placed upon the law, the probate court has now only jurisdiction 
of the class of cases that ordinarily arise in probate courts. Congress 
conferred similar jurisdiction to that proposed here upon the probate 
courts of Colorado to the extent of $2,000, and have since conferred the 
same upon the probate courts of Montana to the extent of $500. This 
bill now under consideration only permits in civil cases jurisdiction 
where the amount involved is notin excess of $500. It does not give the 
right to try chancery cases, and only the right in criminal cases which 
do not require the intervention of a d jury. 

I have an amendment which I desire to offer to the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion with reference to the jurisdiction of this Territorial court? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn line 14, between the words “order” and “judgment,” insert the word “or,” 
ma also in the same line, after the word “ judgment,” strike out the words “or 


A Hank oe Panther Thats 1l cases be taken fi rde: 
y ropi A J y r 
or Peroa of aia probate tanta to ihe disco sonst” Manor 
‘The amendment was to. 
Mr. CAREY. I offer the amendment which I send to tho desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the bill insert: be 
“Provided further, That the forms and proceedings had before said probate 
courts shall be as may be provided by the laws of said Territory.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was-ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORGANIZATION OF TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. HILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7217) to provide for the 
organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other p 
This bill has been referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. We do not propose to ask a vote on it to-day,* 
and may as well discuss it in the House asin Committee of the Whole. 
I ask that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection tothe proposition that the de- 
bate shall run in the House; but when the bill comes to be considered 
for amendment it ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HILL. We propose to do that next Saturday. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can ask unanimous consent to let 
it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole for to-day. 
Mr. HOLMAN. But subject to the point of order next Saturday. 

Mr. HILL. Next Saturday I will move to go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 
feist RANDALL. What reason is there for taking a different course 

y? 

Mr. HILL, I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union forthe purpose of consider- 
ing this bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on thestate of the Union (Mr. Crispin the chair) and proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7217) to provide for the organization of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That all that part of the United States included within the 
following limits, except such ons thereof as are hereinafter expressly ex- 
empted from the Sperations of thisast, to wis : Bounded on the west by theBtate 


A064 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 1, 


of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; on the north by the State of Colo- 
rado and the State of Kansas; on the éast by the State of Missouri and the State 
of Arkansas; and on the south by the State of an pg Specs roe xn Rea is known 
as the Indian Territory and the pobiemne N created into a papori 

tory of Oklahoma: Provided, That noth- 


| ooh rearea ges by the name of the 
tg bere thing be construed to impair the rights of n or property or 
to impair any patent to lands now pertaining to the Ind in said Territory 


under the laws and treaties of the United States, or to include any territory oc- 
cupied by any Indian tribe to which title has been conveyed by patent fromthe 
United States, without the consent of said tribe, or any territory which by treaty 
or agreement with any Indian tribe is not, without the consent of said tribe, to 
be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Terri- 
tory; but all such territory shall be excepted out of the boundaries and consti- 
tute no part of the Territory of Oklahoma until said tribes shall signify their 
assent to the President of the United States to be included in the said Territory 
of Oklahoma, except for judicial posposes as provided herein, or to affect the 
authority of the Government of the United States to make any regulation or 
enact any law respecting such Indians, their lands, property, or other rights, 
oe would have been competent to make or enact if act had never 


pa: i 

Sec. 2. That there shall bea governor, secretary, Legislative Assembly, supreme 
court, attorney, and marshal for said Territory, who shall be appointed and se- 
} = under the provisions of title 23, chapter 1, of the Rey Statutes of the 


United Si relating tothe government of all the Territories, The provisions 
of said title ll have the same force and effect in the Territory of Oklahoma 
asin other Territories of the United States: Provided, That the tive As- 


sembly and peewee to the House of Representatives shall not be elected until 
the President l order: Provided further, That no person shall be entitled to 
vote at the first election, or to be elected to any office, who has not been a bona 
fide resident of said Territory for sixty days previous to said election: And pro- 
vided further, That the council in said Territory shall consist of thirteen mem- 
bers, and the house of representatives shall consist of twenty-six members, 
which may be increased to thirty-nine. 

Sec. 3. That the Constitution and all laws of the United States which are not 
locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect in said Territory of 
Oklahoma as elsewhere in the United States: Previded, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to interfere with the local governments of any of the In- 
dian tribes which may now be provided for by the laws and treaties of the United 
States, or which may exist in conformity thereto: And provided further, That 
the supreme court of the Territory shall fix the times and places, within the 
limits of the area occupied by the five civilized tribes, at which courts shall be 
held; and the jurisdiction of the courts held therein shall embrace all causes 
of action, crimes, and offenses arising in the Indian Territory heretofore cogni- 
zable in the United States courts of the western district of Arkansas, in the dis- 
trict of Kansas,and the northern district of Texas; and all laws heretofore 
passed granting jurisdiction to said United States courts within the Indian Ter- 
ritory are hereby repealed; but cases now pending shall be prosecuted to their 
final disposition therein, the same as if this act not been passed. 

Sec. 4, That the section of country lying between the States of Kansas, Col- 
orado, and Texas, known as the public-land strip, is hereby declared to be a 
part of the public domain of the United States, and shall be opened to settle- 
ment under the operation of the homestead laws only: Provided, That the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of said lands shall be reserved for school 


urposes. 

vA SEC. 5. That whenever the Creek and Seminole tribes of Indians shall signify 
their assent to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the commission 
provided for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the 
time as provided herein, the unoccupied lands ceded to the United States by said 
tribes under the treaties of June 14, 1866, and March 21, 1866, shall be opened to 
settlement, except the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, which shall be reserved 
for school purposes, and shall be disposed of to actual settlers yore in Josi 
not to exceed 160 acres, in ig os form, to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per 
acre, All persons who are heads of families or over twenty-one years of age, 
and who are citizens of the United States, or who have declared their intentions 
to become such, shall be entitled to become actual settlers on such lands, An 
accurate account shall be kops by the Secretary of the Interior of the money re- 
ceived as proceeds of the sale of said lands. The commission hereinafter cre- 
ated by this act is hereby authorized to confer with the Creeks and Seminoles to 
Aetermine whether said Indians are entitled to any further compensation for 
said unoccupied lands. If said commission shall agree that further compensa- 
tion should be paid said Indians, they may fix the amount of such additional 
compensation, not to exceed the sum of $1.25 per acre, less the cost of sale and 
amounts heretofore paid said tribes in the purchase of said lands; and any addi- 
tional sum agreed upon by said commission to be psia said tribes for said lands. 

as provided herein, shall be placed to the credit of such tribes on the books of 
the Treasury. 

Sec, 6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent 
to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the commission provided 
for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time 
as herein provided, the unoceupied portion of the lands west of of longi- 
tude, agreed to be ceded to the United States by the said tribe of Indians by the 
treaty concluded July 19, 1866, shall be opened to settlement, excepting the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections, which shall be reserved for ool purposes, 
and shall be disposed of to actual settlers only, in quantities not to exceed 160 
acres, in square form, to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per acre. All persons 
who are heads of families or over twenty-one years of age, and who are citi- 
zens of the United States, or who have declared their intention to become 
such, shall be entitled to become actual settlers on said lands. An accurate 
account shall be kept by the secretary of the Interior of the money received 
as proceeds of sale of said lands, and said money shall be placed to the credit 
of the Cherokee Indian tribe on the books of the Treasury, after deducting the 
cost of sale by the United States,and the amount heretofore ro Pi ipo oa and 
paid to the Cherokee tribe as part compensation for said unoccupied lands: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize any person to en- 
ter upon or occupy any of the lands mentioned in this or the preceding section, 
for the purpose of settlement or otherwise, until after the Indian tri men- 
tioned and the commissioners herein authorized haye concluded an agreement 
to that effect as provided herein, and laid the same before the President of the 
United States, who is thereupon authorized to issue his proclamation declaring 
such relinquished lands open to settlement, and fixing the time from and after 
which such lands may be taken. Any person who may enter upon any part of 
such lands contrary to the provisions of this act,and prior to the time fixed in 
the President’s proclamation, shall not be permitted to make any ent: popon 
such lands or lay any claim thereto; and satisfactory proof shall be requ by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the effect that this provision has 
not been violated by the claimant to any of such lands. Any person violatin 
the provisions of this section shall hereafter be ineligible to e any hom 
or make any entry of lands in said Territory of Oklahoma, 

Sec. 7. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct a land-oflice to be opened in the Territory of Oklahoma, and may nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a int the usual 
officers to conduct the business of said land-office; and the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office shall, when airaa te the President, cause the various 

ions of said lands to be properly surveyed and subdivided, where the same 
not already been done. It is hereby made the duty of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to carefully examine each claim taken under the 


mt to the claimant; and if it shall 


provisions of this act before issuing a 
appear that said claim was not taken in good faith, he shall refuse a 
and declare all prior proceedings before had in such case to be null an 
and all persons settling on sai 


taining title thereto, agresenly to the provisions of the homestead laws; but 
may be made in installments, under such rules and 
S erty as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


nt, 
void; 


into such agreements with the Indian tribes as it may deem necessary to ac- 
complish the purposes of this act, and to submit the same, through the Presi- 


SEC. 9. That it shall be unlawful for any person, for himself or any company, 
ns to set- 
this act, with a view to their after- 


rt 

Sec. 10. That all leases of lands belonging to the United States or held in com- 
mon by any ofthe Indian tribes within the Territory of Oklahoma, aso 
by this act, including the Cherokee strip west of the ninety-sixth degree of longi- 
tude, whether controlled b persons, corporations, or others, except such leasesas 
are held for the purpose of cultivating the soil strictly for farming purposes, are 
hereby declared void and contrary.to public policy; and it is hereby made the 
duty of the President, immediately after the passage of this act,to cause the 
ergs ae said lands, or persons illegally occupying the same, to be removed from 
said lan 

Sec, )1. That the act of Congress approved July 27, 1866, which incorporated 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, and the act of Congress approved 
July 25, 1866, granting lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of 
the Kar nsas and Neosho Valley Railroad and its extension to Red River, and an 
act of eres franting lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction 
of the Southern Branch of the Union Pacific Railway, and a telegraph, from Fort 
Riley, Kans., to Fort Smith, Ark., approved July 26, 1866, or any other acts of 
Congress so far as they relate to lands granted in said Indian Territory and the 
public land strip, except for the right of way and necessary stations, as now 
peorien for by law, are hereby repealed; and any or all right to said lands 

ereby forfeited to the Uni States; and no railroad company now organ- 
ized, or hereafter to be organized, l ever acquire any lands to aid in the 
construction of its road, or in consequence of any rai ready constructed, 
either from the United States, or from any Indian tribe, or from any Territo- 
rial government or State Legislature within the limits ofsaid Indian Territory, 


The following amendments were recommended by the committee: 

In section 11, line 14, after the word “stations,” insert “as far as said roads 
may now be completed.” 

At the end of the bill add the following amendment: 

“Seo. 12. That neither the lative Assembly of said Territory nor any 
county, township, town, or city therein shall have power to create or contract 
any indebtedness for any work of public improvement, or in aid of any railroad 
constructed or to be constructed, nor to subscribe for or purchase any shares of 
stock in any railroad company or corporation.” 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the committee for 
a few minutes while I endeavor to explain the provisions of this bill. It 
provides for the organization of a new Territory of the United States to 
be called the Territory of Oklahoma. The districts of country embraced 
within its provisions comprise three separate and distinct tracts: The 
first isthe Public Land strip, which was acquired from Texas in 1850, and 
contains 3,672,640 acresof land. Over this Public Land strip the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has absolute control, and always has had, 
so that there can be no esm whatever as to the power of Congress 
to open up this tractof country for settlement. Another section of 
country embraced within the provisions of the bill is the so-called Ter- 
anyo Oklahoma, which was poena by treaty from the Creeks 
and Seminoles in 1866 and which contains 1,880,500 acres. 

There is also the Cherokee strip, which was also negotiated for by 
treaty, containing 6,022,855 acres—making in all nearly 12,000,000 
acres of land, or a district of country as large as Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, New Jersey, and Delawarecombined. The bill does not propose, 
Mr. Chairman, to violate any treaty whatever with any tribe of Indians. 
By reference to the treaty of 1866 it will be seen that the Territory of 
Oklahoma and the Cherokee strip were acquired for a special purpose. 
That purpose was for the settlement of friendly Indians orfreedmen in 
that Territory. 

I have never held nor do I now hold that the Government of the 
United States has the right to open up that Indian country for settle- 
ment by white settlers without the consent of those Indians; that 
would in effect be a violation of the spirit of the treaty. Butit is a 
notorious fact, Mr. Chairman, that the policy which the Government 
originally intended to inaugurate, which was to settle upon that country 
friendly Indians or freedmen, has long ago been abandoned, and that the 
Government has hot now any intention whatever of making ay at- 
tempt, so far as we can gather from proper authorities, to settle either 
freedmen or friendly Indians upon any part of this Territory which I 
have named. 

The bill provides, as will be seen by the reading of it, for the ap- 
pointment by the President of the United States of a commission of 
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five persons to treat with these Indians with the view of securing a 
modification of these treaties to such an extent as to admit of white 
settlements in the Territory named in the bill and without which the 
bill, of course, and all its provisions would be of no force or effect, so 
far as it relates to that portion of the country once controlled by the 
Indian tribes. g 

It also provides for the appointment of a governor and secretary of 
the Territory, United States marshals, and a Territorial court and 
proper officers to put in motion the machinery of a Territorial govern- 
ment. Intheeventof successful negotiations with these Indian tribes, 
the bill provides further for selling the lands therein contained in tracts 
of 160 acres each and no more. ‘oactual settlers patents to issue after 
five years’ residence. And it provides further for the extreme punish- 
ment of any person or persons who undertake to invade the Territory 
or any part of it for illegal settlement until after the consent of the In- 
dians has been obtained. i 

It is, in my judgment, an exceedingly well guarded and carefully 
drawn bill. If gentlemen of the committee will take the pains to read 
it they willsee that no possible outrage can be committed or injury done 
to any persons whatever by its passage. 

As to the fertility of the soil of that country there can be no question. 
AJl the information we have from the report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and from reports that have been made from time to time 
by special committees authorized by Congress, and from reports of the 
Secretary of the Interior and others, is that the country embraced within 
the provisions of the bill contains a fertile soil, blessed by as healthy a 
climate as any part of our public domain. 

The treaties with these Indians I have already mentioned, and Iwill 
not take time to discuss the provisions of any of them. Suffice it to 
say that I concede to the minority of the committee to which I have 
the honor to be chairman that so far as that part of their report which 
construes the treaties is concerned I cordiaHy agree with them. I 
would not ask for the violation of a single line or word or letter of any 
treaty with any Indian tribe; and I claim, Mr. Speaker, that not a 
single section can be found in the billor a letter which violates a single 
letter of a treaty which is now in force between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the Indian tribes in the Indian Territory. 

This Territory is a part of the territory included in the Louisiana pur- 
chase, as members of the committee are well aware. Now, I desire to 
read some information which I have obtained from the report of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], who was author- 
ized by the last Congress'to make a special examination of the condition 
of the tribes in that Territory, and to report the result to Congress. 
After setting forth the extent of the country, the report (page 40) says: 

The civilized nations—Cherokees, Chickasaws, Choctaws, Creeks, and Semi- 
noles—and all of the other more advanced tribes are in the eastern part of the 
. Here the principal progress in agriculture, as well as in general ad- 
vancement, has been made, while an extended portion of the west is occupied 
by the Cheyennes, Arapahoes, Wichitas, Kiowas, and Comanches, with a united 
feces of 7,746, who have made comparatively little progress, with very 

portant improvements, and none of a permanent character. 

The report goes on to say that— 


In the heart of this Territory is situated the tract of land containing 1,887,800.47 
acres, known as “ Oklahoma,” being a part of the land purchased by the Gov- 
ernment at 15 and 390 cents an acre, by treaties made in 1866 with the Creeks 
and Seminoles, a tract of land comparing well in fertility and streams of water 
with the southern portion of the State of Kansas, This Oklahoma tract is sur- 
rounded on every side by lands which the Government, by treaty or agreement, 
have ceded to Indian tribes. It is manifest that the Government can not con- 
sistently with its agreement with the Creeks, permit this tract of land to be oc- 
cupied except by Indians. 

The report further says that, so far as the other tribes are concerned, 
no p has been made, that the Arapahoes and Cheyennes occupy 
a tract of country embracing nezrly 5,000,000 acres of land, having 
been put there by departmental orders some years ago, and that they 
have cultivated only about 600 acres of it, never exceeding 1,000, and 
are lying around on the grass like a lot of dogs sleeping in the sun, be- 
ing fed at the expense of the tax-paying people of this country. 

rt. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman, in the last 
Praca of his statement just made, was not quoting from the report. 

Laughter. ] s 

Mr. HILL. No; not from your report—your part of it, but I have 
simply told the truth, Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Indiana 
well knows. The minority report, prepared by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr Cannon], says: 

This reservation is west of and adjacent to Oklahoma. Its area is 4,297,771 
acres. The Indians thereon number 3,600 men, women, and children. It would 
support, if perfectly developed, 300,000 people. Situate upon it is Fort Reno, the 
Darlington agency, and four boarding schools for Indian children, maintained 
by the Government, and, with all the aid given the Indians by the many em- 

oyés of the Government, farmers and others, there was only 1,000 acres of land 
i cultivation in the aggregate last year, 

This report further says: 

The failure to the few white men who are in possession of 7,000,000 acres 
of the Territory we submit affords just ground of complaint to the large num- 
ber of our citizens who desire to occupy s tracts in Oklahoma for homes, 
and who have as much right, and far greater equity, to do so than have the few 
eattle-men to occupy much larger tracts for grazing, and that the obligation rest- 


ing upon the Executive to remove such lessees and other unauthorized persons 
as Lely weeeiputie ess land in the Indian Territory, and the propriety of such action, 
result from express treaty provisions and the action of the Executive in remoy- 
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ing cattle-men, from the Cheyenne and Arapaho reservations and 
settlers the Oklahoma section, 
The committee also say that— 


The i e, not only in the Indian Territory but generall, 
Apain in toa ace N ta ech ach Montana, where the lands 
are agricultural—is to cut up the reservation system at the roots; abolish the 
tribal relations; allot to each Indian adult a tract of land in severalty; let it be 
his, and let it descend to his children; compel him to settle upon it; make it 
inalienable for a generation, or longer if necessary; sell the the remainder of 
the lands in the different reservations to actual settlers in not exceeding 160- 
ae ei let the proceeds of such sales constitute a trust fund for the In- 

ians, & 

„Mr. Chairman, my attention was directed the other day to some re- 
marks made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] while dis- 
cussing the river and harbor bill, in which he said that the professions 
which had been made by the Democratic party during the late cam- 

ign had proved to be false, and he quoted from the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr, WEAVER] to show that that gentleman had been mistaken. I 
want to say to those gentlemen that they are both mistaken. The 
President’s order and proclamation never applied to any part of the In- 
dian Territory whatever, except the Arapaho and Cheyenne reserva- 
tions, and from that country the cattle-men were expelled. 

As to the Cherokee strip and the Oklahoma strip which had been 
leased to a syndicate by the Cherokee Indians—without authority and 
in violation of law, as I claim, no order from the Executive ever issued 
asking that these men be expelled. The question was twice referred 
to the Attorney-General of the United States. The first Attorney-Gen- 
eral who gave an opinion upon the subject was Mr. Devens, who, in 
an elaborate opinion, which will be found at page 1470 of the sixteenth 
volume of the Reports of the Attorney-Generals, held that— 


The Cherokee Nation itself could not settle one of its tribes upon this strip; 
and if such tribe could not settle one of its citizens thereon, it follows that it 
could not authorize the settlement thereon of white persons, or lease the same 
toany person, which intludes the right of occupancy, ` 


This very question, involving the validity of these cattle leases, was 
referred last year to the Department of Justice for the opinion of the 
Attorney-General, and on the 21st of July Attorney-General Garland, 
in response to an inquiry by the Secretary of the Interior, gave an 
elaborate opinion, in which he quoted the statutes in that case made 
and provided, and held that every one of these leases to these cattle 
syndicates by these Indian tribes was in violation of law—was null 
and void, of no force and effect. 

Having come to that part of the bill, I desire to state that the in- 
formation of the committee derived from the report of the Secretary 
and other documents is that this vast country, containing nearly 
8,000,000 acres of land, and also another portion of the Indian reserva- 
tion containing nearly 4,000,000 acres more, have been leased from 
time to time in violation of the lawsof the United States, without the 
shadow of any authority whatever, to vast cattle syndicates both in 
England and this country, at a rate of perhaps 1 cent or a little more 
an acre; and these syndicates haye sublet the land to smaller syndi- 
cates for a sum five times as large as the amount which they pay; in 
other words, they pay $100,000 a year for the Cherokee strip and are 
receiving $500,000 a year from syndicates that have subleased it from 
them. For every dollar they have paid out to these ¢gnorant Indians 
they get $5 in return; and by reference to the report of my distin- 
guished friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] it will be seen that it is 
the opinion out there that some of these leases were obtained by the 

b kind of fraud and corruption. 

I will take the liberty of incorporating in my remarks the opinion 
of Attorney-General Garland on this subject, in which, as I havestated, 
he decided these leases to be absolutely withott authority—null and 
void: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, July 21, 1885, 

Sır: By your letter of the 8th instant, inclosing a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 7th, the following questions are, at his 
suggestion, submitted to me with request for an opinion thereon: 

* Whether there is any law empowering the Interior Department to author- 
ize Indians to enter into contract with any parties for the lease of Indian lands 
for grazing purposes; and also whether the President or the Interior Depart- 
ment has any authority to make a lease for grazing pu of any partofany 
Indian reservation, or whether the approval by the President or the Secretary 
of the Interior would render any aia lease made by Indians with other par- 
ties lawful and valid.” - 

These questions are propounded with reference to certain Indian reserva- 
tions, namely: 

1. The Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of ninety-sixth degree of 
longitude, except such thereof as have heretofore been appropriated for 
and we to friendly tribes of Indians, 

2. The Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation in the Indian Territory. 

3. The Kiowa and Comanche reservation in the Indian Territory. 

Our Government has ever claimed the right, and from a very early period its 
settled policy has been, to regulate and control the alienation or other disposi- 
tion by Indians, and especially by Indian nations or tribes, of their lands, 
policy was originally adopted in view of their peculiar character and habits, 
which rendered them incapable of sustaining any other relation with the whites - 
than that of dependence and pupilage. There was no other way of dealing 
with them than that of keeping them separate, subordinate, and dependent, 
with a guardian care thrown around them for their protection. (3 Kent Com., 
381; Beecher vs. Wetherby, 95 U. S., 517, where most of the cases on this subject 
are cited and discussed.) 

Thus in 1783 the Congress of the Confederation, by a proclamation, prohibited 
“all ms from making settlements on lands inhabited or claimed by Indians 


perso 
without the limits or j iction of any particular State, and from purchasing 
or receiving any gift or cession of such Jands or claims, without the express au- 
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May 1, 


section 4 of 
enacted 


any person or persons, or to any State, 

whether having the right of pre-emption to such lands or not, unless the same 
c treaty, held under the author- 

A similar ion was again enacted in section 8 
the act of March 1, 1793, chapter 19, which by its terms included any “ pur- 
chase or tof lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from any Indians or na- 
tion or tribe of Indians, within the bounds of the United States.” The provis- 
ion was further extended by section 12 of the act of May 19, 1796, chapter 30, 
80 as to embrace any ‘‘ purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, or 
of any title or claim thereto.” As thus extended it was re-enacted by the act 


Pd ai i ne aoon 12, and also by the act of March 30,1802, chap- 
„section 
In the above l ion the provision in terms applied to purchases, grants, 


leases, &c., from individual Indians as well as from Indian tribes or nations; 
but by the twelfth section of the act of June 30,1834, er 161, it was limited to 
such as emanate “from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians,” And the pro- 
vision of the act of 1834, just referred to, has been reproduced in section 2116, 
Revised Statutes, which is now in force. 

The last-named section declares: “No purchase, grant, lease, or other con- 
veyance of lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from any Indian nation or 
tribe of Indians, shall be of any validity in law or equity, unless the same be 
made by treaty or convention entered into pursuant tothe Constitution.” 

This statutory provision is very general and comprehensive. Its tion 
does not depend upon the nature or extent of the title to the land which the 
tribe or nation may hold. Whether such title be a fee-simple, or a right of oc- 
cupancy merely, is not material; in either case the statute applies, It is not, 
therefore, deemed necessary or important, in connection with the subject under 
consideration, to inquire into the particular right or title to the above-men- 
tioned reservations held by the Indian tribes or nations respectively which 
claim them. Whatever the right or title may be, each of these tribes or nations 
is precluded, by the force and effect of the statute, from either alienating or 
leasing any part of its reservation, or imparting any interest or claim in and to 
the same, without the consent of the Government of the United States, A lease 
of the land for grazing purposes is as clearly within the statute as a lease for 
any other or for general purposes, and the duration of the term is immaterial. 
One who enters with cattle or other live-stock. upon an Indian reservation un- 
der a lease of that description, made in violation of the statute, is an intruder, 
and may be removed therefrom assuch, notwithstanding his entry is with con- 
sent of the tribe. Such consent may exempt him from the penalty imposed by 
section 2117, Revised Statutes, for ta! his stock there, but it can not validate 
the lease, or confer upon him any l right whatsoever to remain upon the 
land; and to this extent and no further was the decision of Judge Brewer in 
United States vs, Hunter, 21 Fed. Rep., 615. 

But the present inquiry in substance is (1) whether the Department of the In- 
terior can authorize these Indians to make leases of their lands for ing pur- 
poses, or whether the ni at of such leases by the President or 
of the Interior would make them lawful and valid; (2) whether the President 
orthe Department of the Interior has authority to lease for such purposes any 
part of an Indian reservation. 

I submit that the power of the Department to authorize such leases to be made, 
or that of the President or the Secretary to a ve or to make the same, if it 
exists at all, must rest upon some law, and therefore be derived from either a 
treaty or statutory provision. Iam not aware of any treaty provision, applica- 
ble to the particular reservations in question, that confers such powers. The 
Revised Statutes contain provisions regulating contracts or agreements with 
Indians, and prescribing how they shall be executed and approved (see section 
2103); but those provisions do not include contracts of the character described 
in section 2116, hereinbefore mentioned. No power appears to be con- 
ferred by statute upon either the President or , or any other officer of 
the Government to make, authorize, or approve leases of lands held by Indian 
tribes; and the absence of power was doubtless one ‘of the main consider- 
ations which led to the adoption of the act of February 19, 1875, t 90, “to 
authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indiansto lease lands within the Cat- 

, 
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taraugus and Allegany reservations, and to confirm existing leases.” The act 
just cited is, moreover, significant as showing that, in the view of In- 
dian tribes can not lease their reservations without the authority of some law 
of the United States, 


In my opinion, therefore, each of the questions proposed in your letter should 
be answered in the negati pe psy EAOa IAA. a 


PENN ae A. Il, GARLAND, Attorney-General, 
si , Alto: 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The Secretary of the Interior, on page 32 of the report, says: 


By the third article of the treaty of August 11, 1866, it is stipulated that in com- 
pliance with the desire of the United States to locate other Indians and freed- 
men thereon, the Seminoles cede to the United States their entire domain, con- 
sisting of 2,169,080 acres, at the rate of 15 cents an acre. By the third article of 
the treaty of August 11, 1866, the Creeks, for the same purpose, ceded to the 
United States the west half of their entire domain, which cession passed 3,400,000 
acres at the rate of 30 cents per acre, the two cessions combined aggregating 
5,571,000 acres. In pursuance of the purpose for which these lands were ced 
to the United States, portions on the gast and the west thereof have been from 
time to time set apart for and assigned to certain tribes and bands of friendly 
Indians’ for their use and occupancy. That portion of land remaining unap- 
oper to the trust provided for in the treaties lies very nearly to the center 
of the Indian Territory. It is this unappropriated tract that is commonly called 
—. No aeons of the Government —— upon that land; it is not 
occupied in any way by any person or persons for any purpose under any au- 
thority of this Department. Ai 5 


That is the statement of Secretary Lamar so far as regards the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma. i 

Commissioner Price shows that the entire purchase-money of the 
Oklahoma tract was paid; that out of the amount agreed to be paid to 
the Cherokees for their tract they received some $347,000, demanded 
more, but it has not been paid. Itis also shown by Mr. Price’s report 
that hearly 8,000,000 acres of land belonging to other reservations in 
the Indian Territory are inhabited by less than 7,000 people, being 
about 1,200 acres to each man, woman, and child in the entire Territory. 

The bill provides for the removal, if consent can be had, of the Arap- 
ahoes and Cheyennes from the reservation which they now hold and 
upon which they were placed by a departmental order, to the eastern 
part of the Territory. In the event this is done, all the Indians in the 
Indian Territory will be put together in the eastern part of the Terri- 
tory; and they will then have on the west, as they now have on the 
north, the east, and the south, civilized communities of people. 

I call attention to the remarkable fact that the only portion of all 
these Indians in that country or in the United States which have made 
any whatever in civilization is that portion of the Indians which 
lie immediately next to the State of Arkansas and north of the State of 
Texasand south of the State of Kansas. And wherever they have been 
thus brought into direct contact with the civilizing influence of the 
white man, and with the modes of transacting business of the whites, 
with their schools, their churches, they have made more progress, And 
this is the only place where they have made any progress at all. 

If this bill should“ become a law the western portion of this entire 
Territory will be opened up to Settlement, and, in my judgment, in a 
few years it will be as densely populated as is the prosperous State of 
Kansas at this time. x 


This table, which I took from the report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, I desire to incorporate in my remarks right here at this point. 


Table showing the land owned by the following tribes in the Indian Territory. 


~~ >» 
à Aronin Arca in 
Name of reservation. Name of agency. Name of tribe occupying reservation. acres: oe Jation 
= à 
Cheyenne and Arapaho....| Cheyenne and Arapaho... ..........., Southern Arapaho and Northern and Southern Cheyenne............... 4,297,771 6,715 3, 609 
Towa.......+ „| Sac and Fox... Ee fe SA SERS = 228, 418 357 89 
S 100,137 156} 225 
...| Kickapoo .... 206, 3225 346 
...| Kiowa, Comanche, and W: 2, 968, 893 4,639 3,103 
..| Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe. 90, 71 142 932 
AE LEAN see 1, 470,509 2,297 1,672 
Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe 129,113 202 266 
Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe 283, 020 442 1,045 
Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe PSALO a 101, 894 159 574 
E and ae CARES, ...-| Absentee Pawnee PSone ipa and 575, 877 900 1,260 
„| SAC and FOX,Q.....cccccreeseessessaresereesss| Otoe, Ottawa, Sac uk), and Fox of the Missouri and Mississippi }, 667 750 1,126 
{including Mokohoka's band), à 
Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita...! Delaware, lonis, Kaddo, Kichai, Wako, Wichita, Comanche (Ko- 743, 610 1,162 1,034 


mantsu), and Tawakaway. 


Now, sir, the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs says that 
they have a feudal system in the Indian Territory which is equal in 
barbarism to that which prevailed in the Middle Ages. They have 
vast tracts there under the hands of chiefs, who lord it over the others, 
who have vast incomes and control the others, who while they live in 
a sort of princely way, as it were, the poor serfs who work for them 
and perform labor in the culture of corn and raising of cattle do not 
know at night where they will get a meal the next day. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to land monopolies in this country. I 
am opposed to baronial estates in the Indian Territory or in any other 

of the American domain. And, sir, there is only one way to get 
rid of it, and that is for Congress to enact some law or to give the coun- 
try some legislation to the hands of the President of the 


United Statesin dealing with lawless invaders of that Indian Territory. 


I have said all I desired to say pretty much on this subject. Ihave 
stated the objects and provisions of the bill, whatis the amount of land 
included in it and what it is. 

Mr. LANHAM. In that connection will the gentleman from Ohio 
permit me to make an inquiry? ; 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. In defining the boundaries of the proposed terri- 
tory did the committee take into consideration the fact there is a con- 
troversary between the State of Texasand the United States in reference 
to the title of that section of country lying east of the one hundredth 
meridian, between the north and south forks of the Red River? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, and that country which is called Grier County is 
notincluded within the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. The bill provides that this territory shall be bounded 
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on the west by the State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; 
on the north by the State of Colorado and the State of Kansas; on the 
east by the State of Missouri and the State of Arkansas; and on the 
south by the State of Texas, comprising what is known as the Indian 
Territory and the public-land strip. 

The land in dispute between the State of Texas and the United States 
is known, perhaps, on the maps of the United States asa part of the In- 
dian Territory, but in Texas it is known as Grier County. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill intends to leave that county or that dis- 
puted territory just where it now is, to be determined by whatever 
may be the decision of the arbitration now going on between the United 
States and Texas. If it shall result in favor of the United States, then 
it will be included within this Territory, and not otherwise. 

Mr. LANHAM. Inasmuch as there is such a commission to ascer- 
tain the real boundary between the State of Texas and the United States, 
would the gentleman in of the bill object to an amendment to 
the effect that this shall not prejudice the claim of the State of Texas 
as to the title to that territory? 

Mr. HILL. I donot object to such an amendment; but I do not 
think any amendment is necessary. If it should be found that that 
country belongs to Texas and not to the United States, then this bill 
would not apply to it all. 

Mr. LAN TEAM. There is no disposition then to interfere with the 
action of that commission ? s 

Mr. HILL. No,sir; none whatever. It is only to include that part 
over which the United States has undisputed control. _ 

Mr. LANHAM, I thought it proper to make the inquiry so that 
there could be no mistake on this point; ially in view of the fact 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrRUBLE] is the only member of 
the Committee on Territories now who was with me on that committee 
in the Jast Congress and was familiar with the facts of the case in rela- 
tion to the passage of the bill providing for the fe Site of a com- 
mission to investigate this question of disputed boundary. That bill 
was reported from the committee and passed the House. 

Mr. NEECE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion. I understand him to say that this Oklahoma strip was not le- 
gally occupied by any person at this time. I wish to ask if, as a mat- 
ter of fact, it is not occupied by these syndicates of cattle-men ? 

Mr. HILL. I think not. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it never has been to any extent. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I beg to say there is difference of opinion upon 
that point, and I shall attempt to show that it is so occupied. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know how it may be now; but in last No- 
vember it was not occupied by anybody except a small portion of the 
men under Couch who were settled upon the Northern Fork of the Cana- 
dian River ant were removed the next day by military force. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I agree with the gentleman from Indiana 
that there is no legal occupancy, but there are cattle there. 

Mr. NEECE. But as to the matter of actual occupancy, I wish to 
inguire if there are not cattle syndicates now there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The military authorities were actively engaged in 
preventing any occupancy of that strip when I was there. 

Mr. There have been time after time attempts to acquire un- 
lawful occupan the Territory. During the administration of Mr. 
Arthur raids wer€ made by persons seeking settlement, and the Pres- 
ident issued a proclamation and had these persons removed by force. 
The same has been done since and threatened to be done again since 
the presentadministrationcameinto power. There has been a repeated 
effort on the part of the people of Kansas, Missouri, and other Western 
States to lodge settlements in this fertile part of the country. 

I intended to state when interrupted that petitions have been pre- 
scented through this House from nearly every labor organization of the 
whole country, from farmers, from lodges, from posts of the 
Grand Army of the Republic—soldie: ing that legislation look- 
ing to the settiement of this Oklahoma and Indian Territory shall be 
enacted. 

If these lands can be obtained by the modification of these treaties 
and opened to white settlement there will then be left lands enough in 
the Indian Territory tæ give every Indian, little and big, young and 
old, nearly a thousand acres of land apiece. x 

It will only resultin the removal of about twenty-six or twenty-seven 
hundred Indians from the Arapaho and Ch reservations to the 
western border of the eastern part of the Indian Territory, and have them 
all there in a compact form. 

Now, while this bill does not propose to interfere at all with the 
tribal relations of any of these Indians, I believe the time will soon 
come, and ought to come, when these tribal relations are to be broken 
up, and when the lands of all this country should be allotted in sever- 
alty and occupied in severalty by families of Indians; for in no other 
way, in my judgment, can the humanizing and civilizing influences of 
an enlightened race be brought to bear upon that class of people. 

Mr. KING. What is the area of this proposed Territory? 

Mr. HILL. It embraces about 12,000,000 acres, with a view of 
taking in 4,000,000 acres more in future. 

Mr. KING. That makes sixteen millions in all? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It proposes to take in eight millions more. 
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Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; eight millions more, making twenty millions 
in all. : 

Mr. KING. How many Indians are there to-day? 

Mr. HILL. About thirty-six hundred. y 

Mr.. Chairman, ever since 1873 there has been a great depression in 
all our manufacturing and labor districts in the United States. It 
culminated in 1877 in the most extensive and disastrous labor strikes 
ever witnessed in this country. Millions of property were destroyed 
by violence in some of our large cities, and many other millions by the 
shrinkage of values. These strikes have been repeated more or tess 
every year since, and they are being repeated now. I am not aware 
that the condition of the laborer or his employer has been benefited by. 
them. Both have suffered. The prices of all manufactured articles, 
without any change in tariff laws, has become lower and lower, and 
the wages of labor have become lower and lower. No remedy has been 
applied or proposed. This bill proposes a remedy in part when it pro- 
poses to provide good homes for a hundred thousand idle men. $ 

Mr. Jefterson, nearly a hundred years ago, with that sagacity with 
which he was pre-eminently endowed, foresaw these troubles and sug- 
gested the same remedy which we hope to afford in the passage of this 
bill. In his Notes on Virginia he said: > 

The political economists of Europe have established it as a principle thatevery 
state shall endeavor to manufacture for itself; and this principle, like many oth- 
ers, we transfer to America, without caleulating the difference of circumstances, 
which should often produce a different result. In Europe the jands are either 
cultivated, or locked up against the cultivator, Manufactures must, therefore, 
be resorted to of necessity, not of choice, to support the surplus of their people. 
But we have an immensity of land courting the industry of the husbandman., Is 
it best, then, that all our citizens should be employed in its improvemeut, or 
that one-half should be called off from that to exercise manufactures and handi- 
craft for others? Those who labor in the earth are the chosen people of God, if 
ever He hada chosen people, whose breasts He has made His peculiar deposit 
for substantial and genuine virtue. Itis the focus in which He keeps alive that 
sacred fire, which otherwise might escape from the face of the earth. Corrup- 
tion of morals in the mass of cultivators is a phenomenon of which no age or na- 
tion has furnished an example. Itis the mark sct on those who, not looking 
up to Heaven, to their own soil and industry, as does the husbandman, for their 
subsistence, depend for it on casualties and caprice of customers. Dependence 
begets subservience and venality, suffocates the germ of virtue, and prepares fit 
tools for the designs of ambition. This,the natura) progress and consequence 
of arts, has sometimes perhaps been retarded by accidental circumstances; bat, 
generally speaking, the proportion which the aggregate of the other classes of 
citizens bear in any State to that of its husbandmen is the proportion of its un- 
sound to its healthy parts, and is a good enotigh barometer whereby to measure 
its degree of corruption. While we have land to labor,then Jet us never wish 
to see our citizens occupied at a work-bench or twirling a distaff. 


It may be said hére that this territory is not fit for cultivation, only 
for grazing purposes. The same was said of the entire Louisiana pur- 
chase, of which this forms a small part. When Mr. Jefferson was about 
to negotiate for it and after it had been purchased he was denounced 
for it throughout the country. It was called the land of frogs and alli- 
gators, and it was openly asserted thata crow could not fly across it with- 
out taking his dinner along. Now that territory has been carved into 
ten States and nine Territories, containing a population of 10,000,000 
of intelligent, thrifty people. Kansas was formerly denominated an 
arid, sandy desert. To cross if on the way to California in 1848 and 
1849 in search for gold was to cross the desert; but time has demon- 
strated that the masses who stopped in Kansas found more gold in the 
soil than the masses who went to California found in the mountains. 

The growth of Kansas is withouta parallel in American history. She 
has half a dozen Representatives on this floor to-day, and more than a 
million of population, while every county in the State is dotted over ` 
with churches, and schools, and colleges, and the whole State has be- 
come a network of railroads, and telegraphs, and telephones, showing 
they have all the comforts of civilization which the progress of the age 
affords. 

Mr. PETERS. We can go you one better. Kansas. has one more 
than half a dozen Representatives on the floor; she hasseven. 

Mr. HILL. Thatisalacky number, which I hope you will keep till 
you change your politics. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the condition of things in the Indian Territory as 
shown by the reports of the distinguished gentleman from Indiana and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affiirs presents a deplorable picture. 
They show that we have a feudal system there equal in its barbarism 
to that of the Middle Ages. If the Democratic party have any mission 
at all in this country it is to legislate for the interest of the masses of 
the people against the few. If there is class legislation on the statute- 
books it ought to be repealed: If there are monopolies they ought 
to be abolished. This bill forfeits a railroad land grant, and it required 
class legislation to create the grant. Itseeks to abolish cattle monopo- 
lies and cattle syndicates, whether they be of foreiga or native origin. 
It abolishes a system of land monopoly which has in every and 
every clime proved the unrelenting foe to civil and religious lil > 
Where the few own the land and the many do not, you have oligarchy 
and despotism; where the many own itand the few do not, you have 
republican government. 

It seeks to abolish a system of baronial estates which destroyed Irish 


liberty and Irish independence and cursed and crushed that otic 
people for six centuries. For PE EE pikea ee ve ap- 
ed to thejustice of mankind for aid and sympathy. Heaven, 


they are now getting both at home as well as from America, By their 


A068 © 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 1, 


determined efforts, undying patriotism, and thirst for freedom, the 


Trish people have nerved the arm and fired the brain of the mighty 
Gladstone to that great plane of statesmanship which enabled his elo- 
quence and the justice of his cause to thrill the world. Let not the 
example of England and Ireland be imitated or tolerated in America. 
Class legislation has already donated a vast empire five times as large 
as Ohio to corporations. In violation of law, right in the heart of the 
Mississippi Valley, we find another empire consecrated by permission to 
cattle barons and monopolists at a rental of a little over a centan acre, 
where a full-grown ox is raised for market at a cost of 25 cents while it 
costs $25 in Ohio and Illinois and Missouri. 

Let us wage eternal war on all these monopolies in every shape. The 
settlement and occupancy of these lands can not long be delayed. It 
requires the vigilance and physical force of the Army to prevent it now. 
Even thatcan notlongpreventit. The resistless energy and enterprise of 
the American people havespanned all the great mountains and united the 
Atlantic with the Pacific by bands of iron and steel. The same energy 
and enterprise will not forever permit this vast area of fertile country 
to be turned over to monopolists and worthless savages. If this bill 
passes a few shdft years will witness there what we now sce in Kansas, 
free homes and well-cultivated farms, towns, cities, churches, schools, 
colleges, and a net-work of railroads, telegraphs, and telephones, with 
all the comforts of civilization, Whether it passes or not, the agitation 
has begun. 

The people will get the facts, and the dark shadow which now hovers 
over this garden of the great valley will be dispelled by the industry 
of thousands of happy farmers, and another bright star added to our 
glorious constellation in the Federal galaxy. Even now I think I can 
behold the dim but visible star of Oklahoma, LAppiause J 

Mr. HILL. The rest of my time, if I have any, I have agreed to give 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his time 
remaining. Does the Chair understand him to yield that time to the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HILL. How much time docs the gentleman from Illinois de- 
sire? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwill take only five minutes. 

Mr. HILL. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois, as he can not be here next Saturday, and 
the remaining ten minutes of my time I reserve for myself. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I think unanimous consent had 
better be given generally for gentlemen to extend their remarks upon 
this bill in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. What provision is made for disposing of these lands. 

Mr. HILL. The bill provides for the sale of these lands at $1.25 an 
acre, and it also provides that the proceeds of the sale shall be given 
to the Indians. 

Mr. BLAND. Will not that give an opportunity for these syndicates 
to buy up the whole territory. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. If the gentlemen will read the bill he will 
see that each person can get only 160 acres, and that it must be for 
actual settlement. 

Mr. WEAVER. Personal settlement. 

Mr. HILL. Personal settlement; and the bill further requires five 
years’ residence and cultivation of the land before a patent can be ob- 
tained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] desired to proceed with some remarks this evening, but 
it is quite late, and I suggest, if it will suit him as well, that the coni- 
mittee had better rise. 

Mr. BAKER. I think I must proceed now, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman desires to proceed, of course I 
have no objection. We wish to have a vote on the bill on Saturday 
next, and the number of gentlemen desiring to speak makes it perhaps 
necessary for some to speak to-day. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, theimportance of this question, inmy 
judgment, is such that I desire to urge upon the members of the com- 
mittee that they shall take the trouble to read carefuMy the bill now 
under consideration and the reports both of the majority and the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Territories. This subject has received a 
large portion of the attention of the committee during several months 
past, and it is one which I think deserves the careful consideration of 
ever member of the House. Intelligent action upon it demands that 
it shall receive such attention and consideration, and I desire to sub- 
mit at this time a few observations which may commend themselves to 
gentlemen on this floor and to those not present who may take the 
trouble to read them in the RECORD. 

Mr. Chairman, in all dealings with and treatment of the American 
Indians, especially during the past half century, it [has been the set- 
tled policy of our Government.to preserve the autonomy of the several 
tribes in their governmental affairs, and to encourage them in building 
and maintaining for themselves a better social and domestic existence. 


To that end millions of dollars have been voted, numerous treaties con- 
‘eluded, and no end of legislation enacted. 


Prominent among Congressional enactments stands the act of May 28, 
1830, found at page 411, volume 4, Statutes at Large. Under it the 
United States proceeded to extinguish the Indian occupancy title to all 
the lands now embraced in and known as the Indian Territory. To 
pay therefor that bill appropriated $500,000. Having thus acquired 
the Indian ‘title, thereby perfecting the title Toisa acquired by ` 
purchase from France, and consequently vesting in the United States 
the full and absolute ownership, the Government proceeded, pursuant 
tosuid act, and in accordance with existing treaty, to, and did by, patent 
dated December 31, 1838, convey it all to the Cherokee Indian Nation 
in fee-simple. f 

The treaty referred to is that of 1828, by which the United States had 
agreed to convey a large portion, extending from the west line of Ar- 
kansas to the western frontier. That treaty was, by a new compact 
made in 1833, reaflirmed, by which the United States covenanted and 
agreed to ‘‘ possess the Cherokees and guarantee them forever” these 
lands so conveyed. This title in the Cherokee Nation was commented 
upon by the United States court in a decision made at the May term, 
1879, United States vs. Reese, by which the learned court held that 
under the treaty of 1833 the title of the United States to the 
Cherokee Nation absolutely. In delivering the opinion of the court 
Mr, Justice Parker said: 


There is no limitation on the title conveyed by the United States to the Cher- 
okees by the treaty of 1833, and if said treaty was inconsistent with the act of 
1830, it repealed so much of it as was inconsistent; that the language ofthe second 
article of the treaty of 1835 was a ition of the cession of these lands, and 
if they had already been ceded to the Cherokees by the treaty of 1 the agree- 
ment by the United States by the article of the treaty of 1835 to give them a 
patent for these lands, according to the act of Congress of May 23; 1830, was a 
mere nudum pactum. It was an attempt to place arestriction on a title that had 
already . * & è This Indian title being a base. qualified, or determin- 
able fee, with only the possibility of reversion, and not the right of reversion in 
the United States, all the estate is in the Cherokee Nation of Indians, 


Ta speaking of the patent for these lands to that nation, Attorney- 
General Devens said (16 Opinions, page 430): 

The effect of the conveyance by the United States to the Cherokee Nation of 
this tract of land [he is referring to the 800,00)-acre tract, but it will be borne in 
mind, it is included in the same patent with the other aoe | upon the purchase 
made by them under the treaty of 1835 was to vest in the tribe a fee-simple title 
to said tract. This tribe did not hold this tract of land by the ordinary en 
title, which is one of occupancy only, which may be continued indefinitely. 
In such case the fee simple to the land is in the United States. The effect of 
this sale was to separate distinctly the tract from the public lands of the United 
States and vest it in private ownership. 


The Cherokee title was also pai upon by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the case of Holden vs. Joy, decided at the Decem- 
ber term, 1871. (17 Wallace, page 211.) In its opinion the court says: 


. _ Evidently, therefore, the Cherokees were competent to make the sale to the 


United States, and to purchase the lands agreed to be conveyed to them by the 
second article of the treaty. Both parties concede that tie title of the United 
States to the tract known as the Cherokee neutral lands was perfect and com- 
plete, and that the tract includes the land in controversy. 

Title to that tract was acquired by the United States as a part of the Louisiana 
purchase from the French Republic. By the treaty between the United States 
and the French Republic of April 30, 1803, the chief executive officer of that re- 
public ceded the said territory to the United States, with all its rights and ap- 
purtenances, forever. (8 Stat. at Large, 200.) 

When the President took possession of the territory the absolute fee-simple 
title and right of sovereignty and jurisdiction became vested in the United States 
as the successor of the original discoverer, subject oa to the Indian title and 
right of occupancy as universally acknowledged by all t epartments of our 
Government throughout our history. All agree that tifs land then, and for 
many years thereafter, was occupied by the Osage Indians. On the 2d of June, 
1825, the Osage tribes, by the treaty of that date, ceded to the United States all 
their right, title, interest, and cla’ to the lands lying * * * westof the 
State of Missouri, with such reservations and for such considerations as are 
therein specified, which, it is conceded, extinguished forever the title of the Osage 
Indians to the neutral lands. (7 Stat. at Large, 240.) x 


Mr. STRUBLE. > I desire to ask ihe gentleman a question. Is itnot 
true that the case to which he refers involved only the title to part of 
the 800,000 acres of land lying in the State of Kansas, to which there 
had been a subsequent treaty between the Cherokee Nation and the 
United States which authorized this sale out of which the controversy 
arose ? ‘ 

Mr. BAKER. Very true; but it also involved the question of the 
title of the Cherokees to Oklahoma, or the lands now possessed by them 
in the Indian Territory. . 

Mr. STRUBLE. Not by direct issue in the suit. 

Mr. BAKER. No; but the court goes on to say: 


Possessed as the United States were of the fee-simple title to the neutral lands, 
discha: of the right of oceupancy by the Osage Indians, it was clearly com- 
petent for the proper authorities of the United States to convey the same to the 
Cherokee Nation, Subsequent acts of the United States show that the stipula- 
tions, covenants, and agreements of the treaty in question were ded by all 
the Departments of the Government as creating binding obligations, as fully 
appears from the fact that they all concurred in re be the provisions into 
full effect. = vs, United States, 15 Pet., 448; Porterfield vs. Clark, 2 How.,76.) 

Among other things it is recited in the patent that it is issued in execution 
of the ments and stipulations contained in the said several treaties, and 
that the United States do give and grant unto the Cherokee Nation the two de- 
scribed tracts of land, as surveyed, containing the whole quantity therein men- 
tioned, to have and to hold the same, together with all the — privileges, 
and appurtenances thereto belonging, to the said Cherokee Nation forever, sub- 

ect to certain conditions therein specified, of which the last one is that the 
ands hereby granted shall revert to the United States if the said Cherokee Na- 
tion becomes extinct or abandons the prem 

Strong doubts are entertained whether that condition in the patent is valid, 
as it was not authorized by the treaty under which it was issued. 
the United States covenanted and agreed to convey the lands in fee-simple title, 


By the treaty ` 
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and it may well be held that if that condition reduces the estate conveyed to 
less than a fee, it is void; but it is not necessary to decide that point, as it is 
clear that if it is valid, it isa condition subsequi which no one but the grantor 
in this case can set up under any circumstances., (4 Kent Com., 127-130; Cooper 
vs. Roberts, 18 How., 181; Keneeth vs. Plumer, 28 Mo. 145.) 


It appears, therefore, that the title was thusassured by this Govern- 
ment through Congress, by executive action, and under treaty cove- 
nants in the most solemn manner, and the faith of the United States 
pledged in relation to the government to be created by the Cherokee 
Nation over it in the following terms: 

The United States hereby covenant and agree that the lands ceded to the Cher- 
okee Nation in the foregoing article shall in no future time, without their con- 
sent, be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Ter- 
ritory; but they shall secure to the Cherokee Nation the right by their national 
councils to make and woy into effect all such laws as they may deem neces- 
sary for the government and protection of the persons and property within their 
own country belonging to their people or such persons as have connected them- 
selves with them, 

the treaty of 1866 it was also agreed ‘‘ that the judicial tribunals of 
the | Cherokee] Nation shall be allowed to retain exclusive jurisdiction 
in all civil and criminal cases arising within their [the Cherokee’s] 
country in which members of the nation, by nativity or adoption, shall 
be the only parties, or when the cause of action shall arise in the Cher- 
okee Nation, except as otherwise provided in this treaty.” (14 Stat- 
utes, page 803.) 

For nearly fifty years this title has received due recognition by, and 

erpa approval of, the Executive Departments of the Government 

the courts. Their existence has been and is recognized as ‘‘a 
domestic Territory—a Territory which originated under our Constitu- 
tion and laws.” (Mackey vs. Coxe, 18 Howard, page 100.)- 

As late as January 3, 1885, the then Secretary of the Interior, in a 
letter to the Senate (see Executive Document No. 17, second session 
Forty-eighth Congress), among other things, said: . 

The Cherokees have a fee-simple title to their lands, and they do not recognize 
the right of the Department to interfere in the managementof their affairs with 
reference thereto. Patent was issued to this nation of Indians December 31, 


1838, for their lands in tho Indian Territory, under the provisions of articles 2 
and 3 of the treaty of 1835 (7 “a 428), and in accordance with the terms of 


“The right of the Cherokee Nation to control its property is especially guar- 
anteed by the npsbhoco mn? of article 5 of the treaty of 1535, K 


such price as the Cherokees and such friendly Indians might agree on, subject 
to the approval of the President of the United States. The rights reserved to 
the United States are clearly ex in the several treaties, and the right of 
the United Statesto control the Cherokee property and prevent the nation from 
having the full and absolute.control of the products of these lands is not’even 
suggested. On the contrary, the Government guarantees, in article 26, as fol- 


lows: k 

“The United States guarantee to the people of the Cherokee Nation the quiet 
and peaceable possession of their country and protection against domestic feuds 
and insurrections and against hostilities of other tribes, They shall also be 


protected nst interruptions or intrusion from all unauthorized citizens of 
the United States who end attempt to settle on their lands or reside in their 
territory. In caseof hostilities among the Indian tribes the United States agree 


that the party or parties commencing the same shall, so far as practicable, make 
reparation for the damages done.’ 

“The Department has not considered it the duty of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior to interfere with the affairs of the 
neers ad Nation, except in the case especially provided for by treaty with that 

ion. 


I beg the indulgence of the House in this connection also to read a 
letter written by the then acting Commissioner of the Land Office, April 
25, 1881, having reference to a scheme then being pushed by the so- 
called Freedmen’s Oklahoma Association,’’ and the difference between 
the movement then attempted and that contemplated under the pres- 
ent bill I leave gentlemen to observe after due consideration. I read 
from Executive Document No. 111, Senate, Forty-seventh Congress, 
first session, which is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 25, 1881, 

Sır: I am in receipt, by your reference, of a copy of a circular purporting to 
be issued by the ‘“‘ Freedmen’s Oklahoma Association,” promising 160 acres of 
Jand to every freedman who will go and occupy the public lands at Oklahoma. 
This circular is signed in thename of J. Milton Turner, who is represented as 
“ president,” and by Hannibal C. Carter, who is represented as “general man- 
ager,” of said pretended association. 

It contains a letter from E. C. Boudinot, professing to state the legal charac- 
ter of the lands to which emigration is invited, and affirming that the same are 
public lands of the United States; that the Indian title thereto has been ex- 
tinguished, and that the said lands were purchased by the United States for the 
use of freedmen as well as Indians. 

The circular declares that the freedmen of the United States “have an un- 
doubted legal right to enter and settle upon these public lands,” 


In compliance with your aig eae for a age upon said lands,in view of the 
representations contained in this circular, Í have the honor to state as follows: 

1, There are no lands in the Indian Territory ot to settlement or sany by 
freedmen, or by any other persons, under any of the public-land laws of the 
United States, 

2. There has never been a period of time since the ny neg by the United 
States of the territory ceded by France that any of the ds embraced within 
the limits of the present Indian Territory have been open to settlement or entry 
by any persons whomsoever under any of said public-land laws. 

3. The lands to which the United States holds the 1 title within the Indian 
Territory are reserved lands by treaty stipulations and acts of Con and are 
not, and never have been, public lands subject to eral occupation. 

4. The entire Indian Territory, including the lands therein to which the United 
States holds the paramount title, is “ Indian country,” as defined by the first sec- 
tion of the act of Congress of June 30, 1854 (4 Stat. pa which act prohibits 
unauthorized settlements in such country, an: rovides for the employment of 
the mili forces to prevent the introduction of persons and proj contrary 
to law, and for the apprehension of every person who may be in country 
in violation of law (Revised Statutes, secs. 2111-2157). 

The Indian Territory comprises a remaining portion of lands originally granted 
to, or reserved for, the use of certain Indian tribes, and constitutes a district cre- 
ated by the act of Congres of May 28, 1830 (4 Stat., 411), for the removal thereto 
of Indians from other localities, 

The Territory is specifically described by geographical boundaries in the 
twenty-fourth section of the intercourse act (4 Stat., 733), by which act it was at- 
tached to the western judicial district of Arkansas for ju: purposes. (Re- 
vised Statutes, sec, 533, 

Noncof the land laws of the United States have ever been extended over said 
Territory, nor have any other general laws of the United States been so ex- 
tonusa; except the criminal laws and the laws regulating intercourse with In- 

an country. 

Prior to 1866 the whole area of the Indian Territory, except a small portion in 
the northeast corner, which belonged to the Senecas, Shawnees, and Quapa 
was embraced in the grants made and patented to the Cherokee, Choctaw, an 
Creek Indians under the treaties with said tril respectively. 

The several treaties under which the title of the United States was conveyed 
to said tribes are as follows: 


CHEROKEE TREATIES, 


May 6, 1828, 7 Statutes, page 310, 
+ February 14, 1833, 7 Statutes, page 414. 
December 29, 1835, 7 Statutes, page 478. 
Patent issued to the Cherokee Nation December 31, 1833, 


CHOCTAW TREATIES. 


October 18, 1820, 7 Statutes, page 210, 

January 20, 1825, 7 Statutes, page 234. 

September 21, 1830, 7 Statutes, pare 333. 

Patent issued to the Choctaw Nation March 23, 1842, 


CREEK TREATIES, 


January 24, 1826, 7 Statutes, page 286. 

March 24, 1833, 7 Statutes, page 366. 

February 14, 1833, 7 Statutes, page 417. 

Patent issued to the Creek Nation August 11, 1852, 

The treaties with the Senecas, Shawnees, and Quapaws were the treaties, re- 
oe Mey A esai 28, 1831, 7 Stat., 348; July 20, 1831, 7 Stat., 351; and May 

3, t., 424. 

By agreements approved by the United States the Choctaws conveyed a por- 
tion of their lands to the Chickasaws, and the Creeks in like manner conveyed 
a portion of their lands to the Seminoles. 

The titles of the several tribes under the foregoing treaties and agreements 
were subject to the following conditions: 

First. That the land should not be conveyed by them except to the United 


tates, 

Second. If the Indians abandoned the land, or became extinct, the lands were 
to revert to the United States. 

It was stipulated by the United States that the Indians should be protected in 
their homes and lands against all interference by =. rson or persons. 

The treaties by which the United States reacqui title to any of the landsin 
the Indian Territory, or obtained the conditional right to control the disposal 
of any Of said lands, were the treaties with the Seminoles of March 21, 1866; with 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws of April 28,1866; with the Creeks of June 14, 
1866; and with the Cherokees of July 19, 1866. 

By the third article of the treaty with the Seminoles (14 Stat., ba: said Indians 

ed to the United States about 2,100,000 acres of land, “in comp! fance with the 
desire of the United States to locate other Indians and freedmen reon.” 

In compliance with the same desire, the Creeks, by the third article of the 
treaty with that tribe (14 Stat., 786), ceded about 3,200,000 acres to the United 
States, “to be sold to and used as homes for such other civilized Indians as the 
United States may choose to settle thereon.” 

The freedmen referred to were the former slaves of Indian tribes. The treaty 
stipulations, as uniformly understood and construed, have no x Sage toany 
other freedmen than the perseéns freed from Indian bom hey relate ex- 
clusively to friendly Indians and to Indian freedmen of other tribes in the In- 
dian Territory whom it was the desire of the United States to provide with per- 
manent homes on the lands ceded for that purpose. 

The lands reconveyed to the United States by the foregoing treaties are there- 
fore held subject to the trust named. Ke iy be appropriated only to the uses 
specified, and to those uses only by the United States, and then only in the man- 
ner provided for bylaw. Miscellaneous immigration eyen by the intended ben- 
eficiaries would be unauthorized and illegal, 

The Choctaw and Chickasaw cession of April 28, 1866 (14 Statutes, 769), was by 
the tenth section thereof made subject to the conditions of the com; of June 
22, 1885 (11 Statutes, 613), by the ninth article of which it was stipulated that the 
lands should be appropriated for the permanent settlement of such tribes or 
bands of Indians as the United States might desire to locate thereon. 

The lands embraced in the Choctaw and Chickasaw cession were also in- 
cluded in a definite district established by the stipulations of the treaty of 1855, 
a to the act of Congress of May 28, 1830, the United States re-engaging 

the seventh article of said treaty to remove and keep out from that district 
all intruders, 3 

Articles 15 and 16 of the treaty with the Cherokees (14 Stat., 803 
that the United States may settle any civilized Indians friendly with the Cher- 
okees and mt tribes within the Cherokee country, on unoccupied lands, 
on certain terms and conditions specified in the treaty. 

These provisions made the United States the nt of the Cherokees for the 
sale and d: of unoccupied land in the Cherokee country for the benefit of 
said tribe, but restricted such sale and Ny secre exclusively to friendly Indians, 

_In pursuance of the stipulations of the foregoing compacts, and in the exer- 
cise of the trusts assumed by the United States under the severul treaties, and 


804) provide 


in accordance with specific provisions of law and the lawful orders of the Pres- 
ident, all the lands in the Indian Territory to which the United States has title ` 
have been permanently appropriated or definitely reserved for the uses and 
purposes named, 
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It is stated in the circular referred to me for examination that there are at the 

ttime a quantity, to wit, some 14,000,000 acres of public land in this 

tory thes Indian title has been and that “these pub- 

lic lands are surveyed and sectionized, awaiting their intended use, namely, 

settlement and occupation by the freedmen of the United States, giving to each 
settler the fee-simple to a homestead of 160 acres.” 

nly repeater O prepay wep O hatin te uninformed, and neces- 
sary to the protection of those who are sought to be imposed that the mis- 
eget ond greet and false conclusions of the statements ARENAN TAANA CIEE 
lar should be explained and exposed. 

The main proposition aah bath tp Cenk: Chote ake contol public lands in the 
Indian Territory, and the argument is that the rights of citizens to enter and 
settle upon the public lands must be the same in that Territory as elsewhere; 
and it is further asserted that colored people are especially protected in such 
eke as to these particular lands by the assumed purposes for which the lands 

bf cry retype by the United States 

That are lands in the Indian Territory that belong to the United States 
in the sense that the United States hold the naked 1 title thereto is true; 
Le Hale is not true that these are public lands within the meaning of the public- 

aws. 

The term “ public lands” is sometimes used in a general sense to designate 
lands the legal title to which is in the United States, in er pep to 
lands that are the private property of individual citizens. It is in this sense 
that the term is used in the surveying laws which aS Indian reservations 
to be surveyed in the same manner as “ pice ea lands.” And the Commis- 
sioner of the Ger Office, in his ann’ of surveying operations, 
includes the area of surveyed and unsurveyed iene int the Indian Territory in 
the tables of surveyable public lands in the same manner as all Indian reserva- 
tions are included in But 
mean that th 
are public lands in the sense of the laws ing for the disposal of public 
lan Under these laws the term public has a particular Henitoation, 
ow tip wither renga do of te United Staten an are open to the 
public for general occu: n, settlement, or en! 

All lands belonging to penos United States are n not subject tod , hence all 
lands belonging to the United States are not public lands wi n the meaning 
of that term, as invariably used in the publi d laws, and as the statutesare 
uniformly expounded by the courts. 

Lands belonging to the United States, but which pare been appropriated to 
any special use, or reserved for an sk re Senn rp or executive 
poaa aging S or withdrawn from ty, are not publie 
lands in the | tnd proper sense of those words as empio to define lands 
subject to peio to public and open to occupation by the public. 

Indian rese ions, and all other reservations established by competent 
authority, are protected from entry or settlement by positive provisions of law, 
and both the State and Federal courts, in an unbroken line of decision, have 
always maintained the inviolability of such reservations. 

The pre-emption and homestead laws entries to be made on lands 
belonging to the United States to which the title is extinguished ex- 
pressly provide, ae other restrictions, that “lands included in any reserva- 
tion by any treaty, law,or proclamation by the President, for any purpose 
shall not be subject to such right. Hence the extinguishment of Prt pB aio 
to certain of the lands in the Indian Territory does not operate to open any ot 
such lands to pre-emption or homestead settlement under those laws. 

The title of the United States to lands in the Indian Territory is, as heretofore 
shown, subject to specific trusts, and it is not within the lawful power of either 
the legislative or executive departments of the Government to annihilate such 
trusts, or to avoid the obligations arising thereunder. 

«æ , Such trusts are for the benefit of In tribes and Indian freedmen. The 

“freedmen of the United States" arẹ not comprehended within the policy or 
intention of the treaty provisions, and said lands have accordingly not “ been 

for pen erp res le of any of the States. 
Territory was in- 


any more than other citizens, can T A or be 
mitted to intrade themselves within tha k i 


geo ei E n een ena 
into or poida ng mh of the 
rate to by the o United 


The 
same 


resent attempt to make use of the colored people of the country in the 
jon, PROSESI Ay map women wy oo yma mpg T gma g] 
genial homes can be provided for them within this Territory, deservi are ating ater 
n a crimi- 


as piar nay since its only effect must be to involve innocent 
conspiracy, and to su them to disappointment, hardship, and suffering. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Cc. W. HOLCOMB, 
Acting Commissioner. 


Hon. S. J. KIRKWOOD, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

And now, notwithstanding all these things, Representatives upon this 
floor are urging the passage ofan act to create out of this Territory, with 
other lands, the Territory of Oklahoma, by a bill which, though we may 
admitit is inspired by pare god patriotic motives, can hardly fail of open- 
ing the way to flagrant vio lation of treaty covenants and stipulations, 
b down and overriding existing rights of persons and property 
and proving a most harmful and inexcusable breach of the nation’s faith 
toward those civilized Indian tribes, who for fifty years have rested in 
the confident assurance and belief that this great Republic would prove 
faithful to her pledge that it would ‘‘ forever secure and guarantee to 
them, their heirs and successors,’’ the homes so conveyed. 

We should remember that we are dealing with civilized tribes of In- 
dians—five in number—embracing a population of about 65,000 persons, 
who, it may be asserted without question, are by reason of theiradvanced 
civilization—their advancement in agriculture and in the trades—no 
longerinvolvedinthe Indian problem. Itistruly said that the very fonn- 
dation of the m so far as it applies to the five civilized 


easure, 
tribes, is a misunderstanding of the relations of those tribes to the de- 
velopment and progress of the United States; that it is pervaded and 
poisoned by the erroneous assumption that these five tribes are, like the 
wild tribes of the plains, obstacles to the march of American civiliza- 
tion, a menace to the peace and safety of American citizens, and burdens 


upon the Treasury of the United States, and therefore, like those wild 


tribes, are involved in the great Indian problem which now, with such 
urgency, confronts the Government and people of the United States. 

On the contrary, these tribes are wholly outside of that problem. So 
far as they are concerned it is contended that the impression that a 
present necessity or occasion for this legislation exists results, as does 
the structare of the bill itself, from momentary forgetfulness of accom- 
plished facts in the history of those tribes. As to them I believe the 
whole Indian problem, so far as it has any present significance, has been 
virtually solved, and solved with eminent good e and success. 
They are no longer obstacles to the general advancement of American 
civilization and propre It is claimed, with no little force, that they 
are in point of civilization in advance of the average of large classes of 
white as well as colored citizens of the United States. They are. law- 
abiding and peaceable communities, and should not be condemned be- 
cause other Indians, uncivilized and wild though they be, have shown 
no inclination or desire to cultivate the arts of their civilized brethren. 

The Chickasaw nation, num! ‘about five thousand people, expend 
more than $50,000 per annum on their schools. 

The Choctaws, with a population of about 18,000, expend about $60,- 
000 annually on their schools. 

The Cherokees, numbering about twenty thousand, expend about 
$80,000 each year on their schools. 

The Creeks, who number about fourteen thousand persons, expend 
for the same objects about $47,000 per annum. 

The Seminoles, numbering about twenty-seven hundred, Sx an- 
nually for schools $7,500. 

No part of all these moneys is contributed by the people or Govern- 
mentof the United States; and it is claimed that no other nations on 
earth expend so much per capita for educational purposes as these five 
civilized tribes. P 

They have theirstate-houses, their seminaries of learning, their orphan 
asylums, their school-houses, and their churches, in which they worship 
the same Beingof whom divine guidanceis invoked for this Congress at 
the opening of each daily session. They have all these emblems of the 
mental, moral, and religious growth and development of their people, 
and present them to the world as visible proofs of the progress made 
by them in civilization—greater progress, itis asserted, than that made 
by thé Anglo-Saxon race in five centuries of its history. 

And these are the e—a people numbering, as T have stated, in 
the aggregate sixty-five thousand or more—niost deeply concerned in 
and most largely to be affected in their personal and property rights 
by the proposed act. But it is urged by the honorable gentlemen, in 
advocating this measure, the act shall not become effective unless these 
several tribes shall thereafter signify in a legal way their desire to be 
incorporated within the Territory of Oklahoma under its provisions ! 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the very foundation of such an act 
on the part of our Government would be a monstrous wrong. Isit pro- 
posed in order that their civil and religious status may be improved ? 
It appears abundantly that such is not the purpose. Is it that better 
law and order may be maintained? It is shown that the lawless and 
disorderly are ex-convicts and desperate characters from all the States, 
who flee thither to escape justice. 

To meet that objection—to accomplish every pu we need only 
pass the Senate bill No. 624, now in the hands of House Committee on 
Revision of Laws, entitled ‘‘A bill to extend the laws of the United 
States over certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas, 
and for other purposes.” And Congress has full power to establish 
courts in the Indian Territory, and to transfer tp such courts the juris- 
diction as to such Territory now exercised by the courts located in 
Arkansas, Kansas, and Texas. 

Is it proposed to create this Territorial | pine pace in order to more 
effectually dispose of the unearned railroad land grants? 

Why not effect that purpose and object by express act therefore as 

a ny ie in other cases? 

n this connection let us call to the witness aie and briefly inquire 
as to the extent of existing railroad land 

We have here Mr. Sparks, Commissioner per the Land Office: 


se What was the total area of public lands June 30, 1885? 
roximate estimate can only be Piped from the data at our command 
oni it in round numbers at 250,595,634 acres. 
0,885) was the total area of the lands granted to railroads prior to June 
. Estimated at 155,000,000acres. Patented and certified to railroads, estimated, 
SEn D case Eate encase pe oe 
ow many acres have rai process of construc- 
tion but not yet transferred ? 
A. There remains of the 155,000,000 acres granted to railroads about 100,000,000 
not yet ted or certified to tbe railroads. 
Q. 4. How does the area of ors lands granted to railroads compare with total 
area of the public lands to-day 
A. About 68.3 per cent. 
re 5. How does it compare with the area before any grants were made? 
The amount granted to railroads is 11 per cent, of all public domala ac 
aie ae the Government. 
t per cent, of the lands granted railroads was available for ‘agricult- 


Bhs 
A. ated at 75 per cent. 
Q.7. What proportion ef the public lands to-day is available for agricultural 


A. Estimated at 75 per cent. 


1886. 
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Q. 8. How many actual settlers have taken public lands — the past year? 
naw many in 1884, how many in 1875, aa Sager rena does 1865 


nea mma ated aps an be ans’ to givethe number Sok homestead and 
preem n entries, which were— 
aisd past year. a 66, 677 


Q. Towhat extent have the public lands increased in value since the land- 
railroads were construct 

A. The only effect on the price to the Government is that within the granted 

limits to railroad odd-numbered sections being granted the price of the even- 

numbered section is put at double minimum, to wit, $2.50, Ii is not within the 

sng of the data at our a to say how "much in real value the lands have 


ced, the by the Government remaining unchanged ex- 
"i as above 


stated. 
10. Can any estimate be found of the value of the lands granted to rail- 


aruy x reasonable estimate would be an average of $5 per acre, which would 
make a grand total of $775,000,000. 

Q oe this how much have railroads contracted to refund? 

Q- 12 How much has been paid? 

. None, 
Q: 13. How much, if any, is now in default? 
A. The railroads are not under contract to refund any of these lands. When 
is a failure to comply with the terms of their grant it is for Congress to ex- 
tend time of grant or declare a forfeiture. 

In the foregoing the area of Alaska (369,529,600 acres) is not included. 

It is contended that the creation of the proposed Territory and the 
contemplated extinguishment of existing Indian titles would operate 
to make effective certain railroad land grants, at least so far as the same 
ae have become vested in the corporations concerned. 

it to enable them to derive greater revenue from the sale or grazing 
use of their pasture lands—lands said to be of little or no value forany 
other p this Congress proposes to deprive them of the rev- 
enue now derived under the so-called grazing leases, and declare such 
void in advance of due judicial determination as to their rights to let 
their lands ‘‘ for grazing purposes only ?’’ 

It is strongly urged that those landa. should be, in due form, opened 
to settlement, that they are needed for ‘‘ homes for the homeless.” 
Let us look for a moment at our public domain. 

In the Public Land strip we have 3,672,640 acres, over which the laws 
of the United States may be, at the will of Congress, extended, and 
which may be opened to settlement by due legal enactment. 

We have in the States and Territories, exclusive of the Public Land 
strip, and excluding also the Indian Territory which contains 40,481,- 
600 acres, over 200,500,000 acres surveyed and subject to settlement, 
as reported to June 30, 1883. 

The surveyed and unsold lands lie in the pikes land States and 
Territories (estimated June 30, 1883): 
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The estimated aggregate of u land in the public domain 
is, exclusive of the Indian Territory and the Public Land strip, over 
850,000,000 acres, divided between twenty-eight States and Territories. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman be kind ak: to inform the 
committee how much of that L land is of that character of arable land 
that an industrious settler can make a living from it for his family ? 

Mr. BAKER. I will proceed to show the situation as it was on the 
1st of July, 1885. 

Mr.SYMES. Does the gentleman mean he will proceed to show the 
situation on paper? That will not convey any idea to this House or to 
the country how much of that land the pioneer can settle upon, and 
make a home upon, and raise crops sufficient to support a family. 

Mr. BAKER. My object in referring to these statistics has been to 


show how much has been realized from the public lands, and how much 
of the public domain remains. 
the estimated area of the public domain there has been disposed 


Of 
of to June 30, 1885, as follows: y 
cres. 
“Cash sales, including ich ners roped ONH: es san i — 
CRY, dergei doino yes seersceseee 182,787, 395.17 
Under donation acts in Florida, 
and New Mexico ..... sessessessesesss 3, 128, 634. 63 
Land bounties, military and nava! G1, 117, 569, 22 
State selections for internal improvemen 8, 262, 405. 43 
Salines (salt springs, &c.) granted to States... 559,965. 00 
Town sites and county seats ..........cc0seeesessene 167, 871. 39 
Railroad land grants patented or certified 55, 000, 000, 00 
Can a EART E BAROD 4, 424, 073. 06 
Mili n-road ts. 1, 741, 997.59 
Mine lan sold since 1866 289, 381. 97 
ort (various kinds) 2, 969, 215. 83 
Goal Jan TT GR SA BREE 49, 517,40 
Stone and a ines lands, act 1878. 935, 465.73 
Swamp or overflowed lands to § 74,546, 849. 93 
Under graduation act of 1854...... 25, 696, 419, 73 
Patented for seminaries, agricu 78, 889, 839. 00 
omestead entries............+ . 90,463, 499.53 
Timber-culture entries. 25, 607, 546.14 
Under desert-land act.. 3, 487, 248. 20 
Sales of Indian 1ands......c0.ccc0 cesses senecesenee 5, 000, 000. 00 
Miscellaneous under various acts. 30, 000, 000, 00 
Total area by sale SNe renee Cerne ee bee aoe es 1835... tine 
By cession to Tennessee. eobbenseokabeesesabseesense asssassase. 29, 184,500.00 
Total area d of to June 30, 1835..... Ere 684, 308, $46, 00 
Of the publice d the area remaining Jul; Li was. 1, 164, 763, 741 
Deduct area of unsatisfied railroad grants.................- 100, 000, 
Area of swamp lands, school rk ag private land 
clai REE EA O EE ERS Oe mee. _87, 000, 
Indian and military reservations... easeheen 139, 153, 
Area of mountains, lakes, rivers, oe 228, 490,1 
Deduct area of Alaska ........... seee s.. 369, 529, 
914, 175, 057 
Area of public lands subject to be disposed of and surveyed 
DURY-1, LBB... ..ecsssrasceedonsysoccscposoe avccsceesessssouscerenesesseosesnpeseannis 250, 590, 684 


Even more than the aggregate in the schedule by States just given of 
lands actually surveyed and open o settlement under thé homestead 
and exemption laws. Like my honored friend from Ohio, the able chair- 
man of the Committee on the Territories, I deplore the fact that so many 
million acres of the public domain have been squandered in subsidies 
to railway corporations. I am opposed also to these great land corpo- 
rations, into whose ownership and control such vast tracts have passed. 
I believe it is time for Congress to adopt speedily proper measures for 
the protection of the public domain and its preservation for settlement 
by our people, and not allow its ownership or control to pass into the 
hands of foreigners. 

It may therefore be asserted, if done with due modesty, that there 
is no immediate necessity of forcing the fiye civilized Indian tribes toa 
voluntary (!) consent to giving up to white settlers the homes *‘ guaran- 
teed to them and their heirs forever’’ by the United States. Would it 
not be wiser and fairer to create the commission contemplated by the 
bill reported to this Congress by the honorable gentleman from Indiana, 
Mr. HOLMAN, on the 16th of March (Report No. 1076), which I have 
read with much interest, and defer any legislation of the character con- 
templated by this bill until such a commission may open the way 
through fair and open negotiations? [ Applause. ] 

Mr. HILL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the NEREA of the Whole House 
on thestate of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7217) to provide for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. MORRISON. TI present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Rules. I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD and that it 
be laid over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution referred to the committee was as follows: 


Resolved, That on and after Monday next the House of Representatives meet 
atli o'clock a. m. on each day. 


The substitute reported by the committee is as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, May 10, during the present session, pe 
House shall meet each day at 11 a. m. and adjourn each day at 5 o'clock 
but this resolution shall not interfere with any orders heretofore made 
cess. 


The report of the committee is as follows: 


‘The Committee on — to which was referred a stipe proposing to fix 
the hour of meeting of the House at 11 o'clock on and after Monday, Apri! 26, 
has had the same under consideration, and report back the same with a substi- 


mer Sone 
amns each day shal tħat on and after Monday, May 10, the House, when 
it adjourns se shall adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock a. m. on the day fol- 
lowing, and adjourn at 5 o’clock each afternoon; but this resolution not 
to interfere une any orders for recess heretofore made. 
‘The business of the House Pa aen OR Beme 5 an extent that the com- 
mittee was of the opinion that hour each day to the 


besa: 


was necessary to add one 
time for its consideration ; ana tt is belieyed by the committee that the 
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tion of a particular hour for adjournment will facilitate the transaction of busi- 


ness, 

When it is known that the House will be in session until a certain hour and 
will adjournat that time, it is believed that a better attendance of members will 
be secured than when the hour of adjournment is uncertain. 


TAXATION FOR PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. MORRISON. I present another privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and ask that the resolution and report be printed in 
the RECORD and lie over for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. MORRISON, and referred to the 
committee, is as follows: 


Resolved, That it shall be in order when any general bill or proposition to in- 
crease the rates or amounts of pensions or to t pensions to persons not pre- 
viously entitied thereto by law is under consideration to amend the same so as 
to provide by taxation or otherwise for the payment thereof; but no such 
amendment shall be inorder unless the net revenue provided for shall be thereby 
set apart for the sole purpose of paying such increased pensions. 


The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to which was referred a proposed amendment tothe 
rules making it in order, when any general bill or proposition to increase the 
rates or amounts of pensions, or to T apt pensions to personsnot previously en- 
titled thereto by law, is under consideration, toamend the same so as to provide 
by taxation or otherwise for the payment tiA have had the same under con- 
sideration and report it back to the House without amendment, and recom- 
mend that it be inserted as clause 9 in Rule XXIII. 

When it is proposed to permanently increase the annual expenditures of the 
Government for an unknown or indefinite period, it is the opinion of the com- 
mittee that it should be in the power of the House to make provision at the same 
time for raising the necessary revenue to meet the obligations incurred. This 
is more er tye f required in the case of general laws granting pensions. Gen- 
eral jaws in ng pensions, or granting pensions to new classes of applicants, 
usually affect a ve rge number of persons who necessarily rely to a great ex- 
tent upon the provision made by the Government for their support, and conse- 
quently a failure to meet such obligations at the times designated by the statutes 
would subject the pensioners to much inconvenience, and in many cases might 
cause actual suffering. The amendment to the rules, if adopted as recom- 
mended by the committee, will simply give the House the power to provide the 
means for the payment of such obligations in case itis found neccssary to do so, 
and while such action may not be ui all cases, there may be instances 
in which laws ange for the benefit of the pensioners would become practically 
inoperative unless this power be possessed by the House, 


REPRINTING OF REPORTS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Several membersof the House have asked for the 
report of the Committee on Territories on the pending bill. The re- 
portis exhausted. I ask that it be reprinted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DUNN. I make the same requestin regard to the report on the 
free-ship bill. ‘ 

There was no objection, and the report was ordered to be reprinted. 

Mr. KING. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 0’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Memorial of Grange No. 353, of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the suppression of imitation butter and dairy products—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, protesting against the admission of for- 
eign agricultural products free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Maria Gibson, asking compensation 
for property taken by the Federal Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of Wilkins M. 
Kirkpatrick, of Jackson, Miss.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to House bill 8249, granting a pen- 
sion to Mary P. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Papers in the claim of Robert A. Mc- 
Murray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of dairymen and butter-makers, praying 
for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. Scorr, to place the manu- 
facture and sale of imitation butter under the supervision of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue Department and tax it 10 cents per 
pound—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 737, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for such legislation as will suppress the manufacture and 
sale of all imitation dairy products—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of same, asking that the proposed tariff bill be so 
amended as to afford to wool and other agricultural products the same 

rotection that is accorded to other industries—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Statements relating to House bill 7716, granting 
a pension to Lizzie Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of Mrs. Lura D. Parsons and 6 other 
ladies of Ypsilanti, Mich., praying for a law to punish seduction of girls 
under eighteen years—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Memorial of Grange No. 570, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Pennsylvania, for the passage of bill to protect the dairy in- 
terests of the country—to the Committce on Agriculture. 


Also, memorial of the same, protesting against all legislation favoring 
the admission to our ports, free of duty, of all agricultural raw mate- 
rials, suchas wool, hides, jute, raw sugars, tobacco, &c., and asking for 
agriculture the same protection that is accorded to other industries—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Memorial of Albert D. Spalter, of Rumney 
Depot, N. H., praying for a pension; also, letters from different parties 
urging the granting of a pension or gratuity to said Albert D. Spalter— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: Memorial of the General Assembly of Iowa, against 
the passage of an enactment canceling and changing the form of the 
indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company—to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. 

Also, memorial of the same, asking Congress to maintain the National 
Board of Health, and to furnish it with means to discharge its im- 
portant duties—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Resolution of the Department Convention of 
the Grand Army of the Republic of Massachusetts, favoring an increase 
of pension to those who have lost a hand or a foot in the service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Messrs. Utley and Boynton and 73 other business 
firms of Boston, Mass., engaged in the butter business, representing 
that a great fraud is being perpetrated by the sale of imitation butter, 


80 or 90 per cent. going to consumers at the price of, and as, pure but- _ 


ter; and asking for the passage of the Scott or Miller bill, so called, to 
suppress the traffic—to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of L. H. Gamble and 98 others, citizens 
of Morgan County, Iowa, for additional pension legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Rebecca T. Bowen, of De Sota County, 
Mississippi, for reference of her case tothe Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Andrew Wassum, of Rhea County, Ten- 
tessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of 100 citizens of Mercer County, Illinois, 
praying for the passage of a law embodying the recommendations of 
the national committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Michael Beckner and others, askin 
for free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, ant 
Measures. 

By. Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of B. B. George and 28 citizens 
of Taylor County, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a bill embody- 
ing the recommendations of the national pension committee, Grand 
Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By. Mr. TOWNSHEND: Papers relating to the bill for increase of 
pension to Maj. Samuel Johnson, Twenty-second Illinois Infantry—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petitionof T. C. Greenhill, of Franklin County, 
Alabama, asking that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. y 

By Mr. A.C.WHITE: Memorial of Grange No. 176, of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of a bill to prevent the sale, &c., of bogus dairy products—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. “ 

Also, memorial of the same against the passage of the proposed tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Saint Paul, Minn., relating to interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

5 Also, letter of the Commissioner of Agriculture—to the Committee on 
rinting. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of George T. Williams, of Hardy County, 


West Virginia, praying that his claim may be investigated by the Court j 


of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money'from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. SYMES: Of citizens of Pueblo and Modista, Colo. 


` SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 3, 1886. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL, 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Journal 
will be approved as read. 

Mr. DAWES. Ithink there isa mistake in the Journal, Mr. JONES, 
of Arkansas, the Journal says, was instructed by the Committee on 
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> 
Claims to report certain bills. He may have been instructed by that 
committee, but he certainly was instructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to report bills of those titles. He may have had the same bills 
before the Committee on Claims; I do not know how that was. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Journal will be corrected accord- 
ing to the fact. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not certain what the facts are. The Senator 
from Arkansas is not in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will find out. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the bills came from the Comfhittee on Claims 
that he reported. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Arkansas was instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to report bills of the titles which were 
read. I do not know but that there may have been the same bills be- 
fore the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSecretary will ascertain what the 
fact is as to which committee the bills were reported from. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommunication 
from the Secretaty of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter from 
the Supervising Architect in regard to increasing the limit of cost of the 
proposed publie building at Wichita, Kans., to $100,000, as contem- 
plated by Senate bill 1387; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of February 15, 
1886, a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office as to the 
payment of cost of survey by land-grant railroad companies in the State 
of Nebraska; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, inclosing a letter from the surveyor-general of New 
Mexico requesting Congressional action looking to the adjustment of 
private land claims in that Territory; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a supplemental report by the surveyor- 
general of New Mexico on the alleged private land claim of Bernardo 
de Miera y Pacheco and Pedro Padilla; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY BUREAU. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Agriculture; which was read, as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. U., April 26, 1886, 

Sim: A joint resolution approved July 5,184, directed the printing of 50,000 
copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry ; 10,000 copies 
of which were for the use of the Senate and 35,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives. 

I am to-day informed that of its 10,000 copies the Senate has received (some 
time in 1885) only 2,000 copies, and of its 35,000 copies the House has received 
(some time in 1885) only 285 copies, and that no delivery has been made to either 
branch within about one year. 

I deem it uy aa to state these facts in order to relieve this Department of 
any responsibility for what seems to be an unreasonable and unwarranted de- 
Jay in the delivery of a report which Congress provided for nearly two years 


ago. 

‘The second annual report of the Animal Industry Bureau is also in type, and 
will, I am informed, soon be delivered. For the great bulk of the distribution 
of these two volumes, to be distributed simultaneously, or for the great bulk of 
the distribution of volume2 to get out ahead of volume 1, places this Department 
in an embarrassing position and subjects it to a reflection which is unjust. I 
ae bring the matter to your attention in order to protect myself as far as 
possible. 

Very respectfally, your obedient servant, 
NORMAN J. COLMAN, 
Commissioner of Agriculture. 
Addressed to— = 
PRESIDENT pro tempore Senate Uniled Slates, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing and printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the communication ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The reason why this printing has not been 
done is because there has been noappropriation made forit. The Public 
Printer has an appropriation made for the several Departments; of 
course he executes the most important work;and unless there is a spe- 
cial provision for this work, or unless the appropriations are added to, 
this work and other printing lies over from year to year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move that the com- 
munication be referred to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that would be the wisest course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made if there 
be no objection. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 

tion committee of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Asso- 

ciation of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the passage of the interstate-com- 
merce bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The Chair also presents a petition 
signed by 100 members of the United Labor League of America, asking 
that the preamble and resolutions of the United Labor League of America 
returning thanks to Mr. Gladstone for his home-rule measure for Ire- 
land be reported back to the Senate, and that they be printed in the REC- 
ORD for the use and information of the Senate. The petition will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT. | I present the petition of Dr. Alexander Y. P. Garnett 
and others, a committee of the medical profession, representing that the 
International Medical Congress will hold its next session in Washing- 
ton city in the month of September, 1887, and praying for an appropria- 
tion to enable them to be received and entertained. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of Granges No. 136, No. 89, No. 
88, No. 735, No. 570, No. 114, No. 83, No. 1, No. 237, No. 25, No. 352, 

Yo. 606, No. 58, No. 326, No. 52, No. 737, No. 157, No. 297, No. 159, 
| 693, No. 503, No. 715, No. 66, No. 608, No. 677, No. 101, No. 720, 
. 782, No. 74, No. 122, No. 684, No. 620, No. 165, No. 153, No. 150, 
. 271, No. 244, No. 442, No. 531, No. 41, No. 791, No. 108, No. 91, 
. 63, No. 109, No. 96, No. 417, No. 200, No. 277, No. 215, No. 799, 
. 67, No. 146, and No. 688, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of all imita- 
tion dairy products; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Franklin, Pa., praying that 
an adequate appropriation be made for the erection of a public build- 
ing atthatplace; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also presented two petitions of Patrons of Husbandry of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of all 
imitation dairy, products; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Healso presented three memorials of Patrons of Husbandry,of Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of agricult-- 
ural raw materials; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by a meeting of holders of 
trade-dollars recently held in Reading, Pa., favoring the early redem 
tion of the trade-dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Altoona, Pa., praying that 
increased appropriations be made for the National Board of Health; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Philadelphia, 
Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of dairynren and butter-makers, citizens 
of South Montrose, Pa., and a petition of dairymen and butter-makers, 
citizens of North Jackson, and other places in Pennsylvania, praying 
for the imposition of a tax of 10 cents a pound on all imitations of but- 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. g 

He also presented memorials of Granges No. 136, No. 89, No. 188, 
No. 1, No. 114, No. 735, No. 570, No. 237, No. 25, No. 606, No. 83, 
No. 58, No. 52, No. 352, No. 326, No. 157, No. 297, No. 693, No. 503, 
No. 715, No. 771, No. 608, No. 66, No. 677, No. 720, No. 74, No. 122, 
No. 101, No. 684, No. 185, No. 737, No. 620, No. 153, No. 150, No. 
271, No. 277, No. 200, No. 417, No. 96, No. 109, No. 63, No. 91, No. 
108, No. 791, No. 442, No. 41, No. 244, No. 531, No. 688, No. 215, 
No. 67, No. 799, and No. 146, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating! against the admission free of duty of all agricultural 
raw materials; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of merchants and manufacturers of Bos- 
ton, Mass., and other cities in the United States, praying for the 
sage of a bill regulating license fees upon commercial travelers; whi 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of George W. Townsend, of Philadel- 
phia, praying for the consideration of and adoption by Congress of a 
new educational system designed by him; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Marcus Morton, chief-justice 
of Massachusetts; Egbert C. Smyth, John Putnam Gullion, Moses 
Foster, Edwards A. Park, Austin Phelps, Edward G. Coy, all doctors 
of divinity and instructors in the theological seminary at Andover, 
and a large number of other citizens of Andover, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying that Congress will enact such Jaws as will enable 
the National Board of Health to employ all the power and resources of 
the Government in the prevention of epidemics, &¢. I move that the 
petition be referred to the-Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was to. 


Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the intendant, wardens, and 
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sundry citizens of the town of Mount Pleasant, S. C., praying that an 
appropriation be made to prevent the washing away of the shore in 
front of the town and the filling upof the channels connecting it with 
the city of Charleston; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. SAWYER presented the memorial of Alexander Weill, by Messrs. 
Shellabarger & Wilson, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the 
forfeiture of certain lands granted the State of Oregon, and by that State 
to the Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

. Mr, CALL. I present a resolution of the Tampa Board of Trade, 
unanimously adopted at a regular meeting held April 28, as follows: 


Whereas the completion of this road to pa is of the utmost importan 
not only to Tampa and South Florida but to the people of the entire State of 
Florida: Therefore, 


That the Tampa Board of Trade, representing the business interests 
and vicinity, does most ully memorialize the Congress of the 
United 5 to so amend such bills as to extend the time for the completion of 
on tee Railway and Navigation system to Tampa to the Ist day of March, 


Pectoral the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Public 
ds, ~ 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Cerro Gordo, Holmes 
County, Florida, praying for the forfeiture of the railroad land grant 
made to the State of Florida in 1856; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr.CALL. I present a letter, in the nature of a petition, from E. W. 
Perry, of Crystal River, Fla., stating that— 


A company of land emselves the “ Homosassee Syndi- 


tors, calling th 
all the coast lands in this county, even m 


cate,” are Si easuring every 
field of land cultivated By the settlers, represen that they doso byauthority 
of Government, and that they are authorized to e up all the lands they may 
want less of any settlement may have made upon ; at 


Eras fe untry, The settler will stand a bad chance i mtro' 
co! . r er a 
— — poo ce in s co: versy 

The letter also states that this land has been donated to the State of 
Florida and does not properly come under the designation of swamp and 
overflowed land. The writer prays that some action may be taken by 
Congress in reference to this subject. I move that the paper be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Memphis, Tenn., praying for the exercise of the powers of Congress, 
under the Constitution, in regard to the tax on commercial travelers by 
the several States; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS ted a petition of the Travelers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation of the United States, praying for the passage ofa law relieving 
commercial travelers of all taxation on their occupation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a resolution adopted by the Sioux City 
(Iowa) Jobbers and Manufacturers’ Association, of that city, in favor of 
the passage of a law to tax the manufacture and sale of imitations of 
butter and cheese; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Sioux City (Iowa) Job- 
bers and Manufacturers’ Association, in favor of the improvement of 
the Upper Missouri River, and strongly remonstrating against the re- 
duction of the appropriation by the House Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors from $160,000, as recommended by the Government engineers, 
to $80,000; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of Grange No. 88, Patrons of 
Husbandry, State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the admission 
free of duty of all agricultural raw materials; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 88, Patrons of Husbandry, 
State of New Jersey, praying for the suppression of the manufacture 
and sale of all imitations of dairy product; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Fo: a à 

Mr. VANCE presented two petitions of colored citizens of Buncombe 
County, North Carolina, praying for Governmental aid to enable them 
to'`emigrate to Liberia; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of nearly 100 citizens of Mount 
Vision, N. Y., praying for the passage of the bill taxing all imitations of 
butter at 10 cents per pound; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 


of Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, in favor of steamship mail 
communication between the Mississippi Valley and the Central and 
South American states, and liberal appropriations for the same; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ialso present resolutions, in the nature of a me- 
morial, of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint Paul, Minn., in favor of 
the establishment of additional hatcheries for restocking Lake Superior 
with trout and whitefish, in accordance with the recommendation of 
the letter of the president of the Minnesota State fish commission ad- 
dressed to myself I also present in this connection the letter referred 
to: I move that the papers be referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the representative committee 
of the New York Yearly Meeting of the religious society of Friends, 
officially signed, praying for the faithful falfillfent of Indian treaties 
and for better legal protection of the landed interests of the Indian 
tribes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution adopted by the State board 
of health of the State of Missouri, declaring in favor of liberal appro- 
priations and the enactment of such additional legislation as may be 
necessary to place the National Board of Health in a position to enable 
it to promptly and effectively prevent, mope or control pestilential 
invasions or outbreaks among the people, and especially to-contend 
against Asiatic cholera. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a petition of citizens of Jack- 
son County, Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $30,000 be applied 
in resurveying, shortening, and improving the military wagon road be- 
tween Rogue River Valley and Fort Klamath by locating the same 
commencing at Gold Hill Station, on Rogue River, and extending up 
that river by way of Crater Lake to Fort Klamath; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of Post No. 6, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Forest Grove, Oreg., praying Congress to pass a 
bill that will embody the recommendations of the national pension 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I present a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Dalles City, Oreg., praying Congress to give all possible aid to 
bills which may properly come before it having for their object the 
completion of the canal and locks atthe Cascades of the Columbia. The 
petition is signed by E. B. McFarland, president, and B. S. Huntington, 
secretary, and is a strong ent in favor of the early completion of 
this work. It states that for the year ending June 30, 1884, there was 
transported by;boats on the Columbia and by the railroads along its 
banks merchandise amounting in value to $5,669,885, and various other 
reasons are cited why this improvement should be speedily completed. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6637) relating to 
contested elections, to report it with amendments. As this bill is‘a 
a matter which affects only the proceedings of the other House, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be put-on its passage at this time. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. x 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of the measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, it goes over 
under the rule. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Task leave to withdraw the bill for the pur- 
pose of putting the amendments in se shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Delaware will have leave to withdraw the bill for the present. 

Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to report favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 55) Proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. I shouldlike 
to have the proposed article itself read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The article will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ARTICLE XVI. 

The term of office ofthe President and the second session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress shall continue until the 30th day of April in the year. 1889; and the 30th ot 
April shall thereafter be substituted forthe 4th of March as the commencement , 

the official term of the successive Presidents, Vice-Presidents, and Congresses 
of the United States, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that I was directed to report the joint 
resolution witbout amendment, but since the committee considered it, 
it has occurred to me that there should be one verbal amendment— 
that is, that instead of the phrase ‘‘the second session of the Fiftieth 
Congress ™” the words ‘‘the term of the Fiftieth Congress” should be 
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substituted, as there may be of course some extraordinary session, 
which would make three sessions of that 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
onthe Calendar. ; 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2) concerning Federal elections, moved its in- 
definite postponement, which was agreed to; and he reported a bill 
E 2297) concerning Federal elections; which was read twice by its 

e. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of Ann B. 
Hubbard, administratrix, reported it without amendment,*and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferreďthe bill (S. 1990) to provide for the adjustment of matters con- 
nected with certain judicial proceedings in Pennsylvania in which the 
United States was a party, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
83) for the relief of R. G. Combs and others, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement; which was agreed to; and he submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2298) for the relief of R. G. Combs and others; 
which was read twice by its title. 2 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, towhom was referred the 
petition in the case of Thomas Hamilton, aseaman of the United States 
steamer Victoria during the late war, asked to be di from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands I re- 
port an original bill, entitled a bill to repeal all laws providing for the 
pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber 
culture, and for other purposes. 

The bill (S. 2299) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of 

the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber culture, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title. * 
Mr. DOLPH. I willstate that this bill covers the same ground and 
has the same title as a bill previously rted by the committee, and 
is intended to take the place of that bi When that order of busi- 
ness is taken up I shall ask to substitute the bill now reported for the 
other measure. 

The committee after receiving various ‘suggestions in regard to the 
bill previously reported have reconsidered it and have made various 
slight amendments to the bill, and also some substantial amendments 
concerning the law known as the desert-land act, and instructed me to 

rt a new bill. 
give notice that at an early day I shall ask the Senate to take up 
the bill for consideration, as it is an important measure and has been 
ing before Congress for many years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

endar, 5 
FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr, PIKE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the os votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 4731) for the allowance of certain 
claims by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De 
for other having met, after full and free conference have 


apua to and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment adopted by the 
Senate and agree to the same. 

AUSTIN F. 

GEO, F. HOAR, 

JAMES K. JONES, 


The report was concurred in. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2300) to provide 
for an American register for the steamer Manitoba; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Orie alee a ced a bill (S. 2301) grani pensio; Li 

He in’ a a ting a ion to Lucy E. 
Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the PS 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2302) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Franklin, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2303) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Chester, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. BOWEN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2304) for the relief of 
the Kansas and New Mexico Land and Cattle Company, limited; which 
va aa twice by its title, and reférred to the Committee on Indian 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2305) making an 


appropriation for the resurvey and relocation, shortening, and improve- 
fnent of the military ss road between Rogue River Valley and Fort 
Klamath, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 2306) granting an increase of pension to Erastus N. Bates; 
A bill (S. 2307) granting an increase of pension to Oscar Dunlap; 
A bill (S. ow granting a pension to Henry Lafaer; 
A bill (S. 2309) granting an increase of pension to Robert A. Crites; 
A bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Hiram Morris; 
A bill (S. 2311) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F, Berk- 
d 


bill (S. 2312) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. Dixon. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2313) defining the service of a 
stevedore as a maritime service, and creating a maritime lien in his 
favor therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2314) to provide for the 
construction of a steam cruising vessel of war, of 20 knots speed, by 
Charles G. Lundborg, of New York; ‘which was read twice-by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2315) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 5 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2316) to provide for fhe erection of 
a public building in the city of Tallahassee, Fla. ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. COLQUITT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2317) for the relief 
of Daniel 8. Lamb, M. D.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2318) granting an increase of 
pension to Alpheus Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2319) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Margaret B. Todd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 4 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2320) for the relief of Cogs- 
well & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2321) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara B. Davidson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2322) concerning the reissues of pat- 
ents; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committeé on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2323) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a biH (S. 2324) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Barton; which was read tiwce by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (2325) to grant a pension to Nancy 
Mason; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2326) granting a pension to John Par- 
kinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2327) for 
the relief of Marian F. Haynie; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2328) for the relief of the heirsof 
Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illi y seized 
by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at ia, Brazil; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2329) to provide for col- - 
lecting in suitable reservoirs and utilizing for the benefit of invalids 
all the water flowing from the Hot Springs, in the State of 
not now being used in any of the bath-houses in the town of Hot 
Springs for bathing and other sani purposes, and which is now 
running to waste unused; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S, 2330) for the relief of Adam Eita- 
pence; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2331) to refer a claim of Samuel 
F. Rice, of to just compensation for professional services in 
behalf of the United States, to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iofřeran amendment intended to be proposed to the 
House bill making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 


ley; 
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30, 1887, and for other purposes. The amendment is in the following 


words: . 


For the construction of fortifications and other works of coast defense in ac- 
cordance with the recommendations of the board of fortifications or other de- 
fenses, eppointog by the President of the United States under the provisions of 
the act of Congress, approved March-3, 1885, $10,000,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. . 

It will be seen that this is an important amendment, and is intended 
to commit Congress to the recommendation of the board of fortifica- 
tions and other defenses, and to make an appropriation for the com- 
mencement of the work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish it referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses 
for the recommendation of that committee first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOWEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the amendment reported favorably to the Senate by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to the bill (S. 1916) authorizing the removal 
of the Southern Ute Indians from the State of Colorado to the Territory 
of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2812) to approve an act of the Thirteenth Legislative 
Assembly of Arizona entitled ‘‘An act to establish, maintain, and pro- 
vide for the government of an insane asylum,’’ approved March 9, 1885; 

A bill (H. R. 3760) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the probate courts 
in Wyoming Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the passage of local or special laws 
in the Territories of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5496) to increase the jurisdiction of prebate courts in 
Arizona, and to repeal all acts of the Territorial Assembly creating 
county courts in said Territory; 


A bill (H. R. 5888) to legalize and validate the general laws of the- 


Territory of Dakota for the incorporation of insurance companies, and 
for other purposes, and to authorize and empower the Legislative As- 
sembly of said Territory to pass such eral laws; 

A bill (H. R. 6965) to authorize Columbia County, in Washington 
Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house; and 

A bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of the meeting of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of Washington Territory. 

The m: also announced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the interests of the 
United States in the Potomac River flats in the District of Columbia, 

to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. REA- 
GAN, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 


SOUTH AMERICAN COMMISSION REPORTS. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


ved by the Senate of the United States (the Houseof Representatives concurring), 
T there be printed 15,000 additional copies of the Reports of the South Amer- 
ican Commission, Executive Document 226, Forty-eighth Congress, second ses- 
sion, and Executive Document 50, Forty-ninth Congress, first session ; of which 
5,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


UNITED STATES PRISON AT FORT SMITH. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate the con- 
dition of the jail used by the United States at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkan- 
sas,and ey egret with reference to the statements of Miss Anna L. Dawes, as 

- contained in the circular issued under her signature from the Indian Rights As- 

sociation in the month of February, 1836, annexed to this resolution, 

INDIAN RIGHTS Association, OFFICE No. 1316 FILBERT STREET, 
Philadelphia, February, 1886. 
A UNITED STATES PRISON, 
From “ Lend a Hand” (Boston), 

Prisons or jails belonging to the United States itself are comparatively rare. 
The census of 1880 mentions but four, and the last report of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral submits statements from these four, one of them being the jail at Washing- 
ton vos The country has a right to expect that these few prisons under the 
control of the Government itself, supported by the nation and supervised by 
its own officers, shall be model institutions. We look to them for concrete ex- 
amples of the latest discoveries in this direction. Penol is an exact science 
by this time, and some of its brightest triumphs have achieved in our 
own land while American adepts' teach willing audiences ‘from many coun- 
tries, It is interesting, therefore, to see what the United States considers the 
best system. With all the resources of the nation behind her, and all the wisdom 
of her famous students of this awful science to guide her, we look anxiously for 
her conclusions, We ask what system has been adopted, what employment 
pore for her criminals, whether they work for the State or for contractors, 

ow their day is arranged, what punishments are allowed. 

Innumerable questions of interest to the student of social science immedi- 
ately present themselves at the mention ofa prison under the management and 
control of the United States Government, 


In the western part of the State of Arkansas is located at the flourishing city 
of Fort Smith one of the few prisons belonging to the United States. This 
and growing town, in the midst of a beau region bordered by the Arkansas 
River, believes itself to be a coming center of feo) industrial interests. Already 
famous as the terminus of one celebrated railroad, it expects soon to be the meet- 
ing point of others, and to gather there muchtrade. Meanwhile it contains every 
facility for comfortable and luxurious living, and prides itself upon keeping 

t of the latest civilization. On the very borders ofthe Indian Territory, in 
its earlier days it was the depot for supplies for that vast reservation, and although 
its importance in that regard disa Peres with the advent of the railroad which 
traverses the Territory itself, it still retains the United States court having juris- 
diction over thatregion. Whatevercrime against 
ted in a tract extending westward 150 miles and embracing a belt of country 200 
miles wide is tried in court, and accordingly whatever arrest is made by a 
United States officer among ¢is 60,000 inhabitants, the criminal is brought to 
this place.* It is easy to understand that the court is overloaded with busi- 
ness and its prison with criminals. The industrions and ng judge 
who sits on this bench is occupied, according to a recent statement of Mr. 
Garland, two hundred and ninety-seven days in the year, but the cases brought 
before him must still wait wecks and months for trial, so overburdened is 
the court. The jail isas full as the docket. Technically this place of deten- 
tion is a jail, but though not a penitentiary it partakes in some respects of the 
nature of a prison, as will be seen. Its population is most heterogeneous, 
Here come men of all ages, accused of the gravest crimes or of the most trifling 
offenses, Here they await trial, and here, in many cases, they suffer punish- 
ment; a difficult situation needing most careful attention and most skillful ar- 
rangement, it would be said.. What, then, has the United States done to supply 
aye net How is the prison arranged and situated? What system is em- 
ployed? 

The student of prisons and criminals must be icularly interested in this 
prison, so exceptional in its necessities and so unlimited iu the opportunity for 
the best be cag ren and regulations. 

The United States prison at Fort Smith consists of two rooms in the cellar of 
the Government building, with no light except what comes from underground 
windows, and no outside ventilation. In these two rooms were confined dur- 
ing the month of June, in this year, one hundred and nine prisoners; nine of 
them accused of murder, and two already convicted of that crime, This is the 
whole of the prison. . 

A fuller description of this extraordinary place, this piece of mediæval bar- 
bery only makes the horror worse. The Government building isa relic of 
the old military post, occupied as such until within twenty years. It is a large, 
low Southern house, once the quarters of the commandant of the post, built of 
brick, with stone foundations, and surrounded by wide verandas. Its rooms 
are used by the court and forsimilar purposes, and itscellar isthe United States 
jail. The brick partition which supports the upper stories is the sole and only 
division contained in this rkable prison. ch of the rooms thus made, 
or cells as they are called, is 55 feet long and 29 feet broad. Their height from 
floor to ceiling is at the utmost 7 feet. The small windows which light this 
black hole are at each end underneath the wide verandas. At one end of the 
jail the guard-room islocatedin front of them, but these windows are larger than 
those at the opposite end in the other room, being fully 6 feet by 3. Of course 
the solid partition between the two rooms prevents any draught.. The climate 
at Fort Smith is that of interior Arkansas, a long, hot, dry summer, with the 
close atmosphere of a valley among low hills, without the Gulf breezes and lack- 
ing the strong winds of the open prairie. In early June the days were already 
stifling with heat and the nig ts were only relieved by a warm breeze that blew 
off the river across the 1 ties most favorably situated. Theamount of such a 
breeze which would penetrate under the wide verandas of a Southern house 
into a crowded cellar can be easily reckoned. Hoping to make the air more 
bearable the nn Tera of the floor are constantly wet down and the noisome 
air is heavy with the rising steam and pness, 

Into these reeking holes aré crowded criminals of every age and degree. The 
court has jurisdiction over all crimes committed between the white men on the 
reservation, against white men by Indians, against eran j white men under 
certain conditions, and over all infringments of the United States laws, Its 
prisoners are some of them full-blooded Indians, wild with all their savage pas- 
sions and filthy beyond any Eastern conception; some are border ruffians who 
have lost none of their villainy or their loathsomeness in losing the picturesque- 
ness of a past day ; some are the low-lived, mean, and sneaking population who 
hover on the borders of this neutral country; some are hardened criminals of 
the worst type who have fled from the law of the “States” to seek refi in 
the wilds of the Indian country; some are innocent boys brought here fora 
trifling theft; young men who, in a moment’s rage, have broken the public 

; respectable tradesmen who have unwittingly infringed some st ngea 
United States regulation about arms or Bans age innocent citizens accu: by 
some revengeful neighbor and awaiting t. ; outcasts whose crimes are beyond 
the ibility of mention; murderers who have been cau ht, not in their first, 
but in their fifth or seventh murder. It is literal] true that at Fort Smith all 
these persons are confined in the same room, the close, unventilated, wretched 

lace already described. Nor are the prisoners limited to those awaiting trial. 

n the midst of the desperadoes, the villains and the murderers, are all those 
crim already sentenced whose terms do not exceed a single year, Those 
sentenced to a longer term are sent to Michigan. Happy the convict whose 
crime is large in the Indian Territory, for worse is a single year of Fort Smith 
than a cycle of Detroit! 

Men who have been already convicted of murder a® confined with the rest, 
There is absolutely nothing to hinder their free communication with their fel-. 
lows. Five menare hanged at once in Fort Smith sometimes. Atpresentthere 
are nine men accused of murder in these two rooms, free to influence their com- 
panions, and like all the rest of their associates without the slightest check 
upon their opportunity to teach their horrid lore to young and old. The laws 
of the United States inregard to Indian reseryations are very strict. No liquors 
may be sold in them, for instance, or carried there for sale, or given away. 
The temptation to break this regulation seems almost irresistible, by reason of 
the enormous profits resulting from such illicit trading, and often it happens 
that the man he penne, De law is as young in sy as in crime. Lads who 
have committed small thefts are also in this prison to-day, side by side with 
men under indictment for the most dastardly outrages known to justice, The 
average number in confinement is seventy-eight, and in June of this year, as 
has been said, the number had risen to one hundred and nine. 

The only opportunity for wens © ven to this multitude of men is the singlo 
sink in each cell. There are no baths, only now and then some more fortunate 
prisoner is allowed the use of a coal-oil barrel sawed in two, this primitive wash- 
tub being the best that is afforded by the Government to this institution. The 
perplexed officials have tried many expedients to relieve he foulness of the 
place. The single bucket which serves the convenience of this considerable 
population is placed in a closet in the chimney, that the odors may be carried off 
through the only method of yentilation known to this jail. The prisoners spend 
their time as suits themselyes. No work is ble. To relieve the tedium of 
the slow days, a mock court is held and men are tried for such offenses as spit- 
ting upon the floor, and, on conviction, are sentenced to sweep it. Recently one 
poor wretch suffered such an accumulation of sentences of this nature that he 
appealed to the court upstairs! The wooden cots and blankets which consti- 
tute the beds are put one side during the day, or serve as seats. When feeding 


national law may be commit- | 


time comes the rations are pushed through a slide in the door, and one after an- 
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other these miserable beings retire to some corner like dogs to cat their por- 
tions. In the matter of exercise a regular routine is kept up. The prisoners 
divide themselves into squads, which march up and down the room at intervals; 
but be their stay there long or short, they see no ray of sunlight, they breath no 
— breath of outside air, 

is dark, crowded, underground hole is noisome with odors of every de- 
scription, e Hie ew arie Pg horrible with all horrors—a veritable hell 
upon earth. t must it be for the sick? Impossible as it seems to creditthe 
fact, the sick and wqunded must live in these same rooms? There is no other 
provision for them, there is no other place where sey canbeput. There is“ no 
refuge from the wild and ungovernable men aroun them,” no relief from the 
close air, the eating and drinking and sleeping. It completes the picture to re- 
member that small-pox is a disease very common to the Indian. - 

It should be made evident that for state of things the people of Fort Smith 
are in no way responsible. It is a United States prison, they have no more 
control over it than they have over the Capitol at Washington. They would 
welcome any attempt on the part of the Government to remove this plague 
spot, and substitute a suitable and decent jail. Nor are the officers to be 
with my ne or blindness, They do all that in them lies to remedy the evils, 
they make the best of the matter with no little thought and labor and pains- 
taking. But here are the prisoners and here are the accommodations provided 
for them by the United States Government. 

There is no question, shameful though the conclusion be, where the blame 
lies. The worst fact in the whole disgraceful series, is the fact that the National 
Goverment knows all about this horror. It can not even plead orance) for 
the report of the United States marshal in October, 1834, to the rtment of 
Justice* contains a full statement of the matter, with all the particulars, the 
statistics and a diagram of the prison. What was done about it? In June, 
1885, nothing had been done about it. There was no lack of money in the 
United States Treasury, for we had changed administrations on the und of a 
surplus, and at Seana f town, the Government was just then selling the 300 
acres which surroun the original fort. There was no lack of facil Hes. for 
Fort Smith is large and wareanipped and situated ona great railway, and the 
officers for its court are able and distinguished. There was no lack of knowl- 
edge on the subject in a country which possesses such experts as Brinkerhoff, 
and y,and Wayland, and a score of others like them, and in which 
prison conferencesare annual occurrences. 

excuse has the Government of the United States to offer for the exist- 
ence and continuance of this scandal? 
ANNA L. DAWES.. 


Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I rise to ask the reconsideration of 
the resolution adopted a minute or two ago calling upon the Attorney- 
General for information as to the condition of the jail at Fort Smith. 
As that has been very fully stated on the floor of the Senate, and as 
both Houses, I understand, have passed a bill for a new jail, it seems to 
me unnecessary to put the Attorney-General to that trouble. Ishonld 
like to move to reconsider the vote passing the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take it up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers are not at the desk. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the matter lie for the present. 

Mr. INGALLS. As the Senator from New Hampshire, who offered 
the resolution, has left the Chamber, it may be that he would like to 
be heard, and I suggest that the resolution lie on the table for the 


present. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had’ signed the fol- 
Jowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 1360) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 10 miles below and 
5 miles above the city of Kansas City, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of Thomas F. Purnell; 

A bill (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third story to the public 
buildi ng in Dallas, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Chicago, Freeport and Saint Paul 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix River (or 
lake) at any accessible point between Prescott, Wis., and Stillwater, 
Minn. > 

A bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Magdalena Rehkopf; 

A bill Ut R. 3369) authorizing the construction of a bridge acoss the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other 

urposes; 

p A bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the constructionof bridges across the 
Illinois River in the Stateof Illinois and the Des Moines River in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes; : 

A bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Keithsburg, in the State of Illinois, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3775) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase an additional strip of ground on the east side of the United States 
court-house at Fort Wayne, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 4569) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at a point to be selected either in the counties of Clay 
and Jackson, in the Stateof Missouri, or in the county of Clay or Platte 
in said State, and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, and 
to make the same a route; 

A bill (H. R. 5673) to authorize the construction of a railroad and 
wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from Winona, Minn., to the 


opposite shore in Wisconsin; 


* Report, Attorney-General, 1834, page 143, 


A bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of the 
Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint Charles, 
in the county of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 5685) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point in Saline City or within 5 
miles above or 5 miles below the same, in the county of Saline, in the 
State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 6013) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point within 2 miles north and 2 miles 
south of the city of Atchison, in the county of Atchison, in the State of 


Sas; 

A bill (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Yellowstone River, in Montana; 

Abill (H. R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul 
Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a bridge across the 
Missouri River near or in the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the Territory 
of Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 1397) to establish a port of delivery at Springfield, in the 
State of Massachusetts; and A 

A bill (S. 1013) providing for the establishment of a pòrt of entry at 
Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of Maine. 


REPORT OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY BUREAU, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Publie Printer be, and he hereby is, directed to inform the 
Senate the cause of the delay in furnishing to Congress for distribution the 
50,000 copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry as au- 
thorized by the joint resolution approved July 5, 1834. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Missouri that the Chair presented a letter to-day from the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture explaining that matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Then let the resolution lie on the table until I 
can see the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for the present. f 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call attentidn to the resolution in- 
troduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. Ithink the 
Chair is perhap¢ under a misapprehension with reference to the com- 
munication received. Ido not think there is any communication to 
the Senate from the Public Printer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Nebraska that the communication he presented was from the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture, and not from the Publie Printer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is upon that communication that the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Missouri is based. I hope the resolution 
will be entertained by the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Printing, so that the matter may be investigated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Missouri will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In view of the fact that the Public Printer has 
already communicated to the Joint Committee on Printing his reasons 
for his action, I suggest that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, and I think we can report almost at once concerning it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


“POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE AT ANALOSTAN ISLAND. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. j 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
hereby are, directed to ascertain, as nearly as may be, the cost of the construe- 
tion of an iron bridge for passengersand vehicles from a point on the east bank 
of the Potomac River across the Analostan Island to the west bank of said river, 
so as to connect the city of Washington with the Arlington estate; and also the 
cost and e nse of converting the plateau belonging to the Arlington estate 
into a parade-ground; and transmit the same to the Senate with such sugges- 
tions and recommendations in regard to the same as may appear to said com- 
missioners pertinent and proper. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I ask leave to read a para- 
graph from a paper published in Washington called the Post, in order 
that I may make an emphatic denial of one of the statements which it 
contains. It is headed ‘‘The nomination of Mr. Matthews,” and reads 
as follows: 

The nomination of Mr. Matthews was yesterday discussed by the Senate Com- 
mittee of the District of Columbia, but was not disposed of. Senator INGALLS, 
in the course of a conversation with Senator RIDDLEBERGER Thursday, re- 
quested the latter to be presént at the committee's meeting yesterday to make 
ops quorum and consider the Matthews case. This the Virginia Senator em- 
phatically declined to do, saying that he would never help puta colored man in 
office against the wishes of the people most interested and that the quorum 
would not be constituted by his presence, 

I care nothing for what the article contains except the word ‘‘col- 
ored;’? and I take occasion here and now to state that I have never 


The resolution will lie on the table 
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heard in committee or elsewhere any reference, nor have I myself made 


any reference, to race or color as a reason for or against the confirmation 
of Mr. Matthews. So the word ‘“‘color” there was inserted for some 
other purpose than to state the position of any Senator relative to this 
confirmation. 

As a rule of the Senate forbids me to state the reasons assigned and 
reasons still existing which occasion the delay of this confirmation, I 
will say that only time can develop the real reason. In the mean time I 
want it understood that I have never assigned such a reason as appears in 
this paragraph, nor have I heard any other Senator in committee do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. As my name appears in the paragraph which the 
Senator has just read it is perhaps proper that I should say that thisis 
the first time that I have ever heard of it, and it did not happen to at- 
tract my attention when the paperappeared. No such conversation as 
that narrated ever occurred between the Senator from Virginia and 
myself. I never had any conversation with any gentleman upon the 
subject, and so far as I am concerned the statement is an absolute ema- 
nation from the imagination. 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. DoestheSenator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. ITyield for the Senator to make whatever motion he 
desires. 

Mr. CONGER. I gave notice the other day that I would call up this 
morning, with the leave of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 6975) to estab- 
lish additional life-saving stations. The Senator from Kansas tells me 
that he is limited as to the length of time of the debate this morning, 
and would prefer to have all the time. I ask that to-morrow morning, 
after the morning business, by unanimous consent the life-saving-sta- 
tion bill be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that to-morrow after the regular morn- 
ing business the bill to which he refers shall be taken up. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. CONGER.- It ig a very brief bill, and I presume will not lead 
to any debate. There is a great reason why it should be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Lobject. X 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to say a word upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa objects. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the Post-Office apprepriation bill. 

Mr, CONGER, The Senator from Connecticut says he does not rise 
to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON ] objected. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5887) making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for tlie fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1887, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations under the head of 
‘Office of the Superintendent of Foreign Mails,’’ after line 99, section 
1, to insert: = 
hs E agence lcm ve te te dike spi bog eater 
speed in the carriage of such mailsto Brazil; the Republics of Mexico, tral 
and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; New 
Caledonia, New Zeaiand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, $800,- 
000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due advertisement 
for pro , such contract or contracts with such American steamships for a 
term of not less than five years, and at a rate of compensation not exceeding for 
each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance, in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found expedient 
and desirable to secure the ends above set forth, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like toask the Senator from Kansas a 
single question, as I was not present in the Senate when that part of 
the bill to which my question applies was passed over. I refer to the 
paragraph on page 3, between lines 46 and 57, inclusive. Unquestion- 
ably there is some object and purpose in the amendment in that para- 
graph. Iam unable to understand its necessity or its object, and I 
should like to have the Senator explain it to me in order that I may 
comprehend it. 

Mr. PLUMB. That, with theexception of the last part of theamend- 
ment, commencing in line 53 with the word ‘‘said,’’ is the provision 
inserted in the bill of last year. It was supposed at the time that it 
was a continuing provision; it was the design of.the committee tó make 
it a continuing provision; but some doubt having arisen about it, it 
was deemed best to insert it in this year. 

The purpose of it is to enable the Postmaster-General to make one 
contract for the transportation of the mails from Tampa in Florida to 
Havana in Cuba, a distance of about 320 miles, 95 miles of which lying 
between Key West and Havana is in foreign waters. Without a pro- 


vision of this kind he would be obliged to make two contracts, one for 


the coast line between Tampa and Key West and the other for the 
foreign service between Key West and Havana. It was designed to 
make a continuous service, one single contract, in order that there might 
be no delay and.in order that. the benefits to be derived from the special 
facilities of the service north of Tampa might be realized in the dis- 


patch of mails to Cuba. 
Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator’s explanation, so far as it goes, is 
very satisfactory. I presume the intention is to give extra com 

tion for carrying the mails between Tampa, Fla., and Havana. Under 
the bill would it not be possible—in other words, would not the con- 
struction necessarily be Dot upon the bill to apply to the terminal points 
named? We will say that one terminal point is New York city and 
the other terminal point is Havana. A steamship leaving the port of 
New York, touching at different ports along the coast at Tampa as the 
last of our domestic ports, ranning from there to Havana, would it not 
be entitled under this provision to receive a compensation of 50 cents per 
mile all the way from New York to Havana and back again ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It wopld not be possible practically to put on a serv- 
ice of that kind. In order to render that service a steamer would have 
to round the whole peninsula of Florida and go up into the Gulf of 
Mexico about 200 miles. It would not bea continuous service; it 
would not be a useful service; and it is not the service contemplated 
by the bill at all. The Senator will see that this is limited to a service 
where the domestic office is not more than 200 miles distant from the 
foreign office between which there is not a service. The distance be- 
tween Havana and Key West is 95 miles I understand, and it could not 
therefore apply to any other two points than Key West and Havana. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would it not be better to state in terms then 
exactly what the bill proposes to do in regard to the service between 
Tampa, Fla., and Havana? 

Mr. PLUMB. There would be no objection to that except there is 
a line of railroad in progress between Jacksonville and Charlotte Har- 
bor, a point still farther down the coast, and it might be that during 
the next fiscal year the Postmaster-General would have the opportunity 
to make a service between Charlotte Harbor via Key West and Havana 
which would be cheaper even than the service via Tampa. 

The provision was inserted last year at the request of the Depart- 
ment with a view of making, as I said, one continuous service between 
the two points, and it is desired by the Department to be repeated this 
year, except that the Department have specially asked that the limita- 
tion at the rate of 50 cents a mile be stricken out asa rate which would 
probably be insufficient and would at all events be likely to embarrass 
the service. 

Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned on Friday—— 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator propose to close the debate now? 

Mr. PLUMB. Theonly agreement there is about closing the debate 
is the one entered into on Friday. 

Mr. VEST. I know; but, as a matter of parliamentary courtesy, 
the opposition ought to be heard before the debate is closed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I de not desire tospeak now if others will Ke cat 
there is any oné who desires to speak I should be glad to have him 
speak now, in order that I may close the debate at a later period, but I 
do not care to have the Senate detained for the purpose of waiting upon 
anybody. 7 

Mr..VEST. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to debate again all 
the propositions which are involved in the amendment submitted by the 
committee; and but for the fact that several Democratic Senators have 
expressed their intention to vote for this amendment, when I know that 
those Senators are opposed to recognizing in any way the propriety of 
the present navigation laws of the United States, which prohibit any 
American citizen from purchasing a foreign-built ship, I should not ad- 
dress the Senate at all. Ido not arrogate to m; any superior dis- 
cernment or any superior industry when I state that the amendment 
proposed by the committee is absolutely antagonistic to the doctrine of 
free ships. A very brief examination of the existing legislation on this 
subject in the United States and of the amendment will make good 
this assertion. The Statutes of the United States, as they now exist, 
provide as follows: 

Sec, 4007, The Postmaster-General may, after advertising for pro enter 
into contract for the transportation of the mail between the Uni States and 
any foreign country whenever the public interests will thereby be promoted. 

There is no limitation upon this clause. The Postmaster-General 
may enter into contracts with any American or foreign-built ship for 
the transportation of the mails of the United States abroad, and this 
provision now existing is identical with the laws of Great Britain in re- 
gard to the transportation of the mails. 

We have heard a t deal said here about subsidies paid by Great 
Britain. Mr, President, I do not propose to make an assertion, without 
any sort of exception, that money should not be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to encourage private enterprise. I can readily 
conceive a case in which private capital and private enterprise is not 
suficient to carry outsome great public policy and purpose. If Icould 
to-day build an interoceanic communication between tbe Gulf of Mexico 
and the Pacific and the Atlantic, if I could aid any corporation to bring 
about that communication by a liberal advance of capital from the 
ury of the United States, by a guarantee on the part of the National 
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Government to private enterprise, I would willingly and readily, under 

proper restrictions, vote forsuch a bill. There are enterprises so gigan- 

tic and at the same time so necessary that the Government must use its 

vast eapital and its unexampled resources in order to preserve the pub- 

ve interests, ifnotthe public tranquillity, But this is not a case of that 
ind. 

Much has been said of the course of England in paying eubsidies to 
her great oceanic mail lines. Mr. President, I assert here, although it 
has been repeatedly stated to the contrary upon this floor and in the 
public press, that England has always advertised for contracts to trans- 
pos her mails to all parts of the earth, open to all comers and without 

voritism to her own people. Buta few years ago a German company 
was the lowest responsible bidder fora British mail contract across the 
Atlantic Ocean to New York, and that company received it and carried 
the mails under that contract. To-day an American citizen can go to 
Great Britain and bid upon a mail contract, andif his bid is the lowest 
and he is entirely responsible the award will be given in his favor. 
Here in this legislation comes the same old question of confining the 
carriers to American steamships. 

Itis proposed now to change the existing statute of this country that 
permits a foreigner to bid here upon a mail contract, and substitute in 
its place that none but American steamships shall be permitted to carry 
the giails, and all competition is to be confined to American bidders. 
To-day we have but two rontes on which there are two American lines, 
the one extending from San. Francisco to the East, and the other from 
New York to Havana, soùthat no competition can come, except from 
those two lines, under the amendment now proposed. 

I have read the provision of the Revised Statutes. That has no limit- 
ation. Now what is this amendment? 


term of not lessthan five years, and at a rafe of compensation not exceeding for 
each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance, in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found expedient 
and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. 

Nobody can bid except an American. Itis a repeal or the existing 
statute upon this subject, and it is the assertion of the old doctrine in- 
corporated in 1790 in the navigation laws, a relic of barbarism, that 
unless an American can build a ship himself he shall not go upon the 
ocean he shall not go abroad and buy his ship where he can buy it 
cheapest, and sail it under the American flag. Why, Mr. President, 
from the statements that have been made upon this floor we should be 
led to believe thatthe Government of the United States had paid nothing 
in the past a8 mail pay to oceanic steamship lines. The Government 
of the United States paid from 1848 to 1885 mail pay amounting to 
$32,184,950.57 to steamships for carrying oceanic mails, of which 
amount foreign vessels received $7,123,117 and American vessels re- 
ceived $25,061,832—nearly four times as much paid to the owners of 
American steamship lines as has been paid to foreign owners; and yet 
has that prevented our merchant marine from going down, until to-day 
it has reached a point of insignificance? 

In 1855, 85 per cent. of the commerce of this country was carried 
abroad in American bottoms, and to-day 17 per cent. is carried in 
American vessels and the balance in ships belonging to foreign nations; 
and yet with a fatuity, with a blindness, with a recklessness that al- 
most surpasses belief, the American Congress, under the leadership of 
the Republican party, have hung on to these obsolete and barbarous 
laws enacted in the infancy of our Republic, enacted at a time when 
they were in retaliation against the exclusive legislation of Great Brit- 
ain; and day by day and hour by hour our ships and our flag have dis- 
appeared from the ocean. In the forest of masts to-day the American 
flag is not seen in the merchant marine and can not be discovered ex-. 
cept floating from the masthead of some old wooden tug that would not 
. last one minute before the armored vessels and the superior guns now 

manufactured for modern warfare. 
Why, sir, our merchant marine and our Navy have gone down to- 
ther. Look at the newspaper accounts the other day of our nautical 
1 off Pensacola. There were five old wooden hulks and a few tor- 
pedo-boats; and one of the vessels, the Brooklyn, took fire, and it took 
-all tke rest to putthefire out. When the torpedo-boats advanced upon 
the United States frigate, they actually had no electric light to illum- 
inate the harbor for the purpose of protection, and they were forced to 
throw up the old bombs in order to give a light to the harbor and to 
the waves in order to see the attacking party. It was 2 roaring farce. 
The Navy of the United States to-day amounts to nothing. We have 
no sailors. Hardly 5 per cent. of the sailors in the merchant marine 
are American citizens. From 1856 down to this time we have retro- 
graded and gone back in the merchant marine and in the Navy. Since 
1866 the Congress of the United States has appropriated $385,000, 000 
fornaval purposes. Thinkofit! Three hundred and eighty-five mill- 
ion dollars since the close of the war. And to-day we have got some 
old wooden hulks that would not last one-half hour before one single 
armored vessel of a second-class naval power. Chili to-day hassgot 


superior war ships. Chili to-day has two vessels that could reduce to 
ashes every seaport city of the United States without receiving a single 
injury. Italy could send one war vessel here that could bombard our 
cities and destroy our Navy. And this is the result of $385,000,000 
appropriated by Congress since the close of the war for the pay of officers 
and seamen and the repair and construction of naval vessels. 

Mr. HALE, This is an old subject. ‘The Senator and I have re- 
peatedly been in controversy upon it. I want to ask him if he means 
to convey the impression that since 1866, after the war ended, there 
have been $385,000,000. appropriated that have gone into either the 
construction or repair of ships. Is it not the fact, as I stated the last 
time he made this speech, in answer to it, that nine-tenths of all that 
has gone into the regular maintenance of the nayal establishment and 
has not gone into ships ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HALE. Well, state it that way. 

Mr. VEST. I never said that all of it wentinto these old hulks. I 
never said it had been thrown away in the construction of vessels of 
green timber that warped inside of three months and caused them to be 
sold for firewood. I did say it had gone to the naval establishment, 
to the pay of officers and men that had no ships, to the support of the 
intellectual gentlemen—it is nothing to their discredit—who have been 
hanging about the city of Washington for twenty years, the ornaments 
of hops, and receptions, and routs, and assemblies, for they had noships 
to go to, who could not find any place on ship’s quarters under the 
flag—sailors withouta ship, officers without anything buta flag on land; 
and I repeat again that under the control of the Republican party 
$385,000,000 have gone and to-day we have got this show, this variety 
establishment that we exhibited the other day at Pensacola. Withas 
gallant seamen, with as gallant officers as any nation in the world—he- 
cause the coastwise trade does furnish gallant sailors who are willing to 
go into the naval service if there were opportunities—we have no ships. 

This condition was not caused by the war and by the Alabama and 
by Captain Mafiitt and by Admiral Semmes. It commenced in 1856. 
The decline of American shipping has a cause antecedent to the hos- 
tilities between the United and Confederate States. It is proposed 
now, as it always has been proposed, to avoid the real reason for this 
decline. We are asked now to increase the mail pay. We are asked 
to turn away to everything but the real cause. We can not build our 
ships, the ships that are fit for the ocean, as cheaply as it can be done 
abroad. It is impossible for us to doit. Mr, Roach has told us over 
and over again for twenty years that he could do it, and Mr. Roach 
has never been able to do it. To-day you can not build an armored or 
freight vessel for oceanic travel within 20 or 25 per cent. on the Dela- 
ware of what you can build it upon the Clyde; and here we shut our 
eyes; we are helpless under the present condition of things. We know 
that this thing exists. We admit that it exists. We sent a commis- 
sion to South America. They come back and report to us the vast re- 
sources of those countries and Senators rise here and read statistics by 
the hour to show the vast trade with Brazil, and Chili, and Peru, and 
say we must have it; but you do not get it, and why do you not get it? 
You can not build the iron ships that will take it. 

In 1876 a merchant of Boston built two vessels under the American 
flag at a cost of 25 per cent. more than he could have bought them for 
in England. He built them for the trade with Chili and Peru. He 
loaded them with Yankee notions, went down to those countries, and 
sold his outgoing cargo ata fine profit. He then undertook to load 
his vessels with the productions of Chili, and he found that he must 
load with either wool or copper. These were the great staple produc- 


tions of Chili and Peru. He loaded with them because sailors say that 
a vessel which sails loaded only one way sails into bankruptcy. Hoe 
was bound to have a return cargo, and he brought back that to 


his own country. When he arrived on the coast of the United States 
he found that the tariff duties were such upon wool and copper that 
his profit would be entirely destroyed, and he sailed to England, sold 
his wool and sold his copper to the English manufacturers. 

I made this statement here once before, and I very well remember 
that the junior Senator from Massachusetts said yes, but let the Sena- 
tor from Missouri state whether or not that same American merchant 
could not have gone into the trade between foreign ports. Yes, Mr. 
President, he could have gone into the trade between Liverpool and 
Peru, he could have gone into the trade between Spain and England, 
but what we want is American builders to build ships for the Ameri- 
can trade, not only on the principle of dollars and cents, not only to 
make money in the venture, not only to save one hundred and thirty 
or one hundred and forty million dollars that we pay annually on our 
commerce taken abroad, but in order to build up a navy, in order to 
have sailors under the American flag who are ready in the event of war to 
defend the honor of the country. 

England, wen she made the contract with the Cunard line of steam- 
ers and with the great Oriental line that has thirty-seven vessels, put 
into thoss contracts the provision that British naval officers should be 
carried upon those ships and should command the crews in order to 
establish out of the sixty-odd thousand sailors in the merchant marine 
of Great Britain a force of marines ready at any time to defend the 
British flag and to carry it in honor and safety over the world. 
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Now, Mr. President, I say deliberately that increased mail pay does 
not give us naval vessels, and I say this amendment is simply an as- 
sertion of the old spirit of the navigation laws which excludes the Ameri- 
= citizen from the right to purchase a ship where he can purchase it 

ea 

I do not propose to discuss the tariff. I will dismiss it with onesin- 
gle remark. ‘The whole principle of levying money upon any Ameri- 
can citizen over and above the limitations of the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment for revenue, is robbery under the form of law. If I am com- 
pelled to pay one dollar more for the coat upon my back to any tailor 
in any State or in any city efthis Union than I would be compelled to 
pay to another, that being a contribution to the Government over and 
above my distributive share of the taxes necessary to support this Gov- 
ernment, that law robs me of one day’s labor; it takes one dollar’s worth 
of bread and meat out of the mouths of my wife and children. I am 
compelled to bear my proportion of the publicdebt of this country. As 
an honest man and a loyal citizen, I am ready to pay it; but when the 
revenue of the country amounts to so much, let it be distributed fairly 
among the different States and sections of this great confedéracy of States; 
but when any Congress or any party goes beyond the limits of the rev- 
enue necessities of the country and makes me give up my toil and my 
labor to protect any man, whether he be laborer or manufacturer, I say 
now and here it is robbery under the form of law. 

The principle of incidental protection within the revenue limit is 
just. The high protective principle urged by the Republican party, 
and by some Democrats as well, I am sorry to say, on the people of the 
United States, is a proposition that I shall always“denounce. Why 
should I pay John Roach or Mr. Harlan $50,000 out of my pocket in 
order to build a ship under the American flag when I can go abroad and 
buy that ship and save that $50,000 to myself and family? Mr. Presi- 
dent, it has resulted in the destruction of the merchant marine of this 
conntry. Blind to the most ordinary common-sense principles that 
govern the ordinary men of the country, we go on blindfolded, as it 
were, to certain destruction of the American merchant marine and the 
American Navy. 

Mr, President, what would be thought of a physician who continued 
to pour down the throat of an unwilling patient dose after dose of a 
certain medicine when he saw the vital energies wasting away under 
it day by day, and death with noiseless and inevitable step clutching 
the throat of his victim? What would be thought of the charlatan 
who persisted in a course that each day emaciated the patient and each 
day brought him nearer death? Would he not deserve execution as a 
public criminal? What are we doing and what have we done? We 
found out at least by 1866, after the close of the war, that we could 
not compete with Great Britain in iron ships. Did we pretend to take 
any other course than the old navigation laws of 1790? Did we pro- 
po to change the treatment? Did we saw away these old navigation 
laws and hunt for some new and appropriate remedy? Look atthe dif- 
ference between the statesmanship of Great Britain and the United 
States. It is not a question of what we want; it is a question of what 
we must do. It is nota question of the flag, and the star spangled ban- 
ner, and the stripes that should float above ‘every wave of the ocean. 
It ought to be presumed that every one of us wants it to float, wants 
equally to preserve the honor of this great country. It is a question of 
what is inevitable; itis a question of what we know; it is a question of 
necessity. The only thing presented to us now is, whether we shall 
learn from the past or whether we shall forget our folly in the future. 

From 1840 to 1851 the United States steadily gained upon Great 
Britain as to the carrying trade and the merchant marine, and why ? 
Because the constituents of my friend from Maine, with their immense 
forests of nautical timber could build a wooden vessel superior to any 
manufactured upon the face of the world. The Baltimore clipper ships 
dominated the ocean, and Great Britain year by year saw the scepter 
of the waves departing from her. In 1851 England came to the con- 
clusion that the fight was against her, and even prior to that time, in 
1849, England repealed her navigation laws similar to ours, which pro- 
vided that every vessel that sailed under the British flag should be built 
by a British citizen, and should not be purchased abroad. England in 
1849 repealed her navigation laws and said to her people, we can not 
compete with the Yankees in building wooden sie 3g now go and buy 
their vessels from them; and we sold millions of dollars’ worth of ves- 
sels, built in Maine, to the English merchants and ship-owners. What 
was the result? England still continued to press even a little ahead 
of the American merchant marine, and I desire to read from the best 
imaginable authority. Itake it, with my friends on the other side, from 
no less a person than Mr. John Roach, who has been eulogized as the 
greatest and best of all the American citizens interested in this subject. 
I read from a pamphlet called The American Carrying Trade, by 
John Roach. Mr. Roach says: 


1833 To 1840, 


Our commerce had grown in 1836 to $480,000,000, doubling itself in twenty 
Our tonnage increased in still larger proportion. In 1840 it was over 

,000 tons. We had also sold over 400,000 tons of shipping abroad, by this 
means bringing to the country $25,000,000 in gold. 90 per cent. of which was paid 
to American r. Of our carrying trade at this period it has been well said 
“ that its vast profits laid the foundation of the wealth of the Seep ó and built 
up its merchant marine with a rapidity unequaled in the history of the world.” 


By 1840 England's statesmen were alive to the danger of her position. 
* à 


Despite all these efforts they saw that the United States had already grown to 
be the second carrying nation of the world, had the raw material, mechanical 
skill, and energy to spare, and promised to become the first, ia 

In 1850 we had a tonnage of 3,335,454, an increase of over 200 per cent. since 
1815. Our yi n trade, from which foreign ships were excluded, employed 
1,900,000 tongof shipping, an increase of nearly 400 per cent. in the same period.. 


Now mark— 


All this while England was paying $4,000,000 a year to her fast steamships, 
which were intended to drive our clippers from the sea, 


Four million dollars of increased mail pay, and yet during all this 


time the American flag was steadily gaining upon that of Great Britain; 
and if we come to details we shall find that in 1848—I ask the atten- 
tion of Senators to find out whether this increased mail pay is the rem- 
edy—in 1848 the United States paid in bounty to vessels sailing under 
the American flag $100,500, and England paid for ocean postal service 
the same year $3,250,000. In 1849 the United States paid $235,086 
and England $3,180,000. In 1850 the United States paid $619,924 and 
England $5,315,985. In 1851 the United States paid $1,465,818 and 
England $5,330,000. In 1852 the United States paid $1,655,240 and 
England $5,510,635. s 

And so on in the same proportion to 1858. Now, let me put a ques- 
tion to the advocates of this amendment. They say this is the rentedy; 
they say that this opens up new avenues of trade, that with our pres- 
ent navigation laws unrepealed in mail pay will bring back our 
flag within a limited degree to the ocean. I want to know why we had 
such an era of unexampled prosperity and advancement of the Ameri- 
can flag up to 1858, when we gained upon Great Britain, when we paid 
no subsidy or increased mail pay, and England e: ded these vast 
amounts? If the argument be a correct one, and this is the remedy, 
why was it that, without paying a single dollar, almost each year we 
continued to Eg upon the British in the struggle for maritime su- 
premacy? - We gained upon them in soie of our paying no subsidies. 
We gained upon them because we could build- better ships under the 
existing condition of the world'on, the ocean at that time. We built 


better wooden ships than Great Britain could build, and she bought . 


them from us. 

In 1851, and even before that some years, Great Britain commenced 
the construction of iron ships, and Great Britain excels us as much to- 
day in iron ships as we excelled her up to that time in wooden vessels, 
But our statesmen refused to learn from the past. They refuse to-day 
to do what Great Britain did, permit the American citizen to buy what 
he can not build as cheaply as they can. Do you ask me the reason? 
For the purpose of this argument it makes no difference. The facts 
exist and you can not answer them. You can not build within 20 or 
25 per cent. of what England can. - 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I havenever claimed that subsidy alone revolutionized 
the commerce of the world, but I have claimed that every power that 
has sought to increase its commerce has resorted to subsidy. Does not 
the Senator know—and it is pertinent to what he was saying—fixing, 
as he does, the time when English commerce and her mercantile marine 
took a lurch ahead, that that immediately followed the large increase 
by the British Government of subsidies? Does he not know that the 
ascendency of American trade and the comparative falling off of British 
commerce was what alarmed the British ministry of the time, and that 
in 1848 it began to increase subsidies and continued to so increase, and 
that, just as he says, in the years immediately succeeding, the commerce 
of Great Britain began to increase and that increase proceeded pari 
passu with the subsidies which she paid? If he does not know that, he 
has not looked at the es, and it is precisely in the line of what he is 


saying, except that he does not give these facts which I now give. That - 


is, when the ascendency of the British mercantile marine began to be 
shown to all the world, following her system of subsidizing lines, not 
only the Cunarders to the Atlantic coast of the United States, but the 


other lines all over the waters of the globe, and Great Britain reaped - 


herreward. Ido notsay that it was all from subsidies, but they were a 
part and parcel of the result. 

Mr. T. Well, Mr. President, I have studied this question of the 
merchant marine and the reasons for its decline, and the remedy, if any 


exists; and I have never heard any such statement before as that made _ 


by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator deny it? 

Mr. VEST. I-do deny most emphatically. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator deny the statement? 

Mr. VEST. I deny the fact. The Senator believes it, but it is not 
the fact. f 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator deny that in 1848 Great Britain be- 
gan to increase subsidies, that she subsidized the Cunard line at the 
rate of $400,000 a year, and from that increased her subsidies so that 
she was soon giving at the rate at one time of nearly $6,000,000 a year; 
that her commerce increased during this time—does the Senator deny 
that? 

Mr. VEST. I deny emphatically that the advantage which Great 
Brifain has over us, commencing from 1851 or 1852, came from subsidy. 


| | 
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Mr. HALE. Does the Senator deny the statement I have made that 
the subsidies were given as I stated, and that the increase of British 
commerce continued along with subsidy? He may draw one inference 
and-I draw another, but the statement I have made can not be denied. 

Mr. VEST. Great Britain had continued her subsidy system long 
before 1848. 

Mr. HALE. Not to any great extent. 

Mr. VEST. She commenced giving subsidies back in 1837 and gave 
sometimes greater and sometimes less; but the subsidy system has ex- 
isted in Great Britain since 1836 or 1837. Mr. John Roach has stated 
it over and over again. Subsidies made no difference between the 
American and British merchant marine, as the figures show. It was 
the invention of iron ships by Great Britain which redeemed her from 
the disadvantage which been placed upon her by the construction 
of wooden vessels in the American ship-yards; and when she com- 
menced the construction of her iron merchant marine, from that very 
day, commencing, say, in 1854, England took away from us any chance 
of competing with her unless we had the same sort of facilities with 
which to meet her. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to ask the Senator from Missouri one 
simple question. Do I understand him as confessing that the English, 
the German, and French Governments shall have all the commerce with 
the South American States? 

Mr. VEST. I do not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. The Senator has cited a case in 
which an American merchant built two American ships, took them to 
South American ports, and sold a cargo there, because I take it no gov- 
ernment has an advantage in those markets. There are no reciprocity 
treaties with those governments. The Englishman, the Frenchman, 
the German, and the American stand on exactly the same terms at 
South American port. But the Senator says the return cargo of tiffs 
American merchant was forced to a British port for sale. Then asa 
matter of course upon that reasoning the Englishman has an advantage 
over us to-day in the South American trade. 

Now, what else does Great Britain do to help that? Great Britain 
to-day subsidizes the royal steamship line, running between her ports 
and South America, to the extent of $450,000. In addition to the ad- 
vantage the Senator himself has cited as against American commerce, 
Great Britain gives a subsidy of $450,000; and how does she collect it? 
She assesses it upon her colonies, upon Barbadoes, upon Bermuda and 
the other West India Islands; and the ship sailing from Southamp- 
ton or Liverpool runs to the English colonies, discharges her cargo, takes 


the mail, runs down the coast to the River Plate; and what is she loaded , 


with? She loads with British manufactured goods and with British 
products. She sells them in the South American market and she loads 
for our ports with goods admitted duty free here, say rubber and cof- 
fee. She goes to the port of New York and she takes a load of our goods 
from there to Liverpool. Thus there is a triangular line subsidized to 
the extent of $450,000 in addition to the advantage which the Senator 
says exists against us, 

Now I want to ask the Senator from Missouri just this one siniple 
question. If there is anything the American people above all other 
things in this world want to-day, it is a market for their surplus prod- 
ucts. Now pray tell me, confronted as we are by that condition of 
things, with the advantage, which I say is a great advantage in favor 
of the English commerce in South American ports, and in addition to 
that subsidies of $450,000, the English Government last year made 
$150,000 out of the line and then assessed her colonies along the South 
American coast to make it up. How are you going to get that trade? 
That is the question. I ask the Senator how are you going to get it? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we shall never get it under the present 
condition, and shall never get it by giving $800,000 a year for mail aid. 
I can tell the Senator how I would get it if I could frame the legisla- 
tion myself. In the first place, I would repeal these infamous naviga- 
tion laws. I have heard a great deal about ‘the twin relics of bar- 
Marfa fee andslavery.’? Here isa triumvirate of barbarisni— 
polygamy, slavery, and the navigation laws. ‘They were born in sin 

conceived in iniquity. These navigation laws were the result of 
the g between South Carolina and Georgia on the one -hand 
and the New England States upon the other, by which the slave trade 
was perpetuated until 1808, provided the South would agree to consent 
that it did not require two-thirds in Congress to enact the navigation 
laws. These navigation laws are to-day against the sentiment of the 
civilized world; and no other civilized nation to-day pretends to have 
them upon her statute-book, 

In further answer to the Senator from New Jersey, I would not only 
repeal these laws and let an American citizen buy his ship where he 
could buy it cheapest, but I would try something else besides the medi- 
cine that has brought us nearer and nearer to the grave for thirty years. 
I would reform the tariff. I would let a man take his ship to Peru, 
load with copper and wool, bring that cargo under the American flag 
to an American port and pet it into the hands of his own countrymen 
to manufacture. I would bring down this tariff to the revenue basis, 


and.I would preserve the spirit of our institutions and of the Constitu- 


tion, which says to every man, ‘‘All the Government proposes to do is 
X VIT——256 


to dive you an equal chance in the race of life, and not to handicap one 
man to the advantage of another, or one section to the advantage of 
another.’”? To-day England obtains the trade of the world because she 
gives an equal chance to all her citizens, and because her laws are just 
and equitable and based upon a proper common-sense business princi- 
ple. England has a vast colonial system, and is obliged to carry her 
mails to all portions of the world, and she gives increased mail pay in 
consideration of increased service. 

I have never believed that that statute was just or equitable which 
forces an American ship to carry the mails for 4 or Scents a letter to 
any portion of the world or refuses her a clearance. I voted for the 
repeal of that law. I believe in honest mail service to-day, and I be- 
lieve honest mail service can be maintained under existing legislation. 
What is this amendment? Itis to retain the navigation laws by an 
insectivorous appropriation of $800,000 to make up for the violation of 
a great principle, and a principle based upon sound common sense. 

Ir. President, the leaders of the Republican party have recognized 
the necessity for a change of these laws, but so sensitive are our Re- 
publican friends as to the doctrine of protection that they are unwill- 
ing to break one single link in thechain that binds the union of Amer- 
ican merchants, manufacturers, and ship-owners for fear that the whole 
fabric will tumble to pieces. I remember that for seven years since I 
have been in the Senate we have been told that if we reformed the nav- 
igation laws as to tonnage, as to the wages of seamen, as to pilotage, 
and as to the expenses of sailing a vessel, American enterprise, Ameri- 
can capital would soon compete with England. Two years ago we re- 
pealed those portions of the laws, and one amendment which I had the 
honor to offer myself swept away a portion of this infamous navigation 
system which required an American vessel which shipped its crew in 
a foreign port to discharge that crew when it reached an American port 
and re-employ them, thereby putting money into the pockets of the 
shipping-commissioners and the boarding-house keepers. The super- 
intendent of the International Navigation Company, Mr. Griscom, of 
Philadelphia, stated to us that if that single amendment were made it 
would go very far toward restoring or at least starting our merchant 
marine upon the ocean. 

We didrepeal them, and made all these other amendments that were 
demanded by the shipping interest of the United States; and what has 
been the result? In the last two years the decay in the American mer- 
chant marine has even been more rapid than in any two years before; 
and now, mark it! the Intesnational Navigation Company, known as 
the Red Star line, had ten American steamships put under the Belgian 
flag, and as they were built or bought with the money of citizens of 
Pennsylvania to the extent of $5,000,000, and only one-fifteenth of 
the stock of the company was owned ip Belgium, the ten steamships 
were put under the Belgian flag in order to avoid the result of the nav- 
igation laws of the United States, and Mr, Griscom—I read his letter, 
and I have it here—states that the difference between running one or 
those vessels under the American flag as the law stood a few years ago 
and under a foreign flag was $15,000 a year upon each ship, making a 
difference to his line of $150,000 a year orf ten vessels. 

We repealed these odious provisions as to tonnage and as to the fees of 
commissioners, but the decline has continued, and now, mark the sequel ! 
Mr. Griscom comes now for the International Navigation Company and 
offers a bill to the Senate, which is pending, proposing to put his ves- 
sels back under the American flag provided—— 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator, I think, does not exactly understand 
that those ten ships were built in the United States. 

Mr. VEST. No; I say they were bought with capital of citizens ot 
the United States. 

Mr. MILLER. You said he came here asking to put them back 
under the American flag. Your first allusion to it was that he had put 
ten American ships under the Belgian flag. 

Mr. VEST. I meant that they were bought and paid for with Ameri- 
can money, the money of American citizens; that it was an American 
enterprise; that when they came to put a flag over the vessels they put 
a foreign flag on account of the difference in the cost of running the 
vessels. I have Mr. Griscom’s letter here, and I feel like reading it. 
We offered to make up this difference; that is, to remove it, and I 
labored as earnestly as any member of the Senate to bring about that 
result, and what is the consequence? The merchant marine continues 
to decrease. Mr. Griscom comes now with a bill asking the privil 
of putting these-vessels under the American flag, and so far there could 
be no objection to it. No Senator here, no matter what his political 


Pp 


preference, would fora minute pretend to say that these steamships . 


should not be put under the American flag if possible. 

But Mr. Griscom asks one other thing. He asks that if one of these 
vessels after being put under the American flag should become disabled 
or destroyed, either be sunk or be burned, then his company should 
have the privilege of buying another steamship wherever it could, upon 
the cheapest terms, and put that in the place of the one that had dis- 
appeared. ‘That single section in that bill causes every manufacturer, 
every high-protective tariff man in Philadelphia to rise simultaneously 
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ui nro gre the passage of the bill. They were willing fhese 
vessels should come under the American yes—but they were 
unwilling that if one of them should be sunk or disabled, this com- 
pany should be permitted to buy another steamship in the best market 
and for the lowest price. In other words, the men who remonstrated 
against this bill were determined that not one single iota, not one single 
letter of the high-protectiye tariff system of the United States should 
be touched either in manufacturing or shipping. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and his colleague now occu- 
pying the chair [Mr. FRYE] love the coastwise service of the United 
States. They say there is an example of the exclusive system and of 
the advantages of such system. Why, Mr. President, I believe the 
coastwise trade of the United States would flourish in a greater degree 
if the men who put ships into it were permitted to buy them where 
they could buy them cheapest. But it is not proposed now to touch 
that trade. We are talking simply of the foreign trade of the United 
States, which has fallen to 17 per cent., while our commerce has steadily 
increased. 

But I was proceeding to say that the leaders of the Republican party 
recognized the difficulties in our way with the navigation laws remain- 
ing. Here is Mr. Biaine’s panacea. In his letter to the merchants of 
New York in regard to the coastwise trade he says: 

We can build wooden ships better amat À other country, and we can build 
them as pe whey after they are lau: and in trade they should not be 
worried, and ed, and burdened with form of taxation, po: and 
quarantine exaction at home; and and oppressed, as they too often 


are, by our consuls in foreign ports. They should have every facility for su 
ply in our ports that England gives to her ships.” p: 


* * 
We must have iron steamships besides, and with the start that other nations 


enjoy to-day we shall never compete with them, unless we use the same aids 
and the same instrumentalities that have built their steam fleets. And thataid 


the United States to any potrcy oa pori; he or they shall 


e annum for the 
sailing distance between the two pa $ 
for a weekly line, $75 per mile. Should 


that the steamships shall be thoroughly ins by a competent commission, 
under the direction of the o , the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the Postmaster-Gen: and thusinsure the very first class of construction 
for safety and for speed, for passenger and cargo. - 


There Mr. Blaine does not recommend increased mail service or in- 
creased mail pay, but he recommends a subsidy based upon tonnage, 
such as the French have tried and in which the French have failed. 
Germany pays no subsidies, and yet the merchant marine of Germany 
is increasing from day to day in numbers and inefficiency. France has 
adopted the same system which Mr. Blaine recommends, and the result 
is that to-day France is making no progress in her merchant marine, 
notwithstanding the increase of her subsidy system. But I read again 
arecommendation made by the President pro tempore of the Senate, the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], when he was Secretary of the 
Treasury, I believe in his last report while he held that office. Mr. 
Sherman said, in his report to Congress: - 


country. The object was to further the meg 
as 


use of iron in gary Pcapeenay | in place of wood is, however, steadily increasing, 
and in the cost of iron and in the price of labor other commercial i 


cult to determine, but the great importance o: pe cine} cia Graken Brea ts Seek: we 
rmine, bu 5 
fully submitted : to the attention of Congrens. tee: 
Mr. FRYE. Iwas in the chair when the Senator from Missouri 
made a statement that Germany paid no subsidy, as he called it. Ger- 
- many has just appropriated $1,100,000 to one line. A communication 
received from the State Department about ten days ago, referred to 
some committee, I have forgotten which, will give the information. 
Mr. VEST. Iknowitto bea fact that after France had what is known 
as her subsidy law giving a certain amount of subsidy for tonnage, Bis- 
marck recommended to the Reichstag that a similar law should be en- 
acted by Germany, and the merchants of Hamburg and of the other 
cities engaged in shipping in Germany rose as one man and pro 
against it, and it did not receive a vote in the German Parliament or 
Reichstag—not one, and Bismarck withdrew it. And if any such sub- 
sidy has been granted within the last ten days, I have not heard of it, 
and it is beyond my belief. Of course the Senator is confident in his 
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statement that as Germany has increased her merchant marine without 
subsidy she should now proceed to that policy. France has gone back 
under it. The Senator from Kentucky Mtr. BECK] read the other day 
an official statement here showing that notwithstanding the subsidy 
system France has failed to build up her merchant marine, 

Mr. FRYE. France has not given up her bountysystem. Icall the 
attention of the Senator to the distinction between the two. I call it 
mail pay where you pay a ratable price for carrying the mail. I 
the English price as reasonable. When I say Germany has subvented 
I mean she has provided $1,100,000 for carrying the mail by one line, 
and I think the Senator will find the contracts will be here before the 
discussion isover. France has not given up her mail-pay, not a dollar 
of it, nor declared it a failure; neither has she given up her bounty sys- 
tem, which is another thing entirely. 

Mr. VEST. Thelawof ce which pays a bounty to every citizen 
that builds a steamship, whether built at home or abroad, is yet upon 
her statute-book; but I assert here that it has not built up her mer- 
chant marine, and to-day she is behind Germany and immeasurably 
behind Great Britain. That is the assertion I make. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that from 1870 to 1883 the 
French commercial marine rose from 154,415 tons in the first year that 
I have named to 667,474 tons in 1883, and that the present year France 
is paying annually to the steamers which carry its mails $4,600,000? 
She pays $1,714,604 to the Japan, China, and India lines; $728,000 to 
theSouth American lines; $950,000 to the Mediterranean lines; $790,000 
to the Mexican and West Indian lines; and $500,000 to the New York 
line, and other sums smaller to smaller lines. Yet the Senator says 
that her commerce has not increased, that she has abandoned subsidies ! 

Mr. EUSTIS. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. HALE. The report of the Central and South American Com- 
@issioners, House of Representatives, Executive Document No. 226, 
Forty-eighth Congress, second session. 

Mr. VEST. France has been paying that mail pay for years, and still 
falling behind with her merchant marine. This mail pay or subsidy 
as the English call it—for they call all mail pay subsidy—we attach 
an American meaning to the word as a bounty paid out of the Treas- 
ury to increase private enterprise, but they call all mail pay subsidy. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator mean by saying that France has 
fallen behind in her mercantile marine in the face of this statement 
from official figures? 

Mr. VEST. I mean to say that France has not increased in propor- 
tion with the other maritime nations of the world. 

Mr. HALE. She has increased in proportion than any other 
European country, except possibly Germany. In these years I have 
given she almost quadrupled her mercantile marine. 

Mr. VEST. LI assert here that while France has increased her ton- 
nage, her trade has fallen off; and if that be so, as it is, and if mail 
pay is the remedy, as my friend says, why to-day is it that she has 
adopted this bounty law, and in addition to this vast mail pay which 
he has read here is now paying a bounty on tonnage? 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator mean by her trade falling off? 
Even if now he is willing to admit that her commercial marine has in- 
creased, does he mean that her exports have fallen off, or her imports? 

Mr. VEST. I mean that her commerce has fallen off? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly France by a consistent course of protec- 
tion has built up and stimulated and established home industries to 
such an extent that where she was obliged formerly to import from 
abroad, she has the products at home. Thatis true. But France has 
not gone on and built up a mercantile marine, quadrupling it in the 
time given in these few years, without something for that marine to do, 
and these statistics show that it has plenty to do. ; 

Mr. VEST. I have the official statement; I ask my colleague to 
read this statement, which comes from the bureau here, to show what 
the condition of French trade and commerce is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Ford winds up in these words: 


The bounties have succeeded in infusing life into neither ship-building nor 
ship navigation. France finds it cheaper to have her iron vessels builtin Great 
n and a large share of her wooden ships in other countries. The lines of 
ships that were called into being through the liberal offers of the government 
are a as being in a state of nema rae | and existing lines that partic- 
ipata n the bounties are either paying no div. dends, or very small amounts. 
'he exports of France, reflecting as they did the slight reaction which ensued 
in 1879, have since declined and are still declining in value, and the decrease can 
not be neg pe by a fall in the prices of commodities, but rather by an absolute 
decrease in the fo: commerce of the nation, In fact, it may be asserted that 
the bounty policy of France, intended to bridge over a temporary depression, 
has aggravated the situation,and has proved itself to be a source of mischief 
and not of Kore 
Y, 


WORTHINGTON C. FORD, 
Chief of Bureau, 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Department of State, April 7, 1886. - é 
Mr. HALE. Has the Senator got no figures? That is simply the 
report, the argument of a consul, without giving statistics, without re- 
ferring to the figures, simply making his own conclusions. I do not 
deal with anything of that kind, and I fancy, as has been said to my 
right, it was a consul sent out for that very purpose; at any rate, he 
must be in sympathy with the purpose of the administration. 
Mr. TELLER. I want to suggest to the Senator from Maine that 
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Mr. Ford’s own statistics that he gives show that his conclusions are 
not correct. ; 

Mr. HALE. Quite likely. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifyou look on page 10 of his rf, it appears that 
the number and tonnage of French steam-vessels have increased very 
largely from 1873 up to 1884. The conclusions are not warranted by 
the facts he has himself stated in his 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, Senators are not satisfied with the 
report of one of our own offi and I take it for granted—I do not 
know—like all the rest of them (for not many have been removed) he 
is in favor of a high protective tariff. If not, I ask his pardon; but if 
anybody could throw a missile and strike one of these officers that was 
not sending reports here in favor of a high protective tariff for Cleve- 
land’s administration, I would give a premium for him as a natural 
curiosity. It seemed to be their business in life to furnish arguments 
for the high protectionists in the United States. I do not know Mr. 
Ford, but if the Senators are not satisfied with his report I will read 
now from some other authority. 

On 113 of the report of the joint committee on shipping will 
be f a table showing that France has bound herself by contracts 
made in 1854, 1861, and in 1865, to pay to various steamship lines for 
mail rtation the annual sum of $4,677,778. Notwithstanding 
this, France found that she was fast dropping behind in the race for 
commercial supremacy, and so, in January, 1881, a law was enacted 
by the French Assembly giving large premiums upon both the con- 
struction and sailing of vessels under the French flag. 

That is history; and if mail subsidies werea success, why was France 
driven to the law in regard to bounties? In 1850 the French tonnage 
amounted to ig tees tons; in 1870 it had increased to 1,072,048 tons, 
but in the next decade up to 1880 it fell off to 919,298 tons, and that 
in spite of the enormous subsidies of over’ $6,000,000 a year paid to 
steamship lines by the French Government, In his work on ‘‘Our 
Merchant Marine’’—I donot know whether it is considered good here 
or not—Mr. David A. Wells says: 

The results of the first year’s experience of the French tem, so far as re- 
ported, have not proved satisfactory. Bounties were granted for the encourage- 
ment of yoyages between French ports, the French colonies, and countries out 
of Europe; but the returns for show a very marked decrease in the French 
tonnage engaged in her colonial trade as compared with 1880, when there were 
no bounties; while the French tonnage entries into French ports from foreign 
countries showed a decrease in 1881 as compared with 1880, with some marked 
gain in the same time in to clearances, 

But what is most noti le is that the entries and clearances of foreign ton- 
nage (which of course receives no boung) into French ports during 1881 showed 
a very large increase as compared with 1830, and was apparently in no way 
affected by the new and discriminating privileges extended French shipping in 
order to enable it to successfully compete for foreign business. 

And that is theresultof increased mail pay or subsidies and bounties 

ttogether. Butwearenot withoutexperience ourselves. We paid to 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company from 1867 to 1877, $4,750,000, 
and $1,812,000 to the line between the United States and Brazil. Has 
that built up our merchant marine? 

My point is that this increase of mail pay, or subsidy, to use the 
English expression, is not the remedy for the condition of the merchant 
marine of the United States. The disease is more deadly. It is like 
applying cuticura toa man whose lungs are diseased. When the vast 
fountains of life have been attacked, how long can wego on? Thepa- 
tient is in a desperate condition. It ishardly necessary to repeat what 
is the condition of the merchant marine of the United States, and yet 
Senators year after year appear here and clamor for the existence of 
these navigation laws and say to those of us who ask that something 
else may be tried and some other remedy administered, ‘‘Oh, you 
are in the interest of Great Britain; you are seeking to attack this high 
protective tariff system;’’ and then when they can not say anything 
more these Senators appear before their admiring constituency and say 
that the free-trade men of the United States or the revenue-tariff men 
are in the interest of Great Britain and seeking to strike down Ameri- 
ean labor! Why, sir, I received this morning and have upon my desk 
the following as a specimen of the high tariff literature disseminated 
through this country to the workingmen of America: 


{Face.] 
To the workingmen of America. A few facts from United States official re- 
ports, compiled by a workingman. 


[Back.] 

Fellow workmen are requested to watch closely the actions of their repre- 
sentatives in Congress. Any member of Congress voting for low-tariff meas- 
ures is not “a workingman's friend,” and should be shelved at coming elections. 

I would like to see that “ workingman.” If he has not got a three- 
story silk hat on his head, and diamond shirt studs in his bosom, and 
a pair of fancy kid boots, and does not board at the Fifth Avenue Hotel 
and have his board paid by the manufacturers and ship-builders of the 
United States, I will forfeit one year’s salary in Congress. ‘‘ Working- 
man!” Horny-handed son of toil! Why does he not sign his name 
as an honest workingman? Is he ashamed of it? He is a hired sub- 
sidy tool of those interests that intend to keep upon us this badge of 
inferiority that says to American citizens, ‘‘ You shall not take your 
money and buy your ships where you can buy ships, but for fear that 
you will affect this sacred white elephant of the high protective tariff, |. 


you shall not infringe upon the navigation laws, which are a portion of 
the protective system of the United States.” 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I did not intend to speak upon this 
question; but the Senator from Missouri has indulged in such peculiar 
arguments, as I regard them, that being in favor of this amendment to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill, I desire briefly to explain the reasons 
for my vote. 

I regret ingly that the Senator from Missouri did not give us 
a clear definition of what isa subsidy. For instance, the Senator from 
Missouri introduced a bill here the other day guaranteeing the payment 
of $37,500,000 to a private company to enable that company to build a 
ship railway on foreign soil. That was a proposition to take the money 
of the people of the United States, to give that money to a private cor- 
poration, that corporation being engaged ina private enterprise. Now, 
Mr. President, I am not criticising that bill; I intend to vote for that 
bill; but why was it that that bill was introduced by a Senator whois 
so fierce and so vehement in his denunciation of what are called sub- 
sidies? Is it a consistent positicn for him to occupy that he introduced 
a bill for such a purpose and now earnestly opposes this amendment 
because this amendment is intended to establish a subsidy? 

He gave as a reason in alluding to that ship-railway bill that there 
were certain enterprises of such a gigantic character that sometimes it 
became necessary for the Government of the United States to aid pri- 
vate capital in order to secure the accomplishment of such a great work. 
I beg to correct the honorable Senator’s statement. Far greater enter- 
prises than that proposed have been undertaken by private capitalists, 
and those great works have been accomplished without government 
aid or government assistance or government subsidies. 

Such was the case with reference to the Suez Canal; such is the case 
now with reference to the Panama Canal; and therefore I do not admit 
that the reason which he gave why we should favor that subsidy is 
either very satisfactory or quite conclusive. But I take it that the real 
reason is that he approves of the policy which is declared in the bill 
which he proposes. I approve of that policy, and I think it is directly 
in the line of the policy declared in this amendment; and that is, that 
we shall have the aid of the Government to promote, encourage, de- 
velop, and build up our mercantile marine. 

He says, but thatis not the remedy; the remedy is free ships. Now, 
the Senator has no right to assume, as he did assume, that I as a friend 
of this measure am op to free ships, for such is not the case. I 
do not consider that there is any antagonism whatever between this 
amendment and free ships; and that is illustrated by the policy and 
the ae of all the important governments to-day on the face of the “ 
eart 

France has free ships to-day, and yet France subsidizes steamship 
lines to the amount of $5,124,000 a year. Germany has free ships to- 
day, and yet Germany subsidizes steamship lines. Italy has free ships 
to-day, and yet Italy subsidizes steamship lines. England has free 
ships to-day in every sense of the word, and yet England subsidizes 
steamship lines. 

Therefore I maintain that there is no incompatibility between the 
two systems; that a government and an individual may be in favor of 
free ships, and at the same time in favor of subsidizing steamship lines. 
Hence the criticism that I would make upon the position of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky and the Senator from Bissourt i, 'ving as they doin 
the far interior of our country, and of course being very well informed 
on maritime problems, better informed perhaps than those who live 
nearer the seacoast, is this: that you have been telling the American 
people and Congress for the last ten years, ‘‘ Free ships is the remedy,” 
but we have not got free ships, and we have not had free ships; and I 
ask you, can we continue to listen to that argument unless gentlemen 
are prepared to tell us when we are-going to have free ships? Will 
they ask us to remain as we are and as we have been, for the next ten 
years, and occupy the same position that we have occupied for the last 
ten years; remain as a nation entirely bereft of all those advantages 
which we see are within our grasp; and are we to continue to remain 
satisfied in the fature, as we have in the past, with very able speeches 
about free ships and free trade? : 

Compare the statistics of ten years ago with the exhibit that is made 
to-day. You will find that our trade relations with the Central and 
South American states, so far as progress, so far as increase, so far as 
development is concerned, are unchanged, scarcely disturbed, and on 
the other hand you will find that the trade relations of England, France, 
Germany, and Italy with those countries have vastly and incredibly 
increased; that to-day Italy, a nation that was born but yesterday, has 
closer trade relations with Brazil than the United States, at least so 
far as any advantages are concerned, and that to-day Italy armored 
ships fit to be compared with the armored ships of England, has anavy 
compared with her population and resources equal to the navy of En- 
gland, and has a maritime fleet that equals that of England when you 
consider the population and resources of the respective countries. 

Isaw last spring myself launched from oneof her ship-yards a ship of 
10,000 tons, a man-of-war, equi built, her armament constructed, 
every thing the result of the industry and the skill of Italian mechanics; 
and, sir, that has been the ambition of every civilized country from 
the dawn of civilization to the time of the Romans and Carthagenians, 
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and coming down to the time of the Italian republics and the time 
that Spain reached the zenith of her power; and to-day the great ques- 
tion and the great problem is one of maritime supremacy, because that 
represents (although the Senator from Kentucky wanted us to believe 
that there is no difference between aship and an ox-wagon) the power, 
the ambition, the wealth, the prestige, the prosperity, and the civiliza- 
tion of a nation. 

Itis not, Mr. President, a question of free-trade or of protection; itis, 
in my judgment, a very narrow-minded view of this great question of 
whether a nation shall have a mercantile marine to attempt to apply 
to that problem the general theoriesand general propositions that apply 
to the domestic manufactures of any particular article. It is a ques- 
tion far above the other in dignity, in importance, and in its results. 

For one, sir, I may say it isa strong sentiment residing in the breast 
of every American citizen, that he would prefer to see the American 
flag instead of the flag of other nations floating at the mastheads of 
the hundreds and thousands of steamships that enter the ports of the 
civilized world. I say, sir, it is a matter of which we ought to be 
justly proud, for if we are not we shall be in the history of the rivalry 
of nations the only people on the face of the earth that have not been 
proud of maritime power and maritime supremacy. 

We have before us a practical proposition, a practical question; that 
is, to give Government aid to steamship lines in order to develop and 
increase our trade relations and commercial intercourse with certain 
nations, What do the opponents of this amendment offer instead of it? 
Nothing but general propositions; nothing but theories. There is 
nothing practical in what they offer. On the other hand what do its 
advocates suggest? We find that there isa strong feeling, particularly 
in my section of the country, being awakened and aroused to the great 
importance of this question. Our citizens feel and believe that the 
American people are entitled to that commerce; they believe that it 
belongs to the American people; and they also believe that there must 
be some extraordinary impediment which prevents them from reaching 
out and clutching those golden prizes almost within our reach. 

Therefore it can not be an unimportant question; it can not be a 
question of free trade, and if the honorable Senator from Missouri 

rmitted a certain expression to escape his lips that this was a polit- 
keal question, I would remind him, and I know that he can not be una- 
ware of the fact, that the largest subsidies that have ever been granted 
in the history of this Government were granted under Democratic ad- 
ministrations. R 

That Jaw which he has denounced, that the mails of the citizens of 
the United States should be carried in American ships alone, which has 
encountered his fierce opposition, was passed under a Democratic ad- 
ministration, was afterward approved and indorsed by a Democratic 
President, and under his administration contracts were made by which 
steamship lines were not only subsidized, but more than that, Mr. 
President, by which in order tomake the subsidies available that Dem- 
ocratic administration indorsed the proposition that an enormous ad- 
vance should be made to the contractors in order to enable them to 
build American ships and avail themselves of the subsidy; and here is 
what Mr. Polk said in reference to that law in his first message to Con- 


gress: 

Eropa measures have been taken, in pursuance to the act of Congress of the 
8d of March last, for the establishment of lines of mail steamers between this 
and foreign countries, The importance of this service commendsitself strongly 
to favorable consideration. 

Then for years an enormous subsidy was paid to various steamship 
lines. First, there was the Collins line; then there was the Sloo sub- 
sidy—subsidized steamships from New York to Havana, from Havana 
to New Orleans, and from New Orleans to Chagres. Then there was 
the Aspinwall subsidy from Panama to Astoriain Oregon. The Collins 
line received on an average every year $858,000, the Aspinwall line re- 
ceived $357,000 every year, and the Sloo line $284,000 annually. 

That law remained upon the statute-books during nearly all the 
Democratic administrations, and even to-day, if I have not misread 
the statutes, there is a decided discrimination in favor of sending mails 
by American steamers. Therefore, Mr. President, I have not appre- 
ciated that argument by which a mere prejudice has been sought to be 
created. I prefer to listen to serious arguments. It is a question on 
which there may be an honest difference of opinion. 

It is not a new question, it is not aquestion whether at any anteced- 
ent time there has been any corruption or jobbery in connection with 
the subject. That seemed with the Senator from Kentucky to bea 
very strong argument against thisamendment. I do not suppose that 
the honorable Senator would have it understood that he intended to 
intimate that because a certain amount of money is appropriated by 
Congress to be disposed of by the present Postmaster-General under cer- 
tain limitations and conditions, therefore there is to be any corruption 
or jobbery in the discharge of that public duty by the present Post- 
master-General. 

I have utterly failed to hear a perfectly serious argument in opposi- 
tion to thisamendment. What we do know is this, that in the rivalry 
of governments to secure trade, and particularly the trade with 
South America, there has been a policy agreed upon. Those govern- 
ments are not disposed to throw away millions of dollars; those gov- 


ernments are'economically and wisely administered; and yet we find 
that the four principal governments that have any seacoasts at all have 
agreed upon the policy thatin order to establish trade with certain 
countries you must have certain regular and speedy communication, 
That is the system to-day. R 

Those who choose to adopt or to repudiate, to accept or to ignore that 
system, are at perfect liberty to do so; but I say there has been no ex- 
planation seriously attempted by those who have spoken against the 
amendment to explain to us why it is that the Government of France 
last year appropriated $5,124,000 to subsidize steamship lines; why it 
is that England appropriated an equally large amount; why it is that 
Italy, a country that is to-day struggling under the burdens of excess- 
ive taxation, appropriated $1,660,000 in order to sustain steamship 
lines so as'to have speedy and certain communication with foreign 
countries. 3 

I say that the argument of freeships does not touch the question, be- 
cause all those Governments have free ships, and although they have 
free ships they find it necessary to snbsidize steam lines. I say that 
the question of free-trade does not touch this question, because England 
is a free-trade country and England has been the parent of subsidies 
and her example has been imitated by other governments. 

I say, Mr. President, that in my judgment the difference is because 
those governments have discovered and we have not discovered that 
trade to-day is operated upon certain conditions, and that you must 
have speed, regularity, and certainty by steam communication in or- 
der to secure the trade of a country. We are in some respects under 
more favorable conditions than other countries. Wehave the advan- 
tage of contiguity to the South American countries. They are our 
neighbors, anxious to trade with us, developing a marvelous commer- 
cial activity, having wonderful resources; countries which by reason 
of this very steam communitation that they have had with other coun- 
tries have developed an ambition to improve their condition, develop 
their great public works, and expand their commercial relations. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to debate this question at length, 
but I desire to say that I shall always vote to develop and increase our 
trade with foreign nations. It adds to the aggregate wealth of the 
nation. It isa matter that I do not consider whether a particular 
section of our country is to be directly or immediately benefited by 
any such legislation. It is a. matter in which I do not permit myself 
to consider whether a particular individual is to receive any benefit, 
for I know that the Government of the United States makes no con- 
tracts; it does not make a contract for carrying the mail on the Missis- 
sippi River or on the Kentucky River that some one is not already 
equip and prepared to accept that contract to the exclusion of 
everybody else. 1 look upon this in a broader light, and for one I 
hope that the arguments which have been advanced against this amend- 
ment will be more serious arguments than I have heard addressed to 
the Senate in order to defeat its adoption. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the reason for the decay of Amer- 
ican shipping in my judgment will be found in the fact that American 
capital can be more profitably employed in some other way than in 
building ships. I have heard much during the continuance of this ar- 
gument of the advantages to result by the proposed Sr pangs for 
which I intend to vote, to the restoration of the interests of American 
shipping; but I have listened in vain for some information as to the 
reason why the men of Maine and the men of Massachusetts do not now 
build ships if they want them, There is no reason why they should 
not build ships if they desire them. They have the yards and they 
have the forests and they have the mines and they have the skilled 
labor, and if ship-building was profitable, I venture to say that the cap- 
italists of Maine and Massachusetts would build ships, and the reason 
why they have not done it is because they can make more money by 
building railroads, and by buying Western lands, and by lending on 
mortgage at 6 and 8 and 10 and 15 per cent. to Western borrowers. 

I do not, therefore, Mr. President, feel that this appeal to a patriotic 
impulse to vote for a large appropriation out of the national Treasury 
for the purpose of restoring the decayed interests of American commerce 
has much weight. Very much the same argument applies to the car- 
rying trade of this world. There has been a unanimity of lamentation 
upon both sides of this Chamber about the loss of the carrying trade by 
the United States, and we have been told of the di and the shame 
that arises from the fact that the United States no longer has the car- 
rying trade of the world. Mr. President, we did not lose the carrying 
trade of the world; we relinquishedit. The reason why we have not the 
carrying trade of the world is because it is not profitable. Great Britain 
can afford to conduct the carrying trade of this world at a loss, as she 
does, because she has an insular position. There isnot a pointin Great 
Britain so remote from the seaboard that any product of her fields, that 
ny product of her factories or her mines can not by her railway system 
be placed in fourteen hours in the dock ready for shipment to any por- 
tion of the world. Great Britain has an enormous excess of manufact- 
uring facilities. She wants an enormous amount of free raw material. 
Therefore, Great Britain and the other continental nations so situated 
can afford to do what they are now doing, and that is to carry on what `~ 
may be called the transfer, the rtation business of the world by 
water at a loss. There is to-day a million tons of English shipping that 
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can be bought for 50 per cent. of what it cost, if anybody wants to buy 
it, The best statisticians inform us that for the amount of capital em- 
ployed in the carrying trade, Great Britain does not receive 1 per cent. 
per annum upon the capital invested. 

Therefore the reason why the United States does not do the carrying 
business of the world is because she can do better. It does not sound 
reasonable or logical or sensible to rise here and declare that the reason 
we do not do the carrying trade of the world is because Congress-does 
> not vote subsidies for mail pay. Statistics show better; and whenever 
the carrying trade of the world can be conducted ata profit, the United 
States of America will have their share of it. Butso long as American 
money can be more profitably employed in railroad transportation at 
home than it can in water transportation upon the deep, so long it will 
continue to be so employed, and the voting of $100,000 or $500,000 to 
one or more lines of steamships for service will not prevent it, and 
will not help it. 

We have been told also that to the south of us there is a great com- 
mercial empire waiting for the invitation of American commerce. We 
have been appealed to to vote for this appropriation upon the ground 
that unless it is enacted by Congress that same balance of trade which 
the Senator from Maine depicted with so much vigor in his speech the 
other day would continue to be against us. 

Mr. President, there is another reason why we have not got the trade 
of the South American republics, one that has not been mentioned here, 
one that deserves mention, because it is not becoming that Congress 
should be held up here and fustigated and castigated for unpatriotic 
frugality in failing to make the necessary appropriations, whereby we 
are unable to secure our share in the millions of South American com- 
merce. The reason why we do not have South American commerce is 
because we do not attempt to sell them the things they want to buy. 
The reason why our merchants and our manufacturers find no market 
in South America is because the merchants and manufacturers of other 
countries can offer them a better article at a less price. There is no 
want of facility of communication; the testimony in the report of the 
commissioners shows that the means of communication are ample, but 
that in their dealings with American merchants and American manu- 
facturers they have been flouted, they have been refused credit; they 
have not been offered the articles they wanted to buy, and when goods 
have been sold to them by sample they have proved to be entirely out 
of comparison with those samples both as to price and as to quality. 

It will be interesting, inasmuch as this report of the commission has 
been so copiously quoted from, to hear a little what is said on this sub- 
ject. In the first place, as to the facilities for the transaction of busi- 
ness, I read from 31 of the general report dated the 1st of Octo- 
ber, 1885, about the Central American trade. Says the commission: 

As to Central America, on the west it is well served by the ships of the Pa- 
cific Mail. 

Speaking about Venezuela they continne: 


Our steamship connection with Venezucla is exceptionall 
grows out of the fact that the large mercantile and co 

ork— 

Giving their names— 
have intimate relations with extensive houses in La Guayra, Caracas, Porto 
Cabello, and Maracaibo, and to do the business of these houses, as well as its 
own, it felt compelled to put on a semi-monthly line of steamers between New 
York and the ports we have mentioned. The headquarters of these housesare 
in Caracas, and the port of Maracaibo is connected with the line by a smalllight- 
draught steamer plying between it and the Dutch island of Curacoa. 


The entire commission unite also in the following statement, which 
will be found on page 61 of Executive Document No. 50, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session: 

As to other modes of increasing our trade with Venezuela, we hear here only 
is ge | of the same complaints, or suggestions, which have met us else- 
w and which have been set forth in our first report. Our merchants and 
manufacturers, if they desire to compete with those of Great Britain, France, 
and Germany, for the trade of Spanish and Portuguese America, should not rely 
on any self-complacent assertion of our national superiority in skill and taste, 

y if supported by agents who, in their ignorance, obtuseness, or natural 
coarseness, parade their fancy of superiority over the natives or residents of the 
country they visit. But they should rely on the truly American commercial and 
manufacturing enterprise and sagacity, which exhibit themselves in ascertain- 
ing the wants and even sy. Healy of the customers they seek to win, in supply- 
ing such goods as they are disposed to buy, and in avoiding all attempts to pass 
off inferior or damaged wares upon people who, although not as advanced in 
general material yore as ourselyes, are noted for their perspicacity and in- 
dividual independence. 


It would appear, then, from the examination which these commis- 
sioners were able to give upon thesubject ofSonth American trade and the 
best method of increasing our commerce in that direction, that they dis- 
covered thatthe chief difficulty rested upon an assertion, which was un- 
founded, ofournationalsuperiority; that we madea great many self-com- 
placent assertions and complained of the ignorance and coarseness and 
obtuseness of the merchantsin that locality; and that instead of relying 
upon American commercial and manufacturing enterprise and sagacity 
we displayed our skill in ing off damaged and inferior goods upon 
them, refusing to supply them with the materials that they wanted, 
denying them credit, and in various ways showing an,indisposition to 
deal with them in those particulars and upon thoserelations Which are 
alone possible as the factors ofcommercial relationship between nations, 

The report of the commissioners is sustained by the evidence of a 
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great many intelligent witnesses from which I will take but a very few 
extracts for the purpose of showing to the merchants and manufact- 
urers of this country that it will not do for them to rely upon Congress 
for the purpose of building up South American trade; that primarily 
the fault is withthem; and that before subsidies to steamshlp lines can 
afford any relief there must first be a disposition on the part of the 
manufacturing and commercial classes to send to those ports what the 
people want to buy, to treat them as if they were civilized beings, and 
to give them the same facilities that are afforded by.the merchants of 
England, France, and Spain. 

Mr. H. L. Boulton—I read now from page 69 of the report—who is 
an eminent merchant of that region, loeated at Caracas, speaking of 
the reason why the United States, nearer to Venezuela than Europe, 
does not get the business, says: 

There would be no difficulty at all if they could produce as cheaply. Gene- 
rally speaking, the American manufactured cotton goods and hardware are 
superior to the European article; very likely too good. 

Mr. HALE. You have the wrong page. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, Ihave not the wrong page.- I propose to show 
from this statement that they do not want the best quality of goods, 
They are poor and unable to buy the best quality of goods; they want 
cheap goods; they want. cotton cloths that are of an inferior quality; 
they complain that they should be from 1 to 2 inches narrower than 
our manufacturers make them, and that there ought to be 20 yards 
less in a piece than our manufacturers put them up, but that our manu- 
facturers refuse to accede to that and persist in sending down to them 
a quality of goods which they can not afford to buy, and then complain 
of the want of traffic. 3 


Q. Zue pons is that our manufacturers do not adapt themselves to the tastes 
or the fashions, whatever it may be, of the consumers in Venezuela as well as 
the European? 

A. Yes, sir; that in part, but it isnot even that; it goes farther than that. 
Ape qa ty of American manufactures is superior to the general importation 
from Europe, as far as I understand, and consequently dearer. 


A, Yes, of course, 
Q. And if our dry goods manufacturers want this trade they must manufact- 


ure cheaper? >» 


per 

A. Not only that, but they must accommodate themselves to European ways. 

Then he goes on to say what they are; that European merchants give 
them a credit of from six to nine months, and that the American mer- 
chants refuse to give them credit at all 

Q. Our people won't trust? 

A. Well, potas Sees not give such long credits as in Europe. Another thing is 
in manufacturing; as far as I understand, if you send for five hundred pieces of 
a certain class of goods to the United States, and you say those goods must weigh 
so much, and must be so many inches wide, if they have not got the looms they 
will say, "We can not doit.” They do not put themselves out. If you send to 
Manchester for anything, they never say no; they make what you want. 

Q. That is what we found elsewhere. Our people do not adapt themselyesto 
the taste of the people? 

A. They do not put themselves to the troyble of suiting the necessities of for- 
eign trade in some things. 

Mr. C. Röhl, upon page 77, was another witness. He is the consular 
agent of the United States stationed at that port. Hesays that most 
of the goods are obtained at that port from England and Germany. 

What should our manufacturers do to obtain your trade here? 

Asked the commission— 


A. They should send out commercial travelers with samples, whose duty it 
would be to study the special requirements of the country; offer their goods 
and send their orders home. 

* * * Lj à * 


The trade with the United States is gradually growing and increasing by its 
own efforts, and there is every reason to believe that it will further increase. 

Q. Would increased steamship communication increase trade? 

A. It seems to me that the communication we have is quite suffi- 
cient. The ownersof the*Red “D” line do allin their power to meet every re- 
quirement. Their ships are first-rate vessels as regards s „and in every 
other respect. Formerly we had two steamers a month; now we have three. 

Mr. HALE. What country is that? 

Mr. INGALLS. Venezuela. 

Mr. HALE. That is the exceptional country? 

Mr. INGALLS. Before I get through I shall show it is not an ex- 
ceptional country, but even where the country is an exceptional one, 
where the means of transportation are ample, where there is no com- 
plaint, but, on the contrary, evidence that they have three steamships 
a month, even there traffic is practically destroyed, and simply because 
the merchants and manufacturers of the eastern seaboard refuse to 
adapt themselves to the requirements of the trade there. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me a question there? 

Mr. INGALLS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I used the word just now ‘‘exceptional’’ because it had 
been used by the Senator himself in reading a statement of the condi- 
tion of our trade with Venezuela. It is exceptional. The commerce 
between the United States and Venezuela is increasing, and one reason 
why it is increasing is that we have there steamship communication 
more direct, ready, regular, and to be depended upon than in any other 
countries, ‘ 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. Emerich Henry on page 83 says trade is not 
increasing. I do not know that he knows anything about other busi- 
ness, but his business is not much more since he started. He has been 
there for some time, how long he does not say. 
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—— ALLISON. The sewing-machine business is what he is engaged 


Mr. INGALLS. On 84 of the same report occurs the statement 
of another witness, E. iente, who is a citizen of the United States. 
He is asked what the Government could do to increase trade between 
the two countries, and he says: 


Americans know very little and study little and cater very little to our 
business. Our merchants in New York not make prints, for example, of 
the width and size required, unless you give them an immense order. They 
won't touchit. Anotherthing is the packing. In the States they have the idea 
that we are fond of Ipasa plena and we haye to pay duty on the gross weight. 
That alore kills three-for of the business, because you have also the interior 


freight to pay. 

He says there should be a difference in the packing; generally speak- 
ing, in everything: $ 

The American houses adyertise here— 

That is in Venezuela, where the opportunities of transportation are 
so great— 
but if you send an order they can’t fill it; does not know the requirements of 


the custom-house, and the invoice is generally sent wrong, and therefore we 
have to deal with commission houses. 


There is a singular uniformity in the testimony of all these witnesses 
in Venezuela as to the reasons why the trade with the United States is 
so defective and limited, all going to the general tenor that the fault is 
wholly with our merchants and manufacturers themselves and not with 
Se and not in the want of steamship facilities or mail accommo- 

ions. 

As my colleague has the closing of the debate on this matter and the 
time is nearly approaching when the vote is to be taken, Ido not desire 
to dwell further upon this subject, There is a great deal of exceed- 
ingly interesting detail in this testimony which I had marked to read 
on this occasion, both in the comments of the commission and in the 
testimony of the witnesses, all going to prove the same general state- 
ments I have made. My object in calling attention at this time to this 
feature of the report has been not to establish any argument whatever 
against the amendment offered by the Post-Office Committee, not to es- 
tablish any ground whatever against the voting of necessary appropri- 
ations for mail pay for these steamship lines, but to show to the mer- 
chants and manufacturers of this country, and to call their attention to 
the fact in the most public}way possible, that primarily the difficulties 
in our South American trade rest with them and not with Congress. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New York allow me to offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the committee? I offer the follow- 
ing amendment which I have written on a copy of the bill, and I will 
read it: 

Strike out in lines 100 and 101 the words ‘‘ American built and regis- 
tered” and after the word ‘steamships’? in line 101 insert ‘‘owned in 
whole or in part by citizens of the United States, whether built in Amer- 
ica or in any foreign country;’’ so as to read: 

of fi b; owned in whole or in 
oak by rte Unica Bae, poet pcp elie bo or in any foreign 
country. 

And then at the end of the amendment, after line 114, to add: 

And the ships so employed in such mail service shall be entitled to be regis- 
tered under the laws of the United States, and shall be so registered and en- 
TOES PROS the contract forcarrying the mails on them shall become operative 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, for twenty years or more the American 
people have been calling upon Congress to take such action as would 
lead to the revival of our merchant marine; and through all those years 
discussions have gone on in every which has assembled; but 
up to the present time we have not been able to agree upon any great 
measures of relief. In fact, the people as a whole have heretofore been 
divided in their opinions as to what action should be taken, and their 
representatives in the two Houses of Congress have been equally di- 
vided. ‘ 

Two years ago, after an investigation by a joint committee of the two 
Houses, a small measure of relief was brought in and was enacted into 
alaw. By it many of the small charges and burdens which were im- 
posed upon American shipping were removed and much relief came to 
our merchant marine by the act of which I speak. Butit was not such 
a measure of relief as would enable American shippers to enter suc- 
cessfully upon a contest with the great maritime powers of the world 
who for more than twenty-five years have been increasing their merchant 
marine, particularly England, Germany, France, and Italy, until to- 
day they are able to carry in round numbers three-quarters of the en- 
tire commerce of the world. 

This contest was renewed again last year, and finally the two Houses 
of Congress, one Democratic and one Republican, united in appropriat- 
ing $400,000 to be used for mail pay to American steamship lines to 
carry our mails to foreign countries. It was distinctly understood by 
Congress when that appropriation was made thatit was made expressly 
for the purpose of aiding our merchant marine, of encouraging the build- 
ing of American steamships, and encouraging our people to sail them. 

After a long debate in two Houses that appropriation was made, 
and the people of our country looked to it for relief and for aid in this 
matter. But the administration charged with the conduct of public 


affairs deliberately refused to expend that moneyatall. Weweretold 
in the public press at the time and in the reports which have been 
made that the law was so imperfect, so indefinite in its language, that 
the Postmaster-General could not carry it out; but the great leader of 
the Democratic party in this body in an attack upon the present amend- 
ment told the country that it was against the policy of this adminis- 
tration, that the President and the Postmaster-General had both pro- 


tested against a priations of this kind, for they were con to 
the principles which they desired to carry out in the conduct of public ` 


We had been told before by the Executive himself that the office of 
President was an executive office; that it was one which had not to do 
with policies or plans of government, but that it was to execute the 
will of the people as expressed by the Congress of the United States. 
Now we are told by this leader that any appropriations for subsidizing 
American shipping is against the policy of the administration, and I 
presume, therefore, against the policy of the Democratic party. Idis- 
cover, however, that the whole party is not united upon that policy 
even in this body. If it was united upon any policy, we should be 
glad to know what it is. If it be opposition to an increase of the 
American merchant marine, if it be against paying reasonable rates for 
carrying the foreign mails, we should be glad to know that. If they 
are absolutely united in favor of free ships and free trade, we should 
be glad to know that; for as a party of opposition it is somewhat diffi- 
cult to know haw to deal with a party in power controlling all the 
functions of this great Government when we find that party as repre- - 
sented in Congress united upon no single line of policy or upon no sin- 
gle proposition referring to government. 

Therefore we must proceed to consider these questions outside of 
political lines, and upon lines of policy which have met with favor upon 
this side of the Chamber, and lines of policy which we believe here as 
Republicans, if carried into effect, will result in great good to all our 


people. 

I do not care to go at length into the question of free ships or of a 
protective tariff, and had not those objects been brought in here by the 
two leaders of the party upon the other side who have opposed the 
amendment, had not these questions been brought forward here as the 
chief reason why we should not make this appropriation of $800,000 
en eee g of the foreign mails, I should not care to refer to them 
at J 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. BECK] seem to delightin telling the American le from 
this forum of the wretched condition of our Navy and of the more 
wretched condition of our merchant marine. ‘They seém to delight to 
boast of the decline of both. But I have no desire to spread that record 
out here before the people. As an American citizen I am ashamed of 
both. -Asa representative in this body and in the other House of Con- 
gress I have been ever ready to vote liberal appropriations for the build- 
ing up of a navy, and I have always voted for the most liberal appro- 
priations which have been presented to this body for carrying the foreign 
mails, hoping thereby to improve and build up the American merchant 
marine. . > 

I take no delight in talking of the decadence of our merchant ma- 
rine. I find no delight in referring to the old hulls and useless ships 
of our Navy. For the last fifteen or twenty years the Republican party 
in control of this Government has sought frequently to add to our Navy 
by making appropriations for so doing, but almost withont exception 
the effort has been met by the bitter, persistent, and undying opposi- 
tion of the Democratic When a few years ago we did appro- 
priate four or five million dollars to build some new cruisers and when 
they were finally started and nearly completed, the Democratic party 
coming into power struck down the builder and the interest which he 
represented by refusing, first, to receive a ship which had been accepted 
by the naval advisory as having in every respect complied with 
the terms of the contract, and then when work had been stopped upon 
the othér cruisers it finally completed its action by seizing the ships 
and the works of the contractor and thus destroying by one act one of 
the greatest ship-building yards in this country and a man who, start- 
ing in life as a poor mechanic, had achieved success equaled by no other 
American citizen in that line of industry. 

But the record of this administration upon the building up of the 
Navy does not end there. We appropriated by the last Congress some 
three or four million dollars, I forget just how much, to go on with this 
good work which wehad begun. We putitinto the hands of this admin- 
istration and called upon it to continue the work by devising plans for 
new and better ships and building them. A yearand more has passed 
since that appropriation was made, but it has laid no new keel, it has 
siarted nonew ships under it, and that money lies idle in the Treasury. 

Mr. President, if the American Navy has declined since the war, the 
discredit lies not all at the door of the Republican party by any means; 
and if the American merchant marine has declined also, neither can it 
in my judgment be attributed to the policy of the Republican partyin . 
maintaining a protective tariff. Let ussee. We are told by the Sena- 
tors on the other side from Kentucky and Missouri that if we will re- 
pa our obnoxious and barbarous navigation laws and admit foreign- 

uilt ships free to our registry and our flag we can then revive our 
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merchant marine, and not otherwise. But every Senator knows that 
any American citizen having the money can purchase a ship wherever 
he likes, and can run it in all the commerce of the world. Our laws 
only deny him an American registry and the right to float the Ameri- 
can flag. Onur policy has been from the beginning of the Government 
down to the present time that the ship which carries the flag of our 
Government and which represents our Government should be of Ameri- 
can build and of American material. But suppose we were to repeal 
these laws and admit ships free, would that materially aid us in the 
contest which we desire to wage with the great powers of Europe in 
securing back our proper proportion of the carrying trade of the world? 
I think not at all. 

The Senator from Missouri will bear me ont in the statement, for he 
was 2 member of the joint committee of the two Houses togetlier with 
myself who made the investigation some two or three years ago, in 
saying that all the ship-masters of the country whom we called before us 
agreed substantially that the cost of building an iron steamship in an 
American ship-yard was not more than from 10 to 15 per cent. higher 
than the cost of building it upon the Clyde, When the Senator from 
Kentucky said the other day that we compelled a man who desired to 
sail an iron steamship to pay $300,000 for building it here in our yards 
when he could buy it for $200,000 abroad he went very wide of the 
truth in this respect, notintentionally undoubtedly but the difference 
which he gaye is 50 per cent. The actual difference to-day is probably 

not more than 12 per cent. 
`- That committee had before it the president of the Pacific Mail line, 
a line which runs both American-built steamers and foreign-built 
steamers, and the president told the committee that after having pro- 
cured proposals from English ship-builders and American ship-build- 
ers he found the difference in cost against the American ship-builder 
was only 124 per cent. There it remains to-day, and any man who 
knows anything about the sailing of vessels or the transportation of 
commerce knows very well that a difference of only 10 or 12 per cent. in 
the original cost of the plant will go but a very short way toward equal- 
izing the differences between the English commercial marine and the 
American commercial marine in the cost of the movement of the ships. 

The same investigation brought out the fact that owing to the high 
rate of wages paid to American seamen and American officers upon the 
line of steamships running from Philadelphia to England, in which 
there are four American steamships, the difference in the wages paid 
to the American seamen and the American officers was equal to 4 per. 
cent. upon the cost of the ships. How could we hope to sueceed in so 
unequal a contest as this? I suppose, of course, that the Senator from 
Kentucky and the Senator from Missouri would answer, let as have free 
ships, manned by foreign officers and by foreign seamen at foreign rates 
of wages. While vessels of that kind might carry our produceand dis- 
tribute it to the nations of the world, and might bring us back of the 
produce of the world what we wanted, it would not do very much to- 
ward restoring the American marine. No; if we were tohave freeships 
it would go but a very little way toward equalizing the contestof which 
I have spoken. 

The Senator from Kentucky tells us that we can not hope to sell our 
manufactured products abroad until we can produce them as cheaply 
as England, Germany, or France can produce them; and therefore we 
can not expect to have any of this trade. How does the Senator pro- 
pose to reduce the cost of manufacturing in this country? We have 
the cheapest cotton in the world, because we produce it and furnish it 
to all the manufacturing countriesof Europe. We have an abundance 
of cheap water-power, which furnishes the motive-power for our fac- 
tories. Our local taxation is not greater than the taxation which bears 
upon the people of Europe. We have a higher rate of interest upon 
capital, we have a vastly higher rate of wages, and we can not upon 
the finer class of goods hope to compete with Europe in the trade of the 
world unless we have substantially the same rate of wages. Butis the 
Senator from Kentucky or are any of the Senators upon that side of 
the Chamber willing to see the rate of labor in this country reduced to 
the rate of wages prevailing in Europe in order that we may thereby 
send a few more thousands of dollars’ worth of manufactured to 
South America or to the Sandwich Islands or to the West India Islands 
or to China or Japan? I trust not, Mr. President. I hope the day is 
far distant when any such motive as that shall move the Congress of 
the United States to break down our protective-tariff laws. 

What are the facts in regard to our manufacturing products in this 
country and our ability to furnish them in competition with the manu- 
facturers of England and of Europe? We areable to manufacture and 
we are to-day manufacturing the cheaper and. coarser kinds of cotton 
cloth as cheaply as they are made in Manchester or anywhere in Europe, 
notwithstanding we are paying a rate of wages to our operatives which 
is from 50 to 100 per cent. higher than is paid in those countries. We 
are producing and shipping these goods to nearly all portions of the 
globe in direct competition with England, Germany, and France. It 
is believed by the majority of the American people. certainly by those 
engaged in this industry, that if they had more rapid, , com- 
plete service with all South America and with the islands of the sea 
and with the Orient, we should be able in a very few years to double 
or quadruple the amount of coarse cotton goods shipped abroad. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator Kentucky ? 

Mr. BECK, Ionly rose to say that the hour of 4 0’clock had arrived, 
and as the Senator from Kansas who has charge of the bill ought to be 
heard and there are other Senators who wish to be heard for a short 
time, I ask unanimous consent that the time be extended until 5 o'clock 
to allow that to be done, and not to interrupt the Senator from New 
York in his remarks ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Kentucky that the time for debate be extended 
until 5 o’clock? 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say simply that under the circumstances, 
having opened the debate, I do not wish to have the time extended on 
my account. However, I understand that several other Senators wish 
to . 


speak. 

Mr. BECK. ‘There are one or two Senators I know who desire to be 
heard, and I thought it would not take much time, and at 5 o'clock 
we might agree to take the vote. : ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that propo- 
sition will be considered as agreed to. The Senator from New York 
will proceed. 

Mr. MILLER. In the manufacture of farm implements and tools of 
trade of all kinds we have excelled all other peoples, and to-day the agri- 
cultural implements of the United States are to be found upon the farms 
ofevery civilized country ofthe world. We produce better plows, better 
shovels, better farming implements of all kinds than any other country, 
and in spite of the uncertain and imperfect connection with many por- 
tions of the globe these implements of trade are finding their way 
throughout the world. In the manufacture of sewing-machines and 
similar articles we also lead all other peoples. I make the statement 
that in the classes of goods which I have mentioned and in many others 
also we are ready and prepared to compete with England, Germany, or 
France, provided we may have proper means of commercial intercourse 
with the nations which desire to buy these goods. We donot expect to 
be able to put our manufactured products onto the continent of Europe 
and to compete with the manufacturers there to any extent; but over 
the whole of South America, in the West India Islands, and in the 
Orient, if we can reach them and have proper means of commercial in- 
tercourse, we can, in my judgment, secure the bulk of the trade in all 
the countries I have mentioned. An examination of the reports of our 
Government in regard to our trade with many of the South American 
countries will, Ithink, bear me outin the assertion which I have made. 

In addition to the manufactured articles of which I have spoken, 
which are so well adapted to trade with the various countries I have 
mentioned, we have a large surplus of farm products seeking a foreign 
market. ‘These farm products to-day form the bulk of all our exporta- 
tions not only in our trade with Europe but in our trade with South 
America. It will be found that the flour and other farm products are 
the chief articles which we export there. 

Last year we imported from Brazil in round numbers $48,000,000 
worth of products and we exported to Brazil seven and a quarter mill- 
ions in value of our products. Still the Senator from Kentucky tells 
us we can not hope to have trade with that country or with the South 
American countries so long as we maintain our present tariff rates. 
Let us see. The reason given is that we can not hope to buy the prod- 
ucts of Brazil because we imposea duty, he says, in round numbers of 
46 per cent. upon the products of Brazil brought into this country. 
Of the $48,000,000 worth of products of Brazil brought into this coun- 
try last year, $38,136,191 worth were upon the free-list, upon which 
not a dollar of duty was paid at all. They could be landed as cheaply 
in New York as in Liverpool, or Havre, or Bremen, or Hamburg, or 
any other port in the world. That $38,000,000 worth was composed 
chiefly of coffee, raw hides, raw rubber, tropical woods, and dye-stufis. 
In fact nearly all the natural products of Brazil come in under our 
present tariff without any duty at all. Butin spite of that we sold 
her less than $8,000,000 worth of products off the farm and from the 
loom and the machine-shop. About $30,000,000 of the importations 
from Brazil last year consisted of coffee; some $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 
consisted of raw rubber; and between $1,000,000 and $2,000,000 of 
raw hides, all of which were free of duty. We sent back in return 
coarse cotton goods, farm implements, and flour, and other produce of 
our farms. r 

So you may take all the countries of South America, and you will 
find that in nearly every case we bought much more than we sold, and 
that nearly all we bought from South America came in without pay- 
ing a single farthing of duty. How, then, would the Senator from 
Kentu hope to increase that line of trade if we were to abolish all 
our duties? Would he have us go to Brazil forour wool? Would he 
have us go to Chili for our copper? 

The commerce of the world isnot barterin any true senseof the word 
atall. Now thatthe wholeglobe has been circled by discovery and by 
investigation until we know whatare the products of every clime and 
every’country, commerce consists in each country drawing from every 
other country what it most needs, what it most desires, and in selling 
back to that other country what it may need or what we may be able 
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to persuade them to take. We do not grow coffee, and so we import 
$30,000,000 worth of coffee from Brazil. We do not produce raw rub- 
ber at all, and so we import nearly $4,000,000 worth of rubber from 
Brazil. We do not have the tropical woods and dyestuffs within the 
limits of the United States, and so we import them free from Brazil and 
from the Argentine Republic and from the whole of South America. 
Those countries desire certain manufactured goods, and they get them 
as they are brought to their shores by the vessels of other nations, hay- 
ing very few ships engaged in trade themselves. @ 

Thus itis that the trade of the countries of which I am now speak- 
ing is controlled almost entirely by those nations which have the largest 
commercial marine, The control of the commerce of any of those 
countries is absolutely in the hands of those nations which control the 
means of commerce, and the means of commerce are not only the ships 
themselves, but they are the financial resources also of commerce, they 
are the banking houses which give credit to the merchants, they are 
the commercial houses and great shipping merchants which collect to- 
gether the products of a country and send them out for trade and for 
commerce, : 

So it happens that to-day, when we are seeking for the commerce of 
South America, we find that Great Britain alone sends quite as many 
ships into those ports as all the other nations of the world combined, 
and thus it is that she is enabled to control the commerce of those coun- 
tries. Wherever the English steamship goes out laden with the man- 
ufactures of Great Britain she finds at the end of her journey an En- 
glish commission house ready to take the goods and find a market 
among the people of the country. She finds there a banking-house 
ready to give credit to the merchants, ready to extend credits upon 
bills of lading, and thus enable the business to be done. It is by all 
these means which she holds in her hands that she is enabled to con- 
trol and does to-day so largely control the commerce of South and Cen- 
tral America. 

It is not true, as stated by the Senator from Kentucky, that Great 
Britain controls the commerce of those countries because she buys more 
largely of them than any other nation does, forshe does not. England 
takes from Central and South America of their raw products simply 
what she needs for her own manufacturing establishments and no more. 
If you go over the reports you will find that Great Britain in her com- 
merce with those countries sells to Brazil much more than she buys 
from her. Her importations from Brazil last year were in round num- 
bers £4,700,000.sterling; her exports were £6,471,000, selling back to 
Brazil much more than she bought from her. 

This is strikingly illustrated inthe condition of trade with the Ar- 
gentine Republic, from which Great Britain bought last year £1,158, 000 
in value and sold to the Argentine Republic £5,810,000 in value, prov- 
ing conclusively, what I have before stated, that the old rule of barter 
no longer holds good, each nation buying from every other nation what 
she needs and desires, and selling in return what that nation may need 
or desire. Where two nations are seeking for the same trade or are 
seeking to supply the same people with the same manufactured articles 
or the same products, that nation which has in her hands and controls 
the means of intercommunication, which holds the sinews of commerce, 
which are finance, will undoubtedly chiefly control the trade of that 
country. 

That is what England is doing. Having made of herself the manu- 
facturing center of the world, the workshop of the world, she sends out 
to the other nations of the world and collects any such raw materials 
as she may need for her manufacturing industries, and sailing her own 
ships and maintaining rapid mail communication with all the nations 
of the earth she is thus enabled to control the commerce of those na- 
tions to a larger extent than either the United States or any other na- 
tion. 

I fail then to see how free trade or a large reduction of our present 
protective duties would enable us to compete with England, Germany, 
or France in manufactures of the finer and higher es. Wecan not 
yet hope to do that, but in the particular lines of which I have spoken 
I have no doubt whatever of our ability to successfully compete, and 
that to-day we only need with all the outlying countries of which I have 
poken, regular, rapid, and frequent mail communication. Before com- 
merce can do anything, before itcan organize itself, there must be mail 
communication. 

The Senator from Kentucky complained of the manufacturers of this 
country because they were not more vigilant in seeking a foreign market. 
It is not the manufacturer as a class who seeks the foreign market. 
The manufacturer of any one particular article can not afford to look 
for a distant market. That must be done by the middleman, by the 
shipping merchant, by the commission merchant, who, having his branch 
houses in all the great ports of those countries, shall gather up the or- 
ders for the goods which are desired, bringing them to our ports and 
there making his purchases and his collections and returning the goods 
which are wanted. Itcan be done in no other way. Inour great cities 
they will not undertake the hazardous business of dealing in foreign 
markets unless they are sure of rapid communication by mail steamers. 

It is for this purpose, and this purpose alone, that this amendment 
has beer proposed and that it is sought to put it upon the bill. It is 
believed that if we can have weekly mails with the leading ports of 


‘South America we shall be able thereby to a very large extent to con- 


trol the trade of those countries, for wherever a vessel goes laden with 
our products she is sure to seek a return freight and thereby to increase 
the trade. Take the one line running from New York and from New- 
port News to Brazil. The owners of that line have become commission 
merchants of necessity. They can not afford to run their vessels with- 
out freight, and so they are constantly seeking among American man- 
ufacturers, and among American farmers, for a consignment of goods to 
be sent to South America. They are constantly looking out for trade, 
and when they have secured it and have carried it to South America 
they must of necessity attempt to dispose of it. Thus it is that the 
steamship company itself in cases where regular trade has not been 
established becomes both the transporter and the commission merchant, 
and that has been particularly true of all the lines of steamships which 
have run from our shores to South America either upon the eastern or 
the western coast of that great continent. They have been compelled 
to do very largely the business of the middleman. 

It is believed that if we can increase this communication, if we can 
have two or three lines of steamers running where we now have one, 
we shall in that proportion increase the shipments of our produce to 
those countries, and to a certain extent increase our importations also; 
or at least if we do not increase our importations that we shall bring 
these importations to our own ports in our own ships and under our own 
flag rather than that they shall come to us in foreign bottoms and un- 
der foreign flags. 

The Senator from Missouri spoke of the case of an American ship- 
master who, sailing from New York with acargo to Chili, and having 
disposed of it, loaded his, vessel with wool and copper, and returning to 
New York found that he could not dispose of it to advantage because 
of the duty. I know nothing about that ial case; but if there is 
any American shipmaster sailing out of our ports who is so ignorant 
of our laws, who knows so little of our system of protection to our own 
products that he did not know that there was a duty upon copper and 
a duty upon wool, in my judgment he was not a fit man to send out 
with a ship to engage in a foreign commerce. 

If he had desired that cargo he should have shipped it to Liverpool, 
as the Senator tells us he finally went to that port. There would have 
been nothing strange or nothing irregular in that, for how is the great 
bulk of the commerce of the United States carried on with Brazil to- 
day? How is it that the $48,000,000 worth of the products of Brazil 
find their way into our ports to-day? Is it in American ships and un- 
der American flags? No; not 10 per cent. of it; but it comes to the 
port of New York in an English steamer, and when that English steamer 
unloads its cargo in New York it takes on board a cargo of wheat, or 
corn, or flour, and sails for Liverpool, because the shipmaster knows 
that that product can be disposed of there even if it has not been sold 
before he starts with it. Having unloaded his wheat in Liverpool, his 
ship again loads with the products of the loom and the machine-shop 
of England and goes back again to Brazil and there it loads with coffee, 
with rubber, with hides, which it brings to the United States. 

That is the way the trade of England is carried on with Brazil, and 
if an American ship should engage in that triangular commerce I see 
no harm in it. 

I do not understand or believe that the Senator from Missouri would 
desire to have the duty taken off copper or wool in order that we might 
go to Chili to get our supply of copper and wool there; neither do I 
suppose that his constituents in Missouri would care to have the duty 
taken off lead and zinc in order that we might go to some South Amer- 
ican mine to get our lead and zine, and that the lead and zinc minesin 
Missouri might be shut up and the miners turned out with nothing to 
do. If I remember the record of the Senator from Missouri upon that 
question, when the tariff bill was before this body three years since, 
he was found here advocating the highest rate of taxation with the 
highest tariff upon lead and zine, because they were the products of 
Missouri. Put them on the free-list and perhaps you might settle the 
silver question, for a very large number of the silver mines of the West 
could not be carried on successfully to-day were it not for the profit 
arising from the lead found with the silver. 

No, Mr. President, no country anywhere should buy natural raw 
products such as it can produce itself. The United States does not de- 
sire to go to Chili for copper, nor to any other country for lead or zine 
oriron. Does Brazil, in order that she may have a better trade with 
Cuba, send to Cuba for her sugar or her coffee? That would be absurd. 
Brazil produces coffee for export, and she does not look for itany where 
else; neither should we in such a case. Whatever we can produce in 
this country we shall find it always to the best interests of all our people 
that it shall be produced here rather than that weshall go abroad for it. 
Shall we take the duty off wool in order that we may buy it in South 
Africa, or in Australia, or in Brazil, or in the Argentine Republic, or 
elsewhere, rather than that we shall grow it upon our great plains in 
the West, as we have been doing for the past twenty years? I think 
not. Ido not believe that the American people are prepared for any 
such doctrine as that, and they are not yet ready to see any such prin- 
ciples carried into execution. 

The Senator from Missouri objected to this proposition of voting 
$800,000 as a subsidy for the reason that there was no free competition, 
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that it was confined to and would be expended only upon American- 
built vessels. He told us that Great Britain opened all her foreign- 
mail carrying toall flags; that her contracts were made with the lowest 
bidder without regard to the nationality of the bidder. I must take 
issue with the Senator upon that statement. He made the same state- 
ment here some two or three years agoand I controverted it at the time, 
and was able then to show that nearly all the moneys which England 
had ever paid out for the carrying of the mails to foreign countries had 
been paid to English ship-owners; that in one case she had made a con- 
tract with a German line of steamers and that the commotion raised in 
England and the opposition which her ship-ownersand her peopleshowed 
to it was such that the government rescinded it and gave it up. Nearly 
all of her contracts to-day for carrying mails are absolutely private 
contracts made by the board of admiralty without any public bidding, 
without any public notice whatever; and as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWEs] tells me, one has just been made for twenty years. 

England has governed herself wisely in this respect. She has sent 
out her consular agents all over the world and has discovered the wants 
and needs of every people. Where she has seen an opening for trade 
and commerce, there she has subsidized at once a steamship line to carry 
the mails and to carry her products, and when that was not sufficient 
she has not hesitated to bring on unjust and unrighteous wars with the 
weaker nations of the earth during the last thirty-five years for no other 
purpose whatever except that by so Going ae might control the com- 
merce and the trade of those countries. The wars of England for the 
past third of a century have not been wars for glory and supremacy over 
all lands, but they have been chiefly waged from the commercial stand- 
point and for the sole purpose of controlling the trade of the weaker 
nations. She has paid out vast sums of money for the transportation 
of her mails, and she has paid it almost exclusively to English subjects. 

But let us see for a moment what another great nation is doing to- 
day, a nation which is striving to establish colonies and secure a por- 
tion of this valuable foreign trade. Fread from a message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States transmitting a report of the Secretary of State 
in relation to the mercantile marines of France, Germany, Great Brit- 
ain, and Italy, sent here April 9, 1886, Executive Document No. 172. 
From the report of Consul Loening I read as follows: 

The Imperial German Government has recently granted a subsidy to the North 
German Lloyd Steamship Company, of Bremen, for the establishment and main- 
tenance of the following steamship lines: 

One line for the trade with East Asia. 

One line for the trade with Australia. 

One branch (connecting) line from Trieste to Alexandria, For this the Ger- 
man Government pay the North German Lloyd Steamship Company 4,400,000 
marks per year for a period of fifteen years. _ 

Here is appended a translation of the'contract entered into by the Ger- 
man chancellor with this steamship company. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to a few of its provisions. It is very long and very 
full. It gives the government complete control over vessels for inspec- 
tion, &e, I read from page 85: 

ART, 10, The steamers to be sree in these lines must be built at German 
supynes aod as much as possible of German material. The plans of construc- 
tion are subject to the approval of the imperial chancellor. 

The vessels must have the highest classification given by the Germanic Lloyd. 

The r repairs to the steamers must also, as much as possible, be done on 
German ship-yards, 

Thus you see that this contract provides that all these vessels under 
this subvention must be built in German ship-yards of German mate- 
rial as far as possible; that all their principal repairs must be made in 
German ship-yards. It is a very wise provision throughout, for the 
Government of Germany desires to encourage ship-building in order 
that she may be prepared with transports in case of war, and she de- 
sires to encourage her ship-builders in order that she may be able to 
build her own navy and thus protect herself. But it goes even further 
in this protection, and provides that— 

The necessary supply of coals for the steamers to be employed in these lines, 
if received in German ports or in ports of call in the Netherlands or Belgium, 
according to article 1, must padans a be German product. Changes are only 
allowed if the consent of the imperial chancellor is obtained. 

There is a new subsidy just granted by Germany for encouraging this 
foreign trade in some of the countries to which we desire to extend ours. 
With her cheap labor in her manufactories in Germany, may it be pos- 
sible for usto compete with herin the carrying trade with any of these 
countries if we leave our shipmasters without any protection, without 
any compensation whatever for the carrying of mails, giving them only 
the sea postage of 2 cents a letter, or even the sea and inland postage of 
5 cents a letter? That is a contest which it would be worse than use- 
less for our capitalists to undertake, and we can not hope to succeed in it. 

I might goon and quote from this document. Of course the Senator 
from Kentucky and the other Senators will acknowledge its correctness, 
because it comes from the present administration, and the reports are 
almost entirely by the consular agents who have been sent out within 
the past year. 

I do not care at any length to allude to the failure of the administra- 
tion to carry ontthe law of the last Congress. That has been discussed 
in another body; it has been discussed by the public press; it has been 

by the merchants and business men of our country. So far 
as I have been able to follow the discussion and the expressions of sen- 
timent which have been made by our American shippers, it has been 


only one of condemnation. A year ago our mails to the Sandwich 
Islands, to China, and to Japan were carried with a good of regu- 
larity and speed under the American flag. We thought toimproveand 
accelerate that transportation by appropriating a reasonable sum of 
money to pay for having it done; but what has been'the result? The 
administration refused to expend a dollar of it; it soughtin every way 
possible to evade it. It sent our mails under every foreign flag and in 
every kind of ship that it could induce to take them, and what has been 
the result? Talk with any of the leading shippers of New York city. 


Baltimore, or New Orleans, or of any of our ports, and you will find- 


that it has been greatly to the detriment of our business. 

Our mails have been irregular, bills of lading sent oub with ship- 
ments have reached their destination sometimes a week’after the cargo 
had arrived, and the consignee could not avail himself of the shipment, 
could not pass it through the custom-house, could not put it upon the 
market because he lacked the invoice and the bill of lading. Our for- 
eign trade and commerce has been greatly disorganized by the refusal 
of the administration tocarry out the plain enactment oflast year. Now 
we are told that we must not make this appropriation, that we must 
not make any appropriation of this kind because it will greatly em- 
barrass the administration, and because the administration is opposed 
to this whole policy. 

I send to the desk to have read a short passage which will show 
something as to how American mails have been treated during the past 


year. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: . 
WASHINGTON, April 23. 


2 

The manner in which the United States mails are treated by English tramp- 
steamers, to which they are committed by Postmaster-General Vilas, is related 
in a recent number of the Daily News, an English paper published in Rio de 
Janeiro, which has just been received here. It appears that the Post-Office De- 

rtment intrusted fifty-two bags of mail to an English tramp-steamer named 
Sramhineues; and paid the captain of that steamer for the transportation of this 
mail to Rio de Janeiro. When the captain got to Pernambuco, which is only 
little more than half-way, he disposed of the cargo of flour that he was carry- 
ing on speculation, and, sary ie go no further down the coast, he dumped 
the United States mail that he had contracted to carry to Rio upon the pier at 
Pernambuco, filled up his vessel with coffee, and started for England. When 
the steamer Finance, of the United States and Brazilian Mail Company, arrived 
in Pernambuco it found this large accumulation of mail that had been dropped 
there by the Marahneuse, The American steamer was under no obligation to 
touch it, as the Post-Office Department had simply deprived the company sail- 
ing under the American flag of the transportation of this mail in order to give 
it to an English tramp; but the captain, as a matter of patriotism, took the mail 
on board, carried it to Rio, and not only did not receive one dollar’s com 
tion for its transportation, but was fined by the Brazilian Government for not 
getting this mail there on time. An explanation was made, but the ian 
authorities would not believe that the Government of the United States, havin; 
its own steamers sailing in that direction, would intrust its mail to irresponsi- 
ble tramps, to be thrown overboard whenéver they got tired of it. 


Mr. MILLER. That is only one illustration out of many which I 
might presenthere. It admits of no excuse, no palliation, in my judg- 
ment. The appropriation made by Congress was absolute, and the de- 
bates in this body showed for what it was intended and the spirit in 
which it was made. It was understood by all that it was made in 
order that an incentive might be given to the running of American 
steamship lines to all the ports of which I have been speaking: The 
amendment which is now proposed increases the amout of money which 
is to be expended, and it attempts to make the law so plain and diregt 
that even this administration can not fail to understand it and will 
have no possible excuse for violating it or neglecting to carry it out. 
But the simple remark of the Senator from Kentucky in my judgment 
gives us the key to the whole situation. For twenty years or more a 
few of the leaders of the Democratic party have persistently, ‘‘in sea- 
son and ont of season,’’ labored against subsidies or liberal mail pay 
for the carrying of the mails. At last finding that a majority of Con- 
gress was against them, they seem to have been able to outwit the rep- 
resentatives of the people in their legislative capacity and to secure 
from the present administration a nullification of a law which they 
could not prevent the representatives of the people from passing. 

I trust, Mr, President, that this proposition will carry and that it 
will be enacted in such plain and unmistakable terms that no one who 
is charged with the administration of public affairs will venture to vio- 
late it or evadeit. I believe that if it is carried out faithfully and hon- 
estly, if will more than quadruple our exports to all the South Amer- 
ican countries, to the leading islands of the West Indies, and to the 
Orient. I wish that the appropriation were larger and more specific 
in its terms. I believe it to be one of the most important appropria- 
tions proposed for the action of this body, and believing it to be so, I 
have supported it, and I shall hope to see it succeed. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President, I shall abbreviate the remarks I 
intended to have made at an earlier stage of the debate. I recognize 
what is due the Senator from Kansas, that having charge of the bill he 
should have an ample opportunity to close the debate. 

Tam opposed to this amendment. Iam opposed to it on general 
principles and for specific considerations. Ishall not discuss them 
fully but present in as concise a way as I can the reasons which ine 
fluence my own judgment. ‘ 

Subsidies by the Government are in most instances invidious. The 
people are jeolous of them. The inquiry is promptly made after every 
appeal for special favor, what special benefit will result to the public? 
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This we know, that the cost is a sure thing. We want to see, and 
very distinctly, what reciprocity is to follow the cost. Individuals have 
not, as a general thing, the courage necessary to bring them to Congress 
in the character of mendicants. 

It takes rich corporations to enact this rôle of brazen importunity. 
The sets of men who band themselves together professing to be about 
to do great things for the country in making themselves rich can come 
here and demand protectionandsubsidies, Theindividual or the modest 
corporation must live without the bounty of the Government, and be 
content with paying tribute to others. y 

In the case before us there is a specious offer of reciprocal good result- 
ing to the people from the gift of this large amount to some fortanate 
company of ship-owners. I say a gift, because itis not pretended that 
this sum is necessary to insure a safe and itions transmission of 
the mails. -In my judgment, Mr. President, the absolute certainty of 
a fair return for this gratuity does not justify Congress in a step of such 
doubtful propriety and policy. This is only a case of favoritism and 
protection, and its disguise is too t to deceive any one. It 
is wrong in theory, in effect. rong, because we are proceed- 
ing without unquestioned constitutional authority; wrong, because by 
this measure and cases like it we are educating our people to a depend- 
ence upon the help of the Government, instead of dependence on self- 
help. It is wrong, because it is in sympathy with monopoly, and dis- 
courages a healthy competition, which always evokes the best powers 
of practical intellect. Give favor and encouragement to such proposi- 
tions as this, and you inevitably arouse a cupidity that is never satis- 
fied, and you invite numberless appeals for just such subsidies. It is 
charged that, as a people, we are of tated self-esteem, 
and that we are given to boasting; but it can not be denied that we 
have an energy and enterprise which are invincible. We started the 
first steamboat without subsidy; we sent across the Atlantic, in spite of 
Doctor Lardner, and withoutsubsidy, the very first steamship that ever 
accomplished the voyage. 

We at one time the second greatest commercial marine that was 
afloat, and acquired it without subsidy. We have just triumphed over 
the mistress of the seas by the victory of the Puritan; and so in every 
department of life and business we do what we are determined to do 
and nothing can stop us. But without a thonght of what has been 
accomplished we are here to-day prescribing against this natural and 
sturdy self-reliance. We are preparing cradles and crutches in this 
Chamber for enterprise and businessdash. Instead of teaching lessons of 
dauntless resolye and execution, we are training every business venture 
to reach out to the Government supplicating hands for hélp. A sound 
and expanding industry never needs a forcing, hot-bed process. If it 
has intrinsic virtue and vigor, it will grow in spite of discouragements; 
and if it has not, it will in spite of nursing. 

I object to this amendment because the reasons assigned in support 
of it "re so utterly unsatisfactory. With great emphasis Senators speak 
of the immense value of South and Central American trade and the con- 
temptible share of it which falls to our lot. We get about one-seventh 
part of this trade which Great Britain has secured; she has more than 
seven times the postal communication with these people than we afford 
to our merchants, and, therefore, it is argued the difference in trade is 
tp be accounted for by mail facilities. There never was a more palpable 
non sequitur. Itis to my mind a clear case of mistaking an effect for 
a cause. How can correspondence and mail facilities create trade? 
These are certainly helps—necessary consequences and concomitants— 
but the sequence is, trade first and then your postal facilities, Well 
has it been remarked by the distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK ] thatthere never was a valuable load that needed transportation 
that some vehicle was not ready to move it. 

We want trade with Sonth and Central America predicated upon the 
value and price of what we have to sell and what they have to give in 
exchange. Let me pause to qualify that assurance by saying, unless 
in future cases we exemplify the curious economy and statesmanship 
that has left us an insignificant part of the carrying trade to our shore; 
and here it is pertinent to ask, why does our trade with these states 
make so sorry a show by the side of the figures presented by far distant 
countries? Right at our doors, these people should have for us the par- 
tiality of friends and neighbors, and our propinquity should distance all 
competition in the trade with them. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the conclusion is inevitable that 
our present system of restriction by high tariffs is wofully defective 
or we have not given it a fair trial. I suspect the fair trial has been 
had. No Senator here raises his voice for a higher tariff than the one 
that now afflicts us. It seems we are to be left to repose quietly upon 
the present liberal average rate of 46 per cent., and then wait develop- 
ments. The developments are here, and here with a vengeance; that 
system that was to make our charity begin and stay at home, that 
apap in such rosy colors the omniverous capacity of our home mar- 

et, and its voracity as well; that taught us to imitate the enlightened 
Chinese in secluding ourselves; that persuaded us to yield no to 
the catholic spirit of commerce, but to get all we can and keep it if 
we could, and above all, the competence it was to give to the dear 
workingman, lifting him up, insuring unrestricted comfort, and making 
him the dominating factor in our industrial enterprises. z 
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Where are the evidences of the boasted power of this American sys- 
tem, so called? What isit doing for us to-day? Under its blight our 
carrying trade has diminished to such proportions asshould startle the 
country. But for our conscious vitality we could but take the pitiable 
condition of that trade asa portent of speedy decadence. We feel, how- 
ever, it is only malpractice, and not the natural decay of the subject 
that alarms us. Great as thisinterestis, and as necessary to our power 
as a people, we can bear its loss better than we can the loss of good- 
will and fraternity between our laboring people and the men who em- 
ploy them. The old-time cordiality between these classes must be re- 
stored or we can predict nothing good of our society. If our laboring 
fellow-citizens really have no grievances their minds should be disa- 
bused. If they have, the duty of Government is to rectify the wrong, 
where Government is at fault, and public opinion must bring its resist- 
less power to act on the injustice and oppression which are alleged. 

It is a pity, Mr. President, that impartial justice must render a de- 
cree in so many cases against the misuse and abuse of the power and 
wealth which have been conferred by discriminating legislation. To 
listen to the debates in Co: and the endless dissertations of the 
press, one is led to believe that all the good that is looked for from our 
exacting tariff is that the wages of the poor workingman should be 
enhanced. - In ten thousand phases of speech and declamation we are 
told that American labor must be protected, that there is a dignity in 
labor we are bound to respect. In giving practical effect to this high- 
sounding profession we levy from everybody, the unprotected majority 
as well as the favored minority, countless millions every decade. All 
this eloquence, all this disinterested legislation so assiduously fostered 
by the rich manufacturer, does not prevent the importation of any man 
from Europe who can bring his arms and legs with him to help the 
bosses to regulate the scale of wages. 

All this cant about labor, its rights and dignity, does not save this 
land of liberty, of free soil and cheap soil, from witnessing at this mo- 
ment such scenes of tumult and such rabid demonstrations of rage on 
the part of the laboring classes as are enough to blanch the cheek and 
make the heart quail. As far as I know the capitalists who are com- 
plained against are doing very little to appease the bad spirit that is 
abroad. They close their royal establishments, retire to their palaces, 
and hugging our tariff of 25 and 100 per cent. to their bosoms, they 
challenge the grateful acknowledgments of their working people, turned 
adrift, for what they have done in behalf of a tariff for the protection 
of American industry and the poor laborer. For one, I regard these 
troubles as something more serious than an effervescence. They be- 
token strife and convulsion, and it behooves us to see to it if Govern- 
ment is in the wrong that we repair the wrong. 

No man can convince the public mind that the widespread discon- 
tents of our people are merely sporadic, and that they are the result of 
natural causes. With no military proscription to rob families of their 
props, with lands held in fee-simple at one-sixth the cost of rents in 
other lands, and with unmatched energy and intelligence giving mo- 
mentum to our industry, it is a marvel that the country is environed 
with such a multitue of troubles and perplexities, 

Mr. President, we must retrace our steps and reform our measures. 
The insane idea of constructing a barrier all around our land to pre- 
vent intercourse with foreign powers must cease. The figment of the 
brain called home market and home consumption must be supplanted 
by the common sense of selling at the highest price and buying at the 
lowest. When you open our market to the world and put American 
labor on its mettle we will soon see that we will hold our own against 
all comers, and give the world many times again, as we have many 
times in the past, some valuable lessons inindustrial science. A steady 
and equable income of fair profits to our mines and factories will keep 
the great masses of our laboring people quiet and hopeful, and give 
such returns to capital as shall be remunerative and at the same time 
free from all invidious quality. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Georgia that the time has arrived at which it was agreed that the 
vote should be taken. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the Senator from Georgia may be permitted to proceed to the con- 
clusion of his remarks, and to ask in addition—knowing as I do that 
there are at least two Senators who desire briefly to be heard, I not 
being one of them, however, upon this question—hence I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the general debate upon the bill may 
continue till 2 or 3 o’clock to-morrow, after which the Senator from 
Kansas shall have from 3 to 4 within which to conclude the debate upon 
the bill, when we shall come to a vote upon the amendments and the 
bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihopethedebate will be concluded to-night. [‘‘Oh, 
no!) I think we ought to get to a conclusion, if we are going to do 
any business besides pass appropriation bills. 

Mr. DAWES. I hopethe Senator from Illinois will not object tothe 
arran ent z 

Me ARES. Tio Senator from Illinois will allow me to suggest 
to him thatit will be some time after 5 when the Senator from Georgia 
concludes his remarks, and the Senator from Kansas is to close the de- 
bate. 
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Mr. COLQUITT. Ishall not occupy over ten minutes longer. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas in charge of the bill [Mr. 
PLUMB] should certainly have some time, after these days of discussion, 
within which to conclude the debate, and I should regret for one to 
have him forced to begin the conclusion of the debate at 5 or half past 
5 o’clock in the evening. - 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no disposition to take any course-that will 
result in depriving the Senator from Kansas of the power of controlling 
the debate. I understood from the Senator that he did not expect to 
make any further remarks; and that being the case, it seems to me that 
we ought to conclude this bill to-night. I, of course, do not wish to 
oppose the desire of the Senator in premises; but there are other 
measures which thave been waiting on this bill many days, when the 
discussion upon it was not expected to take more than one or two days, 
and I am very anxious that this bill should be concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not understand that the Senator from Illinois 
objects. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will only say that if the Senate by a unanimous 
consent will allow the bill which was laid aside for the purpose of con- 
sidering this bill to be taken up and considered from day to day im- 
mediately after the morning business until it is concluded, I will not 
make any objection now; but the experience we have had in reference 
to the consideration of general legislation here, considering it an hour 
or two to-day and then going on with something else, is throwing away 
time; and I should like for one to get at a bill that has something in it 
and stick to it until we get through. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Illinois, with this qualification: The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. PIKE], whose health compels him to leave the city within a very 
few days, desires to occupy the attention of the Senate during the 
morning hour to-morrow after the routine business with the bills of 
the Committee on Claims. After to-morrow I have no objection what- 
ever to the course proposed by the Senator from Illinois; but the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire being absent, and he having notified me of 
his object, it is proper that I should make the suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from Dlinois in connection with what he has stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do I understand, then, that the proposition is to 
finish this bill to-morrow, and allow the Senator from New Hampshire 
to have the morning hour besides in which to get rid of his measures? 
I shall be very glad if we can do both. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no doubt we can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the proposi- 
tion to the Senate. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that this bill be taken up at 2 o’clock 
to-morrow as the unfinished business and be continued until 3, when 
the general debate shall terminate and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] shall have the opportunity to close it within the next hour, 
and that then the-vote shall be taken without further debate. 

Several SENATORS. At 4 0’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 4 o'clock. 

Mr. HOAR. On the whole bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In connection with that the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] asks unanimous consent of the Sénate that 
after that what is called the interstate-commerce bill shall be taken up 
and be continued. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. Immediately after the morning business on the fol- 
lowing day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this proposi- 
ie ? The Chair hears none. The Senator from Georgia will pro- 
Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire for information whether the unani- 
mous consent thus agreed to covers the whole Post-Office appropriation 
bill, or merely the pending provision? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the whole de- 
bate on the Post-Office appropriation bill to be included, as this is the 
last amendment. The whole debate is to close at 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COLQUITT. But, Mr. President, I distrust the reception which 
the majority of this body will give my prescription for our troubles. I 
rather incline to the belief that they will go on piling up a superfluous 
production of home manufacture and then making the vain attempt 
to force this vast mass down the throats of our home consumers. We 
have offered us, however, a nostram in this subsidy of $800,000. By 
this it is expected to accomplish the work of relief. The amount of 
trade which this subsidy is expected to create must be of very modest 
proportions. Eight hundred thousand dollars, it is true, should pay for 
a great deal of postage, and would if in the run of the luck of the ex- 

iment the postage should offer. We have heard of the Battle of the 

ks, but here to-day we are inaugurating the battle of the letters. 
England, so Senators allege, has secured almost a monopoly of South 
cic give trade because of her prodigal expenditure in subsidizing her 
mail ships. 

Weare advised to make thisappropriation because the leading powers 
in Europe have expended great sums in fostering asplendid mail service 


with the States: whose trade it is so desirable to secure. It seems to be 
in the opinion of Senators a question of expenditure, asharp contest in 
which the potency of subsidy is invoked. The more lavish the appro- 
priations the greater the trade, seems to be about the proper statement 
of the case. What, sir, is to be the inevitable result of the policy which 
this sort of legislation isto fastenonus? Thisseemingly harmless sum 
of $800,000 is to be the excuse and precedent for the granting of number- 
lessmillions. Ifitis true, ashas been claimed, that because of England’s 
great expenditure, because Franceand Germany havespared no expense 
for mail ships, that therefore they have superseded us in the markets 
we are so anxious to secure, what is the task we have set for ourselves 
in this mighty rivalry? 

If money is to champion our ambition in this race, what a field are 
we contesting. England, Germany, and France, stimulated by rivalry 
and jealousy, would go on increasing their subsidies furnished ant of 
resources almost fabulous. If we attempted to overmatch the outlay 
of these great powers their obvious resort would be to larger and still 
larger subsidies, and inthis desperate conflict of interest and ambition 
unimagined millions would be lavished upoman enterprise which at last 
is oneof individual concern and by which, let matters go as they might 
for our Government, capitalists and corporations would beenriched. If 
we begin this conflict, national pride may take us a long ways beyond 
the bounds of pradence and the dictates of sterling business sense, and 
we shall find at last, after the loss of immense treasure, that we began 
wrong; that our diagnosis of our ailment was all at fault, and the last 
state of the patient was worse than the first. 

But, sir, are we sure of the precedent so confidently relied on by Sen- 
ators in their advocacy of the example of England? The principleand 
policy involved in her pursuit of commercial advantage by the means 
proposed in the amendment before us have been powerfully combated 
by some of England’s ablest authorities. I will ask the Senate to hear 
the opinion of one of these in an address to the president of the board 
of trade: 

It is not conceivgble that the board of trade can be accessory to the proceed- 
ings of the post-office, admiralty, and treasury in to this monstrous mod- 
ern parasitical system of ocean steam contracts, ler shelter of which the re- 
gions of the seas are being successively parceled out and handed over to the 
scepters of intriguing companies. This system of endowing squadrons of mer- 
cantile steamers with enormous bounties or subsidies, under the dodge of convey- 
ing mails, vests in the steamers so endowed a virtual monopoly of the convey- 
ance of all goods and passe requiring dispatch to destinations within the 
circle of their operations; and while these subsidized steamers obtain exorbi- 
tant rates of freight for the limited quantity of goods and passengers which 
they carry. The public not only have to submit to their extortionate freights, 
but even at those high rates are ip nie of adequate accommodation, be- 
cause independent ship-owners are deterred in the face of the endowed mo- 
nopoly from boldly entering the field and ee expanded means of tran- 
sit. In short, these monopolies, supported by Py © bounties, are at variance 
with all sound commercial principles. It is the custom, whenever anything 
of this kind is mentioned as having an injurious effect on any branch of 
British industry, to treat such ea aints with contempt and to invoke for 
consolation the cuckoo song of “ British enterprise,” ‘‘ British science,” “ Brit- 
ish genius,” “British energy.” That British enterprise, science, genius, and 
energy are indeed giants I entirely admit; and with a fair field and no favor. 
such as they enjoy in other branches of industry and such as I hope you will 
obtain for them on the ocean, they are prepa: to develop results in ocean 
steaming, both in quantity and quality, so much in advance of what the bulk 
of the public have a conception of as would be regres & but it is possible 
for even giants to be made powerless if they whose duty it is to protect them 
permit them to be circumvented. Limplore you, as president of the board of 
trade, to interpose and to insist that no subterfuge about the conveyance of let- 
ters shall any longer be permitted to deprive the community of the benefits 
bebe - art of steam navigation in its advancing state is, if unfettered, pre- 

bestow. x 
EF am aware that there is an impression somewhat prevalent thatthe modern 
contract system of ocean steamers is n to keeping up existing 
communications, and also that the public are indebted to the system for the 
creation of the communication. 

This I contend is an entire mistake, but vigorous private enterprise has been 
hors de combat for some time past, owing to the heavy blow and t discour- 
agement which the wanton introduction of the contract system ffficted upon 
it. Although in unendowed services there have been immense agravo nnii in 
steam navigation of late years, those transatlantic companies which have the 
Dan of the exchequer at their back have scorned the adoption of any of 

em, A - 

Mr. President, if objections which have already been adduced in the 
progress of this debate to this amendment needed support it would 
seem that they are powerfully re-enforced by this impressive statement. 

In concluding what I have to say upon the question before us I would 
«emark that it may prove fortunate that in this unexpected way ad- 
missions have been made of the business condition of this Union which 
callso loudly for grave consideration. ‘The discussion of these admitted 
facts has come up collaterally, and yet our consideration of them was 
natural, and we might say inevitable. The reasons given by Senators 
for the subsidy asked for by implication at least supposed a state of 
things as regards our external trade which is lamentable indeed, and 
is to my mind the necessary outgrowth of our revenue system. It is 
useless for us to attempt by such expedients as the one we are now con- 
sidering to redress the blunders we are committing by that system. 
These are only palliatives, if they may be called such, and can effect no 
radical or permanent redress of our troubles. There is but one way 
that mortals have ever yet thought of by which a living can be made. 
Work and economy is that way. Governments are not exempt from 
the inexorable decree any more than individuals. One thing is sure, 
and after a while the friends of subsidy and taxation will learn it per- 
haps, and that lesson is, that no people ever yet got rich and laid the 
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foundations of a solid prosperity by robbing one another. Another 
lesson, too, will follow, and that is, that sixty million of people have 
just so much capacity of consumption, and all the home markets that 
the protectionist can give them can not enlarge that capacity. Localiz- 
ing trade, shifting purchasers from one point to another in our country 
do not increase the capacity to consume or the capacity to purchase. 
Independence and domestic comfort come to all, not born with the 
Id m in their mouths, by drops of sweat and many of them. 
ubsidy, partiality, and unjust shifting of burdens do not enrich men. 
They may enervate and debauch the true spirit of manhood, but they 
' never yet achieved any solid or lasting good. Resist it as we may, 
the impregnable Democratic doctrine of a tariff for revenue, an honest 
and economical administration of the Government, and a fair chance, 
and that only, for every bread-winner in the Jand, will triumph at last, 
and assert itself as the only true ‘“‘American system.” 

These considerations are conclusive with me, and I think they should 
be especially persuasive with the members of this body on this side of 
the House who have been placed in power upon platforms, speeches, 
and declarations at the polls of what they meant to procure by a Dem- 
ocratic administration, the object being retrenchment and reform. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Kentucky to, allow me to 
offer formally an amendment that I suggested to-day and ask thatit be 


rinted. 
~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama will be printed if there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, having occupied so much time hereto- 
fore, I do not propose to debate this question any further; but a state- 
ment was made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] on Friday last 
that I am advised is incorrect, and I desire, if the Senate will allow 
me, to endeavor to correct it. The Senator said: 


But there are two sides to that question. It is a grave question whether even 
at present, with the small facilities we have with certain American states, the 
mails could not be better carried in our ships than in what are called the '* En- 
glish tramps.” I have just had an instance presented to me gtving an account of 
one of these iments of the Postmaster-General,as taken from an English 

per published in Rio Janeiro. This is the story of a course pursued by the 
| era er perne in putting our mail into foreign vessels instead of taking 
our own lines or encouraging them. It seems that the Post-Office Department 
intrusted an English ship about departing for Rio Janeiro with pags wo bags of 
mail which were put on aera the English ship and refused to the American 
line. The Pog shipmaster had no nrp oo, to this Government after 
he had taken the m: and when he ed Pernambuco, hundreds and hun- 
dreds of miles inside of his destination and of the destination of those fifty-two 
mail bags, he was able to sell hiscargothere, Forthwith he dum the United 
States mails on to the wharf at Pernambuco, filled up his ship with what freight 
he could get and sailed away for England, leaving the United States mail there 
nen wharf, 

t happened further? Ina few days along came a ship of the American 
line which wassought to be encouraged and stimulated and helped by the act 
of last year, which Mr. Vilas di ed, and although there was no obligation 
whatever, still with that feeling of loyalty and patriotism which the Senator 
from Kentucky says has nothing to do with this question, the captain of that 
steamship took the mail voluntarily on his ship and made his way to the port 
of Rio Janeiro, his destination as well as the destination of this large mail 
which the Post-Office Department had intrusted tothe English tramp ship; and 
when he got there. ly because the mail was behind not only did hereceive 
nothing from this Government, but he was fined by the Brazilian Government 
because the mails were late. When he undertook to expostulate and show the 
situation the Brazilian officials refused to believe that the American Govern- 
ment had adopted any such, policy or had committed its mails toan outside ship 
in that way, when there wasan American line running to the very port, 


I thought that a very remarkable statement, and I inquired into it 
with some carethis morning. Thestatement I have is from a very well- 
informed officer in the Post-Office Department, as follows: 

The mail referred to by the Senator from Maine [Mr. ig was conveyed by 
the Red Cross line of mail steamers, making regular trips from New York to 
Pernambuco. That line has been employed regularly by the Post-Office De- 
partment for the past ten years. 

I have the advertisement of the Postmaster-General giving the list 
of steamers that he used. The Red Cross line from Para and Per- 
nambuco, with mails for Brazil and for the Argentine Republic, Uru- 
guay, and Paraguay, by way of Brazil, is one of the regular lines that 
has been used for ten years past and is being used now. ‘The state- 
ment proceeds: p 


And the mails destined for Rio Janeiro have been sent regularly by this line 


to Pernambuco to connect with Brazilian steamers from there to the port af 
destination. The Red Cross and United States Brazilian line of steamers sail 
about fifteen days apart. 


If the Senator from Maine had been informed as to the international Postal 
Union treaty, he would know that a steamer can not dump the mail on the 
wharf anywhere, but that the mail must be delivered to the office of exchange 
to which the mail is addressed. When foreign mails are exchanged between 
countries of the Postal Union, Brazil being one of them, they are delivered at 
an office of ex of the country of destination. It becomes domestic mail 
of that country, and the country of origin is relieved of all control of it what- 
ever. The Post-Office Department never has refused to give the mail to an 
American line, 


In the international postal treaties made at Paris, Lisbon, and Berne, 
Brazil undertook whenever mail was delivered at any of her ports from 
any of the countries of the Postal Union to see to it that that mail was 
properly forwarded. Therefore it is safe to say that the information 
received by the Senator from Maine from the English papers or any 
other papers published in Rio de Janeiro in to the action taken 
by our Post-Office Department was as misleading as many of the other 
things that we find in the newspapers published nearer home. 


Mr. HALE. Is the Senator through with that part of his remarks ? 

Mr. BECK. Iam through with that part. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to repeat here what I said the other day—— 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say to the Senator from Maine, if he will 
allow me, that before I yield the floor I wish to say something on an- 
other point. AR 

Mr. HALE. I only asked the Senator if he was through with that 


part. 
Mr. BECK. Iam. 
Mr. HALE. I said the other day in giving this remarkable story: 
This is the story of the course pursued by the Postmaster-General in putting 
an into foreign vessels instead of taking our own lines or encouraging 

And I said it was “‘ taken from an English paper published in Rio de 
Janeiro.’? I was careful to give my authority. The account which is 
repeated in the correspondence of one of the New York papers is taken 
from the Daily News, an English paper published in Rio de Janeiro. 

I have listened carefully to what the Senator from Kentucky has just 
said and what he has read in the communication made up at the Post- 
Office Department. Whether or not all that he has said and all that 
he has read may not be compatible with the fact that they are referring 
there to another incident I do not know. I do know, however, that 
the Postmaster-General intrusts American mails to foreign ships. That 
he does not deny, and all that is stated in this English newspaper, 
whether it be true or not, may be true, and the general assertions made 
by the Senator from Kentucky, or quoted or read by him, may also be 
true. I gave my authority the other day; it is copied in detail into 
one of the great New York papers, and that was my responsibility. 

Mr. BECK. Ididnotrise to find fault with the Senator from Maine 
for making the statement, but to assure the Senator that this was a 
regular mail vessel, and it was nota tramp, that purported to go to Rio; 
it was a regular line of vessels used for the purpose of transporting the 
mail as a proper means of conveyance, going to Pernambuco, and there 
taken vp by Brazil under treaty, and had-been so used for ten years. 
Pernambuco was the regular port of landing where these ships deliv- 
ered their mails in accordance with the postal-union treaty, of which 
Brazil was a part, she being a country that had her own steamers to 


‘taKe the mails up and carry them; and if any fault was to be found it 


was not to be found with the Government of the United States in its 
action with regard to the forwarding of the mails. It was impossible 
that Brazil could find fault with any action taken by the American 
Government in sending the mail to Pernambuco, where it was said to 
haye been dumped on the wharf; that anything was done out of the 
regular order, for it was done in an effort to have the mail delivered in 
the promptest way possible. That I know to be true from careful ex- 
amination. I saw the gentleman in the Department who knows more 
about it than anybody else, without, of course, including the Postmas- 
ter-General. 

I have only one word or two more to say, and I am done with this 
debate. Reference has been made by several Senators, especially the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER], to what I said in relation to 
the tariff and free-ship questions. I was complained of for going into 
these questions somewhat extensively the other day. I believe the 
Senator from Maine and the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator from Kansas were quite as much to 
blame as I was for the length of my remarks. 

All I desire to say now in answer to much that has been said by the 
Senator from New York and others is that I am opposed to protection 
for protection’s sake, to subsidy for subsidy’s sake, and to make any 
class of men pay anything to enrich another class, or to be taxed, ex- 
cept to furnish revenue to the Government, and then only to the extent 
that each citizen ought to be legitimately called on to furnish his part 
of the needed revenue. I deny the right of this Government to say to 
the man who ships his wheat from Dakota to Liverpool, and has to take 
as his portion of the foreign price only what remains after deducting 
all the charges of transportation from his home to the port where he is. 
obliged to sell it, that he shall be taxed, except for the purposes of 
revenue, by not being allowed to buy what he needs with the money 
that he receives for the produce that he has raised. à 

When the Government of the United States undertakes to protect any 
class of men and to deny to any other class the right to buy what the 
want in the country where they have been obliged to sell in competi- 
tion with the so-called paupers of the world in the foreign markets, to 
which they are compelled to go, and then say that they shall not buy 
what they need there because the Government proposes to protect other 
people in America, it is unjust to and discriminating against its own 
people. J insist that it is the duty of the Government of the United 
States to see to it that the money it collects shall be only what is 
required for its own purposes, and shall not be taken from one class to 
enrich another. In other words, if the man from Dakota sells wheat 
that he only realizes 60 cents a bushel for when sold in Liverpool, and 
receives a thousand dollars for it, and is offered for that thousand dol- 
lars clothes and blankets needed for himself and his family, things that 
he must have to keep his family warm in that rigorous climate, I in- 
sist that the men in New England shall not be allowed to compel him 
to pay $2,000 for these things here; yet the Government of the 
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United States in order to enrich home manufacturers says to the ex- 
porter, ‘‘You shall not buy with the thousand dollars you get for your 
wheat what you are offered in the market where you are obliged to 
sell, but you shall bring your money home and you shall pay $2,000 
for those same things to New England or Pennsylvania manufacturers.’’ 
I insist that is unjust, if revenue is not the object; and I insist that it 
is the duty of the United States, if it undertakes to interfere with 
the trade of its private citizens and to compel those who sell abroad 
to enrich New England or Pennsylvania manufactories by our laws, to 
see to it that the people the Government professes to protect are pro- 
tected; if we make ourselves the trustees we ought to carry out the 
trust to its legitimate consequence. Instead of that, under our pres- 
ent laws we deny the right to a man who sells his wheat in the cheap- 


est market and in competition with the so-called paupers of the world. 


to buy for a thousand dollars what is offered to him, and require him to 
pay $2,000 for them in Pennsylvania or New England, and it all goes 
to men who have very likely bought machinery in England or Ger- 
many or France, men who send to or to Italy or to Hungary or 
the other markets of the world and hire the cheapest labor they can get. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BECK. Notnow. I want to finish this statement. The Gov- 
ernment gives that money to the men who buy foreign machinery; 
who hire the cheapest people, who import them from Hungary, Italy, 

anywhere. Men who come here with their cheap clothes on 
their backs, many of whom go to Canada as soon as they make money 
enough to go home. About three-fourths, as I think the records will 
show, of the operatives in factories in parts of New England, and es- 
pecially in Rhode Island and Massachusetts, are Canadians and for- 
eigners. I insist that the Government should not take the money from 
the men of the West and give it to these people. If we are going to 
make ourselves a trustee to dis bounty or subsidy that has been 
thus procured from the men who sell their produce abroad, I insist we 
should go a step farther and say, ‘‘ We will see to it that the manu- 
facturers do not pocket all the bounty they receive. Their machines 
need no protection; they are slaves; they neither drink nor eat nor 
wear.” The demand for protection admits that they'do not intend to 
sell abroad; they intend only to sell to our own people and to those 
people who are compelled by our laws io buy from them, and that we 
by law compel to pay any price they see fit to ask them upon the 
ground that we are protecting American labor, whereas the laborers 
are, in a majority of cases, in protected_factories, not Americans. 

There is no protection to the American laborer. Any pauper can be 
brought here to compete with him; and when the manufacturers have 
made goods enough to supply the consumption for a year in six months, 


as they can, they close the factories, wait for higher prices, allow their | 


laborers and their families to starve, and give them no protection at all. 
Carry the principle of bounty or subsidy or protection out. Let the 
Government be the trustee to divide up the subsidy that we demand 
by law for these people, and let us see to it that the laborer gets his 
share of the benefit. Let the Government send its officers into those 

` great establishments and divide that money, thus extorted from others 
to protect manufacturers, between the laborer and the man who puts in 
his capital to buy machines on terms of equality; then there would be 
some show of fairness in the pretext that we are imposing taxes to pro- 
tect American labor. 

When the factory is closed waiting for higher prices, and the higher 
prices come when scarcity follows, does the laborer get a dollar? No; 
the manufacturer who owns the machinery gets it all, and the market 
is reduced by closed doors until he can get what he wants. The laborer 
who produced it, and his family, and for whose benefit all the pretense 
is made that this is done, are by their necessities driven away from the 
establishments to hunt up a living wherever they can make it. 

A small part of the tax reaches the Treasury. Of course no man 
will buy an article that is imported unless it is cheaper than the man 
who makes the same article here is willing to sellhisfor. I repeat, no 
man here will buy the imported article, unless that article, after the 
46 per cent. is paid and all the transportation is paid, is cheaper than 
the same article is offered him by the home manufacturer. Of course 
not. That proves that the home price is at least 46 per cent. above 
what he could buy it for abroad. None would be sold if that was not so. 

Our people understand business. They buy the best article they can 
obtain for the least pros They do not care where it comes from, but 
every article made here must be sold here; and that is the meaning of 
protection, and that is all these gentlemen claim—to have a‘market for 
themselves, to make everything here and exclude everything else—sell 
it up to the highest point possible; and they have to sell it higher than 
the foreign price with the tariff and the transportation added, for nobody 
would buy the imported article unless it was cheaper than the article 
made at home. And yet, as I said the other day, only seven human 
beings are employed now where seventy were employed twenty years 
ago in our factories; the machine-owner is the only protected man; he 
is the lobbyist; he is the man who clamors around Congress; he is the 
man who pretends that he is paying his laborers higher wages, while 
he drives them into enforced idleness, and they are aire out, on the 
average, six months in the year while his factories are closed and his 
machines are greased, standing idle, waiting for the good days to bring 


a higher price, and the laborer gets no part of the benefit of that in- 
crease, 


If it is intended to protect the laboring man, the man who really pro- 
duces the article, the man whose labor brought it into existence by 
the use of the machinery that the manufacturer has, the Government 
of the United States ought to see to it that in the distribution of the 
bounty which by law she has required every consumer of this country 
to contribute to these articles the laborer gets his share. That sort of 
division no manufacturer, no advocate of protection wants or would 
submit to. He will pretend that he is anxious to aid labor, yet he will 
hire the Chinaman, the Hungarian, the Italian, the Canadian, anybody 
who will work 5 cents cheaper than the American, and drive him from 
his factory, close the door, and give him not a dollar more than he can 
hire anybody else for. 

The demand of the protectionist is for protection to machinery, and 
at the same time free competition between all foreign and American 
labor in driving that machinery, and all the profit goes to the machine- 
owner, and all the want and all the starvation and all the trouble fall 
upon the man who performs the labor and who really gets no benefit from 
it, because these gentlemen refuse to compete with the world or with any 
vires ‘cage outside under the plea that they are protecting Ameri- 
can r. 

The laborers of this country are beginning to understand it and there 
will be before long in the great country west of the Mississippi River, 
and that producing people will thoroughly understand the false pre- 
tenses and the hypocrisy under which the Government of the United 
States is subsidizing a few men to make them millionaires and driving 
the great mass of the laborers into absolute poverty by peat 
markets, curtailing manufactures, narrowing the field of labor an 
consumption, and making this whole people pay double what any other 
people pay for what they use, thus making their wages go only half as 
far as anybody else’s wages, and forcing them to lie idle half the year, 
while the value of the products of the manufacturer is being doubled 
while their factories are closed, and all this by prohibitory laws called 
ef peers to American industry.” These are some of the reasons 
why I oppose the much-lauded system of protection. It protects the 
few who do not need it at the expense of the many whose interests the 
Government should guard. 

Mr. HAWLEY rose. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent to offer an amendment to 
the bill to have it printed. On behalf of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I offer an amendment to the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Butamoment. I wantto putin one little peg here 
after the most extraordinary remarks, and I venture to say ludicrous 
and monstrous perversions, of the Senator from Kentucky. 

I understood him to say that three-fourths of the operatives of New 
England were imported Canadians who made some money and went 
back again to Canada. Again he used thefraction of nine-tenths, speak- 
ing in the same connection. I do not know what he means or where 
he gothis figures—‘‘ figures of speech,” the Senator from Vermont says. 
He proceeded to demand with a great deal of vehemence that the manu- 
facturers, the capitalists of New England, should be compelled to divide 
their enormous profits with the operatives, intimating that they were 
poor people who come to our territory, there make a little money, and 
gò away again, and that all our laboring population is oppressed. 

I have but one single statistical statement to put in there and then I 
end, though there is great temptation to goin. In the down-trodden 
and oppressed State of Connecticut, that I have the honor in part to 
represent, there are about 640,000 people. These down-trodden and 
penniless people, ground into the dirt, have $92,000,000 in the savings 
banks, put in by 222,000 people. j 

Mr. CAMERON. I move—- 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow me to make 
one addition to the remarks of the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. CAMERON. Can I have the floor immediately afterwards? I 
want an executive session. I make that motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Will not the Senator allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate ad- 


journ. 


Mr. HOAR. Have I the floor or not? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator:from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield 
tome. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will yield. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to state, to supplement the statement of 
the Senator from Connecticut, that the operatives in Massachusetts, 
dwelling in Massachusetts, have $270,000,000 in their savings banks, 
and more than 70 percent. of that is the savings of the wage-earners in 
the factories; and the statements of the Senator from Kentucky are as 
ridiculous as can be described in parliamentary language, so far as they 
are applicable to them, ` 


The Chaif did not so understand. 
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Mr. President, the manufacturers of the East asarule are wage-earners 
who have learned their business from the bottom and who have risen 
to the position of masters and owners and directors of business estab- 


lishments because they understand by actual every whl crepe 
They understand the economies, the savings, the inventions which lie 
at the foundation of their business; and this attempt to raise a sectional 
cry by attacking one section of the country and by threatening that the 
West is to be aroused into an attack upon the East is, in my opinion, 
as unworthy of the Senate of the United States as it is of sound states- 
manship. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5543) making appro- | Bro 


priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
30th of April approved and signed the act (S. 2239) extendin ne —_ 
for the completion of the records of the clerk of the Court o; 
sioners of Alabama Claims and the transfer of the same to the D Depart. 


ment of State. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 1st of May 
approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 221) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; 

An act (S. 2224) in aid of the national monument at Plymouth, Mass. ; 

An act (S. 1805) for the relief of Miss Rosa Wallace; 

An act (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to ‘amend the stat- 
utes = relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other ”? approved June 10, 1880; 

An An (S. 481) authorizing the ition of certain land in Louis- 
ville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of 
the United States; 

An act (S. 880) granting the right of way to the Schuylkill River 
Eest Side Railroad Company through the arsenal and nayal asylum 
grounds at Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries: 

+ A bill (H. R. 2812) to approve an act of the Thirteenth Legislative 

Assembly of Arizona entitled ‘‘An act to establish, maintain, and pro- 
vide for the government of an insane asylum,” approved March 9, 1885; 

A bill (H. R. 3760) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the probate ‘courts 
in Wyoming Territo 

A bill (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the passage of local or special laws in 
the Territories of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5496) to increase ths jurisdiction of probate courts in 
Arizona, and torepeal all acts of the Territorial Assembly creating county 
courts in said Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5888) to 1 and validate the general laws of the 
Territory of Dakota for the psarni of insurance companies, and 
for other purposes, and to authorize and empower the Legislative As- 
sembly of said Territory to pass such general laws; 

A bill (H. R. 6965) to authorize Columbia County, in Washington 
Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house; and 

A bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of the mecting of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of Washington Territory. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move now that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BECK. I desire only to say, if I may be allowed—— 

Mr. CONGER. I madea motion to adjourn when I had the floor. 
yield? PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 

eld ? 

Mr. CAMERON. I donot. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. BECK. All right. I shall answer the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn; and I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The rya and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


ro 
Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. Hampron’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Hampton] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
or ca My colleague is called away from the city by illness in his 
uy 


Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNnEs]. 
I am paired with 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Tam paired with the Sen- < 
ator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The roll-call having been conclu ed, the result was announced—yeas 
5, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—5, 

Wes, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, Wilson of Iowa. 

McMillan, 
NAYS—35. 
Allison, T, Ingalls, Ransom, 
. Cullom, s Sawyer, 
Berry, Edmunds, McPherson, Spooner, 
wn, Maxey, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Miller, Vest, 
Call, Hale Mo Walthall, 
Cameron, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Hawley, "Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hoar, Pugh, 
ABSENT—36. 

Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Florida, Piatt, 
Blackburn, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Blair, George, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Gray, Manderson, Sewell, 
Chace, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Colquitt, = n, Morrill, So 

iph, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Evarts, it ones of Arkansas, Pike, Voorhees. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 


of the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fourteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 4, at 12 
o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Execulive nominations received Sere the ae the 3d day of May, 1886. 


James S. Vedder, to be postmaster at ah SaN Washington 
County, Kansas, vice Justus B. Besack, resigned 

Frank Brown, to bepostmasterat Baltimore, Baltimore County, Mary- 
land, vice I. Parker Veazey, resigned. 

Anthony L. Underhill, to be postmaster at Bath, Steuben County, 
New York, vice De Witt c. Alden, commission expired. 

Joseph È. Hendrix, to be postmaster at kiya, Kings County, 
New York, vice James McLeer, commission expired. 

J. A. C. 'MecCum, to be postmaster at Shippensburg, Cumberland 
County, Pennsylvania, vice John Gish, commission expired. 

William Lavies, to be postmaster at Santa Bar Santa Barbara 
County, California, vice Peter J. Barber, whose com. on expires May 
8, 1886. 

John Seeman, to be postmaster at Denison, Crawford County, Iowa, 
viċe J. Fred. Meyers, commission expired. 

J. H. Beidler, to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, Logan County, 
Illinois, vice John W. Seyfer, whose commission expires May 15, 1886. 

Josephene |Hopkins, to be postmaster at Glen Allen, Henrico County, 
Virginia, whose commission expired May 1, 1886. 

. Promotion in the revenue-marine service. 


First Lieut. Morton L. Phillips, to be a captain in the revenue-ma- 
rine service 5f the United States, vice Slicer, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Wm. S. Baldwin, to be a first lieutenant in the rev- 
enue-marine service of the United States, vice Phillips, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 28, 1886. 
DEPUTY FIRST AUDITOR. 
Emest P. Baldwin, of Missouri, to be deputy first auditor of the 
Treasury. 
MINISTER RESIDENT. 
Bayless W. Hanna, of Crawfordsville, Ind., to be minister resident 
and consul-general of the United States to the Argentine Republic. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


H. Clay Armstrong, of Auburn, Ala., to be consul general of the 
United States at Rio de Janeiro. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


John C. Thompson, of Harrodsburg, Ky., to be surveyor-general of 
Wyoming. 


SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS. 
Andrew H. Ward, of Massachusetts, to be special examiner of drugs, 
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medicines, and chemicals, in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in 
the State of Massachusetts. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE, 


Russell D. Woodman, of Maine, to be assistant appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine. 

James F. Griffen, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

Oscar Valeton, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Bion Bradbury, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Portland, in the State of Maine. 


NAVAL OFFICER, 


Henry O. Kent, of New Hampshire, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 


‘PENSION AGENT. 
Gilbert H. Barger, of Coshocton, Ohio, to be pension agent at Colum- 


bus, Ohio. 
CONSULS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

James U. Childs, of Farmington, Me., to be consul of the United 
States at Guelph, Canada. : 

Theodore W. Downs, of Bridgeport, Conn., to be consul of the United 
States at Quebec. 

Albert N. Hatheway, of Hartford, Conn., to be consul of the United 
States at Nice. R ` 

Darius H. Ingraham, of Portland, Me., to be consul of the United 
States at Cadiz. 

Gustavus Lacke, of Walpole, N. H., to be consul of the United States 
at Sherbrooke, 

Francis A. Underwood, of Boston, Mass., to be consul of the United 
States at Glasgow. ; 

MARSHALS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

James M. Liddell, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Mississippi. 

William L. Cabell, of Texas, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Texas. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Job H. Lippencott, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of New Jersey. 

John D. Burnett, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Alabama. ‘ 

Ernest Pillow, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United States for 
the middle district of Tennessee. 

Henry C. Allen, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia. $ 

Charles B. Howry, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Mississippi. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Richard F. Dodge, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Salem and Beverly, in the State of Massachusetts. 

Charles H. Call, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Superior, in the State of Michigan. 

Samuel J. Anderson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine. 

Erastus Redman, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Frenchman’s Bay, in the State of Maine. È 

Leveritt Saltonstall, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 

John McWilliams, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Providence,-in the State of Rhode Island. 

Charles F. Bailey, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Corpus Christi, in the State of Texas. 

Dudley O. Watson, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Michigan, in the State of Michigan. 

Joseph J. Cocke, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Brazos de Santiago, in the State of Texas. 

Joseph Magoffin, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Paso del Norte, in the State of Texas. 

Charles A. Spofford, to be collector of customs for the district of Cas- 
tine, in the State of Maine. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
John 8. McFarland, of Chicago, Ill., to be register of the land office 
at Huron, Dak. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John Montgomery of Blackfoot, Idaho, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Oxford, Idaho. 

Wallace McLaurin of Brandon, Miss., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Jackson, Miss, 


William T. Shaffer of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys ab 
Evanston, W: 


0. 

Samuel J. lech, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys at Cen- 

tral City, Colo. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Samuel De Wolf, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Olmstead and State of Minnesota. 

John Crull to be at Marietta, in the county of Lancaster 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

C. A. Hartmann, to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois. 

Andrew J. Reddick, to be postmaster at La Salle, in the county of 
La Salle and State of Illinois. Malt 

E. E. Waggoner, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the -county of 
Shelby and State of Illinois. 

Ward Gregory, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of Tompkins 
and State of New York. Ś : 

L? R. Erdice, to be postmaster at Brookville, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Pennsylvania. 

James G. Hasson, to be postmaster at Ebensburgh, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania 

Elijah A. Parsons, to be postmaster at Towanda, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. . 

Henry E. Sla¥maker, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Swan, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county of Alle- 
gheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edward C. Brownell, to be postmaster at Moodus, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

William W. Rankin, to be postmasterat Lock Haven, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Pennsylvania. : 

Thomas Hill, to be postmaster at Haddonfield, in the county of 
Camden and State of New Jersey. 

M. Boland, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of De Kalb 
and State of Indiana. 

O. S. Dale, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county of White 
and State of Indiana. 

James E. Kackley, to be postmaster at Vincennes, in the county of 
Knox and State of Indiana. 

H. G. Ashmead, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. K. to be postmaster at Wilkes Barre, in the county of Lu- 
zerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

G. A. Clark, to be postmaster at Bloomsburgh, in the county of Co- 
lumbia and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank Harvey, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county of Clinton 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert Y. Watson, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Kent and State of Delaware. 

Edward Dolan, to be postmaster at Troy, Rensselaer County, New 
York. : 

George W. Langdon, to be postmaster at Saratoga Springs, Sara- 
toga County, New York. ? 

Philip B. Spence, to be postmaster at Newport, Ky. 

Jacob P. Kerlin, to be postmaster at Warren, Ill. 

Thomas N. Youngblood, to be postmaster at Chester Court House, 
Chester County, South Carolina. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Edmund W. Booker, of Alabama, to be collector of internal revenue 
i for the district of Alabama. 

Isban Hess, of New York, to be collectorof infernal revenue for the 
i fourteenth district of New York. 
| The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
' from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
' be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had underconsideration the nomination (No, 

861) of Isban Hess, of New York, to be collectorof internal revenue for the four- 

i teenth ict of New York, in place of James W. Bentley, suspended, and, so 
| far as they have been able to obtain information, ion hoy that Mr, Hess is a fit 
| and proper person to discharge the duties of the o; and that there are no 


charges or on file reflecting upon the character of Mr. Bentley, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 
Sim: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of James W. Bentley, late collector of in- 


‘| ternal revenue for the fourteenth district of New York, suspended,” is received. 


In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relates 
to a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules Jaid down in Presi- 
prain recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspen- 
sions. 

Bee order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
latiig to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at-" 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the publie serv- 
ary and nae the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 

y such chan: 
Except as S S may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
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taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral 


character of the suspended 
3 mentioned in your communication are in the custody ofthis Department. 


espectfully yours, 
z D. MANNING, Secretary. 


oftice: 


Hon. Joustrx 8, MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 
A resolution, as follows, was unanimously — by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 
“Resolved, T! t the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
= Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or bk per in relation to ae karaa 
collectors of wok yr niger yes ‘should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no ng i or papers on file in the De- 
parenest reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


ontndes T this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the 
confirmation of Mr. Hess, 


Charles-H. Henshaw, of Rhode Island, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Rhode Island. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committ®e on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
870) of Charles H. Henshaw, of Rhode Island, to be collector of internal revenue 
for cop district of Rhode Island, in place of Elisha H. ry erg bn ys Marge mle pe and, = 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they 
Henshaw is a fit and proper person to d the duties of the office, anit rion 
there are no charges or ss will appea file refiectin; be pon the character of Elisha oo 
a suspended, as will appear from the fo! pea pha letter of the Secretary of 
e ; 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1886. 
Str: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 17,1886,asking whether or not “there are any on file against 
the official or moral r of Elisha H. Rhodes, late collector of internal 

revenue for the district of Rhode Island, sus eek "is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor tostate far as this inquiry relates to 

a Sita ea from office, I feel bound by the oie laid down in the dent's 
“a ay to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspension. But 
in in onder that pey oe surely act within the requirements of the statute relating to 
the furnishing by this Department of Pi bena to the Senate, I beg leave to 
remind the padie that the office. referred to has no fixed term attached to 
it, and to further state that the President is satisfied thata change in the incum- 
bency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, and that 
the policy of the present administration will be better carried out by such change. 
teens as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
ining wer riasg reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
Eee ment: Seige in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


y, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 
A resolution, -= follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
rp eke rage Sraa nee relation to this and all a letters to the foregoing: 

e letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on pec Tiat taleh 16, 1886, or Par gayest in gelation. to the s nsion 
of collectors of internal revenue, should A ng held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges rs on file in the De- 
fe Syl reflecting inany manneragainst their ones pas official conduct or char- 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee 
firmation of Mr. Henshaw. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 3, 1886. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


recommend the con- 


Zephania T. Hill, of Colorado, to he marshal of the United States for | 


the district of Colorado. 
POSTMASTER. 
William T. Dowdall, to be postmaster at Peoria, Peoria County, Illi- 
nois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, May 3, 1886. 


The House metat120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
Toren: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MCKINLEY, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BUNNELL, for one wèek, on account of important business. 

To Mr. FORNEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Grason, of West Virginia, for one week. 

To Mr. SAWYER, indefinitely. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BLANCHARD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print 
in the RECORD some shes on the bill providing for theappointment 
of a yellow-fever investigating committee. 

FRIDAY EVENING SESSIONS. 
+ Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the order of foina for Friday evening sessions be enlarged 


soas to include private bills from the Mili Committee correcting the records 
of private soldiers, but not to include any bill for the restoration of an officer to 
the Army, or the he giriag any increased pay or rank to any officer in the Army 
or upon ihe ret 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I was about to suggest that the reso- 
lution should provide that no work shall be done on Friday evenings 
without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

, INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr.WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report, 
the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the il oe votes o! 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill R. 5543) making ap; een, for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De) ment, and for fulfill- 
ini and treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for Fined ending June 30, 

and having met, after full and conference have 
ct 


the two Houses on 


for other pu 
io spentemend and ds recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


zne the Senate recede from its améndments numbered 1, 2, 3, 12, 13, 25, 44, 
an 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the amendments read by numbers 
are not intelligible, and I think it desirable that the House should have 
either an explanation of the changes or the amendments themselves 


read. Š 

The SPEAKER. Ifàny gentleman desires it and there be no objec- 
tion the amendments will be read. The Clerk will continue the read- 
ing of the report. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Terinamnos (Mr. 
ZACH. TAYLOR] withdraws his objection to the consideration of the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

TheSPEAKER. Itistoolate. Another matter, a privileged report, 
is now before the House. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, in response to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], I desire to say that 
there is a full statement accompanying the report, which I desire to have 
read after the report. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the report, as follows: 


That the House recede from its d eement to the amendments of the Sen- 
cage arg gts 10,11, ae 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 32, 33, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 
54, 56, 62, 64, 65. 66, 67, 68, 69,7 1,72, 73, and 76 and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: the House e from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed insert ** $1,523,900 ;”’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert "$4,000; ” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended pa ph insert the following: 

“For oy Sg and civilization of the Navajo Ind includin, if oe i 
Fis bon to $7,500; for expenses of constructing ditches and reservoirs, $7'500 

be taken from the funds now in the ‘Treasury belonging ‘to sai ain 


And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amend» 
ment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed insert-‘* $15,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 40: That the ao Peconic from its disagreementto the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “ $10,000; "’ and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 41 : That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$6,000; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 43, Loved to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘* $6,000; and the 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendement of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $40,000 ; ™ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘* $15,000; "” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed nsert “ $650,000 ; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $55,000;” and the Senate 
agree to thesame. 

Amendment numbered 58 : That the House recede from its disagreement to tho 
amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and ee to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed nsert ‘$10,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 59, and a; ote the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘$715,000; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same, 
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Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ve ase by natal Strike out all of said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof 

e following: 

‘Provided, That funds herein and heretofore appropriated for construction of 
ditches and other works for irrigating may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior, be expended in open market: Provided further, That purchases in 
open market may be made from Indians, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, to an amount not exceeding $3,000,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

OLIN WELLBORN 

S. W. PEEL, 

B. W. PERKINS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

H. L. DAWES, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. WELLBORN. I now ask that the statement accompanying the 
conference report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagrecin 
votes of the two Houses on the bill H. R. 5543, making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian ent, and for fulfilling 
nee stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes, submit the following written statement in explanation 
of the action recommended in the accompanying conference report: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2, and 3: Restores the House provision for the 
— and Winnebago agency and makes consequent correction in total for 
agen 

On amendments numbered 7.and §: Leayes the appropriation for physician 
= teachers for Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches in gross sum of $2,500 as here- 

fore. 
. On amendments numbered 9, 10, and 11: Leaves the appropriation for physi- 
et and teacher for Cheyennes and Arapahoes in gross sum of $2,000 as hereto- 
‘ore. . 
On amendments numbered 12 and 13: Restores the House provision for sup- 
poo of schools for Chippewas of the Mississippi, and makes necessary change 
n total. 


On amendment numbered 14: Strikes out the provision for n iations with 
mee appena Indiansin Minnesota, the same being provided forin another part 
of the 

On amendments numbered 15 and 16: Appropriates $60,000 for subsistence, 
&c.,of the Crows, in lieu of $70,000, as prop by the House, and makes neces- 
sary change in total, 

On amendments numbered 20, 21, and 22: Leaves the appropriation for salaries 
of matrons, teachers, farmer, carpenter, and millers for the Nez Percés in gross 
sum of $3,500, as heretofore. 

On amendments numbered 23 and 24: Reduces the appropriation for subsist- 
ence for the Poncas from $18,000 to $15,000, and makes n: change in total. 

On amendment numbered 25: Restores the appropriation made by the House 
for clothing, as per treaty, for Sioux of Uifferent tribes, to $130,000. 
ae a eso ae 26: Mares aos ee an in yo — of po 

for teachers, cian, carpenter, miller, engineer, farmers, an cksmith 
for the Sioux of ifferent tribes, as heretofore. 

On amendments numbered 28 and 30: Reduces the poe phe giro ye for subsist- 
ence for Sioux of different tribes from $1,250,000 to $1,200,000, and makes neces- 
sary correction of total, 

On amendment numbered 32: Reduces the appropriation for Shoshones and 
Bannocks, and other Indians of Fort Hall reservation, from $18,000 to $17,000. 

On amendment numbered 33: Reduces the a propriation for Shoshones, Ban- 
myer and Sheepeaters, and other Indians of the Lemhi agency, from $16,800 to 

On amendment numbered 36: Makes the y EE for the Modoc Indians 
$4,000 instead of $5,000, as provided by House bill. 

On amendment numbered 37: Reduces the appropriation for support and civ- 
ilization of the Navajo Indians from $20,000 to $7,500, and makes an appropria- 
tion of $7,500 for constructing ditches and reservoirs for their benefit. 

On amendment numbered 39: Reduces the appropriation for the Shoshone 
Indians in Wyoming from $19,000 to $15,000. i 

On amendment numbered 40: Reduces the appropriation for the Shoshone 
Indians in Nevada from $12,000 to $10,000. 

On amendment numbered 41: Reduces the appropriation for the Sioux of Lake 
‘Traverse from $8,000 to $6,000. 

On amendment numbered 43: Reduces the appropriation for the Sioux of 
Devil’s Lake from $8,000 to $6,000. 

On amendment numbered 44: Restores the appropriation made by the House 
bill of $8,000 for incidental expenses of Indian service in Dakota. 

On amendment numbered 45; Restores the appropriation made by the House 
bill of $5,000 for incidental expenses of Indian service in Montana. 

On amendment numbered 46: Makes an appropriation for practical farmers to 
aid Indians in farming, of $40,000 instead of $35,000 as proposed by the House. 

A On py — mbered 47: Reduces the appropriation for the Indian police 
rom $90, ,000, 

On amendment numbered 48: Appropriates $2,000 for prevention of the illegal 
traffic in intoxicating liquors upon or near Indian reservations. 

On amendments numbered 49 and 50; Substitutes Senate for House provision 
sig; speed surveys of Indian reservations and allotments in severalty. 

n amendment numbered 51: Strikes out the provision for removal of upper 
and middle bands of Spokane Indians, the same being provided for in an r 
portion ofthe bill. < 

On amendment numbered 52: Makes the following provision for negotiations 
with certain tribes and bands of Indians, viz: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the several tribes 
and bands of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota for such modification 
of ear. treaties with said Indians and such change of their reservation as may 
be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of the Interior, and asto 
what sum shall be a just and equitable liquidation of all claims which any of said 
tribes now have upon the Government; and also to enable said tary to ne- 
gotiate with the various bands or tribes of Indians in Northern Montana and 
at Fort Berthold, in Dakota, fora reduction of their respective reservations, 
or for removal therefrom to other reservations; and also to enable said Secre- 
tary to negotiate with the upper and middle bands of Spokane Indians and 
Pend d'Oreilles Indians, in Washington and Idaho Territories, for their removal 
to the Colville, Jocko, or Cœur d’Alene reservations, with the consent of the 
Indians on said reservations; and also to enable said Secretary to negotiate 
with said Indians for the cession of their lands to the United States; and also to 
enable said Secretary to negotiate with the Cœur d'Alene Indians for the cession 
of their lands outside the limits of the present Cœur d'Alene reservation to the 
United States $15,000, or so much thereof as may necessary, to be immedi- 
ately available ; butno agreement made shall e effect until ratified by Con- 
gress, 
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On amendment numbered 53: Strikes out the appropriation to pay the Dela- 
ware Indians $14,72)—the value of twenty-three sections of land. 

On amendment numbered 54: Appropriates $20,000 for continuing the inyes- 
tigation and examination of Indian depredation c. 

On amendment numbered 55: Appropriates for support of Indian day and in- 
dustrial schools $650,000, in lien o $578,000 as proposed by the Senate amend- 
ment. : 

On amendment numbered 56: Strikes out the provision authorizing the pur- 
chase of school buildings, 

On amendment numbered 57: Zpproprittas $55,000 in licu of $10,000 for the 
construction and repair of school buildings, 

On amendments numbered 58 and 59: Appropriates $10,000 in lieu of $25,000 
for purchase of stock for schools, and makes necessary correction of total. 

Onamendments numbered 62 and73: Transfers the appropriation for the Saint 
Ignatius mission school, in Montana, to another portion of the bill. 

On amendments numbered 64,65, and 66: Makes more specific the appropria- 
tions for the Chilocco industrial school. 

On amendment numbered 67: Increases the appropriation for educational pur- 
poses in Alaska from $15,000 to $20,000. x 

On amendments numbered 68 and 69: Authorizes an annual allowance of 
$1,000 to Capt. R. H. Pratt, in charge of the Carlisle Indian industrial school, and 
makes necessary change in total. 

On amendment numbered 71: Makes an appropriation of $10,000 for repairs of 
building and construction of new buildings for the Genoa industrial school. 

On amendment numbered 72: Makes an <oeronere ce. of $58,000 for the com- 
es of buildingsand purchase of additional grounds for the Lawrence Indian 

ool, 

On amendment numbered 76: Authorizes the payment of $735 out of the appro- 

pets in the bill for transportation of Indian pupils to the Good Shepherd 
ndustrial school, of Denver, Colo., for transporting twenty-five Indian giris 
from Turtle Mountain, Dakota, to said schoo). 

On amendment numbered 77: Authorizes the expenditure in open market of 
moneys herein and heretofore appropriated for construction of ditches and other 
works for irrigating, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and pro- 
vides that pe may be made from Indians in open market to an amount 
not exceeding $3,000. 


The amount of bill as agreed to is.. $5,346,262 84 

Less than the estimates... n.. ess- 528,997 00 

Less than the act for the current fiscal year 7 216,249 86 
OLIN WELLBORN, 


8. W. PEEL, 
B. W. PERKINS. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the report just sub- 
mitted I desire simply to say that the increases made to this bill by 
the Senate amendments amounted to $231,720, while the reductions 
amounted to $162,000. The conference committee has somewhat 
changed this result; and in the bill as finally agreed on in conference 
the Senate increases are $113,000 for school purposes, sundries $47,000, 
making $160,000; while the decreases are $110,800. The appropria- 
tions embraced in the bill, according to the report just submitted, are 
$49,000 in excess of the bill as it passed the House. This is, I be- 
lieve, the only statement I desire to make. £ 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, if I caught correctly the reading of 
the report there is among the educational clauses of the bill an item 
of increase of $58,000, or thereabouts, for the Haskell Institute in 
Kansas, that item making provision for increasing the number of pu- 
pils in the institution, which, by the way, is not on any reservation, 
from three hundred and fifty, the maximum heretofore, I believe, to 
five hundred. I should be glad if the gentleman from Texas would 
give us some reason for so large an increase. It may be all right, but 
still I think there ought to be some statement explanatory of the mat- 
ter. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS], who will make a statement in reference to the in- 
crease in that item. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this appropriation is for the purpose 
of completing the building of the Haskell Institute as originally de- 
signed. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has 
suggested, the accommodations of that school at present are sufficient 
for only three hundred and fifty pupils, the number now there, but it was 
originally intended that the school should accommodate five hundred 
Indian children. 

Last December there were in that institution three hundred and 
twenty-two children. Since that time the institution has been filled 
to its utmost capacity. The present superintendent, Mr. Grabowskii, ' 
a very competent officer, who has had some experience, I think, in in- 
dustrial schools in the gentleman’s own State, was before our comntit- 
tee to represent the necessities of this institute. This y aber pe 
was also recommended by the Commissioner of Indian irs and by 
the Secretary of the Interior. The superintendent of Indian educa- 
tion says in his recent report that of all the industrial schools this, with 
proper accommodations, will be the mostuseful. Situated at Lawrence, 
Kans., it is only 150 miles from the Indian Territory. Within a radius 
of 40 miles there are to-day Indian reservations peopled by Indians who 
desire to avail themselves of the benefits of this school if the accom- 
modations can be made sufficient. The superintendent assured our 
committee that without duress, without violence, without force, this 
school, if enlarged so as to provide for five hundred children, could 
readily be filled to the extent of its capacity from the Indian Territory 
and from the great reservations of the North and West. 

The people of the city of Lawrence contributed for the purposes of 
this school, when it was located there by the Government, 320 acres of 
excellent land, land capable of a high state of cultivation, upon which 
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a large portion of the vegetablesand produce used in the school can be 
raised. Building material and labor are cheap at Lawrence; and, in my 
judgment, at no point in the country could these accommodations be 
secured with less expenditure to the Government than they can be 
Lawrence. Hence, as I have suggested, the Committee on Indian 
Affairs had recommended this very appropriation before it was inserted 
in the Indian appropriation bill. We had recommended it, however, 
as independent legislation. I ask that the report made by the com- 
mittee, in connection with the bill which we reported providing for 
this expenditure, be read as part of my remarks. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Perxrss, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the following 
bap to accompany bill H. R. 3388: 

e Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 3388) 
making an appropriation for the completion of Haskell Institute, an Indian 
school at Lawrence, Kans., submit the following report: 

As originally designed, the Haskell Institute was intended to accommodate 


500 Indian scholars. In its present and condition its maximum ca- 
pacity is 350 scholars. On the day of ber there were in attend- 
ance upon this Indian boysand girls, and since tha several have 


been itted, so that it is now nearly or quite filled to its maximum capacity. 
The work of this school has commended it to all visitors and to all who interest 
themselves cause of Indian education and Indian civilization. It was 
i apa cece tg par) two years ago, but its progress has been such that 

urgent necessity for additional accommodations is apparent to all who have 
given the matter attention, and has the warm approval of the superintendent 
of Indian education, the honorable Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The present superintendent of the school, Arthur Grabowskii,was before your 
committee and gave an interesting and detailed statement of its management 
and accomplishments, and, encouraged by the results, he earnestly u: upon 
the attention of the committee the necessity of this appropriation. e school 
is located on 320 acres of land adjoining the beautiful city of Lawrence, on the 
Kansas River, and has many advantages in its fayor as an Indian industrial 
school. It isonly 150 miles from the Indian Territory, and within 40 miles of it 
are Indian reservations, peopled by the wards of the Government, who should 
be qualified for the duties and responsibilities of citizenship, and the superintend- 
ent, Mr. Grabowskii, assured the committee that if the additional accommoda- 
tions were provided he could, within a brief period, fill the school to its fullca- 
pacity by Indian children, voluntarily offered him from the Indian Territory 
and the great reservations of the North and West. Situated as the school is in 
the t grain-producing and cattle and hog raising State of Kansas, supplies 

obtained for it at much less cost to the Government than in most sections 
of the country, and the 320 a of land belonging to the school, and donated 
to the Government by the public-spirited citizens of Lawrence, in consequence 
of the location of this industrial institute at the gates of their city, is rich and 
productive and ble of a high state of cultivation, and from which very 
much can be ra , thus lessening the burdens to the Government in sustain- 
ing te institute. 
he University of Kansas is also located at Lawren 
ambitious Indian who is not content with his ind 


cost are given. In his last annual report the superintendent of Indian educa- 
tion has this to say of the Lawrence school: 

“ Haskell Institute, at Lawrence, Kans., was established in 1884. In Septem- 
ber of that year it was opened with one hundred and twenty-five pupils. This 
school is in need of more buildings, and with adequate facilities may be made 
the most useful of all the training schools. There is every reason to believe that 
the present superintendent, Mr. Grabowskii, will manage it with much more 
than ordinary ability.” 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior are of 
the opinion that the bill should be amended so as to authorize the purchase of 
additional land. In this opinion your committee concur, and recommend that 
the bill be so amended as to autho: from the money appropriated, the pur- 
chase of 40 acres of additional land for accommodation and use of the school. 


he letters of the tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Af 
acum ve of resolutions ad by the Board of Trade of the city of Law- 
rence, are and e of this report. 7 


part 
committee m it necessary to enter into a discus- 
og this raposa vous ominta iad pee vos er Paor eas that te t good is being 
accom by this Lawrence school, the passage of the bill is recommended, 
with an amendment. z 

Mr. PERKINS. The communications which are attached are recom- 
mendations of the Commissioner and Secretary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kansas to this point: The Committee on Indian Affairs seem to have 
introduced a te bill for this object; and I presume under our 
rules it might be subject to the point of order in the House. We will 
haye sooner or later to meet the issue whether the Senate has the power 
of introducing legislation upon appropriation bills, that body hereto- 
fore having resisted efforts on the part of the House to do the same 
thing. It will have to be determined whether the Senate can escape the 
responsibility in that particular. Ido not know that it is desirable on 
our part to object in this instance, but it is necessary attention should be 
ealled to the fact while the House does not put legislation upon appro- 
priation bills, yet there seems to be a way by which the Senate can put 
legislation upon appropriation bilis. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say in answer to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania the House yielded in regard to this item because we had al- 
ready considered the subject and recommended it separately to the 
House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Butin a separate bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, in a separate bill. And as we believed the 
appropriation was right and should be passed we yielded in this respect 
to the managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WELLBORN. I think itis just to the committee of conference 


to say I do not think this amendment violates any rule of this House, 
because it is an appropriation in continuation of a public work already 
in o on. 

Mr. RANDALL. My remarks were only intended for the purpose 
of calling attention to the fact that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
properly, as I think, wished to avoid any doubt on this subject, and 
therefore introduced an independent proposition to cover it. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Allow me to make a suggestion. My recollec- 
tion is—but the gentleman from Kansas can state more accurately— 
that this recommendation did not come from the Indian Office until 
after the committee had passed on the general appropriation bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thatisso. Theletter from the Indian Department 
ma oa received until after the Indian appropriation bill had been per- 

ected. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course I raise no issue in reference to this mat- 
ter, nnd my only object has been to call attention to the fact that sooner 
or later we will have to meet the issue which is presented in this case; 
and that is that while we have debarred ourselves from putting legisla- 
tion on appropriation bills, the Senate seems to have a mode of doing it, 
as is evident in this instance. : 

Mr. WELLBORN. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. WELLBORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the repars 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP submitted the following report.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee ofconference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 4765) to authorize the Red River 
Bridge Company of Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River, having me! 
after full and free conference bave agreed to recommend and do recommen 


to their respects Houses as follows :. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 1, and agree to ‘ 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
W. D. BYNUM, 
A. J. WEAVER. 
Managers on the part of the House, 
8. J. R. McMILLAN, 
O. D. CONGER, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of ihe Senate. 


.The SPEAKER. The rule requires reports of conference commit- 
tees shall be accompanied by statements showing the effect of their 
adoption, but if the point be not made, the question will be stated on 
the adoption of the report. 

Mr. CRISP. The only amendment of the Senate to this bill is to 
strike ont the words, ‘‘and customary in said locality;’’ so it will read: 

Shall be permitted to charge and take such rates of toll for crossing said 
bridge as may be reasonable, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

The conference report was adopted. ‘ 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
ee) and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, : i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS KANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP submitted the following privileged report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson tho 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid 
Transit Railway Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same. Eor 

. , 


A. 
on 
8. J. 
0. D. 
G. G. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, at the end of line 12, insert “for such reasonable rates of toll as may 
be approved from time to time by the Secretary of War.” 

The report was adopted. . 

Mr. CRISP moved to rèconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Š BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER, TEXAS. 


Mr, CRISP submitted the following privileged report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gaines- 
ville and Chickasaw Bri Company the consent of the United States to con- 
struct and maintain a bri over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke 
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County, Texas, having met, after full and free conference have recommended 
and do recommend to their ive Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentsof theSenate 
land 2,and agree to the same. 


. G. VEST, 
Zfanagers on the part of the Senate. - 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

First amendment: Page 1, line 7, after the word “toll,” insert “to be approved 
from time to time by the of War.” 

Second amendment: Page 2, at the end of Hine 1, insert the following: 

“And that if at any time the navigation of the said river shall in any manner 
be obstructed or impaired by the said bridge, the Secretary of War shall have 
authority, and it shall be his duty, to require the said company to alter and 
change the said bridge, at its own expense, in such manner as may be proper 
to secure free and complete navigation without impediment; and if upon rea- 
sonable notice to said company to make such change or improvements and the 
said Seepage gt Sega to do so, the Secretary of War shall have authority to make 
the same at the expense of said company, and all rights conferred by this act 
shall be forfeited; and Congress shall have power to do any and all things nec- 
essary to secure the free navigation of the river.” 

The report was adopted. : 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; an also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT RED WING, MINN. 
Mr. CRISP submitted the following privileged report: 

The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a pile and ponton railway and wagon across prore g i River 
from the city of Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore in the State Wiscon- 
sin, having met, after a full and free conference have to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered | and 2, and agrec to the same. 


G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendments will be read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the amendments will be read. 
The amendments were read. 
The conference report was concurred in. 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 
rt was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
laid on the table. 
The latter notion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP submitted the following privileged report: 

Tho committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Con- 
pa to the construction of a bridge by the Nashv Jackson and Memphis 

iroad Company over the Tennessee River, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 

numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, and agree to the same, 
ae F. CRISP, 


. D. BYNUM, 
A. J. WEAVER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
8. J. R. McMILLAN, 
> = CONGER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The amendments of the Senate were read. 
The conference report was concurred in. 
_ Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 
ps was concurred in; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be 
id on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI AT PIERRE, DAK. 


Mr. CRISP submitted the following privileged report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 7646) to authorize the construc- 
tion and maintenance of a bridge foe Dakota Central Railway Company 
across Missouri River at Pierre, k., having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: p 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, and 6, and agree to the same. 

CHAS. F. CRISP, 


W. D: BYNUM, 
A. J. WEAVER. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
S.J. R. McMILLAN, 
O. D. CONGER, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendments will be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the amendments will be read. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

The conference report was concurred in, 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 
port was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to snbmit a privileged 
report from the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4731) 
which I now send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 473!) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 

ent, haying met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows, namely : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment adopted by 
the Senate and agree to the same. 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
JAMES T. JOHNSTON, 
GEORGE W, GEDDES, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
AUSTIN F. PIKE, 
GEO. F. HOAR, 
JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendment will be 
read. d : 5 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was read: by the Clerk, as follows: 

Page 66, afler line 17, insert ‘‘ Mississippi: To Catharine C, B. Merrill, execu- 
trix of the last will and testament of Ayres B, Merrill, from said State, $67,723. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation of this ac- 
tion on the part of the conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a House bill making 
allowances for certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
United States Tredsury Department, as indicated by its title. It was 
amended in the Senate by the adoption of the amendment which has 
just been reported, allowing to Catharine C. B. Merrill, executrix of 
Ayres B. Merrill, deceased, of Mississippi, the sum of $67,726. 

This claim, Mr. Speaker, was investigated by the Quartermaster- 
General under a special act of Congress, approved February 13, 1885. 
He made his report to Congress under that act during the present ses- 
sion, and recommended an allowance for quartermaster and commissary 
stores in favor of this claimant of $50,382.50. The Committee on War 
Claims has investigated the report and the proof as submitted by the 
Quartermaster-General, and on the 15th day of April a report was sub- 
mitted from that committee recommending the allowance of the amount 
reported by the Quartermaster-General; that is to say, $50,382.50. Ht 
is proper for me to state, Mr. Speaker, that the agent of the Quarter- 
master-General, who was sent upon the premises to investigate this 
claim, reported that the claimant lost $67,726; but the assistant quar- 
termaster held that inasmuch as the claimant had submitted 
a statement of his account, showing the amount of the loss, about ten 
years subsequent to the war, and had only claimed a total amount of 
$50,382.50, the Quartermaster-General did not feel that he was war- 
anted in recommending an appropriation of a larger sum, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the agent’s report shows the loss of the larger sum, or 


726. 

The Committee on War Claims reported a bill recommending an al- 
lowance for the smaller sum, $50,382.50. That bill has its proper place 
on the Calendar of the House. The Senate, however, having a bill be- 
fore it also, examined the facts and the report of the Quartermaster- 
General, and they recommended the larger sum, $67,726. .They there- 
fore amended the House bill by making the allowance which I have 
mentioned. The committee of conference, having discussed the matter 
fully, came to the conclusion they would concur with the Senate in 
recommending the adoption of the Senate amendment, and allowing 
the larger sum. Those are the facts. 

The members of this body on the committee of conference the more 
readily assented to the report submitted because they are satisfied that 
the proof is ample to show the justice and correctness of the claim. 
They are opposed, however, to the policy of amending the bill, which 
is intended only to make an appropriation for the allowance of claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the . They thought, 
and still think, this bill should provide only for such claims. Rather 
than endanger the passage of this bill, however, which would inflict 
such great injury upon over one thousand small claimants therein pro- 
vided for, they forego their opposition to the Senate amendment and 
recommend that the House recede from its disagreement thereto. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Asthere may be some misunderstand- 
ing about this matter, I wish to state the facts as I understand them, 
This claim was originally filed before Congress, and Congress passed a 
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special act authorizing the Quartermaster-General to inquire into the 
amount that wasdue. Mr. Merrill, some ten years after the war, while 
he was in New York, and in poor health, made out a memorandum of 
his losses, amounting to nearly $51,000. A special act of Congress au- 
thorized the Quartermaster-General to investigate the amount of his 
losses. The Quartermaster’s Department sent a ial t down 
there, who was a very efficient man, and he found ,000 due to Mr. 
Merrill under the act of Congress. When he made his report to the 
Quartermaster-General the Quartermaster-General held he was bound 
by the memorandum as made by Mr, Merrill, and not by the finding 
of the specialagent. That report came before our committee, the Com- 
mittee on War Claims of the House, and we followed the finding of the 
Quartermaster-General, and reported a bill to this House recommend- 
ing payment to Mr. Merrill’s executrix of n sum of nearly $51,000—I 
forget the precise amount. 

Now, the Senate amends this bill by putting in the whole amount, 
$67,000, instead of $51,000. The $51,000 stand in the same condi- 
tion as the rest of the 4th July claims do. Sixty-seven thousand 
dollars is proved just as conclusively as the $51,000. And while the 
committee of conference can not say under the proof that the $67,000 
is not due, this state of facts was presented—that either we had to con- 
sent to allow the amendment of this bill by the insertion of what we 
all consider is a jyst claim, a claim that is amply proven—there is no 
question about the loyalty of the party—we had either to consent to 
that or jeopardize the whole bill and the allowances to eight hundred 
or a thousand loyal people for small sums, 

The committee agree the whole amount was proven. The only rea- 
son why the War Claims Committee did not report in favor of the 
$67,000 was because the Quartermaster-General had followed the mem- 
orandum as made by this party. The whole of this $67,000 is as 
clearly proven as the $51,000. Ihave no doubt in my mind about these 
parties being entitled to the $67,000; but as I have said, we followed 
the finding of the Quartermaster-General in that respect. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the re- 
port was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : > 


TAXATION FOR PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 


-Mr. HISCOCK. On Saturday evening the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MORRISON ], from the Committee on Rules, reported this resolution: 
s Resolved, That it shall be in order when any general bill ór proposition to in- 

crease the rates or amounts of pensions or to t ions to ns not pre- 
viously entitled thereto by law is under consideration to PEST the same so as 
to provide by taxation or otherwise for the payment thereof; but no such 
amendmentshall bein orđer unless the net revenue provided for shall be thereby 
setapart for the sole purpose of paying such increased pensions. 

I desire to say that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and my- 
self, members of the Committee on Rules, dissent from that report for 
the reason that we believe it is a discrimination against one class of 
legislation which ought not to be tolerated and which is vicious in 


practice. 
Mr. MORRISON. It isneither a discrimination against any class of 
as ‘pave nor vicious in practice. It is worthy of general application 
whenever practicable. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to call up this report, although 
itis privileged, in the absence of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED]. 
I may state, however, in further reply to the gentleman from New York, 
that the purpose of this resolution is to secure the payment of the very 
obligations which the gentleman professedly so much desires to have 
paid, and they can not be promptly paid without it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not attempted to debate the resolution. 

Mr. MORRISON. NorI. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I simply stated the ground briefly for our dissent. 

Mr. MORRISON. Exactly; and I gave my reason quite as briefly 
for our approval. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire to call up the other resolution reported 
by me for the Committee on Rules in relation to the hour of meeting 
and adjournment. 

The Clerk read the resolution offered by Mr. Gipson, of West Vir- 
ginia, and referred to the committee, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday next the House of Representatives meet 
at 11 o'clock a. m. on each day. 

The substitute reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, May 10,during the present session, the 
House shall meet each day at 11 a.m. and adjourn each day at5 o’clock p. m.; 
but this resolution shall not interfere with any orders heretofore made ie re- 
cess, 

* Mr. MORRISON. The substitute fixes a later day than the original 
resolution. It proposes a day on or about which it has been usual at 
former sessions to meet earlier than 12 o’clock. The committee for 
this purpose amended the resolution or provided by the substitute that 
this order shall take effect on the 10th of May, which is next Monday. 
‘There has been also added a provision to the effect that the hour of ad- 
journment shall be fixed at 5 o’clock. This would give us a continu- 


ous session of six hours each day, and with committee work and other 
duties this is quite long enough. 

The members here can not fail to observe the difficulty we have in 
keepinga quorum present for the transaction of business, and itis believed 
that if the hour was fixed at which the House would certainly adjourn 
the gentlemen who now absent themselves would grace the House with 
their presence until that hour, and we would not be so often as we now 
are without aquorum. Of course it would bein the powerof the House 
to extend the session.. Unless some gentleman cares to discuss the 
matter, I will now move the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will my colleague, before he makes that motion, 
allow me to say a word in regard to fixing the hour of daily adjourn- 
ment? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the power of the House, or of any 
legislative body, to adjourn at any time is one of the most universally 
recognized rights that a parliamentary body has, and I think it would 
be without precedent and contrary to the spirit of the history of the 
House to fix arbitrarily by rule an hour at which we must adjourn every 
day. The House should always be permitted to control the time of its 
adjournment, and I think this rule, if adopted, would prove very in- 
convenient in practice. For instance, we might be considering an im- 
portant bill and five minutes’ additional time might be sufficient to 
complete its consideration, butif this rule were in operation we could 
not have a yote on the question of extending the session before the ar- 
rival of the time for adjournment, especially if there was a call for 
tellers. 

Any form of filibustering begun just before 5 o'clock would prevent 
the extension of the time and would carry the business over to another 
day. I think that portion of the resolution which requires the House 
to adjourn at 5 o’clock (except on Fridays, when there is an order for 
an evening session) ought not to be adopted, and, if my colleague will 
permit, I will move to strike out that provision before the previous 
question is asked for, 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, it was believed by the committee 
that a six-hour session daily was long enough, and, in fact, much longer 
than we have been able usually to get gentlemen to stay here and work, 
and we hoped that by adopting this rule tlemen who now absent 
themselves would be induced to stay until the end of the daily session, 
when they knew just the hourat which the session would end. s 

I wish to say also to my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] that in the ear- 
lier days of the Republic, to which he often refers as the better days of 
the Republic, this was the rule for thirty or forty years and the adjourn- 
ment occurred at a fixed hour. I think the House had better try it, 
and if it does not work well it can be changed. I did not originate nor 
am I wedded toit, but certainly there ought to be something done to 
keep gentlemen in their places here sothat the work of the session may 
go forward and the House not be compelled every day to spend part of 
the time in the endeavor to secure a quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, a number of special orders have 
been made which give to certain committees certain days, and when a 
committee has had the day assigned to it, it cannot command any fur- 
ther time. Now if we were bound to adjourn at 5 o’clock, and the 
consideration of a bill was almost completed, we would be unable to 
stay here to complete the consideration of the bill, even though the 
majority might be so inclined, and it would pass into the catalogue as 
unfinished business, 

Mr. MORRISON. There is a provision in the rule that it is not to 
interfere with prior orders. z 

Mr. HIS K. Mr. Speaker, whenever any order of business is 
under consideration whieh the House desires to continue after 5 o'clock 
I have no doubt that the House will take action in the direction of 
continuing it; but my experience has been, aud I think the experience 
of every member of this House has been the same, that whenever we 
attempt to enforce the continuance of the daily session beyond the 
sentiment of the House, the good feeling of the House—whenever, if 
you please, we attempt to override the disposition to filibuster, we al- 
ways lose time by it; and I heartily concur with the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Morrison] that if we come here at 11 o'clock in the 
morning and stay until 5 in the afternoon every day we will accom- 
plish quite as much as we can accomplish by the adoption of any other 


rule. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it takes about forty minutes to call 
and verify the roll, and if this resolution be adopted fixing an arbitrary 
hour for the daily adjournment of the House, I very much fear thatat 
about twenty minutes after 4 o’clock, or soon thereafter, a number of 
gentlemen here will come to the conclusion that it is too late in the day 
for another yea-and-nay vote and will take their hats and canes and 
walk leisurely home. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will nottheadoption of suchan order, fixing definitely 
the hour of daily adjournment, present an invitation and a temptation 
for some one to filibuster almost every day? 

Mr. MORRISON. There isnothingin the rule to prevent the House 
taking a recess to a later hour, and there is nothing to prevent the 
House adjourning earlier if it desires. 5 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Practically do we not adjourn now at 


5 o’cloek almost every day? 

Mr. MORRISON. A number of gentlemen—many gentlemen—ad- 
journ at 1 or 2 o’clock [laughter], and the object of this provision is 
to try to induce those who now adjourn so early to give us the benefit 
of their presence until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I will say to the gentleman from IMi- 
nois that that remark has no application to me. [Laughter]. 

Mr. MORRISON. No; nor to any other gentleman—personally we 
are all here. 

The SPEAKER. Whatis the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out so much of the resolution 
as provides for the daily adjournment at 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
moves to amend the resolution by striking outthe words ‘‘ and adjourn 
each day at 5 o’clock p. m.” The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under that rule, if adopted, when the hour of 5 
o’clock arrived would the Speaker adjourn the House without a formal 
motion to that effect? 
` TheSPEAKER. He would, just as the Chair now on Fridays an- 
nounces the recess. ; 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Could 
the majority of the House, just prior to 5 o'clock, move to take recess 
for half an hour? i 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; or to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But unless your recess was ordered before 5 o’clock 
arrived, the House would adjourn at 5. 

The SPEAKER, If the hour of 5 o’clock arrived and no order had 
been made to the contrary, the Chair would of course declare the 
House adjourned. S 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending the vote on the motion for a recess. 

The question was taken on the amendment moved by Mr..SPRINGER; 

, and there were—ayes 58, noes 88. 

Mr. SKINNER and Mr. MCMILLIN called for the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER (having counted the affirmative vote). There are 
28 in favor of ordering the yeas and nays—not one-fifth of the last 
vote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after a count). There are only 28 voting to order 
tellers—not one-fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. DIBBLE. Count the other side. 

The SPEAKER. There is no count of ‘‘the other side” on this 
question. The rules require one-fifth of a quorum to order tellers. Is 
the other side desired on the question of ordering the yeas and nays ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir; I ask for a vote on the other side, 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late if objection is made. 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are refused, the yeas and nays are refused, 
and the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
“5 o'clock”? and inserting. ‘‘6 o'clock.” 

The SPEAKER. No further amendment is in order at present, as 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] has demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to recommit the report to the Committee 
on Rules. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was not agreed to; there being—ayes 
27, noes 123. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon ordering the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. ` 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, is this open to debate? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been debated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment was debated, not the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That was debate on the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : - 
The SPEAKER. The original resolution, for which the resolution 
Juss adopted was reported asa substitute, will, if there be no onjection, 
ie on the table. 
‘There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 
Several members demanded the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions, under which 
call memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures may be presented, 
and also resolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads of Departments. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a resolution to fix a time for the consid- 
eration of business from the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a resolution to fix a day to consider 
House bill 6664, entitled ‘‘A bill to increase the naval establishment; ”? 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY IN ALABAMA. — 
` Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 8348) to grant the right of 
way over the public lands in Alabama, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATIONAL BILL. 
Mr. WHEELER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 20th dayZof May, immediately after the second 
call of committees under clause 5, Rule XXIV, be set apart for the consideration 
of bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and tempo: support of common 
schools, and that the consideration of the same be continued at the same time 
thereafter from day to day until finally disposed of, but not to interfere with 
revenue or appropriation bills; and that during the discussion of this bill a re- 
cess be had each night from 5 to 7.30 o'clock, except on Friday, and that the 
night sessions be devoted to the discussion of the educational bi 


MRS. ALMIRA AMBLER. ` 


Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 8349) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Almira Ambler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY, HARTFORD, CONN. 

Mr. BUCK introduced 2 bill (H. R. 8350) to amend sections 2533 and 
2534 of the Revised Statutes, and making Hartford, in the State of Con- 
necticut, a port of entry, in place of Middletown; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EDWARD COLEMAN. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 8351) for the relief of Edward 
Coleman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS A. CRONKHITE. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8352) for the relief Lewis. 
A Cronkhite, late a private of Company E, Eightieth Regiment Indi- 
ana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Iayalid Pensions, and ordered to be-printed. 

JAMES JONES. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8353) for the relief of 
James Jones, late a private in the United States Navy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Aflairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. D. TOMLINSON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 8354) granting relief to 
A. D. Tomlinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A, JONES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8355) for the relief 
of Sarah A. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN M’BROOM. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8356) for the relief 
of Calvin McBroom; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. L. NEWMAN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8357) for the relief 
of L. L. Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS COLE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8358) for the relief 
of Louis Cole; which was read‘a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. SHAW. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8359) for the relief 


of James M. Shaw; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM G. BURNETT. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8360) for the relief 
of William G. Burnett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committce on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH MARTIN. i 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8361) for the relief 
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of Elijah Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SARAH C. SHINN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8362) for the relief 
of Sarah C. Shinn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOHN COOK. 

Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8363) for the relief of John 
Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES GILLESPIE. 

Mr. LANDES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8364) ing a 

— to James Gillespie; Stee eee cd 4 SERERA tome ke 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JANE THOMPSON. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8365) for the relief of 
Jane Thompson, late widow of Dr. F. B. Thompson, Fifty-sixth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELLEN KEHOE. 
Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8366 
Ellen Kehoe; which was read a first and 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WALTER BLANCHARD POST, G. A. R., NAPERVILLE, ILL. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 8367) granting condemned can- 
non and carriage to Walter Blanchard Post, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Naperville, D1. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JABEZ SMITH. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 8368) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jabez Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be prin 


for the relief of Mrs. 
time, referred to the 


DAVID S. SILANNON. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8369) 
granting a pension’ to David S. Shannon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS LANGWELL. 


Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8370) granting a pension to 
Thomas Langwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
to the Committee on Pensions, and Airman tabs ahaha” 


NOAH W. HALLEY. 
Mr. WARD, of submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
to Noah W. Halley $712.50, being the difference between his pay 
as a folder at r annum an that of a messenger at $1,200 per annum from 
arsar ae 16, 1 to May 1, 1886, and the amount hereby authorized and di- 
be paid out of the the contingent fund of the House, and be immediately 

pee subject to the Committee on Accounts. 


ENSIGN GUY WARNER BROWN. 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8371) for the 
relief of Ensign Guy Warner Brown; which was read a first and second 


time, reftrred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and grdered to be 
printed. 


Resolved, That 
directed to pa 


JOHN E. DOGGETT. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8372) granting 
a pension to John E. Doggett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
GEORGE HARMAN, 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 8373) for the relief of George 
Harman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M. GILLHAM. 
Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8374) granting a pension 


to Mrs. Mary M. Gillham; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDEBTEDNESS UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. CONGER also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Iowa, protesting against the of an act pro- 
viding for the cancellation of the present bonded indebtedness of the 
Union Pacific Railroad to substitute other obligations therefor, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 


ALEXANDER J. COLLINGE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 8375) granting 
a pension to Alexander J, Collinge; which was read a first and second 


Sans, aeron to tha Seenaee aves Pensions, and ordered to be 
print 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. FULLER submitted a concurrent resolution of the Twenty-first 
General Assembly of Iowa, protesting against the enactment of an act 
providing for the cancellation of the present bonded indebtedness of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the obligations to the Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 
WILLIAM ANDERSON. 


Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8376) for the relief of Will- 
iam Anderson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEBTEDNESS. 

Mr. LYMAN also submitted a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, instructing the Senators and request- 
ing the Representatives from that State to vote against the billt to re- 
fund and extinguish the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company; which was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 


JAMES R. CASSIDY. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8377) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of James R. Cassidy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
os and ordered to be printed. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. MURPHY submitted a memorial of the general assembly of the 
Legislature of Iowa with reference to the Union Pacific Railroad; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

FRANCIS F. CAREZ. ° 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8378) for the relief of Francis 
F. Carez, Forty-fourth Missouri Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM N. MYERS. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8379) for the relief of 
William N. Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. BLANDEN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced abill (H. R. 8380) granting a 
pension to James W. Blanden; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. B. VAN CLEVE. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 8381) granting a pension to 
A. B. Van Cleve; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WARD. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8382) granting a i 
to Elizabeth Ward; which was read a first and second time, Gedeesed to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE J. BYBEE. 

Mr. HALSELL (by request) ceria abill (H.-R. 8383) for the 
benefit of Caroline J. Bybee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAHALA BROWN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8384) for the benefit of 
Mahala Brown, dependent mother of Jabez W. Brown, late Company 
D, Thirty-second Regiment, Kentucky Infantry Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Tnvalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

J. M. AND E. B. HARDIN, 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8385) for the benefit of 
J. M. and E. B. Hardin; which was read a first and second time, re 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; F. OVERSTREET. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8386) for the benefit of 
F. Overstreet; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

P. H. BRIDGEWATER. 


Mr. WOLFORD introduced a þill (H. R. 8387) for the benefit of P. 
H. Bridgewater; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WOLFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8388) for the benefit of 
Daniel M. Williams, of Green County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. e 

ORGANIZATION OF MILITIA, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 8389) 


1886. 
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to amend the act entitled “‘An act more effectually to provide for the 
organization of the militia of the District of Columbia,’’ passed 3d of 
March, 1803; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS K. BALL. 
Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 8390) for the benefit of 
Thomas K. Ball; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JAMES W. WILKINS. 
Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bjll (H. R. 8391) for the relief of the 
heirs of James W. Wilkins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8392) for the relief of 
Ben. Harrison; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN 0. WHITLOCK. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8393) for the relief of 
John C. Whitlock, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. ANN HOOD. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8394) for the relief of J. 
Ann Hood, administratrix of Govey Hood, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

ANTHONY M’ELROY. . 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8395) for the benefit 
of Anthony McElroy, of Springfield, Washington County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 

War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

4 MARTIN M. BUSH. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8396) for the relief 
of Martin M. Bush, of Harden County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. BAIZE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8397) granting a 
pension to John H. Baize, of Ohio County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

` MRS. 8. M. MATTINGLY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief 
of Mrs. 8. M. Mattingly, of Meade County, Kentucky; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES P. CARROLL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8399) for the relief 
of James P. Carroll; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES BD. HAGER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief 
of James B. Hager; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM VEST. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief of Will- 
iam Vest; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. HERRIN. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 8402) for the relief of Will- 
jam A. Herrin, of Rockwell County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A w. G. DUN. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8403) for the relief of 
W. G. Dunn, administrator of Cooper Dunn, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

W. S. WARREN. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8404) for the benefit 
of W. S. Warren, of Lincoln County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

i LEMUEL MATN. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8405) to place the 
name of Lemuel Main, of Laurel County, Kentucky, on the ion- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the it- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. SARAH BROUGHTON’S HEIRS. _ 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8406) for the benefit 
of Sarah Broughton’s heirs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE TAIFE. 

Mr. WILLIS intreduced a bill (H. R. 8407) granting a pension to 
George Taife; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. CATHERINE SONNE. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8408) restoring the 
sion of Mrs. Catherine Sonne; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ALDANA B. MONROE. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8409) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Aldana B. Monroe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. MARTIN. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8410) granting a pen- 
sion to William G. Martin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF TAXES ON TOBACCO, 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 164) ap | 
the taxes, special and oi ise, upon tobacco, and upon the sale 
manufacture thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred . 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordged to be printed. 

‘The resolution was also read for information. 


SECTION 3397 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8411) to repeal section 
3387 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPLEY, SMITH & CO. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8412) for the relief of 
Shipley, Smith & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL H. TAGGART. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8413) for the relief of 
Samuel H. Taggart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS T. KING, EXECUTOR. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8414) for the relief of 
Francis T. King, executor; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M. GILL, EXECUTOR, ETC. : 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8415) for the relief of 
George M. Gill, executor, &c.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW GILLAN. 

Mr. HAYDEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8416) restoring 
to the pension-roll the name of Andrew Gillan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL JOSEPH WARREN. A 

Mr. RANNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8417) in aid of the erection of 
a monument to the memory of General Joseph Warren, who fell at the 
battle of Bunker Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. ROCKWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8418) granting condemned 
cannon and carriages to Lyon Post, No. 41, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be prinied. 

CAPT. RODERICK M’INTOSH. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 8419) to provide for the payment 
of the claim of Capt. Roderick. McIntosh; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AARON RING. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8420) granting arrears of 
pension to Aaron Ring; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on alid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN B. FLOWER. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 8421) for the relief of the 
heirs of John B. Flower; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA A. NICHOLSON AND CHILDREN. 
Mr. WHITING also introduced a bill (H. R. 8422) granting a pen- 
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sion to Lydia A. Nicholson and two minor children; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MARY H. PHILLIPS. 
Mr, LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 8423) granting a pension to 
Mary H. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committce on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK B. GORMAN. 

Mr. LOVERING (by request) also offered a resolution in favor of pay- 
ing Frank B. Gorman; which was referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

; R JAMES H. YOUNG. ‘ 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 8424) granting a pension to James 
H. Young; which read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS, SAULT SAINTE MARIE. 

Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 8425) to confirm certain 
lands to the village of Sault Sainte Marie; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM CHILSON. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 8426) for the relief of Hiram 
Chilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


CAROLINE DAWLEY. 
Mr. BURROWS als6 introduced a bill (H. R. 8427) for the relief of 
Caroline Dawley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE BARTON. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8428) for the relief of 
George Barton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRUCE LEWIS. 


Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8429) for the relief of 
Bruce Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8430) fer the relief of 
Richard Underwood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Militar} Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID D. KNAPP. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8431) to increase the 
pension of David D. Knapp; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADAM G. YOUNGMAN. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8432) to increase the 
pension of Adam G. Youngman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

K BENJAMIN STELL. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8433) to increase the 
pension of Benjamin Stell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. YOUNG. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 8434) to place the name 
of Charles E. Young upon the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

- FRANK TRAYNOR. 


Mr. DAVENPORT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8435) grant- 
ing a pension to Traynor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WALTER H. WOOD. 

Mr. DAVENPORT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8436) 
for the relief of Walter H. Wood; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS WEEKLEY. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8437) granting a pension 
to Thomas Weekley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. P. L. DARTT. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 8438) granting 
a pension to Mrs. P. L. Dartt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a resolution of inquiry as to the cause of 
the delayin furnishing the first report of the Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a resolution to amend clause 49, Rule 
XI; which wasreferred to the Committee on Rules. 


WILLIAM D. WALKER. 


“Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 8439) for the relief of 
William D. Walker, of Mississippi; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY DREHMAN’S HEIRS, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8440) for the re- 
lief of Henry Drehman’s heirs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM FREUDENAN. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8441) for 
the relief of William Freudenan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M’GARRY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8442) for 
the relief of Francis McGarry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Í JULIUS SAUER. 

_Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8443) for 
the relief of Julius Sauer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH GERTHOF. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8444) for 
the relief of Joseph Gerthof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID DONOVAN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8445) for 
the relfefof David Donovan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LABOR COMMITTEE. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also submitted the following resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Labor: 


Resolved, That the —— day of June be set apart for the consideration of bills 
reported from the Committee on Labor, to be continued from day to day until 
the business of said committee is disposed of. 


CREW OF STEAMER JOHN D. PERRY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8446) grant- . 
ing an honorable discharge to the officers and crew of the steamer John 
D. Perry and mustered into the United States service by General J. C. 
Frémont in 1861; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. BANGS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8447) for 
the relief of George F. ; Which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DERREIT H. BARCLAY. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 8448) to restore the name of 
Derrett H. Barclay to the pension-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Commii:zs on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

oz COOPER. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8449) granting a pension 
to Hoy Cooper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BORGETT. 

Mr. GLOVER (by Mr. HEARD) introduced a bill (H; R. 8450 
granting a pension to William Borgett; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. . 

CLARA B. DAVIDSON. ; ; 

Mr. CLARDY introduced abill (H. R. 8451) granting an increase of 
pension to Clara B. Davidson, widow of General John W. Davidson, of 
the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. GRIMES. 

Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8452) authorizing John M. 
Grimes, of Pike County, Missouri, to prosecute a suit in the Court of 
Claims against the United States for growing out of the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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; JAMES CANNON. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8453) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of James Cannon; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. E f 

ROBERT L. M’MURTRY. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8454) to in- 
crease the pension of Robert L. McMurtry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to theCommitteeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE SITE LINCOLN, NEBR. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced å bill (H. R. 8455) author- 
izing the expenditure of $2,500 for improving the post-office site and 
public grounds at Lincoln, Nebr.; which was read a first. and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD F. BARRETT. _ 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8456) for the relief of Richard F. Barrett; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FUNERAL OBSEQUIES. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also submitted a resolution in relation 
to funeral obsequies; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
VIRGIL A. JONES. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 8457) granting a pension to 
Virgil A. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

’ SETH RAYMOND. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8458) granting a pension to 
Seth Raymond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. ORR. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8459) granting a pension to 
William M. Orr; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

JONATHAN COPE. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8460) granting a pension to 
Jonathan Cope; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH B. SEAVEY. ; 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pension to 
Josiah B. Seavey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed; 

GEORGE MYERS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8462) granting a pension to 
George Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH M. J. MEAGHER. 

Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 8463) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth M. J. Meagher, widow of Thomas Francis Meagher, late 
b ier-general of United States volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

z L, M. PEARLMAN. 

Mr. WOODBURN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 8464) for the relief of 
L. M. Pearlman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE DOHM, 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 8465) granting 
a pension to George Dohm; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST OPPEL. 

Mr. LEHLBACH introduced a bill (H. R. 8466) granting a pension 
to August Oppel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN. C. MANDEVILLE, 

Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a bill (H. R, 8467) grantinga pen- 
sion to Susan C. Mandeville; which wasread a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATTHEW W. BERRYMAN. 

Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8468) for the relief of 
Matthew W. Berryman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

JOHN MORAN. 

Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. 8469) ing & ion to 
John Moran; which was read a first and Sei Gina UREA to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD HARRIS. 
Mr. STAHLNECKER introduced a bill (H. R. 8470) for the relief of 
Edward Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CANNON AND CANNON-BALLS FOR MONUMENTAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 8471) to empower the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver condemned cannon and cannon-balls for monu- 
mental purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DIVISION OF DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. 8472) dividing Dakota Terri- 
tory, establishing the Territory of North Dakota, and providing a tem- 
porary government therefor; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PANAMA SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. JAMES submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


That the Secretary of the Navy be directed, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to communicate to the House of Representatives the “ 
intelligence report on the progress of the Panama Canal eacee ee ae 885," 
made to the Navy Department by Lieut. W. W. Kimball and Na Cadet W. 
L. Capp, United States Navy. e 


FREDERICK W. AND CAROLINE D. G. GEISEKING. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 8473) for the relief of the 
heirs of Frederick W. and Caroline D. G. Geiseking, Jate of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’GLYNN. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. 8474) granting a pension to 
James McGlynn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM 8. HALL. 

Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. 8475) granting a pension to Will- 
iam S. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. PLUMB. 


Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 8476) granting a pension 
to W. H. Plumb; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD BOTHWELL. 

Mr. BURLEIGH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8477) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard Bothwell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, EMELINE RICE. 

Mr. BURLEIGH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8478) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Emeline Rice; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

BETSY VAN BUREN. 

Mr. PINDAR introduced a bill (H. R. 8479) granting a pension to 
Betsy Van Buren; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA M. KENNEDY. 

Mr. ARNOT introduced a bill (H. R. 8480) granting a pension to © 
Lydia M. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WALSH. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 8481) granting 
a pension to Thomas Walsh, Company F, Seventy-fourth New York 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8482) to 
amend an act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: PATRICK M’GUIRE. 

Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8483) for the relief of Pat- 
rick MeGuire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE OFF CAPE HATTERAS. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. 8484) to erect a light-house 
on ‘* Outer Shoal,” off Cape Hatteras, on the coast of North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC ASKIE. 

Mr. OHARA introduced a bill (H. R. 8485) granting a pension to 

Isaac Askie; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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REBECCA MORRIS, 


Mr. O’HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr, LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 8487) granting a condemned 
cannon and to Drury Post, No. 372, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Neptune, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OBEDIAH A. BIGLEY. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8488) granting a pension to 
Obediah A. Bigley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL GLEAKERT. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 8489) EE a pension to 
Michael Gleakert; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT, GEORGE H. GUILD. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 8490) for the relief of 
Lieut. George H. Guild; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to ‘the ¢ Committee < on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. BINGAMON. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced bill (H. R. 8491) for the relief 
of William A. on; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WILLIAMS, 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8492) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, EE Do yrlated: 

JAMES E. PANGBURN. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8493) granting a pen- 
sion to James E. Pangburn; which was a first-and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. HOWELL. . 


Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8494) granting a pen- 
sion to John F. Howell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH MATHEWS. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8495) granting a 
to Joseph Mathews; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF CHRISTOPHER COTT. 


Mr. GROSVENOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8496) for the relief of 
the heirs of Christopher Cott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER BILLINGS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 8497) granting 
an increase of pension to Bi ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HUGHES. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, alsó introduced a bill (H. R. 8498) grant- 
ing a pension to John Hughes; which was read a first and second time, 

erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BURNHARD DEPPEN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8499) for 
the removal of the mark of desertion from Burnhard Deppen; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. + 

WILSON S. HORN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8500) grant- 
ing a pension to Wilson 8. Horn; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 JOSEPH WILLEY. 

` Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8501) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Willey; which was read a first and second time, 
zo bale to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM YOUNG. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8502) grant- 

ing a po pension to William Young; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 
HENRY HUNT. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8503) pae 
ing a pension to Henry Hunt; which was read a first and second tim 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR EATON, OHIO. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohiĝ, introduced a bill (H. R. 8504) gran 
condemned cannon for the soldiers’ cemetery at Eaton, Ohio; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Ataia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. FYFFE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8505) for 
the reliefof William R. Fyffe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ALLOWAYS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8506) grant. 
ing a pension to’ John Alloways; which was read a first and second 
Src Behe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR XENIA, OHIO. 

Mr, LITTLE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 165) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to furnish condemned arms, &c., to Lewis Post, 
No. 347, Grand Army of the Republic, of Xenia, Ohio. 


SUSAN A. CLARK, 


Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8507) granting a pen- 
sion to Susan A. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. PAFF. 


Mr, ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8508) granting a 
pension to Sarah A. Paff; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD 8S. KAUNTNER. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8509) granting a 
pension to Edward S. Kauntner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES HOLBROOK. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also offered a resolution for the pay ment of 
Charles Holbrook, by Clerk of the House, out of the contingent fund, 
at the rate of $60 per month; which was referred to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

DANIEL H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R, 8510) to increase the pension 
of Daniel H. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW EDUCATIONAL SYSTEM. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by request), introduced a bill (H. 
It. 8511) to authorize the adoption of the new educational system; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by hei wai also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8512) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Rich- 
ard W. Meade; which was read a first and seco 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOB P. WILSON. 


Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8513) 
for the increase of the pension of Job P. Wilson, formerly of Company 
F, Third Delaware Regiment; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. HIESTAND introduced a resolution directing the Committee 
on Printing to inquire into the causes of the delay in the delivery of 
copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


MICHAEL NAWGLE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8514) 
for the relief of Michael Nawgle; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. ALLEN. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 8515) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. Allen, late of the United States steam frigate New Iron- 
sides, United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH LOUISA WHEELER, 


time, referred to the 


Mr. HARMER also introdaced a bill (H. R. 8516) granting a pension 
to Sarah Louisa Wheeler, widow of Andrew J. Wheeler, late of Com- 
pany K, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHESTER, PA. 
Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 8517) for a publie build- 
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ing in the city of Chester, Delaware County, Pennsylvania; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
TERESA CHARLES. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 8518) for the relief of Te- 
resa Charles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN GORDON. 


Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8519) APES hee: 
sion to Morgan Gordon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 1014 REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 8520) to amend section 
1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referrêd to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBIA, TENN. 


Mr. BALLENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 8521) to appropriate 
$50,000 to erect a public building at Columbia, Tenn. ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF DAVID COLEMAN, DECEASED. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8522) for the relief 
of the estate of David Coleman, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ESTATE OF ISRAEL BARKER, DECEASED. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 8523) for the 
relief of the estate of Israel Barker, deceased, late of Carroll County, 
Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CAROLINE ROCHOW. 

Mr. CRAIN (by Mr. REAGAN) introduced a bill (H. R. 8524) for the 
relief of Mrs. Caroline Rochow; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ERRORS IN CONSULAR REPORTS. 


Mr. REAGAN (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 166) 
authorizing the First Comptroller to correct certain errors of law in 
certain consular reports; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ABRAHAM LEVI. 
Mr. CRAIN Mr. LANHAM) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8525) 
for the reliefof A Levi; which was read a first and second ‘ime, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN 8. SPINKS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 8526) for the relief 
of John 8. Spinks, James B. Spinks, and Annie D. Leverett, heirs of 
W. B. Spinks, deceased; w was read a ‘first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8527) to incorporate and com- 
oro with the public-school system of the District of Columbia prac- 
and instruction in the mechanic arts, also for the estab- 
DIAE E TAOLAS PILAN ofan coomtatbenl DOTA was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 
ALEXANDRIA COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 8528) for the relief of Alex- 
andria County, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

J. E. HOZIER. 


Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8529) for the relisf of J. E. 
Hozier, of Norfolk County, Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIA A. STANLEY. 

Mr. BRADY introduced a bill (H. R. 8530) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelia A. Stanley, widow of Fabius Stanley, late a rear- 
admiral in the United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, aac to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN C. ENGLE. 
Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8531) for the relief of Edwin 


- C. Engle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
J. GREGG GIBSON. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8532) for the relief of J. 
Gregg Gibson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


POTOMAC AND CHESAPEAKE NAVIGATION COMPANY. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8533) to in- 
corporate the Potomac and Chesapeake Steam Navigation Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID DURER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 8534) for 
the relief of David Durer, of Wirt County, West Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CHURCH. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8535) 
for the relief of William Church; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

URIAS BUSKIRK. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 8536) for the relief of Urias 
Buskirk; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
teeon War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 8537) to 7 anes 
due to the commissioners to examine and report on the against 
the Government by the erection of dams on the Fox and 
Rivers, in.the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second 
Serv rs Aine we rote ear on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELLA CARROLL. , 

Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. 8538) for the relief of Ella Car- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BUSINESS OF FRIDAY NIGHT SESSIONS. 


Mr. BRAGG also introduced a resolution enlarging the order of busi- 
ness of Friday evening sessions so as to include certain bills from the 
rye Committee; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

rs. 
NELSON KENDALL. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 8539) to granta 
pension to Nelson Kendall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS BARNES, 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8540) for 
the relief of A Barnes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, andordered tobe printed. 

JOSEPH DEMARS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8541) for the relief of 
Joseph Demars; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OLE STEENSLAND. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 8542) for the relief of 
Ole Steensland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHŒNIX AND MARICOPA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8543) to grant to the Phoonix and 
Maricopa Railroad Company, of Arizona, the right of way through the 
Pima and Maricopa Indian reservation; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

C. P. DAKE. = 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8544) for the adjustment and 
settlement of the accounts of C., P. Dake, United States marshal; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

APACHE CHIEF GERONIMO. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 167) author- 
izing the President to offer a reward of $25,000 for the killing or capt- 
uring of Geronimo, Apache chief; which was read a first and second 
pn retreid 1o ho Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 
ARTESIAN WELLS, MONTANA TERRITORY. 

Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8545) to provide for the boring 
of artesian wells@ the Territory of Montana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MAURICIO MIERA, 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 8546) for the relief of Mauricio 
Miera; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICARDO PINO. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8547) for the relief ot 
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Ricardo Pino; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SANTIAGO M. MONTOYA. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8548) for the relief of 
Santiago M. Montoya; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RIES. 

Mr. FORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8549) granting a 
pension to John Ries; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. VAN: HORN. 

Mr. PEEL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8550) for the relief 
of Mary A. Van Horn, widow of John Van Horn, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH WILLETT. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8551) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Joseph Willett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8552) to forfeit and restore 
to the public domain all the lands in township 13 north, range 32 
west, in Arkansas, heretofore granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


t HOMESTEAD LAWS. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a-bill (H. R. 8553) to equalize and amend 
the homestead laws of the United States, and for other p 3 which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

EMELINE HERSER. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill es R. 8554) granting a pension 
to Emeline Herser; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT M. HARDIN. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 8555) granting a pension 
to Robert M. Hardin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM POINTS. 


Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pen- 
sion to Abraham Points, of Allerton, Iowa; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

f ALFRED C. LEE. 
pe GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to 
C. Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN R. PETRIE. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8558) ting a pension 
to John R. Petrie; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER CERTIFICATES A LEGAL TCNDER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 8559) 
making silver certificates a legal tender and regulating the issue thereof; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


NON-PAYING CUSTOMS DISTRICTS. 
` Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also submitted the following 
resolution of inquiry; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested toinform the House 
of the number of custom-houses or ports of entry at which the expenses of the 
Government are greater than the amounts of revenue collected at said ports; 
and. to state what reasons exist, if any, why said custom-houses should not be 
dispensed with and the officers now employed at said places discharged from 
the public service, with any other information in this direction that may tend to 
public economy. 

J. L. WIKLE. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 8560) granting a pension to 
J. L. Wikle; which was read a first and second timg, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. JOSLIN. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 8561) for the relief of Henry H. 
Joslin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

À . GEORGE W. PECK. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8562) to remove the charge of 
desertion against George W. Peck; which was read a first and second 


okra atin to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
- ISAAC DAVISSON. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8563) granting a pension to 
Isaac Davisson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF MINERAL LAND LAWS: 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8564) to amend section 2336 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JAMES H. WELLS. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8565) for the reliefof Mrs. 
James H. Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS A. LAND. ’ 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8566) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Francis A. Land; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

% CARRIE POWELL. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8567) granting a pension 
to Carrie Powell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

5 FREDERICK W. BECKER. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8568) granting a pension 
to Frederick W. Becker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committée on-Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: ISAIAH MITCHELL. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8569) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaiah Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: DANIEL GOULD. j 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8570) to increase the 
pension of Daniel Gould; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH L. EVERSOL. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 8571) granting relief to Sarah 
L. Eversol; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER THOMPSON. 


Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8572) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. THOMAS KEATING. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8573) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Thomas Keating; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8574) for the 
relief of Thomas H. Griffin; which was reada first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DONOHOE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8575) for the 
relief of John Donohoe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET B. DALTON. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8576) for 
the relief of Margaret B..Dalton, widow of Joseph M. Dalton; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH KULAGE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8577) for 
the relief of the heirs of Joseph Kulage; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
F HARRIET W. SHACKLETT. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8578) for the relief of Har- 
riet W. Shacklett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSIONS TO REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H, R. 8579) to so further amend 
section 3314 of the Revised Statutes as amended as to strike out and 
re) so much thereof as allows to collectors of internal revenue com- 
missions on taxes collected on distilled spirits; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PARMELA COOPER. 
Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pen- 
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sion to Parmela Cooper; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID W. TETER. 


Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8581) for increasing 
the pension of David W. Teter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

F. W. BEINECKE. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8582) for the relief of 
F. W. Beinecke; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTIAN BORDECKER. 


Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8583) granting a pen- 
sion to Christian Bordecker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY YARDING. 


Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8584) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Yarding; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF TOBACCO, ETC. 


Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspec- 
tion of tobaceo, cigars, and snuff, and to repeal section 3151 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committce on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill 
(1. R. 8586) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes relating to 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REESE PRITCHARD. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
8587) for the relief of Reese Pritchard; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ACT OF JUNE 20, 1878. 


Mr. OUK (by Mr. Zacin. TAYLOR) introduced a bill (H. R. 8588) to 
amend the act of June 20, 1878; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committce on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
- be printed. 

JAMES HUGHES. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8589) for the 
relief of James Hughes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY LANE. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8590) for 
the relief of Mary Lane; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANTS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to suspend the rules and dis- 
charge the Committee on the Public Lands from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7021) to provide for the adjustment of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads within the 
State of Kansas, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other 
purposes, and that the same be passed with the amendments recom- 
mended by the Committee on the Public Lands. 3 

The SPEAKER. Is the bill still in the hands of the Committee on 
the Public Lands? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
mittee and recommitted. 

The bill as proposed to be amended by the Committee on the Public 
Lands was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to immediately adjust, or cause to be adjusted, each of 
the railroad land grants heretofore made by Congress to aid in the construction 
of railroads within the State of Kansas. 

Sec. 2. That if it shall appear upon the completion of such adjustments, re- 
spectively, that lands have been certified by the Secretary of the Interior to or 
for the benefit of either of said railroad com ies in excess of the amount to 
which it was lawfully entitled, or that lands have been sq certified which were 
reserved from the operations of said nts, or settled upon under the home- 
stead, pre-emption, or timber-culture laws by bona fide settlers, within granted 
limits, prior to the definite location of said roads, or settled upon under the 
said homestead, pre-emption, or timber-culture laws by bona fide settlers, within 
the indemnity limits, prior to the selection of said lands by the railroad com- 

nies, or that lands not granted or lands not earned by said com es have 

n so certified, then and in that case it shall be the duty of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to commence and prosecute in the proper courts the necessary proceedings 
to cancel all patents, certifications, and evidence of title heretofore issued for 
such ma ana to restore the title thereof to the United States. ` 

Src. 3. That if, in the adjustment of said grants, or any other railroad, wagon- 
road, or canal grant, it shall appes thatthe homestead, pre-emption, or timber- 
culture claim or entry of sny a fide settler has heretofore been erroneously 
canceled or his application denicd on accountof any railroad grant or the with- 


Itis. It was reported by the com- 


drawal of public ds for railroad settler, u 
shall be reinstated in all his rights and allowed to perfect his suey cna recatte 
a patent from the United States for the tract so settled upon, by complying with 


the ager ane laws, where he has remained in possession of the land, claim- 


ing his right thereto under any claim under the general land laws of the United 
States: Provided, ‘That such settler has not since located another claim or entry 
in lieu of the one so erroneously canceled: And provided further, That if any 
of said settlers shall have removed from said States, or do not renew their ap- 
lication to perfect their titles to said lands within a reasonable time, to be fixed 
By the Secretary of the Interior, then such of said lands as remain shall be re- 
stored to the public domain and be disposed of under the public-land laws, and 
the bona fide setters haere io thereon shall have priority of right under said 
laws: Provided also, That this section shall not appl to any tract of land in 
ion of any party deriving title under any of said railroad grants, when 
such possession is in conflict with parties in possession, under elaim under 
the general laws of the United States, as contemplated in the first clause of this 
section down to the first proviso. 

Src. 4. That all other of said lands which have been so wrongfully, and with- 
out authority of law, certified or patented to said railroad com ies, and which 
have been sold by said companies, or either of them, prior to the date of the ap- 

roval of this act, the party or person so purchasing shall have the right to the 

ands so pu upon making proof ot the fact of such purchase, at the proper 
local land office, within one year after the adjustment of said grants, respectively, - 
and patents shall issue to the party entitled thereto; and the Secretary of the 

Interior, on behalf of the United States, shall demand payment from the railroad 

company or companies of an amount equal to $2.50 per aare for all such landsso 
sold within the ted limits, and $1.25 per acre for all such lands so sold within 

the indemnity limits of the grants respectively: That said lands shall 

have been sold by said company or companies for that or a greater prs peracre; 
and if not so sold, then said companies, respectively, shall pa: the United 
States an amount equal to the price peracre so received by them from such sales; 
and in ease of neglect or refusal of said company or companies to make parm. 
as herein provided within one year after the demand shall have been „the 
Attorney-General shall cause suit or suits to be brought against such company 
or companies for the amount claimed: Provided, That all lands so wrongfully 
certified or patented, and not sold by said companies, or either of them, shall be 
immediately restored to the public domain, to be disposed of under the public- 
land laws: And ave ed further, That any lands heretofore claimed said 
companies, or either of them, under their ve nts, bub not certi or 
patented, which, upon a propan adjustment, shall be found not to belong to said 
companies, shall be restored to the public domain under the $ a prarpnay Lt 
and bona fide settlers residing thereon shall have priority of right under sai 


ma 5. That no more lands shall be certified or conveyed to the State of Kan- 
sas, or to any corporation or individual, for the benefit of either of the raiload 
companies herein mentioned, by the Department of the Interior, until the said 
grants, respectiyely, shall have been adjusted as by this act required, 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I demand a second. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
second may be considered as erdered. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERS@N] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
VAN EATON]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 120, noes 9. 

So a second was ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER. There is a second ordered; and under the rules of 
the House thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in 
support of the motion, and fifteen minutes in opposition. ‘The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] to control 
the time in support of the motion, and the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. VAN Eaton] to control the time in opposition to it, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, under the Pacific Rail- 
way act of 1862, a large grant of land was made to the Kansas Pacific 


Railroad, and under the act of 1863 a very grant was made to the 
State of Kansas for several roads, chief of which were the Atchison, To- 
peka and Santa Fé; and the Missouri, Kansas and Texas; and the Leay- 


enworth, Lawrence and Galveston roads. It was the practice of the Gov- 
ernment to allow the companies, as a block of road was completed, to 
make selection of their lands, and it appears that under that practice 
there has been patented an excess of land to all these companies. This 
bill raises no question as to forfeiture beeause of non-completion of the 
roads in time. It provides for the final settlement of these grants. | 
Where an excess of land is found to have been patented or certified it 
provides that such land shall be restored to the public domain, and it 
also protects the rights of homesteaders and bona fide purchasers, I 
shall content myself, Mr. Speaker, with this general statement as to 
the necessity for the bill, and will yield so much of my time as he may 
desire to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson], who will explain the legal bearing and effect of the 
provision of the bill. t 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Van Eaton] has presented a minority eet as to this bill, and I 
prefer to reserve the time that has been yielded to me by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] until the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi shall have been heard. í 
Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, so far as that is concerned there 
was no understanding between the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAY- 
son] and myself that I would follow the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. | 
ANDERSON]; but that was on the assumption that the gentleman 
Kansas was going y something that I could follow, [Laughter.] 
As he has not done so, but has turned over the whole subject to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], I think I have aperfect right 
to “go back’? on that agreement, and wait until I hear something in 
favor of the bill, for I have not heard anything yet. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! "8 
Vote!” 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to consume any of the 
time of the House, and yet, because of the amount that is involved in 


this bill, and because several gentlemen sitting near haye agked me what 
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it contains, I may perhaps ask the attention of the House for five min- 
utes, in which time I think I can satisfy gentlemen that there ought not 
to be any hesitation about passing the bill. The facts upon which this 
bill is based are these: In 1863 an act of Congress was making 
a large donation of lands in the State of Kansas in aid of the construc- 
tion of five different rai the principal of them being the Atchison, 
Topeka and Sante Fé; the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston; and 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas. 

The amount of acreage involved in relation to the Missouri, Kansas 
and Texas road was 1,520,000 acres; as to the Atchison, Topeka and 
Sante Fe, 2,920,000, and as to the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Gal- 
veston, 840,000 acres. ‘The act of Congress provided that all these 
roads should be constructed within ten years, and they were so con- 
structed. They have earned whatever land they were entitled to under 
the law by the construction of their roads. But by lax administra- 
tion in the Interior Department it turns out that a large acreage of 
land has been certified to these railroad companies in excess of the 
amount to which they were entitled. In advance of construction land 
was certified to the State—the State in this case acting as trustee for 
the railroad companies—and in 1873 it appeared upon the books of the 
Interior ent that large areas of land had been certified to the 
State of Kansas for the benefit of these roads in excess of that to which 
they were entitled. And yet the books of the Interior Department 
show that the grants have never yet been adjusted with reference to 
any one of these three roads. I hold in my hand an official letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, written in 1883, in which 
he shows, with reference to one of these roads, the Atchison, Topeka 
and Sante Fé, that an excess of something like 20,000 acres of land has 
been certified to that road. 

Lands ting 73,351 acres have been certified to the other com- 
panies to which the Interior Department says they are not entitled, 
and to which the railway companies themselves concede that they are 
not entitled. Matters standing in this way, the Interior Department 
has requested these railway companies to reconvey the General Gov- 
ernment such lands as have been improperly certified to them and to 
which they were not entitled. For some reason, best known to them- 
selves, the railway companies have declined to do that, and of course, 
as every lawyer knows, the title having passed to the companies, the 
Government can only revest itself by directing proceedings through the 
Attorney-General’s Office for the cancellation gf the patents on the 
certified lists which in some of these cases conveyed titles. These 
roads were completed in 1873. Thirteen years have elapsed since that 
time; and although in many cases these lands to which the railroad 
companies concede they have no title were certified years ago, they 
still retain control and possessionof them. Hence the necessity for the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. LONG. Are they improving the lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. No,sir. Somethey havesold, some theysimply hold. 

The first section of the bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
complete the adjustment of these grants. In other words, it simply 
directs him to do what it is his duty to do without legislation; but in 
view of the fact that all these years have elapsed since the roads were 
constructed and nothing has been done with reference to determining 
what particular tracts of land to which the railroad companies were 
not entitled have been certified to them, the first section of the bill di- 
rects this adjustment. 

The second section provides that where in any case parties have gone 
into possession of these lands as settlers under the general land laws— 
and when I say ‘‘these lands’? I mean the lands to which the railroad 
companies are not entitled—and have remained in possession of the 
lands down to this time, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior to ize the claims of the settlers thus in ion? In 
addition to that it is provided that the Attorney-General shall begin 
suit to cancel such patents and certifications as the railroad companies 
were not entitled to under the granting act. 

The third section provides that where parties are in possession as 
purchasers in good faith from the railroad companies, their title shall 
be validated upon proof of that fact; and also that where the lands 
have thus been sold to settlers who are now in possession, the railroad 
companies shall be responsible to the General Government for the 
amount of money which they have received from the settler, not ex- 
ceeding $2.50 per acre for land within the granted limits, and $1.25 
per acre for land within the indemnity limits; these being the prices 
fixed by the general land law in like cases. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Doesthe bill throw upon the purchaser 
from the railroad company the burden of showing his title? 

Mr. PAYSON. It provides that the purchaser shall make proof at 
the nearest land office that he purchased in good faith and is still in 
possession; and upon presenting such proof he will receive a patent 
from the Government. The only onus thrown upon the settler is that 
he shall go to the nearest land office and make proof of the fact that 
he has purchased this land from the railroad company in good faith 
and is in possession thereof. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Is there anything in the amendment of the 


bill that makes it apply to other States? 


Mr, PAYSON. Thereis. It is provided that the Secretary of the 
gs shall proceed as rapidly as may be to adjust land grants in other 

Mr. LORE. If the railroad company received for any of these lands 
more than it is required to pay back to the Government, what becomes 
of the excess? 

Mr. PAYSON. Therailroad company keeps it. We do notattempt 
to get from the railroad company any more than the Government price 
for the lands. 

Mr. CANNON. Suppose parties who purchased of the railroad com- 
pany in good faith are not in actual ion? 

Mr. PAYSON. It doesnot matter. If they have purchased in good 
faith from the railroad company they are protected. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Under this bill, how will the excess 
of lands certified to the railroad companies be determined ? 

Mr. PAYSON. The bill does not undertake to direct the Secretary 
of the Interior as to any method of adjustment. We could not do that 
if we so desired. We simply provide that he shall go on and make the 
adjustment. 

I will reserve the remainder of my time, if I have said anything 
which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON] deems worthy 
of answer. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr.Speaker, my objections to this bill are mani- 
fold. In the first place, there is no necessity for it. The bill provides 
in effect that the Secretary of the Interior shall proceed to adjust these 
railroad grants, and that the Attorney-General shall then proceed to 
recover for the United States any excess. The bill, in other words, 
proposes to confer on these officers powers which have been conceded 
to them from the formation of the Government. I may be permitted 
to say that as a member of the Public Lands Committee I have not 
been able either in the last Congress or in this to see the slightest ne- 
cessity for the passage of this bill. On the other hand, the evils which 
may result from its passage are manifold. I contend that no good can 
be accomplished by a measure which simply authorizes the law officer 
of the Government and the head of the proper Department to do that 
which it is their duty now to do. More than that, by this bill they are 
required to proceed to seek proof for the purpose of disarranging mat- 
ters and unsettling titles which have been settled perhaps for more 
van a score of years. This is another objection which I have to the 

il. 

I have inquired of the gentleman from Kansas theauthorof the bill, 
and this at least is a bill which no one will dispute with him the 
honor of paternity, for it is certain no other man in this House could 
have draughted sucha bill—I have inquired, I say, of that gentleman, 
the author of the bill, why the people of Kansas needed it; and never 
yet have I been able to get an answer from him to that question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will answer the gentleman now. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Doso in your own time. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And it isthis: Onemillion anda half 
of acres of land these railroads have acquired to which by law they are 
not entitled, and this bill is for the purpose of securing the restoration 
of those lands, amounting to one million and a half of acres, to the pub- 
lic domain. Secondly, settlers and bona fide purchasers without some 
such law could not complete their titles, and tens of thousands of acres 
in the hands of settlers would be left hung up. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Why can that not be as well settled withont it 
as with it? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. For the reason that a bona fide settler, 
under the operation of the law as it now stands, can not obtain a title, 

Mr. VAN EATON. That brings me to one of the remarkable features 
of this bill. It provides, in case certain settlers are on land which shall 
turn out in the readjustment did not belong to the railroad company 
when it sold it to the settler, what shall be done. Tomy mind it isa 
most remarkable provision. It says, ‘‘ We will give you'the land, but 
make the railroad company pay the price.’’ The trouble, tomy mind, is 
just this: If the railroad sold that to which it had no title, as a matter 
of course the vendee has recourse on the warranty, but this bill attempts 
to make the railroad responsible to the United States. That is tosay, 
if they sold land and gave no title they are not to account to the pur- 
chaser, they are not to account to the vendee, but the United States ac- 
counts to them or guarantees the title, and then turns upon the rail- 
road and says, ‘‘You payus. You do not pay the man whose title you 
guaranteed, but we will step in and fix that title, and then you will pay 
us.” To my mind it isa novel proposition of law. Asa matter of 
course, if the railroad sold without guarantee the purchasers in that 
case would be helpless. ; 

I take it if such land grants were adjusted without intervention of 
law, and it should be found that a certain number of acres had been 
overcertified and the railroad had sold these lands to innocent pur- 
chasers, the railroad, as a matter of course, on final adjustment would 
lose the land, and the purchasers, in there in good faith, would have the 
right of possessing themselves of those lands. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another objection to this bill. There are en- 
tirely too many matters involved in it to pass it under a suspension of 
the rules without careful consideration by the House. 


I will call attention, for instance, to the third section of the bill, which 
provides: 

That if, in the adjustment of said x or any other railroad, wagon-road, or 
canal grant, it apps. that the estead, pre-emption, or timber-culture 
claim or entry of any bona fide settler has heretofore been erroneously canceled 
or his application denied on account of any railroad grant or the withdrawal of 


public lands for railroad puposes, such settler, upon application, shall be rein- |’ 


stated in alljhis ts, and allowed to perfect his entry and receive a patent 

from the United tes for the tract so settled upon, by complying with the 

paa ic-land laws, where he has remained in possession of the land, claiming his right 
ereto under any claim under the general land laws of the United States. 

They can under it cancel every railroad grant in the United States. 
At least it opens a field of litigation which no man can see the end of — 
that is, if that bill were to be passed by Congress. That is another 
reason why I object to it. : 

i Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Isit not a fact, instead of opening a field of litiga- 
tion, it provides there shall be no litigation whatever, but the whole 
matter shall be settled in the Interior Department? I assert that to 
be the fact. 

Mr. VAN EATON. What, then, has the Attorney-General to do? 

Mr. PAYSON. You providein the third section these erroneous en- 
tries are to be canceled. 

Mr. VAN EATON. But suppose the Secretary of the Interior does 
not settle according to the belief of the parties interested? 

Mr. PAYSON. But the section simply provides that if there has 
been an entry erroneously canceled, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
reinstate the settler; and hence this is for his protection, and without 
sending him to the courts, as the gentleman seems to apprehend. 

Mr. VAN EATON. ‘That may be all true; but I suppose the gentle- 
man will not tell me that this does not apply to every other land-grant 
road in the United States ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly it does; wherever there has been an over- 
certification. That was the intent of the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. It ought toapply to all. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Why ought it not apply to all? 

Mr. PAYSON. I am speaking now of what the bill contains, not of 
what it does not contain. 

Mr. VAN EATON. ‘There have been about 50,000,000 acres of land 
certified for railroads completed, confessedly completed in terms. 

Now another evil of this bill, to which I wish to call attention, is that 
it proposes a readjustment by a different rule from any which has here- 
tofore prevailed for the last forty years, a rule essentially at variance 
withany heretofore in force, by which the readjustments have been made, 
and settlers and purchasers might in good faith come into quiet and 

ceable possession of their holdings, and itis this: that the granted 
imits shall be construed and compyted according to the meandering 
lines of the road. That is the old rule; but the proposition now is to 
turn all of that over and run a straight line from the starting-point to 
the terminus and readjust every grant on that straight line. I nnder- 
stand that to be the proposition now pending in the-Interior Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, sir. Š 
5 oe PAYSON. Where do you find anything of that kind in this 

ill? 

Mr. VAN EATON. It is not in the bill, and that is just what is 
the matter. Ifthe gentleman wants to know abont that he will find 
it in the report of the minority of the committee, which that commit- 
tee made from the best information they could get about the construc- 
+ of the law by the present Commissioner of the General Land Of- 


ce. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that this report is better than any speech I 
can make, and I will ask that it be read in my own time, as Í would 
like to have it go into the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the fol- 

lowing views of the minority: 
e undersigned fully concur in all measures which provide for the 

by the United tes of all lands heretofore granted for the construction of rail- 
roads which have not been heretofore earned such constructio: 
can not so concur in the report u 
unable to discover any existing necessity 2 

Grants to aid in the construction of canals and roads cover a period ex- 
tending from 1828to 1571. More than 50,000,000 acres of land have been conveyed 
to States and corporations in satisfaction of grants, wherein the condition of 
seasonable construction has been fully met. The principles of measurement and 
rules of construction arenes in all such find their basis established at the 
vr commencement of the system, and under such principles and rules these 
millions of acres have been conveyed. Many of the grants for the construction 
of railroads have been entirely adjusted in accordance with these long-estab- 
lished rules and principles, and it is very certain that the titles thus conveyed 
thereunder have into the hands of thousands of innocent purchasers for 
value, whose labor and investment have largely enhanced the value of such 
lands, Titles throughout the settled portions of the West rest largely upon the 
integrity of these ancient adjustments, which it is the declared purpose of this 
bill to now re-open and disturb. 

Whatever changes in the construction of the law may have occurred in re- 
cent years, it is now proposed to apply to all railroad grants and to reopen asan 

matter questions determined by the proper administrative officers of 

the Government many years since, and on the faith of which determination 
these titles have been created and put forth upon the world. 


The assumed basis for this threatened destruction of property ts 
TO ANS apccnyosrnet OE DA POOS OE tie General Land Oes, 


who finds an established basis of measurement determining lateral limits of 
these grants which has been in force for aai Seer Peers errana re 
determination 


of 


ing to 


and often of judicial scrutiny in controversies between private li ts, shoul 
not be clouded by attack seg the judicial tribunals or otherwise. And cer- 
tainly legislation which compels adjustment of these railroad grants where the 


A penates As matter of practical administration he acts daily in this direc- 
tion upon the request of the officers of the Land Department, who are under the 
law directly charged with the duty of protecting the Governmentin this regard. 
But the performance of that duty does not need the incentive of legislation, nor 
should the will of Congress control the judgment of the highest law officer of 
the Government in determining the existence or non-existence of a remedy in 
favor of the United States, nor compel him to institute and carry forward litign- 
tion be in his judgment, can not sneceed upon either legal or equitable 
groun S 

The present Dill makes it obligatory upon both the officers of the Land Depart- 
ment aarte gran ts cbse fig bays Me™ regen eae atens 
mence ngs for recovery t ust m, or eyot 
such proceeding. While all of these grants have been adjusted in whole or in 
part by the officers of the Land Department, acting in accordance with settled 
precedent and long-established rules of measurement which the railroads did 
not inaugurate nor contro}, this bill seeks to punish the Government's grantees 
for the assumed mistakes of its own officers, and to putin litigation titles which 
were obtained without fraud and in accordance with such long-established f EER 
edents. Recognizing the existing fact that the lands so conveyed have in targe 
part passed into the hands of innocent purchasers for valne, the bil) holds out 
to such purchasers the ee eae of anew title by gift from the United 
States after their existing titles have been clouded for many years with Jitiga- 
tion and fmally set aside. As this promise is a mere gratuity upon the part of 
the Government, it ean be rescinded at any future time. But assuming its in- 
tegrity for the present, the bill then provides for suits against the railroad com- 
panies to recover the Government price per acre for all lands to which its pur- 
chasers may receive such gift of title from the Government. The futility of such 
legislation must be apparent to every legal mind. Upon the recov of these 
titles by the Government the purchasers from the rai stand w ut legal 
or equitable remedy against United States thereon, The assumption of the 
obligation by the Government to make a new title to such purchasers can not 
create a legal or equitable obligation from the railroad companies to the Gov- 
ernmentin turn to recoup to it the value of such lands. The sole responsibility 
of the railroad com would be upon the warranty of title, if any, given 
their purchasers. No obligation to the Government can be created beyond that 
point by legislation or otherwise. 

And, finally, the minority protest that the only result of such legislation as 
this is to cloud and embarrass the titles of thousands of innocent men who, dnr- 
ing the pendency of litigation which this bill di will find themselves un- 
able to handle their rty by sale, mortgage, or otherwise. The evil results 
flowing from such condition of affairs, whether of long or short duration, is so 
great that it manifestly can not justify Congress in thus ting. It is pre- 
cisely the case where under the existing circumstances it is far better to stop 
with ascertaining what the law has been construed to be and ‘what forms of 
measurement have been adopted through so many years by the officers charged 
with the administration of these grants and bound by an official oath, than to 
seck to rescind what bas thus been done in order to recover a few thousand 
acres of land at the end of long and widespread litigation, which must earry in 
its train all the evils which flow from the general upheaval of real titles in set- 


tled communities. 
H. S. VAN EATON. 
e ISAAC STEPHENSON. 


Before the conclusion of the reading of the report tlie hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER. The timein opposition to the motion has expired. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Iask consent that the remainder of the report 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say, in conclusion, 
that so far as the railroads are concerned, forall the purposes of this 
bill, I care nothing for them. Itis the farmer and the settler for whom 
I speak, believing as I do its only tendency is to unrest and disquiet, 
to litigation and years of uncertainty concerning the titles of people, of 
all others, who can least afford the uncertainty, delay, and expense of 
lawsuits; besides, it is a bill of too much importance to be rushed 
through the House under suspension of the rules and without oppor- 
tunity for examination and debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has four minutes in support of the 
motion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I yield that time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to reply to the two points 
which have been suggested in opposition to this motion by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi: First, that the tendency of this bill will be to 
unsettle titles as to lands which have been heretofore granted; and in 
response to that I wish to say that the direct converse of that proposi- 
tion is the truth, and that the operation of this bill will be to settle 
instead of unsettle these titles. It does not presume to divest anybody, 
either a settler or a railway company, of any title to any land. Itsim- 
ply presupposes the fact that these companies entered and have had cer- 


4112 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 3, 


tified to them lands to which they are not entitled, and the document to | Perkins, Rowell, Strait, Ward, T, B. 
which I called the attention of the House a few moments since in the | peaz: Reyes se me oa Troan yao 
course of my remarks shows that these three railroad companies have | Pheips, Scranton, Symos, ` Weaver, J. B, 
already had certified to them 73,351 acres of land in excess of what | Pindar, Seney, arsney, Weber, 
they were entitled to, which fact was admitted by the railroads them- | Pm)» Ponce Teed 1 Ls rena ra 
selves and is conceded on all hands. That being the condition of af- | Randall, Shaw, Taylor, Zach White, Milo 
fairs, the question. arises, what is to be done in the case? Upon these | Ranney, Smalls, Thomas, O. B. Whiting, 
lands people have gone to setfle either in one of two ways; either as | Resgan, Sayda, ie Wiis” 
purchasers from the railroad company, assuming that these lands hav- | Rice, ° Springer, Townshend, Wilson, 
ing been certified to the railway company belonged to it, and therefore | Richardson, Steele, Trigg, Winans, 
that it had the right to sell; or, second, they have gone upon the land | RIRES, on rg ech s T Wolford 
as settlers under the general land laws of the country. As it turns | Rockwell,’ Stone, E. F. Wade, Worthington. 
out the railroad company-had no right, and the bill protects both classes | Rogers, Stone, W.J., Ky. Wadsworth, 
of settlers and without litigation in any way, by providing that when | ®™«!; Btone, W. Ju Mo.: Ward, J.E; 
the justment is made the settler whose entry has been canceled or NAYS—9. 
his application denied shall be reinstated in ali his rights by being | Bragg, Dougherty, Lore, Singleton, 
permitted to perfect his entry; or if he shall have purchased from said pose reat Henderson, J.S. Morgan, Van Eaton, 
railroad company prior to the passage of this act, all that is necessary z x 
to complete his title is to make proof of the fact.at the proper local | , gams J.J coast NOF E A Rec. T 
land office withiri the time fixed in the act. Aiken, Culberson, Johnston, T.D. Reid, J. W. 

But perhaps I should state more explicitly what is meant by this re- | Anderson,C.M. Curtin, Le Fevre, Ryan, 
adjustment, as several gentleman around in my immediate vicinity here | Barbour, papie Pioi ee 
have asked the question, which I will try to answer to their satisfaction. | Beinmont, DMAA O, NAA fainter: 
An adjustment under the public land system is merely the fixingof the | Bennett, Dorsey, Maybury, Spooner, 
definite sections and quarter-sections by the Interior Department to de- | Bingham, sine ech Li ar Spriggs, 
termine what tracts of land the railroad company is entitled to. That | Boutriie, Fisher’ Mitchell Shenson 
is all there is of it—merely determining. the specific tracts, that the Breckinridge, OR Forney, te Moffatt, i Stewart, J W., 
Gari gaat aiaga : Bramm. "+ Gibeon Eomaco | Negiey, Swope, 

o bil, as bavessi,providesthat where heretofore Jand has boen | Hache, ian, Nobo, pn 
erroneously a company was not entitied to 1t, 1f a | Bunnell, iJass, Norwood, ylor, I. 
3 AEIR 7 o ilon 

man has bought from the railroad company his title is validated on tavern” geese. m isel Se apanas, aa 
IC Ames tad mds an aby ii good Aiah on ie polio anda barby | SAAS pee O Siya Dai 

a man 6 an en in on the public ut by | Campbell, J. ayden, Neill, J.J. an s 

; n i npk E. y 

a mistaken construction in the Interior Department his entry was can- | gambhell, J. E Hexion: opt ela ba a, 
celed or held for naught, this act provides, in the third section, that | Cole, Hepburn, Pettibone, ‘Warner, A.J 
the canceled entry shall be reinstated, provided the party has re- | Collins, Herman, Pidcock, Wellborn, 
mained in on down to the present time. ‘There is no unsettling | Comp'on, sien hs nl Wonlbore 
of title, but a validation of title, and with no injury to anybody, and AT net sk : 
with no expense of litigation, except so far as the Department of Jus- So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
tice shall file a bill to cancel patents, &c., unlawfully issued. the bill was passed. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
with the reading of the names. 
Objection was made. 


Mr. MILLS. Have these lands been all surveyed? I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
Mr. PAYSON. They have all been surveyed, but the practice was 


in the Interior Department to certify en masse, and leave it to the future Ee 
until far- 


to determine the amount the company were entitled to and the specific | _ The following-named members were announced as paired 
tracts they should have. ther notice: i 
TheSPEAKER. Thetimeallowed for debate on the billhasexpired. | Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. MCKINLEY. 


The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


. CABELL with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, 


ANDERSON] to suspend the rules and pass the bill with the amend- | Mr. FoRNEY with Mr. BUNNEL. 
ments by the committee. Mr. Storm with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
Mr. MORRISON. I think we had better have the yeas and nays. Mr. BENNETT with Mr. O’DONNELL. 
Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. WEST. 


The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 34, fee 
` e. PERKINS. Count the other side. i 

The negative vote being taken, there were noes 95, 


. BURNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

. COLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
. THROCKMORTON with Mr. JACKSON. 
. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 


So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were-eyeas 214, nays 9, not vot- 
ing 100; as follows: 


Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. RYAN. 
Mr. Browne, of Indiana, with Mr. FISHER. 
Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 


YEAS—214. Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

G.E. Cooper, Hale, Landes, Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. MARKHAM. / 
ree a ae ren Fo The following members were announced as paired for this day: 
Te =e oF Ms TOLON, of Nach Cantina, ide Mn FAYDE 

` Atkinson, Davidson, R.H.M. Harris, Little, Mr. GIBsox, of Maryland, with Mr. BRUMO, 

Ballentine, DEWEAN, Heard. Roventig, Mr. SKINNER with Mr. HERMAN. 
Bar Dibble, Hemphill, a Eowry, Mr. Biss with Mr. HIRES. 
Barn ingley, Sota S. Mehont Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. GILFILLAN, 
Ba : Henderson, T. J. Aya , 

Reach, y Dunbar, Herbert, Marian, ue Waaien ot Ohie, Seah are Bracke 
Bland, Eden, e Hiestand, MeAdoo, Mr. Matson with Mr. HAYNES. 

Bound, Ellsberry, Hiscock, 2 Mr. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. SPOONER. 
Boyle, Ely, ont Hitt, Torena Mr. Norwoop with Mr. PIRCE. 

NAGY, rmenirou petty my Mr. Scorr with Mr. SAWYER. 

Fe Oe ae Hones, piraten Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr, HANBACK. ’ 

Brown, W, W. Farquhar, Houk, Millard, Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Paki gh es. eee Miller, Mr. DowDNEY with Mr. LIBBEY. 

an TEET, Boah Morin, Mr. Croxton with Mr. DORSEY. 
Butterworth, Ford, | a Irion, Morrison, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

~ y > orrow, 
rbot h voy Janen on J.T. Mallee The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
omens rea Galliae Jones 3 i i PUBLIC BUILDING AT HANNIBAL, MO. 

Ca: i Gay, Kelley, | OH p 
arietori, Gekies, Ketcham,  O'NeihCharles | p Aiginan and Grounds tbe discharged from the farther consideration of 
ardy off, ing, rne, 2 n 
aent See Spore od Saen House bill No. 7735, yae I send to wae desk, pore ene tules bo yor 
` vib , : J ed and that the bi passed with an amendment striking ou 
Comstock Grout, La Follett Pa pend: 
Conger,” Guenther, lain, so ‘five hundred,” so that it will read ‘‘$37,000.”? 
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The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to complete 
the public building in course of erection at Hannibal, Mo., in accordance with 


the original plans of the Supervising Architect providing for a building three 
stories , and to make the same fire-proof, the sum of $37,500 is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MORRISON.. I demand a second. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that a second may be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 160, noes 6; soa sec- 
ond was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Thereis a second, and under the rules of the House 
thirty minutes are allowed for debate; fifteen minutes in support of the 
motion and fifteen minutes in opposition. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to control the time in sup- 
port of the motion, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
to control the time in opposition to it. : 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read the letter of the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury in relation to this building, trans- 
mitted to the Speaker of the House by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, March 17, 1886. 

Sm: At the request of Hon. W. H. Hatch, Ihave the honor tocall your atten- 
tion to the Ldn ce Pos an increased appropriation to complete the public 
building at Hannibal, Mo. (employing fire-proof construction), to accommodate 
the post-o: court-house, internal-revenue, and other officers of that place, in 
accordance with the original plans and specifications, 

These pass provided for a building three stories high, photograph of which 
was published in my last annual report. The design contemplates the com- 
pletion of the first story for the use and occupation ofthe Post-Office Department, 
and the dimensions of which are such as only to properly provide for the hand- 
ling of the mails received at that place. The second story is required for the 
use and occupation of the internal-revenue officers of that district. The third 
story will be required for the use and occupation of United States circuit and 
district courts, with their necessary officers, ? 

The economy of an increase of $37,500 to construct an additional story at this 
time is manifest and essential, not only to afford proper accommodations for 
the officers, but to make the building onious in its architectural propor- 
tions. The expense of roofing in the third story of the building will be no more 
than that required for a two-story structure, and the additional accommoda- 
tions provided justify the recommendation herewith submitted, that the above 
— be appropriated so that work can proceed upon the building in its reg- 
ular order, à 


Respectfully, you 
hi asia M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect, 

Hon, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the communication just read was sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and by that committee was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings andGrounds. The mat- 
ter has been acted upon by asubcommittee of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and by the full committee, and the chairman 
informed me this morning that the bill had been approved by the full 
committee unanimously, as I understand him to say. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. EDEN. Have the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
made a report? 

Mr. HATCH. The bill was approved by the full committee this 
morning. The report has not yet been made, but I state the fact that 
the committee have approved the bill and recommended its passage. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. § er, I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to the fact that this letter of 
the Supervising Architect refers to certain artis, xg Is the gentle- 
man prepared to show those photographs to the House? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] tells us this bill has the approval of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. That is the only information we have of the 
fact. Idonot, however, questionit. The bill is tobe considered with- 
out any report, on a motion to suspend the rules. The bill will pass, 
no doubt, not because of any meritit may have, but because other bills 
more or less meritorious are behind it and in league withit. Insay- 
ing in league with it, I mean that these things—these public buildings, 
so called—naturally go together through this House. Several years 
ago, when this nice town or little city of Hannibal, Mo., had a popula- 
tion, as the census tells us, of 11,074 (it probably has a good many more 
now, for I believe it is a very flourishing little place), the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], who is very able in legislation, and 
especially in all that relates to the management of legislation, secured 
the of a law here to build a house at Hannibal at a limited 
cost of $75,000. That was understood to be the sum of entire cost, be- 
yond which the Treasury was not to be depleted. Soit was fixed by law. 

And I am not talking now with any expectation of defeating this bill, 
but for the purpose of pointing out some of the abuses that go along 
with the construction of these public buildings. That appropriation, 
originally $75,000, soon grew to $93,000; just how, the gentleman from 
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Missouri may or may not know; and I undertake to say a close scru- 
tiny would demonstate that that increase was without any public ne- 
cessity. Now $37,000 more is asked because the Supervising Archi- 
tect tells us that there is a photograph of the building somewhere 
[laughter] which shows the building as it ought to be, not as the law 
provided it should be, but according to some arrangement made by the 
officials having control of the building, not in accordance with the origi- 
nal provision of law. 

This photograph gives information that the building ‘‘is required for 
the use and occupation of United States circuit and district courts with 
their necessary officers;’? and that a thirty-seven-thousand-dollar ad- 
dition is necessary to hold the court and court or other officials. There 
is no court at Hannibal. There has been an effort on the part of the 
Missouri delegation for two, three, or four years to remove a courtor a 
part of the court from where it is now held to Hannibal, but it has not 
gone there yet. Probably the gentleman who wrote this letter for our 
information did not know anything about that. He saw the photograph 
[laughter] and then tells us that it is necessary to have this building 
$37,000 more expensive for a court-room. 

Mr. Speaker, I merely call attention to these things to show how 
these bills get through this House. I presume this bill is quite as 
meritorious as many others that are here enacted into laws because they 
are leagued one with another, a majority of them being without merit 
to secure favorable consideration but for such combination. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, it is only necessary for me to say that 
when I introduced a bill in the Forty-seventh Congress to provide for 
a public building at Hannibal, Mo., it was brought before this House 
upon its merits, and after a full and fair discussion of it and the pres- 
entation of all the facts it passed by a very decided majority. Nowan 
increase in the appropriation is asked for to make this needed public 
building fire-proof in its construction, worthy of the Government and of 
the business of the Government at that point. And I wish to say fur- 
ther that I am as far as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
can be from coming to this House and asking for anything in the way 
of an appropriation that I do not believe is justified by the needs of the 
public service. 

The etait of Mr. HATCH was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof). 

So the rules were suspended; and the bill was passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DES MOINES, IOWA. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to suspend the rules so as to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of House bill 5251 and pass the same. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

ill making an appropriation for the re; la of th 
Peto and enan osred A Des Moines, Iowa, Pae erage retired ny S in 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isit in order to move that the House do now ad- 
journ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make that motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is to the gentleman that this is not quite 
fair. There ought to be one motion on each side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has already been one motion on each side. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER, it was not 
agreed to, there being—ayes 46, noes 97. 

The bill was read, as follows: 5 


Be it enacted, &c., That $153,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise ecg i ube gre for the purpose of completing the re- 
pais and enlargement of the United States post-office and court-house at Des 

ines, Iowa; and this amount shall be in addition to the sum heretofore ap- 
propriated for said purpose, and shall, together with said sum, be considered 
the limit of appropriations for such repairs and enlargement. 


Sec. 2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 


the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be governed by 
this limit in making contracts therefor. 


The SPEAKER. 
the rules? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand a second. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, of Iowa. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 151, noes 12. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is now in order for thirty minutes; fifteen 
minutes in favor of the motion, and fifteen against it. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to control the 
time in support of the motion, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes an ap- 
Eas for a building at Des Moines, the capital of the State of 

owa, in the district represented by my colleague [Mr. ConcER], to 
whom I yield so much time as he may desire. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, an appropriation for the extension of 


Is a second demanded on the motion to suspend 


AT SI PL Si elo hg Se ee ON AOE DI Pare Rene enti Bees ie yee 
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ing was made some three or four years and plans were 
‘but they have not yet been carried out. ing this time 
the city and State have grown so ly that in order to accommodate 


the increasing business it is found necessary that the building should 
be . The amount now proposed to be appropriated is asked in 
order to construct a building of a size sufficient to accommodate the 
business which must be done there. In the first place, this building 
must accommodate the ce, the gross receipts of which are nearly 
Lope 000 a year and the net receipts $67,000, giving a larger percentage 

of net revenue to the Government than any other ce in the 
United States except one, that at the town of Elgin, IIl. The city of 
Des Moines is practically in the center of the State. Itis the commer- 
cial and the railroad center of the State, thirteen or fourteen railroads 
reaching therefrom into every part of our Commonwealth. The whole 
business of the State practically centers' there. Consequently this city 
is doing the business of a population of nearly 2,000,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman state what other Governnient 
offices, besides the post-office, are to be accommodated in this building? 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The other offices to be accommodated are the United 
States circuit and district courts, the pension agency for the.States of 
Nebraska, Iowa, and Minnesota, the internal-revenue collector's office 
for that district and the two United States land offices. 

Mr. Speaker, as I am not disposed to detain the House I will not oc- 
cupy further time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I reserve the balance of my time, 
simply stating for the information of the House that the Committee on 
Senet Punes and Grounds haye unanimously reported in favor of 

ill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the report of the committee be read in 
my time. 

The report (by Mr. -HENLEY) was read, as follows: 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 


The 
House bill 5251, a leave to 
By act of May 7, 1882, daien sea 


post-office and eoapbhaune ws Des Moines, Iowa; $45,000 was appropriated to be- 

fotal for aid purpose ooo of $150 $190,000 gob, Bat wc the vapid growth of the cliy'and Bate, 
or sa ol ut the ra gro of the 

and the grea p anos thet must be transacted | there, have 


d AA te nal ESS one the proposed e 
emo 
orana, much plag ‘he padoquacy of denteut which must 


be near future. 


ment forthe present 
provided for in the 


eth ett ity be , at great expense, at an early dat 
í It was thought the building would answer the public demand 
‘or many years, 


ears, but after an Pag paren of on! Wee oe years a considerable en- 


both 
population and business is sarea Airani meak greater now than the then; hence the demand for 
more li accommodations for the future. 

As showing the rapid fre aity of the city and the marvelous increase of busi- 
ness, the op gre bare t gA of Des Moines, Iowa, was, in 1890, 3,965; in 1870, 
Lag ad ; in 1830, 22,696; 

‘opulation of State in iss, eh, 699; in 1895, 1,753,980. 

AN es of railroad in State in 1965, 1. 000; miles of railroad in 1885, 7,000. 

Des Moines is the capital, and is the commercial as well as the railroad oe 

of the State. In 1865 the city had but one line of railroad; now thirteen lin: 
radiate from here to every part of the State. 

The volume of business in the city for 1885 was $70,796,691. 
improvements made during the abies were 416. 

It expended, in 1886, for paving, sewering, and other public improvements, 
$217,963. The State has just per ecined a capitol building ' there at the cost of 


The permanent 


000,000. 
. The internal revenue collected at Des Moines in 1885 was $1,958,811.60. The 
Ao- al financial transactions ofthe Des Moines post-office were $1,809,542.57; money- 
order business, een 923.99 ; cone sold, ee 


Net revenue 


being a larger per cent. of net revenue than from any other first-class 
save one in the United sean on. 
17,989 prenon KUSS 

This public iding aA A AO ih e porot ce with over forty em- 

ployés; kag 2, office vans very large ei force ; the United States ena 
Pak the various officers; the collector of internal revenue with necessary a 
e anas and the Apia rin and receiver of the United States land office with Their 
cumbersome records. in the old building had proven grossly inad- 
ae and the present iat or enlargement will very illy meet the demands 

for room. 

In consequence of the repairs and extension ordered the offices are now all 
in rented quarters—none of them fire-proof—all of them very crowded, and for 
which the Government is paying an annual rental of $6,148. 

Des Moines is the largest and most rapidly growing city in the State,and the 
whole State is reed to her. Judging from the past, her poj ulation will 


post-oftice 
The pension-office here paid out during 1885, to 


to the end that 
action of the je pabts business may be furnished to a community who are doing 
80 aieh for the public improvement and contributing so r to = public 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 13, 1886. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 26th 
ultimo in relation to extension of limit of cost of public building at Des Moines, 
Iowa, as ; ro by pending bill No. 5251. 
The fo 


wing statement is submitted by the Supervising Architect of the 


and shows the amount of space which is now 
officers who are to be located in the building, and the space w 


by th 
can ri allowed by the extension to the 
above referred to: 


old building,as proposed in the 


Z & 
S 
3 H 
o, 
nS 
E 
n 
TEI OPIN 
First floor: Feet, 
Post-oftice, working room... 5,100 
Post-office, TOCE TA room. 1,560 
zaan: n 1,056 
tamp epartment - 308 
Money-order, &c...... 704 
352 


o 
3 
3" 
* 


r 


Clerks of court rooms, 
Clerks of court rooms. 


It will be observed that the extension will afford about one-half more floor 
space than the officers now occupy in rented buildings ; and it is reported that the 
offices of the clerks of court, the marshal and the jury rooms are much crowded,. 
and the post-office and on ents are v badly crowded. As the 
alterations of the present building under the limit of cost estatore fixed have 
been commenced, it would seem to be a measure of veyed to make the pro- 
posed extension of the building large enough not only to afford the additional 

space, which is now very much needed, but to provide for the future increase 
oe the public business. By this extension the accommodation for the 
ment is increased only from 7,260 fect to 9,080 square fect. The 
ulldiug has been built about twelve years, and in that short space of 
penina e eA afforded have been found entirely inadequate. With the ex- 
ception of a tower, with clock, which it is estimated will cost $12,240, there is 
noexternal ornamentation of note contemplated, as the design must necessarily 
be made Zou conform to that of the present ee a is a plain ene 
structure; that is, the outside walls are faced with limesto: 

The estimated cost of the pro enlargement, ineloding the cost of an 
elevator, the and ting y kaei epaod for Peg pg building, ne 
$155,000, and the limit should be extended from $180. The cost of 
heating apparatus, approaches, and elevator were not de a in the original 
estimate. 


Respectfully, yours, 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. SS DIBBLE, 


Commitice on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
House of ives. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention to the fact that this 
building has already cost, according to the report just read, $180,000. 

A MEMBER. Suppose it has. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When the building was authorized to be con- 
structed it was to cost $135,000; and $40,000 additional has since been 
appropriated to complete it. We are now asked for another appropria- 
tion to complete it—$153,000. 

A MEMBER. Making a total of what? 

Mr. SPRINGER. A total of about $330,000. 

ag WEAVER, of Iowa. I would like to ask the DA a ques- 


aes SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman in one moment. I 
wish to call attention to the fact that, having authorized the construc- 
tion of a building which was limited to cost $135,000, we are required 
afterward to more than double that amount in order to complete the 
building according to plans drawn upin the Treasury Department. 
There is something wrong about this system. Either weshould never 
begin the construction of a building until the plans have been adopted, 
estimates made, and the cost ascertained, or else we should leave the 
whole thing open, the appropriations to bemade from time to time ac- 
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eording to the caprices of the Architect or the growing demands of those 
who may ye asking for the erection of the building. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, rose. [Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote !??] 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois has yielded the floor to 
me to ask him a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER.. Certainly. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Does the gentleman from Illinois mean to say the 
original plan for which the first appropriation was made is the same 
plan which now calls for $300,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I did not saythat. I said we first appropri- 
ated $135,000 to complete the building; that we afterward appropri- 
ated $40,000 in addition to complete the building, and now it is not 
completed, and we are asked for $153,000 more to make the building 
complete, After we have spent this much money on it we have no as- 
surance in the report or anywhere else we will not be asked for still 
further appropriation to complete this building, so that if may amount 
to $500,000 before it is completed. 

I now reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield to my colleague from Iowa 
(Mr. WEAVER] for three minutes. 

Mr. WEA of Iowa. Ido not wantso much time. I wish to 
say in reply to the gentleman from Illinois that the original plan, in 
the opinion of the present Secretary of the Treasury as well as the Ar- 
chitect, is wholly i uate to meet the and growing wants of 
that city of Des Moines. So that this plan has not only the approval 
of the Recsaaty of the Treasury but of the Architect of the Treasury, 
and also the unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. There is no city in the Northwest growing 
with more eae ty than the city of Des Moines. 

Mr, STRUBLE, Except Sioux City, Iowa. 

Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. And no city in which perhaps the net rev- 
enue is so great, in proportion to the expense of its collection, as in Des 
Moines. We want that building, and ought to have it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield now for two minutes to my 
colleague [ Mr. HALL]. 

Mr. HALL. The plans under which the present building was con- 
structed involved an expenditure of $160,000, which was obtained by 
two separate appropriations. A third appropriation, and the oneunder 
which improvements and repairs are now being constructed, amounted 
to some $50,000, making the amount referred to by the gentleman from 
Illinois. In ‘the process of completing these repairs the building is 
now practically dismantled, so that it is scarcely capable of being used 
for more than one or two offices. 

A MEMBER. Itis notin use at all. 

Mr. HALL. It was while the building was in this condition, while 
the Architect was proceeding to restore it, the necessity for its enlarge- 
ment presented itself and that the businessthere requiredit. The busi- 
ness of the post-office has increased at a greater percentage than any 
other post-office in the United States. So, too, in reference to the busi- 
ness of the courts held there. The Architect began an investigation to 
ascertain what should be done to meet the actual necessities. 

I may say, Mr. Speaker, there is more mail matter handled at Des 
Moines, containing a population of 36,000, than in any other city in 
this country inferior to Chicago. As has been explained, this building 
is necessary to porn Fe te the two United States courts, district and 
circuit, as well as the post-office, the land office, which contains large 
and voluminous records extending for fifty years and including all the 
land records of the State of Iowa, and the collector of internal revenue. 
Indeed there is not a more meritorious bill, or one for which there is 
greater necessity, than this one providing for the enlargement of the 
public Sog at Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now ask for a vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has remaining three minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a t deal of 
interest to what has been said in behalf of this public building, but I 
am not in favor of allowing the increased amount asked for, As I un- 
derstand this bill, they are now asking for $153,000 more. In the first 
place $135,000 was asked for this public building, and then $45,000 
more, and now we are asked for $53,000 more. 

It seems to me if the Government ought to furnish money to con- 
struct public buildings we ought to know in the beginning the amount 
intended for that purpose. As we are going along we ought to know 
how We are ¢ ding the public money. For one, I am for an eco- 
nomical administration of the Government. I find by examination this 
acne has already appropriated, under the head of general bills, $141,- 

Mr. WILKINS. Including the appropriation bills? 

Mr. MoCREARY. Yes; this House has already bills under 
the head of general appropriation bills amounting to $141,000,000. We 
have also appropriated $92,580 for private ions. For public build- 
ings we have allowed the sum of $1,884,525; we have already voted 
away $664,750 for the construction of Itght-houses and light-ships; we 
have voted away $550,656 to private claims; and under the head of 
miscellaneous expenditures we have appropriated $69,431. That, Mr. 


Speaker, is the record we are making at this session, We hayealready 
gone in the neighborhood of $150,000,000 this session. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. How many public buildings has Ken- 
tucky asked for? 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to make this statement in answer to 
the gentleman from Iowa, that the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent upon this floor has never asked a dollar for a public buildi 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But'you are for a subtreasury at Louis- 
ville, I presume. 

The SPEAKER. “The time allowed for debate under the rule has 
expired. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa, to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. COWLES. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

i The yeas and nays were not ordered—13 members only voting there- 
or. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, _ 


the House divided; and there were—ayes 128, noes 18. 

Mr. EDEN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr, EDEN and Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 144, noes 18, 

Mr. EDEN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Bo, no further count being demanded (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof), the rules were Aacha and the bill passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr.RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, each side seems to have had its share, 
and I move that the house do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 73, 
noes 75. 

Mr. RANDALL. Since the vote is so close, with a view to find out 
when we may be allowed to adjourn I ask the yeas and nays on the 
motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 33 members in support 
of and 93 in opposition to the demand. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 105, not vot- 
ing 151; as follows: 


YEAS—67. 
Adams, G. E. Davidson, A. C. Holman, Richardson, 
Arnot, Dockery, Kleiner, Riggs, 
Bingham, Eden, ` Landes, Sadler, 
Bland, Elisberry, Lehlbach, Seney, 
Blount, Everhart, Lore. Seymour, 
Boyle, Fora, Loutlit, Sowden, 
Bragg, Gh Sore : Lowry, FS page 
Breekinridge, O. R. Green, R.S; Mahoney, ne, W. J., of Ky. 
Breckinridge, WOP. Halsell, McAdoo, Stone W.J., of Mo. 
Buck, Hammond, McComas, Swope, 
Candler, Henderson, J.S. McCreary, Taulbee, 
Cannon, Harris, McMillin, Townshend, 
Caswell, Henderson, T.J. Merriman, ‘Turner, 
Clements, Herbert, Neece, West, 
Cowles, Hewitt, Pindar, White, Milo 
Cox, Hill, Ran A e Wilson, 
Crisp, Hiscock, Eanney, 
NAYS—16. 
Anderson, J. A. Gallinger, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Barksdale, y. McRae, Struble, 
Barnes, Œ Miller, Symes, 
Pay, pa bent yen a or tay J.M. 
yne, rout, organ, ylor, Zach, 

B wW. wW. Hatch renin epee 

rown, W. W. ’ ny, pson, 
Burleigh, Heard, Neal, Tillman, 
Butterworth, eca pa Nelson, Tucker, 
Bynum, erson, D.B. O'Hara, Van Eaton, 
Caldwell, Hepburn, O'Neill, Charles Van Schaick, 
Catchings, Hiestand, O'Neill, J.J. Viele, 
Clardy, Hitt, Osborne, Wade, 
Conger, Holmes, Owen, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, s Houk, tg Wait, 
Cutcheon, James, Perkins, Warner, William 
Dawson, Johnston, J.T. Perry, Weaver, J.B. 
Dibble, Jones, J. H. Peters, Weber, 
Dougherty, King, Plumb, Wellborn, 
ees m ‘ollette, Price, witee 
aly, aird, Reagan, kins, 
Ermentrout, Lanbam, Reese, Willis, 
Evans, Lindsley, Rockwell, Wolford, 
Farquhar, ttle, Sayers, Worthington, 
Felton, Lyman, Sessions, 

F; ick, Markham, Smalls, 

Fuller, Martin, Steele, 

i NOT VOTING—ISL 

Adams, J.J. Boutelle, Carleton, Davis, 
Aiken, Brady, Cobb, Dingley, 
Allen, C. H. Browne, T. M, Cole, Dorsey, 
Allen, J. M. . Brown,C. E. Collins, Dowdney, 
Anderson, C. M. Brumm, Compton, Dunn, 
Atkinson, Buchanan, Comstock, El 

Baker, Bunnell, Crain, Findlay, 
Ballentine, Burnes, Croxton, Fisher, 
Barbour, Burrows, Culberson, Fleeger, 
Belmont, Cabell, Curtin, Foran, 
Bennett, Campbell, are Daniel, Forney, 
ere pm Rae Y Aie pers Funston, 
Bound, Campbell, T. J. Davideon R. H.M. Gibson, C0. H, 
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Gibson, Eustace  Laffoon, Payson, Stewart, es 
ý Lawler, Pettibone, Stewart, J. W. 
is Le Fevre, Phelps, St. Martin 
Green, W.J Libbey, Pi , Stone, E. F. 
Guenther, ng, Pirce, Storm, 
e, 7 Lovering, Pulitzer, Strait, 
Hanback, Matson, Reed, T. B, Swinburne, 
er, Maybury, Reid, J. W. Tarsney. 
Hayden, McKinley, Rice, Taylor, È. B. 
es, Mil Robertson, Taylor, L. H. 
Henley, Milliken, Rogers, Thomas, J. R. 
Herman, Mills, Romeis, - Throckmorton, 
Hires, Mitchell, Rowell, rigg, 
Hopkins, Morrison, Ryan, Wakefield 
Howard, Morrow, Sawyer, Vard, J. H. 
Hudd, Maller, tt, Ward, T, B. 
Hutton, Negley, - Scranton, Warner, A. J. 
Trion, Norwood, Shaw, Weaver, A.J. 
Jackson, Oates, Singleton, White, A.C. 
Johnson, F. A. O'Donnell, Skinner, Whiting, 
Johnston, T. D. O’Ferrall, Snyder, Winans, 
Jones, J.T, Outhwaite, Spooner, Ww 
ante Parker, Spriggs, Woodburn, 
e Š Payne, Stahlnecker, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. LANHAM. Iask unanimousconsent to dispense with the read- 

ing of the names. 
. BRAGG. Lobject. This is a matter of too much importance, 

and the names should be read. 

The following additional pairs for the remainder of the day were an- 
nounced: b 

Mr. HANBACK with Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments by the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department. ” á 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EL PASO, TEX. 


Mr. LANHAM. I move that the rules be ded, that the Con- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6665) for the erection of a 
public building at El Paso, Tex., and that the same be passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a site and cause to be 
erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaults, 
for the use and accommodation of the United States custom-house, post-office 
and Federal courts, and for other Government uses, at El Paso, in the State of 
Texas. The site, and building thereon, when completed upon plans and speci- 
fications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall not exceed in cost the sum of $150,000; nor shall any site be purchased until 
estimates for tbe erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommoda- 
tions for the transaction of the public ness, and which shall not exceed in cost 
the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased 
and paid for, shall haye been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury ; and no 
pu of site, nor plan for said building, shall be approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $150,000 
for site and building; and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed 
to danger from fire by an open space of at least 50 feet, including streets and 
alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title 
to the said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Texas 
shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the 
time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes 
except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of 
civil process therein. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. COWLES. I demand a second. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LANHAM. ` I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the House should now adjourn would I be rec- 
ognized next suspension day ? 

The SPEAKER. On the next individual suspension day this bill 
would come up the first thing as the unfinished business under the rule. 

The question being taken on the motion that the House adjourn, 
the Speaker stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Theyeas and nays were not ordered; the affirmative vote being 19— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the House refused to adjourn. į 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. COWLES. I insist on the vote being by tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 128, no 1. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move thatthere be a call of the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope that motion will not be insisted upon. It 


i manifest there is not a quorum here. I move that the House do now 

ourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw the motion fora call of fhe House. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 10 min- 

utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Memorialof Grange No. 352, of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the suppression of imitation butter and other dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, protesting against the admission of for- 
eign agricultural products free of duty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Resolutions of a meeting of citizensof Jack- 
son, Miss., for the bill authorizing the Illinois Central ‘Railroad Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at Cairo—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers in the case of Thomas Hickman, ex- 
ecutor of Mrs. E. Blanchard, of Grant Parish, Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 4 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers relative to the claims of Leah Roark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial of Granges Nos. 1 and 365, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, urging protection to dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

-Also, memorial of the same, favoring protection to home industry— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of the Woman’s Indian Association of Con- 
necticut, Sarah T. Kinney, president, and others, representing 4762 
persons, favoring the passage of the Dawes bill (S. 52) for the protec- 
tion of the rights of the Indians, &c.—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of O. Budenback & Co. and 
others, white-wine vinegar-makers, for the repeal of the vaporizing act 
of 1879, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ohio, opposing any interference with the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and butterine—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade and Transportation of Cincin- 
nati, in favor of the Lowell bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Katharina Hoer, for relief—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the transportation committees of the Merchants 
and Manufacturers’ Association of Cincinnati, in favor of Senate bill 
1532 to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 531, of Penn- 
sylvania, asking for such legislation as will suppress the manufacture 
and sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure, 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition for the reliefof Edward Coleman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of James Trimble and Mary Blakely, 
executors of Joseph Trimble, deceased; of Lucinda Trimble, adminis- 
tratrix of William Trimble; of John Hoffman Smith; of Maj. Gen. O. 
O. Howard and ex-Senator S. C. Pomeroy, trustees; of J. J. Jarboe 
and J. K. Roberts, administrators of George R. W. Marshall, deceased; 
of Woodbury Wheeler, guardian of heirs of John R. Waring, deceased; 
of James W. Sears, representative of estate of James W. Sears, de- 
ceased; and of Catharine A. Talburtt, administratrix of George W. 
Talburtt, deceased, asking that their several claims be referred to the 


-| Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of physicians and leading citizens of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., forthe enactment of such laws and for such ap- 
propriations as will make effective the labors of the National Board of 
Health in preventing the spread of epidemics—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Memorial of Granges Nos. 158, 159, 297, 326, 628, 
715, 717, and 758, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for 
such legislation as will prevent the manufacture and sale of imitation 
dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same granges, protesting against all legislation 
favoring thé admission to our ports free of duty of all agricultural raw, 
materials, such as wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugars, rice, &c.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of General P. H. Sheridan, General 
H. J. Hunt, and officers and inmates of the National Soldiers’ Home 
in the District of Columbia, in favor of the passage of a bill for the bet- 
ter protection of the inmates of the National Soldiers’ Home in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, papers in case of Hiram D. Austin, relating to the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of 145 citizens of Clinton County, Mis- 
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souri, asking for certain pension legislation—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Papers relating to the claim of Leon Frank—to 
the Committee on Claims. a 

By Mr. ELLSBERRY: Communication relative to House bill 5056 
for the relief of George Lemon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of Utley & Boynton and others in favor of legis- 
lation to suppress unequal traffic inimitation butter—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Dry Goods Chronicle, in 
favor of more liberal e ditures for ocean postage—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, for the pas- 
sage of House bill 5013 and Senate bill 1158—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Sarah A. Paff, widow of Henry Paff, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Papers in the case of Levi Herzog, toaccompany 
House bill 1048—to the Committee on War Claims. f 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of Daniel H. Johnson, late private Com- 
pany I, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, for increase of pen- 
sion; also, medical testimony in support of same—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Arthur Storm and 100 others, protesting 
against the of the Morrison bill and the farther reduction of 
tariff duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Evidence to support the claim of Charles F. 
Shinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of J. M. Hurt and others, asking for a 
pension for Mahala Brown, dependent mother of John W. Brown, late 
of Company D, Thirty-second Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volun- 
teers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of the citizens of Harris County and of 
Chatahoochee County, Georgia, asking for the passage of the Blair 
educational bill, or some other bill of similar provisions—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Andrew Gillan, for restoration tothe 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of George H. Sampson and 17 
others, citizens of Bureau County, Illinois, for laws relating to the 
public health—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of 87 citizens of Blackhawk 
County, Iowa, asking for an internal-revenue tax on bogus butter—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of certain citizens of Iowa, asking that a 

nsion be granted Robert M. Hardin, of Moravia, and Abraham 

oints, of Allenton, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of citizens of Elizabethtown, Lancas- 
ter County, Pennsylvania, in favor of granting additional pension to 
soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of J. D. Denison and 140 citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the of the bill introduced by Hon. W. L. SCOTT, of 

ennsylvania, providing for the taxation of all imitation of butter as 
therein prayed—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of ex soldiers and sailors and citizens 
of De Kalb County, Illinois, asking that all Union soldiers be pen- 
sioned—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of James Waterson; of Benjamin Arm- 
strong; of Luretta Gillenwaters, and of Alfred Larkin, of Hawkins 
County, Tennessee, asking that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of L. S. Casey, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of Jabez Smith, asking for an 
increase of pension, to accompany bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of John Prince, late private Company I, 
Fifth Regiment Illinois Cavalry, for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Indiana 
in favor of pensioning prisoners of war confined in confederate prisons— 
to the same committee. 

Also, appeal from the wage-workers of the United States for the un- 
limited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition and papers in the case of William Ander- 
son, of Sidney, Fremont County, Iowa, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, resolution for an investigation and report upon the cause of the 
delay in printing the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers in the claim of Michael H. Haller, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of W. A. Herrin and others, of Rock- 
castle County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

“By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of Drs. A. Y. P. Garnett, N. S. Lincoln, 
J. M. Toner, C. M. Hammitt, and others, for an appropriation to assist 
. in defraying the expenses of the international medical congress to meet 


in Washington, D. C., in 1887—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of Le Roy Fairchild and others, to . 
protect innocent purchasers of patent articles—to the Committee on 
Patents. 2 ‘ 

Also, affidavits in claim of Henry Merich—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Francis M. Capps, asking that he be 

ted a pension as dependent father of James H. Capps, late a sol- 
dier in the United States Army, and who died while in service—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition for increase of pension of Job 
P. Wilson, late of Company F, Third Regiment Delaware Volunteers— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition to the House of Representatives on the adoption of the 
new system of education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of William S. Pope and others, for 
compensation for vessels lost in the Mississippi River during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Petition of many merchants for the passage of 
House bill 162i—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, PRICE: Memorial of the committee of the New York yearly 
meeting of Friends, officially signed, asking for the faithful fulfillment 
of Indian treaties, and for better legal protection of the landed interests 
of the Indian tribes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. a 
- By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of J. M. Hopkins and others, citizens of 
Ohio and Michigan, asking that the manufacture and sale of imitation 
butter be placed under the control of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of James Hayes and 81 others, citizens of 
Wood County, Ohio, favoring the pension legislation recommended by 
the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of 133 farmers and tax-payers of Har- 
mony, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the law preventing frand in 
butter and cheese—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of James C. Crawford, of Maryland, asking 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of C. L. Pyles, of Saint Albans; of Charles 
W. Collison, administrator of E. F. Collins; of Christopher Burns and, 
of Allen J. Moses, and of James Knight, administrator of Francis H. 
Ludington, of Greenbrier County, and of Albert Huddleston, of Ka- 
nawha Falls; asking reference of their war claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ As- 
sociation of Chicago, in favor of House bill 1621—to the Committee 
on Commerce. e 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Joseph Demars, for removal of 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., recommending that liberal subsidies be granted to cer- 
tain steamship lines plying between the United States and Central and 
South America—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of J. H. Stearns and 20 others, citizens 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of a bill introduced by Mr. Scorr 
placing the manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the 
control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and tax it 10 cents 
per pound—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of Carrie Powell and of Frederick W. 
Becker, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George W. Peak, for removal of charge of deser- 
tion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Knights of Labor of Denver, Colo., in oppo- 
position to the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of the president, faculty, and 
trustees of Hiram College, praying that certain documents, &e., be 
carried in United States mails at former rates—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of W. H. Neel, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition in behalf of the bill for the relief 
of Louis Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to bill for the relief of Sarah C. Shinn, and of 
Calvin McBroom—to the same committee. 

Also, petition in behalf of bill for relief of Elijah Martin—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ‘ 

Also, petition of Thomas W. Tansell, fora pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolutions submitted to Congress by the 
State and Territorial commissioners at the American E ition at 
New Orleans—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and 
Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Thomas K, Ball, for pay for horses tgaken—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WEST: Petition of William S. Hall, for invalid pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Memorial the manufacture and sale 
of bogus dairy products—to the Committee on ture. 

Also, memorial against the proposed free-trade tariff tinkering—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

iB following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 

scientific tem: instruction in the public schools of the 

District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 


By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Manistee and Mecosta Counties, | - 


Michigan. 
By Mr. DOCKERY: Of citizens of Harrison and Gentry Counties, 
Missouri. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Of citizens of Clay and Franklin Counties, Nebraska. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 4, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


7” OHIO SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HOAR. I have received a letter from the secretary of the in- 
vestigating committee of the house of representatives of the State of 
Ohio, calling attention to the fact that in ents the testimony laid 
before the Senate the other day forwarded by the house of representa- 
tives of the State of Ohio there was added some matter w. did not 
belong toit. The letter is in the nature of a petition, though it is ad- 
dressed tome. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wasnrxeton, D. C., May 4, 1886. 


Dear Sie: Upon examining the Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 106, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session, we find upon page 288 certain matter which was 
not Boag ae moa g in the bo psoas. forwarded by the house of representatives of Ohio 
to the 
* This len entrectidons ecg ve Oe or addendum, intended no doubt to re- 
ae upon the good faith of the majority of the Ohio house committee, and mis- 
jead your committee. 

Wel have examined the copy sent to the Superintendent of Public Printing, and 

find that the addendum complained pati written with pencil on soft paper and 
wholly ARE sue’ — the official pa: 


We respectful! Send A pyr attention yo this t matter, and trust that such inquiry 
rep be I easi uncover the perpetrator of this falsification of a pub- 

© record, 

Very respectful] 

Fhe arcane: EMMETT TOMKINS, 
Secretary of Ohio House Committee. 

Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar, 

Chairman on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the communication be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and that the document referred to 
be ordered not to be further distributed, and that it be reprinted under 
the direction of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I will 
state that if the order is adopted I will show to the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. PAYNE] the matter and learn from him whether it is properly a 
part of the document as he understandsit. There will be no difficulty 
about it at all, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from es vin 
moves that the paper be referred to the Committee on Privileges an 
Elections, and that that committee be directed to recall the eens 
already printed and print it anew. If there be no objection that order 
will be made, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. PE I present the petition of E. C. Newland Post, No. 
247, Grand Army of the Republic, Departmentof Indiana, praying for the 
of the bill pertaining to pensions, known as the bill recom- 
mended by the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the 
Republic. Some of the features of the recommendations of the com- 
mittee referred to have been adopted by the Committee on Pensions in 
_ the bill which has been oh ly and is now upon the Calendar. Other 
features I think have not acted upon, and I move the reference of 
this petition to the sos le on Pensions. 

The motion was 

Mr. HARRISON eneste the petition of Noah Wade, of Green 
County, Indiana, late a private in Company H, Thirty-first Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, praying for the passage of a bill equalizing the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore p ‘resented a resolution adopted by the 
Mahoning Valley (Ohio) Wool- Grawe Association, remonstrating 
against a reduction of the duty on wool, and praying for a restoration 
of the tariff under the act of 1867; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on 
Mr. ON, of Iowa, presented the petition of J. A. Carroll and 


other citizens of Fonda, Iowa, praying for ihe passage of the bill in- 
troduced by Senator WARNER MILLER, of New York, placing the man- 
ufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue and imposing a tax of 10 cents a 
pound thereon; which was 


erred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, 


He also presented the petition of W. H. Neil and other citizens of 
Muscatine and Louisa Counties, Iowa, praying for the passage of a bill 
granting a pension to Rachel Price, of Lettsville, Louisa County, Iowa, 
mother of James S, Price, late a private in Company I, Eleventh Reg- 
iment Iowa Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented memorials of Knights of Labor of 
Petersburg and Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, remonstrating against 
the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER. I present the petition of Lena Dolsen Parsons and 6 
other citizens of Ypsilanti, Mich., praying for appropriate legislation 
for the protection of young girls i in the District of Columbia and other 
localities within the jurisdiction of the United States. I move the ref- 
erence of the pefition to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such petitions have been referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PALMER. But this petition refers to the District of Columbia 
and other localities under the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that all memorials of that kind have 
gone to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. I have presented 
two or three. 

Mr. PALMER. It is immaterial to me to which committee it is re- 
ferred, but the reference I suggested seemed to be the appropriate one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been the usual course to re- 
fer similar petitions to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
The petition will be so referred, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Memphis (Tenn. ) Merchants’ 
Exchange, praying for the repeal of the tax on traveling salesmen; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Meriden and New 
Haven, in the State of Connecticut, praying for legislation in 
the powers of the National Board of Health; which was referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. PLATT. I present resolutions of the New Haven Colony His- 
torical Society, relating to the efforts of Mr. B. F. Stevens, of London, 
to obtain the aid of the United States in copying and publishing docu- 
ments of importancė relating to the history of the States berio 1772 
and 1784. I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee 
on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1615) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit 
the State of Kansas with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said State, and for other purposes, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement, which was agreed to; and he submitted a report accompa- 
nied by a bill (S. 2332) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
State of Kansas with certain sums of money on its ordnance account 
with the General Government; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1665) fort the relief of Byron R. McIntyre, 
to report it back adversely because it is a duplicate of another bill. I 
move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. a granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigus; 
H. R. 6126) granting a pension to Henry G. Ballenger; 
H. R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop; 
H. R. 7298) for the relief of Charles Schuler; 
ill (H. R. 7300) for the relief of Randolph Seaman; 
A bil 1 (H. R, 6136) granting an increase of pension to John W. Far- 


À pin H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Catharine Thenn; 
A bill (H. R. 550) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Adam 
Gaston; 
A bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Tobias M. Coon; 
A bill (H. R. 4631) granting a pension to Mary Merrill; 
A bill (H. R. 1816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 6780) granting a pension to Henry B. Havens; 
A bill (H. R. 424) to pension Giles C. Hawley; 
H. R. 6655) granting a pension to Stokely D. Dagley; 
H. R. 3906) for the relief of Catharine Johnson; 
bill (H. R. 567) granting a pension to Mary A. Little; 
H. R. 1576) granting an increase of pension to Thomas All- 


(H. R. 515) granting a pension to Althea A. Frasner; 


A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to H. W. McDonald; 
A bill. (H. R. 6003) for the relief of John H. McClelland; 
A bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension to John Pennington; 
A bill (H. R. 5995) ting a pension to David T. Elderkin; 
A bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath; 
A bill (H. R. 413) granting a pension to George Schaefer; 
A bill (H. R. seek granting a pension to Martha Downs; 
A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Robbins; 
A bill (H. R. 7617) pranting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom; 
A bill R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; 

ill R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary Norman; 
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6 ting a pension to William Brentano; 

2229) for the relief of William C., Shimonech; 
granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 
granting a pension to Jacob Smith; 
granting an increase of pension to Ira Miller; 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Miles; 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Wills; 
granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter; 
granting a pension to esha erik 
granting a pension to Jo A y; 
granting a pension to Samuel F. Rowe; 
for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn; 

. ) granting a pension to James G. Mathes; 

. 2197) granting a pension to Henry Daner; 

. 2075) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; 

S. 1902) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Lamburg; 

A bill (S. 2198) granting a pension to Charles Brundridge; 

A bill (S. 2180) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace 


omg; 
A bill S 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilton; 
A bill (S. 1997) granting a'pension to Mrs. Abbie B. Heath; and 

A bill (S. 2269) granting a pension to William Dickens. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to Orrin P. Cooley, reported 
if with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2215) granting a pension to Martha J. Todd, widow of Dr. R. N. Todd, 
late of Indianapolis, Ind., reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1835) for the relief of Byron R. rg os moved its indefinite post- 
ponement, which was agreed to, and he submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to Byron R. McIntyre; 
which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2182) to restore Isaac Ranson to the pension-roll, moved its indefinite 
postponement, which was agreed to, and he submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to Isaac Ranson; which 
was read twice by its title, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2059) for the relief of the estate of Malitty Rose, moved its indefinite 
postponement, which was agreed to, and he submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2335) for the relief of the heirs of Malitty Rose; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted rts thereon: z 

A bill (S. 2267) granting an increase of pension to Laurinda G. Cum- 
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mings; 
A bill (H. R. 5332) granting a pension to Elizabeth Crowley; 
A bill (H. R. 1990) granting a pension to John Hunter; 
A bill (H. R. 5331) granting a pension to Emma M. Shiner; 
A bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to Joseph E. Van Horn; 
A bill (H. R. = granting a pension to Benjamin S. Wolverton; 
A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Philip Deremer; 
A bill es R. 5702) granting a pension to Jenet L. Johnson; and 
A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Darius M. Seamen. 
Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (H. R. 247) granting a pension to Lewis Tyus, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a 
gallon of distilled spirits, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensiéns, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2232) granting a pension to Mary Martin, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2144) granting an increase of pension to Grace F. Edes, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize a patent for the south half of 
the southeast quarter of section 34, in township 22, of range 15, east of 


cipal Hall, as administrator of the 
estate of William Frederick Schlagel, reported it with amendments, 


the sixth prin meridian, to Elizur B. 


and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was recom- 
mitted the bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Josephine Da Costa 
‘Thomas, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them without amendment, and submitted.reports 
th . 


ereon: ; 
A bill (H. R. 5899) to place the name of Robert Beard on the pen- 


sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of Ellen Crymble; 

A bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 6897) granting a pension to Henry Hipple, jr.; 

A bill s R. 3135) granting anincrease ofpension to Charles Sebring; 
A bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 2030) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to Josie H. Babb. 

.. Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7165) to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett; 

A bill (H.-R. 4544) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; and 

A bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of H. P. McFarlin. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1078) granting a pension to William C. Wirt, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred thepetition 
of Thomas Benson, late a private in Company A, Thirty-second Maine 
Regiment, praying for an increase of pension, submitted a report thereon 
accompanied by a bill (S. 2336) grantinga pension to Thomas Benson; 
which was read twice by its title.. 

Mr, WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyan; and 

A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to Frederick J. Leese. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2263) granting a pension to Col. James H. Blood, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY BUREAU. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the resolution for printing 50,000 copies of the report of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry and recommend its adoption. I pre- 
sume the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] would desire that it 
should be at once considered. I therefore make that request. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he hereby is, directed to inform the 
Senate the cause of the delay in furnishing to Congress for distribution the 
50,000 copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry, as au- 
thorized by the joint resolution approved July 5, 1884. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. : 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills, and agreed to the 
same: ’ 

A bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Mis- 
souri River at Pierre, Dak.; 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railrogg, Company 
over the Tennessee River; 

A bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and pon- 
ton railway and wagon bridge across the Missjssippi River from the 
city of Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wis- 
consin; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of 
Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River; and 

A bill H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke County, Texas. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses upon the bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 


partment. 
The m further announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5251) making an appropriation for the repairs and en- 
largement of the post-office and court-house at Des Moines, Iowa, and 
fixing a limit therefor; 

A bill (H.-R. 7021) to provide for the adjustment of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads within the 
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State of Kansas, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other 
purposes; and : 

A bill (H. R. 7735) making an appropriation to complete the public 
building at Hannibal, Mo., in accordance with the original plan of the 
le ed Architect of the Treasury, and to make the same fire- 
proof. 4 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2337) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ira C. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2338) to restore to the pension-roll 
the name of Joseph D. Sawyer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2339) to provide for one addi- 
tional assistant adjutant-general with the rank of majorof cavalry; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


` Healso introduced a bill (S. 2340) ting a pension to John J. Mech- 


ling; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on, 


Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2341) granting a pension to Josephine 
D. Whitted; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2342) granting a pension to John 
D. Holden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2343) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Rachel Price; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
- ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2344) for the relief 
of Margaret Kilroy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (S. 2345) for the relief of the 
Roman Catholic Church ofSaint Peter and Saint Paul at Chatt®nooga, 
Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2346) granting a pension to 
Amanda F. Deck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2347) for the relief of G. 
M. Hazen and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2348) granting a pension to Arza 
Thrall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. : ee 

CONSIDERATION OF CLAIMS BILLS, 

Mr. PIKE. I ask unanimous consent to call up and dispose of sun- 
dry claims bills which have been favorably reported and are on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of certain bills on the Calendar reported from the Committee on 
Claims. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object, each bill being considered subject 
to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be considered subject to 
objection, under the eighth rule, as the Chair understands. If there 
be no objection, the first of such bills on the Calendar will be an- 
nounced. 

.LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ARVAH HOPKINS. 


The bill (S. 433) to provide for the payment to the legal representa- 


tives of Hopkins of the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, 
Fla., for use of the Army, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. Itdirects the Secretary of the to pay tothe legal rep- 


. resentatives of Arvah, Hopkins, deceased, 50, in full for rent of 
houses used foroffices and storing purposes, situate in Tallahassee, Fla. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ERVIN, 


The bill (S. 542) for the relief of William Ervin was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to William Ervin, his 
heirs or assigns, $7,650, being the value of one hundred and eighty head 
of beef-cattle seized unlawfully and taken out of his possession, in the 
State of Kansas, in 1862, by order of Col. Charles R. Jennison, com- 
manding the Seventh Regiment Kansas Cavalry, United States Volun- 
teers, the beef-cattle having been used as subsistence for the officers 
and soldiers of the regiment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr, PIKE 
March 3, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 542) for the relief 


of William Ervin, having considered the same, report as follows: 
The Senate Committee on Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress examined this 


claim and reported it favorably. Your committeo adopt that ey oe annexing 


hereto a copy, and recommend the passage of the accompanying 
{Senate Report No, 682, Forty-cighth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1025) for the relief 
of William Ervin, having considered the same, beg leave to make the following 
report: 

nthe year 1862 the claimant was a resident of Kansas and the owner of 180 
head of cattle, which were pasturing near Emporia. About April 15,1862, the 
said cattle were taken from the claimant by the order of Col. Charles R. Jenni- 
son, rg iia we ag the Seventh Regiment Kansas Cavalry, and used by said regi- 
ment for food. 

This aan from the sworn statement of the claimant himself, and the af- 
davits of Col. Charles R. Jenrtison and First Lieut. John A. Tanner, Colonel 
Jennison says the regiment was in want of beef, and he ordered the seizure of 
the claimant’s cattle,and the same were used for the subsistence of his officers 
and men,and he did not pay for them. Lieutenant Tanner swears the cattlo 
were taken by the command of Colonel Jennison, and were used for the sub- 
sistence of the regiment. 

Charles F. Garrett and James S. Emery, residents of the city of Lawrence. 
Kans., swear they were well acquainted withthe claimant from 1857 to 1866, and 
during ss? time they knew he was thoroughly loyal to the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

James Angus swears he was employed by the claimant in the month of April, 
1862, herding 180 head ofeattle, and that about the 15th day of April the said cattle 
were taken from the possession of the claimant by the aves Regiment Kan- 
sas Cavalry. Furthermore that he has a distinct recollection that a few days 

rior Saint Louis cattle-dealers offered the claimant $42.50 a head for these cattle, 

utthe claimant declined to sell them at that price. 

The claimant himself swears to receiving the same offer, but that he declined 
because he considered them worth $55 a head, 

In explanation of the long delay in presenting his claim to Congress the claim- 
ant swears that in the year 1867 he placed his claim in the hands of a Mr. L. M. 
O'Brien for prosecution, who, being unable toattend to it, turned it over to Chip- 
man & Hosmer, claim agents in Washington, D.C., together with a number of 
aftidavits of persons who knew of the taking of the cattle. Chipman & Hosmer 
told the claimant he must furnish the statements of some officers in command 
of the Seventh Regiment Kansas Cavalry relative to taking his catttle. The 
claimant was unable*to find officers who had knowledge of the transaction until 
last ‘year, when he procured the affidavits above mentioned of Colonel Jennison * 
and Lieutenant Tanner, For the lack of such evidence, Chipman & Hosmer 
did not present and prosecute the claim. y; 

A letter from fhipman & Hosmer, dated April 30, 1867, acknowledges the re- 
ceipt of the claim and accompanying papers. 

The claimant holds no receipts from Colonel Jennison or any of his command 
for the cattle, but from records in the War Department it appears that the Sev- 
enth Regiment Kansas Cavalry were careless and reckless, accustomed to ap- 

ropriate property of both friend and foe to their own use, rarely, if ever, giv- 

ing vouchers therefor. Many complaints.were entered against them by different 
generals who commanded the divisions in which they were, and finally Colonel 
Jennison was obliged to leave the service on account of his unsoldierly conduct, 
heck the above reasons your committee attach less importance to the want of 
vouchers. 

Your committee think the claim is fully substantiated by the evidence, and 
that the amount offered for the cattle by the Saint Louis cattle-dealers—H2.50 
per head—just prior to their seizure, is a fair price, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if this is the first time that this claim has been presented in 
Congress. 

Mr. PIKE. No; it was presented and passed the Senate at the last 
Congress; and it was reported favorably by the committee of the other 
House but failed in that body for want of time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was last year the first time it was presented? 

Mr. PIKE. I think not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has there ever been any adverse report upon th 
claim? - 

Mr. PIKE. Never to my knowledge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


P. L. WARD. 


The bill (S. 1150) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of 
William Ward, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to P. L. Ward, executrix of William Ward, deceased, of 
Norfolk, Va., $2,075.13, in full satisfaction of all claim for beef and veg- 
etables furnished by William Ward to the United States Navy, and in 
full satisfaction for hay sold to the quartermaster of the United States 


Army. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the report, submitted by Mr. PIKE March 10, 
1886, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1150) for the re- 
lief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, d , beg leave 
to offer the following report: 

Bills for the same claim as the present one passed the Senate at the Forty- 
sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-cighth Congtesses, but each time failed of con- 
sideration in the House. 

At the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress Senator Harris, for the 
Committee on Claims, made a report on this claim which embodied clearly and 
fully all the facts in the case, 

The Committee on Claims of the Forty-seventh Congress, and again of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, adopted that report. 

Your committee adopt the same report, annexing hereto a copy, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the whole report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first part of the report has 
been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report appended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The reportreferred to will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

{Senate Report No. 428, Forty-cighth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 879) for the relief 
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of P. L. Wate, widow and executrix of William Ward, deceased, have examined 
the same, and report thereon as follows: 

This claim was presented to the Senate during the Forty-sixth Congress by 
the petition of said executrix, which was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and assigned to Mr. Harris, a member of the committee, for examination and 


report. 
On the llth day of gs ten? A 1880, the claim was favorably reported to the 
Senate by Mr. Harris. The following is a copy ofthe report: 

The pounou states that petitioner is the widow and executrix of William 
Ward, deceased, That in June, 1860, William Ward entered into a written con- 
tract with the United States for supplying fresh beef and vegetables to the Navy. 
at the Norfolk, Va., station, and that under said contract her late husband and 
testator; on or about the 2ist of January, 1861, supplied the United States ship 
Plymouth with the articles named to the amount of $275.13, for which no pay- 
ment was ever made, and she refers to the records of the Navy Department for 
the proof. The committee sent the petition to the Navy Department with a re- 
quest for such information in respect to thisclaim as the records of that Depart- 
ment could furnish, and received from the Secretary the following reply: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 5, 1880, 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewith the petition of Mrs, P. L. Ward, 
asking for payment of $275.13, on account of fresh fand vegetables supplied 
by her late husband, William Ward, of Norfolk, Va., fer the use of the United 
States Navy, which petition was referred to this Department by the honorable 
Secretary of War, in compliance with you request of the 15th ultimo. 

The account of the late Mr. Ward is correct as shown by the records of the 
Bureau of Provisions and Clo! in this Department, with the exception that 
the fresh beef and vegetables referred to were delivered to the United States 
regen a fal instead of the United States steamer Plymouth, as stated in 

e petition. 


Very respectfully, 
R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. I. G. HARMS, 
United States Senate. 


From which the committee is satisfied that the articles were furnished under 
contract as stated in the postion; and have never been paid for, and that the 
ue the claimant and should be paid. 


This letter is indorsed on the back as follows : 
“I most unhesitatingly indorse the within porary Les pe eae 
“United States District Attorney Fi Virginia. 
“J. T. DANIELS,” 


On the 16th of January, 1867, this account was made out upon the regular 

printed form furnished by the Department, upon which the sale, delivery, and 

value of the hay, amounting to $1,500, and the loyalty of tbe claimantare proved 

by theaffidavitsof the then claimants, William Ward, L. H. Chandler, and J. R, 

unter; and the respectability and me Ac of the said Ward, Chandler, ng 
o 


Hunter are res toy certified to by hn E. Doyle, justice of the jan 
= zespomani ty and loyalty of W. Ward is also certified to by William 
. Wing, er. 


The oath of allegiance to the United States of William Ward is also exhibited, 
and Henry M. Bowden, clerk of the corporation court, certifies to the citizen- 
ship, r,t ph and lo ty of William Ward, and to the official character 
of Tohn . Doyle, as a justice of the peace for said county. 

The letter above referred to, addressed by William Ward to the Quarternmster- 
General, and the proof above referred to were sent to the committee by the 
War Department in answer to a letter from the committee asking for such in- 
formation as the records of that Department could furnish as to the justice of 
this claim. The following is the letter from the Secretary of War: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 30, 1880. 


Sm: Acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 15th instant, referring 
for information memorial of Mrs. P. L. Ward for pay for certain quartermaster 
stores and beef delivered by her deceased husband, William Ward, in 1860 and 
1863 to the Quartermaster’s ent of the Army and the naval station at 
Norfolk, Va., res ively, I have the honor in reply to inclose herewith a letter 
from Mr. Ward, December 12, 1866, submitting his claim to the Quarter- 
master-General, paper which contains ail the information on the subject the 
records of this Department afford. 
No action was taken upon the claim by the Quartermaster-General for the 

zeian bes ah Toe aia Virginia, a State declared to be in insurrection dur- 

the re! ion. 

our letter and the memorial haye been referred, as desired, to the honorable 
Secretary of the Navy, for information from his Department. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ALEX, RAMSEY. 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. Isam G. HARRIS, 
Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


The Quartermaster-General takes no action upon this claim upon no other 
than the cold, technical ground that the claimant was a resident of a State de- 
clared to be in rebellion. 

The proof is clear and conclusive that Quartermaster Ludlow contracted for 
this bay, equally clear as to the contract price, amounting to $1,800, equally clear 
as to the loyalty to the United States of William Ward, who furnished the hay, 
and who was the husband and is the testator of the petitioner, and equally clear 
that the hay has never been paid for. 

It does not cleaSiy ap; when William Ward died. It is certain that it was 
subsequent to 1867 and before 1878, when this petition was presented by P. L. 
Ward, widow and executrix, She states that neither her late husband nor her- 
self were ever informed nor did they know of the establishment of what is called 
the Southern Claims Commission, nor the necessity of presenting this claim to 
that tribunal, until after the expiration of the time within which it could have 


been nted; nor did petitioner know of the status of the claim until a few 
mon before the presentation of this petition. 
‘The committee are satisfied that the vegetables and beef, amounting to $275.15, 


were delivered under contract to the United States Navy; and the sixty tons of 
hay were sold and delivered to Quartermaster Ludlow, at $30, amounting to 
$1,800, makingan aggregate of $2,075.13; that the same were never paid for, and 
that the claimant was loyal to the United States, and that this sum is justly due 
to the claimant and should be paid; and therefore the committee report the ac- 
companying bill, and recommend that it pass, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is somewhat strange that we have no 
information as to what has become of the quartermaster, Ludlow, who 
is said to have bought this large amount of hay at $30 a ton., He was 
an officer of the Government, and certainly could be traced to his death 
or departure from the service, or something. 

We have in this report apparently, as I have run over it hastily, 
nothing at all from any officer of the Government, but only the affida- 
vits and statements of the claimants and their friends. It does seem 
to me that the committee ought in such a case to look a little for evi- 
dence from the other side of the contract when that contract is said to 
have been with a named officer of the Government who was known. 
The report does not state that this officer has been sought for, that he 
is dead, or anything whatever about him except the fact that it is 
proved by the claimant that he received this property at a price and 
used it for the United States, and so on. 

This was twenty years ago and more. All this time there has been 
no application to Congress until recently, apparently; there is no state- 
ment of any. For eight or ten years during this time Congress pro- 
vided a tribunal by a public law which everybody was hound to know 
and which almost every person interested in claims did know, which 
required that every person who came before that tribunal with his evi- 
dence should be heard, and that counsel representing the United States 
should be heard on the other side, and evidence procured if it seemed 
to be necessary or desirable, in order that just claims might be paid and 
that unjust and frandulent ones might be excluded. That was the 
Southern Claims Commission. 

It appears from the report of the committee that this claim fell 
within that category. Now, the United States by the non-presentation 
of that claim has been deprived of the opportunity of cross-examining 
the witnesses and of producing Captain Ludlow, who is said to have 
bought thisproperty. I say nothing about the little Navy affair, which 
I can not quite understand myself. The committee say nothing about 
what has become of Ludlow, and the whole thing is entirely ex parte. 

If we proceed with this sort of business, there is no claim not pre- 
sented to the commission which will be excluded; and there are mill- 
ions upon millions of them which were not presented for the reason 
that the owners of the claims believed that it would bea fruitless thing 
to do so, either because the claims were fictitious in fact or did not fall 
within that class of cases which the public Treasury ought to pay for, 
or because the claimants, or some of them, were enemies of the United 
States at the time thesi sed claim arose. If we proceed in this way 
those claimants can come forward after twenty years and by ex parte 
affidavits prove their loyalty, for everybody is loyal now, and most 
people are willing to believe, even as it appeared in the Southern Claims 
Commission, that they were loyal then, ®@hen there was any money in 
it. And so the whole value of the protection to the United States of 
the organization of that commission, before whom everybody was re- 
quired to go and which continued from year to year, and was extended 
from year to year in order that everybody might have justice and fair 
play, is to be entirely lost, and there will be brought before us any 
amount of the millions of such claims as this, perhaps not as 
if we go behind the operations of that commission and hold that it is 
just as well for parties to come now and say, ‘‘ We did not know of 
the commission,” or ‘‘ we were unable to procure our evidence,” or 
“t we were too poor to prosecute,’’ or whatever the reason might be, 
by ex parte affidavits submitted to a committee to prove loyalty, prove 
the delivery of property, not calling up the officers who received it or 
accounting for their absence, and put them through. 

- Now, I do not believe, with great respect to these claimants whoever 
they are, that that is good policy; and I should be glad to have this 
matter lie over until I can write to the Department and find out what 
has become of Captain Ludlow for one thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to postpone the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I object to it for the time being. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the bill. I think it should be dis- 
posed of by the Senate, if they are satisfied it is right, during the pres- 
ence of the Senator from New Hampshire. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘These bills are taken up under the 
eighth rule and are subject to objection. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand that under the eighth rule a motion 
is in order to proceed to the consideration of a bill that is objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such a motion is inorder notwith- 
standing the objection. > 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LOGAN. Before the question is taken I should like to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts a question. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like unanimous consent to answer the ques- 
tion and to make a brief statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order pending the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
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Mr. HOAR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Chair that I may 
answer the ion. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked-—— 

Mr. LOGAN. My question is whether the committee sent to the 
Quartermaster’s Department to ascertain from the property-rolls and 
from the rolls kept by the quartermaster at that time in reference to 


his business whether when this property was taken by the quarter- 
master by contract, asit is stated, hegave vouchers; for I know ofno rule 
in the Quartermaster’s Department or under any greater authority 
where the quartermaster takes property by contract or agreement that 
he is not required to give a certificate to that effect, or what is called a 
voucher. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Atthattime the law required that every such con- 
tract should be in writing. - 

Mr. LOGAN, . The law does require it, and did then, an@always 
has. That is the law, and if the quartermaster did as is stated he cer- 
tainly gave vouchers to this man if the property was taken or contracted 
for in any way whatever, and the records of the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment will show that fact. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to call attention a little further—— 

Mr. HOAR. Ithought the Senator wanted an answer to the question. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. The committee did apply—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must interrupt the debate 
at least for a long enough time to ask the consent of the Senate whether 
the debate shall proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to interrupt the Chair to state that the Chair 
asked the consent of the Senate and leave was granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Chair could put the ques- 
tion to the Senate he was interrupted. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks the consent of the Senate to proceed with the discussion. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notif we can have an opportunity to be heard in 


AA HOAR. The honorable Senator from Vermont made his speech 
and then made a suggestion which took the matter out of the power of 
anybody to reply except by unanimous consent. I sliould not under- 
take to make that return and to ask a unanimous consent which would 
not give him or anybody an opportunity to reply, I quite assure the 
Senator, from my style of debate. The Senator from Illinois asked a 
question, which I desire to answer. 

The committee did apply to the Secretary of War for all the informa- 
tion that the records of that Department afforded, and the Secretary of 
War replied that the letter of Mr. Ward, which he inclosed, contained 
all the information which the records of that3epartment showed. I 
refer to the letter pf Alexander Ramsey, dated January 30, 1880. He 
ajso referred so much of the claim as related to the stores furnished the 
naval vessel to the Secretary of the Navy. The Secretary of the Navy 


reported that the records of the Navy ent established the claim; 
so that that part of the claim is establi by the records of the Navy 
Department. 


The contract for the hay was established by several witnesses living, 
including the then United States district attorney for Virginia, who 
not only gave a certificate as to the value of the claim, indorsing it, but 
testified that the transaction occurred in his presence, and there are 
several other witnesses who satisfied the committee of the truth of the 
claim, and that this was a debt which has been due and never has been 

id. 

PeThen, in regard to the point that this was not presented to the 
Southern Claims Commission, it appears that the man died and left this 
widow some time ent to 1867 and before 1869, and she makes 
her affidavit that her husband and she were ignorant of the Southern 
Claims Commission arrangement. : 3 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will allow me, as a further answer to the question raised by 
the Senator from Illinois, to state that the reportshows that no voucher 
was given by Ludlow for the reason that at the time of the verbal con- 
tract Mr. Ludlow said he was ing to receive funds daily, and 
would immediately pay for the hay upon the receipt of the funds; but 
before receiving them, or certainly before payment, he was ordered 
away from that’ station and disappeared without giving the voucher 
and without making the payment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, Mr. President, that does not clear it up either. 
There must be some rule, and especially when the law establishes a 
rule, by which we can ascertain facts. It is well known by every once 
who understands military matters—and the Senator from Tennessee 
certainly does—that every quartermaster, commissary, or other disburs- 
ing officer or officer authorized to purchase property for the uses of the 
Army, is required—not only instructed but required by law—to give 
vouchers ifhe does not pay the money, and if he pays the money to take 
a receipt for it. That is the law. Not only that, but such officers are 
required to make returns to the Quartermaster’s Department or the 
Commissary Department for all these matters. My point was whether 
or not the Quartermaster’s Department had been inquired of in refer- 
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ence to the purchase of this , because the rolls of this quarter- 
master will show the fact that this thing occurred, if it did occur. 

Mr. HOAR. We so understood. The committee understood that 
this was a case where the proper voucher failed to be given, for the rea- 
son stated by the Senator from Tennessee, and that the inquiry to the 
Secretary of War and his answer about the records of that Department 
cover the case, because of course there could be no other record except 
in the Quartermaster’s Department. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator dées not exactly understand me. Allow 
me to explain. I hope I may be pardoned for saying that I was once a 
quartermaster. I hope that is not offensive here in the Senate. For 
that reason I know something about the rule in to taking up 
property on the rolls. I merely state that fact to illustrate the ques- 
tion that I asked. 

Every quartermaster is required not only to keep a roll of his em- 
ployés, of his property, of everything that he receives from any other 
quartermaster, even down to the days when oxen were used instead of 
mules, when the bows and everything he had to receipt for and-keep 
on whatiscalled his property-roll. Every pieceof property taken either 
by a quartermaster or a commissary for which payment has to be made 
by the Government has to be kept exactly in the same way. 

If this property was taken and not paid for the roll of the quarter- 
master will show it, and that is the place to apply for it; and the idea 
of passing such claims here unless the rolls are examined to ascertain 
the facts whether er not the property was paid for is going into a busi- 
ness that is rather loose. 

I have no objection to this man’s claim if itis just. It is not that, 
but it is the ascertainment of the justice of the claim that I am look- 
ing to. : 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. It comes toa very nar- 
row point. I do not want to interrupt him, but Iwish to say that the 
Committee on Claims examine these matters with very great care. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not doubt that. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate never hear of probably twenty, certainly 
ten, cases decided adversely by the committee where they hear of one 
reported favorably. I think I may express the entire opinion of that 
committee that nobody upon the committee objects in the least to scru- 
tiny of the character which the Senator from Illinois makes and which 
he suggests, because we are exceedingly anxious of course not to be the 
vehicle of imposition upon the Government and not to be imposed upon 
ourselves. There is no member of the committee that ever heard of 
this man before, or probably ever will hear of him again. I certainly 
never heard of him till the case arose. Therefore every Senator who 
suggests a fair objection or question or direction or inquiry does a favor 
to the committee. 

My complaint the other day was not directed at all to that sort of dis- 
cussion in the Senate. My complaint was of the discussion which we 
hear sometimes from Senators who, without looking into or even read- 
ing a report, catch up some fact and object or take some point that can 
not stand. If there is any mistake about the fact that an application 
to the Secretary of War for the information which his Department 
possesses about a claim, and an answer that the records of his Depart- 
ment show nothing but a certain thing, does not cover the Quarter- 
master’s Department in the practice, I think the point of the Senator 
from Illinois is a good one, and the committee should make a special 
direction in regard to that. I supposed though, and I think the com- 
mittee all supposed, that when we addressed the head of the War De- 


partment we should get whatever was there. We do not address the 


subordinates; we address the head of the Department; and he makes 
his references to the proper subordinates, and his answer is based on the 
information which comes from the Quartermaster’s Department. 

Mr. LOGAN.. That may be in certain cases, and that would be suf- 
ficient. The Quartermaster’s Department is a part of the War Depart- 
ment; it is a bureau of the War Department just as much as the 
Adjutant-General’s Department is a bureau of the War Department. 
They are all bureaus of the War Department. Now, in order to ascer- 


tain the fact there is nothing in the Adjutant General’s Departmentin , 


reference to this except letters. For instance, the letter of the Secre- 
tary of Wat making an inquiry from one of the bureaus of the Depart- 
ment goes on file. That letter is there. The information he receives 
goes on file, and that letter is there; and that is all there is in that De- 

ent. But in order to ascertain these facts correctly, the inquiry 
should be addressed to the Quartermaster’s Department. You inquire 
to have the papers of the quartermaster who is named in the report 
examined in reference to this specific thing, giving the date, and then 
the examination is easily made. Then the letter of the Quartermaster- 
General to the Adjutant-General and to your committee will give you 
the information you desire in reference to this property. That is the 
only way you can get at it. 

As I said, I do not make objection to the claim, because if the claim 
is just it ought to be paid; but we are-paying claims, and I could sug- 
gest the name of a claim that we paid three times in Congress, and 
finally it was discovered by sending it to one of the Auditors. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was asked, and knew nothing about it. Finally 
the Anditor’s attention was directed specially to the particular claim, 
and it was ascertained that it had been paid about forty years before 


and at three different times, amounting to'a good deal of money. A 
report was made to the Senate about it by Senator Morrill, of Maine, 
now deceased, a very able and amiable gentlemam 

I will state another case without giving the name, for I do not wish 

„to call special attention to it.. It has not been very many years ago, 
however, since a claim was made for an animal, and the account that 
was given of the claim specified a certain county in a certain State 
where the animal lost its life. The claim was once paid; butit was be- 
fore Congress again, and Congress acted favorably. The attention of 
the Auditor was called to that particular claim, and when he came to 
examine for the county he found that the State described in which 
this county should be contained had no such county. He transferred his 
examination to another State, being an adjacent State, and found that 
a county of that name did exist in the adjoining State; and when he 
had the proper county he found that the claim had been paid. That 
has not been very long ago. 

These things are going on all the while. I merely make these sug- 
gestions so that we shall have an examination that will convince us 
that these claims are not fraudulent, and if they are just that they 
have not been paid. That point sometimes occurs. I do not wish to 
be captious about these things, but I suggest these propositions that 
proper examination may be made. 

Mr. HOAR. The course of the Committee on Claims is in the first 
place to get the entire Congressional history of every claim, to have 
that carefully examined by the clerk, and that is sent to the member 
of the committee who examines the claim. ‘Then the clerk is directed 
to write a communication to the proper Department of the Government, 
sending a statement that there is such a claim, sending a copy of the 
bill or petition, whatever is the origin of the claim, and asking what 
information that Department possesses on the subject. There a full 
examination of the records is made, and sometimes weeks or months 
expire before the return comes. Whenever we make such a submis- 
sion to the Secretary of War I think I can affirm from my experience 
upon the committee that ordinarily everything that the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office shows, everything that the Quartermaster-General’s Office 
shows, everything that the accounts of the particular officer who is con- 
cerned show, is examined by the Secre of War, and almost always 
his letter is accompanied by the reports of his subordinates. 

Then the particular member of the committee reports on the claim, 
and there are gentlemen on that committee who need not be named, 
but who are quite as vigilant to see that no possible claim gets through 
that is not well founded—of course some may get through the commit- 
tee—as any gentleman on the floor. They do it under the responsi- 
bility of trying to understand the facts. - 

Of course if the Senator from Illinois thinks that a letter addressed 
to the Secretary of War, and a reply which gives us what his records 
show is not enough for the Senate to proceed on with safety, that 
there ought to be a specific inquiry about the accounts of this officer 
and the Quartermaster-General, with his great experience in military 
accounts, I withdraw my motion to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did state that that was the correct way to get at it. 
I do think so, and I do not think you can get at it in any correct way 
otherwise. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my motion, and we can ascertain whether 
the thing has been settled. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew it, and ask leave to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to reply. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want, while this matter is up, to put in a hum- 
ble and respectful petition to the Committee on Claims and to my 
friend from Massachusetts, while they are asking the Quartermaster- 
General whether the rolls of Captain Ludlow of property taken up at 
Norfolk just after its capture, in 1863, for hay for the subsistence of the 
Army show that that hay wenton to hisrollsas property taken up for the 
use of the Government, no matter whether he gave a receipt for it or 
not, to also ask the Secretary of War to inform him, if he can, what 
has become of Captain Ludlow, to whom no reference is made in these 
papers and in the report of the committee, which states all, I suppose, 
that the committee found to exist, all the evidence that the papers 
show. He could certainly, if he is alive and remembers it, give ussome 
information upon this subject. 

Imustsay it isextremely strange that when the Government through 
an officer that is named is said to have taken up property for which he 
did not give a receipt, and which his oath bound him to put onto his 
rolls and to report to the Quartermaster-General’s Office, being property 
to be accounted for to the United States, he is not even inquired for to 
ascertain what has become of him and hear what he has to say about it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me for saying that I have no 
more doubt that that was done than I have that the Senator is now 

ing on his feet. : 

Mr, MUNDS. It may beso; but I take it that the report of the 
committee, which is all that we poor other Senators have to go upon, 
states all there is about it that is supposed to be worth knowing. I 


hope it has been done, and if it has been I am sorry the committee did 
not cause search to be made for Ludlow, and if he was dead that search 
was not made in the rolls of the Quartermaster’s Office to show whether 
Captain Ludlow’s papers at Norfolk disclosed that he had taken up 30 
tons of hay at or about that time. è 

It must be remembered that Norfolk in 1863 had been then very re- 
cently a somewhat warm spot in the rebellion, and that a considerable 


number of persons at Norfolk, as well as Washington and elsewhere, 
were friends of the confederacy and not of the United States, and those 
people mighthave had hay; and now after twenty years all the evidence 
we haye got of the loyalty of Ward is the ex parte affidavits of other 
people, very likely true, but perhaps not. The Southern Claims Com- 
mission could haye found the matter out, and they did not get a chance 
to examine it. 

But that is not my point now; my only point now is, as the matter 
is to go over by grace, that the committee will kindly find out, with 
the other things, what has become of Captain Ludlow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made to considering 
Sollee the Senator from Tennessee asks,unanimous consent to be 

eard. 5 

Mr. HARRIS. I should hardly feel inclined to doit but for the fact 
that the report is one that I made and that was adopted by the com- 
mittee at one time. 

The PRESIDENT .pro tempore. “The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator will proceed. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that when I addressed a letter 
tothe Navy Department for such information as that Department could 
give in respect to the supplies furnished to it, and a similar letter to 
the War Department for such information as that Department could 
give in respect to the supplies furnished to that ent, and re- 
ceived the answers from each of those Departments, I confess that as 
a member of the committee I did not feel called upon to hunt up each 
and all the subordinates of those Departments to examine or cross-ex- 
amine them as to the amount of information they may have had. It 
was fair, as I thought, to presume, and I did presume, that when the 
War Department answered it answered in good faith, and gave the 
full extent of the information that it was called on to give in respect 
to the question.. Being unable to give all the information in respect 
to the item of hay, I was content as a member of the committee with 
the testimony, of several witnesses, among whom was the district attor- 
ney, of residence in the very town, to every material fact connected with 
the case; and this, as the report shows, upon the testimony. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘here is no question before the Sen- 
ate. $ 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask unanimous consent for leave to say a word, being 
a member of the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Benator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent to say a word. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the discussion this morning shows the 
utter impracticability of disposing of these claims by special acts of 
Congress; it shows the necessity for some general legislation providing 
a tribunal to which these claims may be presented, and which can ad- 
judicate and determine them. ‘ Early in the session I introduced reso- 
lutions which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, direct- 
ing that committee to inquire and report in what cases the Government 
ought to be held liable for the acts and misconduct of its agents, and 
if they found that in any case the Government ought to be so held liable 
to report a law which would authorize suit to be brought by claimants 
in some court of competent jurisdiction. Nothing has been heard from 
those resolutions, no report has been made by the committee, and so 
far as I am informed no investigation of the subject has been had. 

There are pending to-day and in the Senate Committee on Claims prob} 
ably four or five hundred bills for special relief. Before this Congress 
closes there will be seven or eight hundred such bills. There will be 
examined and reported upon probably three or four hundred claims. 
Out of those three or four hundred, fifty favorable reports and three 
hundred and fifty adverse reports may be made; and when the favor- 
able reports come up for consideration in the Senate each will provoke 
just such a discussion as has taken place this morning, and the Senate 
will not be satisfied to take the report of the Committee on Claims. 
Then the few favorable reports that are made by that committee will 
be criticised and the committee will be found fault with because they 
have not in the judgment of some Senators examined the cases suf- 
ficiently. 

Now I undertake to say that itis utterly impossible for any com- 
mittee of Congress to examine that number of claims and do them 
justice. The testimony on which they are examined is necessarily ex 
parte. There are claims here presented for the first time through hon- 
orable Senators that originated forty, fifty, or seventy-five years ago; 
there are claims which have never heretofore been presented to any tri- 
bunal. There are other claims presented that were presented to the 
Southern Claims Commission and rejected on account of the want of 
loyalty of the claimant, or because the facts were not proved. There 
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are other large claims presented here that have been presented to the 
War Department and rejected by that Department because the loyalty 
of the claimant was not proven, or because facts were not sufficiently 
proven. There are claims here which have been reported adversely 
from one branch of Congress or the other, or from both, year after year 
for the last quarter of a century, still fresh, never dying; and the Com- 
mittee on Claims are expected to re-examine them all and to secure 
witnesses for the Government, without any proper provision for doing 
it, and to report them to this body. 

In my judgment it was never contemplated by the framers of the Con- 
stitution that Congress should be a great court of claims to which every- 
body having an imaginable claim that has originated since the founda- 
tion of the Government, no matter how often presented to Congress 
and rejected, or for what cause rejected, should be at liberty to come to 
Congress after Congress and present his claim and require that it should 

“be re-examined by a committee; and I do hope that the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary and the Judiciary Committee will take into 
serious consideration the question whether or not there ought not to be 
some general legislation providing for the investigation of these claims 
by a judicial tribunal, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him now? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One reason why I should be certainly glad to con- 
sider the question if we could find the time, would be to see if, having 
acted as proposed, like establishing the Court of Claims and the South- 
ern Claims Commission, and given ample jurisdiction and allowed a 
long time, we should permit everybody who failed there, either because 
he does not dare to go or does not go, or fails because he does go, to 
come right around to Congress again, and the Committee on Claims 
would be asked to try them all over again. 

Mr. DOLPH. The court established should be a continuous court. 
Its judgments should be final and conclusive, and should be treated as 
final by Congress, but at present there is no statute of limitations against 
the presentation of claims to Congress. It is provided by the Senate 
rules that ifthere is an adverse report, and a claim is rejected, there shall 
be additional testimony filed before the claim is re-examined. Ido not 
know how well it is enforced by the Secretary of the Senate, but I know 
it requires a mere suggestion, an additional affidavit of the claimant, 
although it may contain no additional fact, toconiply with the rule, and 
all the old familiar cases that have been rejected session after session 
come back regularly to the Committee on Claims, to whom they areall 
referred. The Senators who have introduced bills for the payment of 
these claims urge members of the committee to take them up and report 
them. Evenifanadverse report is made, the bill is placed on the docket 
if the Senator introducing the bill happens to notice when it is reported 
adversely, and is frequently rereferred to the committee, and invariably 
introduced again at the next session; it never dies. Whenever an ad- 
verse report is made, and a suggestion is made in the report that the 
proof is weak upon some point, the next session there is additional proof 
upon that point by ex parte affidavits made concerning transactions often 
long past. r 

The whole system is faulty; the whole thing should be abolished. 
There should be a tribunal established by law with well-defined juris- 
diction, having power to take the testimony of witnesses orally or by 
depositions, in which witnesses can be cross-examined and the Govern- 
ment represented, and whose judgment should be final. 

It is not a very pleasant position to be a member of the Committee 
on Claims; it is a very thankless task. I served on it last Congress, 
and should have been very glad to have been relieved from service on 
that committee at the beginning of the present Congress. 

I desired to say this much to direct the attention of the Senate again 
to the necessity of general legislation providing for the payment of 
claims against the Government, something to relieve Congress of this 
class of bills, rather than to discuss the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The next claims business on the Cal- 
endar will be stated. 


MARY A. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 1258) for the relief of Mary A Lewis, widow of Joseph 
N. Lewis, was announced as next in order; and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. It proposes to pay to 
Mrs. Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis, $411.22, in full re- 
muneration of the payment made by him out of his own private funds 
for account of the Government of the United States, while he was act- 
ing as its commercial agent at Port au Prince, Hayti, in the year 1855. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE 
March 10, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S.1258) for the re- 
lief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis, having considered the same, 
offer the following report: 

Your committee adopt the favorable report of the Senate Committee on Claims 
of the Forty-eighth ngress, prepared by Mr. Pike, on the same claim, an- 
sang oeg a copy of that report, and recommend the passage of the accom- 
panying bill, 


[Senate Report No. 71, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 690) for the re- 


lief of Mary A. Le widow of Joseph N. Lewis, have considered the same, 
and submit the follo report: 

That Joseph N. Lewis, late a resident of the State of Missouri, now deceased, 
was, in 1885, commercial agent of the United States at Port-au-Prince, Hayti; 
that on the 22d day of September, in that year, as such commercial agent, he 
caused the seizure at that port of the American bark Amelia for violation of the 
neutrality laws of the United States, by reason of her contraband cargo of guns 
and ammunition; that the fact of the seizure was immediately communicated 
by the said Lewisto the State Department by a tch of the 25th of the same 
September,-and that pursuant to the request of the State Department the United 
seg bag pe $ ihal wassent to Port-au-Prince to bring the Amelia and her 

ew York. 

That the said Joseph N. Lewis, in his petition to the Forty-fourth Congress 
asking relief, states that on the passage to the port of New York the said vessel 
was forced by stress of weather and damage into the port of St, Thomas; that 
at that port both the vessel and cargo were condemned and sold by the United 
States; that the proceeds of the sale were paid into the Treasury of the United 
States; that in the seizure and subsequent sale of the vessel at Port-au-Prince 
the panone expended of his own money the sum of $411.22, gold, on account 
of eee States; and that this statement of the petitioner seems tobe fully 
proved, 

That, after the departure of the vessel from Port-au-Prince, the said Lewis 
forwarded to the State Depsrtmenta statement of his expenses, with the vouch- 
ers for the same, and notified the Department of his having drawn a draft 
for that sum on that account; that the draft was referred to the Treasury De- 
partment; that the Treasury Department informed the holder or maker that 
there was no appropriation for its payment ; and that several applications were 
sans da made by hini to the State Department for the paymentof the amount 
mentioned. 

That it appears from the papers submitted to your committee with the afore- 
said bill that the committee of a former Congress requested of the State De- 
partment any information upon the subject in the possession of the Department ; 
that the Secretary of State, in answer to said request, after a general statement 
of the facts, whiclr correspond with those continued in this report, adds: 

“That Mr. Lewis does not appear to have been expressly authorized to make 
this seizure, nor was the act approved by this Department, nor the account for 
the expenses incurred, as is customary, before it could be paid.” 

But itclearly appears that the seizure was communicated to the State Depart- 
ment at the time it was made; that an account of the expenses incurred by 
Lewis, with vouchers therefor, were duly furnished to the same Department, 
and a draft made on the Treasury for the amount; that the only reason for the 
non-payment of the claim given by the Treasury Department was that no ap- 
porranon for such a payment was made; and that the Government acopies 

he seizure with a know of all the facts, sold the vessel and cargo, ved 
the proceeds of such sale, which duly came to the Treasury and are now there. 

Tt appears that this claim has been presented to the Forty-fourth, Forty-1 x 
Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses; that favorable reports have been 
made by the Senate Committee on Claims of each of these Congresses, and by 
one or more of the same committees of the House; and that bills asking the re- 
ier bong 3h for in this bill have twice passed the Senate, but have not been reached 

1e House. 

The claim seemsto be entircly just, and ought long ago to have been paid. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS AT LAW OF ANDREW F. M’MILLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. 
MeMillin, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides for paying to the heirs at law of Andrew F. McMillin, de- 
ceased, of Fayette County, Kentucky, of $204, for fuel taken and 
used by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE 
March 10, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 897) entitled 
“An act for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. McMillin, deceased,” 
having considered the same, instruct me to offer the following report: 

The facts in this claim are well stated in the report, No. 87, of the Committee 
on War Claims of the House, preparos this session by Mr. COMSTOCK, 

The following is a copy of that portion of the report reciting the facts: 

“ Andrew F. McMillin, of Fayette County, Kentucky, on the 29th day of No- 
vember, 1865, filed in the office of the Quartermaster-General, U. S.-A., a claim 
for quartermaster stores supplied to the Army in 1863. He claimed the price 
and value of 350 cords of wood, at $3 per cord, amounting to $1,050. 

“It appears from the evidence in the case that since the filing of this claim 
claimant has died intestate, leaving heirs at law, who inherited his rights, and 
who continue to u yment of the claim. 

“The evidence discloses that the Quartermaster-General investigated the 
claim through an agent, who found in fayor of the claimant— 

“First. That he was loyal. 

“Second, Thata detachment of the Army in 1863 encamped on clajmant’sland 
and consumed fuel, consisting of planks, posts, and rails; that at the time re- 
ferred to the claimant resided on a tract of land adjacent to the city limits of 
Lexington, in said State. 

“After a careful investigation of the case the a: t of the Department was 
unable to find the quantity of stores furnished to the Army, as stated by claim- 
ant, but from the evidence before him reported in favor of claimant 34 cords of 
wood at $6 per cord, amounting to $204, and in submitting said report, at the con- 
clusion of the same, said agent uses the following language: 

^t Under all the circumstances I am satisfied compensation should be made, 
and therefore respectfully recommend the payment of the amount as found.’” 

Action on this claim was suspended in the Quartermaster-General’s Office for 
the following reasons, given in a letter of that office dated July 15, 1874: 

“'The evidence furnished fails to show the authorized taking and subsequent 
disposition of the stores. Neither receipts, vouchers, or other official evidence, 
or the testimony of any ex-officer, soldier, agent, or employé of the Government 
cognizant of the alleged is eds eee has been produced.” 

Although there is no such evidence as aboye to support the claim, yet there is 
evidence of neighbors and others establishing the fact that the wood was used 
by the Army as quartermaster stores, and this evidence is re-enforced by the 

ve-mentioned reportand recommendation of the Department's ialagent. 

Your committee think the'report of the special agent, taken with the other evi- 
nanao conclusive, and therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying 

ill, 


The bill was reported to the Senhte without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS P. MORGAN, JR. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
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bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr. It pro to pay 
$4,898.04 to Thomas P. Morgan, jr., being the amount of work done 
by him on the Norfolk Harbor in the years 1881 and 1882, and declared 
forfeited to the United States by reason of his failure to perform his 
contract within the time specified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE 
March 17, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 972) for the relief 
of Thomas P. Morgan, jr., having considered the same, submit the following re- 


port: 

This claim was considered by the Committee on Claims of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and at its first session the committee submitted a zepon, repared by 
Senator GEORGE, recommending itsallowanceand payment. It is No, 488ofthe 
Senate reports of that Congress, and is annexed hereto. 

The committee adopt the same, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 488, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 
i The Committee on Claims have examined this case, and report the facts as fol- 
ows: 

That the claimant, Thomas P. Morgan, entered intoa contract with the United 
States, through the Engineer De ment, to do certain work and dredging in 
the harbor of Norfolk, Va. He failed to perform his contract,and it was de- 
clared by the engineer terminated, and the amount then due by the United 
States to theclaimant forfeited. This sum amounts to $4,898.04,and was earned 

` by the claimant, and his right to receive it Jost only by a provision in the con- 
tract authorizing its forfeiture. 

We find that this forfeiture was in strict accordance with the contract. There 
are, however, some equitable circumstances which we think ought to induce 
Congress to release the forfeiture, and thus pay the claimant for work actuall. 
performed. The contract was forfeited not because the work done was not well 
done, but bécause the whole amount of work was not done within the time men- 
tioned in the contract. Theclaimant asserts, and we think establishes, that the 
delay was occasioned in large measure by two circumstances, among others, 
over which le had no control. 

First. The contract represented that all the dredging was to be done in soft 
earth, yet a considerable amount of hard excavation was excavated, This-+hard 
material could not be removed by the ordinary clam-dredge, which wasentirely 

suitable for excavating soft material; this was the kind of dredge which the 
c t owned and was working when the hard material was excavated. 
Second. The commissioner of the harbor made some regulations in relation 
to the dumping-ground at which claimant was required to dump the excavations. 
These regulations operated to hinder and delay claimant, 
It is true an extension of the time for completing the contract was granted, but 
claimant was prevented from doing the work by unusual stormy weather. 
It is material, however, to be noticed that it is shown that if additional time to 
complete the contract had been given, as claimant asked, no delay would have 
ted to the Government or the people by the delay in improving the harbor 
thereby occasioned. This we regard asa yery material fact in allowing the relief 
iar alt cm cinnin dth fth i 
nder all the circum. ces, we recommend the passage of the accompanying 
bill, allowing said sum of $4,898.04. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. When was this work done? The report does not 
seem to show. 

Mr. PLATT. In 1881 and 1882, the bill says. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it was in 1881. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the bill state? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The bill was read. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHYSICIANS’ COMPENSATION IN A CONSPIRACY CASE. 


The bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for servicesrendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Alabama 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the word “‘ of,’ to strike out ‘‘two thousand ” 
and insert ‘‘ four hundred; so as to make the bill read: 


ized and directed to Pay out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
, jointly,to the following physicians: A. R. E 
W. Bassett, and A. R, 


them, i rereana to an order of the judge of the circuit court of the northern dis- 
trict of Alabama, in the conspiracy case in which F, M. Noogin and Berry O. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
TheSecretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE April 
7, 1886: . 2 
"The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 304) to compen- 


sate physicians for services rendered under an order of the United States court 
of the northern district of Alabama, haying considered same, submit the fol- 


lowing (ropan 

This m has been before the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, was referred to the Committee on the Judici and reported upon 
favorably by that committee. Said report is House Report No, 613, Forty-eighth 
Congress, first session, and is as follows: 

“ [House Report No. 613, Forty-cighth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. a} 
to compensate physicians for services rendered under an order of the Uni 
States court of the northern district of Alabama, having considered the same, 
report as follows: 

‘In the year 1879 one Holman Leatherwood, a reyenue officer of the United 
States, on duty in the northern district of Alabama, disappeared under suspi- 
cious circumstances, and Berry O. Wood and Warren Noogin were arrested and 
held to answer for his murder. 

“About November 7, 1879, the body of a man,in an advanced 


of decom- 
tion, sup to be that of Leat 


herwood, was found, and A.W. MeCul- 


ough, United States commissioner for said district, ordered A. R. Erskine, J. J. 


Dement, H. W. Bassett, and A. R. Burnett, reputable physicians, to proceed and 
examine the body, for the twofold purpose of identification and meager | 
the cause of death. This order was approved and confirmed by the Unit 
States district judge for said district. s 

“The examination was made pursuant to the order, by the four physicians 
are named, who reported the result, and also attended court and testified in 

e case, a 

“They poente a bill for services in making the autopsy, amounting to $400, 
which bill was approved and allowed by the court; but as there were no funds 
available for the pu , the bill was not and never has been gaid. 

** Your committee find that the service performed was obligatory n these 
physicians under the order of the court, and that it was extremely offensive, if 
not dangerous. The committee find the chargo to be very reasonable for the 
pao pest, and therefore report favorably and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 

It has also been presented to the House at the present Congress and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, which committee has made a favorable report, 
irene is House Report No. 1071, butus yet it has received no further action by 

he House. 

The following is a copy of said report. 


Mr. PIKE. The last report of the House about to be read is only a 
repetition of the former one already quoted. The facts have already 


been stated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the further 


reading of the report will be dispensed with. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
DAVID. WEBSTER. 


The bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to David Webster, 
of Concord, N. H., $302.80, balance due him for travel and attendance 
as a witness before the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment of the Forty-fourth Congress. x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following report, submitted by 
Mr. PIKE, April 14, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1464), for the 
relief of David Webster, having considered the same, submit the following: 

This claim has been presented to the House of Representatives at the present 
and former Congresses and favorable reports made thereon. 

The following is the report of the House Committee on Claims made at this 
session, and is House Report No. 154, which the committee adopt. Itrecitesthe 
evidence also: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of David Web- 
ster for payment of fees as a witness before the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War De ment, submit the following report; 

The facts in this case were inquired into and fully stated in favorable reports 
made by the Committee on Claims of the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Con- 
pore: respectively, the latter of which reports we adopt,and which is as fol- 

ows: 

David Webster, of Concord, N. H., on the 20th day of March, 1876, was duly 
summoned to appear forthwith before the House Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department, of which committee the Hon. Hiester Clymer was chair- 
man, Mr, Webster happened to be in the city at the time of the service of the 
subpoena, but was the next day intending to leave for his home in New Hamp- 
shire. He reported to the committee in obedience to the summons, and wasin- 
formed by the chairman of said committee that he must remain in attendance 
upon said committee until his testimony was given, and that he must not de- 
part without leave. In obedience thereto he remained, reporting nearly every 
day to said committee, until the 7th of April, 1876, when he gave his testimony. 
(See Report 799, first session Forty-fourth Congress, on The Management of 
the War Department,” pages 415 to 422.) 

After he had testified he requested to be discharged, but the chairman of com- 
mittee informed him that he would sam be wanted. Heremained in constant 
attendance upon said committee until the 8th day of July, 1876, when his papers, 
which were taken by the committee at the time he gave his ony on the 
7th of April before mentioned, were returned to him, and Mr. Clymer, the chair- 
man of the committee, told him was discha 

The evidence shows that Mr. Webster had been in attendance as a witness one 
hunderd and ten days when he was discharged. He claimed pay for that period 
of time and also for his travel from Concord, N. H., to the city of Washington, 
536 miles. He was allowed for attendance only from the 20th day of March to 
the 5th day of April, twelve days, at $4 a day, $8, and for five days more at $3, 
$15, making $63 in all, with no allowance for travel. 

It appears that Mr. Webster objected to receiving this amount, but finally took 
the money, protesting that he was entitled to his lawful fees for the full time and 
for his travel in addition. 

On the 13th of June Mr. Webster addressed the following letter to Mr. Clymer, 
chairman of the committee: 

WASHINGTON, June 13, 1876. 


DEAR Sin: The undersigned most respectfully asks to be discharged as a wit- 
ness in cases now under investigation before your honorable committee, if in 
your opininion there is not a positive necessity for being longer detained. I 
further desire to have my papers returned that your honor stated would be re- 
turned to me when I was no longer needed as a witness by your committee. 

Be so good as to order an immediate settlement, that I may not be detained 
from my home in Concord, N. H. any longer than is absolutely necessary. 

Iam, very truly, yours, &c., 
DAVID WEBSTER. 

To the Hon. H. CLYMER, 4 

Chairman War Department Committee of Investigations, 
= House of Representatives, 

And in response thereto he was notified by Mr. Clymer that he could not be 
discharged until further notice, Hence he remained until the 8th day of July, 
1876, as before stated. i $ 

The memorialist says that at the same time Hallett Kilbourn, esq., was con- 
fined in the Capitol for contempt, and that he felt obliged to remain jn attend- 
ance during the long period he did remain, fearing that if he disobeyed the 
subpæna he might be dealt with the same as Kilbourn. 

our committee are of opinion that witnesses, when summoned to attend 
before committees of the House by its authority, and who obey the subpoena 
by actual attendance, as the claimant did in this instance, are entitled to their 
pay. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not ask forthe further reading of the report. 
ed ba 
was to te, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD FENLON. 
The bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Edward Fenlon, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 


report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE 


under the act of March 


port the facts. The findings of fact of that court a 
T 

ta from those that the claimant in Jan: A entered into 
4 ppears p ppt irpan a mary, 1879, nio 


quartermaster 
the transportation of mili lies from Alamosa to Fort Lewis, Colo. 
This claim has been nity suppli the House Committee on Claims of the 


present ites adopt, and of which the of w — (House Report No. 334) your 


ü) I said tract 
Pe a; con 
contains s the following 

“* ART. 12. That, for 


stipula! this to the true and meaning 

thereof, the said party of tbe second t shall be paid at the office of the chief 

the tof PENR OE BE ORE O DODF SEE 

the purpose, in the k ourrency of United States, at the 

rate of $2.05 per 100 pounds for distance Colo., to Fort 
Lewis, Colo., which is and tobe88 miles.’ * * + 

will in all cases be to the distance from the 


place of departure to the place of mp the distance to be 
Ton py the mip uartermaster of the Department of the Missouri, and in no 
noy the shortest practicable route.’ 


nt who, on 
ei to the ef- 
f the 


s Department to 
ponds of supplies over what was known pna eames cut-off, the 
which, ascertained and fixed by the of the De 


by snow, the was required į the officers of the Quartermaster’s De- 
pares ts Dena unds of oy Saves Me ee only practica- 
road,a of eye and fixed by the chief quarter- 

(t Arg rp g eari os 1879, the claimant notified said quarte: 
m% on 5 ma T- 
exin substan that eons be acoapetion ry doen ye had never 
wo su a 
Jonger route, and that he should expect to be paid for the haul Pog lace of 
ure wars o kr In reference to this , the Quarter- 
the United that claimant was en- 


master's Department, acting 
titled to be paid from ane oE ae rture to place of delivery, and ht to 
AAE ERALA on the 19th ‘of December. 1879, the olaimant 


have him so x noti- 
fied ssid chie quartermaster that the ordinary road had mr more than a month 
been rendered impracticable, by reason of deep meio es rting said 
military, supu and that he been compelled to haul the supplies more 
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was entitled to be 
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This amount was paid to the claimant. The Court of Claims found that, if 
rts ae ee allowed for the ble route, at tho comi of departure to place of 
penda he would have been entitled to the y Benin P 


386,157 pounds 105 miles equals............esssss +- Seapabererancricraneseartoane =e 647 96 

178,214) pounds 234 miles equals... ............. mE a REE 11,415 41 
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is Lhat the military supplies wero only teameportod 88 miles, ius te on the 

basis that the transported 83 miles, thus saving © a 
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be due him if set To for tis the dist Satan which supplies were Stensporved by the 
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table. 
Your committee report herewith a wabsliiake for S, 392, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, and that bill S, 392 be indefinitely postponed. 


APPENDIX. 
FINDINGS OF FACT BY COURT OF CLAIMS, 
In the Court of Claims, Edward Fenlon posit The United States, No, 129, Congres- 


A.D. 1855, in the cause aforesaid, the court filed dings of fact, and it was or- 
dered that a copy dul Senate sx abe Coase ims of the 
House of Represen ves, t er with a copy of this 


Findings of fact filed by the court April 27, 1835. 
£ 
n EVE aE L., 


Re tatives, May 23, 1884, under the act of March 3, 

4%), having been heard by the court, the A his assistants, 

frre Be the defense of the United Sinden as required by 
act, court, upon the ce, finds the facts to be as follows ; 


FINDINGS OF FACT. 
I. On the 2d day of June, 1879, the claimant, Edward Fenlon, entered into a 
writing with Col. Rufus Saxton, deputy uartermaster-general and 
artermaster Department of the Missouri, on ee eee 
ap penddepr Hpne bbinn So Dhow? fiscal year 
; and that among the provisions of said contract are the fol- 


“ART. 12. 12, That for and in consideratioh of the faithful 
ulations of th: t, according to the true intent and meani 
shall be paid at the office of the chi 


e of the stip- 


garp Ag ated and in ages to be 88 miles,” * 

tion will in all cases be paid according to sie duina tious thin 

place, of departure to the place of delivery, the dista. be 
chief the Departmen 


practicable 
IL. That the distance of 88 miles between Alamosa and Fort Lewis, Colo., was 
on of the officer of the s 


ant; that 
summer, and in season for the transportation 
tween the distance via which, as surve; 

III. The new road mentioned in the second was not opened, and was 
not at any time during the continuance of said contract made practicable for 
the  Seemmapentatices over it of the supplies which were ed under said 
contract, 

IV. The claimant was required rd the officer of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, within the time covered by the contract, and when such route rege prac- 
ticable, to transport 386, ae pone’ of supplies by a route sorva as the Conejos 
cut-off, the distance via which route was ascertained and fixed by the chief 
Crear of the Department of the Missouri at 105 miles. 

The value of the transportation service performed and specified in the 
forth reqnest, according to the distance from the place of departure to the place 
of delivery, as ascertained and fixed by the chief quartermaster of the nel a6, 
medt of the Missouri, at the rate of $2.05 per 100 pounds for 88 Mert is $9,647.96, 
and the amount actually the claimant for said service is $8,142.79. 

VI. During the late fall and winter of 1879 me og 1880 the Conejos cut-off wasan 
impracticable route for tra: rting said supplies, vs ayes reason of the deep snow 
in the mountain gorges, and during that time the ant was required by the 
officers of the Quartermaster's Department to transport 178,219} pounds of mili- 
tary s the route known as aoe Caliente nae Tierra which 
was the only practicable route for su tion, the distance via which 
route was ascertained and fixed by the chief quartermaster of the Department 
of the Missouri at eae 


VII. The value transportation serv: pce 3 and specified in the 
sixth finding, according to the distance from the lace of departure to the place 
of delivery, as and fixed by the chi 


as ascertained quartermaster of the Par 
ment of the Missouri, at the rate of $2.05 per 100 pounds for 88 miles, is $11 
and the amount actuall paid the claimant for said service is $4,292.60. 


VIO. n e route ber, 1879, the claimant notified the chief quarter- 
master of the De of the , in substance, that the new road 
ae wen tenes ed for the of supplies under his contract— 
the distance via parse aye ienien pate as tap be ae 
and was not likely to be opened, in conseq uence of which he was 
transport said supplies by the old and ton route, asia Shank Lin akani expat 
tone paid according to the distance from the place of departure to the place of 

very. 


IX. The officers of bo! DA, Apatan s Department, acting for and on bebalf 
of the United States in this tra response to this notification, agreed 
that the ad er peaa | to the distance from ad 


ed to be paid for the nec- 
the claimant was en’ 


of the Treasury refused to authorize the pay- 
ment to the claimant for the supplies transported via the Conejos cut-off, speci- 
fied in the fourth request, of more than $8,142.79, and he also refused to author- 
ize payment to the claimant for the supplies transported via the Ojo Caliente 
ie yn bia Aneta conte, epectied ta the sixth request, of more than $1,292.60, 
ORDER OF COURT. 


able route between the two 


ts, and 
ņ service, and said oi rs agreed 


APRIL 27, 1885, 


y of the forego findings of fact, duly certified, be re- 
pened te Saey iala n Bpk ra orais e House of Representatives, together 
with a copy erie order. 


By THE COURT, 
A true transcript of record, Test this 9th day samy SE RENDOLPH, 


[ J Assistant Clerk Court of Claims, 


“cases of a similar kind which have been very thorough] 


Congress, 
_ the Court of Claims, herewith present Me followin 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The bill wasreported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed fora third 

reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH E. E. PERINE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2265) for the relief of Sarah’ E. E. Perine, widow and 
administratrix of William Perine, deceased. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I shall object to this case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the case will 
go over under the rule. 

Mr. PLATT. It cannotgo through without considerable discussion, 
and I presume the committee would prefer to take up those cases which 
will not raise debate. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. Thisis one of five orsix 
y considered by 
the committee and by a commission appointed by the Government. 
They have, been explained three or four times to the Senate, always 
attracting notice, as they should properly, and they have gone through 
unanimously every time when explained. I believe this is one of that 
class; but they are a very important class of cases, and it is very proper 
that they should not be taken yp in the ten minutes we now have left. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be pae over. 

Mr. PLATT. I simply say it ought to be discussed. 
JOHN WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 2266) for the relief of John Williams was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $1,000 to 
John Williams, of San Francisco, Cal., in full for his clafm against the 
United States for injuries and loss caused to him by the fall of an ele- | thou 
vator in the United States appraiser’s building in San Francisco, Cal., 
on the 2d of December, 1880. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. PIKE 
from the Committee on Claims April 28, 1886, but before concluding 
was interrupted by, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of2 o'clock haying arrived 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished bnsi- 


ness. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest by unanimous consent that the reading of 
the report be finished. It is but a few lines. It will be no use to- 
morrow to read halfa dozen lines then. Ido not propose to goon with 
the case now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the suggestion 


of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, and the. 


reading of the report will be concluded. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, 
which is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom, at the first session of the Forty-eighth 
was referred the bill (S. 335) referring the claim of John Williams to 
report 
This bill was referred to the Co under the act of March 3, 1883 
(22 Stat. L., 485), commonly called the Bowman act. 

This statute only author the court to find the facts and * the same 
to the committee or the House by which the case was transmitted for its con- 
sideration.” The Court of C did not make its report to the Senate Com- 
— on Claims of the last Congress, but to the committee of the present Con- 


ut it upon the elevator and to take it i 
ich claimant te upon the elevator was 
ni 


mend was a 
pae aiena one, not provided with ordinarysañ the rope was not 
examined; had it been examined the defect which produced the acci- 

dent would have been detected; that the fall of the elevator was caused by the 
iseovered by the men in 
that mant was 


It Tou appears by the finding of the court that in consequence of the acci- 


dent the t lost his labor for eight months; that he had been receiving 
$60 per month, which would make his loss $480; that he was ol to 
the service of a irhas for five and one-half months, at $50 a mon „amounting 


to $275, which he has paid, or is liable to pay; and that he claims $500 for medi- 
cal attendance, but that it does not appear what amount he has paid or is liable 


pay. 
It further appears that although he is now engaged in the same kind of em- 
ployment, and pudgy) the same wages, ted not as strong and wellas before 
tbe accident, and can not ‘orm as m 

Your committee are of 


& 


Des te the rule that the Government is not 
sible for the laches of its officers or nts. Prior to the 
Court of Claims in 1856 all claims nst the Government 


nga respone 


d to be passed 


vat hein Breen 


redress. As ordina- 
the Government. 


He 


or any ‘authority to hear or render pea meagre in favor 
of any E ETE against it. None of its property could be ta! 
to satisfy his demand, no matter how just it might be. In fact. 
Upto the organization of that court Congress had had reserved to itself the entire 
 enatgencer an re ie claims against the Government,{whether arising from tort or 
rom con 
By the law constituting that court it gave to the Court of Claims jurisdiction 
to hear and determine, (1 a all claims founded upon any law of Congress or upon 
any cep of an Executive Department, or upon any contract, express or 
implied, with the Government of the United States, and all claims may 
ae tank by either House of Congress; (2) all set-offs, counter-claims, 
nina damages, whether liquidated or unliquidated,-or other ecm 
whatsoever, on the part of ao Gonemauaeet of the United States 
person making —_ against the Government in said court; (3) ciate of 
ee paymaster, q rtermaster, comm of subsistence, or other disbursing 
cer of the United States, or his administrators or executors, for relief from 
sibility on account of capture or otherwise, while in the line of his duty, 
overnment funds, vouchers, reco’ or papers in his charge, and for which 
jos and, by subsequent acts, of all claims 
March Mood chapter 120, by the act ey 1 Sieh chapter tas POI an aot 
2, or by the act of July gan 
in addition thereto. 
But even under the law establishing this court it has no authority to do any- 
thing more than to find the amount duc, and to certify the same to Congress. 
It can issue no process to enable the claimant to secure payment of the amount 


tea sek be ta 


wre 


it firids due. 
It will be scen that all claims against the Government for tort arising from 
the carelessness and laches of its officials and agents stand Ling Sagan dm 
fore the Court of Claims was established,and are to be 
cording to their merits, and the view Congress may take of justice fo 
be prom a aoh oei a and this point was formaliy deci: by the Supreme Court 

the United States in Nicho ned hn perenne 123. 

oes caloetione stones 

“ These reflections admon: 


It hery seem from this t it was not the opinion of the Souno Gonirt ot 
t relief to an individual arising 


1, either by general or 
lation, but on the other hand that the right of giving a remedy to an inju 
Ross exists in Congress. 
y has always been so understood and practiced from the earliest 
history of ans Government, 

As the negligence is found by the Court of Claims to be all on the side of the 
Government, the claimant would be clearly entitled to recover were his con- 
be Sees with a private citizen or corporation, The question is therefore A pec 
whether A his right is affected by the fact that the offending party is the Govern- 
men 

The non-existence of a judicial remedy does not affect the right, The exist- 
ence of a right as against the Government in cases of tort is fully reeognized by 
that distinguished jurist Judge Cooley, who, in his work on torts, says (page 
122 


a) : 
“ Even the State or General Government may be guilty of individual 
for while each is a sovereign it is a corporation also, and as such is capable of 
doing wrongful acts. The difficulty here is with the remedy, not with the right. 
No sovereignty is subject to suits, except with its own consent. But either this 
consent is given by general law or some tribunal is established with power to 
hear all just claims, or, et neither of these is done, the tort remains, and it isal- 
ways to be presumed that the legislative authority will make the proper pro- 
vision for redress when its attention is directed to the 

The rule that the Government is not liable for the laches 2 ‘ite agents is a le- 
gal one, and one that eee may be applied in courts of law, but that, not- 
withstanding this legal rule, it has always been understood that Congress was 
an equitable tribunal, having full jurisdiction and authority to grant relief to 
an injured citizen, who, without fault, had received an injury by the careless- 


ness of a Government agent, Of course, relief is notto be the 
claim is entirely mpira the claimant without fault, the injury caused 
SA the carelessness of the public agent, and in a matter with the dis- 

rge of a duty which he is performing. The Government ought not to be 
hen ie liable for willful or iniga act of its 


The committee, then, are of the opinion that the rule, as applied in courts of 
law, that the Government is not liable see aeoea itsagents, does not bind, 
and ought not to, the action of Congress, is claimant is found to be without 
fault, and the damage to him was occasioned by the gross ca mess and 
negligence of the United States officers, the superintendent directing him to - 
use the elevator, which was unsafe, and which any proper inspection would 
have shown him that it was. 

It is believed that there is not a court of law in the country, State or Federal, 
that would not hold a corporation or an individual responsible to the claimant 
upon the facts here found. The equities in the claimant's favor could hardly 
be stronger, The committee think that the Government should be responsible, 
and that the measure of damages should be $1,000 in full for all claim. 

The committce adhere to the opinion they have often expressed, that the 
United States onght not to be held responsible for the mistakes, negligence, or 
wanton misconduct of officials who are exercising the functions of Government 
aids as j district attorneys, consuls, marshals, and the like. 

Liability to such damage is Incident to all human society. Against itno gori 
ernment iniste by human instrumentalities can save the citizen. 
where the Government is engaged in transacting some business for the public 
advantage, such as transporting mails, navigating ships, occupying or construct- 
ing buildi ings, and its serv unta, by their negligence, cause injuries for which a 
private master would in like case responsible, we think there should be 
a remedy, Ifthe claimant had been hurt by a United States mail wagon, or his 
ship destroyed by a collision at sea with a national vesse Government 

would, in conformity with its a pac held heretofore, afford an indemnity. 

We think this is a case similar. 

By section 7 of the act of March 3, 1883, it is provided— 

“That the reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, if not 
finally acted upon during the session at which they are reported,shall be con- 
tinued from session to session and from Congress to Congress, until the same 
shall be finally acted upon. 

The committee therefore report the accompanying bill and recommend iis 
passage. 

- APPENDIX. 
{In the Court of Claims. Term 18s. Jobn Williams rs. The United States. 
Congressional case No, 6.] 


At a Court of Claims held in the city of Washington, on the 2d day of March, 


4128 


1885, the court filed fin: of fact in the cause aforesaid, and it was ordered 
that a copy be certified to the Committee on Claims of the Senate of the United 
[Ls] By THE COURT. 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 

This case, referred to the court by the Committee on Claims of the Senate, Jan- 
uary 18, 1884, under the act of March 3, 1883, ch. 116 (22 Stat. L., 485), having been 
heard by the court, the ae pen: ake eer: by his assistants, ap) for the 
defense and protection of the United States,as required by said act, court, 
upon the evidence, finds the facts to be as follows: 

I 


The claimant, who was in the employ of Arthur M. Ebbetts, a coal merchant 
of San Francisco, Cal., as a driver of a coal-cart, was, on the 2d day of December, 
np hand by hisemployer to deliver certain of tothe examining-room 
of the raisers’ office, located on the second floor of the United States ap- 
E piyes milding in San Francisco. The coal was to be taken by the elevator 

the examining-room, which was the usual mode of delivering coal. 
Il. 

On his arrival at the building he unloaded the bags of coal, ten in number, 
weighing 100 pounds each, onto a hand-truck, ran a part of the same on an 
elevator, w had been vpe up for temporary use, running from the first to the 
second stories of the building, and started up with this l to the second floor. 
As the elevator reached the second floor the ro: hey aap | it became untied 
the load a distance of 16 feet, 


and it gave way, precipitating the claimant an: 
= jea mers ving severe injuries in the lumbar region, the spine, and about 
e temple, 


I, 


ce. 

o 80, but then said he better not go, for the reason that he would get soiled 

in unloading the coal, and the superintendent consented to that arrangement. 
Iv. 

In co uence of said injuries claimant was unable to resume his former occu- 
pation until the 17th day of August, 1881, at which date he re-entered the em- 

loy of Mr. Ebbetts at the same pay he had been receivin; „to wit, $60 per month. 
He was paid by Mr. Ebbetts up to December 18, 1830, ing a loss of wages for 
eight months, at $60 per month, $480. 

: SNA 

Claimant was also compelled to hire a person to attend him during his sick- 
ness, and he agreed to pay said attendant at the rate of $50 per month for five 
and a half months, $275, of which he has paid $100. | 

s VI. 

Claimant was also put to the expense of medical attendance, which he esti- 
mates at $500, but has not satisfactorily proven what amount he has paid or 
agreed to pay. vi 

~ 


‘To all appearances the claimant has recovered ; but by medical examination 
while no special lesion can be traced to the accident, in the opinion of the 
paran the Leen] effect of the accident has been to cause a deterioration of 

is general health and strength. 

‘The claimant, however, now performs substantially the same labor he did 
before the accident, and receives the same wages; but he can not do the same 
amount of labor without inconvenience and pain, 

: VILL 

A medical examination, on the 24th of April, 18M, established the fact that the 
claimant is not g be he would have n but for the accident; that there 
ls a deterioration of his health and strength which may be permanent; that he 
may never be as strong as he was before the accident, or able to do the same 
amount of work. x. 


The load which the claimant put on the elevator was the usual load. The 
clevator was started by the United States engineer in . The fall of the 
elevator was due to the untying of a cord binding down the rope supporting 
Dar elevator, Pe ies elevator nb a boven reat one, not Py eros with Seed ts 
safeguards, e rope was not regularly examined, n examin r 
defect which produced the accident could haye been detected. 

The fall of the elevator was the result of the defect in the knot or rope which 
could have been discovered by the men in charge of the elevator by the exer- 
cise of reasonable care. 

The claimant was without fault in getting on the elevator, and while he was 
on it before the accident. There was a stairway from the first floor to the sec- 
and, and no substantial obstacle in the way of claimant carrying the coal up the 
sta 


rs, 
By the court. 

A true transcript of record. 

Test this 10th day of March, 1885. 


- ._ JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Mr. DOLPH. I object to the further consideration of that bill under 
the eighth rule. I disagree with the report, and I want a chance to 
discuss it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say the same thing if I shall be here. 
BRIDGE BILLS. 


eee McMILLAN. A committee of conference was appointed by the 
nate on— 

The bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of abridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Missouri 
River at Pierre, Dak. ; 

The bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company 
over the ‘Tennessee River; 

The bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and pon- 
ton railway and yagon Taage across the Mississippi River from the 
city of Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wis- 
consin; ‘ 
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The bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid-Transit Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

The bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company ot 
Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River; and 

The bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw 
Bridge Company the consentof the United States to constract and main- 
nin a bridge over Red River ator near Brown’s Ferry, in Cooke County, 

'exas, 

The committee was composed of the same personnel in each case. 
The committee met with the House conferees and the House have agreed 
to all the amendments of the Senate and have receded from their dis- 
agreement to them. That fact has been communicated to the Senate, 
as I am informed by the Secretary. ‘Therefore I present the reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A message has come from the House 
to that effect in each case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not require any action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro témpore. Notatall. The bills are passed by 
the action of the House. 

: HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5251) making an onan seca for the repairs and 
enlargement of the post-office and court-house at Des Moines, Iowa, 
and fixing a limit therefor, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The bill (H. R. 7021) to provide for the adjustment of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads within the 
State of Kansas and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands., 

The bill (H. R. 7735) making an sppropriation to complete the pub- 
lic building at Hannibal, Mo., in accordance with the original plan of 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury and to make the same fire- 
proof, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
the pending question being on the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on kg RETER under the head of ‘‘ Office of the Superintend- 
ent of Foreign Mails,” after line 99, section 1, to insert: 

For the transportaticn of foreign mails by American built and ‘ered 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in anda 
oe in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the Republics of Mexico, 

Jentral and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and J é 


ew 
$800,000; and the Postm neral is authorized to make, after due adver- 


tisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with such American steam- 
ships fora term of not less than five years, and at a rate of compensation not 
exceeding for each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance, in the most 
direct and feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to occupy the attention 
of the Senate for any length of time. As I shall vote for this amend- 
ment to the bill and as a very wide latitude has been taken in regard 
to its merits, I propose to saya few words which shall disclose my own 
views on this matter. 

The amendment proposes: 

Pont one rioria p epee of frago mails by game rae and a — steame 

e: 

spend in the onrriage of such malls to Brasil; the repubtion of Maxieo, Gonteal 
and South America ; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; New 
Caledonia, New nd, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, $800,- 
000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due advertisement 
for pro; , such contract or contracts with such American steamships, for a 
term of not less than five years, and at a rate of compensation not exceeding for 
each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance,in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course, between the terminal points, as shall be found expedient 
and desirable to secure the ends above set forth, 

If this were justly subject to the characterization which has been given 
to it on this side of the House as an unreasonable subsidy, I should have 
refused to give it my support. If it had been a bill donating a hundred 
million or one hundred and seventy million acres of public land by the 
law granting which the title had reverted to the United States, valued 
at one or two or three or five hundred millions of dollars, I should have 
refused my consent as a Senator to its passage. But, sir, I do not so 
regard it. It isa mere appropriation for the service of the mails, the 
foreign-mail service of the country; and the question of its propriety 
must depend entirely on the fact whether it may reasonably be expected 
to advantage the foreign-mail service and to produce an incidental bene- 
fit to the country. 

Certainly it is not reasonable to suppose whether the Government in 

aids the building of the steamship or appropriates the entire cost 
of it, that by that fact it will be enabled to do a profitable business, 
that it will be remunerative, that it will establish great connections, 
that it will be the foundation of commercial relations with the port or 
country to which it may be sent. No such anticipation may reason- 
ably be founded upon any expenditure of the Government in the con- 
struction of American steamships or in inducing the construction of 
them; but itis the first and necessary step toward any connection with a 
foreign country, toward the possible institution of commercial relations 
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with them, that there should be some impression made of the character, 
the dignity, and the enterprise of this Government and this people to 
sustain its citizens in their connections abroad. There must be some 
facility of intercourse, and there must be attached to it some appearance 
of power and of digrity. 3 

ow, sir, for that reason, and that reason alone, I am willing to ex- 
pend this $800,000. True, it issubject to the objections that have been 
made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK ] and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], that it will not revolutionize the existing com- 
mercial relations of those countries. There are other methods which 
are necessary to the internal economies of this country and to its busi- 
ness relations, upon which its business relations with them must de- 
pend. Its financial condition, its capacity to do what England does, loan 
money, give credits, these are the necessary foundations of commerce, 
the capacity to give cheaper goods, credits, cheaper transportation, the 
means of establishing commercial intercourse, all those economies are 
necessary, in addition to the enterprise of our citizens and adaptation 
of our merchandise to their wants. But while this is true, something 
may be hoped for from frequent and easy intercourse with them. While 
we are their{customers for nearly $50,000,000, we may reasonably hope 
by imitating England in her intercourse with them that we at least 
reap a part of the advantages of their trade. 

It is certainly true that when these vessels are constructed, if they 
shall be induced by these five years’ contracts, the increased wages of 
American seamen, the greater cost of living, all these things may be 
impediments that it may require legislation to remove; but still the 
fact remains that you have a foreign postal service, and it is becoming 
to the character and the dignity of this people that it should be done in 
vessels equal in every respect to those of other countries. It is proper 
that the Government should contribute something to induce that. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr] yesterday read a very 
admirable paper which contained some very forcible objections to the 
foreign postal contract service as established in England, which were 
well-founded. Certainly they have a tendency to crush private enter- 
prise, to crush competition. They are subject to the objection that 
they give an advantage to the contractor aided by the Government; re- 
ceiving Government aid he may be able to disadvantage all competi- 
tors. But what suggestion is there made to avoid it? You must have 

ityofservice. Youcannotdepend upon the occasional voluntary 

er of transportation of mails to foreign countries in vessels offered as 
the occasion may present itself. You must have some preperation; 
some regularity, and you must contract for it or you can not have the 
foreign mail service. It might be possible, perhaps, that a bounty 
offered to the fastest sailing vessel for a given number of trips, a bounty 
adequate to induce enterprise, might perhaps accomplish the pu 
and stimulate private enterprise better than to make a contract with a 
single firm or several firms for a number of years even where the vessel 
is classified and the highest conditions of skill and of efficiency are re- 
quired; but that is an undigested and an unconsidered system in re- 
lation to our postal service. It is a suggestion which perhaps may be 
matured in time. Ido not perceive any inconsistency in it, even with 
the ition by law of the right to free ships. 
Now this has been offered, it has been considered by the committee, 
it is not disapproved by those who are to have charge of this service, 
and it is the only practicable thing now presented, whether we shall 
give this $800,000 to some extent as an inducement to the construction 
of additional steam-vessels and as a compensation for the service. I 
have no doubt that free ships is the true policy of this country, but I 
am not averse to giving encouragement by bounties for the construc- 
tion of American ships when it is paid as a reasonable payment for 
mailservice. I think it is the proper object of statesmanship to develop 
a great commercial marine by whatever means it may be practicable, 
and when you can give employment to American labor without oppress- 
ing the great body of the people, when you can give efficiency to the 
American commercial marine without any great burden on the ‘great 
body of the people, it is the policy of statesmanship and good policy to 
do it. It does not touchany question of Democratic policy, the policy 
of sympathy with the better condition of the people, the policy of doing 
justice to every branch of industry and every employment, the Demo- 
cratic policy of doing that which will promote the welfare of all the 
people by the administration of the Federal Government within its 
constitutional functions. That is the great spirit of the Democratic 
party—opposition to monopolies, opposition to exclusive rights, the fair 
and just opportunity for all men and all pursuits. 

But how does this efficient foreign-mail service interfere with that, 
and what connection has it with that? It is not a subsidy in the ob- 
jectionable sense of the term. It is true it is to some extent an appro- 
priation beyond the possible lowest price at which the service may be 
obtained, but it is not an appropriation beyond the amount which is 
necessary to secure the most eficient, regular, and suitable service for 
the transportation of the foreign mails. I doubt whether this appro- 
priation is large enough to establish a mail service of the most efficient 
character. It can not therefore be decided to be anything outside of 
the regular, the appropriate, and the economical means of carrying on 
the foreign-mail service of the country. 
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Mr, President, I scarcely think the broad discussion which has been 
gone into on this subject is germane to it. I think we might.concede 
every proposition made by the Senator from Kentucky and every 
osition made by the Senator from Missouri, and yet it would remain 
true that the foreign-mail service is a necessity for the business inter- 
ests of the country, Even if you import your coffee from Brazil by 
way of Great Britain, if you conduct your exchanges through a foreign 
country, you require a foreign-mail service. Even for the purpose of 
commercial travel, looking no further than that, you require an effi- 
cient mail service. Even for the purpose of having your country re- 
spected, and its character and influence among the nations of the world 
properly appreciated, you need an efficient foreign-mail service. 

inly it is becoming to the dignity of this country that it should 
have a service done in American bottoms and, if it be possible, with 
Americansailors. If youcan by the expenditure of a reasonable amount, 
a sum of money not disproportioned to the means of the country to ac- 
complish that object, certainly there can be no ground of argument be- 
cause there are certain economic conditions which are necessary to effect 
a successful and a profitable commercial intercourse with those coun- 
tries. Those matters are foreign, however true they may be, and I ac- 
cept as true many of these propositions. 

I have no question that the establishment of a system of free trade 
in ships subject to reasonable conditions would be a benefit to the com- 
merce of this country. I have no doubt that it would tend, and tend 
by a considerable degree, to the establishment of a permanent commer- 
cial marine in this country; that it would induce American boys to be- 
come American sailors, and that by degrees we would build up a class 
ofseamen and increase their numbers and restore the number to what 
it has been heretofore. But Ican not for my life see how, from the fact 
that these economic conditions are n to the establishment of a 
foreign commerce which shall be extensive and profitable to the estab- 
lishment of a commercial marine, Senators object to the adoption of 
this provision here for the establishment of a postal service which shall 
be efficient and speedy. ; 

If it could have been done without becoming obnoxious to the rules 
of the Senate I think it would have been well if the amendment had 
required that these vessels should be of a class equal to the best in the 
world in point of efficiency, in point of safety, in point of rapidity, and 
in point of durability; that their classification including these quali- 
ties should be vessels equal to the mail service of any other country. 
But I can not perceive that there is any force in the objections which 
have been made to this provision here upon the ground that it is an 
objectionable subsidy. How do you get your mail service upon the 
railwaysofthe country? Can you measure precisely and accurately the 
extent to which that compensation isa proper one. Is it not an induce- 
ment to rapidity of speed, is it not a compensation as well for service 
as for services rendered? 

The amendment in the bill is purely an amendment in the interest 
of the postal service. If foreign mail service be a desirable thing, if it 
be a necessary thing, if it isa wise object of public policy, then the 
means by which it must be accomplished are suitable and proper, and 
no one in the whole argument has suggested a better means or a more 
profitable means by which the foreign mail service with these countries 
can be established. 

You must have regularity and certainty as well as expedition, and 
you can not have them unless you arrange forit. That should be done 
in American vessels, and this bounty, if you choose to term it so, this 
payment, this compensation for mail service, as I regard it, should be 
given to American ships to encourage them to that extent, at least if 
no other one is ever built. It certainly is not a matter of proper or 
reasonable objection. 

Therefore I have no hesitation in giving to this provision of the bill 
my support. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Delaware yield two minutes to 
me? I proposed to make a speech on the bill, but I will compromise 
for two minutes for something else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair), Does the 
Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BELFAST, ME, 


Mr. FRYE. I ask that the pending measure may be informally 
laid aside, and that the bill (H. R. 1027) for the extension and repair of 
the public building at Belfast, Me., may be passed. It has been twice 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Architect, has passed 
the House of Representatives, and it is important, I am informed by the 
member of the other House from that district, that it should be passed 
at once. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill, which provides for an extension of the pub- 
lic building at Belfast, Me., in accordance with plans and specifications 
of the Su ising Architect of the Treasury Department, and for put- 
ting the building in a thorough state of repair; and for the purposes 
named the sum of $15,000 is appropriated, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. FRYE. Iam obliged to the Senator from Delaware. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not intend to make a speech 
upon this question, but I wish to express my opposition to the pending 
amendment. It is not the first time I have met a proposition some- 
what similar to this on appropriation bills for the postal service, and 
on former occasions I have expressed my disapproval of such appropria- 
tions. 

It seems to me that it must strike every one that instead of promot- 
ing the postal facilities of this country by the adoption of the amend- 
ment its effect must necessarily be to cmbarrass the rapid and 
transmission of the mails to the various foreign countries named in the 
bill. The law as it now stands authorizes the Postmaster-General to 
contract for the delivery of the mails to all those points, and to every 
foreign country, and the Postmaster-General has no difficulty whatever 
in making contracts to deliver the mails, not only to the countries 
named in the bill but to every other foreign country. He informs us 
in his annual report that the postal service is regularly transmitted, 
much more regularly transmitted than it can be done by a single sub- 
sidized line. $ : 

We have nowa line running downinto the South American republics, 
to Rio, I believe. It makesabout monthly trips, and yet the mails can 
be sent there by the present arrangement almost weekly. We have a 
line running to the island of St. Thomas, where the mails are delivered 
and taken by the French and English steamers that pass at those points 
almost weekly. So far as the frequency of the transmission of the 
mails is concerned, they can be now transmitted much more frequently 
than they can be under the provisions of this bill, which ties up the 
hands of the Postmaster-General to some one-particular line to deliver 
the mails. 

Then in reference tospeed, I apprehend that the American line which 
now runs and which would be subsidized by this bill doesnot make any 
better time than the steamers by which the mail goes out at present. 
Our mails go from New York to theisland of St. Thomas and are trans- 
mitted by English and French steamers occasionally from that point, but 
also sometimes go by our own line, as the exigencies of the service re- 

uire. : 

à The Postmaster-General avails himself of all the vessels within his 
reach for the purpose of sending the mails down to the South American 
republics. So the pretense that this is to aid in the transmission of the 
mails is buta pretense. Every man familiar with the postal operations 
of this country must know that instead of aiding the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral in sending forward the American mails it would hinder and be an 
obstruction to the frequent transmission of the mails to those points. 

The provision says it is for the purpose of securing a ‘‘ greater fre- 
quency and regularity in dispatch.’ There never was a greater mis- 
take. Ifthe committee who framed this amendment suppose that there 
can be any greater regularity or any more frequency in dispatch under 
this provision they are certainly laboring under a very great misappre- 
hension. : 

The transmission of the foreign mails of this country to the places 
named in the bill cost I believe less than a hundred thousand do a 
year; and yet itis proposed to take out of the public Treasury the money 

there by taxes upon the people to the amount of $800,000 annu- 

ally without aiding the l service in the least iota; for in all the 

ents which have been made I have heard no gentleman assert that 

this would in any respect aid the frequency or the regularity of the 
transmission of the mails of this country anywhere. 

So, while this pretends to be for the aid of the postal service, I appre- 
hend that there is not a single Senator upon this floor who looks at the 
question properly or candidly who can come to the conclusion that it 
would aid it in the least particular, but, on the contrary, it must be a 
hindrance to the Postmaster-General in the discharge of the duties of 
the office in sending the mails to foreign countries. Then the cost of 
it is at least eight times the cost of the present mail service. 

But it isveryapparentfrom all the arguments which have been made 
on this subject that the principal excuse for this appropriation is the 
aid that is to be furnished to the commerce of the country. I unhesi- 
tatingly assert as my honest conyiction that, instead of promoting the 
commerce of the country, it will operate exactly the reverse. If you 
subsidize a line from New York to Rio and give them $100,000 or 
$200,000, that line can carry freights and passengers at a cheaper rate 
than any other line which can be started from that point without a 
subsidy. It becomes a monopoly in fact. This very provision of sub- 
sidizing steamship lines either to Rio, to Buenos Ayres, or to any other 
port, necessarily excludes competition with that line, because with the 
advantage of the subsidy they can drive any other line from the ocean. 

What was the effect of a subsidized line from the city of New York 


a few years ago? Prior to that time we had a line of packets running 
from Baltimore to Rio, which had been established for fifty years and 
was briagiug to this country almost all the coffee that was used in it. 
The New York merchants wanted the trade centered in their city. 
A line was put on and Congress subsidized it, and what was the effect? 
Those Baltimore packets were driven from the sea. The “coffee trade 
of Baltimore was broken up by thesubsidy which was paid to the New 
York line, and that line was enabled to bring coffee at cheaper rates 
than the packet lines from Baltimore. The consequence was that the 
packet lines almost disappeared from the ocean. 

So when you subsidize a. line to any port, I care not where it is, it 
can exclude competition because it can put down the freights and drive 
competition from the seas. Such will be the effect of this provision. 
Instead of aiding your commerce the subsidizing of lines is calculated 
to injure, and it must necessarily opeaite to the injury of commerce, to 
the injury of the transmission of produce and of passengers. Nor will 
it aid the building of your ships, because unless you can put ships on 
the line men will not build ships. Therefore there will be no encour- 
agement by reason of the subsidy to a certain given line. There will 
be no inducement whatever for ship-builders, or persons likely to en- 
gage in the carrying trade, to invest their money in ships which must 
be met upon the seas by subsidized lines, and therefore unable to run. 

In my opinion this amendment is calculated not only to defeat the 
very object that it proposes in reference to postal affairs but to defeat 
the ultimate object which is aimed at in the bill, the aid of the com- 
merce of the country by subsidizing particular lines, 

We are met, however, with the argument that England and France 
have resorted to subsidies, and therefore it is necessary we should do 
thesame thing. The effect of subsidies upon French commerce is shown 
in a report which has been read and commented upon, particularly by 
the Senator from Kentucky. I haye not that report before me, but it 
can be shown from the report that the effect of subsidizing those lines 
instead of increasing the commerce of France has operated to the injury 
of the commerce of France; whereas Germany without a subsidy has 
been increasing her commerce against the competition with French sub- 
sidized lines, But our situation is very different. Even if it was 
proper in France and proper in England to give subsidies to steamship 
lines, we are in a very different position. 

England has paid for the carrying of her mails to her possessions all 
over the world, and the islands of the sea, her colonies everywhere. 
Wanting to keep up communication with her dependencies she has put 
on lines and paid them to carry the mails to those points, there 
was not sufficient trade to sustain steam lines without such aid. That 
necessitated the action of France because of her close juxtaposition, 
and the subsidized lines of England, unless there were subsidies given 
by France, would take all the carrying trade away from that country. 
But we are not in competition with England; we are not in competi- 
tion with France; we are 3,000 miles away from them, However, if 
we were brought in competition with them we could not hope to sub- 
sidize all the lines which are necessary to carry on the commerce of 
thiscountry. That would bankruptour Treasury. But youmust have 
particular lines to subsidize, which, as I before remarked, would operate 
to exclude competition with those lines, and your commerce would be 
confined exclusively to the carrying lines which were subsidized. 

Mr. President, we want to build up a commerce with the South 
American republics, but it is not to be dene by subsidizing steamshi 
lines; we must adapt ourselves to the wants of the people of the South 
American republics. The senior Senator from acon (ME: INGALLS] 
yesterday read some extracts from testimony given by persons perfectly 
familiar with the condition of affairs there, who state that our manu- 
facturers and merchants do not carry down there the goods the people 
want. I remember reading in an address delivered before one of the 
committees of this body by Mr. William E. Curtis an emphatic state- 
ment that while we could compete with the Manchester mills in cer- 
tain lines of cotton goods we were not making that class of cotton goods 
which was demanded by the South American republics. He stated 
that the whole commerce of those islands amounted to about $250,- 
000,000, $65,000,000 of which were in cotton goods, and he claimed that 
our mills were not furnishing that class of goods which was demanded 
by the South American people. ‘The consequence is that the English 
mills have adapted themselves to the wants, the customs, the habits, 
and the requirements of the people, and that England is having almost 
the exelusive trade in the class of cotton goods which the people of the 
South American republics want. 

In order to build up a commerce we must adapt ourselves to the 
wants and requirements of the people. There is no better law of trade 
fixed, I suppose, than that if you want to deal with any people you 
must furnish them with the goods they require at prices as cheap as 
they can obtain the same goods from any other point; and then you 
must buy what they have tosell and pay them as much as they can 
get from anybody else. A violation of that law of trade will necessa- 
rily operate to exclude any community from trade. If we want to trade 
with the South American republics we must furnish them such goods 
as they want and furnish them at such prices as will be equal to any- 
body else’s prices, and we must buy from them their commodities and 
buy them at prices which other people will pay for them. 
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If you had a line or ten lines of steamers from the cities of New 
York, Boston, and other points running to South America, running to 
Rio, running to Buenos Ayres, running to Chili, Peru, and every other 
point in South America, you must have the goods to put upon those 
vessels such as they want and such as they will buy, or you could not 
sell to them if you had a hundred steamship lines. 

Again, if you want to deal with that people you must not only sell 
to them what they want and at prices they can afford to pay but you 
must buy from them what they have to sell and give them as much as 
they can get for it from anybody else.. We can do neither. Mr. Cur- 
tis says our mills do not manufacture thekind of cotton goods adapted 
to the tastes and wants of the people of the South American republics, 
and he complains that while our mills will turn out a superior article 
they will not adapt themselyes to the wants of those people. When- 
ever that is done, as my colleague [Mr. GRAY] suggests, you will find 
the ships to carry them, Whenever you can make the transportation 
of passengers and merchandise profitable vessels will meet the neces- 
sity and be glad of the opportunity of doing it. 

But if you can furnish the goods, could you buy what they have got 
to sell? England will take their goods and carry them to England un- 
hampered by any tariff law; but the moment their goods come here, a 
large proportion of them at least, the importer is met at the custom- 
house in New York with a demand for a certain amount of duty upon 
those goods, The consequence is that the importer can not afford to 
buy them, becanse he can not afford to sell them at the prices at which 
he would be compelled to sell them. 

The instance of the gentleman from Boston who was alluded to the 
other day by the Senator from Missouri is a striking illustration of this. 
He had sent out a ship, he had carried out merchandise, he had sold 
it, he had bought other goods, but the tariff here excluded him from 
selling in our market, and he had to carry them to a market where 
there was no tariff on those. goods, and he went from the city of New 
York to Liverpool in order to sell his cargo. I believe that enterprise 
failed. The merchant found that it would not pay him the necessary 
profits. 

On almost everything that we import from South America we must 
pay a duty. The consequence is that we can not afford to pay as much 
for those goods in South America as the English merchant pays for 
them who takes them to Liverpool and London and selisthem without 
being embarrassed by tariff duties. 

It is true that their coffee comes here free, and we buy very largely 
fromthem. Ido not exactly understand all the complication surround- 
ing the coffee trade, but I understand the English merchants have a 
mortgage upon the coffee plantations of South America and control the 
exportation of that article. They have trusted the coffee-raisers, the 
men engaged in that business, and have a kind of lien upon the crops, 
as I understand. I think that fact was asserted by Mr. Curtis in the 
address which he delivered on another measure, not upon this, that 
having that mortage they can control the export very largely. Ihave 
not much doubt that through the intervention of the English import- 
ers and merchants with the Brazilian Government after we had taken 
off the duty on coffee that government was induced to put on an ex- 
port duty of 2 per cent. í 

The fact is that we had as well look at this thing candidly, fairly, 
and squarely. Weare overproducing. Weare producing more than 
we have got a market for not only of agricultural products but our 
manufactures are producing more. We are largely shut up, so far as 
manufacturing is concerned, and confined to our own market. The con- 
sequence is that your factories are full, your hands are striking for higher 
wages. The manufacturer must curtail his expenses, and one of the 
modes by which he does it after his factory is full of goods is to reduce 
the wages of his employés or put them upon partial time. The result 
is that dissatisfaction exists, and we have some evidence of it to-day in 
the strikes all over the country. 

We had as well look at this question fairly. We need some otker 
points to which we can send our goods besides our home market. Our 
cereals are so low in price now that they scarcely pay the cost of raising. 
We can produce much more wheat and corn than we are doing. We 
can supply and have been supplying the foreign demand, but the points 
we are supplying do not take enough to make the planting and raising 
of cereals profitable to the people of this country. We ought to have 
further outlets for them. We ought to have the markets of the South 
American and Central American republics. We ought to adapt our 
legislation so that we can secure those markets not only for the purpose 
of sending out manufactured goods, which has been the chief argu- 
ment here in this debate, but so that we can sell all our agricultural 
products which they may require. 

We shall never do that while we have a protective tariff which taxes 
one man for the benefit of his fellow-man. We must have revenue, 
and I am in favor of paying just the amount of revenue which is nec- 
essary to properly and appropriately.administer the Government with- 
out undue extravagance or without parsimony; but we ought never 
to lay one single dollar upon anything the people of this country have 
to consume beyond what is absolutely required for the purposes of the 
support of the Government. In my opinion we have no right to do it. 
The taxing power was not given to us for the purpose of building up 
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fortunes for one man or one set of men at the A paca rs Peter 
of the people who pay the taxes. We had as well realize the fact that 
we have got to reduce our tariff rates at some time, or we are shut up 
exclusively to our home market, notonly for our manufactured goods, 
but very largely also for our agricultural products. 

In the interests of the industries of this country, both manufactur- 
ing and agricultural, I here and now express my firm conviction. that 
the true interest of all classes demands a reduction of our taxation so 
that we can carry on the trade with other countries and avail ourselves 
of any market which those countries may afford. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to make a single remark in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Delaware. There is nothing in the amendment which requires 
the Postmaster-General to pay $800,000 to one line, or to two lines, or 
to three lines. So far as the provision goes he may. distribute the ap- 
propriation among ten lines or any number of lines. Nor is it con- 
fined to one port. There can be no objection to it on the ground that 
it may be made a monopoly and be given to one line. 

Mr. PLUMB. If any other Senator desires to occupy a portion of 
time between now and 3 o’clock, I shall yield. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to take one moment tostate what I was not able 
to do yesterday when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] brought 
in the explanation of the Post-Office Department in reference to an ac- 


count which I had given about a large body of United States mails. 


being left at Pernambuco when its destination was the port of Rio de 
Janeiro. Since yesterday I have been able to read the explanation, and 
I find that it leaves, asit seems to me, the Post-Office Department in even 
a worse condition than the account originally given placed it, for itap- 
pears that the Postmaster-General intrusted the United States mail 
which was to be sent to Rio de Janeiro to a British ship. From the ex- 
planation, it appears that the Postmaster-General must have known that 
the mail would be leftat Pernambuco, hundredsof miles inside of its des- 
tination, and that it must waitthere forthe coming of the United States 
line of ships which must take it from Pernambuco and carry it to Rio. 

So all that the Postmaster-General did was to decline giving it to'an 
American line which would have carried it through to Rio de Janeiro, 
and instead of that he gave it for a part of the way to an English line 
which was obliged to leave it at Pernambuco, where it was taken up 
by the American line and carried through. If any better instance can 
be given of preferring foreign lines to-our own, I do not know it. It 
stands upon this explanation greatly worse than the account given by 
the English newspaper published in Rio. 

Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate in the conclusion of the debate. 
[See Appendix. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to the pendin; 
proposition. The amendment of the Committee on Appropriations wil 
be read, and then the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to modify my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated as 
modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. fn line 100, of section 1, in the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘* American builtand registered,” and after the word ‘‘steam- 
ships,’’ in line 101, to insert the words: 


Officered by citizens of the United States and wholly owned by such citizens, 
whether such steamships are built in the United States er elsewhere. 


So as to make the committee’s amendment read: 


For the transportation of foreign mails by steamships officered by citizensof 
the United States and wholly owned by such citizens, whether such steamships 
are built in the United States or elsewhere, to secure the greater frequency and 
regularity in dispatch, anda greater in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; 
the Republics of Mexico, Central and South America; the Sandwich, West In- 
dia, and Windward Islands; New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian 
colonies; China and Japan, $800, 000, &c. 


Mr. MORGAN. Of course I do not intend to attempt to violate 
any rule or understanding of the Senate. I feel aggrieved, however, 
by the attack which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has made 
upon my State and which I think he intended for me because I had 
the temerity to offer an amendment to this bill. I give notice now 
that I will offer resolutions in the Senate to-morrow morning which 
will bring this subject back to the attention of the Senate, and I will 
do myself the honor to reply to the strictures of the Senator from Kan- 
sas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGan] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from Alabama consents that I should 
offer an amendment and have a vote taken on it before his is acted on. 


Mr. PLUMB. I was about to ask the Senator from Alabama to — 


yield until I had proposed an amendment to the amendment from the 
committee, so as to complete the committee’s proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We might as well take it as it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose to offer an amendment to perfect theamend- 
ment reported. It is according to the usual rule; that is all. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objection. I do not wish to put myself 
in the way of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. s 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Unlessthere be objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now offer the amendment which I submitted yes- 
terday and had printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
oe from Kansas from the Committee on Appropriations will be 
read, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 109, in the amendment pro- 

by the Committee on Appropriations, after the word ‘‘ with,” it 
is proposed to insert the words ‘‘the owners of;”’ so as to read: 
“And the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due advertisement 


for pro ls, such contract or contracts with the owners of such American 
st ips, fora term of not less than five years. 


The amendment to the amendment was to. 
Mr. PLUMB. I am farther instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to move to amend the amendment, in line 110, after the word 
‘five,’ by inserting ‘‘nor more than ten;”’ so as to read: 
For aterm of not less than five nor more than ten years. 


The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] desires to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Kansas will he considered as agreed to un- 
less objection be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to offer an amendment to the pending amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Anamendment would not be in order 
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

‘Mr. PLUMB. Can it be amended after being adopted? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not unless you strike out more with it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Maryland wishes a modification, to 
which I have no personal objection, to make the term not more than 
five years in place of not less than five years. The committee’s prop- 
osition was to make it not less than five nor more than ten. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland proposes to make the contract not more than five 


ears. 
s The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not now in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That can be tested by the vote on this amendment. 
If a majority of the Senate want the outward limit to be ten years, as 
the proposition of the committee is, then they will vote for that, and 
it will show that the amendment of the Senator from Maryland is not 
in the opinion of the Senate a good one; but if they think the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland is a good one they will vote down 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw it then for the moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
has been considered to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I supposed the question was to be taken on this 
in order to test the amendment of the Senator from Maryland, who does 
not wish the limit to be ten years but wishes the limit to be five years. 
If the Senate wishes the limit to be five years, it ought to vote against 
the amendment of the committee; and that being voted down, then 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will put the question on 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the 
committee. The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Maryland would be in order whether the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas is adopted or not, as it relates toa 
different clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it would make the bill absurd, because it 
would then read ‘‘for not more than five years nor more than ten 
years.” So the sense of the Senate can be taken now. If the Senate 
does not wish to have it more than five years, it ought to vote against 
this and then vote in favor of the amendment of the Senator from 


Maryland. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘Mr. SEWELL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line110, in the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations, after the word ‘‘five,’’ it is proposed to 
insert ‘‘nor more than ten years;’’ so as to read: 


Such contract or contracts with the owners of such American steamships for 
a term of not less than five nor more than ten years, 


Mr. GORMAN. Ido not know that it isin order to speak, but I 
desire the Senate to understand the proposition. 

The provision reported from the committee provides that the con- 
tract shall be made for a term of not less than five years, The amend- 


ment of the Senator from Kansas now is to make it not less than five nor 
more than ten years, so that if his amendment is adopted the bill will 
read, ‘‘for a term of not less than five nor more than ten years.’ The 
amendment that I desire to offer, when I haye an opportunity, is to limit 
the duration of the contract to four years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe. the understanding was that we might, 
aswe always do, have short debates on amendments. It was said that 
general debate should close at 4 o’clock. I do not wish to violate any 
understanding, and if I may be permitted, therefore, I should like to 
say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not acton the under- 
standing of the Senate. The Senator is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but I do not wish to violate an understand- 
ing. I supposed the understanding was that the general discussion was 
ended, but when an amendment came up a few words might be said 
upon it, 

Mr. HARRIS. That was the exact language of the agreement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then brief discussion is in order on amendments. 
I wish to say in regard to the amendment intended to be proposed by 
the Senator from Maryland that when this bill was first reported I was 
under the impression, without having thought of it, that the period was 
too long, that the Postmaster-General ought to be allowed to contract 
for a shorter time, and that it would be better to say ‘‘ not more than 
five years,” instead of saying not Jess than five years; but when I came 
to examine the subject and to find how distant these ports are and how 
precarious is the business beginning there, it appeared to me that, if 
we are in earnest about this business at all, the Postmaster-General 
with the securities that he takes and has ought to be required to make 
an arrangement sufficiently panes to enable people who are en- 
gaged in this traffic to build their ships and keep up their lines with 
the understanding that it is not going to be stopped in one year or two 
years or three, and that it was to bea performance that was to continue 
long enough to enable these shippers to see what could be done in en- 
deayoring to open this trade and carry these mails. On these consid- 
erations I change the opinion that I first had, and have now come to 
the belief that it ought to stand as it is with an upward limit so that 
the Postmaster-General should not contract forever, but something be- 
yond the five years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). 
league [Mr. JONES, of Nevada]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. HAmprTon’s name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. HAMPTON ] is absent from the Senate by reason of sickness 
in his TA He is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Bowen]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If I were privileged 
to vote, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” ` 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. I do not see him in his seat. 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-ca)] was concluded. ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. Yesterday evening the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. PIKE] upon leaving the Senate Chamber requested me to pair 
with him. I understood him at the time to mean for yesterday even- 
ing; but the Senator being now absent, and as he may have understood 
himself as providing for his absence until he goes home, I should like 
to ask his colleague whether he knows that he has made any 
ment other than the one he may have supposed he made with me. 

Mr. BLAIR. He left the Senate Chamber and will perhaps be absent 
some weeks. I understood him that on political matters he was paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If this isa political 
question, that pairapplies. As to any other arrangement, I know noth- 


ing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I record my vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. PIKE]. But for that I should vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. TheSenator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
having returned, I desire to vote. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] having 
voted, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. FAIR. I transfer my pair to the Senator from California [Mr. 
STANFORD]. 

Mr. COCKRELL.. I paired some time ago with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Iseeheisnothere. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I presume he would vote ‘‘ yea,” but I will 
not vote as he is not here. 


I am paired with my col- 


Iam paired with the 
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YEAS—29, 
‘eee O Bie ae cen eee 
n, varts, ell o! ¥ pooner, 
Blair, ` Harrison, Morrill, > Teller, 
n, Hoar, Palmer, Vest, 
„Conger, Jones of Nevada, Platt; Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, ae. Riddleberger, 
Dawes, F Mahone, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Manderson, Sewell, 
NAYS—27. 
Beck, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Dan Toas, McPherson, Sa 

urn, e, Maxey, oorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Walthall, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Camden, Hale. Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Cameron, Harris, = 

ABSENT—2, 
Bowen George, Ingal. ike, 

? Gibson, , ene Florida, Plumb, 
Cockrell, tanpon; Kenna, bin, 
Colquitt, Hawley, McMillan, ford, 
Fair, Hearst, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama re- 
new his amendment? 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes,sir; I renew my amendment. Itcomes in two 


parts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereis another amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] which the Chair neglected to state. 
It will be reported by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment of Mr. PLUMB to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations is, at the end of line 
114, to add: d 

And if he shall be unable to make such contracts for any of such respective 
services, he shall, so far as acinomae cause the mails of the United States to be 
carried to and from said p , respectively, in the best and most expeditious 
manner practicable, in American vessels and for a reasonable compensation, not 
exceeding the rate aforementioned. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of this bill to 
permit my amendment now to take precedence of his in the order of 
their being acted upon, because if the Senate adopt the amendment 
which is now proposed on behalf of the committee it directly antago- 
nizes the amendment which I offered. 

, Mr. PLUMB. I will, for the purpose of enabling the vote to be taken 
-first on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, withdraw the 
amendment of the committee for the time being. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] de- 
sires me to withdraw for a moment until he can offer an amendment. 
I will do so. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 
line 114: 

The Postmaster-General, if in his judgment it be pecina, shall contract for 


asemi-monthly mail service between the ports of New York and New Orleans 
alternately to the port of Rio de Janeiro, under the provisions of this act. 


I will state that I have submitted this amendment to a majority of 
the Committee on Appropriations and that they have no objection to 
its adoption. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill as it now is provides, does it not, for the 
port of Rio? 

Mr. HOAR. Irise toa question of order. I donot wish to inter- 
fere with the Senator from Vermont proceeding to makesome explana- 
tion; but I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that there was 
an error in his previous statement that the understanding of the Sen- 
ate was that there should be debate permitted on amendments. The 
soraan of the Senate is very precise and clear on that subject, and 
it is this: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the proposition to the 
Senate, The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] asks unanimous consent of 
the Senate that this bill be taken up at 2 o'clock to-morrow as the unfinished busi- 
ness and be continued until 3, when the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] shall have the opportunity to close it within 
the next hour, and that then the yote shall be taken without further debate. 

Then there is a statement from the Chair that the debate on this 
amendment should close, the entire debate, ‘‘ as this is the last amend- 
ment.’? Now I do not wish to object, but I hope unanimous consent 
will be given for the Senator to make such explanation as he desires. 
I do not want to have us let loose in general debate on these amend- 


ments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair alwaysregards agreements 
made in this way as binding upon Senators, but not to be enforced by 
the Chair strictly, because it would be difficult to do that under the 
rules. It is a matter resting alone upon the honor and common under- 
standing of Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. The final statement of the Chair was that the Chair 


I offer the following amendment, to be inserted after 


understood the full debate on the Post-Office appropriation bill to be 
included. I myself put to the Chair this question: 


I wish to inquire for information whether the unanimous consent thusagreed 
ch SO vers the whole Post-Office appropriation bill, or merely the pending pro- 
vision 


neral debate shall terminate and the’ 


There being an amendment then pending. The Chair replied: 


The Chair understood the whole debate on the Post-Office appropriation bill 
to be included, as this is the last amendment, The whole debate is to close at 4 
o'clock to-morrow. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That referred to the last amendment, and here is 


another. 

Mr. HOAR. It was an agreement as to the whole bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not remember the language the Chair used in 
putting the question, but I know that my request was that all general 
debate should be concluded at the hour of 4 o’clock upon the bill and 
amendments. However, I did not sup that it would exclude a 
brief explanation of an amendment which was then offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The common understandi 
gard to all ments of this kind is that some latitude shoul 
lowed to explain an amendment, but very brief. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair does not understand me as making any ob- 
jection at all, but I wanted simply to preclude in the outset any sug- 
gestion of a reopening of this general discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
will endeavor to enforce the agreement, but with the understanding 
a brief explanation or answer may be made in respect to new amend- 
ments. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood the Chair to hold, as all his prede- 
cessors have done and the Senate always has done, that these agree- 
ments were not orders of the Senate which changed the rules and lim- 
ited debate, but a common understanding among Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the view of the Chair, that 
such agreements are rather binding upon Senators than that the Chair 
is to enforce them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Am I authorized to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Being authorized, I do not wish to say anything, 
as 1 have got a right to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the amendment to the amendment which I 
have sent to the desk, and I ask that it be considered as one amend- 
ment, because it contains two propositions—in fact, three—in line with 
each other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read it asa 
whole amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we ought to take it piece by piece. It will 
all come to the same thing if we agree to the first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and it will be di- 
vided. 

Mr. MORGAN. All right; I only made the suggestion to save time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 100 strike out the words “American 
built and registered,” and, after the word ‘‘steamships,’’ in line 101, 
insert the words ‘‘ officered by citizens of the United States, and wholly 
owned by such citizens, whether such steamships are built in the 
United States or elsewhere;’’ so as to read: ; 

For the transportation of foreign mails by steamships officered by citizens of 
the United States, and wholly owned by such citizens, whether such steamships 


are built in the United States or elsewhere, to secure greater frequency and reg- 
ularity in dispatch, &c. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
anrendment to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The yeas and nays were ordered on my request 
before. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have already been 
ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. - 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] 
stands paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. BOWEN. I am paired on this question with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAwLEY]. I cast my vote before I knew I was paired. If 
he were present, I should vote *“ yea” and he would vote *“ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 


in re- 
be al- 


on, or not? 


I am paired with the 


[Mr. PIKE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’? 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 41; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Beck, Coke, Kenna, Vance, 

N Eustis, Maxey, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gray, Morgan, Walthall, 
Butler, Jarris, Ransom. Whitthorne, 
Camden, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
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Aldrich, Evarts, Mahone, Sabin, 
Allison, ‘air, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, Miller, Sewell, 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Call, - Hale, Morrill, Spooner, 
Cameron, Harrison, Palmer, Teller, 
Conger, Hoar, Payne, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Plumb, 
Dolph, Mi 3 Pagh, 
Edmunds, McPherson, Riddleberger, 

ABSENT—15. 
Bowen, George, Hearst, Pike. 
Chace, Gibson, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Cockrell, rs nc Jones of Florida, Van Wyck. 
Colquitt, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa., 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. + 

Mr. MORGAN. I willask the Chief Clerk to report the latter clause” 
of the amendment. My purpose, of course, is after getting it on the 
record not to ask for a yed-and-nay vote on it, as it fails with the other 
part of the amendment. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 114 insert: 

And the steamshipsso employed in such mail service shall be entitled to all the 
benefits of registry and enrollment under the laws of the United States as Amer- 
ican ships, and shall be so enrolled and registered before any contract with the 
tale digas for carrying the mails under this act shall become effective and 
o 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the amendment proposed in 
line 109, to strike ont the word ‘‘ American?” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment was somewhat 
modified and a to by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To strike out the word ‘‘ American?” 

Mr. ALLISON. That was rejected, being included in the other 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know what we were voting on 
just now when the yeas and nays were taken? 

Mr. PLUMB. On the firstamendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That included line 109? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my recollection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us find out about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatamendment wasto strike out ‘‘ American built 
and registered ’’ and insert-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; there were three amendments; in line 100 to 
strike out ‘‘ American built and registered;’’ and after ‘‘steamships ’’ 
toinsert ‘‘ officered,’’ &c.; and then in line 109, after the word ‘‘with,’’ 
to insert the words “‘ the owners of,’’ and in the same line to strike out 
the word ‘‘American.’’ I wish to know just how it stands, 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That has not been to. I now offeran amend- 
ment, on behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, to come in be- 
tween the amendment of the committee as it now stands and the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas offers an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 114, after the words ‘above set forth,” 
insert: 

And if he shall be unable to make such contracts for any of such respective 
services, he shall,so far as ble, cause the mails of the United States to be 
carried to and from said places, respectively, in the ‘best and most expeditious 
manner practicable, in American vessels and for a reasonable compensation, 
not exceeding the rate aforementioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. : 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment. 
In line 111, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,’’ I move to strike out all down 
to and including the word ‘‘distance,’’ in line 112, in the following 
words: 

For each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance, 

And to insert: 

Fifty cents a nautical mile on the trip each way actually traveled between the 
terminal points. 

So as to read: 

And at a rate of compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the 
tripeach way actually traveled between the terminal points. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that amendment. That sim- 
ply accomplishes the same purpose as the original text. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PLUMB. There is one amendment of the committee not yet 
adopted on page 3. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment has not yet been 
disposed of. The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment of the 
committee as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK and others. Let the amendment be read. 
ed PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as amended will 

read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis theamendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is what we want to hear. 

Mr. BECK. ‘There was so much confusion that I did not understand 
it was the amendment of the committee as amended. I do not care to 
have it read. à 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as amended will 
be read. The reading has been asked for by Senators on both sides of 
the Chamber. u 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment as amended, as follows: 

For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and registered 
steamships, to sectre the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch anda 
greater speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the republics of Mexico, 
Central and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
$800,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due ad ter- 
tisement for pro) , such contract or contracts with the owners of such 
American steamships, for a term of not less than five nor more than ten years, and 
ata rate of compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each 
way actually traveled between the terminal points in the most direct and feas- 
ible sailing course between the terminal points, asshall be found ex ntand 
desirable to secure the ends above set forth. And if he shall be unable to make 
such contracts for any ofsuch respective services, he shall, so far as possible, canse 
the mails of the United States to be carried to and from said pl respect- 
ively, in the best and most expeditions manner practicable, in American ves», 

and for a reasonable compensation, not ex ing the rate aforementioned. 
The Postmaster-General, if in his judgment it be practicable, shall contract for 
asemi-monthly mail service between the ports of New York and New Orleans 
alternately and the port of Rio de Janeiro under the provisions of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. preety 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with my col- 
league, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs]. . 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire[Mr. PIKE]. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. Hampron’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HAmpron] is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr, 
Bown |. S 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). On thisamendment 
I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. GIBSON ], who is ab- 
sent on account of sickness. If he were present, he would vote “yea” 
and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHACE] is absent and is paired, 
as has been already announced, with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


Cotquitt]. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS—39. 
Aldrich Edmunds, McPherson, Pugh, 
Allison, E Mahone, Sabin, 
Blair, 3 Manderson, Sawyer, 
Brown, Frye, iller, Sewell, 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Spooner, 
Conger, Harrison, Palmer, ` Teller, 
Cullom, Hoar, Payne, Voorhecs, 
Dawes, toa Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Plumb, 
NAYS—I8. 
Beck, Coke, Maxey, S 
Berry, Gray, Morgan, Whitthorne, 
Blaekburn, Harris, it Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Kenna, Vance, 
ABSENT—19, 
Bowen, George. Ingalls, Tiddieberger, 
Chace, Gibson, Jobes of Florida, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Jones of Nevada, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, " Hawley, eet of Pa., Walthall, 
r g e 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now offer the amendment on behalf of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations which is found on page 3. I offer it as reported 
from the committee, except the words following the word ‘‘steamships,’’ 
in line 55, which I move to strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
strike out from the amendment of the committee the words which will 
be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In line 55, after the word ‘‘ steamships,’’ in the 
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amendment of the committee, strike out the words “‘at a rate not to 
exceed 50 cents per nautical mile on the trip each way actually trav- 
eled between the terminal points.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on ing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. It 
will be stated. : 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline47, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ insert the 
words : 

The Postmaster-Gencral is authorized to contract for inland and foreign steam- 
boat mail service,when it can be combined in one route, where the foreign office 
or offices are not more than 200 miles distant from the domestic office, on the 
same terms and conditions as inland steamboat service, and pay for the same 
out of the bo barn peg for inland steamboat service; said contracts to be made 
with and performed by American built and registered steamships. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
whether there would be now any limitation on the amount that the 
Postmaster-General might pay for this foreign steamboat service, or in- 
Jand either, having stricken out the 50 cents a mile clause? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is none whatever. It stands upon the same 
footing as the regular inland and coastwise service of the United States, 
the amendment with that portion stricken out being the same as the 
law now is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then there is nolimit now on inland steamers at 
all? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no limit at all. The Postmaster-General 
said that the amount named might not be large enough to enable the 
I ent to make the contract. : 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. A 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by theCommitteeon Appropriations 
to move in line 66 to insert the word ‘‘eighty”’ before the words “‘ eight 
thousand;’’ so as to read: 

Railway post-office car service, $1,830,000. 

I offer the amendment because of the fact that the Senate the other 
day passed a bill, on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
CHACE], coming from the Post-Office Committee, which increases the 
amount of money necessary for the rendition of the railway post-office 

_car service by about $80,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that the Senator from Algbama [Mr. 
PuGu] desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PUGH.* In line 47, before the word ‘‘five,’’ I move to strike 
out “‘seventy ” and insert *‘eighty;’’ so as to read: 

Inland transportation by steamboat routes, $585,000. 


Instead of $575,000. And after the word ‘‘dollars,’”’ in the same 
line, I move to add: 

Of which $10,000, or so much as may be necessary, shall be used in payment 
“rach rege y al a semi-weekly mail on the Alabama River between Mobile and 

ah 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. The facts upon which I ask that the amendment be 
adopted are stated by another, and for the truth of which I vouch. 

The United States census of 1880 gives the population of the counties 
bordering on the Alabama River between Mobile and Selma at 203,154, 
probably 250,000 now. All of that population is more or less accom- 
modated by the steamboat service and directly or indirectly interested 
in the river mail transportation. 

The distance from Mobile to Selma by the Alabama River is 310 miles, 

At present there are some eight or ten post-oflices on either side of 
the river supposed to besupplied by star or land mail service, when the 
weather is favorable, but in a rainy season or at high water the service 
is irregular, uncertain, and comparatively worthless, and the steam- 
boats are obliged to carry the mails from one office to another on oppo- 
site sides of the river to prevent their being sent many miles around, or 
causing great delay in their delivery. Business men and people who 
desire early and prompt delivery of their letters do not rely upon that 
service. ‘ 


Between Mobile and Selma are one hundred and twenty-five regular | st 


steamboat landings and over one hundred irregular landings, which are 
virtually post-offices without a postmaster. Atevery landing a greater 
or less number of letters in Government stamped envelopes are received 
and delivered by steamboats, for which the Government receives the 
Postage and the steamboats receive no compensation. From one thou- 
sand five hundred to two thousand such letters are handled weekly, a 
large proportion of which do not relate to the boat’s cargo, but are sent 
on account of the certainty of their early delivery. va 

Four times the quantity of mail matter is carried on thé steamboats 
that is delivered to the meua river post-oflices by the star service, not 
only through letters, but letters from one landing to another, for which 
it would be impossible for the steamboat owners to collect pay under 
section 3977 of the Revised Statutes, even if they desired to do so. 


The postmasters themselves on the Alabama River send their personal 
and important letters by the steamboats, and lawyers and business men 
frequently send their letters several miles and past the star-route post- 
offices to the steamboats as a more reliable conveyance. 

If the steamboat mail service was restored on the Alabama River 
numerous post-offices would be established at the more important land- 
ings, er accommodating a large population with letter and news- 
paper mai 

Petitions representing at least two hundred and fifty thousand people 
have been filed in the Post-Office Department asking for that steamboat 
mail service. 

I have heretofore stated these facts to the Senator from Kansas, and 
I apprehend that he will make no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that the amendment 
Increases the appropriation and is for a new object not stated in the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The amendment is not in order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend the title of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not now in order. The 
question is on concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve the general amendment begin- 
ning in line 47 on page 3 in order that I may movea mere verbal amend- 
ment to make it a little more clear in to requiring the Postmas- 
ter-General to advertise, so as to have competition for that service. 

The PRESIDENT pro‘ tempore. That amendment will be reserved. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
desires to offer an amendment to one of the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Maryland allow us to finish 
the amendment on page 3, which is not the one he is referring to, I 


sup} ? 

Mr. GORMAN, Iwill. I desire to have the amendment beginning 
in line 100 reserved for a separate vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course 
will be taken, and that amendment will also be reserved. The question 
is on concurring in the amendments made as in Committe of the 
Whole which have not been reserved. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In theamendment on page 3 I move to insert, in 
line 48, after the word ‘‘authorized,’’ the words ‘‘after due advertisc- 
ment.” It is somewhat doubtful when you read along down whether 
in this new service, foreign and domestic, not exceeding 200 miles, the 
Postmaster-General would be required, as he would for the inland 
service alone, to advertise for proposals, so as to have competition; and 
this will clear up the doubt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 48, after the word ‘‘authorized,’’ insert 
“after due advertisement;’’ so as to read: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized, after due advertisement, to contract 
for inland and foreign steamboat mail service, &c, 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no objection to that, although the provision 
without it has already received that construction by the Department. 
So the effect of the provision is as it will be when amended. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. . 

Mr. GORMAN. Jn line 110, in the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, after the word ‘‘ than,” I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘ five nor more than ten,” and insert ‘“‘ three years nor more 
than five;’’ so as to read: x 

For a term of not less than three years nor more than five years. 

As a limitation on the duration of contracts for foreign mail service. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ih line 106, after the word “ Japan,” I move to 
insert— 

And to je raved countries between which and the United States lines of 
steamships 


The point of order is well taken. 


be established. 
So as to read: 
For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and 
eamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispat 
greater speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the ublics of Mexico, 
Central and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
and to any other countries between which and the United States lines of steam- 
ship shall be established, $800,000, 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, in regard to that amendment, that it 
brings up the question of service between New York and Liverpool. 
It has been the design of the committee to lgave that out entirely, asa 
field into which we did not care, at the p t to go. I hope, 
therefore, that the amendment to the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have always had a great interest in trying to get 
some steamship communication between Liberia and New Orleans and 
Charleston, and I thought perhaps the negroes of the South who intend, 

I am told, to build up lines of steamships and have got the money todo 
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it with, should have the opportunity of putting their ships under mail 
contracts. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator can insert Liberia if he wishes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would as soon have the white as the black. If 
the Senator from Kansas prefers the black, I would rather mix them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam following simply the suggestion of the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama to the amendment of the 

` Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the amendment to the amendment be read 


again. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 106, after the word ‘‘ Japan,’’ insert the 
words: 1 

And to any other countries between which and the United States lines of 
steamships shall be established. : 

Mr. HALE. Is an amendment to that amendment in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the committee’s amendment has been agreed 
to and it is therefore part of the text of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendment has been 

to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Therefore it is a part of the text and it can only 
be amended by addition; and the Senator from Alabama being aware 
of that apparently, has merely moved to add words, just as if it were 
the text of the bill and would be open to amendment in that way. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move to strike out all of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Alabama after the word ‘‘to’’ and to insert ‘*Li- 
beria.” 

* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

TheCHIEF CLERK. Inthe proposed amendment, after the word ‘‘to,’’ 
strike out ‘‘any other countries between which and the United States 
lines of steamship shall be established’? and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘ Liberia.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he had 
better put in ‘‘Africa’’ in place of ‘‘ Liberia,” because we do not know 
exactly where we may want to land there. We might go up the Congo, 
or around to Madagascar, or up the Nile. ; 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to let it go that way. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is better than nothing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state that on this question and 
all other questions during. the day I am paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Wrzson ]}. 


I am paired with the 


Mr. BLACKBURN, Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 


[Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 49; as follows: 


YEAS—5. 
Butler, Morgan, Vance, Vest. 
Jones of Arkansas, 
NAYS—49. 
Aldrich, Dolph, ee tt Riddleberger, 
Allison, un McMillan, Sabin, 
Beck, Eustis, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Berry, Evarts, one, Sewell, 
Blair, Fair, Maxey, Sherman, 
Brown, Frye, Miller, = enone 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Camden, Hale, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Harris, Palmer, Walthall, 
Coke, Harrison, Payne, Whitthorne. 
Conger, Hoar, Platt, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
wes, Kenna, Pugh, 
ABSENT—22. 
Blackburn, Gibson, Jones of Florida, Stanford, 
wen, Gray, Manderson, Van Wyck. 
Chace, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Hawley, e Pike, Wilson of Md, 
Wolquitt, Hearst, Ransom, 
George, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no further amendments 
the question is on ordering the amendments to be engrossed and the 
bill to be read a third time. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 4, 


Mr. PUGH. Is the bill in the Senate? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is on its third reading. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to renew the amendment I offered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole if in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator offered his amendment 
when the bill was in the Senate, the Chair understands. 

Mr. PUGH. I thought it was offered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Bag PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was ruled out of 
order. 

Mr. PUGH. Isit in order for me to offer the latter part of the 
amendment which I offered before, leaving out the increase of the 
amount? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the amend- 
ment read. . 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 47, after the word “ dollars,’’ insert: 


Of which $10,000, or so much as may be necessary, shall be used in payment 
for SFG Pages a semi-weekly mail on the Alabama River between Mobile and 
Selma, Ala, 


So as to read: 

Inland transportation by steamboat routes, $575,000; of which $10,000, or so 
much as may be necessary, shall be used in ee for transporting a 
weekly mail on the Alabama River between Mobile and Selma, Ala. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that amendment in order? It increases the es- 
timate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it in- 
troduces a new item of appropriation, although it does not increase the 
amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis in excess of the estimate of the Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no estimate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a new item. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clearly out of order, there be- 
ing no estimate of the Department, and it is a new item of appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. PUGH. I should like very much if the Senate would allow it 
to pass by unanimous consent. [‘‘No!?? ‘‘No!’?] 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. . 

The bill was read the third time. A 

The PRESIDENT pro The question is, Shall ihe bill pass? 

Mr. VANCE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

PP i and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e roll. i 
Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 

the Senator#rom Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, I 

should vote ‘‘ nay.” A 
Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 


Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired on all these 


questions with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. He 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here, and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). Iam paired with my ` 
colleague, the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). On this question I am 


paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ : 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). On this ques- 


tion I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.”” 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
44, nays 10; as follows: 
YEASH4. 


Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pugh; 
Allison, Dolph, a Pr Ransom, 

k, Edmunds, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Eustis, McPherson, Sabin, 
Brown Evarts, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Butler, Fair, Miller, Sewell, 
Call, Frye, Morgan, Sherman, 
Camden, Gorman, Morrill, Spooner, 

n, Hale, Payne, Teller, 
Conger, Harrison, P. Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, Plumb, Walthall, 

NAYS—10. 
Berry, Harris, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Gray, Kenna, Vest, 

ABSENT—22. 
Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, K 
Bowen, i Sama nig Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
ce, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa., Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Hearst, mer, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Pike, 
eorge, Jones of Florida, Stanford, 
So the pill was passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
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lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


A bill (H. R. 5543) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of 
Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the interstate-commerce bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to offer 
a resolution that it may be printed ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion for a moment. 

MAIL AND COMMERCIAL INTERCOURSE. 


Mr. MORGAN. I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk; and 
I ask that they be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama de- 
sire to have them read ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Let them be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notprinted in the RECORD, but printed asa docu- 


ment, 
Mr. MORGAN. I wish tohavethem read then. I ask for the read- 
The resolutions will be read. 


ing of the resolutions; they are brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the duty of Congress to extend all necessary mail facilities 
across the seas to the principal ports of all foreign countries with which the peo- 
pe oa Mow States have any considerable trade, or where trade can be profit- 

y develo; 

2. That it is the duty of Congress so to oravia by law that the American peo- 
ple shall have the right to buy ships and import them from foreign countries 
under reasonable customs duties, as a means of conducting and promoting com- 
merce, and for carrying the mails to and from foreign ports. 

3. That the laws which prohibit the importation of Preign-buiit ships are as 


unjust and as unwise as laws would be that would Psa tna the importation into 
the United States of all other goods or articles of foreign manufacture. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
me monne adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 5, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 4, 1886. 


The House met at 12 0'clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to cs Ao Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iask imous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and refer- 
ence of bills and resolutions. 

There was no objection. 

The Journal was read as indicated, and was approved. 


LEGATION PREMISES AT TOKIO, JAPAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of State 
asking an appropriation to pay annual rental of the legation premises 
at Tokio, Japan, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES, ETC., OF WAR DEPARIMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secretary of 
War for contingent expenses in the War Department, for the improve- 
ment and care of public grounds, and for the Signal Service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFENDING SUITS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Assistant At- 
torney-General, asking an increase in the appropriation for defending 
suits in claims against the United States for the next fiscal year; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of an appropriation for the protection and improve- 
ment of Hot Springs, Ark., for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MAJ. D. C. POOLE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting letter from Maj. D. C. Poole, Paymaster, United 
States Army, with statement showing excess of expenses over agers 

March, 1886; 


while traveling under order, from November, 1882, to 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO, 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
oft he Interior, transmitting supplementary report from the surveyor- 
general of New Mexico upon the private land claim of Bernado de 
Mieray Pacheco and Pedro Padilla, No. 98; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. s 

RESIGNATION OF HON. J. PULITZER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will also lay before the House a com- 
munication from the secretary of state of the State of New York, trans- 
mitting a copy of the resignation of Hon. JOSEPH PULITZER as Rep- 
resentative in Congress from the ninth Congressional district of that 
State. The communication will lie on the table. 

The letter from the secretary of state of New York is as follows: 


STATE OF New York, Orrice OF THE SECRETARY OF ie 
Albany, April 30, 1886, 


` Dear SR: A resignationof office, of which the following is a copy, was filed 


in the office of the secretary of state, of this State, April 12, 1886, to wit: 
Tux Wor.p, Eprrors’ Room, NEw YORK 
April 10, 1886, 
Sir: I hereby resign my seat as Representative of the ninth Congressional 
district of New York. 
Yours, truly, 
JOSEPH PULITZER, 
Hon. FREDERICK COOK, 
Secretary of State, Albany, N. F. 


I have the honorto be yours, very respectfully, 
FREDERICK COOK, 
= Secretary of State, 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TARSNEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia, for five days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. SEYMOUR, for the remainder of the week. 

To Mr. Norwoop, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BENNETT, for the remainder of the week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I rise tosubmita report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

TheSPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, May 3, 1886. 

Whereas a joint resolution of the Congress of the United States, approved July 
5, 1884, directed the printing of 50,000 copies of the first annual report of the Bu- 
reau of Animal Industry, 10,000 copies of which were for the use of the Senate, 
and 35,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; and 

Whereas it is stated that only 2,000 copies of said report have been delivered to 
the Senate, and only 285 have been delivered to the House of Representatives, 
and that no delivery has been made to either branch for abouta year: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the cause of this delay and to report by bill or otherwise, 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Iask unanimous consent to the adoption of the 
resolution. This is a matter in which the whole House is interested, 
and the consideration of it will consume but little time. 

Mr. HALL. I object. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HALL. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the report is responsive, that is all that is de- 
sired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BARKS- 
DALE] simply reports back the resolution for action by the House so 
that the Committee on Printing may proceed to’ make the inquiry 
which the resolution directs. Is there objection to the adoption of the 
resolution ? í i 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
bill was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Commerce. 
The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, May 3, 1886. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed, if not incompatible with * 
the public interest, to communicate to the House of Representatives the al 
intelligence kopos on the progress of the Panama Canal during the year 1885, 
made to the Navy Department by Lieut. W. W. Kimball and Naval Cadet W. 


L. Capp, United States Navy. 


4138 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 4, 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the resolution herewith 
submitted, after consideration thereof, report the same back with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. : ; 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAMPBELL VS. WEAVER. 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the contested-election 
case of Campbell vs. Weaver. ; 

Mr. WILLIS. I propose to raise the question of consideration. I 
hope my friend will not press that case oo 

Mr. HALL. I trust the gentleman from Kentucky will not raise the 
question of consideration. I think we can get this case out of his way 
in an hour. $ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions reported from 
the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


- Resolved, That Frank T. Campbell was not elected to a seat in the Forty-ninth 
Congress as a member from the sixth Congressional district of the State of lowa. 
Resolved, That James B. Weaver was elected and is entitled to retain his seat 
in the Forty-ninth Congress as a member ftom the sixth Congressional district 
of tho State of Iowa. 


Mr. BRAGG. Is this the regular order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. This is a matter of privilege; but the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. BRAGG. I was about to raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That question has been raised already by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIS] will not insist. I do not think it will take five 
minutes to dispose of this case. I think there is nobody here who be- 
lieves that Mr. Weaver was not elected. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman is willing that at the end of five min- 
utes the case shall be laid aside, I will accept his suggestion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the minority of the committee desire to 
debate this case, and I do not think it can be done in five minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. What do you want to talk about the case for? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa par- 
liamentary inquiry. If it is decided that the House shall not proceed 
with the consideration of this privileged matter, will the two morning 
hours then take their accustomed place? 

The SPEAKER. They will, and the morning hour will follow un- 
less dispensed with, even though the House should consider this mat- 
ter, provided its consideration is concluded to-day. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think that the Chair, in saying that the two morn- 
ing hours would follow, has overlooked the special order for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not say two morning hours, because 
there is only one morning hour under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. I understood the Chair to speak of two. The special 
order for to-day is the consideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. The question now 
is on proceeding with the consideration of the report from the Commit- 
tee on Elections. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 62. 

Mr. WILLIS demanded tellers, but withdrew the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the House determines to 
proceed with the consideration of the report. 

Mr. HALL. I desire to inguire of the gentlemen constituting the 
minority of the committee how much time they desire for the consid- 
eration of this question. 

Mr. PAYNE. When this matter was first bronght up, it was sug- 
gested by gentlemen of the minority of the committee that two hours 
should be occupied on each side; but we are now willing to consent to 
one hour on each side, making two hours for the entire discussion of 
the case. . 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HALL] that he let the gentlemen on theother side discuss the question, 
and then let us vote, 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to lay before the House briefly 
and succinctly —— 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there any understanding as to the time to be oc- 
cupied by this case ? 

Mr. HALL. I am perfectly willing to agree that an hour be occu- 
pied on each side. I ask unanimous consent that the time for the con- 
sideration of this case be limited to two hours, one hour on each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent 
that at the expiration of two hours from the beginning of the dchate 
the debate be closed, one hour to be occupied on each side. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to lay before the House the facts 
involved in this contest. The district is composed of seven counties. 
The contestee was returned as elected by a majority of 67 votes; and 


‘trouble and uncertainty of preparing the n 


the contestant now charges as the basis of his claim that 81 illegal 
votes were cast for the contestee by persons incompetent as electors, 
and that there were some errors in the count, amounting to perhaps 
half a dozen more. He also claims that in the township of Oskaloosa, 
in Mahaska County, there were 150 ballots received from electors in 
violation of the registry law of the State of Iowa, and that 60 other 
votes were cast in violation of the same law in the township of Ot- 
tumwa. The contestee, denying all these allegations, responds by 
charging that there were some 50 illegal votes cast for the contestant; 
that some of the persons casting these votes were bribed and others 
were colonized from adjacent regions of the country for the purpose of 
casting their illegal votes and defeating the election of the contestee. 
The committee has given careful examination to the evidence di- 
rected to each of these hundred or more individual ballots, and has 
seen proper to exclude from the vote of the contestee 16 ballots as hav- 
ing been illegal, and from the vote of the contestant some 35 ballots 
as having been illegal; so that the determination of the committee with 
reference to the individual ballots is insufficient to effect any change 
of the result and gives the contestee an increased majority. I think 
I may safely say, even in view of the position taken by the minority, 
that the sole question involved in the contest relates to the affidavits 
upon which more than 200 voters were allowed to vote in the precincts 
of Oscaloosa and Ottumwa. This is purely a legal question and depends 
upon the proper construction of the registry law of the State of Iowa. 
It involves the question whether that law is mandatory or only direct- 


ory. 

The facts are that in the precinct of Oskaloosa, where the registry 
board was Republican, the evidence discloses very clearly that there 
was an attempt to manipulate improperly the registry-list for the pur- 
pose of depriving Democratic electors of the precinct of the usual con- 
venient method of depositing their ballots, and of putting them to the 
affidavits. The evi- 
dence is uncontradicted that out of a voting population of 800, 25 per 
cent., nearly all of them Democrats, were purposely left off the regis- 
try-list. Men who had voted there for years, old and reputable citi- 
zens, were omitted, and on the day of the election were so res, ea 
and humiliated at the neglect and impropriety involved in their g 
left off the list that they absolutely abstained from voting. But about 
150 of those electors undertook to prepare the necessary affidavits; and 
103 of them in assigning the reason required by the statute for their 
namesnot appearing upon the registry-list gave ‘‘neglect’’ and ‘‘left 
off the registry-list’’ as those causes. There were thirty-one affida- 
vits—not enough, however, to change the result of the election—in which 
the blank left for filling out the cause for being omitted from the regis- 
try-list was not filled out by the elector. It is upon these thirty-one 
affidavits, in which the cause for not being registered was not set forth, 
and upon the one hundred and three in which the word “‘ neglect” or 
the other words “‘left off the registry-list °” were inserted, that the con- 
testant grounds his claim to the seat of the present incumbent in this 
House. 

Without attempting to discuss the question at this time, or to dwell 
upon its consideration, I will state that the majority of the committee 
came to the conclusion that the statute of Iowa, in so far as it directs 
what the affidavit shall contain and what the elector shall state as the 
reason for having been omitted from the fegistry-list, is purely direct- 
ory. It isa matter that directs itself to the discretion of the judges 
of election whether they shall receive or reject the vote of the elector; 
and those judges having, upon full and fair inspection of the affidavit, 
declared it to be sufficient, that is conclusive and admits the vote; and 
there is no power that can review or reconsider that question, that after 
the vote has been received for all purposes of a contest the question 
presented must be, not whether the elector was registered or his affi- 
davit competent, but whether he was in fact a legally qualified and 
competent elector. : 

I desire to say in this connection that there is no pretense that asin- 
gle one of these citizens, who were thus improperly omitted from the 
register, and have thus sought to exercise their right of ballot, were 
not legal and qualified electors; and it is the barest and most complete 
technicality, in my judgment, that was ever made the basis of such a 
claim either in a court or a legislative body. 

I now yield the floor to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN], 
my colleague on the committee, reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it is conceded that this 
case turns upon the disposition that is to be made of the ballots of the 
unregistered electors castin this district. Itis not denied thatevery one 
of these voters wasa duly qualified elector under the constitution of the 
State of Iowa. 

The votes were received by the judges of election; they were counted 
and properly returned; and it is now gravely suggested by the minority 
of the committee that the right of the sitting member to his seat shall 
be denied, and the contestant given the seat, by striking from the re- 
turns of the sitting member the votes of these duly qualified electors, 
cast in this manner and duly returned for him. This extraordinary 
proceeding is sought to be enforced because it is claimed that the elec- 
tion law of Iowa has not been strictly pursued. 

The code of Iowa provides for a board of registry, composed of the 
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trustees of the township and the clerk, and it is made the duty of that 
board, thus composed, to make a register of all qualified voters in that 
township. They are to make this list from the assessor’s books, from 
the former poll-lists, and from any legal evidence at their command; 
but it is their duty to see that every and all duly qualified voters are 
registered upon that list. After it has been completed it is to be ex- 
posed for inspection as provided in the statute, and it is then made the 
duty of the board, one week before the election, to meet for the pur- 
pose of revising and correcting the list. But the law provides that no 
name shall be added to the list within five days of the election; there 
are Ae men: cases, therefore, but two days given for the adding of names 
to the list. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the law provides that no man shall vote whose 
name is not upon the register, unless at the day of the election he fur- 
nishes certain evidence to the judges. The failure to register does not 
disfranchise the citizen. It was not the intention of the law of Iowa, 
as itis in some other States, to disfranchise a man if his name is not 
put upon the register, but it makes a provision for the reception of the 
vote ev@n if his name is not placed there originally by the board or 
afterwards by correction. These provisions in substance, as follows, 
that when the voter offers to cast his ballot he shall furnish to the 
judges of election his affidavit that he is a duly qualified voter, and the 
affidavit of at least one other person establishing the fact that he re- 
sides in the district, and also, in the words of the statute, shall also fur- 
nish to the judges a satisfactory reason for not appearing before the 
board at the time of the correction of the register. 

Now, this provision is twofold in character: It provides that the voter, 
although not registered, may vote if he produces evidence on the day 
of the election that he isa qualified voter, including the question of his 
residence; and also another point that he shall give an excuse to the 
judges of election why he did not appear and have his name placed upon 
the register. Why, Mr. Speaker, the merest glance at the provisions 
of the statute shows thatone of these provisions is a matter of substance, 
the other is not; that he shall be required under oath to show that he 
is a qualified voter is right and proper, because as his name is not upon 
the register the presumption is that he is not a duly qualified voter, and 
hence it is right and proper that he should make that proof; but as to 
the other provision, what is it? Simply an excuse fo be furnished the 
judges showing why he did not appear and have his name placed upon 

e 


I do not inps Mr. Speaker, to go into the discussion as to whether 
the statute of Iowa in this respect is mandatory or directory. Ido not 
propose to go into the discussion of the question as to what would be 
the effect if no affidavit had been presented at all, because in this case 
the affidavits were presented, and there is no pretense but that the affi- 
davits showed these men to be qualified voters, and the only proposi- 
tion is that these affidavits do not show a sufficient excuse why these 
men did not go before the board the day the register was corrected and 
have their names placed upon it. : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And that was not required by the law. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I take the ground that it was not re- 
quired by law that the reason be included in the affidavit. That ex- 
cuse might be otherwise furnished to those judges. But the law makes 
the election board the sole judges of the sufficiency of the excuse; and 
when they have passed on the question that is an end ofit. They are 
public officers charged with judicial functions to settle the existence of 
a fact on testimony which is satisfactory to them; and their judgment 
can not be attacked or impeached or questioned in any collateral pro- 
ceeding as this is. For these reasons the majority of the committee re- 
spectfully submit that no ground for unseating the sitting member has 
been shown by the evidence. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I take the floor in my own right, and reserve 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. There is but one hour allowed for debate on each 
side. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HALL] was recognized and re- 
served the remainder of his time. 

Mr. HALL. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Kentucky what time 
he desires. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I suppose the other side will now be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihope I shall have the attention of the House in the 
discussion of this case, as it seems to be assumed by some members of 
the committee that there is only one side to it. I hope that no mem- 
ber will either stop his ears or go off to the cloak-room for fear that he 
shall hear some argument advanced that will prevent him from voting 
according to his party dictates; but that on the other hand we may have 
a free, fair, and frank discussion of this question of law, and decide it 
judicially, according to the settled precedents of law and according to 
the statutes of Iowa; that we may indeed fulfillour functions as the 
judges of the election of our members. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the one important question in this case 
is a question of law, and if the majority of the committee had brought 
no other question into this case, [should confine myself entirely to the 
discussion of that question, But it is charged by the majority in their 
report that there was colonization of voters in this district. And yet 
the record is barren of any evidence of colonization of yoters. It is true 
there is some hearsay that nine negroes were brought from some other 


part of the State, or were working in a mine in that district in the 
county or precinct where they voted; and it is does not appear very 
clearly from the evidence which is the correct statement. But it ap- 
pears that three out of that band of nine negroes voted at one of these 
polls, and from this fact the majority of the committee jump to the con- 
clusion that there was a colonization of nine illegal voters; a conclusion 
founded not upon the evidence, but upon hearsay in the case. But I 
pass that, Mr. Speaker. 

Then it appears that in Oskaloosa Township there were a number of 
unregistered persons who voted at the election. The majority of the 
committee claim that there is some sort of fraud because one hundred 
or one hundred and fifty of those not on register were Democrats or Green- 
backers. And yet it appears incontestably from the evidence that the 
law was followed out by the officers having in charge the register of 
voters in Oskaloosa Township; and we might as well come first to the 
statute of the State of Iowa for the registration of voters applicable to 
this township of Oskaloosa. A 

It is provided that the assessors shall make an annual assessment of 
the township, and at every annual assessment they shall prepare a list of 
the legal voters in the township. Then section 596 says: 


The register of elections shall contain the names of the voters at full length, 
rranged, Atshall be made fromthe 


Now, Mr. Speaker, although there are seven or eight hundred pages 
of printed testimony in this record, there is not word of proof in that 
printed testimony that the registers of this election did not meet at the 
time and place designated and prepare this registered list. There is 
not a word to show that they left off a single name either from the as- 
sessor’s list or from the poll-list of the previous election. There is 
some gratuitous reflection on these registers on the part of the majority 
of the committee, inspired by the brief of the counsel of the contestee; 
but there is not a scintilla of evidence in the case that every voter’s 
name, both on the assessment-list and on the poll-list of the preceding 
election, did not appear upon this registry-list made for 1884. So 
there is no room for any criticism of the board of registry. There was 
some criticism in the ease, and I thinkin the majority report also, that 
this registry-list at the time of the meeting for correction was found 
somewhere in a hardware store, in Kendig’s hardware store, I believe. 
Well, Mr. Speaker, that was entirely in accordance with the statute of 
the State of Iowa. Section 597 provides: 


The board of registry shall hold a meeting at the place where the last general 
election was held ; or if from any cause it can not be held at such place, then at 
some place to be desi ted by notice to be published in at least one paper 
piua in the township or posted in at least three public places therein, on the 

uesday preceding the general election of each year, at which they shall revise, 
correct, and complete the register of elections, and shall hearany evidence that 
may be brought before them in reference to such electors. 

It provides the number of days they may sit, what shall be done, 
and what proof shall be required before they put any person’s name 
upon the registry. g 

Now, Mr. Speaker, they had that meeting. They had itat the place 
designated by the registers, as they might designate it under the law. 
I refer to the evidence first of Mr. Kendig, who was one of the trustees: 

Q. 16. ne such trustee, are you a member òf board of registration of voters? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. 17. Did you assist in preparing a stry-list of voters for Oskaloosa Town- 


aD tor November election, 1834, for such township? 
Q. 18. Was said list made up as required by law? 
A. Yes, sir; it was. 3 
There is no dispute about that evidence. 
Q.19. Was the name of any votor left off the registry-listintentionally by the 
are a registration? by 
. No. 


* 
Then at page 281 of the record is the testimony of Mr. John F. Gunn, 
from which I read: 
Q. Did are have the register and examine it away from the township clerk's 


A. I didn't have it away. I did examine it at H. R. Kendig’s hardware store, 
at the place where the township board, the trustees, and the township clerk met 
for the purpose of co! g the register. 

Q. You are not a member of the board, or township clerk? 


&: Ror. SaF of the board were present at that meeting? 

A. They were all there part of the time and two of them the rest of the time, 
Q. Was the clerk there? 

A. Yes, sir, 

He goes on to name some of the parties who were there. His testi- 
mony also shows that the Republicans in Oskaloosa Township were vigi- 
lant on the days for the correction of the registry; that they sent out 
after their voters and had them come in and qualify themselves and get 
their names on the registry-list, and that the Democratic party and the 
Greenback party were less vigilant and did not send out after their 
voters, Thereissomething stated in the majority reportabouta number 
of names of old residents being left off the list, but one of the witnesses 
states (I have not time now to refer to his testimony) that there were 
only n or twenty names of old residents left off the list, and that 
those wereabout equally divided between the parties. In regard to the 
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other 150 voters left off (or whatever the number may have been) it does 
not appear but what they were voters of a transient character, cong 
and going. ‘The report of the majority stated that 200 voters were | 

off this list, while there were only 800 qualified voters altogether; but 
I have before me the census of Iowa, taken in 1885, less than a year 
after this election, by which it appears that in that township there were 
1,718 legally qualified voters in June or July, 1885. Now, out of those 
1,718, 150 were left off, and of those 150 only 15 or 20 were old resident 
voters. Mr. Speaker and members of this House who live in cities 
where registry laws are in force, did you ever attend a poll, no matter 
how faithfully those laws were carried out, no matter how intelligent 
or how energetic the officers of election and of registration were—did 


you ever see a poll where there was not a greater percentage of names of | . 


old voters left off than 15 or 20 out of 1,700—the names of men who were 
temporarily absent? But it is left for the majority of the committee 
to make a fling at these registers of election, because it appears that 
this number of old voters and 150 other voters not classified were left 
off the list, 

-And now, Mr. Speaker, as to the law governing this case—because I 
believe that the law should be maintained in election cases. Among 
the most important parts of the modern machinery for the protection 
of the purity of the ballot-box are these registry laws. We have felt 
that in my own State, for it is not a great many years since in the city 
of New York in some election precincts there were piled up and counted 
and returned, so as to actually affect the election, more votes than there 
were men, women, and children—yes, even more than there were cats 
and dogs—in those particular election districts. - It was then that the 
people became aroused, because they saw that such abuses were striking 
at the very foundation of our Government, striking at the freedom and 
the purity of the ballot-box. The people became aroused, and these 

try laws were invented and enacted as safeguards for the purity 
and honesty of elections. And higher than any man’s right to sit in 
this body, higher than any question that comes before this Congress, is 
the question of maintaining those laws in their purity and simplicity, 
and carrying them out faithfully to their full extent, The gentleman 
who opened the debate on the other side said that the question in this 
case was: Is the law mandatory, or is it directory? That is the ques- 
tion in this case, Mr. Speaker, because if the law is mandatory, then 
enough of the votes for Weaver were cast by men who were not reg- 
istered in Oskaloosa Township, and who did not comply with the man- 
datory requirements of the law, to overturn the election and to award 
the seat to Campbell. Iam aware, Mr. Speaker, that every mind is 
reluctant to come to the conclusion that a voter, otherwise qualified, 
should be disfranchised because his name is not on the registry-list, 
or because he has not complied with the law by getting his name on 
the list. I am aware of that, because that question met me in the case 
at the outset, and I never would have made a minority report in this 
case, I never would have signed a minority report, did I not believe 
that, acting judicially, it was my duty to interpret this law as manda- 
tory, and to throw out the 134 votes that were cast in disregard of the 
law. > 

First, then, as to the provision of the statute. I read from section 
618 of the Iowa Statutes: 

The judges in election precincts where the 
ignate one of their number to check on the 
voting; and no yote shalt be received from any 
appear there, unless he shall furnish the judges an affidavit showin 
is a qualified elector, and a sufficient reason for not appearing before 
on the day for correcting the register. 

Mark the language, Mr, Speaker: No vote shall be received from any 

whose name is not on the register, unless he shall show by affi- 
davit that he is a qualified voter, and shall give a sufficient reason for 
not appearing before the board on the day for correcting the register. 

Now, Mr. Baks how is it in this case? Thirty-one of these men 
came up and furnished affidavits covering the qualifications of the voter, 
but stating no reason under the sun for not appearing before the regis- 
try board. One hundred and three more stated in their affidavits that 
the reason their names were not on the registry was—‘‘left off the regis- 
try!” The statute says they must give a sufficient reason for not ap- 
pearing before the board; and these one hundred and three men give 
a reason why they should have appeared before the board—‘‘left off 
the regi !” That is not a reason for not appearing, but is a reason 
why they should have appeared. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Does the statute state who shall be 
the judge of the sufficfency of the reason ? 

Mr. PAYNE. The statute does not state who shall be the judge. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Did thesemen who were not registered vote? 
Were their votes received ? è 

Mr. PAYNE. Their votes were received. It appears they were all 
Democrats and Greenbackers; and the majority of the committee con- 
cede substantially in their report that they all voted for the sitting 
member—every one of them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How did it occur that these men were per- 
mitted to vote if the law disqualified them? Why did the judges re- 
ceive their votes? 

Mr. PAYNE. Thatis a question for the judges to answer, not for 
me. 


stry law is in force shall des- 

r the name of every person 
person whose name does not 
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e board 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Isitnotto be presumed that the judges 

upon the reasons? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if a man presents in his affidavit any 

reason, however frivolous—if it can be called a reason, and the judges 
of election pass upon that reason, I will not argue as to whether the 
vote of a person presenting such an affidavit should be thrown out or 
not. But my position is, that where the person presents an affidavit 
stating as a reason for not appearing something which is no reason, 
which does not give the judges of election any opportunity to exercise 
their judicial functions, if they have any, which does not give them 
jurisdiction of the question, in that case I say the vote should be thrown 
out. 
Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman allow mea question? Does 
not the statute provide that on the day of election an affidavit shall be 
made and furnished to the officers of election showing that the person 
is a qualified voter, and in addition to the affidavit he may offer to the 
judges the reason why he was not properly registered ? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can not stand upon any such con- 
struction of the statute. It provides that— = 


No vote shall be received from any person whose name does not appear there— 
That is, on the registry-list— : 


unless he shall furnish the judges his affidavit showing that he is a qualified 
elector, and a sufficient reason for not appearing before the board on the day for 


correcting the registry. 

Mr. SOWDEN. ‘To whom is the reason to be furnished? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Suppose, in point of fact, an old resident, 
known to the judges, should appear and offer to vote and they should 
waive the making of the affidavit; as I understand, the additional rea- 
son need not be in the form of an affidavit. Is that correct? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; notatall. The statute is mandatory upon 
both points. It requires that the person offering the vote shall furnish 
an affidavit showing that he is a qualified elector, and also a sufficient 
reason for not appearing. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Who is to be the judge of the sufficiency of 
the reason? 

Mr. PAYNE. In the first place, the affidavit must show that the 
person is a qualified elector, and it must also show a sufficient reason 
for not si 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Sufficient for whom? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, concede for the sake of an argument, sufficient 
for the inspectors of election. What then follows? In reviewing it, 
what are we to say? Are we to review their discretion? 

Mr. SOWDEN. How can you go back of their decision? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I do not desire to go back of their discretion. 
What I say is that the person offering to vote must furnish a reason, 
frivolous or otherwise. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the judges having passed on that reason 
and having decided it sufficient by receiving the vote, are we to go back 
and re-examine the question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose in the affidavit there was not anything con- 
stituting a reason. 

Mr, LONG. ‘Then the judges would not accept it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We are bound to presume the judges would 
not accept the vote in such a case. 

Mr. PAYNE. But here you have tie affidavit, and it contains no 
reason. . 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the judges held it contained a sufficient 
reason, because they received the vote. You'say it does not. 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] will 
not insist that the cases where in the affidavit there wasan entire omis- 
sion of the reason are sufficient to change the result of the election. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope I may not be misunderstood about that mat- 
ter. In the first place, 31 votes were received upon affidavits which 
stated’ no reason whatever; and I presume that the majority of the 
committee, including the chairman, would concede that those 31 votes 
should be thrown out. It is said we can not go back of the decision of 
the judges of election who received those votes. Still, does not the 
statute of Iowa make it a prime requisite for the receipt of the votes 
that the person offering to vote shall furnish a reason. In this case 
they furnished none, But that is not sufficient to change the result. 
Now, in the case of the other one hundred and three affidavits the 
parties say that the reason their names are not on the registry is be- 
cause they are ‘‘left off the registry.” The statute says that they 
must show not a reason why their names are left off the registry, but 
a reason for not appearing on the day of correcting the registry. Now, 
if these men in their affidavits state anything in the nature of a reason 
for not appearing on the day for the correction of the registry, they say 
the reason they did not appear at that time was—‘‘ left off the regis- 

n 


Now, I say that is no more a reason than the other, where there is 
not a word of reason interpolated in the afidavit. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. My time is running on rapidly and I can not yield 
further. i 

Mr. SOWDEN. One more question and then I am done, 
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Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the affidavits 
were made by proper freeholders bearing testimony to the qualifica- 
tions of those who voted ? 

Mr. PAYNE. There was no question made about freeholders. 

Mr. SOWDEN. They made those affidavits. 

Mr, PAYNE. Ihope, Mr. Speaker, I am understood in this, that the 
affidavits stated first a reason for that—stated not the reason for not ap- 
pearing on the day of correction, but why they were left off the regis- 
try. What I claim for that is, that it is not only not the reason for not 
appearing at that correction, but it is the highest reason why they 
should have appeared at that time to correct it if their names were off 
the registry. That was the strongest reason for them to appear and 
have their names put upon the registry. And the affidavit in that re- 
spect is just as bad and just as much a failure as where the reason is 
left blank in these affidavits. 

Now as to the mandatory character of this Jaw. In the first place, 
the supreme court of Iowa has decided in two cases this law is manda- 
tory and must be obeyed. Why, Mr. Speaker, the very language of 
the act itself, a negative statute, that no vote shall be received unless 
these conditions are complied with, is mandatory in its character. I 
find but one court, but one decision in all the United States where the 
mandatory character of this act or a similar act has ever been questioned, 
save in the minority report of this House signed by three membcrs. 
But one decision by one court found in two cases, and even there in 
the State of Illinois, in a ee decision four out of the seven judges 
who rendered the latter decision, uniting in the first decision, decided 
that act identical with the statute of Iowa is mandatory in its charac- 
ter. They say the words are so plain they are not capable of any other 
judicial construction. The mandatory character of such a statute has 
never been denied, to my knowledge, save by this court of Illinois. 
Since the time when the Ten Commandments were delivered to Moses 
“' thou shalt not’? has been interpreted always as mandatory and not 


ry. 

Mr. LOWRY. Will the gentleman permit me to propound a question 
in connection with that decision? Is it not the fact that the supreme 
court of the State of Wisconsin has decided similar legislation under 
their constitution was unconstitutional? And whetherit has not been 
requisite in that State to get a constitutional provision authorizing the 
enactment of such a law? 

Mr. PAYNE. On the contrary, the supreme court in Wisconsin (in 
21 Wisconsin)—I have not the case before me, but it is the case of Doer- 
flinger against Helmantel—a case quoted at length in the minority re- 
port—has decided this law is mandatory in its character, and that an 
election held in contravention of its terms, receiving votes without the 
affidavit required by the statute, was void. They not only held that in 
21 Wisconsin, but they held it in another decision in 19 Wisconsin. 

Mr. TURNER. Pardon me an inquiry as to the character of these 
authorities. Did they hold the question asto whether or not full com- 
pliance with the law required the affidavit as necessary, or was it merely 
as to a matter of administration they differed ? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iunderstand the gentleman’s question. -Mr. Speaker, 
I think all those cases, with the exception of 65 Illinois, which I will 
refer to more at length—— 

Mr. ROWELL. And 88 Illinois, 

Mr. PAYNE. Are founded upon the case where there was no afti- 
davit, I think. LEighty-eight and 78 Illinois put it upon the ground 
the voter did not know himself but that he was registered and went up 
to the election officer and offered his vote and it was received, and he 
not knowing that his name was not upon the registry he had no oppor- 
tunity to make affidavit. Everyone of them, I think, is distinct from 
this case in that the voter himself had no means of knowing that his 
name was not upon the register; an entirely different case from thisin 
that respect, as it is also different in this, that every requirement of 
this mandatory statute had to be obeyed in order to get their vote in. 

In the nt case but one single but still a substantial require- 
ment of the mandatory statute is left out; but ifa single provision of 
a mandatory statute is left out the effect is just the same as if every 
provision of the statute had been omitted. The effect is precisely the 
same as if the entire statute had been di ded. 

Mr. TURNER. Then I understand the gentleman means simply to 
challenge the administration of the law by the judges? I ask if that 
is not essentially a directory matter? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not atall, Mr. Speaker; that is just the point I am 
making. The law provides certain methods of proceeding at an elec- 
tion to determine the qualification of a voter whose name is not upon 
the registry list. The law means and must mean that the registry pro- 
vision of the statute shall not be a farce, that men can disregard it to 
attend to other business until at the time of the election; but it means 
that the law should be a notice and the register should be a notice to 
the legally qualified voters at each precinct and that they shall know, 
at least five days preceding an election, all that is necessary for them 
to know as to the status of those who claim to be voters within the pre- 
cinct. But if you allow men without excuse to fail to register on the 
day when the registers must meet to revise it, and then to come in on 
the day of election and make an affidavit furnishing no excuse for not 


appearing on the previous day, then you avoid the direct provision of 
the law I have cited. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Suppose these voters who are known to be 
voters to the judges come and present affidavits and the judges hold 
them to be suflicient; now is there any reason why, if one be held 
sufficient, the other should not follow suit? And if the judges hold 
them to be insufficient, then the parties would correct them; that is, if 
any good reason was given for their insufficiency which could be cor- 
rected. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If it is held that they are insufficient? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes. The judges, in other words, are 
charged with the duty of determining the question of their sufficiency. 
I understand that they are charged with the duty primarily of deter- 
mining whether the affidavits are sufficientornot. Now, if they hold 
the affidavits to be sufficient, there is no reason, as far as I can see, why 
they should be changed or additional reasons given, and it occurs to 
me that the matter is rather serious when you undertake to review 
their action. 

Mr. PAYNE, My friend from Ohio has come to the same conclusion 
and reached the same difficulty which was found by my friend from 
Pennsylvania in the law once in force in that State upon this subject. 
They formerly had a registry law in that State that required certain 
things should be substantiated, and the question was whether the oath 
meant an affidavit or not, and that the registry officers should be satis- 
fied by the oath of the party. Well, they found that fhe judges of elec- 
tion who had personal knowledge, or believed a man to be an elector, 
allowed him to vote; and so they found it necessary to amend the stat- 
ute in Pennsylvania for the express purpose of requiring the voter to 
furnish an affidavit containing these facts—a statute almost precisely 
like that now in force in Iowa, and on which this case hinges. The 
supreme court of Pennsylvania, in one hundred and fifth Pennsylvania 
Reports, decided under that law that there must bean affidavit setting 
forth these facts presented to the judges of election, and that an affi- 
davit setting forth one fact and not the other, and not accompanied by 
the affidavit of a freeholder, for instance, was not sufficient; that there 
must be an affidavit not only of the elector but by a freeholder, con- 
forming to the statute, before the vote could be received; and that if it 
is received, afterward on a contest it must be thrown out. That is the 
decision of the court in the Pennsylvania case. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. ° 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand the statute of Iowa pro- 
vides that one who is not registered shall not vote on election day un- 
less he files anaffidavit giving the reason why he was not so registered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, these aflidavits7ot the one hun- 
dred and three or one hundred and four men, as the case may be, I un- 
derstand were not filed, or rather they failed to give any reason or ex- 
cuse for not having their names placed upon the register. So that the 
affidavit furnished was equivalent to being in blank when the point 
for giving the reason was reached ? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is my position. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. After they had gone thus far, suppose 
they had said in that blank ‘‘I decline to give a reason,” or “I have 
no reason to give,” so that the board passing upon it had no reason to 
consider. Now I understand the gentleman to claim that they had not 
the right to receive the vote of one who declined to give a reason, as 
the statute expressly required should be given. Is that the position of 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iclaim that the judges of election had no jurisdiction 
to pass upon that question, because it was a jurisdictional fact, made 
so by the statute; and the statute being mandatory, and that impor- 
tant fact being left out of the affidavit, it gave the judges of election 
no jurisdiction over the matter. 

Talk about their conclusion being final! Being the judges, they must 
have something first to act upon. There must be a reason in the affi- 
davit, else they act without jurisdiction. They get no jurisdiction by 
assuming it, and it does not make the ballot legal because they exceed 
their jurisdiction and take a ballot without the proof which the statute 
says there must be in the case before they can receive the ballot. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I am not without authority in this House for hold- 
ing that these statutes are mandatory. This question came up in the 
case of Curtin vs. Yocum, on the Pennsylvania statute, a statute which 
is very similar in its terms to this one. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER ]—I do not see him in his seat now—was then the chair- 
man of the Committee on Elections. He made a report, concurred in 
by every Democratic member of the committee—and there were nine of 
them—in which he held that that act was mandatory and not direct- 
ory. There were six Republican members of the committee. Three 
of them united in a minority report, in which they held that this stat- 
ute was mandatory and must be carried out in its terms, but they held 
that there was no proof that these voters either voted for the Demo- 
cratic candidate or that the affidavit required by the statute had not 
been filed according to law. They held there was want of proof, but 
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still they held the statute was mandatory. I stated three other Re- 
publican members signed a minority report. Iam mistaken in that; 
there was another minority report, signed by two Republicans and by 
one other member, 

The constitution of Pennsylvania provides that no elector shall be 
deprived of his vote because his name is not on a registration list. That 
is a constitutional provision in Pennsylvania. Three other members 
of the committee, and one of them was the distinguished contestee in 
this case, Mr. Weaver, held that that statute was either unconstitutional 
ordirectory; thatit could not be held mandatory, because it was in plain 
violation of this clause, a clause that holds that no elector can be de- 
prived of his vote because his name is not on the registration list. 

Mr. BRUMM. Have youthatstatute handy? Ishould like to show 
the difference between the two statutes on the point you are discussing. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know the language of the statute. 

Mr. BRUMM. You evidently do not, or you would not say the two 
statutes are the same, especially as to this latter part, because the Penn- 
sylvania statute goes to the qualification of the voter. 

Mr. PAYNE. ` Perhaps you will get time to explain that. Ican not 

ield now. 
á Mr. BRUMM. Iwantyou to take the time and clear yourself if you 


can. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is very kind. The majority report 
and the two minority reports came up for discussion in this House. 
Some distinguished gentlemen expressed their views on the question of 
this mandatory or directory statute. One of them was the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. I have listened to 
that gentleman frequently, but I do not think I ever heard him talk 
more to the point than he did on the occasion to which I refer. In his 
seven-minutes’ speech on that question he says: 


It has been stated here by my distinguished friend from Indiana | Mr. Calkins], 
I believe, that as to the voter the law of Pennsylvania is directory. Now, this 
the first time that I have ever heard the peneiple announced that any law is 
directory upon the individual citizen. Wherever a law bas been held directory 
by the courts, it has been where a duty wasimposed upon a ministerial officer. 
Where such an officer was requ by statute to do a particular thing in a par- 
ticular way, and did it in some other way, but nevertheless did it, the courts 
have held in some instances that the act was legal, although done in a different 
manner from that pointed out by the statute. For instance,in a case arising 
at one time in California the statute required the return from the precinct to be 
sent to the county clerk by mail. It appeared in evidence that in this case the 
return was sent by express. The Committee on Elections D prad held that 
thesending of this return by express, when the statutes said it should be sent 
by mail, did not invalidate the vote at that poll or justify throwing it out. That 
was a directory statute imposing a duty upon a ministerial officer. But no 
court, so far as I know, has held that a citizen may violate the law at pleasure, 
unless he is willing to take the responsibility of the penalty imposed for diso- 


bedience. 
The law im certain duties upon the citizen, which duties have boen 
clearly defined in the statute of Pennsylvania. That statute, not only manda- 


tory but prohibitory in its terms, says that no man shall be permitted to vote 
whose name is not on the registry-list, unless he shall furnish to the election 
officers not only his own affidavit as to his qualifications to vote, but the affidavit 
of another elector at the poll that he has resided in the precinct sixty days next 
preceding the election, Here is a duty imposed upon thé citizen, and he must 
take due notice of his responsibilities and duties under the law: 


Responsibilities and duties under the law to furnish an affidavit 
showing a sufficient reason or some reason why he did not appear to 
have his name registered. 


The law says to the citizen: ‘You may have your name registered within 
certain days; failing in that, the law presumes you to be an illegal voter, and 
throws upon you the burden of establishing your right to vote.” It goes fur- 
ther, and says: “As there have been so many frauds committed, you must fur- 
nish proof in addition to that which you would have been required to furnish 
the registration officers; the evidence of your right to vote-shall no longer rest 
in 1, but you shall furnish a written or printed affidavit signed by yourself 
SAA also the affidavit of an elector showing that you have resided sixty days in 
the election district and are entitled to vote.” In the absence of this affidavit 
the election officers have no right to receive a vote; and without such afidavit 
a man, if unregistered, is not entitled to demand the right to vote. Not being 
registered and such affidavit not being furnished, his vote, if cast, is illegally 
cast, because cast in the very face of a prohibitory statute. 


J find, Mr. Speaker, on examination that this view of the gentleman 
from Illinois was sustained by leading gentlemen upon the other side 
of this House. I have been looking over the list to see who voted to 
sustain that proposition so succinctly stated by Mr. SPRINGER, and I 
will read the names as they appear here in the RECORD. I find it is 
not the high privates merely that appear in the list, but it contains 
the major-generals, the very head-lights of the Democratic party on this 
floor—candidates for the Speakership, candidates for the Presidency. 
I find thesenames: Mr. BLAND, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. BRAGG, Mr. CABELL, 
Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. Cops, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. FORNEY, Mr. GEDDES, 
Mr. HATCH, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Kine, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. MORRI- 
SON, Mr. REAGAN, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND, Mr. WELL- 
BORN, and on the second vote Mr. LE FEvVRE. 

These gentlemen are in the House now, and I suppose, of course, they 
will vote the same way to-day, and vote that this law in Iowa, similar 
to the law in Pennsylvania, is mandatory in its character and must be 
complied with before a vote put into the ballot-box is a legal vote. 


It will be observed that these gentlemen are not men ‘‘lingering su- 


perfluous on the stage,” but they are the survival of the fittest, that is 
of what fittest there is on the other side of this Chamber; of course they 
will vote now consistently with what they voted in the Forty-sixth 
Congress. And, although the tables are turned, of course those gen- 


tlemen will now stand up and maintain that this law of Iowa, similar 
in its terms to the law of Pennsylvania, is as mandatory to-day upon 
their consciences and their votes as it was in the Forty-sixth Congress. 
So, Mr. Speaker, if we are to uphold the registry laws, if we are to 
maintain those safeguards, which seem to have been for wise p 
thrown around the ballot, if we are to maintain the integrity of the 
bollot, if we are to decide by our votes in a judicial manner the inter- 
pretation of this law, I trust that we shall not depart from the inter- 
pretation of the statute which says that a vote shall not be received 
unless the law has been complied with, because that has been the in- 
terpretation handed down from the Book of Moses, and never questioned 
except in an Illinois court, and perhaps in a contested-election case 
here. I trust, sir, that weshall obey this statute willingly and cheer- 
fully, though at first it may grate upon our convictions of equity to 
throw out 103 votes which have been cast, but of the legality of which 
there is no proof saving the presumption that arises in favor of a vote 
that has been placed-in the ballot-box. I hope that we shall uphold 
the dignity of the law, fearing not to declare the law as itis, and let 
the consequences take care of themselves. 

The SPEAKER. _ The gentleman from New York has ten minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN]. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr, Speaker, since was assigned to me the duty of 
rendering such assistance as I may be able to do in the presentation of 
the views of the minority in the case now at the bar of the House I 
have not had time to make more than a cursory examination of the 
record involved. WhatI shall say will be mainly based upon facts ad- 
mitted in the report of the majority of the Committee on Elections, 
which facts ‘are conclusive of this contest, the decision of which turns 
solely upon the construction to be given to the registry laws of Iowa 
as applied to such admitted or uncontroverted facts. 

However, before entering upon that discussion I desire to say that 
there is no evidence in the case to justify the charge made that there 
was any colonization of voters in the sixth district of Iowa at the gen- 
eral election in November, 1884, at least not of any who voted for the 
contestant. And equally without foundation in the evidence is the 
charge that there were 35 illegal votes cast for the contestant, and 
which ought to be deducted from the aggregate of his votes as returned. 
And I can not believe that all the eminent gentlemen of the legal pro- 
fession, members of the majority of the committee, can have examined 
the report, Had they done so they certainly could not, in my judg- 
ment, have concurred therein. 

These questions, however, may be left out of our calculation so far 
as their materiality is concerned, or so far as they can aid us in arriv- 
ing at a correct conclusion in this contest. And so indeed may all 
other questions before us except the one arising under the registration 
laws of Iowa, to which I now invite attention briefly. The question 
arising under those laws determines this case either in favor of the con- 
testant or of the contestee, depending upon what construction shall be 
given tosuchregistrylaws. If they shall be held to besimply directory, 
then by a very liberal stretch of discretion gentlemen might possibly 
excuse themselves, to their own consciences, for the sake of theirparty, 
in voting to retain the contestee in his seat. 

But I shall endeavor to show that evenif the Iowa registry law shall 
be held directory merely, yet there has been such an entire failure of 
compliance therewith in the case now at the bar of the House that con- 
testee should be unseated. If, on the other hand, it shall be held that 
the provisions of the Iowa registry law are mandatory, then all will 
admit that contestant was legally elected to the seat now held by con- 
testee. 

It would be a waste of time, Mr. Speaker, to discuss the proposition 
of the utility and value of a good, well-guarded, and well-enforced reg- 
istry law. No intelligent man who, of late years, has watched the 
progress of events in this country but knows that there is no greater 
protection to the ballot-box and no more powerful promoter of the 
purity of the ballot than such alaw. It is the duty of all upon whom 
is cast the responsibility of administering these as well as all other 
laws to see that they are so administered as to carry out the purpose 
and intent of the Legislature in their enactment, and that is, in case 
of registry laws, to preserve the purity of the ballot-box, to insure that 
none but legal votes shall be cast at our elections. 

It is conceded that a sufficient number of votes were cast in the two 
voting precincts of East and West Oskaloosa, Mahaska County, Iowa, 
under the provisions of said registry laws, to sustain the returned ma- 
jority for the sitting member if properly cast, or to overcome it and 
elect the contestant if they were illegal; it being conceded, or, if not 
conceded, established by the proof in the case, that they were cast for 
the contestee. It is to that disputed question of law I shall address 
myself during the remainder of the time allotted to me by the commit-. 
t 


ec. 
The following are the statutes of Iowa bearing upon this question, 
and are found in the Code of 1873, Laws of Iowa: 


Src, 595. The township trustees and clerk shall constitute the board of rk 
try, and shall meet annually on the first Monday in September, at 9 0’ a. 
m., and make a list of all qualified electors in their township, which shall be 
known as the register of elections. 

Sec. 596. The register of elections shall contain the names at full length, al- 
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with the residence set opposite. It shall be made from 


phabetically arranged, 

the assessor's list and the poll-booksof the previous election, and shall be kept 
by the township clerk, and shall, at all be open for n at his office 
without charge, He shall also, within two days after the adjournment of the 
board, up a certified copy thereof in a conspicuous place in his office, or 
such other place as the ant may direct. 

Sxc. 597. i shall hold a meeting at the place where the 
last general election was held, or if from any cause it can not held at such 
place, then at some place to be designated by notice published in at least one 
paper printed in the township or posted in at least three public places therein, 
on the Tuesday preceding the general election of such year,at which they 
shall revise, correct, and complete the ister of elections and shall hear any 
evidence that shall be brought before them in reference to such correction. 
* è * The names of all persons not qualified as électors shall be stricken 
from the register, and any person appoi to r his name may be chal- 
lenged by ed elector or member of the board, &c. * * * But noname shall 
be added to the register within five days next before the election. 

The foregoing provisions do not apply to townships, incorporated 
towns, or cities having a population of less than 6,000 inhabitants, as 
shown by the last preceding census. Oskaloosa Township, including 
the east and west precincts, did have a population exceeding 6,000, and 
did come within those provisions. 

Section 618, Code of lowa of 1873 is in reference to general elections, 
and is as follows: 


The judges in the elections precincts where the registry law is in force shall 
designate one of their number to check on the registry the name of every per- 
son yoting, and no vote shall be received from any person whose name does not 
appear there, unless he shall furnish the judges his affidavit, showing that he is 
a qualified elector, and a sufficient reason for not appearing before the board on 
the day for correcting the register, and also shall prove by affidavit of one free- 
holder or householder, whose name is on the register, that such affiant knows 
him to be a resident of that election precinct, giving his residence by street and 
number if in a city or incorporated town, as the same is uired to appear on 
the register. Said affidavit shall be kept by the judges,and all such affidavits 
may be administered by oath of the judges or clerks of the election. 

The constitutional provision of the State of Iowa on this subject is 
as follows: 

Art. 2, Src. 1. Every male citizen of the United States of the age of twenty- 
one who shall have been a resident of this State six months next preceding the 
election, and of the county in which he claims his vote sixty days, shall be en- 
soeg to vote at all elections which are now or hereafter may be authorized by 

aw. 

It does not contain the provision found in the constitution of some of 
the States from which cases have been cited, to the effect that no other- 
wise legally qualified voter should be deprived of his right to vote by 
_ any registry law, and on the effect of which constitutional provision 
the decisions in those cases were based. Section 605, Code of 1873, Laws 
of Iowa, also has a bearing on this question. It reads: 

Rafe person shall vote in any other precinct than that in which he resides at 
the time. 


The question arising in this case under these statutes, as we shall 
more clearly see as we go on, is, are their requirements mandatory or 
directory; are they conditions precedent to voting, or may they be 
complied with or disregarded at the option or caprice of the voter or 
judges of election? I answer, that in my judgment, based upon reason, 
upon judicial construction, upon precedent, they are mandatory, they 
are conditions precedent, and must be complied with before an elector 
is entitled to cast his ballot. 

It is argued in the report of the majority (the writer of which is an 
able lawyer, for whose legal judgment I have great , but which 
in this case I can not help feeling has been warped by what he would 
like to have it in this particular matter, and with which I can not agree) 
that the elector has no duty to perform and no responsibility to bear 
in regard to his registration; that it is wholly the duty of the board 
of registry to see that the register is properly made, revised, corrected, 
and completed; this can not, in all reason, be a proper construction 
ofthe law. It can not be that the Legislature of the State of Iowa, 
under the pretense of enacting a statute for the protection of the purity 
of the ballot-box, for the purpose of securing a fair vote and an honest 
count, gave to the people of that State a law providing a registry which 
on its very face must be incorrect and incomplete. 

If the individual elector has no duty to perform in regard to this reg- 
istration, then the very inception of the register is a fraud and a cheat, 
and shows upon the part of the Legislature a deliberate purpose to 
make an unfair, an incorrect, and an incomplete registry. Thisstatute 
provides that in the first instance the list shall be made up from the 
poll-books of the last election held one year prior and from the assess- 
ment-books made nearly one year prior. Now, every one knows that 
even in the olderStates, where population is not constantly shifting and 
changing as it is in Iowa and the other new Western States, such a list 
could not possibly be a correct list of the electors for any particular 

ear. ž 
K Since the last election many may have, and in nine precincts out of 
ten probably actually have, moved away and are wrongfully on the list. 
Many did not vote the year before, and consequently do not appear on 
the poll-book of the previous year, and the case now at bar is a good 
illustration of this. This election was held in the year 1884, the year 
of the Presidential election. It is the experience of us all that the 
vote on Presidential year is at least one-fifth heavier than any other, 
and no one would expect that nearly the entire number of voters in any 
particular precinct for 1884, Presidential year, would be found on the 
poll-books of the election of 1883. Neither would the deficiency be 
made up from the assessor’s books, because all electors in Iowa do not 


pay taxes. Nor would the list of those liable to poll-tax show all, be- 
cause at the age of forty-five in that State an elector is no longer liable 
to pay poll-tax or to perform military duty, so that when the board of 

i has made up the register from, the assessor’s list and the poll- 
book of the previous year and adjourned it is absolutely certain that 
the register they have made is not correct; that it does not show a true 
list of qualified electors of the township for the current year. 

The Legislature of Iowa never intended any such absurdity. Now, 
if the elector himself has nothing to do in the matter, why the subse- 
quent provisions of the statute? Why the requirement that the “‘reg- 
ister of elections’’ ‘‘shall be kept by the township clerk, and shall at 
all times be open for inspection at his office?” ion by whom, 
unless it be by electors to see that they are properly registered? Why 
is the clerk required to post up a copy in his office within two days? 
Manifestly to give notice to electors as to who has been registered. 
How are they to get this notice if they are not expected to go to the 
office and look after their own registration? Why should the board of 
registration be required to hold a meeting to ‘‘revise, correct, and com- 
plete” the register on the Tuesday prior to the election, and to give 
notice of such meeting by publication? 

Why notice if the individual elector has nothing to do, and if the 
duty and responsibility of the making, revising, correcting, and com 
pleting the register of elections is devolved wholly on the board of 
registry? Why does the law require that the board of registry ‘‘shall 
hear evidence that may be brought before them,”’ if no one but them- 
selves has anything to do with this making, revising, correcting, and 
completing the register? If the individual elector has nothing to do 
with the registering of his name, why does this statute provide that 
“any person appearing to register his name may be challenged ?”’ This 
body is composed largely of lawyers. It is to this House, sitting as a 
jury and a court, judges of both the facts and the law, that this con- 
testant submits his case. This court, like all others, is bound to ad- 
here to the principles of law as established by well-grounded principles 
and precedents. And I appeal to you, my brethren of the bar, to act 
like judges in this matter. 

We have no disputed facts to determine. We have aclear-cut ques- 
tion of law here, and nothing else; and let us come to its determination 
like lawyers, proud of their noble profession and bound to uphold its 
honor and its integrity. The members of this House who are at all 
versed in the legal profession will agree with me that as a general prin- 
ciple, when the highest judicial tribunal of a State has spoken upon the 
constitutionality of a statute of the State and has given a construction 
to its provisions, that declaration and that construction are conclusive 
on everybody and everywhere. The courts of the United States uni- 
versally so hold, and when the State courts have spoken on such a ques- 
tion the Federal courts follow such State court on such questions im- 
plicitly, unless there shall be some question of derogation to the Federal 
Constitution, and there is no such question here. Will this House adopt 
any different rule? If, then, it shall appear to this House that the su- 
preme court of Iowa has held this registry law constitutional and that 
its provisions are mandatory and not directory, I am sure the members 
of this body will rise above party prejudice, as they have heretofore 
done, to their credit be itsaid, and seat the contestant, the legally elected 
Representative in the Forty-ninth Congress of the sixth district of Iowa. 

‘The supreme court of Iowa has so said (in Edwards rs. Banbury, 28 
Iowa, 267). In that case a person whose name was not on the register 
presented himself to the judges, who knew he was a legal voter, except 
his name was not on the register, and he made the affidavit required 
by law, except he refused to give a sufficient reason. His vote was 
rejected. He sued the judges of election and was beaten. He ap- 
pealed to the supreme court, and that court sustained the courts below. 
I extract from that case as follows: 

The plaintiff is a white male citizen of the United States by birth, over thirty 
years of age, and is, and has been for several year last past a resident of said 
State of Iowa, and of said fourth ward, and a voter therein, all of which was 
well known to said defendants on said election day when they refused his vote. 
That on said election day, while the polls were still open and thejudges waiting 
to receive votes (about 2 o'clock p. m.), plaintiff presented himself at said polls 
and offered his ballot to said judges, and offered to vote at said election, which 
the defendants refused ; thereupon the plaintiff offered to take the oath of quali- 
fication as such voter as specified in section 494 of the revision of 1860, and de- 
manded the privilege of voting, which the defendants refused, unless the plaintiff 
would furnish to defendants his affidavit showing a proper reason for not ap- 
pearing before the board of registry, as provided A section 8, in chapter 171, of 
the acts of the Twelfth General Assembly of the State of Iowa, which plaintiff 
failed to do, protesting that he was not obliged so to do, and that under the con- 
stitution and Jaws he was fully entitled to vote without such conditions, and that 
the latter part of said’ section 8, commencing with the words ** no vote shall be 
received,” was unconstitutional and null, and again demanded the privilege of 
voting, which was refused. The name of the plaintiffnot being on the register 
as provided by said statute, he was not permitted to vote at said election, al- 


though, except forsuch omission of his name from the register, defendants knew 
plaintiff to be a qualified voter. 


The foregoing is a statement of the facts. In the opinion the court 
says: 

+ pecting the right of suffrage,” the constitution of this State (Article II, 
section 1) contains this provision: “Every male white citizen of the United 
States, of the age of twenty-one years, who shall have been a resident of this 


State for six months next preceding the election, and of the county in which he 
claims his vote sixty days, shall be entitled to vote at all elections which are 


now, or hereafter may be, authorized by law.” 
This section of the constitution defines who shall be an elector. Our system 
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of government is based upon the popular will. This will declares itself at the 
ballot-box. The propriety of having the organic law determine who may vote 
is manifest and indisputable. Thisis done by the section of the constitution just 
oted, It fixes the minimum of voters and the minimum len of resi- 
lence. The Legislature can not we these particulars, nor any others which 
are specified in the constitution. x i 


* s 

Whoever possesses the qualifications there mentioned is an elector; and his 
Hes to vote being thusgiven and secured by the constitution, isa right of which 
it is not in the power of the Legislature to deprive or divest him. 

It is admitted that these qualifications confer a right. The right thus con- 
ferred is the right to vote. This right is held by a constitutional and not by a 
— tenure. It can not be destroyed or impaired by the Legislature. So 

all is clear. 

It is equally clear to our minds that the Legislature may late the exercise 
of this BE hatag the right itself untouched, They may, for example, make 
reasonable provisions for determining the age, length of residence, &c., of per- 
sons who offer to vote. 

Every citizen who is entitled to vote is interested in having excluded from the 
box the ballots of those not entitled. To prevent fraudulent voting, to insure 
the purity of the ballot-box, are objects which fall properly within the provision 
of legislative power and duty. x 

We thus see the boundaries of legislative power. Those whom the constitu- 
tion declares shall be electors can not be di chised, and not one jotor tittle 
can MVE be added to or taken from the qualifications which the constitu- 
tion prescribes. 

But the Legislature, while it must leave the constitutional qualifications in- 
tact, and can not add new ones, may, nevertheless, prescribe regulations to de- 
termine whether a given person, who proposes to vote, the required 
qualifications, and these regulations are valid, provided they do not amount to 
a denial or invasion of the right conferred by the constitution. (State vs. Leon, 
9 Wis., 279.) To insurethe integrity of the ballot-box, the Legislature has deter- 


mined that a registry law is ent. 
The islature is supposed best to know the situation and wants of the State, 
and whether there is a necessity for laws of a particular character; and when 


such laws do not invade the constitulional rights of the citizens this court can 
not sit in judgment upon the wisdom of the General Assembly, but must re- 
spect, Sony and carry out the legislative will. 
The act in question professes to be one intended to prevent fraudulent voting; 
and the court sees no reason to believe that the professed purpose is not the true 
u aims to secure this end by requiring a ry of voters. rovides 
It to th db; iri registry of vot It id 
for notice, and fixes a time and place in which it may be made or revised, It 
ves every voter an opportunity to have his name placed on the register. 
ere isa Poara of stry for each township, or each town or city. Thus the 
convenience of the citizen is consulted. f 
* * + * $ * $ 
Registry law,or laws providing that a list of voters shall previously be made, 
are not unusual (Auld vs. Walton, 12 La. An. 129; Harris vs. Whitcomb, 4 Gray, 
433; Huggit vs. Lewis, 28 Eng. L. and Eq., 326), and the main object of them is 
to prevent fraudulent voting. Whether such laws are wisely adapted to effect 
this end, and do more than harm, is, as above remarked, a matter solely 
for legislative wisdom to decide. > £ s pi 


Guided by the principles before set forth, it is the opinion of this court that 
the portion of the registry law upon which the plaintiff relies is not in conflict 
with the constitution. 


The foregoing case settles the constitutionality of the registry law 
of Iowa. (See also Patterson rs. Barlow, 60 Pa. St., 54—a strong case. ) 
The supreme court of Iowa has also decided in explicit terms that the 
provisions of the law are mandatory in Nefzger vs. D. and Saint Paul 
Railroad, 36 Iowa, 644. In this case a certain township had voted a 
tax for railway purposes without the voters being registered. The tax 
was declared carried, and the same was actually assessed. One tax- 
payer (the plaintiff) resisted the collection upon the ground that the 
registry law had not been complied with. The case went to the su- 
preme court and that court sustained the tax-payer, set the tax aside, 
and enjoined its collection as void because of non-compliance with the 
statute. The court says: 

We deem it SEERE TPRI OA consider only the second ground of relief, namely, 
the entire disregard of the provisions of the registry law, for it seems to Aae 


upon that ground if none other, the action of the court is fully sustained. 
tion 8, chapter 171, Twelfth General Assembly provides: 3 


(The act already quoted.) 


The object of the act, as declared in its title, is to prevent fraudulent voting. 
Its language is mandatory. It reads: ** No vote shall be received from any 
person whose name does not appear upon the register.” To hold that an 
elector may vote whose name is not on the register would render an observ- 
ance of the law merely optignal and its provisions merely nugatory. 


The court refers to and quotes 16 Michigan, 342; 21 Wisconsin, 566; 
Dwarris on Statutes, 715, and cases cited. 

The supreme court of the State of Iowa has thus settled this case, 
and contestant ought not to be expected to go further. But Iowa is 
not alone in holding such statutes mandatory. 

In Brightly’s Leading Cases on Elections, page 453, edition of 1871, 
it is said: : 

If election officers receive a vote without preliminary proof which the law 
es an essential prerequisite to its reception, such vote is as much an ill 
vote as if the voter had none of the qualifications required by law. The voter 
miha not be able, on the day of election, to produce the legal PORN proof, 

and it would not appear to be just to the candidates to permi 
p! by erence subsequently procured which wasabsolutely illegal when re- 
ved by the officers, (State vs. Helmantel, 21 Wis.,566; State vs. Stump, 23id., 


630, 

This we deem the only just view to be taken of the election law, and the only 
one which will remedy the evil of constantly recurring contested elections. (See 
People vs. Koppar 16 Mich., 324.) The rule here indicated was enforced in 
Gibbons vs. Sheppard, 2 Brewster, 129, when the court refused credit for every 
vote facie illegal in which the testimony did not show that at the time 


of yo the offer was supported by the proof which the law demands, 
Every voter not on the register is prima facie illegal. 
In re Election of McDonough, 105 Pennsylvania, 490: 


The above case was decided on the Pennsylvania statute, similar to the Iowa 
statute (it was only decided in 1882), thus putting at rest all doubt, if any, 


theretofore existing. Judge Trunkey, dclivering the opinion of the court, on 


page 491, says: 

“In the pa N of registry of the name of the voter and affidavits, 

of the vote by the officers is an imperative duty. Upon conviction of neglect of 
that duty, they shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and may be punished by fine 
and imprisonment. of the statute, no 
unregistered person can lawfully vote until he produces the affidavits. All par- 
ties agree that the votes of persons whose names are not registered, and who 
produce no aflidavits, are, prima facie, illegal. Shall such votes be counted as 
legal on the trial of a contested election upon proof that they were cast by per- 
ooa sees the qualifications of an elector? This is the only question 
raised. 

After arguing the question and citing authorities, the court say, on page 495: 

“ We are of opinion that it is the imperative duty of an elector, whose name 
is not on the list of registered voters, to uce the required affidavits at the 
time he offers his vote, and that the election officers have no power to waive 
the production of the essential proofs. And the vote of such person 
and received, without the requisite affidavits, is illegal and can not be made 
legal at a subsequent investigation in the courts.” 

e case of Doerflinger rs. Helmantel, twenty-first Wisconsin, page 566, is pre- 
cisely in Fos the sconsin statute being almost verbatim with the Iowa 
statute. he court say : 

“It is essentially an imperative statute, and deprives the inspectors of all ju- 
risdiction to receive the votes of unregistered voters, unless the conditions as to 
the affidavit and oath are fully complied with. And first it is to be observed 
that there is a material difference between this and former statutes. They were 
regulations of the time and manner of conducting elections, designed for the 
government of the officers having charge of the polls. No duty was imposed 
upon the voters except that of go’ ng to the polls and depositing their votes. It 
was consid that the voters ought not to forfeit their privileges or lose their 
votes by reason of the mistakes or misconduct of the officers, which it was out 


By the natural meaning of the language 


rove, 
oath of a householder of the district, that he knows him to be an nhabitant of 
the district; and, if in an incorporated village or berg give his residence within 
the district. In this matter of a voter whose name been omitted, and who 
has not appeared on the day for the correction of the register, the burden of 
answering the requirements of the law, by furnishing the affidavit and proof, 
is thrown upon the voter . He is presumed to know the law, and must 
to the polls pe to comply with its conditions; and if he does not, and 
is vote is lost, it may, so far as it is the fault of mug Eataa, with justice be said 
to be his own fault. It is in the nature of a malty imposed by the law for his 
neglect to do what is required of him. The inspectors can not receive his vote, 
and, if they can not, it can not afterwards be received and counted by the 
co! 


urts. 

“ And next it is to be observed that it is a negative statute. Ithasbeensaidon 
very high authority that negative words will make a statute imperative. (Dwar- 
ris on Statutes, 715,7 Law Lib.,55 and cases cited.) The words of the act are: 
‘No vote shall be received at any annual election in this State, unless,’ &e. It 
is difficult to conceive of any language more strongly imperative than this,” 
(21 Wisconsin, pages 568-571.) 


This case completely disposes of the long and ingenious argument of 
the majority report to the effect that the judges of election having re- 
ceived the votes no question can afterwards be raised as to their legal- 
ity, or that the burden of showing their illegality is thrown upon the 
attacking party. We assert with the utmost confidence that in 
case cited by the majority report or in argument, wherein it is held 
that a vote once received must be proved to be illegal before it can be 
stricken off, the court or committee held the Jaw under which they 
acted to be directory and not mandatory. We concur in that, wherea 
regulation is only directory, and a vote is received without compliance 
with the directions, it must be proven to be illegal before it can be 
stricken off. The converse of the proposition is equally as well estab- 
lished—that where the directions are mandatory, and are disregarded, 
the vote must be stricken off. 

This House decided in Le Moyne vs. Farwell, Contested-Election Cases 
(Forty-fourth Congress), 1871 to 1876, in substance as we claim, The 
committee in that case said in reference to the fourth precinct, eight- 
eenth ward of the city of Chicago: 


In this precinct contestant objects to seven affidayits furnished by voters for 
contestee, upon the und that they donot appear to have been sworn to before 
any officer. There is no jurat thereto. It is agreed (therefore unanimous) that 
the same are fatally defective, and the votes therefore should be deducted from 


the contestee, 

We also, fortunately, have anotlier precedent. In the Forty-sixth 
Congress was pending the contested-election case of Curtin vs. Yocum, in 
which a report was made which ought to have great weight with our 
friends upon the other side of this Chamber. In that case the major- 
ity report of the Committee on Elections was sustained by every Dem- 
ocratic member of the House, I believe. It was made by the chairman 
of the committee, and the majority report of the same committee in this 
House and in this case says of that report: 

A most elaborate and learned report was made by the majority, Mr. SPRINGER 
being the chairman, holding that the statute was mandatory, and such votes 
should be excluded. 

Icommend that learned report tothe carefuland prayerful perusal of 
my Democratic friends; though possibly in these days of ‘‘ reform”? you 
havealso reformed your ideas of constitutional law and of the purity of 
elections, which last God grant may be true. It wouldseem utterly use- 
less to further pile up authorities. The highest court of Iowa decided, 
as shown, that a voter not registered, though known to the election offi- 


1886. 
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cers to be otherwise qualified, could not vote unless he gave ‘‘a suffi- 
cient” reason; further, that the registry law is mandatory. These de- 
cisions, backed by theothers cited, seem sufficient to establish the issue 
in favor of contestant, that the law of affidavits is mandatory and must 
be strictly complied with, and that a person voting without such com- 


pliance must be stricken from the poll. 

With this array of authorities I can not see how this House can be 
turned away from its duty because Illinois under the provisions of its 
constitution and laws may have held the registry law of that State di- 
rectory; and it is upon the Illinois case that the claim of the majority is 
planted. This brings us to the question as to what the defectsin theafli- 
davits were in thecaseat bar. Prima facie, at least, all these voters who 
were not upon the register had no right to vote, and theirright to do so 
_ could only be restored by a compliance on their part with the require- 
ments of the registry law. By that law each one is required to pre- 
sent to the election board his own affidavits, showing— 

1. That he is a qualified elector; that is— 

(a) That he has been a resident of the State six months; 

te That he has been a resident of the county sixty days; 

¢) That he resides at the time of voting in the election precinct in 
which he offers to vote; and 

(d) That he is a citizen of the United States. 

2. A sufficient reason for not appearing before the board on the day 
of revising, correcting, and completing the register. . 

Did the men who voted in the east and west Oskaloosa precincts for 
the sitting member, and who were not upon the register, comply with 
these mandatory provisions of the register law of the State of Iowa? 
We answer emphatically, no. 

I gather from this record the following figures : 

Not registered, and who gave in their affidavits no reason for their failure... 31 

Not registered, vouched for by Charles or C. Blatner, himself nota registered 
voter, as uired by Jaw 

Not registered, and ‘whe give as a reason “n 

Not registered, and who give as a reason “l 


NOOB TEIN 
off the registe: 


The first class did not attempt to give any reason for their not appear- 
ing at the time appointed for the revising, correcting, and completing the 
register. The statute is imperative in that regard, and the case of 
Banbury rs. Edwards, already cited, is conclusive upon that point, and 
these 31 votes must be excluded from the count. 

The second class were vouched for by Charles or C. Blatner, who was 
not a registered voter, at least it does not so appear from the evidence, 
and the burden was upon the contestee to show that these unregistered 
men became legal voters, Hence these 38 votes must be stricken from 
the poll of the sitting member. 

But we may discard these 38 votes from our calculations, and still the 
final result is the same. 

The third class say that they did not appear because of “neglect.” 
This is the first time I have ever heard eminent lawyers contend that a 
party’s own neglect was a sufficient reason for his shortcomings. This 
reduces contestee’s vote 13 more. 

The reason of the fourth class is still more indefensible; they say they 
did not appear because they were ‘‘left off the register.” Now, mark, 
that they shall give ‘‘a sufficient reason for not appearing before the 
board on the day for correcting the register.” (The Tuesday before the 
election is the requirement of the statute.) Notasuflicient reason why 
they do not appear on the register on election day, buta sufficient rea- 
son why they did not appear the week before; and they say the reason 
was that they were “‘left off the register,” the only reason under the 
sun why they should have appeared. If they had not been “‘ left off 
the er,” if they had been on the register, then would there have 
been no occasion for appearing. And yet they say they did not appear 
for the only reason which madeit necessary for them toappear, and we are 
gravely told that thatisa ‘sufficient reason ” undera mandatory statute. 
Ought they not to have been required to give some sort of a reasonable 
excuse—that they did not know they were “‘left off,” that they were 
sick, that they were out of the county, or some excuse or reason likely 
to have some influence on the human mind? It seems to me so, and 
that this law in the interest of pure elections should be strictly upheld. 

If they had presented affidavits alleging as a reason for not appear- 
ing on the day for correcting the register any reason which could possi- 
bly be an excuse for not so appearing, and the judges of election had 
held the same ‘‘snflicient,’? I am not prepared to say that it could be 
taken advantage of here. In this case it is not ne to go so far 
as that. ButIcan not subscribe to the doctrine that it is a ‘‘sufii- 
cient reason’’ for not appearing to give no reason or excuse whatever, 
or to allege the voter’s own ‘‘ neglect,” or to assign asa ‘‘ sufficient rea- 
son” for not appearing that they were “‘ left off,” the only thing which 
under the law made it necessary for the voter to appear at all. 

If perchance any honest voter lost his vote, by his own neglect he 
must bear the consequence; better that than a reckless disregard of 
the laws made for the protection of the ballot should be encouraged 
and sustained. In that event the salutary laws for the protection of 
the franchise would become a mockery and our own republican insti- 
tutions become endangered. Better that these few voters in Iowa, 
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though legally qualified electors in all respects except the registry, 
should be deprived of their votes at one past election than that this 
House should set a precedent which would legalize universal and un- 
restrained fraud and authorize the casting of thousands of illegal votes 
in all our large cities at all future elections. 

Deduct from contestee’s vote the illegal votes claimed to have been 
established by contestant, and contestant is elected. Deduct the votes 
of those voting on no affidavits or on defective affidavits and he is elected 
by a much larger majority than that by which the sitting member now 
claims the seat. 

Let the majesty of the law be upheld, and when the roll of this House 
is called after to-day Frank T. Campbell will answer instead of James 
B. Weaver. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to have been assumed in the early 
part of this discussion that the position taken by the minority of the 
Committee on Elections was gratuitous, and it has been hinted that it 
was partisan. For one, sir, I signed the minority report with great 
reluctance. I should have preferred to have signed that of the major- 
ity if I could have found any warrant in law to justify me in so doing. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I believe that in the decision of these questions we 
sit as a high court of judicature, and are bound under our oaths to 
obey the laws of our country. In the few minutes that I shall address 
the House I shall address them upon a question of law. The question 
is, is the statute of Iowa which has been quoted here mandatory or di- 
rectory? Inthe first place, in a well-considered, carefully drawn, and 
exceedingly able opinion prepared by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], and signed by every Democratic member of the committee— 
an opinion which is conclusive upon this question, as it seems tome—I 
find it held that a statute exactly similar to the one involved in this case 
is mandatory. I find, too, that the supreme court of the State of Iowa, 
‘whose decisions in the case now under consideration are binding upon 
this House, have heretofore ruled that this statute is constitutional, 
that an election in disobedience to its provisions is void; and in that 
decision of the supreme court of Iowa I find cited with approval a de- 
cision reported in 21 Wisconsin. If that decision which has been cited 
by the supreme court of Iowa with approval is good law, then I stand 
upon firm ground. 

Allow me to read a brief extract from the opinion in that case which 
“‘ goes upon all fours” in all its facts with the case now under consid- 
eration. The court says: 

It is furthermore alleged tha‘ of those 544 votes which were received by the 
judges of the election, 145 were received from persons no one of whom proved to 
the inspectors receiving his vote, by the oath of a householder of the dist 
that he knew such person to be an inhabitant of the district, nor did any one 
them furnish the inspectors any proof upon oath that he was a resident of the 
election district, It will be seen from these statements, not there was a 
total want of proof or any attempt to evade the sort imate of the act, but 
only that the proof was in some particulars defective, It is not, therefore, a 
oe whether the statute may be wholly disregarded or dispensed with by 
the inspectors, but whether, when an attempt is made in good faith to execute 
it, a mistake in the execution, or any departure however slight from the terms 
al 


the statute, will viliate the proceedings and annul the votes so irregularly 
received. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ELY. Iam unable to yield. I hope the gentleman will par- 
don me, but my time is too brief. Now, I say with Chief-Justice 
Dixon, writing this opinion for the supreme court of Wisconsin, that I 
feel reluctant to subscribe to a doctrine which would disfranchise a 
voter, otherwise qualified, because he lacks simply the qualification ot 
registration. But such is the law. There is not a single word in any 
text-book referring to this question, there is not a decision of a single 
court of last resort, except that of Illinois (to which I hope to have 
time to refer), that does not sustain the minority of this committee in 
the position which they take. In addition to the Iowa decision we 
have the opinion of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, the unanimous 
opinion of the conrt, deciding the same thing. In that opinion the 
court say of these decisions in Illinois: ‘‘Such judicial construction 
nullifies the law to prevent fraudulent voting.” Now, sir, these de- 
cisions in Illinois go to the extent of deciding that if a vote is received 
by the judges of election, although no affidavit is made, although the 
voter’s name does not appear on the registry-list, yet the vote having 
been received by the judges, though without legal right and against the 
law, that vote shall be counted. For one, Mr, Speaker, in the light of 
these decisions, in the light of the able report of the committee of this 
House, to which I have referred, I am unable to bring my mind to any 
such conclusion, though I have tried earnestly to do so. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a single word in regard to these affidavits and the 
reasons which they give. The statute says that the reason shall be a 
sufficient reason. What is a sufficient reason, I would inquire? I 
maintain that no reason is sufficient which could apply to every case 
that could possibly arise. It may be that a reason would be common 
toa certain numberpf voters who had not registered; but a reason 
which must necessarily apply to every man, however negligent is, in 
my judgment, no sufficient reason. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HALL. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SowDEN ] for three minutes. 
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Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. § er, since the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. ELY] declined to be interrupted, I thank the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HALL] fot his kindness in yielding a few minutes of 
his time to me in which to make the point I had intended to raise in 
my question to the gentleman from Massachusetts. He stated in his 
remarks that the case of Doerflinger vs. Helmantel, Wisconsin Reports, 
volume 21, page 566, was exactly on all fours with the case now under 
consideration. In this statement I wish to take issue with him and 
point out wherein he errs. 

In the case before the House now, the necessary affidavit required to 
be furnished the judges of election by the unregistered voter, showin, 
that he is a qualified elector under the statute of Iowa, was furnish 
by the men who offered to vote in Oskaloosa Township, and their affi- 
davits were supplemented in each case by an affidavit of a freeholder or 
householder whose name was on the register, certifying to the fact of 
the elector’s residence in the election precinct, &c., as required by law. 
This was not done in the case cited and relied upon by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, as acareful examination of it willdisclose. If this 
be true, and we are correct in what we have said, how can the gentle- 
man successfully contend that his position is sustained by the case cited 
and that it is on all fours with the case now under consideration? In 
the very case upon which he relies the learned judge who delivered 
the opinion of the court—Chief-Justice Dixon—says: 

It is furthermore alleged that of those 544 votes, 145 were received from 
sons no one of whom proved to the inspectors receiving his vote, by the oath of 
a householder of the district, that he knew such person to be an inhabitant of 


the district, nor did any one of them furnish the inspectors any proof upon oath 
that he was a realdent of the election ct. R 


It would seem from this that the case so confidently relied on by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts as being on all fours with that pending 
before the House differs most materially from itin this, that in the 
case under consideration it is admitted on all sides that the necessary 
affidavits required under the laws of Iowa were furnished the judges 
of election by the unregistered voters at the time they offered to vote, 
as also the affidavits of the freeholders certifying that these electors re- 
sided in the election precinct, &c., in which they offered to vote, as 
required under the statute. All this was wanting in the case cited. 
The only question upon which this case seems to hinge is, whether a 
sufficient reason was given by these unregistered electors for their neg- 
lect to register, or for not appearing before the board of registration on 
the day fixed by law for correcting the register. 

The judges of election passed upon that question when they received 
the votes of these men. Had they believed the affidavits insufficient or 
the reasons given therein for non-registration unsatisfactory, they un- 
doubtedly would have refused to accept the votes offered when the 
affidavits could have been amended to meet the requirements of the 
iudges of the election, who alone were to pass upon the question of their 
sufficiency. Inaccepting the votes the judges admitted that the affida- 
vits were sufficient, and I contend that neither the Committee on Elec- 
tions nor this House are warranted in going behind the decision of the 
election officers. . 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HALL. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Rowe tt]. : 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, while I do not agree with some of the 
statements of fact contained in the majority report, I do agree with the 
conclusion that the sitting member is entitled to retain his seat. I de- 
sire to occupy a moment in stating the grounds upon which I found 
that belief. The whole question turns upon certain votes cast upon 
affidavits. If the votes cast upon affidavits are thrown out where those 
affidavits are not in exact accordance with the law, then the sitting 
member loses his seat; if those votes are not thrown out, he retains it. 

It will not do to say that this question is entirely settled, because 
there are judicious decisions on both sides. I believe, however, that 
the reason of the case is in favor of counting the votes. This House 
itself, by a majority vote, has decided in favor of the view presented 
by the majority of the committee. This case, however, illustrates how 
men may change sides upon a question of this sort, for it is true that 
in the Curtin-Yocum case every Democratic member of the committee 
reported in favor of the view presented by the minority here. It is 
true that the Republican side of the House took the view then that I 
now take, that this provision of law in regard to the filing of affidavits 
is directory, not mandatory. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Ihave only five minutes, and I believe I will not. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted to call attention—— 

Mr. ROWELL, Five minutes is not very long in which to talk upon 
a legal question, and, without any disrespect to the gentleman, I can 
not surrender any portion of my time. 

The courts of Pennsylvania have decided in faver of the mandatory 
character of a grovision of this nature. The State of Wisconsin also has 
so decided. The State of Iowa in dicta has so decided; but the direct 
question involved in this case was not presented for decision, otherwise 
I should feel bound to follow the judgment of that case. The State of 
Illinois, on the other hand, where the questions involved in this case 
were passed upon, has decided that a provision of this kind isdirectory, 


and that decision is based upon this fact: When an affidavit is required 
to be presented to a board of election judges, that board is necessarily 
constituted a judicial tribunal to pass upon the affidavit; and when the 
vote has been duly received, the sufficiency of the affidavit has been 
passed upon and may not thereafter be questioned, unless the voter, for 
other reasons, was not entitled to deposit his ballot. For instance, under 
this law a registry is provided, but the fact there is a registry law does 
not prohibit a man from voting whose name has not been registered. 
But herein this election law differs from election laws where no man 
may vote unless his name is upon the registry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROWELL. I hope I will be allowed a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HALL. I will yield two minutes longer. 

Mr. ROWELL. The voter may not know his name is not upon the 
registry, and if the election judges receive his vote without informing 
him of that fact they deprive him of the opportunity to comply with 
the law, and their fault ought not to deprive the voter of hisvote. In 
the same way, if they present an affidavit informal in character, not 
complying with the terms of the law, it is their duty to call his atten- 
tion to the fact, but he ought not to be deprived of his right to have 
his vote counted because officers of the law have neglected their duty. 
And it is for that reason I am not willing to unseat a man who has been 
elected by legal voters because of any neglect on the part of election 
officers to do their duty. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HALL. I will yield for one minute to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it necessary to say 
anything in this case except to call the attention of the House to one 
single fact, and I think that fact ought not only to convince the most 
skeptical, but to change the mind of any one who had formed a differ- 
ent opinion, and I state that fact with pride, that from personal knowl- 
edge in the last thirty years while the Republican party held power in 
Iowa this is the first time, wherever there was contention, the Re- 
publican State board issued a certificate to the Democratic contestant, 
as they have done in this case. I say thatfact alone, that the Repub- 
lican State board of Iowa issued this certificate to General Weaver, is 
conclusive to my mind that he was elected, and they were compelled 
to do that which their sympathy and judgment wished could have 
been otherwise. . 

Mr. HALL. If noother member on this side of the House wishes 
to be heard I will attempt to bring this case to a conclusion in as short 
a time as possible. 

At the outset, Mr. Speaker, it is proper for me to say this contest 
has excited no little interest in that portion of the State of Iowa from 
which it came. The Republican press at the time, and constantly 
since, have seen proper to charge upon the incumbent that he was a 
usurper, occupying a seat which belonged of right to the contestant, 
that he had obtained it by improper, corrupt means and the pernicious 
influences supposed to affect elections. I think itis an opportune time, 
here upon the floor of this House where this question is being considered, 
to state that upon the record presented there is no claim or pretense of 
frand or wrong upon the part of the contestee, and in all the evidence 
there isno intimation of bribery, votes cast fraudulently, or of coloniza- 
tion of improper votes, and theonly charges in that direction are those 
which throw a shadow around the methods resorted to on behalf of the 
contestant himself. 

The record discloses that men were bribed to vote for the contestant, 
that negroes from adjoining counties were colonized in this district and 
cast illegal votes for him. 

In addition is the fact I alluded to in my statement of the case that 
in two precincts of Oskaloosa County there was improper manipulation 
of the registry-list, by which there was an attempt at least to limit and 
impair the right to vote of some 200 electors. Their names were pur- 
posely left off the registry-list of that township. We find that manip- 
ulation having its origin and its inception with adherents of the contest- 
ant. Now, inorderthat we may adhere clearly and closely to the precise 
ease that is before the House, I wish to correct a statement contained 
ina question suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] 
that there were 103 of these affidavits that contained no reason what- 
ever for not being upon the registry-list. The fact is that there are 
but 31 of such affidavits, not enough, according to the concession of both 
the minority and majority reports, to change the result of the election. 
There are one hundred and three affidavits in which the cause or rea- 
son assigned for not being upon the registry-list is ‘* neglect,” or being 
omitted—‘' left off’ of the registry-list. 

Now, when the members of this House will understand that on the 
morning of the November election, when the electors met for the pur- 
pose of casting their ballots, there were old and reputable citizens, men 
who had lived there a lifetime, who had voted for twenty years there, 
who found themselves omitted from the registry-list where it was the 
high and imperative duty of the registration board to place and keep 
their names; when, I say, they found ‘that nearly 25 per cent. of the 
entire voting population had been omitted from the list, it produced a 
most profound sensation in the community; and you can well under- 
stand that the words ‘‘neglect,’’ as used in these affidavits, or ‘‘left off 
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the lists,” as used in others, do not mean neglect on the part of the 
elector himself, but the neglect or the willful omission on the part of 
the registration board, I think I may appeal to the judgment not only 
of Democrats but of Republicans to hold that ‘‘neglect”’ or ‘‘ left off 
the list™ was an ample and sufficient excuse why the elector’s name 
was not upon the registry-list, and entitled him to vote upon presenta- 
tion of his affidavit. 

But this question, not only with reference to the affidavits which 
were left in blank but of all the affidavits, can be settled upon a well- 

ized principle, and itis this, that by the constitution of the State 
of Jowa the right of franchise is conferred and does not depend upon 
any act of the Legislature. : 

Under the well-settled law in such cases the Legislature has no power 
to add any ecnditions to the legal qualifications of the elector, neither 
can it take any of them away. It can provide rules and regulations as 
to registration and provide a system for the conduct of elections, but it 
can make no conditions by such law or system of registration which will 
make it an essential prerequisite of the right of the elector to cast his 
vote, and heace it has been recognized by all the authorities on this sub- 
ject—it is so declared by Cooley in his excellent work on constitutional 
limitations—that every regi system which operates to deny to any 
man the right to vote on the day and place of election can only do so 
upon the principle that the elector voluntarily and of his own motion 
pe at from exercising his right underthatregistry law. Only acon- 
viction of felony can deprive him of the right which the constitution 
guarantees to him as an elector. It proceeds upon the idea that the 
man who abstains from voting loses no right and is deprived of no priv- 


ilege. Itis a voluntary action upon his part. 
“Gander the registration system men who failed to apply within the 
time fixed by the law for having their names entered upon the register 


may be justly deemed to have voluntarily abstained from exercising 
the right of suffrage. But in the case before us there is no instance of 
that kind. There is-no case where any citizen willfully or voluntarily 
abstained from the exercise of his right of franchise, 

The cases cited by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] in 
the course of his argument do not, therefore, pertain and are nof appli- 
cable to the question with which we are now dealing. It reminds me 
somewhat of the remark of a philosopher that filth was nothing but 
matter in the wrong place, and while he cited some very good law, un- 
questionably it had no proper application to this case. 

This is not a case where the judges allowed a man to vote who was 
not upon the registry-list, and knew he was not there. There is no 
such allegation set up in the case. It is not a case of a direct violation 
of the law, but it is a case where the elector, knowing that he was not 
— the list in good faith and in pursuance of the law, made every 
effort to comply with it and do those things requisite to enable him 
to exercise an important right. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the question arises who shall determine for him 
whether his attempt to comply with the law is a compliance or not. 
The law prescribes the method of determining that, and it seems there 
can be little question of the fact. Itis a matter with which the judges 
of election have to deal. When the judges have recognized him as an 
elector, when they have declared that his name is upon the list, or have 
accepted his vote upon his affidavit, and declared that to be sufficient, 
I say that makes the vote legal, and that there is no other tribunal 
which has authority to review or reconsider the action of that board in 
arriving at that conclusion. Why, consider for a moment the practical 
application of the case, and it will be seen at once what the effect would 
be. An elector to-day approaches the polls for the purpose of voting, 
supposing his name to be upon the registry-list; yet he can not know 
penidvely that it is there. He knows that it ought to be there, for it 
is the duty of the registry board to place it there. He presents his 
ballot and is met by a statement of the judges that he is registered. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, even though an elector had gone within the five 
days before the election to the registry board and had seen his name 
upon the list in their possession, it might subsequently have been 
erased either fraudulently or by accident; so that when he asks to ex- 
ercise his right to vote, and asks if he is registered, there is no power 
that can answer that question but the judges themselves. 

Suppose the judges inspect the registry and tell him he is registered, 
and accept his ballot; it may be they have made a mistake; it may be 
they are acting fraudulently. But so far as he is concerned they make 
the response imposed upon them by law, and accept his ballot. I care 
not whether they make a verbal response or make a response by accept- 
ing his ballot and giving him to understand he has a right to vote. 

Now, can any gentleman find any legal learning that after that pro- 
cedure has been gone through will authorize the rejection of that bal- 
lot upon subsequent discovery that the judges erred or that the elector 
was not in fact registered? Would it not operate as a direct and im- 
mediate fraud on the elector and deprive him of that locus penitentiz 
which, upon the discovery that he is not on the registry-list, would 
have enabled him to apply through affidavit? Are not all his rights cut 
off by that construction, and would not the law contravene the provis- 
ions of the constitution which confer upon him his elective franchise ? 

The supreme court of Ohio used this language in referring to a decis- 
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ion by the supreme court of Massachusetts in Capen vs. Foster, 12 
Pickering, 488. 

Tt was held substantially that laws of hauter description (registry laws) 
must be reasonable, uniform, and impartial, and must be calculated to facilitate 
and to saye rather than to subvert or impede the exercise of the right to vote. 

I hold that any Jaw that deprives an elector of his vote after his 
ballot has been received under the circumstances narrated contravenes 
the constitutional provision which gives him that right and is a trap 
and a snare. 

Where are laws which are in part mandatory and in other parts di- 
rectory; and this registry law may certainly be said to belong to this 
class. The case from Iowa cited by the gentleman from New York, in 
which the supreme court of that State held that this law was manda- 
tory, referred simply to this law in its general sense as requiring elec- 
tions to be held under aregistry system. The court did not consider 
for a moment whether a voter whose vote had just been received in 
good faith could be deprived of it, or as to what were the qualities and 
qualifications of an affidavit to enable the unregistered voter to cast his 
ballot. : 

The same thing is true of the case cited from Pennsylvania. It 
merely holds that the law is mandatory in so far as that men who knew 
that they are not registered, and have no right to vote, are allowed to 
exercise that right in violation of law; but where a man votes suppos- 
ing he is on the registry, and is in the attitude of endeavoring to com- 
ply with the law, then that man’s ballot goes into the urn and will stay 
there until the ultimate and final count is made. 

The same thing applies to the affidavit. What isthe purpose of the 
affidavit? Nothing in the world but a petition addressed to the judges 
of election, in which a citizen, omitted from the registry, asks to exer- 
cise the privilege possessed by those on the register. He has to furn’sh 
some statement, some excuse to be addressed to the judges. Theyare 
to hear and determine and decide whether the vote is to be received or 
rejected. Itisasimple proposition, applicable to all tribunals, whether 
judicial or ministerial, that under those circumstances the action of the 
tribunal is final and conclusive so far as the non-essentials are con- 
cerned. A 

Hence it is, I will say without detaining the Housé longer, that the 
majority of the committee have come to the conclusion thatin so faras 
concerns the statements and reasons and descriptions of persons and 
things which are required to be set forth in the affidavit the law is 
simply directory and permits that application, stated in the language of 
the elector himself, to be presented to the judges, and if incorrect or 
imperfect to be corrected until it is acceptable if the facts will justify 
it, and when accepted it makes the vote a valid one against every cou- 
sideration except that the voter himself was not a lawfully qualified 
elector under the laws and constitution of the State. ‘ 

I therefore move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAMMOND). 
the adoption of the resolutions. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not think it is understood what the resolutions 


are. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the pending reso- 
lutions. r 
- The Clerk read as foliows: 


Resolved, That Frank T. Campbell was not elected to a seat in the Forty-ninth 
sae. dia as a member from the sixth Congressional district of the te of 
owa. 
Resolved, That James B. Weaver was elected and is entitled to retain his seat 
in the Forty-ninth Congress as a member from the sixth Congressional district 
of the State of Iowa. 


Mr, CRISP. Is not the vote first on the substitute? 


The SPEAKER pre@tempore. No substitute has been offered. 
Mr. CRISP. I was under the impression that a substitute was pend- 


ing. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not hear the demand for the 
It was certainly my intention to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not responsible for that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent now to offer a substitute, 
notwithstanding that the previous question has been ordered. 

There was no objection. - 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer as a substitute for the resolutions of the ma- 
jority of the committee the resolutions recommended by the minority. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, That James B. Weaver was not elected to a seat in the Forty-ninth 
Congress as a member from the sixth Congressional district of Iowa, and is not 
entitled to a seat. 

Resolved, That Frank T. Campbell was elected and is entitled to a seat in the 


Forty-ninth Congress as a member from the sixth Congressional district of the 
State of Iowa. 


The substitute was not agreed to. 

The resolutions of the committee were a to. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question is on 


previous question, 
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CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—PAGE VS. PIRCE. 


Mr. SPEAKER. Idesire to call up the resolution which is reported 
from the Committee on Elections in the Rhode Island contested-elec- 
tion case of Page vs. Pirce. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William A. Pirce, sitting member from the second Congr 
sional district of Rhode Island, be Swel thirty days from the passage of this 
resolution within which to resubpeena and cross-examine witnesses heretofore 
examined by Charles H. Page, the contestant, and totakeany ny, he 
Saana ten days thereafter be allowed to said Page to take evidence 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in my own judgment 
there is very little occasion for discussion of this resolution, but I un- 
derstand that our friends on the other side think otherwise. Therefore 
I wish to inquire whether if I should now move the previous question 
there would be an hour for discussion after that. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If the egies question were ordered 
without previous debate there would be fifteen minutes allowed for 
debate on each side. x 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is not adequate. I think there ought 
to be a fair opportunity to discuss this question. It is not a question 
of party politics. It is aquestion beyond and above that. As it seems 
to me, it is establishing a precedent, and I think we ought to have it 
thoroughly discussed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not see what is the necessity of any dis- 
cussion at all about this matter. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There is very great necessity. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Why? 5 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I should have to go through the discussion 
to show you why. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this resolution be limited to one hour. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I shall object. 

Mr. ROWELL. I object. If you will make it four hours, I shall 
make no objection. 4 

Mr. ROBERTSON. How long do you gentlemen on that side want? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We want two hours. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, our friends upon the 
other side and myself seem to be so far apart in our judgment as to the 
proper limit of this discussion that I will now go on and present the 
views of the majority. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (to Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey). Can you not 
agree with the gentlemen on the other side as to how much discussion 
there shall be? I think it is but fair and right to let them have area- 
sonable time to discuss this question. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. ROB- 
ERTSON ] and I agree entirely upon that. The only question is as to 
what is a reasonable time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, What do you think is a reasonable time? 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I have already said that I think one 
hour is enough. 

` Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not think that is enough. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that if we could have two hours it would 
be sufficient. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I can not agree to two hours. 

Mr. SPOONER. The question here goes to the merits of the case. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Ido not understand how the merits 
of the case can possibly be brought into the discussion of this question. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (to Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey). I think we shall 
save time by giving them the time they ask, because if we do not, they 
will probably filibuster and delay the decision longer. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no disposition on ourgide to delay it at all. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There is no disposition whatever to delay. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Will you gentlemen be satisfied with 
an hour on that side? d 

Mr. SPOONER. We want two hours. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If they want two hours, let them have it. We 
want only one hour on our side, because there is nothing in the case on 
their side. [Laughter.] What do you say to an hour and a half on 
each side? 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I make the suggestion 
that the debate be limited to two hours, one hour on each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] 
asks unanimous: consent that at the expiration of two hours, to be 
equally divided between the opposing parties, the debate upon this 
question shall be closed and the vote taken. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suggest to the gentleman that there should 
be an hour and a half allowed on this side. If he does not want more 
than an hour, he need not take it. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Very well; then, Mr. Speaker, I will 
proceed. The Committee on Elections have reported this resolution 

iving the contestant and the contestee in this contested-election case 

urther time to take testimony. The committee have not considered 
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or reported the case on its merits. They come here simply for the 
passage of a resolution, in the nature of an interlocutory order, grant- 
ing to these parties further time to take testimony. The committee 
retains jurisdiction of the case, and the simple question here is whether 
this further time shall be ted? The sitting member has a major- 
ity of 16, and the law of Rhode Island requires a majority to secure an 
election. In the testimony taken in this case on the part of the con- 
testant there is disclosed by the evidence of thirteen witnesses a case 
of open corruption at the polls, some of these witnesses implicating per- 
sonally the sitting member. The testimony, if true, shows open, bare- 
faced corruption, the marshaling of men in files from the ballot-box 
and taking them down to the tavern to be paid the price of their cor- 
ruption. We sayin our report that if this evidence be true this House, 
in justice to its own dignity, must take notice of this case. re 

But, Mr. Speaker, the testimony has not been taken by the contest- 
ant within the time prescribed by the statute; and the contestee, tak- 
ing advantage of that fact, as he had a right to do, claims not to have 
been represented at the time these witnesses were examined, and to 
have abstained from cross-examination of them, and also frofn producing 
witnesses to show that he and his friends have not been guilty of the 
corruption charged against them. This being the case, the majority of 
the committee have done—what? They have reported a resolution 
that the contestee should be allowed thirty days further time; and this 
time, let me say, has been fixed after consultation with his counsel; 
that is, I understand his counsel stated this time would be more than 
sufficient. We propose to give him thirty days within which to resum- 
mon these witnesses, cross-examine them, and to present any testimony 
that he may be advised itis necessary for him to produce in his behalf. 
We recognize that if the testimony already taken be true notice should 
be taken of it, but do not wish that he shall be condemned unheard. 

On the other hand, the minority of the committee do what? They 
report two resolutions. In the first place, a resolution that Mr. Page, 
the contestant, is not entitled to the seat; and I propose, if necessary, 
to raise a point of order on that resolution thatit is not before the House, 
that the question is still before the committee, that the case is not here 
for a decision on its merits. But they farther say that although this 
testimony was not taken in time, although the contestee had the right 
to pay no attention to it, still they must regard it; that evidence of 
corruption is brought here, and that we must take notice of it. There- 
fore they recommend that a subcommittee of the Committee on Elec- 
tions be directed to go to the State of Rhode Island and take testimony 
upon this question. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, there is presented on the part of the rajjority a 
proposition that this matter shall be sent back in order that these gen- 
tlemen may take testimony themselves; and on the other side we haye 
a proposition that a committee or subcommittee of this House shall go 
to the State of Rhode Island and take testimony there. 

Having thus stated the case, as it strikes me, I reserve the residue of 


my time, giving notice that I propose to move the previous question. 


Mr. ELY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. How long 
is this debate to last? 

The SPEAKER. Until the previous question shall be ordered by 
the House. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I understand that I am entitled to 
the residue of my hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] 
was entitled to the floor foronehour. He having resumed his seat, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ELy], who made the minority re- 
port, is entitled to the floor for one hour, and has yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HorKrns] for ten minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I desire that what I have to 
say on this question shall be said now, immediately after the remarks 
of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN]. I must confess to 
a great deal of surprise in listening to that gentleman’s argument, 
coming as it does from a lawyer. Here is a plain provision of the stat- 
utes of the United States. The gentleman himself admits that the con- 
testee did entirely right in refusing to appear and take testimony after 
the time had elapsed. If he did perfectly right why should this House 
subject him to further trouble and expense? He stands here, accord- 
ing to the gentleman from New Jersey, upon hisright. Why should he 
be deprived of his right, which is secured to him by the statute of the 
United States? This is the reason which the gentleman from New 
Jersey gives: That the ex parte testimony taken out of time, taken 
when the contestant knew that he would not be answered, throws some 
slur upon the method of conducting the election. 

It will be remembered that there is no provision by which the man 
who contests this seat can have it. There is no pretense that even 
upon his ex parte testimony the 1,500 plurality against him can be over- 
come. What then is the purpose of this proceeding as stated by the 
gentleman from New Jersey? To investigate, as he says, certain al- 
leged frauds set forth in ex parie testimony taken on the part of the 
contestant. Now, in order to do this we are asked to avoid the plain 
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way of doing it, which is to order a direct investigation, and to set a 
precedent by which we declare that the House will override the stat- 
ute of the United States. I waive the question whether we have a 
right to do it or not, and admit, for the sake of argument, that we have 
the right. But I ask the House, which, judging from its action to-day 
and on the Jast election case, seems to be in a mood to treat these mat- 
ters fairly, I ask the House to consider—and I have no other motive in 
regard to this question—whether it is wise and just to set a precedent 
which will add another horror to contested-election cases. I speak 
with some little feeling on this subject, for I do think that the course 
and conduct—the necessary course and conduct—of our present method 
of investigation in election cases is a discredit to us all. A contested- 
election case in which I was engaged, which cost $2,600 for its prepa- 
ration on my part and $5,000 for its preparation on the other part, the 
Committee on Elections decided unanimously, and the House decided 
without a ripple of opposition, for there never was a shadow of founda- 
tion on which to base the contest. In addition to what the statute 
permits—a most outrageous permission—to go all over the world to 
take testimony on matters material and immaterial, matters relevant 
and irrelevant, we propose in this case to add to the precedents already 
established hy forcing æ man who stands upon his own right to go into 
a re-examination of an election case where the statute has decided it, 
and where the statute, if not mandatory, is one which commends itself 
to the reason and sense of every member of this House. 

I sincerely hope the House will not permit this to be done. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Permit me to state to the gentleman from Maine 
that the counsel in this case had agreed it should be changed to a dif- 
ferent time from that prescribed by law. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand that not to be so. And th 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] distinctly in his opening 
stated the contestee in this case was acting as he had the right to act. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I took the position you take now. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish you had held to it. If you had, we 
would have been all 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I have no doubt about that. I said I wanted 
toagree with you, so the House might understand it fairly and it should 
be all right. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is what I wished. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. But there was a disagreement as to the time 
when the testimony should be taken; the counsel on one side said it 
should be one time, and the other side denied it. 

oe REED, of Maine. I do not so understand it. 
verbal, ; 
me The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] has 

e floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, if all that is involved in this case is 
the proposition as just stated by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
GREEN ], there never would have’been a minority report, and there 
never would have been any discussion of the case asked for by the Re- 
publican members of the Committee on Elections. But, as we view the 
case, the doctrine advanced by the majority of the committee, and 
which is summarized in their report to this House, is subversive of the 
. principles which have governed election cases for the last ten years. I 
did not unite in the minority report, but am in full accord with the 
resolution offered that Charles H. Page, contestant, is not entitled toa 
seat in this House asa Representative in the Forty-ninth Congress from 
the second district of Rhode Island. = 

That the House may more fully understand the reasons for this state- 
ment and the position of the minority of the Committee on Elections, 
I call the attention of members to the undisputed facts in the case. 

The secretary of state of Rhode Island certifies that in this Congres- 
sional election there were 15,476 votes cast, of which number the sit- 
ting member, Mr. Pirce, received 7,746—16 votes more than a major- 
ity of all the votes cast at that election; that Mr. Page received 5,995 
yotes, 1,744 less than a majority of all the votes cast. 

Section 5, of Chapter II, Public Laws of Rhode Island, relating to 
the election of Representatives in Congress, is as follows: 

The ballots given in at such elections shall be returned to the General Assem- 
bly at its session next ensuing such election, and those given in each district 
shall be separato counted, FEN the candidate having a majority of the legal 


votes therein shall be d lected, and shall be furnished by the governor 
with a proper certificate thereof. 


You will observe from this, Mr. Speaker, that no man can be elected 
to Congress from either district in Rhode Island unless he has a major- 
ity of all the votes cast at the election. It is an admitted fact that Mr. 
Page received 1,744 votes less than a majority of all the votes cast at 
the election in question, and hence is in no position to ask the indul- 
gence of this House to further his ambition; and, so far as his rights are 
concerned, this resolution offered by the minority of the committee 
should be adopted. 

There is another reason, Mr. Speaker, why Mr. Page can not be per- 
mitted, in my judgment, to control this contest, and why the report of 
the majority of the Committee on Elections should be voted down and 
the report of the minority adopted. At the time of the Congressional 
election in November, 1884, Mr. Page was a member of the State sen- 
ate of the State of Rhode Island. His term of office as such senator 


It was merely 


expired under the statutes of that State on the first Tuesday of May, 
1885. The time fixed by law for the election of his successor was the 
first Wednesday of April preceding the Tuesday in May when his term 
of office expired by limitation. On the 8th day of TENET; 1885, the 
State board of Rhode Island, in pursuance of the laws of the State, 

awarded the certificate of election to contestee, William A. Pirce. More 
than two months after this, and with a full knowledge of the facts here 
stated, Mr. Page became a candidate for re-election to the State sen- 
ate, and at the April election of 1885 was duly elected as his own suc- 
cessor, and, as he admitted to the Committee on Elections, duly quali- 
fied in May following. 

Article IX of the constitution of the State of Rhode Island defines 
~ qualifications for office. A part of section 6 of that article reads as 

‘ollows: 

No person holding any office under the Government of the United States 
* *. Æ shall act as a member of the General Assembly unless at the time of 
srry engagement he shall have resigned his office under such Govern- 
meni 

Mr. Page since the first Tuesday of May, 1885, has been performing 
the duties of State senator and is at the present time filling that posi- 
tion under an election held nearly six months after the Congressional 
election by virtue of which he has the effrontery now to claim a seat 
on this floor, and under an election, too, held more than a month after 
his term of office of Congressman commenced, if any reliance could be 
placed upon his claim to such election. 

Now, what I maintain, Mr. Speaker, is that the conduct of Mr. Page 
since the election of November, 1884, is such that he should be held 
to have abandoned his right to contest for a seat in this House as a 
member of the Forty-ninth Congress. His acts have been such that he 
should be estopped from asserting any rights in the premises. If he 
had honestly believed that he was elected to Congress, as he now pre- 
tends, does any member think that he would have become a candidate 
for the position of State senator of Rhode Island after his term of office 
as Congressman commenced? He had served as State senator before 
this election and knew the qualifications for thatoffice. He knew that 
by taking the oath of office in May, 1885, as senator in that State he 
had to resign any office he might hold under or by virtue of the laws 
of the United States. 

As much as Democrats love office, and as anxious as they are to fill 
all the places, both State and national, I hardly think the members ot 
that party in this House are prepared to say by their votes in this case 
that so small a man as Mr, Page, hailing, as he does, from the little 
borough of Rhode Island, in the general distribution of the loaves and 
fishes to the hungry members of their party, is entitled to two such 
honorable offices as he claims to hold. In his unbridled zeal for place 
and power he has made demands on his party associates which they 
must in all conscience repudiate. I do not understand that the mem- 
bers of the Elections Committee who joined in: the majority report 
maintain that contestant has any right to the certificate of election now 
held by Mr. Pirce, or that they believe that in any event contestant 
will be benefited by adopting the recommendations made in their re- 
port to the House. , Their position, if I understand it correctly, is that 
such charges of bribery have been made against the sitting member 
that an investigation should be had, and if the charges are found true, 
his seat be declared vacant. 

The scope of the resolution accompanying their report to the House 
is broader and more comprehensive than this, however, and embraces 
a more important principle, in my judgment, than the one stated just 
now by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN]. It says upon 
its face that Mr. Page comes here as an honest contestant; that he 
comes here for the purpose of presenting a claim for a seat in this House 
to which he honestly believes he is entitled. À 

I say that is not fair to the members of this House who are not fully 
informed as to the facts in the case. In my judgment it ought not to 
be adopted, and with the indulgence of the House, Mr. Speaker, I will 
give some of the reasons upon which I base that judgment, and further 
reasons, too, why I think the true solution of this case is offered in the 
report of the minority of the committee. 

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ROBERTSON], in his re- 
marks in response to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] who just 
preceded me, said that there was an agreement, a verbal agreement, 
between the ies to take the evidence in this case. 

Section 107 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is as fol- 
lows: 


In all contested-election cases the time allowed for taking testimony shall be 
ninety days, and the testimony shall'be taken in the following order: The con- 
testant shall take testimony during the firsts forty days, the returned member 
during the succeeding forty days, and the contestant may take testimony in re 
buttal during the remaining ten days of said period. 


Section 2 of chapter 119 of the statutes of 1875 is as follows: 


That section 107 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall be construed 
as requiring all testimony in cases of contested election to be taken within ninety 
days from the day on which the answer of the returned member is served upon 
the contestant. 

Under those sections of the statute law of this country all the con- 
tested-election cases decided by this House during the last ten years 
nave been conducted. Their language is mandatory, and they have 
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been upon the statute-book long enough for even a Rhode Island Dem- 
ocrat to know their provisions. 3 

Mr. ROBERTSON. But did they not agree to waive that by con- 
sent? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwill come to that after a while. . 

Now let us return to some of the unquestioned facts in the case. 
Mr. Page served his notice of contest on Mr. Pires on the 5th day of 
February, 1885. On the 5th dayof March, following, Mr. Pirce served 
his answer upon him. By the law just quoted Mr. Page should have 
taken all his evidence within the succeeding forty days, and within 
ninety days from that date all of the testimony on both sides should 
have been closed; and yet the fact is that no steps were taken by con- 
testant to mature his case until the 11th day of June. On that day 
he gave notice to contestee that he would commence taking depositions 
on the 25th day of June, one hundred and twelve days after the serv- 
ing of contestee’s answer upon him and seventy-two days after the forty 
days allowed him by law for the taking of proof had expired. 

As intimated by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ROBERTSON], 
contestant attempts to avoid the crushing effect of these facts by set- 
ting up a swt, pe verbal agreement to extend the time to take the 
evidence with one Stephen A. Cooke, jr., contestee’s attorney. Mr. 
Cooke denies ever having made such an agreement, and claims that the 
understanding was only with reference to the accommodation of him- 
self and Mr. Page on any day or days during the time limited by law 
for taking the evidence. j. 

I can best present the position of the parties on this disputed ques- 
tion by quoting their lan; 3i 

Mr. Page’s claim is as follows: 


other’s convenience in regard to all other matters required 
and that no objections would be made or advan 
cause of not giving notice or taking testimony 
law and therules of the House of Representativesin 

Cooke, jr.,stating to me at the time as a reason for making this agreement that 
his duties in court mi E PEETA hin fives amet EE oaas 
a member of the ciary committee of the senate in the ture of Rhode 
Island, of which I was then a member, would also prevent me from attending to 
other matters connected withsaid contest; that I then and there assented to what 
said Stephen A, Cooke, jr., 5 and told him that I would be satisfied with 
that arrangement, asit would be very inconvenient forme to attend to this matter 
of the said contest for some time to come on account of my engagements in the 
senate of the lature, and that we would take no advantage of each other 
in the matter, and that whenever I desired to take the erete Me would notify 
him of the same in time as he „only I said we would have itattended 
to before the meeting edo ger next December, and that in all other matters 
connected with the contest I understood that the formalities of law and the 
rules of the House of Representatives would be waived by us, and the same 
should be attended to by us to suit our convenience, and that the same should 
have the same effect when done by us as if it had been done and performed 
within the time prescribed by law and the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives. To this Mr. Cooke said “Allright.” I further say that I did not have 
said agreement reduced to writing at that time, as said Stephen A. Cooke, jr., 
was then engaged in said court, and, as said Cooke and myself were on friendly 
terms with each other, I believed that the a would be kept on his part 
in good faith, and I dropped the matter and went to attend to my duties in the 
senate, and gave no more attention to it at that time. I further depose and say 
that the senate did not adjourn, and my duties in that body were not completed 
until ye 24, A. D. 1885, and after the expiration of forty days from the time 
thatsaid answer wasserved uponme. Upon the26th day of April, 1885, I learned 
for the first time that said William A. Pirce intended to take advan: of said 
verbal ent made by his said attorney, Stephen A. Cooke, jr., with me as 
sirens and on the 27th day of April, 1885, I wrote said Stephen Cooke, jr., 
a letter, wherein I stated to him that we had made an agreement soon after the 
answer was served upon me which covered all matters connected with said 
contest subsequent to the service of answer, and that I placed implicit con- 
fidence in his said agreement and relied upon the same until after the iration 
of the first forty days after the service of said answer, and asked him if he now 
intended, and if said William A. Pirce intended, to take advantage of said 
agreement, On the 28th day of April, 1835, I received an answer to said letter 
from said Stephen A. Cooke, E (which I attach to this affidavit and mark the 
same Exhibit No. 1), wherein he admits that we did make a mutual agreement 
in regard to said contest. 


This is Mr. Cooke’s letter, mentioned in the above statement: 
PROVIDENCE, April 28, 1885. 


to regard it otherwise. 

Intending to comply fully with the agreement that I did make with you,I 
can not permit you to enlarge that agreement to one not spoken of between us, 
and which I should not, under any circumstances, have made as attorney for 


Major Piree. If any ment was to be made which contemplated the ex- 
tension of time for g the testimony in this case, Major Pirce would have 
had to take upon himself the responsibility of making it. 


Yours yY, 
STEPHEN A, COOKE, Jr. 
CHARLES H. PAGE, Esq. 
To my mind it bears no such construction as contestant attempts to 
put upon it. If there were any doubt about it, the following affidavit 
of Mr. Cooke settles it: 


I, Stephen A, Cooke, jr., of the city and county of Providence and State of 
Rhode onoath and say that I was employed by William A. Pirce, 
the con! the matter of contest of Charles H. Page, contestant, for the seat 


testee, in 
of said Pirce in the United States House of Representatives for the Forty-ninth 
Congress, as Representative from the second Congressional district of Rhode 
Island, to draw his answer to said ’s notice of contest. 

I further, on oath, depose and say no a ment or understanding, ex- 
press or implied, was ever made by me with said Page or with any other person 
to take testimony in said contest, or that testimony might be taken therein by 
either party outside of the time or after the time fixed for the taking therein by 
the statutes of the United States; that I was fully aware of the limitations of 
time upon each party, and them as imperative and not to be ignored, 
varied, or waived in any particular; and that I never had any authority, ex- 
press or implied, from said William A. Pirce to in any way or manner make 
or assent to any arrangement, agreement, or understanding whatsoever for the 
taking of testimony in said contest outside of orafter the time fixed by the stat- 
utes for the taking of such testimony, and never in any manner assumed to ex- 

rcise uy such authority; that the only arrangement, agreement, or under- 
standing I ever had with said Pago concerning the taking of such testimon 
was (we both being lawyers) that ifit should happen during the taking of testi- 
mony that an engagement of either of us in court should interfere with a day 
fixed for taking testimony in said contest, we would mutually accommodate 
each other by adjourning or A apria A the day so fixed for taking said testi- 
mony so as to interfere as little as le with our court engagements, which 
was to ina conversation between said Page and myself in the court- 
house, where we casually met soon after the answer in said contest had been 
served upon said Page, and that we never had but one conversation in the said 
court-house respecting said matter, or elsewhere, to the contrary in any par- 
ticular of the aforegoing. 

And I farther, on oath, de and say that I never waived, or consented or 
agreed to waive, any of the formalities, notices, or conditions required to be ob- 
served or given in connection with said contest or the taking of testimony in 
the same; -that the conversation between said Page and myself related exclu- 
ja He ed some possible court engagement, which neither of us could control, but 
which was then unknown, and that no reference or mention was made to said 
Page’s duties asa member of the senate of Rhode Island, or of the judiciary 


And I further, on oath, de and say that the whole conversation between 
us contemplated the peia oes “4 


contest which was required by the statu and no suggestion or mention of 
any delay or mement in the taking of the testimony by each party beyond 
the time so limited by the statutes was made by either Page or myself at 


that may be stated, deposed. to 
ma: , de , or sworn 
‘And I further de 


d arranged my other business at the time so far as 


upon the ion of the forty days to which said Page was first entitled as 
contestant, that he might be sure to get all his evidencein within his forty days, 
withstanding any unforeseen delays that might arise from time to time dur- 


Misa farther, on 
nd I furi . on oath, depose and say thatin anything said or deposed or 
sworn to by said Page or any other person to the cont of the aforegoing 
the person so saying, deposing, or swearing to the contrary isentirely mistaken 
and incorrect, and said never authorized my making the arrange- 
ment by me herein set forth, nor was he informed of it by me for the reason 
that the whole scope and operation of said arrangement made by me with said 

was for my personal professional ponies TR and did not affect, and 
was not intended, directly or indirectly, to affect, the right of said Pirce to re- 
quire the observance by said Page of all the requirements of the statutes in 
such contests made and provided. 

- STEPHEN A. COOKE, Jr. 


Mr. Page attempts to sustain his position by nme elon the commit- 
tee the affidavit of Frederick C. Hull. But he is shown by contesteo 
to be a man of questionable character and upon whose statements no 
reliance whatever can be placed. 

As to whether there was a verbal agreement to extend the time to 
take the evidence must be determined from the statements of Messrs. 
Cook and Page, I think. ‘There is no pretense that Mr. Pirce made 
any agreement, or that he had any knowledge of this pretended agree- 
ment with Cook.’ Viewed from all the light that can be obtained from 
surrounding circumstances, it seems to me that Mr. Cook’s version of 
the agreement is the more reasonable. In the first place, it is not 
probable that Mr. Cook, who is indorsed by all parties asa man of 
character, would make an agreement to.extend the time of taking 
proofs indefinitely, or, as Mr. Page claims, up to the meeting of Con- 
gress, without consulting his principal, Mr. Pirce. 

Secondly. He states that he was familiar with the law relating to the 
time in which the testimony must be taken, and with such knowledge 
the probabilities are all against his agreement to override the statutes 
of the United States. 

Thirdly. The Forty-sixth Congress, by a unanimous report of the 
Committee on Elections, condemned in the strongest language any at- 
tempt to prolong the taking of evidence in contested-election cases be- 
yond the limit prescribed by law, and decided, without a dissenting 
vote, that a verbal agreement to extend the time would be disre- 
garded. 
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It is but fair to suppose that this decision of the House was known 
to Mr. Cook and Mr. Page as well. 

Again. Every lawyer knows that witnesses to any occurrence or 
transaction are clearer and better qualified to speak of what they saw 
and heard soon after such transaction or occurrence than they are months 
thereafter. Messrs. Cook and Page are both lawyers of experience, and 
this is an additional reason for adopting Mr. Cook’s version of the agree- 
ment, ïi. e., that the time for taking the evidence was not to be extended 
beyond the ninety days. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Do not the committee now in this case offer to 
give the contestee ample time to take the testimony—all the time he 

esires? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Do they not propose to allow him thirty days? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will show that is not sufficient. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. They propose to allow him that time to contra- 
dict these charges of bribery by which it is alleged he holds his seat. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The sitting member courts an investigation. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then why does he not have it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Because he wants to have itin accordance with law. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. You are very technical now, more so than you 
were the other day. 

Mr. HOPKINS. By taking this course proposed by the majority of 
the committee you are sweeping away all the landmarks which have 
been set up to protect men in their rights, and that simply to benefit 
this Democrat from Rhode Island. What we contend for is that the 
law shall be obeyed. If there has been any bribery down there this 
House has the power to investigate it, as I shall show further on. I 
appeal to all fair-minded members if Mr. Page has not failed to satisfy 
you of the truth of his claim. 

If this question were decided independent of party politics, I do not 
believe there is a manon the Democratic side of the House who 
would imperil his reputation for intelligence and candor by voting that 
Mr. Page had satisfied him of the existence of a verbal agreement, as 
claimed in his affidavit. But suppose, for argument’s sake, there was 
a verbal agreement as sweeping in character as contestant what 
standing does that give himin this House? Upon what authority does 
he rely to sustain him in his position in prolonging this contest? I 
have shown that the law governing contested-election cases sanctions 
no such course as has been taken by contestant. The law neither au- 
thorizes nor izes verbal agreements to modify or abrogate the 
statutes of the United States. Whatever the power of this House may 
be to suspend the law in judging of the qualifications of its members, 
that privilege does not extend to persons not members, and in the con- 
duct of their contest they must be governed by this law. 

So if you were to consider a verbal agreement proven’ by contestant 
to extend the time to take the evidence, how will that advantage him? 
In all cases of this kind the public are interested as well as the imme- 
diate parties to the contest. 

In commenting on an alleged agreement identical with this, the Com- 
mittee on Elections in the Forty-sixth Congress, in the O’Hara vs. 
Kitchin case, use this language: 

One purpose of the statutes of the United States above cited was to compel 
parues to a contested election reasonably to prepare their case, so. that it might 


ave an early determination by the Honse. = > pe 
The evil results from permitting the ties at their own convenience to regu- 
late the time of taking testimony, without regard to the statutes or the pD ie 
interests, are too serious and obvious to require comment. In any case, if such 
agreements are to be regarded, they should be in writing and signed by the 
pars or their attorneys. This is the practice of the courts generally, and is 
founded on sound reasons, If oral agreements are recogn: „then if they are 
denied by either of the parties at the hearing testimony must be taken and this 
co issue be first determined; and as the decision may be such as one of 
mopona did not expect, he may be put to the greatest disadvantage after the 
ony on the mer ts of the case has been all taken, a 
s 
We think it of great importance in election cases that parties should under- 
stand absolutely that all agreements in contravention of the statutes of the 
United States, in regard to the taking of testimony to be considered at all, 
should be in writing, properly signed, and made a part of the record itself, 
Even then the policy of the law uires that they should not be regarded un- 
less it appears that they were bona fideentered into, foran adequate and reason- 
able cause to be determined by the House of Representatives, either before or at 
the time of deciding the election case. 


This report was approved by the House, as I kave stated, without a 
division. It breathes the spirit of sound sense, as well as good law. It 
was a Republican in that case who wished to rely on a verbal agreement 
to extend the time in taking testimony, but the Republican members 
of the committee were too high minded and patriotic to be moved by 

considerations on such a question, and united with the Democratic 
members of the committee in denying the right of the Republican con- 
testant to any indulgence or consideration. 

I am sorry to state that the example so worthily set by the Republic- 
ans of that House has not been followed by the Democratic members 
ofthis. The Democratic majority of this House is large enough, so they 
can afford to be, not perhaps generous, but at least just; they are in power 
and the people look to them to make and obey the law, not break it. 

Reference has been made to the case of Bisbee, jr., rs. Finley, đe- 
termined in the Forty-seventh Congress, as furnishing some excuse for 
the action of the majority of the Committee on Elections in their re- 


port to the House in this case. A careful examination and analysis of 
that case will show to any unprejudiced mind that there is no simi- 
larity between the two cases. 

My time is limited or I should endeavor to demonstrate to this House 
that neither the majority of the Elections Committee nor the Demo- 
cratic members of this House can shield themselves under the decision 
in that case in their vote to adopt the resolution offered in the ma- 
jority report of our committee in this case. 

I assert, what can not be truthfully or successfully denied or dis- 
proved, that the report of the majority of the Committee of Elections 
in this case is without authority of law and in violation of all prece- 
dents of the House. It is an innovation in the conduct of contested- 
élection cases which is startling in character. If their report and 
resolution are adopted by this House all precedents and guides in these 
cases will be wiped away. No member whose seat is contested will 
know what to do; no rulings of the House or statutes of the United 
States will aid him, for this action will destroy them. He will be left 
to grope in the dark as best he may, until the Congress to which he is 
elected a member meets and agrees upon a set of rules to govern the 
contest for his seat. 

Can the Democrats of this House afford that? The Democratic mem- 
bers of the Elections Committee are endeavoring to commit their party 
to the adoption of a course which will surely come home to plague 
them. It is a new departure they are making. It is a reasserting of 
the barbarous doctrine that might makes right. You Democrats have 
the power or might but not the right of this case. 

To properly understand the resolution offered by the majority report, 
I will state that in the face of the array of facts I have shown against 
contestant’s right to take any testimony, one hundred and twelve days 
after contestee’s answer was served upon him he took the ex parte 
statements of forty-six ms, 4 

The report of the majority of the committee treats those er parte state- 
ments as evidence properly taken and to be received as a part of the 
record in determining whether Mr, Pirce is entitled to the certificate 
of election awarded him. It isa grossinjustice to the sitting member. 
He had a right to rely on the statutes of the United States and the de- 
cision of this House I have mentioned, against the ill-advised and un- 
warranted course of Mr. Page. And yet for some purpose—I can not 
understand it if it be not a partisan one—every Democratic member of 
the Elections Committee by their report ask this House to override the 
law and put Mr. Pirce to the expense and trouble of cross-examining 
these persons and taking evidence in his own behalf. The course pro- 

is worse for Mr. Pirce than it would have been if he had waived 
all the considerations here ted and taken his evidence the same 
as though the ninety days not expired. 

In these contests the sitting member is not compelled to subpeana his 
adversary’s witnesses to cross-examine them; they are brought before 
the examiner and required to remain after the direct examination until 
he has cross-examined them fully. ‘This report of the majority of the 
committee entails no obligation on the contestant to produce his wit- 
nesses for cross-examination, but puts that burden upon contestee. 
No reason is given in the majority report for this, and in the discus- 
sion thus far no reason is given why Mr. Pirce’s case is made an ex- 
ception to the general rule. Suppose some of these witnesses whose 
statements have been taken by contestant can not be found, or will- 
fully avoid the service of the subpoena upon them to appear and submit 
to a cross-examination, what position does that put the parties to this 
contest in, and what is to be done with such statements? 

Will our Democratic friends still insist that they shall be treated as 
evidence to be used against the sitting member? The more you con- 
sider this majority report the more ill-advised and ill-timed it seems. 
It is a tangled web, and can only be straightened by a return to the 
plain highway so clearly marked by the statutes of the United States 
and the decisions of this House. 

My learned friend from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN], in support of his 
majority report, says the House is a law unto itself; that members can 
not be bound by the decision of former Houses, or by Jaws found upon 
our statute-books. It is true that each House is the judge of the qual- 
ifications of its members, but that does not mean that rules adopted 
and statutes enacted to aid in determining such questions are to be ar- 
bitrarily set aside. No sound reason has yet been given for offering 
Mr. Pirce on the altar of experiment. 

The Supreme Court of the United States determine what is and what 
is not good law in a given case. No appeal can be taken from their 
decision. They have the arbitrary right to say that a principle of 
law as old as the year books is not the law, or they can annul a rule 
of practice of the court which has been in existence since the days of 
Chief-Justice Marshall without giving any previous notice or reason to 
the public or to the profession. But I ask you, Mr. Speaker, how long 
would that great tribunal hold the confidence and esteem of the lawyers 
and the public? They would be justly condemned for their arbitrary 
rulings. So will this House deserve and receive the disapprobation, 
if not the contempt, of all fair-minded men if the arbitrary and unjust 
recommendations and resolutions of the majority report be adopted here 
to-day. Itis claimed by those who favor the recommendations of the 
majority report that there was a misunderstanding as to what the agree- 


4152 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MAy 4, 


ment was, and that the House should invoke an equitable doctrine and 
permit Mr. Page to make out his case if he can. 

I have already shown that this position is untenable. I desire, how- 
ever, to add something further against Mr. Page’s right to a hearing. 
By his own affidavit it is shown that on the 26th day of April, 1885, 
he knew that Mr. Cook denied his pretended agreement, and that Mr. 
Pirce repudiated it entirely. Now, what was his duty, if he had re- 
lied upon this alleged agreement and let the ninety days pass without 
takinghis proofs? Manifestly he should haveatonceserved notice upon 
Mr. Pirce that he intended to proceed at once to take all his evidence, 
and not only serve his notice but actually have taken all the testimony 
upon which he predicated his claim to the certificate of election, and 
then applied to this House at his earliest opportunity for an approval 
of his course. He might then have evoked some equities in his favor. 
As it is, his case has not a single redeeming feature. He permitted 
forty-three days to pass after he knew both Mr. Cook and Mr. Pirce 
denied his claim before he took any action whatever, and it was fifty- 
five days after he had notice of this position of contestee and his coun- 
sel before he took the evidence or statements of the witnesses in sup- 
port of his right to a seat in this House. There is no reason or excuse 
for this long delay. He seems to rely upon the fact that this isa Demo- 
cratic House, and that all he has to show is that he has been a good 
Democrat during all these years that that party has been in the wilder- 
ness, and he will be voted a seat, right or wrong. 

The claim of bribery brought against the sitting member is a matter 
upon which I am informed he courts the fullest investigation. Butin 
a charge so grave he ought to have the privilege accorded to all men in 
this country—that of facing his accusers when they make their charge. 
He is denied that in the majority report. 

Why the report of the minority of the committee should be adopted 
is the fact that it disposes forever of Mr. Page’s claim to a seat in this 
Congress, and then provides for the fullest examination of any charge 
that may be presented against the sittingmember. It provides for the 
appointment of a committee whose duty it shall be to examine all 
charges of corruption made in the case, and upon that to determine 
the right of the sitting member to his seat. It reaches the same con- 
clusion sought by the majority report; but in doing so follows law and 
precedents instead of overriding them. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, the candor and fairness of members will pre- 
vail, and the recommendations of the minority of the committee will 
be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. SPOONER]. I understand I have forty minutes remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the ten minutes the gentleman 
now yields are occupied he will have thirty minutes remaining. 

Mr. SPOONER. I trust the House will not now depart from what 
in this Congress seems to have thus far been the just and judicial 
method of dealing with contested-election cases. We have seen here, 
during the present session—what, I regret to say, we have too seldom 
seen in the consideration of contested-election cases—gentlemen divid- 
ing, irrespective of party, as to each of them seemed proper, for the fair, 
judicial decision of the questions at issue. 

If this case can be considered and dealt with in a similar judicial 
spirit; if gentlemen can be guided by the reason and the law, as justly 
and properly applicable to the facts thus far presented, I can have no 
occasion to doubt that the decision of the House will conform to law, 
good precedent, and consistency, and assist in pointing the way toa 
just consideration and disposition of contested-election cases. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] who opened this dis- 
cussion referred to the ‘‘ testimony ” taken by the contestant. Isub- 
mit to the gentleman, in all fairness, that there has been no “‘ testi- 
mony” taken in this case. There have been ex parte affidavits taken 
by the contestant, after the time had expired within which any testi- 
mony could be taken under the provisions of the law; my colleague, 
the contestee, protesting in writing, both to the contestant and the 
magistrate, against the taking of such so-called testimony, because the 
time limited by law had expired, and because any testimony taken at 
that time could not be lawful testimony within the provisions of the 
statute and under all former decisions of the Committees on Elections 
of the House of Representatives and of the House itself. 

What did the contestee do when he received the notice of the pro- 

taking of this testimony? What should he have done? I put 
the question to the gentleman from New Jersey. I put it to the fair 
consideration of any gentleman in the House. What should the con- 
testee have done when not only the forty days provided by the law 
within which the contestant was entitled to take testimony had expired, 
but the forty days succeeding within which the contestee was entitled 
to take testimony under the statute had expired, and the ten days in 
addition thereto within which the contestant, if he had duly taken his 
testimony-in-chief, would have been entitled to put in his rebutting 
evidence had also expired? I repeat the question, what should the 
contestee have done? He did what was alone open for him to do under 
the law. He pursued the only course he was entitled to under the law. 
He sent written notice of protest to the contestant against the taking 


of testimony, as proposed, after the expiration of the time fixed by law, 
and also served written protest upon the magistrate by whom, as he 
was notified, this testimony was to be taken, protesting against the tak- 
ing of any such testimony and against the authority of the magistrate 
to take any such testimony outside of the provisions of the statute, and 
against the validity of any such so-called testimony, if taken. 

The contesteestood upon the law; respected the United States statute, 
which he assumed meant something, and declined to appear at the 
taking of such testimony; but the contestant went on and took his ex 
parte affidavits in defiance of the law, and when this case was first pre- 
sented for the consideration of the Committee on Elections here the 
counsel for the contestee moved to dismiss the case for the reason that 
there was no testimony upon which it could proceed. 

These affidavits, taken wholly outside of the law and contrary to its 
express provision, are not legal testimony in this case, and are entitled 
to no weight or consideration as such. They were only printed under 
the express agreement (which ‘appears at the very beginning of the 
printed record in the case) that their printing ‘‘shall not affect the 
right of either party,” &c.; and I can not understand how the legal 
gentlemen upon the committee could permit the merits of the case to 
be affected in their minds by the contents of such affidavits, when the 
opposing party neither had, nor could have, an opportunity to examine 
or cross-examine the affiants—an opportunity and right always recog- 
nized and conceded. 

What would any of the intelligent legal gentlemen on this floor, 
either on or off the Elections Committee, say if, having been brought 
into court in the trial of some case at law affecting as well their rep- 
utation as their property, they were met by ez parte affidavits taken 
contrary to law, and those affidavits were submitted to the court as tes- 
timony under which that case could be tried, no right or opportunity 
for cross-examination having existed or been had? 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I understood you to say ‘‘ opportu- 
nity” for investigation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said ‘opportunity for cross-examination.”’ 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. All this testimony was taken on notice. 

Mr. SPOONER. Taken on notice, to be sure; but there was no au- 
thority to take any such testimony. - It was not ‘‘ testimony ”’ under 
the law. It was ex parte affidavits taken in violation of law. 

Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave no time. I would be very glad to do so if 
my time could be extended. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman letmeask him just one ques- 
tion? ` 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not be interrupted, because I have not the 
time. If the gentlemen will give me further time I will endeavor to 
answer all their questions, if I can. 

Mr. Speaker, a few days ago the Elections Committee reported to the 
House, through their chairman, a bill providing for furthér limitations _ 
concerning the taking, printing, and filing of testimony in election cases. 
I did notat all object to the enactment of such a statute, but I took oc- 
casion to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Elections if he 
considered, and if the committee considered, that that bill if enacted 
into statute would be recognized as an efficient and valid Jaw. I think 
the chairman intimated that he did so expect, and that such was the 
opinion and expectation of the Committee on Elections. I referred to 
it then, as I refer to it now, simply for the purpose of pointing out the 
well-taken position, as it seems to me, which I occupy here concerning 
the particular matter now under discussion. 

In 1871 a statute was passed (being section 107 of the Revised Stat- 
utes) regulating the time within which testimony should be taken in 
contested-election cases, limiting-the time on both sides to ninety days, 
and specifying the order in which it should be taken. As, however, 
that statute did not particularize with certainty the time when the 
ninety days should commence to run, two years later, in 1875, when 
that difficulty was recognized, another statute was enacted, providing 
“that section 107 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall be 
construed as requiring all testimony in cases of contested election to be 
taken within ninety days from the day on which the answer of the re- 
turned member is served upon the contestant.’ In this case the an- 
swer was served upon the contestant on the 5thof March, and the no- 
tice to take testimony was not given until the 11th of the next June. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ELY ] 
give me two or three minutes more ? 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, as I have said, notice that he pro- 

to take testimony in this case was not given by the contestant 
until the 11th day of June succeeding, ninety-eight days after the con- 
testee’s answer had been served upon him, fifty-eight days after all the 
time for taking testimony by the contestant had entirely expired, eight- 
een days after the time within which if the testimony had been regu- 
larly taken the contestee would have been entitled to take any testi- 
mony, eight days after the time provided by the statute for taking all 
the testimony, not only in chief but in rebuttal; and the notice was to 
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take testimony fourteen days later than the time when the notice itself 
was served; in other words, seventy-two days after the entire time had 
ired within which the contestant was entitled to take any testimony. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Did not the counsel agree to do away with that 
restriction? : 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; no such agreement is admitted. 

Mr. Speaker, if the committee or this House finds any occasion to 
make inquiry in Rhode Island concerning this election, or any other 
election to which a pertinent inquiry from this House may be directed, 
both the contestee and myself and also the people of Rhode Island will 
welcome there a committee from this House or from any other properly 
constituted authority; and I believe we can promise in advance that 
when that investigation is made it will show those gentlemen and the 
House of Representatives and the country the kind and character of 
alleged facts upon which these ex parte affidavits in this case are based, 
and how much ground there is for charging either fraud or bribery or in- 
timidation in our State. Now, gentlemen, all that we ask is that this 
matter shall be decided under the Jaw and the statute. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress, in the O’Haza vs. Kitchin case, which 
was just like this, the committee decided that they would not consider 
a case where the testimony was taken under an alleged verbal agree- 
ment that the legal time should be extended, which agreement was 
denied upon the other side. That case and this areon all fours. That 
case was decided by a report of the committee, in which Democrats 
and Republicans unanimously united, and that was in a Democratic 
House of Representatives, If we have laws, let us live up to them and 
respect their provisions; and not stultify ourselves, as a part of the law- 
making power, by refusing obedience and respect to laws which we 
ourselves have assisted in making and perfecting, and the justice and 
fairness of whose provisions no one has ever been disposed or is dis- 
posed to question. 

Mr. ELY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ROWELL]. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, this case illustrates again how chang- 
ing circumstances will change men’s convictions. In the case of O’Hara 
vs, Kitchin, in which case the sitting member was a Democrat, the 
testimony was taken out of time under an alleged agreement, asserted 
on the one side and denied on the other, that the testimony might be 
so taken. The Democratic and Republican members of the committee 
filed a report as a precedent for all future proceedings of that kind— 
first, that testimony taken out of time ‘under an alleged agreement 
would not be considered; and second, that a contest where the testi- 
mony was taken out of time should be dismissed. Now, when the sit- 
ting member is a Republican and the contestant is a Democrat we are 
told, under i similar circumstances, that ex parte testimony 
taken out of time shall not only be considered as testimony, but that 
the witnesses so testifying are not to be produced for cross-examination 
by the contestant, and that the contestee is to be allowed thirty dags 
in which to hunt up those witnesses and cross-examine them if he can 
find them, and in case of his failure to find and cross-examine them, 
that this ex parte testimony is to be finally considered in determining 
the issues.in this case. 

This House, in a case of this kind, may not be bound by a law passed 
by a preceding Con . Each House is by the Constitution the judge 
of the elections and qualifications of its own members. But people 
who are not members of Congress are certainly bound by the law. The 
contestant and the contestee in this case, citizens of the United States 
and of the State of Rhode Island, each seeking a seat here, were bound 
py the law of Congress—a law providing a method by which we may 
determine the elections of those who seek seats here, a law determin- 
ing the method and the time of taking testimony upon which the House 
shall base its judgment as to whether a man was elected or not. 

Here we have a case where the ninety days in which the testimony 
should have been taken are allowed to pass. Then upon hearing that 
there was a claim of waiver of time, a written notice was served that 
no such agreement had been made. Forty days more are allowed to 
pass, and no testimony is taken. In the mean time the contestant be- 
comes a candidate for the State senate of Rhode Island, and is elected 
a member of that body—an office which, under the laws of that State, 
he can not hold if at the same time he holdsan office under the United 
States. After his election to this office—forty days and more after no- 
tice that the limitation upon the time of taking testimony has not been 
waived—he goes on and takes the testimony which is filed and printed 
in this case. And we are told by lawyers that this is to be considered 
as evidence, and thatif we want to have it combated, the sitting member 
must find the witnesses and cross-examine them upon depositions not 
taken in pursuance of law. 

Now, I say that the resolution ought to have been to dismiss the 
whole contest. We ought to teach the people of the United States to 
be obedient to law. We ought ourselves to be submissive to law, and 
ought to hold all parties coming here to a strict adherence toit. But 
because some fellow has sworn that he sold his vote and has thereby 
discredited himself, when no one was present to cross-examine him, it 
is thought perchance that some political capital can be made out of 
that sort of talk; and we are to violate the law, depart from the regu- 
larity of proceedings because we have the power to do so, and are tore- 


quire the sitting member to go and hunt up those men who have discred- 
ited themselves by swearing to their ownrascality, to hunt up and cross- 
examine them, and in the event of his failure to do this the testimony 
of this set of scoun taken without cross-examination, is to be pre- 
sented here—for what? Not for the purpose of seating Mr. Page, who 
has 1,700 less than a majority of the votes, but for the purpose, in my 
judgment, of making a little political capital. 

When aman comes into court and swears that he has committed a 
crime, that should immediately discredit him, When a man says that 
he has sold his vote for $2, it shows that he belongs to a class of men 
whose testimony would not be considered as having very much weight 
anywhere except in Congress. And when this testimony is purposely 
taken in such a way that the contestant knew the witnesses would not 
be cross-examined, it is further discredited; for I take it that men in- 
telligent enough to receive the nomination of their party for Congress 
and the votes of their party friends at the polls, when they do a thing 
of this kind do it with a deliberate purpose; and in my judgment the 
deliberate purpose of commencing to take testimony in this case more 
than a hundred days after the time when the answer was served—com- 
mencing to take testimony after the contestant had abandoned his con- 
test by accepting a nomination and election to another office—was that 
this ex parte testimony might be fixed up for some other object than 
the legitimate object of enabling this House to determine who was 
elected from that district in Rhode Island. 

For one I am opposed to trifling with a case of this kind in any such 
way. If there has been any corruption, let a committee of this House 
go to Rhode Island and investigate it. Let that committee summon 
the witnesses and find out what they know about the matter; let that 
committee report upon the question of corruption; but let us not ask 
a sitting member to hunt up witnesses whose ex parte testimony is pro- 
duced, to cross-examine them, and, if he should fail to find them, sub- 
mit to have their testimony considered by this House in determining 
his right to a seat. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has seventeen 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, the contending reports of the Committee on 
Elections present for the determination of this House problems of no 
inconsiderable importance. 

In support of my motion to substitute the resolutions recommended 
by the minority of the committee for that of the majority I maintain— 

First. That every party to a contested election is entitled to the pro- 
tection of an orderly, well-defined, and stable course of procedure, and 
that such protection is denied to the sitting member in this case by the 
report of the majority. 

Second. That the resolution recommended by the majority of the 
committee is unjust to the sitting member in other particulars, to which 
I shall invite the attention of the House, and is admirably calculated 
to defeat the ends of justice. 

Third. That the contestant was not elected, and therefore has no 
standing before this House. 

Fourth. That he abandoned his contest before he made any attempt 
to take testimony. 

Fifth. That, if he were elected, as he claims, he has resigned and 
vacated the office. 

The facts in the case appear to be as follows: 

In the Congressional election in the second district of Rhode Island, 
1884, William A. Pirce was returned elected, received the proper cer- 
tificate from the governor of the State, and was accorded a seat in this 
House. The election returns, which appear to have been legally made, 
give Pirce 7,746 votes, Page 5,995 votes, Alfred B. Chadsey 1,500 votes, 
and all other candidates 235 votes. Pirce received 1,751 votes over 
Page. Page was in a minority of 3,486 votes. A majority is required 
to elect in Rhode Island. In this state of the poll, Page had the cour- 
age to claim that he was elected. He served his notice of contest on 
Pirce, and Pirce served his answer on Page within the time required 
by law. The service of Pirce’s answer was made on March 5, 1885. 
At this point begin the non-observance and violation on the partof Page 
of the statutes governing contested elections, which has led to the re- 
ports now before the House. 

Section 107 of the Revised Statutes limits the time within which testi- 
mony may be taken, and is as follows: 

In all contested-election cases the time allowed for taking testimony shall be 
ninety days, and the tanana É shall be taken in the following order: The con- 
testant shall take testimony during the first forty days, the returned member 
during the sueceeding forty days, and the contestant may take testimony in re- 
buttal only during the remaining ten days of said period. 

This section and that relating to the notice of contest are the most 
important in the statute concerning contested elections. Congress em- 
phasized the importance of this particularsection by defining more clearly 
and exactly the period of ninety days within which testimony may be 
take in section 2 of chapter 119 of the statutes of 1875, which is as fol- 

ows: 

That section 107 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall be construed 
t ng ang all testimony in cases of contested election to be taken within ninety 


e day on which the answer of the returned member is served upon 
the contestant, 
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The earliest testimony in this case was taken on the 25th day of June, 
1885, one hundred and twelve days from the day on which the answer 
of Pirce was served on and seventy-two days after Page’s time for 
taking testimony under statute had expired. 

Page sets up an oral agreement between him and Stephen A. Cook, 
jr., the attorney of Pirce, made at a casual meeting in the court-house 
in Providence, waiving all statutes and rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and extending the time for taking testimony without limit, 
except that it be attended to before the meeting of Congress in Decem- 
ber. Mr. Cook was Pirce’sattorney. He is a lawyer in Providence of 
the highest character and standing. Mr. Cook, in the most explicit 
terms and under oath, denies that hemade any such agreement. Page 
brings forward the aflidavitof one Frederick C. Hull to corroborate his 
own. In reply Pirce files the affidavit of Charles C. Gray, which is as 
follovs: 


STATE or RHODE ISLAND, 
Providence County, ss: 

come ge As ete ha of the bed of provenea: i Karlam Se State sere 
nam uly sworn, deposes and says t e is personally acquain 
with Frederick ©. Hull, of said Providence, and that he has known him inti- 
mately for fifteen years, and acquainted with all his circumstances (having mar- 
ried said Hull's sister). 

That it is well understood in the family that said Hull has for some years 
made his quarters at the office of les H. Page, esq., attorney at law, 
and Democratic candidate for Congress in the second district of Rhode Island 
in 1884, and that he has been employed by said Page in various capacities and 
deriving therefrom most of his support; that prior to the election for Congress 
in 1884, in said second Congressional district of Rhode Island, said Hull pre- 
sented at the printing office of which this deponent is superintendent a written 
copy of a spurious Republican ticket, to be used at said election; that said ticket 
was set up at said Hull's one reg and an impression of said form taken and 
found to like py fon ed by said Hull ; the form was then delivered to 
said Hull and he took it away; the copy attached is the one taken from said 
form; notice of this fraudulent ticket was given in the Providence Daily Jour- 
nal before said election, 

CHAS, C. GRAY. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 23d day of January, 1836, 
: HENRY PITMAN, 
Clerk U. S. Dist. Ct., R. I. Dist. 
Republican Congressional Ticket. 
Second Di 


District. 
For Representative to XLIX Congress: 
William H. Pirce, 
of Johnson. 


Mr. Pirce’s name is William A. Pirce. Commenton so plaina piece 

of villainy is superfluous. For cunning and wickedness this fraud was 

superlative. It merits, and I am sure receives, the condemnation of 

every member of this House. But be not too hard on this humble de- 

par on Mr. Page’s bounty, this weak hanger-on of Mr. Page’soffice, 
k beyond the tool to the man who uses it. 

Looking to these affidavits, I venture to affirm that Mr. Page has 
failed to prove the ent which he alleges. But if the contrary 
be successfully affirmed it must be admitted that it is an oral 
ment, and is disputed and denied by the oath of a man of admitted in- 
tegrity and honor. It has been decided by the unanimous voice of a 
committee of this House, a majority of whom were Democrats, that 
such an agreement was incompetent and could not be considered. I 
refer to the contested election of O'Hara vs. Kitchin, in the Forty-sixth 
Congress. The Committee on Elections in that Congress were a very 
able committee. The report in that case wasdrawn by Hon. William 
A. Field, now one of the justices of the supreme judicial court in Massa- 
chusetts, one of the ablest jurists of which our Commonwealth can boast. 
I invite the attention of the House to this very wise and well-consid- 
ered report. The commitiee say, after citing the statutes to which I 
have called the attention of the House: 


One purpose of the statutes of the United States, above cited, was to compel 
es to a contested election seasonably to prepare their case, so that it might 
ve an early determination by the House. The practice which has arisen of 
permitting parties by agreement between themselves to ne the time of 
taking testimony without any previous authority of the House of Representa- 
tives, or any express ratification of it by the House, is an indefensible one, and 
has, in the opinion of the committee, n ied too far. In.many cases it 
seems to be considered by the parties that they can do as they please about it; 
that the contest is a merely private one, and concerns no one but themselves. 
In many States the parties are in the habit of making agreements Larrea | 
the time of taking testimony as fully as if the contest were a private suit, an 
this practice has in some cases received the implied assent of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It may happen,indeed, that from unforseen causes an extension 
of time may be necessary, and the House of Representatives may not be in ses- 
sion, and therefore no previous application can be made to it; but insuch cases, 
if the parties agree to an extension of time, the agreement should be in writ- 
ing, signed by the parties or their attorneys, and application should be at once 
x e to the House of Representatives, when in session, fora ratification of such 


ent. 

The evils ee from permitting the yanin at their own convenience, to 
regulate the time of taking testimony, without regard to the statutesor the pub- 
lic interest, are too serious and obvioustorequirecomment. Inany case, ifsuch 
agreements are to be regarded, they should be in writing, and signed by the 
parties ortheirattorneys. This isthe practice of courts generally, and is founded 
on sound reasons. If oral agreements are recognized, then if they are denied by 
either of the parties at the hearing, testimony must be taken, and this collateral 
issue be first determined, and as the decision may be such as one of the ies 
did not expect, he may be put to the greatest disadvan’ after the testimony 
on the merits of the case has beenall taken. The misunderstandings that often 

nany arise from oral agreements are alone sufficient to justify courts in in- 
sisting that none but written ments will, if questioned, be recogn a 
We think it of greatimportance in election cases that ies should understand 
absolutely that all ee in contravention of the statutes of the United 
praten, in regard to taking of testimony, to be considered at all, should bein 
g, proper! 
policy of the law requires that they 


y signed, and made a of the record itself. Even then the 
uld not be regarded unlessit appears 


that they were bona entered into for an slagas and reasonable cause tobe 
determined by the House ef Representatives, either before or at the time of de- 
ciding the election case. ~ 

3 this ground the committee decline to determine on the affidavits the ques- 
tion whether or not any such oral agreement as the contestant sets up was ever 
made, and consider the case as if there were no such agreement. The commit- 
tee might, indeed, in a case where testimony had been taken out of time, but 
with full opportunity to the other party to cross-examine the witnesses and ex- 
hibit evidence in reply, and where it was evident that this had been fully done, 
recommend to the House, if they find sufficient reason therefor, that the testi- 
mony be considered as if taken in time; but such is not this case, and the only 
alleged ground for the delay in this case isthat the dwelling-house of Mr. O'Hara 
was 


sufficient ground for admitting testimony taken one hundred and ninety-four 
days after the service of the answer. 

The committee, therefore, are of opinion that this contest should be dismissed, 
on the ground that the testimony was not taken intime. If the testimony is 
considered, which the committee think should not be done, the committee 
think it insufficient to establish the contestant’s case. 

The committee further say: 


It is manifest from the notice of the contest and the answer that there were 
very grave and important questions in dispute in this election, and that the 
matters in dispute concerned a far greater number of votes than the plurality 
of the sitting member as given in the Congressional Directory; but on most of 
these questions there is no testimony whatever, one way or the other, and the 
little testimony that has been taken either has no significance at all, by reason 
ofa want of testimony to connect itin any intelligent manner with the questions 
at issue, or from some other cause, or the testimony taken which is intelligible 
and can be applied to the case does not establish the case of the contestant. 
The committee repeat that in their opinion the evidence in this case should not 
be conside: 

The minority of your committee very heartily concur in the reasoning 
and conclusions of thisreport. Had this decision come to us as an orig- 
inal proposition it would have received our approval. It has been in 
existence five years. It has, so far as I am informed, never been ques- 
tioned, distinguished, or denied. Mr. Page didnot plead ignorance of it. 
It was adopted by representative men of the two great political parties 
of the country. Surely aruleof procedurein which Democrats and Re- 
publicans concur without a dissenting voice must be grounded in cor- 
rect principle. It was applied to a Kepublican contestant when there 
was no precedent for it, and the Democrat retained his seat. Nowa 
Republican relies upon it, a Republican who made no agreement per- 
sonally and whose counsel, a man as I have said of admitted purity and 
honesty, denies on oath that any agreement to waive the statute was 
made; such a man relies on the rule that you have made, and will you 
deny him the benefitofit? Will the Democratic members of this House 
hold that they maintain or discard a useful rule of procedure as it af- 
fects favorably or unfavorably one of their own political party? I know 
that they will not. ~ 

No higher or graver duty rests upon this House than the steady main- 
tenance of a stable and impartial course of procedure in contested elec- 
tiens. In such contests the House sits as a high court of judicature. 
The determination arrived at in them is the most momentous that can 
interest a free people, involving as it does the right to be represented 
in this body by the person of their choice. No judicial investigation 
can besafely made, no cause between party and party can be safely tried, 
except in obedience to those forms and methods which have been sanc- 
tioned by time and experience. To asupreme and sovereign degree is 
this statement true where the tribunal is necessarily interested in the 
result. 

The use of existing statutes and decisions by any party to promote 
partisan purposes or to forward the partisan interests of any man would 
undoubtedly be revolting to every member of this House. If ave use 
them or discard them according to the requirements of party exigen- 
cies they cease to be faithful guides conducting us into paths of truth 
and become mere juggling fiends— 


That palter with us in a double sense; 
That reser! word of promise to our car, 
And break it to our hope. 

The power that we possess in these cases is gigantic in its sway. 
Naturally and worthily our sympathies go out warmly toa party asso- 
ciate. The temptation to find in his case an exception to general rules 
is strong and not easily resisted. We may claim that our high sense 
of honor and steadfast judgment will hold the scales of justicein equal 
poise. Undoubtedly they will do much, But our only safe reliance 
is on those general and equal laws enacted by the wisdom of Congress 
when no special case absorbed its attention, and those wise decisions 
which have received the approval of men of all political opinions. 

It is said that the contested-election statutes are not absolutely bind- 
ing on this House. Such a proposition is true only because there is 
no superior force that can compel obedience to them. What are these 
statutes? They do not attempt to control or limit any investigation 
which the House may be pleased to make concerning the elections, re- 
turns, or qualifications of its members. That would be in violation of 
the Constitution. 

The right of this House to inquire into the validity of the election of 
one of its members is undoubted. No man would more jealously main- 
tain and defend that right than myself. And in the minority report 
in this case we have provided for its exercise in an orderly and legiti- 
mate manner. Thestatutes under consideration are enacted not for the 
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government of the House, but for the government of the parties to the 
contest. Their provisions are that the issue between the parties shall 
be made up ina certain manner and within a certain time; that the 
testimony shall be taken in a certain manner before certain officers and 
within acertain time; howitshall be returned to the House and opened; 
and that certain fees shall be paid to officers and witnesses. To assert 
that these statutes are not binding on the House is unworthy of an 
American citizen. This isa Governmentoflawsand notof men. The 
report of the majority refers to the dignity of this House. What can 
be more derogatory to its dignity than the imperious exercise of arbi- 
trary power? What can more surely or more speedily bring us into 
contempt in the minds of the people? We have, indeed, the power to 
override these wise and impartial statutes, but we have not the right. 
Such an act is contrary to the spirit of our institutions; it is repugnant 
to the genius of our people. : 

Sir, the assumption that these statutes are not binding on this House 
in election contests between party and party is irreconcilable with the 
language of the Constitution itself. ‘* Each House shall be the judge of 
the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members”? is the Jan- 

e of that remarkableinstrument. ‘‘ The judge.’? What does the 
word ‘‘judge’’ imply? Does it mean an arbitrary, fickle, inconstant 
tribunal whose caprice or prejudice or revenge shall be substituted for 
the expressed will of the people? Does the Constitution invoke to its 
aid in the organization of this House a tribunal whose only guard and 
guide shall be political zeal or party animosity, or, it may be, real or 

cied partisan wrongs? Does it even invoke the uninstructed con- 


science ofa good man? Did the Fathers of the Republicintend any or 


either ofthese things? Oh, no! The framers of the Constitution—that ` 


instrument which the wisest living statesman of England, William E. 
Gladstone, has declared to be “‘ the most wonderful work ever struck 
off at a given time by the brain and purpose of man’’—weighed their 
words and knew their meaning. And when they declared that this 
House should be the judge of the elections of its members they intended 
to establish a tribunal which, like all other judges of whom they had 
any knowledge, should be governed by the well-established rules- of 
law and such statutes as might be enacted for its guidance. 

In accordance with these views of the law, I maintain that Mr. Page 
has no standing before this House, for these reasons: _ 

First. That, applying the familiar rules of interpretation to this 
statutein contested elections between party and party, Mr. Page must 
take his testimony within the time limited by the statute or be forever 
barred as a contestant. No provision for waiving this limitationismade 
in the statute, either expressly or by implication. Provision is made in 
the statute for taking depositions without notice, and before classes of 
officers not named in the statute, by consent in writing of the parties, 
which consent in writing shall be returned with the depositions. Evi- 
dently Congress thought the limitation of time for taking testimony 
too important to be controlled by the parties, 

Second. The agreement set up is an oral agreement. 

This has been ruled insuficient by both parties in O’ Haravs, Kitchin. 

Third. Mr. Page alleges no adequate or reasonable cause for making 
this agreement. Surely convenienceof counsel is no reason for extend- 
ing the limitation of the statute. To say that counsel could not attend 
to the taking of this testimony in ninety days is absurd, It is trifling 
with the rights of the people. Will you say that parties, for their con- 
venience, may extend the time for taking testimony from ninety days 
to nine months? I trust not. The people and this House have some 
rights which contestants and contestees and their lawyers are bound to 
respect. 

Fourth. Theagreementset up by Mr. Page can have no validity until 
ratified by this House, on Page’s application. The ent is inhis 
favor, and if itis to be ratified it should bedoneon his petition. He has 
made no such application, so far as Iknow; he has never authorized or 
requested the Committee on Elections to do it for him. Itis true that 
before the committee Page made a partisan appeal to the Democratic 
members of the committee to help him on the ground that Rhode Island 
had not had a Democratic Representative for a long time, and probably 
would not for along time to come unless they put their shoulders to 
the wheel. But he relied then and always on his alleged unauthorized 
and unratified agreement. Shall every statute regulation, every rule 
of evidence, all orderly proceeding be rejected and repealed that this 
man, who only received 5,995 votes out of 15,476 votes, may make a 
. contest for a seat in this House? 

Fifth. Page was notified by Cooke on the 28th day of April, 1885, that 
he, Cooke, never made the agreement claimed by Page. Surely, with 
this knowledge, Page ought to have made haste to take his testimony; 
yet he delayed fifty-three days before he attempted to take a word of 
testimony. The statute limited him to fortydays. Thus he know- 
ingly and intentionally violated the spirit. and letterofthestatute. Will 
you sanction this also ? 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House to the resolu- 
tion offered by the majority of the committee. The objections to it are 

tent and grave. I claim that it is utterly unfair and unjust toward 

. Pirce, the sitting member, and, in my judgment, it will, if adopted, 
defeat the ends of justice. 

First, as to time.. Under the law on the statute-book, a law which 


we have sanctioned this year by the adoption of an amendment to it, 
a law which has been on the statute-book for many years and is known 
to all the people of the land, a law which is just and reasonable and 
which provides an orderly method of conducting these contests, the 
contestee cross-examines the contestant’s witnesses in contestant’s forty 
days and then has forty days for taking his own testimony. The reso- 
lution requires him to resubpcena and cross-examine contestant’s wit- 
nesses and take any testimony he may desire in thirty days from the 
passage of the resolution. Suppose the resolution passes to-day, cer- 
tainly Mr. Pirce acting with great diligence could not be expected to 
return to Rhode Island, secure a proper officer to take testimony, pro- 
cure a subpoena and have it served on one of the witnesses before day 
after to-morrow. The witness must be served with the subpcena five 
days before the day on which his attendance is required. Thus at the 
earliest seven days of the thirty are exhausted before a word of cross- 
examination can be taken. And this leaves no margin for any of the 
inevitable accidents and delays necessarily incident to legal proceed- 
ings. Of the twenty-three days remaining three at least are Sundays. 
He then has twenty days to cross-examine how many witnesses? 
Forty-six. And in the same time also to examine in chief his own 
witnesses and submit them to the cross-examination of Mr. Page. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the members on the other side of 
this House desire to deal justly with Mr. Piree. You hold it practi- 
cally in your hands to do with him as you will, but I believe you de- 
sire all the more on that account to be just tohim. I desire toinquire 
if there is a lawyer in this House who says that this is a reasonable 
time for this great work. Now,what is the action of our friends of the 
majority of the committee when they come todeal with the contestant? 
I maintain and ask you, with all the emphasis of which I am capable, 
to aid me in maintaining that in this contest the contestant and con- 
testee shall be placed on a par, although the one isin the minority and 
in your hands to do with as you like, while the other is in the major- 
ity. Iask, what is your action when you come to deal with the con- 
testant? Do you restrict him atall? Oh, no. He is given the full 
statute time of ten days within which tò put in his rebuttal. It isnot 
fair, is it? 

Mr. ROBERTSON, But yon donot want any fairness about it, 

Mr. ELY. And now, second, the resolution deprives Mr. Pirce of the 
right of meeting these witnesses face to face on their direct examination. 
This is a most important right, as every lawyer knows. Whatlawyer 
employed to take a deposition would absent himself during the taking 
of the direct'testimony? Everybody knows that he would be utterly 
derelict in his duty and that the whole toneand tenor of the testimony 
would be much more favorable to his opponent than if he were present 
at the time and by his presence preserved that equilibrium of influence 
and restraint which is so essentially necessary to the due and proper 
conduct of all legal proceedings. It is said that the testimony of the 
contestant discloses wholesale and open bribery, implicating even the 
contestee personally. 

All the niore reason why the contestee should be present at the ex- 
amination in chief. Here is a man who was born and has passed a long 
life in the district which he now represents in Congress. He has time 
and time again been called by his neighbors to fill posts of honor and of 
trust, and now at theage of sixty-two years heis charged with the revolt- 
ing crime of bribery, and yet, without fault on his part, he is to be de- 
prived of the privileges accorded to the meanest criminal. Isay without 
fault. Mr. Pirce made no agreement, and therefore can have broken 
none. The agreement alleged is denied under oath of an honorable at- 
torney. Page, after he knew of the denial, allowed thestatute time of 
forty days to run by before he attempted to take testimony. Inhis 
notice to take testimony he recognized that he was bound by the forty 
days’ limitation. Pirce seasonably served his protest against taking 
testimony on Page. Pirce relied on the statutes and the interpretation 
which had been put on them by Democrats and Republicans alike. 
Under the circumstances of this case it was peculiarly fitting that he 
should rely on them; to now make these affidavits testimony would do 
a greatinjustice to Pirce, and indeed would in my judgment defeat the 
ends of justice in this case. 

Mr. Speaker, I understand that all the members of the Committee 
on Elections agree that in no event was Mr. Page elected a member or 
the House. I trust that if I am mistaken in that particular I will now 
be corrected. . 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. That question is now before thecom- 
mittee, and not here. Ido not know that it has been passed upon there 
as yet. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, that question, I respectfully reply, is not 
still before the Committee on Elections, but is here for the decision of 
this House. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. You are wrong. 

Mr. ELY. If there is any doubt about that; it is perfectly clear that 
Page was not elected a member of this House. Ina poll of 15,476 
votes he received only 5,995 votes. He claims to have been elected. 
A majority is required to elect. He is in a minority of 3,486 votes. 
In furtherance of his claim he has taken what the majority of the com- 
mittee are pleased to call testimony. In taking this so-called testi- 
mony no bounds have circumscribed his powers. He has not been lim- 
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itedin time. No presence of opposing party or counsel has objected to 
or prevented the asking of a single question, or checked the reckless 
utterances of the swiftest witness: No cross-examination has inter- 
vened to diminish or break the force of a single word of these affida- 
vits. He has called every witness who would or could testify in his 
favor. Thelast witness closed his testimony on July 20. The lawre- 
quires that testimony when completed shall be sealed and sent to the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives ‘‘ without unnecessary delay;”’ 
yet Page kept this testimony open and unsealed until September 2— 
forty-three days. He wasevidently looking for further testimony, but 
found none. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Was it not all taken upon notice? 

Mr. ELY. I will come to that in a minute. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Answerthat. 

Mr. ELY. For two months he delayed, but could find no other tes- 
timony. Now it is not his p to put in any other testimony in 
his favor. Ifit were it could not be found. With all these unheard- 
of circumstances in his favor what is the result? Waive all the for- 
malities, waive all the leading questions, waive all objections to hear- 
say testimony, accept all that is irrelevant and immaterial as relevant 
and material, and then apply to it. the propositions of law most favor- 
able to Page, and yet he is not elected. Strike out Pirce’s entire vote 
in every town where there is a word of evidence of bribery, and then 
Page is thousands of votes behind. Therefore, I submit, if Iam correct 
in this statement of facts, that the first resolution reported on the part 
of the minority of the committee, and which I ask to have substituted 
for the resolution of the majority, should be adopted. 

nin, ob evidently abandoned this contest, and after a iy of some 
months attempted to resume it. This he could not lawfully do. His 
acts can be accounted for on noother hypothesis. Henotonly delayed 
for many months without any action in his contest, but he held and 
accepted offices incompatible with that of Representative. At thedate 
of the November election, 1884, Page was a member of the senate of 
Rhode Island. He continued to hold his seat and act and vote as asen- 
ator after the 4th day of March, 1885. In April, 1885, he became a can- 
didate for re-election, was elected a member of said senate, accepted the 
office, and has during this session of Congress acted and voted as a mem- 
ber of said senate. This was in direct violation of the constitution of 
Rhode Island if he is and has been since March 4, 1885, as he now claims, 
a member of this House. The constitution of Rhode Island, article 9, 
section 6, is as follows: : 

No person holding any office under the Government of the United States, or 
any other State or country, shall act as a penoa oficer, or asa memberof the 
General Assembly, unless at the time of his táking his engagement he shall 
have resigned his ofice under such government; and if any general officer, 
senator, representative, or judge shall, after his election and engagement, ac- 
cept any appointment under any other government, his office under this shall 
be immediately vacated ; but this restriction shall not apply to aay person ap- 
pointed to take depositions, or acknowledgment of deeds, or other legal instru- 
ments by the authority of any other State or country. 

But these acts have a more serious effect on this contest than a mere 
indication of the contestant’s intention. 

When Mr. Page, under his election to the State senate of Rhode Isl- 
and, accepted said office and qualified and continued to hold and act in 
said office after the assembling of Congress, at the time appointed by law, 
on the first Monday of December, 1885, he thereby resigned and vacated 
his office of Representative. No law obliged Mr. Page to accept the of- 
fice of Representative in Congress, nor, having accepted it, forbade him 
to resign it. No law obliged him to accept the office of State senator. 
He could accept or decline either at his own will. The two offices are 
incompatible not only by the expressed provisions of the constitution 
of Rhode Island but by the nature of these offices. This proposition 
would seem to be too plain for argument; but I will cite in support of 
it the case of State vs. Buttz, 9 S. C., 156, where it is held that the of- 
fice of solicitor of the first judicial circuit is incompatible with that of 
Representative in Congress. The learned judge, in delivering his opin- 
ion, says: 

What, then, does constitute incompatibility in offices? In5 Bacon Abridg- 
ment Title Offices, K, we find the rule laid down upon the authority of Lord 
Coke in these words: * Offices are said to be incompatible and inconsistent so 
as to be executed by the same person, when, from the multiplicity of business 
in them, they can not be executed with care and ability; or when their being 
subordinate and interfering with each other it induces a presumption they 
can not be executed with impartiality and honesty.” 
an a in Dillort on Municipal Corporations, in a note to section 166, it is said 


Incompatibility in offices exists where the nature and duties of the two offices 
are such as to render it improper from considerations of publie policy for one 
incumbent to retain both. 

Applying either of these definitions to the case in hand, and it is very mani- 
fest that the two offices in question are wholly incompatible, it certainly needs 
no ument to show that “the multiplicity of business” in each of these offices 
is such as to render it not only impossible for the same person to perform the 
duties of both “ with care and ability,” but impossible often, and very often, too, 
to perform them atall. It is equally certain thatthe nature and duties of these 
two offices are such as that every consideration of Fobia policy renders it im- 
proper for one incumbent to retain them both, and it is none the less certain 
that the duties of the two offices are such that the performance of the duties of 
the one necessarily involve the neglect of the duties of the other. 

Here are two o! held under two distinct governments; the duties of the 
one are to be performed in Washington, while those of the other are to be per- 
formed in this State. To perform the duties of the one the officer must be in 


Washington, while to perform the duties of the other he must be in this State, 
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and that, too, at the very time when the duties of the other call him to Wash- 
im. 
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These remarks of the court apply with even greater force to Page vs. 
Pirce than to the case then under consideration. 

Thse offices being then incompatible, Mr. Page by accepting that of 
senator in Rhode Island resigned and vacated that of Representative 
in Congress. This is well settled by the best legal writers and by courts 
of last resort both in England and in this country. Ina late case in 
my own State, Commonwealth vs. Hawkes, 123 Massachusetts, 525, the 
opinion being written by Chief-Justice Gray, now one of the justices 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, the law is thus stated: 

By the common law, when two offices, or public are incompatible with 
each other, a person holding the one is not disqualified to be appointed or elected 
to the other, but his acceptance of the second office is in law an implied resigna- 
tion of the first, whenever it may be resigned by the mere act of the incumbent, 
without the assent or concurrence of a superior authority. 

As I have said, no assent or concurrence of a superior authority is re- 
quired in this case. This principle applies not only where the second 
office is the superior and more important office, but also where it is 
not. This is settled conclusively in the case in England of Milward 
vs. Thatcher, 2 Term Reports, 87. The language of Mr. Justice Buller 
in reference to the plaintiff in that case is so applicable to Mr. Page in 
this case that I make a brief quotation. Says that eminent judge of 
the plaintiff: 

I have no doubt but that his intention was to keep both offices; but if he be 
mistaken in law and choose to accept the last office, he must abide by the con- 
sequences; for it is his own act, i, 

Acceptance of an incompatible office, won under 'a void election, puts 
an end to the first office; and the officer on being ousted from the sec- 
ond office can not be restored to the first. This is settled in the case 
of Rex vs. Hughes, 5 Barnewall & Cresswell, 886. 

It will probably be claimed that while this rule of law is decisive on 
a person whose seat is uncontested, it is not on a contestant. - This is, 
as it seems to me, “‘a distinction without a difference.’ Surely if it 
does not apply to a contestant, it would not to a contestee. Sup 
that Mr. Pirce had been elected a member of the senate of Rhode Isl- 
and in April, 1885, and had accepted the office, would any man have 
claimed that he had not thereby resigned and vacated his office of Rep- 
resentative in Congress? And if this conclusive inference of law is ap- 
plicable to him whose seat is contested, does it not equally apply to 
him by whom the seat is contested? 

The cases of General Schenck and General Blair, decided in the Thirty- 
eighth Congress, are notin conflict with these views. ‘Those cases turned 
on the peculiar phraseology of the Constitution of the United States, 
that ‘‘no person holding any office under the United States shall be a 
member of either House during his continuancein office.” And it was 
held that no person was such ** member,” within the meaning of this 
clause of the Constitution, until he had an opportunity to qualify and 
take his seat. The case before us does not come under this clause of 
the Constitution of the United States, but under the constitution of 
Rhode Island, and under the law relative to holding incompatible offices 
which I have cited. The constitution of Rhode Island declares that 
‘no person holding any office under the Government of the United 
States’? shall act as a member of the General Assembly. Therecan be 
no doubt that a Representative in Congress holds an office under the 
Government of the United States. 

Butifauthority be necessary, it has been so decided by the court of last 
resort in the State of New York in the well-considered case of Pope rs. 
Common Council of Brooklyn, 77 New York, 503. Section 25 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States prescribes the time of election of 
Representatives ‘‘to the Congress commencing on the 4th day of March 
next thereafter.” It is from this date that the Representative holds the 
office. From this date his compensation begins, and under the law he 
receives it monthly if his credentials are duly filed, although no session 
of Congress be held for many months (section 38 of the Revised Stat- 
utes). Can it be said that the United States pays a Representative in 
Congress in advance for services in an office which he does not hold, and 
may never hold? Is there any doubt that a Representative may kas 
his office after the 4th day of March on which the Congress to which he 
has been elected commences, and before any session of such Congress? 
And if he may expressly resign it may he not by implication? Cer- 
tainly he may. Indeed, a proper analysis of the two proves them to be 
the same; differing only in the instrument employed to manifest the 
resignation of the officer. In the one case he uses words; in the other, 
acts. 


If, then, Mr. Page was elected, as he claims, a member of this House 
in November, 1884, he began to hold his office on March 4, 1885. The 
vote of the people made him a Representative. The certificate of the 
governor neither makes him nor unmakes him. His term of office was 
two years. From March 4, 1885, he was liable at any time to be called 
upon to perform the duties of a Representative in this House. Atany 
time after he qualified as a State senator the two offices were liable to 
conflict, and at some time inevitably would conflict. They were in- 
compatible. Page’s acceptance of the office of State senator determined 
his claim to that of Representative in Congress. On any other theory 
he might hold the former office until the very moment when he should 
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be awarded a seat in this House, then resign his seat in the State sen- 
ate, and leave it vacant and his district unrepresented until a new 
ome could be held. Such an idea is repugnant to governmental 
policy. 

If it be maintained that Page could delay making hischoice between 
the two offices until a session of Congress began, it places him in no 
better position. Congress has been in session for many months and he 
has not made his choice, He has heen here in Washington prosecuting 
this contest repeatedly to the neglect of his duties as State senator, 
thus establishing by his own acts the validity of my argumentin this 
ease. No; a man can not hold in his hand one of two incompatible of- 
fices while he litigates for the other. He can not thus play fast and 
loose with the people. If he claims that he is elected to twoincompat- 
ible offices, he is bound to choose between them. He can not hold a 
title in fee-simple in the one and a mortgage on the other. If he be 
mistaken and choose improvidently, he must abide the consequences, 
for it is his own act. 

For these reasons I maintain that the resolutions recommended by 
the minority of the committee should be substituted for that of the 
majority. Inmy judgment the affidavits which have been printed and 
on which the majority of the committee rely, are open to the severest 
criticism, but I pass them without comment. I interpose no objection 
to the most thorough investigation. Let it be done in conformity to 
the law and in a manner calculated to develop the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, and I shall be content. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I now take the floor in 
my own right, and yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, this contest turns upon charges of iùn- 
timidation and bri Rejecting all illegal and hearsay testimony, 
it appears from the evidence produced by the contestant that the sitting 
member himself personally corrupted and bribed some of the voters. 
At one precinct it appears from this evidence that there were one hun- 
dred and eighty-seven men bribed by the sitting member’sagent. There 
was thus revealed to the committeea case of personal corruption charged 
against a member of the House. But it was said on the other side of 
the case that the evidence by which this charge was to be established 
was taken after the expiration of the statutory period. 

In this state of the case the question was whether we should dismiss 
the case, investigate it farther, or decide it upon the record which we 
had. I for one am in favor of adhering to the statute as a convenient 
rule of practice in all ordinary cases. But although this case justifies 
a departure from the statute, we decided to recommend another oppor- 
tunity to the sitting member for the defense of his honor. We propose 
to give him this privilege, although he refused it when tendered by 
the contestant. If there is error in the action of thé committee, in my 
judgment it is an error on the side of generosity to the sitting member. 
So far from any wrong being contemplated, we propose an act of grace 
and magnanimity. 

Reference has been made to the case of O'Hara vs. Kitchin, and the 
gentlemen who opposed the resolution offered by the majority plant 
themselves on the authority of the report in that case. An examina- 
tion of that case will show that it has very little pertinency or rele- 
vancy to this discussion. In that case the committee distinctly found 
that they could not ascertain from the record whether or not notice of 
contest was served in time. They further found that the evidence taken 
out of time did not show that the contestant was elected. And finally 
they found that the evidence had not been taken within the statutory 
period nor on the faith of a written ment. For all these reasons 
the committee recommended a resolution against the contestant. And 
nothing appeared against the character of the sitting member or the 
conduct of the election, and no other extraordinary circumstance sug- 
gesting the propriety of further investigation. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in the Forty-seventh Congress, following that in 


which the case just mentioned was decided, another precedent was set | S 


by the Republican party alone in the case of Bisbee vs. Finley. I re- 
call with some bitterness of regret that remarkable case. 

The statute allows the contestant forty days in which to take testi- 
mony-in-chief. It also allows forty days to the sitting member to re- 
ply, and then ten days are allowed for the contestant’s evidence in re- 

uttal. After the forty days allowed to Mr. Bisbee had been fully ex- 
hausted he continued arbitrarily to take testimony within the forty 
days allowed to Mr. Finley in his absence and during the time when 
the latter was hunting up his witnesses and preparing his evidence. I 
insist that that was a far graver dereliction from the statute than that 
which appears in this case. It was not a taking of testimony after the 
statutory period had expired, but it was a taking of testimony within 
the period which the law allowed to the sitting member. 

Every Republican member of the committee, as if to emphasize his 
assent, signed a report which stated that the statute is merely directory 
and that the committee would be bound by no statutory rule, and they 
reported the evidence to the House, taken under these extraordinary 
circumstances, as a part of the basis on which they excluded General 
Finley from his seat. That case distinctly overrules the O’Hara and 
Kitchin case. Mr. Bisbee was seated in this House on testimony taken 
under these most extraordinary circumstances. In other words, the case 


was tried on such evidence, and no opportunity was téndered the sit- 
ting member by the committee or the House such as we offer in this 
case, 

Now, what do the minority of the committee propose? They, in the 
first place, ask the House to declare that the contestant is not entitled 
to the seat. They propose on this state of the case to adjudicate Mr. 
Page’s title to the seat, and then to recommit the case to the Commit- 
tee on Elections, with instructions to send a subcommittee to the State 
of Rhode Island to take testimony, with the contestant excluded. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say here quite frankly and honestly that I 
have no wish to dismiss from this case the prosecutor of it. I want 
him to remain on the record. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes more 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER. For very obvious reasons, the contestant is more 
familiar with the facts than anybody else, understands better their 
scope and character, and knows more about the residence and situation 
of the witnesses. He is the man who is interested more than any one 
else in the result, and like the prosecutor in a criminal case, to remain 
a party to the case, and have the right to confront the sitting member 
at every point during the further investigation of the case, so that it 
shall not again be ex parte. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? i 

Mr. TURNER. What does the gentleman from Rhode Island de- 
sire? 

Mr. SPOONER... I simply desire to inquire, inasmuch as the contest 
in this case is not in regular form according to law, whether the gentle- + 
man does not consider that it is unfair and improper to limit the time 
within which this examination is to be had to thirty days instead of the 
forty days as provided in the statute, ahd I suggest that the thirty days 
under the terms of the resolution—— 

Mr. TURNER. I yielded only for a question. I can not give up to 
the gentleman the whole of my time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not know that the gentleman’s time was 
limited. 

Mr. TURNER. My time is limited. I want to say to the gentle- 
man now, that I am entirely satisfied that the time allowed under this 
resolution for the taking of testimony is quite ample. In fact, I will 
state further to the gentleman, that, so far from there being any hard- 
ship contemplated by this action, it allows, in my judgment, an un- 
usual and extraordinary opportunity to the sitting member, considering 
the precedents that have been set by the Republican party in the past. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, the gentleman understands—— 

Mr. TURNER. What will the gentleman have further? 

The SPEAKER pro. tempore. the gentleman from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. TURNER. Ican not yield. I have but a few moments more, 

On reviewing this whole case, in the kindest spirit toward the other 
side, I wish to say in my judgment the evidence heretofore taken in 
this case seems to establish a condition of facts which ought to invoke 
the fullest scrutiny. 

Instead of the usual method which we propose, the minority insist 
that the investigation shall be under the direct auspices of the Com- 
mittee on Elections. I protest against it, sir. We have too many du- 
ties to perform in this House, we have too many responsibilities to our 
immediate constituents, to permit us to vacate our seats and to go toa 
distant State to investigate a question of this sort, when the machinery 
already provided by the law affords the amplest, fullest, and most de- 
liberate opportunity for both parties to be heard. I thank the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] for the opportunity he has afforded 


me. 
ar GREEN, of New Jersey. How much more time have I, Mr. 
er? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
utes remaining. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. LI yield twenty mjnutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry]. 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, this case, sir; is within the compass of 
the proverbial nutshell, and it will not be necessary to pursue the de- 
vious course of the argument of my colleagues on the Committee on 
Elections who have ad the House upon the other side. Some 
of them have introduced topics that are entirely foreign to the question 
now before the House. My friend from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] fol- 
lowed by the other honorable gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. ROWELL ], has 
undertaken to put the vehicle before the quadruped [laughter], and has 
addressed himself to the consideration of the question whether or not 
the contestant in this case could legally hold a seat in this House by 
reason of his having been a member of the senate of the State of Rhode 
Island. That is a question that may properly be considered when the 
case comes up on its merits, but I commend to the consideration of my 
friends the homely adage that ‘‘it is time enough to cross the bridge 
when you come to it,” and I suggest that itis unnecessary to embarrass 
the issue which we have now before us for consideration by the discus- 
sion of any question of that kind. 


The gentleman has thirty-seven min- 
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What is this ease, sir? We have here a regularly instituted election 
contest. Notice of contest was duly given, an answer was duly filed 
within the time prescribed by the statutes, and within four days after 
the filing of the answer a gentleman, whois said to be one of distinction 
in the legal profession (and, from what appears in this record, there is 
no question concerning either hi acumen or astuteness), meets 
the contestant in the Providence County court-house, in the city of 
Providence, R. I., and, addressing himself to Vist QINANAN, says that 
he is employed by the contestee, Mr. Pirce, es his attorney in the 

ressional election contest pending between the latter and Mr. Page, 
and filed his answer; that he is engaged in court and liable to con- 
tinue to be so; that the contestant himself is a member of the State 
senate, and will probably be occupied there in the discharge of his duties 
as a State senator during the period when he would be required to give 
his attention to the taking of testimony in the case, and therefore he 
proposes to the contestant that they shall make an agreementas to time 
for their mutual convenience. 

Be it remembered that there is no question in reference to the au- 
thority of this attorney, Mr. Stephen A. Cook, who himself testifies to 
the fact that he was the regularly constituted attorney of the contestee 
inthisease. Whatfollows? Mr. Page, the contestant, files an affidavit 
stating that then and there, at the instance of the attorney of the con- 
testee, he, the contestant, entered into an agreement by which it was 
concluded between them that, for their mutual convenience, they 
would waive any question in reference to the time when the testimony 
should be taken, and that each could give the other due notice when 
he desired to proceed before any testimony was taken. 

Mr. Page corroborates his own affidavit in reference to this agreement 
shaving been made by the affidavit of a gentleman named Hull. It is 
undertaken here to destroy the credibility of the affiant Hull by filing 
the affidavit of another A ES setting forth that Hull came to his 
printing office and asked him to print for him a ticket which he de- 
nominated a “‘spurious’’ ticket. The ground of its being denounced 
as ‘‘spurious’’ is that it was headed ‘‘ Republican ticket.” Iam happy 
to find our friends on the other side characterizing such tickets as spu- 
rious. [Laughter.] I wish they would so regard all such tickets, not 
only in the State of Rhode Island but throughout all the States of this 
Union. [Continuedlanghter.] If they had done so, I would not have 
been in the unhappy predicament in which I was placed the other day 
when I was constrained to vote against my political and personal friend 
Hon. Frank Hurd. 

Now, here are two affiants who state that there was a parol agree- 
ment. What does Mr. Cook, the attorney of the contestee, say? He 
undertakes to deny the effect of the stipulation he made by stating 
that according to his understanding, as he expresses it, there was no 
agrcement to extend the time beyond that prescribed by statute. What 
does he say, however, in reference to the exact terms of the agreement 
which he did make? Here is his exact language, as contained in his 
letter to the contestant, which is embodied in the record in this case. 
He admits the time and place of making the agreement; he admits 
that an agreement, which he characterizes asa.‘‘ mutual ment,” 
was made; and the phraseology which he adopts in describing that 
agreement is this; 

I therefore suggested that neither of us in such case compel the other to attend 
to the taking of the testimony, but would postpone it until another day, and 
that we should each consult each other's convenience in this respect. To this 
you assented; and I considered it a mutual agreement. — . 

We have then the testimony of Mr. Page himself, and of the corrob- 
orating witness, Hull, and the express admission of the attorney of the 
contestee to the effect that such an agreement was made. 

Our friends on the other side, chary as they are of the reputation of 
the contestee now occupying a seat in this high and honorable body, 
say that it will be an infringement upon his rights if we give effect to 
that parol agreement; and they claim there is authority for this posi- 
tion. Notwithstanding numerous instances in which the House has 
recognized the parol agreements in regard to taking testimony and has 
itself extended the time, they have appealed to the case of O’Hara vs. 
Kitchin, and say that it is authority for refusing absolutely to recog- 
nize or give any eff€ct to such agreements. 

Let us see how that is. Why, sir, in the first place, while it is true 
that there a contest was instituted by O’Hara against Kitchin, and 
pending for a time in this House and reported on by the Committee on 
Elections, it was never decided here. ‘The report was simply ordered 

rinted and never acted on. (Digestof Election Cases, Forty-fifth and 

‘orty-sixth Congresses, page 378.) But even if the report had been 
adopted by the House, what were the facts involved and the conclu- 
sions drawn? No shadow of claim was made there of there having 
been an agreement by parol or otherwise to extend the time. It was 
claimed that there had been an oral agreement by Kitchin ‘‘to make 
a case without taking testimony.’’ This was not done, and Kitchin 
denied the agreement under oath, and supported himself by the affida- 
vits of two other ns. : 

O’ Hara went on and took testimony out of time; relied upon the al- 
leged agreement as an excuse for not taking it in time, asked the 
committee on his own unsupported affidavit as to O’Hara having 
“agreed to make a case,” to authorize the taking of testimony after 


the time prescribed. The committee very properly refused. But in 
giving asummary of their reasons forso doing and against the propriety 
of parol agreements being relied on or given effect to without there 
being sufficient reason therefor, they expressly recognize the fact that 
it was the practice. They say, ‘‘The practice which has aren of per- 
mitting parties by agreement to postpone the time of taking testimony 
eo has, in the opinion of the committee, been carried too far.” 
If such a practice had arisen would the mere opinion of a committee 
overturn it? Would it be allowable to cite the opinion of a committee 
as authority against the action of the House? 

But that committee reasoned only against such practice being gen- 
eral, and against being resorted to withont there being some sufficient 
cause. In this they were doubtless right. They expressly recognized 
the doctrine, however, that there are cases in which itis also proper 
that an extension of time should be given and that when taken out of 
time itshould be received. After arguing the question fully they ex- 
pressly say: 

The committee might, indeed, in a case where testimony had been taken out 
of time, but with opportunity to the other party to cross-examine the wit- 
nesses and exhibit evidence in rep] * + è recommend tothe House, if they 


= sufficient reason therefor, tthe evidence be considered as if taken in 
e. 


Such is precisely the case now before the House with this single ex- 
ception. In the case cited, in speaking of theopportunity to cross-ex- 
amine the witnesses and exhibit evidence in reply, the further qualifi- 
cation is appended that that should have been fully done. In the case 
under consideration that was not fully done, nor done at all, but it was 
by reason of the refusal of the contestee. It is now proposed to afford 
him that opportunity again, with the understanding that the committee 
will in its final report ask the House to approve its action in regarding 
the testimony already taken as taken out of time for suflicient cause, 
and therefore considering it as if taken in time. 

I maintain, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the case of O'Hara ts. 
Kitchin, if authority at all upon this question, is authority in favor 
of izing and giving efficacy toa parol agreement of this kind 
entered into in good faith. Why, sir, we all know that every State of 
the Union has statutory provisions prescribing the manner in which 
depositions shall be taken. The testimony in this case is none other 
than depositions. What court within the confines of the United States, 
if those engaged in the trial of a case, whether at common law or in 
equity or a criminal case, should meet together and enter into a stip- 
ulation waiving the provisions of the statute and agreeing to take depo- 
sitions out of time, would refuse to give effect to such a stipulation? 
Is there any such tribunal? Should the practice here be more tech- 
nical? Ifso, why? It is true that in some States such agreements are 
required to be in writing, and that unquestionably would be desirable, 
but we have here no such statutory requirement. 

Now, sir, as has been stated by my colleague [Mr. TuRNER], the 
chairman of the Committee on Elections, here is a charge of venality 
and corruption in connection with the election of a member of Con- 
gress. This record bristles all through with evidence addressed to that 
charge. Itis not for me to say now to what extent it establishes it. 
I trust when the opportunity is afforded, as the committee generously 
proposes to have afforded to the sitting member in this case, he will be 
abundantly able to show his hands are clean and his skirts are clear of 
even the faintest taint of corruption. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman yield to me for one 
moment? 

Mr. LOWRY. Permit me to proceed. My time is limited, and I 
have but a few moments myself. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to bring out one or two facts in con- 
nection with this, if you will permit me. 

Mr. LOWRY. This being their hope, the resolution of the majority 
of the committee proposes to allow the contestee the opportunity. He 
having declined to appear in response to notice served on him to cross- 
examine witnesses, under the possible impression that his parol agree- 
ment would not be operative, the committee proposes out of abundance 
of charity for his motives and liberality of feeling toward a gentleman 
whom they trust is wrongly accused to afford him an opportunity to 
resummon and cross-examine these witnesses and to take testimony in 
his own behalf for a period of thirty days after the adoption of the res- 
olution, and also to give to the contestant ten days for the purpose of 
taking rebutting testimony. 

On the other hand, the minority of the committee propose by the 
resolution they submit to recommit this case to the Committee on Elec- 
tions, directing them to appoint a subcommittee for the purpose of going 
into the State of Rhode Island at an expense of not to exceed $2,000, 
to employ reporters, and, it is fair to assume, I think, take all the tes- 
timony anew. It does seem to me, Mr. Speaker, the proper course for 
the sitting member to pursue is to court investigation of this question 
hefe, to seek opportunity to cross-examine these witnesses, and to in- 
troduce such exculpatory testimony as it is in his power to introduce. 
We have no occasion to depart from the usual course in this instance. 
There is no need of any roving commission in the form of a subcom- 


mittee. Let the testimony be taken in the usual way, and be brought 
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Now, sir, the State of Rhode Island has gone far enough. She has a 
fungous growth in her constitution which prohibits too many of her cit- 
izens the right of suffrage. She occupies the unenviable position of 
having a clause in her constitution by which all those who do not hap- 
pen to be born on this side of the Atlantic Ocean are required to own 
$134 worth of real estate in order to entitle them to the exercise of the 
right of suffrage. Under that clause of her constitution, it is a matter 
of tradition, if not of history, that a former member of this House who 
himself had possessed all the qualifications necessary for the exercise of 
the right of suffrage, all the attributes necessary in order to be elected 
as a member of this House, in the vicissitudes of life met with reverses, 
was stripped of his property, and when he went back to his home in 
Rhode Island and went up to the polls to vote, by reason of the fact 
that he was no longer the owner of senseless clods and insensate briek 
and mortar, he was deprived of the privilege of voting for even a town 
constable. We have no power to correct or control that, sir; we can not 
prune the foliage of that tree—outgrowth as it is of bigotry and intoler- 
ance—but we can prevent those who deny the right of suffrage to the 
entire people of Rhode Island from cultivating that poisonous and 
deadly upas which results from dishonest use of money and from ve- 
nality and corruption in the conduct of their elections. [Great ap- 

lause. 

The ÅPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] 
has twenty-two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I will yield ten minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HALL]. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, the only question which presented itself 
to the committee was, whether the misunderstanding between the con- 
testant and the contestee in reference to the time in which they should 
take their testimony should operate to cut off inquiry on behalf of the 
House or its committee in reference to evils which were manifest from 
the most casual examination of the record presented in that case. 

The question has been asked by the gentleman from Rhode Island 
whether the contestee has done anything wrong, or whether he has 
amitted to do anything which it was his duty to do in reference to this 
contest. That suggestion involves the idea that in this House the con- 
test is merely a matter personal to two men who happen to be striving 
for a seat. _ That, in my judgment, is a position which can not obtain 
for one momenc. 

There are questions involved here beyond their personal rights or 
their personal claims, and there can be no question that a contest once 
properly instituted with reference to the validity and legality of an 
election not only does not terminate with, but does not depend upon, 
the conduct of the contestant or the contestee. This House holds in its 
own hands the power of determining questions of that kind, let them 
come before it when or in what manner they may. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when Mr. Page instituted this contest, and the 
time prescribed by the statute within which the evidence onght to have 
been taken had elapsed, the contest itself did not cease with it. ‘lhe 
Forty-ninth Congress had not yet held its firstSession; it had not come 
into existence. It is here to-day, and is here to decide the question 
under the constitutional provision which gives it power and authority 
to determine the question of the election, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members; and under the constitutional provision it is not jim- 
ited to the proceedings of the committee nor to the evidence which the 
parties to the contest may have introduced. It seems to me that the 
gentlemen who have discussed this legal question on the other side of 
the House have failed to confront the true relation between the contest 
and the House itself. The statutes which have been enacted directing 
the time within which the testimony shall be taken are but directory. 
They are enacted for the purpose of giving the contestant and the con- 
testee the power to summon witnesses and bring them before the offi- 
cers to take their depositions.” _ ~ 

They are not necessary to the House, butsimply to the parties to the 
contest themselves. Without these statutes the witnesses would have 
the power to refuse to appear; they would have the power to refuse to 

“testify absolutely; and hence these statutes were enacted simply to put 
into the hands of the parties to the contest the power to secure the tes- 
timony which would be necessary to substantiate or rebut the claim. 
Each of them is allowed a specified time for this purpose; but after 
they have accomplished all of the purposes the statute had in view, 
and have taken the testimony, the case comes here, not solely upon 
that testimony, but upon all and every consideration that may present 
itself to this body. : ; 

This House to-day has the power to take this record, prepared as it 
was, and act upon it without reference to other testimony or to other 
consideration; and that was the view entertained by the committee with 
reference to every contest pendingin the House which had been referred 
to the committee. The cvidence, although showing very remarkable 
circumstances, had been taken under a mutual misapprehension be- 

_tween the parties; but out of generosity to the contestee, and for the 
purpose of enabling the most full, perfect, and complete investigation 
of which the case is susceptible, the committee determined to bring the 
question back to the House and ask an order of the House authorizing, 
by its own direction, further time to be given to pursue the investiga- 
tion. That is the origin and explanation of the resolution. 


The resolution suggested by the minority of the committee as a sub- 
stitute is not one directed to the contest to ascertain as to whether 
there was a legal election and determine whether the present sitting 
member is entitled to a seat, but isin the direction of an investiga- 
tion which could result alone in expulsion, and which, in my judg- 
ment, is an improper procedure at this stage of the case. 

In my judgment, the House owes it to itself and to the elections which 
are authorized under the statutes to say that this contest shall be pur- 
sued properly and legitimately, and the House through that means 
and instrumentality be advised of what are the rights of the parties 
concerned, as well as the rights of the House itself. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I labor under the im- 
pression that everything that can be said in reference to this matter on 
both sides has been said; and I therefore demand the previons question 
upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. ELY. Pending that, I move to substitute the resolutions in the 
minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that has been already done. 
The minority resolutions are reported by the minority of the commit- 
tee, as the Chair understands, as a substitute,.and are offered as such 
for the resolution of the majority of the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I hope before the previous question 
is ordered, or at least that the gentleman from New Jersey will with- 
draw it long enough to allow me to submit a resolution which I would 
like to have considered and voted upon at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. But the previous question has been demanded. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask to have it read to be offered as a substitute. 

TheSPEAKER. Asubstitute is now-pending offered by the minority 
of the committee. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be read for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 83, 
noes none. 

Mr. SPOONER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 121, noes nonce. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to state to the House that the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] had a resolution which he 
desired to submit as a substitute for that proposed by the majority of 
the committee. I think the House will recognize at once it isa Tea- 
sonable proposition. If thisinvestigation is to beordered, I think that 
proposition will be recognized as reasonable, and I submit to the House 
it would be wise for us to have it read, and then determine whether it 
is not a proper resolution. ‘ 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I believe that is right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. As I have been notified by the other side of the 
House that they intend to have that resolution read orstay, I withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will state to the gentleman from Georgia 
that it is evident it is the intention of this House to pass the majority 
resolution. If thatis to be done, it ought to be done in a shape reason- 
ably satisfactory to both sides; and I have no doubt that when the 
resolution of the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] is read 
there will be consent to substitute it for the resolution of the minority. 

Mr. TURNER. I beg to state that the House has assumed that the 
sentiment of the minority of the committee is best represented by the 
resolution which the minority of the committee has proposed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is perfectly true. At the same time it’ 
was believed that the House might take a different view of it. Butit 
has become apparent so far as we have progressed that the majority ` 
resolution is likely to prevail in some shape or other; but an opportu- 
nity should be given to take the sense of the House on the proposition 
of the gentleman from Rhode Island. z 

Mr. TURNER. Ihave a great deal of respect for the wish of the 
gentleman from Maine, but I respectfully submit it is rather an extraor- 
dinary request to make that there should be two substitutes pending 
to be voted upon. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman from Georgia hear the 
substitute which the gentleman from Rhode Island desires to offer? 

Mr. TURNER. I have no objection to hearing it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is the other substitute withdrawn ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes, sir; if the resolution of the gentleman 
from Rhode Island can be substituted for it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Maine 
to say the purpose is to withdraw the substitute offered by the minority 
of the committee and put in place of it asa substitute for the report of 
the majority the resolution of the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
SPOONER], and he requests that the resolution ef the gentleman from 
Rhode Island be read. 


I ask that it be read for the information of 
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Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I think we ought to understand that 
that is the purpose. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resolution will be read 
for information. s 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That William A. Pirce, sitting member from the second Congres- 
sional district of Rhode Island, be allowed forty days from and including the 
— ux of May next ensuing in which to cross-examine witnesses heretofore ex- 
amined by Charles H. Page, the contestant, and to take any testimony he may 
desire; and that ten days next following the expiration of said forty days be 
allowed to said Page to take evidence in rebuttal: Provided, That said Tes 
shall produce said witnesses heretofore examined by hirh for such cross-exami- 
nation before the magistrate or magistrates designated by said Pirce within and 
during the first ten days of said forty days, and in such hours as said Pirce may 
theretofore Sooter go and the testimony heretofore taken of any such witnesses 
not so produ: shall be stricken out of the record and not thereafter be con- 
sidered testimony in the case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is an error in the resolution. It speaks of 
May next. I presume the gentleman means this present May. 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes, sir. I ask permission to make a brief state- 
ment. 


There was no objection. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined and found duly en- 
rolled a bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H? R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of 
Texas to maintain a bridge across the Red River. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—PAGE VS. PIRCE. 


Mr. SPOONER. If this testimony had been taken in the regular 
way the contestant, Page, would have produced his witnesses within the 
first forty days and they would have been present for examination by 
Pirce, the contestee. Now the resolution proposed by the majority of 
the committee makes it necessary for Mr. Pirce to start immediately, 
with his thirty days commencing to run, if the majority resolution is 
adopted, from the time of its passage. He has to go home, make ar- 
. rangements for testimony, find witnesses if he can who have been pro- 
duced by Mr. Page, and go on with his cross-examination and complete 
it within thirty days. I ask is it a fair proposition? What I wish is 
to require in some manner that these witnesses, produced by Mr. Page, 
shall be fairly presented for cross-examination; that a reasonable time, 
as much as the law would have allowed if the testimony had been taken 
in the regular course, be given to Mr. Pirce within which to cross-ex 
amine these witnesses and take his own testimony. That is all I seek 
to reach by the resolution. It seems to meit is an entirely fair propo- 
sition. If there is anything in the language of the resolution that is 
not fair and proper, I am entirely willing to submit it to correction. 

Mr. TURNER. I ask permission to make a brief statement. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. TURNER. As I understand, the proposition is to submit the 
‘resolution which has just been read in lieu of the substitute already 

ding. When put in that position it would be a substitute for the 
resolution of the majority of the committee, Am I correct? 

The SPEAKER. That was the statement made by the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that a vote be allowed on each. 

` Mr. TURNER. I desire to say, so far as I am concerned I would 
like to ascertain whether if we consent this shall be offered as a sub- 
stitute in that way obstructions shall cease. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There has been no obstruction. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It would seem that under that resolution there 
can be no determination of the question during this session. 

Mr. TURNER again addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER] should be allowed to continue his statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
calls for the regular order. Does the gentleman withdraw his demand 
to allow his colleague to finish his statement? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER. As I understand the disposition of gentlemen on the 
other side of the House there is no disposition to resort to anything like 
obstruction, and I acquit the gentleman from Maine, although it might 
be somewhat hard to ajury sitting on the facts to agree to that verdict. 

As I have said, I understand that there is no disposition to offer ob- 
struction in the event the resolution proposed by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island as a substitute shall take the place of the substitute now 
pending. In order to accommodate gentlemen I shall offer no resist- 
ance to that; but as the gentleman from Rhode Island has made a re- 
mark in to the difficulties and the injustice which would arise 
under the resolution reported by the majority of the committee, I may 
be permitted to add that if this resolution had passed when it wasfirst 
proposed by the committee there would have been some reason in the 
request for further time than that allowed by the resolution; but there 
has been delay in the consideration of this case, delay granted by the 
gentleman who made the report in deference to the wishes of the sit- 
ting member, who has been absent from the House, perhaps on impor- 
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tant business, or with some other lawful excuse; and now, if the time 
is extended, as proposed in this substitute, I fear the result will be that 
the evidence will come back here too late to be acted on at this session. 
That is the reason I could not assent to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island [Mr. SPooNER]. I believe, on the merits of 
the proposition, that the time allowed in the report of the majority is 
empe for all purposes. But, as I have already indicated, I am willing, 
so far as I am concerned, that the substitute by the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island shall take its position in lieu of the substitute 
now pending. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] 
asks unanimous consent that the substitute proposed by the minority 
of the Committee on Elections may be withdrawn, and that in lieu of 
it the resolution offered by him, which has just been read, shall take 
its place as a substitute for the resolution reported by the majority of 
the committee and be voted on instead of the other. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, my only desire is to arrive at a rea- 
sonable and fair result, and therefore I am willing to strike out from 
the resolution all after and including the word ‘‘ provided.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be reported as it is proposed 
it shall stand. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William A. Pirce, sitting member from the second Congressional 
district of Rhode Island, be allowed forty days, from and including the 12th day 
of May next naain within which to ne witnesses heretofore ex- 
amined by Charles H. Page, the contestant; and that ten days next after the ex- 
piration of said forty days be allowed to said Page to take evidence in rebuttal, 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Evidently there is a mistake there. 
The ‘‘12th day of May next” will be next year.* 

Mr. SPOONER. The 12th day of May, 1886, is what I mean. I will 
modify that part of the resolution so as to read “‘ the 12th day of May 
instant.’’ 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] de- 
mands the previous question on the adoption of the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] for the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Elections. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 87, noes 103. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, and Mr. SPOONER called for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The House again divided; and there—yeas 99, nays 127, not voting 
96; as follows: 


$ YEAS—99, 

Allen, C. H. Fuller, Kelley, Romeis, 

er, Funston, La Folletté, Rowell, 
Bingham, Gallinger, Laird, Sawyer, 
Bound, Gilfillan Lehlback, Scranton, 
Boutelle, off, Lindsley, Smalls, 
Brady, Grosvenor, Little, Spooner, 
Bragg, Grout, Long, Spriggs, 
Brown, C. E. Guenther, Lyman, Stephenson, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, arkham, Strait, 
Brumn, Hayden, McComas, mes, 
Buck, Haynes, McKenna, Taylor, I. H. 
Burleigh, Henderson, D. B. Milliken, Taylor, Zach. 
Burrows, Henderson, T.J. Moffatt, omas, Q. 
Butterworth, Hepburn, orrow,* Thompson, 
Cannon, aes Nelson, Van Schaick, 
Conger, Hiestand, È ade, 
Cooper, Hires, O'Neill, Charles Wadsworth, 
Cutcheon, k, e, ‘ait, 
Davis, Hitt, Payne, Warner, William 
Dunham, Holm Perkins, eaver,A. J. 
Evans, Hopkins, Phelps, Weber, 
Everhart, Houk, Plumb, te, A.C. 
Farquhar, James, Price, White, Milo 
Felton, Johnson, F. A. - Reed, T. B. Whiting. 
Fleeger, J ohnston, J.T. Rock well, 

NAYS—127. 

Allen, J. M. an, Herbert, Morrison, 
Anderson, C, M. Davidson, A.C. Hill, Muller, 
Ballentine, Davidson, R. H.M. Holman, Neal, 
Barksdale, Dawson, Howard, Neece, 
Barnes, Dockery, Hutton, O'Neill, J. J. 
Beach, Dougherty, Irion, eel, > 
Blanchard, Dowdney, Jones, J. H. Perry, 
Bland, Dunn, King, Pideock, 
Bliss, Eldredge, Kleiner, Pindar, 
Blount, Elisberry, Laffoon, Randall, 
Boyle, Ermentrout, Landes, Ranney, 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Foran, Lanham, Resan, 
Breckinridge, WCP Ford, Le Fevre, Reid, J. W. 
Bynum, Frederick, Lore, Reese, 
Cabell, Geddes, Lowry, Richardson, 
Cam 1,J.E. G Mahoney, Riggs, 
Campbell, T. J. Glover, Martin, Robertson, 
Candler, Green, Maybury, ro ial 
Carleton, Hall, McAdoo, Sadler, 
Catchings, Halsell, M A Sayers, 
Clardy, Hammond, MeMillin, rand 
Clements, is, McRae, Singleton, 
Compton, Hatch, Me Skinner, 
Cowles, Heard. Miller, Sowden, 
Cox, Hem hill, Mills, Springer, 
Crisp, Henderson, J.S. Morgan, Stahlnecker, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


les Taulbee, Van Eaton, Wilson, 
St. Martin, Taylor, J. M. Viele. Winans, 
W. J., Ky. lman, Ward, J. H. ise, 
Stone, W.J., Mo. Trigg, Ward, T. B. Wolford, 
Tucker, Weaver, J. B. Worthington. 
Swope, Turner, Wheeler, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Adams, G. E. Croxton, Jones, — Rice, 
Adams, J.J. Culberson, ete Ryan, 
Aiken, Curtin, Lawler, ` Scott, 
Anderson, J. A. iel, Libbey, Sessions, 
Arnot, Davenport, Lou Seymour, 
Atkinson, Dibble, Lovering, Shaw, 
eein Dene M < Ste i 
’ rsey, z Y, + 
% Eden, Mil h Stewart, J. W. 
Be t, Ely, Mitchell, Stone, E, F. 
Findlay, Morrill, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. isher, Murphy, Swinburne, 
Forney, Negley, ‘Tarsney. 
Bunnell, jay, Norwood, Taylor) E.B. 
Burnes, Gibson, C. H. Thomas, J. R. 
well, Gibson, Eustace O'Donnell, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, Felix Green, W.J. O’Ferrall, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. Hale, Outhwaite, ak 
Caswell, Hanback, Owen, Warner, A. J. 
Henley, Parker, Wellborn, 
Cole, = Hewitt, Payson, West, 
Co Hudd, Peters, Wilkins, 
= Jackson, Pettibone, Willis, 
Crain, Johnston, T. D. Pirce, Woodburn. 
So the substitute was jaccied: 


Mr. ROBERTSON asked unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until farther 
notice: 

+ Mr. GREEN; of North Carolina, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr, BROWNE, of Indiana. 

. Mr, CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. BuRNEs with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. FORNEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr, THROCKMORTON with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. Croxton with Mr. DORSEY. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr, O’FERRALL with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr, PETERS. > 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr, STRUBLE. 

Mr. WARNER, of O with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. LOUTTIT. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. GIBsoy, of West Virginia, with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ELY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. HANBACK with Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. HALE with Mr. MILLARD. Mr. HALE would vote for Mr. Page, 
and Mr. MILLARD for Mr. Pirce. 

Mr. HAMMOND and Mr. BURLEIGH were announced as paired for the 
remainder of this day. 

The following-named gentlemen were announced as paired on this 
vote: 

Mr. EDEN with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR with Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, I was paired, as I understood, with Mr. 
COLLINS on the Campbell vs. Weaver case; but, as he has not voted on 
this case, I suppose he intended the pair ’to extend through the day. 
Therefore, having voted, I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the resolution reported 
by the majority of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. On the adoption of that resolution I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays .78, not 
voting 127; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Allen, J. M. Biand, Breckinridge, WCP Candler, 
Ballentine, Bliss, Bynum, Carleton, 
Barksdale, Blount, Cabell, Catchings, 
Barnes, y aawe, Clements, 
Beach, Bragg. beli, J. E. Cobb, 
Blanchard, Breckinridge,C.R. Campbell’ T. J. Compton, 
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Cowles, Heard, Morgan, StahInecker, 
Cox, Hemphill, Morrison, Stewart, Charles 
sie Henderson, J.S. Muller, St. Martin, 
Davidson, A. C. Hill, Neal, Stone, W., J., Ky. 
Davidson, R.H. M. Holman, Neece, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Dawson, Howard, O'Neill, J. J. Swope, 
Dibble, Irion, Peel, Taulbee. 
Dockery, Jones, J. H. Perry, Taylor, J.M. 
Dougherty, King, Pidcock, Tillman, 
Dowdney, Taso, Pindar, x 

nn, Landes, Randall, Turner, 

Id Lanham, P Van Eaton, 
Ellsberry, Lore, Reid, J. W. Viele, 
Ermentrout, Lo Reese, Ward, T. B. 
Foran, Mahones, Richardson, Weaver, J. B, 
Ford, Martin, Riggs, Wheeler, 
Frederick, Maybury, Robertson, Wilson, 
Glass, McAdoo, R Winans, 
Glover, M Sadler, Wise, 

Green, R. McMillin Sayers, Wolford, 
Hall, McRae, n Worthington, 
Halsell, Merriman, Singleton, 
Harris, Miller, Sowden, 
Hatch, Mills, Springer, 
NAYS—78. 

Allen, C. H. Gilfillan, Little, Smalls, 

und, Grout, Long, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Harmer, ham, Spriggs, 
Brady, Hayden, McComas, Stephenson, 
Brown, C. E. Henderson, D. B. Moffatt, Symes, 
Brown, wW. wW. Henderson, T. J. Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 
Buck, Hepburn, Nelson, Taylor, 
Burleigh, Hiestand, "Hara, Thomas, O. B. 
Burrows, Hires, O'Neill, Charles mpson, 
Cannon, iseock, Osborne, Van Schaick, 
Conger, Hitt, Payne, Wade, 
Cooper, Holmes, Plumb, Ww. orth. 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, Price, Warner, William 
Davis, Houk, Ranney, eber, 
Dunham, James, Reed, ý 
Evans, Johnson, F. A Rockwell, White, Milo 
Everhart, Johnston, J. T, Rowell, hiting, 
Farquhar, Fo x Sawyer, bi £ 
Fleeger, Lehibach, Seranton, 
Fuller, Lindsley. Sessions, 

NOT VOTING—127. 

Adams, G. E. Dargan, Jones, J. T, Pirce, 
Adams, J. J. Davenport, - tow ds Rice, 
Aiken, Dingley, Ketcham, Romeis, 
Anderson, C, M. Dorsey, Kleiner, $ 
Anderson, J. A. A L t, 
Arnot, ey Lawler, Seymour, 
Atkinson, Felton, Le Fevre, AW, 
Baker, Findlay, Libbey, Skinner, 
Barbour, Fisher, Louttit, Snyder, 
Barry, Forney, Lovering, teele, 
Bayne, Funston, L; is Stewart, J. W. 
Belmont, Gallinger, Matson, Stone, E. F, 
Bennett, Gay, McKenna, Storm, 
Bingham, Geddes, McKinley, Strait, 
Browne, T. M, Gibson, C. H. Millard, Struble, 
Brumm, Gibson, Eustace Milliken, Swinburne, 
Buchanan, off, Mitchell, Tarsney, 
Bunnell, Green, W. J. Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Burnes, Grosvenor, * Murphy, Thomas, J. R. 
Butterworth, Guenther, Negiey, Ener 
Campbell, Felix Hale, Norwood, Townshend. 
oe J. M. Hammond, Tucker, 
Caswell, Hanback, O'Donnell, Wait, 
Clardy, Haynes, O’Ferrall, Wakefield, 
Cole, Henley, Outhwaite, Ward, J. 
Collins, Herbert. Owen, Warner, A. J. 
Comstock, Herman, Parker, Weaver, A. J. 
Crain, Hewitt, Payson, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Hudd, Perkins, White, A. C. 
Culberson, Hutton, Peters, Wilkins, 
Curtin, Jackson, Pettibone, Wilis, 
Daniel, Johnston, T. D. Phelps, 


So the resolution was adopted 

The following additional Taie (for the remainder of the day) were 
announced: 

Mr. LEFEVRE with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. HARRIS with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. PERKINS. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5543) making appropriations for the current and eon- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1887. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the reliefof the heirs at law of Andrew F. Me- 
Millin, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 102) for the extension and repair of the publie build- 
ing at Belfast, Me. ; and 

A bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster. 


- 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (8. 304) to compensate icians for services rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Ala- 


2 

A bill (S. 433) to provide for the payment of the legal representatives 
of Arvah Hopkins of the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, Fla., 
for the use of the Army; 

A bill (8. = for the relief of William Ervin; 

A bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; AY 

A bill (S. 1258) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. 
Lewis; and 

A bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Edward Fenlon. . 

The SPEAKER (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). In accordance 
with the order heretofore made, the House now takes a recess until this 
evening at half past 7 o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at HAF past 7 
o’clock p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the session of this evening 
is to be devoted to the consideration of bills heretofore reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PROMOTION OF WEST POINT GRADUATES, 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 223) to regulate 
the promotion of graduates of the United States Military Academy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That when any cadet of the United States Military Academy 
has gone through all its classes and received a regular diploma from the aca- 
demic stail, he may be promoted and commissioned as a second lieutenant in 
any arm or corps of the Army in which there may be a vacancy, and the duties 
of which he may have been judged competent to perform; and in case there shall 
not at the time be a vacancy in such arm or corps, he may, at the discretion of 
the President, be promo and commissioned in it as an additional second 
lieutenant, with the usual pay and allowances of a second lieutenant until a 
vacancy shall happen. 


Mr. BRAGG. I think, Mr. Speaker, that this bill is generally un- 
derstood by every member of the House, and I have not received from 
any source any intimation of objection toit. I therefore ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL-SERVICE CLERKS, 


Mr. BRAGG. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union be di from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and to de- 
fine the duties and liabilities of “ general-service clerks” and “ gen- 
eral-service messengers’’ in the Army, reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs with sundry amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be enlisted and mustered into the service of the United 
States, for clerical service and messenger duty at the headquarters of the Army 
and at the several division, department, and district headquarters in the Army 
s corps of men notto exceed one hundred and forty-five, who shall be ape Arte to 
the Articles of War and Army Regulations the same as enlisted men on duty in 
the line, but shall not be subject to be assigned to any other than clerical and 
messenger duty, as hereinbefore ified; nor shall this number be computed 
as a part of the number at which the Army is now limited by law. 

Sxo, 2. That the men to be so enlisted and mustered as hereinbefore provided 
shall be classified as follows, namely: One hundred shall be for “‘ general-serv- 
ice clerks,” and forty-five shall be for “ weneral-service messen; ;” and the 
two cl shall be paid as follows: ‘“‘ General-service clerks” l receive at 
the rate of $1,000 per annum, and ‘‘ general-service messengers” shall receive at 
the rate of $60 per month; and both classes shall be mustered for pay bimonthly 
the same as enlisted men, and 1l receive no other com pna jang pay, oral- 
lowance, except when on duty, when necessity requires, they shall be al- 
lowed n subsistence one ration in kind, to be issued by the Commissary De- 
partment. 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 8 strike out “forty-five” and insert “forty-eight.” 

Strike out all after section 2 down to and including the words “ both classes,” 
in the eighth line of second section, and insert in lieu thereof as follows: 

“ That of the men so enlisted one hundred and three shall be ‘ general-service 
clerks,’ whoshall be classified and paid as follows: Class 1 shall consist of sixty- 
six clerks, at $1,000 per annum; 2 shall consist of twenty-five clerks, at 
$1,100 per annum; class 1 shall consist of ten clerks, at $1,200 per annum; and 
the remaining forty-five of such men shall be ‘ general-service messengers,’ who 
shall be paid at the rate of $60 per month; and all of such men,” 

Add to the bill as follows; 

“Src, 3. That the provisions of law relating to the retirementof enlisted men 
shall be construed to include ‘general-service clerks’ and ‘general-service 
messengers.’ 


Mr. RANDALL. Let the report of the committee be read. 
The report of the committee (by Mr. BRAGG) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R:7191) 


te provide for the enlistment and pay and to define the duties and liabilities of 
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P eaer one send and general-service messengers in the Army, submit the 
following report: 

The committee have carefully considered this bill and believe its a A 
with the amendments he: proposed, will correct an abuse wh has 
grown up in the Army, perhaps measurably as a necessity, and which has been 
overlooked or win! at in making app: i for the Army. 
nt régime there are employed as general-service clerks one 

-seven men who are borne as soldiers on the Army rolls, 
making part of the aggregate of twenty-five thousand men, as your committee 
are advised by a communication received from the headquarters of the Army, 
and there are six more authorized under general orders; and inaddition to this 
number there is the same authority for the employment of sixty-four more men 
as general-service messengers, most if notall of whom are on duty. 

There is no statute law Pdustasenad the pay of clerks or messengers, but they 
have been enlisted as soldiers—privates, at $13 per month. This pay has been 
increased a few dollars per month by rating some of the clerks as sergeants, at 
$17 month, and corporals at $15 permonth. Then there have been added to 
clerks extra-duty pay at 50 cents per day: and commutation for fuel at $9 per 
month in some instances, and commutation for quarters at $21 per month, and 
in some ces commutation for rations at $1 pe day and in other instances 
at 75 cents per an i So that the aggregate of a clerk's pay is swelled by 
contribution levied on the quartermaster, commissary, and ae toa 
monthly e, over and above food and clothing, of $80.50 per month, as 
is stated in their memorial, and the same pay is stated by a commun on 
from headquarters to range from $91.60 to $104.81 per month, depending upon 
grade and length of service. 

It is not surprising that this difference in statement should exist, for the ways 
devised for getting this pay are so devious that it is quite difficult for any two 
minds not acting in immediate concert to arrive at the same result in,ascertain- 
ing the value of the seemingly unknown quantity. 

The messsenger has his pay increased by adding thereto 35 cents per day for 
extra-duty pay, $8 per month for fuel, and $10 per month for commutation of 
quarters, and 75 cents per day for rations extra, making an aggregate of about 
$114.75 per annum less to messengers t clerks, 

The committee state that after careful examination they find no law for the 
commutation for rations, fuel, or quarters at any such rates as have been given 
cither clerks or messengers, neither have they been cited to any, except infer- 
ential deductions from the om of Congress to forbid. 

The whole system has crept in under countenance of general orders and with- 
out the support of law; and believing as they do that it is unwise to admit the 
plea of military convenience in time of peace, touching the expenditure of pub- 
lic money, without the sanction of law, and fraught with danger to our systent 
of government, where the military should always in time of peace be held 
subordinate to the civil power, this committee have refused to make appropri- 
ations that could be sapos to meet necessities occasioned by what seemed to 
them to be quasi * military orders” encroaching upon the functions of the civil 
arm of the Government, A 

Commutation for fuel to officers was prohibited by Congress (see Revised Stat- 
utes, section 1270), and where public quarters can not be furnished, the limit of 
commutation per room is fixed at $12 per month (see Revised Statutes, section 
1270, as amended chapter 79, laws of 1881); while here under general orders we 
find, in direct violation of the spirit of the law, a clerk is allowed #21 month, 
The plea of “Jarge families" has been tly put forth while 
has been under consideration. It- may be cruel and hard-hearted to say it, but 
it should always be remembered that in recrui for armies families are never 
enlisted, and if pay is to be graded on the basis of families, one soldier may re- 
as his $13 per month and his fellow, not nearly sô deserving, may receive 


30. y 

The purpose of this bill is to create a corps of clerks and messengers, and to 
fix for them specific pay by law. 

The first question for consideration in the detail of the bill is, What shall be a 
sufficient number of clerks and messengers to properly do the work required? 
The present distribution of clerks is as follows; Army headquarters, 9 clerks 
and 3 messengers—12; Division of the Atlanticand ent of the East,clerks, 
15; Division of the Pacificand Department of Calif . 17; Division of the Mis- 
souri,17; Department of Texas, 14; Departmentof the Missouri, 15; Departihent 
of the Platte, 13; Department of Dakota, 15; ent of the Columbia, 14; 
Department of Arizona, 14 ; superintendent general recruiting service, 6; super- 
intendent general mounted service, 4; District of New Mexico, 6; District of 
Montana, 1; Military Academy, 4. . 

Itis readily manifest to any mind educated to what workis and how it should 
be done, and at all familiar with the work necessary to be doneat these several 
headquarters, that there must be many idle hours for this clerical force, and 
perhaps it may not be amiss to suggest that it is time to disabuse the public 
mind of the idea which has become so prevalent that a staff officer is an orna- 
ment merely, by so reducing the clerical force at the different headquarters as 
to leave some portion of the clerical work to fall within the province of the 
staff,and which they may well do to prevent ennui, and without detraction 
from their dignity. The several division headquarters only deal directly with 
Army headquarters aboye them and departmental vaste, ery ges below them, 
and it seems asking too much of our eredulity to believe t it requires at any 
headquarters the time of a large staff and seventeen clerks to do the necessary 
duty, under even a six-hour day law. 

Your committee conclude and believe the force unnecessarily large. Upon 
consultation with the Lieutenant-General commanding, he recommended the 
retention of 125; and the Adjutant-General, who should be best acquainted 
with the actual necessities of the service in that department fixed the number at 
103, which the committee adopted. 

The number of messengers is fixed at 45, that being the number which it was 
thought by the Lieutenant-General might be sufficient. The committee are in- 
clined to believe that 4 messen, to each of the ten headquarters and 5 for 
general use are not only all are necessary, but it is quite questionable 
whether the numberis not in excess of the legitimate requirements of the service. 

In the clasification of clerks, the committee have provided for 10 chief clerks, 
one for Army, division, and each department headquarters, at $1,200; 25 clerks, 
one for Army, and each division and department headquarters, and each dis- 
trict headquarters, and recruiting service, and at West Point, at $1,100 per an- 
num, and the remainder at $1,000 per annum, to be distributed as the needs of 
the service might require; and the pay of the messenger force the committee 
think is sufficiently high for the service performed at 260 per month. There- 
duction in expense, if this bill becomes a law, will not be less than $90,000 per 
annum, 

The pay of the clerks as fixed by the bill, as amended, averages very nearly 
the pay now eked out by indirectign, and in some respects the amount proposed 
to be pai may be said to be in excess of what is now received, because there is 
no retained pay—no contingency upon length of service and the like. 

The pay is believed to be fully all the labor is worth, which is purely mechan- * 
ical work, and when it is considered that the benefits of the retired-list is ex- 
tended to these clerks and messengers, which is not extended to the civilian 
clerks in the other Departments, it is believed that no inequality can be found 
upon which to base a well-grounded complaint. 

The only remaining feature of the bill is the exclusion from the computation 
ed cue in making its aggregate, of non-combatant force provided for 
in 

It seems to the committee that this provision will meet general approval, for 
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while it is conceded that the 
it must also be the wish of us all that such force mld not be u paper 
and on the pay-rolls only, but shonld be ready to take the field. ks and 
ren near aa should not be counted as soldiers, and this bill makes that dis- 
tinction. 

The committee recommend the following amendments to make the bill cor- 
ag” ey with this report, to wit: 

amendment.—In line 8 of first section strike out the words “forty-five " 

and insert the words “ forty-eight.” 

* Second amendment.—Strike out all after “Sec. 2” down to and including the 
words “both classes,” in the eighth line of second section, and insert in lieu 
thereof as follows: “ That of the men so enlisted one hundred and three shall 
be ‘ general-service clerks,’ who shall be classified and paid as follows: Class 1 
consist of sixty-six clerks,at $1,000 per annum; class 2 shall consist of 
twenty-five clerks, at $1,100 per annum; class 3 shall consist of ten clerks, at 

200 per annum; and the remaining forty-five of such men shal] be ‘general- 
gen messengers,’ who shall be paid at the rate of $60 per month, and all of 
such men,” z 

Third amendment.—Add a section to the bill, as follows: 

“Sec, 3. That the provisions of the law relating to the retirement of enlisted 
men shall be construed to include ‘ general-service clerks’ and ‘ general-service 
messengers.’ 

And when so amended recommend the bill do pass. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, the first amendment of the Committee 
on Military A ffairsis to strike out ‘‘ forty-five’’ and insert “‘ forty-eight” 
in the first section. The second amendment is to strike out all of sec- 
tion 2 and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ the classification and duties of these 
general-service clerks, as well as their salaries.” 

The purpose of this bill is to fix and limit the duties and status of 
‘‘general-service clerks’? and ‘‘ general-service messen: ” in the 
Army. Heretofore they have been enlisted as private soldiers. The 
number authorized for general-service clerks was one hundred and sev- 
enty-three, and the number authorized for general-service messengers 
was sixty-six. Some of the clerks were mae sergeants, so they re- 
ceived $16 to $18 more. Some were made corporals, receiving $2 more 
than private soldiers. 

Then under general orders, outside of any positive statutes, they have 
been receiving extra rations to the amount of 75 cents or $1 a day. 
They have been allowed extra-duty pay at the rate of 50 cents a day. 
They have been allowed commutation for quarters at $21 a month, and 
commutation for fuel at $9a month. Sotheamountof their salaries in 
the aggregate, arranged from their estimate, furnished, I have no doubt, 
to every member of the House in their circulars, ranged from $80 to $90, 
or as estimated by the headquarters of the Army at from $90 to $104. 

When the Committee on Military Affairs commenced to prepare their. 
Army appropriation bill, and having in view the restriction upon them 
by the rules they should make no appropriation except what was pro- 
vided by existing laws, they found these clerks were provided for under 

orders, and that the commutation for fuel and rations came out 
of the appropriations for the Commissary Department, and the extra- 
duty pay of 50 cents came out of the general-service fund providing 
that clerks and mechanics should receive that amount. 

Upon general examination we found there are ten headquarters, and 
we found as high as seventeen at some. We came to the conclusion 
there was no headquarters of any department or any division which 
required any such clerical force for the work they had to do, even at 
eight hours a day, and we determined there should be a reduction of 
that force and that it should be limited by law, so there would be no 
more military arrangements by which support for these general-service 
clerks could be eked out by taking it from the appropriation for the 
support of the Army. We submitted the question to the general-in- 
chief, and after considerable discussion we came to the conclusion he 
could get along with one hundred and forty-five instead of one hundred 
and seventy-three general-service clerks, and with forty-five messengers 
instead of sixty-six. Wesubmitted the question to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the Army, who has control and management of headquarters, 
and he recognized, so long as the present system was maintained, it 
would be necessary to entploy one hundred and three clerks. There- 
fore we reported our bill for one hundred and three clerks, being sev- 
enty less than are now in the employ of the Government, and for forty- 
five messengers, being nineteen less than are now in the employ of the 
Government. 

Then came up the question as to their pay. We came tothe conclu- 
sion upon the investigation of that question that we rated their pay 
very similar to what the pay is now, as made up by piecemeal out of 
the several funds from which they have been provided. We classified 
them so as to provide one general clerk for each Army headquarters, 
which would be ten clerks. 

We then provided for twenty-five clerks of the next class, which 
would furnish one of the second-class clerks for each of the Army head- 
quarters, for each of the districts headquarters, the districts of Montana, 
New Mexico, and West Point, and for each of the several general re- 
cruiting stations. That left us sixty-six remaining to be disposed of, 
which we left for distribution as it might be directed by the Adjutant- 
General or the Lieutenant-General commanding the Army and as the 
exigencies of the service might require—for the different headquarters 
one or more clerks. So we graded them in three classes corresponding 
in a degree to the classes as they existed before, sergeants, corporals, 
- and privates, and graded them by their salaries instead of by any fac- 
titious rank, for they were sergeants of nothing and corporals of noth- 
ing when they were doing duty simply upon the staff. 


t limit of the Army is not too small, perhaps, 


This reduction in the numberof clerks and messengers which we have 
made will not impair the service, but will give them a fixed, certain 
status, so that they know where they belong, they know what money 
they are to receive, and they are paid by the paymaster by drafton the 
different funds in the Commissary or Quartermaster’s Department. 

This arrangement, Mr. Speaker, will save the Government a little 
over $90,000 a year, as any one can see by making the computation. 
So we deemed it not only a wise measure but an economical measure, 
and for that reason I was directed to report this bill to the House to- 
night and ask the House to pass it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have very little doubt from the statement ofthe 
gentleman that this is a great improvement, because it appears directly 
upon the face of the law and declares what we shall have exactly in 
the way of clerical force connected with the Army. 

I want to ask, however, what becomes of the seventy clerks and the 
fourteen or nineteen messengers dispensed with? 

Mr. B They simply resume their places, being all enlisted 
men in the Army. 

Mr. RANDALL. They count them asa part of the twenty-five thou- 
sand? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then the new clerks at the fixed salary and the 
new messengers at a fixed salary, will they count also as a part of the 
twenty-five thousand? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, because they are simply employed for the dis- . 
charge of à clerical duty. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then it increases the Army to that extent? s 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; but it increases the effective force of tho 
Army without any additional numbers, 

Mr. BRADY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRADY. Does not this proposed legislation create new offices? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. BRADY. I understand that it does. It creates civilian em- 
ployés, as I understand it. a 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; they are not exactly civilian employés. They 
are enlisted for this duty. | j 

Mr. BRADY. Are they regularly enlisted and subject to the rules 
and regulations of war? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; subject to the rules and regulations of war, 
but they are not counted as a part of the twenty-five thousand. They 
are a part of the non-combatant force of the Army. 

Mr. BRADY. Then I understand that the effect of the proposed 
legislation will be a reduction of expenditures some $90,000? 

Mr. BRAGG, Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to read the 
bill, and only gathered its provisions from the reading at the desk. I 
wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin if I was correct in inferring 
that it provides for retiring these clerks. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; they are entitled to be retired as other en- 
listed men. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the object of that, if they are non-com- 
batants? 

Mr. BRAGG. The object is this: Some of these men, most of them, 
have been in the service for a long time. Some have been in the serv- 
ice for nearly thirty years discharging their duties. They have served 
their whole lives as clerks, and are proficient in the rontine work of 
the department to which they are assigned. Under the present law 
they are entitled to the benefit of the retirement clause after service 
for a certain time in the Army, and when we made the grade for the 
salary of the clerks under this provision you will notice that it is $400 
less per annum than the grade that the same class of clerks in the Com- 
missary or Quartermaster’s Departments, and performing the same 
duties, are receiving. Now, it seemed to the committee that the pro- 
vision which they had before, providing for their retirement and which 
they would have now after a service of thirty years, should remain and 
that they should receive the benefit of the retirement clause, which is 
a fixed benefit to them, instead of paying them $1,600 or $1,800 as the 
clerks are paid in the Departments. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then it does not increase the retired-list? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Nor create any new retired-list ? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It simply treats them as the other cnlisted men 
are treated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin a question. The number you have finally agreed upon 
is the number which the Adjutant-General of the Army said was suffi- 
cient? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. s 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But twenty-two less than 
the Lieutenent-General commanding —— 

Mr. BRAGG. Wanted. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thought could be got along 
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with, and the pay you give is very much less than similar clerks get 
in the Departments here ? 

Mr. BRAGG. In the civilian department. The difference is, they 
are provided for on the retired-list after thirty years’ service. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They get no commutation, or 
quarters, or rations? 

Mr. BRAGG. They get rations under certain cireumstances. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What are the circumstances? 

Mr. BRAGG. If you will read the section of the bill you will see 
those circumstances stated. It is where they are stationed at posts 
where they can not conveniently provide for themselves, 
_ Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I could not a copy of the 
bill, and it is for that reason I ask these questions. ey do not get 
rations when they are stationed, for instance, at Washington or Gov- 
ernor’s Island? 

Mr. BRAGG. I think not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then they provide their own 
rations ? 5 à 

Mr. BRAGG. That is the intention. 


Mr. RANDALL. How do you fill vacancies? Be 


Mr. BRAGG. By enlistment. 
Mr. RANDALL. Enlistment for the particular service? » 
Mr. BRAGG. For that service. 
Will these clerks be taken 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
from the service ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; they will be simply mustered out, and mus- 
tered in for this service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). If there be no demand 
for a division of the amendments, the Chair will put the question on 
agreeing to the amendments as a whole submitted by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. - 

The question being taken on the amendments, they were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SCHOOL OF INSTRUCTION FOR CAVALRY, ETC. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7192) to provide a school 
of instruction for cavalry and light artillery, and for the construction 
and completion of quarters, barracks, and stables at certain posts for 
the use of the Army of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iaskunanimous consent to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union from further consideration 
of the bill, and that the same be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. - 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to establish upon the military reservation at Fort Riley a perma- 
nent school of instruction for drill and practice for the cavalry and light artil} 
service of the Army of the United States, and which shall be the depot to whi 
all recruits for such service shall be aoi and for the purpose of construction 
of such quarters, barracks, and stables as may be uired to carry into effect 
the pu; of this act the sum of ,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, i rar hoá appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appro) ki 

R agr That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to com- 
plete the quarters and barracks at Fort D. A. Russell, in the Territory of Wy- 
oming, and also to enlai and complete the quarters and barracks at Fort 
Robinson, in the State of Nebraska, to a capacity for a garrison of ten compa- 
nies; and there is hereby appropriated for the p mentioned in this sec- 
tion, out of any money in the not othe: ais appropriated, the sum of 
$175,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. BRAGG. This bill requires some little explanation, that the 
members of the House may see upon what basis the committee have 
acted. The bill upon its face purports to call for an expenditure, and 
does call for an expenditure of $375,000 for the construction of barracks 
at Fort Robinson and the completion of barracks already in progress of 
construction at Fort Russell, being two'points selected by the Lieutenant- 
General as being valuable both as strategic points and because Fort 
Robinson, particularly, is immediately in the neighborhood of the large 
reservation of the Cheyenne Indians—the Indians of the Sitting Bull 
tribe, numbering eighteen thousand—in Nebraska. 

Each of these points has railroad facilities, so that by enlarging the 
posts and drawing in the men from the small posts the cost and ex- 

of the maintenance of the soldier is very largely reduced and the 
facilities by which the soldiers can be taken in bodies and distributed 
at any point along the line of the frontier where their services may be 
necessary are greatly increased, it being a step in the direction of what 
we have all been talking of doing for years but have rarely attempted 
to do for fear it will cost too much money; and the system, of which 
we make this one of the initiatory steps, pome to withdraw the troops 
from the little two and four company posts where they have ceased to 
be soldiers, but have become hostlers and gardeners, detailed men run- 
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ning after quartermasters’ trains and doing every duty except the duty 
properly belonging to a soldier and to the profession of arms, not taking 
pride in themselves as soldiers and the command to which they belong, 
that it shall be equal to any and not inferior to any other command in 
the Army. ` 

You will readily see when troops are brought together you then have 

an opportunity for ue your troops that furnishes something for the 
men to do which makes them soldiers and keeps them out of habits of 
idleness and from dropping into worthlessness. It gives something to 
the officer todo. It keeps him out of many of the vices of which idle- 
ness is the parent. A small post requires the same class of detail as a 
largeone. By distributing our little Army into a great multiplicity of 
posts we have simply destroyed its efficiency and its usefulness. It 
has become absorbed in details, ‘The officers have nothing to do, and 
the men have little if anything to do connected with the profession of 
a soldier, and that is very much the reason why so many and so great 
complaints have been made with reference to the desertions from our 
Army. ; 
‘As will be seen by the tables which are attached to this report, which 
havé been carefully computed, the difference between the maintenance 
of five hundred men and the maintenance of a regiment where trans- 
portation can be had by rail is so large as to be almostincredible. The 
great expense of our Army has always been its transportation. We 
have more than two millions expended year after year in transportation 
forthe Army. The troops have to be supplied, no matter where they 
maybe. Trains have to be sent to supply them at very great expense, 
and the item of transportation is very much greater than the item of 
the mere support of the Army. 

Another point: These yen when brought together will get up the 
feeling, not only of pride, but of rivalry, a feeling which goes to make 
the soldier. Again, by concentrating them into large posts and estab- 
lishing those posts permanently we have an opportunity for doing what 
we have often talked about doing and what has been always spoken of 
asa good thing todo—providing post libraries. They nevercan be pro- 
vided while we have these numerous little posts that have no perma- 
nency, are liable to be removed at any time, but by drawing the men 
together into these permanent posts you can establish libraries, and a 
very small contribution of books each will furnish material which 
will occupy the attention of the soldier and help him to make of him- 
self a man as well as a soldier. 

In another point of view this change will be advantageous. Each 
one of these little insignificant posts scattered through the Northwest 
and along the frontier requires a surgeon, each surgeon requires a hos- 
pital steward, and the hospital steward and the surgeon require a hos- 
pital; so that you are called upon continually both to pay the surgeon 
and to pay for the construction and maintenance of hospitals, which 
are continually being abandoned one after another and are scarcely fit 
to put a patient in before they are abandoned. 

This proposed change will result in all these advantages, not only to 
the Army but to the country at large. 

Then comes the question of economy, in another point of view. I 
should dislike very much to have it said by any member of this House 
that the Military Committee is an extravagant committee. We rec- 
ommend, it is true, an appropriation of $175,000. The last Military 
Committee recommended for a single post at Atlanta an appropriation 
of $165,000, which was not included in the Army bill. Our present 
Army bill is more than $500,000 less than the last Army bill, and in 
making that reduction we have discounted the clerical service (which 
we have already acted upon here), and we have discounted largely, 
also, the reduction in rtation made by the consolidation of the 
forces. So that we have really $500,000 of capital on our hands to deal 
with for the benefit of the Army, money taken out of the funds hereto- 
fore appropriated for the Army. = 

When the committee determined upon this line of policy the com- 
manding general said, ‘‘I don’t think you will ever get the House to 
allow that money.” I said, ‘‘I have no doubt at all that the House 
will allow the money.” He said, ‘‘I do not believe it.” Isaid,‘‘ They 
will, because we are going to take it out of you.” Hesaid, ‘‘ How are 
you going to take it outofus?’’ I said, ‘‘ We are going to reduce your 
transportation and cut down the extraneous expenses of the Army, and 
thus create a fund out of which we shall be able to do what you have 
so long been asking us to do, consolidate the regiments, and also estab- 
lish a camp where the men who are sent out as cavalrymen to pursue 
Indians shall learn at least how to ride on horseback before they are sent 
out to chase Apaches into Mexico.” 

So much with regard to these two points. This bill carries with it 
an appropriation of $200,000 in addition to the $175,000 (making the 
$375,000), for the establishment of a permanent school for the instruc- 
tion of our light batteries, as well as for the instruction of cavalry re- 
eruits and cavalrymen in their duties before they are assigned to their 
regiments. The place designated is Fort Riley, in the State of Kansas. 
The reason of its designation is set forth by the Lieutenant-General in 
his letter attached to the report of the committee. It is one of the 
cheapest posts, if not quite the cheapest, on the frontier for the main- 
tenance of troops and for the sustaining of such an establishment as we 
propose. It has plenty of wood and plenty of water; it is in a good 
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climate; it has fine ; it has good railroad facilities for the distri- 
bution of troops. e own there something over 20,000 acres of land. 


That land affords ample range for practice with all the batteries we 
have, with any range gun that we may see fit to use, and also for cav- 
alry and light batteries. There our recruits can be drilled; there the 
horses can be drilled, and the recruit, when he leaves his camp, will 
have learned to be a soldier, instead of going to his regiment either to 
be thrown off his horse on the first raid or to be lugged in an ambu- 
lance immediately after by reason of his being unfit to di his 
duties. Those evils will be all done away, and our men will be thor- 
oughly drilled and equipped for duty. It will furnish, in addition, a 
place for the disposition of our many officers who are unfitted for field- 
service, and who have no opportunity to go upon the retired-list, for 
the reason that the retired-list, under the limitation fixed by law, is full. 
‘These officers are entirely competent to discharge the duty which will be 

ed them of drilling these men and fitting them for service. 

Mr. LONG. How many men, out of the twenty-five thousand in the 
Army, do you propose to concentrate in this camp? 

Mr. BRAGG, We propose simply to concentrate the recruits as they 
are passed to this cavalry depot for drill and distribution. 

Mr. LONG. How long will they remain there ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Until they are fitted to go to their commands. 

Mr. LONG. That will be about what length of time? 

Mr. BRAGG. Well, sir, I should perhaps differ from almost any- 
body else on that subject; for I do not think a cavalry recruit is fit to 
start out on horseback in six months, s 

Mr. LONG. Your intention is that all recruits shall pass through 
this school ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; that all cavalry recruits shall pass through 
this camp. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Does not the gentleman think that the 
best school in which a young soldier can learn his duties is along with 
old soldiers ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Ithink the best school for the young soldier is with 
old soldiers, provided you keep these in a camp where they are being 
daily drilled as soldiers and kept under soldierly discipline; butif they 
are traveling by detachments, with axes and shovels on their backs, 
far away from their camp, never doing any military duty at all, not 
even going through the form of a parade—in such a school as that, in- 
stead of educating a man to be a soldier, you educate him to be some- 
thing else than a soldier. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If it had taken six months for our cavalry- 
men to be fitted for their dutiesin the late war we would not have had 
much of a cavalry army. 

Mr. BRAGG. Well, sir, I am very happy to have this opportunity 
to say to the gentleman that I do not think we had for the first year of 
the war any cavalry worthy the name. I have seen regiments riding 
down Pennsylvania avenue in which the men, with both feet pushed 
into the stirrups, with one hand hanging on to their bridles and with 
the other grasping the horse’s mane, were barely able to keep on their 
horses, to say nothing of using the carbine. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I think that is an extreme picture. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir, it is not an extreme picture. Then let me 
say to the gentleman further that the horses as well as the men require 
drill. The horses must be accustomed to have men sitting upon them 
handling the saber and firing the carbine or they will when in action 
become unmanageable and worthless for cavalry purposes. But what 
ought to be of all things the pride of our service is our light batteries. 
When we closed the war we had as fine a light battery service as there 
was in the world. But now we have scarcely a battery that has fired 
a shot; 1 do not know that we have one light battery that has fired a 
shot from that time till now. Here are improvements going on all the 
time—improvements in guns, in shot, and everything of that sort. 
Our men are drilling as infantrymen at their different barracks upon 
the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me remind my colleague on the committee that 
we have already provided a school for artillery at Fortress Monroe. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is for heavy artillery. 

Mr. BRAGG. The school at Fortress Monroe for artillery is a school 
for officers. And they do not practice with light batteries there. 
There is no school anywhere for practice and drill of enlisted men and 
non-commissioned officers who constitute the battery. 

Mr. BRADY. I think the gentleman is mistaken on that point. I 
have seen artillery batteries drill at Old Point. 

Mr. BRAGG. Have you ever seen them fire solid shot? 

Mr. BRADY. No, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG. Have you ever seen them, with their horses attached 
and caissons following, wheel into battery ? : 

Mr. BRADY. Yes, sir; frequently. 

Mr. BRAGG. And firing? 

Mr. BRADY. No, sir; not firing. 
horses frequently. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; and I have seen them here on the streets in 
that way. 

Mr. BRADY. I have seen them going through the drill. 

Mr. STEELE. There is nodoubtabout that; I hayeseen them drill 
there myself. 


ButI hayeseen them with their 


Mr. BRAGG. Taking this whole appropriation we propose to expend 
only about $215,000 to complete what the General of the Army says is 
an actual necessity and what he has for years been trying to bring about. 
We still have left to the credit of our committee a balance of about 
$300,000 saving on the appropriation for the support of the Army. 

Mr. RANDALL, Not on the law of last year, but on the bill as re- 
ported. 

Mr.. BRAGG. No, on the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the figures will not sustain the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. BRAGG. In further answer to the question put by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. LoNG] a while ago, I will say that the 
question when the recruit shall be deemed fit to go to his command will 
be determined entirely by the officer who is charged with qualifying 
him for duty. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I know very little in regard to the merits 
of this bill as a military measure, nor do I propose to discuss it in that 
light; but asaninducement for us to pass an appropriation of $275,000 or 
$375,000, it is urged persistently that we have the money already saved 
from provisions in the Army appropriation bill. Now, so far as I am 
acquainted with the legislation of this House we have not yet passed 
the Army appropriation bill, and therefore we have not yet saved a dol- 
lar from the appropriations for that purpose. It does not appear to me 
as an absolute certainty that there will be any saving by the passage of 
the bill, because the changes which have been suggested in the Army 
appropriation bill by the Military Committee may not meet the appro- 
bation of the House. If they should not be approved by the House, 
then instead of there being a saving of $542,000 we shall have made 
an appropriation out of the general fund for the purposes of this bill. 
Those purposes may be good; but I want gentlemen to understand that 
there is as yet no fund saved by the passage of any measure at the pres- 
ent Congress in relation to military affairs. There has not been a dol- 
lar saved from which the money proposed to be appropriated by this 
bill can be taken. 

Mr: RANDALL. The bill as reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs is $500,000 less than the amount tosh! omg by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations last year. I have the figures here and can 
give them if necessary. 

Mr. PRICE. Five hundred and forty-two thousand four hundred 
and forty-five dollars. 

Mr. RANDALL. That bill went totheSenate. On information re- 
ceived it reduced it $280,000. So the statement of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin is correct if he places his bill as against the bill reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations, but not against the bill as it became 
law. I have the exact figure here. It is $121,464.04. There will be, 
as the gentleman has informed me, a deficiency in the Army of some 
$200,000. : 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to call the attention of the committee (I did 
not care to speak of it), A deficiency will arise upon the appropriation 
bill of last year, and it arises in this way: The reduction made in the 
Senate on the Army was a general razee. Perhaps my friend from Il- 


linois will permit me to use the expression, it was a horizontal cut. 
Phangan 

Mr. MORRISON. And such a cut always leaves a sore place. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 


Mr. BRAGG. They cut the pay of the Army, and the pay of the 
men of the Army, as much as the other branches of the service, and 
therefore the deficiency arose in the pay of the Army, the precise amount 
of which I do not know. 

Mr. RANDALL, And you have not cut the pay of the Army? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; Ihavenot. Ireport for the pay of the Army 
$281,000 more than was appropriated last year by the House. They 
razeed down what was a mathematical certainty. They reduced the 
pay as well as other things. In making appropriations we have allowed 
the pay, because it is subject to mathematical computation what that 
will come to. But the reduction we took off from the administrative 
part of the Army, which is expansive, and can expend all you will give 
them and can get along with less than we give them. 

Mr. CLARDY. ‘The construction placed on this bill by some per- 
sons whose attention has been directed to it is that it will work an 
abandonment of recruiting posts throughout the country. 

Mr. BRAGG. Notat all. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will say what the gentleman from Wisconsin 
knows, that that is the construction placed upon it by some persons who 
have given consideration to it. ; 

Mr. BRAGG, There seems to be an apprehension in some parts of 
the West itis the intention to abandon the present recruiting stations in 
the West and make Fort Riley a recruiting station, There is nothing 
of that kind intended, and we have provided for general recruiting sta- 
tions as before. 


Mr. CLARDY. Let me ask the gentleman one question. Take a 


station like Jefferson Barracks—and I mention that because I know 
about it—they have as much as 1,500 acres of ground where they have 
all the quarters necessary for soldiers, stables, &e. Now it would be 
ore to quarter our soldiers there and emable them to learn cavalry 


Mr. BRAGG. Ifyou will let us drill our light batteries there, and 


4166 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 4, 


your pope will not complain if a shell strikes in their neighborhood, 


very 

Mr. CLARDY. You are not obliged to shoot shells. 

Mr. BRAGG. Of course we can shoot off popguns; but we must drill 
our batteries in such a way as to make them efficient in war when nec- 


essary. 

Mr. MORRISON. 
ing stations ? 

Mr. BRAGG. All the recruiting stations we have are to be main- 
tained. We have a recruiting station at Dayid’s Island; we have are- 
cruiting station at Columbus; we have a recruiting station at Saint 
Lonis, and we have other recruiting stations. We have two general 
recruiting stations, one at David’s Island and another at Saint Louis, 
and wehave other minor recruiting stations. 

You must remember, my friend from Illinois, that when these re- 
cruits are gathered together to go to the Army they are generally se- 
lected in large towns, and it is there where the recruiting stations are 
established. There are barracks to hold them there, and why? Be- 
cause it would be manifestly a great extravagance to detach an officer 
with one or two or three or half-dozen recruits from David’s Island, 
Paes! York, to report with such a small detachment to Fort Snelling, or 

to Omaha, or to San Antonio. Recruits are therefore maintained in 
the local recruiting stations until there is a squad of men recruited of a 
sufficient size to warrant their shipment for distribution. 

The of this bill is to make the depot of distribution, coming 
from these several points, the cavalry camp, where they are to be edu- 
cated and from there distributed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to inquire of my friend from Wiscon- 
sin if he is not mistaken in supposing that Fort Robinson is in the 
vicinity of a large body of Indians. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

. HOLMAN. What Indians? 

. BRAGG. The Sitting Bull Indians. 

. HOLMAN. They belong to the Sionx—— 

. LAIRD. The Cheyenne and Sioux tribes. 

. HOLMAN. They are on the east side of the Sioux reservation. 
The Cheyennes referred to by the gentleman from Nebraska are a com- 
paratively small body of Indians at Camp Robinson. 

Mr. BRAGG. There are sixteen thousand Indians within the res- 
ervation in the immediate vicinity of Fort Robinson, Sitting Bull’s 
Indians comprising the larger part of them, and another body of In- 


Is it the purpose to maintain the present recruit- 


dians, the total number I have stated. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is true, but they are principally the Sioux 
Indians. 


Now on the Missouri River there is a continuous line of forts all the 
way ddwn. There is an important fort on the immediate southern 
boundary of this reservation. There is Fort Custer on the Crow reser- 
vation and another fort, Fort Hall, which is well located. These forts 
are so situated as to command the entire country. Camp Robinson is 
ms a fort at all, but, as my friend is aware, an old camp. Itis not an 

t point and commands no portion of the Indian reservation. 
The Sitting Bull body of Indians—the Sioux—are at Standing Rock 
agency, and there is a fort at that point on the Missouri River right 
there upon the ground, I do not recall its name at this moment. 

There is no portion of the Sioux reservation that is not covered by a 
fort. Fort Custer is in the very heart of the Crow reservation. Fort 
Hall covers the Wind River Indians and the Sissetons and other tribes 
on the Fort Hall reservation. ‘There is not a body of Indians lying be- 
tween the Missouri River and the western boundary not covered by a 
fort. 

My own impression is the number of forts ought to be diminished. 
I think the number of military stations between Bismarck and the 
northern boundary line of Nebraska ought to be diminished at least one- 
half; in fact, taking the whole country west of the Missouri River you 
can with ‘perfect security decrease the number of military posts one- 
half, and thus y reduce the cost of transportation. 

Mr. BRAGG. ill the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. What willy you do with the troops when you reduce 
the posts as you now propose, unless you make provision by establish- 
ing barracks where they may be mustered? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, it may demonstrate at some points the in- 
creased capacity of military posts; but it is certainly not policy to in- 
crease the number. Ifmy friend from Wisconsin had proposed a large 
reduction of the military posts and the enlargement of Camp Robinson 
I would have seen at oncethe propriety of it, though I can not well see 
why there should be a military camp at Fort Robinson. Thirteen or 
fourteen years ago it was an important point. Fifteen years ago the 
great body of Sioux Indians were there. They are all now farther 
east. The Sioux reservation is considerably east of that. 

Iam not able to observe myself, Mr. Speaker, the reason for this. 
I have the highest confidence in the judgment of my friend from Wis- 
consin, but I may be permitted to state that I recently had an oppor- 
tunity of making a close examination of the geography of that region 
of the country, and I fear my friend has not considered the positions 
of Fort Hall and Fort Custer and the fort immediately south of the 


Sioux reservation, as well as the large line of forts upon the eastern 
boundary of the Sioux reservation, It seems to me that taking the 
country south from Devil’s Lake, where we have an important military 
station—one of the most important in the West—there is not only no 
necessity for increasing the number, but there should be a reduction. 
I am satisfied there could be a reduction without injury to the service. 
I talked with military men at Fort Custer and at other points last fall, 
and they told me that by a reasonable reduction of the number of these 
military stations and a proper concentration of the troops the cost of 
transportation could be reduced readily a million dollars a year. 

All over the country this state of things exists. For instance, at 
Santa Fé you have a single company of troops, while Fort Whipple 
and other forts are at a comparatively short distance farther west with 
large bodies of troops. I think the true policy is to concentrate our 
troops, for two reasons. First, the reduction of expense, and that would 
be very material. At present itis very heavy indeed. The cost of 
transportation is a very important feature of the expense of our Army, 
as all gentlemen know. The seeond is with a view to the improve- 
ment of the social life of our military posts. Where there are quite a 
large number of companies together you increase the social life and in- 
crease the pleasant relations of military men; you bring their families 
together, their wives and children; you elevate the tone and character 
of your military service. 

I do not think my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], if he exam- 
ined carefally in person the country west of the Missouri River, would 
favor this idea of his, if he studied the geography of the country com- 
pletely, if he studied, as I have suggested, the situation of Fort Hall, 
Fort Custer, and the fort capable of being a great post immediately 
south of the great Sioux reservation and the line of forts on the Mis- 
souri River, as also the fort north of Devil’s Lake, which commands 
that region of country; and Fort Berthold, which commands the Crow 
reservationandallthatregion of country. I donotthink my friend from 
Wisconsin would press this measure if he had studied the geography 
of our country completely and the position of those forts. 

As to the other measure proposed here—the training school for cav- 
alry—it does not seem to me that is a measure of importance. Our sol- 
diers ride very well. They do not have a great deal of riding to do. 
In the main, our Indians are in a very peaceful condition. The only 
Indians for some time past who have been disorderly were a very small 
portion of the Apaches in the White Mountain region of country. 
Those Indians were removed some years ago from the White Springs re- 
gion of New Mexico. They were then a large and powerful band. 
They were removed from their old camping grounds in the midst of the 
harvest. They were thoroughly exasperated at that, and have been on 
the th since. They areinflexiblein their enmity, but they were 
reduced, all told, last March to four hundred and sixteen. The por- 
tion of them who were on the war-path last summer consisted of thirty- 
seven men, including six boys, with ninety-one women and children. 
Theothers were in a perfectly peaceful condition, engaged in agricultural 
pursuits, raising barley, as seen by the committee of the House last 
summer, which they were selling at Fort Thomas at a dollar a bushel. 

This small band of Chiricahua Indians, members of the Apache 
tribe of Indians, have been on the war-path for years, ever since they 
were removed from the White Springs reservation in New Mexico, and 
will be, I think, until they are exterminated. As I have said, they 
are inflexible in their hostility. They regard themselves as having 
suffered irreparable injustice. That is the os body of Indians we 
have to provide for keeping in a state of pea 

It does not seem to me the condition of the country requires an out- 
lay of $200,000, or any other large sum, to improve our in 
their capacity for riding. They ride very well. 

Mr. BRAGG. I regret I was not a member of the committee that 
had the privilege of traveling over the Northwest inspecting our dusky 
brethren, the Indians, last summer. Neither had I any nity 
of learning lessons of strategic position from my distinguished friend 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Or any other civilian. 

Mr. BRAGG. Or any other gentleman on that committee. I base 
my conception of this matter upon the judgment of a man who all 
concede does know something, even if the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs does not. 

We have often heard on the frontier there was nothing dangerous in 
the Indian. There was nothing dangerous in the Sioux before the 
battle of Big Horn and the massaere of Custer. There was nothing 
dangerous in the Apaches till they got mad. And thatis precisely the 
condition of every other Indian. . If my friend had those sixteen thou- 
sand peaceable Indians down in Indiana he might be able there by the 
use of this thing that shakes so much, called fever and ague, reduce 
them to a condition in which they might be Christianized to the Indiana 
religion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And become Democratic voters. 

Mr. BRAGG. As they certainly would if they once had a good fair 
dose of common sense drilled intothem. [Laughter.] 


Mr. LAIRD. They have about the average of that already. 
Mr. BRAGG. Let me refer to the gentleman on whose judgment I 
act. It was not possible for me to go and inspect this fort. 
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I read from the letterof General Philip H. Sheridan to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, dated March 31, 1885: 

Fort Robinson (he does notsay anything about Custer) is situatedin the north“ 
western corner of Nebraska, very near to the southern limit.of the great Sioux 
reservation, and but a few miles from the extension of the Chicago and North- 
western Railroad. (I think they are laying a track clear up tothe reservation 
neg A The nearest military (Fort Laramie) hasnow lost much of its mili- 
tary importance, while the location of Fort Robinson will make it a prominent 

t for many years to come. The concentration of troops and erection of the 

and quarters necessary to their accommodation istherefore a wise mili- 

tary measure. For these reasons I rarity recommend the enactment of the 
various measures contemplated by this bill. 

That is the voice of the man who represents the Army of the United 
States in the field. I am perfectly content to follow his judgment, and 
think I shall not commit the error of selecting an improper point at 
which to locate barracks and a post by following it, although I differ 
with the traveling committee. [Laughter. ] 

I call for the previous question on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I observe that the military author- 


ity— 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I have asked for the previous ques- 


tion on the third reading of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iamafraid there is nota quorum present. [Laugh- 
ter. 
ik. BRAGG. Now is the time to test that. I move the previous 
question on the third reading of this bill. . 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and the 
chairman announced that the noes seem@l to have it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 37. 

So the previous question was not ordered, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. 

Mr. BRAGG. One moment, Mr. Chairman. If it isthe pu to 
raise the question of a quorum on this bill, the bill may as well be laid 
aside now so as not to useup thetime of acommittee who have already 
lostone day that-was assigned to them by the discussion of other measures, 
and do not wish to waste their remaining time upon a bill as to which 
itis announced in advance that when the House comes to a vote the 
point of no quorum is to be made. I therefore respectfully ask my 
friend from indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN ] to permit this bill to be laid aside. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will consent to that after I say a 
word. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Brace] does not know how 
very valuable a trip out West would have been to him, [Laughter.] 
This camp, Fort Robinson, is 300 miles from the Sitting Bull country. 
You have to go clear across the great Sioux reservation di y be- 
fore you reach Standing Rock, and that wasthe location of Sitting Bull. 

Mr. BRAGG. What about the Pine River agency ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Pine River agency is in the southwestern por- 
tion of the great Sioux reservation, while the Sitting Bull field is ex- 
actly at the me fag point, that is, in the northeast. Standing Rock 
is within 40 milesof what is known as Cannon Ball River, and Cannon 
Ball River is the northern boundary of the great Sioux reservation. I 
mention these matters with care, because I wish to impress my friend 
with the belief that I know something about the geography of that 
country. [Laughter.] 

One other word, Mr. Chairman, and then I shall yield to the request 
of my friend from Wisconsin. When he travels over that region of 
country he will see that even the Pine River agency can not last very 
long, not long enough to justify the expenditure of $200,000 in build- 
ing a fortification to overlook it. That is a dry, arid region of coun- 
try, where no Indian and no white man can make progress. The coun- 
try farther to the northwest, which we acquired from the Sioux, the 
Black Hills region, is a very fine agricultural country; but the Jands 
os pen by the Sioux and about five hundred Cheyennes (in 
all about eight thousand), who are the only Indians near Camp Robin- 
son—that country is not adapted to agriculture at all. 

If we intend or expect to have those Indians make any progress 
they must be removed from there, so that if you incur this expendi- 
ture you will find in the course of a few years that you have spent 
$200,000 at Camp Robinson and have at the same time moved away 
the last Indian from that portion of the country, because they can not 
live there. It is not a country for agriculture. 

Mr. KLEINER. Does the gentleman mean to say that the Indians 
out there anywhere live by agriculture ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They do not there. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be laid aside for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN OFFICERS AND MEN. 

Mr. BRAGG. I amdirected by the committee to call up the bill (H. 
R. 1171) of which my colleague on the committee,the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] has charge. The bill relates to the law to 
provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 1 of “An act to provide for the muster and pay 
of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces,” approved June 3, 
188, be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“That the joint resolution approved July 11, 1870, entitled ‘Joint resolution 


amen 


of pu resolution for the relief of certain officers of the Army, 
pp wace uly 


, 1866, is hereby so amended and shall be so construed that in 


be considered as commissioned to the 
which he was to take rank under and by the terms of his said commission, and 
shall be entitled to all pay and emoluments as if actually mustered st that date: 
Provi: That at the date from which he was to take rank by the term#of his 
commission he was actually performing the duties of the grade to which he was 
so commissioned, or, if not so performing such duties, then from such time after 
the date of his commission as he may have actually eptered upon such duties: 
And provided further, That any person held asa prisoner of war, or who may 
have n absent hy reason of wounds or in hospital by reason of disability re- 
ceived in the service in the line of duty, at the date of his commission, if a va- 
cancy existed for him in the grade to which so commissioned, shall be entitled 


to the same pay and emoluments as if actually performing the duties of the 


grade to which was commissioned and arvurin brace aats at such date: Ard 
provided further, That this act and the resolution hereby amended shall be con- 
strued to apply only in those cases where the commi bears date prior to 
June 20, 1863, or after that date when their commands were not below the min- 
imum number required by existing laws and regulations: And provided further, 
That the pay and allowances actually reccived shall be deducted from the sums 
to be under this act.” 


The SPEAKER pro icmpore (Mr. SPRINGER). This bill is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be now considered in the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the change which this bill makes 
in the existing law is very slight. The present law, which is the act 
of June 3, 1884, provides that the joint resolution approved July 11, 
1870, ‘‘shall beso construed that inall cases arising under thesame any 
person who was duly appointed and commissioned, whether his com- 
mission was actually received by him or not, shall be considered as 
eommissioned to the grade thereinnamed from the date when his com- 
mission was actually issued by competent authority, and shall be en- 
titled to all pay and emoluments as if actually mustered at such date,” 
That is the existing law as in the Forty-eighth Congress. ‘The 
bill before us c es that law by providing that the joint resolution 
of July 11, 1870, ‘‘be so construed that in all cases arising under the 
same any person who was duly appointed and commissioned, whether 
his commission was actually received by him or not, shall be consid- 
ered as commissioned to the grade therein named from the date from 
which he was to take rank under and by the terms of his said com- 
mission, and shall beentitled to all pay and emoluments as if actually 
mustered at that date.” : 

The difference between the pending bill and the existing law is that 
under the existing law a person promoted from the rank of enlisted 
man to thatof an officer, or from one commissioned grade to another, 
takes his rank and muster from the date of the actual issue of his com- 
mission by competent authority, while under this bill he will take his 
rank and muster from the date from which, by the terms of his commis- 
sion, he is to take rank. 

Let me illustrate the reason for this legislation. For instance, in 
1864, when we went into the Wilderness campaign, there were a great 
many officers killed and a great many vacancies created; but thecam- 
paign was continuous and arduous from day to day, so that the army 
did not make a halt sufficient to allow the filling of vacancies until late 
in June, when the army halted in front of Petersburg. 

Then for the first time we had the opportunity to get out our regi- 
mental desks and makerecommendations for promotions. But by that 
time some of the persons entitled to promotion were in prison, others 
were in hospital with wounds and unable tomuster. Innearly all the 
States the commissionsas finally issued, after naming the grade to which 
the officer was promoted, would read ‘‘to rank as such from —— date,” 
the date usually being that when the vacancy was created, and from 
which the promoted man or officer had actually been performing the 
duties.of the superior grade. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress a bill precisely like this—Honse bill 
7827—was unanimously reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs by Mr. Murray, but was not reached and did not become a 
law. The present bill comes to the House, I believe, upon a unani- 
mous report by the Military Committee. It is designed simply to do 
justice to a considerable class of enlisted men and officers who in the 
midst of active campaigns were called upon through the creation of 
vacancies hy death, capture, or otherwise to perform the duties of supe- 

-rior grades while holding inferior rank, and their commissions when 
subsequently issued contemplated that the promotion should datefrom 
the time when the vacancy was created and when the com- 
missioned commenced to perform the duties of the higher grade. 

I am instructed by the Military Committee to offer an amendment 
which will still farther guard this bill. It is to make the proviso be- 
ginning in line 18 read as follows: ‘‘ Provided, that at the date from 
which he was to take rank by the terms of his commission there was 
a vacancy to which he could be so commissioned, and that he was actu- 
ally ing the duties of the grade to which he was so commis- 
sioned,” &c. that this bill provides in the first place that there 
must have been a vacancy to which the soldier could be promoted; in 
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the second place, that he must have been performing the 
duties of a higher grade; and, thirdly, that he should have been sub- 
sequently commissioned as of that grade, and to rank from that date. 
Upon these three conditions—the existence of the vacancy, the per- 
formance of the higher duty, and the subsequent commission to rank 
from that date—the person is to be considered as though he had been 
in condition to receive his commission, and to have accepted it, and to 
have mustered upon it, 

Mr. LONG. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. What would be the practical effect of passing this bill ? 
What value would it be to the officer? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It will give him the difference in pay between 
the actual rank he held and the rank to which he was promoted, but 
to which he was by circumstances prevented from being mustered. 
Take the case of a first sergeant—and there are hundreds of such cases— 
who after battle finds himself in command of his company with his 
captain and lieutenant both killed, or one killed and the other captured, 
with a vacancy in the command; and that t has to take actual 
command of the company, although he holds no higher rank than that 
of first sergeant. x 

By and by a recommendation is made to fill that vacancy, and the 
governor issues a commission in the course of two or three months, and 
it gets back to that se t, who is then able to be mustered in as 
captain. But during all the time he has been on duty as the com- 
manding officer of his company he has borne all the responsibilities of 
commanding officer, incurred all the dangers of the position; he has car- 
ried the superior rank on his shoulder as a matter of fact, but yet has 
not received his commission. 

This bill does justice to this class of men and gives them the differ- 
ence of pay between the rank they actually held and the rank to which 
they were entitled if their commissions had been received promptly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is not that the existing law? I believe it is the 
act of March 3, 1884. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Theact of June 3, 1884, permits them to be mus- 
tered of the date of issue of the commission. Take a case like this: 
A vacancy occurred at the battle of the Wilderness on the 6th day of 
May, but not until the 20th of June, on the arrival of the regiment at 
Petersburg, could the colonel get time to make out a recommendation 
in the case for transmission to the governor of Ohio or Michigan, and 
then the governor issued the commission bearing date the 1st day of 
July. Butin the mean time ever since the 6th day of May that sergeant 
has been discharging the duties and incurring all the responsibilities of 
the higher position. Itseems to the committee it is but anactof simple 
justice and this bill will provide the best means of reaching it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Michigan be kind enough to state how many will be affected by it? 
Has any calculation been made of the amount of money which the pas- 
sage of the bill will draw from the Treasury to accomplish the object 
which the bill has in view ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not able to state that in any degree of cer- 
tainty. I do not think the Department could make any calculation 
without a great deal of labor and the employment of a large clerical 
force. I understand the act of June, 1884, which changes the day of 
muster from the time of the actual acceptance of the commission to the 
date of the actualissue of the commission, has not led to alarge expense. 
I judge so from my own knowledge of the two classes of cases. 

Mr. STORM. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a question 
with relation to the proviso? Why is that proviso restrained to com- 
missions issued prior to June 20, 1863? ‘ 

Mr. (UTCHEON. Under the law of Congress a general order 
issued from the office of the Adjutant-General of the Army provid 
for officers of a certain er. For instance, acompany which ha 
less than what was known as the minimum, it could have but one sec- 
ond-lieutenant. It also pane where a regiment was below the 
maximum it could have but a lieutenant-colonel and a major. This 

that provision of the law. 

Mr. KLEINER. Does this proposed act go back to 1861-1865 and 
cover all the cases ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, it covers all those cases. 

Mr. KLEINER. There are thousands of those cases before the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and I should like to have the gentleman inform 
us as to ihe probable number, or as near as he can, if this present 
measureshould pass. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It would amount toa great many thousand cases, 
I can not’give any estimate worthy the consideration of the House, be- 
cause I have not the information. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Permit me to ask the gentle- 
man from Michigan what effect this bill will make in the pension laws? 
I take it for granted if a person is now on the pension-rolls as a sergeant 
who was wounded while he was acting as lieutenant he would by this 
bill be put at the higher rate of lieutenant. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not know what the rule would be in that 
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regard; but I suppose if Congress gave him his muster-back and he was 
wounded in the Army while holding the rank of lieutenant—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suppose he would be allowed the pension of 
the higher grade inasmuch as he was performing the duty and dis- 

ing the responsibilities of the higher grade, and we now give him 
the muster of E AS grade. 

Mr. BRECKIN E, of Kentucky. Ido not like, Mr. Speaker, 
to seem to oppose a bill of this character under the circumstances. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman from Kentucky will 
allow me to interrupt him for a moment I will state to him that I have 
had occasion to look into this matter, and I am satisfied that the rule 
in the Pension Office is to rate the pension on the rank that the party 
held, and not under the retroaction act. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But I take it the operation 
of law would be in the case of a pension granted after the of 
this act like an order nune protune. The pension would be based upon 
the increased e. . 

Mr. HEND. N, of Iowa. No; the Pension Office held other- 
wise. I had occasion to look into the matter, for I got a case through 
at this session of Congress and found that to be the ruling. 

Mr: BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was about to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I did not like to o a bill of this sort under the cir- 
cumstances, but it seems to me that it ought to be more carefully con- 
sidered than by the answers of the gentleman from Michigan to ques- 
tions which have been prop6unded to him. It seems to haye been 
considered by the committee; and we ought to have some information, 
certainly more than we now possess, as to the effect of the bill. It is 
in point of fact what may be called a back-pay bill. It is a bill which 
gives to certain officers the pay and emoluments which they have not 
received. How many officers, for how many months, what rank they 
held, and what the pay and emoluments are to be, or what is the ag- 
gregate amount covered by the bill, are facts which are wholly un- 
known to the House. Whether it will be a few thousand or some mill- 
ions of dollars the information so far accessible gives no idea. 

I do not mean to say that the amount of money that the bill covers, 
or the amount that is covered by a bill under any circumstances, is by 
any means the sole consideration when we come to pass the bill; for if 
it be an act of honesty or justice the House ought to pass it, no matter 
how much money it may require. But at this late date, twenty-two 
years after the campaign of the Wilderness of which the gentleman from 
Michigan speaks, and twenty-three years nearly from the date fixed in 
the bill—June 20, 1863—it can not be so great and pressing an act of 
justice as to require us to pass it on the spur of the moment without 
some more correct information and some more consideration. I 
take it for granted that it is nearly capable of an exact estimate at least 
of what it will cost. 

Mr. BRAGG. I willstate, with the permission of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, for his information, that I do not think it is within the range 
of possibilities to make the computation. It can not, however, be a 
very large sum, for the time would not permit of it. 

The reason why I say it is not possible to make a computation is that 
there is no office that the data. In the Adjutant-General’s Office 
they have the data of men who were commissioned and mustered, but 
they have not the data as to what the governors of the States may have 
issned in the form of commissions, nor anything more than when a va- 
cancy arose which could be filled by appointment in the regiment; the 
commissions all being issued by the different governors of the States, 
while the records are here in the Adjutant-General’s Office of the Army. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is it not true that all of these commissions are issued 
to take rank from the date of the vacancy ? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; they ought to be, but they are not all issued 
that way. 

Mr. ROWELL. But the pay was to commence in these cases from 
the date of the vacancy. 

Mr. BRAGG. From the date of the vacancy; thatis, if the officer filled 
= vacancy and discharged the duties, he was commissioned as of that 

te. J 

Mr. ROWELL. He must have actually performed the duty to get 
the pay? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; and there must have been a vacancy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now I say, with great re- 
spect, it is not an act of justice according to my view to pay an officer 
for discharging temporarily the duty of a higher position which he 
assumes by virtue of the rank which he himself holds in a lower office 
in the same general class of service ; and it is a bad precedent to estab- 
lish. It is constantly being done in civil life. It is constantly being 
done in the military service as well, and to establish the precedent 
here of paying for that service is in my opinion a very bad one. A 
lieutenant upon the frontier frequently commands a post. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. - Suppose it happens to be the case of an enlisted 
man, and this man suddenly came into the position of a commissioned 
officer. He is compelled to do two or three things to fit himself for the 
position. First, he has to uniform himself, as many of them were com- 
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ed to do; second, he is deprived of drawing rations, as many were. 
ow, if he fails to get the commission or to be mustered under the com- 
mission and performs the duties, it would seem that he ought to be 
compensated for the service. Does not the gentleman agree to that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If that question had beensub- 
mitted to me twenty years ago, and if I were standing where Iam now, 
and if the circumstances of the case presented had warranted the action, 
I would have said it is better to do it. But we could have done it by 
a special act covering the particular case, rather than have the appear- 
ance of doing an act of injustice to a man who served in the Army. 

But I would have said that as a general rule it ought not to have 
passed; that there might be special cases appealing on account of the 
special and peculiar facts, as in all special cases, to the consideration of 
Congress which would justify a special act, but it ought not to be 
adopted as a precedent, because that soldier and every other soldier in 
like circumstances did such things voluntarily. What I mean to say 
is that after the lapse of twenty-three years to attempt to do under the 
name of an act of justice by a general act this thing leads us into the 
payment of sums which are wholly unknown upon a principle which 
in my judgment is an erroneous principle. , 

Mr. KLEINER. Involving millions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My friend from Indiana 
thinks that it involves millions. I do not know as to that, but I am 
opposed to the principle. 

Ipresume during the last war hardly any officer served on either side 
who was not ealled at some time or other to perform services incident 
to a higher rank than the rank he filled. There was hardly a colonel 
who did not at some time come into command of a brigade for months. 
A brigadier-general commanded a division frequently, and for a con- 
siderable period. Majors commanded regiments; lieutenants com- 
manded companies. While in command they held theirown rank while 
they were performing duties incident toa higher rank. They were do- 
ing it under and by virtue of their own commissions and their own 
rank. - 

Mr. LYMAN. This bill does not propose to pay them for that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; but it proposes to pay a 
certain class of persons exactly in the same predicament, except that 
these were permanently promoted, and received afterward the full pay- 
ment of the rank to which they were promoted. While the class of 
which I am speaking did not receive the promotion, and therefore were 
never paid anything for the additional service, these persons after the 
lapse of time had got the rank to which they were entitled, and did 
for that rank receive pay. ; 

Now, in what sense are they in any better condition and in what 
way are they deserving of more consideration than their brethren in 
the Army who did precisely the same as they did but did not receive 
permanent promotion? 

To illustrate, at some of the battles of the Wilderness two regiments 
in the same brigade, under the same brigadier-general, lost their colonels, 
one by death, the other by capture. The lieutenant-colonel of one com- 
mands for two months his regiment, receives by promotion rank as 
colonel and the opportunity to become brigadier, but receives the pay 
of a colonel. You give him two months’ extra pay. His brother officer 
commands his brigade for sixteen or eighteen months while his colonel 
isin prison. You give him no extra emolument, although.he performed 
the same service without getting the additional rank and pay of colonel 
for the additional sixteen months. 

If the precedent established by this bill is a good one, the next step 
is to say every one who served in the Army who performed higher du- 
ties than those of his rank shall be paid for the rank of the duty instead 
of the rank of the commission. 4 

Mr. BRAGG. The case which the gentleman from Kentucky puts 
is a case in which it has been uniformly held by the committee of this 
House that the officers were entitled to no extra pay whatever. Those 
are cases of the class that come before the War Claims Committee. 
They are not within the purview of this bill at all. 

This is an amendment of a general law which is already passed, but 
which fails to reach a few cases by the peculiarity of its wording. Now 
let me state a case to show the difference between the case the gentle- 
man wishes to reach and the case as he wishes to put it. Onthe morn- 
ing of the 5th day of May every officer in two companies of the Sixth 
Wisconsin Regiment was shot. A bright young man who was a mem- 
ber of Company G of that regiment, who had brains and nerve and who 
was fit to be an officer, was directed by the commanding officer of the 
regiment to take command of one of those companies as captain, and 
the comnianding officer issued an order assigning him to duty as cap- 
tain, with directions that he be obeyed and respected as such. That 
pos soldier commanded that company up to the assault on Peters- 

urg, when, while leading the company, he fell with three ribs and his 
shoulder-blade broken by a musket-ballon the 18th of June, 1864. Up 
to that time there had been no opportunity to communicate with the 
governor of hisState for the purposeof giving him the promotion to which 
he had been assigned by the commanding officer and to which he was 
designated as qualified to fill that rank. He fell wounded a sergeant, 
and three weeks afterward came the commission from the governor 
commissioning him as a captain from the 5th day of May. 


The bill provides that such a man asthat shall draw his pay. Why? 
First, there was a vacancy in the office; second, he was assigned to dis- 
charge the duties of the office, and he did discharge them. He did not 
take the office by reason of his grade as a second lieutenant discharg- 
ing a first lieutenant’s duties, like a colonel discharging a brigadier- 

eral’s duties, or a lieutenant-colonel discharging a colonel’s duties, 
ut he was assigned to the duty of a given rank, and the governor of 


the State whose troops he belonged to that assignment and 
commissioned him as of that rank. Now, by the wording of the old 
bill there is a slight discrepancy: 

Mr.-BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. By the wording of the old 
bill he would obtain his pay from the time that the commission was 
issued by the governor validating the act of the commander in the field 
that took him a private and made out of him temporarily a captain. 

Mr. BRAGG. He would receive it only from the date of his com- 
mission. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, I take it for granted 
that if that young fellow was fit to be a captain in that interim and 
amid the horrorsand the glories of that campaign, the pay which he was 
to receive never for one moment formed a part of the temptation to 
desire the office or of the sense of gratification with which he received 


it. 
Mr. BRAGG. I can assure you that that is true; but it helped to 
take care of him afterward. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the second place, the fact 
that he is to be a beneficiary of this bill does not change the evil prec- 
edent that is to be established by it. 

Mr. BRAGG. He is not to be a beneficiary of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Weought not to allow a bad 
precedent, which is said to make shipwreck of the law, to be made a 
statute because some good and gallant fellow will thereby be benefited, 
Mr. Chairman, the idea I have is wholly this: I want to treat the 
soldiers of the late war not only with justice, but with generosity; but 
it seems to me that blindly rushing into measures of this sort under 
the idea that thereby we are doing justice to somebody constantly 
tempts us into unjustifiable expenditure of the public money and the 
establishment of unwise precedents. Iam not willing to establish the 
precedent in-this country, either in the civil service or in the mili 
branch of the service, that the performance of the duties of a 
higher than that which the officer holds is a valid reason why he should 
receive the pay of that higher rank. Such assignments of duty are 
constantly taking place in the Departments. The assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury acts as Secretary; clerks are detailed as chiefs of bu- 
reaus; lientenants are constantly discharging the duties of captains. 
This kind of assignment is necessary in the civil service, it is necessary 
in the military service, and it is setting a bad precedent to say that 
because these officers discharged temporarily duties of a higher rank 
than that which they held, therefore they ought to receive the salaries 
incident to that higher rank. 

And it is particularly so in a case like this, after twenty years or more 
have passed, after the precise circumstances of any given case have be- 
come vague and the testimony perhaps doubtful, and when persons who 
do not deserve any specially good treatment are likely to be benefited. 
Now if the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] has any special 
case in his mind (and I take it for granted that all these general laws 
are based upon a knowledge of special cases) I shall not hesitate to give 
my support to the suitable recognition of it if that recognition comes 
in a form to commend itself to my judgment. 

cn Saas Will not this legislation change the pension grade 
as well? 

Mr. CONGER. No. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam notsufficiently familiar 
with the pension laws to answer the question with confidence. The 
gentleman from Iowa says that it does not. If he had not said no, I 
should had said, asa cireuit-court lawyer not pretending to any 
familiarity with the laws governing pensions that it would have that 
effect. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. Would it be any objection to this bill in the mind 
of the gentleman from Kentucky if it did raise the pension? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will answer as to that, 
with perfect frankness, that it would depend entirely upon the given 
case. As arule, I answer frankly that it would be an objection. 

As far as I know the pension law I know of no rank of pensions that 
I am in favor of raising. I think we are paying high enough pensions 
as to classes. As to particular cases, I say with equal frankness that I 
am perfectly willing in any given case to vote a pension commensurate 
with three things: first, the disability of the man who is to receive it; 
second, the present condition of the man as to his necessities; and third, 
the services that he rendered to the country in her day of peril. When 
those three conditions coexist in auy given case, there is no man in 
this House who will more gladly vote to increase a pension. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. One word more, Mr. Chairman. I think my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] very largely Ga ra 
the consequences, or the probable consequences, of this bill. To begin 
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with, the number of cases falling under it is not large. In the next 
place, the periods that intervened between the occurrence of the va- 
cancy and the performance of the duty on the one hand and the issue 
of the commission on the other were generally not long. The amount 
to be taken out of the Treasury by this bill I venture to say would 
never be noticed. 

We passed the act of 1884; it has been in operation for two years, and 
it must have affected more cases than this can possibly affect, yet it has 
gone on in the smooth process of its operation and we have never really 
been conscious by our appropriation bills or in any other way that the 
act was operative. I think this measure will take much less from the 

than that. I so infer from the nature of the case. 

Mr. KLEINER. A large number of these cases, as I am informed, 
have already been acted upon and adjusted, and if this bill were passed 
they would all have to be reopened. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido notsee forcein that objection. Thenumber 
of cases in which commissions date back is not so extensive as the other 
class, for the reason that the same rule was not adopted in the various 
States. In some States, for instance, the rank did not antedate the 
issue of the commission, but took effect from the date of the commis- 
sion. In other States—in my own for instance—the rank did in some 
instances, though not in all, antedate the issue of the commission. 

But I concur with what the gentleman from Kentucky said in the 
opening of his remarks, that the question is not whether this is going 
to take money out of the Treasury. The question is whether this is a 
measure of justice and whether it is right. I know that if it is right 
this nation is great enough and magnanimous enongh to do right even 
if it does involve the expenditure of money. Iam in favor of the bill 
whether it takes much money or little. But I have no apprehension 
as to the magnitude of the amount which carrying this bill into effect 
will require. ° 
As I have already said, the bill was reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Military Affairs in the last Congress and it is again re- 
ported unanimously in this Congress. In order not to consume more 
time, as I see the hour is getting late, I move the previous question. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman withdraw that demand for just 
one minute? I desire to say a few words on this subject. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I give way to the gentleman. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, there. are doubtless many hard cases 
which this bill is intended to remedy; but I maintain that we can not 
legislate wisely by undertaking in this manner to meet and remedy all 
hard cases. Itis laid down as a fundamental principle by all writers 

n constitutional and statutory law that the proper province of leg- 
islation is to prescribe rules which shall act prospectively, which shall 
apply to future cases. If by reason of defects in the law men have 
heretofore in some instances had to perform duties for which they never 
received compensation, let us remedy that defect in the law for the 
future. Let us enact such a law that this result will not follow in any 
case hereafter. 

This bill, however, is essentially a bill providing for claims which 
have had heretofore no legal basis. It is therefore in the nature of a 
gratuity. However meritorious may have been the action of officers or 
privates filling stations above the grade that they actually held, there 
was no legal obligation on the part of the Government to pay them the 
compensation belonging to the higher rank; and to go back now and 
create a new contract and pay them what we think the law ought to 


®@ have allowed them at that time is to legislate retrospectively, in vio- 


lation of the most wholesome principles which should guide legislative 
bodies, 

In this case, and almost any other where resort is had to general leg- 
islation for the purpose of remedying a few particular eases, it is im- 
possible to see how far the measure reaches and what evil consequences 
may flow from it. I desire to do justice to every one, but when we are 
undertaking to do justice we can not do infinite justice. I remember 
that when I had the honor to be a memberof the Committee on Claims 
in the Forty-seventh Congress claims were presented by civilian officers 
of the Government who had performed services belonging to higher 
grades, and who claimed the difference between the they had 
actually received and what they thought they ought to have been paid. 
But we can not go back to remedy the wrongs or supposed wrongs of 
the past. Ifthe existing law is defective let us change it so as to pro- 
vide wisely for the future, and then we shall get into no difficulty. 
But when we undertake to legislate seein, renatite A we can not foresee 
the consequences, and much evil may t. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Inowoffer on behalf of the committee the amend- 
ment I have already indicated; after which I shall call the previous 
question. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word “commission,” in line 20, insert “there was a vacancy to 
which he could be so commissioned, and that;” so that the clause will read: 
“ Provided, That at the date from which he was totake rank by the terms of his 


commission there was a vacancy to which he could be so commissioned, and 
that he was actually performing the duties of the grade,” &c. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call the previous question. 


The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. CurcHEON was agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being e it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I now demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. . 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 46, noes 3. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

a BRAGG. Iask unanimous consent that this bill may be laid 
aside, 

Mr. WOLFORD. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. Lhope my colleague on the committee will not do 
that. There is never any good result from ordering a call of the 
House. It only incommodes members, occupies time, and results in 
nothing practical. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


REMOVAL OF CHARGES OF DESERTION. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now move to take from the House Calendar the bill 
(S. 1471) to remove the charge of desertion from the rolls and records 
in the office of the Adjutant-General of the Army against certain sol- 
diers. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the aay ny er any soldier 
who served in the late war of the rebellion, by reason of his having enlisted in 
any regiment, troop, or company without having first received from 
the regimént, troop, or company in which he previously served, I be 
removed in all cases wherein it shall-be made to appear to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of War, from such rolls and records or from other satisfactory tes- 
timony, that such re-enlistment was not the pu of securing 
bounty or other gratuity that he would not bave been entitled to had he re- 
mained under his original term of enlistment: Provi That no soldier shall 
be relieved under this act who, not being sick or wounded, left his command, 
Ret eget) PORSE yery mee A while the same was in the presence of the enemy, or 
who, at the time of leaving his command, was in arrest or under charges, or in 
whose case the period of absence from the service ex: ed three months, 

Sec. 2. That in all cases where the charge of desertion shall be removed under 
the provisions of this act, the Adjutant-General of the Army shall issue to such 
soldier, or, in case of his death, to his heirs or legal representatives, a certifi- 
cate of discharge from the regiment, troop, or prea ae in which he first served. 

Sec. 3. That all applications for relief under this act shall be made to and 
filed with the Secretary of War within a period of five years from and after its 
passage, and all applications not so made and filed within such period of five 
years shall not be received or considered; and all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this act are repealed. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, the object of that bill is to provide as 
nearly as possibje by general law for all cases of technical desertion 
which are worthy. of consideration at the hands of Congress. We are 
snowed under almost with applications for removal of charges of deser- 
tion. Buta small part of those which come to Congress would be re- 
lieved. That bill came to us from the Senate, and we have prepared it 
totake in every case which has manifested itself in the many bills filed 
before us which would repeat the interference of Congress by author- 
izing the record to be corrected. 

The bill in brief is to relieve from the charge of technical desertion, 
which the Adjutant-General is unable to do under the fiftieth article 
of war, the enlistment with one command before proper discharge from 
another. It is an old article of war which came down to us from the 
English service. 

The object of the bill is where a man shall have left one command 
and gone immediately into another, by reason of having met friends or 
anything of that sort, showing he did not intend to desert the servico 
and did not leave in the of the enemy and made his second 
enlistment within thirty days and did it without any purpose of re- 
ceiving bounty, shall not have attached to his record the stain of deser- 
tion, which to every honest and brave man is the greatest possible dis- 


‘ 


Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask the gentleman a question as to what 
exactly this bill covers. If a man did desert and enlist in another 
command and did in that second enlistment secure bounty, would this 
bill include such a case as that when it should appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the Adjutant-General he did not leave one command and join 
the other for the purpose of securing that bounty ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; that is the way the bill reads. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ihave a case inmy mind. An Illinois boy served 
in a Missouri organization for more than eleven months. Subsequently 
an Illinois regiment was organized in his own neighborhood. He left 
the Missouri ization and joined his friends in the Illinois organi- 
zation. He served gallantly and meritoriously for three years in that 
Tllinois organization, and was mustered out with an honorable discharge. 
Now, he finds himself charged with desertion as a consequence of hav- 
ing left the Missouri organization and joined the Illinois organization. 
He stands charged with desertion on the records of the War Depart- 
ment. At the time he joined the Illinois organization he received 
bounty, but it was apparent to his friends and neighbors, as it isappar- 
ent from the evidence, he did not join for any such purpose. He was 
only eighteen years of age, and he did it because his playmates ma 
school-fellows and all his friends werein the Illinois regiment. Is this 
bill broad enough to cover that case? 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AI71. 


Mr. BRAGG. Yes; it is broad enough to cover that case. 

Mr. BEACH. Is this bill broad enough to cover the case of an en- 
listmentofaman in the Army. Acase occurred recently where 
a man had enlisted at West Point Military Academy as a private sol- 
dier in the Army, but soon got tired and left and went to Gov- 
ernor’s Island and there enlistedagain on the Ist of December. That 
man is imprisoned as a deserter, although he had no intention in leav- 
ing West Point to desert the Army, but merely went off and enlisted a 
second time to get into a wider field. What I want to know is whether 
this bill will cover a case of that kind. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. It refers to any soldier who served in the 
late war of the rebellion. 

Mr. BEACH. Why would itnot be proper to make it broad enough 
to cover the case of the entire Army now? 

Mr. HIESTAND. It ought not to cover all. 

Mr. BRAGG. It would be very objectionable to permit an excuse 
under any circumstances, and for any for desertions from the 
regular Army. It would have the effect of inducing men to leave one 

_regiment continually for the purpose of getting into another one. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And let me state to the gentleman from New 
York that upon an examination of the report of the year before last he 
will find that there were seven thousand desertions from the Army. 

Mr. BEACH. That number has been rapidly diminishing since the 
passage of the retirement bill which I draughted and which passed in 
the last Congress. 

Pee PRAGO I demand the previous puestion upon the passage of 

e 

The poos question was ordered. 

The was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, NATCHEZ, MISS. 

Mr. BRAGG. Itis now quite late, and I will not present bills which 
will elicit any debate. In order to change the character of the busi- 
neis before the House I will call up House bill No, 1341, to construct 
a road to the national cemetery at Natchez, Miss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enaoled, &c., That the sum of $10,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise for the 


rpose of constructing a macadamized road from the cit; Natchez, 
The national cemetery oo that city: That the Tight of way, not bee 
than 75 feet in width, shall first be secured to United States to und 
over which shall run JSurther, That said yn I be 


: And provided fi 
conggyucted under the paro adn a Eng of the Secretary of War, apan a contract let 
lowest bidder, 

Mr. BRAGG. This bill is on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the committee from its further consideration and consider it 
in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have no remarks to make on this bill. It isa meri- 
torious bill or it would not have been reported from the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
in; Sy UE it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

RAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
sora and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY CEMETERY AT CHALMETTE, LA. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up House bill No. 3440, making an ap- 
a oi napok aah Test road from the United States 

int oan to the national mili 
cemi at Chalmette, in said parish. sah 

This bill is also on ‘the calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

I ask unanimnous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from its further consideration and proceed to consider it in the House, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Pah sgere de., Erig aendern ahaaa ae ye Gees hteteokirt A neces- 
pol ot Serraino A forthe mingan pA pir r tog EA mented 
road from en ler p States barracks in the parish of Saint Bernera, Louisiana, 
— one mile and a half, to the national military cemetery at Chalmette, in 


Sec, 2. Thet the sum of money appropriated by this act shall be ex nded b; 
and under the direction of the Secretary of War, either yy COTIA oor DENAC. 
ys 3. That th Secretary of W: oe Congress sess. 

e ar rt to Con; at its next i 
hue ciate ander the e a wie ork = 9 


Mr. ST. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain in a few words 
the object of this bill. It is to connect by a macadamized road two 
important Government institutions situated on the left bank of the 
i River, in the parish of Saint Bernard, Louisiana, within 2 
miles of each other. 


fe 


The first of these places is the United States barracks, a very valu- 
able property, now occupied by a battalion of arti ; and a mile and 
a half farther down the river, on the historic battle-ground of Chal- 
mette, is located the United States military cemetery, in which are 
buried thirteen thousand Union soldiers. These two important insti- 
tutions are now connected by a dirt road only, which, by the nature of 
the soil, is extremely difficult, if not impossible, to travel over during 
a large portion of the year. 

It is highly desirable to establish easy and ready communication be- 
tween these two Government properties in order that they may prop- 
erly serve the purposes for which they were ively designed. 
When death summons a soldier from his post at the barracks his final 
resting-place is found under the willows of Chalmette. Thither he 
is followed by his comrades in arms, and many a time upon their 
shoulders they have borne their dead companion to his grave in single 
file upon the crest of the levee, the impassable condition of the mud 
road forbidding any other mode of conveyance. 

And again on Decoration Day, occasion always observed with be- 
coming respect and honor alike 2 i the blue and the gray, the friends 
and relatives of the dead soldiers who delight to do honor to their mem- 
ories are thwarted in their patriotic purposes by the present lack of 
facilities that will enable them to mark the spot where sleep their, re- 
spected dead. 

And now they ask that the Government, out of its bounty, will not 
forget those who stood by it in its hour of danger and gave up their 
lives in its maintenance, and that the small a) be abs simarepos asked for in 
the bill now before this House will be granted without opposition. 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the adoption of the 
bill, and I indulge the hope that it will meet with a unanimous vote, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up House bill No. 5866 to construct a 
road to the national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn., also on the Calen- 
dar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
I make the same request in reference to this bill, that the committee 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be considered 
in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $6,000 be, and the same is 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri for the the 

purpose of constructing a macadamized road, commencing on bape southeast 
Fide of the national cemetery, on Broad street, at Knoxville, Tenn., where Hol- 
ston street connects with said Broad street, and running with said Holston street 
to the line of Gray Cemetery, and thence with the line of and over said Hol- 
ston street with the lines o ‘Gray Cemetery and the said national cemetery 
to Munson street, at the northeast corner of the said national cemetery, and 
thence with the line of said national cemetery and over said Munson street 
to the Jacksborough road, at the northwest corner of said cemetery, and thence 
south with the line of said national and over the said Jacksborough 
road ee da EN. the national cemetery and 


the said Gray Ceme! munds e right of way, not lessthan 
seventy-five feet in wi shall first Pe soa secured to the United States to any rere 
of the ground over wh said road shall pel ghee tater x bere 

States: And prov , That said road shal under the su- 


pr ision of the Secretary of War, upon a contract let to the lowest responsible 
er. 


Sec. 2, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to carry this act into 
effect as soon Aa nana pees after its passage, from which 
ect. 


clared to take 

Mr. BRAGG. The committee instruct me to submit the following 
amendment, to strike out the words ‘‘seventy-five,’’ in line 19 of the 
first section of the bill, and insert “‘ fifty; so that it will read: 

Not less than 50 feet in width. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
Sre and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


Po Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT SELDEN MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up House bill No. 661, granting the right 
of way through the Fort Selden military reservation, i in New Mexico, to 
the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company, and I also ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be di from the fugther consideration of this 
bill, and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the right of way La are E ES enredig tegen 
in width, through "the Fort Selden eee si reservation, New Mexico, be, and 
the same is hereby, confirmed tothe Rio Grande, Mexico and Panifie 


date it is hereby de- 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pred; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MISSOURI HOME GUARDS. 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up from the House Calendar for consideration 
the bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certifi- 
cates of di to certain members of the Missouri Home Guards. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to furnish, upon their several applications therefor, a certificate of dis- 
charge to each and ev: member of the Missouri Home Guards whose claims 
for were adjudi by the Hawkins-Taylor commission, under the actap- 
proved March 25, 1862, and the several acts supplementary thereto. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider fhe vote by which the bill was 
paea; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES BARRACKS AT BATON ROUGE, LA. 


Mr. BRAGG. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 985) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to transfer the United States barracks at 
Baton Rouge, La., to the Louisiana State University and Agricultural 
and Mechanical College at said place for educational purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hatcu). This bill is in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VIELE. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of this bill, and that it be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Whereas the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., are not occupied by 
the Government or needed at the present time for any governmental purpose 


whatever; and 
Whereas the said barracks and grounds are especially adapted for educational 


of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
State University and Agricultural and 
at Baton Rouge the buildings and grounds of the United 


States barracks at m Rouge, for the purposes of the said university and col- 
lege: Provided, however, That the boardof managers of the same keep the 
buildings insured and in good repair: And p Surther, That whenever the 


said buildings and grounds cease to be used for educational pu by the 
said university and college they shall revert to the Government of the United 
States, and they shall sorevert whenever the Government of the United States 
shall have use for the same. 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 3 strike out “ War” and insert “Interior.” 

Mr. VIELE. I now move to amend the House bill by substituting 
for it the Senate bill (S. 1659) which is precisely to the same purport. 

This is simply to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to transfer 
to the State University of Louisiana and the Agricultural and Mechan- 
ical College at Baton the United States barracks at Baton Ri Š 
which are now in possession of the Department of the Interior. The 
bill provides that if at any time the Government requires the use of 
these barracks they will revert to the Government. ‘The institution is 
now without buildings, their buildings having been destroyed by fire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gen- 
tleman from New York desires to substitute the Senate bill or offer the 
Senate bill as a substitute for the House bill? 

Mr. VIELE. I move to amend the House bill by striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting the Senate bill. 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1659) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to transfer the United 
barracks at Baton Rouge, La, except that portion that lies westward of 
a line 50 feet east of the center of the railroad track of the Louisville, New Or- 
leans and Texas Railroad Company, to the Louisiana State University and Ag- 
ricultural and Mechanical College at said place for educational purposes. 
Whereas the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., are not occupied by 
— 5 sehacerye pl or needed at the present time for any governmental purpose 
w er; an 
Whereas the said barracks and grounds are especially adapted for educational 


d directed 
cultural and Mechanical Coll 
the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, for the purposes of the said uniyer- 
sity and college, except that portion of said grounds that lies westward ofa line 


ion shall revert to the United States: Pro- 

however, That the of managers of the said university and college 

shall keep the buildings insured and in good repair: And provided Surther, That 
cease to be for educational pur- 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Upon what terms does the railroad com- 
pany now occupy the land spoken of in the bill? 


Mr. BRAGG. They are occupied under license from the 
of War, heretofore ted. ee, 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. And can the Secretary of War terminate 
their occupancy at any time? 

Beer BRAGG. They are now under control of the Secretary of the 
terior. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
VIELE] that the bill does not go quite to the extent he suggested in 
this respect. It is provided that whenever the buildings and grounds 
cease to be used for educational purposes they shall revert to the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States; but there is no provision that they shall 
revert to the Government in the event of the Government having use 
for them. I think in that respect the bill is defective. 

Mr. IRION. The original bill as introduced in the House did con- 
tain a clause of that kind, but it was introduced before these grounds 
were turned over to the Interior De ent for sale. At that time 
the barracks were under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of War. I 
introduced a bill at this session of Congress which inadvertently had 
that provision in it, These grounds have been by the Sec- 
retary of War to the Secretary of the Interior for the purpose of becom- 
ing part of the public domain. It is not the intention, therefore, of 
the Government to use them any more as barracks or for the accommo- 
dation of troops. Unless the grounds are transferred to the State 
University they will be sold by the Secretary of the Interior as part of 
the public domain. Consequently they could not revert, under the 
order as it now is, to the United States for war p 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PRICE. As I understand the motion of the tleman from 
New York [Mr. VIELE], it is to strike out all of the House bill, after 
the enacting clause and insert the Senate bill. Would that not make 
it necessary that the bill should go to the Senate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Chair has ascertained that this is 
a bill which is still pending in the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Was it the Senate bill that was read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was. The Clerk will read again 
that part of the bill which refers to the buildings and grounds revert- 
ing to the Government. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, Thai 


pu by 
of the United States. 

Mr. STEELE. We provide those buildings shall be kept insured. 
If we give them to the State of Louisiana what business of ours is it 
whether they are insured or not? e 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest as an amendment to insert after the word 
a college ”” the words ‘‘or shall be required for the use of the United 
States.’? Weare constantly disposing of lands near towns and cities 
and find after a short time we require other property there. It is very 
well to retain some general supervision of our property under such cir- 
cumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 19. after the word “ college,” insert “ or when required for the use of 
the United States.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I may be mistaken as to the effect of that amend- 
ment coming in at that point, and I ask that that portion of the bill 
be read as it would stand if so amended. 

Mr. LONG. That amendment leaves open the question who shall 
determine that it is required for the use of the United States. I sug- 
gest, therefore, that it be amended so as to read ‘‘ or when required by 
the Secretary of War for the use of the United States. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that, inasmuch as the last 
Congress passed a law turning over this military reservation, with others, 
to the public domain, it falls under the control of the Interior Depart- 
ment, and therefore the Secre of the Interior ought to be substi- 
tuted in this amendment for the tary of War. : 

Mr. IRION. The Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Interior 
both have been consulted, and the report shows that they say there is 
no reason whatever why this transfer should not be made, 

Mr. LAIRD. But the reservation is now under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. IRION. Itisnow under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the 
Interior. Of course the object of this bill is to make an absolute do- 
nation of this property to the university. The university is without 
any buildings at all. The buildings have been destroyed by fire, and 
the university has none suitable for its purposes. These buildings are 
on this reservation; they are going to ruin; they are of no use to any 
one, and the fact of this property having been, by a previous act of 
Congress, placed in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior for sale, 
is anindication that the intention of Congress was that it should not be 
used any more for military p! butshould be abandoned. Now, if 
the amendment which is proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
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HOLMAN] should be adopted, the property could be taken out of the 
handsof the institution at any time hereafter. The amendment really 
has the effect of taking the property out of the hands of the Secretary 
of the Interior, where it has been placed by Congress, and throwing it 
back under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. STEELE. If it was intended that 4 this should be an absolute 
donation, why was the provision inserted in the bill requiring the prop- 
erty to be kept insured? 

Mr. IRION. That might be stricken out. 

Mr. BEACH. As I understand it, this is a donation of the property 
conditioned upon its being used for educational purposes. 

Mr. IRION. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEACH. Now, what we want to provide for is that when it 
ceases to be used for such purposes it shall revert to the General Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. IRION. That is in the bill now without this amendment. _ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The question is upon the amendment providing 
for the reversion of the pro in case it shall hereafter be required 
by the United States, and the matter is debated as to whether that re- 
version should be at the instance of the Secretary of War or at the in- 
stance of the Secretary of the Interior. Isubmit that the only occasion 
upon which the United States would ever be likely to require such a 
reversion would be in some publicemergency arising outof hostilities, in 
order that some military use might be made of the reservation, and 
therefore I think it should be at the instance of the Secretary of War, 
who would be the most proper judge of such an emergency Tequiring 
the use of the property. 

The amendment offered by Mr. HoLMAN to the pending amendment 

was agreed to. 
Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting, after 
the wo insured,” the words ‘‘ for the use of the United States.” 
We require them to keep these buildings insured, and it ought to be 
for the benefit of somebody. We still own the property. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the sixteenth line, after the word * insured, ” insert the words “ for the use 
of the United States. 

The House divided on the amendment offered by Mr. Price; and 
there were—ayes 31, noes 1. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York as amended. The Clerk will report the 
amendment as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


< Provided, however, That the board of managers of the said university or col- 
lege shall keep the buildings insured for the use of the United States, and in 
good repair. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Chairman, I think unanimous consent 
ought to be given to transpose certain phrases in the amendment. I 
think they are laced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the engrossment and third 
es of the bill. 

EACH. Would it be in order, Mr. Chairman, to ask for the 
atte of the bill as amended ? 

Several MEMBERS. “No!” “No!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill can be again reported by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I want to know what this “‘repair- 
ing” is. Is it repairing the bill, or the buildings, or the insurance? 
[Laughter.] Would it be in order to in quire if these buildings could 
be insured in an insurance company at Newburg, in the State of New 
York? [Laughter.] 

Mr, BEACH. We have not got any there. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. VIELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
hears and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 


Mr. BRAGG, I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7886) 
for the relief of telegraph operators during the war. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH). This bill is in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRAGG. It should not have been referred there, as it contains 
no appropriation. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was so referred. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of this bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: _ 

enacted, £c., That all persons engaged in the operation and construction 


Be it 
of military telegraph lines during the war of the rebellion are hereby declared 
to have been a part of the Army of the United States; and the Secretary 


War is hereby directed to prepare a roll of such persons, and to issue to each, 


on, unless it appears that his service was notcreditably performed, 


upon appli 
„reciting this act and the term an 


a suitable certificate of honorable discha 
character of his service: Provided, That is law shall not be construed to en- 
title the persons herein mentioned to an pay or allowance or any benefits of 
pension, bounty, or land laws other than that eretofore received by them, 


The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a 
third reading, there were—ayes 33, noes 8, 

Mr, BEACH. No quorum. 

Mr. PRICE. I move that the House do now adjourn. . 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection to the withdrawal of the bill; 
but I do not want it to be in a position to be passed when we meet here 


“rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the questien. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent that the bill 
under consideration be laid aside informally, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object to that; let the gentleman withdraw the 
bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What would be the effect of 
agreeing to the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would leave the bill exactly as it stood before it 
was taken up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that if the bill be 
laid aside upon this request it will simply stand as if it had never been 
called up. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Wisconsin, and it is ordered accordingly. 

Mr. PRICE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


ORDNANCE FOR STATE MILITIA, ETC. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up the bill (H. R. 1077) for replacing un- 
serviceable ordnance issued to the militia of the States and Territories. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VIELE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed, on the 
application of the ‘States and Territories, to recall from time to time all unserv- 
iceable, and unsuitable ordnance and ordnance stores which have been or i 
be issued to the militia of the several States and Territories under existing la 
and to replace them with like ordnance and ordnance stores of standard Caliber 
and model as supplied to the troops of the permanent establishment; andasum 
sufficient for the purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs were 
read, as follows: 

In line 5, insert before the word “ unserviceable” the word “ obsolete.” 

In line 6, strike out the words “ issued to”’ and insert “in the hands of," 

After the word “ laws,” in line 8, insert "subject to such regulations and limit- 
ations as he may prescribe for their inspection and receipt.’ 

In lines 12, 13, and 14, strike out the words “a sum sufficient for the 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not pe Senne gn 

priated” and insert the following: 

" For the purpose of providing the necessary ordnance and ordnance stores to 
replace those recalled a sum sufficient in amount to meet the difference of cost 
between new ordnance and ordnance stores and the estimated value of those 
returned is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise approp! ‘rovided, That no ordnance or o! nce stores shall be issued 
to any State or Territory in’ excess of the actual requirements of such State or 
Territory; and in the event of any reduction in the militia of any State or Ter- 
ritory, such excess shall be returned to the United States: And provided further, 
That the ordnance and ordnance stores for the whole body of the militias au- 
thorized by law to be issued to the States and Territories shall be annually ac- 
counted for by them, under such regulation as shall be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of War."’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this bill is subject— 
at least without explanation—to a quite serious objection. It makes 
an indefinite appropriation of money; and it is impossible, I presume, 
without a report from the Secretary of War, to form any judgment as 
to what the expense will be. 

Mr. LONG. There is a report of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VIELE. The object of this bill is to enable the several States 
to possess in the hands of the militia arms which will have the same 
uniform caliber as the arms in the general service of the United States. 
The great difficulty in time of war when there are different calibers or 
arms in the hands of different troops is the impossibility of getting snit- 
able ammunition at the proper time for necessary use. This bill is de- 
signed simply to secure a uniform caliber of all the arms issued to the 
militia of the several States and Territories. A letter on this subject 
from the Secretary of War says: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washingion City, February 20, 1886, 

Sır: In response to your note of the 26th ultimo, inclosing a copy of House 


bill 1077, *‘ for re replacing unserviceable ordnance issued to the militia of the States 
and Territories, with request for such suggestions and remarks as I may deem 


of | proper, I beg to inform you that after a consultation on the subject with the 
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been added, and I beg to inclose herewith a copy of the bill with the proposed 


amendments which are believed to be necessary have 


amendments inserted therein. 
As thus the bill is believed to be a meritorious one and Gaary Hor 
the interests of our militia, and its is recommended both by the Chief 


of Ordnance and by the Departmen! 
Very irae Eng your obedient servant, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, Secretary of War. 
Hon. G. W. DARGAN, 


Of Commitece on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


Mr.BEACH. That letter does not give us any idea of the amount 
of money involved in this change. 

Mr. LONG. I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEACH] that there are two limitations upon the expenditure to be 
made under this bill, One is that the measure is to be carried out 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, and under such regula- 
tions as he shall prescribe. In the second place, the bill provides 
merely for an exchange of arms. If the State of Illinois, for instance, 
should send in some unserviceable rifles the United States would pay 
the difference in value; and that difference would diminish in propor- 
tion to the value of the arms returned. 

The object of the bill is to secure uniformity of arms and ordnance 
and ordnance stores issued to the several States out of the fund the 
Government has provided for that purpose. In providing the neces- 
sary ordnance and ordnance stores to replace those recalled, a sum suf- 
ficient in amount is appropriated to meet the difference of cost between 
new ordnance and ordnance stores and the estimated value of those 
returned; and such replacement of obsolete, unserviceable, and unsuit- 
able ordnanceand ordnance stores with like ordnance and ordnance stores 
of standard caliber and model as supplied to the troops of the perma- 
nent establishment is made under existing laws, subject to such regu- 
lations and limitations as the Secretary of War may prescribe for their 
i ion and receipt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin, in view of 
the thinness of the House, ought not to press that bill. We have no 
opportunity to judge what it will cost to carry that law out. 

Mr.BRAGG. We makean annual appropriation of $200,000 to fur- 
nish arms for distribution to the States and Territories. There is a bill 
already pending tomake it $600,000, which has been reported back from 
the Committee on the Militia, reducing it to $400,000. That money 
is to be expended for arms to be distributed among the several States 
and Territories. They will be exchanged for unserviceable arms, or 
arms not of the present caliber, returned by the States to the General 
Government. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems we should have very definite information 
on the subject; atleast some idea of just exactly what this is to cost us. 
As to the bill itself, it is very indefinite, although it seems to haye been 
revised by the head of the Ordnance Office. I think, inasmuch as this 
is not a matter of present necessity, it can be safely postponed; and I 
hope, under the circumstances, it will be postponed. 

Mr. BRAGG. If thereis objection we will lay the bill aside for the 

resent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] to move the bill to be laid aside. 

Mr. BRAGG. Very well, then; I will submit the motion the bill be 
laid aside by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and the motion was agreed to. 


STATUE OF MAJ. GEN. JOHN A. RAWLINS. 


Mr. BRAGG. I propose next to call up for present consideration a 
billto which I know no one will object. I move todischarge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the 
statue of Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins from its present location to a site 
to be selected by the Secretary of War. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Reus of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to have the statue of Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins removed from the 
resent location to another site witliin the limits of the city of Washington, D. 

, to be selected by the Secretary of War; and an amount not exceeding $500 is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wishtohear from the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. DIBBLE] in reference to this matter. Has the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds had occasion yet to consider the propo- 
sition which came from the Senate in regard to the monument to Peace 
which was erected by the Navy on the west front of the Capitol, and 
as to the occupation of that space as well as other and corresponding 
ground south for the statues of two famous men? Perhaps the gentle- 
man may think it advisable, if his committee has considered that meas- 
ure, to take it up now and act on it in connection with this bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I should be glad to aid the gentleman. 

Mr. DIBBLE® I will state, ra business of that committee has not 
yet reached the consideration of the matter concerning the statue of 
Christopher Columbus, and the statue of the Marquis Lafayette referred 
to that committee by the House. It hasonly recently come over from 
the Senate, and therefore I can not say anything for the committee 
on that subject. Iam not prepared to introduce any amendment on 
that subject at present. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 


The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


PURCHASE OF LAND NEAR SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


Mr. BRAGG. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7183) to authorize the purchase of a certain tract of land 
near San Antonio, Tex. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and is, authorized and directed 
to purchase and to acquire a valid title to, for the United States, a certain tract of 
land lying in the Werte of Bexar, in the State of Texas, near the city of San 
Antonio, eure Aaa 310 acres, more or less,and being the same now held by 
the United States for a drill-ground undera rental contract with John H. Kamp- 
mann, and dated July 1, 1885. 

Sec. 2, That in order to make said purchase and to acquire said title the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is authorized rand directed to pay, upon the order of the 
Secretary of War, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
printed. U the sum of $5,000, which is hereby appropriated, for the purpose of pur- 
chasing and acquiring a valid title to said tract of land. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL BARRACKS AT NATIONAL HOMES. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up the bill (H. R. 5401) making appro- 
priations for additional barracks at the Southern, Northwestern, and 
Western branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I suggest to the gentleman from Wisconsin that, in- 
asmuch as he has all day to-morrow, it is time to adjourn. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. This is the last bill to be called up to-night 
before adjournment. 

Mr. BRAGG. After this I will make the motion myself. 

I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill and that it be con- 
sidered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That the sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasur: uy not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, under the 
direction of the Board of Managers, in the construction and equipment of ad- 
ditional barracks or quarters for disabled west- 
ern, and Western branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers, located at Hampton, Milwaukee, and Leavenworth, respectively. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The later motion was agreed to. . 

And then, on motion of Mr. BRAGG (at 10 0’clock and 35 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


veterans at the Southern, North 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: - 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of David Doneberger, late of Com: ag. fe 
Seventeenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, for a pension; 
pension claim 540880, House bill No. 7561)—to the Committe on Te 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of the Cambria County (Penn- 

sylvania) Medical Association, asking for such liberal appropriations as 

will enable the National Board of Health to renew and prosecute its 
beneficent work in a manner commensurate with the magnitude of the 
interests involved—to the Committee on-Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of officers and members of the 
Bucks County Agricultural Society, in favor of a bill placing the man- 
ufacture and sale of imitation butter under control of the Internal 
Revenue Commissioner, and taxing it 10 cents per pound—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Charles Griffin and Mary Field, of the Society of 
Friends, in favor of peace policy toward Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorial of Grange No. 141, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, praying for adequate protection for dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same, protesting against the admission of agricult- 
ural raw material free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of John Jones, for removal of charge of 
desertion—to the C ‘mmittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HIRES: Protest from Grange No. 11, of Vineland, N. J., 
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against admitting free of duty wool, tobacco, rice, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. > 

Also, memorial of the same, praying for legislation to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of 49 business men of Macon, Miss., asking 
for the enactment of House bill 1621, relieving commercial travelers 
from State and local license laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Resolutions of the Workingmen’s P. ive Asso- 
ciation of Council Bluffs, Iowa, in favor of the establishment of a de- 
partment of labor and other purposes—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of Charles T. Hamilton, of Washington 
County, Maryland, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hagerstown, Md., in behalf of the Na- 
tional Board of Health—to thé Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Miss Catherine Carroll, for allow- 
ance of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition ofgitizens of Michigan, favoring abrogation of treaty 
with Hawaii—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of State board of health of Mis- 
souri, Dr. George Homan, secretary, requesting liberal appropriations 
for National Board of Health—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OSBORNE : Resolutions of the State and Territorial com- 
missioners at the American Exposition at New Orleans opposing House 
bill No. 4864—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and 
Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Sylvanus Smith & Co. and other 
ship-owners, of Gloucester, in favor of the bill for protection of mackerel 
fishery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT : Petition of soldiers and sailors of Oil City, Pa., 
urging the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. J. B. WEAVER to pro- 
vide for payment to soldiers and sailors difference between money re- 
ceived by them and value of standard coin—to the Committee on War 
Claims. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Miller’sStation, Crawford County, Penn- 
sylvania, urging the of laws restricting liquor traflic—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, memorial of Granges Nos. 89 and 764, protesting against the 
DADUA and sale of counterfeit butter—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

Also, memorial of the same, protesting against the admission of agri- 
pag raw materials free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, fsa of citizens of Warren County and of Phillipsville, Pa., 
urging the passage of bill to restrict the manufacture and sale of coun- 
terfeit butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Memorial of Grange No. 328, and of grange 
signed by John E. Santee, master, of Pennsylvania, asking for legisla- 
tion to suppress the manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy prod- 
ucts, &c.—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the sme, against the admission to our ports free 
of duty of all agricultural raw materials, such as wool, &c.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Yearly Meeting of Friends, 
of New York, relative to the rights of Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of Granges Nos. 782 and 248, of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of legislation to suppress the manufacture and sale 
of all imitations of dairy products—to the Commitice on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 248, of Pennsylvania, against placing 
wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugar, &c., on the free-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition and papers in relation to House bill 8247, for relief of 
Anthony MeMonigle, Company G, Eleventh Regiment United States 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Resolutions of the Mahoning Wool-Grow- 
ers’ Association, opposing the pending tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. soy? 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Memphis, Tenn., to prevent the tax on traveling salesmen—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of citizens of Whately, Mass., in favor 

-of the ge of a law regulating the sale of imitation of butter—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Papers relating to pension claim of Samantha 
Waiker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of citizens of Fulton County, 
Tino, for passage of bill to tax oleomargarine—to the Committee on 

iculture, 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 

uiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of citizens of Cherokee County, Kansas. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 5, 1886. - 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of the Treasury, transmitting letters from the 
Supervising Architect of that Department in regard to appropriations 
for repairs of the mint building at New Orleans, La., and the custom- 
house at Buffalo, N. Y.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
secretary of Utah Territory, forwarding, as required by sections 1844 and 
1850 of the Revised Statutes, two copies of the laws of that Territory 
enacted by the twenty-seventh session of the Legislative Assembly; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


REPORT OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY BUREAU. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Public Printer; which was read, as follows: 


OFFICE or PUBLIC PRINTER, 
4 Washington, D. C., May 5, 1556. 
Sır: Ihave the honor to acknowl e the receipt of the following resolution: 

‘Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he hereby is, directed to inform 
the Senate the cause of the delay in furnishing to Co for distribution the 
50,000 copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry as au- 
thorized by the joint resolution approved July 5,1834," and in answer thereto 
I beg to say that, in ordering the 50,000 copies of the first report on animal in- 
dustry, Congress failed to make the necessary appropriation with which to exe- 
cute the order. Such being the case, the cost must necessarily be charged to 
the general appropriation for Congress. 

The general appropriation for the present fiscal year was reduced £250,000 be- 
low the previous appropriation for long session, and $426,107 below the esti- 
mates of this office. 

The press facilities of this office are not sufficient to doall the printing ordered, 
and work on a number of reports was necessarily postponed, among them this 
one. With the reduced appropriation the pressescan not run extra, and I have 
been compelled, first, to provide the current work for Congressand the Depart- 
ments and print such reports as could be reached thereafter. 

I did print a small edition for the accommodation of the Department of Agri- 
culture (as in several other cases), and the deliveries were as follows: Senate, 
2,516; Department of Agriculture, 4,333; House of Representatives, 472. 

There is one paragraph in the circular of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
upon this subject, which was laid before the Senate and printed in the Conarns- 
SIONAL RECORD on the 4th instant, which requires explanation. Hesays: ` 

“IT deem it my duty to state these facts in order to relieve this department of 
any responsibility for what seems to be an unreasonable and unwarranted delav 
in the delivery of a report which magia Hae provided for nearly two years ago.” 

It is true that Congress did order this work printed, but it is equally true that 
no special appropriation was made therefor; hence it will be observed that the 
Commissioner's statement that ‘Congress provided for” its publication is mis- 
leading, pes calculated to do this office an injustice, which of course was unin- 
tentional. 

The Public Printer intends tocomply with the law, and will not exceed appro- 
priations, and if orders are made for which no by Se appropriation is provided, 
such printing must inevitably wait until it can reached from the general ap- 
propriation for Congress, 

In conclusion, therefore, I beg to say that the first report on animal industry 
has not been completed because— 

First. No special appropriation was made for its Eppes ete was the case 
of the second ann report of the same work; an 

Second. The general eae he mys was reduced $250,000 as compared with 
the previous long session, and $126,107 less than the estimates for the year (being 
the same amount as was provided for the short session of Co: with four 
months’ less expenditure for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and other current 
Congressional work), which, with the limited press facilities, made it absolutely 
necessary to postpone printing the first report. 

It should be remembered that a certain sum of the general appropriation is 
allotted for the yarious Executive Departments, and that the current printin 
for the Pes d use of Congress and its committees must have precedence over all 
annual and other reports. The reduction of the appropriation without a cor- 
responding reduction of the orders for printing inevitably leads to the post- 
ponement of the work. 

I have been very much embarrassed by this state of affairs, and have en- 
deavored to oblige Congress and all the Departments of the Government. In- 
stead of a reduction of printing, the demands upon this office during this ses- 
sion are much larger than ever before. 

I am, sir, with respect, your obedient servant, 
8. P. ROUNDS, Public Printer. 

Hon, Jonny SHERMAN, 

President of the Senate pro tempore. 


Mr. MANDERSON. This communication from the Public Printer 
is in response to a resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL], who I see is absent. I therefore ask that it lie on 
the table until he shall return, for such disposition as he shall see fit to 


su t. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The Chair thinks it is the desire of 
the Senator from Missouri that the communication shall be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If he so suggested, I make no objection to that 
reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the commu- 
nication will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER. It will be printed ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed under the rule, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the statue of Maj. 
Gen. John A. Rawlins from its present location to a site to be selected 
by the Secretary of War; 

A bill (H. R. 661) granting the right of way through the Fort Selden 
military reservation, in New Mexico, to the Rio Grande, Mexico and 
Pacific Railroad Company; 

A bill (H. R. 985) authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer the 
United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., to the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural and Mechanical College at said place for 
educational purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1341) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Natchez, Miss. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3440) making an appropriation to construct a macad- 
amized road from the United States barracks in Saint Bernard Parish, 
Louisiana, to the national military cemetery at Chalmette, in said 


> 

A bill (H. R. 5401) making appropriations for additional barracks at 
the Southern, Northwestern, and Western branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 

A bill (H. R. 7183) to authorize the purchase of a certain tract of 
Jand near San Antonio, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and to de- 
fine the duties and liabilities of ‘‘general-service clerks” and ‘‘gen- 
eral-service messengers’’ in the Army; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 112) for the relief of the estate of the late 
James G. Wintersmith, late Doorkeeper of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

5 bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certifi- 
cates of disch: to certain members of the Missouri Home Guards; 

A bill (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United 
States Military Academy; and: 

A bill (S. 1471) to remove the charge of desertion from the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the Army against cer- 
tain soldiers. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of dairymen and butter-makers 
of Berks County, Pennsylvania, praying that all imitations of butter 
be taxed 10 cents a pound; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of Granges No. 787, No. 484, No. 780, 
No. 194, No. 248, No. 362, No. 788, No. 562, and No. 55, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the admission free 
of duty of all agricultural raw materials; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Granges No. 787, No. 484, No. 191, 
No. 780, No. 248, No. 362, No, 788, and No. 562, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and 
sale of all imitation dairy products; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Patrons of Husbandry of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of all 
imitation dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Patrons of Husbandry of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of all agricult- 
ural raw materials; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a petition of the American Colonization 
Society, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be made for the pur- 

of making an’examination of that portion of the African coast 
which lies between the coast of Liberia and the Niger River. The pe- 
tition was prepared, as I am informed, by Mr. Justice Strong, formerly 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, and as it is very condensed 
and the facts are all presented in a concise form, I will ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD or read at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the petition presented by him be printed in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 

The Chair hears none, and that order will be made, 

The petition is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: : 

‘The memorial of the American Colonization Society respectfully represents: 

Without entering into the history of the society, it is assamed that your hon- 
orable body is aware that in 1821 it succeeded in establishing on the west coast 
of Africa the colony of Liberia; which, increasing year after year in numbers 
and extent of territory, became strong enough in 1847 to declare its inde d- 
ence, and has since been recognized by the United States and the civi gov- 
ernments of Europe as a member of the family of nations, 

Established, originally, *to promote and execute a plan for colonizing, with 
their own consent, the free colored people of the United States in Africa,” the 
functions of the society, in this ceased to be liar when slavery ceased ; 
and it has since existed "to aid the colonization of Africa by voluntary emigra- 
tion, and to promote there the extension of Christianity and civilization.” 


In this work your memorialists have an interest, due to the origin of 
Liberia and to their sympathy with its peo e; but your memorialists ese greg 
fully suggest the interest of the Un ted States in the growth of Liberia in 
po on and extent is greater still. 

‘ormerly England stood alone in African exploration; to-day France, Ger- 
many, um, Austria, Holland, Italy, Spain, and Portugal are engaged in the 
work. All are prompted, if not impelled, by the necessity of finding new mar- 
kets for the ever-increasing surplus of manufacturing industry. 

It is very true that, with the vast territory and increasing iy yor rs of the 
United States, the necessity of seeking new markets beyond its borders may 
not exist here as in European nations, or not to the same extent. But this ex- 
ception can not last forever. Even now there are signs that new markets are 
needed by our manufacturers and for our laborers; and it is s that it is 
by no means too soon to make available, by exploration of the interior of Li- 
beria, the sponto to new markets that philanthropy has afforded since 1821, 

There is in the interior of Liberia a fertile and thickly inhabited country, 
which can be brought into closer communication with the coast line of the re- 
public, extending from the British colony of Sierra Leone to the Rio San Pedro, 
east of Ee Palmas, a distance of between four and five hundred miles. 

It is to this country extending northwardly to the Niger at Timbuctoo, and 
including the headwaters of that great river, that Liberia affords an access, the 
advant: of which are peculiar to the United States, not by virtue of any 
treaty stipulation, but through the natural sympathy of the Liberian people, to 
whom the United States is the mother country to which they are to look for 
that increase of population which is alone wanting to the development of their 
power, and which emigration from this country can alone supply, ‘ 

Apart, however, from the commercial view of the subject, your memorialists 
res fully suggest that the benefit that would accrue to Liberia should, of it- 
self, be more than sufficient to induce Congress to authorize the exploration in 
question.. From the nning, the feeling between the United States and the 
people of Liberia and their government has been that of sympathy and con- 
sideration, dating back from the time when Mr. Monroe found that the existence 
of the society’s colony would enable him to meet the requirements of the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1819, which required negroes, recaptured from slave- 
ships by United States vessels, to be restored to their native country, and in- 
duced him to furnish means without which the colony might never have existed 
or have been indefinitely postponed. 

It was manifested again in 1846, when Mr. Upshur, then Secretary of State, 
defined the relations between the colonists and the United States on the occa- 
sion of a dispute in regard to the right of the Liberian authorities to enforce the 
revenue laws of the colony in a particular case against a British vessel. Hethen 
wrote to Mr. Fox, the British minister: “ Althongh no apprehension is enter- 
tained that the British Government meditates a wrong to this interesting settle- 
ment, yet the occasion is deemed a fit one for making known, beyond a simple 
answer to your inquiries, in what light it is regarded by the people and Govern- 
mentof the United States. It isdue to Her Majesty's Government that I should 
inform you that this Government regards it as yore hae) a peculiar position 
and as possessing os claims to the friendly consideration of all Christian 
powers; that the Government will atall times be red to interpose oe 
offices to prevent any en: t by the colony upon the just rights of any 
nation, and that it would be very unwilling to see it despoiled of its territory 
rightfully acquired, or improperly restrained in the exercise of its necessary 
rights and powers as an independent nation.” 

Although in the forty years that have since elapsed great changes have taken 
ie in other respects, there has been no change in the feeling that inspired 

Ir. Upshur’s letter; and it is only recently that the United States accepted the 
ition of umpire in a dispute between gland and Liberia in regard to the 
undary between the republic and the colony of Sierra Leone. 

It is with a strong reliance upon the feeling thus manifested during so many 
years, as well as n the commercial interests of the United States, that your 


memorialists ask Congress for an gray Ap of $25,000, to be expended un- 
der the sanction of the Secretary of the Navy, for making explo: ns on the 


west coast of Africa, and from Liberia into the interior of the continent. 
JNO. H. B. LATROBE, President, 
WILLIAM STRONG, Chairman. 
PETER PARKER, 
CHARLES C. NOTT, 
REGINALD FENDALL, 
THOMAS G. ADDISON, 
B. SUNDERLAND, 
W. W. GODDING, 
Executive Committee, 

WM. COPPINGER, 

Secrelary and Treasurer American Colonization Socicty, 

CoLonizaTIon Rooms, Washington, D. C., 1886. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask the reference of the petition to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and I present to accompany it certain pam- 
phlets explanatory of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition and accompanying 
pa: will be so referred. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of H. A. Barton and other citi- 
zens of Pittsfield and Dalton, in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the passage of the bill introduced in the House by Hon. W. L. 
Scort, of Pennsylvania, and in the Senate by Hon. WARNER MILLER, 
of New York, for a tax of 10 cents a pound onall imitations of butter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MAHONE presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Peters- 
burg, Va., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of Sarah L. Brookfield, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for an increase of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1935) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of War to enlarge, repair, and complete certain military 
quarters and barracks in Wyoming Territory and in the State of Ne- 
braska, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 776) granting arrears of pension to Catherine Lani- 
gan, moved its indefinite nement, which was agreed to; and he 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2349) granting a pension 
to Catherine Lanigan; which was read twice by its title, 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4177 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1796) for the relief of Charles E. Maris, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4699) granting a pension to Martin Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. 1560) for the relief of Evaline A. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1707) granting a pension to Elijah P. Hensley; and 

A bill (H. R. 5328) granting a pension to Noah Hoffman. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (S. 1201) granting a pension to Louise Ambrecht, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 962) touching the grade of com- 
mander in the Navy and to correct an crror in relation to an appoint- 
ment therein, to report it adversely. is 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask the Senator from South Carolina if 
that is the bill adversely acted upon by the committee this morning 
relative to the restoration of a commander? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I hope the Senator will allow it to be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The bill 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 980) granting the right of way to the Cinnabar and Clarke’s 
Fork Railroad Company, have instructed me to report it back with 
amendments. That bill was taken from the Calendar, having been 
reported by the Committee on Railroads and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. I have been instructed by a majority of that commit- 
tee to ask that the bill be restored to the position it occupied on the 
Calendar before it was referred to the Committee on Territories, so that 
it shall not lose its position. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Carolina, that this bill be placed on the Cal- 
endar in the position it formerly occupied before it was referred to the 
Committee on Territories? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On Senate bill No. 980, reported by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, on behalf of the majority of the Committee on 
Territories, I submit the views of the minority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The views of the minority will be 
printed with the report of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 250) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States steamer Ashuelot, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of Alfred McMurtie, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


RECLAMATION OF TEXAS AND MEXICAN STOCK. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred a resolution pertaining to our relations 
with Mexico in respect to cattle-ownership on the border, to report back 
a substitute for the resolution, and I ask that it be immediately con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the boundary line between the Republics of the United States and 
Mexico in much of its length divides a grazing and stock-growing country, 
which lies on each side thereof; and 

Whereas horses and cattle may and do cross said line at will, the same inter- 
posing no obstruction thereto; and 

Whereas, in the absence of some treaty provision between the two countries 
for the reclamation of stock thus crossing said boundary line, the citizens of the 
two countries are liable to become embroiled: 

Therefore, for the purpose of averting such complications as in consequence 
thereof may ensue between the two countries, 

Resol as the of the Senate, That it is desirable that some arran; 
mentbe made with the Government of Mexico on the subject adequate to the 
repression of the evil aforesaid and promotive of peace and good-will between 
S BERSE Hit copy ofthe foreglng rest 

at a copy oi e foregoing resolution be tfully tra: itt 
to the President of the. United States. a Serene enemas 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2350) granting an increase of 
on to Peter Casserleigh; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to James 
Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2352) for the relief of Royal E. 
Dake; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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The substitute will be read. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to 
William Barden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2354) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Philo B. Buckingham; which.was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2355) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward R. Shubrick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2356) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Keffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2357) to incorporate the 
Potomae and Chesapeake Steam Navigation Company; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2358) to amend the law relating to 
international extradition; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 2359) in relation to claims arising 
under the provisions of the captured and abandoned property acts, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2360) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Leopold Herzig; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ? 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2361) granting a pension to Louis Heidel; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 3 

Mr. MAHONE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, making an appropriation of 
$20,000 to enable the Secretary of War to lay a submarine cable from 
Cape Charles to Cape Henry; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


THE PASSPORT CHARGE. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution and ask for its present 
consideration, and I will say one word about it: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be,and he is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate what necessity, if dny, exists for the continuance of the present 
charge for passports to citizens of the United States desiring to visit foreign 
countries, and whether in his opinion the charge now made can be reduced or 
dispensed with without detriment to the public service. e 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BECK. I might have introduced a bill for this purpose, but I 
was not sure that it would be wise to do so without information. Look- 
ing at the matters we have been considering for the last few days, es- 
pecially the expedition of our mails to Tampa and our connections with 
Cuba and the probable building up of trade with other islands, I did. 
not see why we ought to charge each of our citizens $5 for the privi- 
lege of going there, he paying, of course, the charge of $4 for vis¢ing 
our passports, in regard to which we can, perhaps, negotiate. I think 
we ought to see if we can not dispense with that charge at least. Under 
one of our standing laws our people have to pay $5 for each passport. 
The object of the resolution is to see if there is any reason why the law 
should not be repealed. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CONDITION OF COLORED PEOPLE. 


Mr. CULLOM. If there is no further morning business, I ask that 
the regular order may be proceeded with. 

Mr. LOGAN. Before we proceed with the unfinished business I de- 
sire to makeaninquiry. I introduceda bill early in the session, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, providing for 
a commission to inquire into the condition of the colored people of the 
South. I have not been able to get the bill reported back, and I ask 
the chairman of the committee whether it can not be reported back to 
the Senate. I desire to have a report upon it one way or the other, so 
that I may have the action of the Senate on the bill before it gets too 
late, This is the second Congress at which I have introduced a bill of 
a similar character, and I did it with the desire to have the action of 
the Senate upon it. I hope the chairman of the committee will have 
the question decided in committee and have it reported to the Senate 
so that action may be taken upon it. 

Mr. BLAIR. When the bill came to the Committee on Education 
and Labor it was referred to a subcommittee, who have not as yet re- 
ported. I do not see the chairman of the subcommitteein the Cham- 
ber at this time. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] is the 
chairman of the subcommittee. I do not know why there should not 
be action upon it, and I will remind the subcommittee, and perhaps 
the Senator from Illinois will do so himself. 

Mr. LOGAN. I shall be very glad to do so. - I did not know who 
the subcommittee were. I shall be very glad to notify them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have myself spoken to them in regard to the matter. 
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Mr. LOGAN. I am anxious about it, for I am receiving a great 
many letters of inquiry in reference to the measure, and I do not want 
to have it understood that it is my fault that the bill does not come be- 
fore the Senate. - : 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis not the Senator’s fault, but the fault of the gen- 
eral pressure of business rather than anything 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 3d instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 231) granting a pension to Jennette 8. Kent; 

An act (S. a3 granting a pension to Isaac N. Minshall; 

An act (S. 813) granting a pension to Miss Rebecca Miller; and 

An act (S. 1487) toestablish two additional land districts in the State 
of Nebraska. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate com- 
merce, the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. CAMDEN, 
in section 4, line 5, after the word ‘‘direction,’’ to strike out ‘‘and 
from the same original point of departure;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or 
property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer dis- 
tance over the same line, in the same d on. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment? 

Mr. BECK. That amendment has been debated very largely, and 
there are not many Senators present now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair is advised that the yeas 
and nays have been ordered on the pending amendment. 

Mr. BECK. It seems to me that before the vote is taken upon that 
important subject, which is perhaps the most important in the bill, a 
little more notice ought to be given to the Senate in order to have it a 
little fuller than it is now. e Senator from Illinois will see the 
propriety of my suggestion. Can not the bill be proceeded with until 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] comes in, and defer 
action on the amendment until that time. E 

Mr. CULLOM. I have the impression that the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] desires to address the Senate on this particular 
subject. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that may be done now. ; 

Mr..CULLOM. If he is prepared to proceed now, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I should like to hear him; and if not, we shall pass over the 
amendment until the mover of it comes in. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr, President, if I need an apology for addressing 
the Senate in opposition to the amendment offered by the Senator from 


West Virginia it must be found in the great popular interest which in-’ 


vests this subject, and in my sincere belief that the amendmentis vicious 
in principle and strikes iarly at the welfare of the producers of the 
West. Theimportance of the subject can not be overestimated or over- 
stated. The bill is a proposition to regulate commerce among the sev- 
eral States. This commerce is in a large sense the strength and pros- 
perity of our people. Perhaps the growth of this country is not in any 
way more clearly traceable than in the development of our railway sys- 
tem. When we remember that in 1830 there were only 23 miles of rail- 
way in operation in the United States and that to-day there are 126,000 
miles, a little over one-fourth of the railway mil of the entire habi- 
table globe, and that most of the railway corporations are incorporated 
by States and exist under State laws, we see at once something of the 
magnitude of the subject and of the difficulty of properly treating it. 

That the railway carrier has been and will continue to be a prime 
factor in the growth and prosperity of the country, and in a substantial 
sense necessary to our comfort and happiness as a people none will 
deny. We hear much nowadays, in an undiscriminating way, of past 
railway consolidations. Excluding the consolidation of competing lines 
which, in whatever guise accomplished, is a crime against the people; 
the consolidations of the past have not beenanevil. The development 
of our railway system, which to-day is the model of the world, brought 
inevitably under the operation of natural laws consolidation of capital 
and franchises. It was natural that short lines of railway should be 
brought in this wise into long lines under strong management. And 
it has been in the public interest that the short lines of railway in the 
hands of weak and struggling corporations have given way, through 
consolidation in different forms, to the long lines of to-day under strong 
centralmanagement. Such consolidation hasmade possible the through 
bill of lading, has given to the country efficient railway service from 
State to State and from ocean to ocean, and has been and is to-day a 
popular benefit. 

But the railway corporations of the United States, mostly created 
as I have said by the States, clothed by State islatures with gener- 
ous franchises and almost with unlimited power, holding in their grasp 
practically the absolute dominion over the commerce of the States, shel- 
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tering themselves for very many years, as they supposed they might, 
behind the Dartmouth College decision, thinking they were beyond the 
reach of the people and above the reach of legislative interference, as 
they grew in strength grew in tyranny, until it became necessary for 
the Legislatures of many States, in self-defense, to lay the heavy hand 
of the law upon them, not to cripple them in the exercise of the t 
functions with which they were clothed, but to teach them that Ste 
essential sense they were a public instrumentality and must consult. 
and subserye the public interest. 

So it has come about that in at least twenty-six States of this Union 
(and I wonder that there are any exceptions) there is railroad legislation 
guarding against discriminations and, as far as may be, against injus- 
tice upon the part of railway corporations to the people. That such 
legislation in all the States been productive of great good, I think 
no man representing any of those States will deny. 

But under the Constitution of the United States, as every one knows, 
the States could not regulate these corporations or control them except 
as to traffic confined within the bordersofthe State. Traflic from one 
State to another. State was entirely beyond the reach of State legisla- 
tion. So that the railway corporations, nearly all of which are engaged 
in interstate commerce, were bound by law only as to purely State 
traffic, and they have been left to their own sweet will as to the great 
volume of the traffic from State to State. 

It is not open to dispute that the people of the country, realizing the 
wonderful growth of these corporations and their almost limitless power 
to-day over ‘‘the commerce among the several States,” long weary of 
tolerating evils which have grown up unchecked, demand of Congress 
that it shall exercise the power vested in it by the Constitution, and 
beyond the jurisdiction of the States, by the enactment of some law 
which shall place under control and fair regulation the railway corpo- 
rations engaged in such commerce. - 

Many Legislatures, I think, have invoked by memorial the exercise 
of this power, and both of the great political parties are in the most sol- 
emn way committed to it. 

The limits within which Congress may constitutionally act are quite 
well settled, and I venture to assert that the failure of this Congress to 
act upon the subject would arouse popular disappointment and indig- 
nation. The people have not, however, as I understand it, demanded 
any specific measure. They fully appreciate the difficulties which en- 
viron the subject, and which render, in the very nature of things, the 
exercise of this great power at the outset tentative and experimental. 
It can not be expected, keeping in view the multiplicity, almost infinite, 
of combinations and conditions and elements and vicissitudes and in- 
terests which surround and enterinto the transportation question, that 
there should come from this Congress an interstate-commerce law per- 
fect in its scope and detail, nordo the people expect us to come to this 
subject with curses upon our lips or bitterness in our hearts. 

The popular demand has in it no element of unfriendliness to the rail- 
way carriers of the country, nor any desire to oppress or harass them. 
They are too useful and too necessary for that; but the demand is, and 
it is a just demand, which must be heeded, that the calmest and best 
thought of Congress shall be given to the enactment of a law in which 
shall be plainly formulated the general principles clearly essential to 
the public protection, with elastic provisions as to detail, so that the 
law, while protecting against unjust discrimination, shall not itself un- 
justly discriminate. 

I have read with great care the report of the committee charged by 
Congress with investigation of this subject. I can not doubt that the 
country will appreciate the great labor and patience and ability with 
which the committee has conducted the investigation, and the distin- 
guished chairman of the committee may well be proud that the measure 
formulated and reported by his committee bears his name, for, except 
that I doubt the wisdom of section 4, the bill, as a whole, has my hearty 
support. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] proposes by his 
amendment to incorporate in this bill, as I understand it, what is sub- 
stantially a provision that under no circumstances shall the railway 
carrier engaged in interstate commerce charge more for a short haul 
than for a long haul on the same line and in the same direction. I do 
not doubt in the slightest his sincerity in proposing this amendment, 
or that he believes its enactment into law would subserve the general 
interest, but I feel bound to say that in my ju ent it would be a 
grave mistake for Congress to embody it in any law passed upon the 
subject. 

I do not doubt the existence of the evils of which the Senator com- 
plains and of which other Senators complain. I do not suppose there 
is a member of this body who does not know of instances of gross dis- 
crimination by railway carriers, and it would be somewhat strange if 
it were otherwise, but I think without the amendment pro by 
the Senator from West Virginia, either in the form in which he has 
pro it, or in any form, the bill, fairly considered, contains provis- 
ions which will, if properly enforced, afford reasonable safeguards to 
the people and constitute an efficient corrective of the evils complained 
of. I think the discussion elicited by the long-haul short-haul propo- 
sition has led Senators to underestimate the strength and importance 
of the general provisions of the bill. 
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The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer] the other day, speaking 
of the general clauses of the bill to which the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MILLER] referred, ridiculed them as ‘‘ general-utility ” clauses 
of little or no significance. Let me read two of the sections of the bill. 
The first one is this: 

All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property as afo: , or in conn therewith, or for 


the receiving, delivering, storage, or handling of such property, shall be reason- 
able and just, ‘ 


I desire,in passing, to suggest to the chairman of the committee 
whether this does not need amendment in order to bring a 
violation of it within the penal section of the bill. Section 7, which is 
the penal section, imposes the penalty only against the doing, &c., ot 
‘acts, matters, and things in this act declared to be unlawful.” This 
being a penal section its Jan would doubtless be strictly con- 
strued, and as a violation of the clause requiring just and reasonable 
charges, before read, is not in terms ‘‘declared to be unlawful,” it is 
doubtful whether such a violation by a railway carrier, even if willful, 
would be held to subject the carrier to criminal prosecution. I there- 
fore suggest, in order to bring it beyond any possible question within 
the scope of the section, and to punish by criminal prosecution 
willful violation, the addition of the words ‘‘and any unjust or unrea- 
sonable charge for any such service is hereby prohibited and declared 
to be unlawful.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishall not take the time to explain at present the 
reason why the bill is in the shape it is, as indicated by the Senator, 
but I will do so after the Senator has concluded his remarks, and will 
then submit the amendment to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that amendment to the Senator and will 
offer it hereafter. In connection with the provision which I first read 
requiring charges to be justand reasonable, I desire to call attention to 
section 3, which provides— 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the provisions of 
this act, to make or give any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage 
to any particular person, company, firm, corporation, or locality, or any particu- 
lar description of traffic, in any respect 
person, company, firm, corporation, or locality, or an 
traffic, to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or d 
whatsoever. 


Now Iask the Senator from West Virginia whether the clause against 
extortion and this section 3 which prohibits any undue or unreason- 
able preference or advantage as between persons, firms, localities, and 
different kindsof traffic will not, if enforced, bring into the law a shield 
. against the discrimination, extortion, and injustice to which he and 
others refer which would in all human probability upon fair trial be 
found adequate ? 

I know that this bill does not add in these respects to the common- 
law duty of the carrier upon the subject, and I believe I may say, con- 
fidently expecting the approval of Senators, that the common-law duty 
and liability of the earrier, if rigidly enforced in this country, would 
be found ample protection to the people against extortion and unjust 
discrimination of every kind by common carriers. 

Mr. CAMDEN. When you are ready I desire to answer the inter- 


whatsoever, or to subject any particular 
particular description of 
vantage in any respect 


rogatory. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CAMDEN. By the express provisions of the fourth section you 
legalize the right of the railroad to charge more for a shorter haul than 
a longer haul by the limitation. The provision is: 

That it shall be unlawfal for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the gate for the transportation of passengers or 
property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than fora longer dis- 
tance over the same line, in the same direction— 

You then limit it by saying— 
and from the same original point of departure. 


There you give the express authority to this commission to limit it, 
and the commission is bound under the act to limit it from the same 
point of departure, and can not exercise the discretion mentioned by 
the Senator to extend it to other points. You limit it there, and you 
expressly provide for discrimination for a shorter over a longer haul. 

Mr.SPOONER. TheSenatormisapprehends my question, and there- 
fore does not answer it. The proposition which I make is that the 
clauses I have read, although nothing more than declaratory of the com- 
mon law, will, if rigidly enforced, guard against almost every conceiv- 
able just complaint to which the Senator from West Virginia alludes. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Ifthe Senator is willing that these discriminations 
shall be provided for and claims that they are provided for in the bill, 
why does he object to making it plainand simple by allowing the pro- 
vision to be inserted in the fourth section ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will come to that. The Senator does not appre- 
hend my position. I freely admit that in this country the common- 
law duty of the carrier has been greatly disregarded. Iadmit that the 
enactment by Legislature after Legislature of the common law upon the 
subject, but leaving to the aggrieved citizen the duty of vindicating in 
the courts his common-law rights, has been utterly futile as a shield 
against wrong by the carrier. 
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And if the committee had been content with simply incorporating in 
the bill, as they have done in very perfect language, the safeguards 
which the common law throws around the shipper, you might as well 
write the words of these clauses in the sand, within the tide line, ex- 
pecting to find them there next year, as to write them in the statute 
expecting them to be any protection to the citizen; or, as Rufus Choate 
once beautifully said in this Chamber, *‘ You were as wisely employed 
in writing them upon the clouds of the summer evening’s western sky, 
in the dream of seeing them carried around the world in the train of 
the next day’s sun, as to write them in a statute depending upon their 
enforcement at the suit of the citizen whois injured by their violation.” 

The explanation of the utter inefficiency of the common-law duty 
and liability of the carrier as a protection to the people is familiar to 
every Senator. The grievances of the individual shipper are as a rule, 
each considered by itself, trifling in amount, and the citizen has in al- 
most every instance been reluctant to engage in a litigation with a rail- 
way corporation to vindicate, for so small a sum, his rights under the 
common law or under statutes simply declaratory of the common law. 
Under the practice laws of the States the railway corporations have been 
enabled, and they have not been slow to avail themselves of the right, 
to protract such litigation by continuances, appeals, and otherwise, 
thereby rendering it burdensome and expensive. The sum involved 
being small, even success at the end of a long litigation was to the com- 
plainant defeat. 

There has been another reason more potent still: Few shippers have 
dared to venture upon a litigation with a railway corporation in or- 
der to invoke in the courts the common-law protection. Why? Be- 
cause the railway company, through its freight agents, through its sys- 
tem of rebates, through its power of discrimination, through its abso- 
lute dominion over the business of a place and over the business of its 
people, has had it in it its power—I will venture tosay sometimes exer- 
cised—to visit condign and swift punishment upon men who dared to 
invoke the protection of the courts to secure them in the enjoyment 
of the rights vouchsafed by the common law orstatutes merely declara- 
tory. Not only because of the expense, not only because of the delay, 
but because of their absolute fear of ruin in their business by favorit- 
ism, by discrimination in numberless ways, few men have dared toem- 
barlggn that litigation with a railway company. 

Under such circumstances it is not surprising, and the fact has been 
within the observation of every Senator, that in the great mass of in- 
stances the common-law remedy of the citizen has been unavailing, and 
the carrier has gone exempt from the performance of its common-law 
duty. So that if these clauses stood alone in the bill, apart from the 
peculiar provisions for their enforcement, I should not hesitate to de- 
nounce them as idle words. But the bill goes beyond that. The bill 
puts strength and virility into the common-law principles for the pro- 
tection of the shipper. How? It puts the whole strength and power 
of the United States behind them. 

It provides that any man and any community whose rights are 
trenched upon by the violation of either of these provisions may com- 
plain to the board of commissioners. It is made the duty of the com- 
missioners to investigate it, upon notice to the railway company guilty 
of the alleged violation of law. It is made the duty of the commis- 
sion to make a ‘report upon it, to give to the complainants a copy of 
that report, to notify the railway company, which must comply with 
the decision of the « mission within a certain time, and jf the 
railway company is recalcitrant, unwilling to yield obedience to the 
decision of the commission, what then? The citizen whose rights 
have been trenched upon is not remitted to his common-law remedy— 
he is not told to bring his litigation in the courts; not at.all; but the 
decision of the commissioners arrived at upon a thorough investigation, 
with plenary power to examine witnesses and to look at the records and 

pers of the company bearing upon the question, is sent to the district 
attorney of the United States. No matter whether it be a case of 
extortion, of unjust charges at a local station, or “of discrimination 
against a local station, whether in favor of a competitive point or other- 
wise, it is made the duty of the district attorney to commence the 
suit against the offending railway company. 

Not only that, but the burden of proof is changed by this law, and I 
think it is wisely changed. The bill provides that the report of the 
commission shall be prima facie evidence against the railway company 
and in favor of the shipper who has made the complaint. The bill goes 
beyond that in providing for the enforcement by the Government of the 
United States of the common-law duty of the carrier. It provides that 
if the railway company is defeated it shall pay the costs of the prosecu- 
tion, including the witness fees, the costs of the complainant, and the fee 
to the district attorney, and if perchance the railway company should 
be successful, the United States pays the expense of the suit. Theship- 
per whose common-law right is thus sought to be vindicated by the 
Governmentof the United States under the bill isnot inany contingency 
obliged to put into operation the machinery of the law except by com- 
plaining to the commission, or obliged in any contingency to pay the 
expense of the litigation. 

Do you tell me that the common-law provisions incorporated in the 
bill, backed by the power of the Government, relieving the citizen from 
the responsibility of litigation and from its cost, constitute no shield 
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against extortion and discrimination? If incorporated into law it will 
be a new feature of the law of this country. I am not willing yet to 
believe that a commission created by Congress, in the exercise of its 
constitutional power, clothed with this great authority, will not be able 
if they are honest and faithful men, as I have no doubt they will be, 
to enforce the common-law principles in favor of the shipper and in 
favor of localities so as to do away as far as it can be done with the dis- 
crimination of which my friend from West Virginia complains. It is 
not fair to the committee, it is not fair to this bill that Senators shall 
ignore as a means of protection such virile and vigorous provisions of 
law as are those I have read with the powerof the Government behind 
them. That is not all. 

The bill in another section strikes at the root, strikes at the heart of 
a fruitful source of discrimination and outrage by the carriers of this 
country, both in State and interstate commerce. I call the attention 
of the Senate to the Jangange of section 2, and the section is carefully 
drawn; it seems to me almost perfect in its language: 

That if any common carrier shall, directly or indirectly, by any special rate, 
rebate, drawback, or other device, charge, demand, collect, or receive from any 
proa or persons a greater or less compensation for any service rendered, or to 

rendered, in the transportation of passengers or property, subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, than it , demands, collects, or receives from any other 
os or persons for doing for him or them a like and contemporaneous serv- 
in the Sipes. pokes yr of a like kind of traffic under substantially similar cir- 


cumstances and conditions, such common carrier shall be deemed guilty of un- 
just discrimination, which is hereby prohibited and declared to be unlawful. 


Any violation of this prohibition against rebates comes under the 
penalty section of the bill and in addition to that is given a large claim 
for damages, which is to be enforced at the expense of the Government 
and by means of the Government officials to whom I referred a moment 


ago. 
This leaves room for special rates wherever special rates are fair. And 
‘every man who knows anything about the transportation business knows 
that there are circumstances under which special rates are fair and just. 
That section as it is drawn, to my mind, strikes as perfectly as language 
can against that great curse of transportation wherever it exists—mere 
favoritism. Every Senator here knows that it is in the power of railroad 
corporations, a power sometimes exercised, I think, to build up by fa- 
voritism one business at the expense of another in the same commugity. 
It is in their power to make one man prosper, and to bring to another 
man engaged in the same business in the same place ruin, 

This provision, if it becomes a law, takes away from the railroad cor- 
poration that power of favoritism. I have never yet been able to see 
any possible, conceivable defense for the exercise by railway companies 
of suchapower. Ihave never been able to see any reason for inequality 
in service by railway corporations of people situated in the same com- 
munity engaged in the same business. There is to my mind no de- 
fense for it whatever. 

The railway company derives its right to live from the State. It is 
clothed with peculiar powers. It can run its locomotives along the 
streets; it can cross the highways; it scatters fire in every direction 
without any liability, no matter what injury is done, if it only exercises 
due diligence. It is clothed with the supreme right of the people to 
take your property at a price to be fixed by some one other than your- 
selfandagainst yourwill. Itisnecessary thatrailway companies should 

this power, and I think they generally pay for the property they 
take al that it is worth, and perhaps more than it is worth; but they may 
take property the value of which to the owner is not reducible to the 
standard of the dollar. 

There is little property that I know of beyond the reach of condemna- 
tion by the railway corporations under the laws of the country where 
it is necessary that they should take it. They may take your home, 
“the dearest spot on earth’’ to you, in which center the tenderest 
memories of your life, around whose hearth brothers and sisters now 
scattered and gone used to gather, from under whose roof perhaps you 
carried your father and mother to graves under the tree which he planted 
and tended in his early manhood. They havearight to take this from 
you, and they must be clothed with the power of taking it, because 
otherwise the great public interest could not be subserved. 

But, sir,.no corporation clothed in the public interest by the public 
with such powers as these ought to be permitted to use the franchise 
of the carrier to favor in the distribution of its service persons or firms 
or locality, or to discriminate against persons or firms or locality. The 
old formula that ‘‘ equality is equity ’’ is as wise for the government 
of the carrier as it is for the guidance of the chancellor. I think this 
section, drawn as it is against rebates, against special rates, against fa- 
voritism, will be one of great practical importance to the people of this 
country, and will greatly tend to correct the discriminations of which 
the Senator from West Virginia and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
CoNGER] complain. 

This power to give rebates and special rates and other discriminative 
privileges has been, in the hands of the general freight agent and the 
general manager of the railway corporation, a ready and often-used in- 
strument, ample in various ways, and productive of the rate wars which 
have been for the last few years almost the rule in this country between 
contending and competing corporations. 

There has been, if I may be permitted to so remark, too much per- 
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sonality or individuality in the railway management of the country. I 
was told by a distinguished gentleman connected with a great railway, 
a man whose name is a guarantee for the aceuracy and truthfulness of 
what he says, that within the last few years he knew of an instance 
where a single remark from a railway president over a glass of ‘wine at 
a hotel table brought on a war of rates which cost $5,000,000 of reve- 
nues before it was ended. No man can calculate the cost and the loss 
which it brought to shippers and to the people in the region which that 
railway traversed. : 

These constant rate wars have brought into the business, as eve 
one who hears me knows, that most dangerous of all elements to busi- 
ness prosperity, the element of uncertainty. Noman whohas had any- 
thing to buy knew what he ought to pay, because he could not know 
from day to day what the rate of carriage would be. No man who has 
had anything to sell knew what he ought to ask for it, for he could not 
know from day to day what the rate of carriage would be. It may easily 
happen at such a time that two merchants, doing business at the same 
point, might buy of the same firm, at the same prices, a large stock of 

one paying the current rate for transporting them to his place 
of business, the other having the unfair advantage within a fortnight 
of a rate war, which would enable him to sell his stock at prices which, 
while giving him a handsome profit, would ruin his neighbor. That 
is not what can be called healthy competition, no more than the flush 
of fever is the ruddy glow of health. A condition of affairs which leads 
great railway corporations to carry freight and passengers for less than 
it costs is not only destructive to the interests of the stockholders, but 
is Lech pe te in a palpable way, of the interests and business of the 

ple. 

I think this provision, and the tendency it will have to prevent rate 
wars, to take it out of the hands of freight agents to cut under each 
other will tend to the steadiness of rates and to the benefit of the 
ple in every way; will tend to restore what the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
WILSON ] some years ago remarked in a speech opn the subject in the 
Senate as a great railway evil in this country, the decadence of good 
fun in the compacts as to rates, &e., of railway companies with each 
other, 

There is another section of this bill which provides for eag of 
rates. That is new in this country. It provides not only for publicity 
of rates—and it is a step in the right direction, and a long, strong step, 
too—but it provides that railroad companies shall not, having published 
their rates, without notice increase them. Railway companies will be 
very slow to enter upon rate wars, they will be very slow to bring dis- 
order and uncertainty into the business of the country by reducing their 
rates below what is right and fair and just to stockholders and to the 
people, if they are prohibited from putting their rates back again at 
will. 


This committee has stricken out of the bill a provision which was in 
it when it was first introduced, and which, with a qualification pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELLT, I think should 
be put back into the bill, and that is that the railroad companies shall 
not be permitted to lower their rates either without a shorter notice. 
The qualification to which I refer yas that they might lower their rates 
without notice where it was necessary to meet competition by water or 
by a carrier not reached by the provisions of this bill and beyond the 
jurisdiction of the Federal authorities. I think the provision requir- 
ing publicity of rates, properly guarded, will be an advantage and a 
great advantagetothe people. Itwill help the people to know whether 
rebates and special rates are being allowed in violation of the law. It 
will stimulate the watchfulness of the people. It will make much 
more easy of enforcement all the other provisions of this act, and it 
will, as I said before, tend very strongly to prevent the uent recur- 
rence of ratewars. Am I wrong in saying that the Senator from West 
Virginia and the Senator from Maryland underestimate the value of 
this provision, together with the other provisions of this bill to which 
I have referred, as a means of protection against the outrages of which 
they complain? 

Now, sir, some suggestions directly upon the amendment offered by 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] and I have done. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER], for whom I entertain the 
profoundest respect in every way, who is one of the few Senators whom 
I had the honor to know before I became a member of this body, in his 
remarks the other day on this clause rather seemed to imply that any 
one who was opposed to this short-haul and long-haul provision must 
be classified as a railroad representative upon this floor. No man must 
put me, in my advocacy of this bill or my opposition to this amendment, 
in that category. Mr. President, I may be wrong about it but I think 
that the short-haul and long-haul provision, which the Senator from 
West Virginia is so partial to, would be in the interest of railway com- 
panies, and I think it would result in largely increased revenue to rail- 
way companies, I am not able to see that it would be unjust to the 
railway companies of the country in any way after they shall have 
adapted themselves to it. But I want to say here that if I thought it 
would be unjust to the railway companies I should not hesitate for one 
moment, standing here in the United States Senate, to say so. When 
the time comes, if it ever shall come, that I shall be deterred from say- 
ing what I think I ought to say or from doing what I think I ought to 
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do upon any subject pending before the Senate, by the fear that some 
man here or elsewhere will wrongly charge me with representing an 
interest upon this floor, other than that of my constituency, I shall give 
back to my people the trust which they gave into my hands and ask 
them to place their interests in the care and keeping of some one more 
manly and more independent. 

Sir, I think the amendment proposed by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, and he does not misunderstand its scope, strikes a steady, direct 
blow at competition all over the United States. I can understand why 
that Senator and others situated as he is support it, but I fear it strikes 
at the producer and merchant of the West and at the merchant, the 
manufacturer, and the consumer of the East. I think it is a proposi- 
tion to put upon the statute-book a discrimination worse than any which 
is now complained of as made by railway companies, What is it? 

It is a declaration by the Congress of the United States that under no 
circumstances shall a railway company charge more for a short haul 
than it charges for along haul on the same line and in the same direc- 
tion, subject if you please (but I attach little consequence to that) toa 
power in these commissioners to unshackle the competitive forces thus 
chained in spots throughout the country where in their judgment it is 
advisable. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] never uttered a truer word 
in all his long and splendid public career than the statement which he 
made here the other day while favoring this amendment, that it would 
result in increasing the through or competitive rates. The Senator 
from West Virginia in the speech, very able and exceedingly frank, 
which he made the other day, admitted, because he must admitit, the 
same thing; and no truer prophecy ever was made, in my judgment, 
than that which you, Mr. President, then made that if the Congress 
should pass such a provision and so chain the competitive forces en- 

in the transportation business of the country, it would bring a 
emand for its repeal, and that quite speedily, which Congress would 
not disregard, 

Now what is there in this proposition that a railroad company shall 
not charge more fora short haul than for a long haul which Senators 
think is so fair? Chicago is often referred to in this discussion. The 
Senator from West Virginia complained that the rates from local points 
through West Virginia, between Chicago and tide water, are higher 
than they are from Chicago to tide water. That is doubtless true. 
During the season of navigation it is true, and it is often true when 
the lakes and the canals and rivers are locked and the competition is 
only by rail. Why ought it not to be true? What right have you at 
a local station in West Virginia to demand that Chicago shall be de- 
prived by law of the competitive forces which God and nature have 
ee her, or that you shall have the benefit of competition which you 

o not possess? Chicago is situated upon a lake. She may ship to 
Buffalo, from Buffalo she has water carriage to tide water; four or five 
trunk lines of railway run out of Chicago, brought there by the ex- 
penditure of millions of dollars, invited there by the expenditure locally 
of millions of dollars, for what? $; 

In order to give Chicago, one of the great gateways through which 
the West has et for years pouring her wealth to the Atlantic sea- 
board, the benefitof competition. The position of Milwaukee is simi- 
lar. This question is discussed here from the beginning as if the rail- 
way companies, of their own motion, out of favoritism to Chicago and 
other competitive points, made low through rates. Is thattrue? We 
all know, as the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] very truthfully 
said the other day, that rail transportation can not compete with trans- 
portation by water. When navigation is open from Chicago to tide 
water the railway companies carrying freight from Chicago to New York 
have no more to do with fixing the through rate than I have with fixing 
the income which the Senator from West Virginia shall receive from 
his investments. In order to carry at all, they must bring their rates 
down to the lowest point for which another will carry; and when navi- 
gation is open, whether by lake, by canal, or by river, the railway com- 
panies have to bring rates down low, very low in order to carry through 
freight at all, because a rate which is ruinously low to the railroad ċar- 
rier affords a handsome profit to the carrier by water. 

The conditions of water transportation, as to cost, &c., are essentially 
different to that by rail The riverand the lake are natural highways, 
free to all; they are highways furnished ready-made, free of cost, for the 
use and benefit of all. No costof maintenance or repair rests upon any 
one ag a condition of such use. If the riverneeds improvement, or the 
Paar on the lake, the necessary expenditure is made by the general 
public. 

Now tell me, pray, what philosophy or reason there is, as a matter of 
principle, for declaring that because the railway carrier from Chicago to 
tide water in the East is obliged to meet a rate which is made by the 
vessel, and therefore to give a low rate through to the ocean, that those 
who live at astation fifty or a hundred miles out from Chicago, situated 
on only one railroad line, shall have the benefit of that competition? 
It is an attempt to take away from communities and from people nat- 
ural advantages which they have, and advantages which they have ac- 
quired and paid for, under the supposition that it will tend to give ad- 
ae to other points to which, in my judgment, they are not en- 


Mind you, I do not attempt to justify on the part of any railway com- 
pany exorbitant and unfair rates from local points. I do not attempt 
to justify charges upon the part of a railroad company from local and 
non-competing stations which are made with sole reference to enable 
them to recoup and make up from such localities what they fail to get 
because of the competition at other points. I think this bill will, if 
enforced, prevent extortion; but what I assert is this, that situated on 
one line of railway only, without any lake, without any river, without 
any competition, you have no right to complain that you have not the 
same competition that Chicago and other points differently situated 
have, nor have you a right to demand by operation of law the benefit 
of competitive prices which nature has denied you, and which you have 
not possessed either the power or the enterprise to acquire. Railway 
companies meet at Chicage a rate made by water. Itis too low, if you 
please. Itis not too low because they want it to below. It is not 
voluntarily made too low to enable them to make money by discrim- 
inating against local points, for railway companies want to get from 
competing points as well as from local stations all the traflic they can 
and the highest rates they can, but the through rate is made low be- 
cause of the competition, it is made low because the riverand the lake 
will carry the freight if the railway carrier does not, and it is low be- 
cause it must meet that rate or not take it all. - 

Now, this proposition that a railway company shall not charge more 
for a short haul than for a long haul, is todo what? It is to say that 
a station 50 miles this side of Chi which has but one railway, which 
has no transportation by water, which has no competitive forces what- 
ever, shall have precisely the benefit of the competitive forces that 
Chicago has, that Milwaukee has, that Omaha has, that certain points 
in Kansas have, that Saint Lonis has, that Kansas City has, that Saint 
Paul has, that Minneapolis has. Is there any justice in that? To 
my mind it is a species of communism; it is an attempt to take from 
those who have competition that which they have and to giveit to those 
who have it not and who, by the operation of natural laws, are not en- 
titled toit. It is an attempt by this amendment to provide what? 
To provide that the maximum rate—and Senators say it is not a bill 
relating to rates at all—from local and non-competing stations shall be 
the competitive rate from the competing point. The West never could 
have been built up but for the competition which has brought it near 
to tide water. : 

It has been considered a desirable thing to the whole country that 
the frontier should be pushed rapidly farther and farther to the west- 
ward. To that end, by the expenditure of millions and millions of 
dollars brought here from the Old World and from the New England 
States, as well as that contributed by the West and by the localities to 
be immediately benefited, hundreds and thousands of miles of railroads 
have been constructed. What for, if not to bring nearer to the mar- 
kets of the East and to export facilities those distant regions and their 
products? How could this result if the mileage basis of freights is to 
be applied? 

Natural advantages are pretty well distributed afterall. We have 
been brought by this immense expenditure of money nearer to the tide- 
water. We have abundance of water competition, and our lands are 
more easily tilled and cost less-‘money than lands in West Virginia 
probably. But the Senator from West Virginia must not forget that 
hisconstituents have advantages over us. Our people occupy the bound- 
less prairies, and are far from fuel, which comes to them at great cost, 
and are far from manufacturing centers, while West Virginia—and this 
is true of many of the other States—has wood and coal and iron and 
manufactures in abundance and at hand. 

Mr. President, I admit the difficulty of the subject. I do not claim 
to absolutely know that I am right about it; I have great faith in the 
opinions of the Senator from West Virginia; but if I can reason upon 
this subject, it is a proposition which, while it will injure the West, 
while it will destroy the competitive forces which we have there and 
to which we are entitled, while it will destroy largely the export busi- 
ness of the country and will injure the merchants and manufacturers 
and business of the East, it will not benefit the people who are so 
strenuous in favor of the adoption of this amendment. 

I want to ask the Senator from West Virginia what percentage of the 
business of the Pennsylvania Railway Company, to which he referred 
the other day, is its through business? 

Mr. CAMDEN. ‘Ten per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ten percent. Now, look atthata moment, Ten 
per cent. of the business of the Pennsylvania Railway Company is its 
through business, which you say is done at a low rate, affording very 
slight profit. Ninety per cent, of its business is local business, 90 per 
cent. of it is the business which gives life and strength and power and 
wealth to the Pennsylvania Railway Company. Now, if you provide 
that the Pennsylvania Railway Company shall, if it takes business at 
the low through rate which is necessary from Chicago, correspondingly 
reduce its local rates between New York and Chicago; if you say to 
the Pennsylvania Railway Company ‘‘the maximum rate from all your 
local stations between Chicago and the seaboard shall be this competi- 
tive rate fixed at Chicago,’’ what will the Pennsylvania Railway Com- 
pany do? It would not hesitate one moment as to what it would do. 
No man of sense could hesitate for a moment as to what it should do. 
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It would simply no longer meet that competitive rate. It would not 
give away 90 per cent. of its business, the business upon which it re- 
lied to pay its interest and keepits sea Fa, § Ig isp its roll- 
ing-stock in condition and in good supply—it would not giveaway that 
business. 


: Mr. CAMDEN. It does not doit now. It has established the long 
and short haul principle. 

Mr. SPOONER. I donot know about that. Ido not know what 
rebates that company is giving. I do not know anything about the in- 
side history of its transactions; but I do know this, I think, that if the 
Congress of the United States says to the Pennsylvania Railway Com- 
pany ‘‘ whatever rates you put upon this 10 per cent. of through busi- 
ness, which you take in competition with the lake and the river and the 
canal during the season of navigation, will be the utmost limit of your 
local charges,’’ the Pennsylvania Railway Company would not hesitate 
one moment to say thatit would rather sacrifice the 10 per cent. through 
business than lower their local rates. i 

Would they hesitate to say it? It can not be possible. The result 
would simply be this: They would put up their through rates. They 
would not get the freight, of course, but they would rather throw away 
that 10 per cent. of business which they carry at trifling profit, if any, 
than to sacrifice one single farthing of their local rates between Chicago 
and the seaboard. That is what they would do. That is what the 
Lake Shore would do. That is what those two competing lines would 
do, and what other roads would do throughout the country where such 
competition exists. They would say to the carriers by water, ‘‘ Take 
this freight at your price until navigation closes and our turn comes. 
We will not throw away our local freights in order to be able to carry 
this small percentage of our business for little or nothing from Chicago 
and Milwaukee and Omaha and the other competitive points of the 
West to tide water.” 

Then what will come about? Do you think they will then lower the 
lécal rates? Not at all. They would have lost what little business 
they had on the through freights, and they would feel just that much 
less inclined to lose anything on the local rates. They would put up 
the through rates and they would not lower the localratesacent. On 
the contrary, they would be likely to raise them, and they could do it 
with impunity, keeping up the through rates, for the local rates of the 
country are as a rule high only by comparison with the through rate. 
If they charged too much for carrying from a local station, you would 
make your complaint to the commissioners, under this bill, that they 
were discriminating against you, that they were perpetrating extortion 
upon you, and seek a remedy here; but you would not get any reduction 
of local rates, it seems tome, by the railway company by reason of your 
having destroyed their business from competitive points. 

But that is not all. What else would result? While it would not 
benefit these local stations at all it would injure the West and the East 
(for the low through rates are from east to west as well as from west to 
east), because it is with the carriers by lake and river as it is with the 
carriers by rail; they get the highest price they can, and if the rail- 
roads are not longer obliged to compete with the river and lake and 
canal, if that transportation belongs entirely to the water, the water 
rates will go up and they will stay up as long as navigation lasts; and 
when navigation is closed, what then? You can not pool very well 
the business of the railway carriers with the business of the steamboat 
and vessel men, because the water is free as air, and the interests are 
diverse, the ownerships are not brought together; but the very moment 
navigation closes, the very moment you can not by water any 
longer, the very moment the interests of the eountry are dependent 
upon rail transportation, and the farmers of the West will have to send 
by-rail or not at all, then the merchants of the West who want their 
goods from New York, from Baltimore (if Baltimore wants any more 
of our products or any more of our trade), must rely solely upon the 
railway carriers. Under such a law as thisg which lays upon the rail- 
way carriers a command to keep up their through rates under penalty 
of reducing their local rates upon which they rely for their life, they 
will be forced to combine, to consolidate, and to keep up the through 
rates lest their local rates suffer. 

Sir, experience may lead me to a different conclusion; further inves- 
tigation by competent men bent upon arriving at a correct result, laid 
before Congress, may lead us all to a different conclusion; but for the 
life of me I can not see any other effect from this short-haul and 
long-haul provision which the Senator from West Virginia and some of 
his friends seek to ingraft upon the bill than that it shall stifle the 
competitive forces of the country, and that not for the benefit either of 
local points. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask one question ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator does not deny or affirm that a charge 
twice as much for half the distance on the same road is either right or 
wrong, or that this bill in its farther provisions would affect it in any 
way. That he leayes untouched. But the Senator dissuades me from 
voting for this amendment by saying that these t mo: ies have 
the power to increase the proportion between the short and the long 
haul to tbe disadvantage of local points, and that because they have 


this terrible monopoly of power it is best to succumb to it and yield to 
it for fear of something worse. Now if I understand his argument, that 
is it; and if it is different I should like to have it settled. 

Mr. SPOONER. My argument is this: I do not claim that it is fair 
to charge twice as much for half the distance if you state that abstract 
proposition; I claim no such thing; but I claim that if the railway com- 
pany, in the case you put the other day, is perpetrating an outrage upon 
the people of Michigan, under this bill if it becomes a law it will 
rest in the power of the commission to bring the company ‘‘to book.” 
I claim that without the short haul and Jong haul provision it will be, 
upon complaint, in the power of the commissioners, and their duty, to 
decide against the company. It will be the duty of the district court 
of the United States, at the expense of the company or the United 
States, to pursue, upon their rt and decision, a remedy for the citi- 
zen or the community; and under this bill, if the railway company per- 
sists in doing injustice, exemplary damages are allowed and provided 
for, and in addition to that, having regard for the large public interest 
added to the individual interest complaining, if the railway company 
still persists, then, as of course, the arm of the Federal courts by injunc- 
tion preventive or mandatory is laid upon them to right the wrong. 

The argument which I have made, or at least which I have intended 
to make plain to the Senate, is that a fair trial of this bill, with all its 
safeguards and all its penalties, with its elasticity of detail, will enable 
the commissioners to guard against the evils which are complained of, 
and that there is no Logon for resort to this long-hanl, short-haul 
experiment which may be so in its injurious effects, Time, I say, 
may show that I am mistaken in this; but I am afraid now with the 
information before us to adopt as a corrective a provision which, in my 
mind, will put up the through rates and stifle the competition of the coun- 
try. Detroit has the benefit of competition, Detroit is entitled to the 
benefit of competition to the tide-water and from the tide-water to the 
West. A large part of Michigan tributary to Detroit has that benefit 
too. Until the provisions of this bill have been fairly tried, until these 
commissioners have investigated and reported, until we know somethng 
more about it and its probable effect, I am not willing myself to vote 
for a proposition which, while to my mind it will not remedy the evils 
complained of, will inflict upon the country others which are far 


greater. í 

Ido not say, mind you, that there are not all through Michigan, as I 
know there are doubtless in my State, some outrages upon the part of 
carriers that ought to be remedied; but I think I see that a wise and 
honest and strong enforcement of this bill, if it shall become a law, will 
enable us to remedy those wrongs without striking down by this pro- 
vision—— 

Mr. CONGER. Let me ask in that same connection a question, 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr.CONGER. Iadmirethecandid mannerin which my friend treats 
this subject. Ialludedin my remarks to actual existing cases in Mich- 
igan, and I did that without referring to some other cases in other States, 
because the State of Michigan, two peninsulasas itis, almostsurrounded 
by water, has access to water communication very direct from all its 
interior to the East, to the West, tó the North, and almost to the South. 
Now, the statement which I made was in regard to charging so much 
more for carrying flour to the East from points in Michigan than would 
be charged from Chicago; that it was the interestof the millers in Mich- 
igan having access at reasonable distances to the water around it to pay 
freight clear back 100 miles to Chicago and then get contracts over the 
same roads to carry their flour to the Eastern market. 

If there is that hardshipinaStatesurrounded by water as Michigan is, 
what may it not be in States which have no such water communication— 
States like West Virginia, States like Ohioand Indiana? If, withall our 
water advantages—we are wonderfully situated in that respect—there 
can be such great impositions upon the producers of the grain and the 
flour of Michigan, what must not the disadvantages be in States that 
have no such easy competition ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why, Mr. President, I have not in anything that 
T have said attempted to defend the discrimination of which the Sena- 
tor complains, I do not know what the precise facts are in that case. 
I do not know what governs the railway companies in their action. If 
I understand the statement, I have no hesitation in saying to him that 
upon its face it seems like an unjust discrimination which ought to be 
prevented. I have no doubt that there afe similar ones in every State 
in this Union. I do not deny that. I justify the passage of this bill; 
as one of the representatives of the people, I demand the passage of 
some such bill in order to guard against unjust discrimination every- 
where; but my proposition is simply this: that we ought not to strike 
down the competing points and tributary sections throughout the land 
in order to protect—for I think it would not protect—these local points. 
I deny the efficacy and the justice of the proposed remedy. If the 
charge from the local points is an unreasonable charge, then this com- 
mission, as I have tried to show, will have the power to lay its hand 
uponit and to apply acorrective. The proposition which I make is that 
we can remedy that; at any rate we ought to remedy that without re- 
sorting to this short-haul provision, which I believe attempts to give 
to a single station this side of Detroit all the competition by water and 
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rail that Detroit has, that attempts to equalize along every railway of 
the country by legislation advantages and disadvantages, natural and 
uired 


acq j 

Ï am very far wrong if this bill without this short end long haul 
provision would not enable the commission to reach the grievance of 
which the Senator from Michigan complains. Of course, as far as these 
discriminations are local to a State, its Legislature may apply efficient 


tion. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
now? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMDEN. In reference to the disadvantages the farmer of the 
West is placed under by this amendment let me take the case of Ohio, 
which produces about 40,000,000 bushels of wheat, or the State of In- 
diana, which produces something more, or the State of Illinois, about 
the same, or West Virginia, four or five million bushels and a larger 
proportion of live-stock. 

I want to ask the Senator what hardship it is on the States west of 
the Mississippi if they are limited to getting their products to the sea- 
board market at the same price that the East pays between the sea- 
board market and the place of production? In other words, is it not 
liberal and fair to the Western States if they are permitted by legisla- 
tion to get their products to the sea-board market at the same price as 
the great Middle and Western States lying between the seaboard and 
the Mississippi River? Is there any discrimination against the West, 
is there any hardship against the West by the enactment of this pro- 
vision which leaves to the commission a discretionary power to vary 
the rules where it is necessary to secure the proper rights of the rail- 
road and also to equalize different sections of the country? Can there 
be any hardship to the West in that, and is it not a liberal provision 
in favor of the West? 

Mr. SPOONER. If I understand the question of the Senator from 
West Virginia, he is simply arguing in a circle. That isthe-very ques- 
tion which I have attempted to discuss from the beginning. Our peo- 
ple get their low through rates, if you please, from Chicago; they pay 
their share of a fair local rate to the competing point before they have 
the advantage and benefit of the through rate; and the question is not 
so much whether we are too little as it is whether you are 
charged too much. We are entitled to all the benefit that competition 
gives us, if at Chicago, ifat Milwaukee, if at Saint Paul, if at Duluth, 
if at Kansas City, if at Saint Louis, if at Omaha, if at the other com- 
petitive points west of Chicago we have the benefit of rivers hnd of com- 
peting lines of railway which you haye not at Parkersburg. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iask the Senator, do we take any of these compet- 
ing advantages? Are not the water ways left there, and the water 
ways always secure competition? Are not the competing railways 
left? Are not the shippers left at perfect liberty to avail themselves of 
the natural water ways and the natural competition? 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. That is what is complained of, that 
you do strike down our competition, that you do attempt to take away 
trom us advantages which we are entitled to, because you admit your- 
self that the through business for the trunk-line railroads is a trifle. 
You admit yourself that that busifiess they carry for trifling pay. You 
admit yourselves that it is of no consequence to them in the great vol- 
ume of their revenue. Now, can anything be plainer, that being true, 
than that if you say to those railroad companies, ‘‘ Look to the rates 
you give the West; we are watching you, and if you give to the farmers 
of the West, the grain-growers of the West, the cattle-dealers of the 
West, a lower rate, notwithstanding all this competition at different 
points, notwithstanding the fact that the water makes the rate and not 
the railroad, if you give them this low rate, you must correspondingly 
reduce your rates from all the local stations between Chicago and the 
seaboard,” the through rates go up, and up to stay? Can anything be 
plainer that this kills the competition both by water and rail? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I do not want to interrupt too often, but right in 
that connection I wish to make a suggestion. Suppose there is a reduc- 
tion on wheat or live-stock or any agricultural product from Chicago, 
is there any fairness in allowing the States west of the Mississippi to 
sell wheat in the market at 5 cents a bushel below what it can be sold 
for in Indiana, Ohio, Kentucky, West Virginia, or Illinois? You are 
discriminating against those sections of the country. You are enactin 
a law that that shall be lawful, and this commission can not go behind 
it; and if they can not, whenever complaint is made of undue discrim- 
inations to the commission you have an answer right in the words of 
the statute which has authorized the action. 

: Mr. SPOONER, The Senator from West Virginia is arguing a ques- 
tion which I have not yet come to. My proposition is this, and it 
seems to me too plain almost for discussion: The farmers of the West 
are entitled to just what you are entitled to, the benefits and the ad- 
vantages that their situation givesthem. If they are so located that 
competing forces at work give them a lower rate, whether by rail or by 
water, that is their advantage under the providence of God, and it is 
not your disadvantage. It is not a discrimination made by railway 
companies against you; it is a discrimination arising from the situa- 


tion. 
Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to ask one question, and then’ I shall not 


trouble the Senatoragain. Hesays the Western farmer gets his produce 
to market by rail one-half of the year. Now why should you so pro- 
vide as to give a cheaper rate to the Western farmer west of Chicago 
than is given to the farmer living in Ohio? And why should we by a 
bill discriminate against the bulk of the farmersof this countryin favor 
of 15 or 20 per cent. who are better located, and enable them to bring 
their products to market at a cheaper rate? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the same old question. 

Mr. CAMDEN. That is the point that my friend can not answer. 
The proposition can not be answered. 

Mr. SPOONER. It isa proposition thatI think can be answered; 
it is a proposition which seems to me to need no answer. I say again, 
and I am sorry to have to repeat it, that if the local rates are too high, 
if the railway company charges you from your local and non-competi- 
tive station more than a fair equivalent for the service which it ren- 
ders, then it is guilty of extortion. Your community has the right to 
complain under this bill, and the bill affords, through the instrumen- 
talities of the Federal courts, without the expenditure of a dollar by 
your people or by your community, a remedy. 

But I have attempted to argue that while the amendment you offer, 
and upon which you insist, will put up the through rates, it will not 
reduce the local rates. I do not want, nor does any man in the West 
want you to pay more than you ought to pay for carrying your freights. 
We have no interest uider heaven in any discrimination against you; 
we have no interest in crippling your business; we have no interest 
(indeed our interest is the other way) in any legislation which shall 
discriminate against you. All we say is, that you have noright to leg- 
islation which shall discriminate against us. All we say is, that you 
must submit to the disadvantage of your location.. You live nearer the 
sea. Ifyou ought to have lower rates than you get through all this 
competition, make your complaint and get them, or build your com- 
peting roads and get them; but pray can you not discover some remedy 
to protect you against extortionate local rates without objecting to our 
having low through rates any more at competing points? We insist 
that you shall try. z 

Why, Mr. President, for years railtvay rates, local as well as through, 
have been going down, down throughout the country. This fact is 
illustrated by the railroad commissioners of Iowa, who, in their report 
for 1881, occupy forty-six pages with tables and statements showing 
the reductions in rates in that State, and in which they particularly 
call attention to the fact that ‘‘the reduction is not confined to the 
through traffic; it applies, in a somewhat smaller ratio, it is true, to 
the local traffic as well.” (Page7.) And they conclude their remarks 
upon the subject as follows: 

We venture to say that this average percentage of reduction for the last fif- 
teen consecutive years will be a matter of no little surprise to everybody who 
does not make the study of freight tariffs a somewhat habit. Although 
we have made no calculation to demonstrate it, we venture to affirm that an 
equal average reduction in the cost ofany kind of service for which the people 
pay a money consideration can not be found during the past fifteen years. 

I quote from an able article on railway rates by Mr. G. T. Lansing, 
in the Popular Science Monthly for April, 1886. The fact is further 
illustrated by some statistics of Mr. Edward Atkinson as to the business 
done by the New York Central Railway Company within the last few 
years. He says the tons moved onemile on the New York Central and 
Hudson River railroad increased from'1865 to 1885 570 per cent. ; that 
the charge per ton per mile on this line was 408 per cent. higher in 
1865 than in 1885, and that the profits for moving one ton of freight on 
this line was 552 per cent. greater in 1865 than in 1885. 

But I can not make this proposition any plainer than I have at- 
tempted, though under great disadvantage, to make it. I beg leave to 
suggest that the condition of this country, of its commerce and business, 
to-day is not quite favorable for the experiment upon it which the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia proposes. The commerce of the country to-day 
is suffering tremendous depression. Everything that is sold is sold on 
a narrow margin of profit. It is a bad time to introduce into the busi- 
ness of the country such an element as this. It isan inauspicious time 
to attack New York, and Baltimore, and Boston, and Philadelphia, and 
Chicago, and Milwaukee, and Detroit, and Saint Paul, and Omaha, and 
Kansas City, and the thousands of other competitive points in this coun- 


The farmers of the West are meeting on everything they produce a 
competition which is almost intolerable. They meet it in their dairy 
products. They are brought into competition with the imitations of 
butter, having a tremendous sale, which have already made an almost 
disastrous impression upon the legitimate dairy business of the West, 
and to some extent of the East. They can not stand any addition to 
through freights. 

Take the tobacco of which Wisconsin raised $5,000,000 worth last 
year in valne, and the competition under our tariff classification as it 
is to-day with Sumatra tobacco lays almost an embargo upon that in- 
dustry. I think I may appeal to the Senator from New Jersey that 
this competition operates to his vast detriment, though he raises his 
tobacco within sight of the sea. Our farmers can not stand an added 
price for transportation from the West to the East. Corn and some 
other products must rot in the field and granary if they are taxed much 
for transportation. You take the item of wheat. How will the wheat 
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farmer live if compelled to pay higher freights upon his surplus wheat? 
It does not come out of the middleman; itcomes outof the farmer. I 
need not say here that the farmers of the West can not endure higher 
freight rates on their wheat to tide water. ° 

The competition which meets the American wheat-grower is now all 
that this interest can endure. It is worth remembering in this con- 
nection that England is doing her utmost—and everything almost is 
within reach of accomplishment when England does her utmost—Eng- 


land is doing her utmost to drive American wheat from the markets of | $ 


the world. The competition with Indian wheat is such that the farm- 
ers of the West can not bear one penny added to the cost of the trans- 
portation of their surplus product to the seaboard any more than your 
merchant in the East and your manufacturer in the East can stand it 
to have an addition made to the cost of transportation from your mar- 
ket to our Western prairies or than your consumer can afford to pay 
higher for what he buys of our products to eat. 

have some figures from areport about to be presented to the Senate 
by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Transportation 
Routes to theSeaboard, theSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
which I beg leave to say will be found to be of great value for accuracy, 
research, and ability, and I invite the attention of those Senators who 
are so willing to strike down the Western wheat-grower to these fig- 
ures, showing that for thirteen years ‘ending in 1872 1,000,000 bushe 
of wheat were sent from India to the United Kingdom, which was our 
best market, and for the thirteen years ending in 1885 122,000,000 
bushels. During those years India changed her position or rather Eng- 
land changed India’s position from thirteenth to fourth in the order of 
wheat-exporting countries. The other day I picked up the report of 
the Department of Agriculture for April and I find in it, what will sur- 
prise no man, this statement: > 

Steps are sese Yerni toship Indian wheat in a better state of cleanliness than 
heretofore, which are expected to increase the value by from 5 to 7 per cent. 
Much improvement has been made in this regard since the first introduction of 
Indian wheat into English markets; nevertheless it is estimated that in the last 
export season 30,000 tons of dirt and foreign matter were carried to the seaboard 
and, in part, exported abroad. 

A steady, constant, powerful effort is being made to develop that in- 
dustry, to improve the grade of wheat, and to put the Indian wheat- 
grower where the American wheat-grower has been. 

A scheme has been floated in London, through the instrumentality, it is said, 
of the secretary of state for India, Lord Randolph Churchill, by which the di- 
rectors of the Great Indian Peninsula Railroad will be enabled to extend their 
system via Bhopal to Gwalior, Agra, and Cawnpore, in the Indian midland, 

his plan has long been advocated by the Bombay Chamber of Commerce, and 
when Stes eat (in five years, according to the calculation) is expected to ex- 
ert a most important influence on trade, as it shortens the distance to Cawnpore 
by 134 miles and opens up some of the finest wheat and seed lands in India, 

The rates for carrying in this country have gone down for the last 
few years, as I have said, but I tell the Senator from West Virginia 
they have not gone down as much as they have from the Indian wheat 

rts to Liverpool. I find in this report made by my friend from Rhode 

sland [Mr. ALDRICH] certain statistics as to freight rates from Cal- 
cutta. The rate per bushel in 1874 was 32.6 cents, the rate in 1885 
was 18.1 cents; from Kurrachee it was in 1874 39.8 cents, now it is 
16.7 cents; from Bombay in 1880 it was 32.5 cents, and now it is 16.2 
cents. From Russia, which has entered the lists, from the Black Sea 
it was 19.4 cents in 1873, and it is now 10 cents; from the Baltic Sea it 
was 9.7 cents in 1873, it is now 6 cents. From our Atlantic ports it was 
21.1 cents in 1873, it is now 10.8 cents, and from the Pacific ports it 
was 26 cents in 1885. It will not be a year until the rate of freight 
from the Indian ports will be lower under the influence of England and 
the competition which she is building up than from this country. Shall 
we, shall the American Senate strike hands with Great Britain to drive 
the American wheat-grower out of the markets of the world? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, striking down the competition in the 
West can have and will have no other effect; I can not for my life see 
how those gentlemen who represent the Atlantic seacoast can favor this 
proposition. We can not ship to New York and Baltimore and Phila- 
delphia and Boston if we are to be denied the benefit of a low through 
rate. I see but one result if it is pet in, and that is that a large 

rt of Illinois and Nebraska and Iowa and Dakota and Wisconsin and 

innesota and Kansas will be compelled (and it will come as true as 
the sun comes in the morning if this policy is forced upon us)—will find 
its export market at Montreal, beyond the reach of such a jurisdiction, 
instead of as heretofore from New York and Baltimore and Boston and 
Philadelphia. And where our productsare exported our merchants will 
be likely to buy. The Lake Superior system of commerce will take all 
this to Canada, and Canada will not be backward on her part. 

Mr. President, section 4 of this bill, even if it were amended as the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] proposes, admits the prin- 
ciple for which I contend, and repudiates the proposition upon which 
the Senator from West Virginia bases his argument, to wit, that under 
no circumstances is it fair for a railway company to charge more for a 
short than for a long haul. 

Reference is made to Massachusetts, from which section 4 is taken. 
In Massachusetts an attempt was made to incorporate into the law, for 
operation within the State only, this amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia, but the Massachusetts general court, with great unanim- 
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ity, voted it down. They were not willing to strike down competition 
in that State, as they saw and knew that such an amendment would 
do, and so they inserted in their law, and it has remained in their law, 
the very words which the Senator from West Virginia is so anxious to 
strike ont—‘‘from the same original point of departure.” 

Section 4 of the bill provides— 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the egate for the transportation of passengers or 
property, subject to the provisions of this act, for a shorter than for a longer 
istance over the same line in the same direction and from the same original 
point of departure. = 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], I think, would hardly have 
dared to face his constituents and report as chairman of this committee 
this section as I have thus far read it. I doubtif the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] could have been induced to favor such a pro- 
vision standing by itself. Let me complete the section. It is thus: 

Provided, however, That upon application to the commission appointed under 
the provisions of this act such common carrier may in special cases be author- 
ized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the transportation of 
tarpa r or property, and the commission may from time to time make gen- 
eral rules covering exceptions to any such common carrier in cases where 
is competition by river, sea, canal, or lake, &c. 

Here we have arecognition by the committee, after all the testimony 
it took; that there are, and will be, circumstances under which it would 
be injurious to the commerce of the country, and to the people, if the 
a is not permitted to charge more fora short haul than for a long 

a Ei 

Mr. CAMDEN. How is that provision affected by my amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iunderstand that the pending amendment simply 
proposes to strike out from section 4 as it stands the words, ‘‘and from 
the same original point of departure.’’ 

Mr. CAMDEN. That is all. š 

Mr. SPOONER. Leaving the section to stand as I read it, with the 
provision in it that the Senator from West Virginia thinks ought not to 
be in it, that wherever there is competition by rail, by canal, by lake, 
by river the carrier shall be exempted from the operation of the pro- 
vision in this section if the commissioners, or a majority of them, think 
the popular interest will be thereby subserved. 

I do not think this proviso is adequate protection. If it be admitted, 
as the committee admits, as the bill admits, and as every one seems to 
admit but the Senator from West Virginia, that an absolute long and 
short haul provision would stifle competition, it seems that the Senate 
of the United States ought to hesitate a long while before it votes to . 
turn these competitive forees—in which the people have so vital an in- 
terest, distributed all over the United States under every imaginable 
combination of circumstances, for which localities have taxed themselves 
millions of dollars—over to the discretionary power of a commission of 
five men. 

I would not give the competitive benefits which we have in the 
country to-day and the interest of commerce over into the keeping of 
any board unless it was made up of angels. It is a dangerous experi- 
ment to try; and the Senator from West Virginia the other day made 
an argument against it which ought not to be forgotten, and I think he 
would not be content with it now if the did not regard the proviso au- 
thorizing exceptions to be made as an utterly nugatory provision. He 
said, ak he said wisely, although perhaps I ought not to say it, that 
from the very beginning these commissioners, if they exercise the power 
given by the proviso, would be exercising it in favor of the railway 
companies and would be immediately brought under suspicion and their 
poner for good would be impaired at the outset. Moreover, there would 

so many complaints, with all the other matters of complaint which 
would come before the commissioners, that they would find it impos- 
sible, if they numbered one hundred instead of five, to consider the 
eases in which the interests of the people would absolutely demand 
that they should make exceptions. 

I had the honor to give notice a few days ago that I would offer an 
amendment to this section, and I for one moment ask the attention of 
the Senate to thisamendment. I do not know that it will meet the favor 
of asingleSenator. I do not claim that it would accomplish what the 
Senator from West Virginia wants to accomplish; I do not think it 
would; but Ido think it is the only safe provision which ought to be 
made in reference to this dangerous and difficult subject at this time. 
I have changed the language of section 4 around. Instead of making it 
a rule that no railroad company shall charge more for a short haul than 
a long haul, and giving to thesé commissioners the power, where they 
think it is best, to make exceptions, I have drawn a proposed section as 
follows: . 


It shall be lawful for said commissioners to prohibit, in special cases or by 
eral rule, any common carrier within the provisions of this act from charg- 
Rep receiving any greater compensation, in the regate, for the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter 
than for a longer distance over the same line, in the same direction, and from 
the same original point of departure: Provided, r, That the power by this 
section given to said commissioners shall not be exercised so as to substantially 
deprive any place or community of the benefit and advantage of competition 
existing or hereafter to exist, it ne object hereof to pronias in said com- 
missioners a means of preventing, wherever the same can be done consistently 
with this proviso, any such carrier from recouping or making up by means of 
increased from local and non-competing stations for rates lowered else- 
where by reason of competition: Provided further, That the action taken by 
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said commissioners under the porone hereof shall be upon notice to the 
railway company or com: iesin „and upon due hearing by said com- 

mers; and it shall be the especial duty of said commissioners to investi- 
gate and report at the next session of Congress as to the extent to which, if at 
all, the commercial interests of the country and justice to the carriers engaged 
in interstate commerce demanti or permit the enactment of a law prohibiting 
carriers Tona ee of an s from charging jer tocavini any greater 
compensation, in the aggregate, for the transportation of passengers or prop- 
erty subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer distance. 


I should be willing, I think, to have this amended by striking out 
these words, ‘‘and from the same original point of departure,” with the 
limitation contgined in the proviso. 

It has seemed to me that no Senator ought to be willing to vest in 
any commission a power over this subject, except witli a declaration 
that they should not exercise itso as to substantially deprive any com- 
munity of now existing competition. It is a limitation which I think 
the people will demand and the justice of which is apparent. 

Iam not surprised that the committee should, even after investiga- 
tion, be unwilling to grapple with the question of pooling at this ses- 
sion, but should prefer to recommend delay until by more complete 
investigation more intelligent action can be had, but I confess to great 
surprise that the committee should at the same time consider it wise, 
without the most complete investigation possible, to arrest even in a 
qualified way the competitive forces of the country as provided by sec- 
tion 4. Ithink they could not have been criticised as too conservative 
in a matter of so great danger and delicacy and difficulty if they had 
cts with the subject of pooling, to a future thorough investi- 

tion. 
ye PALMER. Mr. President, I am opposed to the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] because it is unfair to 
the railroads and it is unfair to the people. I do not suppose that I 
shall be accused of entertaining any particular regard for railroads as 
railroads, but only as servants of the people. I think that this amend- 
ment would discriminate against certain of our railroads in favor of 
others, against our railroads in favor of foreign corporations; and as an 
illustration will serve to give my idea better than any amount of logic, 
I will state a fact which does fully illustrate it. 

Two or three years ago wheat was carried from Chicago (and Chicago 
has been the chief point that has been discussed here to-day, and it 

robably ships more freight than any point in the United States unless 
it is New York) to tide water at a rate of freight so low that it was put 
down to 10 cents a hundred on.wheat. That was equivalent to $2 a 
ton from Chicago to New York. It was equivalent to 2 mills a ton per 
mile. What little I know of railroads leads me to believe that this 
freight, independent of other circumstances, could never have been 
transported for 2 mills per mile; butin the dull season of the year, when 
empty cars in the absence of that freight would be rolling back to tide 
water, the railroads could afford to take it and did take it. Why did 
they take it? Out from Chicago run numerous railroad lines. 

There is the Pennsylvania Central, there is the Baltimore and Ohio, 
there is the Michigan Southern and Lake Shore, there is the Michigan 
Central, there is the Detroit and Milwaukee, which is now a part of the 
Grand Trunk, there is the connection the Grand Trunk has with its 
steamers from Chicago, and also the connection with the New York 

„ Central by steamer from Chicago. 

Now suppose that the railroads had not taken that wheat at 10 cents 
a hundred from Chicago to New York, what would have been the re- 
sult? It would have been taken by lake steamers, barges, or other 
craft down to Collingwood, at the foot of Georgian Bay, shipped on 
board the cars of the Grand Trunk road, taken to Montreal, and shipped 
to Europë, or it would have been taken down the lake to Point Ed- 
ward, at the foot of Lake Huron, shipped aboard the Grand Trunk road 
there and taken to Montreal, or it would have gone in Canadian and 
American bottoms through to Montreal, and thus our railroads would 
have been discriminated against. 

However, there is one point I did not mention. It could have gone 
by steamer to Buffalo, and there the New York Central would have 
been discriminated in favor of because the New York Central is wholly 
within the State of New York and is exempt from the provisions of this 
bill. That is a point which I think has not been mentioned. There 
is one of the largest corporations of this country that would have been 
discriminated in favor of. In regard to the point that my colleague 
from Michigan, for whose judgment I have the highest respect, made 
in relation to the control that this bill, if it becomes a law, would ex- 
ercise over the shipping of the lakes, I think it would apply only to 
that shipping which is connected with some railroad or some canal-boat 
line and thus makes a continuous line in that way through to New York. 

In carrying freights on the lakes nothing is ever said outside of these 
lines about rates to New York. It is 6 cents to Buffalo, 4 cents to 
Buffalo, 2 cents to Buffalo, and last year it was brought down to 2 cents 
a bushel on wheat to Buffalo. The railroads certainly were not there 
to divide it. They had no part or lot in it. 

The rival lineg of railroad brought lake freights down to this figure. 
They made money; they could afford to carry freight very low; other- 
wise they would have run to the tide water with empty cars. 

Now my idea is this: We must not cripple the railroads; we must 
make them strong, and then make them behave themselves. There is 


the whole difficulty. We do not want to embarrass them; we want to 
control them. 

As to the point which the Senator from Ohio made when he pro- 
pounded a conundrum of this character, ‘‘If freight was being carried 
from Pittsburgh to New York at $20 a car, would it be equitable or 
just to take freight from Chicago to New York for $10 a car?” Ab- 
stractly we should say not. Independent of any qualifying conditions 
the answer involuntarily would be that it would not be equitable. 

But when we take into consideration the competition that does exist 
at Chicago and the necessity for taking these freights at low rates, my 
opinion is that it would be‘better for Pittsburgh to permit that road to 
carry freights at any price it could make money at, particularly freight 
not naturally coming to it that she could not get without going into 
competition for it, and then let this commission come in and regulate 
the freights between Pittsburgh and New York. 

In regard to the discrimination that my colleague alluded to, it is 
not the railroads that make the discrimination, it is the Almighty. 
Chicago is favorably situated. She has two strings and possibly five 
strings to her bow. She has the Lake, she has the Grand Trunk road, 
she has the British territory to go through, and she has these nuriier- 
ous railways of ours. 

I think that if the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
should pass it would cover the bill with derision and there would be 
such a howl over this country before December that all of us who had 
voted for it would desire to hide our heads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Theques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. CAMDEN], which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 4, line 5, after the word “direction,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘and from the same original point of de- 

rture. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I believe the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered, 
the Chair is informed. i 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, in concluding the debate on this 
amendment, I shall not enter into any details or attempt to repeat the 
substance of the argument made by me some days ago in presenting it. 
I simply desire to call the attention of the Senate to the vital points 
embraced by the amendment. In the remarks which have been sub- 
mitted in opposition to it, the attention of the Senate has been rather 
directed from the real question involved than to it. The argument of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] was one of confession and 
avoidance, rather than an argument against the proposition embraced 
in the amendment. The Senator, by his whole argument, admits the 
justice of the proposition, but contends that in other portions of the 
bill the-remedy sought to be ingrafted by this amendment has been 
already provided for. If the bill as it stands provides for the remedy 
in the partitulars affected by my amendment, why is it that Senators 
are so opposed to its adoption ? 

By the simple striking out of three or four words this section is 
rendered unambiguous, the plain meaning of the bill is brought out, 
and the commission itself has power to execute it without any ques- 
tion or doubt as to its meaning, and without reference to common-law 
principles, without reference to the right of individual shippers under 
any common-law interpretation of the bill. 

This bill in all its provisions and in all its details is to be put in 
force by a commission, but the powers of the commission and the in- 
terpretation to be given by the commission to this act are limited in direct 
words on the long and short haul proposition. It recognizes the pro- 
priety of the long and short haul provision; it recognizes the equity of 
it; it recognizes its justice as between shippers; but while i 
that there should be no ‘‘ greater compensation in the aggregate for the 
transportation of passengers or property subject to the provisions of this 
act for a shorter than fora longer distance over the same line in the 
same direction,” it then limits the application of the bill by adding 
‘*from the same original point of departure.” 

By limiting it to the same original point of departure the bill is made 
to discriminate against 80 per cent. at least, if not 90 per cent., of the 
shippers of this whole country, and against 90 per cent. of the terri- 
tory of the United States. What equity and what reason can exist, if 
you recognize the principle at all for limiting it—what justice and equity 
can exist in applying it only to about 10 per cent. of the shippers and 
10 per cent. of the territory of the United States ? 

Mr. President, there has beena great deal said against the effect this 
amendment would have on the shippers of the far West. It is not my 
desire, it is not the desire of any, Senator who advocates this amend- 
ment, to impose any restrictions or burdens upon the shippers of the 
far West; and when you look at it it is remarkable in my mind that 
the advocates of the producers of the far West should in this Senate 
contend that because of their distance from the market they must have 
lower rates, in order to compete, than thenearer shippers living between 
the Mississippi and the seaboard. What reason is there in that? Is 
there any reason for changing by law the geographical conditions of 
thiscountry? This bill simply doesthat. It changes the geography of 
the States in order to make the far shipper nearer to the market than 
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the near shipper, and that the fur shipper shall be charged less for taking 
his products to the market than the near shipper. That is the English 
of it; that is just what it means. 

Mr. President, if the States of Indiana, Ilinois, Ohio, Kentucky, 
West Virginia, and the Southern States are willing in their magna- 
nimity to aia sie ships in Pae ar Weeki ae market as cheap as 
these nearer States can, ought the latter to ask more? What condi- 
tion of things can exist whereby the producers living west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, so eloquently described by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
with so many competing lines of railway, shouldask Congress to ingraft 
into this bill the condition that the railroads may give to those distant 
shippers a less rate of freight than is given to the nearer shippers and 
producers cultivating more expensive Jand and using fertilizers? 

Senators lose sight of the fact that the markets of the world are open 
to competition from Indiaand other grain-growing regions outside of the 
United States, and that the United States must come in competition 
with those products. They lose sight of the fact that actually more 
grain is grown between the Mississippi River and the Atlantic seaboard 
than is grown west of the Mississippi, and they levy a tax upon the 
greater portion of the product that goes to market for export in fayor 
of the lesser proportion grown west of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. President, the act of Massachusetts which embodies the same 
provision that is in this act as it stands including ‘‘ the same original 
point of departure” has been referred to. The conditions are entirely 
different. In the State of Massachusetts, full of manufacturing towns, 
with only one seaport city, a State with a small amount of territory, 
it matters not in that State whether these words of limitation are in 
the bill or not. Competition there to all points produces the same ef- 
fect withont regard to the original point of departure; indeed there is 
really no analogy in the application of such a law between the State of 
Massachusetts with its great manufacturing towns and its great city of 
Boston as its exporting and importing point and the immense country 
lying between the Atlantic Ocean and the far West. The conditions 
do not exist there which make this limitation important one way or the 
other, but if we pass an act to prevent discriminations over the whole 
country it must be without limitation; if we do not, we entirely fail 
to meet the discrimination against 80 per cent. at least of the commerce 
of this country. i 

I would not ask that any conditions be imposed upon the railroads 
which would unduly restrict their business; I would not ask that any 
restriction be placed on any geographical section of the country that 
would operate unjustly and injuriously to that section; but if we are 
going to pass a law to prevent discrimination let us do it fairly and 
meet all the circumstances and all the geographical conditions and the 
interests of all the shippers. : 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. - I have 
not entered into the discussion of the bill, nor do I propose to do so; 
but I should like to ask him what we are to understand by discrim- 
inations. Toillustrate, suppose a man has a thousand bushels of wheat 
in West Virginia costing the same price for producing it that the man 
who lives in Illinois has expended in raising a thousand bushels there. 
Both ship to New York. Does the Senator mean to say that the man 
in West Virginia pays more per bushel for shipping his grain to New 
York than the man in Illinois? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I mean to say that the people of West Virginia and 
of Illinois in many portions of it pay more than people farther West. 

Mr. LOGAN. The point is what the Senator means by ‘‘more.’’ 
Does be mean on account of the distance, or does he mean that he pays 
more cents per bushel? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I mean that he pays more cents per bushel, more 
in the aggregate, more per car-load. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. CAMDEN. It applies to West Virginia and it applies to Illinois 
outside of Chicago. 

Mr. LOGAN. If that is so, I certainly do not understand the pro- 
visions of the bill. I do not understand it that way. 

Mr. CAMDEN. If it does not have that effect, then my amendment 
will do no harm. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not understand it that way. I understood the 
proposition to be that if for instance this commission is appointed, and 
I reside 50 miles from Chicago and some other gentleman resides 200 
miles farther off, and we both ship our grain into Chicago, though I 
claim that mine should be shipped for less than his, we ship at the 
same price, and the reason is that there is no advantage to be taken of 
the two producers. We get into Chicago at the same price and there- 
fore our wheat is at the same profit; the mere question of distance does 
not affect thatatall. It is the purpose to equalize the commerce where 
itis exchanged. Therefore the discrimination the Senator speaks of 
by reducing the freights on the wheat near Chicago and putting the 
rate up on the freight farther away from Chicago is not to exist. When 
you put it down at Chicago, if the advantage is to the man who is 
near, that is unfair. Is that what the Senator means? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I mean just this, that by the bill itself a shipper 
100 miles nearer the market can be charged twice as much as a shipper 
living 100 miles more distant from the market; and the object of my 
amendment is to see that the shipper who is 100 miles nearer to market 


shall not pay more in the aggregate than the shipper who is 100 miles 
farther distant from the market. That is the point of my amend- 
ment. 

I will illustrate further to the Senator from Illinois. By this bill 
the rate per car is limited to the same point of departure. Therefore 
shippers at the same point of departure will have equal rights; but how 
is it after the shipment leaves the original point of departure? Take 
Chicago for instance. After it leaves Chicago and goes into the State 
100 miles distant, the restriction is removed. After leaving Chi 
the railroad can charge the shipper 100 miles east of Chicago twice the 
amount that it charges from Chicago. It can come into the State of 
Ohio and it can charge any shipper there twice the amount it charges 
from Chicago. It can in the State of West Virginia charge the ship- 
per three times the amount it has charged from the original point of 
departure. 

Mr. LOGAN. Do you mean under this bill? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Under this bill. The amendment is simply to 
remedy that, and to strike out the words ‘‘and from the same original 
point of departure,’’ and let the bill have general application all over 
the country. 

Mr. BECK. I want tosee if I understand this. Unless the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia is adopted I understand that 
a car-load of wheat may go from Minneapolis to Chicago, and that a 
man living in Milwaukee, one-half way between Minneapolis and Chi- 
cago, on the same train may be charged twice as much. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Thatisexactly it. Thatis what I seek to prevent. 
That is just the point that thisamendmentisintended to remedy. The 
State of New York has adopted the same principle, that the railroad 
companies shall not charge more for a shorter haul than for a longer 
haul, under the rules established by the commission of New York. It 
is the law regulating the railroadsin France andin Belgium. As brought 
out in the testimony of Mr, Kernan, the rules adopted in France are— 

1. No more charge for less than for a greater distance. 

‘That is the rule of the government. 


2. No discrimination between persons under similar circumstances, 
3. No chan in rates except after specific public notice and upon approval 
of minister of public works, 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question on that 
point. Perhaps the question has been put, but I have been absent from 
the Chamber. Is it not true that. there are circumstances in which a 
railroad should be permitted to make a larger charge for a short haul 
than for a long one; as, for instance, suppose the intermediate point 
in the line be a point to which there is no returning full freight, so that 
all the cars thet go one way do not go back full, but go back empty, 
or the small quantity of matter to be handled requires an increased cost 
for handling at the station, and all those things which are familiar to 
every railroad man; or take the case which has been discussed here so 
often, where to the more distant point there is a competition with a 
water way, where a railroad in order to take the freight must take it 
at actual cost or even at a loss, if you consider that pointalone? Now 
ifit be true that there are cases to be conceded, cases frequently ex- 
isting in railroad ent, where that should be permitted, then 
you ought not to have an absolute provision in the bill which prevents 
it in all cases; but unless it comes within some of those cases which I 
have supposed, why does not the provision of the bill which authorizes 
the putting a stop to all unreasonable discrimination come in and cure 
the difficulty? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Ianswer in the first place that you have not a full 
remedy here. ‘There are theories on this subjectand there are instances 
in which railroad experts claim that this should be permitted, but I 
say that those instances can not be sustained. It involves the princi- 
ple that you can haul a loaded car cheaper than you can haul an empty 
one. It involves the principle that you can haul a loaded car a greater 
distance for less money than you can haul it a short distance. Those 
things do not exist. You may claim that a railroad can haul a car a 
greater distance for the same money, but no condition of things exists 
under which you can say that a railroad can haul a car a greater-dis- 
tance for less than nothing, and it involves that very principle. You 
must say that a railroad can haul a loaded car for less than nothing —— 

Mr, HOAR. Take this simple case—— 

Mr. CAMDEN. I have not answered the Senator yet. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. CAMDEN. ‘The second proposition the Senator made, if I re- 
member correctly, was that if the conditions exist in any case di 
tion should be left to the commissioners to remedy it. This amend- 
ment does not take away from the commissioners the discretion to 
remedy these hardships if any are found to exist. That is left in the 
bill. 

The amendment goes no further than to prevent discrimination 
against 80 per cent. of the shippers and the producers and the farmers 
of this country. By the terms of this bill it is applicable to only a few 
competitive points, and is in the interest of a few competitive points; 
it is in the interest of the large shippers and it is against the interest 
of the great bulk of the commerce of the people and of the towns of this 
country, and it can not be supported by any fair argument of justice 
or equity, In my judgment there can be no reason given for it except 
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the reason to legislate in favor of the cities and the large competitive 
shipping points, to build them up and to depopulate the towns and the 
distribution of manufactories throughout the country. 

Look at the operation of this. Take Saint Louis asa point and come 
into Indiana where there is no competition. You may go 50 miles from 
Saint Louis and a manufactory could not exist there, because it could not 
ship its products a shorter distance for the same amount that a ship- 
ment could be made for a longer distance from Saint Louis. A manu- 
ry sale under certain circumstances might have advantages to build 
up a manufacturing interest at a local point, yet by reason of the very 
fact that the competitive point is Saint Louis, and that freight can be 
shipped at a cheaper rate by competitors in the same business, that 
manufactory is destroyed. ‘That is one instance. 

You may go through Indiana and that same principle is involved all 
the time. You may go into Ohio, you may go to West Virginia, and 
the same result follows. Towns can notbe built up between interme- 
diate competitive points. If you offer to ship you have to pay more 
for the less distance; labor must go away from the country to the cities, 
and the farmers themselves are placed at a disadvantage as against 
those at the points that are called competitive points. 

This principle of the long and short haul is ized in New York 
by the railroad commission of the State. It is recognized by the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company. There is not a well- railroad in 
this country, in my judgment, that objects toit. It simply has the 
effect of equalizing rates over the whole country and to give the people 
and the towns and the shippers of the whole country an equal chance. 

Senators can not as a matter of justice or policy urge any good rea- 
son for denying this amendment. If this amendment is defeated you 
ingraft it here on the statute-book and makeit stand out in bold re- 
lief that this Senate is legislating against the interests of the commu- 
nity at large in favor of large colnpetitiveshipping points. Wedonot 
ask to do any injustice to the large shipping points by this amendment. 
I want to see cities grow, but they ought not to grow at the expense 
of the country at large. 

Take the raising of wheat in Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, West Virginia, 
and in Kentucky; we do not ask to get to market cheaper than those 
farther west. We say to them, ‘‘ You are entitled to all the advantages 
you have; we do not ask a reduction to your disadvantage; we only ask 
that you shall not have a lower rate than we have in the aggregate.” 
In other words, we ask that you shall not ship wheat or live stock by 
our doors to the same market, twice the distance, at a less price per car- 
load than we get, thereby reducing the value of our productin the mar- 
ket as compared with your Seng in the market to the extent that you 
have a lower rate than we have. 

Is there any reason that can be given why this principle should not 
be of general application? As long as the fourth section of the bill 
limiting it to the same point of departure stands as it is the bill legal- 
izes discrimination and authorizes the commission, when appointed, to 
carry it out. And the commission can not do otherwise than carry it 
out, because it has no power to make rules varyingit. If you leavein 
this bill the words ‘‘and from the same original point of departure,’’ 
the commission can not go beyond that, and when a shipper comes here 
from an intermediate point and complains of discrimination and asks 
the commission for a remedy, the reply of the commission will be 
“ There is the law; it recognizes the right to charge you more than the 
shipper from a more distant point, and we have no power to interfere. 
We can not changeit. We are only appointed to carry out the provis- 
ions of the law and we can not go beyond it.’’ 

Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the question further. I 
have presented the points which I think ought to be considered, and 
I do not believe it is possible to pass a law permitting discriminations 
recognized by this bill as itstands. It would mean to apply the prin- 
ciple to a few competitive points and to@€ave outside at least 80 per 
cent. of all the people, and all the towns, and all the manufacturing 
interests of the country. The Senate can not afford to do that. Itis 
the worst kind of discrimination, and in my judgment no bill can give 
satisfaction, and can reach the points of discrimination complained of 
in the long and short hauls, that contains the words ‘‘and from the 
same original point of departure.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER obtained the floor. 


INVITATION TO ANTIETAM BATTLEFIELD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair takes this opportunity to 
present a communication from the chairman of the First Army Corps 
Association. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wasninaton, D, C., May 3, 1886. 

Sime: On behalf of the committee of the First Army Co Association, I have 
the honor to extend to you, and through you to the members of the honorable 
body over which oa prenan, a cordial invitation to jon with the association 
in a visit to the histo battlefields of Antietam and South Mountain, in Mary- 
land, on the l4th and 15th May instant, 

I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 
' EDWARD S. BRAGG, Chairman. 

Hon. Jons SHERMAN, 

President United States Senate. 
FORT SELDEN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, a bill has to-day been received by the 


Senate from the House of Representatives, granting the right of way 
through the Fort Selden military reservation, in New Mexico, to the 
Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company, a bill which has 
passed the Senate twice heretofore and is now on the Calendar. I ask 
unanimous consent to take up the House bill for passage twill take 
but a moment, and it is important it should pass at an early day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harnisin the chair). Ifthe Sen- 
ator will indulge the Chair a moment the Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate bills from the House of Representatives. The Chair will first lay 
before the Senate the bill (H. R. 661) granting the right of way through 
the Fort Selden military reservation, in New Mexico, tothe Rio Grande, 
Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company. 

The bill was read twice by its title. ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. _ I ask that the Senate proceed to consider the bill. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill just read. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that the railroad was built years ago 
through (this reservation by the permission of the Secretary of War. 
The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] is familiar with the 
case. I think he reported a couple of times to the Senate a bill for 
this purpose which has passed the Senate twice. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which grants the right of way to the ex- 
tent of 100 feet, and no more, in width through the Fort Selden mil- 
uay reservation, New Mexico, to the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific 

ilroad. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senate 
bill on the same subject, the bill (S. 189) granting the right of way 
through the Fort Selden military reservation, New Mexico, to the Rio 
Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company, will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1341) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Natchez, Miss. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3440) making an appropriation to construct a macad- 
amized road from the United States barracks in Saint Bernard Parish, 
Lonisiana, to the national military cemetery at Chalmette, in said 


parish; 

A bill (H. R. 5401) making appropriations for additional barracks 
at the Southern, Northwestern, and Western branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 

A bill (H. R. 7183) to authorize the purchase of a certain tract of 
land near San Antonio, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and to de- 
fine the duties and liabilities of ‘‘general-service clerks’? and ‘‘gen- 
eral-service messengers’’ in the Army. 

The bill (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the statue of Maj. 
Gen. John A. Rawlins from its present location toa site to be selected 
by the Secretary of War, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The bill (H. R. 985) authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer the 
United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., to the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural and Mechanical College at said place for 
educational purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. . 

The”joint resolution (H. Res. 112) for the relief of the estate of the 
late James G. Wintersmith, late Doorkeeper of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

STATUE OF GENERAL RAWLINS. 


Mr, LOGAN. I would like to have the bill authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the statue of General Rawlins taken up and 
passed. I am sure there will be no objection to it. It appropriates 
$500, and gives the Secretary of War authority to select the site where 
it shall be placed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I must insist on the regular order from this out. I 
have yielded two or three times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator’s colleague. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought he was through with his request. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, I merely asked to have the House bill put on its 
passage to remove the statue of General Rawlins. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield for that. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. R. 
606) authorizing the removal of the statue ot Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins 
from its present location to a site to be selected by the Secretary of 
War. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order referring the bill to the 
Committee on the Library will be reconsidered if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none. 
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. By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. A ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
. 


BILLS RELATIVE TO CHINESE. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Commitee on Foreign Relations, reported 
the following order: 

Ordered, That Senate bili 1991, entitled a bill supplementary to and amenda- 
tory of “an act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” ap- 

ved May 6, 1882, &c., reported from the Committee on Fore abe peg and 

mate bill 2225 to indemnify’certain subjects of the Chinese pire for losses 

sustained by violence of a mob at Rock Springs, &c., be,and hereby are, made 
special orders for Monday, the 10th day of y at 2 o'clock p, m, 

«Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senate will consent to that arrangement. 
The committee desire to bring those subjects up together, and they are 
both very important and pressing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will make that conditional that 
the interstate-commerce bill be out of the way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isso framed that it does not in- 
terfere with any unfinished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. The unfinished business would take precedence of a 

order. 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose it is ungracious perhaps to suggest even 
that there should be any consideration when a committee asks for a 
a special order; but the truth is this, I think, that we had perhaps ten 
days ago several matters clashing for precedence here and by akind of 
universal consent an order was arranged for those matters. Some of 
them are special orders and some are not. The passage of this resolu- 
tion, as I understand, would displace some matters which it is under- 
stood shall go along in regular order. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Connecticut 
allow the Chair to interrupt him? A single objection will carry the 
resolution over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not make an objection, but I can think of some 
things, like the arbitration bill, which has not been made a special order 
as I understand, like the pension bill, which has not been made a special 
order as I understand, that ought to be considered; and if this is made 
a special order it takes precedence of those two measures which I think 
of now, which I suppose it was understood by general consent were to 
follow the interstate-commerce bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be objection the motion lies 
over under the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not object, but I would like to enter a motion at 
the same time to go with this, and ask the indulgence of the Senate 
one moment to state what itis. The bill for newly arranging the debts 
of the several Pacific railroads is a bill of vast importance. It was in- 
troduced at the last session of the Senate, and, being of so much impor- 
tance, it was not only very thoroughly considered by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, but it was submitted by myself, who had it in charge, to various 
members of the Senate, including yourself, sir-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Asking their special consideration, as you will remem- 
ber, of the provisions of that bill. It has been considered in the in- 
terval in the Interior Department, and it was reported among the very 
first measures of this session; it was on the Calendar within two or 
three weeks after the beginning of the session. I desire to enter a mo- 
tion to make that bill a special order afterthis. The Chair will permit 
that motion to be made and to go over with this. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I must decline to yield any longer.* 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia is en- 
titled to the floor. s 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to ask what order has 
been made, if any? r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. None at all. 

Mr. HOAR. This is to be called up to-morrow, and I want my mo- 
tion to go with it. j 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I willyield simply to pass an order. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely ask that my motion may be entered now, in 
order that it may be in order to-morrow to come up with this order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce, the pending question 
being on the amendment proposed by Mr, CAMDEN, in section 4, line 
5, after the word ‘‘ direction,” to strike out the words ‘‘and from the 
same original point of departure.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I do not propose to ask of 
the Senate more indulgence than is necessary (which I know they will 
be willing to grant) to explain the reasons for the vote which as a Sen- 
ator I shall cast on the pending hill. In its importance to the people 
this bill transcends, perhaps, most of those we have had under consid- 
eration this session. 

Similar measures have been pending in the two Houses of Congress 


for the last six or eight years at least, and probably much longer. 
There is no measure before this Senate, and possibly none before the 
House of Representatives, which attracts more attention from the gen- 
eral public this one to regulate interstate commerce. 

I may be permitted to say here, too, that much of the discussion that 
has ensued upon this bill has not been of the kind that we had aright 
to from Senators. Too many stump speeches have been ingrafted 
into it. It is this which makes it quite proper for a Senator who pro- 
poses to vote upon it to give a why and wherefore. 

Now, sir, if we leave in this bill those few words, ‘‘and from the 
same original point of departure,’’? we do more, as the Senator from 
West Virginia said, than legalize discrimination; we come in here 
at this time to approve and indorse the railroad jobbery and railroad 
robbery generally for the last fifty years, and particularly for the last 
twenty-five years. It is legalizing the very evil from which the people 
of this country have suffered at the hands of the railroad corporations. 

Who is here to assert that shipments from terminal points are not 
carried frequently at losing rates? Who is here to assert that the in- 
termediate shipper does not only have to pay a profit upon what he 
ships, but must make up the losses that accrue from reduced rates from 
terminal to terminal, and make up also the profits that ought to have 
accrued to the railroad company from those shipments ? 
` This question has been argued here as if there were but two term- 
inal points in the United States, the one being Chicago with her lakes, 
and the other New York. I can account for it fo my own satisfaction 
very well, This might as well have been entitled a bill to coerce all 
shippers into sending their products to New York Harbor. There are 
other cities in this country; there are other harbors in this country; 
there are other towns in this country, and those who want to trans- 
port their products from one terminal point to another under this bill 
should know that there are more people living between these terminal 
points than there are at the termini which they propose to accommo- 

ate. 

I want to illustrate the effects of this bill upon the State that I in 
part represent here. There are four lines of railroad, grand trunk lines 
of railroad, traversing three or four, and one of them five, States, pass- 
ing through the State of Virginia. - A man who does not know that 
this bill says they may ship from the terminal points south of us and 
can not discriminate between any freight that is shipped from that 
same point, and at the same time will not admit that this bill says that 
they may discriminate as against all freight ship from any inter- 
mediate point, either is in ignorance of the bill, the terms of the bill, 
the spirit and the intention of it, or else he is representing a remote 
terminal and wants to transport his own products to the commercial 
centers of this country at cut rates. . 

If it had been the intention of the framers of this bill to deceive the 
Senate, they would not have put these seven words in it. Therefore, 
I must accord that they were honest to a degree, for they put in words 
that no man can misunderstand. You may ship from any point south 
of Virginia—a terminal point—you may land your cotton or other pro- 
duce at a seaport as as that of which New York boasts, and bet- 
ter, at any rate of freight that the railroads may fix from that point. 
You come to Lynchburg on one line of road, and they may fix even a 
higher rate from Lynchburg to Newport News or to Norfolk than that 
fixed upon that which started from the ‘‘original point of departure” 
south of Lynchburg. 

You may take another line of railroad that passes through Virginia 
and North Carolina and on south, and ship from there, and the same 
discrimination may be made against Danville, Richmond, and any other 
intermediate point on that line of road. You may start from Kentucky 
over the Chesapeake and Ohio, and bring freight aeross the West Vir- 
ginia line and land it at Staunton, and there charge from Staunton on 
down to deep water a higher Mte on freight loaded there than that which 
the railroad company fixed upon the freight which was shipped from 
the ‘‘original point of departure” in Kentucky. If this be not true, 
then I ask any Senator on this floor to explain what these seven words 
mean? i e 

I repeat, it is the greatest evil from which we have been suffering 
at the hands of corporations. It is legalizing in the great hereafter 
these discriminations against the producing people who live outside of 
a few cities where non-producing commission merchants thrive and 
elevators make a profit. It is discriminating against everybody who 
lives between terminal points or ‘‘original points of departure.” . 

Why, sir, I will take the valley of Virginia and go on through to 
the Tennessee line, and I can demonstrate, or illustrate rather, just 
exactly what the President of this body said when he spoke to this 
same question the otherday. There they charge the producing people 
along that line of road more per hundred, more per car, for what they 
carry even here into the city of Washington than they charge for the 
same carriage of freight over the same line of railroad under the same 
management from points three, four, five, six hundred miles west of the 
Ohio River. This billsaysthey shall havea right to do it, gives them the 
legal right to doit. The people who have been clamoring for legisla- 
tive protection against this outrage and wrong are met here with a bill 
that contains seven words which say they may go on and do what they 
have done, and we will legalize it for all time to come. 
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That is this bill. Whatis the objectofit? Is it to bring the States 
removed from here thousands of miles nearer to ee ae to the com- 
mercial centers, than those that are geographically ted right around 
them? Is not that the object? Would you take one of the States or 
all the States that fed the millions of people of this country before the 
new ones were developed till their soil has been exhausted to a point 
where scarcely any profit comes from its cultivation, and bring these in 
competition with those of the older States that fed you when you were 
babies, and put the latter where they can not get to market with what 
they produce? ‘Thatis what theseseven words would do. They would 
simply say that any product from west of the Ohio or Mississippi Riv- 
ers should be put into market at a lower rate of freight than any prod- 
uct that might be grown in a State that is a thousand miles nearer 
the market. That can only be sustained on one ground, that there 
shall be no legislation here save and except in the interest of New York 
Harbor and the people of a few cities who live three thousand or more 
miles from it. : 

But, Mr. President, there is one section of this bill—if I may call it 
a section, for I believe the sections are not numbered, but it is on page 
6, beginning at line 33—that has a peculiar significance just now, in 
view of the frequent allusions to the law of Massachusetts. I hear it 
is section5. That section changes the common law and the statute law 
of nearly every State in this Union, fixing the liability of common car- 
riers of freight. Are you ready for that? Gentlemen should sympa- 
thize largely with their own constituents. Here you take away from 
the States the little security they have provided for themselves. I 
never saw anything more adroitly drawn than that section, and I never 
would have noticed it but for the fact that an eminent Senator here, 
my colleague, called my attention to it not over half an hour ago. 
Here. it is set forth in terms that where there are joint tariff contract 
rates they may be published, or must be published, by the different 
corporations entering into those contracts. There is no provision for 
lines connecting where this joint tariff contract is not entered into. 
Suppose, then, you start on a railroad at one point and you encounter 
another, and then another, before you reach the harbor at which you 
want to unload yourfreight. Whatcontrol have you over that middle 
line of railroad which you make no provision for in this section? It 
is free from all binding obligations under this that you call a law regu- 
lating interstate commerce. If there were three lines of railroad from 
Memphis to Norfolk, and you were to start a car-load of cotton from 
Memphis and land it upon this middle line and then again upon another, 
and there were no contracts between them, who is to say that either 
the middle line or that which had its terminus at Norfolk can not 
charge what it shall please? 

Then comes the joint contract arranged between the railroad organ- 
izations of which the country shall know nothing and the commission 
shall be as ignorant of. I have heard it said not only on this floor but 
in general talk that the railroad men of this body want this bill to pass 
- asitis, Iam not surprised tohearit. If there bearailroad man here 
I say that I do not know it, and when I make the statement I only 
do it because I have heard these things said off this floor as arguments 
to influence votes—if there be a railroad man here, or a representative 
of railroad interests, one who so far forgets the representative duties of 
one who represents a constituency and not a railroad—ask him if he 
wants to vote against the‘amendment of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia? I would be willing to risk the issue on that if Senators who 
have made these declarations and who have talked about the question 
would just take their position on the amendment. 

I said that this changed the common law and the statute law of the 
States. I should not expect an answer from either of the Senators from 
Massachusetts were I to put what Iam going to say in interrogative 
form, I say that section 5 substantially repeals the statute of Massa- 
chusetts regulating the responsibilities of railroad carriers practically 
and effectually. For what this Congress proposes to do now it pro- 
poses to do in the exercise of a constitutional right, whichis to over- 
ride the rights of the States in the control and management of the cor- 
porations that do business across their territory. 

Then there is a law, common as well as statute, which makes com- 
mon carriers the insurers of freight and of passengers only where there 
is a wrongful act, neglect or default, on the part of the company or 
some of itsemployés. Youcan hold them responsible for injuries done 
not only to a man, but toa beast or to the products of theearth; they 
are held prima facie liable, and no testimony is taken in a court to 
_ prove more than that the property was destroyed, excepting the act of 
God and jhe public enemy. This bill gives corporations an opportu- 
nity to ignore that law entirely, I do not claim to be as old a practi- 
tioner as some of the Senators here, but I am not afraid to lay down 
the proposition that this section 5 does effectually what I say, and if 
you leave in these words you will have the support of every railroad 
president and railroad director in the United States. 

Mr. President, I listened to the argument of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. MILLER], that there is a remedy for all these things in the 
first section. He pleads here all the time in confession and avoidance. 
He confesses the possibility of wrongs being committed under this bill, 
wrongs and outrages perpetrated under it, if it were not for this first 


section, which provides for a commission to pass upon all cases of ex- 
tortion—five commissioners, three of whom would be a majority. 
I could take the whole five if it were necessary for my purposes, but 
it is only necessary to take three; [ can select three railroad magnates 
in this country who would take three of those commissioners and hang 
them on their watch-chains and display them for charms around the 
country. 

When Senators fail to see, or refuse to see, the meaning of seven words 
in a bill of twenty-one pages, because they have a peculiar constituent 


interest to represent, and that being in antagonism to the interests of 


the people of the whole country, how can you expect much from five 
railroad commissioners whose pockets will be filled with passes and who 
will have permission to run over the roads and examine into the question 
of extortion? How long would they stop over here in Alexandria to de- 
termine whether there had been any discrimination between Atlanta 
and Washington, Atlanta being, as we suppose, an original point of de- 
partare? How long would your five commissioners stop at any point 
in Maryland toinvestigate whether there was any discrimination against 
that particular point on freight going to New York compared with that 
which was shipped from some extreme western starting station and 
called an original point of departure? 

Your commissioners would know nothing but what they heard in the 
large cities. They would inquire for nothing else, and when men do 
not ask for information they never get it. The other side would pos- 
sibly give them alittle more than they would ask for, but they would 
always propound something in their own interest. 

Mr. President, I started in simply to give the reasons why I shall 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. I think 
I have made myself understood on it, and I may hereafter give a reason 
why I shall not vote, why I can not vote for the bill with these seven 
words init. Ican notstand here and vote fora half dozen cities of this 
country, and ignore entirely all the people who work to produce, and 
who ask for nothing more than that they shall not be charged a higher 
rate of freight for a short haul than for a long one. 

If this bill p to prorate I should hesitate, because I do not 
want to break down the railroad system of the country; buta bill which 
simply says that they shall not charge more for 100 miles than they 
do for a thousand I can vote for, and if the railroads be under honest 
management they can need no legislation and no laws to prohibit them 
from going beyond such an inhibition. 

I say now, Mr. President, again, that my only purpose was to have 
it understood that I believe exactly what you said on this floor, that this 
bill as it stands legalizes discrimination against nine-tenths of the people 
of this country. I believe it is just such a bill as the railroads want. 
I believe it is justsuch a bill as the people of this country do not want, 
and that within twelve months after its enactment, if it should ever 
become a law, there are Senators on this floor who would possibly be 
reminded of what the late Stephen A. Douglas once said, that he trav- 
eled from New York to Chicago by the light of his own effigy. 

It will take but a short time for the people to understand it. You 
may call it something to regulate interstate commerce. The title is 
high-sounding and in splendid phraseology. It is suggestive to the 
people, but when they see the effect of it then they will begin to wonder 
who wrote the title and inquire who voted for the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this bill is the first step in the direction 
of restraint by law on the transportationsystem of the country. Com- 
petition has entirely failed to produce the end of reasonable and just 
rates between the various parts of the country, and I suppose there is 
no more universal demand, and never has been upon any subject, than 
that there shall be some regulation by law of the action of corporations 
in this direction. So far as I am concerned, and I believe the people 
generally, it is notin a spirit of hostility or want of appreciation of the 
necessities of these great instrumentalities of modern times, nor with 
any desire to take away from them a reasonable and even a liberal com- 
pensation for the services which they render and for the capital which 
is invested in them and for the labor which they employ, but they have 
become a power in the State, a power greater perhaps than that of the 
Government itself, their revenues aggregating far more than the reve- 
nues of the country with its great taxing power, and in many instances 


it has been exerted to the destruction of the interests of the different - 


States and parts of States and of the business pursuits and the wilue 
of real estate. : 

The question which is raised by the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia is one that deserves the most careful consideration. I 
find in the report of the Committee on Interstate Commerce some very 
valuable facts. I find in the testimony of Mr. Norris in regard to the 
effect of pooling arrangements avery remarkable statement. Said that 
gentleman: 

If you will permit, I desire to refer to one point which I have in mind in con- 
nection with Mr, Blanchard’s statement the other day before your committee, 
that the farm lands in New York had increased from $50 to $300 an acre in some 

laces, I think, and that as the result of the pone arrangement the territory 

tween Chicago and Omaha, which is subject to a very arbitrary pool, had 
grown enormously. I simply want to suggest the probability of this growth of 
territory between Chicago and Omaha being due not to the compactness of the 
pools but to the low for carrying grain from Chicago to the sea! A 
while other sections east of Chicago, and especially east of the trunk line ter- 
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minally are forced to 
nearer tide than the 


that year had 


Senator MILLER. May not some or all of that be due to the fact that in 1870 
gold was ata premium and in 1880 it was at par? 

Mr. Norrts. That would probably. account for a greater part if it were not so 
that in the State of Pennsylvania, in 1870,the proportion of the farmers to the 
whole workers was one-fourth, so that each farmer had three other workers’ 
families to provide for, while in 1830 the farmer had four other families to pro- 
vide for, the non-agricultural population having increased from 75 per cent., in 
1870, to 80 per cent., in 1880. Another evidence of thatis the fact that taking the 
gold measure the agricultural production of the State of Pennsylvania in 1880 
was $22,000,000 lesson a gold basis than in 1870; that is, assuming that in 1870 
gold was at a premium of 25 per cent. and in 1880 it was at par. There is hardly 
a State in the Union which is better adapted for icultural development than 
the State of Pennsylvania. It has been so cited in the reports of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and for the reason of the large no. cultural popula- 
tion which provided a home market for all of the domestic production. 

The figures of our State board of agriculture indicate that in the single item 
of wheat, the State of Pennsylvania consumes 4,500,000 bushels of wheat more 
than it produces, and yet our production of wheat is falling off, although our 
acreage of improved Jand has increased, and while I will concede that to the 
non-agricultural population cheap bread in so far as it reduces the cost of living 
is a public benefaction, yet in the State of Pennsylvania that does not amount 
to more than five hundred and odd thousand dollars a year. I figure it up, on 
the statements which the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the State board 
of agriculture had prepared, that in the item of grain we were saved $522,000 a 
year, while to reim the railroad companies for their low charges on West- 
ern products which are sent to Europe we Par in the East, not Pennsylvania 
merely, but in the Eastern States, about $17,000,000 a year, which is leyied upon 
the local traffic to reimburse the railroad companies for losses on through ic; 
and the tax which the Pennsylvania Railroad Company imposes on us accord- 
ing to my computation is $4,500,000. 


That illustrates very conclusively the effect upon the country of the 
railroad system and of the system of a higher price for a shorter dis- 
tance than a longer one. Under the operation of the competition which 
has rendered that necessary, Pennsylvania has been discriminated 
against and the value of lands depreciated, the agricultural production 
diminished, and the agricultural population transferred farther west to 
the point of arbitrary competition. Ifthat be the effect of any system 
it is a great power, a power which extends to the destruction of com- 
mercial values and to thearbitrary destruction of all the agricultural and 
commercial interests of a community. 

How shall it be remedied? The bill declares, first, that there shall 
be no unjust charges; that isto say, no extravagant or unreasonable 
charges. It then provides that there shall be no discrimination in re- 
spect to persons as to charges, no advantages to one over another, and 
no discrimination in reference to opportunities, no preference of one 
person over another. 

It then establishes as the principle and the means by which these 
ends shall be attained that there shall be no higher charge for a shorter 
distance than a longer one from the point of departure. It therefore 
assumes the power to regulate the charges. It declares that Congress 
has power to say how mucha road shall charge for one distance or 
another. 

This covers the whole subject, but the manner in which it does it is 
by providing that the system complained of in the testimony of Mr, 
Norris shall take effect, and that there shall be selected a point of com- 
petition, a point of departure, and that from that point, wherever it may 
be, all charges shall be subject to this rule that no more shall be 
charged for the shorter distance than for the longer one, no matter how 
much longer; it may be a thousand miles and the other may be but 
1 mile. 

Now, the Senator from West Virginia proposes to make that uni- 
versal, and he proposes to say that it shall not be from the point of 
original departure, but that everywhere there shall be a principle that 
there shall be no more charged upon that line for a shorter distance 
than for a longer one, but that you may asmuch. This does 
not reach the evil; it is perhaps not in the direction of reaching it. 
It does, however, destroy the proposition that there shall be one fa- 
vored point of original departure, and that upon that line this principle 
shall apply everywhere. Certainly it does not injure the people who 
live at the intermediate points that outside of their business there 
shall accrue to that road a revenue from some other source; it does not 
‘injure them that a line of road whatever may be the charges to them 
shal! derive a revenue, an income from other sources of business than 
those which the local trade supplies. On the contrary, it reduces the 
aggregate expenses and enables the transporting line to do the local 
business at cheaper rates. There is no question about that. 

But then it has been found that whatever may be the advantage in 
that respect the result did not happen that when in the power of the 
corporation its interest led it to exact from the local business the ut- 
most charge that if would bear, and it is for the restraint of power that 
this law is intended. If corporations always did exactly that which 
was hest for the people, leaving tothemselves a reasonable profit, there 
would be no necessity for any law regulating interstate commerce. 

The proposition made by the Senator from Wisconsin that this is de- 
priving the extreme West or the extreme South, or any other point 
where there is competition of natural advantages, is untenable, for the 
_ reason that within the line of a longer and a shorter distance the mar- 


gin is so great that you touch the point where there is no com ion 
at all to a railroad company. If theycan not make a profit by apply- 
ing the principle that you shall not charge more for a shorter than a 
longer distance they can not make a profit at all; they reach a point 
where no business can be done except at a loss, and when doing busi- 
ness at a loss of course there is no`ground or possibility of competition 
with others. 

Then, again, this is not a natural advantage; it is an arbitrary and 
an artificial one. If you apply the principle of allowing natural ad- 
vantages you will establish a pro rata amount according to the distance 
anywhere along the line, and that would give to the points of greatest 
contiguity or proximity the natural advantage of shorter distance and 
of the smaller expense which those elements would demand. 

Therefore it is not a question which can be regulated by natural ad- 
vantages; it isa question which must be regulated upon other elements 
altogether, which are not contained in this bill. While I shall support 
the bill and commend it as a step in the direction which legislation 
must assume, that of regulating upon a reasonable basis in the inter- 
ests of the railroad corporations themselves and of the people by allow- 
ing to them a reasonable compensation upon the necessary, the proper 
economical cost of construction of their property, upon the principle 
of strictly regulating the compensation to be derived from the business 
of their road by measuring it by this standard; while it is a step in 
that direction, acknowledging the power of Congress in respect to in- 
terstate commerce to regulate the rates of transportation, it fails, I 
think, in recognizing the principle that upon every railroad line, differ- 
ing as they do in their connection, in the amount of their business, in 
the capacities of transportation which they may have, and in the costs 
of construction and operating expenses, the only just and compensating 
rate to all intarests is to be ascertained by considerations based upon 
the amount of business and the cost of operation and construction. 
How far this is practicable, and by what means it may be effected, is 
the great question which is forced upon our consideration by the pub- 
lic necessities. 

It should be allowed to the road to do all the business it can, whether 
it be from a distance or from its local business. However, the onl 
just and equitable rate to be imposed upon that business is one whi 
is measured by the revenues and by the and net earnings of the 
company as measured by its proper cost, leaving out of view that great 
evil which more than everything else places now one million of unem- 
ployed people upon this country, which more than anything else causes 
the terrible troubles of labor and the dissatisfaction between the labor- 
ing men and the employer, this fictitious stock, this watered bonded - 
indebtedness, this unnatural value which has been placed on the rail- 
roads of the country in the shape of public securities to be paid by taxes 
upon the labor of the country in the shape of improper costs of trans- - 
portation, of unnecessary and extravagantcharges. Itis very clear that 
the power of imposing a tax or charge on the production and business 
of a great country such as ours granted to railroad corporations is a fran- 
chise which may be made as oppressive and ruinous to the people as the 
most severe exercise of the power of taxation by the Government. 

It is quite obvious to me that, this is a step in the right direction, 
butitisonlyastep. It isquite clear thatin the bill itis provided that 
no charge shall be unreasonable or unjust which is within the limit, that 
it shall not be greater for a shorter than if is for a longer distance. 
That is the standard provided in the bill, and the section which pro- 
vides that charges shall be just and reasonable is in reference to this 
standard. That is what the bill says is just and equitable, that the 
charge shall not be ter for a shorter than for a longer distance. 
That is the measure of justice and equity, but yet, as I said, it is quite 
manifest to me from reading the provision here that this system of fix- 
ing a point of departure and requiring that there shall be no greater 
charge for a longer distance from that point, as is stated by Mr. Norris, 
is just the one that may work and will work to the injury of all inter- 
mediate points. It is a discrimination in favor of the point of depart- 
ure; it is a fixing of a lower rate for that point than for any other; it 
leaves the intermediate route as was done in this case entirely within 
the control of the corporation. If we shall endeavor to equalize all 
parts of the country in respect to cost of transportation we shall find it 
an impossible task. We should find that other inequalities existed in 
respect of climate, soil, habits of labor, and other causes. Yet it re- 
mains true that in respect of transportation it is not right that inter- 
mediate communities should be made to pay the cost of transporting the 
productions of the terminal points at prices which enable them to un- 
dersell their own products. m 

For these reasons I shall support the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 4, line 5, after the word ‘‘ direction,” 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘and from the same original 


point of departure.’’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I paired yesterday 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who was compelled 
to be absent to-day. I do not know how he would vote on this ques- 
tion. I should vote ‘‘yea” if I were not paired. I leave it to his 
colleague to say how he would vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I think my colleague would vote ‘“‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I shall not vote, but simply announce that 
I should vote ‘*yea’’ if I were not paired. * 

Mr, COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] who is absent. I 
understand that the pair has been transferred, and I am therefore at 
liberty to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). 
league [Mr. JonEs, of Nevada]. > 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [ Mr. STANFORD]. : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). _The Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] was called away from the Chamber fora 
short time and I am paired with him. AsI donot know how he would 
vote on this question I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 2 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired on this question with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE, My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired on this 
question with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If my 
colleague were here, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHACE] is absent from the 
Senate and is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to add to the statement of the Senator from 
Rhode Island the further statement that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ifampron] was paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. As the Senator from Oregon desired to vote on this ques- 
tion the pair was transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
CHACE], so that the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from 
Rhode d are paired on this question. 

Mr. BOWEN. I understand that my pair with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Hampron] has been transferred, and in that case 
I am at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). I should like 
to ask the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] if he knows how 
his colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] would vote on this question? 

Mr. GEORGE. He would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this proposition. He 
told me he was paired with you, and would vote ‘‘yea’’ if present. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I withdraw my vote. £ 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] left the 
Chamber a while ago and announced to me that he was paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], and that he would vote 
against the amendment if present. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the affirmative). I thought the 
Senator from Maine was here. I asked him to pair with me when I 
left the Senate a little while ago to go to the other House. If he is 
not here I withdraw my vote; Iam paired. I should vote ‘‘ yea” and 
he would vote ‘‘ nay ” if he were present. 

‘The result was annotnced—yeas 29, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with my col- 


YEAS—29. 
Berry, Fair, Morgan, Vance, 
Blackburn, George, Morrill, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Payne, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gray, Pugh, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Harris, m, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Conger, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Eustis, Maxey, Sherman 
NAYS—21. . 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Platt, 
Allison, McPherson, Sabin, 
Blair, X Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Hoar, Miller, Sewell, 
Brown, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller 
Cullom, 4 Logan, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—23. 

Boek Edmunds, Hearst, Plumb, 
Butler, Gibson, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Cameron, Hale, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 
Chace, Hampton, Jones of Florida, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, son, Mitchell of Pa., Walthall. 
Dawes, Hawley, Pike, 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. desire to offer an amendment. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion for 
half an hour at least. 
Mr. CAMERON. I think I shall have to insist on the motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
32, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—32, _ 
Beck, Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, 
Berry, Coke, earst, m, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Edmunds, Kenna, Vance, 
Butler, Eustis, McPherson, Vest, 
Call, Fair, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gorman, Morgan, Whittborne, 
Cameron, Gray, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—27, 
Aldrich, Evarts, Miller, Sawyer, 
Allison, ©, Mitchell of Oreg., Sewell, 
Blair, Hoar, Morrill, Sherman, 
Bowen, Jonesof Nevada, Palmer, Spooner, 
Conger, A Platt, Teller, 
lom, McMillan, Riddieberger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Manderson, Sabin, 
ABSENT—17. 
Chace, Hampton, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Walthgll. 
George, Hawley Pike, a 
Gibson, Ingalls, Plumb, ` 
Hale, Jones of Florida, Stanford, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 6’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 6, at 12 
o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 5th day of May, 1886. 
CONSUL. 


Frederick Ellison, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States, at 
Asuncion, to fill a vacancy. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John H. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, Carroll 
County, Arkansas, vice Richard P. Pulliam, resigned. 

Warren Woodson, to be postmaster at Red Bluff, Tehama County, 
California, vice John Clements, whose commission expires May 17, 1886. 

David W. Clark, jr., to be postmasterat Valley City, Barnes County, 
Territory of Dakota, vice Christian Anderson, removed. 

Calvin Goodman, to be postmaster at Reading, Berks County, Penn- 
sylvania, vice George K. Whitner, whose commission expires May 31, 
1886. 

T. C. McConnell, to be postmaster at Brownwood, Brown County, 
Texas, vice Marion Mullins, removed. 

Deville L. Harkness, to be postmaster at Berlin, Green Lake County, 
Wisconsin, vice Griffith J. Thomas, commission expired. 

William H. Torrey, to be postmaster at Foxborough, Norfolk County, 
Massachusetts, rice Charles H. Briggs, commission expired. 

William R. Dodge, to be postmaster at Gouverneur, Saint Lawrence 
County, New York, vice Horace G. Reynolds, resigned. 

James Halligan, to be postmasterat Canajoharie, Montgomery County, 
New York, vice Mrs. Elizabeth Smith, whose commission expires May 
16, 1886. 

Horatio S. Tryon, to be postmaster as Weedsport, Cayuaga County, 
New York, vice Sylvester Wright, commission expired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieutenant John L. Bullis, to be captain, April 29, 1886, vice 
Clous, appointed judge-advocate, with the rank of major. 
Second Lieutenant Alfred M. Palmer, to be first lieutenant, April 
29, 1886, vice Bullis, promoted. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 5, 1836. 
TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 


C. Meyer Zulick, of Tombstone, Ariz., to be governor of Arizona Ter- 
ritory. ~ 


REJECTION. | 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate April 29, 1886. 
Charles R. Pollard, of Indiana, nominated to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Montana 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, May 5, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a correction of the 
Journal in regard to the action last night on House bill No. 1171, provid- 
ing for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the 
volunteer forces. The Journal states that the bill was withdrawn. 
By the RECORD it is shown that it was not-withdrawn, but was laid 
aside by consent to retain its place on the Calendar. 

It will be found in the RECORD on page 4170, as follows: 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be laid aside. 


The SPEAKER. The Journal will be corrected. It makes, of 
course, very considerable difference whether the bill was merely laid 
aside or withdrawn. The Journal will be corrected so that it will 
read that the bill was laid aside to retain its place upon the Calendar. 

The remainder of the Journal was then read and approved. 


ARMAMENT OF NEW STEEL CRUISERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, with an inclosure, an estimate from 
the Secretary of the Navy of an appropriation to supply deficiency for 
the armament of new steel cruisers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT HAMILTON, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of War for the purchase of additional ground at Fort Hamilton, New 
York Harbor; which wasreferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MINT BUILDING, NEW ORLEANS, ETC, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, letters from 
the Supervising Architect relative to the cost of repairs of the mint build- 
ing, New Orleans, La., and of the old portion of the custom-house, Buf- 
falo, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Su- 
pervising Architect urging the immediate appropriation of $10,000 for 
repairs and preservation of the marine hospital; also referring to esti- 
_ mate heretofore submitted for repairs and preservation of public build- 
ings for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SANITARY IMPROVEMENTS, TREASURY BUILDING, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying reports, a 
letter from the chief clerk of that Department, submitting an estimate 
of an appropriation to place the building of the Department in proper 
sanitary condition; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL LAWS, UTAH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, inclosing copies of the laws of that Territory enacted 
at the last session of its Legislative Assembly; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. 


WITNESSES’ MILEAGE, ETC., IN NEW MEXICO, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting, with inclosure, a letter from the United 
States attorney for New Mexico relative to the inadequacy of witnesses’ 
mileage and per diem compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. : 

WILLIAM LAVERY VS, THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact in that 
court in the case of William Lavery vs. The United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate of the 
following titles; which were read twice, and referred to the appropriate 
committees, as follows: 

A bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on Claims. $ 

A bill (S. 433) to provide for the payment of the 1 
of Arvah Hopkins of the rent of certain property in 
for the use of the Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 


representatives 
, Fla., 


A bill (S. 542) for the relief William Eryin—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

A bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. z 

A bill (S. 1258) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Edward Fenlon—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 5887) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leawe of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. GALLINGER, for tendays, onaccountof sickness in his family. 
To Mr. SCRANTON, for four days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SAYERS, by unanimous consent leave was granted 
to withdraw from the Committee on Military Affairs papers filed in 
connection with House bill 7183. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT, 


TheSPEAKER announced theappointmentof Mr. THOMAS R, Hupp, 
of Wisconsin, as a member of the Committee on Commerce, to fill the 
vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Joseph Pulitzer. 


GENERAL-SERVICE ARMY CLERKS. 


Mr. BRAGG. Iask unanimous consent to make a verbal correction in 
an amendment to the bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and 
pay and to define the duties and liabilities of ‘‘general-service clerks” 
and ‘‘general-service messengers’’ in the Army which was passed by 
the House last evening. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

In line 13,in the second section, strike out the words “class one" and insert 
“ class three,” 

TheSPEAKER. If there beno objection, the correction will be made, 

There was no objection. 


ESTATE OF JAMES G. WINTERSMITH. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 112) for the relief of the estate 
of the late James G. Wintersmith, late Doorkeeper of the House of 
Representatives, and that the Honse-consider the same. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
y,and the accountin, officers of the Treasury to pass the said account, to the 
egal representatives of the late James G. Wintersmith, late Doorkeeper of the 
House of Representatives, one year's salary as Doorkeeper of the House of Re 
resentatives,and also the expenses of the last sickness and burinl of the sald 
Wintersmith. 
The Committee on Accounts recommended the following amendment: 


In line 9, before the word “ burial,” insert the words “ expenses of.” 
After the word “burial” insert the words “ not exceeding five hundred dollars 
for said burial,” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I send to the desk the report 
by the Committee on Accounts, I desire to make this single statement 
as a reason for calling up the resolution this morning. Major Winter- 
smith, the father of the late Doorkeeper, since that report was made 
by the committee, has lost his wife and on yesterday his only remain- 
ing son and child. It seemed to me not inappropriate that the House 
this morning might give to the stricken man, who is now old and poor 
as well as widowed and childless, the of this bill as a sort of 
message of condolence. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HEIRS OF JEROME S. RIDLEY. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. I present a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. Iam directed by the committee to report back 
with amendments the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay 
out of the contingent fand of the House, to Jennie Caruthers and Henrietta 
Ridley, children and heirs of Jerome S, Ridley, late an employé of the House,a 
parry ng aod to his salary for six months, and also the necessary funeral expenses, 
not to ex $250. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Tn the last line of the resolution strike out the words “ necessary funeral.’’ 

Insert after the word “ expenses” the words “of his last illness and funeral.” 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


companyin, 
In the fifth line, strike out the words “n ry fi 
word “expenses,” the words “of his last illness and funeral” with a recom- 


vate Land Claims, grip pon appointed on the llth day of January, 1886, and 
wasa bes f faithful and intelligent employé. ly on the 
6th day of April, 1886, leaving no estate. His children, named in th 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 

the Private Calendar, for immediate consideration, Senate bill 632, to 

rovide for the settlement of the estates of the deceased Kickapoo In- 
ians in the State of and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] asks 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
from the further consideration of the bill indicated by him, and to con- 
sider the same. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will ask 
for objections. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MORRISON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds upon the House Calendar a bill to 
authorize the Secre of the Interior to issue duplicates of certain 
land warrants lost while in possession of officers of the Government. 
The bill has evidently gone to the House Calendar by mistake. As 
a private bill it clearly belongs to the Private Calendar, and the change 

Il be made. : 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, by the prior order of the House, this 
day and this,evening have been set apart for business to be presented 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. Upon consultation with them 
and with their consent, I ask unanimous consent of the House that to- 
morrow and to-morrow evening be substituted for this day and even- 
ing for the consideration of that business; my purpose being to get a 
vote to-day on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BEACH. I object tothat. To-morrow is assigned for the con- 
sideration of the electoral count bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. The electoral count bill is subject to the river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire, if possible, to insure the 
consideration of the electoral count bill either to-morrow or the next 
day. Friday I know is private bill day, and I desire if I can to get 
unanimous consent to go on with the eonsideration of the electoral 
count bill to-day, as I am informed by the chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors that it is possible we may get through with his 
bill to-day in time to let us take up and secure at least the partial con- 
sideration of the electoral count bill. Ido not wish to interpose any 
objection in the way of the river and harbor bill, and I ask the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Beacnu] to withdraw his objection, but I 
trust that we can make an arrangement which will insure the consid- 
eration of the electoral count bill to-day after the river and harbor 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIS] asks 
unanimous consent that the order for this day and evening, the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, be 

tponed until to-morrow and to-morrow evening. 

Mr. BEACH, I object. 


REPORTS OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The report will be read. 

The report was read. [It is ptinted below. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr, Speaker, how does this come before the 
House? : 

The SPEAKER. It is a reporé ñom the Committee on Printing in 
relation to printing for the use of the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like tosay to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. BARKSDALE] that the Committee on Appropriations have 
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received a communication from the Public Printer touching this mat- 
ter. I understand the report relates to animal industry. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The report is in a to an inquiry which the 
Committee on Printing was directed to make in reference to the report 
on animal industry. 

Mr. RANDALL, I thought it had reference to that matter. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

The report was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The report and the accompanying pa 
the Chair supposes furnish the information desired by the 
be printed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that the report and the papers be read, 
in order that they may go into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. That will not take them into the RECORD. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Then I ask unanimous consent that they be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed as adopted in the usual form 
of committee reports. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. But I wish them to go into the RECORD, and 
I ask unanimous consent that they be printed there. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent that the report just submitted by him from the Committee on: 
Printing, with the accompanying papers, be printed in the RECORD., 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report and accompanying papers are as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 4, 1886. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the following; 
which was agreed to: 

“Whereas a joint resolution of the Congress of the United States, approved July 
5, 1884, directed the printing of 50,000 copies of the first ann report of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry, 10,000 copies of which were for the use of the Sen- 
ate and 35,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; and 

“Whereas it is stated that only 2,000 copies of said ns pee have been delivered 
to the Senate and only 285 have been delivered to the House of Representatives, 
and thatno delivery has been made to either branch for about ayear: Therefore, 


“Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be,and are hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the cause of this delay and to report by bill or otherwise.” 
Attest; 


JNO. B. CLARK, Jr., Clerk, 


Mr, BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the followfhg 
report: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying resolu- 
tion of inquiry relating to the printing of 50,000 copies of the first annual report 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry, ordered by resolution dated July 5, 1884 
and mating that only a limited number of the copies of the report so ordered 
had been delivered, have had the same under consideration, and leave to 
submit the following communication from the Public Printer explaining the 
cause of the delay in printing the whole number and exonerating him from 
neglect of gaty in executing the order, The committee therefore, in view of 
the facts stated, ask to be discharged from the further consideration of the said 
resolution, and that the same be laid on the table: 


OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., May 4, 1896, 
letter of this date, inclosing the following resolution adopted by 
Representatives, has been received : 
HIN THE HOUSE OF Representatives, May 3, 1886, 

“ Whereas a joint resolution of the Congress of the United States, approved 
July 5, 1884, directed the printing of 50,000 copies of the first annual report of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry, 10,000 copies of which were for the use of the Sen- 
ate and 35,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; and 

“ Whereas it is stated that only 2,000 copies of said report have been delivered 
to the Senate and only 285 have been delivered to the House of Representatives, 
and that no delivery has been made to cither branch for abouta year : Therefore, 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the cause of this delay and to report by bill or otherwise.” 

In answer thereto, I beg to say that Congress ordered 50,000 copies of the first 
report on Animal Industry, but failed to make the n al appropria- 
tion with which to execute the order. Such being the case, the cost must neces- 
sarily be charged to the general appropriation for Congress. J 

The general appropriation for the present year was reduced $250,000 be- 
bumo per appropriation for long session and $426,107 below the estimates 
o office, 

The press facilities of this office are not sufficient to do all the printing ordered, 
and work ona number of reports was necessarily postponed, among them this 
one, With the reduced appropriation the presses can not run extra, and I have 
been compelled, first, to provide the current work for Congress and the Depart- 
ments and print such reports as could be reached thereafter. 

I did print a small edition for the accommodation of the Department of Agri- 
culture (as in several other cases) and the deliveries were as follows: Senate, 
2,516; Department of Agriculture, 4,833; House, 472. 

The circular issued by the honorable Commissioner of Teen which you 
send me contains one paragraph which needs an explanation. He says: 

“T deem it o duty to state these facts in order to relieve this department of 
any nsibility for what seems to bean unreasonable and unwarranted dela 
in the delivery of a report which Con, ted eared ne nearly two years ago.” 

It istrue that Congress did order this work printed, but it is equally true that 
no special appropriation was made therefor; hence it will be observed that the 
Commissioner's statement that ‘* Congress provided for” its publication is mis- 
leading ane calculated to do this office an injustice, which of course was unin- 
tentional. 

The Public Printer intends to comply with the law and will not exceed ap- 
propriations, and if orders are made for which no special appropriation is pro- 
vided, such printing must inevitably wait until it can be reached from the gen- 
eral appropriation for Congress, 

In conclusion, therefore, I beg to say that the first report on animal industry 
has not been completed, because : 

First. No ial appropriation was made for its B peace eae as was the case 
of the second annual report of the same work; an 

Second. The general Appropriation was reduced $250,000 compared with the 
previous long session, and $426,107 less than the estimates for the year (being 
the same amount as was provided for the short session of Congress with four 
months’ less expenditures for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and other current Con- 
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gressional work), wh with the limited press facilities, made it absolutely 
necessary to postpone ti: 


ng tee first report. 
~ It should be rem that a certain sum of the general a; tion is 
allotted for the various Executive Departments, and that the curren! inom 
for the y use of Congress and its committees must have precedence over al 

other reports. The reduction of the appropriation without a cor- 
responding reduction of the orders for printing inevitably leads to the post- 


ponement of the work. 
I have been very much y this state of affairs, and have endeav- 


embarrassed by 
ored to oblige Congress and all the Departments of the Government. I 
of a reduction of printing, the demands upon this office during this session are 
much tas than ever before. 


ery 
z 8. P. ROUNDS, Public Printer. 
Hon. E. BARKSDALE, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, 
House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members called for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


at 2 
are HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent that the regular call of 
committees for reports be dispensed with, and that the Chair recognize 
such gentlemen as desire to submit reports. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 
There was no objection. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably a House resolution fixing a day for the consideration of busi- 
ness from the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also reported 
back favorably a House resolution fixing a day for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. HERBERT. Iam instructed by the Joint Commission on the 
Signal Service, Geological Survey, &c., to report, as a substitute for the 
bill H. R. 8320, recently reported, a bill restricting the work and pub- 
lications of the Geological Survey, and forother purposes. This proposed 
substitute is-accompanied with a written report giving the reasons in 
favor of the measure. The committee will make a further report in a 
few days. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose to report a substitute 
for a bill already reported ? 

Mr. HERBERT. For a bill already reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no practice which authorizes 
that proceeding. The substitute is a mere amendment, and’tan be of- 
fered by authority of the committee when the bill comes up. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask then unanimous consent that this proposed 
substitute, with the accompanying report, be printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

Mr. RANDALL. This substitute and report I understand relate to 
the Geological Survey ?, 

Mr. HERBERT. The Geological Survey. As I have stated, the 
committee will soon make report on the other matters which they have 
had under consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. What may we understand by the word ‘‘soon?”’ 

Mr. HERBERT. We hope to report during the present week. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the order for printing 
as requested by the gentleman from Alabama will be made. 


FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7536) to extend 
the free-delivery system of the Post-Office Department, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 
3 CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. ELDREDGE, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was di from the further consideration of bills 
of the following titles; and the same were referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill i 1570) granting a pension to Mary Ann Vars; and 

A bill (H. R. 1571) granting a pension to Abbie M. Hay. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6556) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Henry Ellis; 

A bill R. 3062) for the relief of James Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 4548) to authorize the President to commission and re- 

. 


tire from activeservice John R. Bailey, acting assistant surgeon United 
States Army, in ihe grade of major and surgeon United States Army; 
A bill (H. R. 6524) to appoint Charles V. Petteys an assistant sur- 
geon on the retired-list of the United States Army; z 
A bill (H. R. 4666) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott; 
A bill (H. R. 2597) for the relief of G. W. MeCullough; 
A bill (H. R. 6594) for the relief of Martha Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 2314) for the relief of Francis M. Kirby, and to amend 
his mili record; ; 
k A bill (H. R. 6198) to remove the charge of desertion against David 


TOYS; 
A bill oe R. 3072) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
-of Wade H. Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 6636) for the relief of Manley B. Edmunson; 

A bill (H. R. 5072) to correct the muster-roll of Company B, Fortieth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as to the name of Jesse N. Oren, late orderly 
sergeant of said company; 

A bill i R. 6209) for the relief of George A. Cassedy; and 

A bill (H. R. 6555) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Jonathan C. Grumbling. 

GEORGE LEMON, 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5056) for the relief of George Lemon; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM N. CANADAY. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6712) for the relief of William N. Can- 
aday; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 6302) authorizing the Adjutant-General of the United 
States to place the name of Frederick B. Barnes on the muster-roll, 
&c. ; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

FREDERICK B. BARNES. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 6302, a bill (H. R, 8591) directing the 
Secretary of War to cause the name of Frederick B. Barnes to be entered 
as a private on the muster-roll of Company I, Seventh Tennessee Cav- 
alry, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 6302 was laid on the table. . 

CORRECTION OF RECORDS, ETC, 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the following resolution; which was referred to the 
House Calendar: 


Resolved, That the order of business for Friday evening sessions be enlarged 
so as to include private bills from the Military Committee, correcting the records 
of private soldiers and officers, but not to include any bill for the restoration of 
an officer to the Army or the giving any increased pay or rank to any officerin 
the Army or upon the retired-list. 


MILLING-SHOP, SPRINGFIELD ARMORY, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7724) for the erection of a mill- 
ing-shop at the national armory, Springfield, Mass.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) for 
the relief of John T. Bandy, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committe on Invalid Pensions was 
alsodi from the further consideration of the bill (S. 570) forthe 
relief of Jabez Burchard, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

LYDIA HADLOCK. R 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1142) ting a pension to Lydia Hadlock; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military irs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 6011) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit 
the State of Kansas with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said State, and for other purposes; which was laid onthe table 
and accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE FCs STATE OF KANSAS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 

ported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 6011, a bill (H. R. 8592) to 


back 
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authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State of Kansas with cer- 
tain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores issued to said State, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6385) for the relief of G. W. Hewitt; 

A bill (H. R. 4248) to place the name of John G. Orr on the rolls of 
‘Company A, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6398) for the relief of Andrew J. Woodside; 

A bill (H. R. 6445) for the relief of William Reed; : 

A bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Lewis A. Treen from the charge 
of desertion; 

A bill (H. R. eens for the relief of Albert Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 2706) for the relief of Ann Annis; 

A bill ee R. pan for the relief of Jacob Winner; 

A bill (H. R. 5754) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Russell S. Thurston; and 

A bill (H. R. 6300) to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas 
Carey and to place his name on the pension-roll. 


LEWIS A. TREEN. 

On motion of Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 6089) 

to relieve Lewis A. Treen from the charge of desertion, reported back 

adversely, was taken from the table and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

back adversely the bill (H. R. 6110) providing for the repair of the 

road leading from Vicksburg to the national cemetery heretofore con- 

structed by the United States; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


VICKSBURG NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD, 

Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8593) for the repair and preservation of 
the road heretofore constructed by the Government leading from Vicks- 
burg to the national cemetery adjacent thereto; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
adversely the bill ae R. 7243) to grant the right of way through the In- 
dian Territory to the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company, 
and for other purposes; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

CHICAGO, KANSAS AND NEBRASKA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported, as 
a substitute for the bill H. R. 7343, a bill (H. R. 8594) to grant the 
right of way throngh the Indian Territory to the Chicago, Kansas and 
Nebraska Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MES. HONORA V. LYONS. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 4481) for the relief of Mrs. Honora V. 
Lyons; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Tame Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ ALEXANDER FALCONER. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Eosen reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 6443) granting a ion to Alexander Falconer; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ; 

JAMES ROBINSON. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7169) to grant a pension to James Rob- 
inson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
TOTS Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
p a 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, and 
the its ome a reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill f . R. 7731) for the relief of Rufus G. Ammons; and 
TA bill (H. R. 7992) to place the name of Stephen Rice on the pension- 


FRANCIS HAMMOND. 

Mr. FLEEGER; from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1886) for the relief of Francis 
Hammond; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 
` Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Intalid Pensions, 
back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 7700) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Poe; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

NIRA D. GWYNNE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with Senate amendments the bill (H. R. 1361) giving a 
pension to Nira D. Gwynne; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. PINDAR, irom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 7337) granting a pension to Philemon B. Purvis; and 

A bill (H. R. 5713) granting a pension to Mary F. Wright. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. PINDAR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R, 7766) grant- 
ing a pension to Patrick Haney; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

B. B. CONNOR. > 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 

ek with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7265) for the re- 

iel of B, B. Connor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. : 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 842) for the relief of Sebastian Heeter; and 

A bill (H. R. 510) for the relief of Samuel Ayres. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the Committee on War Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7817) 
for the relief of the heirs of R. R. Black; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (HŒ. R. 6317) for 
the relief of Newell C. Langley; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. - 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports printed, namely: : 

A bill te R. 1461) granting a pension to Lisetta W. Spaulding; 

A bill (H. R. 4582) for the relief of Alice Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 7947) for the relief of John Adams; and 

A bill (H. R. 6962) granting a pension to Charles E. Blake. 


REBECCA ROBERTS. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8111) granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca Roberts; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE REISINGER. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5950) granting 
a pension to Catharine Reisinger; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIHU JONES. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 823) granting el cee 
sion to Elihu Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

EMILY B. BAKER. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1580) for the 
relief of Emily B. Baker; which was referred to the*Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF CHICAGO CUSTOM-HOUSE EMPLOYES. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3031) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay certain citizens of Chicago, employés of the 
eustom-house, for extra-time service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr, WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 

rted back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3034) authorizing the 
slanka of the Treasury to pay certain citizens of Chicago, employés 
of the custom-house, for extra-time service; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Priváte Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN GAUGERS, ETC. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. '7785) for 
the relief of certain gaugers and other internal-revenue employés who 
have been assigned to duty and have rendered services before the date 
of their qualification; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID W. LOW. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5651) for 
the relief of David W. Low; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. GOODRICH. - 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of 
James W. Goodrich; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. SMITH. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4275) for the relief of Will- 
iam J. Smith, late collectorof customs for the port of Memphis, State 
of Tennessee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


HIRAM W. HUBBARD. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 320) for the relief of Hiram 
W. Hubbard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. à 
HENRY AYRES. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. NEAL), from the Committee on Clai 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 536 
for the relief of Henry Ayres; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P, THORNE. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7708) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Thorne; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of bills of the following titles, 
and they were referred to the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 6702) for the relief of the personal representative of 
William Dufour, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. vy for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 7713) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; 

_A bill (S. 472) for the relief of the American Board of Commissioners 
for Foreign Missions, the Rey. Worcester Willey, and Esther Smith. 


WILLIAM D. WILSON. 


Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 8595) for the relief of William D. Wilson, of Vicksburg, Miss.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

B. S. JAMES. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 

with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3671) for the relief of 


B. S. James; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
cn the Tame Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to 
printed. 


BEAUFORT LEE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, 5 > 

HENRY NEAL. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of Henry Neal; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 

Mr. FREDERICK, from the Select Committee on the Alcoholic wed 
uor Traffic, re back with an adverse recommendation the bill (8. 
182) to provide for a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor 


c. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask that this bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state'of the Union. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 3314, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 8579, a bill (H. R. 8598) to so fur- 
ther amend section 3314 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, as to 
strike out and repeal so much thereof as allows to collectors of in- 
ternal revenue commissions on taxes collected on distilled spirits; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 8579 was laid on the table. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. SWOPE; from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
nee ne on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (S. 1367) granting an increase of pension to Catherine Doyle; 

A bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Anton Eberlein; 

A bill (H. R. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Evans; and 

A bill (H. R. 5419) for, the relief of Benjamin F. Taylor. 


SAINT LUKE’S EPISCOPAL PARISH, KALAMAZOO. 


Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Ways and Means, rs Sai 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 8188) to admit free of duty a 
certain lecturn for the use of the Saint Luke’s Episcopal church, in 
the parish of Kalamazoo, Mich.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF DISTILLED SPIRITS. “ 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 7140) to amend the laws re- 
lating to the entry of distilled spirits in distillery and special bonded 
warehouses, and the withdrawal of the same therefrom, and for pay- 
ment of tax thereon; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. If there are no other reports, the next businessin 
order is the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

VETERAN BOUNTIES. 


Mr. BRAGG. Icall up bill (H. R. 7895) for the relief of certain 
officers of the volunteer Army, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That all soldiers of the late war who re-enlisted as veot- 
eran volunteers, and afterward were discha to receive promotion and re- 
ceive commissions as officers in the Army, shall be paid all installments of 
veteran bounty which were withheld from them on account of their being so 
commissioned and mustered, the same as they would have been entitled to re- 
ceive had they completed their term of enlistment without promotion and re- 
ceived an honorable discharge: ed, That all soldiers of the late war who 
were d to receive promotion prior to their re-enlistment as veterans 
shall bé entitled to receivé the same bounty that they would have entitled 
to had they served as enlisted men for the full term of their enlistment and re- 
ceived an honorable discharge: Provided further, That all volunteer soldiers or 
sailors of the late war who were honorably discharged on account of diseases 
contracted in the line of duty shall receive the same bounty that they would 
have been entitled to had they been discharged on account of wounds. 

Sec. 2. That all advance payments of bounty, or balances of the same, which 
were deducted from the pay of either class of enlisted men herein referred to, 
by reason of their having been d for promotion, after having re-en« 
listed as veterans, or without re-enlistment and prior to a service of two y: 
shall be repaid to such as are entitled thereto by the provisions of this act; and 
in case of the death of the officer or soldier entitled to the benefits of this act, the 


amount of money found due him shall be paid to his widow, heirs, or legal rep- 
resentatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
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ized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sums due in each individual case. r 
peled 3. That all acts and partsof acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, that bill ought to go to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] makes 
the point of order that this bill should receive its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. The Chair thinks 
the point of order well taken. : 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] has 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be 
considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, under the rule, the bill 
must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. The 
gentleman can not make the motion as stated by him, but he can ask 
unanimous consent to haye the bill considered in the House. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill the title of 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7895) for the relief of certain officers of the volunteer army, and 
for other purposes, 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, it is not the desire of the Military 
Committee to provoke unnecessary discussion upon this measure, and 
I will endeavor to confine myself toa brief statement in explanation of 
the bill. ‘Those of the House who served in the Army of the United 
States during the late war are aware that in 1863, under General Or- 
der 191 of the War Department, all soldiers who had served two years 
and over were invited by the Government to re-enlist, and one of the 
inducements to re-enlist was set forth in paragraph 3 of that order, 
which I now read: 

Every volunteer enlisted and mustered into the service as a veteran under 
this order shall be entitled to receive from the United States one month’s pay 
in advance, and a bounty and premium of $402. 

The class of men affected by this bill are those who for gallantry after 
they re-enlisted as veterans were promoted to be officers of the volun- 
teer forces. Upon such promotion the Government terminated the con- 
tract which springs from the paragraph of the order which I have read, 
and ceased to pay those men any portion of the bounty, which by that 


order it had agreed to pay. Not only did the Government do this, but | class 


from the sums of money in the nature of bounty previously paid to 
those soldiers while in the ranks of the Army they deducted the sum 
of $25 in each case. The position of the committee on this point is 
that the contract between the soldier and the Government became an 
executed contract upon his re-enlistment in the service of the United 
States, and that therefore it was beyond the power of the Government 
to terminate the contract byitsaction. The Secretary of War in termi- 
nating the contract used this language: 

bec: spice Sof the General Order 191 is construed by the War Departmen} not 
to apply to the following cases: First, those discharged during enlistment by 
way of favor; and second, those discharged after re-enlistment by way of pun- 
ishment. 

A strange confusion of the rights of men, where excess of valor re- 
ceives the same award which falls upon the excess of ignominy! The 
result of this construction (because it rests in construction alone) was 
that a large number of those who, after re-enlistment, were promoted, 
were so promoted within ninety days of the termination of the war 
and of their term of enlistment under the veteran contract, and as a 
consequence they became, under the construction of the War Office, not 
entitled to three months’ pay proper allowed to officers, and they also 
lost the bounty which the Government had agreed to pay them. Asa 
consequence, they accepted their promotion at striking financial cost to 
themselves. The second class named in this bill are those who prior 
to the expiration of two years from the date of their enlistment were 
promoted, and whom the Government deprived of the $100 bounty 

teed them under the terms of enlistment, and who, if this bill 
becomes a law, will be entitled to receive the same bounty that they 
would have received had they performed their service to its conclusion 
and received an honorable discharge. 

Another class of deserving soldiers affected by this bill and who suf- 
fere$ injustice, as we contend, consists of those who were di ed 
prior to the expiration of two years’ service for disabilities not result- 
ing from wounds. All soldiers who were discharged on account of 
wounds, who belonged to the three-years’ army poe to re-enlistment, 
were paid $100 bounty, the same as they would have been paid had 
they continued their term of service to its conclusion and been honor- 
ably discharged. But those who were discharged prior to the expira- 
tion of two years, and not on account of disabilities from wounds, were, 
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by the construction of the War Office and its accounting officers, de- 
prived of the $100 which should have gone to them under the contract 
of enlistment. These are the three classes affected by this measure. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether the 
$402 bounty payable under this general order was payable immediately 
on re-enlistment as a veteran, or payable in installments; andif so, 
how? 

Mr. LAIRD. Itwas payable in installments. Immediately on re-en- 
listment the veteran receives $13, being one month’s pay, and also $25 
as the first installment of bounty, and a premium of $2, making $40. 
On the first regular pay-day thereafter $50 was paid, and so payments 
were made at intervals of four months until the whole of the balance 
had been paid. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Ne- 
braska inform the House what is the aggregate amount which it is es- 
timated will be required to make the payments under this bill? 

Mr. LAIRD. In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, I will say 
Ihave consulted with the Adjutant-General; and hestates it will beim- 
possible to determine even during this session of Congress with any de- 
gree of accuracy what the amount will be. I have made an estimate 
which I think approximates to some degree of accuracy, but of course 
it is only an estimate. There were received into the service of the 
United States for three years some two million two hundred and fifty 
thousand troops. This bill will affect, so far as the veterans are con- 
cerned, only those who had rendered two years or more of service. 

There were, as nearly as I can determine, five hundred regimental 
organizations that veteranized. Taking a full regiment of ten com- 
panies, the line officers (and this is confined to line officers almost ex- 
clusively) would be thirty to the regiment, if it had the full comple- 
ment. But every gentleman conversant with the service knows, of 
course, that as a matter of fact at the time of veteranizing and im- 
mediately thereafter, or within the time when the rule allowing pro- 
motions for veteran enlistment was operative, the regiments were so 
decimated that sometimes—and this was the casein my own brigade— 
it took fifteen regiments to make up a brigade of fifteen hundred men. 
It was not uncommon, near the close of the war, to find in our Army 
regiments having less than one hundred men behind the colors. I 
take it then to bea fair estimate to say that five hundred officers of 
this class will be affected by this bill. I assume that an average of 
about $200 per man will become due upon the passage of the bill. 
This would make the amount to go to veteran officers under the bill 
something like $100,000. 

Then there are the officers who were promoted in the three-year serv- 
ice, and the enlisted men who were disc not on account of wounds 
and prior to a service of two years. These two classes, I take it, would 
scarcely make up $100,000 more, according to the estimates I have. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How do you get at the last 
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Mr. LAIRD. So far as the officers are concerned, I get the result 
by the same system of reasoning which I have stated to the House in 
connection with the others. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How do you get an estimate 
of those discharged on account of disability ? 

Mr. LAIRD. Igetatthat from conversation with the auditing officers 
of the Government as to the numbor of cases that have arisen in their 
experience where applications have been made for this bounty upon 
the assumption by the soldier that he was entitled to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But does the gentleman sup- 
pose that the number of soldiers discharged on account of disability and © 
who believed themselves entitled to the bounty bears any large propor- 
tion to the number of soldiers discharged on account of disability who 
did not labor under such delusion? 

Mr. LAIRD. I think not; that is my experience from the investi- 
gation I have been able to give the matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then the gentleman’s idea 
is that this bill will carry about $200,000 or $300,000 ? 

i Me DATED: From $200,000 to $300,000is what the bill will carry, 
think. 

oe BLAND. Have any estimates been made by the Department 
at all? 

Mr. LAIRD. The committee has made the estimate I have stated. 

Mr. BLAND. Does any estimate accompany the report?” 

Mr. LAIRD. No, sir; because at the War Office we have been told 
that with the present force they can not give us an estimate. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘Then the War Office is unable to give any estimate as 
to the amount of money required ? 

Mr. LAIRD. They can give no accurate estimate. 

Mr. BLAND. Then it is mere guess-work, I suppose, as to the 
amount? 

Mr. LAIRD. The gentleman may call it so, if he pleases. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that there is nobody on this side of the 
House who will object to the passage of this bill on the ground of the 
loyalty of the beneficiaries; and I take it there is no gentleman on the 
other side who will object on the ground that the Government did not 
get full consideration for the money it is now asked to pay. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me ask the gentleman from Nebraska whether 
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the ground was not that promotion from the ranks was based on favor 
and not on merit, which was the real fact. 
Mr. LAIRD. Ican not say what may be the position of the other 


ple. 
Per, McCOMAS. Thatis, that the meritorious soldier who rose from 
the ranks was deprived of bounty, although he had merit, on the tech- 
nical ground promotion was given by favor. 

Mr. LAIRD. I think you are correct. 

Mr. McCOMAS. A system injurious to good. discipline and proper 
management by the War Department. 

Mr. LAIRD. I. move the committee rise for the purpose of going 
into the House to limit debate on this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope not. 

Mr. LAIRD. I give notice I will call for the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Does the gentleman move to report the bill favor- 
ably to the House? 

Mr. LAIRD. Yes; if no gentleman desires to debate it further I 
move the bill be reported back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. z 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hardly think it is fair the 
gentleman should move to rise and report the bill to the House when a 
statement has only been made on one side of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question on the mo- 
tion to rise for the purpose of going into the House to limit debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. We ought not to be asked to go this bill upon its 
passage until we have had some statement from the War Department. 

The motion was di to. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, I admit I do not understand this bill. 
I have been reproached on a previous occasion with having voted against 
an increase of pension to widows. I could not plead ignorance on that 
occasion; I knew exactly what I wasdoing. I knew that bill proposed 
to take away the ‘hard earning of some widows and give it to other 
widows. To me all widows arealike. Iam like Tony Weller, rather 
inclined to beware of them. [Langhter.] 

I was told during my absence from the House I was attacked by 
some gentlemen on the other side and consigned to a very bad place. 
Iam not quite sure I was not invited to take a trip to regions which 
are not popular inside this House or out of it. 

Mr. BRAGG. But supposed to be quite populous, are they not? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT. I do not know how those regions are tenanted, and 
I trust I never shall know; but so far as I am concerned, if I expect to 
keep out of them, it will be by trying to do my duty frankly and fear- 
lessly in this House, 

I remember standing at the corner of the Speaker’s desk when the 
bill giving arrears of pensions was under consideration by this House, 
and I hearæthe question put to the gentleman in charge of that bill 
[Mr. Rice}, as it has been put here to-day by my friend from Kentucky 
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], what will the bill cost? 
And the answer was, after the most‘careful computation, it could not 
exceed $20,000,000. And yet under that bill some hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars have been paid outof the Treasury, and I suppose hun- 
dreds of millions more will have to be paid. I did not vote for that 
bill. I was told it would not be safe for me to go home to my district. 
I have never heard of it in my district. I went back. I have been 
often a candidate before them since, and no man has ever reproached 
me with that vote. 

And F now say here, whether I shall be a candidate or not for office, 
I am prepared to take the responsibility of saying that itis time to call 
a halt on these bills giving untoldsums from the Treasury of the United 
States which can only be got out of the ‘‘coined sweat,” as my friend 
from West Virginia called it—out of the coined sweat of the laboring 
men of the country. We have not any money to give away. The 
working people of this country are to-day in the presence of starvation. 
The avenues for work are being closed up, and closed, as I believe, mostly 
as the result of overtaxation. 

Should not this House address itself to the work of reducing taxes? 
Twenty-five dollars a year taken out of a single family may not seem 
large to those gentlemen who are so ready to empty the contents of 
the United States Treasury into the streets, and yet to the man who 
earns his living $25 a year represents the difference between comfort 
and misery. : 

I know that men from the South are placed by these bills in a most 
embarrassing situation. They can not discuss them without having 
imputations thrust upon their loyalty as I heard them uttered to-day, 
if the remark of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] had any 
meaning at all. I confess I was stirred—if I understood that remark— 
stirred with indignation that it should be made impossible for these 
gentlemen on this side to do their duty here and vote without having 
a reproach cast in their teeth. For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I have 
taken the floor. No man can reproach me with want of loyalty, or 


my people with ‘want of a disposition to make sacrifices for those’ who 
suffered or made personal sacrifices in their country’s defense. 

But the burden has become intolerable. It is time somebody may 
. speak out here. I care not what the consequences may be to me per- 


sonally; but I warn gentlemen that we must stop depleting the Treas- 
ury of the Government of its contents on one pretense or another for 
the benefit of those who are not laboring for an honest living, or if 
they are laboring for it do not need the bounty we are so ready to pour 
into their Japs. I-say it in justification of the men I believe to be as 
generous, as liberal, as honorable as any men I have ever known in the 
course of my life. I have seen them come up and vote for these bills, 

vote for every measure of justice to the Union soldier; and what is to 

be regretted I have seen them forced to give their assent to other meas- 
ures which in the better days of this Republic, when the Constitution 
was better understood and respected than it is now, would have had 
no place here. I have seen them come into this House and advocate 
and vote for these measures on the ground that it was the only way in 
which they could get back into the South any portion of the money for 
which they are so relentlessly taxed. 

It is the only way for them to get even, and Ido not blame these gen- 
tlemen for advocating river and harbor measures and educational bills, as 
well as other bills which I feel constrained to oppose, for they are taxed 
in their property, in their destitution, in the loss of everything except 
honor, and they are compelled to pay their share of the money which is 
distributed among the Union soldiers. 

Has not the hardship been enough? Has not the humiliation been 
sufficient? Were they not crushed to the earth? Why, I know mem- 
bers of this House who, when the war closed, knew not whence the bread 
was to come for their wives and their children for one week ahead. 
Were they not sufficiently crushed and humiliated then? And yet 
they have come up manfully to all their obligations, though their mouths 
are closed; and it is not honest or honorable to press these measures 
upon people who are not able to either express their dissent or to give 
negative votes in silence. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit a question ?_ 

Mr. HEWITT. I will answer questions if the gentleman desires to 
ask them. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish toask the gentleman from New 
York what there is dishonest or dishonorable in pressing this particular 
measure? 5 

Mr, HEWITT. The limit of endurance on the part of the tax-payers 
of this country has been reached, and it is breaking out in riots and 
death and dynamite, and it will not stop until the pressure—the heavy 
load of taxation—isremoved. Thatis the reason why I feel constrained 
on this occasion to call the attention of my Northérn colleagues to the 
fact that the limit has been reached, and that unless we stop now and 
refuse to vote for these bills that abstract in the dark from the Treasury 
of the United States the honest proceeds of labor, it will beimpossible 
to maintain order in this country. The question to-day is social order 
at all costs, at all hazards; it must be maintained. It is better to have 
bad law than no law; it is better to have tyranny than anarchy; and it 
is the reckless appropriations of money which has forced this issue 
upon the peopleof the United States. This House should address itself 
to measures of relief, to the reduction of taxation, and to the opening 
of the avenues for the employment of labor. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May IL ask the gentleman a question? If this is 
the prime necessity here—the reduction of taxation—why does not the 
gentleman and his large majority on that side do it? 

Mr. HEWITT. That is exactly one point of my remarks. The 
Democrats of this House have a majority. There is a bill pending in 
this House which will reduce taxation twenty-five millions. I know 
that‘efforts have been made to prevent the consideration and passage of 
that bill; and I will go with the gentleman from Iowa in sackcloth 
and ashes, if necessary, in order to make atonement for the failure of 
this House and of my party and of my administration to fulfill the 
pledges they made to the people when they asked for their votes and 
received the verdict which placed them in power. Yes, Mr. Speaker, 
we shall be traitors to every obligation which we assumed, and to every 
duty which we are sent here to fulfill, unless we walk squarely up 
to the settlement of that great question; and instead of imposing tax- 
ation by making new appropriations of the public money, we shall re- 
duce taxes and lighten the heavy load now pressing grievously upon 
the shoulders of this le. [Applapse:] 

Mr. BRAGG and Mr. HISCOCK rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ihad hoped that in the consideration of bills sub- 
mitted from my committee no gentleman would take an opportunity 
of making a political speech. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to make one on the other side. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido not propose to discuss the labor question, the 
tax question, the tariff question, nor the currency question; but I pro- 
pose to speak of protecting the honor of the nation by keeping its 
plighted word and bonded faith, irrespective of my friends from the 
South or from the North. 

When gentlemen talk about oppressive taxation they are not talk- 
ing about what underlies this bill. This is a bill to execute a cove- 
nant made by the Government with these people if they would aid in 
its defense. It was a covenant made with the men who went for the 
defense of the Government to protect the property that is represented 
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by the gentleman from New York. Their blood is property. [Ap- 
plause. | It is not a question of tax. 

The Government said, on the call for three hundred thousand men, 
that every man who served two years, or was di for disability, 
should receive a bounty of $100. So spoke the President of the United 
States in his proclamation. Three hundred thousand men came to the 
field. A minor officer, one of the auditing officers of the Government, 
concluded he had charge of the honor of the Government as well as the 
Treasury, and so he commenced to hold that if a man was discharged 
for disability in two years he would be entitled to his $100 bounty; 
but if he served two years, eleven months, and twenty-one days and 
for gallant conduct was promoted, he should be punished by taking 
away what had been given to the man who went out of the service.a 
year before. Was that keeping faith on the part of the Government 
with these men? It wasnot, and thank God, if there be no other thing 
for which this administration ought to be thanked, itis that the Comp- 
troller has decided that that was not the properconstruction of the law, 
and has commenced for all cases not decided to make allowances for 
what the Government contracted to pay the men under the three hun- 
dred thousand call. 

In 1864 when the Government was supposed to be in its last throes, 
when even the Republican party was willing to let up on its party 
organization and ‘call for Union"’men independent of men who belonged 
to that organization and even made Union tickets in many States, the 
Government then made another proclamation, that all ms who were 
serving under their first term of enlistment and who re-enlisted in 
order to keep up the ranks of the Army, should be allowed for such en- 
listment $402, if I recollect the precise amount. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Was that by a statute? 

Mr. BRAGG. It was an order made by authority of Congress, issued 
from the War Department. The payment of that money by the orders 
of the War Department was apportioned so that it practically paid in 
installments the private soldier and non-commissioned officer who vet- 
eranized; his first installment, if I recollect rightly, would be $25. 
If he served six months and was promoted in the last of the great bat- 
tles of the war, when he went to settle his account as an officer this 
honest, erous Government charged him up with the money they 
had paid him and made him pay it back notwithstanding their bond. 

This bill is to provide that those officers so promoted that were en- 
titled to their $100 when they were promoted did not forfeit it by reason 
of their good conduct, and that they shall not be punished by impos- 
ing that asa fine upon them. And it goes further. It provides that 
those officers who were promoted and compelled to pay back the bounty 
which they had earned and which belonged to them shall have their 
account settled by a credit of the amount that the Government improp- 
erly took from them. 

That is all the politics there is in this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. May Iask the gentleman a question forinformation ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Comptroller now rules that is the true intent and meaning of the law? 
Mr. BRAGG. I think so; I have seen such a decision published. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But that is not retroactive. It only applies to 
future cases. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. May I ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin a question? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. When was this decision made? 

Mr. BRAGG. Some time during the present year; I can not tell 
you when. I saw it published in the newspapers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will trouble the gentleman 
with an additional question. Has any other measure ever been brought 
before Congress to redress this omission and wrong? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. è 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. When? 

Mr. BRAGG. In the Forty-fifth Congress. I introduced the bill 
myself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is not then brought up now 
for the first time? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iwillmakeonlyoneortwo brief 
observations in connection with this bill. There is no more friendly 
tribunal in the world to which a man ever made an appeal for the rec- 
ognition of every just claim and for the redress of any real wrong than 
this Congress in its dealings with the Unionsoldiers, , But, sir, whenever 
a bill comes before this House that carries with it an appropriation of 
money, I hold the time has come for very careful scrutiny; all discus- 
sion bearing upon matters of taxation and the distress that exists among 
the people is exceedingly pertinent and proper. If there has been an 
omission in dealing with the soldiers, if a wrong has been committed 
that ought to be righted, I do not believe there is a gentleman upon this 
floor from any section of the country who does not heartily wish to see 
the record made clean and correct. But, sir, we should remember one 
thing in our general policy, that we have now beneficiary legislation for 
the survivors of the late war that amounts to an annual diture 
that is not below what is spent for the standing armies of any except 
three or four of the leading nations of the earth. 


We imagine that we are without the expenditures of a great military 
establishment, but, while still burdened with a debt that results from 
that war, our annual expenditures of this character are, I repeat, as 
great as those of any nation on earth for its military establishmentex- 
cept three or four of the principal monarchies of Europe. That is all 
right and just and proper. But, sir, when theserates and expenditures 
have been fixed at a time when the gratitude of the country was atits 
highest flood, when these rates and expenditures have been fixed at a 
time when the purchasing power of money was far less than itis to-day 
or ever will be again, it behooves the people of this country toanalyze 
the causes—I will not say the motives—which impel to additional legis- 
lation of this sort. I will not say that they are demagogical, but Iwill 
say that they are very apt to be unwise and unpatriotic in view of the 
just claims of all classes of the people. 

But, in the face of all this, bring up your claim, and if you willestab- 
lish it by some other line of appeal than that which was made just now 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], an appeal merely to the 
loyalty of the claimant and to the ancient rebelliousness of those who sit 
in judgment upon the claim, you will have it allowed upon the estab: 
lishment of such merit as would pass it before any dispassionate tribunal 
in the country. Before a single syllable had fallen from the lips of a 
Southern man the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Lamp] had to laud 
the loyalty of the claimant, without arguing the merits of the case, and 
had to cast odium upon those who, whatever they are or whatever they 
have been, are hereas free and unshackled American citizens, represent- 
ing the tax-payers of this country. Sir, itis in that spirit, in the spirit 
of loyalty, taking up these obligations of gratitude, remembering that 
we are a people of a common Union, and that to-day we are not from 
North or from South, from East or from West, but from the different 
portions of one common country and representing the tax-payers of that 
country—it is in that spirit that I say: establish your claim, establish 
its merits, and you shall have my vote for its allowance; but do not, 
for God’s sake, come here with such appeals as the one we have just 
heard. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, there seems to have been a strange 
misconstraction here of my language. I take it, sir, that in the House 
from time to time in the discharge of my public duties I have shown 
a disposition to do what I believe to be right, and that if it has brought 
me into unfraternal relations with the gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House I have not therefore shrunk from the discharge of that duty. 
It is an entirely gratuitous construction of my language in which the 
gentlemen find a predicate for opposition to. this most just measure, 
which in the proper discharge of my duty to these my comrades of the _ 
war I can not allow to proceed. Gentlemen on this side of the House 
[the Democratic side], I had occasion to learn your quality upon other 
fields than this, when I looked down the leveled barrels of your mus- 
kets and you looked down the leveled barrels of ours, and I am per- 
fectly willing to intrust the case of these soldiers to the magnanimity 
of the men whom I saw upon all the fields of the war, except when I 
was laid aside for repairs, and that without any appeal to past passion. 

There is no disposition upon my part, none I trust upon the part of 
any man here, to attempt the tricks of a demagogue, and in the name 
of patriotism to perpetrate a crime against a peaceful condition of 
thingsin this country. This nation is your nation, thank God, as well 
as ours, and it is so by the courage and the valor of the men for whom I 
plead. It was not our fault that you were not with them, so that yon 
might to-day be the beneficiaries of this act the passage of which we seek 
at your hands and at the hands of your colleagues. It is not our fault. 
You made your election and we made ours. We fought it to an end. 
It is done, and let it remain done since ’tis well done. Now then, if you 
are honorable men—and you have attested it upon a hundred fields— 
the appeal liesas strongly to you as it does tous. There is no dividing 
line here. The honor of the Government against which you fought 
ought to be as dear to you now as it is to the men who then fought to 
maintain its honor. This is a cold question of a contract, and my re- 
mark to this side of the House was rather in the nature of a compli- 
ment, the recognition of the courage of men who could see courage in 
their opponents, althongh in the end they had to see it through the 
bitterness of defeat. That remark was no appeal to the spirit of party. 
It was an appeal to no difference upon the great question of loyalty. 
Here is a cold question of a contract made by the Government of the 
United States with its soldiers, which contract that Government repu- 
diated; and the question is whether or not this Congress will now do 
that which the Government by its solemn proclamation and declara- 
tion promised to do for its soldiers then. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not pass without comment the extraordinary 
defense which the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] sees fit 
to make for the gentlemen of the South who are supposed by him to 
be suffering under some sensitive disability which closes their lips. 
When did the gentleman become the guardian ofthe South? Whois 
raising the ghost of the defunct confederacy if not the gentleman from 
New York? Who asks the votes of Southern men for this measure 
unless they be given as a matter of conscience? Certainly I do not, 
The gentleman says he does not blame members from the South for 
voting for river and harbor bills to get even with the North. Is the 
business of legislation reduced to a contemptible swap? Is that the 
high level of the gentleman’s defense of the South? Mr. Chairman, 


4260 


against the deep damnation of this petty defense of men of the South 
I protest. This is not a game of larceny. We present this measure 
upon its merits, and let it stand or by the votes of members of 
this House, which they are free to give or withhold. 
x Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques- 
ion? 

Mr. LAIRD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You say this was a contract. 

Mr. LAIRD. I say so. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In what way was the contract made? Otherwise 
than by law? 

Mr. LAIRD. I suppose the construction made by the order of the 
Secre of War was afterward ratified by law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it was ratified by law, then there was law for 
the contract. Why, then, is it not enforced by the law that made it? 

Mr. LAIRD. It is not enforced by the law that made it by reason 
of the misconstruction put upon the contract by the auditing officers of 
the Government. 

Mr. BLAND. May Iask the gentleman how long ago that construc- 
tion was given? 

Mr. LAIRD, The order upon which the re-enlistments took place 
was dated the 25th of June, 1863. The order upon which the construc- 
tion which refused payment of these claims was based was made in Au- 

st, 1866. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask another question. 
that this matter has been pending so long? 

Mr. LAIRD. I will say to the gentleman that a bill to do this very 
thing did once pass this hranch of Congress. 

Mr. ROGERS. When? 

Mr. BLAND. This construction having been made at a time when 
the laws and orders on the subject were all fresh in the minds ðf the 
auditing officers, and when, we may presume, the whole matter was well 
understood, it seems to me now quite late to appeal to Congress to set 
aside the construction then placed upon the order and the law by the 
auditing officers of the Government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] says that 
the reason this bill is necessary is that the law has beén misconstrued 
by the officers whose duty it was to construe it. Now I ask whether 
those interested in this matter have not a right to enforce their claims 
in the courts; and, ifso, why do they not do it? 

Mr. LAIRD. Ican not answer for them; and we have not dis- 
charged our duty, as I understand, unless by law we furnish to these 

. men a clear remedy. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is our duty to make laws; but the enactment 
of laws will not enforce those already in existence. When was thecon- 
struction complained of first adopted and by whom ? 

A MEMBER., In 1866. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What court would thegentleman from Tennessee 
have the soldier go into in order to enforce the contract ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON ] 
asks me what court I would have thesoldier go into to enforce his claim. 
The laws provide the court that can compel the officers of the Govern- 
ment to do their duty under the law. 

Mr. LAIRD. What action have the men against the Government? 
I do not wish to waste time in quibbling about this matter. There is 
no court that has jurisdiction to award these men the remedy to which 
they are entitled. Let the nation perform its agreement with them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The officers of the law—— 

Mr, LAIRD. Ican not yield further to the 
nessee. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia 
wishes to ask a question. : 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to ask one question, and I will say in 
advance that if I am satisfied the Government has made this contract 
I shall vote for the bill. But the question which I want answered, as 
a matter of information, so that this case may be understood, is this: 
If the claimant has this right which is contended for under an existing 
law, has he not his remedy by mandamus to compel the Government 
officers to pay him his bounty? : 

A MEMBER. How can a court control the judicial discretion of an 
officer by mandamus? 

Mr. DANIEL. But, under the law, is it a judicial discretion? 

Mr. MILLS. Where the duty of the officer is ministerial, he can be 
controlled by mandamus, but not upon a matter confided to his dis- 
cretion. 

Mr. DANIEL. The question I wish to put to the gentleman from 
Nebraska is this: If the claimant, having been a volunteer for two 
years, I believe it is, has the right under the law to demand this bounty, 
where is the difficulty in his asking a mandamus to compel the pay- 
ment of the bounty? f 

Mr, LAIRD. My answer to the gentleman is this, and it will serve 
as an answer to all these interrogatories: If every soldier who has been 
wron by the construction of the auditing officers of the Government 
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Mr. LAIRD. The soldier might spend all his property in the effort 
to recover what he is entitled to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. One decision would settle the question, and would 
determine the rights of parties in all cases of the same class. 

ü Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, as I shall have to vote on this ques- 
on— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I only desire a few moments. 

Mr. LAIRD. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes, 

Mr. REAGAN. As I shall be called upon to vote on this question, 
I desire to say that when we are asked to pass a bill like this we are 
entitled to information from the proper Department of the Government 
as to what will be the probable cost of the measure. The Committee 
on Military Affairs come to this House with a bill as to the cost of 
which they do not profess to have any idea; and they do not seem to 
have inquired at the War Department to obtain an estimate from that 
Department, which could certainly be made there. Iam induced to 
make this remark, because some years ago there was before this House 
a bill which it was alleged on particular inquiry would not cost the 
Government more than $20,000,000 or $30,000,000, the highest esti- 
mate that any one made being $60,000,000. In that case it turned out 
that the Commissioner of Pensions in his first report after the 
of the bill estimated that the measure would cost the Government 
$750,000, 000. 

No one can say that the present bill will not cost the Government 
more than $30,000,000; but how much more we can not tell. I sup- 
pose from the suggestions made by gentlemen here that the answer to 
this would be that this is a debt which the Government owes upon a 
contract which it has made. But how does it come to pass that a debt 
arising upon a contract made more than twenty years ago has never 
been enforced against the Government? 

Will it be assumed that Congress has been unpatriotic, the Repub- 
lican party has been wanting in its duty and fidelity to the soldiers, 
that it has been unfaithful to its contracts and obligations for twenty 
years, and just now has discovered the Government is indebted to these 
people and under obligations to pay a sum of money in any case what- 
ever the amount may be? 

It is for such reasons as this I shall vote against this or any other bill 
which comes to this House and asks for indefinite appropriations. I 
am slow to accept the proposition this Congress has been for more than 
twenty years so unpatriotic as to have failed in its duty to the soldiers. 
I can hardly well think that is the case. I can hardly believe it has 
been left for twenty years to this Congress now to discover the obliga- 
tions of the Government to pay these particular men. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] made 
some remarks a little hit ago which had better be heeded by this 
House. Instead of piling up new burdens upon the people we had 
better begin to lighten those burdens. We have gone on by a system 
of legislation for twenty years the effect of which has been to accumu- 
late vast fortunes in the hands of a few individuals and corporations 
of the country and inevitably to impoverish the great mass of the 
people. The principle and cause which led to this are going on in their 
operations, and the fruits of this course are being demonstrated to the 
American people to-day by poverty, by suffering, by strikes. And 
gentlemen must not suppose they can relieve themselves by piling up 
additional burdens. Instead of preserving the Government, our policy 
for twenty years has been to pile up fortunes in the hands of the few 
and impoverish the great mass of the people and create privileged 
classes in violation of the spirit and genius of our Government and in 
defiance of the plain injunction of the Constitution itself. 

How? We have fixed a class of judicial officers who, when they re- 
tire from service, are paid for life for doing nothing, and Army officers, 
Navy officers, and officers of the marine service. And we had bills be- 
fore the last Congress for more than a dozen additional classes of men 
to be paid for life, because they have been more fortunate than their 
fellow-citizens and been able to get into valuable positions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman from Nebraska will allow me 
one minute more. 

Mr. LAIRD. I will yield one minute more, but no more. 

Mr. REAGAN. We had better attempt to modify orrepeal the laws 
which are oppressing the people. We had better begin to learn to do 
justice to the people before we are forced to learn it in an unpleasant 
way to the whole country. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will yield to me. 

Mr. LAIRD. Gentlemen must make speeches in their own time if 
they rise to oppose the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to oppose it on legal grounds. 
Mr. LAIRD. I will yield one minute to the gentleman from Penn- 


lvania. 
way SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply to correct the exag- 
gerated statement made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
in reference to the amount of money involved in this legislation. He 
has stated to this House that the amount involved in this bill is $30,- 
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000,000. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], in reply toa 
question addressed to him by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], said that the entire amount involved would not ex- 
ceed $208,000 or $300,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the committee has that information it never yet 
has stated it. 

Mr. LAIRD. No; they havenot. I understood the committee, from 
ee ees they could get, to fix it at that amount of $200,000 
or , 000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. So the gentleman stated in his response to the 
questions of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. LAIRD. I take it the bill has been sufficiently discussed; and 
I hope by unanimous consent all further debate will be limited to ten 
minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope that will be done, and the debate can con- 
tinue under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ROGERS. I object. 

å Mr. BRAGG. I move the committee rise for the purpose of limiting 
ebate. 2 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope that will be voted down. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 116, noes 39. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7895) for the relief of certain officers of the volunteer army, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. : 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and pending that mo- 
tion I move that all general debate on the pending bill be closed in 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest a little additional time. I move to 

“amend by making it thirty minutes, 

The question first recurred on the amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 53, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The motion as amended was then adopted. 

The question next recurred on the motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate on the 
pending bill has been limited to thirty minutes, fifteen minutes on 
each side. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair will state that it desired to give fif- 
teen minutes of the time to gentlemen who were opposed to the pas- 
sage of the bill. The Chair understood the gentleman from Indiana, 
from his motion, to be opposed to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not say that I am opposed to the bill; but I 
desire ten minutes for the purpose of making some remarks upon it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will take the time, Mr. Chairman, as I want to 
oppose the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think the Chair misapprehended the purpose of the 
gentleman from Indiana. His purpose is to consume the day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; my purpose is to amend the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman- from 
Arkansas [Mr. RocErs] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I listened with the best attention of 
which I am capable to the arguments both of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. LAIRD], and the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. BRAGG] 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, and I understocd 
both gentlemen to assert that this was a contract of the Government, 
and that this bill was based upon a specific contract on the part of the 
Government. 

It may be that I have failed to understand these gentlemen. It may 
be that I occupy the same attitude upon the subject of this bill which 
my friend from New York detlared for bimself, namely, a state of ig- 
norance; but I think I understand the provisions of the bill, whether 
I understand the facts upon which it is based or not; and if the bill is 
true then I say it is not a specific contract of the Government at all, 
but an effort on the part of the Committee on Military Affairs to equal- 
ize the three classes sought to be benefited by the bill and place them 
on the same footing with those who had performed the duty under the 
act in question—their comrades in arms. 

But, sir, to discuss this bill in the manner in which I propose to dis- 
cuss it, for I intend to discuss it altogether upon legal grounds, I invite 
attention to its provisions. The first section of the bill provides: 

That all soldiers of the late war who re-enlisted as veteran volunteers, and 
afterward were discharged to receive promotions and receive commissions as 
officers in the Army, shall be paid all installments of veteran bounty which 
were withheld from them on account of their being so commissioned and mus- 
tered, the same as they woultl have been entitled to receive had they completed 
Ser n of enlistment without promotion and received an honorable dis- 


The very bill itself, so far as this class is concerned, states that they 


are to receive the same that they would have been entitled to receive 
if certain things had been done; from which the inference naturally 
follows that they did not conform to the terms of the contract, or the 
law if you please, under which they were mustered into service. 

Appended to this section of the bill is a proviso in the following 
words: : 

Provided, That all soldiers of the late war who were discharged to receive 
promotion prior to their re-enlistment as veterans shall be entitled to receive 
the same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they served as en- 
listed men for the full term of their enlistment and received’ an honorable dis- 
charge. i . 

That is to say, they shall receive the same bounty that they would 
have been entitled to receive had they done such and such things; 
which leaves the inference clear and unquestioned that they did not do 
these things which the law required them to do in order to receive the 
bounty which their fellow-members who conformed to the law received. 
The second proviso of this section is in the following words: 

Provided further, That all volunteer soldiers or sailors of the late war who 
were honorably discharged on account of diseases contracted in the line of duty 
shall receive the same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they 
been discharged on account óf wounds. 

Clearly conveying the inference that they did not conform to the law 
by serving the period of time which the contract demanded they should 
serve in order to be entitled to the bounty the bill now seeks to con- 
fer; and which law only gave the benefit of its provisions to those who 
were discharged on account of wounds, as my friend here from Ken- 
tucky suggests. But this bill now seeks to confer that bounty upon all 
without restriction. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is to create new 
classes which would be entitled to the same privilege of bounty which 
the persons who originally entered the service and performed the con- 
ditions required by the law were entitled to receive. It is then an 
effort todo—what? To place upon an equal footing the men who did 
not conform to the law with those who did conform to the law; and 
now that brings me to the principle against which I enter my earnest 
protest. 

Sir, whenever we recognize the principle that we shall go back to take 
up the four years of that unfortunate conflict and undertake to settle 
the equities of all persons engaged in it, equalize the compensation they 
received, and put all upon an equal footing, we open a door which we 
can never again close; we open a door that will absorb more than all 
of the pension-money that has ever been expended in this country up 
to this time. It is a question which involves bounty, additional pay 
for service, land-warrants, pensions, bounties, back pay, a dozen things 
which have been conferred upon various classes of persons either by 
special enactments, by general orders, or by law, to take effect from the 
time, or to be regulated by the time they were mustered into the service 
and the length of their service. It will take more to equalize bounties 
and place all soldiers upon an equal footing, having reference to the 
value of money at the time it was then paid and the other conditions 
which must necessarily enter into the calculation, than it will to pay 
the entire pension-roll of thecountry. I maintain, sir, that we can not 
afford that precedent; and right here I enter my protest against the 
policy of attempting to place persons who have not conformed to law 
upon an equal footing with those who have conformed to it and who are 
entitled to the conditions of the contract, the provisions of which they 
knew when they entered the service. Therefore, when you tell me, as 
these gentlemen have told me, that we are called upon here to execute 
a contract, I respond it is not so nominated in the bond. 

It does not appear on the face of the bill, nor does it appear from any- 
thing that has been presented in this discussion, that they conformed 
to the law the benefit of which you seek to give them; and I shall vote 
against the bill on that ground. 

I will close the remarks I have to make with this statement, that if 
it can be shown by anybody that these men have complied with the 
law and been denied the privileges and benefits which their comrades 
received under it, then I will support this bill, because I believe in the 
enforcement and execution of every contract, whether between private 
citizens or between the Government and any of its citizens. 

I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time is there remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
has eight minutes of his time remaining, which he yields to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN]. 

Here the committee informally rose, and Mr. DUNN took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, informed the House that the President had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

-~ An act (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; 

An act (H. R. 5198) to remove the disabilities of John Taylor Wood, 
of Louisiana; 

An act (H. R. 5876) for the r&ief of Dinwiddie B. Phillips; 
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An act (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris; 


An act (H. R. 7647) to establish a light-house at Seul Choix Point, 


Michigan; 
An act (H. R. sired for the relief of James G. Martin; 

An act (H. R. 7467) to grant for the use of the public a street across 
the United States grounds in the cify of Chattanooga, in the State. of 
‘Tennessee; 

An act (u. R. 6980) making an appropriation to complete the pub- 
lic building at Jackson, Tenn., and to reappropriate an unexpended 
balance therefor; æ 

An act (H. R. 327) to enable national banking associations toincrease 
their capital stock and to change their names or locations; 

An act (H. R. 4493) to amend the act of June 15, 1844, and for other 
purposes; and 

An act (H. R. 5549) limiting the cost of a public building at Roches- 
ter, N. Y. 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS OF VOLUNTEER ARMY. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thesubjectof equalizing bounties has excited much 
interest for many years. Thevarious lawsin regard to bounties enacted 
during the war created great inequalities and much injustice. In the 
proclamation issued by the President in which seventy-five thousand 
men were called into the field at the opening of the war in 1861 a bounty 
of $100 was promised to each soldier who enlisted for the period named. 
Soon after Congress met, on the4th July, 1861, the proclamation issued 
by the President was ratified by Congress at the session which commenced 
July 4, 1861, and the Supreme Court afterwards held that the soldier 
who enlisted under that proclamation was entitled to receive a bounty 
without reference to the period of his service if he was honorably dis- 


The act of July, 1861, has a special application to the pending bill, 
promising a bounty of $100 to those who enlisted and served for two 
full years. Afterward, I think in October, 1863, in an emergency, by 
direction of the President of the United States, an order was issued by 
the Secretary of War making a promise of $300 to the soldiers who en- 
listed and served for the period of three years; and that, if I remem- 
ber correctly, was afterward ratified by an act of Congress and increased 
bounties were given forre-enlistment. So that these various laws have 
created great inequalities in the bounties; one law giving in effect some 
of our soldiers $100 bounty without any reference tothe period of serv- 
ice; another giving $100 for a two years’ period of service; and a third 

ying the soldier who enlisted for three years a bounty at the rate of 

100 per annum, and for re-enlistment still more. 

At a very early moment after the close of the war the inequality of 
the bounties was the subject of a great deal of interest, and it wasin- 
sisted that these bounties ought to be equalized. As early, I think, as 
the year 1867 I introduced a bill in the House to equalize the bounties 
and to pay each soldier who was honorably discharged from the service 
the sum of eight and one-third dollars a month for the period of sery- 
ice, deducting from that sum the amount of bounty he had received. 
In this way each soldier would have received the same bounty that the 
most favored received for the actual period of service, he having been 
honorably discharged. 2 
* Now, let us look at the second proviso in this bill and see how it 
would operate in connection with this proposition to equalize the boun- 
ties and to place on the same footing all the men who served in the 
Union Army. The proviso in the first section is as follows: 

Provided further, That all volunteer soldiers or sailors of the late war who 


were honorabl ed on account of d. cted in the line of duty 


contra 
shall receive the same bounty as they would have been entitled to had the 
been d on account of wounds, 


Of course it often would occur that a soldier left the Army on ac- 
count of sickness and yet re-enlisted. He would receive under this 
bill the same bounty exactly for a short period of service as for a long 
period, while under the general law he might serve for a long period 
of time under the act of July, 1861, without receiving any bounty 
whatever. So that this bill, while doing justicein some degree, I think 
instead of tending toward the equalization of bounties leaves the in- 
equality of bounties still strikingly apparent. 

I have noticed there are pending in the House a large number of bills 
to equalize these bounties; and if I can get the ear of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] who. presides over the Committee on 
Military Affairs I would like to inquire whether or no the bills to equal- 
ize the bounties, to do equal and exact justice to all the men who served 
in.the Union Army and were honorably di i—whether bills of 
that class have received any consideration on the part of his commit- 
tee? à 
Mr. BRAGG. The bills for the equalization of bounties? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; not officially by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are such bills before the committee ? 
Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is not that measure as one fairer in its op- 


eration and more just to all the soldiers of the Union Army than this 
partial measure now pending? 


Mr. BRAGG. Ifthe gentleman desires my personal individual opin- 
ion I shall give it very frankly. I am utterly, thoroughly, and wholly 
opposed to the whole doctrine of equalization of bounties. I believe in 
giving each man precisely what he was entitled to and no more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Doesmy friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] think 
that the soldier who enlisted and served a month and was honorably 

i , as in the case of those who enlisted under the President’s 
original proclamation, should have the whole bounty of $100, and yet 
that the soldier who served a year, eleven monthsand twenty-nine days 
should receive no bounty, as under the act of July, 1861? Is it not 
fairer to pay each soldier a bounty according to the actual period of his 
service? 

Mr. BRAGG. Iwill answer that. If the Government had stipu- 
lated that it would pay pro ratå for length of service, then I would say 
perform the bond; but when the Government stipulated to pay $100: 
bounty to every soldier suffering from disability contracted in the serv- 
ice, it does not make any difference whether the disability was con- 
tracted after three weeks, nine months, or three years’ service. It is 
the fact of disability which entitles the party to the bounty, not the 
fact of service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For twenty years it has been held otherwise by the 
Second Comptroller of the Treasury. > 
} = BRAGG. It is not held otherwise by the present Second Comp- 
troller. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but for twenty years it has been held 
otherwise. 

THe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN ] has expired. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN ]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the discussion of 
this bill has taken the range that it has. It is really a simple propo- 
sition, and one not difficult to understand. There are concerned in 
this bill two classes of soldiers and two classes of discharges. There 
are the non-veterans and the veterans—those di for promotion ' 
and those discharged fordisability. In1861theGovernment proclaimed 
through the Chief Magistrate, and Con, enacted, that every person 
enlisting under a certain call for soldiers should be entitled to receive 
$100 bounty. Subsequently, it was ruled that if within two years a 
soldier was discharged on account of wounds he should receive the en- 
tire bounty. 

Mr. HOLMAN., That was the law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; that was the law. But if discharged on 
account of disease, on a surgeon’s certificate of disability, then it was 
held that he should not receive the balance of his bounty. That was 
not law, but construction. Again, it was held that ifa man was dis- 
charged for promotion, that was a discharge for favor, causa gratia—a 
favor to the soldier, and that, therefore, it put him outside the class 
entitled to the bounty. Now, my first proposition is this: The Gov- 
ernment made a proposition to its citizens to assist it in its time of 
need. Certain citizens accepted the proposition. The proposition was 
not to serve for a definite length of time, but it was to enlist to serve 
for a definite length of time. Ifa soldier failed to serve for a definite 
length of time, that was not his fault, whether he were wounded, dis- 
charged, or disabled by disease, or promoted on account of his superior 
service or gallantry. 

Mr. ROGERS. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr: CUTCHEON. Certainly; although my time is very short. 

Mr. ROGERS. If it was the act of enlistment that entitled the man 
to the bounty would he not have been entitled toit even if he had de- 
serted ? 4 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; because by that act he forfeits all his rights 
under the contract. He himself breaks the contract, and therefore 
can not claim under it. But, Mr. Chairman, these men did not resign 
toaccept promotion. They were promoted, and di by the Gov- 
ernment in order that they might accept the promotion. When the 
Government held outits proposition and the citizen accepted that prop- 
sition, the contract was complete and binding from that time forth for 
evermore unless the soldier broke it. 

Now what is the second case in the bill, the case of the veterans? 
In the fall of 1863, after the invasion of Pennsylvania, after the fall of 
Vicksburg, after the defeat at Chickamauga, the Government, finding 
itself in straits, with the terms of its three-year men expiring during 
the coming winter, held out a new proposition, and said that if the old 
regiments would come to the front and re-enlist, veteranize, the Gov- 
ernment would extend to eath of those men a bounty of $402. There 
was nothing said about being discharged on account of disease or about 
being discharged to accept promotion. There was simply the broad 
proposition that if those men who had already borne the brunt for three 
years would now come forward and re-enlist they should each receive 
$402 0f bounty. ‘Theycame up like gallantand patriotic soldiers; they 
had stood the brunt for three years and they were willing to stand it 
for three years more, if necessary. They accepted the proposition of the 
Government, and then that proposition became a contract binding to all 
intents and p upon the Government and upon both parties, un- 
less the soldier broke it by desertion. 
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Again, when these veterans, for gallant service or for superior ability, 
were mustered out, as a favor, in order that they might accept peono: 
tion, the construction of the Government officers was that they thereby 
forfeited the unpaid balance of their bounty. Not only that, but by 
force the Government officers deducted from the pay of those men every 
dollar of the bounty that they had already received. That is what I 
protest against. I protest against repudiation by this Government in 
any form, and I think this was repudiation pureand simple. Perhaps 
it might have been excusable at the time under our great financial 
stress, when our money was exhausted and we were putting out issue 
after issue of paper currency and exhausting our credit in the markets 
of the world—possibly, I say, there might have been some excuse at 
that time for the Government putting this construction upon the con- 
tract. But that excuse has been long since exhausted. We are now 
able, abundantly able, to live up to the contract we have made; and 
without any reference whatever to sectional feeling or to any otherex- 
trinsic consideration, let us all stand by the honor of the Government 
and redeem the pledge which it made in the hour of its necessity. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy any time in 
general debate. I ask that we now proceed to consider the bill under 
the five-minute rule. 

TheCHAIRMAN. As the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
does not desire to use the rest of the time allotted to him, the bill, if 
there be no objection, will now be considered by sections. . 

Mr. REED, of Maine. _If the gentleman does not use the time, that 
does not prevent other members from using it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
desire to address the House? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to inquire the meaning of the first pro- 
viso to the bill, which is in these words: 

That all soldiers of the late war who were discharged to receive promotion 
prior to their re-enlistment as veterans— N 

Meaning apparently those who did not re-enlist— 
shall be entitled to receive the same bounty that they would have been en- 
titled to bad they served as enlisted men for the full term of their enlistment 
and received an honorable discharge. 

. Mr. BRAGG. Iwill explain that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, Ishall be very glad to hear an explanation. 

Mr. BRAGG. That applies to a class of soldiers who had served a 
sufficient length of time to entitle them to their $100 bounty, and who 
between that time and the expiration of their term of service, and be- 
fore veteranization, were promoted. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. BRAGG. | Yes; that is just what it means. Perhaps I can best 
illustrate the matter by giving acase. A soldier we will suppose en- 
listed under the act of 1861; by the terms of that act, if he served two 
years, he was entitled to $100, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Two years, or three? 

Mr. BRAGG. Two. Iwill read the section of the act of 1861, if the 
gentleman so desires. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not care about it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Now, if this soldier served two years and was not dis- 
charged, but continued in service a portion of the third year, and dur- 
ing that time accepted a commission upon the recommendation of his 
commanding officer, was appointed a second lieutenant or a first lieu- 
tenant or a captain, the Department held, as a construction of that 
law, that this soldier was not discharged except as a matter of favor; 
and by accepting the favor which the Department gave him by allow- 
ing him to be discharged, it was held he waived his claim to the bounty 
which he had already earned. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And that would be the case also if he had 
served but one day. He would receive the full bounty for the two 


years. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, and others. Certainly he would 
under this bill. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. As one extreme case was put, I put another, 
simply to show the scope of the bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. billseems to be misunderstood. If itmeans 
what the gentleman from Wisconsin says, and it may, although I do 
not so understand it, I have no objection to it; because if a man enlisted 
with the promise that he should have a sum of money as bounty and 
afterward he served the length of time for which he was enlisted, but 
his services were found so valuable to the Government that he was pro- 
moted, I do not think this circumstance ought to deprive him of the 
promised bounty. But this provisoat the an of the first section means 
something more. If I understand it, it means this: Men enlisted un- 
der an of the Department promising a certain sum of money as 
bounty, and afterward that promise was put in a law which provided 
that if the soldier so enlisted served two years, or was discharged, or 

uit the service before serving two years, because of wounds, then he 
d have the bounty. 
Mr. BRAGG. Because of disability. 
Mr. MORRISON. No, sir; ‘‘ wounds” is the word; and this bill 


puts in ‘‘ disability ” so as to put the man who went out of service be- 
fore the expiration of two years on account of diarrhea or other disease 
common to the camp on the same footing as the man who went out 
because he was wounded. That I believe to be the purpose of this last 
proviso to the bill. : 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 


Mr. MORRISON. It includes a new class of persons who under the 
law have not been entitled to the bounty—the Jaw as it has been for 
twenty years excluded this class. 2 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman is speaking of the second 
proviso.. It was the first proviso I was inquiring about. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ihave been discussing one proviso and the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr, BRAGG] the other. What I desire is that 
the bill shall be understood that we may pass so much of it as may 
have merit. | 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this bill, it provides 
for three distinct classes of soldiers: first, for men who, having served a 
given term of enlistment in the Army, re-enlisted as veteran volunteers 
and were subsequently discharged in order that they might receive their 
commissions as officers of the rank to which they had been promoted; 
second, those who prior to their re-enlistment as veterans received an 
honorable discharge for promotion; and, third, those who were honorably 

i by reason of disease or disability other than wounds incurred 
in the line of duty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a great difference in these three classes 
of men. Those belonging to the first class had served their country 
faithfully for a defined period, had received an honorable discharge, 
and had re-enlisted with the understanding that they should be al- 
lowed a certain bounty named in the call. Subsequent to their re-en- 
listment they were promoted from the ranks. Being private soldiers 
they were in discharged to the end that they might receive their 
commission from the Government. The second provision is a wholly 
distinct proposition, and very far-reaching in its effect, inasmuch as it 
provides that every soldier who was discharged for promotion previous 
to his re-enlistment as a veteran shall be entitled to the bounty that 
he might have received had he remained in the ranks until his original 
term of enlistment had expired and then re-enlisted as a veteran under 
the special call. The third clause provides that those who, from dis- 
ease or causes other than wounds, were disabled from serving the full 
term of their enlistment should receive the same benefits as those who 
had been discharged on account of wounds, 

The first class in my judgment are unquestionably entitled to recog- 
nition by Congress in the manner set forth in the bill. These men 
were serving their country as humble soldiers in the ranks, and by rea- 
son of special fitness or merit were promoted to the grade of commis- 
sioned officers and placed upona higher plane. Surely the distinction 
thus won should not operate to deprive them of the pecuniary consid- 
eration promised them by the Government when after having served 
one term they agreed once more to enter the service in the ranks. 

Those embraced in the second class, while doubtless equally worthy, 
are far more numerous; and in the absence of any estimate as to the 
amount to be necessarily expended should this provision be adopted it 
seems to me that it is asking too much to invite the House to sanction 
the measure.- The list of those who would be benefited thereby is not 
confined to those who responded to the Government’s call in a period 
of supreme trial, and after they had already fulfilled at least a liberal 
proportion’of the duty devolving upon them as citizens. But the propo- 
sition extends far back and covers all who were discharged during the 
entire period of the war. 

As to the third class there certainly can be no question in the minds 
of reasoning men that the provision is altogether too comprehensive to 
be considered blindly and without official data to enable the House to 
form some idea of the sum required to carry out the provisions of the 
act. All will agree as to the claims the soldier has upon the gratitude 
of the people, and if the past is an index to the future none of real 
merit will fail to be remembered in some form or other. But these do 
not properly come under consideration in connection with the original 
scheme of this bill. The first section of the bill is unquestionably fair 
and just, and the class embraced in that provision ought to be paid the 
sum promised by the Government at a time when their services were in 
supreme demand and were given in accordance with that promise, and 
they ought not to be exempted because they were taken from the ranks 


toa higher sphere of duty. 
The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House general debate is now 


closed. x 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Are amendments now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will now be considered by sections, and 
will be open to amendment under the five-minute rule. The Clerk 
will read the first section of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: x 

Be it enacted, &c., That all soldiers of the late war who re-enlisted as veteran 
volunteers, and afterward were discharged to receive promotion and receive 
commissions as officers in the Army,shatl be paid all Iments of yeteran 


bounty which were withheld from them on account of their being so commis- 
sioned and mustered, the same as they would have been entitled to receive had 
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they completed their term of enlistment without 
honorable discharge: P) 


romotion and received an 


z That all soldiers of the late war who were dis- 

to receive eoon prior to their re-enlistment as veterans shall be 

enti! to receive the same bounty that they would have been entitled to had 
they served as enlisted men for the full term of their enlistmentand received an 
honorable discharge : led further, That all volunteer soldiers or sailors of 


the late war who were honorably 
in the line of duty shall receive the same bounty that they would have been en- 
titled to had they been discharged on account of woun 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand the bill is now open to amendment 
under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. And the committee has the first right to offer amend- 
ments? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move then to strike out all after the word ‘‘dis- 
charge,” in line 10, down to the end of the first section. That will be 
to strike out the two provisos which have occasioned this trouble. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me suggest why that should not prevail. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have the floor. 


on account of diseases conti 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the words proposed to be 
stricken out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That all soldiers of the late war who were d to receive pro- 
motion prior to their re-enlistment as veterans shall be entitled to receive the 
same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they served as enlisted 
men for the full term of their enlistment and received an honorable discharge : 
Provided fi , That all volunteer soldiers or sailors of the late war who were 
honorably d on account of diseases contracted in the line of duty shall 
receive the same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they been 

on account of wounds. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire every member to know I make this motion 
to strike out. I discussed this bill on the principles involved in the 
first section and the second section without regard to these provisos. 
It was not my understanding or intention to support this bill and put 
in anew class not provided for bylaw. My proposition, which I stated 
in my argument, made in good faith, was to make a law which would 
carry out, in spite of the construction of the accounting officers of the 

, the law as it was written upon the statute-book. Ido not 
intend to speak further than that, and to show my faith in the matter 
I make the motion to strike out those provisos. 

Mr. PERKINS. If we are to enact legislation which is designed to 
do justice to those who wore the blue and defended their country in 
the hout of its extremity and peril, it seems to me that we ought not 
to discriminate, as we will doif the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin is accepted. i 

I know that there are men upon this floor (for since this debate be- 
gan I have conversed with a number of them, and I simply suggest that 
as an illustration because they represent many in the same condition 
scattered through all the loyal North) who served for almost two years 
as enlisted men wearing the uniform and carrying the musket of the 
private soldier, but who, because of their valor, because of their gal- 
lantry, because of their intelligence, won the shoulder-straps and se- 
cured the rank of commissioned officers before they had served two full 
years in the Army, and who because of this received no bounty what- 
ever for their service, although many of them served four years and 
some even longer. 

If the motion, therefore, of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BRAGG] prevails, to strike out these provisos, these men who by this 
bill should get the benefit of the bounty would be excluded, and yet 
those who veteranized and received, in consequence of such veteran 
service, increased pay, although many of them did not serve so long as 
the class of which I speak, are to be provided for by the bill, notwith- 
standing the veteran bounty and compensation gave them better pay 
and more liberal recognition on the part of the Government than the 
class of men provided for by the other features of the bill and of whom 
I 


speak. 

I claim, Mr. Chairman, that if we are to do justice, as we should do, 
we must not discriminate in favor of the veterans simply, but try to 
do justice to all. I know many men personally, and there are hun- 
dreds of them scattered all over the country—they will be found in 
every hamlet in the land—who served a period of three years or more, 
many of them four years, and a number of whom are on the floor of 
this House who served even for a longer period than that, who enlisted 
as privates in the beginning and wore the uniform of a private soldier, 
endured the hardships of a private soldier for twelve months, fifteen 
months, eighteen months, yes, for twenty-three months some of them, 
and who because of their worth and the exigencies of war happened 
to secure commissions and became commissioned officers, commissions 
won by their galiantry, their devotion, and their valor before they had 
quite completed the two years’ service. These men could get no bounty 
and are to be discriminated against by this bill if the motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin prevails. 

For that reason I urge that the motion should not prevail. Thesec- 
ond proviso of this bill in my judgment is one of the most meritorious 
features of it. It is to make provision forthe private soldiers who were 

isch because of disability before completing their two years’ 
service. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SKINNER. I move to strike out the last word. ` 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. HewrrTT] in dis- 
cussing the provisions of this bill a few moments ago, in attempting to 
account for the votes of some of the Southern members upon this floor, 
made use of words to the effect that there were men representing South- 
ern districts in this House who were compelled or forced to vote against 
their better judgment, and who voted, as he believed, for such propo- 
sitions as the river and harbor bill for the sole purpose of getting even 
with the North. 

I was in hopes that some man representing the South except myself 
should contradict that statement. I arise simply now to contradict it, 
and say that if there is no other man who represents a Southern dis- 
trict here than myself there is one at least who went into the war and 
fought upon the Southern side, all the way from Bethel to Appomat- 
tox, and has not cast a single vote in this House except as his better 
judgment dictated. I want to say also, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
voted on one or two occasions for propositions that were for the benefit 
ôf Northern soldiers, and I have voted on one or two occasions against 
propositions for their benefit; but each time I voted according to the 
dictates of my own judgment, and not because I came from one section 
or the other. , 

I have voted for two river and harbor bills, and expect to vote for an- 
other, not because I wanted to get even with the North, but because I 
believed that most of the provisions in these bills were right and ought 
to be passed. I want to say that there is no man on this floor who will 
go further to do justice to the Union soldier than myself, and wherever 
Ibelieve there is justice in the proposition for their benefit I shall vote 
for it. Wherever I believe thata contract with the Government is out, 
and that it ought to be fulfilled, I shall vote to carry out that contract; 
and, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this, that there is no man here who 
is more of a free-trader than I; there is no man whois more in favor of 
reducing taxation than myself; but, notwithstanding that, I shall never 
vote to reduce taxes if their enforcement is necessary to carry out the 
contracts of the Government. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin surrenders much of the good that is in this bill when he asks 
us to strike out these two provisos. He concedes in the argument that 
the veteran soldier of the country should have the bounty paid to him 
according to the order of the War Department. If that be true, can 
he suggest any reason why a private soldier who enlisted and served 
prior to 1863, should not have the benefit of the law as it was written 
previous to that time and as it existed at the time he enlisted? That 
is just and equitable to the soldier who became a veteran, and it isjust 
and fair to the soldier who enlisted before the President called for his 
three hundred thousand more. Show me the difference, Mr. Chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Now, as to the second proviso, why is there any doubt about it to- 
day? Why isit that the soldier who was honorably discharged did 
not, in fact, receive the bounty provided for under the act of 1863? It 
grew out of a misconception of the act of Congress of 1865. Congress, 
by section 4 of the act of March 3, 1865, provided as follows: 

That every non-commissioned officer, private, or other person who shall here- 
after be discha: from the Army of the United States by reason of wounds 
received in battle or skirmish, on picket, in action, or in the line of duty, shall 
be entitled to receive the same bounty as if he had served out his full term, 
And all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the War Department, under date of June 26, 
1863, had promulgated this order: 

Every volunteer enlisted and mustered in the service as a veteran under this 
order 1 be entitled to receive from the United States one month’s pay inad- 
vance, anda bounty and premium of $402. 

Before the soldier had claimed the benefit of that order this act of 
Congress was . When the accounting officers of the Department 
came to consider the original order of the Secretary of War and con- 
strued it in connection with this act of Congress, they held that only 
those soldiers discharged by reason of wounds received in battle were 
entitled to the provision in the original order. 

Iam not going to discuss whether that was right or wrong. Con- 
gress in this fourth section limited the provision to discharges because of 
wounds received in battle. There was no such proyision in the order 
of the Secretary of War which I read, and under which these thousands 
of men came up in the hour of their country’s need and marched to the 
defense of their flag. If Congress afterward used this language which 
led the accounting officers to make this mistake, we men to-day repre- 
senting the people of this country, and I care not where those people 
be, North, South, East, or West, the people of this country should dare 
to do the right thing and not count the cost. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. It turns out the point I made against the bill is now 
conceded by the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, namely 
that it was an effort on the part of the present Congress to place the 
men who had not conformed to the law under which they were mus- 
tered on an equal footing with those who were mustered in and had 
conformed to the law. That being conceded to be the fact I am will- 
ing to follow the gentleman from Wisconsin, if his motion to strike out 
prevails, with an additional proviso, to which I now invite his attention, 
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pira I shall propose to add after the word ‘‘ discharge,’’ in line 10, as 
follows: 
Provided they served in all two years. 


That would place officers, who were promoted for gallantry or for dis- 
tinguised or meritorious services who had been mustered in as privates, 
onan equal footing with those who had served for two years as privates, 
and not take from them anything by reason of the fact that they had 
been promoted during the two years’ service; so that with the amend- 
ment of the gentleman to strike out the two provisos in the first sec- 
tion and the adoption of this amendment these soldiers who, for merit- 
orious services, were promoted from privates to officers would get all 
they would have got under the law if they had served for two years as 
privates; and that was all the law required. That was the contract, 
the bond. And it is too late now, at the end of twenty years, for any- 
body to ask us to reform the contracts or make new ones. We will 
have enough to do if we stand by the contract and carry it out in its 
letter and in its spirit; and it will be carried out in its spirit if we 
adopt the proviso I have read. 

* Mr. PETERS. Is it not a fact that before a man could veteranize he 
must have been in the service two years? 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not know that I can answer the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to say to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
wre, widow is mere surpl By striking out the two provisos they 
are left under the law which requires they must have served two years. 

Mr. ROGERS, If the gentleman is correct in that view I will not 

ress my amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have the attention of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], who has charge of this bill, to see if I can 
have an und ing what it really means with reference to one par- 
ticular point. My attention had not been called to this bill until it 
was before the House for consideration. 

Now take the second proviso: - 3 

Provided further, That all volunteer so‘diers or sailors of the late war who were 
honorably d on account of diseases contracted in the line of duty shall 
receive the same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they been 
discharged on account of wounds. 

My understanding of the law has been that soldiers discharged on 
account of wounds were entitled to bounty though they did not serve 
for six months or any other time. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is not the law. The rule under the construc- 
tion of the statute was ifa man was discharged inside of a service of 
two years, he could get the hundred dollars if he was discharged for 
wounds; but if for disability he could not. 

Mr. CANNON. Am I correct in understanding that this proviso, if 
it is enacted, will put these soldiers, discharged on account of disease, 
precisely on all fonrs with those who were discharged on account of 
wounds? 

Mr. LAIRD. Exactly; and that is what the proviso is for. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I have to say to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. BRAGG] that when he proposes to strike out this proviso to 
my mind they propose to strike out the principal meritorious provision 
in the bill, and I will not so vote. 

Mr. . So far as this member of the Military Committee is 
concerned, I want it distinctly understood by the gentleman from Tli- 
nois and by the House that he is opposed to the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG}. 

Mr. CANNON. Oneword in conclusion. I am the last man to un- 
dertake to criticise the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] un- 
kindly. I do not know that I have enough knowledge touching mili- 
tary affairs to criticise him at all; but, as I understand him,’true to 
his porey all along, if I have understood his action from time to time 
in this House, he proposes by this amendment to so change the law as 
to benefit the officer, but where the privste has even more merit for 
relief the gentleman is swift to come in and propose to amend his own 
bill. He proposes toeliminate that part of it which is for the benefit of 
the private, whoin justice and God’s chancery is entitled to this relief, 
while at the same time he is willing to let the officer have the relief. 

Mr, BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, the discharge of that last piece of ar- 
tillery from Illinois was heard here. [Laughter.] I think as much 
of my army comrades as my friend thinks of his comrades during the 
war, who I believe were not inthe Army. [Renewed laughter.] The 
object of striking out the proviso is to make this bill conform to the 
law as it now stands, to make the decision of the Department as it 
should have been, and to add no new cases by increasing the bounty at 
this time. Every private soldier who served his two years and was 
en on account of wounds or disability received his bounty 
under the law. The law fixed the title to the bounty at two years’ 
service unless where the man was discharged by reason of wounds con- 
tracted in the service; in that case the Department made aruling and 
a discrimination in favor of the wounded soldier. Now, I propose by 
striking out this proviso to leave aH the classes as the original law 
placed them, and to add no new classes, It is said that I have moved 
to strike out a portion of my own bill. In one sense that may be so, 
although I did not report this bill to the House. I am not supposed 
to be personally responsible for every bill that comes to this House 


from the Committee on Military Affairs, though I take it my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will admit that I am willing to shoulder 
all the responsibility that I ought to have, and sometimes a little more 
than I ought to have, from a slight idiosyncrasy of mine which occa- 
sionally prompts a desire to get into a muss after my blood has been 
cooling a long time and I am suffering from ennui. [Laughter.] _ 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion 
in good faith in regard to his bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, under the existing law or under 
the first section of this bill, these officers can not receive this compen- 
sation without legislation. Thatis, you propose to change the law? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Then Why is this legislation necessary ? 

Mr. BRAGG. We propose to change the rule of construction of the 
Department and to make the construction uniform. The present De- 
partment officers regard themselves as bound by the former rulings in 
regard to these old cases. The new cases that come up before the Comp- 
troller will pass under the law as the law reads, but these old casesare 
tied up under the previous rulings of the Department, and the object 
here is to re-enact the law. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, to legislate. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. The purpose is to tell the Auditor of the 
Treasury what the law was that was passed on the 22d of July, 1861. 
That is all. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise for the purpose of limit- 
ing debate upon this bill. 

r. BOUTELLE. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee resumes its session (if it 
shall now rise) amendments will be in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope we shall not-close discussion until the oppo- 
nents of this measure haye had an opportunity to say something. I 
have been trying for some time past to get the floor to offer some ob- 
servations against this bill. 

The question being taken on the motion that the committee rise, it 
was agreed to, there being—ayes 83, noes 36. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7895) for the relief of certain officers of the volunteer army, and 
for other pw had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mitteee of the Whole {for the further consideration of House bill No, 
7895; and ding that motion I move that all debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the pending paragraph and amendments be limited to 
one minute. 

Mr. BLAND. Theopponents of the paragraph have thus far had no 
opportunity to debate it. I move to amend the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin by striking out ‘‘ one minute” and inserting “‘ thirty 
minutes.” 

The amendment of Mr. BLAND was agreed to; there being—ayes 73, 
noes 54. 

The motion, as amended, to close debate was agreed to, 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. BRAGG that the ffouse 

in resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the pending bill, it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending paragraph of this bill and 
all amendments thereto has, by order of the House, been limited to 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr Chairman, inasmuch as the friends of this propo- 
sition di as to what the law has been and what the law ought 
now to be declared to be, it seems to me this committee would do well 
to go back twenty years to the time when the statutes under consid- 
eration were enacted, when these military orders were promulgated, 
when the rulings of the War Department were made upon matters then 
fresh in the minds of the officers making the decision. The contempo- 
raneous decision given to the law by the officers whose duty it was then 
to decide as to the effect of the law and the military orders under it 
is entitled to very great consideration. The officers who at that time 
had jurisdiction to interpret the law and carry it into effect, when every- 
thing pertaining to a just interpretation of the law and the military or- 
ders was before them, made a deliberate decision upon this question; 
and we should not at this late day undertake to reverse that decision 
upon a mere question as to whether or not we are able, as claimed by 
some gentlemen, to pass this measure asa matter of gratuity or bounty 
to the individuals interested. e 

As a matterof bounty, I supposeitmay be contended that we are fully 
competent to meet the demand; and if it is to be considered as a gra- 
tuity or probably asa matter of just reward based upon the idea of pay- 
ing men for valuable services, though the payment be not founded upon 
any legal obligation, we with our hundred millions of surplus in the 
Treasury to-day are doubtless fully able to meet all these demands. 
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My friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], whom I do not see in the 


ex. this e eomm and the country excessive tax- 
very just appropriate warning indeed; but he did not go 
far ; he did not state the whole case. The difficulty is not only 
that the taxes as heretofore collected have been onerous, but that they 
are continuing to-day, and by this system of taxation over a hundred 
million dollars is hoarded away in the 
the Government refusing to pay it out in settlement of the public debt. 
I wish my friend from New York were here, because as I understand 
from his report as a member of the Committee on Ways and Means he 
still insists on holding in the Treasury this $100,000,000—an invita- 
tion for the very legislation which he here so much deplores. 

Mr. Chairman, if we do not desire legislation of this sort, if, as claimed 
by the gentleman from New York, we are nôt in a condition to-day to 
further tax the people of this country, it would be good policy for him 
and other members occupying similar ground not only to advocate the 
reduction of taxes, but to urge the payment of the surplus upon the 
public debt, thus relieving the burden of the interest-bearing obliga- 
tions of the Government. When that shall have been done and taxes 
reduced, we shall probably hear no more of these extravagant demands 
upon the tax-payers of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed to this bill, because I believe the ac- 
counting officers whose duty it was to adjudicate and determine these 
accounts at the time when the question was originally presented under- 
stood the rules and orders bearing upon the subject, and that their con- 
temporaneous construction has done justice and equity to all classes 
concerned. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, the contract made with the sol- 
dier for bounty when he went into the Army was made under the au- 
thority of an act of Con and proclaimed by the President of the 
United States through the Secretary of War, that proclamation saying 
to the citizen, ‘‘If you enlist to serve three years or during the war 
you shall have a bounty of $100.” Another contract was made at a 
later day when the Government proclaimed, ‘‘ If you re-enlist you shall 
have a bounty of $400.” There was an act of Congress passed, I ad- 
mit, which said that those who were wounded should receive the bounty, 
though they might have been wounded only a few days after they àc- 
cepted this offer of the Government—those who were wounded, not 
those who were taken sick. r 

The proviso in the bill cuts off brave men in our Army who enlisted 
under the promise of the Government they should receive this bounty. 
. It cuts them off; it cuts off every man who was taken sick. 

It is not worth while to say to me, Mr. Chairman, that the Goyern- 
ment of the United States has a moral right to do so. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RocErs] that it is not worth while to 
say you have a moral right to make a contract. The contract was 
made when the soldier enlisted, and everything which the Government 
may have afterward declared did not-in any way vitiate the right of 
the soldier to this bounty under that promise. The Government could 
make no law in justice to limit that bounty. The Government could 
not say to a man if you get sick in the Army you shall not get the 
bounty which we promised you when you enlisted. 

The Government promised to give that bounty, and it is bound to 
execage that promise. I do not care what side gentlemen took in that 
war, they are all brave men, and behaved most honorably, they have 
the dignity and the honor to insist the Government shall keep its 
promises to its soldiers. 

The promise of the Government clearly was to these soldiers if you 
enlist and serve so long you shall receive a bounty. I do not care on 
what gentlemen may have served in the late war. I feel confident they 
hold this Government has no right to nullify that contract made by 
the Government with its soldiers and deny the payment of bounty be- 
cause a soldier may have been sick. 

There is another reason why I oppose the amendment of the com- 
mittee. No man will say because the Government has the power it 
ought to violate a contract with a sick soldier. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. ` Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the 
very extraordinary language used a while ago by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewirr]. He says, when referring to the members 
of this House who were members of the confederate army, or are repre- 
senting Southern States, ‘‘ Yet they have come up manfully to all their 
obligations, but their mouths are closed, and itis not honest or honor- 
able to press these measures on people who are not able to either ex- 
press dissent or to give negative votes in silence.” 

These measures the gentleman refers to are in the pending bill and 
all kindred subjects; propositions to pension widows; propositions to 
simplify the pension laws; propositions to carry ont and fulfill con- 
tracts Np were made twenty years ago by the Government with its 
soldiery: : 

The gentleman says it is not honest or honorable to press these meas- 
ures upon these men. When, Mr. Chairman, did it become dishonor- 
able for a great nation to carry dut its pledges? When did it become 
dishonest for a great nation to be fair and just to those whom it in- 
duced to enter its service? Why is it dishonest and dishonorable? 
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against the Government; but through the largess, through the bounty, 
through the humanity, if you choose, of the dominant party, they hold 
seats to-day here upon this floor. Yet the gentleman says it is dishon- 
orable to press these questions on them because they can not give neg- 
ative votes in silence. 

Why not? What is there to prevent any gentleman on that side ex- 
ressing himself on any one of these propositions if he wants to? Is 
it because there is a great party necessity on the part of those gentle- 
men to assume to occupy a position on these questions which they do 
not really oceupy? Is that the reason why they should keep silent 
or why they can not give negative votes? Idenyit. Those gentle- 
men are not in situation their friend and advocate would assume they 
are. The debate on this question negatives that. These gentlemen, 
or a number of them, have expressed themselves through their votes 
and through their es. 

I take it, therefore, the special reason why the gentleman from New 
York thought it was dishonorable, why it was dishonest to press these 
men, was not the real one. It is simply because he iso to this 
class of legislation, simply because it is in his line, because he believes 
it to be his duty, as one of the marked and recognized leaders of the 
Democratic party, on all oceasions when he may have the opportunity 
to oppose this class of legislation when it can be safely and securely done. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, it is no more than right that some 
person on the Committee on Military Affairs should express his dissent 
from the attitude of the chairman of that committee, and his opposi- 
tion to the amendment offered by the chairman and now canting 
Without any discussion of the merits of the question I wish to say that 
I supposed this matter was fairly considered in the committee and un- 
derstood by all of its members; and so far as I know it came here 
backed by the unanimous vote of that committee. I certainly trust 
that the House will do one of two things in this matter—that they will 
without further delay, after the expiration of these thirty minutes for 
debate, vote these amendments up or vote them down, and then that 
all the friends of this measure will promptly lend their assistance to 
obtain a final vote on what then remains of the bill. 

Some expressions dropped from the gentleman who was last upon the 
floor in opposition to the bill with reference to what he called the 
“contemporaneous construction’? of the auditing officers of the Gov- 
ernment of this law at the time it was enacted and in force. 

Mr. Chairman, you had just as well attempt to give the dignity of 
legal decisions to the wild sayings of the soothsayers and astrologers of 
the Dark Ages as to give the construction of law to the opinions:of a 
parcel of clerks—ministerial officers of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment—when they assail the cold letter of the law upon which these 
men stand for their guaranteed rights. 

If there is equity in the case of the veterans, thereis equity in the case 
of the other persons covered by the two provisions of the bill which the 
chairman of the committee pro; to strike out. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to know what these auditors and officers 
to whom the gentleman refers are made for. 

Mr. LAIRD. In this case they seem to have been made to rob the 
most meritorious class of soldiers in the field, and that apparently 
with the sanction of the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HEWITT]. 

Mr. BLAND. But the gentleman is certainly aware of the fact that 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, the chairman of the committee, and the 
gentleman from Nebraska himself, a member of that committee, differ 
very materially as to what the construction of the law is. They are 
not agreed upon the law, and hence since there was doubt upon the 
question I was quite willing to take the contemporaneous construction 
of the accounting officers of the Government. 

Mr. LAIRD. The accounting officers stole the money from the sol- 
diers by such a decision, and if you desire to back them up in it you are 
welcome to your privilege. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, when I was taken off the floor by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] I had intended to offer 
an amendment striking out the first proviso in the first section of the 
bill; but the gentleman’s amendment includes this, and I hope, there- 
fore, that it will prevail so far as this proviso is concerned, It reads as 
follows: 

Provided, Thatall soldiers ofthe late war who were discharged to receive pro- 
motion prior to their re-enlistment as veterans shall be entitled to receive the 


same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they served as enlisted 
men for the full time of their enlistment and received an honorable discharge. 


If this proviso is allowed to stand a manifest injustice would be done 
those private soldiers who had to serve their full term of three years 
in the ranks in order to obtainthe $100 bounty provided for under the 
act of July 22,1861. It would be an unjust discrimination in favor 
of these officers who were promoted from the ranks, and which pro- 
motion carried with it increased compensation. Why should these 
officers receive the bounty intendéd only for those brave soldiers who 
carried the musket ? A 

` These soldiers received but $13 per month. In every case where one 
of these soldiers was promoted to a captaincy he received the month] 


There are men on this floor who were in the rebellion at one time ! allowance of $118.50 instead of $13 per month, and it would be mani- 
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festly unfair to his comrades who served in the ranks for the fullterm 
of their enlistment before they could receive the benefits of the act of 
July 22, 1861, were these officers to receive the bounty proposed in this 
proviso in addition to his largely increased pay. If he had been pro- 
moted to the lowest grade in line or to a second lieutenantcy he would 
have received pay at the rate of $103.50 per month. So that it would 
seem almost unwarrantable to pass this bill unamended by striking 
out the first proviso. 

The second proviso should be retained. It is the most meritorious 
provision in it, and reads as follows: 

That all volunteer soldiers or sailors of the-late war who were honorably dis- 
charged on account of. diseases contracted in the line of duty shall receive the 
same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they been di 
on account of wounds. 

This provides for a class of soldiers not covered by the act of March 3, 
1863, and who should have been provided forin said act. Why should 
not the soldier who served his country for one year and ten months of 
histerm, and who was honorably discharged on account of disability con- 
tracted in the service other than for wounds, be entitled to the benefits 
of the act of July 22, 1861? Are not the equities all with him? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Do I understand my colleague from 
Pennsylvania to say that he is in favor of striking out the provisos? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Iam in favor of striking out the first one. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Only the first, leaving the second 
to remain? 

Mr, SOWDEN. Certainly. I think I have made myself sufliciently 
clear on this point. $ 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If you strike out the second pro- 
viso, you strike out every. virtue in the bill except those which apply 
to officers themselves. . 

Mr. SOWDEN. Theré is no occasion for any misunderstanding be- 
tween my colleague and myself, for we seem to agree upon the main 
subject in controversy. The principal object of the bill before the 
House is to relieve those men who re-enlisted as veterans, and who 
while serving as such were mustered out of the service to receive pro- 
motion. Why should not these men receive the benefits to which they 
had become entitled by reason of their re-enlistment as veterans under 
general orders of the War Department dated W&shington, June 25, 1863? 

The Government to give those men that re-enlisted under 

*this order $402 bounty, and why should they not receive the benefits 
of their contract if they re-enlisted under the inducement held out to 
them by the Government under this order? These men accepted the 
terms offered them by the Government when they re-enlisted as vet- 
erans. And why should not the Government keep its faith with them ? 
Is it to be said because these men after their re-enlistment as veterans 
were promoted that they should be deprived of the benefits of the con- 
tract? Is the Governnient to be relieved from its solemn obligation 
to its soldiers upon such trivial grounds? Oh, no. It should keepits 
promises and fulfill its obligations to these veteran soldiers even though 
they were promoted subsequently to their re-entering the service as 
veterans. The discussion that has been had on this bill upon both 
sides of this House is to be deprecated. Issues have’ been discussed 
that had better been left untouched. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask a question for 
information. By whom was the construction made of the statute that 


has been referred to, and when was that construction given? I should 
be glad to receive an answer to that question from the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, or the gentleman who has charge of the 
bill, or any other gentleman who is acquainted with thé facts. I un- 
derstood this act had been construed by a proper officer in a case prop- 
erly made, and that years ago. Now, I am ignorant of the matter. I 
do not know by whom that construction was made or when. Can not 
some of the gentlemen who know the facts tell us? 

Mr. GOFF. Ifthe gentleman will allow me I will answer his ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman 
with pleasure, . 

Mr. GOFF. I have before me the general order of the War Depart- 
ment, No. 191, for the year 1866, in which the original order of the War 
Department offering the bounty of $402 was construed in connection 
with the act of March 3, 1865. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Who was at that time the 
Secretary of War? Who signed that order? 

Mr. GOFF. The order was issued in the year 1866. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Who signed it? 

Mr. GOFF. I have not the order here in full; I have only the 
tracts as given by the Military Committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the date of the order? 

Mr. GOFF. July 28, 1866. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Who was the Secretary of War 
who gave that construction? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ib was either Mr. Stanton or Ulysses S. Grant. 

Mr. GOFF. The construetion was based on the act of 1865, which 
used the “any soldier who shall have been discharged on ac- 
count of wounds received in the service.” Now, the accounting officers 


ex- 


of the Treasury construed that act to be a limitation by Congress of 
the original order of the War Department. I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky, is it fair, is it equitable, for this great Government over two 
years after these soldiers have veteranized to come and by its legislative 
department restrict the operations of the order under which they en- 
listed? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I willsaythatquestion should 
have been directed to the late Mr. Stanton or to General Grant. 

Mr. STEELE. Ido not understand that the Secretary of War made 
the construction to which the gentleman from Kentucky is referring. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As I understand the matter, 
in 1865 Congress passed an act concerning the soldiers who had served 
the country, and the Secretary of War at that time, either Stanton or 
Grant, construed that act, and now in 1886 we are called upon by leg- 
islative action to reverse that action of the Congress of 1865. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Kentucky is entirely in error. 
It is the construction not of the Secretary cf War but that cf the Au- 
ditor to which he is referring. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam merely proceeding on 
the information which I received from the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. GOFF]. All I desire is the accurate fact. The gentleman 
from Indiana says it was not the Secretary of War who gave the con- 
struction as I understood the gentleman from West Virginia to state. 
Will some gentleman settle which is right and which is wrong? 

Mr. STEELE. I did not understand the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia to say that the Secretary of War construed the law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman 
to say so. Ifthat is the fact, we have for twenty years been acting 
under a construction given by officers of the Government. 

Mr. GOFF. I hope the gentleman will not misunderstand me. 
What has been carried out is a construction by the accounting officer 
of the order of the Secretary of War in connection with the act of 1865. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, that construction has 
continued through the various administrations since 186G. Congress 
has been in session every winter all that time. There has, therefore, 
been during that time this crying injustice which the gentleman from 
West Virginia characterizes with so much earnestness and to which the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] applied the strong word ot 
**robDing.’? 

Now, the point I make is this: Is it not fair to presume that just 
after the war, in the heat of the gratitude for peace, that construction 
was far more apt to be the correct one, in accordance with the simple 
doctrine of contemporaneous construction of an act, than the construc- 
tion now put by my friend from Nebraska and the gentleman from 
West Virginia? S 

Mr. STEELE. Sometimes constructions are made by necessity, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I will say, in answer to 
the gentleman from Nebraska, I believe we on our part want bygones 
to be bygones except in our admiration for the heroism of the soldier. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime for debate hasexpired. The Clerk will 
zenes T amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

RAGG ]. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: p i 

Strike out all of the firstsectionafter the word “discharge,” in line 10, namely 
the following: 

“That all soldiers of the late war who were discharged to reccive promotion 

rior to their re-enlistment as veterans shall be entitled to receive the same 
nty that they would have been entitled to had they served as enlisted men 

for the full term of their enlistment and received an honorable disc! : Pro- 
vided further, all volunteer soldiers or sailors of the late war who were 
honorably discharged on account of diseases contracted in the line of duty shalt 
receive the same bounty that they would have been entitled to had they been 
on account of wounds.” i 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 117. 

So the amendment was rejected. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: e 

After the word “Army,” in line 5, insert the following: 
“And the widows of such of said soldiers as may be di 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I offer as an amendment to the first section what 
I send to the desk. À 

The Clerk read as follows: ¿ 

In section 1, line 3, strike out the word “soldier” and insert “enlisted men 
in the military or naval service of the United States or in its Marine Corps.” 
Tn line 5, after the word “Army,” insert “ naval or Marine Corps.” f: 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the chairman of the Military Committee 
will acceptthat amendment, as it simply extends the benefit of this act 
to the naval and Marine Corps. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question being taken, the chairman stated that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 50. 

ary BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (in his seat). No quorum has 
vo 
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The CHAIRMAN, No gentleman has risen in his place and made 
the point of order that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I rise and make the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ar- 


kansas to make the point of order. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
the gentleman from- Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 108, noes 26. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair will cause 
the roll to be called, in accordance with the rule of the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, my colleague, Mr. MUR- 
PHY, is at home sick. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Adams, J. Davenport, Kelley, Ryan, 

Aiken, Davidson, R, H, M. Ketcham, Scranton 
Anderson, J. A tate Kleiner, Seymour, 
Barnes, Dougherty, Le Fevre, Singleton, 
Barry, Elisi x Lovering, Spriggs, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Matson, Springer, 
Brady, Findlay, McKinley, Toveney 
Browne, T. M. Fisher, Milliken, Taulbee, 
Brumm, Foran, Murphy, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Forney, Negley, omas, J. R. 
Bunnell, Gallinger, Norwood, Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Gibson, C. H. tes, Townshend, 
Bynum, Gibson, Eustace O'Donnell, Trigg, 
Caldwell, Gilfillan, O'Ferrall, Tucker, 
Collins, Glover, Outhwaite, Wait, 
Compton, Green, W. J. Parker, Warner, A. J. 
Crain, Harmer, Payson, Weber, 
Croxton, Henley, Phelps, Wellborn. 
Culberson, Jackson, erce, 

Curtin, Johnston, T. D. Robertson, 


The roll-call being completed, the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having found itself without 
a quorum, the chairman had caused the roll to be called and now re- 
ported to the House a list of the absent members. 

The SPEAKER. |The Clerk will report the names of the absentees. 

The names were then read as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The report shows 69absentees. Their names will 
be entered on the Journal; and as the report shows that more than a 
quornm is present, the committee will resume its session. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I was absent from the Hall tempora- 
rily. Can not my name be entered as present? 

TheSPEAKER. This is a proceeding in the Committee of the Whole, 
` and the rule requires that the names of those who failed to respond 
there shall be entered on the Journal. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. Crisp in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will again take their places. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a suggestion to 
the House. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may proceed by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill comes from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, which is under the control of this House and is in harmony 
with its majority. I y to suggest that the majority who 
vote upon this bill will be responsible for its condition and for its pas- 
sage; and it occurs to me that there ought not to be any delay or ob- 
struction interposed with a view to pk the final judgment of the 
Honse as to the proper disposition of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, this bill, as I 
understand it, is not here by anything like the concurrent sentiment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no minority report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, There is nominority report, as 
is suggested by the gentleman from “Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
but neither is there any agreement among the members of the commit- 
tee upon the floor of the House as to any of the features of the bill. 
This bill comes here without estimates, and even if it had estimates its 
provisions would meet with my profound opposition. Not only is it 
not reported by the unanimous voice of the committee, but I am in- 
formed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that there are a 
number of provisions in the bill which have never been even considered 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAIRD. Is the gentleman from Texas a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs? I have never seen him there. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not a member of that committee, but I am a 
member of this House, and I have seen the amendments put upon the 
bill here. 

Mr. LAIRD. Can we count upon that side of the House giving us a 
vote if the amendment now pending is withdrawn? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, sir; because Iam opposed 
to this bill. I am willing to stand by the contract as construed by Sec- 
retary Stanton and the legislation of 1865. I believe that the range of 
our pension legislation is broad enough. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 


-| House; indeed I hope 


Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE], a member of the majority of this House, proposes to filibuster 
2 a bill reported by the Committee on Military Affairs of this 

ouse, then J shall insist that he shall have an opportunity to make an 
explanation. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The regular orderis demanded. The tellers will 
resume their places. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, I desire to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. The Committee of the Whole haying 
risen after the vote was announced, and no quorum having voted, is not 
the case exactly as if no vote had been taken? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the Committee of 
the Whole resumes its session exactly as it was at the time the roll was 
called, when a vote was being taken by tellers on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the vote was announced 
by the Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the practice to be as the 
Chair has stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the previous count was 
completed, although no quorum was developed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the Committee of 
the Whole now resumes the count at the point which had been reached 
when the roll was called. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
the Chair, and no quorum voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it is the practice in 
a case of this kind to continue the count. 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise to a question of order. Is it inorder to have 
discussion proceeding on the floor while the vote is being taken by 
tellers? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky stated that he 
rose to a question of order. The Chair, confessing his inexperience, is 
always anxious to hear any suggestion made by any gentleman in re- 

to the rules. 

The tellers (having completed the count) reported—ayes 127, noes 72, 

So the amendment Was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minn&ota. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG addressed the Chair. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WHITE] 
will withhold his amendment for a moment, the Chair will first = 
nize the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. BRAGG Í, 
who desires to submit a proposition. 

Mr. BRAGG. With a view of disposing of this question and mak- 
ing the bill conform, as I think, to the views of nearly all the members 
of the House—— 

a CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House debate is not in 
order. 

Mr. BRAGG. I was not debating; I was simply stating what I de- 
sire unanimous consent to offer at this time without waiting to go 
through the bill. I pro to offer a proposition in the nature of a 
substitute for the whole bill, changing its verbiage and covering the 
act of 1861. This, I think, will be satisfactory to a majority of the 
the vote upon it will be almost unanimous. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Let it be read, the right to 
object being reserved. : 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unanimous 
consent that the bill just sent up by him be accepted as a substitute 
for the pending bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has the right to offer it as a sub- 
stitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair would suggest if the gentleman 
offers it as a substitute the present bill pust first be gone through with 
and perfected before the substitute can be voted upon. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, however, asks unanimous consent to submit the 
proposition now. 

Mr. BRAGG. Without waiting for further discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will cause the proposed substitute to 
be read, and will then ask if there be objection. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a parliamentary question. What has be- 
come of the amendment which the -gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
WHITE] sent up? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless unanimous consent be given to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Wisconsin, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota will be in order. Ifthe gentleman from Min- 
nesota objects, his amendment will now be read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I will not do that. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the gentleman from Wisconsin has 
the right to offer the substitute now, though the Committee of the 
Whole can not vote upon it until the amendments pending to the sec- 
tion are disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first entertain amendments to 
the pending section, unless by unanimous consent this proposition of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin be accepted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let that proposition be read before objection is 
asked for. 


That vote was announced by 


. apart for the consideration of such general bills as ma: 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proposition sent to the 
desk by the gentleman from Wisconsin. _ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out allafter the enacting clauseof the bill and insert the following: 

That all soldiers of the late war who served as enlisted men fortwo years un- 
der the act of July 22, 1861, and afterwards were to receive promo 
tion and receive commissions as officers in the Army, be paid the bounty 
which was withheld from them on account of their being so commissioned and 
mustered, the same as they would have been entitled to receive had they com- 
— their term of enlistment without promotion and received an honorable 


Sec. 2. That all advance payments of bounty, or balances of the same, which 
were deducted from the pay of enlisted men, by reason of their having been 
discharged for promotion, after having re-enlisted as veterans, shall be repaid 
to such as are entitled thereto by the provisions of this act; and in case of the 
death of the officer or soldier entitled to the benefits of this act, the amount of 
money found due him shall be d to his widow, heirs, or legal representa- 
tives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, outof any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sums due in each individual case. 

Sec, 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to this proposition? 

* Mr. NELSON. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being måde, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WHITE] will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the first section of the bill the following: 

“And provided further, That all volunteer soldiers who re-enlisted as veteran 
volunteers, and were commissioned officers in the Army, and who were dis- 

on the order of the War Department for the reason of being rendered 
supernumerary on consolidation, shall be paid the bounty duc them had they 
been m: out for any other reason.” 

The amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, was rejected; there 
being—ayes 25, noes 85. 

Mr. BRAGG, I move that the committce now rise. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to gentlemen on the other side that we 
are willing to stay here longer. They need not rise if they do not wish 
to do so. 

Mr. BRAGG. At 5 o'clock a recess must be taken under the order 
of the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BRAGG that the com- 
mittee rise, there were—ayes 85, noes 71. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the committee rise is agreed 
to; but the Chair will state that, as the hour of 5 o’clock has arrived, 
. the committee, in pursuance of the previous order of the House, would 
rise at any rate. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7895) for the relief of certain officers of the volunteer army, and 
for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, 
in pursuance of its previous order, takes a recess until half past 7 
o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at half past 7 o'clock p. m.) 
was called to order by the Clerk, Hon. JOHN B. CLARK, Jr., who di- 
rected the reading of the following communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 5, 1886. 

Sm: I hereby designate Hon. BENton MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at the session of the House this evening. 

J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, Jr., 

Clerk, House of Representatives. 

Mr. McMILLIN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution 
under which the House assembles to-night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 27, 1886. 

Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, 4th and 5th of May next, after the 
expiration of the morning hour on each of such days, be, and are hereby, set 
then be upon the Cal- 
endars of the House reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, consid- 
eration to be in the order designated by the committee, and not to interfere with 


_general appropriation bills; and that a recess be had at 5 o'clock p. m. to 7.30 
purpose, 


p. m, on each of said days, and evening sessions be devoted to sai 
REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present consid- 
eration from the Calendar the bill (H. R. 7634) to increase the efficiency 
of the line of the Army, and for other purposes. 

Mr. NELSON. I*would inquire if that is the bill which was under 
consideration when the House took a recess? 

Mr. STEELE. ‘That is not the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. There was no bill under consideration 
in the House: The Committee of the Whole was considering a bill at 
the time of the recess to-day. 

Mr; NELSON. I call for the regular order. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the order of business in progress when 
the House took a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro'tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill called up by the gentleman from Indiana. 

‘The title of the bill was read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us dispose of the bill under consideration 
where we left off. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The business left off at the time of the 
recess was in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. There has been no motion made on the part of any member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs or of the House to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of that bill, which can 
ouly be reached in committee. 

Mr. STEELE. The bill I called up is on the House Calendar, 

Mr. BLAND. Let the bill be read for information, 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the bill which 
was the unfinished business at the time of the recess? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatwould not be in order, until this 
bill is disposed of in the absence of any motion to that effect, this bill 
haying been called up prior to any motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole, unless the gentleman from Indiana withdraws his motion. 

The Chair will state to the gentleman from Nebraska that the order 
under which the House assembles to-night provides that the bills shall - 
be considered in the order designated by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The Clerk will report the bill called up by the gentleman from In- 
diana. : 

Mr. BLAND. This bill is subject to the point of order that it should 
have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEELE. It is not subject to the point of order, as it does not 
increase expenses. It is true that it requires an appropriation for the 
Army; but in no case does it increase expenses. 

Mr. BLAND. It appropriates money. 

Mr. RANDALL, ‘The question is whether it requires an appropria- 
tion to be made, It may involve an appropriation of money without 
being subject to the point of order; but if it requires an appropriation 
to be made it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. It fixes the salary of all the officers of the Army. 

Mr. HEWITT. But that does not appropriate any money. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana not to 
bring this bill up now. There is no quorum present. We adjourned 
on another bill because we had not a quorum, and perhaps there is not 
likely to be introduced a bill at this session on the subject of the Army 
more important than this one. It makes changes, and is in fact a com- 
plete reorganization of the Army. - It is in many particulars the same 
bill that was considered in the Senate, and failed after a week’s dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. STEELE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it is nothing like it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without material distinction itis thesame, While 
this differs in some particulars, it is in many respects like the other. 

Mr. STEELE. It is very different. In the first place it decreases 
expenses while the other increases them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; the other proposed to increase the Army to 
thirty thousand, and that feature is not here. 

Mr. STEELE. No. There is no increase in this bill; but, on the 
contrary, there will be a decrease of over $100,000 a year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only desire to say that Iam unwilling to part 
from the consideration of the bill lately before the House in view of 
the fact that this afternoon we could do nothing in the absence ofa 


quorum. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Can we proceed with the other bill 
without a quorum? 

Mr. RANDALL. We can not proceed atall without consent unless 
there be a quorum present. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand that we took a recess by reason of a 
prior order of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will demand a quorum on this bill. The gen- 
tleman may as well be aware of that fact now, for there is no use to 
ask us to consider a long bill like this, and a measure of such impor- 
tance as this, in the absence of a quorum of the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I dislike to undertake to go on with the bill where 
the objections are not made known. If the gentleman will make 
known what objection he has to the bill a statement may obviate it; 
but there is nothing now before us to show what ground of objection 
gentleman may have, 

Mr. RANDALL. The objection I have to it is that a bill like this, 
for the reorganization of the Army of the United States, should not be 


`| considered at an evening session without a quorum; and I think that 


is a valid objection. 

Mr. STEELE. This bill has been on the Calendar since April 6, with 
a report explaining each section of it. I am very sorry that enough 
members have not read it to insist on going on with it. I would like 
very much indeed to explain the bill. > 
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Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no objection to that. Iam willing to sit 


here and listen to the gentleman explaining the bill. But whenevera 
vote is reached, it must be proceeded with by a quorum. 

Mr. STEELE. There is no question about that. Any gentleman 
can demand a quorum. But gentlemen need not object to the bill with- 
out knowing anything about it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no objection tothe gentleman from Indiana 
speaking as long as he wishes to explain the bill; but I thought it was 
due to him to make the statement I did. . 

Mr. STEELE. Ido not desire to make a speech, but I would like 
gentlemen to point out objections which they may think lie against the 
bill, and I shall then be happy to answer those objections; or, if any 
objectionable feature in the bill is shown, to strike it out. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman has not waived the point of order, The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. PRICE] desires to make a statement. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Indiana has requested that items 
in the bill which may be ‘objectionable to members may be pointed 
out, I do not know that I can do that. I have figured on it all day 
myself, and I give it as my deliberate judgment that the bill would 
increase the cost of the Army half a million dollars only. I shall show 
some point on which I base that statement. ` 

Mr. STEELE. Ihave not yielded the floor. 

Mr. PRICE. You asked members to point out objections to the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to make this suggestion. I concur fully in 
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in 
regard to this bill, that we can not expect to pass upon a bill of this 
kind at a night session. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without a quorum. 

Mr. ROGERS. In the second placeI wish to say I would be delighted 
to hear this bill explained; because, like almost every other member of 
the House, I feel in this position, that itis utterly impracticable for any 
of us to read all of the bills and all of the reports that are before us. 
And I want to suggest another thing. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana 
expects to get out of the frying-pan by leaving this bill because of the 
want of a quorum to take up the other one, I want to serve notice on 
him that when he gets out he will be in the fire, because I shall insist 
upon a quorum on that bill. 

Mr. LORE. I move that the House adjourn. - 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point that the gentleman from Delaware 
can not take me off my feet for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘Then I insist on my point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would inquire of the Chair if a motion to ad- 


journ is not in order? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is in order if 
the gentleman from Indiana yields the floor. Whether he yields it or 
not, the point of order ismade by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] that the bill must receive its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. Pending that the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. LORE] 
moves that the House adjourn. That motion the Chair thinks is in 
order. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Dela- 
ware that the House do now adjourn, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 42, noes 62. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri makes 
the point of order that the bill must receive its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order on subdivision 3 of Rule 
XXIII, which reads as follows: ‘ 

All motions or pro; ; 
proceedings Tectia a EES HEAS ce bite making A EINE 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriaiton to be made, or authoriz- 
ing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability to 
the United States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

This bill in section 27 provides: 

‘That captains and lieutenants of the Army shall be entitled to the pay herein 
stated after their respective designations, 

Then it proceeds: 

Captain, $1,800 per — 

Assistant surgeon, having the rank of lieutenant, $1,500 per year. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is a proposition involving a tax ora charge upon 
the people of the country. While the bill may not directly appropri- 
ate the money, still it constitutes a salary and claim to be paid out of 
the Federal Treasury which could be enforced against the Government. 
Therefore it is a tax or a charge upon the people. 

There is another portion of this bill also which I think is amenable 
to this rule. Section 18 provides: 

That the Secretary of War shall cause to be sold at public auction any surplus 
cavalry horses that may not be required for military purposes. 

In that section 18 there is a disposition of public property that also 
comes within theproyvisions of therule. Itisan appropriation of public 
property, and— 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appro- 
priations of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be e, or 


out of appropriations already made, or releasing any lià- 
States for money or property, shall be first conside in a 
Committee of the Whole. 


authorizing 
bility to the United 


Clearly this bill constitutes a tax. It establishes salaries or pay of 
these officers, and whether the bill in terms makes an appropriation or 
not it will require an appropriation and constitutes a claim against the 
Government, and therefore under subdivision 3 of Rule XXIII must 
first be considered in Committee of the Whole, because it involves a tax 
or charge upon the people in the way of creating offices and fixing sala- 


ries. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Missouri admits that this bill 
does not make an appropriation. He has referred to section 27. Un- 
der the present law captains of infantry, cavalry, and artillery draw 
$1,800 to $2,800 per year, according to the longevity pay they get. 
This bill proposes to make their pay equal, and decreases the amount 
that is now paid to captains mounted by $200 a year. 

They are already provided for by law, and they are estimated for and 
appropriated for every year. They are a part of the establishment of 
this Government. The section to which the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] refers, relating to cavalry horses, is also in the line of 
economy. If any gentleman will take the trouble to look at the report 
he will see that the saving on forage alone is over $80,000 a year. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will permit me, the question is not 
whether the bill increases or decreases expenditures. The bill itself 
constitutes a tax upon the people by creating salaries of officers. The 
bill involves the tax or charge; whether that tax be more or less isa . 
question not involved in this controversy at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, under subdivision 3of Rule XXI all 
motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people must 
receive their first consideration in Committee of the Whole. That is 
the first ground enumerated in the rule, and itis a sufficient ground 
in this case. But in the Forty-fourth Congress, under Speaker Kerr, 
the old rule received a construction which was adhered to by subse- 
quent Speakers and to which I want to call the attention of the Chair. 
Speaker Kerr held that in order to bring a bill or other proposition within 
the rule it was not necessary that it should clearly provide for an in- 
crease of expenditure, but that in order to exempt a proposition from 
the point of order it must appear upon its face that it would reduce 
expenditure. That, I say, was the construction of the old rule. But 
it is not necessary in this case to ġo back to that. If the Chair will 
look at the first clause of subdivision 3 of Rule XXIII he will see that 
this. bill, involving as it does a tax or charge upon the people, neces- 
sarily comes within that rule and is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I notice on page 313 of the Manual a 
note which is of importance in connection with this question: ‘‘ Where 
a bill may incidentally involve expense but does not directly require an 
appropriation, it does not necessarily goto the Committee of the Whole.”’ 
Several references are made. a 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I yield for the point of order to be 
decided. A 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I have heard this point of order which 
has been made, and I am very frank to say I do not think there is any- 
thing in it as a point of order; and I think it comes too late even if it 
were a good point, Itis toolate to make a point of order on a bill after 
the bill has been read without objection to the House and its consider- 
ation has commenced. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, Mr. Chairman, I made the point-—— 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not yield the floor just at this moment, Mr. 
Chairman. I am a little too tired to be excessively good-natured, or 
else I would. The bill was ordered to be read by the House, and the 
proceeding for its consideration has already commenced, and can not 
be interrupted by a point of order, which should have been interposed 
at the beginning, ifatall. So much for that. 

Now, upon the merits of the bill, the point of order also fails. Ihave 
heard that rule read, and it is like the Constitution of the United States— 
everybody reads it when it does not ‘‘run by his farm;’’ everybody 
wants to use it when he thinks it will promote his own purposes. It 
is a tremendous obstacle, always ready to be raised. Let me say why 
I think it does not apply in this case. This bill creates no fact which 
is liable to impose any obligation on the Government. 

Why? Because the fact already exists.. The fact is not originated 
by this bill. If this bill created any offices to be filled by salaried offi- 
cers, then there might be some ground for the objection; but this bill cre- - 
ates no office at all. Itsimply deals with offices that are already created 
and already provided for by law, with salaries already fixed; it simply 
makes agraduation of salaries which already exist, without creating any 
new salary or imposing any new tax or creating any new liability on 
the part of the Government. For these reasons, I maintain that the 


„point of order does not attach. 


Mr. BLAND. Of course, Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to make a 
point of order on a bill until the bill is read, and I was on my feet be- 
fore the conclusion of the reading and made the point immediately 


afterthe reading was concluded. Now, sir, I must insist that the ques- 
tion here is not whether this bill increases or reduces expenditures or 
changes existing law. It comes clearly within the rule, which provides 
that all motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
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people shall be first considered in Committee of the Whole, because 
this bill does involve a tax or charge upon the people in the way of 
providing for the salaries of these officers. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that this bill should have its first consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole. The tleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BRAGG] makes the point that that point of order was not raised 
intime. The Chair is inclined to think that is not well taken, for the 
reason that members would have great difficulty in ascertaining what 
the nature of a bill or other proposition was before it had been read, 
and it would be a great hardship upon the House to require members 
to determine in advance before a measure was read whether it was sub- 
ject to the point of order or not. The Chair thinks, therefore, that the 

t made by the gentleman from Missouri was made in time. The 

ir is of opinion that if a bill makes an appropriation of money di- 
rectly or forces an appropriation, if it is such a bill as would require 
an increased appropriation or an appropriation not now provided for by 
law, it should be first considered in Committee of the Whole. The 
Chair is unable to see thus far that this bill does that, It is a regula- 
tion concerning the Army; but the Chair is unable to see that the bill 
itself makes an appropriation or provides new machinery which would 
require an appropriation if the bill were passed. The Clerk will read 
from the House Journal of May 17, 1884, page 1247, a ruling made by 
Mr. Speaker CARLISLE upon this subject in the last Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On motion of Mr. Tucker, the House took up for consideration the bill (H, 
R. 6074) to change the eastern and northern judicial districts of the State of 
Texas, and to attach a partof the Indian Territory to said districts, and for other 
purposes, reported from the Committee on the Judiciary on the 18th of March 
and referred to the House Calendar, 
same having been read, ¢ 
Mr. Joun H. Rogers made the point of order that under clause 3 of Rule 
X the said bill must receive its first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

After debate on the said point of order, 

The Speaker overruled the same, onthe ground that under previous decisions 
it had been held that unless the bill Gaora f made an appropriation or di- 
rectly required one to be made, the rule quoted did not apply, the fact that exe- 
cution of the law might involve an additional expenditure of money not being 
sufficient to carry the bill to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REAGAN. May I say a word upon this question before the 
Chair rules upon it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the gentleman from Texas pro- 
ceeds the Chair will say, in order that the gentleman may direct his 
remarks to this point, that if it could be shown there would be made 
under this hill an appropriation out of the Treasury, the necessity for 
which does not exist under the present law, and which would be in 
excess of appropriations required by existing law, the Chair would be 
inclined to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. The point which is made here, as I understand, 
is hy that there is an appropriation made in the bill; that is not the 

nt—— 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Texas willsuspend 
a moment until the Chair has read a ruling which was made by the 
Speaker at the present session upon a question analogous to this, 

Mr. REAGAN. What I wanted to call attention to was that these 
decisions which the Chair cites relate to the point whether the bill in 
question made an appropriation or not; but that is not the point here. 

Mr. BLAND. The question is, if a new bill is presented creating a 
new office and fixing the salary, whether that is not a subject for con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. If a bill is reported here creat- 
ing an office and fixing the pay for that office it is a charge or tax upon 
the people, and the bill ought to be considered in Committee of the 
Whole. This bill creates an office and fixes a salary; therefore there 
is necessarily a charge upon the people. The payment of this sulary 
can be enforced by the officer as a tax upon the people. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wanted to point out the difference—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] what office is created by this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the Chair will allow me tostate my position. 
I have not been able to do so yet. The point is not at all that this bill 
involves an appropriation; that question I do not understand to be pre- 
sented here. The point is that the bill involves a tax or charge upon 
the people. This is a bill for the reorganization of the Army, and it 
changes the character of the offices. I do not know whether it increases 
the number of regiments, but it does increase the number of regimental 
officers? Cana bill reorganizing the Army of the United States be 
passed without creating acharge upon the people? The question is not 
whether the bill makes an appropriation, but whether it creates a charge 
upon the people. 

Mr. LONG. That is the very question that has heen decided in all 
these precedents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read a ruling made re- 
cently by the Speaker of the House upon a bill for redistricting the 
State of Missouri, making additional judicial districts. On that bill 
the Speaker was called upon to decide a question analogous to the one 
now before the House. The Clerk will read the decision in that case 
as it appears on page 3967 of the RECORD for the present session. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, however, to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to the rule which has heretofore been ad- 
hered to in the decision of questions of this kind. It has been uniformly held 
that before a point of order of this character can be sustained it must appear 
with Tr that an additional appropriation will be required to execute the 
law, if the bill should be if ow, it istrue that this bill provides for sum- 
moning jurors andfor holding courts at these additional places in certain con- 
tingencies; that is in case the county authorities provide the necessary rooms, 
offices, Kc. But all these courts are to be held merely for the purpose of trans- 
acting the judicial business in what now constitutes one district. Civil and 
criminal proceedings are to be commenced in these courts; but the Chair has 
no means of determining that the creation of these courts will not in fact di- 
minish the cost of litigation instead of increasing it. 

It often, as the Chair knows, diminishes the costs of litigation to the citizens 
and the Government to have courts convenient to litigants and convenient for 
the trial of criminals and penal cases, 

The Chair is not able to see in this bill any provision which makes it abso- 
lutely certain the cost of judicial proceeding in this Territory will be increased, 
On the contrary, it may be contended, and probably would be, by gentlemen, 
it willbe diminished. When it does not appear on the face of the bill that ad- 
ditional appropriations will be required, but is merely a matter of argument, 
the Chair can not decide that such will necessarily be the case. 


Mr. BLAND. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the bill upon which the decision just read was made provided for 
no new offices and no new salaries; it fixed no compensation for any 
office whatever. But here is a bill fixing the compensation of officers. 
I dare say if the bill relating to judicial districts in Missouri upon 
which the Speaker made the ruling which has been read had provided 
for the compensation of any judge, clerk, or other officer, the Speaker 
would have sent it to the Committee of the Whole, because it would 
have been a charge or tax upon the people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like the gentleman 
from Missouri to point out any É ati in this bill requiring an ex- 
penditure of money which would not be required under existing law. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill point that out if the gentleman will give 
me the opportunity to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will give the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that opportunity. 

Mr. REAGAN. You maysay that every appropriation bill may re- 
duce expenditures or may reduce salaries, but the fact that it provides 
a new salary or creates an additional office, whether great or small, 
whether organic or not, that is not the question, but the very factthat 
it does so create an additional office or provide a salary not authorized 
by existing law makes it amenable to the rules of this House. The 
question is this: Does the bill itself fix a tax or charge upon the peo- 
ple? If it does, then certainly it must have, under the rules, its first 
onnaersnon in the Committeé of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the Chair to state if there were found 
any clause in the bill providing for an increase of officers or enlisted 
men in excess of the number now provided by law, then the point of 
order would lie. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand the Chair to state—— 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The Chair furthermore stated if it could be shown 
there was a charge upon the Treasury by this bill not provided for 
under existing law it would then be liable to the point of order. 

Mr, HOLMAN rose. . 

The CHAIRMAN, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL, I wish to direct the attention of the Chair to the 
fact there is a major provided for by this bill not authorized under ex- 
isting law. That will be found in the first section. The sixth section 
also provides for additional men; and the twenty-first section of the 
bill provides for increased pay. Iask the Clerk to read an extract, 
which I have marked, from the report of this committee touching sec- 
tion 21, where it is conceded that section does in fact increase the pay 
beyond what is now provided for by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will read the extract referred to.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 21 makes the pay of all sergeant-majors and quartermaster-sergeants 
the same as that of post-quartermaster and com. ry sergeants, Thesergeant- 
major is the most important of all the non-commissioned officers. The present 
law makes his pay $23 per month, while the quartermaster-sergeants receive 
$34. It is proposed to make the pay of all the same, $30, 2 

Mr. RANDALL, It will be seen in the paragraph read from the re- 
port of the Committee on Military Affairs it is conceded certain officers 
now Teceiving $28 a month, if this bill shall pass will hereafter receive 
$34 a month. 

Mr. REAGAN. The bill also increases the pay of certain captains. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that the ruling read by the Chair, I 
do not know by whom it was made, clearly overrules the principle laid 
down by Speaker Kerr in the Forty-fourth Congress, and which has 
been followed and sustained by every succeeding Speaker since—that 
it must affirmatively appear in the bill to which the point of order is 
made that it does not increase appropriations. That ruling, so laid 
down by Speaker Kerr, has never been deviated from until the ruling 
read by the Chair, which takes the ground it is necessary to show in 
order to sustain the point of order affirmatively there would be increase 
of expenditures, 


The Chair will first hear the gentleman from 
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Mr. STEELE. I hope I will be allowed to answer the points made 
by gentlemen on the other side. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from ‘In- 


diana. : 

Mr.STEELE. I wish to call attention to the fact that in section 21, 
so far as non-commissioned officers are concerned, this bill rearranges the 
salaries already provided for under existing law, and results in a saving 
to the Government of $2,888. In the further rearrangement of salaries 
provided by the bill, so far as captains are concerned there is a decrease, 
and not an increase, 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman from Missouri is entirely right in say- 
ing this bill refers to certain officers and names certain offices, but those 
offices exist now. And there are certain salaries attached by law to 
those offices. But, sir, nothing appears in this bill to show those offices 
are increased, or to show there may not be a diminution both of offices 
and galaries. 

Mr. REAGAN. If, as the result of the bill, it appears it involves 
an increased tax or burden upon the people it must, under the ruling 
heretofore followed, have its first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL, The very report of the committee itself concedes 
the fact that it does provide for such increase. 

Mr. LONG, In one respect, but not in another. It does not appear 
the general result of the bill does not result in a diminution of offices 
and salaries now provided by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

Mr. BRADY.” It appears there is to be an increase of fifty majors 
and sixty captains. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isof the opinion, after hearing the re- 

rt of the committee read, that the bill does provide for an increase 
in the salaries of certain grades of officers; that it is a change of exist- 
ing law, and does require appropriation in excess of existing law, and 
therefore under the rules should have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. It fixes a charge 
for these officials which does not now exist by law. And the Chair is 
compelled to take notice of the existing law in that Besides, 
the bill fixes a charge in connection with these offices which does not 
now exist, and the Chair so rules. 

Mr. STEELE. Upon the whole the bill is not an increase under ex- 
isting law. It provides the number of officers shall not be increased 
as pow provided by law so far as appointments from civil life are con- 
cerned. i i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it involves a charge such as is 
contemplated by the rules. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask the Chair not to rule finally until I can be 
heard. 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill in the twenty-eighth section also provides 
for an increase. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does increase the compensation paid 
out of the Treasury, and is therefore liable to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. To still further strengthen the position taken by 
the Chair I want to read a paragraph in the twenty-eighth section of 
this bill bearing upon this point: 

And said sum of $200 per year shall be in addition tothe current yearly pay of 
his grade, as fixed by section 29 of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was of opinion that the 
duty devolved upon the party making the point of order to show affirm- 
atively that it did change the existing law so as to increase the amount 
covered by the bill. This, the Chair thinks, has been done, and hence 
holds the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. STEELE, In the case of the section just quoted by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, I will state to him that this takes away from 
the officer the forage and the horse now allowed by law, and, therefore, 
will be found to decrease expenditures. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that. under all of the 
circumstances, and in view of the sections read and the sections of the 
law referred to, that the bill is such as requires its first consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
so rules. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to press this bill 

tall. Isaid so at the time I called it up, that if a single objection 
could be found and urged against it I would want to strike it out. 
What I do ask though is that unanimous consent may be given that 
some time in the future, I do not care when, we may have a day for 
the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, If that is made subject to appropriation and rev- 
enue bills and prior orders I imagine there will be no objection. 

Mr. STEELE. Of course not to interfere with prior orders or reve- 
nue or appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What day would the gentleman sug- 

t? 

Mr. STEELE. Any day that may be fixed upon. I do not wish to 
consume the time of the House to find out what day is unassigned, 
but the first one that is not assigned by previous orders I ask may be 
aao for = consideration of this bill with the exceptions that have 

n stated. 


Mr. REAGAN. One of the most important bills that we will have 
to consider at this session was assigned for the 13th of April last, but 
has been postponed from day to day, and I donot want anything more 
to interfere with that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that that beinga 
pons order would be excepted by the motion of the gentleman from 

ndiana. 

Mr. REAGAN. Not in the form in which it was made. I do not 
want anything to interfere with that bill. 

Mr, STEELE. I will say not to interfere with any prior orders, 

Mr. BRAGG. Well, then, fix the 19thof May. Iam informed that 
day is unassigned. 

Mr. STEELE. Very well. 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill be fixed for the 
19th day of May, not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills, 
or any prior orders. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


Mr. LAIRD, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the bill under consideration this afternoon, 
House bill No. 7895. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7895) for the relief of certain officers of the volunteer army and 
for other purposes, 

Mr. ROGERS, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. What is pend- 
ing? ° 
The CHAIRMAN. Thereis no amendment pending, the Chair is in- 
formed. The first thing in order will be to read the second section of 
the bill for consideration. 

Mr. ROGERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 
. After the word " so,” in line 7 of the first section of the bill, insert the word 
promoted,” and strike out all the balance of the section, so that if amended 
it will read that all enlisted men in the naval service of the United States or in 
its Marine Corps, i 

Mr. ROGERS. I had lost sight of the amendments which had been 
appended to that section, and will withdraw that amendment and pro- 
pose another in its stead. I desire to offer as a substitute for the first 
section what I now send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the entire first section of the bill and insert: 

“ That all soldiers of the late war who re-enlisted as veteran volunteers and 
afterward were disch to receive promotion and receive commission as 
officers in the Army shall be paid all installments of veteran bounty which were 
withheld from them on account of their being so promoted.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the words to be striken out will be reported. 
The remainder of the section as proposed to be stricken out was read. 
Mr. LAIRD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LAIRD. For information simply. 

The CHAIRMAN. That could only be done by consent, and the 
committee can not give unanimous consent, as by order of the House, 
all debate was limited upon this section and all amendments that may 
be offered to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Some gentlemen 
around me have made the inquiry if this amendment of mine isadopted 
whether it does not supersede everything except what is embraced in 
the amendmentitself, with the addition of the word ‘‘ promoted,” after 
the word ‘‘so,’’ in the seventh line. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can only reply that gentlemen, hav- 
ing heard the amendment read, must judge for themselves of its effect. 
The words proposed to be stricken out have been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. ROGERS. Task that the amendment may be again read for 
the information of the committee. 

There being no objection, the amendment was again read. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Was not a motion to strike out the two provisos to this section made 
and voted down to-day, and does not the motion of the gentleman from 
Arkansas include the same motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. A portion of the same, but not the whole, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I understand it includes both, and 
both were once refused to be stricken out by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will have to refer to the amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. If permitted, I will respond to the gentleman by 
saying this is not the same amendment. The amendment now offered 
embraces the striking out of both of the provisos, but it likewise em- 
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braces the amendment of that which preceded them; so it is entirely 
different from what has already been voted upon. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 67. 

Mr. ROGERS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] and 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD]. 

toe committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 18, 
noes 82, 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has not voted; and, in accordance 
with the rule, the Chair will cause the roll to be called so that the 
absentees may be noted. . 

; The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
` bers failed to answer: 


Adams, G. E. Dunn, King, Singleton, 
Adams, J.J. Eden, Lawler, malls, 
Aiken, Ely, Le Fevre, Snyder, 
Allen, J. M, Farquhar, Libbey, Spooner, 
Anderson, J. A, Findlay, Lovering, Spriggs, 
Atkinson, Fisher, Lyman, Springer, 
Baker, Foran, Markham, Stewart, Charles 
Ballentine, Ford, Martin, Stewart, J. W. 

r, Forney, McAdoo, St. Martin, 
Barksdale, Gallinger, McComas, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Barnes, Y, McCrea. torm, 
Barry, Gibson, C. H. McKinley, Struble, 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustis Milliken, Swinburne, 
Bingham, Gilfillan, ills, rsney, 

lanchard, § Mitchell, Taylor, E. B 
Browne, T, M. Glover, Morrow, Thomas, J. R. 
uchanan, ff, Muller, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
uck, Green, R. 8, Mooy; Thompson, 
Bunnell, Green, W.J. Negley, Throckmorton, 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Norwood, Townshend, 
urnes, Hall, O'Donnell, Trigg, 
Butterworth, Hammond, O’Ferrall, Tucker, 
Campbell, T. J. Harmer, "Hara, Van ck, 
Candler, Harris, O'Neill, J. J. ade, 
Caswell, Haynes, Outhwaite, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Heard, Owen, Wait, 
Cole, Henderson, D.B, Parker, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Henderson, J.S. Payson, Weaver, A.J. 
Compton, Henderson, T.J. Pettibone, Weaver, J. B. 
Comst > Henley, Phelps, eber, 
Cox, erbert, Pirce, Wellborn, 
Crain, Hiestand, Sf est, 
Croxton, Lill, Reid, J. W. White, Milo 
Culberson, Hitt, Richardson; Wilkins, 
Curtin, Holmes, Riggs, Willis, 

4 Hutton, ~ Robertson, Winans, 
Davenport, Irion, Rockwell Wise. 
Dawson, Jackson, Romeis, Woodburn, 
Dingley, Johnston, T. D. Scranton, Worthington. 

> Jones, J. H. Sessions, 
Dorsey, Kelley, Seymour, 
Dougherty, e ~ Sbaw, 


Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to state I am informed there is sickness in 
_the family of my colleague [Mr. LAWLER], and I ask that he be ex- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that excuses can not be re- 
ceived in committee. They may be made in the House when the 
Speaker is in the chair. 

The committee rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CRISP reported the Comniittee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having under consideration the bill 
ga R. 7895) for the relief of certain officers in the volunteer army, and 

or other purposes, and finding itself without a quorum, had caused 
the roll to be called, and reported the names of the. absentees to the 
House to be entered on the Journal. : 

The names of the absentees were read. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House has repo that on a call of the committee, the question 
being made that no quorum had voted, 156 members had responded to 
their names—not a quorum. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Idesire to state that my colleague [Mr. Storm] is ab- 
sent on account of sickness. 

‘ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the House ad- 
ourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BRAGG] moves that there be a call of the House, The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] moves that the House adjourn. The 
question is first on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—ycas 44, nays 109, not vot- 
ing 169; as follows: 


YEAS—4, 

Bennett, MeRae, Rogers, 
Bland, Davldson, A.C. Merriman, ler, 
Blount, Davidson, R. H.M. Miller, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Dibble. Morgan, Skinner 
Breckinridge, WCP. Halsell, Neal, Stone, W, J., Ky. 
Cabell, Hemphill, Oates, Taulbee, ° 
Campbell, J. E. Hewitt, Peel, Taylor, J. M. 

ler, nes, İT. Perry, Tillman, 

yY, ‘oon, Pindar, Turner, 
Clements Landes, Van Eaton, 
Cowles, Lanham, Reese, Wilson, 


Allen, C. H. 
Anderson, C. M. 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bliss, 
Bound, 
Boyle, 
eats 

ragg, 
Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Catchings, 


Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, 
Ballentine, 


Burnes, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, T, J. 
Caswell, 


NAYS—109. 
Ermentrout, Laird, 
North Ldr. 
ver] ndsley, 
Felton, Little, 
Fi r, Long, 
Frederick, Lore, 
Fuller, Loutlit, 
Funston, Lowry, 
Geddes, Mahoney, 
Grou Matson, 
Guenther, McKenna, 
Hale, MeMillin, 
Hanback, Millard, 
Hatch, Moffatt, 
Hayden, Morrill, 
Hepburn, Morrison, 
lerman, Neece, 
Hires, Nelson, 
Osborne, 
Holman, Payne, 
Holmes, Perkins, 
Hopkins, Peters, 
Houk, Pidcock, 
Howard, Price, 
Hudd, Randall, 
James, Reed, 
Johnson, F, A. Rice, 
Johnston, J.T. Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—169, 
Dougherty, Kleiner, 
Dunn, La Follette, 
Eden, Lawler, 
Ely, Le Fevre, 
Farquhar, ibbey, 
Findlay, Lovering, 
Fisher, daa 
Foran, ark 
Ford, Martin, 
Forney, Maybury, 
Gallinger, McAdoo, 
Y, McComas, 
Gibson, C, H. McG x 
Gibson, Eustace McKinley, 
ilfillan, Milliken, 
i Mills, 
Glover, Mitchell, 
f, Morrow, 
Green, R.S Muller, 
Green, W.J. ha eal 
Grosvenor, Negley, 
Hall, Norwood, 
Hammond, O'Donnell, 
Harmer, O' Fe: p 
Harris, O'Hara, 
Haynes, O'Neill, Charles 
Heard, O'Neill, J.J. 
Henderson,D.B, Outhwaite, 
Henderson, J.8. Owen, 
Henderson,T.J. Parker, 
Henley, Payson, 
Herbert, Pettibone, 
Hiestand, Phelps, 
Hill, Pirce 
Hitt, Plumb, 
Hutton, ne 
Irion Reid, J. W. 
Jackson, Ric! n, 
Johnston, T. D. Riggs, 
Jones, J. H. Robertson, 
Kelley, Rockwell, 
Ketcham, Romeis, 
King, Scranton, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 


Mr. OATES. 
of the names of members voting. 


St. n, 
Stone, W. 5 «Mo, 
Swinburne, 


WwW 
Woodburn. 
Worthington, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, objected, but immediately with- 
drew the objection, and the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I move there be a call of the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now take a 
recess until fifty-nine minutes after 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


The SPEAKER pro- tempore. 
Clerk reports the pairs. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 


Gentlemen will suspend until the 


Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. JACKSON. 
Mr. COLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. FISHER with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 
Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
Mr. FORNEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 


Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 


Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 


Mr. Grason, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. McComas. 
Mr. FoRAN with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr, Croxton with Mr. DORSEY. 
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The following-named members were announced as paired for the day: 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. FARQUHAR. 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. THOMPSON. 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. RoMEIs. 
Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. KLEINER with Mr. BAKER. 
Mr. RocKWELL with Mr. TURNER. 
. Mx. Hiscock with Mr. HERBERT. 
Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. ATKINSON. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Penn- 
Bylvania. 
Mr. WILLIS with Mr. MARTIN. 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. Ricas with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 
. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HITT. 
. STORM with Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
. BALLENTINE with Mr. GOFF. 
. MURPHY with Mr. PAYSON. 
. OATES with Mr. CASWELL. 
. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HARMER. 
. GLOVER with Mr. WAIT. 
. TUCKER with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, 
. MCKENNA with Mr. BYNUM. 
. BARRY with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 
. DAWSON with Mr. E. B. TAYLOR. 
. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. PHELPS. 
. LE FEVRE with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
. REIÐ, of North Carolina, with Mr. GILFILLAN. 
. HALL with Mr. KETCHAM. 
. Forp with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. BINGHAM, 
. WEAVER, of Iowa, with Mr. LIBBEY. 
. OATES. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. BRAGG. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. 


OATES] is ed. 
Mr. OATES. Iam paired with Mr. CASWELL, but I vote to make 
a quorum. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.. For what purpose does the gentleman 


rise? 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to know if a call of the House is now in 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is pending. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. `The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Michigan that that motion was made, and pending that a motion 
was made to adjourn. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That motion could not be pending while the 
pairs were being read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion was pending, and a mo- 
tion was made that the House adjourn. That having been voted down, 
the motion for the call of the House recurs, and in that way it is pending. 

The Chair will lay before the House a personal request, with the 
statement that it was made at an early hour this evening but has been 
overlooked until now. Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, asks to be excused 
from the evening session by reason of sickness. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] for a call of the House. 

Mn FREDERICK. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues Mr. MURPHY and 
Mr. L are both unwell. 

Séveral MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison a motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin for a call of the House. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I call for a division. 

The question was then taken by tellers, and there were, ayes 96, 
noes 35. 

A cail of the House was therein ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS (at five minutes before 10 o’clock p. m.), 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 50, noes 86. 

Mr. ROGERS. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being only 26 in favor 
thereof—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now call the roll. 

Mr. BRAGG. I believe the absentees have already been called; and 

I submit that, the doors should now be closed, and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be instructed to bring in the absentees. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gentleman 


I move that 


from Wisconsin that the call of the roll to ascertain the absentees was 


in Committee of the Whole. The roll-call had since'was on the motion 
to adjourn. A call of the House has now been ordered. The doors 
will be closed, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is itnowin order 
to move to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to adjourn has just been 
voted down; and no business has intervened; therefore the motion is 
not now in order. The Clerk will call the roll. 

A MEMBER. For what. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So that members present may respond 
and that the names of absentees may be noted. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 


failed to answer to their names : . 
Adams, G. E. Dorsey, Kelley, Sessions, 
Adams, Dougherty, oe Seymour, 
Aiken, Dunn, Shaw, 
Allen, J. M. Eden, re Folletto, Singleton, 
Anderson, J.A; Ely, Le Fevre, 5 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Libbey, Snyder, 
er, Findlay, Lovering, Spooner, 
Ballentine, Fisher, ferme Sp X 
rbour, Foran, kham, Stewart, Charles 
Barksdale, Ford, Martin, Stewart, J. W. 
Barnes, Forney, McAdoo, St. Martin 
rry, Gallinger, McComas, Stone, W. Sig of Mo, 
Belmont, Gay, McKinley, Swinburne, 
tome Gibson, ©. H. Mills, Tarsney, 
lanchard, Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, Morrill, homas, J. 
Browne, T, M, G à Muller, Thomas, O. B. 
Buchanan, Glover, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Bunnell, Goff, Negley, Townshend, 
Burleigh, Green, R.S, orw Trigg, 
Green, W.J. O'Donnell, Tucker, 
Sonon, Hall, O'Ferrall, Turner, 
Campbell, Hammond, Hara, Wade, 
Caswell, Harmer, O'Neill, Charles Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Harris, O'Neill, J. J. ait, 
Cole, Haynes, Outhwaite, Warner, A. J, 
Collins, Hea Owen, Weaver, A. J. 
Compton, Henderson, D.B. Parker, Weaver, J. B. 
Cox, ° Henderson, J, S. Payson, Weber, 
rain, Henderson, T. J. Pettibonc, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Henley, Phelps, vest, 
Culberson, Herbert, Pirce, White, Milo 
Curtin, Hi x Ranney, Wilkins, 
Hitt, Reid, J. W. illis, 
Davenport, Hutton, Ri $ Winans, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Irion, Robertson, Wise, 
Dawson, Jackson, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
Dingley, Johnston, È. D. Romeis, Worthington. 
ery, Jones, J. H. Scranton, 


Mr. BEACH. Ont of consideration for the reading clerk, I ask 
unanimous consent that the recapitulation of the names be dispensed 


with. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. I would not object if the request 
came from any other man in the House. 

Mr. BEACH. Itis no favor to me. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to say to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] that we have but one reading clerk here this even- 
ing and he is almost worn out. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. BEACH. The objection comes in very good part from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. ~ 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Iwasaboutto withdraw my objection, but after 
the remark of the gentleman from New York I give him notice that he 
does not crack his whip over my head either here or elsewhere. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the names, but was interrupted by, 

Mr. LONG, who said: Iask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the names be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection that order 
will be made. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LAIRD. I believe I had recognition. I desire to move that 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize gentlemen in 
their order. The names of the absentees must first be called. 

The Clerk called the absentees, as follows: 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois: No excuse offered. - 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. AIKEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ATKINSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BAKER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BALLENTINE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state for the informa- 
tion of the House, as this proceeding seems not to be understoéd, that 
the roll is now being called in order that excuses may be made for 
Sa who are absent. 

ir. JOHN M. TAYLOR. My colleague [Mr. BALLENTINE] is de- 
tained at hisroom by sickness, I ask that he be exgused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to excusing the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. BALLENTINE]? The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. BARBOUR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. My colleague is absent on account of sickness, 
and I therefore move he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BARRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BELMONT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BLANCHARD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. STEELE. My colleague is absent on account of severe sickness 
in his family. He is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be noted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. OSBORNE. My colleague is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whenever that is the case it will be 
taken notice of. 

Mr. BURLEIGH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BURNEs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. VIELE. I move my colleague be excused on account of sick- 
ness. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CASWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. COBB. ` 

Mr. MATSON. I move my colleague be excused. He has been in 
bad health for several months. 

Sa mokon was disagreed to. 

T. 


Mr. CRISP. I move the gentleman be excused, as he isin bad health. : 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLINS. 

Mr. LONG. Imoye Mr. COLLINS be excused on account of sickness 
in his family. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Compton: No exeuse offered. 

Mr. Cox: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Crary: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Croxton: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CULBERSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CURTIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move the gentleman be excused on account of 
sickness. 

A MEMBER. How sick? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have been informed he is-sick. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How long has he been sick? 

_ Mr. HEMPHILL. We know heis a gentleman of frail constitution 
and that he has been sick. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Dockery: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Dorsry: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY: No excuse offered. 

Mr, DUNN. 

Mr. ROGERS. The Sergeant-at-Arms informs me Mr. DUNN sent 
a message to the House that he be excused on account of sickness. I 
move, therefore, he be excused. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. EDEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ELY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. Mr. FARQUHAR stops at the same house 
Ido, and I know part of his family are sick, and have been to-day. I 
move he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FINDLAY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FISHER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Foran: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FORD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FoRNEY. 

Mr. OATES. My colleague is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That fact will be noted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be di with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not usual to entertain that mo- 
tion until the present call is made. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. GALLINGER, whose name I un- 
derstand was called as being absent, was called home to-day by the 
sickness of his daughter. 

Mr. Gay: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland: No excuse offered. 


Mr. ques of West Virginia: No excuse offered. 
Mr. GILFILLAN: No excuse offered. 


Mr. GLASs. 
Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. — , my colleague, Mr, GLASS, is sick 
and unable to attend the night session of the House. I move that he 
be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GLOVER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HALL. 

Mr. FREDERICK. Mr. Speaker, Mr. HALL left the House sick, 
and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. HamMonp is detained in his room on ac- 
count of sickness, and I move that he be excused. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has he sent for a doctor? 

Laughter. 
; A CLEMENTS. Ido not know; but he has been absent two or 
three days, as the House knows, and is suffering with quite asore throat 
to-night. 

Mr BLAND. I think he ought not to be here to-night; he is not 
at all well. 

The motion that Mr. HAMMOND be excused was agreed to. 

Mr, HARMER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HARRIS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAYNES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HEARD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: No excuse offered. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BENNETT. My colleague, Mr. HENDERSON, is detained by 
reason of the sickness of one of his children, and I make that statement 
upon my personal responsibility. [Laug hter. J 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is the gentleman responsi- 
ble for the sickness of the child or for the absence? 

Mr. BENNETT. No, sir; for the truthfulness of the statement. 

The motion that Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, be excused, 


was agreed to. 
wat LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, owing to thesickness of all the mem- 
bers of the House who are absent to-night, I move that they all be 


excused. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is unusual to entertain that motion 
at this stage of the proceedings. , 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HENLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HERBERT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HIESTAND: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hirt: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hutton: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Intron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Jackson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that Mr. JONES, of Texas, be 
excused on account of eee age. [Laughter.] 

The motion was not 

Mr. KELLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that my colleague, Mr. KETCHAM, be ex- 
cused. He is detained at home on account of important business, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. Kina. - 

Mr. VAN EATON. I ask that Mr. Kina, of Louisiana, be excused 
on account of the breakage of the levees of the Mississippi River. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 

Mr. GUENTHER.. I suppose in consequence of the absence of Mr. 
LA FOLLETTE that he is sick. I hope he will be excused. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. Thegentleman moves 3 that his colleague 
be excused. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. LE FEyRE:,No excuse offered. 

Mr. LIBBEY: No € excuse offered. 

Mr. LOVERING. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, the name of Mr. LovERING, I under- 
stand, has just been called. I wish to state that he left the House this 
afternoon before the recess, complaining of being quite unwell, and 
since we have come to this evening session I learn that he is not able 
to be here. I therefore move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LYMAN: No excuse offered. a 

Mr, MARKHAM. 

Mt. LOUTTIT. The health of my colleague, Mr. MARKHAM, is 
such that he has not been out an evening since he has been a member 
of the House, and I ask that he be excused. 
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od question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 70, 
noes 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the name of Mr. LANHAM has been 
called. He has been in delicate health—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the gen- 
tleman from Texas is recorded as being present. 


Mr. MARTIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MCADOO: No excuse offéred. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is well known that Mr. MCKINLEY is ill, and I 
move that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has leave of absence, which fact will be taken notice 
of by the officers of the House. 

Mr. MILLS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. BUCK. I move that my colleague, Mr. MITCHELL, be excused, 
as I have just learned from the gentleman from New York within the 
Jast half hour that he is unable to be present. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I move that Mr. Morrow be ex- 
cused. He has been detained at home on account of the sickness of 
his wife, and she has been made sick by a very severe misfortune since 
she came to this city. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not fancy that Mr. MULLER, of New York, can 
perro mt he is not well; in fact, I will make affidavit to the fact. 

Laughter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Shall the gentleman from New York 
be excused? 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY. 

Mr. FREDERICK. I move that Mr. MURPHY be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. NEGLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O’DONNELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O'HARA: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 

Mr. VAN EATON, I move that Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, be ex- 


The House divided, and there were—ayes 50, noes 68. 

So the motion of Mr. VAN EATON was not agreed to. 

Mr. OurHWAITE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OwEn: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PARKER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Payson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. HOUK. I move that my colleague [Mr. PETTIBONE] be ex- 
cused; he arrived in the city very tired this evening. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Prrce: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RANNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. 

Mr. SKINNER. I move that Mr. Rem be excused. Ordinarity 1 he 
is a very prompt man, I do not know what detains him now, but it 
must be some great necessity. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

. RICHARDSON: No excuse offered. 

. ROBERTSON: No excuse offered. 

. ROCKWELL: No excuse offered. 

. RomeEts: No excuse offered. 

. SCRANTON. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of New York. Mr. ScRANTON is absent by leave 


of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That fact will be noted. 

Mr. Sesstons: No excuse offered.. 

Mr. SEYMOUR: No excuse offered. . 

Mr. SHAW: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SINGLETON. 

Mr. MORGAN. My colleague Mr. SINGLETON, it is well known, 
is in delicate health, and it would not be proper to bring him out to- 
night. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMALLS: No excuse offered. * 

Mr. DER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Spriacs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered. 

Mr. St. MARTIN: No excuse offered. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. I have just received a message informing me that my 
colleague Mr. STONE, is sick and not sos to attend. I move that he 
be excused. 

The House divided; and there MSATA 25, noes 57. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SWINBURNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TARSNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Judge TAYLOR left the House on account of 
severe illness, and has been ill for several days. I move that he be 
excused. 

The motion was agreed to—ay: es 84, noes 9. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois: Nov excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

sl rt I move that my colleague [Mr. THOMAS] be 
ex 

The SPEAKER protempore. He has already been excused. 

THROCKMORTON: No excuse offered. 

T. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


TOWNSHEND: No excused offered. 
TRIGG: No excuse offered. 
TUCKER: No excuse offered. 
TURNER: No excuse offered. 
WADE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr: TAULBEE. I move that my colleague, Mr. WADSWORTH, be 
excused. He is known to all of us to be in delicate health, and he is 
advanced in years. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WATIT. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that Mr. Warr be excused on account of his 


age. : 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 96, noes 2. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska: No excuse offered. 

Mr. VIELE. Mr. Speaker, I understood that. my colleague, Mr. 
MULLER, had been excused. I now desire tosay that he has been an 
invalid during the whole session, and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, was called and answered to his name. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that Mr. St. MARTIN be ex-’ 
cused on account of his age. He is as old probably as any man in this 
House, and it is dangerous for him to be out at night. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 92, noes 5. 

Mr. WEBER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand from the Sergeant-at- 
Arms that my colleague, Mr. BARBOUR, is very much indisposed, and I 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. WHEELER. I would inquire of the Chair if my colleague, Mr. 
FORNEY, is not excused by the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he is ab- 
sent by leave of the House. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I witty to ask if my colleague, Mr. 
KELLEY, has been excused ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he is not. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Then I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLBORN. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, [haveanote saying that Mr. WELL- 
BORN is ill, and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. West: No excuse offered. 

. WHITE, of Minnesota: No excuse offered. 

. WILKINS: No excuse offered. 

. WINANS: No excuse offered. 

. WISE: No excuse offered. 

. WOODBURN: No excuse offered. 

. WILLIS. 

. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have an im- 
ression that Mr. WILLIS’S wife is quite ill, and as everybody knows 
ow punctually Mr. WILLIS has attended here in the discharge of his 

duties, I move that he be excused. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I can state of my personal 
knowledge that my colleague, Mr. MURPHY, is sick, and has been for 
several days. For that reason I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. ATKINSON, is lame, 
and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, I again move that Mr. KING, of 
Louisiana, be exeused. I hold in my hand a telegram just received an- 
nouncing that there is a fresh break in the Mississippi River. [Laugh- 
ter. 


The motion was not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
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BRAGG] has sent up a resolution, which will be read, after which the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The resolution offered by Mr. BRAGG was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 
a ho. House such of its members as are now absent without the leave of the 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

DUNHAM. Has the roll-call disclosed the presence of a quo- 
rum 

Mr. RANDALL, Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The House ought to know the fact. It ought to 
be announced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not interpose against a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Itis nota motion, it is a request for information, 
which is necessary in order that members may vote intelligently. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a request for information that 
could not affect the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] that the callof the 
roll discloses the fact that there is a quorum present. 

Mr. LAIRD, I desire to move that all further proceedings under 
the call of the House be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order; there is 
another motion pending. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ROGERS, there were— 
ayes 66, noes 77. 

Mr. ROGERS. I call for tellers. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 19 voting in favor thereof. 
N Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was not to. 

Mr. ROGERS I now move to dispense with all farther proceedings 
under the call. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of order that a resolution has been 
presented, action upon which was suspended simply to take the vote 
on the motion to adjourn, and that the next thing in order is to sub- 
mit that resolution to the House and have its action thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the resolution of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise ? i 

Mr. ROGERS. To call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the 

int of order of the gentleman from Wisconsin is not well taken. It 
is always in order, I take it, pending a call, to move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 
tion to dispense with further proceedings under the call is in order. 

Mr. LAIRD. I understood the Chair recognized me to make that 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized and made the motion. 

Mr. LAIRD. 1I understood the Chair recognized the motion I made 
to the same effect pending the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas 
to adjourn. e 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was not aware of the fact 
that the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] made the motion. 

Mr. LAIRD. I move then to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to make an inquiry. The resolution which 
I have offered, if voted down, would be a ion of proceedings 
under the call. The resolution presented that question for the consid- 
eration of the House, and I was entitled to a vote upon it. Can an- 
other, proposition operating to the same effect as a negative vote upon 
my resolution take the place of that resolution? If the House does 
not choose to take further pence under the call, the voting down 
of my resolution would so declare. I presented itto the House in that 


form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that pending a 
call of the House but two motions are in order—one to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call and the othertoadjourn. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 69, noes 50. 
Mr. BRAGG. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (after a count). 


The gentleman from Arkansas was 


There are 26 voting to 


order the yeas and nays—not one-fifth of those who answered to their 
names on the last roll-call. 
Mr. ROGERS. I call for a count of the other side. 


Mr. BRAGG. Twenty-six is one-fifth of the last vote, is not it? 
Then why does the Chair say ‘‘ not one-fifth of those answering to their 
names on the roll-call?’’ > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A count of the other side is demanded; 
that will determine the question. : 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to have an explanation of the ruling of 
the Chair. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore having asked for the negative vote on or- 
dering the yeas and nays, 6 members rose. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think there is a misunderstanding as to the prop- 
osition on which we are voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon ordering the yeas 
and nays on the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. i 

Mr. BRAGG. That motion was put and decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question was on ordering the yeas 
and nays. The affirmative side had risen and been counted; thereupon 
the other side was demanded—— 

Mr. BRAGG.. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The other side was demanded, and the 
Chair was counting the other side—— 

Mr. BRAGG. The Chair announced that those voting to order the | 
yeas and nays numbered 26, and said, ‘‘Not one-fifth of the last roll- 
call,” although there was one-fifth of the last vote. The gentleman 
from Arkansas called for the other side—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. And the Chair was proceeding to count 
the other side, and 6 members rose. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] then stated that gentlemen misunderstood the question. 
The Chair desires to take no advantage of any gentleman. 

Mr. BRAGG. What I desired to understand was by what authority 
the Chair proceeded to take another division after the question had 
been decided. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’?] Well, gentlemen, that sort of 
racket does not disturb me at all. 


Mr. LAIRD. We demand that the negative vote be taken on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas having 


called for a count on the other side, those who are op to taking 
this question by yeas and nays will rise and stand till counted. [After 
acount.] On this question the ayes are 26, the noes 84. More than 
one-fifth have voted in the affirmative, and the yeas and nays are or- 


_dered. The Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DuNHAM, there 
were—ayes 68, noes 80. 

Mr. ROGERS demanded tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not one-fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Count the other side. 

The SPEAKER tempore. There is no other side. 

` Mr. ROGERS. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRAGG. I believe possibly that may be ruled out of order. 

Mr. LAIRD. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of resuming 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7895) for the relief of certain offi- . 
cers of the volunteer army, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to dis- 
pense with all farther proceedings under the call; upon which the yeas 
and nays have been called. 

Mr. NELSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NELSON. The Chair is mistaken; there was not one-fifth of a 
quorum. There were twenty-six, and that is not one-fifth of a quorum, 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Twenty-six is one-fifth of those present, 

Mr. NELSON. But not one-fifth of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One-fifth of those present is all that is 
required. The yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
86, nays 63, not voting 173, as follows: 


YEAS—86, 

Allen, C.H. Evans, Johnson, F. A. Riggs, 
Arnot, Everhart, Johnston, J.T. 
Bennett, Felton, Laird. Rowell, 
Bland. Fleeger, Lehibach, Ryan, 
Blount, Fuller, Lindsley, Sayers, 
Brumm, Funston, Long, Seney, 
Buck, Grosvenor, Maybury, Skinner, 
Cabell, Guenther, McKenna, Stone, E. F, 
Campbell, J. M Hale, Millard, Strait. 
Campbell, J. E. Halsell, Miller, Struble, 
Candler, Hanback, Moffatt, Taulbee. 
Cannon, Hayden, Morgan, Taylor, i. H. 
Carleton, eet pastes Morrill, Tillman, 
Clardy, Henderson, T.J, Perkins, Van Schaick, 
Clements, esos erry, Wakefield, 
Comstock, Hil, Peters, Weaver, J. B. 

nger, res, Plumb, White, A.C. 
mO oa viii 

, opkins, n, n, 

Saon; e R T.B. Woodburn 

v udd, 
Dibble. James, Rice, 
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NAYS—63. 
Anderson, ©. M. Ells! Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, McCreary, e, 
Geddes, MeMillin, Stephenson, 
Bound, Grout, cRae, Stone, W. J., Ky, 
Brady, Hewitt,” wa Byes 
Yı witt, + es, 
Bragg, Holman, Neece, ‘aylor, J. M. 
Breck ckinridge, C. R. Howard, Osborne, ‘Taylor, 
WOP. Kleiner, Peel, Thompson, 
rtis o Landes, Pidcock, Van Eaton, 
Brown, W. W. Lawler, Pindar, Viele, 
Bynum, Little, Randall, Ward, J. H. 
Copper, Lore, Sawyer, Ward, T, B. 
el, Louttit, Scott, Warner, William 
:Dowdney, Lowry, Sowden, Wheeler, 
Eldredge, Mahoney, Springer, 
NOT VOTING—173, 2 
Adams, G. F, Dockery, Kelley, Romeis, 
Adams, J.J. rsey, Ketcham, Sadler, 
Aiken, Dougnertts King, Scranton, 
Allen, F. M. m, Laffoon, ons, 
Anderson, J. A. Dunn, La Follette, Seymour, 
Atkinson, Eden, Lanham, Shaw, 
Baker, Ely, Le Fevre, Singleton, 
Ballentine, sy bene Libbey, Smalls, 
Barbour, Findlay, Lovering, Snyder, 
Barksdale, Fisher, Lyma Spooner, 
arnes, Foran, Markham, Spriggs, 
Barry, Ford, Martin, Stewart, Charles 
Belmont, Forney, McAdoo, Stewart, J. W. 
Bingham, Frederick, McComas, St. Martin, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McKinley, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Bl y Merriman, Storm, 
Boutelle, Gibson, C. H. Milliken, Swinburne, 
Browne, T, M. Gibson, Eustace Mills, Tarsney, - 
Buchanan, Gilfillan, Mitchell, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Bunnell, lass, Morrow, Thomas, J. R. 
Burleigh, Glover, Muller, Thomas, 0. B. 
rnes, ff, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Burrows, Green, R. S. Negley, Townshend, 
Butterworth, Green, W.J. Nelson, Eg, 
Caldwell, Hall, Norwood, Tucker, 
Campbell,Felix © Hammond, tes, ‘Turner, 
Sampbell, T.J. Harmer, O'Donnell, Wade, 
Caswell, Harris, O'Ferrall, Wadsworth, 
Catchings, Hatch, O'Hara, Wait, 
Cobb, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Warner, A. J. 
Cole, Heard, O'Neill, J.J. Weaver, A. J. 
Collins, Henderson, D. B. Outhwaite, Weber, 
Compton, Henderson, J. S. wen, Wellborn, 
Cox, Henley, ker, West, 
Crain, Herbert, Payne, White, Milo 
Croxton, Hiestand, Payson, ilkins, 
Culberson, Hiscock, Pettibone, Willis. 
in, Hitt, Phelps, Winans, 

n, Hutton, Pirce, ise, 
Davenport, Trion, Ranney, Wolford, 
Davidson, A. ©. Jackson, Reid, J. W. Worthington. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Johnston, T. D. Ri g 
Dawson, Jones, J. H. Robertson, 

Dingley, Jones, J.T. Rockwell 
So the motion was agreed to. 
During the roll-call, 


On motion of Mr. WEAVER, of Towa, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as pis recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All further proceedings under the call 
have been with, and the doors will be reopened. 

Mr. STEELE. I move by unanimous consent the pages be excused 
from further attendance on this evening session. 

There was no objection, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
resuming the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7895) for the relief of 
certain officers of the volunteer army, and for other purposes. I un- 
derstand there is a desire on the other side to offer a substitute for this 
bill, and if we go into the Committee of the Whole that can be done 
and some progress made in this matter which will be final. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to make a motion to take a recess until 11 
o’clock to-morrow. By that time we may come to some understand- 
ing. If we stay here all night doing as we haye done nothing will be 
accomplished. 

Mr. AIRD. Oh, no! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 56. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkaani, I wish to say in connection 
with the request—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Guini 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, rose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Regular order! 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is the regular order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. - Regular order! 

Does the gentleman from Alabama in- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sist on his motion to adjourn? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; I withdraw it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Missouri 
is holding his motion in abeyance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the gentleman 
will be heard. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Regular 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I ask the gentleman to heara 
brief statement. . 

Mr. LAIRD. What does the gentleman propone® 


order! 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to say that it is thd 
desire of those with whom I am co-operating to get a vote upon the 
substitute which the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] pro- 
poses to offer for this bill; and for my part, and I believe that is the 
position of men who are opposing the bill now under consideration, if 
that substitute carrjes it will be acquiesced in and no further obstruct- 
ive measures taken. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order!” ] 

Mr. CANNON. Ionly want to know if that substitute does not omit 
from this bill every provision for the benefit of the private soldiers? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Hear the substitute read, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We know what is in it. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam satisfied that it does; and I am not willing to 
permit by any act of mine such an act of injustice to be done to them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the bill be read; it will 
show for itself. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. CANNON. I will not consent by any act of mine to anything 
which will cut the private soldiers out of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the yeas 
and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
for a recess. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only 11 members voting in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 62, 
noes 42. 

Mr. BRAGG. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 21 voting therefor and 
72 in opposition to the demand. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to make a parliamentary iaquiry. Is this 
roll-call to be taken upon the question of adjournment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 47, nays 84, not vot- 
ing 191; as follows: 


YEAS—i7 A 

A H. SATa Lae Reese, . 
nnett, wiles, aybury, 

Bland, Crisp, pe date ai 
Blount, Dibble, McRae, Sayers, 
Bound, Dunham, Merriman, Skinner, 
Brady Everhart, Miller, Taulbee, 
Breckinridge. C. R. Hale, organ, Taylor, J. M. 
Breckinridge, WCP. Halsell, Morrison, Taylor, Zach. 
Cabell, Hayden, Neal, Tillman, 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Peel, Weaver, J. B. 
Candler, Landes, Perry, Whiting. 
Carleton, Long, Price, 

NAYS—S4. 
Anderson, C. M. Evans, Laffoon, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Felton, Laird, Scott, 
Beach, Fleeger, Lawler, Seney, 
Bliss, . Frederick. Lehlbach, Sow cn, 
Boyle, Fuller, Lindsley, Springer, 

3 Funston, uittle, stabinecker, 
Brown, ©. E. des, Wry, 

Brown, W. W. Grout Mahoney, seo 
Brumm, G enther, McKenna, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Buck, Hehderson, D. B. McMillin, Strait, 
Bynum, Henderson, T. J, - Millard, Struble, 
Campbell, J. M. ns dn Morrill, Swope, 
non, Herman, Neece, Symes, 
Comstock, Hill, Osborhe, Taylor, I. H. 
Conger, Hires, Payne, ae Eaton 
Cooper, Hiscock, Perkins, ‘an Schaick, 
Cutcheon, Holman, Peters, Ward. Pos 
Daniel, Holmes, Pidcock, Ward, T. B. 
Eldredge, Houk, Randall, Warner, William 
Ñ Howard, Reed, T. B. Wheeler, 
Ermentrout Johnston, J. T. Rowell, Wilson 
NOT VOTING—191. = 
Adams, G. E, Burleigh, Davenport, tay, 
A A Burnes, Davidson, A. ©. Gibson, ©. H. 
Aiken, Bufrows, Davidson, R. H. M. Gibson, Eustace 
Allen, J. M. Butterworth, Davis, Gilfillan, 
Anderson, J. A. Campbell, Felix Dawson, Glass, 
rnot, Campbell, J. E, Dingley Glover, 
Atkinson, Campbell, T. J. Dockery, Goff, 

r, Caswell, Dorsey, Green, R, 8. 
Ballentine, Catchings, Dougherty, Green, W.J. f 
Barbour, Clements, Dowdney, Grosvenor, 
Barksdale, Cobb, Dunn, Hall, 

Barnes, Cole, Eden, Hammond, 
Barry, Collins. “Ely, Hanback, 
Belmont, Compton, ubar, Harmer, 
Bingham, x, Findlay, 

Blanchard, Crain, Fisher, Hatch, 
Boutelle, Croxton, Foran, Haynes, 
Browne, T. M. Culberson, Ford, feard, 
Buchanan, Curtin, Forney, Hendereon, J. 8. 
Bunnell, Dargan, ` Gallinger, Henley, 
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Herbert, McAdoo, Ranney, Thomas, J. R. 
Hewitt, McComas, er Thomas, O. B. 
; M ey, Reid, J. W. Few! eased 
Hitt, Milliken, Rice, orton, 
Hopkins, Is, Richardson, ‘Townshend, 
Hudd, tchell, Riggs, Frigg, 
Hutton, offatt, Boero, Tucker, 
Irion, Morrow, Rockwell, Turner, 
oes Maniy Booth vel 
ames, 5 yan, e, 
Johnson, F. A. Negle i Scranton, Wadsworth, 
Jo b 5 n, Sessions, Wait, 
Jones J. orwood, Seymour, Wakefield, 
Jones, J. T, Shaw, Warner, A. J. 
lley, O'Donnell, Singleton, Weaver, A. J. 
h O'Ferrall, Smalls, Weber, 
King, O'Hara, Snyder, Wellborn, 
Kleiner, O'Neill, Charles Spooner, West, 
La Follette, O'Neill, J. J. i White, A.C. 
Lanham, Outhwaite, Stewart, Charles White, Milo 
Le Fevre, Owen, Stewart, J. W. Wilkins, 
Libbey, Parker, St. Martin, Willis, 
Louttit, Payson, Stone, E. F. Winans, 
Lovering, Pettibone, Stone, W.J., Mo. Wise, 
Lyman, Phelps, rm, Wolford, «+ 
Mark 5 Pindar, Swinburne, Woodburn, 
Martin, Pirce, . Tarsney, - Worthington. 
Matson, Plumb, Taylor, E. B. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


here was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve it- 
self into Committee of: the Whole for the purpose of further consider- 
ing the bill H. R. 7895. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What has become of the quorum of the House 
that we had a short time ago? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not informed upon that 
subject. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!??] 

Mr. LAIRD. I insist upon my motion. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 73, 
noes 9. 

Mr. ROGERS. Tellers, l 

Tellers were not ordered, 1 member only voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has vo the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. ROGERS and Mr. LAIRD were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers —ayes 75, noes 2, 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 61, noes 38. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. BRAGG called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered—23 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 35, nays 80, not voting 
207, as follows: 


YEAS—35, 
Breckinridge, WCP. iy “  ‘Maybury, Price, 
Buck, Dantes, Mote Reese, 
1l Dibble, McRea, Has, pei 
Caldwell, Everhart, Merriman, Sadler, 
diler, Halsell, Miller, Taulbee, 
Carleton, Hem 1, Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Clements, Henderson, T, J. Neal, Tillman, 
4 Laffoon, l, Wilson. 
Cowles, Lore, Pindar, 
NAYS—9. 
Anderson, C. M. Fl T, Lawler, Seney, 
pagan Fuller, Lindel Sinia 
ne, uller, ey, ger, 
Beach, mston, Little, Stahinecker, 
Bliss, Geddes, ng, Steele, 
Bound, Grosvenor, Wry, Stephenson, 
Bragg, Grout, x Stone, W.J.,of Ky. 
rang C.R. Guenther, McKen Struble, 
Brown, W. W. Hayden, McMillin, Swope, 
Brumm, Henderson, D.B, Millard, es, 
Bynum, Hepburn, Neecce, ‘Taylor, I. H. 
Cannon, Herman, rne, mpson, 
Conger, Hill, Payne, Van n, 
Cooper, Hires, Perry, Van Schaick, 
Cutcheon, Holman, eters, ‚J.H. 
Dowdney, Holmes, dall, rard, T. B. 
nham, Howard, Reed, T. B. Warner, William 
Eldredge, Johnston, J. T. Rowell, Weaver, J. B. 
Ellsberry, Laird, Sawyer, Wheeler, 
Ermentrout, Landes, Scott, White, A.C. 
NOT VOTING—207. 
Adams, G. E. Bennett, Burrows, Crain, 
Adams, J.J, Bingham, Butterworth, Croxton, 
Aiken, Blanchard, pbell, Culberson, 
Allen, ©. H. Bland, Campbell, J. M. Curtin, 
Allen, J.M. Blount, Campbell, J. E. $ 
Anderson, J. A. Bontelle, Campbell, T. J. Davenport, 
Atkinson, Boyle, Caswell, Davidson, A.C. 
Baker, Brady, Catchings, Davidson, R. H. M, 
Ballentine, Browne, T. M. Clardy, vis, 
Barbour, Brown, C. E. Cobb, Dawson, 
Barkesdale, Buchanan, Cole, Dingiey, 
Barnes, Bunnell, Collins, ery, . 
Barry, Burleigh, Compton, Dorsey, 
Belmont, Burnes, Cox, Dougherty, 


Dunn, Houk, Norwood, Stewart, Charles 
Eden, Hudd, Oates, Stewart, J. W. 
T Hutton, oe St. Martin, 
F. ` J h O'Hara, s Stone, W.J. of Mo. 
Felton, es, O'Neill, Charles Storm, 
Findlay, Johnson, F. A. O'Neill, J. J. Strait, 
Fisher, Johnston, T, D, Outhwaite, 8 
Foran, Jones, J. Owen, ‘Tarsney, 
Ford, Jones, J, T. Parker, Taylor, È. B. 
Forney, Kelley, Payson, Taylor, 
r, Ketcham, Perkins, Thomas, J. R. 
y, King, Pettibone, Thomas,0, B. 
Gibson, C. H. Kleiner, helps, Throckmorton, 
Gibson, Eustace La Follette, Pidcock, Sees 
X irce, ' 
Glass, Le Fevre, Plumb, Tucker, 
Glover, Libbey, Ranney, Turner, 
ff, Louttit, z: Viele, 
Green, R. $. Lovering, Reid, J. W. Wade, 
Green, W. J. Lyman, Rice, Wadsworth, 
Hale, Mar n Richardson, Wait, 
Hall, Martin, Riggs, Wakefield, 
Hammond, Matson, rtson, Warner, A. J. 
Han ; McAdoo, Rockwell, Weaver, A. J. 
Harmer, McComas, Romeis, Weber, 
Tarris, McKinley, Ryan, Wellborn, 
Hatch, Milliken, Sayers, West, 
nes, Mills, Scranton, White, Milo 
eard, Mitchell, Sessions, iting, 
Henderson, J.S. Moffatt, Seymour, ilkins, 
Henley, Morgan, Shaw, Willis, 
Herbert, Morrill, Singleton, Winans, 
Hewitt, Morrow, Skinner, ise, 
Hiestand, Muller, ls, Wolford, 
ar a Le! ph Soroan ara: 
tt, Vegley, pooner, orthington. 
Hopkins, Wetman, Spriggs, 
So the House refused to adjourn. ; 


Mr. BRAGG. I move that the reading of the names be dispensed 


with. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. I object. 

The names of the members voting were read, and the result of the 
vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7895) for the relief of certain officers of the vol- 
unteer army, and for other p 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 7895. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Crisp in the chair) and resumed con- 
sideration of House bill 7895. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee was dividing on an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. The tellers, 
the gentleman from Nebraska, My: LAIRD, and the gentleman from 
Arkansas, [Mr. ROGERS, will resume their places. - 

Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. I offer as a substitute for the first section what I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That all soldiers of the late war who served as en men for two years 
under the provisions of the act of July 22, 1861, and afterard were dischatged 
to receive promotion, and received commissions as officers in the Army, shall 
be paid the bounty which was withheld from them on account of their being 
so promoted and commissioned, the same as they would have been entitled to 
receive had they completed their term of enlistment without promotion and 
received an honorable discharge.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is thisoffered as a substitute for the first section, 
or as a substitute for the entire bill? 

Mr. BRAGG, It covers the whole bill. 
out the second section. J 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order at this stage to move 
a substitute for the entire bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I offer it as a substitute for the first section. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the motion was to strike ont all after 
the enacting clause and insert what has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman from Wis- 
consin to offer his amendment as a substitute for the first section, al- 
though the language is ‘‘ strike out all after the enacting clause.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman is entitled to offer it as a 
substitute for the whole bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state there will come a time 
when the gentleman can offer it as a substitute for the whole bill. 
The Chair does not think he can do so now while only the first section 
has been read for amendment, 

Mr. BRAGG. I have divided my amendment into two paragraphs, 
and I offer that paragraphas a substitute for the first section and will 
make it read ‘strike out section 1 and insert the following ’’—what 
has just been read. I ask for a vote. 

Mr: CUTCHEON. I desire to be heard on the motion to amend. 


I will next move to strike 


The CHAIRMAN. All debate on amendments to the first section 
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has been exhausted, the House having put a limit on the debate. No 
debate is now in order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I make the point of order that the 
order of the House only applied to the amendments pending at the time 
it was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana that the limitation of debate applied not only to amendments 
that were then pending, but to amendments that might thereafter be 
submitted. Such an order can be made under the rules of the House. 
It did not preclude subsequent amendments, but it precluded debate 
on all then pending or that might thereafter be offered to the section. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I understand the amendment is 
simply for the relief of the officers, and leaves the rank and file out. 
This is a desertion of the rank and file. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order !’’] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The amendment must be reported. 

Mr. CANNON. Every one understands it. I object. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Objection is made to the amendment being again 


read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the amendment to the first section has 
no vee read. There was a proposed substitute for the whole bill 
read. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN, As there still seems to be some misapprehension 
as to what was the effect of the proposition, the Chair will direct that 
the substitute as proposed for the first section be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 1 and insert the following : 

“That all soldiers of the late war who served as enlisted men for two years 
under the provisions of the act of July 22, 1861, and ard were discharged 
to receive promotion, and received commissions as officers in the Army, shall 
be paid the bounty which was withheld from them on account of their being 
so promoted and commissioned the same as they would have been entitled to 
receive had they completed their term of enlistment without promotion and 
received an honorable discharge.” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This takes effect on no soldier unless he has 
served two full years. That makes the bill entirely nugatory. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’] 

Mr. ROGERS. I make et pains of order that that is an amend- 
ment to a substitute, and therefore is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. One amendmenttoasubstituteisin order. The 
Clerk will report the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

Be it enacted, &c., That ovary volunteer non-commissioned officer, private, 
musician, and artificer who enlisted after April 15, 1861, for two or three years, 
and who was actually mustered into the United States service for two or three 
years, and who was subsequently honorably d upon su n’s cer- 
tificate for a disability incurred in line of duty or for wounds received in bat- 
tle, or for promotion prior to a service of two years as an enlisted man, shall 
be entitled to receive the amount of bounty which he would otherwise have 
been entitled to receive had he completed his term of enlistment as such non- 
commissioned officer, private, miusician, or artificer; and that all advance pay- 
ments of bounty, or portion of same, which were deducted from the pay of 
such enlisted man by reason of having been discharged for P pipe yer prior to 
a service of two years as such enl: man, shall be repaid to such as are en- 
titled thereto by the provisions of this act; and in case of the death of the 
officer or soldier entitled to the benefits of this act, the amount of money found 


due him shall be paid to his widow, heirs, or legal representatives; and the 


Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sums due 
in each individual case, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
offers a substitute for the first section of the bill. Thegentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WARNER] moves to amend the substitute by striking 
out all after the word ‘‘that’’ and inserting what has just been read. 
The question is first on the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 56, noes 30. 

Mr. ROGERS. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. WARNER, and 
the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. ROGERS, to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 17. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair will direct 
that the roll be called, so that the names of members absent may be 
reported to the House. 

The roll was called, and the following-named members failed to an- 
swer: 


Adams, G. E. Bland, Caswell, Davis, 
Adams, J.J. Blount, Catchings, Dawson, 
Aiken, Boutelle, Clardy, Dingley, 
Allen, C. H. Boyle, Cobb, Dockery, 
Allen, J. M. Brady, Cole, Dorsey, 
Anderson, C. M. Browne, T, M. Collins, Dougherty, 
Anderson, J.A Brown, C. E. Compton, Dunn, 
Atkinson, Bu s Comstock, Eden, 
Baker, Bunnell, Cox, Ely, 
Ballentine, Burleigh, Crain, Farquhar, 
Barbour, Burnes, Croxton, Findlay, 
Barksdale, Burrows, Culberson, Fisher, 
Barnes, Butterworth Curtin, Foran, 
Barry, pene cio S MT He aan Sead 
Belmon ` venport, ‘orney, 
s Davidson, A. C. 


Gibson, C. H. Ketcham, Storm, 
Gibson, Eustace King, Payson, Strait, 
Gilfillan, La Follette, Perkins, Struble, 
G x Pettibone, Swinburne, 
Glover, Le Fevre, Phelps, Tarsney, 

ff, irce Taylor, É. B. 
Green, R.S. Louttit, Plumb, ylor, Zach. 
Green, W.J. Lovering, Ranney, , Thomas, J. R. 

ale, Fave $ Thomas, 0. B. 

u, arkham, Reid, J. W. Throckmorton, 
Hammond, Martin, x Townshend, 
Harmer, Matson, Richardson, Trigg, 

rris, McAdoo, Riggs, Tucker, 
Hatch, Mi Robertson, Turner, 
Haynes, Rockwell, Viele, 

eard, McKinley, Romeis, Wade, 
Henderson, J.S. Milliken. Ryan, Wadsworth, 
Henley, Mills, Sawyer, Wait, 
Herbert, Mitchell, Sayers, Wakefield, 
Hewitt, Moffatt, Scranton, Warner, A. J. 
Hi - Morgan, Sessions, Weaver, A. J. 
Hitt, Morrill, Seymour, Weber, 
Holm Morrow, Shaw, Wellborn, 
Hopkins, Muller, Singleton, West, 
Houk, e Murphy, Skinner, Wheeler, 

o iy Negiey, alls, White, Milo 
Hudd, Nelson, Snyder, Whiting, 
Hutton, Norwood, Spooner, Wilk: 

Irion, Oates, Sp: 7 Willis, 
Jackson, O'Donnell, Stephenson, Winans, 
James, O’Ferrall, Stewart, Charles Wise, 
Johnson, F. A O'Hara, Stew: J.W. Wolford, 
Johnston, T. D, O'Neill, Charles St. n oodburn, 
Jones, J. H. O'Neill, J.J. Stone, E. F. _ Worthington. 
Jones, J.T. Outhwaite, Stone, W.J., Ky. 

Kelley, Owen, Stone, W. J., Mo. 


The committee rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN haying resumed the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CRISP reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having found itself without a 
quorum, he had caused the roll to be called, and now reported to the 
House the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the names. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
ayes 54, noes 28. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 15, noes 65. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were ayes 15. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Only fifteen members have voted in the 
affirmative—not one-fifth of a quorum. Tellers are refused, the yeas 
and nays are refused. The ayes have it, and the motion to adjourn is 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at 1 o’@lock and 37 minutes a. m., May 6, 
1886) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Mrs. Stephen H. Bullard and 
other citizens; and of Abbie E. Kernochan and others, of Massachusetts, 
for enactment of Senate bill No. 54—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of Lydia M. Kennedy for a pension; same 
to accompany House bill 8480—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Memorial of Grange No. 787, of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the suppression of bogus dairy productions—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, protesting against the free admission of 
foreign agricultural products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Society of Friends, praying that the Indians 
may be justly dealt with—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petitions of U. T. Bartley, administrator of 
Oliver Bartley, deceased, and of James Beckham, of Orange County; of 
James S. Lowery, and of R. A. Lowery, administrator of John Lowery, 
deceased, of Stafford County; of John W. Fletcher, and of Mrs. William 
Francis, widow of William Francis, deceased, of Fauquier County; of 
John R. Hornbaker, of Prince William County; of Mrs. Martha A. 
Boxley, executrix of Silas Boxley, deceased, of Louisa County; and of 
William N. Hough, of Loudoun County, Virginia, asking that their 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Barbara Ochtermeyer, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Rachael Bothwell, for invalid pen- 
sion—to the same committee, 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 588, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for such legislation as will suppress the manufacture and 
sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition ofsame,asking that the proposed tariff bill besoamended 
as to afford to wool and agricultural products the same protection that 
is accorded to other industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers in the claim of Harrison Winfield, of 
Warren County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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- By Mr. DANIEL: Petition of citizens of Campbell County, Virginia, 
for appropriation to public schools—to the Committee on Education. 
By Mr. DINGLEY: Evidence relating to House bill 8410 granting a 

pension to William G. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Cotton Spinners’ Union 
against the reduction of duties on spool cotton and yarns—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of John S. Danahower—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorial of Religious Society of Friends of 
New York, praying for a strict compliance with the treaties and con- 
tracts with the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Memorial of Grange No. 135, of Crawford County, 
Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of bill to protect the dairy inter- 
ests of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, protesting against all legislation favoring 
the admission to our ports free of duty of all agricultural raw material, 
such as wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugars, rice, &c., andasking for 
agriculture the same protection that is accorded to other industries—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. é 

By Mr, GROUT: Petition of P. W. Currier and 45 others, citizens of 
Vermont, praying for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Boswell A. Schellhouse, for relief, and for 
an appropriation of $2,500 to enable him to go West and locate himself 
and family—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of employés of manufacturers of thread 
and spool cotton, protesting against a reduction of duties—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, F 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Letter from the Government Printer, 
showing why the report on animal industry has not been published, 
and that money is needed therefor—to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of C. G. Hartly and others, of Miller; of 
John M. Randolph and others, of Plankington; of John Connors and 
others, of Brookings; of A. Bertelson and others, of Marion; of G. H. 
Stalford and others, of Bee Heights; and of R. J. Garden and others, of 
Grand View, Dak., asking for the division of the Territory of Dakota 
on the seventh standard parallel, and organization of North Dakota— 
to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Texas, in relation to the 
bill to regulate the transportation of live-stock—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Woman’s National Indian Association, of 
Wilmington, Del., for the passage of the Dawes Sioux bill (S. 52)—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in claim of William E. Langston, of 
Coahoma County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Knights of Labor, No. 2826, of Cald- 
well, Kans,—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange, of 
Saint Louis, urging the passage of Senate bill 1877, amending the law 
relating to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, &c.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Cotton Spinners’ Union, of Newark, 
N. J., against reducing tariff on spool cotton—to the same committee, 

Also, petition of merchants and manufacturers of Baltimore, Boston, 
Chicago, New Orleans, New York city, and Philadelphia, urging the 
passage of House bill 1621—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of the employés of Clark’s O. N. T. 
Thread Company, of Newark, N. J., protesting against the proposed 
tariff legislation reducing the duty on thread—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERRY: Memorial of the farmers’ convention of South Car- 
olina, praying the passage of House bill 2933, to establish agricultural 
experiment stations in connection with the colleges established in the 
several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SENEY: Papers of Baltimore merchants and manufacturers, 
urging legislation for the relief of commercial travelers—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of merchants of New York and 
other cities, in favor of the James bill, House bill 1621—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of numerous merchants, in favor of the 
passage of the bill (H. R. 1621) to regulate commercial rates of goods 
and merchandise by samples, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of David H. Townsend, executor 
of Oswell P. Newby, deceased, of Shelby County, Tennessee, asking that 
his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Professor C. H. Stewart 
and 37 others, leading citizens of Johnson County, Missouri, asking 
legislation for National Board of Health—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of Cotton Spinners’ Union against the re- 


duction of duties on spool cotton and yarns—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. á 

By Mr. A. ©. WHITE: Memorial of Grange No. 609, of Jefferson 
County, Pennsylvania, in favor of a law to prohibit the manufacture 
and sale of bogus dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same, against the passage of the present tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition concerning the manufacture of oleomarga- 
rine and butterine, and in opposition to Congressional interference there- 
with—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District Of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and Colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. FELTON: Of citizens of Santa Clara County, California. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of citizens of Outagamie and Waushara Coun- 
ties, Wisconsin. 


SENATE. L 
THURSDAY, May 6, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


IMPROVEMENTS ON MESCALERO INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of Ist instant from the Secre of the 
Interior, submitting a draught of a bill recommended by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, providing for the payment of improvements made by settlers 
on the lands of the Mescalero Indian reservation in the Territory of New Mexico, 

The subjectis presented for the consideration and action of Con ` 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 5, 1886. e 


BARGE-OFFICE BUILDING AT NEW YORK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Supervising Architect of that Department recommending that an appro- 
priation of $28,343 be made for repairs and alterations of the barge- 
office building in New York city; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Los An 
les (Cal.) Board of Trade, praying that an increased 3 (Serra 
made for Wilmington Harbor, for the erection of a public building at 
Los Angeles, and for the establishment of a United States district court. 
at that place; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Mrs. K. Snyder and 12 other 
citizens of Charlotte, Mich., praying for peg aap legislation for the 
protection of young girls in the District of Columbia and other locali- 
ties,within the jurisdiction of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of S. F. Cummings, of Mont- 
pelier, Vt., and 21 other citizens of Vermont, praying for the passage 
of the bill taxing imitations and fraudulent manufactures of butter; a 
similar petition from R, C. Gates and a large number of others, citizens 
and farmers of Franklin, Vt., praying for legislation on thesame subject; 
also the petition of Charles M. Mansfield, W. H. Foster, and a large 
number of other citizens of Sheldon, Vt., praying for relief in respect 
of the same matter; a similar petition from A. A. Marvin and sundry 
other citizens of Vermont on the same subject; also a petition on the 
same subject from Fay H. Herrick and other citizens of Vermont; and 
another of the same character from B. Contes Gallup and sundry other 
citizens of Vermont. 

I move that these petitions be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of 300 citizens of Rome, N. Y., 
and vicinity, and a petition of 40 farmers of Mooers, N. Y., praying for 
the passage of the bill taxing all imitations of butter 10 cents a pound; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CALL presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Fernandina, Fla., favoring an extension of the time for the completion 
of the road of the Florida Railway and Navigation Company; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of 50 citizens of Monticello, Fla., a - 
tion of 124 citizens of Tallahassee, Fla., a petition of 43 citizens of Law- 
tey, Fla., a petition of 25 citizens of Bronson, Fla., a petition of 35 
citizens of Gadsden County, Florida, and a petition of 31 citizens of 
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Alachua County, Florida, praying for an extension of the time for the 
completion of the Florida Railway and Navigation Company; 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 2362) 
to promote the political progress and commercial prosperity of the 
American nations; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, reported adversely on the follow- 
ing bills, and they were postponed indefinitely: : 

A bill (S. 1426) for the encouragement of closer commercial relation- 
ship and in the interest of and the perpetuation of peace bet®¥een the 
United States and the Republics of Mexico and Central and South 
America and the Empire of Brazil; 

A bill (S. 1515) to authorize the President of the United States to 
send delegates to an international American congress to arrange for the 
arbitration of all national differences; and 

A bill (S. 1616) to promote the political progress and commercial 
prosperity of the American nations. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2088) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew 
of the British bark Chance, reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report theréon. 

Mr, MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (H. R. 544) granting leave of absence to employés 
in the Government Printing Office, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2256) to create a port of delivery at Lewes, Del., re- 

edit without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and 
maintain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reservation 
of Fort Buford, Dakota Territory, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4968) to authorize and direct the registry and en- 
rollment of the barge Michigan, of Alpena, Mich., reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1207) grantfng a pension to Caroline Sees, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 3 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7168) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ancrum; 

A bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of John Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 6725) granting a pension to William M. Swartz; 
A bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to Sanford C. Willhoite; 
A bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Margaret E. Cochran; 
A bill i R. 5729) granting a pension to Elizabeth Warner; 

A bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 

A bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother o 

` Patrick J. Smith; - 

A bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Parmelia Smith; 

A bill (H. R. D to restore Robert C. McKee to the pension-roll; 

A bill{H. R. 448) granting a pension to Newton Day; 

A bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to George W. Stouf; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) granting a pension to Elizabeth Luce; 

A bill (H. R. 5329) granting a pension to William Antes; 
~ A bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension to Charlotte Algies, widow 
of Samuel Algies; and 

A bill (H. R. 3198) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferre:l the joint resolution (H. Res. 125) in recognition of the services 
of Joseph Francis, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 392) declaring forfeited certain grants of 
land made to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon., 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. Tbe granting a pension to John H. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to Jane W. Devereux; 

A bill (IL R. 6389) granting a pension to Francis M. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. jest granting a pension to Ann Little; 

A bill (H. R. 1651) for the relief of Rosina Heineman; 

A bill (H. R. 1889) granting a pension to Isaac Carleton; and 

A bill (S. 2217) for the relief of Andrew T- McReynolds. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 849) to authorize the Rio Grande, 
Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company to purchase 10 acres of land on 
the Fort Cummings military reservation in Mexico, to report it back 
adversely. The report is unanimously adverse, and I move that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, 


which | Mr. JONES, of Nevada, Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] on the 27th of April last, to report it favorably without 
amendment, I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agrecd to; 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judici: be, and it hereby por nay haar 
to employ an assistant clerk for the residue of present session of the Senate 
only, at a salary of $8 per day, and that the Secretary of the Senate be,and he 


hereby is, authorized and directed to pay the said salary out of the appropria- 
tion for miscellancous items of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5866) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Knoxville, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension to John M. Mattingly. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2363) granting an increase of 
pension to Gagnon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bili (S. 2364) granting a pension to Betsy 
Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, introduced a bill (S. 2365) for the relief of 
L. M. Pearlman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Garaghty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2367) regulating writs of error 
and appeal from the supreme court of the District of Columbia to the 
Supreme Court of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2368) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the District of Colum- 
bia,” approved April 29, 1878, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Price; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. s 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Alice J. Shoup; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2371) granting a 
pension to Samuel T. Ulm, of Union, Oreg.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2372) for the relief of Mary Mc- 
Mahon; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2373) to settle titles within rail- 
road grants; which was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to a state- 
ment which I find on page 4194 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
which states that the joint commission have made a report respecting 
the condition of the Geological Survey, which purports to accompany 
a bill restricting the work and publications of that survey. I wish to 
say that the statement isan error. Thecommission have made no such 
report, and have not authorized the making of any such report; and 
any report that has been made on the subject anywhere is the individ- 
ual judgment of single members of the commission, and not the judg- 
ment of the commission. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If any has been made at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. If any has been made anywhere. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have observed the same matter in the RECORD to 
which the Senator from Iowa has called attention. The commission 
authorized the reporting ofa bill, the same, Ihaveno doubt, which has 
been reported to the other House. Two members of the commission, 
Mr. HERBERT, of Alabama, and myself, united in the statement of our 
reasons for supporting that bill, which the other members of the com- 
mission did not agree to; and I have no doubt that that gentleman, 
who is very careful, has been put in perhaps an improper attitude to- 
ward this matter by some mistake either of the reporters or the print- 
ers. Surely he neverintended to make arepresentation that the entire 
commission had joined in any written report in support of the propo- 
sitions contained in that bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did notintend to impute any improper motive to 
any person connected with the commission, or to any one indeed, but 
only to make a statement that no report has been authorized by a ma- 
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jority orbe commission or by the commission itself, except the report 
of the bill. 
BILLS RELATIVE TO CHINESE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Icall up the resolution which I submitted yester- 
day and which went over under objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WIrLŝoy, of Iowa, in the chair). 
The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Ordered, That Senate bill 1991, entitled a bill supplementary to and amenda- 
tory of “An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” ap- 
proved Ly to erae &c., reported from the Committee on Fo m Relations, and 
Senate bill , to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses 
sustained by violence of a mob at Rock Springs, &c., be, and hereby are, made 
special orders for Monday the 10th day of May, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwish tomakean inquiry as tp the effect of this order 
ifit be adopted. I have supposed it was understood that certain speci- 
fied subjects were to be taken up in regular order, one of which is the 
pension bill which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has 
in charge. That bill is not a special order, and some of the dther mat- 
ters which I su were arranged for are not special orders, Iwish 
to inquire, if the bills referred to in the resolution be made a special order 
for the 10thof May and the other matters which it has been understood 
by general consent were to be taken up ina certain order should not be 
all finished, whether this order would displace them? I have no ob- 
jection to the adoption of the pending order if we can have the under- 
standing which was arrived at in regard to other measures carried out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand, as I suppose all do, that this does 
not displace or change in the least the order of business agreed upon 
all around in the Senate; but this comes in afterward. If the Senator 
from Connecticut has any doubt about it I am perfectly willing that 
the date should be put off a week or two. All I want is to have the 
bills named made a special order. 

Mr. PLATT. With the understanding as it has been stated now by 
the Senator from Ohio, I make no objection whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say that the Committee on Foreign Re- 


. lations unanimously agreed that these two bills, both relating to the 


subject of Chinese immigration, ought to be considered as promptly as 

possible, Probably they will not both together take, they ought not 

to take, over an hour or two, because they involve no new principle; 

but we thought it important that they should be expedited as far as 
ible. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator from Ohio, the presiding officer of 
the Senate, takes his seat I should like to call attention to what I un- 
derstand to be the general consent of the Senate; and that is, that after 
the disposition of the interstate-commerce bill the general-pension bill 
shall be taken up. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes, the listison the desk and will be conformed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to call up my motion after this js disposed of. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. ~ 
The resolution was agreed to. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Pacific Railroad funding bill be made 
a special order for Tuesday, May 11, subject to the same understand- 
ing as that just had. I will state that this measure ‘was made aspecial 
order by agreement on both sides of the Senate at the Jast Congress and 
failed to be reached by one day. It was ready to be taken up when we 
adjourned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the bill referred to by him may be made the special order 
after the order just agreed to. If there be no objection that order will 
be made. 

OREGON RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I wished to make a motion immediately after the 
conclusion of the morning business; and I suppose it is concluded now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to yield for the consideration of any 
subject that will take time. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senate will indulge me to take up for con- 
sideration Order of Business 516, being Senate bill 1894. 

On the 3ist of J apay last year Congress passed an act forfeiting the 
Oregon Central Railroad land grant and providing for the protection 
of the rights of settlers— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement 
in advance as to what the bill is. I shall not consume more than a 
moment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I say the act provided for the protection of the rights 
of settlers, by providing that they might purchase the forfeited lands 
within a year from the date of the passage of the act; but it was the 
16th of July before a map with instructions was sent to the office of 


the register or receiver in the land office at Vancouver. No notice was 
given of the forfeiture of the grant, or the restoration of the forfeited 
lands tothe public domain. The usual notice was omitted by an over- 
sight of the Department, or of the officers of the local land office, as 


appears by a letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
one of such settlers, which I holdin my hand. L introduced a bill at 
the present session to extend the time one year for settlers to perfect 
their titles, and it was unanimously reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. It creates no newrights. It merely extends 
the time for persons who are in possession of lands to comply with the 
conditions of the act of January 31, 1885. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The same class of persons? 

Mr. DOLPH. The same class of persons. I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed with the consideration of the bill and that it be read for in- 
formation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 516, being 
the bill (S. 1894) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to declare forfeit- 
ure of certain lands granted to aid in the construction of a railroad in 
Oregon,” approved January 31, 1885. 3 a 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for information. 
It is not subject to objection, the Calendar being in order. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


‘Be it enacted, &c., That the provisions of section 2 ofan act entitled “An act to 
declare forfeiture of certain lands granted to aid in the construction of a railroad 
in Oregon,” permitting settlers upon railroad lands forfeited by said act, not en- 
titled to enter or uire such land under the homestead or pre-emption laws of 
the United States, within one year after the passage of that act to pu not 
to exceed 160 acres of the same, at the price of $1.25 cents acre, be, and the 
same are hereby, re-enacted and continued in furce until January 1, 1887: Pro- 
vided, That the term “settler,” as used in said section, shall be construed so as to 
include a private corporation which at the time of the of said act bad 
made valuable improvements upon and was occupying a port of said lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. The proviso is stricken out by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 13, after the date “‘ 1887,” tostrike out the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the term “settler,” as used in said section, shall be construed 
so as to include a private corporation which at the time of the passage of said 
end ris made valuable improvements upon and was occupying a portion of said 

an 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to consider the un- 
finished business of yesterday. x 

Mr. FRYE. I move to amend by substituting therefor Senate bill 
121, known as the-Staten Island Sound or the Arthur Kill bridge bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to amend is notin order, 

Mr. FRYE. I took the opportunity to give notice of what I desire, 
and I ask unanimous consent to say that the understanding to which 
reference has been made was that what is ordinarily called the morning 
hour shall not be interfered with by bills which are assigned rights 
after the: morning hour; and I think the Senator from Tllinois is asking 
too much, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate by unanimous consent 
ordered the interstate-commerce bill to be taken up at the conclusion 
of the morning business. 

Mr. FRYE. For yesterday morning only. 

Mr. CULLOM. No, until it is finished. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerks inform the Chair that 
the bill is to be so taken up from day to day until disposed of. The 
Chair does not remember distinctly the terms of the order; but that 
was done by unanimous consent, and as a matter of coprse the bill must 
be proceeded with. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The bill is now before the Senate by 
unanimous consent without a motion. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment to section 4. 

Mr. CULLOM, Will the Senator yield to allow me to offer an amend- 
ment to the section, which will not interfere with the amendment he 
intends to propose ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. In view of the amendment adopted by the Senate 
 Seeeeryyh I will take the liberty of moving to strike out, in section 4, 

ines 12 and 13, after the word ‘‘rules,’’ the words ‘‘covering excep- 
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tions to any such common carrier, in cases where there is competition 
by river, sea, canal, or lake.” I do not think they are necessary, and 
I think the section will be improved by striking out the words. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 12, after the word ‘‘rules,’’ 
strike out down to and including the word ‘“‘lake,” in line 13, as fol- 
lows: 

Covering exceptions to any such common carrier, in cases where there is 
competition by river, sea, canal, or lake, 

So as to read: 


And the commission may from time to time make general rules excepting 
such designated common carrier in such special cases from the operation of this 
section of this act, 

Mr. CULLOM, I think that simplifies the section and preserves in 
it all the power which the commission had before in making exceptions 
where it may be n to make them. It enlarges their power to 
some extent and makes it more definite. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the amendment read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘That simplifies the section and at the same time 
preserves all the power the commission had before. 

Mr. HARRIS. It gives a broader discretion to the commission than 
it had before. . 

Mr. CULLOM. It gives a broader discretion than it had before. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have not participated in this debate 
because I have been opposed to the bill and to most of the amend- 
ments. I simply desire to say, as I shall have to leave the Senate Cham- 
ber pretty soon, that I shall vote against the bill for four reasons: 

First. Because Congress can not interfere with the freight traffic on 
local roads operated wholly within State lines, and therefore the bill 
does not and can not cure the evils complained of, and must be partial 
and discriminating in dealing with the subject; 

Second. Because I prefer to leave the solution of the question to the 
laws of trade and competition and to the States; 

Third. Because I am convinced that any legislation on the subject 
by Congress will proye ineffectual and abortive to correct the griev- 
ances committed by railroad corporations; and 

Fourth. Because the assumption by Congress of jurisdiction and con- 
trol of this vast and complicated problem will aggravate the evils and 
result in undermining the Government by corruption and favoritism. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to ask the Senator from Illi- 
nois how this is affected by the amendment adopted yesterday. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know that it is affectedat all byit. Iten- 
larges the power of the commission to make exceptions a little, and 
makes the section more simple and clear in its meaning than it was 
before. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood the Senator to say that he 
-eoffered the amendment because of the adoption of the amendment of 

“the Senator from West Virginia y A 

Mr. CULLOM,. Probably that expression was not n to be 
made, for really it does not depend upon the fact that that amendment 
was adopted yesterday. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I ask the Senator from Illinois if he means to strike 
out the words in line 15: ; 

And when such exceptions shall have been made and published they shall 
have like force and effect as though the same had been specified in this section, 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. CAMDEN. That wasthe way I understoodit. ‘TheChief Clerk 
did not read that portion of the section. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire before I get through to move an amendment 
at the end of line 16. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. To what effect? 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘To make the language a little more clear. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that it s%gms tome 
there may be a doubt as to this amendment, and in regard to the powers 
conferred in the section as to how far Congress may confer the authority 
upon commissioners to legislate, to make laws to establish rates over 
railroads. .It seems to me that there is a doubt in regard to that, and 
that the section gives the commission power which, if it exists at all, 
can alone be exercised by Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] a few 
days ago indicated that there might be a question whether when the 
commission made a rule making exceptions the rule did not become in 
effect a law, and whether they could change it. So as to avoid any 
question upon that point, I move to insert after the word ‘‘shall,’? in 
line 16, of section 4, the words ‘‘ until changed by the commission; so 
that there can be no doubt about the power of the commission after they 
have made a rule at one time to change it by making another, as they 
may see proper, in the interest of commerce. : 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 16, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ 
insert ‘‘until changed by the commission;”’ so as to read: 

And when such exceptions shall have been made and published they shall, 
until changed by the commission, have like force and effect as though the same 
had been specified in this section, 

Mr. CONGER, I move to amend by adding to the proposed inser- 
tion the words ‘‘or by law.’? 

Mr.CULLOM. Ihayvyeno objection tothat. Ofcourse we can change 
it by law if we choose. I do not think there is any necessity to have 
those words inserted. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to save from the commission a little right to 
Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think those words ought to be inserted, 
because it is an absurdity to say that Congress can not change it by law 
if Congress wishes to do so. 

The PRESIDENT prò tempore. 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer an amendment to the fourth section, which 
I think will be acceptable to the chairman of thecommittee, After the 
word ‘‘or,’’ in line 3, I move to insert the words ‘‘of the like class and 
quantity of ;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or 
of the like class and quantity of property, subject to the provisions of this act, 
fora shorter than for alonger distance over the same line, in the same jon, 

Mr, ALLISON and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ithink the fourthsection should be amended 
in another particular. As it now stands common carriers are prohibited 
from charging a greater compensation for a shorter than for a longer 
distance. On this clearly arises the implication that they may charge 
as much; that is to say, the implication which arises upon the section 
as it now stands would justify a common carrier in charging as much 
for 100 miles as for 1,000 miles. In order to avoid the possibility of 
any such construction of the section I move to amend by inserting after 
the word “‘direction,’’ in line 5, the words: 

But this shall not be construed as authorizing any common carrier within the 
terms of this act to charge and receive as great compensation for a shorter as 
for a longer distance. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to hear that amendment read. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 4, line 5, after the word ‘‘ direction,” 
it is moved to insert: 

But this shall not be construed as authorizing any common carrier within the 
terms of this act to charge and receive as great compensation for a shorter as 
for a longer distance. 

Mr. BECK. I observe that the Senator from Iowa opposed the 
amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia, which was car- 
ried against his vote and protest yesterday. Now he seems to be seek- 
ing to out-Herod Herod, going a great deal further than anybody ever 
supposed. Ishould be glad to hear why he desires this amendment 
inserted, if he will be kind enough to tell us. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. When the bill was under discussion several 
days ago I gave notice that if the amendment which was adopted yes- 
terday should not be agreed to I would move to amend the section by 
inserting, after the word ‘‘departure,’’ in line 6, as the section then 
stood, the words ‘‘or to the same point of destination.’? So I would 
have enlarged the effect of the section, as reported by the committee, 
in the direction that the Senator from West Virginia seemed to desire 
to go by the amendment which he moved. But that amendment was 
adopted, and the words ‘‘ and from the same original point of depart- 
ure” were stricken out. Idesired to retain them in order that I might 
move the amendment I have suggested, and thereby apply the rule to 
all carriers upon the same line, whether from the same point of depart- 
ure or going to the same point of destination. The Senate, howeyer, 
struck out the words in accordance with the motion of the Senator from 
West Virginia. 

Now, I desire to par the section as it remains by declaring in terms 
that it shall not be held toimply authority to common carriers to charge 
as much for the shorter as for the greater distance; that is, that no car- 
rier shall say that he has by implication authority under this section 
of the bill, should it become a law, to charge as great a sum for convey- 
ing a given amount of freight 100 miles as may be charged for carry- 
ing it 1,000 miles. . 

I understood the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] when the 
matter was under discussion several days to very much desire that 
that amendment should be placed in the bill in order to negative the 
possibility of such an implication arising under it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The short-haul law was a question which engaged 
the attention of the committee for some months. A majority of the 
committee was not willing to go quite so far in that direction as I de- 
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sired to go myself, but the extent to which I was willing to go has been 
oe by the adoption of the amendment which was agreed to yes- 
terday. ; 

When we have provided by law that the common carriers shall not 
charge more for the short haul than for the long haul, I am satisfied 
from the investigation I have been able to give the question that we 
have gone quite as far as we may safely go from the standpoint of the 
information that we have up to this time. 

I think the section as it stands is quite safe, and quite as far as we 
ought to go in that direction at this time by legislation, giving to the 
commission the discretionary power that the section lodges in thecom- 
mission as it stands. I hope the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Iowa will not be adopted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I remember very well a discussion of this 
subject before one of the committees of one of the Houses of Congress 
several years when this proposition was under consideration, and 
it was definitely stated by those appearing in the interests of some of 
the carrier companies of this country that if the proposition as stated 
in this bill and contained in the one then under consideration before 
the committee should be adopted, it would be their construction of it 
that they would thereby be authorized to chargeas much for any short 
distance as they would charge for a greater distance, and that they 
might impose as heavy a rate on a haul of 100 miles or 10 miles as they 
could upon a haul of 1,000 miles or more. The statement was definitely 
made that that would be their construction. Now, Iask that that may 
be met by the amendment I have offered in order that such an impli- 
cation may be definitely negatived. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, when the bill reported by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] in the Forty-eighth Congress was be- 
fore the Senate I opposed that bill for the reason which 1 thought sat- 
isfactory, that there was nothing whatever effective in that measure; 
because the evidence gathered by the commission under that bill could 
not be used in the courts or anywhere else; because there was no con- 
clusion, nothing definite; because there was no settlement, and could be 
nosettlement, and practically all the testimony would simply be a guide 
to the district ey in preparing the necessary rs to prosecute 
an indictment underthe law. But this bill is entirely different. This 
isa very great advance, in my judgment, upon the bill of the Forty- 
eighth Congress. This bill does make the testimony taken by the com- 
missioners prima facie evidence in proceedings in court, and to that ex- 
tent it does start in motion something which will result in a judgment 
one way or the other. 

The whole country is now expecting Congress to do something to re- 
lieve the great trouble and friction between the railroads on the one 
hand and the freighters on the other. The bill may not be perfect. I 
do not believe that any bill which could be formulated by this body or 
any other body on earth could in the outset be a perfect bill, for it is 
the most complicated and difficult question in all the range of political 
economy. Yet it starts out in the right direction; it has a good object 
i view, and time and experience will show whatever defects there may 

in it. 

As I said, the'examinations made by the committee, who have so ably 

i their duty, have been of immense advantage in presenting 
a bill at this Congress as compared with the bill at the last Congress. 
The general framework of this bill, it occurs to me, is right, and the 
amendment presented by the Senator from West Virginia and which was 
adopted is to my mind clearly right. I never have been able, while I 
can understand these arguments, to see sufficient reasons why less should 
be charged for along haulthanashort haul. Toa plain, practical, com- 
mon-sense man uainted with railroad business that is an unrea- 
sonable proposition. I never have been able to understand it; and the 
proposition presented by the Senator from West Virginia met my ap- 
pro n. 

Now if, as has been stated, long hauls are often at a loss, as between 
New York and Chicago for example, because there are various com- 
peting lines between those great points, whatever loss there may be be- 
tween those points is necessarily made up on those intermediate ship- 
ping points between the terminal points, New York and Chicago; and 
that is a principle I am against. I have never been able to see any 
reason why those who live between the terminal points should pay to 
make this loss because the carrier charges less from one terminal 
point to another than from one intermediate point to another, or the 
reason that when he gets to the terminal point he competes with others, 
and he charges more between the intermediate points where there is no 
competition. That does not seem to me fair; and hence the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia met my approbation. 

I know very little about the questions of detail as to freight and traffic 
charges on railroads; but if this does not operate well we shall find it 
out hereafter. It is equitable so far as I am able to see, and the bill 
generally strikes me as a fair bill, especially as amended. 

We know the fact that elsewhere they are discussing a bill having the 
same general object in view as this; and whatever light may be thrown 
on the subject by this bill and the debate that has occurred upon it will 
be made use of in formulatingelsewhere a bill, and out of both we may 
get a measure which will probably be beneficial. Altogether, in my 
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judgment, our committee has done well, and evidently done the best 


it could and has acted faithfully. I shall vote for the bill as it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from lowa [Mr. WILSON]. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. CALL. The fourth section of this bill as it stands authorizes 
a railroad for any distance within 500 miles of New York to charge as 
much as it does from Chicago to New York. It authorizes it at any 
intermediate point, for any distance whatever, to charge the entire rate, 
whether it be 1 mile or 100 miles from the city of Chicago or the city of 
New York, or from any other terminal point, no matter how short the 
distance. The entire charge for the whole distance between the ter- 
minal points is authorized to be made. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Allow me to say a word in explanation. This bill 
is not limited to extreme terminal points; and therefore a company 
can not charge more to one point in the line than to the next point. 
So this regulates itself by various points. The companies can not go 
back. In other words, when you go toa point within 10 miles of New 
York they can not charge more for that 10 miles than they charge for 
any other 10 miles, nor to the next point 20 miles, and so on. 

Mr. CALL, We have struck out the words ‘‘from the same original 
point of departure. ”? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Which leaves it that they shall not charge more for 
a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line in the same di- 
rection. i 

Mr. CALL. Thatis an improvement; but the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa effectually declares that to be the purpose of 
the bill. i 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa shows that we are attempting to solve a problem 
here with whose elements we are unacquainted. The fourth section of 
this bill is like a crowbar thrust into the works of a watch, and I vent- 
ure to say that as it now stands with the amendments that have been 
proposed there are not two Senators, whether they are friendly to the 
bill or opposed to it, who will give concurring opinions as to its effects 
if it shall become a law. 

The amendments that have been adopted hitherto, one particular] 
at the suggestion of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], 
are in such absolute hostility to the interests of the West of those whose 
location compels them to depend upon long hauls, that should the bill 
in that form become a Jaw—which I should very much deplore—there 
never would be a bushelof grain from Iowa, Kansas, or Nebraska, there 
never would be a pound of beef or pork from those States go east of the 
Ohio River; and the Senator who lives in a region of country that will 
be benefited by that discrimination knows that will be the effect of it, | 
and that is the reason why it was offered. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia lives upon the line of a railroad that is directly interested in the 
short-haul business. Those who have acted with him have voted for 
that interest. It is a direct attack upon the welfare of the West, tipon 
the producing interests of this country. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Does the Senator say Iam interested ina railroad ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I say that the Senator from West Virginia lives 
upon the line of a railroad that is directly interested in the short haul. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Towhatroad do you allude, the Baltimore and Ohio? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir; and its tributaries. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I live on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 
not interested in any trunk-line road of this country. 

Mr. INGALLS. If there is a line of road in this country —— 

Mr. CAMDEN. I want to say further that I never have had a par- 
ticle of interest in the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, 

Mr. INGALLS. If there is a line of road in this country that is di- 
rectly interested in the amendment that the Senator from West Virginia 
promoted, it is the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I understand the Baltimore and Ohio’s interests, if 
there is any railroad whose interests are opposed to this, would be so 
opposed. I understand the Pennsylvania road is not so opposed, and 
that the New York Central road is not. If there is any trunk-line 
road i is country that is opposed to this amendment, it is the Bal- 
timore Whd Ohio Railroad; but I have no knowledge of what the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad desires or how it feels on this subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from West Virginia 
to say that the Pennsylvania Railroad and the New York Central Rail- 
road are in favor of this proposition ? 

Mr. CAMDEN, I understand that the Pennsylvania Railroad is at 
this time operating under this amendment, and itis approved. I un- 
derstand that the commission of the State of New York have adopted 
that rule in regard to the New York railroads, and they are now gov- 
erned by it. 

Mr. ALLISON. These railroads then that operate the Eastern lines 
desire this arrangement? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I do not know whether they desire it or not, but I 
understand they are operating under this provision now. 

Mr. PLATT. I know it is said that the Pennsylvania Railroad and 
the New York Central Railroad are of late observing thisrule. I think 
there are a great many exceptions to it if they are observing it. 


Tam 


ae ee ee eT OE et ee ee Pe ee, eed | 


4226 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 6, 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I speak in no spirit of hostility to 
the Baltimore and Ohio, the Pennsylvania, and the New York Central 
Railroads; but if they can obtain local if they can obtain short- 
haul rates on the merchandise that they are bringing from the interior 
of this continent it will be greatly to their advantage, and the direct 
specific effect of this amendment that has been to this section, 
on the motion of the Senator from West Virginia, is to compel the pro- 
ducérs of the West, the men who raise the corn and the wheat, the beef, 
the pork, and the wool that are transported over these lines, to pay lo- 
cal rates‘and short-haul rates on every pound of their products that is 
brought to the seaboard. 

.The Senator from West Virginia is too astute not to know that. The 
Senator from West Virginia had an object and a purpose in his amend- 
ment, He is not ignorant of the effect of it, and his design was to com- 

those men who raise the corn and the wheat and the produce of the 
est to pay local rates and short-haul rates on their products, and 
those who voted with him and those who supported him and those who 
sustained him, whether they knew it or not, voted to render it practi- 
cally impossible for the produce of the West to be brought to the At- 
lantic seaboard. 
* The Senator from Iowa saw this difficulty, and he proposes, by an 
amendment that everybody can see is impossible to be effectuated, to 
revent them from charging as much even for a short haul as for a long 

ul, the bill having declared that more should not be charged for a 
short haul than for a long haul; but it is apparent from an inspection 
of the terms of this section that the more we amend it the deeper we 
get into the mire. ` 

Sir, the people that I represent occupy the focal position on this con- 
tinent; the center of the territory of the United States is within the 
limits of the State of Kansas; itis midway between the Atlantic and 
the Pacific and equidistant between Manitobå and the Gulf. We bring 
our commodities from the seaboard, from the east and from the west; 
we export our produce to the seaboard on the east and on the west. 
From the cast come our groceries, our dry goods, our hardward, our 
agricultural implements, for we are not a manufacturing State; from 
California come fruit and tea and the products of the Orient; from Florida 
come the oranges and the fruits of the tropics, and all our produce that 
is not consumed at home is sent to the seaboard in some direction to a 
market. And, sir, under this section as amended by the Senator from 
West Virginia, if its terms are not modified by the exception that has 
been inserted, the commerce of that region will be absolutely annihi- 
lated. There is scarcely a possibility for subsistence now for the farmer 
who raises wheat upon the uplands of Kansas. So great is the cost of 
transportation, even under present favorable conditions, that there are 
scarcely wages to the man who grows grain in the valleys of the Ar- 
kansas, the Solomon, and the Republican. Corn can not be exported at 
a profit. We are compelled to feed it to cattle and to swine, and you 
now propose to put an additional burden upon those pioneers and say 
that They shall not be itted to obtain profitable remuneration for 
any of their labor. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia declared his purpose very plainly in his speech yesterday, which 
I hive read for the first time this morning having been detained from 
the Senate yesterday by illness. 

Mr. President, there has been a great deal said against the effect this amend- 
ment would have on the shippers of the far West. It is not my desire, it is not 
the desire of any Senator who advocates this amendment, to impose any re- 
strictions or burdens upon the shippers of the far West. 

He does not desire it, but he is indifferent whether that is the result 
of itor not. 


And when you look at it it is remarkable in my mind that the advocates of 
the producers of the far West should in this Senate contend that because of their 
distance from the market they must have lower rates, in order to compete, than 
the nearer shippers living between the Mississippf and the seaboard. 


Why should they not have lower rates? Unless they do have lower 
rates, of course they can not compete with the shippers living near the 
seaboard. 


What reason is there in that? Is there any reason for chan 
phical conditions of this country? This bill simply does 
the geography of the States in order to make the far ipa nearer mar- 
ket than the near shipper, and that the far shipper shall l or tak- 
ing his products to the market than the near shipper. That is the English of 
it; that is just what it means. . 

And that is justwhat I mean. That is what railroads were intended 
for. ‘They were meant to equalize the inequalities resulting from dis- 
tance. What else were they builded for? Every Senator knows that 
if there were no railroads a bushel of wheat could not be hauled 100 
miles to a market by wagon. 

Mr. CAMDEN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Is there any reason why a bushel of grain in West 
Virginia, Ohio, or Kentucky should be charged a greater amount for 

rtation to a market than a bushel of grain in Kansas ? 

Mr. INGALLS. A bushel of corn raised in Kansas or Kentucky or 
Illinois is worth, we will suppose, a dollar in New York city. It is 
worth a dollar to the man who raises it, less the price of getting it to 
market. Because one man lives a thousand miles away from market 
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and another man lives 10 miles away from market, why should the 


remote producer be compelled to have the entire value of his produc- 
tion consumed in getting it to market ? 

Mr. CAMDEN. He does not. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill absolutely provides forthatineffect. That 
is the result of it. Under the amendment offered by the Senator from 
West Virginia the result of it is that the railroad company, being un- 
able to make terms that shall equalize the distance-rate, will be com- 
pelled to put uplong hauls to local rates or short-haul rates, whereby the 
entire value of the product would be consumed in getting it to market. 
Thatistotheadvantage of the East. Every man wholiveson the eastern 
slope of the Alleghanies is interested in having the amendment of the 
Senatorfrom West Virginia carried into effect. Itgives additional value 
to every bushel of grain they raise; additional value to every article 
that they produce for consumption, and compels those who live in the 
West to pay additional cost for every pound of coal, for every article 
that is manufactured that we are obliged to ship back if payment for 
our products and toconsume because we do not ourselves produce them. 

That is the effect of it, and I believe that is the purpose of it. It 
certainly can make no difference to the Senator from West Virginia 
whether the farmer gets a dollar a bushel for his grain in New York 
less 10 cents a bushel for hauling or less 50 cents a bushel for hauling 
it. What odds doesit maketo him? And yet he rises here and with- 
out any reason, without any justice arising from the relations of him- 
self or his constituents to this subject, insists that those who live in 
the interior of this continent shall bear vastly increased burdens upon 
everything they produce and everything they consume. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If fF understand the amendment it has no such 
effect. The amendmentof the Senator from West Virginia is that rail- 
road companies shall not indemnify themselves for special favors granted 
to people living at a distance by adding burdens to those who are nearer 
the seacoast. That is all it is, to prevent an injustice arising from 
partiality which may be shown to the constituents of the Senator from 
Kansas. It is not for the purpose of putting any burdens upon them, 
but to prevent the cost of the favors being shown to his people being 
superadded to the burdens under which the people of the East labor. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose the Senator from West Virginia knows 
better what he means than the Senator from Delaware does. Under 
ordinary circumstances I should be willing to take the glossary, the 
polyglot edition that is offered by the Senator from Delaware to the 
remarks made by the Senator from West Virginia. But what does he 
say himself ? : 

What reason is there in that? 
Says the Senator from West Virginia. 


Is there any reason for changing by law the geographical conditions of this 
country? This bill simply does that, It changes the geography of the States 
in order to make the far shipper nearer to the market than the near shipper, and 
that the far shipper shall be charged less for taking his products to the market 
than the near shipper. 3 : 

That is what the Senator from West Virginia intended to reverse. 
He meant by his amendment that the far shipper should pay more than 
the near shipper. He meant that the farmers of Illinois and Kansas 
and Iowa and Nebraska should pay vastly more for getting their bushel 
of grain to the market than the producer in West Virginia should pay. 
That is what he meant. What odds does it make to him or the in- 
habitants of West Virginia whether the farmer of Kansas pays 10 cents 
a bushel on his grain or 50 cents a bushel? Why is he putting his oar in 
this controversy? He gets all he wants to eat and all he wants to wear 
and his people get it without any added burdens, and yet he comes here, 
I will not say as the agent but as the instrument of these grasping and 
overreaching monopolies, to compel these vast additional burdens to be 
imposed upon the people of the far West, in which he has no concern 
whatever. 

This is in the interest of corporations and against the interests of the 
people. It is offered because it is in the interest of corporations, be- 
cause everybody can understand that if this business is left to the 
operation of natural Jaws this equalization that the Senator is opposed 
to will inevitably occur by competition and by the extension of this 
vast system of railway transportation; and that the Senator wants to 
forbid. No matter how many railroads are extended into that region 
contending for this traffic, no matter how much the means of trans- 
portation are cheapened, the Senator from West Virginia rises in his 
place and, speaking in the interest of those who are concerned in short 
hauls, says, ‘‘I propose to impose upon the people west of the Alle- 
ghanies burdens that they might escape under the operation of natural 
laws, under the operation of the principle of competition, under the 
operation of the law of equalization for which railroads were con- 
structed, and that they shall be compelled to bear those burdens in a 
greater and constantly increasing ratio the greater their production 
becomes and the more enlarged their facilities for transportation. ” 

Mr. President, the fourth section of this bill is an interpolation that 
ought never to have been permitted, and I regret that the Senator from 
Illinois, who, seeing the difficulties that environed the question, did 
not introduce it in the last bill that he submitted, saw fit to present it 
here. Igrant that he has made it as innocuous as possible by inserting 
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a proviso which seems to me to be inconsistent and to show the entire 
absurdity, the inconsistency of this whole by declaring this 
arrangement described in the first ‘to be unlawful—which I 
has a distinet meaning, a technical and well-defined meaning— 
declaring it to be something that is wrong in itself, then gravely pro- 
ceeds in a proviso to say that it may be done, that this board of com- 
missioners that is to be created for the purpose of regnlating interstate 

ee may permit this unlawful thing to be done: 
‘ded, however, That upon application to the commission appointed under 
ones of this act, such common carrier may, in special cases, be author- 
to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the ERTS 

of passengers or property. 

Mr. President, if this arrangement made by shippers and K ER, 
tation companies is unlawful, then itis never rightto have it done. It 
is either right or it is wrong. Ifit isright, it ought not to be declared 
to be unlawful. If it is unlawful, then the commission never ought 
to have authority to permit it to be done; and by the very fact thatthe 
Senator from Illinois has seen fit to incorporate an inconsistent and in- 
congruous proviso here he has himself admitted the impossibility of 
dealing with this subject upon any proper consideration: 

And the commission may from time to time make general rules covering ex- 
ceptions to any such common aurien) hon cases where there is competition by 
river, sea, canal, or lake, exempting su common carrier in such spe- 
cial cases from the operation of ny pairos of this act; and when eas excep- 
tions shall have been made and published they shall have like foree and effect 
as though the same had been specified in this section, 

Thus, after declaring this arrangement to be unlawful, then the sec- 
tion provides and declares that the commissioners may permit it to be 
done, not only in special eases, but that they may make general rules 
that shall cover all cases coming within a certain class. I donot know 
that anything could show more absolutely than this does the futility of 
attempting to deal with this subject in this way; and, while I presume 
it will be useless to attempt at this time to strike out that section, I 
profess my belief that with this section in this bill every interest lying 
west of the Alleghany Mountains, both affecting production and con- 
sumption, isdirectlyimperiled. Thereis noescape from that conclusion; 
and an analysis of the vote by which the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia was carried shows what was the purpose and intent and 
idea of those who supported that amendment. 

Again, Mr. President, adverting for a moment to the proviso of this 
section, see in what a condition this whole subject is placed supposing 
for an instant that this commission that is to be appointed may be in 
the interest of certain railroad corporations. They are at liberty at 
their own discretion upon application being made in special cases to 
modify this whole subject, and provide that this arrangement declared 
in the first paragraph to be unlawful may be made effectual in the in- 
terest of certain favored transportation companies. 

Sir, the subject is one too great to be dealt with in this way, the in- 
terests involved are too immense to be trifled with in this way, and I, 


as a representative of that great interior region, productive and not 


manufacturing, enter my protest against it. Ineffectual I dare say it 
may be, but I am convinced that the briefest experience will show that 
it is conceived in hostility to those great interests upon which the wel- 
fare of this conntry depends. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

5 Mr. CAMDEN. I want to say a few words in reply to the Senator 
rom 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, I only want to speak three or 
four minutes myself. 

Mr.CAMDEN. The Senatorfrom Kansas made some remarks rather 
personal to me. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will yield. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas madesome 
reflection upon me. I want to say to the Senator from Kansas that 
what he has said in reference to my connection with railroads is not 
sup by a single fact. 

. INGALLS. I made no statement about the Senator being con- 
nected with railroads. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I appeal'to the RECORD. Let the Senator appeal 
to the RECORD before he accuses me of saying what I did not say. 

Mr. CAMDEN. The Senator said I was acting in the interest of cor- 
porations in which I was interested, as I understood him. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘The Senator will pardon me. I made nostatement 
about the Senator’s interest in corporations. 

. Mr. CAMDEN. Then I was mistaken. 

Mr. INGALLS. And I appeal to the RECORD, which will bear me 
out, because it will not be subjected to any correction or change by me. 
My remarks will appear to-morrow morning as they were delivered. 

Mr. CAMDEN. If I misunderstood the Senator I am glad of it. I 
simply rose to say that I have no interest in any corporation affected by 
this bill. I bave never owned a dollar of interest in any trunk line 
railroad in my life. J have never owned a dollar of interest or heen 
connected with any railroad in my life outside of the State of West 
Virginia, local in character, and which could not be affected by this bill 
in any way, except as it may be affected indirectly. 

My only interest here has been for my constituents, for the people I 


represent, and for the great body of the people all over the country. 
It is not opposition to the constituents of the Senator from Kansas. I 


do not propose to argue what effect it may have in eg freights 
between Kansas and intermediate points; but whatever effect it does 
have is healthy to the commerce of the whole country. 

I merely say this now by way of emphasizing the fact that I have no 
interest with any tion, am not interested in any corporation, ` 
and have no knowledge of what the wishes of any corporation may be 
on the subject. 

I will farther state that I am not opposing the amendment. proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa, as the Senator from Kansas intimated. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand that the Senator has yiclded the floor? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from West Virginia is through. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to enter at this late hour into a gen- 
eral discussion of the provisions or policy of this bill. It is a bill which 
has been demanded by the business interests of all sections of the coun- 
try, and which reflects very great credit upon the industry and the 
wisdom of the committee who have proposed it. I have been compelled, 
however, to give my attention to other studies and topics for the dast. 
few weeks, and I wish therefore to put on record in three or four sen- 
tences only the principal reasons why I can not vote for the fourth section, 
especially as it stands amended on the motion of the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

It seems to me that the adoption of the policy of this section as 
amended will strike a’serious and, so far as I can understand it, I be- 
lieve a fatal blow at the foreign commerce of thiscountry. We under- 
take to compete in supplying wheat and other food to the nations of 
Europe, especially to Great Britain; and the wealth and valne of the 
lands of the West depend very largely upon our success in that compe- 
tition. The English market fixes the price of every considerable prod- 
uct, both for this country and for Europe, of which we have any sur- 
plus to send abroad. 

Now, Great Britain, our principal commercial as she is our principal 
manufacturing rival, has been for the last ten or fifteen years ot 
her energies to the attempt to drive us from the market, as was wel 
said by the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] yester- 
day. As our foreign commerce has increased, as the balance of trade 
for the first time for many generations for any considerable period has 
tended in our favor, England has been called upon for an expenditure 
the results of which are just beginning toshow themselves. Some four 
or five years ago she had expended or guarantecd a capital of more than 
$500,000,000 to be expended in thesingle purpose of constructing rail- 
ways which should bring the wheat of India to the sea; and the result 
appears in the fact that last year, for the last twelve months, for the 
first time if Iam not mistaken, India has taken her place above the 
United States among the principal contributors of wheat to the British 
market. 

Now, our ability to maintain competition, to maintain even a footing 
in that market, must depend upon the rates at which we can transfer 
our wheat and our food products from a center receding year by year 
westward from the Atlantic seaboard; and this amendment says that 
whenever in the heat of a fierce struggle of a foreign competition our 
great through transporting lines pnt down their prices in competition 
with the railway system of India or elsewhere, it is at the cost of being 
compelled to make a corresponding deduction on every ponnd of freight 
which they transport either way for any local purpose throughout the 
country. 

As everybody knows, the local freight to the railroad carrier is his 
chief source of income, and is his chief dependence. No railroad pros- 
pers whose business is largely or chiefly a through business as compared 
with its local business. To the carrier, the transport of productions 
from the West ‘to Great Britain is but one of a very large number of 
sources of income. To the farmer, the raiser of wheat or of pork or of 
beef, it is the one essential and vital condition upon which he can live; 
and therefore I can not consent to establish in the legislation of this 
country a principle which, if carried out, must inevitably make it cease 
to be the interest of the great continental transportation lines to 
modate the wheat-growers and other food-producers of the Northwest, 
by the reason that for every reduction in its freight occasioned by any 
stress of competition, by any exigency of the European market, the rail- 
road is compelled to reduce proportionately its entire charges for treight 
to every customer that it has. 

This is a provision to drive the American farmer from the European 
market. Ido not mean that the Senator who introduced it has that 
object, but as it seems to me that is to be its inevitable result. Things 
have changed since the agricultural portions of the New England States 
were cleared of forests and savages and wild beasts. They have changed 
since the farmers of the Northwest went upon those new and virgin 
fields simply to seek homes from which they expected to do little more 
than to get the food and the wool which should support and clothe 
their own wives and children. The American farmer to-day is a great 
merehant, he is amerchant whose competitor is on the Bosporus and 
the Ganges; and he must descend oe OII See 
great occupations of the earth, unless he can be permi to keep up 
that competition. It was for that that I gave my vote and my voice, 


4228, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 6, 


as other members of this body did, for the river and harbor bill two 
years ago in the midst of a storm of objurgation, reviling, and detrac- 
tion such as has seldom been encountered by any public men in this 
country. And it is with the same feeling, with the same purpose, that 
I shall give my vote, if I have an opportunity, to strike out from the 
bill the fourth section. 

` Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I intended yesterday when this im- 
portant question was before the Senate in another form to submit 
some observations which led me to the vote I cast against the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. I 
concur with the general suggestions made by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS] respecting this fourth section. I would have preferred 
this bill without the fourth section, leaving the settlement of the ques- 
tion there treated of as the settlement of other questions upon this com- 
plicated subject, to the experimentation of the commission herein pro- 
vided for. But this long and short haul provision, so called, is no new 
suggestion or new provision. The Senator from West Virginia in mov- 
ing the amendment voted on yesterday renewed a controversy which 
has been in existence in our country for ten years, It is the block in 
the pathway of any legislation upon this subject for the Jast ten years. 
There is not a Senator on this floor but knows that but for the insist- 
ence on this provision, the effect and result of which no Senator even 
now can tell, we should have had prior to this time a well-regulated 
railroad law in accordance with the laws of most of the States of this 
Union which regulate the State traffic. 

The failure has been because a set of men engaged in this legislation 
have insisted that nothing should be done in the way of regulation of 
interstate commerce until Congress also consented that so far as con- 
cerned this question of the long and short haul, an iron rule should be 
incorporated in the statute enacted upon the subject. 

The significance of this rule has been as well stated by the Senator 
from West Virginia as it is possible perhaps to state it on this floor; 
and while I express views in antagonism to the views which he has ex- 
pressed, I do so with a perfect knowledge that in my own State this 
same controversy of the long and short haul is poing on and has been 
discussed for many years. The State in which | live is threaded with 
railways, and there are a large number of competing points in the State, 
and these competing points have the advantage of the intermediate 
points with reference to rates in many instances. For example, as the 
presiding officer of this body well knows the geography of my State, 
at Sioux City on its western border there are five or six railroads con- 
centrated that enable the people of that section and of that city to be- 
come the distributing point for a large region aboutit. So the rates 
at Sioux City or between Sioux City and Chicago are low rates, are 
rates perhaps in many instances which are barely compensating for the 
cost of the immediate transportation of the articles, without including 
the cost of the railway originally or the cost which results from the 
fixed charges upon the railroad. 

The people at the intervening points find fault that they are charged 
more than is charged to the people living at Sioux City, and there is 
great force in that. But when you come to consider the State of Iowa 
by and large, I am convinced that our interest with reference to inter- 
state commerce does not lie in the pathway of the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from West Virginia. We are the largest producers in 
this Union of pork products, and nearly as large as any State of the 
Union of other meat products. Weare the largest producers of corn, pro- 
ducing annually between three and four hundred million bushels of that 
cereal. We produce these things largely beyond what can be consumed 
in our State or in the immediate States surrounding us. Where do we 
find a market for these products? We find a market in the New Eng- 
land States where the people are not agriculturists, but where they are 
largely engaged in manufacturing industries. We export largely these 

roducts to foreign countries. We send our corn into the extreme 
Saathan States where they produce cotton, &e. 

Now, under the provision of this bill, in my judgment it will be prac- 
tically impossible for us to transport corn from my State to the points 
where we now have a market for that cereal. Why? We not only 
have now the benefit of the long-haul rate from Chicago east, but our 
people are compelled to reach the Chicago market by practically the 
same character of rates that prevail in West Virginia and in the Eastern 
States of the Union. Our corn concentrates either at Chicago or Saint 
Louis on the principle of local hauling, and the fact is that at Chicago 
and at Saint Louis it has the benefit of the cheap competing rates; and 
but for that fact, in my judgment, we could not transport it at all. 

But, as I said before, I think it is a mistake to undertake in this bill 
to provide any legislation with reference to the rates to be charged. 
Who would say that we can reasonably undertake the question of fixing 
minimum and maximum rates in this bill? The committee that has 
investigated this subject and presented to us an able report with much 

valuable information does not eyen make the ion; and although 

iment after experiment has been tried in the States of this Union, 
I know of but one or two States where those provisions are part of the 
local law. We tried such a system in the State of Iowa, and after three 
or four years of imentation it was repealed, and now we havea 


commission with ample authority over this whole subject. 
Why this persistence with reference to the law for the short haul, as 


it is called, in this bill? I venture the statement, without fear of suc- 
cessful contradiction (and I will ask some gentleman on this commit- 
tee to contradict meif I err), that all the testimony taken by this com- 
mittee and every suggestion made by the committee shows conclusively 
that in the States where the short and long haul provision exists that 
provision ig not observed at all. In the State of Ohio, where it has 
prevailed for a great many years, the testimony is conclusive that they 
pay no attention whatever to it. A 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink in the States where they have a short-haul 
law, and provide as was proposed by the committee—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not speakiug of that provision. I am speak- 
ing of the provision of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me to finish what I commenced tosay. I think 
that the short-haul law, provided that it operates only as to freight from 
the same original point of departure, has been observed and is found to 
be a very wise and beneficent law. I can read from the report and from 
the testimony to that effect. But wherever that clause as to the origi- 
nal point of departure has not been inserted it is practically a dead let- 
ter; and the governor of West Virginia in 1885, writing to its commis- 
sion, where they have an iron-bound long and short haul law, said that 
it was not worth the paper that it was written on. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is only confirmation of the statement I made, 
which was that the provision inserted by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia is a nugatory provision in all the Statesof this Union. Itis just 
worth the blank paper on which it is written, and no more. 

Mr. KENNA. Will theSenatorallow meto make a suggestion there ? 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. If that be so, and if it be the fact thatthat provision 
is utterly useless wherever it has been adopted, why should it provoke 
so much agitation? Why so excited and animated opposition and so 
protracted a fight over that proposition here if as the Senator says itis 
utterly nugatory wherever practiced ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the usual question, and I will endeavor to 
answer the Senator. I suppose the Senator from West Virginia does not 
desire to create a penal statute and then have that statute violated in 
every State of this Union. I donot know that he wants to make it the 
instrumentality whereby certain railroad corporations can force other 
railroad corporations into their own plansand schemes, I attribute no 
such purpose to him and no such purpose to any Senator who voted for 
this amendment, but I merely made this illustration for the purpose of 
showing that in the States of this Union where it has been tried it has 
been found ineffectual. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] yesterday came to the rescue 
of Pennsylvania as against the Iowa wheat-grower and the Iowa wheat 
farmer because of the discrimination in reference to freight rates by 
railways. I do not think that the citizen of Pennsylvania has any 
right to make this complaint. The low rate for long hauls are essen- 
tial in many instances to the transfer of property from one great region 
to another. The State in which I live and the surrounding States are 
purely prairie States, practically without timber. Of the many mill- 
ions of tons of anthracite coal that are taken from the mines in the 
State of Pennsylvania a great portion is distributed at points west of 
Chicago. Over three-quarters of the territory of the State in which I 
live, in the severe climate during the winter, I think it is safe to say 
that one-half of the people in the towns and villages during the winter 
burn anthracite coal. But under the provisions of this bill as it now 
is it will be utterly impossible for them to secure anthracite coal for 
their winter’s fires. These millions of tons of coal go to Chicago and 
Duluth, away around the State of Michigan; and from the city of Du- 
luth, where the coal lands, in the State of Minnesota, that coal is dis- 
tributed into the heart of Iowa by means of the railroad system from 
Saint Paul; but if this iron-bound and iron-clad provision is inserted 
it does not require the wayfaring man to see that transportation of an- 
thracite coal from the coal fields of Pennsylvania into the interior of 
the prairie States is a practical impossibility at a price that we can af- 
ford to pay for it. 

I have been told that from the interior of New York—I do not re- 
member the place, either Syracuse or Lyons; some point where a rail- 
road reaches the New York Central—coal is rted to Chicago by 
rail in competition with lake and canal at the rate of $12 per car-load 
of 16-ton cars, a distance of more than 700 miles. Why do they do 
that? It is because these long lines of trains carrying the products of 
the West from Chicago to the East, to New York and to Boston, are run- 
ning back with empty cars upon this line of railway, and they can 
load this coal upon them, and thus transport the coal at the mere cost 
of the carriage of the coal itself. These railroad companies undoubt- 
edly distribute coal all along their lines all through the States of Ohio 
and Indiana and Michigan; but does anybody believe that with this 
iron-clad provision inserted here they could afford to haul this coal at 
all if by it they are compelled to charge no higher rate at any of the 
intermediate points than they charge because their cars are compelled 
to go through to Chicago? 

It is because I see these difficulties surrounding this transportation 
question, as developed in the fourth section of the bill, that I have de- 
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sired that we should try the proposed commission at least for one year 
or two years before we enter upon this experiment by means of legis- 
lation. But I am willing and I want to support the fourth section with 
the provision inserted by the committee who have examined this ques- 
tion so carefully. Why? Because they surrounded it with such limit- 
ations and exceptions as that in the nature of things we should have 
experience upon this subject by which we could modify or change the 
portons if necessary, at the next session or two years from now. 

ut the Senator from West Virginia has incorporated a principle here 
and made it iron-clad in such a way as I fear will in the next two or 
three years, or the next year even, embarrass very much the commerce 
of this country. ‘ 

Why, Mr. President, there is no more sensitive thing in our country 
than its commerce. There are so many ramifications and so many con- 
ditions and elements which enter into it that it is practically impos- 
sible to make any fixed rules respecting it. 

I listened with pleasure to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
with reference to the question involved here as to our relations with 
foreign countries. I agree with every word he said with respect to it. 
But that does not only apply to our trade as in competition with India, 
but let me remind my friend from Massachusetts that Dakota is to-day 
the principal wheat-growing region in our country. Itis aregion that 
can practically grow wheat only, itself in competition with avery large 
area of country lying immediately north of itthat has thesame character 
of soil and the same character of product. The Dominion of Canadais 
developing her railway system north of that, and she is developing it 
vo as to reach Lake Superior and to reach all the lines of communication 
connecting thence with foreign countries. Now,wehave tied the hands 
of these hardy producers of wheat in Dakota by saying to them, ‘* You 
shall not rt your wheat to market unless you can afford to sell 
it at such a price as will enable a few of the wheat-growers in West Vir- 
ginia to secure the same facilities with reference to transportation that 
you secure.” In the State of West Virginia it is not a question of 
whether the product shall exist or not. In my State with reference to 
corn, as I have already observed, and in Dakota in reference to wheat, 
the whole question of production depends on the question of the cost of 
the rtation. 

Not only that, but how is this provision to be applied? The fourth 
section has already been modified by striking out the provision inserted 
with reference to lake, canal, or rivet. I understood the Senator from 
Illinois this morning to move to strike out the limitation with reference 
to lake or river, although I did not understand fully when I asked the 
. question this morning. Iam glad the Senator proposed that amend- 
ment, because under it I think the commission would have been led 
into interminable difficulty. - There is hardly a place in the United 
States that is not affected by competition with lake, canal, ocean, or 
river. å 

The price at which wheat or any product of the farm or the shop can 
be carried from Chicago to New York not only affects the prices of the 
New York Central Railway and its connecting systems, but it also af- 
fects, the price of the Pennsylvania system, of the Baltimore and Ohio 
system, and even of the Chesapeake and Ohio system, and the Erie as 
well. But the Mississippi River itself exerts a commanding influence 
upon the price from Chicago by the great lakes. So when you reach 
around in the Gulf portion of our country, Atlanta—I do not know pre- 
cisely, but the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] can tell me—At- 
lanta issaffected more or less by the competition that comes from the 
ocean by way of Savannah. : 

Mr. BROWN. Very largely. z 

Mr. ALLISON. Very largely so, although it is far in the interior, 
and so, probably, of every principal point in Georgia. Therefore when 
you have stricken out this provision you simply have left this bill 
where it ought to be left if the fourth section is to stand; namely, this 
commission should have ample and complete power to nullify it, and 
that, as I understand, is the position of the section to-day. If it shall 
appear upon a case made by any transportation company that this sec- 
tion operates unjustly or imperfectly, then it is within the power and 
control of the commission, if they act honestly and intelligently, to 
make an exception. 

I repeat it is within the power of this commission to nullify the main 
provisions of this section. I believe that that-will be found necessary 
in order to enable the people who to-day produce the produce of this 
country for export to other countries to reach the markets of the world. 
So believing, I voted againt the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia yesterday. I shall ask, if no one else does, that we shall take 
a separate vote on the amendment in the Senate, in order that we may 
again test the sense of the body upon this important provision. 

Mr. President, having said this much upon this bill in explanation 
of the vote I cast yesterday, I will simply add that the general pro- 
visions of the bill meet with my approval, and I shall be glad to sup- 
port them. I think the committee have taken great pains to make a 
just and fair bill upon this subject, and I think they deserve the thanks 
of the Senate for the patience with which they have conducted their 
labors during all these months, and I trust that we shall now in the 
main features of the bill adhere to their recommendations. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President, I shall occupy the attention of the 
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Senate only for a few moments, and chiefly in explanation of the posi- 
tion of the committee. $ 

The committee has been attacked both by its friends and its foes on 
account of this fourth section, and as I have said once or twice in the 
Senate before, it is the section of the bill about which the committee . 
had the greatest doubts as to just what it ought to recommend to the 
Senate; but the committee finally recommended this section, because, 
on hearing the testimony of the people of the country in different sec- 
tions of it, there seemed to be a pretty general belief on their part that 
there should be some legislation looking to the prevention, ordinarily, 
of charging more for a shorter than for a longer distance on the same 
line going in the same direction. . ? 

So the committee determined that they would report the section as 
it stands in the bill, and the conclusion of the committee is substan- 
tially in harmony with the action of almost every local State board in 
the country upon that subject. It is substantially in harmony with 
the action and belief of the railroad commission of New York. Itis 
substantially in harmony with what is done in many other States of 
the Union where they have that question to contend with, as they have 
in re State in the Union where they undertake to regulate charges 
at all. 

So when the Senator from Kansas attacks the committee and charges 
that it asserts one thing and then denies it in the same provision, it 
is true in one sense. It is true that the first part of the section legis- 
lates against the charging of more for a shorter than for a longer dis- 
tance; but the testimony of witnesses all over the country shows con- 
clusively that with that portion of the section alone left standing as 
the law of the land railroads could not operate unless they violated 
the section of the law. So the committee felt that in justice to public 
sentiment there should be some declaratory provisidn of law against 
charging more in all cases for a shorter than for a longer distance, and 
then it believed that its obligation to the country was that it should 
provide a means by which in cases where it was right to do otherwise 
the railroad companies would have the power to do it under the opera- 
tion of the Jaw as enforced by the commission. j 

So then, Mr. President, any assault upon the committee that it was 
presenting here a section which was contradictory in itself, I think is 
not justified. It is true that the first part of the section provides against 
charging more for a shorter than for a longer haul; but when the com- 
mission, as provided in the section, makes an exception to that principle, . 
that exception becomes the rule of the law, if you please, just the same 
as though the thing was stated in the law itself. 

I think then that any man who looks at this question dispassionately 
and wants to do fairly both by the people of this country and by the 
corporations so hs to neither cripple the corporations nor to injure the 
business of the country, must conclude that if we have any provision 
on that subject at all that means anything it must be that that section 
as it stands in the bill is about the best thing that can be done. 

I stated in the beginning of the discussion on this bill that my judg- 
ment had been that we could not safely legislate upon that subject at 
all, and I took that position two years ago, and, as the Senator from 
Towa has stated, I reported a bill without that provision in it; and it 
is only in deference to the publicjudgmentof the country as heard and 
known to exist by the committee that we put the section in the bill as 
it stands, recognizing the general proposition that there should not or- 
dinarily be a greater charge for a short haul than fora longer haul, and 
giving the commission the power in cases where rightand justice and pro- 
tection to the commerce of the country as well as to the railroads made 
it necessary.to render the law ineffective, that the commission should 
have power to do so. 

As the Senator from Minnesota suggests, we did not report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia. Wecertainly did not. The 
Senate knows that a majority of the Senate who voted yesterday 
adopted the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, as the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has stated; that the rigid enforcement of the 
law as now amended will result substantially in making amileage act, 
so that the nearer a party lives to the seaboard the cheaper will he get 
It will result, in my opinion, in destroying much 
of the commerce of this country. I mean with that amendment in it, 
striking out the words inserted by the committee as to the same orig- 
inal point of departure. 

Now, sir, let ussee what there is to be effected by this amendment; 
if it has any effect at all. Take the cereals of this country; take the 
grain raised in the United States. Last year 1,936,000,000 bushels of 
corn were raised. The most of that corn, the greater portion of it, was 
raised in Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Ohio, and Nebraska. Now, 
I undertake to say that if there is any act passed by this Congress which 
at all terids to be a mileage act, so that the charge is in proportion to 
the distance, it will absolutely destroy any foreign market for all the 
production of corn raised in those States that Ihave named. Take 
the article of wheat. There were raised last year 357,000,000 bushels 
of wheat in round numbers, and that was largely raised in those States 
and in the Territory of Dakota, of which the Senator from Iowa has 
spoken, which is getting to bea great wheat-growing portion of this 
country. Then take the article of the production of hogs. There were 
slaughtered in thé United States last year $393,000,000 worth of hogs. 


4230 


Take the property in cattle. There were in 1884 50,000,000 head of 
cattle, and of sheep about the same number. If we pass any law 
which if enforced will become to any extent a mileage act we shall cut 
off the Eastern market, to say nothing about the exportation that the 
country has been engaged in for many years past. 

Let us see what the exports of the country are in these particular 
things. Take the exports of breadstuffs for the last year. Thére were 
$160,000,000 worth of breadstuffs exported from this country; the 
exports ôf wheat were eighty-four and one-half million bushels; the 
exports of corn about 52,000,000 bushels; the rts of cotton 1,892, - 
000,000 pounds. Those things under the present operation of business 
are exported from the United States. But the exports of the country 
are a very small portion of the commerce of the country. The truth is 
that the great body of what is eaten in the Eastern States is produced 
in the Western States and Territories; and if we inaugurate any system 
of laws by which those products of the West can not reach the Eastern 
market, we thereby destroy the Western farmer in the Territories and 
States which I have named, and at the same time we make it that 
much harder for the people of the East, who are the manufacturers of 
the country largely, to get their living. 

So then, in my judgment, Mr. President, with the amendment of the 

Senator from West Virginia in this bill, it will have a very serions 
effect upon the producer of the West, upon the consumer of the East, 
upon the power of the United States to cope with foreign countries in 
the exports of the country, and will thereby injure this country, to 
whatever extent that may go. 

Sir, I shall not take up the time of the Senate in further discussion. 
The amendment of the Senator from West Virginia has been adopted 
by the Senate. I hope that before we get through with the subject 
we shall reconsider the action of the Senate upon that question and 
retain the words that were stricken out yesterday by the vote of the, 
Senate, because I insist that with those words stricken outof the bill 
the effect will be to so injure the commerce of the country that we 
shall be more eager to repeal the law at the next session of Congress 
than we are to-day to pass one. 

I want to say a word further, Mr. President, upon the controversy 
that has existed in the Senate upon the question of regulating com- 
merce for many years It has come to be in the estimation of the 

e of this country almost a joke to talk about regulating commerce 
. by because of the fact that we have considered and considered 
over and over again the question and have failed so far to get any legis- 
Jation at all on the subject. I hope the Senate will not put this bill 
in such a shape that men who are desirous of its regulation shall not be 
compelled to vote against it on its final passage. Why, sir, since yes- 
terday, since those words were stricken out of the bill prominent rail- 
road men have told me that now they had no fears of this bill beeom- 
ing a law, or if it was enforced at all we would repeal it and be cager 
to do so, and at the very next session of 

I have been unwilling from the beginning so far as I am concerned, 
and I can speak I think for the other members of the committee that 
they were not willing, to put anything into this bill that would make 
it obnoxious to the people so that we should be eager to repeal it here- 
after. Imetsome gentlemen in New York during the examinations 
of the committee, and they wanted the bill loaded lows with extreme 
measures so that we should have to repeal it in deference to public judg- 
ment hefeafter; but I told them, as I told the Senate, that I was not 
to be made use of for any such purpose, that I wanted a bill that would 
further the interests of the people so far as we could make one and not 
one that would be absurd on its face and that we should be called upon 
to repeal at the very next session of Co š 

The committee acted upon the theory that this bill was as strong a 
one as we could stand upon, and in our judgment and in the judgment 
of the country would be sustained by actual enforcement after it be- 
came a law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not suppose that the country gen- 
erally is aware of the extent to which even the agricultural population 
of the Alleghany and Eastern States are deperident upon the agricult- 


ural productions of the West for their own sustenance. I do not be- | 


lieve that the agricultural population of New England produces more 
than one-half of what it consumes. In my own State, while I have not 
the figures, from general observation I think that at least three-fourths 
of all the wheat and at least one-half of all the corn consumed are 
brought from the great West. What is true of the agricultural popu- 
lation is of course to a greater extent true of the manufacturing popu- 
lation and of the manufacturing interest generally. If the manufactur- 
ing States of the East were not able to command the cheap agricultural 
productions of the far Northwest it would be under existing conditions 
entirely impossible for them to maintain their industries. If this bill 
should become a law, and in its practical enforcement it should have 
the result to destroy the competition which now exists from the great 
centers of the West in the transportation of agricultural productions 
easterly, in my belief it would add at least 25 per cent. to the ordinary 
expenses of the necessaries of life to the working, the manufacturing, 
the laboring people throughout the Atlantic slope and the Eastern 
States. I do not believe that I exaggerate at all. 

I have alluded tod the extent to which even the agricultural popula- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 6, 


tion is dependent upon the great commodities of the West for its own 
maintenance, the maintenance of its own industry. The cattle that 
are fatted, the hogs that are fatted, and the meat production of the East 
are dependent very largely upon the agricultural productions of the 
West for their support. It is not that we eat the meat killed in the. 
West alone, but that weuse the corn and other productions of the West 
to fat our own pork, to fat our own cattle, to maintain our own work- 
ing stock during the winter and in the summer season in the perform- 
ance of the labor on the farms and in other ways. So a bill which tends 
to increase the cost of the necessaries of life to the East is one most se- 
verely and directly in the way of their. prosperity. 

The East is a great competing point just as the West is a great com- 
peting point, and they have the same relation to each other that New 
York and Chicago have to each other, or that London and the great 
Northwest have to each other, and we can speak of these great sections 
as competing points, and any law which tends to destroy this natural 
and healthy competition must strike directly at the industries of the 
Mississippi Valley and the Atlantic slope alike. 

This fourth section of the bill as it came from the committee seemed 
to me quite objectionable. I think the law will be better, if the bill 
is to become a law, without the fourth section. Still, I would have 
been willing to have supported 'the bill as it came from the committee. 
With my present views of the merits of the measure and its inevitable 
effect on the prosperity of the country, especially of my own section, I 
do not see how I can vote for this measure as it now stands. 

It is certainly desirable that there be something in the way of a com- 
mission, that there be some tribunal that can at all events carry the 
force of strong and intelligent and impartial opinion in the direction of 
the removal of discriminations and abuses that have grown up in the 
business of transportation. That is not only desirable but it seems to 
me something that is almost indispensable. Bunt when we undertake 
to go further and to provide in a law for that which will build up the 
Central States, as they seem to imagine, in their industries by striking 
down the valley of the Mississippi and the Northwest and the great 
manufacturing interests that belong to some extent with the agricult- 
ure of the East, we are entirely ontside of the proper legislation which 
Dae originate and be enacted in this bill, It is better todo nothing 
at all. e 

Ithas been that perhaps there may be some reconsideration 
of the vote of yesterday by which’ the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia may be removed from the bill, that the bill may be left 
as it was originally. If that can be done, while I am not so sure of the 
most glorious results from the of the measure, still I would , 
support it; I would be glad to support it. I think it isa tribute to 
public sentiment that we should pay in the direction of experiment as 
to what may in the end be wise legislation, such regulations as in the 
end will relieve the-evils of which we complain. 

But this is a delicate matter; the business of the country is already 
sufficiently disturbed, and a measure of this kind which is to add, as I 
profoundly believe, at least 25 per cent. to the cost of the necessaries 
of life for the laboring people and the. manufacturing laborers of this 
country, is not easily to be enacted intoalaw. If it should ever be 
done, let it be done later when there is more profit to labor, when all 
agricultural productions are paying more to those who produce them 
than now, and when the country is in a condition to endure disturb- 
ance which may be prolonged not only months but years as a result 
of this day’s legislation. ` eres 

This is all I care to say, Mr. President. Iam anxious to support 
some measure, but it is better to do nothing than to do a dangerous 
thing. , 

Mr CALL. Mr. President, this iscertainly a very important measure, 
and before it is enacted into a law it ought to be subject to very careful 
consideration. - 

If it be true that there is in the provision adopted on the motion of 
the Senator from West Virginia anything that would interfere with the 
commerce of the people of Kansas, with the transportation of the pro- 
ductions of the West to the seaboard that they may be taken to a foreign 
market, it ought not to be adopted. But before we arrive at that con- 
clusion we must arrive at it not from mere declaration of opinion but 
from examination of the provisions of the law. 

What is it that the Senator from West Virginia has proposed? The 
original bill, as I stated when I first took the floor this morning, pro- 
vided that upon any line of railroad there should be no greater charge 
tor a short distance than for a longer one from the same point of depart- 
ure. Now, whatdidthat mean? That meant thaton freight starting 
from the same place, over the same line, and in thesame direction there 
should be no greater charge for a short haul than for a long one, but 
that for one mile’ there might be charged as much as for a thousand 
miles or ten thousand miles, that the limit was that it should not be 
greater for the mile than it was for the ten thousand miles. 

Now, we have stricken out the words “‘ from the same original point 
of departure.’’ Whateffect hasit? Itsimply leaves the provision that 
to charge more for one mile than fora thousand miles on any part of that 
line, without reference to where the goods start from, whetherat oneplace 
or another place, leaving out ‘‘the same point of departure” and start- 
ing from different points of departure, there may be as much charged for 
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one mile as for a thousand or ten thousand miles. This provision ap- 
plies to every Tailroad, to every line. : 

How is it going to affect the products of the farmer in Kansas in- 
_ juriously to say that whenever on that line of interstate commerce 
starting from different points of departure no greater charge shall be 
made for a short distance, for one mile, than for the whole distance, 
say from Chicago to New York? But the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia allows that amount to be imposed upon any dis- 
tance of rtation. If it be a part of a mile or a whole mile, the 
rate for the entire route may be imposed upon it. 

Now, what does the Senator from Iowa propose? He proposes that 
it shall not be understood by this section in this bill that companies 
may be allowed to charge as much for the short distance as for the long. 
They may charge withina fraction as much. Suppose the charge is 10 
cents and they charge within 1 mill of the 10 cents; the law authorizes 
them to doit. Itsimply is that in reference to the provision of the bill 
which seems to be acceptable to every one, that there shall be no un- 
reasonable charges, no unjust charges; that the standard of reason and 
justice in the law shall not be declared to be that they may charge as 
much for 10,000 miles as for 1 mile. That is the only effect of the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

But the Senator from Kansas made a point, and the Senator from Iowa 
reiterated it, that it would be unjust to the people of the West, a dis- 
crimination against them. Let us see what is the proposition. That 
the local business shall bear the entire cost of transportation; that the 
J e of the intermediate points shall pay the whole and the people 
ut the terminal points pay nothing. That is the tendency of the ar- 
gument, Everybody will admit that would be improper, thatit is im- 
possible. One community ought not to be made to bear the expense of 
transporting the productsofanother. Ifthere bea differencerequiringa 
smaller proportion per mile of the whole cost for a long distance than 
a short, still there is even on this basis a proportion which it is just 
should be borne equally by everything transported and by every com- 
munity, whether far or near. It will not be just that the terminal 
points shall make use of the road at the cost of the ses doing the 
local business and deriving no profit from the through business, but 
paying for erie eer through freights undersell their own products, 

Mr. BLAIR. ill the Senator allow me toask him a question? 
Does he not recognize the fact that the local business is everything; 
that these great competing points are far separated from each other, and 
that every community has to do its own local business? Then where 
is the erasa of which he complains? The people in these interme- 
diate States all have their local business. Wehave itin New England, 
they have it in the far West. The burdens of the railroads, the local 
burdens, are the same everywhere, but this matter of the through trans- 
portation of which I was speaking is another matter altogether. But 
does the Senator think it is right, when each community takes care of 
its own burden, that these widely separated communities like the far 
West and the far East should have an additional one imposed upon 
them for the benefit of the intermediate States ? 

Mr. CALL. No. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why should they? š 

Mr. CALL. Ido not think so. The difficulty is that the Senator 
doesnot take hold of the subject. The proposition is that the short- 
haul rate being allowed to be as great as the long-haul rate, it may be 
less than the cost of transportation over the long distance, and thus 
make the local business pay for it and pay for having their own freight 
burdened with a greater cost and a higher price than the through 
freight. Thus the through freight will go through free, and the local 
freight reach market with the cost of the through freight adged to it. 
Does the Senator think this would be right ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not proposed that it shall be as great as the long- 
haul rate. It is simply an india-rubber provision with reference to 
that left to the discretion of the parties interested or to such conse- 
quences as result from business relations, nothing more. But the ques- 
tion I put to the Senator is this, does he not recognize that all parts of 
the country are burdened with the support of their local rta- 
tion? And in the nature of things it must be higher than that which 
is imposed upon the great through transportation of the country. 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I ize that. : 

Mr. BLAIR. And is not the effect of the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia and the proposition of the Senator from Florida an 
effort to fasten upon the through business of the country the proper ex- 
penditure thatis chargeable to the local transportation? Is it not that? 

Mr. CALL. . Not at all; on the contrary it is to equalize, to make 
people pay their just proportion, to make the farmer in Kansas pay 
his reasonable and proper proportion of the cost of transportation. It 
is not to say that the long distance shall not have a smaller rate of 
charge, but that it shall pay a reasonable proportion, and the inter- 
mediate points pay a reasonable proportion. 

There must be some regulation as to a fair and just apportionment 
upon the productions of the extreme terminal points, as Kansas on the 
one side and Florida on the other. The evidence gathered before the 
Interstate Commerce Committee shows that nearly every business man 
testified to the necessity of such a rule. In the State of Iowa, an in- 
telligent citizen, a machinist and representative man, Mr. Loughran, 


appeared and testified unequivocally in favor of the just apportionment 
both for the through rate and for the short haul or local rate, the 
through business and the local business, showing the injurious effect 
on interniediate points of imposing the cost of the throngh freights in 


‘addition to the cost of the local business on them. 


That is the proposition to beconsidered. Doesit,attain this purpose 
and remedy this evil to say you may charge a¢much fora ten thousand 
mile haul as for one mile? Does it affect the question at all? Weall 
recognize that in this transportation from extreme points to the sea there 
must be a different rate provided, but what rate—what proportion? 
Thatis avery plain proposition. As wassaid by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, railroads are intended to overcome distance. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator state that we in the Senate can 
fix the exact proportion or in any sense fix it? That is what he is 
undertaking to do. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not; but I think if the railroads can make a sys- 
tem of pooling that destroys competition, if they can unify the trans- 
portation of the country, the Congress of the United States ought to 
be able to use that instrumentality if necessary or some other to do by 
law what they do habitually and conclusively, for it is an established 
fact in this testimony thatthe system of pooling by the railroads them- 
selves not only destroys competition but fixes the rates and imposes the 
rates upon the local business of the country; and the question is whether 
the proportion is a satisfactory one, whether the proportion that the 
railroads have imposed upon the local business is a proper proportion 
to be paid in respect to that paid for the through business. 

That is all the question there is in it; and if we can not satisfy and 
solve that problem, if we must allow, according to the evidence from 
Pennsylvania which I read yesterday, such a rate of transportation as 
will drive the agricultural population from the rich lands of Pennsyl- 
vania, or anywhere else, to reach a terminal point from which the trans- 
portation is so much cheaper that they can not compete with it in ag- 
ricultural products, then we can do nothing, then the question how we 
shall prevent that discrimination as against one ‘place or another that 
will be hurtful to existing in whether commerce or agriculture, 
must be answered by saying that it is not in our power, and the report 
of the committee is entirely wrong, and the bill we are discussing of 
no practical use, and we had better lay it on the table and waste no 
further timé in its consideration. y 

Competition has failed todoit. Ifithasnot, then wedo not need this 
law, then the testimony taken by this Interstate Commerce Committee 
is a failure and is untrue, every word of it. If you do need it, then 
arrive at it by some practical process, and that is the proper way to 
prevent that discrimination the intermediate point. Ifyousay 
that it is sufficient to declare that you shall not charge more for 1 
mile than for 10,000 miles, then you have arrived at a practical result, 
but Isay that itis not so. And I am in favor of doing a little more 
now, and declare that the bill shall not authorize them to charge as 
much. I ize the merits of thé bill. It isa step in the right di- 
rection. It is asserting the duty and the power of Congress to legis- 
late against improper discrimination, to arrive at some result by which 
all the different portions of the country will be equally protected and 
no advantage given or taken. © ~° 

` As I said before, there is`a difference between through business, a , 
difference between long distance, between productions which are to be 
sent across the sea ang to be distributed elsewhere, and local business; 
but there is a fact that you must consider, that such a system of rates 
as will impose the whole or an unfair proportion of the cost of trans- 
portation on the local business of the interior is unjust; and that isthe 
great difficulty complained of. The testimony that I read yesterday 
from a very intelligent man upon a very careful computation and esti- 
mate of was that $17,000,000 were paid annually by the people 
of the Eastern States to keep up local business for the through trans- 
portation, and the question is how to adjust a reasonable porportion 
to rest upon the through business of the country and how much on the 
local business. Iam aware of the difficulties of the subject, but the 
country demands legislation by Congress, and it is an imperative neces- 
sity. Ihave no doubt that the legislation proposed in this bill may 
be matured so as to remedy the evils complained of, to the advantage 
of both producers and carriers and consumers. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the difficulties in this question have 
been well stated by a number of Senators. The task the committee 
had to perform was a herculean one. It was impossjble for them to 
produce a bill that was perfect. They have probably done the best 


‘that any committee could have done under the circumstances, and with 


slight modifiations it was my expectation to vote for the bill; but with 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia as part of the bill, 
Ican not do so, because I am entirely satisfied that in its practical 
workings it would greatly embarrass the commerce of this country and 
the people of this country. 

It is said by my friend from Florida, who has just taken his seat 
that all that the amendment of the Senator from: West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN] does is to provide that freights shall not be hauled a longer 
distance for less money, and he puts an extreme case that the road 
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may charge as much for hauling 1 mile as for hauling 10,000 miles 
under that provision of the bill if it shall become a law. If so, let me 
ask what good does the Camden amendment do toward regulating 
railroad traffic and railroad charges, and how does it help the case ? 
What broader latitude of discrimination would any road want than the 
same sum paid for bauling 10,000 miles that it gets for hauling 1 mile? 

But I do not understand that to be the m of the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia atall. It providesin substance that 
there shall not be a less charge for a greater distance than for a short 
distance. Take the points of Chicago and New York as an illustration, 
and say that it is 1,000. miles from one city to the other. We will fix 
the rate, say at 50 cents a hundred pounds between New York and 
Chicago. Under the provisions of the amendment of the Senator from 
WestVirginia we shall not less, as they say, forthe full thousand 
miles than the charge for the first 100 miles. The freight being fixed 
at 50 cents per hundred pounds per hundred miles, if the bill should 
be carried out as they understand it, the railroad would charge 50 cents 
for the first hundred miles, then it might carryiton to New York from 
Chicago for 50 cents for the thousand miles. What is that? Itis5 
cents for each hundred pounds per hundred miles. When the two 
trains have started out, one carrying the local freight 100 miles, for 
which it 50 cents, and the other, the through freight, ranning 
200 miles with its burden, what has it done? It has earned 10 cents; 
5 cents for each 100 miles, which is part of the 50 cents for the thou- 
sand. It charges, therefore, but 10 cents for carrying that freight the 
first 200 miles. Has itnotviolated thislaw? It istrue it has notrun 
through the whole distance; but whenever it has run 101 miles or 200 
miles and the charge is really made for that distance, has been assessed 
and bas been paid, you have hauled a longer distance for less money, 
and you have violated the law. - 7 

Therefore there is 1 difficulty about the proposition laid down by 
the Western Senators whohavespokenthismorning. Ifthe bill becomes 
a law with the Camden amendment contained in it, it is simply an im- 
possibility for the people of Iowa, Illinois, or any State west or north- 
west of those States to ship their grain to New York.or to Georgia, to 
the Southern States or to the Eastern States, or to any other point 
where it has more than five or six hundred miles to go. There is no 
getting away from it. The bill passed in that, shape simply forbids 
foreign commerce to be conducted at all where the products are grown 
at any considerable distance in the interior, and it forbids commerce 
between different sections of our own country waere they are five or 
six hundred miles apart. 

I can not vote for such a measure. . Such a measure carried ont would 
be ruinous not only to the railroad interest but to the interest of the 
people and the producers, and more especially the latter. Possibly the 
railroad interests could take care of themselves toa much greater extent 
than the people could. 

"Tuke the instance that was put yesterday morning by my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER], when the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN] interrogated him on the matter. He asked the Senator from 
West Virginia—— i 

Mr. CALL. Will-the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BROWN. Allow meto get through with this point. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin asked the Senator from West Virginia what pro- 
portion of the freight of the Pennsylvania Railroad was through freight, 
and the Senator from West Virginia replied one-tenth. What will be 
the working under this bill? Nine-tenths of their business is local. 
They must fix their through rates so that they will not ch: less for 
a long haul than for a short haul. This bill enacted into a law would 
of course put them to thinking how they will conduct their business. 
Nine-tenths of it being local and one-tenth of it being through busi- 
ness they would simply make a reasonable advance upon their through 
business, and the advance would be high enough in all probability to 
cut off that through business, but the same advance would be made 
also upon the local business. The through business, one-tenth, they 
would raise in the same proportion that they raised the nine-tenths of 
local business. What would be the result? They would make nine 
times as much as they would lose by discontinuing the through busi- 
ness and raising the rate on local business. How would that help the 
State of West Virginia? It could not help it. ; 

You may by enacting this law destroy their through transportation. 
The railroad company could not live a day on its business and carry 
that freight, because if it is to carry its local business as low as the 
through business it can not live and meet its obligations, and it must 
do that; it will raise both, and that will cut off the through business 
and turn it to the water, and they will make more money out of the 
local business than they make out of both now. i 

Therefore in every way you turn it over there is difficulty in this 

nestion. Senators here do not understand, probably not one of us 
y understands it. There is no rule we can lay down, no chain of 
reasoning we can adopt that will run through the whole case. We 
shall soon find exceptions, we shall soon find embarrassments every 
way we turn it over. It isan extremely difficult question to deal with 
and we are likely to do great harm by injudicious action, well meant 
by every Senator. I do not impugn the motives of anybody. Ihave 
no doubt each and every Senator here is striving to do the very best he 


can to advance the interests of the whole country, but we are treading 
upon very uncertain ground. Itis very doubtful whether we can get 
along at all with such legislation as we are likely to accomplish here. 

Now I will hear the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia as to the rates 
from Chicago to Atlanta, how it is going to injure the commerce either 
of Chicago or Atlanta to say that for a shorter distance 60 cents a hun- 
dred tons shall be paa: 

Mr. BROWN. do not understand that to be the meaning of the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. CALL. Ido. 

Mr. BROWN. There we differ and differ honestly. 

Mr. CALL. The language of the bill is: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the for the transportation of passengers or 
property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer dis- 
tance over the same line, in the same di ion, 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator be right—— t 

Mr. CALL. He can not charge any more. He can charge as much 
for the distance from Chicago to Atlanta as from Chicago to any point. 
Therefore on that road you may charge for every pound of freight on 
every mile of that road under this amendment the same amount that 

ou for the whole distance, but no more. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator’s construction be right, then what pos- 
sible good does the amendment of the: Senator from West Virginia do 
to any living person? How does it prevent extortion or how does it 
prevent discrimination. In other words, what it legalizes here would 
not be extortion or unjust discrimination. What good could it do to 
the people of Georgia or Florida, or of any other State, to enact a law 
and say that the shipper at Chicago may charge as much for the first 
60 miles as he charges to Jacksonville, Fla.? How does that regulate 
commerce? How does that regulate rates? - How does it do anybody 
any good? It leaves it in a great deal worse condition than it is now 
if the railroads do all they would then have a legal right to do. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ? 
The provision is that they can not charge more from West Virginia to 
Baltimore than they from Chicago to Baltimore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Willthe Senator from Georgia allow me to ask the 
Senator from West Virginia a question? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir, .a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask whether any railroad company does charge 
or ever has charged the same rate for carrying goods from West Virginia 
to Baltimore as from Chicago to Baltimore? 

Mr. CAMDEN. They sometimes charge more from West Virginia 
to Baltimore than they charge from Chicago to Baltimore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the rates of freight from Chicago to Eastern 
ports for aseries of years, including the rates from West Virginia points 
to New York, and they disprove entirely the statement which the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia has made a number of times in the course of 
this discussion. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will say to the Senator then his reports are wrong, 
for I know the fact I have stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These are the official reports of Mr. Fink, the com- 
missioner of the trunk lines, publishell to the world from time to time, 
from 1876 down to the present time. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I want to ask the Senator a question right there. 
Does Mr. Fink say that the rates from Chigago to Baltimore are not 
more than the rates from West Virginia to Baltimore on cattle? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course, the Senator will understand that I 
mean the same kind of freight from both points. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I mean that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not the figures for cattle, but I have in my 
hand the figures for wheat for a series of ten years from both points, 
and I find that when the-rate was 18 cents from Chicago to New York 
the rate from Wheeling to New York was 11 cents. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam not speakingof Wheeling, I want the Senator 
to understand. Wheeling is a competitive point. But 50 miles from 
Wheeling, from Parkersburg or Grafton or some point on the Baltimore 
and Ohio and it was double what the rate from Wheeling was, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ought it not to be on some local road, from some 
inaccessible point? 

Mr. CAMDEN. It is on the same road, going in the same direction. 

Mr. ALDRICH.. Does the Senator think the rates ought to be more 
from a point where it has competition by water than from a point that 
is inaccessible to competition of that kind? : 5 

Mr. CAMDEN. Isay to the Senator that on the same road, goingin 
the same direction, the road ought not to charge more from a point that 
is 100 miles nearer to market than from a point that is 100 miles more 
distant, going in thesame direction, over the same rails, and at the same 
expense. 
Mr. ALDRICH, Ought it to charge as much? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I do not think it should, but we are disposed to be 
liberal on that question and give the railroads a large margin of discre- 
tion. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould be glad, if the Senator from Georgia would 
allow me to interrupt for a moment longer, to have the Senator from 
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West Virginia give us the figures, the price of the transportation of 

cattle from Chicago to Baltimore and from the point in West Virginia 

io the discrimination is, that we may have an investigation of the 
ct. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Ido not know that I can give the exact figures, and 
if I could I would not be disposed to do so. Iam not making any par- 
ticular railroad the object of my amendment; I am contending for a 
principle which ought to apply to all railroads on freight going in the 
same direction over the same line of road. If the facts do not exist, 
then my amendment does not hurt anybody; if the facts do exist, the 
matter ought to be corrected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not suppose the Senator was basing his 
amendment on merely a hypothetical case, but thought he knew the 
facts which justified it. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam not placing it on a hypothetical case. 

Mr. BROWN. My honorable friend from West Virginia says he is 
contending for a principle in his amendment. I take it therefore, of 
course, according to his understanding of it, that he is contending for 
a just principle. He says that justice requires that no less amount 
should be charged for a longer than a shorter distance, but you may 
charge as much for a shorter as for a longer distance. 

What justice is there as a principle of transportation in permittinga 
railroad that runs between Chicago and New York to charge the same 
rate from Chicago to New York that it charges from West Virginia to 
New York? Why not make it more or less? Why confine it to just 
- the same? Why say that you shall not charge less for the longer dis- 
tance? Why not make the charge just so much per mile? In other 
words, how is it just to charge as much for a thousand miles as you 
charge for 20 miles; and it is admitted that that could be done under 
the Senator’s amendment? Is that right? Is thata principle? Is it 
a just principle that the Senator is contending for? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I do not contend that that is a just principle, but 
I contend that railroads must have a certain amount of discretion in 
fixing their rates in order not to do them an injustice. By the amend- 
ment they are simply limited to not charging more for a shorter than 
a longer distance. I am content to take that amendment, one step 
that much in advance, and leave that discretion. Of course the bill 
will regulate itself; it will equalize the freights. When it comes to 
competitive points the difference in distance must be recognized, and 
rates will be made different from the original point of departure, and 
that rate will apply to the next nearer point, and so on. 

Mr. BROWN. What possible good does my friend do the country by 
curbing or limiting the railroad discretion when he lays downa rule by 
his amendment that they may charge as much for 20 miles as they do 
for a thousand miles? It is admitted that that is the amendment. 
Everybody who speaks on that side admits that and states that. If 
that is the justice of the rule I do not see how much more unjust it could 
be made. If you allow the railroad presidents that much discretion in 
fixing the rates, and it is safe to leave the discretion to charge as much 
for 20 miles as they do for a thousand miles, would it not be safe to leave 
the whole matter to their discretion as well? A 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iwillask the Senator aquestion, if he will Allow me. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, if it is not too long. 

Mr. CAMDEN. While that discretion does exist, yetis it nota step 
in the right direction to say that they shall not charge twice as múch 
for 10 miles as they do for 1,000 miles, which in some cases they are 
doing? You limit it by the amendment. 1 

Mr. BROWN. No; my friend can not find, I suppose, anywhere in 
the world where twice as much is charged for. 10 miles as is charged 
for 1,000 miles. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iadmit that, but the Senator put it in that ex- 
treme view and I accepted the statement. 

Mr. BROWN. I put it only in this extreme view: The Senator ad- 
mits himself that they may charge as much for 20 miles as they do fora 
thousand miles. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Under the amendment. ' 

Mr. BROWN. I say there could not be a more unjust discretion 
vested in any body of men or any railroad presidents than the bill gives 
them by that amendment. Therefore nothing is done for the country 
by the amendment, because the discretion is as unlimited and as broad 
as any railroad men could desire it. But if the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has not made it broad enough my friend from Florida certainly 
has, for he says that they charge as much for 1 mile as they charge for 
10,000 miles under the amendment. What more discretion does any 
railroad man want? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to correct the statement of the Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. I will submit to a question, but not to a speech. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am not going to make a speech. The Senator 
wants to get at the correct application? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes; I want the correct statement. 

Mr. CAMDEN. While the principle is true as contained in the 
amendment it is not the actual practice. If there were but two points, 
a point 10 miles from New York and a point a thoysand miles from 
New York, and freights come only from those two points, that condi- 
tion of things would exist; but when a railroad takes freight all along 


and is not allowed to charge more for a shorter than a longer distance, 
each point regulates the next point to it, and'in that way the amend- 
ment will to some extent equalize freights throughout the country. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from West Virginia in my opinion is 
wrong again; practically he is not right. Freights are at Chicago and 
the owner wants to remove them to New York. Other freights are at 
Chicago and the owner wants to remove them out to a station 20 miles 
on the line toward New York. ‘There is nothing whatever in his 
amendment which prevents the railroad from charging the same rate 
for the 20 miles that it charges for the thousand miles, or whatever the 
distance may be to New York. Therefore, take his rule and apply it 
in practice and it will not work. It will embarrass everything; it will 
break up and almost destroy, as I have already stated, the foreign 
commerce of this country, and very seriously cripple the inland coni- 
merce between the different States and sections of the country. 

If we are going to regulate this business at all, let us regulate it on 
some just basis; let us fix rates upon a basis that is equitable and just 
all the way through, and let commerce take care of itself; but let us 
not say that itis a just rule, and that we are regulating railroads when 
we authorize them to charge as much for 20 miles as they charge for a 
thousand miles, or as much for 1 mile as they do for 10,000 miles, as 
Senatorsadmit. Thatisnoregulation ofcommerce which helps the peo- 
ple or helps anybody else. That is no regulation of commerce which 
is worth anything to anybody. But that is all that is offered to us 
under the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

I wish before I take my seat to call attention to one other matter. 
The committee found itslabors to be exceedingly great, and yet after all 
it has done it has brought before usa very imperfect thing in the shape 
of the best bill, taken as a whole, that probably has ever been produced 
on this subject. Wehave in thiscountry I know not how many miles of 
navigablerivers; probably some member of the Committee on Commerce 
knows. It is a very long distance whenitis all puttogether. Weap- 
propriate annually from $10,000,000 to $15,000,000 to keep those water 
ways inrepair. Wemakeanimmense outlay. The Creatorhas formed 
them for the use of the people inhabiting this country, and the appro- 
priations which are made to keep them in condition, in my opinion, 
are wise, and we ought to do that. It aids in regulating commerce. 
It aids by competition with the railroad systems; and itis a public 
highway made by nature for use to which the people are entitled. 

Why is it, though, let me ask, that there is no attempt to regulate 
the river transportation? It permeates every section. Itis all the 
time competing with the railroads. The furthest that the committee 
goes I understand is that where a water line makes a link in a through 
line it is treated as part of the line; but where it is a separate line run- 
ning steamers, between Cincinnati and Memphis for instance, we turn 
them loose without any regulation whatever. 

If we are going, as my friend from West Virginia says, to lay down 
sound principles and just rules to regulate commerce, why should we 
not regulate the whole of it? Why leave these millions and millions 
of tons subject to the whim and caprice of the navigation companies? 

I have before me a statement, gotten up bya railroad man of a great 
deal of experience, in reference to some of this river transportation, 
and I should like to show how they observe the long and the short 
haul. We are insisting here as to railroads that we must establish 
stringent rules, as the honorable Senator from Iowa said, iron-clad 
rules, regulating that question. . 

Why do we not regulate it, where it appears to be grossly unequal, 
on the rivers? We do notattemptitatall. Itshows how merely ten- 
tative legislation of this sort must be. We can take scarcely any step 
that we do not take at a great hazard. The committee doubtless felt 
that it was in this ease too large an affair to undertake to-regulate the 
railroads and the river transportation. At the same time the two run 
side by side in competition with each other in numerous cases. 

But let us see whether they observe the rule that you must 
no less for a longer distance than you do for a shorter distance, and if 
they do not, itis to be hoped that my friend from West Virginia or some 
other person who wants to make this rule just and reguiate the whole 
affair will bring forward proper amendments to regulate it.” I refer first 
to the Ohio River. There are three or four classes of freights and they 
all run through with a good deal of regularity, each class being a little 
lower than the preceding one. I subjoin the whole table, so that the 
whole of it may appear in the RECORD. A perusal of it will show that 
these steamboat lines charge a larger sum for a less distance than for a 
greater distance as a constant daily practice. 


Rates of transportation via river. 
OHIO RIVER. 


VIA CINCINNATI AND LOUISVILLE UNITED STATES MAIL LINE COMPANY. 


j | 
Dry | Oil and = 
| goods. | whisky. Tieni Nails. 
lj 
1. Cincinnati to Louisville,131 miles....... $0 19 $0 35 | $0 12} $0 04 
Cincinnati to Rising Sun, 36} miles...... 15| 40 | 18. |iansireseetzee 
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VIA MEMPHIS AND CINCINNATI PACKET COMPANY. 


Oil and | Sugar and 
whisky.| coffee. 


2. Cincinnati to Evansville, Ind., 315 miles......... $0 15 $0 40 $0 12} 
Cincinnati to: Maukport, Ind., 175 miles........... 20 50 17} 
8. Cincinnati to Cairo, Ill., 500 miles...... 15 40 125 
Cincinnati to Elizabethton, IL., 409 mil 5 60 20 
VIA CINCINNATI AND NEW ORLEANS PACKET COMPANY. 
Whisky, 
Meat. per bar- 
- rel, 
4. Cincinnati to New Orleans, 1,513 miles. .............s000cee00 $0 20 


5. Cincinnati to Leota Landing, Miss., 1,043 miles........... 


LOWER MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
SAINT LOUIS AND NEW ORLEANS—ANCHOR LINE, 


6. Memphis to New Orleans, La., 775 miles.. 
7. Memphis to Columbia, Ark., 216 miles... 


ARKANSAS RIVER. 
ARKANSAS RIVER PACKET COMPANY, 


| Cts. Cts.| Cts.| Cts.| Cts. 
8. Memphis to Pine Bluff, Ark., 200 miles..| 35 | 28 | 25 | 22 
9, Memphis to Hopedale, Ark., 164 miles.| 50 | 40 | 35 | 30 


GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS. 
GREEN AND BARREN RIVER NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Fourth 
class. 
10. Evansville to Bowling Green, 125 miles.......scccsrssessssccsesesssueeseneeeees | goa7 
10, Evansville to Rochester, Ky., 75 Miles..........ccsseeceeescesseenscsreceenensenes | 
p 
MISSOURI RIVER. 
MISSOURI RIVER PACKET COMPANY. 
Fourth 
class. 
11. Boonville, Mo., to Kansas City, Mo., 214 miles | $0 15 


11. Boonville, Mo., to Cambridge, Mo., 40 miles.... 


UPPER MISSISSIPPL RIVER. 


L| 2 


12, Saint Louis to Saint Paul, Minn., 739 miles. 
13. Saint Louis to Cassville, Minn.,-468 miles =| 


In the matter of injustice in the long and short haul, and on the sub- 
ject of pools and combinations, I have reliable information that steam- 
boat lines indulge in such practices to a greater extent even than rail- 
roads. 

There are three steamboat lines at Cincinnati, Ohio, navigating the 
Ohio and Mississippi Rivers below Cincinnati, to wit: 

The Cincinnati and Louisville United States Mail Line, between 
Cincinnati and Louisville; the Cincinnati and Memphis Packet Com- 
pany, between Cincinnati and Memphis; and the Cincinnati and New 
Orleans Packet Company, between Cincinnati and New Orleans. 

These rivers are nature’s great gift, improved with appropriations 
from the National Government. ‘Thesteamboats are common carriers, 
and yet by agreement between these three open companies, the Cin- 
cinnati and Louisville United States Mail is given all the traffic be- 
tween Cincinnati and Louisville and intermediate points, the Cincin- 
nati and Memphis Packet Company all the traffic between Louisville and 


$0 15 


t 
| 18 


EIET 


Memphis, and the Cincinnati and New Orleans Packet Company all the 
traffic between Memphis and New Orleans. In other words, neither 
the Cincinnati and Memphis Packet Company nor the Cincinnati and 
New Orleans Packet Company competes with the United States Mail 
Line on traffic between Cincinnati and Louisville. 

Neither the United States Mail Line nor Cincinnati and New Orleans 
Packet Company competes with the Cincinnati and Memphis Packet 
Company on traffic between Cincinnati and Memphis, Tenn., and neither 
the United States Mail Line nor the Cincinnati and Memphis Packet 
Company competes with the Cincinnati and New Orleans Packet Com- 
pany on business between Cincinnatiand New Orleans below Memphis, 
Tenn. 

All these lines navigate portions of the same river, and yet by com- 
bination they divide territory and destroy competition, and if an in- 
dependent boat is put into the trade to give the people the benefit of 
competition, they take a boat out of the regular line, start it after the 
independent boat, running it on the same days, to and from the same 
points, at ruinously low rates, until the independent boatis, for want of 
revenue to sustain itself, forced into the combination or tied up on the 
banks of the river by the sheriff for debt accumulated during the fight. 

What is said of the Ohio and Mississippi River packet companies will 
apply with equal force to combinations between steamboat lines in other 
rivers. 

I have before me the freight tariffs of all the companies where I have 
referred to the discrimination as to a longer and shorter haul, which 
will sustain all that I hayesaid. If any Senator has any curiosity to . 
see them they will be at his disposal. Here is one of the largest 
branches of interstate commerce of any other, that of all the navigable 
rivers in the United States, where we are making no attempt to regu- 
late it. We are leaving those lines to form such combinations as they 
please, to form such pools as they please, to make such a ents 
for mutual protection as they choose. They may drop out of the line 
when they pleasé and charge twice as much for a short haul as they do 
for a long haul; and yet we are wrangling as to how we shall regulate 
railroads and leaving all that business open. 

I think before we conclude this debate, and before we take the final 
vote on the fourth section, I shall offer an amendment so as to include 
transportation by common carriers on rivers. If it is right as to rail- 
roads it is right as to rivers. Ido not go into the ocean or into the 
lakes, but where there isa river and a steamboat running upon the 
river, I do not see why the same rule should not apply to that which 
appia to the road that is built alongside the river. 

believe these are all the observations I care to submit at present. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it seems to me that a natural and ob- 
vious proposition of justice is that a man shall be paid according to 
the labor he does. I do not see how any one can deny that. The 
tendency of all the workings of human society is to inequality, and as 
much as that is to be regretted in a democratic form of governmen 
in many things it is not possible to avoid it. The diligent man wi 
get ahead of the slothful one; the careful and thrifty man will surpass 
the negligent and extravagant one; the sober man will exceed the 
drunkard; the able man will pass far beyond the weak man; so that 
in most things it is not possible for government to help it or attempt 
to remedy this inequality. 

But surely, sir, all will agree that it is proper that government by leg- 
islation should not contribute to this inequality. Corporations given 
an artificial existence by government for purposes of serving the public 
are affected with a public interest, as the courts say. They are there- 
fore public servants, and their conduct is subject to correction, regula- 
tion, and control on the part of the power which calls them into being 
and gives them their privileges. 

One of the most obvious duties on the part of the Government there- 
fore is to prevent abuses, and to correct inequalities which these cor- 
porations create between those who patronize them. One of the most 
obvious of all those inequalities is the one we are attempting to te 
and control by the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, to 
wit, in the language of the bill, if I quote it correctly, that no railroad 
shall charge more for the shorter than for the greater distance when the 
freight is carried in the same direction and over the same line of road. 
The Senator from Georgia objects to the converse of the proposition as 
being quite as unjust as the proposition itself; that is to say, that itis 
unjust to permit the roads, which the bill after the adoption of the 
amendment would do, to charge as much for the short haul as they do 
for the greater one. That isadmitted. I do not suppose there is any 
pretense on the part of those who favor the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia that it is just in a corporation to charge as much 
for the short haul as it does for the long one. The proposition is sim- 
ply to redress a part of the injustice by saying that the corporations 
shall not charge more. 

I admit the inefficiency of the bill in its whole arrangement and I 
have only favored it as tentative legislation in the proper direction. 
It falls far short of doing justice, but we have been so often warned of 
the danger of attempting to interfere with commerce, which weare told 
should be left to its own devices and to work out its own salvation ac- 
cording to the laws of political economy, generally resulting in damuge 
to the people—we have been, I say, so often warned of the danger of in- 
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terfering, that it seems that legislators are afraid to set the coulter very 
deep at the beginning, and instead of saying by the bill that a corpora- 
tion should neither charge more for the short haul than for the long 


- one, and should not charge as much for the short haul as for the long 


one, we stop short on the first proposition, to see if the world is going 
to come to an end before we try something more. 

It reminds me very much of the story of a man who went into a saloon 
in some Western country where they sold a quality of liquor which used 
to be known in your country, sir (Mr. SEWELLin the chair], as Jersey 
lightning. [Laughter.] He called for two glasses, which the saloon- 
keeper accommodatingly poured out for him. He saw an antiquated, 
odoriferous, and oleaginous African standing near by, and he called to 
him and asked him if he did not want to take a drink. With a tragic 
air which would have done credit to ap actor he said, ‘Boss, I’ll tell 
you no lié about it, I would;’’? whereupon the colored gentleman drank 
his spirits, and the white customer who had called for the two glasses 
went and took a seat. The saloon-keeper asked him if he was not 
going to drink his spirits. He said, ‘‘ Please wait fifteen minutes, and 
if that nigger don’t die I will try mine.” [Laughter.] 

The proposition here isadmitted on all sides that itis not only wrong, 
but it isan outrage tocharge a man who lives 100 miles from Chicago— 
for that is thé town which now is attracting more attention than any 
other city in the Union, I believe—as much for hauling his freight from 
Chicago 100 miles as is charged to the man whose freight is hauled from 
Chicago a thousand miles to New York. I sayit is not only admitted 
that that is an outrage, but that it is even an outrage to charge him as 
much as is charged to the man who has the long haul from Chicago to 
New York. But so fearful are we of disturbing commerce, so terrible 
are the dangers which overhang us if we undertake to control a ring, 
that we have concluded to try the effect of limiting the charge to the 
same for the hundred miles that is charged for the thousand miles, and 
then if there is nota great cataclysm and nature is not convulsed we 
may perhaps yield to the demands of the shippers of the country and 
after a while say that the corporation shall not charge quite as much. 

Let us take this and be thankful, and like St. Paul when he came in 
sight of the Three Taverns, thank God and take courage. Iam will- 
ing for one to try it; and I should like to meet any gentleman in dis- 
cussion before a crowd of people who had shipments to make as to the 
justice of this proposition. This is a different foram. Iwould divide 
time with him, sir, and give him the beginning and closing on the 
proposition that it is right to a man as much for 100 miles’ haul 
as for 1,000 miles. Senators on the other side, I believe, do not pre- 
tend to justify it upon abstract principles of right and wrong, but they 
say that it would operate against the man who has the long haul, it 
would increase his freights, and it would increase the rates from the 
great West to the seaboard. 

Mr. President, what does thatadmit? It admits that under thein- 
fluence of competition the railroads are hauling freight from distant 
points in the great West at rates by which they make no money, and 
that they are maintaining their roads by an extortion upon the men 
who live at the intermediate points and whose shipments come within 
the meaning of the short haul. That is what it means. 

Mr. PLA’ Will the Senator from North Carolina allow: me to 
make a su; ion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair), Does the 
Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that it appeared from the evidénce 
which was taken by the Interstate Commerce Committee that except 
in rare instances, perhaps for a short time, any through railroad busi- 
ness was done at rates which did not under the circumstances pay some- 
thing. I have heard it stated over and over here that the through busi- 
ness was being done at a loss or done at rates which paid nothing, but 
I do not think such is the fact. I think this is the fact, however—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator to explain—— 

Mr. PLATT. Let me finish my sentence, please. I think it is the 
fact, however, that the business is done at a rate which if applied to the 
whole traffic would not earn a great deal of money, which would not 
earn money enough to pay any dividends upon the securities of the 


company. 

Mr. HOAR. That is exactly what I wanted to have the Senator ex- 
plain. I beg his pardon. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam obliged to the Senator from Connecticut for the 
suggestion. I was going to argue the other branch of the proposition. 
The argument here is either a confession that they are losing money on 
the long haul which they are obliged to make up by extortion upon 
the short haul, or else it is an admission that they are making money 
on the long haul, and therefore their extortion upon the short haul is 
absolute robbery. 

Mr. KENNA. That is a self-evident proposition. 

Mr. VANCE. It is a self-evident proposition, I think. So long as 
Senators give us the reason that we can not maintain these great lines, 
that we can not afford facilities to that great and boundless and fertile 
West which would enable it to throw its products upon the markets of 
the seaboard and into Europe without this extortion wpon the short 
haul, then it is a very respectable argument founded upon necessity, 


and would come well within the meaning of the terms which are 
usually applied to a high protective tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to him 
for his answer ?, 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot myself in my vote agree that the charge for 
the short haul is an extortion, whether it be less than the charge for 
the long haul or not, necessarily. I do not understand that that is ad- 
mitted by any considerable number of persons in the country. There 
have been such times in the past, but it is not claimed that the rail- . 
road rates to-day are such anywhere, unless there may be very few ex- 
ceptions indeed, that they can be construed as an extortion. 

As I understand the proposition, it is exactly this, which I might illus- 
trate by a very simple instance of a stage-coach. Suppose you have got 
a stage-coach running from a point 20 miles out of Elizabeth City, or 
any other town in your State, and it can take eight passengers a day, 
who are dropped on the way, and it charges them adollar apiece. That 
charge just pays the entire expense and cost of the line, the drivers’ 
wages, supporting the horses, and repairing the vehicle and harness, and 
that is all; there is no profit. At the end of the road the stage is com- 
peted with by a railroad, which takes rs from end to end of that 
road for half a dollar apiece. Ifthe stage charged the who 
went the whole length the full dollar which it the others, which 
is a fair price, it would not get any of them; but still by taking in com- 
petition with the railroad at half a dollar the few passengers it can get 
to go through, it enables it to make a little profit and that keeps the 
line out. - 

That is precisely a very homely and simple illustration of this rail- 
road problem as it appears to us who vote against the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia; and it does not answer our argument 
or help us to be won over to the other side to call it a comparison of 
extortion committed on one set of people for the benefit of another. 
These railroads are built primarily for the use of the localities through 
which they go. The land is taken, the right of eminent domain ex- 
ercised, through those localities, and the railroads are to be compelled 
by the bill to deal with them at reasonable rates without extortion; 
and if they undertake any extortion on a single locality in the United 
States affected by interstate commerce, here is a mechanism which will 
cure that defect, as we hope and believe. ; 

That being done and the rigtts of these parties being secured, here 
is a railroad running from Chicago to New York or Boston which says: 
“Tf I undertake to charge the same reasonable rates for the wheat 
which I take from point to point, I can not compete with.the water 
way, I can not compete with the Canadian railroad, and I can not get 
it at all, because the farmer, on paying me that same rate, can not sell 
it in the European countries, he can notafford to raise it, and the com- 
munity will stop. But having this apparatus of cars and railroad 
track and so on, running for the benefit of these localities, I can take 
on this through business ‘at a less rate than I am charging them, and 
still make something on the whole.” 

Perhaps I am all wrong in this, but it does seem to me that there 
should come from gentlemen who think so an answer to the argument 
as I have stated it, and that the timeshould not be wasted in trying to 
persuade us that we must stop extortion or that there is any extortion 
on the localities. R 

Let me repeat once more, the bill has a mechanism independent of 
the fourth section which, if it works and so far as the bill has any vigor 
or vitality at all, is to afford a remedy in the courts for every man 
who travels asa passenger or sends any freight ten miles, so it be a pas- 
sage from one State to another, throughout this entire country, and 
that is to be put astop to as far as we can. . 

Now, then, the Senator comes in and says, when you have done that, 


ifa rai finds that there is some through business which it is to do 
in competition with the water ways, or with the Grand Trunk Railroad, 
or the Mississippi River, or the Atlantic Ocean, or which it is to do to 


carry grain to Europe, which, unless it does at half price will not be 
done at all, you shall not do it at half price except on, the condition 
that the entire business of that road is done at half price. > 

Mr, VANCE. Mr. President, I yielded for a question and I got a 


Mr. HOAR. No; Idid not ask the Senator to yield fora question; I 
asked him to yield for a suggestion, and he got one. : 

Mr. VANCE. Then I got aspeech for a suggestion. Iyielded fora 
short haul and I got a long one. [Laughter.] That is another in- 
stance of the extortion which is practiced upon short-haulers. 

Mr. HOAR. If my honorable friend will haul that proposition of 
mine any distance whatever I should like to look on at the process. 

“Mr. VANCE. If I were to haul that proposition far I should think 
I had nade a water-haul. [Langhteron the floor and in the galleries. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order will be preserved in the gal- 
leries. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to know if my friend from Massachu- 
setts objects in a matter of morals to the proposition that all men should 
be charged according to the service which is rendered them; that all 
men should be taxed according to their ability to pay? Iam sure he 
would not; he has not. 
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tion by railroad 


Many ingenious efforts, such as comparing 
to a stage-coach, have been made to ayoid the force and effect of the 
ition, but it remains the same; that in all human transactions a 


man should be charged according to the service which is rendered him. 

Mr. President, if you will pardon me for giving an illustration in 
my homely way, I was down in the lunch-room but a short while ago. 
I took a sandwich and a glass of milk, which was a very short haul. 
A Senator not far from me took a porter-house steak and accompani- 
ments. That was a long haul. Now, do you not know that if the 
keeper of the restaurant had charged me more for that short haul than 
he did my neighbor for the long haul there would have been a dis- 
turbance of the peace in this Capitol before many minutes. [Laugh- 
ter.] The matter is too plain to talk about, it is too open and palpa- 
ble to doubt. No man of common sense, no man out of an idiotic 
asylum, doubts the soundness of the proposition that you must pay 
for what you get, and that you must be charged according to the serv- 
ice which is rendered. 

Those of us who fayor this relief to the people of this country, who 
favor this proposition, admit that the Senate of the United States or 
Congress or eyen the islatures of the States for that matter having 
railroads wholly within their States can not resolve themselves into a 
board of directors and determine every individual item of charge that 
a railroad shall make. Nobody is attempting to do that; but we are 
attempting within bounds and within safe and reasonable bounds to 
place or limit upon the power of a railroad corporation to charge what- 
soever it pleases without regard to service or distance. That is what 
we are attempting to do by this amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield? 

Mr. VANCE. I yield to the Senator rising to ask a question. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill makes a provision that the short hauls 
shall not be charged more than a reasonable and just price. 

Mr. VANCE. I know. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No railroad company under the bill can charge 
for a short haul more than a reasonable price. Now, is there any ob- 
jection to permitting the sameroad to haul a longer distance for the same 
sum if it so pleases? : 

Mr. VANCE. I understand that, sir. Whois to say what is rea- 
sonable? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The commissioners under the bill and the courts 
can determine that question. 

Mr. VANCE. The bill allows them to charge as much, not more, 
and that is a construction for the courts or the commissioners. 

Mr. McMILLAN. As much as what? 

Mr. VANCE. As much as for the long haul. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The onlyregulation is that they shall not charge 
more than a reasonable price in all cases, and therefore the short haul 
can not be charged more than is reasonable. Now, you deprive the 
communities of the benefit of all the competition for long hauls where 
the roads would be compelled to charge a lower price where there is 
competition. i 

Mr. VANCE. Ifthe Senator will excuse me, that is precisely what 
I desire todo. I desire to deprive any portion of the American people 
of the benefits of competition which competition is maintained at the 
expense of the rest of us. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But the competition is not so maintained; the 
short-haul people have the limitation of the law that they shall not be 

more than a reasonable sum, and the courts can enforce that 
law. Then the only provision of the bill is as to a long haul, that 
where competition exists the communities can have the benefit of it; 
and by placing this limitation upon it you destroy competition on com- 
merce throughout the country, A 

Mr, KENNA. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow me to 
make a suggestion in that connection ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. KENNA. The right spirit of the provision in the bill as it now 
stands, and as embodied in the amendment of my colleague which was 
adopted yesterday, and as it has been presented*to Congress in both 
Houses in one form or another for fifteen years and more with reference 
to the question of the reasonableness of the charge as suggested by the 
Senator from Minnesota, is in the abstract, and if you choose to put it 
so, in the arbitrary proposition that it can never bé reasonable to charge 
more for hauling a car-load of freight a hundred miles thana thousand 
miles, or more for 2,000 miles than for 3,000 miles. The only limita- 
tion which the amendment imposes is involved in the proposition that 
while you may charge as much for 10 miles as for 10,000 miles, you 
shall not under the Constitution of this country, which imposes upon 
Congress not only the power but the duty to regulate the interstate 
commerce of the country, charge more forshorter than for longer hauls, 
and thereby invest the railroad corporations of the country with the ar- 
bitrary, undisputed, and unquestioned right and power to regulate the 
interstate commerce of fifty million people. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In that connection permit me to show the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia that he is mistaken. 


ne Ishall be delighted, if Iam mistaken, to discover 

e 
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Mr. KENNA. Itake issue of fact with the Senator. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Just let meshow the Senator that heis mistaken. 
For a short haul the bill prevents any railroad company from charging ° 
an unreasonable rate, and it requires it to charge a reasonable sum. 

‘Mr. KENNA. Precisely. 4 

Mr. McMILLAN. It does not require the railroad company to 
charge any sum; it does not fix any price; so that it may charge less 
than a reasonable sum if it:desires to do so. 

Mr. KENNA. The companies ought to be prohibited by law from 
charging less than a reasonable’sum. That is essential. à 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the railroad company for the long haul sees 
proper to charge less than a reasonable sum, it may do it, and where 
competition exists it may be compelled to doit in order to get the trade; 
and the communities where the competition exists have the benefit of 
it. But by compelling them to charge more than they would other- 
wise be required to , you establish a reasonable rate at an inter- 
mediate point. Then the reasonable rate must be charged for the 
longer haul, and it must be greater, so that all competition is taken 
away. 

Mr. KENNA. The proposition of the Senator from Minnesota, like 
the proposition of every Senator on this floor who urges opposition to 
the amendment, that the railroad should not only be allowed but should 
be required to charge reasonable rates, involves us in the old geomet- 
rical question as to the sizeof a lump of chalk. Whatconstitutesa rea- 
sonable rate is precisely the thing which the people of this country are 
unwilling to leave to the arbitrary discretion of the railroad commis- 
sion. 

I do not want to interrupt my friend the Senator from North Caro- 
lina in his speech, but I do want to reiterate the fact that in the amend- 
ment of my colleague which was adopted yesterday, and which seems 
to be the bone of contention here, the simple principle is announced 
that without interfering with railroad rates—I dislike to hear the term 
‘rates’? mentioned in the line of this discussion, because there is no 
question of rate involved in it—without reference of any kind or char- 
acter whatever to interference with the traflic of far; or their 
freights, it has heen deemed by the friends of this measure a reasona- 
ble limitation that they should not be allowed to charge in gross more 
for a shorter haul, even if that shorter haul be 10 miles, than for a 
longer haul, even if that longer haul be a thousand miles. It is an 
equalization which is essential to restoring to Congress a prerogative 
which has heretofore been usurped by the railroad companies of this 
country to control its interstate commerce and to give to the West or 
any other section the great markets of the East, giving to the one to 
we ezeigsion of the other. That is the real principle involved in it 

er all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. KENNA. I cannot yield thetimeof my friend the Senator from 
North Carolina. I should be glad to do so, if I had an opportunity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask the Senator from North Carolina if he 
will allow me to ask the Senator from West Virginia a question? 

Mr. VANCE. What is the Senator’s object in interripting me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwish to ask the Senator from West Virginia a 
single question. 

Mr. VANCE. Isit a Massachusetts question ora Rhode Island ques- 
tion? [Langhter.]_ - 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isa Rhode Island question. I wish to ask the 
Senator from West Virginia if I understand him aright in saying that 
under the provisions of the fourth section of this bill as it has been 
amended on the motion of his colleague it would be lawful for a rail- 
road company to charge the same sum for carrying certain freights 10 
miles or 10,000 miles? That is what I understand to be his proposition. 

Mr. KENNA. Under the law as it stands now they may charge a 
man as nuch for carrying a horse fifty-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH.. I am not talking about the law as it stands, but 
as it would be under the provision of the fourth section as amended. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam going to answer the Senator if he will permit 
me and if my friend the Senator from North Carolina will permit me. 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. Under the law as it now stands a railroad company 
may charge a man for carrying a horse 25 feet as much, or as many 
times more as it pleases, as it charges the same man or any other man 
for carrying a horse across this continent. This provision does not in- 
terfere withthat. This provision undertakes, and that is the real mean- 
ing of it; that is the spirit in which ten years ago, and more than ten 
years ago, the fourth section of what is known as the bill, 
which is involvedin the améndment, was framed, namely, to divestthe 
railroad company and to reinvest Congress with the powers conferred 
upon it and imposed upon it under the Constitution to regulate the in- 
terstate commerce of this country. We do not say, and the friends of 
this measure do not pretend to admit, that it is right, or thatit is fair, 
or that it is just, or that it can be defended, that a railroad company 
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should charge a man as much for carrying a car-load of cattle, for in- 
stance, 50 miles as 500 miles or 5,000 miles; but this amendment does 
not interfere with that proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then it can be done? 

Mr. KENNA. It admits at least the exercise of the power of the 
railroad company to equalize this question by carrying a car-load of 
cattle from San Francisco to New York as cheaply as from Saint Louis 
to New York; butit denies to the railroad corporations of the country 
the power to say that they will give to Baltimore, Saint Louis, or Chi- 
cago over Wheeling, or give to any particular shipping point in any 
State over a shipping point in another State a monopoly of the market 
on the seaboard, and thereby usurp and exercise powers and functions 
to regulate the interstate commerce of the country and make markets 
at will for their favorites. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope some time later on in the discussion the 
Senator will give us his reasons for stopping in the reform just at the 
point he does and why he continues to limit it. 

Mr. KENNA. ‘The Senator from West Virginia has no disposition 
to stop in this reform; and the Senator from Rhode Island has intelli- 
gence enough to understand the difference between a movement to take 
hold of the business of the railroads of the country and run it and a 
movement to assert on the part of Congress its power and its duty to 
regulate the interstate commerce of the country. Iam in favor of this 
measure of reform; and where does the Senator stand? Let him go as 
a as I doin the line of reform and then complain that I do not go 

her. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it has been so long since I was on the 
floor that I have forgotten what I intended to say, I believe. I wasgoing 
to say something, I think, on the subject of all freights having to be 
reasonable and just, and to comment somewhat upon the difficulty of 
coming to a conclusion as to what was reasonable and just. It appears 
to be a ‘faithful saying and worthy of all acceptation,” but I think in 
practice it-will be very difficult to arrive at what is reasonable and just. 
A witty man once remarked that a man and his wife were one it is 
true, but which one was a big question. [Laughter. ] 

What enters into the elements of a just freight charge? Will you 
compare with the charges that were once made by the wagoner on the 
dirt road? How will you arrive at it? Will you take into considera- 
tion the interest upon capital; and if so, how much and what profit 
shall be allowed? It seems to me that much the most practical way 
to remedy this defect is not to trust to the commissioners, whoever they 
may be, for arriving at a conclusion, however reasonable and just, but 
to fix a boundary at least beyond which they shall not pass by saying 
that they shall not charge more; and then I shall have no objection to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa that this shall not be con- 
strued to mean that they may charge as much, for the one would be 
merely perpetuating an injustice in a less degree, and that would be 
about all. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. Use of the expressions ‘‘long haul’’ and ‘‘short 
haul’’ has been made very frequently, and apparently with the idea 
that those who live a long distance, at New York and other central 
points, will be the beneficiaries. Practically, every point beyond the 
competing point, it makes no difference how far or how short it may 
be beyond conipetition with water ways or beyond competition with 
other competing railroads, is ashort haul, whether it isa thousand miles 
or fifteen miles. For instance, I live, say, 2,000 miles from New York. 
It is a short haul to go to my home, but it is a long haul to go to Gal- 
veston, for there the line will be in competition with a line of steam- 
ships. That is the whole of it, and nobody in the West or South is 
affected except at terminal points where competition is made. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Texas for his 
suggestion. In relation to the matter of competion by water ways I 
desire to say that the suggestion that the railroads which center at Chi- 
cago are compelled to compete with the water ways to New York and 
with the Canadian railroads is entirely, and as I understand the history 
of it, absolutely answered by what has taken place on the Pennsylvania 
Railroad. I understand that Pennsylvania has almost in so many words 
on its statute-book the language of our amendment, that the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad shall charge no more for a short haul than for a long 
one, and for twenty, or perhaps twenty-five years, the Pennsylvania 

i has operatedits cars between Chicago, Philadelphia, aud New 
York in competition with the water ways by the canals of New York, 
and the Canadian railroads ever since they have been, built, and that 
it has conformed to that law, and yet there has been noruin or no dam- 
age sustained by reason of the low prices of the long haul. 

The proof of the pudding is in the eating of it; and asuggestion how- 
ever dangerous, astate of things theoretically however terrible, is worth 
nothing when it is disproved by a single solitary fact which has tested 
the question by all the surroundings and circumstances necessary to 
test it. Ifthe Pennsylvania Railroad could do that all the other roads 
in the country could do it; and whether they could or whether they 
could not, it comes back to the naked proposition once more, shall we 
maintain a line of railroad, or any given lines of railroad, to enable 
them to compete inthe hauling of freights cheaply from the great West 


at the expense of the individual shippers who live at the intermediate 
points? Shall we do that, or shall we control it by statute and declare 
that it shall not be done? 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] read us a long table or a 
statement containing averments ofasimilar condition ofinequalities'and 
injustices perpetrated by the water ways, by the steamboats on the Ohio 
and Mississippi Rivers. Does that furnish any argument agaigst reg- 
ulating such injustices on the part of railroads? It seems to me it 
only adds to the strength of our argument. Ido not know whether 
the steamboat companies which he mentioned in his statement are in- 
corporated companies or not. The steamboats may be the property of 
private individuals running without an act of incorporation. If so, 
then evidently Congress has nothing whatsoever to do with their 
charges. 

Mr. BROWN. They are admitted to be common carriers. 

Mr. VANCE. Well, I suppose common carriers could make their 
terms with their customers. 

Mr. BROWN. They are common carriers between States. They 
pass over State lines. 

Mr. VANCE. . They might be subject to the control of Congress in 
the same way that the railroads are, and if so, and there are similar 
abuses there, I should vote with equal cheerfulness for any proper con- 
trol and regulation of them. But surely it is not an argument that we 
should not prevent injustice from being perpetrated upon land to say 
that the like injustice has been perpetrated upon water. It seems to 
me that that would not be of any avail in this argument. 

Mr. President, when I rose I did not intend to speak as long as I 
have done. I have listened very carefully to this discussion from its 
opening to the present time. It is a subject in which I feel the deepest 
interest, and in which I participated when it was last before the Sen- 
ate. Ishall vote for this bill with great pleasure in the absence of 
something better. I confess though thatif the amendment was stricken 
out I do not believe it would be wortlrthe paper on which it is written. 
if so glaring an injustice as the amendment is intended to remedy is 
to remain in the bill I do not know that it would be worth the while 
of any Senator who is desirous of giving real relief to the people to 
discuss it or to vote for it. j 

Mr. CULLOM. I doubt whether there is a quorum here to-day. A 
great many Senators are absent who it is very important should be 
here when the bill is voted upon. From my information there will be 
a very large number of Senators absent to-morrow and the next day, 
and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the Senate on 
Monday next at 5 o’clock shall close the debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or earlier. 

Mr. CULLOM. Or earlier, if there is no disposition to debate the 
bill until that time, and that we shall dispose of the bill and amend- 
ments, giving time for explanations to those offering amendments, and 
a few minutes to those who do not agree to them. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I think the Senate will be as full to-morrow as at 
any other time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that a number of Senators are going 
to Pennsylvania and some to New York on private affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator propose to postpone the business of 
the Senate on that account? 

Mr. CULLOM. I only propose to acquiesce in what is going to be 
the condition of affairs in spite of us. I would prefer that we should 
have a session to-morrow and the next day, and finish this bill and do 
other business; but looking at the inevitable, I prefer very much that 
there should be a full Senate when the amendments are yoted on and 
the bill is disposed of. I think we shall probably save time by fixing, 
by unanimous consent, Monday at 5 o'clock for the final disposition of 
the_bill and amendments. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the arrangement 
proposed, that at 5 o’clock on Monday the vote shall be taken on the 
bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or earlier if a vote is sooner reached. 

Mr. CULLOM. Or earlier. : 

Mr. KENNA. I have no objection on earth to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Illinois. I believe myself that the consummation of the 
os the bill will be reached more readily by letting it go over until 
Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such will be 
the understanding. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr: SAULSBURY. So far as giving unanimous consent to take the 
vote at a particular hour is concerned, I think that ought not to be 
agreed to at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can not heur the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I say that my opinion is that we ought not to 
adopt any agreement to take the vote on the bill at 5 o'clock on Mon- 
day. We have had no measure before Congress which in its effect upon 
the railroad companies and upon the people of the country can be greater 
than the pending bill, and I do not think we ought to cut off any op- 
portunities that any Senators may desire to discuss the matter. I do 
not know that I myself shall want to say a word about it. 
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Mr.CULLOM. Let me suggest to the Senator that if we have ases- 


sion to-morrow the Senator will have an opportunity and the whole 
Senate will have an opportunity to debate the bill. I do notdesire to 
have it understood that Iam favoring an adjournment to Monday if 
the Senators will remain in session in sufficient number to do business. 
But whether we remain in session to-morrow and the next day or not, 
it certainly will give ample time to all Senators who desire to say any- 
thing upon the bill if we fix 5 o’clock on Monday for the final vote. 

Mr. DAWES. L object to postponing the vote on the bill until Mon- 
day. I will agree to the vote being taken to-morrow, or if anybody 
desires to debate it further. than to-morrow at any time on Saturday; 
but when it is proposed to agree on Thursday, after the measure has 
been before the Senate for nearly two weeks for discussion, that we 
shall not take the vote until Monday, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the suggestion 
of the Senator from Illinois to be that the vote be taken at the latest 
on Monday at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. At the latest on Monday at 5, and as soon before 
that time as the Senate may be ready to vote. I wish to make one 
suggestion in reference to the remark of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. The bill has not been considered by the Senate for two weeks 
by any means. It has been considered by snatching an hour once ina 
while from the business which the Senator from Massachusetts and 
others were very anxious to have considered, and it has had but very 
little time really before the Senate for discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. And one would think that the Senator would prefer 
that method of considering it. A 

Mr. CULLOM. Not by any means. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I suggest to the Senator to propose to have the 
final vote to-morrow. A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take it now. 

Mr. CULLOM. We will take it now, if the Senate is ready. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well, take it now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam ready to vote now. All I desire is to have 
the measure disposed of as early as possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson], which will be 
stated. ; s 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 5, after the word ‘‘direction,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Eut this shall not be construed -as authorizing aħy common carrier 


within 
the terms of this act to charge and recciye as great compensation for a shorter 
as for a longer distance. 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I desire briefly to say before the vote is 
taken that I will vote for this bill not because it is what in my judg- 
ment it should be, but because itis a step in the right direction. It 
fails in many respects to be what I desire to see enacted into law, nota- 
bly it does not prohibit pooling, which destroys all competition, but it 
is in some respects better than the bill passed through the Senate dur- 
ing the last Congress on this subject. I would greatly prefer the bill 
known as the Reagan bill, and hope to see it superseded by amendment 
elsewhere by the Reagan bill before final action is had on it. Iam 
unqualifiedly in favor of the amendment ingrafted on the bill which 
was proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. It is inherently un- 
just that more should be charged for the short haul than the long haul. 
Itis inherently unjust that the people at intermediate points should 
be onerously taxed for the benefit of the terminal points. Itis unjust 
that the many should be taxed for the benefit of the few. The rail- 
roads and the capital invested in them are owned mainly on the North- 
ern and Eastern Atlantic seaboard. They are administered, of course, 
in theinterest of terminal pointsin that section of thecountry. Thelong 
haul, which the whole country is taxed to maintain at bare cost of trans- 
portation, builds up Eastern centers but destroys cities and towns on 
the South Atlantic and Gulf seaboards. Galveston, New Orleans, Mo- 
bile, Savannah, Charleston, and Norfolk are all stationary orin a con- 
dition of decay for the simple reason that the long haul takes away 
from them the support of the country naturally tributary tothem. It 
is at these points that Southern and many of the Western products 
should reach tide water and would reach tide water but for the discrim- 
ination in favor of the long haul. 

It is at these points that cheaper water rates would be reached and 
water competition éstablished, and here would come into tequisition 
again a merchant marine such as formerly existed, but is now nearly 
extinct. It is the long haul whichis responsible in large part for the 
disappearance of our coasting trade. This would be all right if itcame 
about legitimately, but it is unjust to tax nine-tenths of the people of 
this country to bring it about. Equality between sections and people 
should be the motto of this Government, and the amendment of the 
Senator from West Virginia tends in that direction in the matter of 
transportation while in itself it is intrinsically just. That more 
should be charged for 100 miles than for 500 over the same road has no 
clement of equity or right reason in it. It is made by the Constitu- 
tion the duty of Congress to regulate interstate commerce, and it 
should be so regulated as to do equal justice to all sections of the 
country and all the people as nearly as may be. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa.: [Putting the question.] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I am concerned, rather than take up the 
time by callingthe yeas and nayson the amendment, as I do not think 
it amounts to anything, I withdraw my opposition to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It only excludes an implication, that is all. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us take the vote over again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the call for 
the yeas and nays will be withdrawn, and the Chair will again put the 
question. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move as an amendment to strike out section 13 
and insert. what I send to the Chair. 

Tee PLATT. You will want to strike out something before section 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If this is adopted, we can strike that out after- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 13 of the 
bill in the following words: 


That it shall be the duty of any district attorney to whom said commission 
may forward its report and certificate as provided in the mig maaan section 


o 

has been sustained by any party or parties by reason of such violation of law 
by such common carrier, to forthwith bring suit, in the cireuit court of the 

nited States in the judicial district wherein such violation occurred, on behalf 
and in the name of tae porion or persons injured, against such common car- 
rier, for the recovery of damages for such injury as may have been sustained 
by the inj party; and if on the trial of said cause judgment shall be ren- 
dered against said common carrier, the court may allow s reasonable attorney's 
fee to the district attorney for prospontsng eats Pee ia be taxed as part of the 
costs; and in case of failure to recover, the United tes shall pay the neces- 
sary costs of suit. 

In any case where the court shall adjudge that the violation of law by any 
such common carrier has been wilfully continued after notice by said commis- 
sion to desist therefrom, the court may award to any party injured such a 
sum by way of costs, as will reimburse all his costs and expenses, to be paid by 
such common carrier. 

And when it shall appear by such report and certificate of the commission 
that any common er has neglected or refused to desist from the violation 
of the provisions of law cognizable by such commission, in compliance with the 
notice of said commission, it shall also be the duty of the district attorney to 
forthwith apply vf petition, in the name of nited States, to the eircuit 
court of the United States for such district, for a temporary injunction against 
such common carrier, and for an order on said common carrier to show cause 
why it should not be enjoined and restrained from the continuance of such al- 
leged violation, and for such other and further relief as may be just in the prem- 
ises. And when such petition and the report of the commission and its certifi- 
cate showing that said common carrier persists and continues to violate the law 
have been filed as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of such court opon toissuca 
temporery writ ofinjunction restraining said common carrier from doing any fur- 
ther actin violation of the provisions of this act or other law ble by said 
commission, as set forth in the report of the commission, until said cause can 
be fully heard. Such court may enforce obedience to any such injunction, or- 
der, or decree, whether temporary or on final hearing aa ye ge ge by 
proceedings for contempt, and by any or all other means within its lawful ju- 
risdiction sitting as a court of equity; and for the purpose of making any er 
or decree in the premises, final or otherwise, such court shall be always open. 

If any district attorney shall fail to apply for such tempo: injunction and 
order to show cause, any person inte to restrain such violation may, on 
application to the be allowed to appear and be heard by himself or coun- 
sel, and to apply for such injunction order; and such court may, in its dis- 
cretion, a) ô o counsel voip erey proceedings. The circuit court of 
the United States shall have ju ction to try such causes, without regard to 
the citizenship of the parties thereto or the amount involved therein. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Whenever any common carrier, as defined in and su to the provisions of 
this act, shall violate, or refuse, or neglect to obey any lawful order or require- 
ment of the commission in this act named, it shall be the duty of the commis- 
sion, and lawful for any company or person interested in such order or require- 
ment, to aparsa asummary way by petition to the circuit court of the United 
States sitting rei ere A in the judicial district in which the common carrier com- 
plained of has its principal office, or in which the violation or disobedience of 
such order or requirement shall happen, sileging such violation or disobedi- 
ence, as the case may be. And the said court shall have power to hear and de- 
termine the matter on such short notice to the common carrier complained of 
asthe court shall deem reasonable. And such notice may be served onsuch 
common carrier, his or its officers, agents, or servants, in such manner asthe 
court shall direct. And said court shall proceed to hear and determine the mat- 
ter speedily as a court of equity, and without the formal pleadings and proceed- 
ings applicable to ordinary suits in equity, but in such manner as to do justice in 
the premises; and to this end such court shal! have power, if it think fit, to di- 
rect and prosecute in such mode and by such persons as it may appoint, all such 
inquiries as the court may think needful to enable it to form a just judgment 
in the matter of such petition. And if it be made to appear to such court on 
such hearing, or on Nir of any such person or persons, that the lawful order 
or requirement of said commission drawn in question has been violated or dis- 
obeyed, it shall be lawful for such court to issue a writ of injuction or inter- 
dict to restrain such common carrier from further continuing such violation 
or disobedience of such order or requirement of sald commission and enjoin- 
ing obedience to the same; and in case of any disobedience of any such writ 
of injunction or interdict, it shall be lawful for such court to issue writs of 
attachmént on any other process of said court incident or applicable to writs 
of injunction or interdict inst such common carrier, and if a corporation, 
against one or more of the directors, officers, or agents of the same, or inst 


any owner, lessee, trustee, receiver, or other person failing to obey such writ 
of injunction or interdict. And said court may, if it shall think fit, make an 
order directing such common carrier or other person so disobeying such writ 
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of injunction or interdict, to pay such sum of money not exceeding for each 
carrier or person in default the sum of $500 for every day after a day to be 
named in the order that such carrier or other person b! fail to obey such 
injunction or interdict; and such moneys shall be peysnin, se the court shall 
direct, either to the party complaining or into court to abide the ultimate de- 
cision of the court, or into the Treasury; and payment thereof may, without 


prejudice to any other mode of recoy the same be enforced by attachment 


or order in the nature of a writ of execution in like manner asif the same had 
been recovered by a final decree in personam in such court, When the subject 
in dispute sball be of the value of $2,000, or more, either party to such proceed- 
ing before said court may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States 
under the same regulations now provided by law in respect of security for such 
appeal, but such ap shall not operate to stay or supersede the order of the 
court or the execution or any writ or process thereon. And such court may in 
every such matter order the payment of such costs and counsel fees as shall be 
deemed reasonable. Wheneverany such petition shall be filed or presented by 
the commission, it shall be the duty of the district attorney, under the direction 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, to prosecute the same, and the 
costs and expenses of such prosecution shall be paid out of the appropriation 
for the expense of the courts of the United States. For the purposes of this 
act, excepting its penal provisions, the circuit courts of the United States shall 
be deemed to be always in session. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The purpose of this amendment is to strengthen 
the object of the bill, and that is to secure to people who under the 
judgment of the commission are entitled to redress an immediate and 
summary remedy in an immediate and summary way, and to provide 
that when a judge of the circuit court of the United States shall de- 
termine that the order of the commissioners ought to be obeyed as a 
lawful and proper one, it must be obeyed; and that no number of cor- 
poration counsel appealing and giving bonds and putting the whole 
thing off for three years until everybody is dead and gone shall stay the 
execution of the order of the court; so that the corporation, the common 
carrier, must obey the order of the judge until it can show the court 
on appeal that it is an order which ought not to be made. 

The object of the amendmentis, putting it in technical form, to secure 
to people who claim to be injured and who the commission think have 
been injured, the rightof having this decision of the commission go into 
effect and stay in effect until the common carrier can show some su- 
perior court that it ought to be stopped. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will ask the Senator from Vermont if the word 
“ interdict” is intended to include what is termed by some lawyers a 
mandatory injunction? , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Yes, that is exactly it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not catch the beginning of the amendment 
offered, and I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont whether he pro- 
poses to strike ont all of section 13 or only a part of it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The whole of section 13, which relates to this 
matter of applying to the court. In examining that section it appeared 
to me that it was not quite adequate to the purpose intended, and in 
order that it might be made absolute, and real, and immediate, in the 
interest of having the order of the commission obeyed until it could 
be shown to be wrong, and their orders having been confirmed by a 
court on application, then the thing must go on as the court and the 
commissioners together have determined in that way until it could be 
properly set asi 

Mr. PLATT. LI ought to say on behalf of the committee, I think, 
that a somewhat similar provision was considered by the committee, 
and the committee felt thatif the Senate would adopt such a provision 
it was quite desirable to have a short and summary method of hearing 
questions as to a common carrier who should refuse or neglect to com- 
ply with the order of the commissioners. Buf in looking it all over 
the committee were apprehensive that if any such radical measure 
should be proposed by it, the lawyers in the Senate would say that we 
were upsetting the whole course of practice in the circuit court, and 
that we were departing too far from the regular course of practice in 
the circuitcourt. If, however, the Senator from Vermont thinks itis 
not too great a departure, I believe the committee will join with him 
in desiring some such remedy to be provided, and for one I am in favor 
of the amendment. 

The Senator from Vermont had shown the amendment to me prior 
to offering it, and the only objection that I saw to it was that it wasso 
wide a departure from the established rules of proceeding in the circuit 
court, and the committee endeavored to provide what they thought 
would be a pretty summary remedy without violating the rules of 
practice in the circuit court. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the bill is to mean anything at 
all, if it is to have any real effect upon the administration of the rail- 
road system in the United States, no measure, it occurs to me, could 
be better devised for the proper control and direction of railroads who 
are law-breakers, than the one suggested by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. The ience, I think, of the bar of the United States has 
thoroughly established the proposition that the equity courts of the 
country have powers better adapted to the administration of railroad 
corporations and railroad affairs, when they are in trouble either from 
creditors or otherwise, than any common-law court. In fact, there is 
no other court that has that sort of pliancy of its processes or that sort 
of power of equitable determination which is adequate to the meeting 
of-the various difficulties that have been suggested in debate here that 
arise upon the face of this bill itself. 

I think, Mr. President, that that feature will be found in experience, 


whether the Senate now are prepared to appreciate it or not, as an in- 
dispensable part of this measure. Your common-law courts can never 
administer the justice that is requisite to the proper adjudication of the 
nice and difficult questions that will arise under this statute, because 
their framework and are so stiff and unbending that they 
can not accommodate themselves to the real necessities of the situation. 
I hope, therefore, that the amendment may receive the favorable con- 
sideration of the Senate, and: be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is a very important amendment, 
I think. I would suggest that it ought to be printed. Ido not make 
any motion, however.. : 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think this amendment had better be printed. 
It is a very long one and a very important one. Wecan not vote upon 
this bill now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have an amendment that I wish to come in as an 
additional section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment under consideration will lie over and be printed. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the bill is going on, the amendment will not lie 
over and be printed; it must be voted on. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Are there not amendments to other sections pend- 
ing? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No other amendment is pending now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there are at least half a dozen amendments 
to this bill. These last two amendments are pretty long and pretty 
important. I hardly feel disposed myself to vote on them, unless it 
is really necessary, without knowing more about what is in them, and 
I ask again thatby unanimous consent the vote on this bill and amend- 
ments be agreed to be taken on Monday at 5 o’clock—not later than 
Monday at 5 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Illinois that the vote on the amendments and the bill 
itself be taken not later than 5 o'clock om Monday next? 

Mr. CAMDEN. J ask the Senator why not goon with the bill until 
we come to a point at which a vote is to be taken? 

Mr. CULLOM. We have got to that point now on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont (Mr. EDMUNDS], a very long amendment, 
and there are quite a number of others. oi of 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There are two other amendments I wish 
to offer. 

Mr, CULLOM. The Senator from Iowa has amendments to offer, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the arrangement 

roposed as to the vote? 

Mr. CONGER. I should like for information to have the various 
amendments proposed and ready to be offered before such an arrange- 
ment is made. Of course they could not be taken up now. I wish to 
offer an amendment myself. I should like to have it offered now that 
it may be considered and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be received. : 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that any proposed amendment be offered 
now and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will receive amendments 
for that purpose. 

Mr. CONGER. I offer an amen@ment then that it may be printed. 
I propose to amend the first section of the bill in the sixth line after 
the word ‘‘used’’ by inserting these words: 


Under a common control, management, or arrangemest. 


So as to read: 


That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers 
enga; in the transportation of ngers or property by railroad, or partly 
by railroad and partly by water when both are under a common control, 
Management, or arrangement, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to my honorable friend from Hlinois 
whether it would not, on the whole, be a compromise which would be 
accepted by everybody, to fix the time for voting on this bill not later 
than Tuesday next, at 3 o’clock. Some gentlemen think there may- 
possibly be some aspects of it which will be presented that could not. 
be discussed fully on Monday. I ask the Senator to try that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only want to say that I am very anxious to get 
along with the business of the Senate, and I am equally anxious to ac- 
commodate myself to the judgment of Senators; and if it can be under- 
stood that we can vote at 3 o’clock on Tuesday on the bill and amend- 
ments I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. Or earlier; if possible. 

Mr. CULLOM. Or earlier if we can get to it, but not later than 
Tuesday, at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to fixing any day, but I object to 
naning any specific-hour for closing the debate on this bill. z 
Mr. CULLOM. Then let us sit it out on Tuesday. Will that do? 
Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to do that, or on Monday. 
We have had experience in disposing of bills when hours have been 

fixed. I object to fixing any hour. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understood this bill this morning was in order im- 


The amendment will be received and 
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mediately after the morning business and during the morning hour. I 
should like to know whether that is a continuing order or agreement 
so that this bill shall occupy the entire morning hour during the time 
intervening till Tuesday? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatwasthe original agreement, that 
it should occupy the morning hour. 
Mr.SAULSBURY. Ide not know that I shall say one word myself 
on this subject, but this bill deals with interests larger than all the 
interests engaged in the industries of this country outside of the agri- 
cultural interest, and it seems to me that we ought not hastily to act 
upon measures affecting interests so large and involving questions, too, 
that are new to the legislation of the country. We had better spend 
a little time in debate than hastily to put upon our statute-book leg- 
islation that may prove ruinous to the great railroad interests of the 
country. 
Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a wor. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator remembers very well that on acesant 
of the lateness of the time when the bill was passed two years ago in 
both Houses we failed to secure any 1 tion. We are very liable 
to get into the same condition again and have no legislative result on 
this subject. It seems to me that in the interest of some legislation 
there ought to be as much dispatch as possible so as to get the bill 
through the Senate very soon. : 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwishto be understood. Itis notbecause I feel 
any special interest in railroad companies. I own no stock in railroad 
companies, I have no interest in railroad companies, but I ize 
the fact that this is a very important interest, and this is legislation 
the effect of which we can not in this Chamber sitting here fully de- 
termine, and we ought, therefore, to mature any action that is taken 

- by the Senate in the best possible way even if it takes a month or two 
months; we had even better not legislate at all than to legislate in a 
manner that may prove ruinous to thegreat interests involved. There- 
fore I should be glad if the Senator would let the question go over. I 
sup the Senate is competent to bring debate to a close whenever 
it feels that debate ought to cease, but the idea of fixing a particular 
hour on a particular day for the termination of a debate on a measure 
of this character I do not approve. 

Mr. CULLOM. My object is to get a time fixed and get the subject 
disposed of at some period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM] to fix Tuesday for taking 
the vote on this bill? [A pause.] The Chair hears no objection to 
that proposition to fix Tuesday as the period for taking the vote on the 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not later than that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not later than Tuesday. 

Mr.MORGAN. Iask that theamendment I send to the desk be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis arranged by unanimous consent 
that the vote shall be taken not later than Tuesday. 

The amendment referred to by the Senator from Alabama will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we are not to vote on the amendment I have 
had the honor to offer now, I ask that it also may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish it to leave the Senate Chamber to 
be printed until we see whether we ‘are going to vote on it to-night or 


not. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the amendment which I offered with the 
whole paragraph in which it is proposed to be inserted be reprinted to 
show what it will be. That will be the first section, exceptthe proviso. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to submit an amendment to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut will be received. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] has asked for the reading of his amendment; which will be read 
first. 


The CHIEF CLERK. 

lowing: 
Src. —. If two or more persons, with the intent to prevent the movement or 
running of any locomotive, car, or train of cars, used, or that is about to be used, 
carry passengers or property to or from one State toanother, or to or from 
any Territory of the United States, or to or from any foreign country, or to or 
ian tribe, shall conspire together, or agree together, or unite with 


It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 


p é of or Ginb com y moving or Ses ag or un- 
badi „such car, or train of cars, such persons so Fase Pir l be guilty of 
y rict court of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed. 
Now the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] will 
be read: 


The Curer CLERK. It is proposed, on page 11, line 18, to strike out 
the word ‘‘shall’’ and insert the word ‘‘may;”’ so as to read: 

And any of the circuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction of 
which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contumacy or refusal to obey 
7 discs issued to any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, 


In lines 20, 21, 22, and 23 it is proposed to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘act’’ to and including the word “‘ plaintiffs,’ in line 23, and in- 
sert the words “‘or other person.” 

In line 24, to strike out all after the words ‘‘ common carrier” to and 
including the word ‘‘shall,’’ in line 30, and insert: 

Or other person to ES pe before said commission (and produce books and 


papers if so ordered), and give evidence touching the matter in question; and 
any failure to obey such order of the court may. 


In line 30, after the word ‘‘punished,’’ to strike out to the end of 
line 31 and insert ‘‘by such court as a contempt thereof.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer two amendments, which I 
ask may be ordered to be printed after being read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 3 the following: 


Any person or persons who shall directly or indirectly apply for or know- 
ingly accept any favor, preference, or advantage declared by this section to be 
unlawful li be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 


7 shall be fined in a sum not less than $200 for each offense. 


It is also proposed to add to section 2 the following: 


And any person or persons who shall directly or indirectly apply for or know- 
ingly accept in any manner not authorized by this act any special rate, rebate, 
drawback, or other form of reduction of rate, the allowance of which is prohib- 
ited by this section, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on convic- 
tion thereof shall be fined in a sum not less than $200 for each offense. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. These proposed amendments will be 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. I have some amendments I desire to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add: s 

Nothing in thisact shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from 
giving uced rates, or rebates, or draw on building material to persons 
or companies who construct on the line of road any mill, factory, grain ele- 
vator, or other structure of like character, which will materially increase the _ 
freights of the company, or greatly benefit the community where seg, are lo- 
cated: Provided, That all persons en; d in the construction of such build- 
ings, factories, grain elevators, and other like structures shall have like rebates 
in like cases, and there shall be no discrimination against any one engaged in 
such enterprise. 

Also on page 4, section 4, before the word ‘‘provideđ,” in line 6, in- 
sert: 

And this provision shall apply to transportation bg common carriers on rivers 
as well as by railroads. ad 

Also to insert the following after the word “‘ tickets,” in line 6, page 
21: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from 
giving uced rates or free passes to ministers of the gospel, editors of news- 
papers, delegates to agricultural conventions, or religious assemblies. 


Also to add the following as a new section: 


Section —. And be tt further enacted, That if any person shall willfully and ma- 
liciously destroy or in any manner hurt, damage, injure, or obstruct, or shall 
willfully and maliciously cause, or aid and assist, or counsel or advise any other 
person or persons to destroy or in any manner to hurt, damage, or injure, or ob- 
struct any railroad EIROA in interstate commerce or in carrying the mails of 
the United States or any branch thereof, or any bridge connected therewith, or 
any vehicle, or if an unauthorized person or persons shall turn, move, or in 
any manner interfere or meddle with any switch, gate, siding, or other appurte- 
nances to any railroad, such person so offendin; l be guilty of felony, and 
on conviction-thereof, in the United States circuit court, which shall have juris- 
diction of the offense, 1 be imprisoned for a term of not less than four nor 
longer than eight years, If death ensues from such act to any person, the of- 
fender shall be guilty of murder, and punished accordingly. This penalty shall 
in no case interfere with the offender's liability to civil ages, 

Mr. SPOONER. I gavenotice yesterday that I would offer an amend- 
ment to this bill to cover what seemed to me to be a weak spot in it; 
that is, the failure of the bill to provide for the punishment criminally 
of extortion. I offer the amendment in order that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the bill by inserting 
after the word ‘‘just,’? where the same occurs in line 31 of page 2, the 
words: 

And every unjust and unreasonable charge for such service is prohibited and 
declared to be unlawful. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. i 

Mr. LOGAN. Ishould like an opportunity to present some morn- 
ing business that I have not yet been able to offer to-day. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the motion to allow routine morning 
business to be presented. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. LOGAN presented two petitions of citizens of Swanton, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Relief Corps of Dan- 
ville, Pa., praying that an increase of pension be granted to Joseph 
Keffer, late a private in Company B, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Cavalry; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial in the shape of resolutions 
of the president and board of directors of the Merchants’ Exchange, of 
Saint Louis, Mo., in behalf of the passage of the bill (S. 1877) to re- 

sections 1 5, 6, 7, and 9 of the act of Congress approved’ 


peal 2, 3, 
June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4241 


the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,” now pending before the ttee on Commerce, to which 
committee I move the reference of these resolutions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

; EIGHT HOURS FOR LETTER-CARRIERS, 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S2076) to extend to letter-carriers the 
advan secured to other employés of the United States by section 
3738 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the hours of labor, reported 
it without amendment. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask leave to offer an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the bill (S. 1800) to secure to the Cherokee freedmen 
and others their proportion of certain proceeds of lands, under the act 
of March 3, 1883, and ask that it be printed. 

. ‘ree PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I offer an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
bill (H.R. 807) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mex- 
ican war when it is reached; and I ask that the amendment and the 
report accompanying it be printed. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received and 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls have leave to withdraw her papers 
from the files of the Senate, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5866) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Knoxville, Tenn., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; and 

The bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension to John M. Mattingly was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 17min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 10, 1886, at 12 
o’clock m. 


NOMINATION, 
Executive nomination received by the Senate the 6th day of May, 1886. 
TERRITORIAL JUDGE. 

James H. McLeary, of Texas, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Montana, vice John Coburn, suspended, the 
Senate having declined to advise and consent to the appointment of 
Charles R. Pollard, who was heretofore nominated to said office. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 6, 1886. 
Frank Brown, to be postmaster at Baltimore, Md. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 6, 1886. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILLBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESCALERO INDIAN RESERVATION, NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from tle 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of the Ist instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting a draught of a bill recommended by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, roviding forthe payment of improvements made by settlers 
on the lands of the Mescalero Indian reservation in the Territory of New Mexico. 
The subject is presented for the consideration and action of Congress, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 5, 1886. 


BARGE OFFICE, NEW YORK CITY, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
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Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising 
Architect recommending a special appropriation for repairs and altera- 
tions of barge office, New York city; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFIC# APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the Senate amendments to this bill be 
numbered and printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair-will direct that 
the bill, with the Senate amendments, be printed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the amendments numbered. 

The SPEAKER. That is always done. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business, 

To Mr. HoLMes, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Prrce, indefinitely, for the purpose of taking testimony in 
his election case, as ordered by the House. - 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Several members called for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


rts. è 
E Me WILLIS. I move that the formal callof committees for reports 
be dispensed with. 

Objection was made. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont (by Mr. TUCKER), from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 
109) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask consent to file the views of the mi- 
nority of the committee on this question. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] will have leave to file on behalf of the minor- 
ity of the committee their views to be printed with the report of the 
majority. y 

There was no objection. 

ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 8599) providing an additional circuit judge in the second judi- 
cial circuit, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the statue of Maj. Gen. 
John A. Rawlins from its present location to a site to be selected by 
the Secretary of War; and 

A bill (H. R. 661) granting the right of way through the Fort Selden 
military reservation in New Mexico to the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company. 

ORDNANCE SUPPLIES TO DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to credit the Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ord- 
nance and ordnance stores issued to said Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

: LANDS DUE STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

Mr. LANDES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 4049) to authorize the State of Michigan 
to select, in the smallest legal subdivisions, the remainder of lands due 
said State under existing laws for internal improvements; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT TO WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6631) granting certain lands to the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming for public purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

LAKE MICHIGAN AND DETROIT RIVER WATER ROUTE. 
Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4971) to provide for the survey 
of a water route to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with the 
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ooi = age a = ene i of the Whole 
ouse on state o. nion, and, wi e accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. ; 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. : 

On motion of Mr. ELLSBERRY, the C@mmittee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1924) 
for the relief of Adam L. Epley; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Clai 

ANNA A. PROBERT. 1 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3610) granting a pension to Anna 
A. Probert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. ; s 

ANN KINNEY. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 5389) granting a ion to Ann 
ey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
; ELLEN CORCORAN. , 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill(H. R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen 
Corcoran; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
D saoo the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN S. FILLMORE. 


, Mr. ELY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2040) for the relief of the heirs of John 
5. Fillmore, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 4694) to incorporate the Washington Trac- 
tion Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which was laid on 
the table. 

WASHINGTON TRACTION RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 
reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 4694, a bill (H. R. 8600) to 
incorporate the Washington Traction Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 4694 was laid on the table. 


PURCHASE OF AQUEDUCT BRIDGE, ETC. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (S. 200) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the Aqueduct Bridge, or the construction of a bridge across the 
Potomac River at or near Georgetown; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1717) to regulate the service of 
process in the police court of the District of Columbia; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


~ ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. FREDERICK, from the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traflic, reported back with an adverse recommendation 
the bill (S. 182) to provide for a commission on the subject of the alco- 
holie liquor traffic, which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and thé accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. i 

It was the understanding the minority should have leave to print 
their views to go along with the majority report. I now ask, by unani- 
mous consent, to present the views of the minority, and to move they 
be printed with the majority report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. : 

Mr. FREDERICK, from the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liq- 
uor Trafiic, reported back adversely bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 

rinted: y 
p A bill (H. R. 2772) to provide for a commission on the subject of the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; 

A bill ce R. 1000) to provide for a commission on the subject of the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; and 


A bill (H. R. 3114) to proyide for the appointment of a commission 
on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, back 
favorably a bill (H. R. 7478) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott 
and Gulf Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other p ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 
thirteen minutes before 1 o’clock, and the call rests with the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture; the pending business being the bill (H. R. 5190) 
toe the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH. With aview of giving all the time possible for debate 
on this bill, I renew my request to the House that the Committeeof the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from its further 
consideration, and it be considered in the House as in committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (from his seat). I object. 

i HATCH. I make the point of order that no objection has been 
made. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first state the question. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] asks unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from 
the further consideration of the bill to enlarge the powers and duties 
of the Department of Agriculture and consider the same in the House. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has aright to move an amendment 
to it, butas the amendment has been voted on, unless there be consent, 
it can not be withdrawn. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I offeranamendment. I move that all general 
debate upon the pending bill be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I trust such an important bill as this will not he 
hurried through the House without ample time for discussion. . 

Mr. HATCH. I have offered everything that is fair to gentlemen 
on the floor, and they have refused any proposition looking to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire what the meas- 
ure is, as it has been some time since it was before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill called up by the gentleman from Missouri 
is the bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

The question is upon the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- - 
souri to limit debate to ten minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I movetoamend by making it one hour and a half. 

Mr. HATCH. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman of course was bound to yield the 
floor when he offered the amendment, which is itself subject to amend- 
ment. The first question is on the amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 31, 
noes 98. i 2 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. _Isitin order to accept the motion to give one hour 
and a half for debate on this bill when the rule only allows the com- 
mittee one hour? 

The SPEAKER. The only effect of the adoption of the amendment 
would be that the remainder of the time fixed for general debate, after 
the hour is exhausted to-day, would go over until the bill was next 
reached for consideration. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Under the head of ‘‘unfinished business?” 

The SPEAKER. As unfinished business. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] makes the point of order that no quo- 
rum has voted. The Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and Mr. HATCH were appointed 
tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 17, noes 149, 

“Mr. HATCH. Now, I demand the previous question upon my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
this vote. A 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; there being but 28 members in 
support of the demand and 122 in opposition—the affirmative not being 
one-fifth of the total. 

Mr. HEWITT. Does it not require a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. It doesnot. Under the Constitution one-fifth of 
the members present can order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TUCKER. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; there being only 31 members supporting 
the demand—being less than one-fifth of a quorum. 

So the amendment of Mr. REAGAN was rejected. 


I ask the yeas and nays on 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to,amend by making 
tt fifty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fæm Missouri has demanded the 
previous question. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 10. 

Mr. HEWITT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Hewrrr and Mr. HATCH were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 163, noes 2. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the previous question was ordered. 

Mr..HATCH. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 132, 
noes 6. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and Mr. HATCH were appointed 
tellers. 

The House againdivided; and the tellers reported—ayes 160, noes 3. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Idemand the n and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr..Speaker, I now move that the House take a re- 
cess for oné hour. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 11, 
noes 139. 

Mr. HEWITT. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Hewrrr and Mr. HATCH were appointed tellers. 

‘The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 3, noes 160. 

Mr. HEWITT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the demand for the yeas and 
nays is perhaps too late, the result of the vote having been announced; 
not only the yote, i its result. 

Mr. HEWITT. I addressed the Chair the moment the figures were 
announced. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman, but the 
statement is sufficient. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were refused, there being but 4 members support- 
the demand. 
the motion for a recess was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. My inquiry is this: Is there not some parliament- 
ary method by which the majority can defeat its own measure other 
than by filibustering? 

The SPEAKER. That is nota question for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. SCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 18. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Connt the other side. 

The other side being counted, the negative vote was 122. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia that when the House adjourns it be to meet on Monday 
next. The Chair was-about to ask a division when the yeas and nays 
were called for. ° 

The question being taken on Mr. BLount’s motion, there were—ayes 
6, noes 107. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will ap- 
point as tellers the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Biount] and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 89. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

i ao SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
pi 

Mr. HATCH. I give notice to the House that under the order 
adopted on Monday this will be the first bill called up on Thursday next. 

Mr, DUNHAM. Iam very glad to hear it. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELL#ORN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and resumes the consideration of the unfin- 


ished business, being the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILLIS. The pending motion at the time the committee rose 
was a motion submitted ed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
FoLLETTE] tostrike out section 13, on which there was a division, and 
no quorum appearing, the committee rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised the point of no quorum 
had been made on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to strike out the thirteenth section. The Chair requests the 
tellers, the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS, and the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, Mr. LA FoLLETTE, to resume their places. 

Mr. WILLIS (one of the tellers). It is understood that this vote 
shall be considered as having been taken, and the gentleman from Wis- 
consin asks permission to address the committee for five or ten minutes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. [ offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, it being considered that the vote has been taken on the former 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Provided, That no survey shall be made under this section until all the im- 
provements of rivers and harbors now in at the Government e 
upon which estimates have been furnished by engineers to complete the work 
shall have been completed in accordance therewith. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of no quorum 
is withdrawn, and the motion to strike out the thirteenth section is 
disagreed to. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir; and in offering the other amendment 
I desire to submit some remarks, not extended however, upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The amendment which I have offered pro- 
vides that all the improvements on which the engineers have furnished 
estimates to complete the works now in progress shall be finished be- 
fore the surveys incorporated in the present bill shall be made. It is, 
not contended, Mr. Chairman, that the surveys in the Section under 
consideration are not worthy of being made. For the purposes of this 
discussion, I will admit that they are of interstate importance, and 
pass that question. The statement made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] as well as the chairman of the committee that 
these surveys often develop the fact that someof the rivers.and harbors 
named were not of such importance as to warrant expenditure upon 
them, and that therefore these surveys were of great value to the coun- 
try, is true, sir, ina qualified sense. When we are ready to increase the 
number of improvements all over this country then it will probably be 
wise to order the preliminary examination contemplated by this section. 

But I do protest that so long as the works are not completed which 
are already commenced no further surveysshould be made. And why 
should we refuse to make these surveys at this time? Because, sir, 
this is simply a sly method of increasing greatly the number of items in 
the next bill. A goodly number of the surveys of one year become the 
improvements of the next. 

An examination of the river and harbor acts which have passed this 
House since the year 1879 discloses the fact that a large number of all 
the surveys that are provided for in each act are incorporated in the 
next bill as new improvements and thus swell the expenditnre of money 
for that year. An examinatiowof the act of 1879 discloses the fact that 
itdirected ninety-seven surveys. Of those ninety-seven surveys thirty- 
four were embraced in the next act, which passed Congress in 1880, as 
improvements, and money appropriated to commence the work. That 
is, 35 per cent. of the surveys of 1879 received appropriation in 1880. 

In the act of 1880 there were one hundred and twenty-four surveys 
directed, and in the act of 1881 forty-one of those surveys were put in 
as new improvementsand money appropriated to begin the work. That 
is, 33 per cent. of the surveys of 1880 received appropriations in the 
act of 1881, 

The act of 1881 directed that in the ensuing year eighty-three sur- 
veys of rivers and harbors should be made, and the act of 1882 made 
appropriations to begin work on twenty-seven of those rivers and har- 
bors. That is, over 32 per cent. of the surveys of 1881 received appro- 
priations in the act of 1882. 

The bill of 1883 failed to pass, and hence surveys that were included 
in the bill of 1882 had to secure admission to the bill of 1884. Now, 
then, the act of 1882 directed that one hundred and thirty-five surveys 
of rivers and harbors should be made; and in 1884 we find that the 
bill which passed made appropriations to begin the work on the thirty- 
four of those one hundred and thirty-five rivers and harbors. In 
other words, 25 per cent. of the surveys of 1882 crept into the bill of 
1884. 

The bill of 1885 was defeated in this House. Consequently many of 
the surveys provided for in the act of 1884 have been forced into this one. 
And I find that ont of the one hundred and thirty-one surveys pro- 
vided forin the act of 1884 there have been incorporated into this 
bill some twenty-six. Thus it is that about 20 per cent. of the surveys 
provided for in the act of 1884 are incorporated in this bill, and we are 
l asked to make appropriations for the same. 

The average numberof the surveysordered each yearsince 1879 which 


have found place in the succeeding appropriation bill as new improve- 
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ments issomething over 29 percent. - In this billas itcame from the Com- 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors there were ninety-eight surveys provided 
for. The consideration of the bill in Committee of the Whole has in- 
ereased the number to one hundred and twenty-seven; so that the bill 
as it now stands provides for one hundred and twenty-seven surveys 
to be made during the next year at the discretion of the Secretary of 
War. Now, sir, taking the average percentage of increasc in the number 
ofthe improvements year after year since 1879, resulting from these sur- 
veys, it will make in the next appropriation bill an addition of thirty- 
seven river and harbor items to be provided for as new improvements. 

If we could complete the works that we have in hand this would be 
wise enough, assuming that the riversand harbors named here for sur- 
vey are of a national character; but when we complete by this bill 
only fiveout of the sixty-three works recommended by the engineers for 
completion it will be readily seen that this section has not the harmless 
character claimed for it by the friends of the bill. It will be readily 
seen that this very section providing for numerous surveys is made year 
by year the means of swelling the river and harbor bill unduly and 
loading the Government down more and more with unfinished con- 
tracts and incomplete works. 

I say here and now that this is the time and place to stop. Every 
man on this floor should support this amendment. Every man in this 
House who feels something more than a national interest in this bill, 
who feels a local interest in the appropriations for his district, should 
respond to this call and vote to stop these additions to the river and 


harbor bill until such time as the works already recommended for com- | 


pletion shall be finished. 

If you can be moved in no other way, the narrow interests of your 
share in this bill should arouse you. If you continue this system of 
increasing the improvements before completing those already in prog- 
ress, the effect upon the appropriations for your districts will be that 
you must each year accept a less and less percentage of the estimates of 
.the engineers to carry on your local works. 

Every man here who is interested in the expenditure of the people’s 
money upon business principles should take a stand for this amendment, 
and should aid in rejecting this section so prolific of bad consequences, 
this section which will certainly hatch out in the next river and harbor 
bill at least thirty-seven more such items demanding appropriations. 

When the amendment was offered striking out these surveys the 
chairman of the committee stated that there was not $50,000 included 
in this bill for newitems. I say to you gentlemen, from a careful com- 
putation, that there are more than $200,000 in it for absolutely new 
items. There are $173,000 in the bill for items which were included 
in the last act as surveys. So you can see something of the sweeping 
extent of the increase. But this is only the beginning. The policy of 
river and harbor committees as to these new works has always been to 
ask for only a small appropriation for a new improvement the first 

ear, and thus to lead the Government in gradually until it is involved 
n carrying on the works at these various places, and when it is once 
fairly committed to them, then excessive appropriations can be de- 
manded and we are compelled to yield. 

Now, gentlemen, I say that business sense, good business manage- 
ment, demands that this should be checked, and checked right here at 
this time. And there is no better way to do it than to stop putting in 
these surveys, which is simply an insfflious way of getting the Gov- 
ernment committed to more and more of these improvements year by 
year. Isay to you gentlemen who guard the avenues to the Treasury 
that it is your business to stand up at this time and stop this work. 
The people will not always bear this treatment meekly. The honest 
men are in the majority among the people. This has grown toa great 
abuse, and I tell you ‘‘when this snow melteth there shall come a 
flood.’ I tell you here and now that this system can not be carried 
much further. The time is near at hand when it will break down in 
this House with a crash that will shake half the members out of their 
seats. . [Applause. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, rose. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the House, I think, understands this 
matter, and I now ask a vote. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Massachusetts is recognized. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. If the chairman desires to have the 
vote taken now, I will not occupy any time. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, [have no desire to cutoff my colleague 
on the committee. I was not aware that he was on the floor when I 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I have no desire to occupy time if 
the vote can be taken, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, there was some confusion when 
the amendment was read, and I ask that it be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin {Mr. LA FOLLETTE]. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 14, For examinations, surveys, and contingencies, and for incidental re- 


pairs, for which there is no special appropriation, for rivers and harbor, $100,000: 


Provided, That no survey shall be made of any harbors or rivers until the Chief 
of Engineers shall haye directed a preliminary examination of the same by the 
local engineer in charge of the district, or an engineer detailed for erereess 
and such local or detailed engineer il report to said Chief of Engineers 
whether, in his opinion said harbor or river is worthy of improvement, and shall 


-state in such report fully and particularly the facts and reasons on which he 


bases such opinion, including the K eker wx and prospective demands of com- 
merce; and ít shall be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to direct the making 
of such survey if, in his ees the harbor or river proposed to be surveyed be 
worthy of improvement by the General Government; and he shall report to 
the Seeretary of War the facts,and what public necessity or convenience may 
be subserved thereby, together with the full reports of the local engineer. Said 
reports of preliminary examinations and surveys shall be made to the House 
of Representatives, and are hereby ordered to be printed when so made, 


Mr. WILLIS. I propose to yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
NEECE], if he be present; if not, I move that the committee rise and 
report the bill and amendments to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

Mr. BAYNE and others rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the last word of the section 
just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has been recognized. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
WILLIs] to say that he would give way if any gentleman had any 
amendment to offer, 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments favorably to the House. 

Mr. EVERHART. I desire to be heard on this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
was recognized. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir; and I made a motion which I believe is 
pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the 
committee do now rise—— i 

Mr. SPOONER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is not the mo- 
tion to strike out the last word in order while the bill is under consid- 
eration under the five-minute rule? In other words, can the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House until the five-minute debate has 
been exhausted and until my proposed amendment is disposed of ? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands thatif there is an amend- 
ment pending there ought to be action on that amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam sure the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
SPOONER] will not press his motion. Assoon as the last section of the 
bill was read I rose, was recognized, and moved that the committee 
rise and report the bill and amendments favorably. ‘There was no pend- 
ing amendment, The gentleman from Rhode Island had not the floor. 
I think there can be no misunderstanding about this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from Rhode Island offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. I moved to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the order of business 
and parliamentary law, when there is an amendment pending action 
on thatamendment takes precedence of a motion that the committee rise, 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘There is no amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Rhode Island states that he 
offered an amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (to Mr. WILLIS). 
that will save time, 

Mr. SPOONER. The consideration of the bill is not completed as 
long as any gentleman desires to offer an amendment. [A pause.] It 
has been suggested to me by a memberof thecommittee that if I would 
be satisfied with five minutes during the hour which the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. WILLIS] will have after the call for the previous 
question that time may be yielded to me. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will comply with that request if the gentleman 
makes it, but I hope he will not make it. 

Mr. SPOONER. My only objectin asking to address the House at 
this time—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Isay to the gentleman that I will agree to his propo- 
sition if he asks it, but I hope he will not ask it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Rhode Island is entitled to 
the floor for five minutes, 

Mr. SPOONER. I want the committee and the House to under- 
stand distinctly the proposition which I desire to make. I wish when 
the proper time arrives to move to recommit this bill with instruc- 
tions. I have sought five minutes now in order that I might briefly 
suggest to the committee my reasons for desiring to make this motion, 
the purpose of the motion, and, in brief, the instructions with which I 
desire that the bill berecommitted. If that opportunity will be conceded 
to me hereafter, and I shall lose no right by postponing my remarks 
and making the arrangement which I understand the chairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors suggests, I am willing to do so. 

Mr. WILLIS. As the gentleman has already occupied a part of the 
time, I suggest that he had better finish his statement now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very good. I wish, then, simply to say—— 

Mr. KING. I rise to a question of order, Under what rulesare we 
proceeding? 


The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] 


Let him have five minutes; 
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Mr. WILLIS. Underthe ruleof consent. 
Rhode Island will be allowed to go on. 


Thope the gentleman from 


Mr. KING. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] moves 
that the committee rise, and then the gentleman from Rhode Island gets 
up and makes a speech. I do not understand under what rules we are 
proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state for the information of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KING] that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky did move that the committee rise, but the gentleman from Rhode 
Island moved an amendment, and the Chair decided that he was enti- 
tled to five minutes to discuss it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that none of the time occu- 
pied by these interruptions has been taken out of my five minutes. 

Ihad hoped that in the progress of the consideration of this bill 
- some of the unworthy projects it contained might be eliminated, But 
so far as we have proceeded that hope seems to have been unfounded; 
and earnestly as I favor the improvement of our water ways and a rea- 
sonably liberal provision for the demands of commerce, I can not see 
my way to honorably and consistently vote for a bill containing such 
provisions as this one now does. The project looking toward the pur- 
chase by the Government of the works of the Green and Barren River 
Navigation Company and the works of the Monongahela Navigation 
Company, with the immense expense involved, yet remain in this bill. 

The scheme for relieving the State of Ohio of the Muskingum River 
improvement, so called, with its locks and dams and canals, and load- 
ing that burden and its attendant great annual expense upon the Gen- 
eral Government, yet remains in the bill. 

Nearly $4,000,000 under the provisions of this bill are to be cast into 
the Mississippi, largely for the improvement of private property rather 
than for public benefit, with littleif any promise of improving naviga- 
tion or benefiting commerce. 

There are other projects for appropriations contained in this bill 
which it seems to me are entirely unworthy, or disproportioned in cost 
to any benefit which may be expected from the work. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Chiefof Engineers has reported concerning the 
details of these riverand harborimprovements; but theSecretary of War 
has submitted, asthe amount which heconsiders ought to be apppropri- 
ated for the improvement of rivers and harbors and incidental expenses 
concerning same, the gross sum of $10,176,920. And when the proper 
opportunity arrives I desire to move that this bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors with instructions to report a bill ap- 
propriating that sum, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, guided by the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers, 
being the totalamount demanded by the Secretary of War, under whose 
supervision and charge all these improvements are, and to whose di- 
rections and responsibility I believe the proposed expenditure can, in 
existing circumstances, be most safely confided. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. EVERHART. I move to amend that motion by inserting the 
word ‘‘ not,” so it will read, ‘‘ that the committee rise and report the 
bill back to the House with the recommendation that it do not pass.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

“Mr. EVERHART, Mr. Chairman, it is proper to commend the lib- 
eral conduct of the committee in the House; but, without disparaging 
their motives or their Jabors, we may not be indifferent to the defects 
of the measure they have introduced. The report is but a syllabus, 
with brief statement and scant argument; alludes to the engineer’s 
estimates and some local demands only to say they were not complied 
with; admits some errors, deprecates criticism, and in some dis- 
arms it. But the appropriations are remarkable for their number, di- 
versity, and amount, > 

It appears that no spot or objectis too grand or too insignificant to be 

red, The salt water and the fresh, the seacoast and the tow-path, 

e banks of the great lakes and the beds of little streams, leveed cities 
andsinecure ports, shoals where the mussels bury, and sloughs like, per- 
haps, ‘‘that Serbonian bog, where armies whole have sunk,’’ receive in 
various degrees thecare and bounty of the bill. And yetit is clear that 
the distribution is not always equitably averaged and applied. 

Fifteen millions of dollars is ‘‘a good round sum ” to be taken from 
the public purse; and yet this committee 

“The Gordian knot of it will unloose, 
Familiar as their garter.” 

They pour it out with the exuberance and generosity of some high 
power; and it falls upon the favored places as freely as the golden shower 
of Jupiter on Danae. “Noris the sum in every instance directed by ade- 
quate importance or necessity. It is unrestricted by unpronounceable 
names, by obscurity of situation, by dearth of water, by mass of ob- 
struction, by difficulty of distance, or by lack of people. 

Bayous are to be improved where the alligator wallows and the 
pelican feeds; and inlets where King Frost holds his carnival in pal- 
aces of ice; and shores which seem as remote and fabulous as those of 
Calypso or Atlantis. 

There is nothing, Mr. Chairman, which seems too incredible to be 
embraced within the limits of this bill. [Applause.] 


The RENAE . The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. BR . If the Chair will recognize me I will take the floor 
and yield my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I will take the floor and yield my time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move, Mr. Chairman, the committee rise. 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] has 
yielded his time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object; I have moved that the committee rise. I 
will give the time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania afterward. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There must be some way in which 
my colleague can have an opportunity to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. WILLIS. My object is to give the gentleman time in the way 
prescribed by the rules. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the regular order at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the business of the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [rise to a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. My point of order is that the Chair recognized the 
gentleman from Missouri, who took the floor and yielded his time to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. My point is that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will hear me for a moment, there is 
no room for any division of sentiment on the question. The rules pro- 
vide that five minutes shall be allowed in support of an amendment, 
and then without unanimous consent there can be no further debate 
until five minutes shall be occupied in opposition to it. 

I simply propose to move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate to five minutes, with the intention of yielding that time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I shall ask unanimous consent, 
if necessary, that five minutes’ time be granted to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, with the understanding that that will close the debate 
upon this section and amendments thereto. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [ask fora ruling on the point of order I have made, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks for a ruling 
upon the point of order, and the Chair is ready to rule upon it. The 
Chair recognized the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART], 
who consumed five minutes in support of his amendment. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] then took the floor, having been 
recognized by the Chair. He yielded his time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylyania, who is now entitled to the five minutes additional by 
unanimous consent of the House, because it requires unanimous con- 
sent of the House to give him ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object, for the reason that I shall give the gentle- 
man five minutes after the debate is limited. 

ene But the gentleman from Missouri wants five min- 
utes y 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request to the House. 
Is there objection to allowing the gentleman from Pennsylvania five 
minutes’ additional time? 

Mr. REAGAN. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now ask that by unanimous consent the debate 
upon this section and all amendments thereto be limited to five min- 
utes; intending to yield that time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the gentleman from Missouri wants five min- 
utes also. 

Creat WILLIS. Then I willask to make it ten minutes, and yield 
im five. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Upon what question was the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania addressing the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon an amendment offered by him. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It was that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported adversely to the House, as I understand it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EVERHART. My amendment was that the bill be reported ad- 
versely instead of favorably, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send up his amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suggest to the Chair that the five-minute 
rule does not apply to the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. BAYNE. By way of simplifying this matter, as it is not neces- 
sary to wait for the amendment to be written, I will state that the 
amendment of my colleague is that the bill be reported back adversely. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky was that it be re- 
ported favorably. My colleague moved as an amendment that it be re- 
ported unfavorably. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. It wasto insert the word ‘‘not’’ before the word 
“favorably ™ in the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIS] now 
asks unanimous consent that the time for debate on this paragraph of 
ov bill and all amendments be limited to ten minutes. Is there ob- 
ection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. WILLIS. I now yield five minutes of that time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania | Mr. EVERHART]. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled, by unanimous con- 
sent, to five minutes, and after the expiration of five minutes more, 
which the Chair understands is to be yielded to the gentleman from 
sprees teeny bee minutes in all, the debate is closed. 

-Mr. T. Mr. Chairman, I was saying that the scope and 
purpose of the bill are extraordinary. Every sort of information and 
construction seems to have been employed in order to extend this com- 
mittee’s jurisdiction. beset with mud or rocks or rapids, 
are to be deepened or widened, without the ultimate possibilities of 
commerce. Canals are to be bought, or built, or seized, or accepted, 
and tunnels are to be pierced, bridges to be sprung, dikes and dams to 
be constructed, for the apparent relief of icular States or riparian 
owners. Enormous experiments, which hitherto have failed, are to be 
repeated with aggravated cost on the ‘‘ Father of Waters,’ with no as- 
surance of better benefits to navigation. 

So the bill orders which is now before us. Such is this unpre- 
tentious roll, which refers to places which no gazetteer has éver men- 
tioned; to a nomenclature which no polyglot lexicon can explain; and 
to regions ofclimatic variations with which no signal bureau corresponds. 
[Laughter and applause.] And though this simple pamphlet be not 
as elegant as those which had the imprimatur of the Elzevirs, or the bind- 
ing of Baskerville; though it be not as rare as some Palimpsests of the 
Vatican; nor as interesting as the “Splendid Shilling,” or the ‘‘Ad- 
ventures of a Guinea,’’ yet it is loaded with colossal figures which no 
bank ledger can exhibit; its pages glistering with treasures; and its 
every sentence a promise of gold. But let us not be seduced. [Ap- 
plause.] Let us not yield to the temptation, lest, like the roll in the 
prophetic vision, it be written between the lines, ‘‘ within and without, 
with lamentations and woe,’’ which, if we swallow, may not be to us 
as to Ezekiel,as sweet as honey in the inner man. 

Mr. STONE, óf Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I can not vote for this bill. 
I desire briefly to explain why I can not doso. The bill appropriates 
$15,000,000 to improve the rivers and harbors of the country. It is 
not the amount I object to, but the application of it. Tomy mind the 
proposed appropriation would be a waste of the public moneys. There 
is nothing for which I would more cheerfully vote the most liberal ap- 
propriations than for the improvement of our great rivers and important 
harbors. Appropriations of this character should be made for the pur- 
pose of improvement, and not for the mere purpose of expenditure; and 
the improvement itself should be made only where the work is national 
in its character and beneficial in some broad sense to the commerce of 
the country, and not for the purpose of serving some personal end or 
advancing some local interest. Take harbors like those at Boston, New 
York, Baltimore, Savannah, Charleston, Galveston, San Francisco, 
Chicago, and others, where the commerce of this and other countries 
is brought by land and sea and accumulates, seeking transportation 
abroad or to the interior, and I can see the commanding necessity for 
expending whatever sums are necessary for putting such harbors and 
the approaches to them in the highest state of improvement. 

Take the Ohio, Missouri, and Mississippi Rivers, pouring their floods 
down through half the States of the Union, with half the very largest 
cities in the country upon their banks, and furnishing to half our com- 
merce a broad natural track-way to the sea, and I can understand the 
importance and the wisdom of expending whatever sums may be neces- 
sary, almost without regard to limit, in improving and perfecting navi- 
gation on their waters. But those improvements ought to be made 
with some sort of system, with a view to completion and of achieving 
some positive and permanent effect. 

-Five hundred thousand dollars expended on the Missouri River is 
$500,000 thrown away. It would present the paradox of niggardly ex- 
travagance. It would result in no practical good to the commerce of 
the Missouri Valley. I would cheerfully vote to appropriate five mill- 
ions for the improvement of that river, or whatever sum might be nec- 
essary to make it what it can be and ought to be made. And so with 
all these great rivers and harbors. I believe in doing the work thor- 
oughly and in a manner commensurate with its importance. It can 
not all be done in a day ora year, nor alldone at once. But the work 
should be begun and prosecuted upon some plan which contemplates 

nency and completion, and the appropriations should be made and 
applied with that end in view. Cheap transportation is one of the cry- 
ing needs of the hour. There is no disguising the fact that the profits 
of production are absorbed in the extortions incident to interior trans- 
portation. I believe the remedy lies, to a very great extent, in putting 
our great navigable rivers in such condition as to make them in fact the 
highways of commerce. But, sir, no good is accomplished forcommerce 
or the people by making inadequate appropriations for these important 
streams such as that proposed in this bill, which gives to such rivers as 
the Missouri and the Ohio the pittance of $500,000, to be scattered for 
hundreds and thousands of miles along those streams in constructing 
insufficient works, temporary in character, resulting in no present good 
and utterly without practical value. It is simply a waste of public 
money. I can think of nothing that would justify it. 

Unless the people interested in these great enterprises are strong 
enough to put men in Congress who will take high ground on this sub- 


ject, and make the improvement of these waters truly a national 
work, to be inaugurated and carried forward on ascale equal to the de- 
mands of such a work, then I see no hope of making these waters 
useful to the commerce of the country. Yann told it can not be done 
now. I am given to understand that a reasonable and sensible river 
and harbor appropriation bill would be an impracticable and altogether 
hopeless measure of legislation. I am given to understand that before 
Representatives in Congress will vote for a great national work of vital 
importance to millions of people, or will vote for any river and harbor 
appropriation whatever, they must have some inducement offered them 
in the form of an appropriation for their own immediate districts or 
neighborhoods, 

Can it be possible, sir, that we are here to take part in a great national 
grab-game? Is it the lofty mission of Senators and Members in Con- 
gress to struggle with each other to see who can be most adroit and suc- ` 
cessful in getting money out of the Treasury under the vicious notion 
and false pretense of benefiting their respective constituencies? Mr. 
Chairman, that is a low and brutal estimate of public morals and pub- 
lic duty. How vastly better would it be to reduce taxation wherever 
it can be done, economize in expenditures, protect the Treasary, and 
employ the public revenues only in advancing those interests which 
are national in their character, without regard to section or whether it 
especially benefits your or my peculiar locality. At all évents I am 
determined not to be a party to thisgame of grab. Without desiring 
to be offensive, for I am sure I would greatly regret it if I thought I had 
been, I can not characterize this p bill otherwise than as a 
monstrosity. It certainly ought to be put into the libraries of the 
countries, made a part of the curriculum of the schools, and respect- 
fully recommended to the Civil Service Commission, for it embodies a 
great deal of information, most valuable if true, about the rivers and 
harbors of this country, not contained in any geography now known to 
mankind. The rising generation ought not to grow up, as their fathers 
have, in ignorance of the fact that there are some two hundred great 
navigable water ways in the United States and as many more important 
harbors slong ourcoasts. This is certainly a marvelous country, whose 
wonders never cease. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall be astonished if this bill commands the ap- 
proval of the House, though out of the four hundred rivers, harbors, 
bayous, and creeks provided for I suppose a large majority of the mem- 
bers on this floor, in the classic of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN], ‘‘ have pork in the barrel.” As I have said, there are 
many harbors I would gladly vote needful appropriations and liberal 
appropriations to improve; but when I am invited to appropriate pub- 
lic moneys to improve everything called a harbor, whether on the lakes 
or the salt seas, from Pentwater, Michigan (wherever that pent-up 
Utica may be), by way of Moosabec Bar in Maine, Biloxi Bay in Mis- 
sissippi, to Blue Buck Bar in Texas, my courage is not equal to the 
task. I might be induced to help out the channel between Staten 
Island and the New Jersey shore; but when I am asked to pour $75,000 
into Maurice, Passaic, and Raritan Rivers (?) in New Jersey, I feel like 
the amiable gentleman from that State [Mr. McAnoo], who, afew days 
since, went shivering along the banks of the romping Gasconade. It 
would afford me genuine satisfaction to extend a helping hand to the 
harbor at Baltimore; but when it comes to Choptank River and Corsica 
Creek, I blush for ‘‘my Maryland.” 

I could conscientiously vote a reasonable appropriation for the James 
River, but when it comes to expending $8,000 forimproving New River 
(I observe there are a great many new rivers in this bill) ‘‘ between the 
lead mines in Wythe County and the mouth of Wilson’s Creek,” I must 
go back onthe Old Dominion, sic semper tyrannus andall. Iam heartily 
in favor of Charleston Harbor, but when it comes to Wappoo Cut and 
Mésquito Creek I hesitate. And so it is through all the States and 
Territories of the Union. I can not support sucha bill. In my judg- 
ment, the best and wisest thing to do is to reject such legislation. In 
the way of practical results this immense expenditure would accom- 
plish substantially nothing, so faras benefiting the general commerce 
of this country is concerned, but would be extravagant, wasteful, and 
demoralizing. I shall vote against it; I hope it will be defeated; and 
I shall wait impatiently for a better day for better results. 

The C . The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
moves that the committee rise and report the bill back with the amend- 
ments and with a favorable recommendation. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. EYERHART] moves toamend that motion by striking 
out the word ‘‘favorable’’ and inserting the word ‘‘adverse.’’ 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I presume that is not intended to cnt off the 
amendments on certain questions which it was understood should be 
submitted for a vote in the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not at all. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. McCreary reported that the Committee of the Wholeon the 
state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7480) 
making appropriation for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
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certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, had 
directed him to report the same back with sundry amendments, with 
the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. WILLIS. There are two or three verbal amendments which 
the committee are willing should be submitted. There is also an 


amendment at line 685, under the head of ‘‘ Tombigbee River,” which 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] kindly refrained from 


offering. It is an amendment which the committee do not assent to, 


but I agreed to a votein the House, inasmuch as the gentleman did not 


press it in the committee. 


The SPEAKER. Unless by unanimous consent, the question must 
first be put on the amendments reported by the Committee of the 


Whole. 
tleman from Kentucky being offered and considered 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Is there objection to the amendments indicated by the gen- 
pending? 


pending. 


Mr. WILLIS. Yes; and the amendments of the gentleman from 


Towa [ Mr. eee 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment which has 
just been sent to the desk. 

Mr. NEECE, ` I desire also to have an amendment considered pend- 


ing. i 
Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. NEECE] was absent 
enrolling bills and I consented to admit his amendment for a vote, but 


the committee do not agree to it. 
The Clerk read the following proposed amendments: 


By Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi: 
In line 685, strike out ‘* $25,000" and insert ‘‘$40,000."” 
In line 687, strike out $10,000" and insert ‘ $25,000." 
or line 687 insert “and $5,000 to be expended between Fulton and Walker's 
ge. ” . 
Mr. WILLIS. Those are the amendments offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], to which the committee do not agree. 


By Mr. Hupp: 

In line 306, amend by inserting after the word “ wharfage” the words "over 
the Government piers ;” so that it will read: X 

“But no part of said sum is to be expended until the wharfage over the Gov- 
ernment perg at that port shall be made free.” 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: 

Amend lines 782 and , Section 1, by striking out the words “ Fort Gibson" 
and inserting the words ‘Little Rock, Ark.;” and after the word “ Wichita” 
add the word “Kansas;” so that it will read: 

“ Shall be used to complete the survey of the Arkansas River between Little 
Rock, Ark., and Wichita, Kans,” 

By Mr. DUNHAM: 

After line 34, on 13, insert; ‘‘ Calumet River, from the forks of the river 
near its entranc#into Lake Calumet to Riversdale.” 

Also insert: "Calumet River, from Riversdale to Blue Island.” 

Also insert: opper y TA River at Rush Island Bend and Ivy Landing, with 
n view to confining atid deepening the channel,” 

By Mr. NEECE: 

Add at the end of line 1101 the following: ‘The sum of $25,000 shall be ex- 
pended in strengthening and repairing the levees on the east side of the Mis- 
sissippi River, between Warsaw and Quincy, Ill.” 


Mr. WILLIS. It was agreed to have a vote on the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from Iowa to the paragraph in relation to 
the Mississippi improvement, and also on one proposed by the same 
gentleman to strike out the item relating to Galveston Harbor, and 
also on one proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
with reference to the Mississippi River improvement. 

The Clerk read the amendments indicated, as follows: 


By Mr. HEPBURN: 
On page 9, strike out lines 205 and 206, as follows: , 
“Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing im- 
` provement, $400,000.” 
In lines 1122} and 1123, strike out the words “in accordance with the plans, 
specifications,and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission” and 
insert ‘ without intervention of the Mississippi River Commission,” 


By Mr. HOLMAN: 

Insert after the word ‘‘ commission,” in line 1123, the following: 

“Provided, That the money appropriated by this act for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, 
except so much thereof as it shall be necessary to expend in preventing the 
works in progress on other portions of the river from waste and injury, shall be 
expended in the continuation and completion of the works on the Plum Point 
and Lake Providence reaches of the river, now in pro of improvement, as 
established by the Mississippi River Commission, to the end that the proposed 
improvement of said two reaches of the river on which the works are in prog- 
ress shall be completed at an early day, and the plan of said commission forthe 
improvement of the navigation of the river fully tested.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the chairman of the committee will allow 
me to state in a few simple words the grounds on which I oppose the 
amendment in reference to the Muskingum River. 

Mr. WILLIS. I respectfully ask my colleague not to insist upon 
that. The question was fully debated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. At what stage will the motion to recommit with 
instructions be in order? 4 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House prescribe that a motion to 
recommit either with or without instructions may be made when the 
question is on the final passage of the bill, even although the previous 
question has been ordered. At all times when a bill is under consider- 


It was also understood that the amendment with 
reference to the Mississippi River Commission should be considered as 


ation and the previous question has not been demanded or ordered, 
such a motion is in order under the practice of the House and general 
parliamentary law. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will it be in order after the amendments are dis- 
posed of to recommit with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has just stateditisin order at any time 
when a bill is under consideration and the previous question is not 
asked or pending to move to recommit the bill with or without in- 
structions, and under a special rule of the House itis in order to make 
that motion even when the previous question is pending on the final 
passage of the bill. 

Unless a separate vote is demanded on any of the amendments the 
Chair will put the question on the amendments in 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall ask for separate votes on the amendments 
in relation to the Muskingum River, the Monongahela River, and the 
Green and Barren Rivers of Kentucky. 

Mr. BAYNE. I demand a separate vote upon the proposition of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in relation to the Monongahela, 
as amended by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was under the impression 
that that amendment had heen voted down. 

Mr. REAGAN. The amendment offered by myself and the one of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] were re- 
jected on the motion of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 


son]. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no further call for separate votes, the 
Chair will put the question to the House upon all the amendments ex- 
cept those indicated to be voted on separately. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the Chair to refer to the amendments 
adopted in Committee of the Whole, not to those offered here this morn- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the amendments recommended 
by the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, except those 
upon which separate votes are to be taken. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ag page 35 of the bill strike out from line 835 to line 855, inclusive, and in- 


sert: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to negotiate for the 
purchase of the works of the Green and Barren River Nav on Company, 
situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, and the 
works of the Eorpingee (en Navigation Company, situated on the Monongahela 
River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to ascertain the value of said 
works the Secretary of War shall ee a commission of three competent en- 
gineers from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, who in each case 
shall value and appraise the same and report to the Secretary of War, who shall 
report to Congress at its next succeeding session; and the sum of $16,000, or so 
much thereof as may be aircon’ diag hereby appropriated for the purposes of 
this provision: Pro , That nothing herein shall be construed as committing 


Congress to the purchase of said works.” 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment, and the 
Speaker stated that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask for a division. $ 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 26. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

TheSPEAKER. The pointismade that noquorumhas voted. The 
Chair will ea to act as tellers the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 
HOLMAN, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes124, noes 42. 

Mr. NEECE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 23 mem- 
bers voted in the affirmative. | 

Mr. STORM. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, and the yeas and nays were not ordered. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 864, 865, 866, and 867 as follows: 
"Subject to the conditions in the act of the General Assembly of the State of 
Ohio which took effect on the 2d day of May, 1885.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, when I asked for a separate vote on 
the Muskingum River amendment I was under the impression that this 
was the one. I find itis not. It was not my purpose to have a sep- 
arate vote on this. 

The SPEAKER. A vote must be had on it now, at any rate, be- 
cause it was excluded from those voted upon in gross. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is another amendment relating to the 
Muskingum River improvement on which a separate vote isto be taken, 
and I wish to vote against it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 857 insert the following: 

“Provided, That the custody and ownership of said Muskingum River im- 
provement shall be vested in the United States without condition; and the fore- 
goin provison shall not take effect until the State of Ohio shall duly consent 

this provision.” 


The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and the 


Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 45. 

Mr. REAGAN. No quorum has voted. I ask that the améndment 
be read again. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] makes 
the point that no quorum has voted, and asks that the amendment be 
again read. If there be no objection, the clerk will again report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR]. 

The fioue again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 70. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for a quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the first amendment 
proposed to-day by gentlemen on the floor. - Unless a separate vote is 
demanded upon some of the amendments offered this morning the vote 
will be taken in gross, 

Mr. WILLIS. I will ask a separate vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. NEECE] and on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] in relation to 
the Tombigbee River. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask aseparate vote on my amendment. 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. [Task a separate vote on the amendment inrelation 
to the Mississippi River. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman refer to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa fMir. HEPBURN]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I refer to the one offered by myself. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question then is on agreeing to the other 
amendments which have been read, excluding those upon which sepa- 
rate votes are demanded. 

Mr.REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, is the amendment in regard to the ap- 
propriation for the harbor of Galveston pending? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. There is a motion pending to strike out the 
lines making the appropriation. Does the gentleman desire a separate 
vote upon that ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is now on agreeing to all the amend- 
ments excepting those on which separate votes have been demanded. 

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the first amendment 
on which a separate vote has been demanded. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi) 
was read: 

In line 685, strike out “twenty ™ and insert “forty; in line 687 strike out 
“ten” and insert “twenty-five;” after line 687 insert “and $5,000 to be ex- 
pended between Fulton and Walker's Bridge;" so that the paragraph will 
aba y 


d: 
“Improvin oe River, Alabama and Mississippi: Continuing im- 


provement, $45,000; to be expended below Vienna, $15,000; and between Vienna 
apa Fulton, $25,000; and $5,000 to be expended between Fulton and Walker’s 
ge’ 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I desire to make a statement in regard 
to this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not debatable. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I am not going to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. But the previous question has been ordered by the 
House, which cuts off everything in the nature of debate except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I was about toask unanimous consent; 
but before doing so I desire to state the circumstances of the case. 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent to address the House upon this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope consent will be given. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRAGG. Iobject. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I think if the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG] understood the circumstances under which debate 
on this amendment was cut off he would not object to my making a 
few remarks upon the proposition at this time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend from Wisconsin will, as a matter 
of fair play, allow the gentleman from Mississippi to be heard. 

Mr. BRAGG. If we are to allow debate in this way I do not know 
when we can get through the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. This section was passed with theconsent, very kindly 
given, of the gentleman from Mississippi—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 68, noes 71. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I call for tellers. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There was no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, and Mr. WILLIS 
were appointed.’ 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 76. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] 
insist further upon the point that no quorum voted ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I desire unanimous consent to print in 
the RECORD the remarks I would have made on this subject, and which 
I have no doubt would have been convincing to the House; and I also 
ask leave to insert ‘‘applause”’ at appropriate places. [Laughter.] * 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent to print in the RECORD some remarks on this subject. If there 
be no objection that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the next amendment on 
which a separate vote has been demanded. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. HoLMAN) was read: 


After the word “commission,” in line 1123, insert the following: 

“Provided, That the ies appropriated by this act for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River from the F of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, ex- 
cept so much thereof as it shall be n to expend oh potty the works 
in progress on other portions of the river from waste and injury, l be ex- 
pended in the continuation and completion of the works on the Plum Point and 
Lake Proyidence reaches of the river, now in progress of ment as es- 
tablished by the Mississippi River Commission, to the end the proposed 
improvement of said two reaches of the river on which the works are in prog- 
ress shall be completed at an aiy day and the plan of said commission for the 
improvement of the navigation of the river fully tested.” 


The SPEAKER (having put the question), In the opinion of the 
Chair, the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was in Committee of the Whole that a 
yea-and-nay vote should be taken on this proposition. 

Mr. KING. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Of course that agreement does not bind the House. 
If the gentleman demands the yeas and nays the Chair will put the 
question on ordering them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the yeas and 
nays on this amendment, and states that there was an angreement in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union that the 
yeas and nays should be taken. 

Mr. KING. There was no such ent. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays they were 
ordered, 48 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 112, not 
voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—134. 
Ermentrout, Laird, Prite, 
Allen, C. H. ans, Landes, Randall, 
Allen, J. M Everhart, Lawler, Ranney, 
ot, l à Reed, T. 
Atkinson, Felton, Lindsley, Reid, J, W. 
Beach, Findlay, Little, Rice, 
Bennett, Fleeger, Long, Rockwell, 
Bingham, Ford, Lore, Romeis, 
Bliss, Fuller, Lo Rowell, 
Blount, Funston, Mahoney, Ryan, 
Bound es, Matson, Sessions, 
Boutelie, ee 4 rae Skinner, 
yie, , Smalls, 
B a Green, R. S. Merriman, Sowden, 
Brown, C.E Grout, Millard, Spooner, 
Brown, W. W. Millikin, Spriggs, 
Buck, Harmer, Morrill, Springer, 
Burrows, Hayden, Morrow, Steele, 
Butterworth, ooe Muller, torm, 
num, pemp, Nelson, Strai 
Campbell, Felix H: n, J.S, Oates, Struble, 
Campbell, J. M, Hepburn, O'Hara, Swope, 
Campbell, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, I.H. 
Campbell, T. J. iestand, Osborne, Thomas, O. B, 
bb, Hires, Owen, Van Schaick, 
Conger, Hiscock, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Hitt, Payson, Wait, 
Cowles, Holman, Perkins, Wakefield 
Cutcheon, es, Peters, Ward, J. H. 
Dargan, Johnson, F. A Pettibone, Ward, T. B. 
Dingiey, Johnston, T. D. Phelps, White, Milo 
Du b Kelley, Pidcock, Worthington, 
Eden, Ketcham, Pi * 
Ely, La Follette, Plumb, 
NAYS—112. 
er, Compton, Heard, McKenna, 
Ballentine, Cox, Henderson, T.J. McMillin, 
e, Crisp, Herbert, Me 
Barnes, Croxton, e £ Miller, 
Barry, Daniel, Hill, Mills, 
Bayne, Davidson, A.C. Hopkins, Moffatt, 
Blan Davidson, R. H.M. Houk, organ, 
Bland, Dawson, oward, Morrison, 
Brady, Dibble, Hudd, Murphy, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Dockery, Hutton, Neal, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Dowdney, Irion, Neece, 
Burleigh, - nn, Jackson, O'Neill, J.J. 
Cabell, Eldredge Jones, J. H, Peel, 
Caldwell, Elisberry, Jones, J. T, Reagan, 
Candler, Gay, King, Reese, 
Carleton, Glass, - Laffoon, Richardson, 
Catchings, Grosvenor, Lanham, Riggs, 
Clardy, Hale, Markham, Robertson, 
Ch Hall, Martin, Rogers, 
Cole, H Maybury, ler, 
5 Hatch, M Y, Sayers, 


Stone, E.F., Viele, Wheeler, 
Seney, Stone, W. J., Ky. ade, ilkins, 
Singleton, me, W.J.,Mo. Warner, William Willis, 
inecker, ‘Taylor, J. M. Weaver, J. B. Wilson, 
Stephenson, Taylor, Zach. eber, Winans. 
Stewart, Charles Turner, Wellborn, Wolford, 
$ Van Eaton, West, Woodburn. 
4 NOT VOTING—T6. 
Adams, J. J. Dorsey, Le Fevre, Snyder, 
en, Dougherty, Libbey, Ste J.W. 
Anderson, C. M, er, Louttit, Swinburne, 
Anderson, J. A. Foran, Lovering, Symes, 
rbour, Forney, Lyman, Tarsney, 
Belmon Frede: > McKinley, Taulbee, 
Browne,T. M. Gallinger, Mitchell, Taylor, E.B 
Brumm, Gibson, C. H. Negley, Thomas, J. 
Buchanan, Gibson, Eustace Norw 4 ‘Thompson, 
Bunnell, Glover, O'Donnell, Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Green, W.J. O'Ferrall, Tillman, 
Cannon, Guenther Outhwaite, Townshend, 
Caswell, Hammond, Parker, $ 
Collins, Hanback, Perry, Tucker, 
Crain, Henderson, D.B. Pirce, Warner, A.J. 
Culberson, Henley, Sawyer, Weaver, A.J. 
Davenport, Tae S Sapam Whiting: O 
ven po. ol mn, A ymour, i à 
vis, einer, Ww, Wise. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. WILLIS moved by unanimous consent the reading of the names 
be dispensed with. 


Mr. KING objected. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. THOMPSON, on all political ques- 
tions; also on the river and harbor bill. If present, Mr. THOMPSON 
would vote for the bill and Mr. ANDERSON against it. 

Mr. KLEINER with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, upon all political ques- 
tions for this day. If present, Mr. KLEINER would vote for the river 
and harbor bill and Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, would vote against it. 

Mr. FREDERICK with Mr. DAvIs, on all political questions for this 
day. If present, Mr. FREDERICK would vote “no” on the river and 
harbor bill and Mr. DAvis would vote ‘‘ay.’? 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. ARNOT on the river and harbor bill. If 
present Mr. MITCHELL would vote for the bill and Mr, ARNoTagainst it. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. SCRANTON. : 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. FORNEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. , 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. DAVENPORT, until Friday, May 7. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Dorsey, on all political questions, until Mon- 
day next. 

For this day: 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR with Mr. TUCKER, on all questions. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. Grsson, of Maryland, with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Perry with Mr. CANNON. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on the following amendment adopted on 
motion of Mr. NEECE: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of line 1101 the following: 
“The sum of $25,000 shall be expended in strengthening and repairing the 
levees on the east side of the Mississippi River between Waesaw. and Quincy, 


mi.” ; 
The amendment was di to 


isagreed to. 
The question next recurred on the following amendment adopted by 
the committee on motion of Mr. HEPBURN: 
Strike out the following: 
“‘ Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing 
improvement, $400,000.’’ 
The amendment was disagreed to, 
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The question next recurred on the following amendment adopted by 
the committee on motion of Mr. HEPBURN: 

Strike out, in lines 1122 and 1123, these words: ‘‘In accordance with 
the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River 
Commission,” and in lieu thereof insert ‘‘ without the intervention of 
the Mississippi River Commission,” 

Mr. HEPBURN demanded the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 

127, nays 107, not voting 88; as follows: 


YEAS—127. 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Ketcham, Rice, 
Allen, C.H, y, La Follette, Robertson, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Landes, Rockwell, 
er, Evans, Lehibach, Rowell, 

h, Everhart, Little, Ryan, 
Bennett, Findlay, Long, Scott, 
Bingham, Fleeger, Mahoney, Seney, 

Bliss, Ford, McAdoo, Sessi 
Blount, Fuller, McComas, Skinner, 
und, eddes, Merriman, Smalls, 
Boutelle, ff, Millard, Sowden, 
Boyle, Green, R.S, Milliken, Spooner, 

7 Grou Mills, Spriggs, 
Brown, C. E. Guenther, Morrill, Springer, 
Brown, W. W. Hale, Muller, Storm, 
Brumm, Harmer, Oa aris 
Buck, Hayden, O'Hara, Struble, 
Burrows, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Sw 
Butterworth, Henderson, J. S.. Osborne, Taylor, I. H. 
Bynum, Hepburn, Payne, Thomas, 0. B. 
Cabell, Hewitt, Payson, Viele, 
Campbell, Felix Hiestand, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. M. Hill, Peters, Wait, 
Campbell, J. E. Hires, Pettibone, Wakefield 
Campbell, T. J. Hiscock, Phelps, Ward, J. H. 
Cobb, Hitt, Pidcock, Ward, T. B. 
Conger, Holman, Pindar, Weber, 
Cooper, Houk, Plumb, est, 
Cowles, James, Price, White, Milo 
Cox, Johnson, F. A. Ranog, Wilkins, 
Daniel, Johnston, T. D. Reed, T. B. Worthington, 
Dingley, Kelley, Reid, J. W. 

NAYS—107. 
Ballentine, Dowdney, Laffoon, Richardson 
Barksdale, Dunn, Lan rs Riggs, 
Barnes, Eden, Lawler, rs, 
Barry, Ellsberry, Lindsley, Romeis, 
Bayne, Farquhar, Lore, Sadler, 
Blanchard, Gay, Low Saye 
Bland, Glass, Mark is Singleton, 
Brady, Grosvenor, Martin, Steele, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hall, Matson, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Halsell, Ma. ery Stewart, Charles 
Burleigh, Harris, McKenna, St. Martin, 
Caldwell, Hatch, MeMillin, Stone, E. F. 
Candler, Heard, McRae, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Carleton, Hemphill, Miller, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Catchings, Henderson, T. J. Moffatt, Taylor, J. M. 
Clardy, Henley, Morgan, Taylor, Zach. 
Clements, Herbert, Morrison; Turner, 
eee ee Meee A U 

i opkins, urphy, an ick, 
Croxton, Howard, Neal, Warner, William 
Cutcheon, Hudd, Neece, Weaver, J. B, 

r Hutton, Nelson, ler, 
Davidson, A.C. Irion, Owen, Willis, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Jackson, Peel, Wilson, 
Dawson, Jones, J. H. Randall, Winans, 
Dibble, Jones, J.T. Reagan, Wolford. 
Dockery, King, Reese, 

NOT VOTING—38s. 

Adams, J. 3. Dorsey, Le Fevre, StahlInecker, 
Aiken, Dougherty, Libbey, Stewart, J. W. 
Allen, J.M. Eldredge, Louttit, Swinburne, 
Anderson, C. M, Felton, Lovering, Symes, 
Anderson, J. A. Fisher, Lyman, Tarsney, 
Arnot, Foran, McCreary, Taulbee, 
Barbour, Forney, McKinley, Taylor, E. B. 
Belmon Frederick. Mitchell, Thomas, J. R. 
Browne, T. M. Funston, Negley, Thompson, 

uchanan, Gallinger, Norwood, Th morton, 
Bunnell, Gibson, C. H. O'Donnell, Til ? 
Burnes, Gibson, Eustace O'Ferrall, To ý 
Cannon, ilfillan, ONeill, J. J. Trigg, 
Caswell, Glover, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Cole, Green, W. J. ~ Wade, 
Collins, Hammond, Perry, Warner, A.J. 
Compton, Han! 4 Pirce, Weaver, A.J. 

n, Henderson,D.B. Sawyer, Wellborn, 
Culberson, Holmes, ton, White, A.C, 
Curtin, Johnston, J.T. Seymour, Whiting, 
Davenport, Kleiner, haw, Wise, 

vis, A Snyder, Woodburn, 


So the amendment was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was di with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was demanded was 
the amendment offered by Mr. HEPBURN, to add at the end of line 
1023. the, words “without the intervention of the Missouri River Com- 
mission, 
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The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 76, 


adopted. 

Mr. HEPBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote just preceding the last 
vote taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move the previous question upon the passage of the 
bill. À 

Mr. HOLMAN. Pending that, I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors with instructions to report what I 
send to the desk as a substitute for the bill. 

-The Clerk read as follows: 


That the sum of $8,000,000, or so much thereof as shall be found necessary for 
the purposes hereinafter designated, is hereby appropriated, to be paid out ofany 
money in the Treasury not otherwise approp: , in improving and continu- 
ing the improvements and repair and preservation of the harbors and naviga- 
ble rivers of the United States, forthe encouragement and promotion of the for- 
eign andin commerce of the United States; the same to be expended under 
the direction of the Casar A of War and on such works and to such extent as 
he may designate, subject to the approval of the President of the United States; 


Mr. SPOONER. Is that amendable? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I offer whatI send to the desk as a substitute 
for the instructions just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To recommit the bill to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors with instruc- 
tions toreport asa substitute therefor a bill appropriating the sum of $10,176,920, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War for such improve- 
ments of rivers and harbors and for the construction, completion, re , and 
preservation of such public works of river and harbor improvement as he may 
determine to be for the benefit of existing commerce; for gauging the waters 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries and the waters of the Columbia 
River, Oregon, as he may deem desirable; for the examination and survey of 
such rivers and harbors as he may direct, and for contingent and incidental ex- 
penses in and connected therewill providing, however, that no portion of the 
sum so appropriated shall be ne ect upon any work or project not recom- 
mended by the Chief of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army. 

Mr. WILLIS. Idemand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill and on the proposed instructions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman will not do that now, as I 
desire to recommit the bill with farther instructions. Is anotheramend- 
ment now in order? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky demands the pre- 
vious question upon the passage of the bill and upon the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana and the amendment thereto of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island, which has just been read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to move that it be recommited to the com- 
mittee with directions to report a bill appropriating ten millions of dol- 


lars. - 

The SPEAKER. Unless the previous question is withdrawn the 
Chair can not entertain the motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island is the amount of the estimates of the Department. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the amendment proposed 
as a substitute by the gentleman from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred upon the motion to recommit with instructions 
to prepare a substitute for the bill, proposed by Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. DUNN. Upon that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELY. Iask to have the instructions proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana — read. 

Several mem objected. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the adoption of the substi- 
tute proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, upon which the yeas and 
nays are Orke, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 86, nays 157, not 
voting 79; as follows: 


YEAS—86, 

Allen, C. H. Cox, Hayden, Matson, 
Allen, J.M. Dawson, Haynes, McAdoo, 
Atkinson, Dockery, Hepburn, McComas, 

s Dowdney, Hewitt, Merriman, 
Bliss, Eden, iestand, i A 
Blount Eldredge, Morrill, 
Bound, Ely, Hitt, ‘Morrison, 
B ‘ Ermentrout, Holman, Muller, 
Buck, Evans, James, Osborne, 
Bynum, Everhart, Johnston, T. D, Payson, 
Campbell, Felix Fl E La Follette, Perkins, 
Campbell, J. M. Fo ird, Peters, 
Campbell, J. E. Geddes, Landes, Phelps, 
Cam 1,T.J. Green, R. 8. Lehibach, Pidcock, 
Candler, Grout, Lowry, Pindar, 
Cobb, Hale, gaan, Randall, 
Cowles, Harmer, ahoney, Ranney, 


Reid, J. W. Spooner, Swope, Wilk 
Richardson, Spriggs, Thomas, 0. B. Wine? 
Ryan, Springer, ai Worthington, 
Seney, Storm, Ward, T. B. . 
Sowden, Struble, Weaver, J.B. 
NAYS—157. 

Adams, G. E. Dunn, Lawler, Sadler, 
Baker, Elisberry, Lindsl Sawyer, 
Ballentine, Farquhar, Little, Sayers, 
Barksdale, Felton, Long, Scott, 
Barnes, Findlay, Lore, Sessions, 

rry, Fuller, Louttit, Singleton, 
Bayne, Funston, Markham, Skinner, 
Benneit, Gay, Martin, Smalls, 
Bingham, Gilfillan, Maybury, Steele, 
Blanchard, Glass, M A Stephenson, 
Bland, Goff, McKenna, Stewart, Charles 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, MeMillin, St, Martin, 

yle, Guenther, McRae, Stone, E, F. - 
Brady, Hall, Miller, Stone, W.J. of Ky. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Halsell, Milliken, Stone, W.J., of Mo, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Harris, ills, Strait, 
Brown, C. E, Hatch, Moffatt, Symes, 
Brown, W. W. Heard, Morgan, ‘Taulbee 
Brumm, Hemphill, Morrow. Taylor, LH 
Burleigh, Henderson,T.J. Murphy, ylor, J. M. 
Butterworth, Henderson, J.S. Neal, Taylor, Zach, 
Cabell, Henley, Veece, Turner, 
Caldwell, Herbert, Nelson, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Herman, Oates, Van Schaick, 
Catchings, ill, O'Hara, Viele, 
Clardy, ires, O'Neill, Charles Wadsworth, 
Compton, Hopkins, Owen, f $ A 
Comstock, Houk, Payne, Warner, William 
Conger, Howard, Peel eber, 
Cooper, Hudd, Pettibone, Wellborn, 
Crisp, Hutton, Plumb, West, 
Croxton, on, heen Wheeler, 
Cutcheon, Jackson, F T.B. White, A.O. 
Daniel JORDEN F.A. Hea wie’ Milo 

rgan, ones, J. H. e 
Davidson, A. C, Jones, J.T. a a N Wilson, 
Davidson, R.H.M, Kelley, Rockwell, Wolford, 
Dibble, King, Rogers, 
Dingley, Laffoon, Romeis, 

5 Lanbam, Rowell 
NOT VOTING—79. 

Adams, J. J. Davenport, Le Fevre, Stahlnecker, 
Aiken, Davis, Libbey, Stewart, J. W. 
Anderson, C. M. Dorsey, Lovering, Swinburne, 
Anderson, J. A. Dougherty, McKinley, ey, 
Arnot, Fisher, ` Taylor, E. B. 
Barbour, Foran, Negley, 
Belmont, Forney, Norwood Thompson, 
Browne, T. M.- A O'Donnell, Th: orton, 
Buchanan, Gallinger, - O'Ferrall, “ 
Bunnell, Gibson, ©. H. O'Neill, J. J. Townsend, 
Burnes, Gibson, Eustace Outhwaite, Trigg, 
Burrows, Glover, Parkèr, Tucker, 
Cannon, Green, W.J. Perry, Wade, 
Caswell, Hammond, Pirce, Ward, J. H. 
Clements, Hanback, Price, Warner, A. J. 
Cole, Henderson, D.B. Reese, Weaver, A. J. 
Collins, Holmes, Seranton, Whiting, 
Crain, Johnston, J. T. Seymour, Wise, 
Culberson, Ketcham, Shaw, Woodburn. 
Curtin, Kleiner, Snyder, 

So Mr. HoLMAN’s motion to recommit with instructions was_ not 
agreed to. 


Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. : 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 103, not 
voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—143, 

Adams, G. E. Comstock, Harris, Louttit, 

ker, Conger, Hatch, Markham, 
Barksdale: Croxt Hemphill Maybury 

y! ale, xton, em , A; A 
Barnes, Cutcheon, Hi n, T.J. Movreary, 
Barry, Daniel, Henley, McKenna, 
Bayne, papm, erl McMillin, 
Bennett, Davidson, A. 0. Herman, McRae, 
Bingham, Davidson, R.H.M. Hill, Miller, 
Blanchard, Dawson, Hopkins, Mills, 
Bland, Dibble, Houk, Moffatt, 
Boyle, Dunham, Howard, organ, 
Brady, Dunn, Hudd, Morrison, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Farquhar, Hutton, Morrow, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Felton, Trion, po a 
Brown, C, Findlay, Jackson, Neal, 
Burleigh, Fleeger, Johnson, F. A. Neece, 
Butterworth, ay, Jones, J. H. Nelson, 
Cabell, Geddes,. Jones, J.T. Oates, 
Caldwell, Gilfillan Y, O'Hara, 
Carleton lass, King, O'Neill, Charles 
Catchings, Gof, Gis: O'Neill, J.J. 
Clardy, Grosvenor, Lawler, en, 
Clements, Guenther, Lindsley, Payne, 
Compton, n, re, Peel, 
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1886. 
Pettibone, Sa: os Warner, William 
Plumb, ~ ye, ass = ai T, 
Price, OT, J. SI. 1 
Reagan, Singleton, Taylor, Zach. er, 
Reese, 3 Turner, White, A.C. 
Riggs, 8 Van Eaton, White, Milo 
Rogers, Stephenson, Van Schaick, Wilkins, 
Romeis, Ste Viele, Willis, 
Rowell, St. Wilson, 
Sadler, Stone, E. F. Wakefield Wolford. 
Sawyer, t, JH. 
NAYS—108. 
Allen, 0. H, Eldredge, La Follette, Reid, J. W. 
en, J.M, Ely, i ice, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Landes, Richardson, 
Beach, Evans, é Robertson, 
Bliss, Everhart, Little, 
Blount, Ford, Dg, Ryan, 
Bound, Fuller, WIY, Seney, 
Boutelle, Green, B.S, L ý Sowden, 
ES, Grout, ey, Spooner, 
Brown, W. W. Hale, n, Spriggs, 
rumm, Halsell, McAdoo, Springer, 
Buck, Harmer, eComas, le, 
Bynum, Hayden, Merriman, Stone, W.J., Ky, 
Campbell, Felix nes, Millard, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Campbell, J.M, Henderson, J.S, Milliken, Storm, 
Campbell, J, E. Hepburn, Morrill, Struble, 
Campbell, T. J. Hewitt, Muller, Swope, 
Candler, Hiestand, Osborne, Taylor, I. H. 
Cobb, Hires, Perkins, 
Cooper, Peters, Wait, 
Cowles, Hitt, Phelps, Ward, T. B 
Dingley, Holman, Pidcock, Weaver, J.B 
Dorsey, James, Pindar, est, 
Dockery, Johnston, T; D, Randall, Winans, 
Dowdney, Ketcham, Ranney, Worthington 
Eden, Laffoon, Reed, T. B. 
NOT VÓTING—76. ; 
Adams, J.J. Curtin, Johnston, J.T. Snyder, 
Aiken, Davenport, Kleiner, Sechincoker 
Anderson, ©. M. Davis, Fevre, Stewart, J. W. 
Anderson, J. A. Dougherty, Libbey, Swinburne, 
„Arnot, Ellsberry, overing, Tarsney, 
Barbour, Fisher, McKinley, Taylor, E. B. 
Bos on "i Eora es, {agente J.R. 
wne, T. ‘orney, ey, mpson, 
nan, rik, Norwood, rockmorton, 
Bunnell, O'Donnell, Tillman, 
Burnes, Gallinger, O'Ferrall, Townshend, 
Burrows, Gibson, 0. H. Outhwaite, igg, 
Cannon, Gibson, Eustace Parker, Tucker, 
Caswell, . ver, Payson, Wade, 
Cole, Green, W.J. Perry, Weaver, A. J 
Collins, ond, Pirce, Warner, A. J. 
Cox, Scranton, Whiting, 
Crain, Henderson, D.B. Seymour, Wise, 
Culberson, Holmes, Shaw, Woodburn 
So the bill was passed. ; 
Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. My colleague, Mr. CASWELL, is absent on 
leave on account of the sickness of his wife, and he has desired me to 
state that if present he would vote against the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to state that the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Wisk] isabsent. If present, he would unquestionably have voted 


ay. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WILLIS. On behalf of myself and my colleagues on the com- 
mittee I desire to express to the House our thanks for the kind consid- 
eration we have received personally during the consideration of this bill. 
I now move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 2 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I call up the special order for to-day, the electo- 
ral count bill, and call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I hope the gentleman will not press that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The €lerk commenced to read the title. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I hope the gentleman from Ilinois will with- 
draw that motion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. We were here the whole of last night, and should 


ourn. 
aie question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 90, noes 44. 
Mr. CALDWELL, I call for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered, 36 members voting therefor—more than one-fifth 


-of a quorum. 
The Speaker appointed as tellers Mr. CALDWELLand Mr. DuNHAM. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F, 
McMillan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 1027) for the extension and repair of the public build- 


ing at Belfast, Me. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress for the construc- 
tionof a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Com- 
pany over the Tennessee River; 

A bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid-Transit Railway 
Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and ponton 
railway and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the city of 
Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Chickasaw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cook County, Texas; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 


ofa bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Mis- 
souri River at Pierre, Dak. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
fornied the House that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1894) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to declare forfeiture of certain lands granted 
to aid in the construction of a railroad in Oregon,” approved January 
31, 1885; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. 

° REPRINTING BILLS AND REPORTS. 


On motion of Mr. HATCH, by direction of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, the following bills and reports were ordered to be reprinted 
for the use of the House: 

The bill H. R. 8328; report No. 2028, 

The bill H. R. 7208; report No. 1234. 

The bill H. R. 2933; report No- 848. 

The bill H. R. 5191; report No. 203. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I withdraw temporarily the motion to adjourn to 
allow the bill called up by the gentleman from Tennessee to be read. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CALDWELL] 
has called up the special order for to-day, but the order states that it , 
shall not interfere with general appropriation bills. SON es 

Mr. BRAGG. I only wish to get precedence for appropriation bills. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I stated that I only withdrew the motion to ad- 
journ to allow the bill called up by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, 


CALDWELL] to be read. ie, eae 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdrew his motion 
to adjourn. He could notwithdraw it conditionally, He has aright, 
however, to renew it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask the Chair if a motion to adjourn is in order 
now ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I make that motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 43. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I call for tellers; but in the first place I desire 
to ask a parliamentary question. Is the bill Ihave called up pending? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The reading of the title of a bill, or even 
the reading of the bill itself, would not place it under consideration, 
peoe: after the reading of it the question of consideration may be 
raised. 

Mr. EDEN. As I understand this is a special order not to interfere 
with appropriation bills and certain other measures, and to continue 
from day to day until finished. 

The SPEAKER. It is a continuing order for days not assigned to 
other business. 

Mr. EDEN. When such a day is reached the bill will come up and 
occupy the same position as it does now ? 

The SPEAKER. Exactly the same as to-day. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Upon that statement by the Chair I withdraw 
the call for tellers. s 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced, 
and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m. ) the Houseadjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. $ 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers in the claim of Alfred, Gustave, and 
Kergus Mayronne, of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Arkansas 
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County, Arkansas, in favor of national aid to public education—to the 
Committee on Education. 


Also, petition of merchants of Arkansas, protesting against a tax 
upon oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CABELL: Petition of John A, Palmer, late index clerk 
House of Representatives, to be reimbursed certain moneys expended 
by him in the prosecution of his duties as such index clerk—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

_ By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Altoona, Pa., ask- 
ing the passage of a law for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of Ann Leddy, widow of Thomas 
Leddy, private Company I, Seventeenth Regiment New York Infantry 
Volunteers, praying the passage of a special act of Congress granting 
her a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4176, Knights 
of Labor, of Mount Clements, Mich., against the passage of the free- 
ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests, 

By Mr. DANIEL: Petition of citizens of Pittsylvania and Halifax 
Counties, Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, asking for the passage of House bill 5013, and Senate 
bill 1158—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. EVANS: Memorial of Grange No. 562, of Pennsylvania, 
against the admission free of duty of all agricultural raw materials, 
such as wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugar, &c.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of Women’s National Indian Asso- 
ciation of West Chester, Pa., praying the passage of the Dawes bill, S. 
552—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. $ 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of Robert T. Baldwin and others, of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of citizens of Raceland, La., asking the pas- 
sage of the Blair bill, or some educational bill—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Proof to accompany House bill 8496, for relief 
of heirs of Christopher Cott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of John A. Chamberlain and 27 others, 
citizens of Grand Isle, Vt., asking for tax on oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 16 citizens and firms of Galena, TIL., for 
the repeal of the duty on salt—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Three petitions of dairymen, butter-makers, and 
others, citizens of Illinois, in favor of taxing the manufacture and sale 
of imitation butter—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Memorial of colored citizens of Buncombe 
County, North Carolina, in regard to their removal to Liberia—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of W. C. Fonda and 14 other business 
men of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of the Cotton Spinners’ Union, praying that 
a duty be imposed on imported thread on spools and yarn not on spools— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of George Alfred, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petitionof Dr. W. W. Nyeand 40 others, citizens 
of Hiawatha, Kans., asking for enactment of laws to enable National 
Board of Health to employ all legal means to prevent epidemics—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Felix Murfree, of Chattanooga, Tenn., 
asking compensation for injuries received by him while in the service 
of the Government and in the line of his duty—to the Committee on 


in pae of the bill to tax oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr, A. C. WHITE: Memorial of Granges 367 and 625, of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of the bill to prevent the manufacture and sale of 
bogus dairy products—to the same committee, 

Also, memorial of the same and Grange No. 445, of Pennsylvania, 
against the importation of raw materials free of duty—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of George P. Loehr, of Richmond, Va., pray- 


ing that his war claim may be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


Also, petition from citizens of the city of Richmond, Va., asking ap- 
propriations to enable the National Board of Health to co-operate with 
State and local boards of health—to the Committee on Commerce. 


The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools suppported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: - 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Of citizens of Las Vegas, N. Mex. 

a Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Of citizens of Grant and Dane Counties, 


isconsin. 
By Mr. WHITING: Ofcitizens of Hampshire County, Massachusetts, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 7, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. ; 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
LAND GRANT IN OREGON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1894) to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to declare forfeiture of certain lands granted to aid 
in the construction of a railroad in Oregon,” approved January 31, 1885; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARRY, on account of important basiness. 

To Mr. RomEls, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HIESTAND, for two days, on account of important business, 


To Mr. Wurre, of Pennsylvania, for fifteen days, on account of impor- 
tant business, 


RIGHT OF WAY OVER ARSENAL GROUNDS. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill 
No. 1105, and that the bill be put upon its passage. , 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Company is- 
hereby authorized to construct its railroad across the unds of the United 
States forming a ep of the unds of the arsenal at Bridesburg, in Philadel- 

hia County, Ta the State of Pennsylvania; and for that purpose said company 

hereby granted a width of 30 feet across said unds for its right of wa. 

through the grounds aforesaid; Provided, That the location of said road throu; 

said grounds shall be outside of the present inclosing wall of said arsenal on 
the Delaware River; and the railroad shall be provided with a draw-bridge of 
sufficient size on the creek, and facilities for crossing said railroad to wharves, 
&c., all of which shall be constructed to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War: 
Provided further, That the United States shall have, free of charge, the right to 
connect with said railroad any tracks laid within the arsenal unds for Gov- 
ernment uses: And provided further, That when said right of way shall ceaso 
to be used for the pu aforesaid the same shall revert to the United States, 

SEC. 2, That the right to repeal, after, or amend this act is reserved to Con- 


gress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill whether there is any information from the War 
Department as to the propriety of granting this right of way? * 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. There wasa bill originally introduced in this 
House for this object, which was referred to the War Department, and 
the Department sent back a substitute, which is the bill now before the’ 


Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition for the redemption by the Government 
of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Hannah H. Latham for restoration 
to pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of white members of the Pottawattomie 
Indians to be allowed to trade with the tribe—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Cotton Spinners’ Union, against reduc- 
ing the duties on spool cotton—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. Dr. L. H. Kefanver, and 11 others, citizens of 
Tiffin, Ohio, favoring House bill 1405, providing for the study of the 
nature of alcoholic drinks, &c.—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of citizensof Harrison- 
ville, Cass County, Missouri, for the relief of postmasters of the third and 
fourth classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Wilburn Long, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. H. Sympson, to accompany bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Geauga County, Ohio, 


House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object, but I think I had 
better have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done if the bill is considered. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, we may dispense with the reading of 
the report if the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT] 
will made a brief explanation. Thereis one point upon which I desire 
information, and that is the distance that the track will be from the 
arsenal, my object being to ascertain whether there will be any danger 
that the sparks from the locomotive might explode the magazine. 
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Mr. ERMENTROUT. The track would be entirely outside the ar- 
senal grounds. 

Mr. BEACH. At what distance? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. The report will show, and there is a letter 
from the commandant of the arsenal which explains the matter. The 
track is entirely outside. The bill meets with the approbation of the 
Secretary of War and of the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (S. 1105) 
granting the right of way to the Kensington and Tacony Railroad moe pred 
through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Pe arinen Pa., having the 
same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

In conformity with the general custom of your committee, they referred this 
bill to the Secre! of War for his opinion as to the propriety of its passage, 
and whether it would in any way interfere with the interests of the Government 
by granting the right of way asked for, and received the following reply : 


WAR DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON CITY, 
February 11, 1886, 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 6th 
instant, inclosing S. 1105, “ granting the right of way to the Kensington and Ta- 
cony Railroad Company through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Philadel- 
phia, Pa.,” and inviting the opinion of this Department as tothe propriety of its 


passage. 

In reply I have the honor to inclose a copy of a report, dated the 5th instant, 
together with an amended bill, from the Chief of Ordnance, whose views are 
a Spet i lett herewith returned. 

e papers accompanying your letter are herewith returned. 
Ve ully, your obedient servant, 
ss csi Ri WM. C. ENDICOTT, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. D. CAMERON 
Of Committee on Military Affairs, U. S. Senate, 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1886. 
SIR: I have the honor to return the letters of Hon. DANTEL ERMENTROUT, of 


rs, 
inclosing H, R. 2107,a proposed bill in lieu thereof, and H. R. 4243, 
right of way through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Pa., tothe 
and Tacony Railroad Company, and invite attention to the inclosed report 
thereon of the commanding officer of Frankford Arsenal, dated 28th ultimo. 

I think that the bill H. R, 4243 is incomplete in its present shape, and inclose 
an amended copy thereof, which will, I think, better protect the interests of the 
United States while ting the privilege sought by the railroad company. 

The provision of the draw-bridge over the creek to preserve its 
navigation and enable vessels to reach the arsenal wharf on the creek, soalsois 
the provision for crossing the pekabo track to the Delaware River to meet 
prospective wants of the arsenal, 

It will be seen that my amended bill omits the provision for assessing and col- 
lecting damages for right of way and occupation. I deem it best to retain the 

on of the property in the United States, with the right to amend or repeal 
this act at the pleasure of Con; as has been done in similar cases before. 
Very respectfully, your o ient servant, 
S. V. BENET, 


e Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR. 


FRANKFORD ARSENAL, PENNSYLVANIA, January 28, 1896. 

Respectfully returned to the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army. 

An investigation of the proposed ting of the right of way fora railroad 

rojected under the auspices of the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Company 
toe been made by me, n ly confined, however, to local issues, as far as 
the Government of the United States is concerned at this locality, and to eral 
bearings on the subject of the results of may a propona road passing through 
Government grounds, as affording additional lities to those now existing for 
connecting our lands with the main trunk lines of the United States. 

‘The main local point for my consideration is, can any special part of the unds 
be made available for this purpose without seriously interfering with the man- 
ufacturing and other interests at this point now existing or prospective, and, if 
so, what part of the unds are so available? 

The solution of this question is facilitated by the facts that, from competent 
authority, I have learned that a line osing our front on the Delaware River 
at the water’s , eastward of our wrought-iron target and entirely off the 

id ng to the United States, would best subserve the interests of 
pi road, and that it would best conserve the interests of the United 
States if so located. 

Our 500-yard range will be conserved, and I see no other question of local im- 
portance which needs discussion as an objection. 

A recent survey made under my direction shows that fully 30 feet of solid 
ground of the arsenal reservation lies eastward on the Delaware front, and be- 
yond and outside of our target range. 

The height and other dimensions of the present wrought-iron butt are estab- 
lished as ample protection to the navigation of the Delaware River without any 
additional precautions whatsoever, and additional transit of the rolling-stock of 
the proposed road can not, in my opinion, materially require any further se- 


curity. 

I therefore see no reasons to object, so far as the interests of the United 
States are concerned, to a railroad using our riparian rights to the extent of 30 
feet in width on the Delaware front, confined, however, strictly to the position 
that I have above pointed out. This grant, however, should not abridge or in- 
terfere in any serious manner with our riparian rights on the Delaware River 
or the Frankford Creek, and should leave intact or restore the solidity of our 
river and creek embankments, and secure against heavy storms or other proy- 
idential causes our meadows and adjoining lands. Therefore rights of con- 
structing a wharf or wharves on the Delaware, to be approached by roads from 
our unds crossing the track, should be reserved, and free access to the 
Frankford Creek and wharves onp tis same by draw-bridge be conserved. 
The necessary isalation of our unds by walls, gateways, or otherwise, to cut 
them off from the road as a public highway, should be provided, and all reason- 
able [precautions] incident to the crossing behind our buttshould be taken 
by the oompany which should, if needed, provide flagmen or other necessary 
safeguards for üis purpose. 

The United States in the ordinary use of its range, as above stated, now affords 
all precaution against chances of accident, and judging from our entire freedom 

r from the same, aresufficient, These risks would not be sensibly increased 
by the construction and use of the proposed road with the additional minor safe- 
guards pointed out above. 

No sidings forstanding cars should be constructed on the Government grounds 
behind the target, as a matter of additional precaution, 


In reference to the general aspects of the case as affecting the United States’ 
interests by connecting these grounds more completely than at present with the 


inline, Seba dgtegged hd yy Se to say it can not but be |. Our east- 
ernembankments can afford beds for railways entering our grounds, In the 
event of other uses at present of this arsenal, uses can be erected 
near the proposed line, and the fact that this reservation in its location and the 
uliar fitness of its grounds for the ioanen Genes gs is Ni le adapted 
‘or a large Government man ng estab! ent is an additional reason for 
even at present extending our transportation facilities. 
The question of the mode of the determination of the damage or benefit which 
may accrue to the United States by the construction and use of the road through 
its grounds is, of course, not regarded by meas in my province to discuss. These 
features of the bill, being of a general character, can better be passed upon by 
higher authority. ae 


8S. CRISPIN, 
Colonel of Ordnance, Commanding, 
From the above it will be seen that the De ent is in favor of the passage 
of the bill with certain modifications, which the approve. Itappears 
that the proposed location does not interfere with any of the buildings in the 


arsenal grounds, and that it lies to the east, on the river side, of the butts that 
are for rifle practice, so that it in no way impairs the usefulness of these 
unds, Another 


important consideration in favor of the of the bill 
that if it becomes a law there will no lo De RAY mecemsler foe tha REGINE 
of arms and ammunition by wagon to and from the station of Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company on the Philadelphia and Trenton Railroad, which would 
save a great deal of expense to the Government, besides avoiding the dan, 
necessarily consequent upon loading and reloading such supplies. Then, > 
when troubles occur, such as the riots of 1877,when it was utely necessary 
to move largo quantities of arms and munitions to different parts of the coun- 
try, it was almost impossible to do this with the requisite anon grange bargin 
there was no direct railroad connection with the arsenal, and the fact these 
munitions of war had to be hauled from the arsenal grounds to the railroad gave 
opportunities to the rioters who were making the trouble at that time to inter- 
one them and prevent their reaching their destination. 

n view of these facts, which are borne out by the letter of General Crispin, 
above quoted, your committee ully report the bill back with an amend- 
ment, being a substitute sugges by General Benét, and, as amended, recom- 
mend its passage. 3 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, which bill is under consideration, the 
Senate or the House bill ? : 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Senate bill No. 1105, which is identical with . 
House bill No. 7885. Both bills have been reported favorably by the 
House Military Committee. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I have not had time in the brief period 
occupied by the reading of the report to notice whether all of the con- 
ditions and reservations recommended the commanding officer at 
the arsenal have been provided for in this bill, but it strikes me that 
there is one which I fail to find in the bill, namely, the one in regard 
to the protection of the riparian rights of the Government. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BEACH] I desire to say that the bill which is now 
before the House is the one which was forwarded to the committee by 
the War Department, and is a substitute for the House bill. 

Mr. BEACH. If that is the case, I suppose it is all right. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. That is a fact, and the same bill identically 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it does not appear yet which bill is 

pending before the House. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. It is the Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then my friend must admit that the Senate bill by 
its terms provides no safeguards whatever. I understand from the read- 
ing of the report that it was not deemed desirable or necessary that the 
Government should insist upon the assessment and payment of 
but I understand also that other safeguards than those contained in this 
bill were required. 

The SPEAKER, Perhaps the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] has read only the original Senate print of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Probably. I hope the bill will be read again. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be again 

read. 
Mr. si ape ate the bol as just read is somewhat better than 
the original Senate bill, yet the terms used are very unsatisfactory. 
For one, I attach no practical importance whatever to the clause reserv- 
ing the right to alter, amend, .or repeal the act. All ience dem- 
onstrates that when a grant of this kind is made it is for all practical 
purposes a permanent grant. Whatever may be the propriety of grant- 
ing the right of way in this particular case, I regret very much to see 
Congress conferring upon a great corporate interest, without any com- 
pensation whatever, rights which would not be granted to a small and 
humble interest. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. What amendment does the gentleman sug- 

est? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the right of way should not be granted ex- 
cept upon the condition that whatever da may be found to accrue 
to the United States by reason of the grant of this right of way shall be 
assessed by officers of the Government to be designated by the Secre- 
tary of War. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I willaccept an amendment of that kind; I 
have no objection to it whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will 
prepare his amendment and send it up. 

Mr. STEELE. I presume a clause of that kind was intended to be 
in the bill at any rate. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. There is no objection to such an amendment. 
It was not thought that any damage would accrue to the Government 
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by running this railroad where it is to locate it, because the 
land is entirely valueless, er 
Mr. STEELE, I suggest that the gentleman from Indiana incorpo- 


rate in his amendment a provision against this railroad company hav- 
ing the exclusive right as against any other railroad company. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I do not think there is any danger that any 
other railroad company will want to locate its tracks in that vicinity; 
butif the absence of such a provision is an insuperable objection to the 
passage of the bill, an amendment of that kind can also be inserted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend by inserting after the first section 
the provision which I send to the desk. - 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Provided, rer, That before this act shall take effect the Secretary of War 
shall cause to be assessed the damages which may accrue to the United States, 
if any, by the grant of this right of way, by three officers of the Army, and the 
amount of the award paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. That is all right. 

The amendment of Mr. HoLMAN was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
ve passed; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 3 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, House bill No. 7885, identi- 
cal in terms with the bill just passed, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

ENOLS LOYD. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of 
Enols Loyd, and that the bill be now put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was di from the further consideration of the 
bill, and the House proceeded to consider the same. E 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. HERBERT. I rise to a matter of privilege. ? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HERBERT. I desire to correct the RECORD. In the RECORD 
of May 6, on page 4194, I find the following: 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 

Mr. HERBERT, I am instructed by the Joint Commission on the Signal Service, 
Geological Survey, &e., to report as a substitute for the bill H. R. 8320, recently 
reported, a bill restricting the work and publications of the Geological Survey, 
and for other purposes. 

So far the RECORD is correct. Then it goes on. 

This substitute is accompanied with a written report giving the 
reasons in favor of the measure. 

What I supposed I did say, and what I meant to say, was ‘‘ giving 
my, icstead of the, reasons in favor of the measure.’ I wish the REC- 
ORD to be perfectly accurate in this matter. The commission instructed 
me to report the bill, but the report I made will show on its face that 
I did not mean to say the commission had agreed with me in the reasons 
for the bill. I desire to go on record simply as saying that the members 
of the commission are agreed on the bill. In my report I give reasons 
which induced me to support it. Senator MORGAN concurred with me 
in those reasons. As to what the other members of the commission un- 
derstand to be the scope of the bill and as to the reasons for which they 
concur in it, I mean to leave them to speak for themselves. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. _ 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of 
committees for reports of a private nature. 

SUSAN SMITH. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of Susan Smith; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ERASTUS W. KENNEDY. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 

back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Eras- 


tus W. Kennedy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
PATRICK CURTIN. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 2694) granting a pension to Patrick Cur- 
tin; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES D. HAWORTH. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to James D. Ha- 
worth; which was referred to the Committee ef the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. , 

= JAMES H. BUTLER. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. 
Butler, formerly captain of Company F, Thirty-second New York In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY F. BLAKE. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1520) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Blake; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

SARAH M. CARROLL. 

Mr. PINDAR, fromthe Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; which was read 
a first-and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

f HARVEY COBURN. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey Coburn 
to the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS DUBBS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also rted 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7407) granting a pension to Cyrus Dubbs, 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri’ 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


MARTHA M’ILWAIN. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Martha 
Mcliwain; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CECILIA C. M’KENNA. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to Cecilia 
C. McKenna; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD CORNING. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1666} granting a pension to Edward Corning; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JANE CARR. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tô be printed, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill a R. 5422) granting arrears of pension to Ann J. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to Sarah L. Wetter; 

A bill (H. R. 6890) granting a pension to Amanda F. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 2202) granting arrears of pension to Samuel B. Stew- 


art; and 
A. bill (H. R. 5163) granting a pension to Katesbury R. Warrington. 
MRS. ANNIE C. OWEN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. 
Owen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
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JOHN 8. BRIDGES. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1169) granting a pension to John S. Bridges; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration the bill (S. 2095) granting an 
increase of Pension to Mary B. Hook; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. A 

KENNEDY G. BILLINGS. 

Mr. LANDES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2242) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Ken- 
nedy G. Billings; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

THOMAS C. DICKEY. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 7990) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


J. HENRY RIVES. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back fav- 
orably the bill (H. R. 2951) for the relief of J. Henry Rives; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID H. HILDEBRAND. 


_Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 8603) for the relief of David H. Hildebrand; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. ~ 

JAMES TUCKER. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on Claims, also reported a bill 
(H. R. 8604) for the relief of James Tucker; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


AMERICUS V. WARR, ADMINISTRATOR. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 8605) for the relief of Americus V. Warr, administrator of 
Nicholas H. Isbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printéd. 

LUCIEN GOYEAUX. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 990) for the relief of Lucien Goyeaux; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

ed 


printed. 
JOSEPH DIEHL. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8606) for the relief of Joseph Diehl, of Moniteau County, 
Mo.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW I. DUNCAN. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5780) tor the relief of the estate 
of Andrew I. Duncan, deceased; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES F. BOWERS. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 

back with favorable recommendations the bill (S. 224) for the relief of 


Charles F. Bowers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole = 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
: WILLIAM ERVIN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 542) for the relief of 
William Ervin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

INTRODUCTION OF DISEASED CATTLE, NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. SYMES, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2418, a bill (H. R. 8607) to 
disapprove certain portions of chapter 49 of the acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, entitled ‘‘An act to prevent 
the introduction of diseased cattle into the Territory of New Mexico,” 
approved March 19, 1884; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SYMES, from the Committee on the Territories, by unanimous 
consent, also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4761, a bill (H. R. 8608) 
to disapprove certain portions of No. 35 of the acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Arizona, entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the 
introduction of diseased cattle into the Territory of Arizona,’’ ap 
March 2, 1835; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

House bills Nos, 2418 and 4761 were ordered to be laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of business 
upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to antagonize that motion, 
and, if it be voted down, I will move to go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the motion I have made for the 
purpose of allowing the gentleman from Wisconsin to submit a motion 
to dispense with private business to-day, with the understanding that 
I will ask a night next week for the consideration of private business 
in lieu of to-day in case it shall be dispensed with. 

Several MEMBERS. No more night sessions. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, is it not in order first to dispose of the 
bills already reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. They stand as unfinished business in the class of 
business to which they belong: that is, when the House comes to con- 
sider reports from the Committee of the Whole they will come up first 
for consideration. $ 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It is impossible to ascertain what 
oe, proposition of the gentleman from Wisconsin is, owing to the con- 

usion. 
Poa BRAGG. I now move to dispense with private business for io- 

F 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. For what purpose? 

Mr. BRAGG. For the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy. i 

Mr. PETERS. . I desire to ask, if that motion shall be sustained by 
the House, whether it will do away with the session to-night. 

The SPEAKER. It does notaffect the evening session, which is held 
under a special order of the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin if he 
purposes taking up the bill that created so much trouble here a day or 
two since. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam sorry the gentleman from Illinois did not hear 
my statement and motion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I conld not hear the gentleman. It isa great dis- 
tance across this Hall, I will inform my friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRAGG. I stated that my purpose was to call up for consid- 
eration to-day the Military Academy appropriation bill, if the motion 
to dispense with private business shall prevail. 

Mr. FELTON. IfI may be permitted, I desire to protest against the 
taking up of the short time that the Government has allowed—one day 
only in a week—to provide for the payment of its honest debts. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion is not debatable. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BRAGG to dispense 
with private business, there were—ayes 48, noes 69. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 99, nays 107, not 
voting 116; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 

Allen, J.M. Davidson, A. C. Johnston, T. D. Da eg 
Ballentine, Davidson, R. H. M. Jones, J. H. ler, 

ach, Dibble, Sing, Sayers, 
Belmont, Dockery, rd, Scott, 
Bennett, Dowdney, Libbey, Skinner, 
Bland. Dunn, Mahoney, Sowden, 
Blount, Eden, Matson, Springer, 
Boyle, Eldredge. Maybury, StahInecker, 
Bragg, Ermentrout, McAdoo, Steele, 
Breckinridge, ©, R. Findlay, McMillin, Stone, W. J., of Mo, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Ford, IcRae. Storm, 
Cabell, Green, W.J. Miller, Taylor, J, M. 
Caldwell, Tale, È ills, illman, 
Campbell, Felix Hall, Morgan, Tucker, 
Carleton, Hammond, Morrison, Turner, 

ings, Harris, Neal, Weaver, J. B. 

Clardy, Hemphill, O’Ferrall, Wellborn, 
Clements, Henderson, J.S. Peel, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Herbert, Perry, Wilkins, 
Comstock, Hewitt, Pidcock, Wilson, 
Cowles, Hill, Reagan, Winans, 
Crisp, Hitt, Reese, Wise, 
Croxton, Holman, Ri Wolford, 
Daniel, Hudd, Robertson, Worthington. 
Dargan, Hutton. Rockwell, 
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NAYS—107. 
Allen, C.H. Funston, Lore, Sessions, 
Atkinson, Goa, roupi Shaw, 
er, lass, 0" ’ Smalls, 
Bayne, Goff, mae S 5 
Bingham, G R.S. > enson, 
Bliss, Guenther, McCreary, Stewart, Charles 
Bound, Halsell, McKenna, Stone, W.J. of Ky. 
Boutelle, Hanback, Millard, Swinburne, 
Brady, Hayden, Milliken, Swope, 
Browne, T. M, Haynes, Moffatt, Symes, 
C. Henderson, T.J. Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
me meee melee Thomas 0. B 
res, elson, omas, O, 
Burrows, iscock, Oates, : ae 
Campbell, J.M. Howard, O'Hara, Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Jackson, O'Neill, Charles Wade, 
Collins, James, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Johnson, F. A Perkins, aite, 
Davis, Johnston, J.T. Peters, Wakefield, 
Dunham, Jones, J. T. Pettibone, Ward, T. B. 
Ely, Kelley, Price, Warner, William 
E Kleiner, Reed, T. B. Weber, 
Everhart, La Follette, Rice, West, 
Farquhar, A i m, White, A.C, 
Foes Lindsle eg Woodburn. 
eeger, Y: yan, . 
Fuller, Long, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Adams, G. E. Cutcheon, Irion, Randall, 
Adams, J.J Davenport, Ketcham, ‘Ranney, 
Aiken, Dawson, Laffoon, Reid, J. W. 
Anderson, C. M, Dingley, Landes, Romeis, 
Anderson, J.A, Dorsey, Lawler, Scranton, 
ot, Dougherty, Le Fevre, Seney, 
Barbour. El A Little, Seymour, 
Barksdale, Fisher, Lovering, Singleton, 
Barnes, romo, Lasia Snyder, 
Barry. 7 'orney, mas, priggs, 
Blanchard, Frederick, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Buchan siti Mitchell z Stone EF 
u an, y, j A 
Bunnell, Gibson, C. H. Muller, Strait 
Burleigh, Gibson, Murphy, Struble, 
Burnes, ilfillan, eece, Tarsney, 
Butterworth, Glover, Negley, Taulbee, 
ynum, Grosvenor, Norw Taylor, I. H., 
Campbell, J. E. Grout, O'Donnell Thomas, J. R, 
Cam 1, Harmer, O'Neill, J.J. Thompson, 
Candler, s rne, iak mara AN 
Caswell, b Outhwaite, Townshend, 
Cole, Henderson, D.B, Owen, Van Eaton, 
Compton, Henley, Parker, Viele, 
Cooper, Hepburn, Payson, Ward, J.H. 
Cox, estand, Phelps, Warner, A. J. 
Pct piace Pindar, Ra eeu A.J. 
Culberson, opkins, Pirce. g, 
Cartii, Plumb, Willis. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BLAND. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. DORSEY, on all political questions until further 
notice. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. LITTLE, on the 7th and 8th of May, 

Until further notice: . 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. ForNEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 

For this day: 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. ROMEIS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. SEYMOUR with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mr. OWEN with Mr, LArroon. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. McComas. 
Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. BRUMM. 


Mr. BARRY with Mr. HIESTAND. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. Srrarr. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. ; 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. THOMPSON. - 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to give notice that I shall call up the 
Military Academy appropriation bill to-morrow. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Pris 
vate Calendar. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 19. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BLAND, and the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 131, noes 32. 

So the motion was agreed to. : 

The House accordi resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the Private Calendar, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, The Clerk will re- 
port the first bill. z 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4840) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of 
New Mexico, 

Mr. HALSELL, Mr. Chairman, there are thre@ other bills upon the 
Calendar similar in character to this, and as the committee expect to 
pass a general bill which will cover all these cases we do not desire to , 
take up this bill now. I therefore ask that they be laid aside inform- 
ally without losing their places on the Calendar. We hope to have the 
general bill considered next Tuesday. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. HALSELL]? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I object. Ido not object to the 
bills being laid aside, but I object to their being laid aside without 
losing their places on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALSELL, I would state to my friend that the Committee on 
Private Land Claims have a special order for Tuesday next, and I wish 
to pass over these bills now in order to save time, hoping that we shall 
then pass a general bill which will cover all these cases. That course 
will save a great deal of time, because the reports are very voluminous 
in each one of these cases. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, if there is no business before the com- 
mittee I move that it do now rise. } 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HALSELL]. - 

Mr. BRAGG. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HAL- 
SELL] object to the present consideration of the first of these bills? If 
so, the committee will rise and report that fact to the House. 

_Mr. HALSELL. Yes, sir; to that and the three following bills of a 


similar character. 
_Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise, 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee must rise and re- 
port to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp, from the Committee of the Whole House, reported 
that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4840) to confirm 
a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico and three 
other bills of like character, to the consideration of which objection 
had been made, and had directed him to report the fact to the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 7 

A bill (H. R. 4840) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of 
New Mexico. í 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made to passing over this 
bill in Committee of the Whole, the question is, Will the House direct 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar to pass 
over the bill ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 218) to confirm certain private land claims in the Territory of 
New Mexico. ; 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made to passing over this 
bill in the Committee of the Whole, the question is, Will the House 
direct the Committee of the Whole House to pass over this bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, if this is decided in the affirmative, 
will the bill lose its place upon the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It will remain upon the Calendar in the place it 
now occupies. 

It was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3216) to confirm the title to that certain land grant, Tres Alamos, 
in Arizona Territory. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made to passing over this 
bill in Committee of the Whole, the question is, Will the House direct 
ae Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar to pass over 

is bill? 

It was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3235) to confirm title to certain private land grants in Arizona 
Territory. 
The SPEAKER. Objection having been made to passing over the 
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bill in Committee of the Whole, the question is, Will the House di- 
rect the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar to 
pass over this bill? f 

It was so ordered. * 3 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole will now resume its 
pemon, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] will take the 
chair. 


HENRY GEE, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will 
report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of Henry Gec. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Henry Gee, of Florida, who under the act of August 11, 
1842, for his relief, made a void location, be, and in the case of his death his legal 


representatives are sabe authorized to make a relocation, as provided by said 
not, upon any unoccupied lands subject to homestead or pre-emption entry in 
the State of Florida, and in making such relocation may select a quarter-section 
or four 40-acre continuous tracts; and he or they shall be entitled to a patent 
for the whole amount thereof upon paying for the excess over and above the 
amount authorized to be located by the said act at the rate of $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the facts in this case 
and the necessity for this legislation are set forth in the report of the 
committee, and in the report of the General Land Office, which is in- 
cluded in the report of the committee. The necessity for the legisla- 
dion seems to be that Mr. Gee, being entitled to a certain number of 
acres, attempted to Jocate them on lands which had been previously 
taken up, and they can not now be located in consequence of legisla- 
tion whereby lands which would be otherwise covered by the warrant 
were appropriated to other purposes. For this reason it becomes nec- 
essary to this bill in order to reach the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. . What is the object of the provision authorizing the 
entry of-more land than is called for by the act of 1842? 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. There is no more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; I understand the bill to provide that more 
may be entered by paying for it at the rate of $1.25anacre. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask that the latter part of the bill be read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand, the act of 1842 did not authorize 
the entry of a quarter-section of land, but of less than a quarter-section; 
and this bill proposes to authorize the location of a quarter-section upon 
poyin g for the excess. 

. Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, I move the 
adoption of the amendments reported by the committee. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Strike out the word Pireta g in line 7, and insert ‘‘ unoccupied.” 
Seagal the word “lands,” in line 8, insert * subject to homestead or pre-emp- 
tion entry.’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I move that the bill as amended be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it 


pass. j 
The motion was agreed to. - 
EDWARD FENLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5200) 
for the relief of Edward Fenlen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, ahd he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Edward Fenlen the sum of $8,627.98, out of an 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in accordance with the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims on the 27th day of April, A. D. 1885. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be laid aside, and that Senate bill No. 2136, which is identical in its 
provisions, be substituted. 

Mr. BRAGG. Before that request is acted on let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the clerks that the 
Senate bill which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] indi- 
cates has been referred to the Committee on Claims or the Committee 
on War Claims. The Chair questions the right of the Committee of the 
Whole to disc e a standing committee of the House from the con- 
sideration of a bill. Such action, in the opinion of the Chair, would 
have to be taken by the House, not by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. It was my understanding that by unan- 
jmous consent the Senate bill might now be substituted for the House 
bill. If that can not be done, I will ask that we go back into the House 
in order that the committee now having the custody of the Senate bill 
may be discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that if this bill be reported favorably to the House the gentle- 
man can then ask the House to make the substitution. 

Mr. RYAN. That is the proper course. j 

Mr. SPRINGER. - That is what I was about to suggest. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move, then, that this bill be laid 
aside to be favorably reported to the House. 


XVII 267 


read. 


Mr. BRAGG. I believe I asked some time ago to have the report 


The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. WARNER, of Missouri) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 690) for the 
relief of Edward Fenlon, having examined the same, respectfully report as 


follows: 
The claimant, January 22, 1879, and the chief quartermaster of the De! t 
of the Missouri ente into a contract for the transportation of military sup- 
lies from Alamosa to Fort Lewis, Colo., according to the terms of said contract. 
his claim was before the Forty-eighth bass Ped (H. R. 2032), and by the com- 
mittee of that Congress referred to the Court o siame under the act of March 3, 
1883 (22 herent a 485). That court on April 27, 1885, filed its finding of facts in 
said claim of Edward Fenlon against the United States (No. 129, Cong. case). 
The findings of the Court of Claims sustain the following: 

(1) That said contract between claimant and the United States contains the 
following provisions, to wit: 

“Art. 12, That, for and in consideration of the faithful performance of the 
stipulations of this agreement, according to the true intentand meaning thereof, 
the said party of the second pan shall be paid at the office of the chief quarter- 
master of the Department of the Missouri, or by an officer to be by him desig- 
nated for the purpose, in the legal currency of the United States, at the rate of 
$2.05 per 100 pounds for the whole distance from Alamosa, Colo., to Fort Lewis, 
Colo., which is hereby stated and agreed to be 88 miles, * * * 

“Transportation will in all cases be paid according to the distance from the 
place of departure to the place of delivery, the distance to be ascertained and 
fixed by the chief quartermaster of the Department of the Missouri, and in no case 
to exceed the distance by the shortest possible route,” * * * 

(2) That 88 miles, as the distance between Alamosa and Fort Lewis, was based 
upon representations of the officer of the Quartermaster’s Department, who, on 
behalf of the United States, entered into said contract with claimant to the ef- 
fect that by the middle of summer and in season for the transportation of the 
military supplies by the claimant the chief engineer officer would open a new 
road between Alamosa and Fort Lewis, the distance of which as surveyed was 
88 miles; that the United States failed to open said new road for the transporta- 
tion of said military supplies by the claimant. 

(3) Notwithstanding the failure to open said new road, the claimant was re- 
quired by the officer of the Quartermaster’s De ent to transport 386,157 
pounds of supplies over what was known as the Conejos cut-off, the distance via 
which, ascertained and fixed by the chief quartermaster of the Department of 
the Missouri, was 105 miles; that during the late fall and winter of 1879and 1880 
said cut-off was impracticable for the transportation of said supplies by reason 
of deep snow in the mountain gorges; that, while said cut-off was thus blocked 
by snow, the claimant was required by the officers of the Quartermaster’s De- 

rument to haul 178,219} pounds of military supplies by the then only practica- 
le road, a distance of 234 miles,as ascertained and fixed by the chief quarter- 
master of the Department of the Missouri. 

(4) That on the 15th of September, 1879, the claimant notified said quartermas- 
ter, in substance, that the new road provided for inthe contract had never been 
opened, and that he would be compelled to transport said supplies by a longer 
route, and that he should expect to be paid for the haul “ from place of depart- 
ure to place of delivery.” In reference to this notification, the Quartermaster’s 
Department, acting for the United States, agreed that claimant was entitled to 
be paid from place of departure to place of delivery, and sought to have him so 
paid; that again, on the 19th of December, 1879, the claimant notified said chief 
quartermaster that the ordinary road had for more than a month been rendered 
impracticable by reason of deep snows for transporting said milit supplies, 
and that he had been compelled to haul the supplies more than double the dis- 
tance, by the only practicable route, and requested to be paid for distance nec- 
ory ily AVO that said officer agreed that said claimant was entitled to be 

as med, x 
Pn) The Court of Claims found that the amount for transporting the supplies 
83 miles, at $2.05 per 100 pounds, would be as follows: 


386,157 pounds 88 miles equals ..... 
178,219} pounds 88 miles equals ..,. 


Toten sansssanssnccscossasepes sancscauscrseoeuencatonsguecsrecahisasancoveess s 12,435 39 


This amount was paid to the claimant. The Court of Claimsfound that, if the 
claimant was allowed for the distance “from place of departure to place of de- 
livery” by the nearest practicable route at the contract price of $2.05 per 100 
pounds, he would have been entitled to the following: 

$9, 647 


386,157 pounds 105 miles equals... . $9, 96 
178,219} pounds 234 miles equals . 11,415 41 
seve 21, 063 37 


That the claimant was only allowed and paid the sum of $12,435.39, on the 
basis that military supplies were only transported 88 miles, thus leaving a dif- 
ference of $8,627.98 between the amount paid claimant and t which would be 
due him if paid for the distance which the bea eyes were transported by the 
shortest practicable route, as fixed and ascertained by the chief quartermaster 
of the Department of Missouri. 

The committee are satisfied that said amount of $8,627.98 should be d the 


claimant, Edward Fenlon, and herewith submit a substitute for bill H. R. 690,- 
the pees of which the committee recommend, and that the original bill do lie 
on the table. 


FINDINGS OF FACT BY COURT OF CLAIMS, 


{In the Court of Claims, Edward Fenlon vs. The United States, No. 129, Con- 
gressional case. ] 

Ata Cort of Claims held in the city of Washington on the 27th day of April, 
A. D. 1886, in the cause aforesaid, the court filed findings of fact, and it was or- 
dered that a copy duly certified be reported to the Committee on Claims of the 
House of Representatives, together with a copy of this order. 


By the court, 

Findings of fact filed by the court April 27, 1885. 

This case, referred to the court by the Committee on Claims of the House of 
Representatives, May 23, 1884, under the act of March 3, 1883, ch, 116 (22 Stat. 
L., 485), having been heard by the court, the Attorney-General, by his assistants, 
ee ee the defense nna proteston of the United States, as required by 
said act, the court, upon the evidence, finds the facts to be as follows: 

Findings of fact. ` 

1. On the 2d day of June, 1879, the claimant, Edward Fenlon, entered into a 
contract in writing with Col. Rufus Saxton, deputy quartermas! eneral and 
chief quartermaster Department of the Missouri, acting on behalf of the United 
States, for transportation of military supplies on route 7 during the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1880; and that among the provisions of said contract are the 
following, to wit: 

“ART, 12, That for and in consideration of the faithful performance of the 
stipulations of this ment, according to the true intent and meaning there- 
of, the said party of the second part shall be paid at the office of the chief quar- 


4258 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 7, 


termaster of the Poeto 


by an officer to be by him des- 
for the 


e purpose, in the legal currency’ of the United States atthe rate of 
05 per 100 pounds for ine whole Nistance m Alamosa, Colo., to Fort Lewis, 
Colo., which is hereby stated and agreed to be 88 miles. $ 


onei in all cases be paid according to the distance from the 
ure to the place of delivery, the distance to be ascertained and 
ief of the ara fha MUOU and TEO 
ce of the shortest practicable route.’ ye Š 


That the distance of $8 miles ERA Alamosa and For} Lewis, Colo., was 


ant; that Li be season for the transportation 
laces, the distance via which, as provided for. miles. 

III. The new pacen mentioned in the second finding was not opened, and was 
not at any time during the continuance of said contract made le for 
the transportation over it of the supplies which were transported under said 


contract, 
IV. The claimant was required the officer of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, within the rete ga i contract,and when such route was prac- 
a route known as the Conejos 
ed and fixed est ge 
termaster of ae via which the Missouri at 165 miles. 
V. The value of the t 


of delivery, as ascertained and fixed by the chief o rtermaster of the De 
tof Missouri, atthe rate of $2.65 per 100 pounds for 88 miles, is $9,617.96, 
and oer amount actuall d the claimant for said services is areata 


VI. Dari 


VII. The eth of the transportation service performed and specified in the 
sixth finding, according to the distance from the place of departure to the place 
of delivery, as ascertained and fixed by the chief quartermaster of the De = 
ment of the Missouri, at the rate of $2.05 per 100 pounds for 88 miles, amt, 415.41, 
and the amount actuall paid the claimant for said service is 

VIII, On the 15th of egret = = claimant notified the chiet quarter- 
master of the . in su ce, the new road 
which was to be o; ned fo ed Ke transportation of supplies under his contract— 
the distance via which was stated in the contract at 88 miles—was not opened, 
and was not likely to be ewe in consequence of which he was compelled to 
transport said supplies by the old and ae route, and that he should expect 
oo paid according to the distance from place ‘of departure to the place of 
Ix. The officers of the Quartermastet’s Department, acting for and on behalf 
of the United States in transaction, in response to this Cerina. agreed 
that the claimant was entitled to be onal according to the distance from the 
place of departure to the ana of delivery, and sought to have him so paid. 

X. On the 20th of December, 1879, the claimant ed the chief quartermaster 
ofthe Department of the Missouri that th route of transportation had for 
a than a month been rendered impracticable, by reason of deep snows, for the 

rtation of suppues, and that he had been compelled to make a detour of 

Seed than double the distance, which detour was the only practicable ronte be- 

tween the two points, and requested to be paid for the necessarily ter serv- 
„and said o! rs agreed that the claimant was entitled to be paid as claimed. 

XI. The Second Comptroller of the Treasury refused to authorize the pay- 
ment to the claimant for the supplies tranported via the Conejos cut-off, specified 
in the fourth request, of more than $8,142.79,and he also refused to authorize 

yment to the claimant for peng: oponas transported via the Ojo Caliente and 
nn Amarilla route, specified in sixth request, of more than $4,292.60. 


Order of court. 
APRIL 27, 1885. 


Ordered, That a copy of the foregoing findings of fact, duly certified, be re- 
ported to the eee ttee on Claims of the House of Representatives, together 


with a copy of this order. 
ATAA the court, 
true transcript of record, Test this 9th day of a 1886. 
faa "RAN DOLPH, 
dunce Clerk Court of Claims. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. If no gentleman desires to put any 
question about this bill or to discuss it, I renew the motion that the 
bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COLUMBIA BANK, PENNSYLVANIA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2140) 
for the relief of the Columbia Bank in Pennsylvania. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beitenacted, dc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed to 
pay, en of any money in the of the United States not otherwise ap- 
popoa ed, the sum of $80,000 to the umbia Bank, of Columbia, Pa., in full 

or the yn Boge ton ofthe bridge across the Susquehanna River, at thesaid town 
of Columbia, burned by order of the military authorities of the United States, 
in June, 1863, at the time of the rebel invasion of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. BOUND rose. y 

Mr. GEDDES. Is the reading of the report called for? 

Mr. SPRINGER. What action does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BOUND] ask in regard to this bill? 

Mr. GEDDES. This bill is on the Calendar upon an adverse report 
from the Committee on War Claims. It was placed on the Calendar 
on motion of some friend of the measure—perhaps the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. series I ask the gentleman whether this claim 
is likely to be 

Mr. JOHNS’ TON of Indiana. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Hresranp] has of the bill. 


Mr. BOUND. My colleague [Mr. Hrestanp] was suddenly called 


away last night, and I therefore ask that this bill be laid aside inform- 
ally without losing its place on the Calendar. 


Mr. GEDDES. Ofcourse I am not disposed to resist that 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will 
aside informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


JOHN 5. KENDRICK, EXECUTOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 818) 
for the relief of John S. Kendrick, executor of Amanda Goggin, de- 


uest. 
laid 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the not otherwise 
appropriated, to John S. Kendrick, executor of Amanda , deceased, of 
Pulaski County, Kentucky, the sum of $5,550, for pro y taken from the de- 
cedent by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, strike out “ $5,550" and insert ‘* $1,250." 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the reading of the report. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The report is very short, and I have no objec- 
tion to having it read in my time. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the te (H. R. 818) for 
the relief of pees S. Kendrick, executor of Amanda G: are 


given consideration to the same, and submit eng ae 

The present claimant is John S, Kendrick, executor of 
ceased. The claim is made for 2,220 cords ‘of wood, at #250 p per co 
The committee find upon investigation that the claimant, Mrs. cord Gog- 
gin, was a loyal citizen of the Siate of agnt ff that the Union Army de-, 
stroyed 15,200 fence-rails belonging to her, worth $2.50 i hundred, $330, and 
also 1,200 cords of wood in the tree, worth in that condition 75 cents per cord, 
$000; making a total of $1,230. 

This sum hg committee think should be paid the claimant, They recom- 
mend that the bill (H.R. 818) po amended by striking out the words “ five thou- 
sand five hundred and fifty,” in line 7, and insert the words “twelve hundred 
and eighty.” With this amendment they recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that this bill belaid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it pass. I believe the facts 
of the case are sufficiently stated in the report. The Committee on 
War Claims investigated the case very thoroughly. The claim as first 
presented was for compensation for this wood at the price of fence-rails. 
The committee did not think the Government should pay for these rails 
at the value of fence-rails, and therefore reduced the amount so as to 
make payment for the value as cord-wood or fire-wood. The commit- 
tee had no question in their mind as to the loyalty of the claimant, or 
the fact that the rails were appropriated to the use of the United States 
by troops under the command of United States officers. Reducing the 
amount so as to make compensation at the value of fire-wood, the sum 
we propose shall be paid is $1,280. With this amendment, "the com- 
mittee recommended that the bill pass. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask whether all the wood was in the 
shape of fence-rails. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think all of it wasin the shape of fence-rails 
with the exception of a small portion which was wood in the tree. 
Nearly all of it consisted of fence-rails. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me inquire further whether there was an or- 
der from the commander there to take this wood for army supplies? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I donot understand there was an order to take 
this wood for any such purpose, but it was taken at a time when the 
weather was extremely cold; and the proof shows the army needed it 
as fire-wood. It was so taken and so used by the army encamped in 
the vicinity. I now yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the gentleman takes his seat I desire to 
learn a further fact. I haye understood the Committee on War Claims 
have reported adversely upon all the cases where property was taken 
except upon the lawful authority of the commander of the locality or 
of the post. 

It seems, from the report here and from the statement of the gentle- 
man himself, this was an unauthorized spoliation, and not the case of 
an ordinary taking of the supplies for the use of the Army. Now, I 
wellremember to have introduced a bill for the relief of one of my constit- 
uents living in Sangamon County, Illinois, near a camp in the vicinity 
of Springfield. The soldiers went to his farm and took his corn and 
potatoes and other vegetables, brought them to camp, and consumed 
them. TheCommittee on War Claims reported adversely to thatclaim 
upon the ground that, while the property had been taken by the Army, 
yet it was not taken by authority of the commander of the post, and 
therefore payment should not be made, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the tleman will indulge me I 
will say that I have no doubt he is making an excellent speech, but I 
can not hear him even at this distance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state again I understand this comes within 
the rule laid down by the Committee on War Claims, that the unau- 
thorized taking of property in the vicinity of our armies for the purpose 
of immediate use, and not in response to any orderof the commanding 
officer, for army supplies should not be paid for. In this instance fence- 
rails were taken and used for fire-wood. There ars many cases in the 
vicinity of Washington where our armies encamped where farms were 
denuded of fences to be used as fire-wood. All such cases heretofore 
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the Committee on War Claims has reported against upon the ground 
they were ordinary destruction of property in the movements of our 
armies. I do notsee how the line, therefore, was drawn in this case, as 
it seems there was no legal requisition for any such fire-wood. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The case cited by the gentleman from Illinois, 
as I remember it, and as reported upon by the Committee on War 
Claims, was a case where there was mere spoliation, mere destruction 
of property by individuals at Springfield. 

The case is very different from that. The fence-rails, in this in- 
stance, were used as fire-wood for the purpose of keeping the men from 
freezing. It was in the months of December and January, 1861-62. 
The case stands upon a different ground in every way, and does not 
come within the rule referred to by the gentleman from Illinois. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I introduced this bill. It was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and that committee has re- 
ported unanimously in favor of it. Therefore what I have to say will 
be very brief. 

The present claimant is John S. Kendrick, as the executor of Amanda 
Goggin, who was the owner of the farm near where these soldiers en- 
camped during the war. Amanda Goggin is now dead, and Kendrick 
prosecutes this case as her executor. 

A large numberof Federal soldiers encamped therein December and 
January, 1801-62, and they were compelled to take these fence-rails as 
fire-wood. They used 15,200 fence-rails belonging to her, as the proof 
shows, and also 1,280 cords of wood in the tree. The committee unan- 
imously agree to report in favor of allowing her the sum of $1,280. I 
hope that amendment will be ; 

Mr. PETERS. Did Mrs. Goggin leave any heirs? 

Mr. McCREARY. She has children, but, as I have already stated, 
this case is prosecuted by Mr. Kendrick as her executor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I oppose the favorable con- 
sideration of any claim with some degree of reluctance, but this ques- 
tion of the payment of what are known as war claims is an old one, and 
Iam only interested just now in aStertaining the authority on which 
the War Claims Committee persists in making these allowances or re- 
jections. If I understand correctly the precedents which have been 
established by Congress, the line has been drawn between those which 
are to be allowed and those which are to be rejected at this point: If 
the property was such as belonged to a class known as quartermaster, 
commissary, or ordnance stores, and if it was seized by an officer having 
authority and actually appropriated by the Government to war uses, 
although a formal voucher may not have been executed by the officer, 
yet it has been held that the Government under such circumstances is 
liable, and I see fo sufficient reason why it should not be. 

But if the property is simply seized by the soldiers themselves; if 
they have gone even on a cold night to a fence and appropriated the 
rails and burned them for the purpose of keeping themselves warm, or 
if they have gone wantonly to a smoke-house and appropriated the 
meat to their use, or committed any other act of unwarranted appro- 
priation, it would amount simply to a trespass; for such appropriation, 
although the stores might be such as are regarded as army stores, and 
such as might have been appropriated by an officer with authority in 
the regular way, yet, I say, if such appropriation is wanton and un- 
authorized it is a mere tresspass, for which the Government is not and 
ought not to be held responsible. 

Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, from the very 
statement of the case it must be apparent that if the Government is to 
be held responsible for trespasses of this character, committed even upon 
the property of loyal citizens, we will never be able to discharge the ob- 
ligation. I remember that in 1863 John Morgan paid a complimentary 
visit to the State that I have the honor in part to represent upon this 
floor, and the pursuing Union forces appropriated the horses of our peo- 
ple, the hay, corn, and oats, and notwithstanding the State appointed 
a commission {o investigate the extent of these spoiliations, notwith- 
standing the testimony disclosed the fact that in all instances the per- 
sons parting with their property were loyal citizens of the United States 
and that this property was of the kind I have mentioned, such as war 
property and army stores and was so appropriated, yetthe Government, 
from 1863 down to the present time, has wholly refused to reimburse 
the citizens of my State; and did it—Congress has made the refusal— 
upon the ground that these were mere trespasses committed by the sol- 
diers, and not seizures made by an officer in command, under authority, 
and appropriating the goods in the regular way to army uses. 

I have said this, that we ought to understand what the rule is; that 
is, if we intend to have any rule upon the subject let us understand it. 
I will very cheerfully consent to vote to reimburse for losses of this 
kind to loyal citizens of any State where the property has been seized 
upon regularly by an officer, and where it has unquestionably been ap- 
propriated in the regular way to army uses; but I am not willing to 
vote to pay any one, whether in Indiana or Kentucky or in Ohio—I am 
not willing to pay damages that have resulted simply from a wanton 
spoliation by United States troops upon the property of loyal citizens 
of the United States. : 

If I apprehend aright the reading of the report in this case it is this: 
That an army camping in the vicinity of this claimant’s, or of her late 


husband's, property, upon a cold night resorted to the fence-rails in an 
irregular way. ‘Those of us who have been in the Army know—well, 
it was a regular way in one sense of the word, for the Army very regu- 
larly did this kind of thing—they appropriated the rails, and, as the 
report states, a large amount of cord-wood in the tree; and that to me 
is the strangest part of the whole transaction, for if there had been 
sufficient rails I doubt the fact of the depredation being committed in 
the timber in the tree. But, Mr. Chairman, I say it is under any cir- 
cumstances a mere trespass, assuming the facts to be true as they are 
set forth in the report; it is a mere trespass upon the part of the 

and not a rule to guide us in the payment of such claims. But if 
committee and the House afterward conclude to do this, let it. be under- 
stood that this is a precedent for the payment for all property that 
may have been taken from loyal citizens, that might have been appro- 
priated for army purposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, Ido not remember during the time 
I have been a member of this House that a claim of this*character has 
been passed by Congress. In fact it seems to me that this case is clearly 
within the rule as belonging to that class of cases that Congress has 
uniformly decided should not be paid. Asstated by the gentleman from 
Indiana, who recognizes this case as coming within a class that would,” 
if paid, cost a vast expenditure of money to meet the demand, who rec- 
ognizes from the reading of the report the circumstances and conditions 
under which the property was taken, a portion of the Army on a cold 
night came near the farm of theclaimant in this case, the soldiers going 
out and helping themselves to the rails until they were gone and then 
cutting down the standing timber and using the material for the pur- 
pose of making themselves comfortable. That is the state of facts set 
forth in thereport. But that was the very process which was carried on 
during the war from the Potomac to Florida, and was carried on largely 
within the limits of the District of Columbia. Thousands of acres of 
land were entirely denuded of forests in the vicinity of this city; and in 
some parts of Virginia where I have traveled since the war there was 
not a fence to be found, all having been taken by one army or the other; 
and the number of fence-rails consumed by the armies during the period 
of the war would, if paid for under the provisions of this bill, aggregate 
what may be justly called an enormous amount of moncy. 

I do not believe any officer of either army ever issued a requisition 
for the taking of fences for fire-wood. Asthe gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCreary] well knows that did not require a requisition, They 
just went out and took them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the property had been taken for the use of the 
Army, and vouchers been issued in the regular way, and it had been 
shown the Army used it for the purpose here declared, it would bring 
the case within the rule; but it is not within the rule, and to pass this 
bill, although reduced from the amount claimed, $5,000, to $1,200, 
would establish a precedent that would cost this country untold mill- 
ions of dollars. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. If this bill should pass would it not establish the prin- 
ciple that wherever an army went the Government was responsible for 
whatever damage followed, whether the damage was from the author- 
ized act of an officer or from the unauthorized act of a private? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is my opinion. It would set the worst prece- 
dent that could possibly be made. Therefore, although this bill comes 
to us with a great reduction in the amount, from $5,000 to $1,200, we 
should not be tempted by that even to allow this amount to be paid. 
It is as bad a precedent to allow $1,200 as it would be to allowa larger 
amount. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the gentleman from Illinois draw any dis- 
tinction between wanton damage committed by soldiers of the Federal 
Army and the taking of fence-rails and wood for the purpose of keeping 
themselves warm in freezing weather? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do notremember that soldiers have ever been in 
the habit of going out to destroy property for the amusement of the 
thing. Whenever they have taken property it has been to use it in the 
camp. So I suppose this property was taken, as other timber was taken 
during the war, for useful purposes. Butit wasan unauthorized depre- 
dation; and this comes under the class of losses resulting from the oper- 
ations of war for which Congress has determined no compensation should 
be made. Itis unfortunate for the parties involved, as for all persons 
found in the midst of war. But that is a misfortune Congress can not 
remedy. Iffire comes and destroys the houses of citizens, those citizens 
must submit to the loss of their property. - If war comes and devastates 
the property of a whole district, the people in the district must suffer 
the loss. Congress can not makecompensation. Ifthisis paidit opens 
the door to an enormous amount of similar cases, the end of which no 
one can foresee. ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The simple question here is whether the prin- 
cipal, which is the Government in this case, shall be held responsible 
for the accidental or wanton t of its agents on other people. 
We have paid heretofore all claims where they have originated by vir- 
tue of any authority of any man who represented the Government. 
Whenever an officer who was the exponent or representative of the 
power of the Government at that time gave an order to take the private 
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property of any individual, then the Government by virtue of the ex- 
ercise of that authority became responsible for the acts of its agent. 
But if this Government is to assume the bility of making itself 
liable forthe depredations which have been committed without warrant 
or authority of law, I say we might as well stop speaking about the sur- 
plus in the Treasury and go to work to increase the taxation of the 
people of this country. 

We have for twenty years refused to pay this class of claims, while we 
have paid all classes of claims which were justly due. And it seems to 
me while this is a small amount, it involves a principle which if adopted 
must eventuate in a very heavy draught on the resources of the coun- 
try. I therefore take the liberty of calling on members of this House 
to consider well before they put in this entering-wedge which-will re- 
sult in a very heavy outlay of the taxes contributed by the people. 

There can be no more reason for paying this claim than there is for 
paying ten thousand other claims where the soldiers of the Federal 
Army took property, either wantonly or to supply their needs, without 
authority of law. And, as I have said, if we pay this claim it will be 
followed by ten thousand other claims, some of smaller amount and 
many much larger. For this reason I trust the members of this House 
will reflect upon the principle and the results involved before they open 
up the Treasury to a class of claims which do not rest upon the law or 
upon any authority the Government exercised, but are simply put for- 
ward to reimburse parties for depredations committed by persons who 
were not representatives of the Government for the purpose of taking 
this popar 
Mr. PETTIBONE. In the original bill of rights, drawn by George 
Mason and adopted in most of the State constitutions in the United 
States, is the principle that private property shall not be taken for pub- 
lic use without due compensation. 

A MEMBER. It is older than that. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. The gentleman says the principle is older than 
the bill of rights drawn by George Mason. In truth it is as old as the 
exercise of justice among men. 

I agree with my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the Union 
soldiers were not accustomed to wantonly destroy property. If they 
destroyed property without any benefit to the United States, or if the 
taking of the property was not necessary then and there for their sus- 
tenance and their protection, then the Government is not called upon 
in justice to pay the claim. 

But, sir, an army marches through the country, night comes on, it is 
surrounded by storm and darkness, there is no means of sending up to 
headquarters, which may be 5 or 10 miles off, to get an order to build 
a fire, but here is the fuel; the soldiers take it and make a fire; it belongs 
to a Union man, and he ought to be paid. He gives his allegiance to 
the Government, and every government of which I have ever read in 
the history of time has gone upon the principle that allegiance and pro- 
tection go together. If the citizen or subject is loyal, then the Gov- 
ernment is bound in equity sot to take his private property for public 
use without paying for it. Now, what is this case? I understand the 
facts to be these, and I challenge the attention of the House to these 
facts. I understand that the Union forces during the war camped upon 
the land of this claimant, that she was loyal, that fuel was necessary to 
protect the soldiers from the inclemency of the weather. It was not 
cut and stacked up as cord-wood; it was in the form of rails and tim- 
ber. The soldiers were encamped there four or five weeks. : 

I ask you gentlemen, do you suppose that in the inclemency of win- 
ter a Federal army, or any army, could remain encamped in one place 
without the means of cooking their food, without the means of keeping 
themselves warm? Why, you would have had a sick-list that would 
have cost you in pensions and in the resulting inefficiency of the army 
a hundred times what this woman’s rails and timber were worth. If 
this property was not used for the comfort and benefit of the soldiers 
it ought not to be paid for. If it was used to make fires to keep them 
warm and to cook their food and the woman was loyal, tell meon what 
principle you are going to say that this claim ought not to be paid? 
Oh, you say, but it will open a door to fraud. Will not the House of 
Representatives always be equal to itself? On the one hand, it is ad- 
mitted that you can not bind the next Congress. Your precedents, if 
they are bad, will be of no avail. Each case will be determined upon 
its own state of facts, and the question here now is, shall we do justice 
to-day on this particular occasion or shall we do injustice now lest our 
successors in future Congresses shall go wrong? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Iask the question simply for guidance 
in giving my vote. I do not find that the report of the Committee on 
War Claims contains a statement of the facts of this case like that made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. The report does not even state 
that this fuel was used for the purposes of the Army; it says that it 
was ‘‘destroyed’’—an unfortunate word in such a case. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I concede that; but I have asked the chairman 
about the proof that is behind the report. I concede that if the prop- 
erty wassimply wantonly destroyed by the Federal soldiers we ought not 
to pay a cent for it. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Suppose it was destroyed in conse- 
quence of being between the two armies while they were fighting? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Oh, thatisanother question. Ofcourse it should 
not be paid for in that case. That is one of the exigencies of war. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me to 
suggest that the special finding of his jury is against him. They have 
reported that the property was ‘‘destroyed,”’ and not-used. Would it 
not be better to have the bill recommitted and get a proper report? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Possibly that may beso. I am not quarreling 
with the verbiage of the report, nor do I stand upon it, but I say that 
if the facts behind this report are as I understand them to be, if it is 
true that this woman’s rails were taken as fuel to make fires to keep 
the Federal soldiers warm and to cook their food, gentlemen need not 
tell me that this county is going to the dogs if we pay this old widow 
the sum of $1,200. 

Mr. LONG. How long were the troops encamped there? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Four or five weeks. 

Mr. LONG. Don’t you think it is likely that during that time the 
officers would have made a requisition for fuel? 3 

Mr. PETTIBONE. No, sir; I donot think so, because I haye been 
in the volunteer service myself, and there are many gentlemen on this 
floor who have had a like experience and who know that in those days 
we did not stop to attend to suclr formalities when we were scouting or 
looking forthe enemy. We were not behind bomb-proofs up in Massa: 
chusetts or in Wisconsin. ‘The feeling then foremost in our minds was, 
‘We will put down this rebellion if it takes every chicken in Dixie.” 
That is the way we felt. The general in command was not studying 
principally about fences, but the question was, ‘‘ Where is General Lee, 
or General Longstreet, or General Johnston with his forces ?”’ 

Mr. HARA. One question: Does the gentleman proposé to pay 
for the chickens? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. No, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why not? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Because the question of loyalty is in the way. 
But if they were a-loyal woman’s thickens, and had been made into 
broth to feed poor sick Union soldiers in the hospital, I would say yes. 
Who would say no? 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have said all I wish to say, and I yield the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, the point I desire to make has al- 
ready been alluded to by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], 
and possibly by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown]. 
That very salutary principle of the Constitution—older, indeed, than 
the Constitution—that private property should not be taken for public 
use except upon just compensation, has been invoked by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] as justifying favorfble action on this 
bill. Now, I want to call attention to the fact that the finding made 
in this case, as embraced in the report of the committee, does not say 
that this property was ever taken and applied to any public use. The 
report simply states that a certain number of thousands of rails were 
destroyed by the Army. There is nothing in the report to indicate that 
those rails were ever used for any public purpose, or that their destruc- 
tion might not have been accidental and not for the purposes suggested 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. In brief, there is nothing here to 
show that this property was ever taken by command of any authorized 
officer, or was ever used by the Army for any legitimate purpose in such 
a way as to fix a liability upon the Government to pay for these rails 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me—and I have watched the action of the 
Committee on War Claims with some interest, because I represent a 
section of country in which a t many of these claims have origi- 
nated-—that this particular claim is far outside of the most liberal line 
that has yet been drawn by this House or by the committees of Con- 
gress in dealing with this class of claims. As has been well said by 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], if the Committee 
of the Whole should recommend the payment of this claim and if the 
House should pass the bill, we begin favorable action upon a new class 
of claims, a great many of which have already been rejected by the 
officers of the Government and by committees of Congress, and we start 
upon a career of expenditure involving an ultimate outlay which no 
man can estimate in advance. In view of the considerations already 
urged on this floor, and in view especially of the authentic report of 
this committee—so very meager as to every point upon which we should 
desire to have information in acting upon a claim like this, a report 
which in its conclusions is adverse to the precedents of this House in 
considering war claims—I submit that this claim should not receive 
the favorable action of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, we have before us a report from 
the Committee on War Claims which states that they find the Union 
Army ‘“‘ destroyed’? 15,200 fence-rails belonging to the claimant, worth 
$2.50 per hundred, amounting to $380, and also 1,200 cords of wood in the 
tree, worth in that condition 75 cents per cord, amounting to $900; mak- 
ing a totalof $1,280. This Committee on War Claims having jurisdic- 
tion of the subject-matter, and we may say of the person also, because the 
claimant had submitted to the jurisdiction, makes a report here in the 
nature ofaspecial finding byajury. Thiscommittee finds—we have not 
the evidence before us, but simply the finding—that these fence-rails and 
these trees were ‘“‘ destroyed.” Itseems tome that so faras ouractionis 
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concerned this is conclusive. Ifnot, why not? These rails and these 
trees were destroyed; thatis the finding. If they were destroyed, then 
what is the legal conclusion? That their destruction was a part of the 
ravagesof war. Wedo not know for what purpose they were destroyed. 
I presume these rails were taken to build breastworks, and we may 
presume that these trees were chopped down to make abatis for the pro- 
tection of breastworks or something of that kind. If trees were *‘de- 
stroyed,’’ I can not readily imagine for what other purpose they were 
so destroyed. According to the report they were not used; and we are 
to follow this report as importing verity in this case. 

My eloquent and earnest friend from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE], 
for whose judgment asa lawyerand as a man I have very great regard, 
says the amount in this claim is only $1,200 at any rate, and it is a 
poor Union woman whom we are asked to pay. Mr. Chairman, when 
our American forefathers went to war against our English ancestors it 
was not on account of the tax of 3 cents a pound on tea, but it was for 
the principle that there should not be taxation without representation. 
So the question here isnot as to the $1,200 which it is proposed to pay to 
this woman or her representatives. The question is whether we are to 
pay for the devastation of war; because, as has been said here more 
than once, if we enter upon the payment of claims of this class we 
shall need to have a larger surplus in the Treasury than we have to- 
day; we shall need much heavier taxation than is now provided for. 
This is simply the opening of a door; it may not be a sey wide open- 
ing now, but we mustremember the old fable of the camel who wanted 
very much to get his head within the tent. First, it was the nose that 
entered, next the head, then the neck, and finally the whole body; 
so that the occupant of the tent had to move out. And so we may ap- 
prehendit will bein this case. The opening may be small to-day, butit 
may become capacious enough to swallow all our treasure and leave us 
bankrupt. If this is the ravage of war, if this property was destroyed 
and not used, if these trees were cut down to give a range for artillery 
(and that is part of the ravage of war), it is not to be paid for. All 
law, modern and ancient, is against any such liability as that; and 
therefore so long as we stand upon thisreport, until we have some dif- 
ferent report, I do not see how we can afford to pass this bill. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If this bill shall pass and become 
a Eien we have twenty millions of like destruction around Get- 
tysburg. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I see no other way but to recommit this report 
to see whether it is correct or not. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire here now to discuss 
the principles involved in this measure. It is sufficient for my purpose 
to sy the discussion elicted by this bill develops sufficiently to my 
mind the general judgment of the House in regard to it, and on that 
account I ask and now move the bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I rose to make the same motion. 
This report uses the language, these fence-rails and wood were de- 
stroyed. The proof shows they were taken and used by the soldiers, 
But I am sure I for one do not desire any precedent established here 
which would in any t be injurious. When the chairman of the 
Committee on War Claims rose, I was about to move the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. GEDDEs’s motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims. 


FRANCIS W. HALDEMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was, the bill (H. R. 658) 
for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay to Francis W. Haldeman, of Avoca, State of Iowa, out of any 
money in the p Creeis not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200, as compen- 
sation for services performed and money expended for the benefit of the United 
States during the late civil war. 


Dig BRAGG. I would like to hear the report of that loyal Iowan 


The report (by Mr. LYMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House bill 658, make 

the following regane 
n the fall of the year 1863, Francis W. Haldeman, being then a mere lad twelve 

years old, too young to be enlisted and received into the military service of the 

nited States, procured, at his own expense, a uniform, and, in the same man- 
ner, armed himself, and went with an Ohio regiment from his home in Tiffin, 
Ohio, to Johnson’s Island, in Sandusky Bay, and was there en for some 
time in guarding prisoners. He then attached himself to the Forty-ninth Ohio 
Infantry, and went to Camp Dennison, near Cincinnati, Ohio, and again sought 
to be mustered in as a drummer, but was acer on account of his age and alee. 
He then attached himself to Company A, Twelfth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and 
all the officers of that regiment testify that he faithfully performed the duties of 
a cavalry soldier, as a bugler, a scout, and an en man in the ranks, until 
the end of the year 1864. It also pe ee that he received such injuries to his 
physical health while in the line of his duty as that he has never recovered from 
the same. His conduct was of such a gallant nature that he has received hon- 
orable mention by name in the history of hisregiment, He has never been paid 
one cent, use he was never mustered. The gallant and meritorious sery- 
ices of this brave and patriotic youth deserve recognition. 

Your committee recommend the bill , With the following amendment: 
In the sixth line strike out the words Wand fifty.” 


Mr. LYMAN. Imove that bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to say anything against 
so brave a boy as that; butit does seem to me a lad twelve years old, too 
small to be enlisted even as a drummer-boy, too young and too small 
for any service, the chances are those glorious achievements he per- 
formed, which made him historical in the history of his regiment, have 


been performed largely by the pen-and-ink brigade since the war, as 
well as all that species of recollection which writes up a great deal of 
military history and furnishes an immense amount of pension evidence 
and proof to support war claims; in other words, they are very likely to 
be creations of the imagination. 

But whether this was so or not, the Government refused to take this 
boy into its service. They declined to have him, and on competent 
authority rejected him because he was unfit for service. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But they did not refuse to take his services. 

Mr. BRAGG. But like a camp-follower or horse-leech he followed 
on, and followed on, and followed on. Why? Onaccount of that glo- 
rious and patriotic sentiment which prevailed all over the State of Ohio. 

A MEMBER, Iowa. 1 > 

Mr. BRAGG. Iowa,is it? No; he went to Ohio, but he started 
from Iowa, He wanted to go down to guard the prisoners in Lake 
Erie. That boy, if I remember the report here—and that is where he 
got it—it was an afterthought of that glorious patriotism which filled 
him when he'wanted to go when the Government said he should not. 
What has become of it? Has it oozed out like the courage of some 
people we have heard tell of? What was to be such a glorious record 
of courage and patriotic sentiment, which was to impel him to go when 
the Government tried to keep him from going, has now developed into 
a begging propensity. The gentleman from Iowa who presented his 
claim undoubtedly knows the boy. He undoubtedly knows the boy; 
he is undoubtedly a nice boy, and it occurred to him it would be a 
clever thing to give something to that boy. Soit went. There area 
thousand boys I know who would likeit very much and be just as thank- 
ful. But there is no earthly ground in the world for paying this boy for 
anything that he did. He has got no claim upon the Government what- 
ever; and we are in no condition now to be giving pams to boys even 
if they do live in Iowaor Indiana or Ohio or anywhere else where some 
member of the Committee on War Claims happens to live. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not see any reason whatever why 
this assault should be made upon this young man. I do know him, 
and he does live in the State of Iowa; but I did not know him at the 
time he was serving his country in the Army. It has been said by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin that the country refused to receive him as 
an enlisted man and to muster him into its service as a soldier in the 
Army. 

Tt ystrne he was not received and mustered, because he was not within 
the age of enlistment; but as remarked by my colleague from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER] on my left, the country did not refuse for over a year 
to receive hisservices, and the faithful service, too, which he rendered. 
The country did not refuse to allow him to arm and uniform himself 
at his own expense, and use his arms and uniform in its defense during 
the period of his service. s 
I know the young man now, while I did not know him then; and I 
do know that his health is broken, and if we are to believethe evidence 
furnished before the War Claims Committee, broken by reason of his 
exposure in the service. He asks at this late day for this compensa- 
tion in view of the expenditures incurred by himself; and I am sorry 
to hear him assailed as he has been upon the floor of this House by the 
commander of the ‘‘ Iron Brigade.” 

Now, I only know about this man’s service from what I have seen 
in the record before the Committee on War Claims. I introduced this , 
bill into the House for his relief, and estimated the service at $250, in- 
cluding the expenses to which he had been subjected in purchasing his 
arms and uniform. The committee thought that the time for which 
he was in the service and the probable amount of the expenditure made 
hy him would not exceed $200, which sum,.in their judgment, was suf- 
ficient compensation, and they directed that amendment to the bill. I 
have no objection to the amendment, but the testimony of the officers 
commanding that regiment is to the effect that this young man was a 
faithful soldier during the year or over that he was with the regiment 
acting in the capacity of bugler in the regiment of cavalry to which he 
was attached, and also acting as a scout. 

Mr. BRAGG. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LYMAN. Certainly. x 


Mr. BRAGG. Whatisthedate of the affidavit of the officers to which 
you refer? 

Mr. LYMAN. I don’t remember the date. 

Mr. BRAGG. How many years since? Is it of recent date? 

Mr. LYMAN. It was made within a short time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I thought so; of course it was. 


Mr. LYMAN. Within the last year perhaps; but it is no less the 
truth because it was nfade within the last year. Are these officers, the 
colonel of the regiment and the captain of the company with which he 
served, to be impeached and their testimony questioned because it was 
not given twenty years ago? And yet that is the implication from the 
gentleman’s remark. 

Mr. BRAGG. What evidence have you that he bought the uniform; 
what did he pay for it—what amount of money? 
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Mr. LYMAN. Ihave the evidence of himself and the officers with 
whom he served —— 

Mr. BRAGG. And where could he buy the uniform; in the Army? 

Mr. LYMAN. He bought it before he left home, I suppose. 

Mr. BRAGG. Where? 

Mr. LYMAN. In Iowa, I presume. -He did not go from Ohio, as 
the gentleman said. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Government did not have any store-house where 
such a purchase could have been made in Iowa at that time. Where 
could he have bought his arms? 

Mr. LYMAN. The testimony satisfied the committee upon that 
point; and the officers of his regiment, the colonel, and the captain of 
the company to which he was attached, testified that he was a faithful 
soldier, that his claim was true, and it seems to me that the Govern- 
ment can afford to pay. for the services he performed. 

I now yield so much time as he may desire to my colleague from 
Towa, General WEAVER. e 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if thegentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG] desires to oppose this measure upon its merits, and 
without attacking the reputation of this brave lad, that is all right. 
But I think it is ungracious, after this young man has made his mili- 
tary history, after he has been honorably mentioned in the records of 
his regiment, after he has sustained his reputation before the commit- 
tee having charge of his claim, that the gentleman should rise here with- 
out knowledge of the facts of the case on which the claim is based, and 
say before the American Congress and put it into the RECORD thatthe 
young man is trying to impose upon the House by trying to get a claim 
through here by begging. I know many men who went into the Army 
and served faithfully, and who would have spurned to ask for a pen- 
sion or pay while their health was good. He gave not only an example 
of his valor to the Government, but he gave to the Government his 
health, a sacrifice which to many men is dearer than life itself, and 
why then should his reputation be assailed here without cause, without 
evidence? The Government has had his services as a soldier, and if it 
has paid any other man for his services it should pay this young man, 
now that he is in bad health and in need of it; and that is all there is 
of it. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. You say this boy has received honorable mention in the 
history of his regiment. The report does not speak of his services ina 
solitary battle. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Oh, doing service in battle is only an inci- 
dent to a soldier’s duty. Actual fighting does not take up much of a 
soldier’stime. There is guard duty, the bivouac, the march, the picket 
duty, every-day duties of all kinds. “These make up the life of a sol- 
dier. $ 


Mr. WISE. This report says he was a bugler in a camp in Ohio. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That was the duty of a soldier. As a 
bugler, he called the soldiers to duty. Itis true the Government re- 
fused to take this young man’s services when he made bis first appli- 
cation. But afterward it took his services, and there was an implied 
contract that he would be paid for them. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] wants to know if there 
were any uniforms for salein Ohio. Does the gentleman not know there 
were uniforms all over the country? And whether there were uniforms 
or not, he could go and order a uniform to be made as uniforms were 
made for Federal soldiers. Thereisnothing but carping and criticism 
in what has been said. If it isheld the Government shall not pay the 
man because there was no contract, all right; but do not let us have 
his character assailed here. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have not assailed anybody’s character. I know 
nothing of this boy’s character or his services except from the record 
which the committee have made for him. I spoke of the record they 
have made, and it is absurd on its face. ‘ 

I have seen, many a painting, many a cut of the drummer-boy with 
the American flag wrapped round him lying dead in the attitude as if 
he had led the charge on the enemy’s works, but nobody in his senses 
believes such athing ever took place. But it looked pretty in the pict- 
ure. If they had looked for the drummer-boy when there was a battle 
they would have found him knocking out the head of the drum as soon 
as the fight commenced, and going to the rear if he had the pretext of 
helping to carry a wounded soldier to an ambulance. If they had 
looked for the drum they would have found nothing but the shell of 
it. Poetry is one thing and reality is another. 

It is absurd to suppose a boy twelve years old, too small to be taken 
even for a drummer, was selected by anybody for a cavalry scout. Yet 
that is what the report says. That must be the kind of cavalry my 
friend alluded to the other day when he spoke of the valuable cavalry 
we had in the first part of the war. 

“There is no real claim on the part of this boy. ‘Itis merely atrumped- 
up claim. In these days peopleseem tothink all they have to do is to 
knock, and thescriptural promise will be fulfilled, ‘‘It shall be opened 
unto you;’’ that if they knock at the door of the Treasury through 
their member of Congress they will get what they want. 

Take another class of cases just like this. We had during the war 
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a great many benevolent females, elegant ladies, large-hearted, glorious 
women, that the soldiers learned to love for the efforts that they gratu- 
itously made to alleviate their sufferings, to cool the heated brow, to 
moisten the parched lips, to take the last dying message from the cot 
to send it to the betrothed, or to the aged mother, or to the little child 
that was left fatherless. Most delightful scene! Most glorious and 
most patriotic memories! But now we find them coming here through 
the War Claims and Pension Committees—coming as beggars; and 
these gratuitous services for which we prized them so highly are all be- 
ing coined down into dollars and cents. Twenty years after the war 
we are asked to give pensions to these ladies that gathered around the 
hospitals. Ithas knocked all the sentiment out of it; AN those things 
we love to dream about are gone. That race of disinterested people is 
becoming extinct, and we see them one after another beggars banging 
at the Treasury door, saying, ‘‘ Please give us some money.’’ 

It is time this should stop. I want some of the rich memories of the 
war preserved. I do not want it to be brought down to this basis of 
dollars and cents, I should like some patriotic sentiment left in this 


matter. 

No doubt this was a very nice boy who followed and persisted in fol- 
lowing the regiment and sticking about them fora year; they could 
not drive him off. But it is different when after twenty-two years he 
comes here and has the committee figure out that it must have cost him 
so much for his gun and that it must have cost him so much for his 
clothes. Thenwhere did he get his fodder? It must have cost him so 
much for buying his rations. But the committee say they will reduce 
his bill from $250—that they will cut off $50. In that way they prac- 
tice economy a little and give him $200. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I know, Mr. Chairman, that there area 
great many pictures of the late war and of all wars that are very de- 
ceptive to the youth of the country, but during my brief military ca- 
reer I have known instances where drummer-boys were of very great 
service, and I was astonished to hear the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. Brace] belittle their aid in carrying wounded men and officers 
off the field. One of the most valuable services that a boy could 
sibly render would be to aid in carrying off the wounded, because if he 
did not do it another soldier would have to do it, and so two soldiers 
would be taken out of the line, one wounded and the other helping 
him off the field. Therefore, when a drummer-boy helped a wounded 
soldier he was really keeping another soldier in line. 

I know, sir, as I have said, that some war pictures are very decep- 
tive, and I will tell you one that is far more likely to deceive than the 
picture of the drummer-boy at the front; thatis the picture of the offi- 
cer with his epaulettes, in front of his men, leading the charge and say- 
ing, “Come on, boys, and carry the works!”’ If there is a humbug in 
American military history, it is that portion of it which represents the 
commissioned officers leading the charge upon the enemy’s works. As 
a rule, they were to be found where their orders and the rules of war 
required them to be—at a safe place in the rear—while the private sol- 
diers did the shooting and the fighting and the dying. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us be fair. I know that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] did not intend to make an attack upon this 
young man, of whom he knows nothing. Let us be fair, and let us 
leave no trace upon the record that that young man’s reputation has 
been assailed here. I resent that in his behalf and in behalf of the 
private soldiers of the Army. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 
report, this is the case of a young man who went into the Army, or 
tried to get into the Army, and being perhaps too young to be mus- 
tered in, went along with the troops and really performed military duty; 
and now the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, BRAGG], the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, who not only thinks it his duty to 
look after the Army but also to look after the commissioned officers, 
and to see that the generals are promoted after they are retired, and to 
see that men who have been in the regular Army all their livesand are 
retired under the law shall come in and have their commissions raised 
and their pay raised after they have gone out of the Army—the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, who feels bound to attend to all these things, 
now comes in here and seeks to attack this boy upon the ground that 
he was a “‘camp-follower.’’ 

The gentleman wants to know who ever heard of a boy who was too 
young to be mustered into the Army rendering any military service ? 
I can teli the gentleman of two boys in my own regiment who were so 
young that the mustering officer refused to muster them. They were 
orphan boys. Their two uncles had command of a company each; they 
uniformed the boys, gave them a musket apiece, and the boys started 
along with us without being mustered. Atthe battleof Richmond, Ky., 
they went into Jine and did as good fighting as any soldier in the regi- 
ment. During the fight, after we had been driven back, General Man- 
son was passing, and these two little fellows were er and they 
presented arms and saluted him. ‘The rest of usdidnot think ofshow- 
ing that respect to the commanding officer. That attracted the atten- 
tion of the general. and he inquired about them, and had a special or- 
der issued that they should be mustered in for gallantry upon the 
battlefield. They were mustered in, and they afterward became the 
left and the right guides ofthe regiment, and when it was mounted they 
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became scouts and messengers, and went with Sherman to the sea. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG. Did you say that those two boys were ordered by the 
commanding general to be mustered into the service because they knew 
enough to present arms and the balance of you did not? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. [Laughter.] I say they 
were ordered to be mustered in, not for that particularly, but for gal- 
lantry, and they afterward did as much for their country as the man 
who led the Iron Brigade and who now comes here to attack a boy who 
bared his breast in the service of his country. [Applause.] If this 
young man did his duty he has a right to be paid for hisservice. But 
the brave chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs (which ought 
to be a brave committee) comes here and not only attacks this boy, but 
he seeks to travel outside of this record to attack the nurses who took 
care of thesick soldiers during the war; he saysthey are coming here now 
asking to be paid for theirservice—coming here as beggars. Why, sir, 
ifa woman who gave her services to her country years ago has since 
lost her health and her means, and now comes and asks the representa- 
tives of that country to do something for her by way of compensation for 
her services in the past, I ask the chairman of the Military Committee 
if it is not as honorable for the Government to grant her request as it 
is to raise the pension of the widow of a general officer from $30 to $50 
a month, or as honorable as to stand here and block &gislation unless 
the House will consent to such an increase of pension. The committee 
have reported in favor of this bill because they believe that the Gov- 
ernment can afford to be honest with the men who helped to defend it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I beg pardon of this committee. I ought to have re- 
membered that the bare idea of an officer in the service is to my dis- 
tinguished friend who has just addressed the committee about like a 
red rag to a bull. I had no idea that he would break out intosuch ter- 
rible convulsions, or I should certainly have abstained from my oppo- 
sition to this bill. j 

Where did this brave boy ‘‘bare his breast?’? Why, he blew a bu- 
gle somewhere as a scont. Did the scouts who served with the gentle- 
man’s command herald their coming by bugles? Was that the kind 
of soldiering that the gentleman from Indiana did? When he went as 
a scout, did he go with a brass band? [Laughter.] If so, it shows 


me very conclusively that that portion of the Army to which he was 
attached suffered very much because it did not have some officer of the 
regular Army connected with it to teach them some little part of their 
du 


ow, there is no occasion for all this talk aboutoficers. Hereismy 
friend from Iowa who wants to know whoever saw an officer lead a 
I can tell him what I haveseen. I have seen gentlemen who 
followed the ‘*stars and bars,’ who bore commissions as officers, com- 
ing down in advance of their lines, the men having their muskets at 
right shoulder shift or at trail arms, and their slouch hats down over 
their heads, and I have seen these officers lead those men plump up 
against the musketry, and, being in front, keep them from firing, with 
the view of carrying the works at the point of the bayonet. I will 
say that much for them. Ihave seen officers who followed the other 
flag who did not say, ‘‘Go in, boys! I ama little lame; you will prob- 
ably get driven back, and I will be here to receive you when you 
come!” The army that I had the honor to serve with had officers in it 
who were not afraid to fight—officers in whom their men had confi- 
dence, because the men believed them to be as brave as any men in the 
line, believed them to have courage and nerve, with the skill and the 
coolness to sweep with the eye over the field, to take advantage of the 
position, to cover the men where cover could be had, and to reach the 
point where the enemy could be assailed with most success and with 
the least loss. Those officers had the confidence of thesoldiers. When 
any man who. says he was a soldier makes it a of his daily voca- 
tion to abuse officers, I think he must have belonged to that squad who 
were camp followers, who were always in the rear, who always re- 
ported the terrible destruction that had taken place in their command 
at the front, and that they were the onlymen who had not been killed 
as the battle went on. 

That tremendous battle at Richmond, Ky.—what was it? Where 
is the record of that wonderful battle? How many troops were en- 
gaged? What advantage was gained of lost? 

Why, sir, it was, I have no doubt, one of those skirmishes between 
outlying troops where here and there a shot was fired from the pickets, 
and they rallied back on the center, and the horns were sounded and 
the drums beat to move on “‘ Johnny Reb,” and when they moved up 
where they supposed he was, he had gone! [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I only want to recommend to the 
gentleman that he read the history of his country a little. If he will 
do so, he will find that the battle of Richmond, Ky., lasted for about 
ten hours; that there were several engagements, and that, for the num- 
~~ of troops engaged, it was as severe a battle as was fought during 

e war. 

Mr. BRAGG. How many men fell in that action? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Well, sir, I haye not the figures here. 
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Mr. BRAGG. That wassucha great battle I should suppose the gen- 
tleman could give us an approximate estimate, at any rate. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I amnotteaching the gentleman his- 
tory. Heought tounderstand the history of hiscountry. There were 
about nine thousand men on the Union side, and on the other about 
twelve or fifteen thousand of Kirby Smith’s troops. It was the fight 
in which the Union forces were trying tostop Kirby Smith from march- 
ing upon Cincinnati. x 

Thegentleman departs from the point in issue and seeks to say—I 
do not know whether he meant his remarks for meor for the gentleman 
from Iowa—that we have been abusing the officers. No one ever 
heard me abuse an officer. I have never on this floor tried to detract 
from the merits of any officer; but I do try to stand by the interests 
of the private soldiers, and not say to them, ‘‘ We have time for leg- 
islation in the interest of the officers, but none for legislation in your 
interest.” That is the issue. 

Mr. BRAGG. Permit me one question as to statistics, Was it not 
the fact that nearly all of that command to which you belonged were 
captured at Richmond, Ky. ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Many of them were. 

Mr. BRAGG. And is it not true that the balance of them were sent 
back to General Wolford to be drilled because they were such poor sol- 
diers? (Laughter. ] z 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, Mr, Chairman, if gentlemen will 
be quiet, I want to say that in that battle we were subjected to many 
humiliations, but to no humiliation so great as to be drilled by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. [Laughter.] I wish to say further that he 
was a very brave man, but I never saw him have his own troops under 
command in the line; and it is part of the history of the war that, 
while he nominally had about fourteen hundred men, he never was able 
to have more than two hundred of them together at once. [Laughter. ] 
Now I wish to say further, in answer to the gentleman from Wiscon-. 


sin—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise toa question of order. It is impossible 

for us to understand this ‘‘ history ’’ while there is so much confusion. 
Beha CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats and preserve 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will say, in answer to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, that it is a remarkable spectacle for a man who 
claims to be a Union soldier, and claims to have sympathy with the 
Union cause, now at this late day to gloat over a Union defeat. [Ap- 
plause on Republican side.] That isastrange spectacle. Whether it 
is because he had no sympathy with the cause at the time or because ` 
his surroundings are such now as to prompt him to do so I know not, - 
but I suppose it was the former. 

The gentleman seeks to get after the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LY- 
MAN] and myself because we forsooth have stood here in defense of the 
private soldier. He seeks to draw the inference because we have done 
that we have been makinga war upon theoflicers. It isnotthat atall, 
sir. It is to give the officer his justdues, and to give to the private sol- 
dier what belongsto him. What we wish is that when you grant legisla- 
tion to one give them that legislation alike, and not makea privileged 
class of one to the exclusion of the other. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said before, this is a claim for services rendered. 
And the gentleman seeks to attack this boy because he says he was a 
bůûgier in the Army. Why, sir, a buglerin the Army is just as neces- 
sary in his way asa general. [Laughter and applause.] He is just 
as necessary as a captain or a colonel. I have no doubt that the gen- 
tleman has often heard the notes of the bugle when it sounded the re- 
tt Es no doubt he enjoyed it very much. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to oppose this bill, 
but, on the contrary, to favor it, both by my speech and by my vote. 
The proof is apparent this boy did serve the Government during the 
war faithfully, and he ought to be paid for those services. I not only 
do not oppose it, but, on the contrary, as I have said, I shall vote for it. 

I disagree with the chairman of our committee in this matter, but I 
do not rise to go into the merits of the case, but rather to reply to an 
unjust insinuation made by the distinguished and honorable gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON]. It so happens, sir, Iam pecul- 
iarly surrounded in this House. Here I have a distinguished gentle- 
man who commanded a brigade in my division. I refer to General 
HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am willing to have him state to this House 
whether I fought my men or not. I see distinguished officers of Ken- 
tucky here who fought against me. They too cau say whether my 
eommand fought or not. It is a matter which they can not forget. 
[Laughter.] They will tell you that that command was always fight- 
ing. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it was my fortune during the war first to command a 
regiment, then a brigade, and after that a division. I am not ashamed 
of that regiment, sir, as a regiment; and it never was ashamed of me. 
[Applause.] Iam not ashamed of that brigade as a brigade, and it 
never was ashamed of me. I am not ashamed of that gallant division, 
which fought in my presence, for I led them in more than one hundred 
battles, and that division never was ashamed of me. [Applause.] 
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Read the history of the war, sir, and you will learn I never drilled 
the troops under my command merely for dress parade. [Applause 
and laughter.] I never drilled them for dress parade, but, sir, I drilled 
them to fight, and they did fight. [Applause.] Those men were 
never afraid to fight, and they never were ashamed of the record which 
they made in the war. 

Nor, sir, were they eyer ashamed of the gallant men who took an- 
other vitw of the issues involved and who fought against them. History 
will tell who I was and what I did, and if there be any gentleman here 
who has not read that history of his country I commend ittohim. He 
ought to read it. When he does it will tell him sureand plain whether 
I was a mere disciplinarian or not. It so happens that some of the 
cavalrymen who went down South from Richmond showed whether 
they were disciplined or not. I say that, and I say more than that, 
that they were disciplined, and in many a hardly-contested fight showed 
themselves to be gallant and brave men. Why, sir, they ran the war. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

I have said all I desire in answer to the unkind insinuations of the 
gentleman from Indiana. l 

Now, there was a distinguished man, a great warrior—I speak of a 
man in Kentucky, and Kentuckians are generally right—who showed 
he was right. He was a great man, a man of powerful mind, a man 
thirşting to distinguish himself in the war. He went out in the cav- 
alry. Isay read that history and see whether the gentleman from In- 
diana judges correctly. The gentleman reminds me of a man who went 
in the infantry and got tired of walking [laughter], and then left his 
regiment and joined the cavalry. He said he got tired of walking and 
wanted to ride. [Laughter.] ` 

But he did not stay very long in the cavalry until he resigned, be- 
cause he found, as he said, that the cavalry led him into a fight, and 
he said that it was a dangerous place tobe in.. [Laughter.] He then 
joined the artillery, but they ran him right into the face of danger, and 
he said a is no place for me; it isa very dangerous place.” [Great 
laughter. ` 

After a while he went into the quartermaster department, and I 
read that about my friend the gentleman from Indiana the other day 
in his military history} but after getting into that department and 
thinking he was in a safe place a few days passed around and John 
Morgan came along and captured the quartermaster. He did not hap- 
pen to —— this man, however, for he ran off. [Laughter and ap- 

lause. 
p He took himself away and got out of danger, and then he said he 
would resign and go home, because he could not find a safe place in the 
Army; he had tried all, the infantry, the artillery, and the cavalry, and 
even the quartermaster department, and all were dangerous. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Now, my friend from Indiana is a great man, a powerful speaker, a 
great soldier; but another strange thing about this man that I have 
been talking about which reminds me of my friefhd from Indiana is that 
he always hated the names of the officers after that matter took place. 
[Laughter.] He hates the cavalry, and the artillery, and the infantry 
officers, and he hated them with asort of perfect hatred ever afterward. 
[Laughter.] But another thing; I have said all I wanted to say about 
the gentleman from Indiana and all I wanted to say about my humble 
self. I have many faults, and I thank God and the people that they 
have never all been told on me [great laughter], but no man ever 
charged me or my command with anything but true fighting. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, and there has been too much said here 
in this Congress against pensions, that there has been an effort upon 
every pension case here and an effort everywhere, by a certain class of 
men in the Congress of the United States to inculcate the idea that there 
was war and hatred between the officers and the privates; that there 
was a kind of bitterness between them, and I have heard that often 
here. There is no such feeling. The officers loved the privates and 
the privates loved the officers. I know that when an officer did his 
duty, when he was gallant and brave, that he was regarded as a sort of 
a father to his men, and where he was brave enough or skillful enough 
to inspire confidence in the soldiers they looked upon him with some- 
thing of that kind of feeling, On the other hand, the officer loved the 
soldiers and entertained for his brave men who performed their duty 
gallantly something of the feeling of a father for his children. 

If the soldiers were commanded by a man who had their respect and 
confidence there was unbounded affection between them, and I know 
that on every side the soldiers loved them. How was it that all the 
soldiers of the Army loved old ‘‘ Pap’? Thomas so? How was it and 
why was it that they all loved General Grant so much? How was it 
on the other side that all of the confederate soldiers had such devotion 
for Lee and for Stonewall Jackson? How was it with you, my distin- 
guished friend [referring to General WHEELER], that your men loved 
youso? [Laughter.] There never was a true soldier who had the 


manhood and the heart and the soul of a soldier who did not love the 
soldiers of the Army and the officers of the Army, and there was a 
wealth of good feeling between them. They were brothers in danger, 
and to say that there was no affection between them is to mistake the 
facts. I only wish to say this, Mr. Chairman, in order that gentlemen 
may not undertake to tell the country—for the country loves both the 


officers and the men—that there was war and bitterness between the 
officers and the privates. ‘ 

Now, a word upon another question. I am for pensioning every sol- 
dier in the Army, and every man knows that [laughter], and for giv- 
ing to every officer of the Army who won distinction—that distinction 
which made his men feel proud of him—the full recognition of the Gov- 
ernment, and their widows, too; and I fayor higher pensions for officers’ 
widows than for privates’, and have always voted so, and no private 
soldier has ever grumbled about that. : ‘ 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee has enough in- 
formation now as to the gallantry of both armies, and therefore I move 
that this bill be Jaid aside to be reported to the House witha favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move to amend by reporting it adversely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. RYAN. The proposition, Mr. Chairman, on which the commit- 
tee is to vote is not understood, I think, generally. 

The CHAIRMAN.” The Chair will state to the gentleman from 


ansas—— 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I want to know what is the question 
before the House. Š 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthegentleman will suspenda moment and hear 
the statement of the Chair he will ascertain. The bill as introduced 
provides for a payment of $250, but the committee recommend striking 
out ‘‘fifty,’’? so as to make it read ‘‘ $200.” That is the amendment 
on which a vote is now to be taken. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The first question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia that the bill be reported to the House with an adverse 
recommendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will suggest that we have a vote on the question 
of reporting it favorably. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the favorable report is voted down it will 
amount to the same thing. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed. by Mr. HAM- 
MOND, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 93. 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BRAGG and Mr. LyMAN were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 
99. 
Mr. BRAGG. That is not a quorum. è 

The CHAIRMAN. The point baving been made that a quorum has 
not voted, the Chair will order the roll to be called. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motionis not in order. The Clerk will call 


the roll. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I am satisfied there is a quorum present. Can we 
not get along without taking up time in calling the roll? - 

Mr. HAMMOND. That was the object I had in making my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. When a quorum has not voted it becomes the 
duty of the Chair, under the rule, to cause the roll to be called. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Adams, J.J. Curtin, Little, Sayers, 
Aiken, Davis, Lore, Seney, 
Anderson, C. M. Dawson, Lovering, Seymour, 
Anderson, J. A. Dingley, Matson, Snyder, 
Arnot, Dorsey, McComas, Spriggs, 
Ballentine, Dougherty, McKinley, Stewart, Charles 
Barry, Elisberry, Lillard, Stewart, J. W. 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Mitchell, t. Martin, 
Belmont, Fisher, Maller, Stone, E. F. 
Bingham, Foran, Murphy, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
land, Forney, Neece, Strait, 

Blount, Frederick, Negley, Tarsney, 
Brumm, Gallinger. Norwood, Taulbee, 
Buchanan, Gibson, C, H. O'Donnell, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Bunnell, Gibson, Eustace O'Ferrall, Thomas, J. R. 
Burleigh, Glover, O'Neill, Charles Thompson, 
Burnes, Gof, O'Neill, J.J. Throckmorton, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Outhwaite, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. Harmer, Parker, Viele, 
Campbell, J. E. Hatch, P Payson, Wakefield, 
Campbell, T, J. Henderson, D/B. Phelps, Ward, J. H. 
Candler, Henley, idcock, Warner, A. J. 
Caswell, Hewitt, Pindar, Weaver, A.J. 
Catchings, Hiestand, Pirce, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Holmes, Plumb, White, A.C. 

le, Hopkins, Randall, Whiting, 
Collins, Hudd, teed, Wilkins, 
Cooper, Kelley, Rice, Worthington. 
Crain, Lawler, Robertson, 
Culberson, Le Fevre, Romeis, 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
Crisp reported that, the Committee of the Whole House having found 


-itself without a quorum, he had caused the roll to be called, and here- 


with reported to the House the names of the absentees, to be entered 
upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the demand is made the names of absentees 
will not be read. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I ask that my colleague from Georgia, Mr. CANDLER, | is the easiest way, and in this case the easiest way would be for the gen- 


be excused. He left the Hall very unwell. 

The SPEAKER. Excuses are not necessary under this call. The 
names of the absentees will be entered on the Journal. From the report 
made by the chairman it appears there are 119 absentees, and there is 
a quorum present. The committee, under the rule, will resume its sit- 


ting. 
"The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. Crisp in the 
chair. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

‘The question was taken on Mr. SPRINGER’S motion; and there were— 
ayes 69, noes 75. 

So the motion was not to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question was on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] to strike out the word 
"í favorable ” from the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LY- 
MAN] and insert the word ‘‘adverse.”’ The tellers will resume their 


laces. 
= Mr. HAMMOND. Willonly those vote who did not vote formerly? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the better method would be 
for the vote to be taken over again. The former vote was exhausted 
when the fact was developed of no quorum. The Chair requests that 
all gentlemen favoring the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia 
will now pass between the tellers and be counted. 

After some time had been occupied in the count, 

Mr. HAMMOND ‘said: It is plain the quorum has gone home. I 
move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers have not yet made their report. If 
all gentlemen have voted who desire to do so the Chair will ask the tell- 
ers to report the result. 

The tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 95. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think that is not a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will di- 
rect the roll to be called, that members present may answer and that 
the absentees may be noted. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 

-~ The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that motion can only be made 
by unanimous consent. The rule provides that when the fact of no 
quorum is developed the roll shall be ealled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that the rule provides that, but’ J do not 
think that excludes the motion that the committee rise. If it did we 
would now be in the condition that the House could never adjourn. 

Mr. KING. We can never get out of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can neverget ont of the committee for this rea- 
son: the roll is called, and if it appears that there is a quorum pres- 
ent the fact is reported to the House, and we must go back again into 
Committee of the Whole, and so on repeatedly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Well, if we have got into a posi- 
tion where we can not get out we had better remain init. [Laughter. ] 
We have been skirmishing here all the week for a quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The motion that the committee rise is equivalent 
to the motion to adjourn in the House, and that is always in order, if 
anybody can get the floor to make it. Upon the other theory it would 
be impossible to dissolve this session, because, as I have said, if we call 
the roll and find a quorum present we must go back into committee, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Who is responsible for getting us 
into this position? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know. Iam sure that I am not. Mr, 
Chairman, I think it is in order to move that the committee do now 
rise, and I make that motion. e 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the Clerk to read what I have marked in the | 


Digest, page 422. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A quorum is not required in the Committee of the Whole House on a motion 
that the committee rise, for the reason that it is the equivalent of the motion to 
adjourn in the House, on which a quorum is not required, and also for the fur- 
ther reason that as the motion to adjourn has been held not to be “business,” 
the motion that ‘the committee rise ” is governed by the same rules, 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I think that is a pertinent cita- 
tion, as we certainly are not trying to do any business to-day. [Laugh- 


ter. ; 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to present my point of or- 
der. By paragraph 2 of Rule XXIII it is provided that *‘ whenever a 
Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum the 
chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the commit- 
tee shall rise. If upon the motion that the committee rise the point 
js insisted on that there is no quorum in the committee, then I appre- 
hend that under this rule it would be the duty of the chairman to 
proceed to have the roll called; but if upon the motion that the com- 
mittee rise a quorum is.not insisted upon, then I think that under the 
paragraph just read from the Digest the committee could rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER.. Itis not n to call the roll when the com- 
mittee wantstoadjourn. If that wererequiredinsuch a case we should 
find ourselves in committee and unable to get out. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr, Chairman, the best way to get out of a trouble 


tleman who has made this point of a quorum to withdraw it and let us 
go on and do business, instead of filibustering here as we have been 
doing for two days. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the roll-call will go on. Itis 
manifest, and has been since morning, that the object here is to take 
up time in filibustering, and the time may as well be occupied in calling 
the roll as in talking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
haying made a motion which the Chair decided to be outof order, and 
haying submitted his views upon the point, the Chair desires to say 
that in the opinion of the Chair, under clause 2 of Rule XXIII, when- 
ever it is disclosed on a vote by tellers that no quorum of a Committee 
of the Whole House is present it becomes the duty of the chairman to 
cause the roll to be called, and the Chair thinks that no other motion 
can be made atthattime undertherule. The roll must be called, and 
the committee must then rise and report the names of the absentees to 
the House. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ Regular order!” 

Mr. DUNHAM. And then, Mr. Chairman, if there is a quorum pres- 
onh we must go right back and be in the same fix as before. Is that 
the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that when Zentlemen 
get into the House they will have a more able parliamentarian to de- 
cide questions than they have in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like the attention of the Chair fora mo- 
ment. [Cries of ‘‘ ar order!’’] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the question. ‘The regu- 
lar order is demanded, and the Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 

The CHAIRMAN (before the call was concluded). As the hour of 
5 o'clock, at which the House, under its order, must take a recess, has 
now arrived, the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumedsthe chair. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock haying arrived, the House 
takes a recess until half past 7 o’clock, the session this evening to be 
devoted to the transaction of business under the order heretofore made. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The House reassembled at half past 7 o'clock p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the con- 
sideration of bilJs under the special order for Friday evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. HERBERT in the chair. 


MARIA K. RITTER, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5693) for 
the relief of Maria K. Ritter. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it be laid on the table. The 
reason for such action is that the claim has been allowed in the Pen- 
sion Office since the bill was introduced. 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL was agreed to. 


WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4097) 
for the relief of William J. Owings. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1201) 
for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar. 
Mr. MORRILL. This bill, I think, has been objected to; and I will 
ask that it be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection that order will be 
made. 
PHBE H. MEECH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1649) 
granting a pension to Phoebe H. Meech. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Iask that this bill be passed over. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] who made the report asked 
me to make this request. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, the reason this bill was passed 
over on Friday evening two weeks ago was the fact that there was not 
then before us any certification as to the commission of this officer. At 
that time there was pending in the Senate a bill similar to this, and 
the proper official certification of the Adjutant-General of the State of 
New York was in the hands of Senator BLAIR. I now hold in my 
hand that certification. There is testimony in the case that the adju- 
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tant of the regiment carried the commission of this officer through 
Mexico and brought it as far as New Orleans, and now the official doc- 
ument is here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. TAY- 
LOR] insist on his proposition ? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. No, sir; but Iam opposed to the bill. If 
we are now to consider it I ask for the reading of the report of the 
committee. There is nothing in the report to show that this man was 
eyer mustered as a lientenant or served as such. On that ground I am 

to increasing the pension. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As there is opposition to the bill, I ask that it 
be passed over until the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] 
who reported it shall be present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR] asks that this bill be passed over informally, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. In the absence of objection that order will be made. 

JAMES H. DARLING. F 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.7257) 
granting a pension to James H. Darling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the nameof James H. Darling, late of Company 
G, Seventy-third Eaetioant Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


Mr. CABELL. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7257) granting a pension to James H. Darling, respectfully submit the following 
rt . 


Claimant was a private of Company G, Seventy-third Ohio Volunteers, hav- 
ing enlisted November 19, 1881, and was di: December 12,1862, OnJune 
181579, claimant filed bis application for a pension, alleging that he contracted 
rheumatism at Camp Logan, Ohio, about January 20, 1862; his claim was re- 
jected because “the evidence failed to show the origin of the alleged disability 
in the service and line of duty,” and the claimant alleging his inability to fur- 
nish the reguired proof as to origin, 

Two neighbors, who had known claimant for thirty years, testified in 1851 that 
he was a stout, able-bodied man, able to do all manner of farm work before his 
enlistment,and know that claimant had no such thing as rheumatism. It is 
shown b; the testimony of comrades McKee and Makinson that claimant broke 
down with rheumatism at Camp Fetterman, West Virginia, and was sent home 
about February 1, 1862, on account of his disability. In corroboration of this the 
report of the Adjutant-General, United States Army, shows: 

*Claimant reported on roll for March and April, 1862; at home, on sick-list, 
May and June, 1862; absent without leave, July and August, 1562; deserted 
March 5, 1862, Charges of desertion and absence without leave are removed ; 
he went to his home in Jackson County, Ohio, by proper military authority, 
some time during March or April, 1862, where he remained sick and unable to 
travel to December 12, 1862, when he reported at Columbus, Ohio; he was dis- 
chai at that post December 12, 1862, on surgeon's certificate of disability,” 

It is shown by the evidence that claimant has been a sufferer from rheuma- 
tism since his „at times being compelled to use crutches. Two medi- 
cal examinations by examining surgeons of the Pension Office, dated March 7, 
1881, and March 22, 1882, show him to be disabled by rheumatism, and the afli- 
davitof D Campbell, of Cherrydale, Kans., dated March 24, 1886, shows him 
still disabled. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. CABELL. LIobject. This man ought not to have a pension. 

Mr. PETERS. As I did not enter the House until the Clerk had 
begun the reading of the report, I ask to what company this soldier be- 
l 


onged. 
The Clerk again read from the report the following: 
Claimant was a private of Company G, Seventy-third Ohio Volunteers. 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I hope the gentleman who reported this bill 
will explain to the House how the charge of desertion was removed. 
Mr. MORRILL. Why, Mr. Chairnian, the report itself shows that 
the charge of desertion was removed by the Adjutant-General. It is 


stated in thereport of the Adjutant-General that he removed the charge |” 


of desertion because the man was improperly reported as a deserter, hay- 
ing been home sick on proper leave. 

Mr. CABELL. The report also shows that this man rendered little 
or no service to the Government during the entire time he was enrolled 
as a soldier. Though the reportstates that the charge of desertion was 
removed it does not state at what time it was removed, nor for what 
cause; nor does the report make it appear that the charge was properly 
removed. ‘The House-has no information on these points. ‘There is a 
statement that the man was charged with desertion; and I think it fur- 
ther appears that he was not much of a soldier during the whole time 
up to his discharge. I think that in such cases we ought not to grant 
pensions by special law. Whatever may be the reasons for granting 
pensions to good soldiers, it is not proper to grant them in such a loose 
way as this. 

Mr. MORRILL. My impression is that this case is a very strong 
one. The extract from the Adjutant-General’s report—it is not the 
language of my report at all—shows that the charge of desertion was 
removed. It shows the man went in and served five or six months, 
and was then taken sick and continued sick of rheumatism about four 
months. He was then di ed on surgeon’s certificate of disability. 
The evidence as to his being disabled by rheumatism is 
Gaon STEELE. Why could he not get a pension at the Pension 
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Mr: MORRILL. Because he could not prove his disability was the 
result of disease contracted in the service. 

Mr. PETERS. I belonged to the regiment this soldier was attached 
to. Ihave here the regimental history. I came into the House as the 
report was being read. It appears this rheumatism was contracted in 
Camp Logan, but from the evidence afterward it seems it was con- 
tracted at Fetterman, W. Va. I am aware the regiment had very hard 
service at Fetterman, and there was much sickness in the regiment at 
that place. Prior to reaching West Virginia we had no service except 
camp service. 

If the disease is alleged to have been contracted at Fetterman there 
is good ground to think the evidence is correct. I think one hundred 
or perhaps more died of that disease contracted at Fetterman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying the bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CABELL. I call for a division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 1. 

Mr, CABELL. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum having been made, the 
Chair will appoint tellers, 

Mr. CONGER, Will the gentleman tell us if it is his purpose to ob- 
ject to any bill which may be read? If it is not, then I suggest this 
bill be laid aside to see if we can not strike some of those reported from 
the Invalid Pensions Committee to which there will be no objection. 

Mr. CABELL. The gentleman has no right to ask me any such 
question as that. I am standing here upon my rights as a Representa- 
tive, and will exercise them to suit myself. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the question. 
offensive to the gentleman at all. 

Mr. CABELL, In that view then I have no objection to saying that 
I do not intend to object to any case which I think isa proper one. I 
have served on the Invalid Pensions Committee and have examined a 
great many of these cases which are brought here upon this Calendar. 
I shall raise no objection to any proper case, but where I believe it 
is not a proper case I shall not only object, but shall insist on my objec- 
tion to the best of my ability. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to passing over this bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to the bill being passed over. 
I have reported a great many of these cases and have spent much time 
in the investigation of the testimony upon which they are founded. I 
have not the slightest interest in one case out of twenty-five which I 
have reported. I haye examined this case and looked over the whole 
of the evidence to support it, and I will say itis as meritorious as two- 
thirds of those which have been passed. I do not know who intro- 
duced the bill and careless. I gave it a thorough investigation, butam 
willing to withdraw it if the gentleman who introduced it does not ob- 


I did not put it to be 


ject. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. The Clerk has passed over one bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee will first be 
disposed of. Is there objection to passing over the pending bill? 

There was no objection, and the bill was passed over for the present. 


NAVY AND MARINE CORPS. 


Mr, ELDREDGE. We have passed over a bill (H. R. 4702) amend- 
ing sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions 
to certain disabled persons who have served in the Navy or Marine 
Corps. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Was not that bill passed over? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is a general bill and can not be considered to- 
night under the rules of the House. . 

The CHAIRMAN, It has not been before the committee to-night. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Is not this a general bill? 

The GHAIRMAN. The Chair can not tell until it is read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MORRILL. Under the order for these night sessions, we can 
only consider private bills reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions granting pensions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That bill, then, is clearly not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill does not seem to be in order, because 


it does not grant a pension. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
that point? =- i 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will proceed. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. Thisisin the nature of a pension. If thestatute 
is amended as this bill provides it will put certain persons who served 
in the Navy for twenty years upon what is called the half-pay list, in- 
stead of sending them to the asylum for sailors. It is exactly tanta- 
mount to a pension, and the money that would be drawn by these men 
does not come out of the general fund appropriated for the payment of 

ions, but from the fund which has accumulated under this provis- 
ion of the naval regulations and is now in the Treasury, and amount- 
ing to ten times the pay of the men who will be benefited by the ope- 
ration of this bill. overal millions of dollars have accumulated in the 


Treasury to pay these sailors; and in view of the fact that it affects but 
few persons, it has been put by the Speakér upon the Private Calendar. 
I repeat, although it does not grant a pension to the recipients, it 
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would be in the nature of a pénsion by placing them upon this retired- 
list, which amounts to the same thing. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Weare not able to hear a word the 
tleman is saying. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I hope gentlemen are not deaf on that side. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Thegentleman does not seem to talk 


plainly enough. + 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Iam not to blame for that. This bill isin the 
nature of a ion bill, I say. 


pensi 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Now we can hear you. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Iam glad ofit. If the bill goes into operation 
and the statute is amended as the bill contemplates, it will put about 
one hundred and twenty-five sailors on the half-pay list instead of send- 
ing them to the asylum for sailors; and being in the nature of a private 
claim, and benefiting but few persons, and being tantamount to a pen- 
sion bill, it has been placed upon this Calendar. h 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the bill is clearly out of order un- 
der the special order providing for these sessions of the House. That 
provides—— ` 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of or- 
der. É 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this is not a bill 
granting a pension. It amends certain pension laws, and would be 
the basis of other and further applications for pensions, but it is not 
a bill granting pensions; consequently the Chair sustains the point of 
order, and the Clerk will report the next bill. 


JOSEPH GUY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7253) 
for the relief of Joseph Guy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion Jaws, the name of Joseph ar ore a member of 
Company C, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SPENCER W. TRYON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7249) 


to pension Spencer W. Tryon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of neer W. Tryon, late a private in 
Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 


®@ The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
, MAYBERRY VANCE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6247) 
granting a pension to Mayberry Vance. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the porains and 
limitationsof the on laws,the nameof Mayberry Vance, of Danville, State 
of ar. Gipi ate a private in the marine service ofthe United States. 


Mri N. Let us have the report in that case read. 
The report (by Mr. Sworr) was read, as follows: 


Mayberry Vance enlisted as a private marine, United States Navy, July 27, 
1863, and was d July 27, 1867. 

"He bases his claim for pe m on the following facts: 

“About July 26,1864, while at Pensacola navy-yard, Florida, either from n: 
lect of guard duty or missing roli-call, he was confined, by order of Capt. Lh 
Dorsan, in a room or cell on the beach called a jail. His blanketand bed were 
taken away, and he was compelled to lic on the cement floor, which being damp 
caused him to contract asthma.” 

The Pension Department rejected his claim “on the ground that, there being 
no record or evidence in the Navy De nt of the alleged disease, and the 
inability of claimant to furnish satisfactory evidence connecting said disease 
with the service and line of duty.” 

A careful examination of the papers in this case shows that the sailor was in 
the service four years, and he is always reported as being present. 

There are in evidence about twenty affidavits from the sailor’s comrades, and 
in every case the evidence is sworn to, and clearly shows that Mayberry Vance, 
the cl: t, entered the naval service a sound man and free from all disease, 
and that he has suffered from asthma from the date of discharge up to the pres- 
ent time, the time of taking their evidence. .It is clearly shown the sail- 
or’s condition is gradually getting worse from the ý: 

The examining surgeon. . Strawbridge, testifies that the disease is perma- 
nent, and in his opinion did originate in the service. He finds— 

“An asthmatic co an irritable, easily-excited heart. Respiration imperfect 
over both lungs, with dullness on percussion ; = any respiratory sounds, 
and no apparent dilatation over lower half of rightlung. Thinks his trouble 
more that of an old chronic bronchitis than = 

There seems to be a diversity of opinion between the assistant surgeon and 
the examining surgeon. The assistant surgeon states— 

“That during the years 1865, 1866, and 1867 he was stationed as assistant sur- 

n, United States we Ao the Pensacola nayy-yard; that during said time 

May Vance, at that in the United States Marine Corps, was repeatedly 
under his care and was treated by him for bronchitis.” 

While the examining surgeon again states: 

“ Have seen this man since his examination (March, 1890) in a very severe at- 
tack of asthma. Has considerable cough, respiration very imperfect over both 
lungs, with dullness; respiratory sounds feeble.” 

This sailor was unquestionably free from disease when he entered the service, 
and he is undoubtedly subject to some affection of the lungs, probably asthma, 


which, as usual, becomes worse as its victim grows older. As to its incurrence 
while in the Navy the testimony of some twenty of his mates shows that it was 
produced in the manner claimed. 

Your committee are aware that some allowance must be made for sailors’ 
yarns, which neyer become less by frequent repetition in the forecastle, It 
scarcely seems credible that, for so trivial an offense, a sailor would be 
to such an unusual punishment—a punishment which did not cease at the time 
S its infliction, but has continued ever since and will last during this sailor's 

ie. 

Your committee are unwilling to believe that naval officers of the United 
States would resort to a method of punishment scarcely to be looked for on a 
Russian man-of-war. 

They therefore discard this theory of the incurrence of the disease, but never- 
theless remain of the opinion that it was contracted in the service, and ask the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation, that it do pass. 


z MARIA CUNNINGHAM. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5414) 
granting a pension to Maria Cunningham. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 


ations of the pension Jaws, the name of Maria Cunni. , widow of Will- 
iam Cunningham, deceased, late of Company K, One hw and twelfth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I dislike very much to vote for a bill, 
even a pension bill, without knowing all about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman call for the report? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I either desire to hear the report, or if 
it is voluminous and will occupy too much time, I should like to have 
some gentleman who understands what the bill is make some explana- 
tion of it. These cases seem to be undergoing a review from higher 
authority than the Congress of the United States, and I think that we 
ought to know what we-are doing. S 

The report (by Mr. SwoPe) was read, as follows: 


W. H. Cunningham, private Company K, One hundred and twelfth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Voluntecrs, was mustered February 11, 1862; discharged January 
20, 1885, and died December 3, 1877. 

His widow’s claim was rejected because her husband died in 1877 from an ob- 
scure cause, possibly diabetes, which can not be shown by competent testimony 
(in the absence of record) to have had its origin in the military service. 

In this claim there is the usual evidence as to soundness of soldier prior to 
enlistment, and yourcommittee accept that factasestablished. Itis in evidence 
that soldier received a gunshot wound of head beneath right temple in action 
at Fort Gillmore, Va., September 29, 1864. 

Seige examining surgeon stated there was no ratable degree of disability from 
that cause. 

The hospital record states that Private William H. Cunningham received a 
severe wound of skull by shell in action September, 1864, and was sent tọ corps 
hospital. The record of his treatment at various times in several hospitals is 
given with considerable minuteness as to ha ge Steg used. January, 1863, he 
is admitted to hospital with febris remittensand rheumatism; February, March, 
April, May, and June, 1 with chronic rheumatism; October, 1363, chronic dys- 
entery; November, 1863, febris remittens; December, 1863, tonsillitis; March, 
ipee alabete This soldier died in the Fayette County Insane Hospital from 
all es. 

There is a labored attempt to trace the diabetes and suffering in the back to 
gunshot wound in the head, which your committee think, under the circum- 
stances of this case, entirely unnecessary. Here isa man shown to have entered 
the Army well and sound; he is shown also to have received a severe shell 
wound of the head. He is also shown by the hospital record on two different 
occasions to have had attacks of remittent fever; also an attack of tonsillitis,a 
long bout with the rkeumatism,and an ai of bel het erg He is shown to 
have returned from the Army broken in health, never able to do a day's work, 
growing steadily worse, and dying insane in the almshouse of alleged diabetes. 

The widow's claim for pension was rejected because diabetes is not 
shown to have been incurred in the Army, and in fact one of the surgeons states 
that soldier could not have had diabetes, because he was positive that he never 
treated a case of that kind in the Army; so that this case is made to hinge 
largely upon the recollection of this surgeon as to whether he did treat the case 
of diabetes, or whether this soldier may not have suffered from it without his 
knowledge. It is very possible that there may have been a mistake in di 
nosis, but whether this soldier actually died of diabetes, whether he had this 
specific disease in the Army or not, does not seem to your committee absolutely 
necessary to decide. 

These remain: (1) Soldier was well when he enlisted; (2) he was severely 
wounded in head; (3) he had various attacks of disease in the Army; (4) when 
cere) he was broken in health, grew steadily worse, and died AAA inan 

mshouse, 

These considerations induce your committee to report favorably and to ask 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recpm- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH HARBAUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6895) 
granting a pension to Sarah Harbaugh. 
The bill is as follows: 


Beit d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to god ote yn and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Harbaugh, widow of George 
= pte eh late a private in Company C, Sixty-first ent Pennsylvania 

olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 


George I. Harbaugh was a private in Company C, Sixty-first Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. This soldier enlisted August 1, 1861, was discharged Sep- 
tember 7,1864,and died October 4,1881. It appears that the husband of this 
claimant was found dead in a pottery. A jury of inquest attributed hisdeath 


to disease of the heart. 
The claim was rej: because of want of ability to trace the affection of the 
heart to the soldier's service in the Army. 


It appears that the soldier was somewhat peculiar in his ways, and that some 
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considered him a crank SI e earlier period of his service in the Am 
but it is stated by his captain, H. O. C. Oahmler, that he always performed his 
bay er a soldier, He was wounded in the ankle May 2, 1863, on the battlefield 
of ericksburg, af Marye’s p r and from that time on his mental aber- 
ration me more percinte and decided, 


the same aberrations after discharge 
the sequence as to this is established clearly enough. Itisclaimed, and per! bs 
truly, that the soldier's wandering habits, irregular life, and privations contrib- 
ut s to produce the heart disease. As to thi 
to e 
The only facts about which there is any certainty are thatclaimant’s husband, 
notwithstanding many eccentricities, was a good soldier, and he was wounded 
in action; that afterward his mental disturbance increased, and that after wan- 
dering around the country for some years he was found dead, He left a wife 
and fivechildren, 

Your committee, in view of the impossibility of ascertaining the exact cause 
of soldier's sickness and death, fore his family the benefit of the doubt, and 
recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no gentleman 
present in this committee more favorably disposed to granting soldiers 
pensions than myself; but I think it is better for us all to consider 
very carefully, in acting upon these private bills, whether we may not 
do something or pass some bill like this which would ibly bring 
the entire system of granting pensions into discreditand disrepute before 
the country. If we are here to grant ions for service, that is one 
thing; if we are here to t pensions for disabilities that are trace- 
able to the service in the line of duty, that is another. If we are here 
to grant pensions simply because a man was a good soldier, we would 
pension nearly the entire Army. If we are here’ to grant pensions be- 
cause a man was a good soldier and was wounded, but the wound was 
not the potential cause of the death or disability, then we should pen- 
sion a very large majority, because a great majority of the pending 
claims are of that class. 

I do not believe that in this case, as disclosed by the report, the death 
is traced even inferentially to the service or to wounds; and so beliey- 
ing, I shall content myself with casting my individual vote against the 
bill, leaving every other gentleman to act as his own judgment shall 
dictate. But I desire to say that we may now well pause to consider 
whether by granting pensions in the exceedingly liberal and, I may be 
permitted to say, possibly improvident manner in which we have been 
seemingly acting, we are not bringing the entire system into discredit 
and disrepute with all the people. 

Mr, BAYNE. Ican not say that I sympathize with the views of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTcHEON] with reference to the grant- 
ing of pensions to widows of soldiers whose familiesare left in destitute 
circumstances. My belief is that in a case like this where the man was 
a good soldier and served the whole three years’ term of his enlistment, 
when he leaves a widow and five children in destitute circumstances, 
and when he entered the service in good health and having come out 
of it was subject to mental aberration and also contracted disease, it 
is the duty of the Government to grant a pension. I shall myself vote 
for every bill that has features of that character. 

The special bills are intended not for the purpose of granting pensions 
in cases which are already provided for by general law, but to meet those 

eral cases where the general law fails to provide a pension. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. By reason of its generality. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, by reason of its generality; and this claim, like 
many others that have come before the House of Representatives and 
the ) aires should be passed upon that ground and upon that principle. 
Im am familiar with the history of this soldier. He served his 
country faithfully and well. He was a brave soldier, The facts were 
not fully set forth in the affidavit. ‘The gentleman on the committee 
who drew this report has given the bare facts as they appear by the 
evidence. My colleague, Dr. Sworr, from his knowledge of medicine 
and surgery and from his knowledge of those causes that are likely to 
affect a soldier in the service of his country, is quite as capable in fram- 
ing areport to trace the cause of the difficulty as the surgeons and others 
who haye examined the case in haste at different times, and he has given 
to those cases that have been referred to him a careful and critical ex- 
amination. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. It is on the statement in the report that the com- 


mittee were unable to trace the cause of this man’s death that I based 
my remarks. 

Mr. BAYNE. The report does not say it isnot traceable. But they 
say it may be traceable to the exposure in the service, and their belief 
is that it is traceable to that, and that the conclusion that he died from 
other causes than those which would be traceable to his exposure in the 


service was perhaps an erroneous one. But they find that this soldier, 
having entered the service a sound man, having served faithfully his 
fall term of enlistment, having been wounded in the service, having 
left the service and become subject to these mental aberrations and other 
trouble which culminated ultimately in his death—in view of all these 
circumstances they give the soldier the benefit of the doubt, and recom- 
mend gtanting to the widow and five children, who are in destitute cir- 
cumstances, this pension. 

If this case does not appeal to the generosity of the Government, if it 
does not rest upon the very principle upon which’ these pensions are 
granted, that is to say, that when a man who went into the service, and 
served his country faithfully and well during the war, died leaving a 
dependent family without means of support they ought to receive the 
support of this Government, then I fail to see why there should be any 
special act of Congress passed at all in any case. 

As I was about to say, I am familiar myself with the facts in this 
case. I knewthis man, I know his widow, and know this to be a case 
fully deserving of a pension from the Government; and I hope there 
will be no objection to this or to any other case that presents features 
similar to this. 

The bill-was laid aside to bė reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANDREW G. HILLBERG, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7066) 
for the relief of Andrew G. Hillberg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew G. Hillberg, late a private 
in Company A, Sixth Regiment Minnesota State Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month, : 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

After the word “ yolunteers,”’ in line 7, strike out the words "and pa 
pension at the rate of $8 per month,” and insert in lieu thereof the wo 
grant him a pension for varicose veins in addition to the pension he is now re- 
ceiving for partial deafness.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


GREEN CHAMBERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7299) 
for the relief of Green Chambers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Green Chambers, late a p 


in Com y H, One hundred and fifteenth United States Colored Troops, sus 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7299) for the relief of Green Chambers, have had the same under consideration, 
and submit the following report: 

Claimant enlisted as a private in SOmEeny: H, One hundred and fifteenth 
United States Colored Eke es September 20, 1864,and was d July 11, 
1865; claims a pension for disability incurred while in line of duty at Cynthiana 
Ky., fall of 1864. While working on a stockade helping to roll upa log the end 
of which he was lifting slipped k and the handspike which he held in his 


hand was forced against him, striking him in such a manner as to ca rup- 
ture, which continued to grow worse, and at present he is a suffe from 
its effects. Claim rejected on the ground of claimant's inability to furnish 


satisfactory evidence showing prior soundness and origin of disability. 

Board of medical examiners state soldier has direct inguinal hernia of right 
side, wears a truss, but it does not keep the bowels up; hasalsoalargehydrocele _ 
of same side, and gives him one-halftotal sry i War Departmentrecord shows 
soldier discharged July 31, 1865, on account of hernia, also that he was treated at 
Dennison United States Army general hospital for large inguinal hernia of 
both sides, rendering any exertion painful and fatiguing. No records of the 

iment on file subsequent to April 1, 1864. 

Claimant states that he is unable to furnish further testimony as to prior sound- 
ness, because he does not know of the whereabouts of any officer of the com- 
pany by whom he can prove prior soundness; that he was a slave in Kentucky 
until he enlisted; that he was perfectly sound when he enlisted; the officer 
casued him to strip,and he was thoroughly examined by the surgeon. Capt. 
Charles Ines, his captain, was from the State of New York, who at the time of 
his injury ordered him sent tothe hospital, and he does not knot of the present 
whereabouts of the said Captain Ines. 

Moses Martin and Liston McCadden in a joint affidavit testify that they have 
known claimant for over twenty-five Apes (the exact date they do not know); 
knew him prior to his enlistment, and at that time he was free from hernia, an 
was a sound, healthy man; that since his discharge from the Army at times he 
has been a great sufferer, and at all times he has been unable to perform any 
kind of manual labor and only able to do such work as required no lifting and 
voy light in its character. 

The official record showing that soldier wasin the service of the United States 
for some time before he was treated for hernia and his own statements as to 

rior soundness, corroborated by two other disinterested persons, uncontra- 

icted, entitle him to the presumption that the disability for which he claims a& 
pension was incurred in the service 6f the United States and in the line of duty. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like some member of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to inform me why this pension could not be granted 
at the Pension Office. 

Mr. MORRILL. The reason is stated in the report. It was because 
there was not enough testimony to satisfy the Pension Bureau of the 
prior soundness of the claimant. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is not required by the law. Under theact 
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of March 4, 1885, proof of prior soundness is di with. That 
amendment of the law was made in the bill as reported by the confer- 
ence committee. í 

Mr. MORRILL. I presume the case was rejected beforethe passage 
of that law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That might have been; but I do not see why he 
can not have the case reopened. 

Mr. PERKINS. There may be circumstances even under the exist- 
ing law which create a suspicion in the Pension Office that the man 
was not sound at the date of enlistment. He is required to prove to 
the satisfaction of the office that he was sound at that time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He is presumed to have been sound. 

- Mr. OHARA. If the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoNn] 
will investigate the matter he will find that in many cases of applica- 
tions by colored soldiers, where the claim is established by proof posi- 
tive or proof which ought to be regarded as positive, they are rejected 
as insufficiently proved because the witnesses have signed by a mark. 
I have thoroughly examined this case, and it is justas the report shows. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I asked the question simply for information. 

Mr.STEELE. As I understand it, thelaw requires the Government 
to prove that the applicant was not sound when he entered the service. 
This pension ought certainly to be allowed by the Pension Office. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, as matter of fact, I know of 
several cases which have been rejected by the Pension Office by reason 
of the lack of proof of soundness, and even to-day I have received a 
communication from the Pension Office stating that the applicant must 
farnish proof of prior soundness. I do not know when this case now 
under consideration was rejected by the Pension Office, but I do know 
that it is still the rule and practice in the office to require proof of 
soundness. In this case it appears from the report that this man had 
hernia, that he was treated for hernia while he was in the service, and 
that he was discharged for hernia. He states himself that he was 

- stripped and examined, and the presumption is that he was sound when 
he went into the service. He states that he is unable to find proof, be- 
cause he does not know where his officers live. It is a matter of com- 
mon history that the officers who commanded the colored troops did 
not generally come from the localities where those troops were raised. 
I think that the best thing to do in this case is to pass the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to passing the bill, but I do 
ee why the man could not get his pension through the Pension 
Office. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘Vote!’’ “Vote!” 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES STOBAUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7660) 
granting a pension to James Stobaugh. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, aun- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the areca laws, the name of James Stobaugh, late of Company 
B, Third Regiment Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7660) 

granting a pension to James Stobaugh, having given the same careful consid- 
“eration, report: i 

James Stobaugh enlisted June 1, 1862, in Company B, First Arkansas Infantry, 
and was discharged with his com na expiration of service, December 31, 
1862. He re-enlisted in Company B, rd Arkansas Cavalry, September 23, 
1863, and was discharged therefrom May 22, 1865, 

In his application for pension he alleges that about September 20, 1862, while 

forming service as a soldier, he with several others were attacked at Lewis- 

urg, Ark., while there recruiting, and he was wounded in the right shoulder. 

Says that captain and lieutenant are both dead, but the fact is well established 
by the testimony of several comrades who were present. 

His was rejected because the date of receiving wound is alleged by 
claimant and comrades three days before the date of his enrollment as shown 
by the records in the War Department. 

‘The records of the War De meters give date of enrollment as September 23, 
1863, and date of muster OctoVer 29, . It does not seem probable that claim- 
ant would have been accepted and enrolled three days after receiving the 
wound; and as the claimant and comrades fix the date about the 20th, it is not 
a violent presumption to assume that it was after the enrollment, since this 
soldier would have been very likely to have enrolled his own name before re- 
cruiting others. But even if his wound was received three days before his en- 
rollment it is proven satisfactorily that he was on duty, and his six months’ pre- 
vious and nearly two years’ subsequent service clearly entitle him to the relief 


Ea official examination finds a present disability from the wound. So, in 
view of all the facts, your committee recommend that the bill do pass, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply to answer a sugges- 
tion made by several friends near me who think that I have misstated 
the law in to the presumption of soundness. In the last pen- 
sion appropriation bill, passed on the 4th day of March last, but in the 
legislative day of March 3, there is a proviso in the following language: 

.“ Provided that all applicants for pensions shall be presumed to have 
had no disability at the time of enlistment, but such presumption may 
be rebutted.” 

Mr. HARA. 
of unsoundness. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, - 


, 


It is very easy for the office to raise a presumption 


WILHELM NOLTE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7688) 
granting a pension to Wilhelm Nolte. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, Au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Wilhelm Nolte, late a- private in 
Company A, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll 
of the United States, and pay hima pension of $12 per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. CoNGER) was read, as follows: 

* The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R, 
7688) granting a pension to Wilhelm Nolte, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to report: 4 

Wilhelm Nolte was a private in Company A, Twenty-second Regiment Indi- 
ana Volunteers. He was di from the service March 1, 1862, for chronic 
rheumatism, as stated in his certificate of coat may i 

Claimant swears that he can not furnish medical evidence of treatment since 
service, as he has been very poor and has treated himself; but he furnishes 
abundant lay testimony from a great many comrades, neighbors, and friends, 
all of whom are certified to as truthful and deserving credit, showing a contin- 
uance of disability from discharge to date. \ 

Philip Herman, of Muscatine, Iowa, testifies as follows: 

“I first met Wilhelm Nolte after the war, in 1866, at Indianapolis, although I 
had known him from the year 1558 at Vernon, Ind. I know that at the time he 
enlisted he was a sound, able-bodied man, and entirely free from rheumatism, 
and did a big day’s work. Hethen worked in stone quarries and did hard, man- 
ual labor. When I met him in 1866 he was afflicted with rheumatism, and was 
badly used up. I was quite intimate with him from 1866 to 1869, and also from 
1873 until the present, and I know that during all this time he had the rheuma- 
tism, and it had gradually increased in severity.” i 

Every year since discharge is coveréd by affidavit after affidavit of like char- 
acter, but which we deem it unnecessary to p : 

The examining board at Muscatine, Iowa, February 4, 1885, gives the follow- 
ing as result of examination: 

“There are no evidences of rheumatism. He has paralysis agitans in both 
arms, which he says has troubled him since his discharge. This man may have 
rheumatism, but we find no physical evidence of the disability other than he 
walks as though he was stiff in the hips.” 

The Davenport board, on November 5, 1885, says: 

“We find no evidence of rheumatism; the joints are normal and there is no 
change in the heart. He suffers from paralysis agitans, which he claims has 
continued ever since his Army service. He is Pa ly unable to earn a sub- 
sistence by manual labor. In the opinion of there is some spinal 
change in this case; if he attempts to talk fast he stutters.”’ 

His hospital record shows that he was treated in hospital for lumbago. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out all after the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 6, and sub- 
stituting the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARIA WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6311) 
granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Maria Walker. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move that that bill be laid aside, 
as the gentleman who has charge of it is not present, and I know that 
he desires to make a speech upon it, 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET LUCY. 

The next business on the private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7511) 
granting a pension to Margaret Lucy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Lucy, dependent mother 
of George W. Lucy, late a private in Company G, Nineteenth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers, and for arrears of pension. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I wish the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HAYDEN] who introduced this bill would make a state- 
ment of the reasons for granting a pension in this case. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, this isa very simple matter. This 
George Lucy enlisted in 1861 and was killed at White Oak Swamp in 
1862. At the time he was killed his father was living, but he 
been an invalid for a number of years, and the son was carrying on 
the business. The father died in 1863, and at the settlement of the 
estate there was a small amount of money left, something like a thou- 
sand dollars, and the widow has been dependent ever since upon her 
children, the estate having of course been exhausted in a very short 
time. This case was presented to the Pension Office in 1864, and it 
was decided in 1883 adversely. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would ask if this bill carries arrears? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I think not. z 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the bill be read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to strike out the words *‘and for arrears 
of pension.” j 

The motion was agreed to. Á 

Mr..HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I should say in justice to myselr 
that I understood that those words had been-stricken out. I did not 
know that they were in the bill. 

Mr. SWOPE. We may have neglected to strike them from the bill, 
but the rt will show that they were to be stricken out. 


Mr. CONGER. The report in this case must certainly suggest an 
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amendment striking out the arrears. I'am sure that no such bill as 
this with the arrears in passed our committee. 
Mr. STEELE. The report does show that that amendment was rec- 
‘ommended. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM F. CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4386) 
granting an increase of pension to William F. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
to place on the pension-roll the name of William F, Clark, formerly of 
the First Connecticut Cavalry,and allow him a pension at the rate of $45 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now received by him. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let us hear the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4336, 


beg leave to submit the following report: 

Yilliam F. Clark 8e r 17, cig bee y A, First emen? 
Connectient Cavalry, and was for d ity ay 2 1865. name 
is borne upon pensi by certificate No. 


jion-roll at the rate of $24 per mon! 
increased 


upon 
shot wounds received in the service, as follows, as 
John M. Tabor, M. D.,of Hartford, Conn., who made an examination of 
ant at said Hartford onthe 15th of March, 1896. In his affidavit Dr. Tabor says : 

“Iwas called professionally to visit the petitioner, William L, Clark, and after 
a thorough examination I found the following wounds: _ 

“No, 1. Entered and destroyed the joint made by the articulation of the first 
metatarsal and the internal cuneiform bones. 

** No, 2. Entered on external side of ankle, just above oscalsis, left leg. 

“No, 3. Same as above (No. 2), except that the point of entrance is on internal 
side of ankle. 

“No, 4. Entered 3 inches above No. 2. 

" No. 5. Entered just below and to the right of the occipital protuberance ; 
this caused a fracture of the occipital bone; the potas fracture easily found. 

“ No. 6. Entered left axilla, pean up, caused ure of first rib and clavicle 
on left side, which are now joined as one bone, The of the internal 
part of the rib isabove and internal to the clavicle, to which itis joined. Theball 
was removed from the right cervical jon. 

“No.7. Entered just above and to left of aaor nna; paapa upand to the right; 
removed from under right scapula through an incision to the left of same. 


““No. 8. External side of thigh, in lower third, This wound caused 
much sloughing. 
A “No.9, External side of left thigh, on middle third; removed from same open- 
n 


g. 
“ No. 10. One inch above No. 9, passed through, splintering of femur, 
“No. 1L, Entered posterior middle third of thigh; removed from same open- 


pen ng. 
“No. 16. Left lower glutial region, about 2 inches to the left of No, 15s line. 
“ No. 17. Entered between left third and fourth ribs, passing through left lung, 
and removed from a point between third and fourth dorsal vertebra, 2 inches to 
left of —- process, This wound has caused almost complete hepatization 
of left lung. 
“I find almost total paralysis of left arm, forearm, and hand, and think the 
time is near at hand when there will be total paralysis of left side.” 
Thomas Simmonds, M. D., of Hartford, Conn., testifies, March 29, 1886— 
“That William F. Clark has called at my office and laboratory for treatment 
and advice. i found him the worst wounded man that I have examined or pre- 
scribed for since the war; he has seventeen wounds on his body, four of which 
are in the left thigh and are now open and discharging. 
are numb and almost entirely useless; hearin: 


“The left forearm and hand 
of the left ear is entirely gone, and sight of the left eye badly impaired, so mu 
so that objects are not rnible. The left lung is also badly affected, and 


acute pains are felt in the ngen of the heart. The left lower limb is entirely 
useless, necrosis of the bone having taken place. I give as my opinion that he 
is liable to pors of left side, which would result are 

John H, Moody, M. D., of Deep River, Conn., testifies to about the same line 
of facts, as also rge OC. Jarvis, of Hartford, Conn., who was United States 
pension examining surgeon, department of Connecticut, from 1868 to 1894, be- 
fore whom in that time claimant came for examination. He testifies: 

“Claimant had the t number of wounds of any soldier that came before 
me for examination was the worst wounded soldier in Connecticut who 
survived the war. ‘Phe manner in which he received the majority of his wounds 
and his miraculous escape from death inspired me with special interest in his 
particular case, I pronounced him then totally unfit for labor of any kind, and 
gave as my opinion that his disabilities ca’ by the wounds would become 
recone) and incurable. His present condition substantiates my opinion given 
att Yy 

The remarkable story of the incurrence of these wounds deserves more than 
passing notice at the hands of your committee, and is as follows : 

On tho “ Wilson raid,” so called, he was wounded June 28, 1864, in the back of 
the head in the attempt to break through the right flank of the confederate 
army. On the allowing day during a ċharge at oer as Virginia, he re- 
ceived a wound in the left foot, while mounted upon captain’s pack mule, 
two horses having been shot from under him. The Das iaphan in; the mule 
being much jaded and unable to keep up, he was ordered his major, com- 
manding reginient, to goon ahead of the command; by 10 o’clock the command 
came up to him an im, and at length he found himself in with a column 
of three or four thousand colored refugees, who had deserted their homes and 
joined the expedition. 

Ata certain point the road curved, and he was ordered by General Wilson to 
cut across lots to the head of the column and join his regiment, which he said 
was in advance. 

This he proceeded to do, coming out on the road some half a mile ahead of 
the column; here he was halted and captured fourteen of the enemy's dis- 
mounted cavalry, and was quickly hu: into the thick woods to the rear. 

After Wilson’s command passed, leaving ons man as a guard over him, 
the remainder returned to the road and picked up and bangna back a private 
in the Fifth New York Cavalry, and a colored man. Later in the day the con- 


federates took up their line of march, and, as he apposed, for prison. Pene- 
Saa } the thick wood, they came upon a bridle pat 
some distance. 


, which was followed for 


Suddenly one of the Adee» Soe Sng words, shot the colored man 
from the rear through the head near the ear, killing him instantly. The Fifth 
New York man was next to fall, shot in asimilar manner as the colored man.’ 
Seeing all were destined to the same fate, soldier sprang to the left in hopes of 
placing some of the trees between himself and the confederates; but his 


enough, and he received two balls in the lower left limb, 


him unconscious, and was fired in such close 8 ager that the powder from 
e ng occurred, as near as 


consciousness eame indescribable 


suffering hemo pe ` 

After sev: ineffectual attempts to get upon his knees, he began to crawl 
toward the two dead men, in the are of securing water from their canteens, 
but, to his great disappointment, neither canteen nor water was found. Re- 

ing crossed a broo! 

ootin, 

wee time 
could be traveled, as his wounds began to bleed afresh. The whole of the day, 
into early evening, was consumed, although the distance was not over 40 rods. 
At length, almost from his long and painful effort, he reached the 
brook, and in hiseagerness he crawled into it, allo his whole body to be sub- 
merged while he drank. So refreshing was the draught it infused new life into 
him. Crawling upon the bank he took along rest, and in making the attempt 
found he could get upon his knees but not upon his feet, for the bone of the 
lower left limb had been splintered and otherwise weakened by the gunshot 
wounds. And now occurred to this wounded, bleeding hero one of those re- 
markable interpositions of a Divine Providence, which, exhausted as he was, 
he nevertheless had the wit and undaunted courage, despite his desperate con- 
dition, to avail himself of. 

While lying u the bank an old, jaded, cast-off cavalry horse which had es- 
caped shooting by the rear guard by leaving the road, came thro’ the woods 
and approached the brook where he lay for a drink. Seeing soldier upon the 
ground he came up and smelled of him. Seizing him with the right hand by 
the forelock, he succeeded in pulling himself up to a standing position; he next 
unfastened his suspenders, and with his right hand and teeth made a noose se- 
cure to the under jaw. The horse, nearly as feeble as himself, was now allowed 
to drink, and then fastened to a shrub near by. After resting a while he began 
making the attempt to mount. By crawling ‘ore he led the animal tothe 
trunk of a fallen tree and secured him alongside, and then crawled out on the 
tree, which was on a level with the animal's back, where he was secured. Sev- 
eral unsuccessful attempts were made to mount or crawl from the tree to the 
horse’s back, in two of which he was precipitated to the ground with much 


pain. 

At length gaining the animal's back, he urged him forward, trusting in God, let 
him take his own course, which he did with feeble, faltering steps. After some 
time he brought out of the woods on the main road over which General Wil- 
son's cavalry had passed, the line of march being marked by dead horses, shot 
by the rear guard to prevent their being picked up by the enemy and recruited, 
After continuing on the road a mile or more he saw a house on the left which 
was lighted up, through the windows of which he saw persons moving around. 
Worn and exha e turned into the yard, where he was y the in- 
evitable cur dog, which barked and snapped viciously at him, the noise of which 
attracted the attention of the people in the house, who came out, and to whom 
he disclosed his plight, whereupon the man of the house ordered two of his 
colored men to lifthim from the horse, after which he was given some bread and 
milk. Learning that the Union lines were only some 4 miles from the house, 
and that he was on the right road, he determined to make the attempt to reach 
them, but on again being lifted upon the animal's back he found it im ble 
to retain his seat; all his strength had been exhausted in making the journey 
thus far, and he was so weak he could not sit uprigbt. So he was allowed to bo 
carried br the colored men to the piazza of the house, where he remained 
through the night, 

In the morning the old horse was hitched into a two-wheel dump-cart, the 
only vehicle in the neighborhood, the body of which was filled with straw, and 
in this manner he was carried into the Federal lines, to Fort Powhatan, on the 
James River, Here he was received and kindly cared for, althoughin hissworn 
statement he says: 

NR Naren ing from what I heard the surgeon say to his attendant and from the 
chaplain's daily visits to my bedside that he deemed it useless in my hopeless 
con ition to inflict further pain by attempting to remove the bullets from my | 


About the 7th of July he was transferred to Chesapeake officers’ hospital, ho 
being the only peran soldier in the hospital. Here his wounds received the 
best of care, and several balls were removed. During his stay in this hospital 
the Russian fleet came into Hampton Roads, and the officers visited the hos- 
pitalin a body. They were allowed to examine soldier’s wounds, and they 
pronounced the case one of the most miraculous escapes from death they had 
ever heard of, 

With returning stren he was carried to his home in Connecticut, where 
he now resides, but he never been able to do any labor. 

The evidence discloses that he was a young man of unusual nerve and dar- 
ing, often doing the duty of scout; in fact, in any place where pluck and cour- 
age were needed he might be found. 

William H. Bishop, a member of claimant's company, in an affidavit, testi- 
fies, after speaking of soldier’s capture: 

“IT did not hear from him again until I heard from the hospital to which he made 
his way in spite of the served wounds he had received. When the communica- 
tion was received, the captain (Jacob B. Rogers) formed the saaa in line and 
read aloud to us the shooting and miraculous escape of young Clark. Clark 
was faithful, willing, and brave. I remember in particular the battle of Ash- 
land, Va.,a short time prior to the Wilson raid, when the confederates, in over- 
whelming numbers, came into our rear in the woods and nearly surrounded 
our regiment. On this occasion Clark greatly distinguished himself for his 
daring and bravery. Again on the Wilson raid, at Ream’s Station, Va., when 
Wilson’s cavalry, aftera long and tedious raid through the enemy’s country, 
were beset by overwhelming numbers from Lee’s army and routed, he was 
one of the thirty Connecticut cavalrymen who rallied and held the confederates 
in check until the Fifth New York Cavalry could form on the bank of Stony 
Creek and Wilson’s disorganized division pass over. This I know,for we were 
together at the time, separated from our command, and fighting Ja: y on our 
own hook, and we did not leave this position until we fell back with the Fifth 
New York Cavalry. 

*“ I also remember on this same raid the said Clark was on the ‘forlorn hope’ 
detailed to burn the Roanoke River bridge under fire of the enemy’s infantry 
and artillery on fhe other side of the river, In fact I do not remember any place 
where pluck, energy, and dash were required that he was not found wp to the 
time of his being wounded.” 

=. e Bosworth, of Hartford, Conn., sergeant in claimant's company, testifies 
as follows: 

“On the Wilson raid said Clark was wounded and had two horses shot from 
under him. I missed him at the time and supposed he was dead. Never saw 


him 
received at this time. 
most remarkable adventures of any soldier in the servi 


again until after the war; he was then suffering from the many wounds he 
His the shooting, and escape were probably the 
ice. facts of the same 
are familiar to me, not only from my association with him since the 
many publications of 

on (1886) is almost helpless. He 
e and in general is the wreck of one of the brightest, strongest, and bravest 


12, 1886, to Mr. Clark, says: 
“IT have never heard of a more painful case of barbarity and suffering sian 
o 


month. The rate of $50 per month is allowed by the eral laws to that'class 
of our wounded sold who are t Grgar absolute ar helpless- 
ese 


greatest resul: 

We are of opinion, therefore, that the claimant is entitled to that degree of 
pecun f as shall materially aid 
self in his few remaining da: 

Your committee report bac! 
xth line strike out the word 
the words "forty-five ;’’ also, in the same line, 
ll, and substitute therefor the 


Mr. GUENTHER (before the reading of the report was concluded). 
I move that the further reading of this report be dispensed with. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. LIobject. I wantto know how awfully 
this man was wounded. I remember that in the closing hours of the 
Forty-fifth Congress a distinguished gentleman from New York moyed 
to take up a pension bill and pass it because the soldier was ‘‘thor- 
oughly wounded in every particular.’’ I think this is an analogous 
case. The Clerk had got as far as wound ‘‘No. 11.” Ihope he will 


on. 
Mtr DOCKERY. Let the Clerk finish the reading of the report. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, let us have the rest of it. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, but was interrupted by 

Mr. DOCKERY, who said: Mr. Chairman, I called for the reading 
of this report. I certainly have heard all I want to hear, and do not 
insist on the further reading. < 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the further reading o 
the report will'be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARIAH E. A. B. NOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1148) 
granting a pension to Mariah E. A. B. Nowell 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place 
on the pension-roll of the United States the name of Mariah E. A. B, Nowell, 
and to pay her a pension during her life of $12 a month, for her important sery- 
ices to the country during the late civil war. 


The Clerk was proceeding to read the report, when 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, said: If the clerk is proceeding to read 
upon the demand which I made some time ago, I withdraw it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that the reports in all these cases where the 
reading is not called for be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. NEECE. There is no reason for putting these reports in the 
RECORD. They are already printed, so that everybody who wishes can 

t them. 

Er itr STEELE. Let them go into the RECORD, so that it may show 
the reasons on which we act in passing the bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to the opinion that the 
Committee of the Whole has no right to order the printing of reports 
whichare notread. The House might have the right, but not the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROWELL. This is done almost every night when we are con- 
sidering these pension cases, It certainly can be done by unanimous 
consent. I ask unanimous consent that in all these cases the report of 
the committee be printed as if read. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that order will be 


. made. 


Mr. SWOPE. I shall object, because the reports are already printed 
and are accessible to every member. I see no occasion at all for lum- 
bering the RECORD with the repetition of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Therequestof the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] is objected to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is the 
reading of the report on the pending bill called for? The Chair pn- 
derstands that it is not. : 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH E. BASSETT. ` 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1152) 
ting a ion to Sarah E. Bassett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, &:2., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. daughter of 
Julius Bassett, late captain of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EMELINE J. BABSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1065) 
granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Emeline J. Babson, widow of Erastus W. Babson, 
late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Rhode d Volunteers, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the rules and regulations of the Department, the same to 
begin from and after the date of his death, 


Mr. DOCKERY. This bill, as read, carries arrears. 

Mr. STEELE. I suppose there is no objection to striking out that 
clause. 

Mr. MORRILL. Theconcluding partof the report will show whether 
the committee has recommended an amendment to that effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the reading of the report called for? 

Mr. PETERS. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 
1065, respectfully report that they have examined the sameand report it back, 
maine the Senate report as its own, and recommend the passage of the bill, 

The claimant is the widow of Erastus W. Babson, late Company A, Twelfth 
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers, for whose relief a bill granting a pension 
passed the Senate during the first session of the Forty-ejghth Congress. Before 
the bill was finally on the claimantdied. The preponderance of evidence 
is that he died from the disease contracted in the service. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The report made from this committee in favor of the bill granting a pension 
to the husband was as follows: È 

[Senate report No. 362, Forty-cighth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 772) granting a 
pension to Erastus W, Babson, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant, Erastus W. Babson, enlisted in Company A, Twelfth Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteers, September 24, 1862, and served until discharged, July 
29, 1863. He applied fora pension, alleging that at or near Liverpool Point, Mary- 
land, about December 7, 1862, he was ruptured in left side, while on a long march 
through the mud from Camp Cascy, near Fairfax Seminary, to Fred burg. 
He was armorer, with the wagons containing ammunition and army stores, 
and incurred the disability in maple to lift the army wagons out of the mnd, 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office because the records of the War 
Department fail to show the existence of hernia in the service, and the parol 
evidence was deemed insuflicient to establish origin in line of duty. 

The claimant on oath alleges that he was a sound man when he enlisted, and 
this is corroborated by Dr. Ossian Sumner, who knew him for five years prior 
to enlistment, had prescribed for him,and knows he had no rupture; also by 
two acquaintances who had worked with him and one of whom had been in 
bathing with him; also by the captain of his company, and two comrades who 
had opportunities of knowing the facts before and after his enlistment. 

The claimantswears that he incurred a rupture asabove stated; that he was 
treated by Surgeons Carpenter and King, but was notin a hospital, and that be 
got along as best he could till a year after his discharge, when his hernia grew 
worse, and he then consulted physicians, and has since been treated and worna 
truss, z 


Surgeon arpentar is dead. Surgeon King makes affidavit that he remem- 
bers treating n for some injury in his tent about February, 1863, but has 
no record of and can not remember whatit was. That is the extent of the med- 
ical evidence as to origin in line of duty. 

Corporal Tillinghast, of claimant’s company, tented with him, and remembers 
that about December 7, 1862, after a long march through the mud, claimant 
showed affiant a rupture in left side of abdomen, incurred in said march. Till- 
inghast was not with Babson on the march, but knows he must have incurred 
the rupture at that time. Comrade Thurber distinctly remembers that one 
night about December 7 or 9, before reaching Fredericksburg, claimant, who 
was tenting with him, complained for the first time of a strain, and that he felt 
a“ giving way ™ in the lower part of the belly, and, with his hands on that part, 
said he was ‘busted up,” Comrade Richards swears that in the latter of 
December, 1562, afterthe battle of Fredericksburg, claimant told him that he had 
a rupture in the left side, incurred on the march just before that battle, and 
showed a swelling of unnatural appearance on the left lower side of the belly. 
Comrade Leach was detailed to assist Babson as armorer about the Jast of De- 
cember, 1862, and was then shown the rupture and told it was incurred on the 
hard, muddy march just before the battle of Fredericksburg, which he be- 
lieves, as he knew claimant since and before his enlistment. 

Two physicians testify to treating the claimant since March, 1830, for hernia, 
left side, which disables him from manual Jabor in a large degree. The exam- 
ining board rated his disability in 1881 at one-half. 

The Pension Office, not satisfied with the proof submitted, detailed a special 
examiner in April, 1883, to proceed to the home of the claimant and examine 
fully into the ease in order to determine its merits, A large amount of testi- 
oa? was taken, and the examiner concluded his report by mae: 

“If Mr. Tillinghast, whose reputation for truth is well vouched for, on cross- 
examination sustains all that he has said in his affidavit, I shall be of opinion 
that the case should be admitted,” E 

Mr, Tillinghast, living at s distance, was cross-examined by another agent very 
critically, and admitted that he did not see the breach until about the time they 


were d but did see it then. Otherwise his former evidence was not 
materially impeached, and his reputation for truth is admitted to be good. 
Since the rejection by the Pension Office, the affidavit of Colonel Browne, of 


claimant’s regiment, was filed, in which he states as follows: 

“I remember that soon after our arrival at Falmouth, opposite Fredericks- 
burg, Va., about December 9, 1862, claimant came to meand complained that he 
had ruptured himself on the march from Washington there, and I referred bim to 
Surgeon Carpenter. Babson, being so faithful and useful a man, I inquired of 
Surgeon Carpenter (who is now dead) about Babson’s complaint, and the sur- 
geon told me that Babson had ruptured himself and that I must favor him, which 
I did after that. I remember these facts distinctly, because I was troubled lest 
I should lose Babson’s services in taking care of the arms of the regiment. 
* * * {feel if any one is entitled to a pension on account of faithful and con- 
scientious services and disabilities incurred in the Army, Babson ought to have 
one.”’ : 

Your committec are of opinion that the evidence satisfactorily shows that the 
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claimant contracted the disability, which still continues, in the service and in 
Ana and therefore report back the bill with the recommendation that 

Mr. PETERS. I call attention to the fact that this report contains 
no recommendation by the committee that the provision for arrears be 
struck out. 

Mr. CONGER. I remember this case very well. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LovERING] who drew this report is not pres- 
ent to-night; but I know that the order of the committee was that the 
bill be so amended. I presume that recommendation was omitted 
through an oversight of the gentleman who drew the report. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (to Mr. ConGER). Make the motion now. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that so much of the bill as would carry ar- 
be stricken out. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I would like to know how the bill 
would read as amended. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment had better be reduced to writ- 


ing. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill strike out the words “date of his death" and insert 
“passage of this act;” so as to read, "from and after the passage of this act.” 

Mr. STEELE and Mr. PETERS. That makes it right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SWOPE. In deference to the views of several gentlemen with 
whom I have consulted, I withdraw my objection to printing in the 
RECORD the reports which are not read. It has been suggested to me 
that it will be a convenience to members and others in looking over the 
RECORD to see the report in immediate connection with the bill to 
which it relates. For the p of putting in the RECORD full in- 
formation of the reasons for our action in these cases, I withdraw my 


objection. 

Mr.NEECE. I renew the objection. These reports, which are very 
numerous, are accessible in the document-room to every person who 
desires to investigate the cases, and I do not think the RECORD should 
be encumbered unnecessarily by printing them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. NEECE] re- 
news the objection. 

ELEANOR C. BANGHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1582) 
for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham, returned from the Senate with 
the following amendment: { 

Strike out, in line 4, ‘‘de novo ;”’ so it will read: 

ee send dissent tee ei en ae ae 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, to the 
and limitations of the pension Ia the name of Eleanor C, Bangham, widow 
arate ieas late a private Company M, First Regiment New York 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the amendmené of the Senate be concurred in. 


SILAS S. WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1398) 

to grant a pension to Silas S. White, returned from the Senate with 
the fi amendment: Add at the end of the bill ‘‘at the rate of 
$18 per month;’’ so it will read: 
Sasa The te Som of te Tee Noe 2 et 
Jate a private in Company G, Seventy-seventh tof New York Volun- 
br subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws, gt the rate 
of $18 per month. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Is there any reason why that amendment 
should be adopted? 

Mr. MO . This and the next case are of two old men. The 
House passed bills for their relief, providing they should be granted 

ions subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws. The 

fixed the rate as these men were old and disabled, and the rate 

which was fixed isa reasonable one. The Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions unanimously concurred in those amendments. 

I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that the Senate amendment be 
concurred in. e i 


au- 


SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1406) 
granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden, returned from the Senate 
with the following amendment: í 

Add at the end of the bill “at the rate of $16 per month; ” so it will read: 

“ Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to place on the ion-roll the name of Simmons W. Harden, late a pri- 
vate in Company L, First ment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, subject to the 
conditions and tations of the pension laws, at the rate of $16 per month,” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 


GEORGE W. SMITH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5254) 


to increase the pension of George W. Smith, returned from the Senate 
with the following amendment: 


Strike out “sixteen ” and insert “twenty-four ;” so it will read: 

“Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to increase the m of George W. Smith, late of Company F, Fortieth 
Regiment of Iowa Vo. to $24 per month.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 


JOHN MINGUS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8325) 
for the relief of John Mingus. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to pay John Mingus, a pensioner of the war of 1812, North Carolina troops, 
the amount of money retained by the Department out of the pension-money 
falling due him since his restoration to the rolls by act of March 9, 1878, to reim- 
burse the Government for the amount which he drew as a pensioner of the war 
of 1812 during the period from February 4, 1871, to September 3, 1877, whieh 
amount was disallowed on account of alleged disloyalty during the rebellion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. COWLES) was read, as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration House bill 8001, and submit 
the accompanying substitute for the bill, and recommend the adoption, of the 
same, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. The report which has been read does not give any 
information in regard to the bill. If any one can give us any such in- 
formation I would be glad to hear it. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Pensions had this 
case under consideration. The bill read by the Clerk is the one reported 
by the Committee on Pensions in the nature of a substitute for the 
original bill introduced and referred by the House to that committee. 

The facts were these. John Mingus had been a of the 
war of 1812. There was no doubt of his service. The proof was ample 
and complete that he served for the period of two years, at the end of 
which time he was discharged at Norfolk. 

In 1871 he was restored to the pension-roll and drew his pension un- 
til some time in 1877, when he was dropped from the pension-roll on 
account of alleged disloyalty to the Government. 

In 1878 Congress a law which made it unnecessary to prove 
loyalty to the Government. He had obtained his persion by proof of 
loyalty, but on subsequent testimony, which was taken, it was shown 
he had furnished some clothing to his own son in the army of the Con- 
federate States. 

The old man himself never engaged in the war at all. Hewassixty- 
seven years of age when the war began. He is now in an advanced 
age. [Criesof “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] The Committee on P. after 
considering all the facts, came to the conclusion to report the bill which 
has been read and urge its p % 

Several MEMBERS. That is all right. ` 

Mr. COWLES. Imove then that the bill be laid aside to be reported ` 
to the House with the recommendaticn that it do pass. . 

The motion was agreed to, and it was so ordered. 


THOMAS TEGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3047) 
granting a pension to Thomas Tegan. 

Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro}l the name of Thomas Tegan, 
Jate a private in Company I, Thirty-seventh New York Volunteer Infantry, sub- 
ject to the provisions limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ELISE BURKI. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 843) grant- 
ing a pension to Elise Burki. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
ized egal divecksa to place on the Deasioneeoll: subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Elise Burki, widow of John Burki, late 
captain of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET M. RIDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 963) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet M. Rider. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £e., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed toplace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the n laws, the name of Harriet M, Rider, widow of Van Ran- 
salaer Rider, a corporal of Company K, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteers, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
RICHARD GEAR. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3921) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear, with Senate amend- 
ment. 
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The amendment of the Senate is as follows: 
ieee end of the bill the words " to take effect from and after the passage 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 


MRS. J. E. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5656) 
granting a pension to Mrs. J. E. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. J, É. Davis, widow of Dr. J. 
E. Davis, late assistant surgeon of the Twenty-seventh Regiment of Michigan 
Volunteers, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the name “ Mrs. J. E. Davis,” in the sixth line, and insert “ Margu- 
ret 8, Davis.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


KATHARINA NICKERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7513) 
granting a pension to Katharine Nickert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pinos on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Kathrine Nickert, widow of Jacob 
Nickert, late of Company C, First New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension 
after the passage of this act. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 


Change the name “‘ Katharine” to Katharina;” and after the words "New 
York,” in line 7, insert ‘‘ cavalry ;"’ so that it will read “New York Cavalry 
Volunteers.” 4 

The amendments were agreed to. ` 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL J, BINGMAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3501) 
granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, suyject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 5. Bingman, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LOUIS A. WOLLENWEBER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6248) 

granting a pension to Louis A. Wollenweber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis A. Wollenweber, father of 
Louis A. Wollenweber, d ¡late a private in Company K, Ninetleth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


HENRY I. CARTIN. k 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6566) 
granting a pension to Henry I. Cartin. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £o., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry [. Cartin, late a private in 
Company C, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES T. IRWIN, ; 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3640 
granting a pension to James T. Irwin. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James T, Irwin, late of Company 
K, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation thatit do pass. 
SAMUEL MILLER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7401) 
_ granting a pension to Samuel Miller. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Miller, late a private in 
Company C, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation tM&t it do pass. 
LOREN BURRITT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8002) 
to increase the pension of Loren Burritt, reported adversely from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to increase the pension of Loren Burritt, late lieutenant-colonel of the 
Eighth Regiment United States Colored Troops, to $100 a month. 

Mr. SWOPE. Iask that the report in this case, being an adverse 
report, be read. 
The report (by Mr. Swore) is as follows: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of Loren Burritt, late lieutenant- 
colonel Eighth Regiment, United States Colored Volunteers, from $72 per 
month, which he is now receiving, to $100 per month. 

The condition of this soldier is one of entire helplessness, He is confined to 
the bed, and unable to move or help himself; for although he can move his 
arms to some extent, he has little use of them. He has to be lifted, turned, fed, 
and have every office done for him by another. He uires a constant attend- 
ant day and night, The disease has, besides, nearly destroyed his eyesight, 
the sight of the right eye being gone entirely and that of the left much im- 

ired. It has also affected the functions of the bowels and bladder so that he 
bea no control over their actions, While the disease has thus destroyed the 

wer of motion, it has not much impaired sensation, so that at times he suf- 
fers the most intense agony. 

Your committee fully recognize the distressing character of this case and do 
not sec how it would be possible for it to be much worse. He is, however, in 
receipt now of a pensionof $72 per month, which ought to be sufficient for his own 
support and that of his family, Congress can not undertake, and indeed it 
would be impossible to reimburse the soldiers of the country for the sufferings 
and disabilities which they may have incurred in its defense. No amount of 
money could do that in many cases, of which this isa marked one. It can only 
distribute among them such pecuniary assistance as each case may seem to re- 
quire. ‘There are many cases just as helpless and requiring as much attention 
as this one, and were the relief asked for granted in this instance it might rea- 
sonably be looked for in all. 7 

Your committee for these considerations feel compelled to report adversely, 
and to ask that this bill lie on the table, 


The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid upon 
the table? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry that the commit- 
tee saw fit to report this case unfavorably, because I am satisfied the 
Congress of the United States never had a more meritorious case before 
it than this. 

Loren Burritt was a young man just passing his majority when he 
entered the Army of the United States asa private soldier in the Fifty- 
sixth Pennsylvania Regiment. He served with that regiment in the 
Army of the Potomac, taking part in all its important and sanguinary 
battles up to 1863, when he was singled out and made lieutenant-col- 
onel of one of the colored regiments in the service, and while leading 
that regiment in battle he received a wound that disabled him, the 
wound being in the foot, and while being taken off the field he received 
another wound in the other foot. 

From these two wounds he never has recovered, and after the war he 
went back to his home in the North, disabled as he was, read law and 
was admitted to the bar, went to Philadelphia and was about to enter 
upon a career that would have eventually made him one of the most 
conspicuous men in Pennsylvania, but in 1872 the effect of these wounds 
was so terrible upon him, that he was stricken with paralysis, and since 
1873 has not been able to answer the calls of nature. That poor man 
has lain upon his back at his poor home since 1872, Mr. Chairman, 
unable even to feed himself, all the calls of nature having to be attended 
to for him by his poor wife, and she is now almost at death’s door, hay- 
ing worn herself out in ministering to his care. I ask here now in the 
name of the great people of the United States that a pension of $100 
shall be given to this poor man, who can at most but live a short period, 
perhaps for a single year. And will the Congress of the United States 
say ‘‘ no,” that this is setting a precedent that it is hard to follow in 
the future? I say, gentlemen, you have already set the precedent and 
do not now go back in this case. 

The present Commissioner of Pensions, General Black, receives a pen- 
sion of $100 a month, and he occupies a place that gives him $5,000 
a year, while Loren Burritt has laid upon his cot in the agonies of 
disease since 1872. Will youdeny him this? Will youshut the door 
against him and say that hecannotreceive this small pittance? Iappeal 
to you, gentlemen, as fellow-countrymen, as lovers of your flag, your 
country, and its destiny, give this poorman thisincrease. Do it in the 
name of honesty, in the name of patriotism, in the name of right. I 
plead for him, and ask you now to say that this bill shall pass. 

Mr. BAYNE. How much does he get now ? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Seventy-two dollars a month. 

Mr. BAYNE. And the bill proposes to give him $100? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. He requires attention all the time. He 
can not be left alone, and has not been left alone since 1872. He has 
nothing except his pension to depend upon; and $72 will not furnish 
him the necessary sustenance ta support and protect himself and his 
family. I ask that this bill may be reported favorably. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on concurring in the report of 
the committee, which is that the bill do lie on the table. 

The question being taken, the Chair stated that the ‘ nags » appeared. 
to have it. 

ei Aes ti I call for a division. 

x D. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pe tn ay will state it. aoe 

Mr. LAIRD. How is the question to be taken? 

The CHAIRMAN. An ‘“‘ay” vote sustains the report of the com- 
mittee. Those who are in favor of the bill vote ‘‘no”’ on this vote. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14. Before the nega- 
tive vote was taken, 

Mr. HAYNES said: I think -there is a misunderstanding as to what 
we are voting on. 

The CHAIRMAN, An affirmative vote is against the bill, being to 
concur in the recommendation of the committee that it be laid upon 
the table. A negative vote isin favorof the bill. If the negative vote 
prevails it will be followed by another motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a fayorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing now. If there be no 
objection the vote will be taken over again. 

Mr. 
this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEECE. As I am informed—and this bill was considered in 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, of which I am a member—this 
gentleman is already drawing a pension of $72 a month. He asks by 
this bill to have it increased to$100. The committee came to the con- 
clusion that we could notafford to grant the increase. The fact is that 
soldiers laboring under entire disability receive only $50 a month. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under existing law, does not a man who has lost 
both legs receive $72 a month? ` 

Mr.NEECE. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not a man who has lost both arms receive 
$72 a month? Does not aman who has lost both eyes receive $72? 
And is not this man infinitely worse off than any one of those I have 
suggested? 

Mr. NEECE. I think not. 

Mr. PERKINS. He has virtually lost all his senses. He has lost 
his sight. He has lost his sense of touch. He has lost the use of his 
limbs. 

Mr. OSBORNE. He has lost the sight of one eye and the other is 

ing. 
tr NEECE. He has one eye left with which he can see. If we 
grant $100 a month in this case there will ten thousand applications 
for an increase of pensions on similar grounds in the next Congress. 

Mr. BAYNE. . I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question ison the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 25, noes 16. 

Mr. WINANS. No quorum. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WINANS] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania*[Mr, OSBORNE] will please act 
as tellers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is no use in having a vote by tellers. It 
is manifest there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. BAYNE. Task unanimous consent be given thata yea-and-nay 
vote be taken on this bill in a full House. Then if Congress by a full 
vote refuses to set a precedent of this sort under the circumstances that 
settles it. 

Mr. COWLES. That is fair enough. 

Mr. MORRILL. And let the previous question be ordered, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That can not be done in Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The previous question can be ordered in the 
House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill be reported, with the understanding that it 
shall not be acted on to-night, and that a vote be taken by yeas and 
naysinafull House. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

LEWIS F. CASEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar under the special order-was 
the bill (H. R. 8329) to relieve Lewis F. Casey, of Illinois, of disabili- 
ties under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That Lewis F. Casey of the State of Illinois is hereby relieved 
of all disabilities imposed upon him by the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. _ 
REBECCA ELDRIDGE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2145) 
for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge, with a Senate amendment. 


NEECE. I desire to make a brief explanation with reference to | 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That theSecretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed. 
to have the name of ae widow. of Wilber H. Eldri late of 
ery, placed on the pension-roll atthe rate 

and provisions of the pension laws, 
the passage of this act, 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 6, strike out “$8 per month” and insert “$12 per month.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 


ANNA KESSINGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 504) 
granting a pension to Anna Klessinger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pea fi au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Anna Klessinger, 
widow of Daniel F. Kessinger, late a private in Company A, Sixth Regiment 
of Ohio Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws. This act to take effect from and after its passage. 

The committee recommended an amendment changing, in the body 
of the bill and also in the title, the name of ‘‘ Klessinger’’ to ‘* Kessin- 

T. n 


The amendment was to. 
There eing no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ABNER MOREHEAD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3304) 
to restore the name of Abner Morehead to the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Abner Morehead, 
late of Company K, One hundred and fifteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY HAWHE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5232) 
for the relief of Mary Hawke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe conditions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hawke, widow of Arthur J. 
Hawke, late lieutenant-colonel of the Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, 

The committee recommended an amendment in the changing the 
name ‘Hawke,’’ in the body of the bill, to ‘‘Hawhe,’’ and a like 
amendment of the title. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- . 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH BARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 977) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Barker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Barker, widow of Henry 
Barker, who served in Capt. Paul French's company of Indiana militia during 
the early part of the war of 1812. ; 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside tobe reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


DAVID W. HAMILTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1290) 
granting a pension to David W. Hamilton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension Jaws, the name of David WW, Hamilton, late of Company E, Sev- 
enth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES C. CHANDLER, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1630) 
granting a pension to James C. Chandler. 

The bill was read, as follows: s 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of. James C. Chandler, late of Com- 
pany A, Ninth Indiana Volunteersand Eleventh Indiana Cavalry, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDWARD AYERS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 363) grant- 
ing a pension to Edward Ayers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
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Stations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Ayers, late of Company F, 


Fifty-first Indiana Veteran Volun! 
There being no objection, the bill waslaid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ISOM WILKERSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1438) 


granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ere to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isom Wilkerson, late of Company 
I, Second California Cavalry Volunteers, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
DUDLEY B. BRANCH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 857) grant- 
ing a pension to Dudley B. Branch. 3 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dudley B. Branch, late of Company 
F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
MARY ANDERSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7436) 
granting a pension to Mary Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, oo to the provisions and 
Yar tannin ep pension laws, the name of Mary Anderson, widow of 
Anderson 


a Ehen in Company I, of the Seventeenth Regiment of Wiscon- 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALICE E. TRAVERS, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6753) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Alice E. Travers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it “prey éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, oe to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Alice E. Travers, widow of 
John Travers, late of the Third Michigan Volunteers, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN H. DOWNING. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was tho bill: (H. R. 3737) 
granting a pension to John H. Downing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Downing, late of Company 
I, First Pennsylvania Artillery. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
EDWIN R, PARKS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7843) 
granting a pension to Edwin R. Parks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the Bm laws, the name of win R. Parks, latë a sergeant 
of the Thirteenth Regiment of United States Infantry. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEVI L. TONGUE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7437) 
to grant a pension to Levi L. Vaughn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi L. Vaughn, late a private in 
Company I, of the Sixth Kegiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Icall for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (H R. 
7437) to increase the pension of Levi L, Tongue, haying considered the same, 


report— 

That said Levi L. Tongue enlisted May 1, 1861, and mustered into service in 
the Sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, Company I, July 22,1861. Heserved 
with his reginrentand participated in all the battles of the war in which this regi- 
ment was engaged, and re-enlisted at the expiration of his term and returned 
to the regiment March, 1864; was engaged in the battle of the Wilderness and in 
all the battles toand including Petersburg of June, 1864. He fought in each en- 
gagement with conspicuous bravery. He was detailed by an order from head- 

uarters Armies United States, City Point, June 17, 1864, to accompany Lieut, 

. P. Brooks, adjutant of the Sixth Wisconsin, ona raid around the flank of 
the confederate army, to burn bridges, release prisoners, &c.; he was chosen 
for this service on account of his bravery and daring and coolness in battle; he 


np 


was taken prisoner and held in Andersonville and Salisbury prisons, where he 
was taken sick by reason of the treatment he received, and was uced to a 
skeleton, and lost his reason; in that condition he was ex: 


Wilming- 
ton, N. G., March, 1865, sent to hospital at Annapolis, Md., where he was paid 


nine months’ and was furloughed, but was so demented that he did not 
remember that 1 e had been a soldi er, and in that condition was robbed of his 


y. : 
Pis friends took him and by wni succeded in getting him home. He 
has ever since been troubled wit! mi epsy. Was driv horseson a thresh- 
ing-machine September, 1867, was seized with an epileptic fit and fell into the 
horse-power, and had his right ankle broken. He is pensioned for epilepsy 
$16 per month, and an application for an increase is refused on the injury to 
ankle for the reason that it was not incurred in line of duty, A much more se- 
rious disability resulting from his prison life is partial dementia or loss of power 
of connected thought and memory, hrane he is unfitted and incapacitated 
for the ordinary duties of life. His mental afflictions are far greater than his 

hysical, and were the direct cause of his injury in the horse-power. Thusthis 
ave soldier, who was conspicuous for his brave acts, is now almost an imbecile. 
Your committee think his misfortune is equal to, or greater than, the loss of a 
limb, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended so as to read 
“increase the pension of Levi L. Tongue, late private in Company I, Sixth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
per month in lien of the pension he now receives.” 

The committee recommended amendments making the bill read: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Levi L. Tongue, late a private 
in Company I of the Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infant 
irre a pension at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension 
ccives, 

Also amending the title so as to read: “ʻA bill to increase the pension 
of Levi L. Tongue.” 

The amendments were to. , 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HArtcH). If there be no objection this bill 
will be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM J. BARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 1177) 
granting a pension to William J. Barker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the sion laws, the name of William J. Barker, late of Com- 
pany A, Eleventh Regiment, Michigan Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA NEWMAN, - 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5492) 
granting a pension to Eliza Newman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Newman, widow of the late 
Lazarus Newman, latea private in the One-hundred and forty-ninth New York 
Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET PEAK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar wa’ the bill (H. R. 2968) 

ting a pension to Harriet Peak. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Peak, widow of Urias Peak, 
deceased, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

There beingno objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANN SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2188) 
granting a pension to Ann Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Smith, widow of Levi Smith, 
late a private in Company A, Third Heavy Artillery, in the war of the rebellion. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. : 


REBECCA E, HASKIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2187) for 
the relief of Rebecca E. Haskins. f 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 
thorized and directed to pay to Rebecca E, Haskins, widow of Lieut. Col. Joseph 
A. Haskins, United States Army, the pension provided by law for the widow of 
a lieutenant-colonel in the United States Army, in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. 

Mr. DOWDNEY. I move to amend the bill by striking out the final 
‘‘s™ in the name ‘* Haskins’? wherever it occurs. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 

reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


, and pay 
e now re- 
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LOUIS MELCHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5. 2186) 
granting a pension to Louis Melcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: ` 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of tif Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis Melcher, late a private in 
Company A, Second Michigan Infantry. ; 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE TITUS. 


‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2185) for 
the relief of George Titus. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Titus, dependent father of 
Josiah C. Titus, late first lieutenant of Company D, Sixty-second Illinois Vol- 
unteers, and to pay George Titus the amount that would have been d to 
Nance: Titus, his wife, on a certificate numbered 203,877, granted January 10, 
1884, ed to her a few days after her death, as dependent mother of Josiah 
C. Titus, late first lieutenant of Company D, Sixty-second Illinois Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
PATRICK A. CALLANAN. 


. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2134) 
granting a pension to Patrick A, Callanan. =~ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick A. Callanan, late a member 
of the First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery. 

There being noobjection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN D. HAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1998) for 
the relief of John D. Ham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of John D, Ham, late a private in Com- 

ny M, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry, alsoa private in Company G, First 

ment Wisconsin Cavalry, and in Company E, Twenty-first Regiment Wis- 

consin Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with n recommendation that it do passs. 

SIDNEY B. TULLAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 483) to 
restore Sidney B. Tullar to the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to and place on the pension-roll the name of 
Sidney B, Tullar, late first lieutenant of Company B,Sixteenth Wisconsin In- 
fantry, and to pay him at the same rate, $12 = month, that he received before, 
and to be paid from the time he was suspended from said roll. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM WEIGHTMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 612) grant- 
" ing a pension to William Weightman. 

The bill was read, as follows: __ 

Be itenacted, &c.; That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 


itations of the pension laws, the name of Wiltans Weightman, dependent 
father of Albert Weightman, late of Company L, Seventh Regiment Michigan 


Cavalry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation thatit do pass. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion 
for a moment in order that we may take up a bill which was informally 
laid aside early in the evening. a 

Mr. WINANS. I have no objection. 

? $ JAMES H. DARLING. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to take up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to James H. Darling. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it e &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. ling, late of Company 
G, Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do z 

Mr. WINANS. I now renew the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. NEECE, I aapa we may be permitted to go on a while longer 
with these pension bills. : 

The motion of Mr. WINANS was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House, 
having had under consideration, according to the special order, bills 
on the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with 
various recommendations, 


MARIA K. RITTER. 


The bill (H. R. 5693) for the relief of Maria K, Ritter, having been 
reported to the House adversely, was laid on the table. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committce of the 
Whole House with the recommendation that they do pass, were severally 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, were 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of Joseph Guy; 

A bill (H. R. 7249) to pension Spencer W. Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to Mayberry Vance; 

A bill te R. 5414) granting a pension to Maria Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 6895) granting a pension to Sarah Harbaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 7299) for the relief of Green Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. 7660) granting a pension to James Stobaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 1148) granting a ion to Mariah E. A. B. Nowell; 

A bill (H. R. 8325) for the relief of John Mingus; 

A bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Thomas Tegan; 

A bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingman; 
granting a pension to Louis A. Wollenweber; 
granting a pension to Henry I. Cartin; 

R. 3640) granting a pension to James T, Irwin; 
R. 7401) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 
R. 3304) to restore the name of Abner Morehead to the 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
pension-roll; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 6248 
R. 6566 


R. 7436) te grant a pension to Mary Anderson; 
R. 6753) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice E. Travers; 
R. 3737) granting a pension to John H. Downing; 
R. 7843) granting a pension to Edwin R. Parks; 
R. 1177) granting a pension to William J. Barker; 
R. 5492) granting a pension to Eliza Newman; 
A bill (H. R. 2968) granting a pension to Harriet Peak; and 
A bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to James H. Darling. 
The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments were seve: 


Clark; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. posed granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret S. Davis; 
A bill (H. 


R. 7513) granting a pension to Katharina Nickert; 
R. 504) granting a pension to Anna Kessinger; 

A bill (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary Hawhe; and 

A bill (H. R. 7437) to grant a pension to Levi L. Tongue. 

The titles of the bills No. 5656, 7513, 504, 5232, and 7437 were 
amended to conform to the action of the committee. 

The following bill, reported from the Committee of the Whole, was 
considered and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
riers was read the third time, and passed (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof): 

A bill (H. R. 8329) to relieve Lewis F. Casey, of Illinois, of disa- 
bilities under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, 

The following bills, with amendments of the Senate, were severally 
considered, the amendments of the Senate concurred in, and the bills 
as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, were read the third time, and passed; namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; 

A bill (H. R. 1398) to grant a pension to Silas 8. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1406) grantinga pension to Simmons W. Harden; 
A bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear: 


and 

A bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
were severally considered, ordered toa third reading, and were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed; namely: 

A bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bassett; 

A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Elise Burki; 

A bill (8. on granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; 

A bill (S. 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Barker} 
bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to David W. Hamilton; 

ill (S. 1630) granting a pension to James C. Chandler; 
ill (s 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 
ill (S. 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson; 
1 (S. 857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; 
1 (S. 2188) granting a pension to Ann Smith; 
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8. 2186) ting a pension to Louis Melcher; 
S. 2185) for the relief of George Titus; 
S. 2134 ting a pension to Patrick A. Callanan; 
bill (S. 1998) for the relief John D. Ham; 
bill (S. ein) to restore Sidney B. Tullar to the pension-roll; and 
A bill (S. 612) granting a pension to William Weightman. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amendments 
concurred in, and the bills as amended ordered to a third reading, and 

ing read the third time, were passed: 

A bill = EA granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson; and 

A bill (S. 2187) for the relief of Rebecca E. Haskins. 

Mr. WINANS moved to reconsider the several votes by which bills 
hlien — ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LOREN BURRITT. 

The bill (H. R. 8002) to increase the pension of Loren Burritt, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole without recommendation, was 
considered. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
previous question may be ordered upon the passage of this bill, with the 
understanding that there shall bea vote in the full House upon it after 
thirty minutes’ debate, fifteen minutes on a side. 

The SPEAKER, Tobeacted upon when? If the previous question 
is ordered upon the passage of the bill it will come up to-morrow morn- 
ing, the Chair thinks, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
unless some other time is indicated by the House. 

Mr. NEECE. Some other time had better be fixed. 

Mr. WINANS. That is as good a time as any. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, and the question will be upon its pas- 
sage, upon which the previous question is ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WINANS (at 9 o'clock and 55 minutes 
p, m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of William 
Evans—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Conroy Grange, No. 697, of Conewago, 
Pa., in favor of a law to suppress the manufacture and sale of all imi- 
tation dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same, protesting against all legislation favoring the 
admission to our ports free of duty of all agricultural raw materials, 
such as wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugars, &c,—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means... 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Cornelia A. Stanly, widow of the late 
Fabius Stanly, rear-admiral United States Navy, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Testimony in the claim of Michael Nan- 
gel (House bill 8514)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Two petitions of citizens of Galveston, Tex., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill 1513, known as the Hewitt bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Seneca, Ontario County, 
New York, against fraud in patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of Pleasant Bumpass, praying that his war 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. HALL: Memorial of the General Assembly of Iowa, for the 
levy of taxes upon all imitations of the products of the dairy indus- 
try—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, for an act to pension all persons cap- 
tured and held as prisoners of war in the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the same, against the passage of bills requiring 
the manufacturers of vinegar to pay distiller’s tax, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the Diamond Jo line of 
steamess, against low bridge at Saint Louis, Mo.—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of Granges Nos. 38 and 51, of New Jersey, 
protesting against any laws favoring the admission to our ports, free 
u duty, of wool, rice, sugar, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of James H. Daniel, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Courtof Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition for the relief of the Christian church at 
Henderson, Ky.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of citizens of Traverse City, Mich., for 


the repeal of limit to arrearage of pension laws, and for other amend- 
ments to pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of dairymen, butter-makers, and other 
citizens of Stevens County, Minnesota, for the protection of the dairy 
interests—to the Committee on Agriculture. ~ 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of the Rhode Island Woman’s Indian 
Association and of citizens of Rhode Island, for the passage of Senate 
bill 52, known as the Dawes Sioux bill—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of employés of the Clark O, N. 
T. Thread Company, of Newark, N. J., against the reduction of tariff 
on spool cotton, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Granges Nos. 210 and 792, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for legislation to suppress the man- 
ufacture and sale of a!l imitations of dairy products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. : 

Also, petition of same, against placing wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw 
sugars, Ke., on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of citizens of Hanover, Pa., asking for the 
passage of a bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of numerous business men of Mechanicsburg, Pa., ask- 
ing for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of 65 firms and business men of 
Ashtabula, Ohio, in favor of legislation against bogus butter—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Stephen White, for pension arrears— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 7 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Henry and Washington Counties, 
Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 8, 1886. 


The House met at12o'clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 

SCHOOL BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, submitting an additional estimate by the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia for buildings for public schools 
for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and érdered to be printed. 

J CLAIMS ALLOWED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the House of Representatives, supplementary lists of claims allowed 
under appropriations of which balances are exhausted or carried to the 
surplus fund; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 3 

DEFICIENCY FOR PRINTING AND BINDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Public Printer, 
and submitting an estimate and requesting an appropriation to supply 
a deficiency for public printing and binding for the current fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

. OLCOTT HARBOR, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers submitting 
an additional estimate for repairs and works at Olcott Harbor, New 
York, rendered necessary by damages caused by recent storms; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CONTINGENT FUND OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, asking that in the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill provision be made to determine definitely whether discre- 
tion rests with the Attorney-General in the expenditure of the contingent 
fund of the Department of Justice, and to decide what articles are nec- 
essary for the use of that Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent Jeave of absence was granted as follows: 


Mr. HEARD, until Wednesday next, on account of important busi- 
ness, 
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Mr. ERMENTEOUT, for a few days, to attend a funeral. 
Mr. FLEEGER, for six days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. KELLEY, until the 13th instant. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. House Executive Document 198, the Chair finds, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and House 
Executive Document 214 to the Committee on Military Affairs. These 
documents should have been referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. If there be no objection a change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection. y 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and fcund duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: $ 

A bill (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the statue of Maj. Gen. 
John A. Rawlins from its present location to a site to be selected by 
the Secretary of War; and 

A bill (H. R. 661) granting the right of way through the Fort Selden 
military reservation in New Mexico to Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific 
Railroad Company. 

FOREIGN MAIL SERYICE. 


Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent to present and have printed 
a letter sent to me by the Superintendent of Foreign Mails, in answer 
to a request I made for information on a question that will come before 
us in a few days in relation to subsidies for the foreign mail service on 
an amendment of the Senate. The communication contains a great 
deal of information, and the superintendent asked me to have it printed, 
as there are many members writing to him and it is impossible for him 
to answer in each case. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the communi- 
cation printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; I desire to have it printed as a document. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to have printed as a document a communica- 
tion from the Superintendent of Foreign Mails, giving information on 
the subject of subsidies for the foreign mail service, which will be found 
valuable when the discussion of this question comes up. 

Mr. BURROWS. By whose request was it prepared ? 

Mr. MILLS. The communication is addressed to me by the Super- 
intendent of the Foreign Mail Service. 

Mr. BURROWS. In reply to what? 

Mr. MILLS. In reply to a verbal communication I made to him 
asking information as to the extent of the service, the amounts paid, 
and all such matters. > 7 

There was no objection, and the communication was ordered to be 
printed as a document. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD. 


Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that the’ Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, 
Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; and that the 
same be brought before the House for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ing a rail- 


way and telegraph and telephone line throug’ “4 ning 
ata point to be selected by said railway company near and south of the city of 
Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas, and run thence by the most practi- 
cable route through the Indian T ry to the n west corner of the State of 


a railway, and for no other purpose, a right of wer wo Sp retin wide kh 
an feet in wi wi 


of road, with the right to use such additional ground where there are heavy cuts 
or fillsas may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the road-bed, 
not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much 
thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said 
addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no 
part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
company, and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as shall be psp f for the construction and convenient operation 
of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof 
shall cease to be so , such on shall revert to the nation or tribe of In- 
dians from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sec. 3. That before said ruway shall be constructed through any lands held 
by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of said 
Cherokee Nation or tribe through which it may be constructed, full compensa- 
tion shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or ceegs 
done py reason of the construction of suchrailway. In caseof failure to make 


a district j udge. clerk of a district court, or United States commissioner, an oath 
will faithfully and impartially area Fa the duties of their ap: 
rtified, shall be returned, 


pe appointinent within thirty days after the a 

ent 

Smith, Ark, upon the application of the other is 
at eo 


the damage when property is taken for railroad purposes. If upon the hearing 

of said ap the aaeioent of the court shall be for oe 

award of the referees, the costs of said appeal shall be adju: 
i If the judgment of the court shall be for 


and then have the right to enter upon the opr sought to be condemned and 
ad. 


transportati 


more than one State: sagen That the rate of such transportation of 


master-General may fix the rate of compensation. 

Sec. 5. That said railway bac “pet A shall pay to the Secre of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the Cherokee Nation or tribe, the sum of $50, in addition to 
com: tion provided for in this act for property taken and done to 


way that it may construct in said Territory, = payments to be made in install- 


Provided, That if the paan 
council of said nation or tribe AS r whose lands said railway may be located 
shal], within four months after the of maps of definite location asset forth 
in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowances provided for in this section, 
and shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation 
to be to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act 
shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the determination of the com- 
pensation to be paid to the individual tof lands, with the right of a 
peal to the courts upon the same terms, conditions, and requirementsas therein 

vided: Provided further, That the amount awarded or adj to be paid 
y said railway company for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of 
the compensation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under 
the foregoing provision, Said company shall also pay, so long as said Territory 
is owned and occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum 
rannum for each mile of railway it shall construct in the said Terri- 
tory. The money paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of 
this act shall be apportioned by him, in accordance with the laws and treaties 
now in force between the United States and said Cherokee Nation, according to 
the number of miles of railway that may be constructed by said railway com- 
pany through their lands: Provided, That Con: shall have the right, so lon, 
as said lands are occupied and possessed by said nation or tribe, toimpose such 
additional taxes upon said railroad as it may deem just and proper for their 
benefit; and any Territory or State hereafter formed through which said rail- 
way shall have estab may exercise the like power as to such part of 
said railway as may lie within its limits. Said railway company shall hayethe 
right to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage of this act. 

Seo, 6. That said company shall ‘cause maps showing the route of its located 
line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of the Cherokee 
Nation or tribe through whose lands said railway may be located ; and after the 
filing of said maps no claim for a subsequent settlementand improvement upon 
the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said company: 
Provided, ‘That when a map sionin any portion of said railway company’s lo- 
cated line is filed as herein provided for, said company shall commence grading 
said located line within six months thereafter, or such location shall be void; 
and said location shall be approved by the anken A of the Interior in sections 
of 25 miles before construction of any such section shall be begun, 

Sec. 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said company necessary 
to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside. 
while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse Jaws, and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercoursé laws. 

Src. 8. That the United States circuit and district courts for the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas, and such other courts as may be authorized by Congress, shall 
have, without reference to the amount in controversy, concurrent jurisdiction 
overall controversies arising between said Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Rail- 
way Company and the nation and tribe through whose sagan dl said railway 
shall beconstructed. Said courtsshall have like jurisdiction, without reference 
to the amount in controversy, over all controversies arising between the inhab- 
itants of said nation or tribe and said railway company; and the civil jurisdic- 
tion of said courts is hereby extended within the limits of said Indian Territory, 
without distinction as to citizen®iip of the partics,so far as may be necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 9. That said railway company shall build at least 50 miles of its railway 
in said Territory within three years after the passage of this act, or the rights 
herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said railroad 
sompen shall construct and maintain continually all road and highway cross- 
ingsand necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and highways 
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do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be by the 
proper authorities laid out across the same. 

Src. 10. That the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company shall ac- 
eoptthis right of way upon the express condition, bindi apna itself, its succes- 
sorsand assigns, thatthey will neither aid, advise, nor pan Bry nany effortlooking 
toward the changing or extinguishing the present tenure of the I in their 
land, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nation any further grant of 
land, or its occupancy, t is hereinbefore provided: That any vio- 
lation of the condition mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of 
all the rights and privileges of said railway company under this act. _ 

Sec. 11, tall mo executed by said railway company conyeyingany 
portion of its yailroad, with its franchises, that may be constructed in said In- 
dian Territory, shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the rec- 
ord thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, andshall conyey all 
rights and property of said company as therein expressed. 

Serc. 12, Phat Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act; and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not ‘be ass igned or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of 
the road, except as to mort or other liens that may be given or secured 
thereon to aid in the construction thereof, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? : 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I would like to ask one question before 
unanimous consent is given. Is just as full right given in regard to 
lands held by the tribes as I notice in the first part of the bill is given 
to individual owners of lands ? 

Mr. PEEL. The bill is exactly in detail like two bills that were 
passed in the last Congress. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. From what committee does it come? 

Mr. PEEL. From the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of f- 


the bill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I object. 

Mr. BEACH. Let us have tlie regular order. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Upon the representation that this bill is not likely 
to cause discussion I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PEEL. I will repeat that the bill is precisely in detail like two 
bills that were passed in the last Congress. This railroad only goes for 
some 30 miles across the northeast corner and some 30 miles across the 
southeast corner of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. BEACH. Ishall withdraw for the present the demand for the 

order. Idonot object tothis bill, butI give notice that hereafter 
I insist on the order till the public business is further ad- 
vanced than it is at this time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. Il. B. LEHMAN. + 

Mr.O’HARA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up and 
pass a bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. The bill is on the Private 
Calendar. It is House bill No. 7364. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from North Carolina [Mr. O'HARA] 


asks unanimous consent to di “the Committee of the Whole House 
from the further consideration of the bill indicated by him, and to put 
the bill upon its 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War may authorize the interment in 
the national sean y en ew Berne, in the State of North lina, of the re- 
mains of Harriet B. an, deceased, widow of the late R. F. „ whose 
remains are new interred in said cemetery. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. ; 

The bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ; 

Mr. OHARA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BEACH. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


LOREN BURRITT. 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 


ing hour. 

‘The SPEAKER. Theregular orderis demanded. Theregular order 
is the consideration of a billcoming over from lastevening, upon which 
the previous question has been ordered. ‘The question is upon the pas- 
sage of the bill. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to increase the pension of Loren Burritt, late lieutenant-colonel of the 
Eighth Regiment United States Colored Troops, to $100 a month. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move to postpone the 
further consideration of this bill until Friday next ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered upon it. 

A MEMBER. Is it in order to move to lay the bill on the table? 

The SPEAKER. This bill was reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, but ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. and the previous question was ordered upon its passage. 


Mr. EDEN. _Is it in order to have the report read ? 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. The 
Chair did not answer the inquiry whether a motion to lay on the table 
would be in order. That motion is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move to recommit the bill to the 
committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make that motion. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I understood that this bill came over 
from last evening with the agreement that there should be fifteen min- 
utes given to each side for its discussion. I now ask that that under- 
standing be-adhered to. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE] 
states that unanimous consent was given in the House last evening that 
this bill should be debated for thirty minutes, fifteen minutes on each 


side. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the gentleman state that the consent was 
given by the House or by the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It was given by the House, according to the gen- 
tleman’s statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would a motion to lay the bill on the table take 
precedence of that? 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I want to give notice that I shall 
object to this practice of bringing over private bills from the Friday 
evening sessions to take up time that ought to be devoted to publie 
business, because I believe it is entirely against the spirit of the special 
order made by the House. The House did notintend that business of 
that character should be transferred from Friday evening to other days. 
Ifsuch agreements to carry over bills can be made by members who 
come here on Friday evenings, they can occupy in that way all the re- 
mainder of the session. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. OSBORNE] 
states that there was an agreement among the members present last 
evening that there should be thirty minutes allowed for debate upon 
this bill to-day. That was not stated to the House by the Chair, and 
was no part of the order which was made by the House. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] now moves (as the Chair under- 
stands) to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Ido not want to interfere with any agreement, 
and I therefore withdraw that motion, but I give notice that I shall 
oppose this practice hereafter. : 

Mr. MoMILLIN (to Mr. SPRINGER). Make your motion now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE] 
will proceed. : 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I will not occupy the time of the 
House to any great extent, my desire being simply to place before the 
House the circumstances of this case and the character of the man 
sought to be benefited by this bill. Loren Burritt, in whose behalf 
this bill was introduced, was in his boyhood days a friend and compan- 
ion of mine, and I know him as I would know a brother. When he 
was a little past twenty-one years of age, having just come from col- 
lege, he volunteered in the Army of the United States as a private sol- 
dier, and was enlisted in the Fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers. He served with that regiment through the campaigns upon the 
Peninsula, came back from there, went through the second battle of Bull 
Run, crossed the river into Maryland, and was at Antietam. Coming 
back from there, he was at Fredericksburg, then at Chancellorsville, and 
later at Gettysburg. 

Coming back with Meade inthe Army of the Potomac, he was selected 
as a man of conspicuous gallantry and exceeding bravery worthy of par- 
ticular notice and he was madealieutenant-colonel. In 1864, in Florida, 
while in battle at the head of his regiment, he was wounded in the an- 
kle. While being taken from the field he was wounded in the other 
foot, and thus he became disabled in both feet. He was sent to the 
hospital and lingered there until 1866, when he was discharged on ac- 
count of disability. He then went to his home in the North, read law, 
went to Philadelphia, started in a career that promised a most brilliant 
future, but, unfortunately, in 1872, his old wounds broke ont and he 
was compelled to surrender all hopes of future earthly success and take 
to his bed. In 1873 he became totally disabled, and has been so from 
that time untilnow. He is unable to move on foot, to raise a hand; he 
is unable to feed himself; he can not be taken out of his bed; every 
office of nature that he has to perform he must have assistance in. He 
has thus lingered through these fourteen years with no means to rely 
upon after the first two or three years but his pension of $72 a month, 
and now his wife, worn out in caring for him and ministering to his 
wants, is likely to be taken from him. Thus he is left helpless. 

I introduced this bill. In the presentation of this case I ask Con- 
gress to say that this man who served so gallantly and whose career 
came to so unfortunate an end is worthy of that distinction which is 
asked here; that his pension may be increased to the extent of the 
simple pittance of $28 a month. What will it amount to, gentlemen? 
It will scarcely amount to the sum of $300; for I do not believe it pos- 
sible for this man to exist beyond the period of one year. Yet these 
last moments of hislife are the time when more assistance is required 
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to provide for his wants than at any previous period, especially since 
his poor wife is giving out, and he must now di d upon charity, or 
must suffer in that pitiable and painful state which I think should make 
the nerves of any true man shudder when he remembers that this poor 
sufferer lies constantly upon a cot, worse than dead, unable to use either 
arms or feet, and, more than that, blind in one eye. He has lost the 
sight in one eye, and with the other is unable to distinguish a friend 
across the room. 5 

Is not this, then, a case that appeals to the patriotism of members of 
this House? Is not this a case which demands immediate present ac- 
tion? Is it not a case parallel at least with that case heretofore made 
of record, I refer to the case of the gallant General Black, the present 
Commissioner of Pensions, who receives to-day by act of Congress $100 
a month for disability in both arms. Loren Burritt is not only dis- 
abled in both arms and both legs, but is unable to see, except dimly out 
of one eye. 

This, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, is the appeal we make to you; and 
I ask you, in the name of everything that is honorable and sacred, to let 
me be able to telegraph upon the wings of electricity to that poor wife 
that the Congress of the United States has stood by her dear husband 
in this the hour of their direst distress, thus sending a little ray of sun- 
shine and hope and happiness into that benighted, that desolate, that 
dreary, that painful home of Loren Burritt. I ask that this bill may 
receive the sanction of the House. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, before saying anything about the cir- 
cumstances of this case I wish to remark that the bill is brought be- 
fore the House this morning by reason of the fact that there had been 
an adverse report upon it by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
the bill was placed on the Calendar because, perhaps, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE], or some other member, objected 
to its being laid on the table. The bill came up last night for action; 
and by those who were present it was passed through the Committee 
of the Whole. When it came up in the House the pointof no quorum 
was raised; and thereupon an agreement was made that the previous 
question should be ordered so that the bill might come up for action in 
a full House. Either, then, the bill musthave been passed last night, or 
else this was the only course left open for the disposition of the case. 
This is the excuse we have for bringing the matter before the House 
this morning. 

Mr. Speaker, this case presents a question of more importance than 
would appear at a glance, and that is another excuse for bringing the 
bill before a full House. The question is not alone whether this pen- 
sion should be increased; that is not all there is in the matter; but we 
have here a question of doing injustice to others when we increase this 
pension. That is the difficulty, 

The present law allows to those who are now placed upon the pen- 
sion-roll $72 a month only in those cases where the pensioner has lost 
both eyes, both hands, or both feet. This man, if he had been placed 
on the roll since June, 1878, would have received only $50 a month, 
because he has not lost both hands, both eyes, or both feet. There are 
upon the roll to-day at $50 a month men in just as helpless and suf- 
fering a condition as this man who is now drawing $72 a month. 
There is the difficulty about this matter. If we now should give this 
man $100 a month it would be unjust to all those who are drawing $72 
a month and unjust to many who are drawing only $50 a month, and 
are in as helpless and suffering a condition as he is. 

A MEMBER. How does he get $72 instead of $50? 

Mr, MATSON. Because in June, 1878, a law was passed providing 
that all who were then upon the roll at $50 per month should have 
their pensions increased to $72 a month; and it was further provided 
that thereafter those who had lost both hands, both feet, or both eyes 
should be placed on the pension-roll at $72. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, $72 is a tolerably large pension. It is $2.40 a 
day. It is at least twice as much as the average laborer can make, 
Taking the wages of laboring men all over this country, I think it will 
be found that $2.40 is at least twice as much as the average earnings 
of that’ class of men. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Was not $8 a month the highest total-disability 
pension before the civil war? 

Mr. MATSON. I think it was. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yet here we have a soldier who is drawing nearly 
nine times as much disability pension as any one formerly got, and 
still it is proposed by this bill to increase his pay to twelve and a half 
times as much as any total disability used to secure. 

Mr. MATSON. I think $8 a month was the highest rate. Seventy- 
two dollars a month is the highest rate now. Seventy-two dollars a 
month this man gets—$2.40 a day. 

The difficulty is, Mr. Speaker, if his pension is increased-to $100 a 
month my constituent’s pension ought to be increased to $100 a month, 
and your constituent’s pension ought to be increased, All of them 
ought to be increased. 

Can we afford it? There are about nine hundred men on the roll 
who draw $72 a month, Every one of us represents that sort of a pen- 
sioner. Now, can we afford to vote for the constituent of our friend 


from par hoa to give him $100 a month and allow ours to remain 


at $72? e can not afford to do that. It would be unjust to our con- 
stituents. 

So I insist, Mr, Speaker, this bill should not be passed. Whenever 
it is passed it will be seized on at once as a precedent, and cases of this 
kind, pitiful as they are, and appealing to our feelings as strongly as 
they do, will be brought to Congress, and you will be asked in innu- 
eee instances, in all of them, to increase the pension to $100 a 
month, 

If it is right to increase the pension to $100 a month, then that ought 
to be done bya general Jaw. But itis not right to select out one man’s 
case and say his pension should be put at $100 a month, while the 
others should remain at $72 a month. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has six min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr, OSBORNE. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Brace]. 

The SPEAKER. All of the time? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam inclined to think, sir, I ought to give my sup- 
port to this bill. While I have been very steadfast in my opposition 
to the general laws, and to the general disposition to grant pensions to 
everybody, I have never yet shrunk from daring to take the responsi- 
bility to grant a pension to a man when I honestly believed he had 
earned it and deserved it. 

There is but one flaw in this man’srecord. I do not remember him 
identically with his personality; I know the command to which he be- 
longed. I have seen it steady in many a fight. But he committed the 
unpardonable crime of having been selected from the ranks and made 
a lieutenant-colonel. That is the only flaw I am able to discover in 
his record which would prejudice him before this Congress. 

Wounded twice, a young man of brilliant parts, prepared to follow . 
a professional life, he went out of the service and commenced to enter 
upon his profession when the effect of his wounds came upon him, and 
he went down into the position where he now is and has been for ten 
years past. And Isay to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] if « 
he has one more case like that, he can always rely upon me to support 
it; or if he has a hundred, or a thousand, or ten thousand like it, I 
will follow him steady in line and stay there so long as he has any or- 
ganization to fight the battle. 

What says this adverse report of the condition of this man to-day? 
Let us see whether you have any other case like it. He is lying on his 
back substantially helpless with his hands, helpless with his legs, the 
sight of oneeye destroyed by the disease which is eating him up; having 
lost the control of the-functions of his bowels; having lost the control 
of the functions of his bladder. Will less than $2.40 a day clean him 
and take care of him? Would the gentleman so suffer for $2.40 a day ? 
That is the case, Mr. Speaker, the adverse report presents to the con- 
sideration of this House. It is a case showing the condition of things 
brought about as the legitimate result of wounds received during the 
war. There he lies—not a man except in feeling the excruciating pangs 
arising from his wounds. So intense are his sufferings from those 
wounds he lies there a mere animal, as it were. Everything he eats 
passes without his knowledge—not subject to his control; and it is the 
same thing as to the other organs of his body. 

I say that such a man as thatis entitled to $100 a month far quicker 
and much more worthily and deservingly than ninty-nine out of the 
hundred cases that are sent to this House and have received its appro- 
bation for sums ranging from eight to twenty a dollars a month. 

I hope the bill will pass. [Applause.] 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were on a 
division—ayes 75, noes 57. 

Mr. KING, On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 87, not voting 
140; as follows: 


YEAS—S, 
Adams, G. E. Foran, Markham, Stephenson, 
Allen, C. H. erick, McKenna, Stone, 
Atkinson, Fuller, Merriman. Strai 
Baker, Funston, Millard, Struble, 
Bayne, Geddes, Milliken, Swinburne, 

i Guenther, Moffatt, ymes, 
Bound, Hall Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Bragg, Hanback, Nelson, Taylor, I. H 
Breckinridge, WCP, Harmer, Osborne, Thomas, O. B. 
Brown, 0, E Henderson, D.B. Payne, Throckmorton, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson,T,J. Perkins, Van Schaick 
Buck, Hepburn, ‘eters, Wade, 
Burrows, Herman, Pettibone, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Hitt, Plumb, Wait, 
Comstock, Hopkins, Rice,. Wakefield, 
Conger, oward, Rockwell, Ward, T, B. 
Cutcheon, J n, TS, Warner, William 

è Johnson, F. A Ryan, Weaver, J. B. 
Dunham, etcham, Sessio; West, 
Eldredge, Kleiner, Smalls, White, Milo 
Ely, La Follette, Snyder, Wolford, 
Evans, Laird Springer, p Woodburn, 
Everhart, Lindsley, Stahlnecker, Worthington. 
Felton, Lyman, Steele, 
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NAYS—87. 
Ballentine, Dockery, * Richardson, 
Bar! % Dowdney, Lovering, Sadler, 
Berry," Gay.” Martin " Singieto 

, Y, a ’ gteton, 
Beach, Glass, Matson, Skinner, 
Belmont, Green, W.J. Maybury, Stewart, Charles 
Bennett, Hale, M A Storm, 
Bland, Hammond, McMillin, Swope, 
Blount, Hatch, McRae, Taylor, J.M. 
Boyle. Heard, Miller, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hemphill, Mills, Trigg, 
Bynum, Henderson, J.8: Morgan. Tucker, 
Cabell, Herbert, Morrill, Turner, 
Caldwell, Holman, Neal, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Hutton, Neece, Viele, 

Cobb, Trion, Oates, Ward, J. H. 
Compton, Johnston, J. T. O'Hara, Wheeler, 

My Johnston, T. D. Peel, Wilkins, 
Croxton, Jones, J.H. Price, Willis, 
Davidson, A.C. King, Winans, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Laffoon, Reid, J. W. Wise. 
Dawson, Landes, Reese, 

NOT VOTING—140. 

Adams, J.J, Daniel, Holmes, Pindar, 

iken, Davenport, Houk, Pirce, . 
Allen, J.M. vis, Hudd, Randall, 
Anderson, C. M. Dibble, James, Ranae, 
Anderson, J.A Dingley, Jones, J.T. T: 
Arnot, Ys Kelley, Riggs, 

ur, Dougherty, Lawler, Robertson, 

Bingham, nn, Le Fevre, Romeis, 
Blanchard, Ellsberry, Lehibach, Rowell, 
Boutelle, Ermentrout, Libbey, Sawyer, 
Brady, nb! paul Little, tt, 
Browne, T. M, Findlay, Long, Scranton, 
Brumm, Fisher, Lore, Seney, 
Buchanan, Fleeger, Louttit, Seymour, 
Bunnell, Ford, Mahoney, Shaw, 
Burleigh, Forney, McAdoo, Sowden, 
Burnes, Gallinger, McComas, Spooner, 
Butterworth, Gibson, C. H. McKinley, Spriggs, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, Stewart, J. W. 
Campbell, J. E. Gilfillan, Morrison, St. Martin. 
€ampbell, J. M Glover, Muller, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
ae A ff, Murphy, Stone, W. J., Mo. ` « 
Candler, Green, R.S. Negley, Tarsney, 
Caswell, Grosvenor, Norwood, Taulbee. 
Catchings, Grout, O'Donnell, Taylor, Zach. 
Clardy, Halsell, O'Ferrall, Thomas, J. R. 
Clemente, arris, O'Neill, Charles Thompson, 
Cole, Hayden, O'Neill, J.J. Townshend 
Collins, Haynes, Outhwaite, Warner, A. J. 
Cooper, Henley, Owen, Weaver, A.J 
Cowles, Hewitt, * Parker, eber, 
Cox, Hiestand, Payson, Wellborn 
Crain, Hill, Perry, White, A.C. 
Culberson, Hires, Phelps, Whiting, 
Cartin, Hiscock, Pideock, Wilson. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent the reading of the 

names was dispensed with. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. LITTLE, on all questions, on the7th 
and 8th of May. 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Dorsey, on all political questions, until Mon- 
day next. 
The following gentlemen were announced as being paired until further 
notice: : 
Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
Mr. CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 
Mr, FISHER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
Mr. BuRNEs with Mr. BUCHANAN. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
Mr. FoRNEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 
Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. 
Mr. SEYMOUR with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. 
Mr. Hupp with Mr. FLEEGER. = 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. HOUK. 
For this day: 
Mr. SENEY with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
HALSELL with Mr. Gorr. 
. LE FEvRE with Mr. BRUMM. 
. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
. TAULBEE with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
. HewrrT with Mr. DINGLEY. 
. Scott with Mr. COOPER. 
. ROBERTSON with Mr. WHITING. 
. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KELLEY. 
. Prpcock with Mr. McComas. 
Mr. Greson, of Maryland, with Mr. GILFILLAN. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 


Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. OWEN with Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. THOMPSON. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CowLes with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine, Mr, 
REED, said he expected to be absent to-day and I promised to secure 
a pair for him. As I had forgotten it before this vote was taken, I 
will withdraw my vote for the purpose of making a pair with him. I 
do not know how he would have voted, but suppose in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour to-day for the call of committees, with a view to asking the 
House to go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consid- 
ering general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 102, 
noes 12. F 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of general 
appropriation bills, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to inquire, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous 
consent, how much time the gentleman contemplates will be consumed 
with the bill which he proposes to call up. What bill is to be taken 
up first ? 

Mr. WHEELER. The first bill is the Military Academy bill. 

Mr.SPRINGER. After that the Army appropriation bill is nexton 
the Calendar? 

Mr. WHEELER. The diplomatic bill comes next, I believe, on the 
Calendar. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a special order for to-day, being the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on the Territories; and 
I think if any portion of the day is to be taken up in the consideration 
of other measures, we ought to have the same time allowed us hereafter, - 
and I hope some understanding of that kind may be reached. 

The SPEAKER. The special order to which the gentleman refers 
is subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Two full days were to be accorded to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories before the order is exhausted. Nowwemight - 
get special consent of the House to devote such portion of the day as 
remains after the disposition of the bill to which the gentleman from 
Alabama refers to the consideration of the special order, the rest of the 
time to be made up some other day. 

TheSPEAKER. Thespecial order for to-day provides that the matters 
to be considered shall be a special order until two days are occupied, 
so that if to-day is lost to the committee it will have the same righton 
another day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Butif a part of the day is taken up now, will 
we have the privilege of making up the rest of it on another day? 

The SPEAKER. If any part of the day is taken up in the consid- 
eration of the special order it will count as one day? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Does this special order for to-day set aside the 
morning hour for the consideration of bills? 

The SPEAKER. The order provided that after the morning hour 
this day should be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Territories, not to interfere with general appropria- 
tion bills, &c. The morning hour is the hour for the call of Com- 
mittees. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. WHEELER]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation 
bills. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5886) making appropriations for u 
AAE the fowl yous a a une 30, 1887. t N arenas 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, in the performance of my duty as 
chairman of the committee having charge of the Military Academy bill 
I do not wish to occupy the time of the House with any extended discus- 
sion. The Committee on Military Affairs have considered each item 
carefully and with a view to economy, and have sought to reduce the ap- 
propriation to the lowest limit possible so far as itis consistent with the 
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best interests of the service, but great care has been taken not to re- 
duce any appropriation which could be detrimental to the academy. 
The appropriation proposed, as it now stands, is about $30,000 less 
than the average appropriation for several past years. 

To the extent of my ability I will gladly answer any question and 
give such information as I possess regarding any feature of the bill. 


‘The estimates for the year ending June 30, 1887, exclusive of public 
MOEk, WEG a cesscnpt ech resposs aninceancocasvasncsscusssnoiaobesadionbt 


Estimates for public works for Military Academ 453 
TOT COI raaraa ia, dees aD a0 
Deduct items Secretary of War thinks may be omitted... és +875 00 
Leaving regular annual estimates for 1887 ..........6.c000+ = .. 412,075 70 
Amount of law for 1883..,..00.ssesereersreeerene + 335,557 O4 
Amount of law for 18%.. 5 318,657 50 
Amount of law for 1885. 314,563 50 
Amount of law for 1886, 310,021 64 
Amount in this bill for 297, 805 


Three months ago this bill was printed, and at that time I invited 
criticisms from those best informed, and I requested that they would 
notify me if any item was inadequate. AsI have not received any such 
suggestion I feel confident our reductions have been proper and judi- 
cious. 

About $7,000 of the amount in this bill is for new public works at 
West Point. > 

Iam well aware thatsome eminent gentlemen conténd that this great 
institution is not a necessity, but upon reflection will they not admit 
that they are too inclined to judge the future by the recent past? 

We have been favored with peace for more than twenty years, and we 
hope by the blessing of God that this is but the beginning of long, and 
I would be glad to say an eternal freedom from the strifes and evils of 
war. But as Providence aids those who aid themselves, should we not, 
while praying for peace, do all that is in our power to maintain it by 


making proper 
PREPARATION FOR WAE, 


as all will admit that peace is most certain to those governments whose 
preparations to contend with rival powers are the most perfect? 

History teaches that after long periods of war the impression pre- 
vailed that strife and battle was the normal condition of all people, but 
after long periods of peace the conclusion seems to have been adopted 
that war was a thing of the past, and everlasting peace and good-will 
was henceforth to be the heritage of nations. 

Lord Napier, in closing his account of the military operations in Spain, 
says: 

War is the condition of the world. From man to the smallest insect all are at 
strife, and the glory of arms, which can not be obtained without the exercise of 
honor, fortitude, courage, obedience, modesty, and temperance, excites the braye 
man’s patriotism and is a chastening corrective for the rich man's pride. ~ 

The Academy teaches all these and also the elementary principles of 
military science. Can any one doubt the absolute necessity for this 
character of education? 

Washington saw the necessity ofeducated, experienced soldiers, and 
Franklin was instructed by him to employ European officers to serve 
inour Army; and certainly it can not be denied that Kosciusko, De Kalb, 
Steuben, Schuyler, and others were an absolute necessity to the Con- 
tinental Army. t 

In his message to Congress in 1796 Washington said: 

Whatever arguments may be Arawn from particular examples superficially 
viewed, a thorough examination of the subject will evince that the art of war 


is both comprehensive and complicated; that it demands much previous study, 


and that the possession of it, in its most Improved and perfect state, is always 


of great moment to the security of a nation. 
Napoleon said: 

The knowledge of grand tactics is acquired only by experienc and by the study 
of the history of the campaigns of all the neo, Pa Gustavus Adolphus, 
Turenne, Frederick, like Alexander, Hannibal, and Cæsar, have all acted on the 
same cinaiplon of holding their forces united, being nowhere vulnerable, and 
throwing their masses upon important points: such are the principles which 

ry. Read again and again the Nope Sag of Alexander, Hannibal, 
Cæsar, Gustavus, Turenne, Eugene, and of Frederi: Make them your models. 
This is the only way of Bomini a great captain and masterin, e secrets of 
the art of war. ha serene enlightened by this study, will induce you to re- 
ject all maxims in with those of these great commanders, 


Nearly all of fio S great generals whom he placed in command 

of armies were either educated at military schools or had had great ex- 

perience in military affairs and active campaigns before Napoleon ap- 
upon the arena of public affairs. - 

Notwithstanding the large experience of Macdonald and Ney, their 

WANT OF MILITARY EDUCATION 
was painfully apparent when they attempted independent operations 
without the aid and direction of their great leader. The result at 
Quatre Bras, Katsbach, and Dennewitz are proofs that something more 
is necessary to a general than the bravest and most terrible leadership 
on the battlefield. 

Before taking command of the army of Italy, Napoleon had acquired 
the best military education of any man of his years; but his campaign 
of 1796, with all its brilliancy, taught him that he had much to learn; 
and his devotion to military science after that time showed the advan- 
tage of such study in the glory of Austerlitz, Wagram, Jena, Boro- 
dino, the great operations of 1814 and the immortal campaign of Water- 


loo. The great Maurice received a military education, and in turn 
carefully instructed his nephew, Turenne, in the scienceof war. From 


his earliest youth to the day of his death Cæsar was a student and ex- 
pounder of the principles which secure success in war. 

Prince Eugene, with a mind well trained by a thorough education 
for the church, devoted his mature life to military studies. Frederick 
the Great was, without doubt, the most thoroughly educated soldier of 
his period. Wellington received a thorough military training at a mil- 
itary school in France, and Alexander, before being intrusted with any 
command, was carefully instructed by the most successful generals of 
his father, Philip of Macedon. The history of these great captains 
shows that military education and training, supplemented by experi- 
ence in the camp and in the field, have produced the greatest generals 
of whom we have any account. Cæsars greatness was not manifested 
until his practical experience in Spain and Gaul enabled him to apply 
the military training and education previously acquired. Wellington 
would have been overwhelmed at Waterloo had it not been for the se- 
vere training he had received in India and the Peninsula. Prince Eu- 
gene’s triumph at Malplaquet and the military skill displayed by him 
at Oudenarde and at the siege of Lille were the result in great measure 
of the training obtained in previous campaigns. 

Frederick’s greatness, displayed in the seven years’ war, was the re- 
sult of experience and . 

THE IMPRESSIVE LESSONS x 
taught by the disasters at Mollwitz and Rossbach. Gustavus Adolphus 
did not win Leipsic until after years of experiencein wars in Poland and 
Germany. Charlesthe Twelfth froma child received military instruc- 
tion, united with practical training in the camp and field. 

- Marlborough and Cromwell were no exceptions to the principle I con- 
tend for. Though neither were students of military science, in their ex- 
treme youth, the greatness of their genius enabled them in their maturity 
to rapidly acquire the knowledge which less gifted men obtained only 
through years of patient and laborious application. 

While, owing to the blessings of peace, the youth of our country can 
not have any practical experience in armed contests, it is all the more 
necessary—imperatively demanded alike by the safety and dignity of 
the country—that they receive an education in the science of war which. 
will go far to atone for this want of experimental knowledge. 

If this view be correct, are not those gentlemen right who contend 
that the course of instruction at the academy should be much enlarged 
and improved, and that the system of our Army organization should 
be modified to meet the changed conditions of our country and the 
changed duties which will devolve upon our military establishment? 

When this Republic sprang into existence the immediate necessity of 
having an armed force to maintain our liberties was obvious, and to 
meet this necessity we adopted a military system similar to those then 
in vogue in the monarchical or imperial governments of Europe. It 
was not acceptable to the people, and upon the close of the Revolution- 
ary war a permanent military establishment was virtually dis 
with, the entire Army at one time being a small corps of artillery com- 
manded by a captain. 

In their colonial state the experience of our forefathers with regular 
troops had been singularly unfortunate. The English forces in the 
Colonies regarded the inhabitants as immeasurably inferior to them- 
selves in every respect, mentally, morally, and sucially, and the natu- 
ral result was that the colonists were continuously and habitually sub- 
jected to insults and acts of petty oppression. The consequence was 
that there was engendered a distrust of and dislike to anything like a 
permanentarmy. And it is curious to notice how slowly and reluc- 
tantly the early Congresses brought themselves to the recognition of 


THE NECESSITY OF PROVIDING 


the young Republic with some feeble apology for a regular military es- 
tablishment. 

By resolution of the 7th of April, 1785, the enlistment of 700 men 
was authorized. On the 3d of October, 1787, the Congress— 

Resolved, That the interests of the United States require that a corps of soven 
hundred troops should be stationed on the frontiers to protect the settlers on 
the public lands from the depredations of the Indians. * + + 

Resolved, That seven hundred non-commissioned offlcers and privates be raised 
for the term of three years, unless sooner discharged. 

This feeling of distrust was so prevalent and so deeply rooted that 
the framers of the Constitution gave unmistakable expression to it in 
that instrument. 

Section 8 of Article I enumerates the powers delegated to Congress. It 
says: 

The Congress shallhave power * è * 

10. To declare war. * * + 

11. To raise and support armies; but no appropriation of money to that use 
shall be for a longer term than two years. 

12, To provide and maintain £ navy. * * $ = 

15. To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia. * * * 

It will be observed that the grant of authority to raise and support 
armies immediately follows the authority to declare war, and seems to 
be incident to it, but even then, though apparently contemplating a 
state of active hostilities, the power to appropriate money for the pur- 
pose of maintaining an armed force is strictly and expressly limited to 
a period of only two years, and this is the only instance to be found in 
the whole Constitution where there is any limitation as to the time for 
which Congress can appropriate money. ‘There is no limit fixed to 
the period for which it can appropriate money to maintain a navy; 
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propriated 
to organize and arm the militia: For all that the Constitution con- 
tains to the contrary an appropriation for either of these purposes may 
extend over a period of ten, fifteen, or twenty years. And the same 
is true regarding every other branch of the public service. It is only in 
relation to the expenditures for the regular Army that appropriations 
are expressly limited as to time, and that time, as we have seen, is fixed 
at two years. 

If fact stood alone, unsupported by any other evidence, historical 
or legendary, it would suffice of itself to prove how distrustful, if not 
apprehensive, the framers of the Constitution were of anything like a 

military establishment. 
e hostilities of the Indians and their attacks upon the settlers on 
our frontier with their attendant depredations speedily 


DEMONSTRATED THE NECESSITY 


for regular and professional soldiers. We find that in nearly all 
the laws authorizing the organization or the use of troops, which were 


there is no limit to the period for which money may be ap 


enacted in the early days of our history, it is definitely set forth that | P 


the purpose is ‘‘ protecting the inhabitants of the frontiers of the United 
States.’’ This purpose is distinctly specified in the act of Septem- 
are 1789, and April 30, 1790. ‘The caption of the act of March 3, 
1791, is: . 

Anon for raising and adding another regiment to the military establishment 


of the United States, and for making further provision for the protection of the 
frontiers. 


The caption of the act of March 5, 1792, is: 


An act for eer ge, Son aye and more effectual provisions for the protection of 
the frontiers of the United States. 


The caption of the act of March 28, 1792, is: 

An act supplemental to the act for making farther and more effectual provis- 
ions for the protection of the frontiers of the United States. 

And the act of June 7, 1794, is entitled: 

An act in addition to the act for making further and more effectual provisions 
for the protection of the frontiers of the United States. ‘ 

It may be remarked in passing that it was about this time, in 1793, 
that President Washington, in his message, earnestly pressed the rec- 
ommendation for the establishment of the Military Academy—a recom- 
mendation which was approved by Randolph, Hamilton, and Knox, of 
his Cabinet. 

It will be seen that the germ from which our present regular Army 
sprang originated in the necessity for a force to engage the hostile In- 
dians, and as this is a matter which will soon be eliminated from the 
military problem, it behooves us to consider what changes and improve- 
ments should be made to adapt the Army to our changed conditions. 

We are now the richest, most powerful, and most enlightened people 
on earth, and in point of numbers we exceed any other civilized coun- 
try. We have a seacoast more than 3,000 miles in extent, and I do 
not think I am in error when I say that no point on that coast is ade- 
quately defended. 

Gentlemen who imagine that peace must continue indefinitely be- 
cause peace has prevailed for twenty years will find that their conclu- 
sions are not warranted by the teachings of history. 

In Europe from 1815 to 1854 the struggles of the ardent champions 
of liberty from 1847 to 1850, which left their impress upon nearly every 
continental nationality, left England wholly unaffected, and it was no 
unusual thing to read or to hear the declaration that England was no 
longer involved in continental affairs, and that her great influence over 
European policy was a thing of the past. And yetevery one is familiar 
with the bitter humiliation of England in the Crimea. 

Hardly had the victor of Ciudad Rodrigo, Torres Vedras, and Water- 
loo submitted to ‘‘the stern arrest of that fell sergeant Death,” when 
his country was aroused from a fond 


DREAM OF ENDLESS PEACE 
by different constructions of a clause in the treaty of Kainardji, of July 
10, 1774, betweeh Russia and Turkey. : 

In all the long forty years which followed the triumph at Waterloo, 
England had paid but little attention to her military establishment. 
Whenever the occasion demanded a show of force on her part, it was 
supplied by her matchless navy. Greece—inoffensive, feeble, helpless 
Greece—hesitated about paying Don Pacifico exorbitant prices for his 
bedding and family wearing apparel, and English vessels seized upon 
the Grecian navy, and Lord Palmerston leaped into fame as a great par- 
liamentary leader by boldly announcing and defending the principle 
that no English citizen could be so insignificant as to be unworthy of 
protection by the full power and strength of his government. China 
disregarded a treaty stipulation as to the rights conferred by a British 
consular registry, and an English man-of-war promptly exacted and ob- 
tained a humble apology and ample reparation. 

But while her navy was thus efficiently omnipresent, England’s mil- 
itary establishment had been almost wholly neglected. Her leaders of 
public opinion—not only politicians, but statesmen as well—had acted 
upon the theory that England was destined to enjoy perpetual peace 
because an English army had not been wanted for forty years. Sud- 
denly this illusion was dispelled. 

AN ENGLISH ARMY WAS NEEDED, 
was hurried against a foe disdainfully spoken of as barbarous, or as but 


half-civilized at best—and the vaunted British army was found to be 
sadly deficient in every essential quality of an army excepting the physi- 
cal courage of the men and officers. France, Turkey, and even Sardinia, 
were bewildered by the exhibition of pan inefficiency, and began to 
wonder if the traditional accounts of British military superiority were 
merely impudent fables, while English newspaper correspondents found 
opportunities to convert the national disgrace to their individual ad- 
vantage. ; 

Ar years later and Magenta and Solferino Jaid the boasted mili- 
tary power of Austriain the dust. A decade rolled by, and the mighty 
military machine which Prussia had been patiently perfecting for years 
gave the first startling proof of its resistless power on Sadowa’s fatal 
field; and within five years the pitiable weakness of the military sys- 
tem and organization of the most martial people on the globe was ex- 
posed to the scorn and derision of the world in the unbroken series of 
shameful defeats and disasters which culminated at Sedan. 

From the treaty of Paris to 1848 Austria had enjoyed peace without 
reparing for war, and when Kossuth and his coadjutors raised the 
standard of rebellion she escaped dismemberment only by Russian in- 
tervention. Though anarmed neutral all through the Crimean war, she 

MADE NO IMPROVEMENT 
in her system of military organization or administration, and thirty 
months later the execution of Cayour’s agreement with Louis Napo- 
leon was rendered possible. Still disregarding the lessons of a porai ul 
and humilating experience, she neglected the art of war, and Sadowa 
stripped her of international importance and practically reduced her to 
a political cipher. 

France, showy, frivolous, hollow, corrupt, exposed her weakness when 
she abandoned Maximilian to an ignominious death, and four years 
later demonstrated anew the measureless inferiority of audacious and 
confident pretension when opposed to thoroughly efficient organization. 
The swift and overwhelming defeat of France in 1870 can be explained 
and understood only by realizing the inefficiency and corruption of her 
military system. 

Nor will it do to say that the experience of England in 1854, of Aus- 
tria in 1859 and 1866, and of France in 1870 can not possibly be ours at 
any future time. We are far more powerful than any state contiguous 
to us, it is true, but the activity and 

COMPETITION OF COMMERCIAL PEOPLES 

are becoming keener and more vigilant every day. Should the period, 
happily, be near at hand when weshall destroy or modify that baneful 
system which limits the market for our surplus products to our own 
community, when our unfettered commerce shall be permitted to com- 
pete in the markets of the world for that recognition and reward to 
which we are entitled by the extent and variety of our resources and 
the superior skill of our artisans and mechanics—when that period shall 
have arrived, it is not at all impossible, Mr. Chairman, that we shall 
be called on to protect, with a show of force, those commercial and in- 
dustrial advantages which we have gained by the triumph of sound 
economic principles over specious and delusive theories. 

Spain, almost in the extremity of a hopeless bankruptcy, is seeking 
advantages by reciprocity treaties, and diplomacy may yet place her in 
the attitude of an ally of the most powerful nation in Ger- 
many is developing a colonial policy that may make her a formidable 
competitor in many ports where hitherto her name was but the syno- 
nym of her “‘blood and iron ” policy. France, unhappily, is torn and 
distracted by intestine factional feuds, and therefore it may be safe just 
now to regard her commercial rivalry as inconsiderable and inconse- 
quential; but Italy is silently, unostentatiously, but sedulously spread- 
ing her trade in every direction; the great Australasian colonies of 
England are rapidly taking their places as recognized and reliable 
sources of supply for many articles which thickly-populated Europe 
must have at alow price; the immense wheat crops of British India 
threaten to reduce the price of that great staple to a point below re- 
muneration to the farmers of the United States, and to still further re- 
duce our exports great European nations have already levied a discrim- 
inating tax against American wheat; British Canada and the British 
West Indies are zealously striving to absorb their share of the com- 
merce of the world, and England still manages to-maintain her pre- 
eminence as the workshop for all mankind. Mexico, Brazil, the South 
American republics—in short, all peoples but ourselves are diligently 
secking to add something to their commercial and industrial prosperity. 

And we must participate in this universal struggle if we would see 
our people once more happy and contented. 

THE GREAT QUESTION 
which now demands solution at the hands of American statesmen is 
not the tariff, unequal, unjust, and iniquitous though the law as it now 
stands may be; it is not the currency, though the effort to strike down 
one-half of eur coinage, and give to every bondholder, Federal, State, 
municipal, and corporate, practically double the sum lawfully his due, 
is one of the gravest importance. 

No, Mr. Chairman, it is neither of these. The paramount and omi- 
nous question which now confronts American statesmanship is the com- 
bination of the employed against the employer. It threatens soon to 
pass—if indeed it have not already passed—the point where the em- 
ployé is called on to discuss how much per cent. protection he will pay 
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the manufacturers of his blanket, his undershirt, or his hat, and he is 
being brought face to face with the question whether he is to have any 
blanket, undershirt, or hat; and worse than that, whether he will have 
even bread for himself and little ones. : 

It is not so much a question of whether the toiler shall receive a 
paper dollar, a gold dollar, or a silver dollar, as whether he will be 
allowed to receive any dollar whatever. 

While millionaires, banks, and corporations areinteresting themselves 
about the kind of dollar they would like to collect, the workingman, the 
creator ofall wealth, is asking himself, ‘* How much can I get for my very 
Jast dollar?” and ‘‘ Will I be allowed to earn another ?’? 

It may be asked what possible connection can there be between the 
very last dollar of the unhappy workingman and the Military Academy 
bill? Apparently there is very little connection, but really there is a 
great deal. 

Either we must speedily find new outlets for the surplus products of 
the workingman’s labor, or there will be a demand that we find em- 

loyment for a portion of the idle labor at the public expense in build- 
ing fortifications, erecting public buildings, and improving our rivers 
and harbors. This is work which may be neccessary, but adds nothing 
to the actual wealth of the country. 

If the new markets can be found for the surplus products of the work- 
ingman’s labor, it may become necessary, as I have already shown, to 
DEFEND AND MAINTAIN 
that commercial advantage by military force, and I presume no one 
will dispute the universally admitted proposition, that in this event 
those graduated at the Military Academy will be needed to assist in 
rendering the vast volunteer force of the different States available to 

meet any emergency. 

If the second alternative shall become n , that of giving Gov- 
ernment work to the unemployed (but I teel confident that by proper 
legislation such a necessity may be avoided), how can he be so advan- 
tageously employed as in constructing the works required to remedy 
our present defenseless condition and in the much-needed improvement 
of our inland navigation ?—and here again the skill and efficiency of the 
Military Academy graduates will be indispensable. 

If the improvement in our commercial and industrial condition be 
impossible, and there can be no use for military force in defense of that 
improvement, and if as a people we do not feel disposed to construct 
works to defend our coasts and harbors and improve our rivers and 
thus give employment to an insignificant fraction of the vast army of 
suffering workingmen who are now banded together against the exac- 
tions of corporate greed, still, Mr.Chairman, even in this deplorable state 
of affairs this would continue to be a grèat republic; great in its num- 
bers, great in its wealth, great in its resources, great in its opportuni- 
ties and possibilities, and great in its obligations, and to every great 
people an army is a necessity. 

Thank Heaven, in this favored land the necessity foran army is not 
found in the desire of one class to hold another in subjection; in the 
obligation of the Government to defend and uphold special privileges, 
to enforce obedience to oppressive and unequal laws. It is one of the 
blessings of our institutions, a direct and immediate co: uence of our 
system of government, that an army is not needed in the United States 
for these purposes—that it can not, should not, must not, shall not be 
used for these purposes. 

But an army is, and always must be, a necessity in every community 
elevated above barbarism, as the visible symbol, the outward manifes- 
tation of the 

4 STRENGTH AND POWER OF THE GOVERNMENT 
which called it into existence, and as an army is necessity to every 
government, and as there could not be an army. without trained and 
educated officers, we must have an academy where such training and 
education may be obtained. 

The average strength of the Army during the past twenty year of 
peace has been 33,330, and [the average number reported for duty has 
not exceeded 20,000. 

I will read a statement showing the actual expenses of the War De- 


partment for twenty years, commencing with the year ending June 30, |. 


1866, and ending with the year ending June 30, 1835. 


$283, 154, 676 06 387, 082, 735 90 
, 224, 415 63 32, 154, 147 85 
246, 648 62 40, 425, 660 73 

501, 990 33, 116, 916 22 
655, 675 40, 466, 460 55 
779, 991 43,570, 494 19 
372, 48, 911, 382 93 
, 823, 39, 429, 603 36 
, 313, 42, 670,578 00 

120, Sarena ats 
, 070, 1, 239, 592, 135 22 


As this includes the expenditures for rivers and harbors, fortifica- 
tions, the Signal Service, and Military Academy I deduct these, viz: 
Appropriations for rivers and harbors, 1866 to 1886, twenty years.. $118, 271,214 00 
Appropriations for fortifications, 1866 to 1886, twenty years........... 19, 762, 000 00 
Appropriations for Mili Academy, 1866 to 1886, twenty years.. 6, 301, 472 00 
SOROPE for Signal CorpS......se smesssesmseseuessseasssesssresesressesesesee 5,623,351 00 

uct Tre OES during last twenty years.which 
be 89, 634, 098 22 


shoul REO WAT. 5s ccnctbcsccsoossecsvocenecvatageters sovsessscuden -s 
239, 592,135 22 
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Leaving exactly $1,000,000,000 as the actual cost since the war, and we 
therefore find that the average net annual expenditure for the Army 
during that period of twenty years of peace has been over $50,000,000. 

This shows that the annual outlay for every officer and soldier on 
duty has averaged over $1,500, taking the average strength of the Army 
as the basis, but if we take the average present for duty the outlay has 
been $2,500. 

But gentlemen say this is nota fair estimate, because it includes the 
pay of the officers, which is very much greater than that of the privates. 
It is true this does include the pay of officers às well as privates. The 
Paymaster-General reports the total amount paid to officers during the 
twenty years ending June 30, 1885, as $115,873,587.55; deductin, 
this from the $1,000,000,000 expended during twenty years, we would 
have in round numbers $884,000,000; and, therefore, even if the offi- 
cers got no pay whatever, we see the annual average expense of every 
officer and soldier on the rolls has been $1,326; and, making the esti- 
mate upon the basis of the average number of soldiers reported for duty, 
we will find the average annual expense of each for the last twenty 
years has been $2,210. 

I do not mean to say that my figures are absolutely correct, but they 
certainly approximate the truth. . 

The question to be considered is whether the laws regarding the 
Army are so framed as to obtain the best results for this expenditure. 
I think all will admit that they are not; and the important considera- 
tion in this connection is, what changes are necessary in the organiza- 
tion and administration of the Army to secure such improvement as 
will place our military establishment on such æ basis as will not only 

SECURE THE GREATEST EFFICIENCY, 
but will convince the world that we are able to cope with any adver- 
sary or any coalition of our enemies that might be formed. 

Before entering upon any diseussion of the means by which this im- 
provement of our Army may be secured, I wish it to be distinctly un- 
derstood that I do not regard the suggestions I shall make on the sub- 
ject as likely to produce results at all approximating the high plane of 
perfection upon which I would like to place the military establishment 
of our country. I offer them simply as suggestions, in the hope they 
will lead the best minds of our country to consider this important ques- 
tion, and induce an interchange of ideas and opinions which shall re- 
sult in the adoption of the wisest measures and the attainment of the 
greatest benefits, not only to the Army but to the country. 

It is evident from the records that in the Continental Congress, as 
well as in the early Congresses under the Constitution, the dominans 
idea with regard to a military establishment was that of vigilant and 
unqualified opposition to its organization in any form, rather than to the 
creation of a system which should be in harmony with the new theories 
of government which formed the basis of our institutions. 

Before any proposed change can be carried into effect we may assume 
that the Indian question will have been permanently settled, and it 
may therefore: be discarded as without practical bearing or influence 
upon the future of our Army. 

‘The first question to be considered, then, is as to the most effective 
method of teaching the details of military administration, and bringing 

ry and 


our Army up—hoth officers and men—to that standard of efficien 
scientific 

KNOWLEDGE OF THE ART OF WAR 
which shall at least place it upon terms of equality with the best organ- 
ized force of which we have any knowledge. 

This, I submit, can best be done by increasing the facilities enjoyed 
by our officers for the acquisition of military science and by instruct- 
ing and eleyating the rank and file. It would entail no additional ex- 
pense to very much enlarge the course of study at the Military Academy 
and to extend the period to five years. This would enable the cadet to 
be more thoroughly instructed in the higher military studies, and, when 
we consider our vast German immigration, the language of that people 
should be thoroughly taught. > 

It is a well-known fact that our officers do not have opportunities of 
acquiring that wide range of knowledge which is necessary in order that 
they may be able to cope with those of foreign nations. : 

Opportunities and incentives should be given all officers to diligently 
prosecute the studies of their profession, and liberal details should be’ 
made from the most meritorious to visit, study, investigate, and report 
upon the organization, discipline, drill, and administration, and all 
other characteristics, peculiarities, and features of foreign armies. 

If the law provided that from three to five of the most meritorious 
and valuable of these reports should be published each year, itis quite’ 
evident that it would excite emulation among officers to excel in this 
important duty, and thereby secure this honorable distinction. We 
ought to be enabled by this means to incorporate in our own system 
every good feature which the experience of other nations has shown to 
be valuable. And these officers would possess a familiar knowledge of 
the practical working and advantages of the innovations and improve-' 
ments suggested in their reports. We should thus secure not only a 
wider theoretical knowledge, but practical aequirements which would 
be of immense advantage to the service in case of war. A great country 
like ours, the greatest on earth, should have the greatest army—not the 
greatest in numbers, but the greatest in efficiency and in knowledge of 
war. 7 
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Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is it not true that in the past our 
skeleton Army has proved to be the most effective basis in the world 
fora and efficient army? 

Mr. WHEELER. We have done a great deal, I admit. 

I am proud to say that we have done much, but what I insist upon 
is that in a country like ours, where the precious blood of American 
soldiers is carried into battle, those soldiers ought to be led by the high- 
est talent, the highest education, the greatest attainable military abil- 
ity; and much as we have done, there is much that we may still do to 
improve our system and to eradicate the evils that have developed 
themselves in the 

Be) thorough and radical change should be made in the instruction, 

iscipline, and character of the rank and file of the Army. No onon 
aa d permit any soldier to perform any menial or servile duty, an 
any soldier who is willing to do it should be dishonorably henep: 
If this rule was strictly and-imperatively adhered to, a superior class of 
men—lI might say the best class of the young workingmen of the coun- 
try—would enlist in the Army. 

Mr. BROWN, ofePennsylvania. Will the gentleman please state 
what he means by menial duties ? 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, sir, our soldiers sometimes do servants’ 
duty; it is true that when they do this sort of work it is voluntary, but 
still they do duty which debases them, and this fact prevents a high 
class of honorable and high-toned men from enlisting as privates in the 
Army. That cvil ought tobe stopped. A great deal has been done to 
stop it heretofore, butit ought to be brought to an end by an impera- 
tive order, by an imperative law. 

The tinie of the enlisted man should be incessantly occupied in a sys- 
tematic and carefully digested course of discipline and instruction de- 
signed to make him not only efficient as a soldier but valuable as a 
citizen. 

Every company in the regular Army should equal, if not excel, any 
of the most famous volunteer organizations of the country in drill and 
discipline, and the esprit de corps which stimulates the desire to attain 
the very highest excellence should be sedulously cultivated. 

Every company should he drilled ‘until it reaches the high standard 
of perfection which distinguishes the corps of cadets at West Point. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Would not that make your army 
very expensive? 

Mr. WHEELER, On the contrary, it would make it less expensive 
than it is now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has not the tendency been rather to encourage our 
soldiers to engage in other labors not inconsistent with their military 
duty as a means of increasing their compensation, and has it not been 
the uniform custom of our Government, since we first established a 
standing army, to encourage the soldiers to do something to add to 
their pay by such other labors as would be consistent with their mili- 
tary employment? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; it has been the custom to allow them to do 
extra work or duty for which they receive 25 or 40 cents a day besides 
regular compensation, and their time and attention have been occu- 
pied in that way when they ought to have been receiving instruction 
in soldierly duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We pay them now, I believe, 40 cents a day. 

Mr, WHEELER. Yes, sir, 40 cents aday; and, as I have said, they 
are engaged in that kind of extra work when they ought to be engaged 
in learning to be thoroughly educated soldiers, so that they would be 
efficient for the pepe for which the Army is enlisted and maintained. 

The thousands of desertions from the Army tend very much to show 
that recruits find the position of a private in the Army very different 
from what they expected, and the fact that so many do desert goes far 
to prove that many of the rank and file are lacking in character and 
principle. 

The enlistment of men whose habits or course of life have closed for 
them other avocations, and whoseek the Army as an asylum of last resort, 
should not be permitted. Butthe privilege of wearing the uniform of 
a soldier of the United States should be converted into 


A BADGE OF CHARACTER AND WORTH, 


and the Army should be sought by young men of spirit and ambi- 
tion who are anxious to elevate themselves while serving their country. 
They should be enabled to realize and appreciate the fact that the dis- 
cipline and instruction acquired duringtheir term of service tends to fit 
them for the duties of positions of trust and responsibility in civil life 
when honorably discharged, and the general public would soon learn 
to ize an honorable discharge asa certificate of courage, intelligent 
subordination, s ess of character, and reliability in any pur- 
suit. That this hasnot beenso in the pastis no proof thatitisnot feasible 
in the future. We have adopted and undeviatingly adhered to a mili- 
tary system which the governments of Europe have deemed best suited 
to their subjects and serfs, and the result has been that too often the 
American soldier has felt himself to be a servant instead of a sovereign. 

I would have that abandoned, and in its place would inaugurate 
one which would elevate the privates i in our Army in their own esteem, 
and thereby enable them to command the respect, admiration, and con- 
fidence of their fellow-citizens. I would have the American soldier feel 
that by becoming such he does not cease to be a citizen—retaining all 


the rights and privileges of his citizenship, and bound to perform all 
its duties and to meet all its obligations. 

Gentlemen may say that this is the dream of a visionary; that there 
never was such a soldiery. But, I reply, it is not a dream. 


THERE NEVER WAS SUCH A PEOPLE 
from which to create a soldiery; and as the Roman soldier, in the 
best days of the republic, commanded the admiration of the world for 
his civic pride and virtues no less than for his martial prowess, so may 
the military servants of this Republic be relieved of the stigma which 
a mistaken policy has affixed to their occupation, and win universal 
ition as a sure defense in war, a source of civil strength in peace. 

It must be obvious that such men would be eagerly sought for as 
chiefs and officers of police and fire departments in our large cities and 
for other avocations which demand the exercise of qualities developed 
by this character of training. And in case of war there would be no 
difficulty in finding men fully qualified to organize, drill, and prepare 
vast bodies of troops for immediate service. 

If it be said that I contend for what is not practicable, that is no 
reason why we should not endeavor to at least approximate the degree 
of excellence and efficiency which we desire to reach, and it seems to 
me that it is not asking too much to strive for this degree of superiority 
in soldiers who are maintained at an annual cost of $2,500 for each man 
reported for duty. The present condition of the Signal Corps, which 
is composed of enlisted men, affords gratifying evidence that it is not 
impossible to raise the rank and file to a position of dignity and re- 
spectability, and to secure thereby an exceptional degree of efficiency. 
I would also cite the enlisted men of the Corps of Engineers as confirm- 
atory evidence on this point. 

An essential to efficiency is that the soldier should be well fed, well 
clothed, and that his surroundings should be such as are demanded by 
sanitary requirements. If the regulations required that one commis- 
sioned officer of each company should eat at the same mess as the sol- 
diers of that company, we all know that this officer would see to it that 
the food was wholesome and well cooked. If one officer was required 
to sleep in the same barracks with the soldiers of his company, we could 
Sites upon it that the quarters would be kept clean, well aired, and 

ealthy. 

This need not in any way lessen the dignity or impair the authority 
of the officer, while it certainly would tend to elevate and dignify the 
soldier. In campaigns officers bivouac beside their soldiers and stand 
shoulder to shoulder with them in battle, and thé officer who shares 
most readily in their privations and dangers is the one who has most - 
authority and influence. 

The sections of the Revised Statutes 

REGARDING THE MILITIA 

ought to be repealed. They have become obsolete and impracticable. 
It is impracticable to enroll, muster, and drill every able-bodied man 
between the ages of eighteen and forty-five. It is absurd, in the pres- 
ent improved: condition of fire-arms, to require every citizen of the 
United States to keep himself provided with a ‘‘ musket or firelock and 
two spare flints and a shot-pouch and powder-horn.’’ It is no longer 
necessary that the dragoon shall be required by law to provide himselt 
with the numerous articles mentioned, including ‘‘ mail-pillion and 
breast-plate.’’? ‘To enforce the militia lawsas originally intended would 
cost as much as is now expended in all other branches of the Govern- 
ment; and as we depend upon volunteer soldiers for war, so also we 
ought to place our reliance upon volunteer soldiers in time of peace; 
and therefore we should enact laws to encourage and assist volunteer 
organizations, Upon application from volunteer companies regular 
officers and drill-masters should be sent to inspect and temporarily in- 
struct them, and at convenient periods volunteer companies shouid be 
permitted to garrison our forts for periods of two or three weeks in each 
year, during which time they should be thoroughly instructed in every- 
thing pertaining to the duty of a soldier. 

This may, at the first glance, appearto be impracticable, but the dif- 
ficulties would not be so great as one would suppose. 

A VOLUNTEER COMPANY 

ordinarily consists of about one hundred men. They could be noti- 
fied months in advance that the company, with forty rank and file, 
would be required to report for three weeks’ duty at a designated 
rendezvous. This would give them ample time for preparation, and 
the forty men who would go would be those who desired this oppor- 
tunity for instruction. These and various other methods which could 
be adopted to give volunteer soldiers instruction by regular officers 
would be highly advantageous in many respects. Besides impartinga 
vast amount of military instruction to the people generally, it would 
enable the regular Army and the citizen soldiery to become familiar 
his each other, which would be very beneficial in case of war, and 
d make the military establishment nearer what ought to be ‘“‘an 

army for a Republic.” 

It is worth considering if it would not be desirable to have all the 
officers of the line of the Army organized into corps, one of cavalry, 
one of artillery, and one of infantry. The enlisted men could then be 
organized into companies of one hundred men each, and one captain and 
two or possibly three lieutenants detailed to officer each company. 
would make good company organizations, and from one-third to one-half 
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of the officers of the Army would be available for duties with the volun- 
teer companies and in thestudy of foreign armies and various other 
duties which they could be called upon to perform. 

A full complement of officers would thus be kept with each regi- 
ment, the details being for periods of from four to six years, and the 
changes being so gradual as to take but few officers from any regiment 
- atthe same time. The excellence to which any captain brought a com- 

pany while in command would be recorded, and would be one test of 

efficiency. So with regard to a colonel. The improvement of a 

ent while under his command would to a great degree measure 

his military status. There would no longer be regiments commanded 
by captains and companies commanded by second lieutenants. 

To those who contend that itis important not to give up the old com- 
pany and regimental organizations, I would suggest that, while these 
might be kept up to some extent in a time of peace, they would- cease 
to have any existence or organization during actual war, as the great 
majority of the officers would be necessarily se ted from their former 
companies and regiments, doing duty with the volunteers and in the 
details which would become necessary. 

It seems to me that if 

WE ELEVATED AND INSTRUCTED THE PRIVATE 

‘as we should very few of them would continue to serve with their lar 
organizations in case of war. If they all were taught as they could be 
and should be they would be competent to instruct companies and eyen 
regiments, and at the first alarm of war the greater part of the regular 
Army would be scattered throughout the United States, drilling and 
organizing volunteer troops, so that in a very few weeks raw organiza- 
tions could acquire the requisite elementary instruction to render them 
effective; and there are many gentlemen on this floor who know from 
experience that any drill officer, by diligence, effort, and industry, could 
take a raw regiment and in three or four weeks so teach it as to enable 
it to make a very respectable appearance, and by that time its own 
officers would be sufficiently instructed to go on and give a thorough 
drill to the regiment. 

Suppose that in 1861 there had been fifteen thousand superior drill- 
masters available to scatter all over the United States. Can any one 
imagine the rapidity with which efficient and well-drilled troops could 
have been furnished the Government? 

If thought best, the law could provide that when private soldiers are 
sent out to drill regiments they could have a distinctive rank as drill- 
masters, with appropriate pay and emoluments. Of course many of 
these drill-masters would so impress themselves upon the troops as to 
secure positions as field officers or adjutants of the various regintents, 
and the possibility or probability that such would be the case would 
inevitably tend to elevate the position of the private soldier by show- 
ing him that there were avenues for his advancement. Such a system 
would enable us to put a most 

J EFFICIENT VOLUNTEER ARMY 

in the field soon after we were threatened with war, and by the timea 
hostile army could be landed onour shores, I do not mean to say that 
thisalone would give our country the protection which we need, but it 
would give us one of the essential elements of such protection, and, in 
conjunction with an efficient nayy and proper fortifications, it would ef- 
fectually maintain the honor and defend the property of our country. 
It is painful to reflect upon what might be the result should we sud- 
denly become engaged in war with any of the great powers of Europe. 
That they could destroy some of our largest cities seems to me a ques- 
tion regarding which there can be but one answer, and it is certainly 
to be hoped that our country will be spared the humiliation of making 
itschoice between the evils of having some of our Jargest cities destroyed 
or agreeing to terms of peace by which we bound ourselves, as France 
did in 1871, to pay allthe expenses of the war incurred by the nation 
with which we were en i 

I think it will be admitted that the great improvements in offensive 
and defensive weapons which have taken place in the last few years, and 
which improvements have been adopted by foreign powers, are such that 
it would not be impossible for hostile guns to be successfully brought 

to bear on many of the seaports of this country. l 

There is another question which I fear has not been sufficiently con- 
sidered. I hear it asserted as coming from high authority that there 
are not enough merchant and naval shipsin the world to rt from 
Europe an army sufficiently large to cause usanyalarm. I think those 
who make these statements have not given the subject sufficient exami- 
nation. While it might not be feasible to effect the simultaneous land- 
ing of a vast force in our immediate vicinity at once, yet it would be 
entirely possible by successive trips to 

BRING A TREMENDOUS ARMY 
to some point near the United States, and then, by the aid of a powerful 
navy and a large fleet of transports, flying back and forth, they fould 
promptly and readily place any desired force at aselected point upon the 
coast of the United States. We might capture some of their transports 


and might cause them serious inconvenience and great annoyance, but a 
determined nation would overcome these difficulties, and the possibili- 
ties of what might beaccomplished are well worth thought and investi- 
gation. 


I was so impressed with the importance of a thorough knowl- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


‘ May 8, 


edge of the military organizations and systems of Europe and their ad- 
ministration, means of rtation, methods of supply, &c., that 
early in the session I introduced a bill to establish a burean of statistics 
and information, which would enable us to acquire a thorough famili- 
arity with these important questions. The method by which this ob- 
ject is sought to be attained is explained by the bill, which I will read: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be created a bureau of sta- 
tisties and information, said bureau to be under the direction and supervision 
of the ag, Aa a of the rea ; 

Src. 2, That it shall be the duty of the President to designate an officer of the 
Inspector-General's Department to take charge of said bureau. 

Sec, 3. That it shall be the duty of the officer in of the bureau of mili- 
tary statistics and information to keep in his office full information regardin: 
the strength, o; ization, armament, and equipment of the armies of all civi 
ized nations. e shall also keep in his office full information regarding the 
location or stations of troops nging to the armies of said nations, and the 
approximate number of troops ateach station,and the character of the fortifi- 
cations of said nations. He 1 also keep in his office full information regard- 
ing the ships belonging to the navies of said nations, and also full information 

rding the me nt ships which sail under the flags of said nations, together 
with all necessary details showing the capacity of said ships for transporting 
troops and for transporting the armaments of said troop® 

Sec. 4, That the Secretary of War and the Lieutenant-General commanding 
the Army are authorized to make all necessary lations for the ce of 
Spss bat geet in Part ofthe bureau which are not inconsistent with the provis- 

ons o! act, 


The advantages to be derived from such a measure are fully recog- 
nized by the military authorities, and work of this character is already 
in progress under the direction of the Adjutant-General. 

To emphasize what I have said, let me call the attention of the House 
to the official reports which give the actual number of officers and men 
which compose the armies of the principal nations of the world on a 
peace footing. 

The insignificance of the Army of the United States, in point of num- 
bers, as compared with the armies of other nations, must attract atten- 
tion, and far to sustain the position I have taken, that this small 
army should be brought to the highest degree of perfection: 


Regular 


Countries. army. Population. 

Austria-Hungary 37,741,413 
Argentine Republic. 7,518 2, 400, 000 
Belgium 47,084 5,520,009 
Bolivia. 3, 021 2,080, 000 
Brazil.. 3,500 10, 108, 291 
Canada X1, 460 4, 324, 810 
Chili... 13,926 2, 400, 396 
China ... 200, 000 434, 626, 000 
Colombia ©5, 000 2, 951, 323 
Cuba... #22, 000 1,521, 684 
Denma: 35,727 2, 096, 400 
Egypt 10, 900 17, 419, 980 
France +425, 897 37,405, 290 
Germany 1427, 274 45,194,172 
Great Brit 138, 110 35, 246, 633 

TECCE......25 £29, 368 1, 979, 422 - 
Guatemala 2,180 1, 278, 311 
India, British. k 125, 957 252, 541,210 
Italy....... 1870, 958 28, 452, 639 
Japan..... E44, 426 35, 700, 118 
Luxembou 377 200, 570 
Mexico.. 120,635 9, 389, 461 
Netherlan 65,113 4,060,592 
Nicaragua 703 275, 815 
Norway ™ 18,750 1, 806, 900 
Persia. }, 000 7,000, 000 
Peru.... 13,200 | , 3,050, 000 
Portugal 33, 904 4,550, 099 
Rouman 19,512 5, 376, 000 
Russia 780,081 98, 356, 100 
Servia 18, 1,700,211 
Spain...... n128, 454 16, 625, 860 
Sweden.. 40, 758 4, 600, 000 
Switzerlan 117,500 2, 846, 102 
Turkey... 160, 417 25, 036, 480 
United S °26, 578 60,000, 000 
Urnguay..... 4,500 447,000 
Venezuela.. s.o. sses seessresee x 
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a, Illustrated Naval and Military Magazine, page 247, No, 22. 

b. Report Lieut, H. Bliss, January 7, 1886,and pamphlets accompanying 
lustrated Military and Naval Magazine” No. 21. 

c. Report of United States minister to United States of Colombia, Deeember 
27, 1880, to State Department. 

d, Revue de l’Etrangere, No. 641, February, 1866, 233. This 22,000 is in ad- 
dition to the 128,454 which is given as the strength of the Spanish army, 

e. Report John P, Wisser, lieutenant, United States Army, February, 1855. 

J. As increased. (Report of Andrew White, minister to Germany, April 15, 
1830.) Later: uno reports state the force to be 445,000, 

g- vue de l'Etrangere, No. 631, page 379. 

. Of which 64,367 are natives, 

i. Of which 226,013 were actually under arms, June 3, 1885 (Revue de l'Etran- 
gere, No. 639, page 126). The budget for 1886-87 provided for 232,988 men (Revue 
de l'Etrangere, No. 642, page 289). 

k. In1875. According to the new system the army will probably be increased 
to Se by the end of 1887, (See Report of consul-general to Japan, April 5, 

855. 


l. Essay on Resources of Mexico, Albert Todd, first lieutenant, First Artillery, 

m. Revue de P Etrangere, No. 629, page 248. 

n. Includes 9,416 men stationed in the Philippine Islands. (Sec Revue de 
l’Etrangere, No. 6il, page 233.) 

o. Not including the enlisted men of the Signal Corps, and including Indian 
scouts, (Returns February 23, 1836.) 
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The war footing of every nation may be said to be at least one-tenth 
of its population. Ihave therefore stated the population of each of these 
countries, and we may assume that their armies, upon a war footing, 
could be easily increased in the proportion I have indicated. 

The spirit of our institutions and the spirit of our people is such that 
the maintenance of a large regular army will not be tolerated. If fur- 
ther proof upon this point were needed, it has been conclusively demon- 
strated by the recentaction of the Senate upon the proposal to add five 
thousand men to our present force. A 

Confident in their virtue, confident in their courage, confident in 
their strength, and rejoicing in the assured conviction that their insti- 
tutions must secure the honor of the Republic and the prosperity and 
happiness of all, the American people feel that they can safely dispense 
with a large military establishment. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman desires to continue the debate, I ask 
that the bill be now read by paragraphs. 

. Mr. WILSON. Before that request is put to the committee I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Alabama a question. I may have to 
preface it with a few sentences. I fully believe that the value of the 
Military Academy at West Point justifies the support given to it by Con- 
gress; that it has justified this support in all its history, and never more 
so than in recent times. I believe that institution furnishes us with a 
corps of well-educated, capable officers, of high character, to command 
whatever army we may have, and it furnishes also a corps of capable 
engineer officers, through whom the improvements of the water ways 
of the country are now conducted, and upon whose capacity and upon 
whose integrity the success of these improvements must always de- 
d 


Bat the question I would like to ask the gentleman is this: Whether 
the standard of admission at the Military Academy at West Point, and 
I might also include the Naval Academy at Annapolis, has not in recent 
years been raised so high as practically to exclude from the enjoyment 
of the benefits of those institutions the great mass of the young men of 
the country—perhaps I may be within boundsin saying 99 per cent. of 
the youth of the country ? 

I fully agree that the standard of graduation in these institutions 
should be maintained at its present high point, that the scholarship ex- 
acted from the young men who attend those institutions in order to pre- 
spare them for the positions they are to occupy in the military and naval 
service of the country should be of the highest and the course of study 
should be complete and exact; but I believe the standard of admission, 
the preliminary examination in scholarship required of the young men 
appointed to cadetships, both at West Point and Annapolis, is so high 
as to exclude from the privileges of education at either of those schools 
more than 99 per cent. of the youth of this country. In fact it is im- 
possible, except for young men who live in the cities and larger towns 
of the country where good schools are accessible, or that more limited 
class of young men who are able to go from home to attend such 
schools, to pass this preliminary examination and ayail themselves of 
the military education offered at these schools. . 

Mr. BEACH. Will the gentleman from West Virginia permit me 
to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled to the 
floor. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield with pleasure to the gentleman from 
New York to ask his question of the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. BEACH. The question I desire to ask the gentleman from West 
Virginia is this: Has he had any difficulty in securing a young man in 
his district sufficiently qualified to come up to the standard of exam- 
ination fixed at West Point for admission into that institution? I pre- 
sume he has appointed a cadet to the Military Academy during his 
membership in the House. 

Mr. WILSON. In answer to the gentleman’s question in regard to 
my own experience I will say it so happens the district I represent isa 
very large one geographically. In that district is the State university 
of my State, and also init are two of the State normal schools, but 
there are also large counties on either side of the Alleghany Mountains, 
one county of 1,000 miles of territory in extent, where there are noth- 
ing but the common schools. And it is the fact about 99 per cent. of 
the young men of that country can not get any other education except 
that obtainable in these common schools. 

Mr.SYMES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, as soon as F answer the question of the gentle- 
man from New York. In looking for young men to appoint to either 
the Military Academy at West Point or the Naval Academy at Annap- 
olis I am almost excluded from those counties where perhaps I should 
find the best material to send to these schools, because those counties 
have not in their borders schools where young men can acquire the 
necessary preliminary education. 

The standard at Annapolis is particularly rigid, and I believe it is 
entirely too rigid, because it works this very exclusion. The standard 
now exacted either at West Point or Annapolis would have excluded 
from the benefits of either of these institutions a very large number of 
the most illustrious names in our civil war. ‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me interrupt the gentleman for one moment. 

Mr, WILSON. I am occupying the floor by courtesy of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 


Mr. WHEELER. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas to ask 
his question. : 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say that the superintendent of the Naval 
Academy-at Annapolis a few days ago ap before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of this House and stated the young men whose whole 
experience was passed in the common schools, and all of whose knowl- 
edge was gained at those institutions, entered that Naval Academy 
more often than those who had the benefit of a superior education. 

Mr. BEACH. And the superintendent of the Military Academy at 
West Point gives precisely the same testimony. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say I have examined with 
care the catalogues of these institutions, and particularly of the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, and I haye examined with care the standard 
of examinations of candidates for admission, and I will say that ex- 
amination is much above the range of studies in the common schools 
of this country. 

Mr. SAYERS. The superintendent of the Naval Academy stated, 
as a reason why these young men who had had only the benefit of a 
common-school education succeeded, as a rule, better than those who 
had been attending colleges, was that the rudiments of education which 
they received at the common schools seemed to give them superior ad-_ 
van as a basis for an education than those received by other young’ 
men who had been attending universities or colleges. 

Mr. KING. I think that is not the experience generally. 

Mr. WILSON. It is certainly not my experience, and is contrary to 
my judgment. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is my experience as far as I have had an oppor- 
tunity of judging of this matter. 

Mr. WILSON. Nor is it my judgment based on the standard re- 
quired at this academy, as indicated by the catalogue furnished by the 
academy itself, 

Now, the common-school system affords, in different sections of the 
country, different facilities for obtaining an education; for instance, 
where the population is very the common-school system does not 
afford such good facilities as in those localities where the population is 
dense; and I say to gentlemen now that neither Ulysses Grant, norStone- 
wall Jackson who went from my State, having had no opportunity for 
an education except that afforded by the common-school system in a 
sparsely settled county and a few months’ experience as a constable— 
that neither of them could enter West Point to-day under the standard 
of scholarship required for admission. 

_ Mr. SOWDEN. Nor could they enter the Naval Academy at An- 
napolis. 

Mr. WILSON. Nor the Naval Academy. And what I desire my 
friend from Alabama to answer now is whether, without increasing the 
expenses of these institutions, it is not possible to make that standard 
less rigid or exacting—or what I may term of a flexible character—so 
that a young man who goes there for admission can take his place in 
the classes just as a young man can take his place who goes to Yale or 
Harvard, according to the proficiency he has attained in the various 
studies required at those institutions. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman from 
West Virginia, I will state that there is no error so great as the prevail- 
ing impression that a very high standard of educational proficiency is 
required of those who enter West Point. In mathematics, they simply 
require the simplest rndiments—fractions and a knowledge of the rule 
of three; in fact, in reference to mathematics, nothing moreis demanded 
than a mere general knowledge of the first principles which are taught 
in arithmetic. 

But another great error prevails in supposing that mathematics is the 
great stumbling-block upon which so many fail. Itook pains recently 
to learn accurately the number of those who had failed fo pass the en- 
tering examination at West Point and had therefore been rejected. 

The official reports show that the number of cadets examined at the 
Military Academy from 1538 to 1885 was 5,630. If the number exam- 
ined from the establishment of the institution to 1838 was in the same 
proportion the total number examined would be 9,942, but as the num- 
ber examined in the earlier years was probably not so great, these fig- 
ures no doubt slightly exceed the actual examinations for admission. 

Of the whole number examined for admission only 3,094 were gradu- 
ated. Of these there were appointed to the corps of engineers, 262; 
ordnance, 72; line (cavalry, infantry, artillery), 2,747; marines, 5; not 
commissioned, 8, 

Tt is an error to suppose that those who fail in the entrance examina- 
tion are rejected for deficiency in mathematics. Of the 5,630 who were 
examined from 1838 to 1885, 1,378 were rejected by the academic and 
médical boards. Of these there were deficient in arithmetic, 638; writ- 
ing, 549; orthography, 544; grammar, 542; geography, 380; history, 
352; physically, 179; reading, 170. 

Of course some of the applicants for admission were deficient in sev- 
eral of these studies and some in only one. > 

There were forty-one alternates admitted during this period. 

This shows that almost as many failed on account of deficiency in 
writing and almost as many in orthography and in grammar asin math- 
ematies, and yet it is generally supposed that mathematics is the block 
over which they all stumble. 

Now, I am satisfied that a very large number of rejections arise from 
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the fact that young men who go there with the examination staring 

them in the face become timid. They become nervous or alarmed at 

what they imagine to be the rigidity of the examination, and they con- 

sequently do not do themselves justice. That is the only way that I 

can account for the number of failures. 

Fhe SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
9 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. ‘ . 

Mr. SOWDEN. It does seem that the statement of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, that an unnecessarily high standard of education 
is required, is true, because my own experience teaches me the same 
thing. I recommended a candidate for appointment at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis last fall, and he was a member of the sopho- 
more class of Lafayette College, but was unable to pass the preliminary 
examination required at the academy. 

Mr. WHEELER. In what did he fail? 

Mr. SOWDEN, In mathematics; and I would like to knowin con- 
sequence of this whether the standard is not entirely too high? 

Mr. WHEELER. I think I may say from my own experience and 
observation, as well as the facts which I have been able to gather in 
reference to the subject and from a careful reading of the rules gov- 
‘erning the general examinations and regulations of the academy, and 
particularly those rules relating to mathematical studies, that any 
young man who goes to a corn-field school-house and has been properly 
taught the merestrudiments of mathematics—and I do not refer to high- 
schools and academies, but I speak of a corn-field school-house, where, 
as a man once said, the logs were so far apart that you could throw a 
dog through [laughter]—I say that a young man who has had the 
training even in such a school as that, in some remote country district, 
would be able to pass this examination in mathematics at West Point, 
provided, of course, he had been grounded properly in the elementary 
principles of thatstudy. That is all thatis required. No high stand- 
ard is exacted in that regard. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Ido not refer so particularly to the standard at 
West Point as to the standard at Annapolis, with which Iam familiar; 
and I think that the failures of admission there arise mainly from the 
very high standard required, but also largely from the inflexible man- 
ner in which the rule is enforced. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The system that.I adopt in my own 
district is to submit the matter to a board composed of educated per- 
sons, on which board [have one surgeon, usually, when I can get him, 
the president of our State medical association, or at least a member of 
that association, who examine all applicants, and I throw the appoint- 
ment open to every young man in the district between the ages of four- 


teen and eighteen; but I have not to-day any person at Annapolis, be-' 


cause of the high standard they apply and because of the military 
rigidity and iron inflexibility of the application of the rules fixed by 
the management at that place. 

I therefore concur most heartily with my friend from West Virginia 
[Mr. Wizson]. I say that the rules laid down at Annapolis, as ap- 
plied by the naval officers in charge of the Naval Academy, are such 
as to make admittance simply possible to those who are thoroughly 
drilled and equipped by private tutors and at the best academies; and, 
that the earnest young men standing at the head of their classes in 
the public schools are denied admission intothe Naval Academy. That 
is my experience, and I am glad of this opportunity to add my testi- 
mony to that of others to the fact. 

Mr. VIELE. Iwill say to the gentleman that the standard at the 
Naval Academy is much higher than at West Point, because they have 
no navy to put officers in. 

Mr. WHEELER. Asit may be interesting, I will now read a table 
showing the number of cadets admitted from each State and Territory 
from the establishment of the Military Academy to the present time: 
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Kentucky.. 
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The services of the graduates of the academy have reflected credit 
upon the institution, honor upon themselves, and glory upon our arms. 
They have shown scientific skill in combination, conspicuous ability in 
execution, and unequaled valor on the field of battle. 


Of the gentlemen who were at West Point during the short period 
of my cadetship fifty-six have been killed in battle, and estimating 
the ratio of killed and wounded at 1 to 5, two hundred and eighty 
have been wounded. And as it has been remarked that most of the 
generals in the late war were West Point men, I will call attention to 
the fact that from the discovery of America to 1861, in all wars with 
other nations, the records of death show but ten American generals, 
while from 1861 to 1865, both sides being opposed by Americans, more 
than one hundred general officers fell while leading their triumphant 
columns. The soldiers of this country have exhibited a fortitude, en- 
durance, and superb courage in combat unparalleled in the annals of 
any nation. 

One hundred and thirty years ago, in the French and Indian wars, 
the soldierly valor of the colonists achieved great triumphs. From 
Lexington and Concord in 1775 to the glorious day at Yorktown in 1781 
the untrained patriots of the infant Republic suffered under innumer- 
able disadvantages while contending with the disciplined and veteran 
armies of Great Britain, and too often it was found that patient forti- 
tude and heroic valor might be unavailingly o to regularly organ- 
ized troops commanded by trained and ski leaders, though both 
officers and men were animated by less commendable sentiments. In 
1812 the same patriotic determination and devoted courage defended 
and maintained the honor of the country, but still under great disad- 


vantages. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. We were able to give them a thrash- 
ing, though. 

Mr. WHEELER. We gave them a thrashing, but we could have 
done it in much less time if we had had such officers as the Military 
Academy afterwards developed. That war lasted two years, and we 
suffered a loss of eighteen hundred and seventy-seven men killed and 
died of wounds, thirty-seven hundred and thirty-seven were wounded; 
but if we had been provided with more trained officers, it is probable 
it might have been brought to an end at a much less cost. 

When the Mexican war came upon us but five graduates of the acad- 
emy—namely, Colonel Gates, Lieutenant-Colonels Hitchcock, Fanning, 
and Loomis, and Major Bonneville—held rank in the line of the Army 
above the grade of captain, but the distinguished services of these 
trained officers, notwithstanding their subordinate rank, most of them 
being lieutenants, is a glorious part of the history of that conflict, and 
the skill with which they directed and led American courage contrib- 
uted in no slight degree to our success. 

In all our wars prior to 1861 our antagonists were not Anglo-Saxon 
Americans, and it was only when armies com of this high order of 
manhood were opposed to each other that the military superiority of 
the people of the United States was incontestably established. 

Now, since allusion has been made to the subject, I want to make a 
comparison between American prowess and that of other nations as 
shown by the losses in battle. : 

To illustrate my idea upon this point: History has recorded Waterloo 
as a desperately contested and bloody field, and yet the casualties of 
the allied armies under Wellington were less than 8 per cent., while at 
Shiloh, one of the early battles of our war, one side reported the killed 
and wounded at 9,616 and the other side lost 9,740 out of 34,000, mak- 
ing their casualties about 35 per cent. At Wagram Napoleon lost but 
about 5 per cent.; at Wurzburg the French lost but 34 per cent, and 
yet the army gave up the field and retreated tothe Rhine. At Racour 
Marshal Saxe lost but 2} per cent.; at Zurich Massena lost but 8 per 
cent.; at Leignitz Frederick lost but 6} per cent.; at Malplaquet Marl- 
borough lost but 10 per cent., and at Ramillies the same distinguished 
commander lost but 6 per cent. ; at Coutras Henry of Navarre was re- 
ported as cut to pieces, yet his loss was less than 10 per cent.; at Lodi 
Napoleon’s loss was 1} per cent.; at Valmy Frederick William lost but 
3 per cent., and at the great battles of Marengo and Austerlitz, san- 
guinary as they were, Napoleon lost an average of less than 14} per 


136 | cent.; at Magenta and Solferino, in 1859, the average loss of both ar- 


mies was less than 9 per cent.; at Woerth, Specheran, Mars le Tour, 
Gravelotte, and Sedan, in 1870, the average loss was less than 12 per 
cent.; at Linden, where? according to the poet Campbell’s ringing 
lines— 
Every turf beneath their feet, 
Became a soldier’s sepulcher, 

Moreau lost but 4 and the Arch-Duke John but 7 cent. in killed 
ano te ais Americans would hardly dignify this as a lively skir- 
mish. 

At Perryville, Murfreesborough, Chickamauga, Atlanta, Gettysburg, 
Mission Ridge, the Wilderness, and Spottsylvania the loss frequently 
reached and sometimes exceeded 40 per cent., and the average of killed 
and wounded on one side or the other was oyer 30 per cent. 

Mr. LONG. Is not that partly owing to the increased destructive 


20 | power of the arms of modern warfare? 


Mr. WHEELER. I think it probably is attributable to that in some 


Mr. WILSON. I will ask the gentleman from Alabama if it is not 
also true that the increase in the destructive power of modern arnis has 
been accompanied by a decrease in the proportion of casualties? Were 
not the losses in proportion to the numbers engaged much greater in 
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ancient than in modern battles? 


Canne. 

Mr. WHEELER. In answer to the gentleman I will say that I re- 
gard all those accounts of armies being totally destroyed in battles of 
ancient times as mere fables. Nothing can be more absurd than their 
stories of one army entirely destroying another. For instance, Ceesar’s 
muster-rolls were simply pieces of bark. A magistrate or some other 
functionary would report for duty in command of-a company, and 
would have a piece of bark containing the names of, say, fifty or sixty 
men, and when they got into a battle, if the fight became too warm, 
this fellow would probably say, ‘‘Come boys, let’s go home;’’ and 
they would disappear between sunset and daylight, and then they 
would be reported all killed. [Laughter]. That is the way those ac- 
counts were gotten up. 

Mr. WILSON. That is certainly a revision of ancient history. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, ancient history has got to be revised on 
some points by common sense. [Renewed laughter}. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman will permit me, taking his 
explanation of the losses reported in ancient times, those losses were 
attributable more to the efficiency of the legs‘of the ancients than to 
the efficiency of their arms. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, to illustrate the impossibility of the accounts 
which have come down to us of the battles of ancient time being abso- 
lutely true, let us consider for a moment the organization of the Roman 
and Grecian armies. A Grecian army had ten ranks and the Roman 
phalanx had sixteen ranks. They would come up in two or three lines, 
so that an army of one hundred thousand men would not have more 
than three thousand men in the front. They would commence fighting 
with arrows and bows, each man protected by his shield and his armor; 
and the accounts show that often two men with these weapons and 
thus protected would fighta whole day without either killing the other. 
Now, supposing that only a few thousand men were engaged on each 
side, the men having their shields and being covered with armor, and 
the weapons being nothing but bows and sticks, and staves, and clubs, 
it would be impossible that more than one-twentieth of the number of 
men could have been killed that are reported in history. Of course 
there were instances where large armies surrounded and slaughtered 
small bodies ofmen. The three hundred atThermopyle were all killed. 
The same thing has occurred in modern warfare. A considerable por- 
tion of Braddock’s army fellin the Indian ambuscade. The massacres 
by Indians of small garrisons and detachment of troops, from the first 
settlement of the country to the present day, have not been infrequent. 
The Dade massacre in Florida, and the Custer massacre at Big Horn, 

are fresh in our memories. It is also true that, within the present de- 

cade, King John of Abyssinia, with 40,000 men, captured and slaugh- 
tered some 5,000 men of the Khédive’s army—only the mounted men 
and officers making their escape. . 

But this is. very different from the assertions, put forth by careless 
or credulous historians, that armies of 100,000 or 200,000 men were 
slain brs force of equal or inferior strength. 

Mr. MILLS. Still, is it not true that in proportion as the capacity 
to destroy human life has been increased by modern arms battles are 
decided Bibi 7 begercaen less loss of life? 

Mr. LER. I think that is a popular misapprehension, and 
the statistics illustrate it. In the campaigns prior to the time of Fred- 
erick the average loss was generally not more than 4 or 5 per cent. In 
some battles of those times the loss was much greater, but in very 
many it was merely nominal. Of course I have reached this conclusion 
by rejecting many exaggerations and extravagances which the experi- 
ence of modern warfare, supported by reliable and authentic reports, 
shows us to have been wildly improbable, and wholly unreasonable. 

In Frederick’s time the average loss ran up to 5 or 6 per cent.; in 
Napoleon’s time, to 8 or 9 per cent. In our war with Mexico we lost 
but one thousand five hundred and fifty-seven men killed and died 
of wounds, and three thousand four hundred and twenty wounded, 
out of one hundred thousand men enlisted; but this, as I have said, 
was due to the fact that the Americans, hurling themselves with char- 
acteristic dash upon the unequal and less dauntless foe, drove them 
from the field before they had time hardly to discharge their guns. 

Mr. MILLS. No doubt a great many more soldiers die in hospital 
than are killed on the field. 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to conclude by simply calling attention 
to the importance of having such intrepid soldiers as I say the Ameri- 
cans are led by commanders of the greatest skill. 

Mr. KING. Do you place any value on volunteer officers ? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, a great deal of value. I think that in the 
late war the volunteer officer showed as much intrepidity as was ever 
exhibited in any war, and as much skill as it was possible for any un- 
educated soldiers to show or was ever shown anywhere. 

Mr. KING. Were they not educated and disciplined in the war ? 
asst pad not thus pass through the greatest military school of the 
wor 
Mr. WHEELER. After two years we had on both sides volunteer 
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Take, for instance, the battle of 


officers of great distinction because of the experience they had acquired 
during those two years. 

Mr. SYMES. Is it not the fact, however, that it cost millions of 
treasure and thousands of lives to educate them in that way in the field, 
on account of our deficiency in military education when the war 
opened? 

PM. WHEELER. * I thank my friend for the suggestion. I think that 
is the fact; and it is for that reason I am endeavoring to impress this 
line of thought upon the House. 

A MEMBER. There were too many political generals. 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask my friend a question based upon 
the suggestion of my friend on the right [Mr. Symes]. Were not the 
armies on both sides, in the war of secession, commanded by West 
Pointers? 

Mr. WHEELER. They were to a great extent. 


Mr. KING. Was it not absolutely so? 
Mr. WHEELER. It was not absolutely so. 


Mr. KING. I do not knowof one leading commander who was not 
a West Pointer. 

Mr. SYMES. There were hundreds. 

Mr. KING. There were not hundreds of armies. 

Mr, SYMES. There were hundreds of army corps. 

Mr. KING. Nor army corps either. 

Mr. WHEELER. General Butler was in command for a long time, 
and he was not a West Pointer. 

Mr. OSBORNE. And General Í 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; General Logan, who acted under General 
Sherman, and General Banks commanded an army. 

Mr. KING. , Those would be classed with the experienced volunteer 
officers to whom the gentleman referred a few moments ago. But 
their experience was not acquired under volunteer officers. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think every member of this House will concur 
with me that Americans haye shown themselves superior to all 
ple in the world, whether as citizens in peace or in the camp and 
battle in war. 

Should we not take every reasonable means to provide that in future _ 
wars such intrepid soldiers shall be led by the highest attainable skill 
and training. Can we conscientiously run any risk of permitting one 
drop of precious American blood to bespilled through the blunders and 
lack of skill of those who are to command them in battle? 

Can we allow the honor, the integrity, and the safety of this great 
Republic to be jeopardized by any neglect in scientific military attain- 
ment? 

Mr. SYMES. In other words, is it not recognized in all history as 
a fact that the way to command peace is to be prepared for war in times 
of emergency ? - 

Mr. MILLS. There is very good authority for that. 

Mr. WHEELER. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. 

It has been said that the intricacies, the heights and depths of this 
science are such that they can not be fathomed in one generation; that 
the knowledge acquired during one period must be builded upon by 
those who follow. 

Although our national honor and supremacy are now unimpeached, 
gentlemen should ask themselves if they are quite assured that, under 
all conditions, this our enviable position among nations can always be 
maintained. 

Let every*member of this House ask himself if it be possible for any 


nation, or for any two nations combined, to so place a land and naval 


force as to dictate to us the alternative of submitting to an ignomin- 
ious peace or having New York and the adjacent cities reduced to ruins. 
Let the same question be asked regarding each of our other great sea- 
ports. Until the American Congress can confidently answer these 
questions in the negative, let us devote ourselves to perfecting our vari- 
ous means of defense. - 

Let us improve our military system. 

Let us build up our Navy. 

Let us construct adequate fortifications and strengthen our arma- 
ments. 

To do these things properly let us use every available means to secure 
for our officers the best possible education and preparation for their im- 
portant and responsible duties. 

Let us consider this matter maturely, and so organize our military 
force that our power before the world may be such as to maintain our 
supremacy in a military sense, as we have in every other respect which 
has contributed to our greatness as a nation. [Applause. 

Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman desires to continue the debate, I ask 
that the bill be now read by paragraphs. 


Mr. MILLS. Iask the gentleman from Alabama to yield to me for 
afew moments. . 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwant to give my experience about admittance to the 
Naval and Military Academies. LastsummerI appointed a young man 
to the Naval Academy who was not quite fourteen years of age. The 
Secretary of the Navy passed over the June examination and author- 
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ized him to appear at the September examination in order that he 
might attain the proper age before reporting. He.was born in Texas, 


was educated at home in Texas, and passed the examination without 
any difficulty, betng but fourteen years of age. He is in the institu- 
tion to-day, and I think will go through it and graduate as easily as 
any other young man who will enter the institution. 

Some years ago, when I was first elected to Corigress, I appointed a 
young man who was born almost in my own State—he was born in 
Missouri. We were in a somewhat wild condition after the war was 
over. Our school system was not thoroughly organized. ‘This young 
man received all the education he ever obtained in the world in the lit- 
tle town where I was then living. I appointed him. He had barely 
attained hisseventeenth year. He wasadmitted withoutany difficulty, 
without any coaching, without any hot-house treatment. He went 
through a common school in Texas, was admitted to the Military Acad- 
emy, graduated with the highest honors, and is to-day a professor in 
Columbia College, in the State of Missouri. 

There is a great mistake in all the talk to-day about the high stand- 
ard of admission at these institutions. There are no doubt boys going 
to school in some parts of the country where the teachers are worth- 
less, and where the schools are worthless. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is the reason why you should advocate the 
education bill when it comes up. 

Mr. MILLS. That will not better the thing a particle. You will 
have the same distinction between the teachers; some good ones, some 
bad ones; some boys well tanght, and some badly taught. Itisan old 
question whether the grade at which boys are admitted at these insti- 
tutions is too high. It has been discussed here time and time again. 
For myself, I do not think the grade is much too high. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to give my experience. x 

Mr. McADOO. Iwishtoask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILES] 
a question. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘Thisseems to be an experience meeting. - [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. STEELE. In my district we have had six examinations for An- 
napolis and West Point—— 

Mr. BRAGG. [Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. This debate has no relation to the Military Academy 
bill. Gentlemen have been discussing every matter except this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask that the bill be read by paragraphs for 
amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of ob- 
taining an order from the House to limit debate. . 

Mr. STEELE. No one wants to debate. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iask unanimous consent that general debate be now 
closed and that we proceed to consider the bill by paragraphs under the 
five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. -Unanimous consent is asked that general debate 
on the bill be closed and that it be read by paragraphs for amendment 
under the five-minute rule. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk commenced and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the question is taken upon that motion I wish 
to say that in looking over the whole bill, comparing it wjth the pres- 
ent law, I believe the changes in the appropriations of the Current year 
are almost entirely for improvements. In all else I believe this is sub- 
stantially the same bill as that for the current year. 

Mr. WHEELER. Substantially it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With a few increases. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, and a few decreases. ' 

Mr. HOLMAN. Making the aggregate less? 

Mr. WHEELER. Thirteen thousand dollars less; and there are 
$7,000 of appropriations for new works; so that the bill is really $20,- 
000 1 


ess. 

Mr. BEACH. I can state to the gentleman from Indiana that the 
bill is a very moderate one. 

Mr. KING. I move to strike out the last word with the view of ask- 
ing the gentleman from Alabama what is the meaning of this statement 
that there are estimates for public works aggregating $394,000. What 
public works are these? 

Mr. WHEELER. In the first place, the old hospital—— © 

Mr. KING. Is that a public building? z 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. Thathas tobe repaired and altered, andin 
fact rebuilt, atan expense of $3,500. Then weare to construct a breast- 
high wall along a road which has been considered dangerous. It has 
been in the course of construction for some years, and an additional ap- 
propriation is made this year to continue that work. Then we have 
also an item for repairs and extension of the cadet barracks, which are 
essential, at a cost of $5,000. ; 

Mr. KING. My question had reference to the $394,000 of estimates. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘Those are not in the bill. They are suggestions 
which were submitted, but they are not included in the bill. Nota 
single item submitted has been put upon the bill. 


Looking to new buildings being erected there ? 

Mr. WHEELER. Several buildings were butnone of them 
were included in the bill. On pages 174 and 175 of the Book of Esti- 
mates there are a number-of such items. One is for one hundred and 
sixty clothes presses and lockers, we omitted that; another is fora rid- 
ing hall, we omitted that; another is painting the academic building, 
we hayeomitted that; another is alteration of the library building, that 
is omitted; another is fora gymnasium, we haye omitted that; another 
is, $175,000 for a building for the department of chemistry, we have 
omitted that. z 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Chairman, in this connection I simply desire to 
express my regret that the Committee on Military Affairs has not seen 
fit to make the appropriation recommended by the Secretary of War 
for a gymnasium at West Point. It is an absolute necessity, and I ant 
very sorry that they have not appropriated for it. 

Mr. WHEELER. They have a gymnasium there now, and the large 
appropriation that was asked for was not consistent with our idea of 
economy. 

Mr. BEACH. The present gymnasium is in the sub-building of a 
stone structure, and is damp, noisome, and unfit for the cadets to ex- 
ercise in. 

Mr. WHEELER. I knowit. I have worked there. Mr. Chair- 
— I move that the committee now rise and report this bill to the 

ouse. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the SPEAKER having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 5886) making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and had directed him to report 
the same to the House with the recommendation that it do 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The penas question was ordered. 

The bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. When a general appropriation bill is under discus- 
sion in general debate and a member has the floor and the discussion is 
as to the propriety of certain provisions in the bill, and the point of 
order is made that the member no right to take the time of the gen- 
tleman who yields to him in discussing that proposition, and the Chair 
decides that the point of orderis well taken, is that recorded in some 
place so that it may be seen hereafter ? 

The SPEAKER. All the proceedings of the House go into the 
R 


ECORD. 

Mr. STEELE, Will that decision go into a special book of prece- 

dents? I hope it will. ? 
TheSPEAKER. Nothing that transpires in Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union goes into the Journal of the House, but all 

the proceedings of the House and of the Committee of the Whole are 

contained in the RECORD. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT: 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President: ayi 
To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval a bill numbered 3019, entitled “An act to 


increase too mpg of Abigail Smith,” which bill originated in the House of 
Representatives. 
his proposed legislation does injustice to a very worthy pensioner who was 
on the pension-roli at the time of the passage of the law which took effect on 
the 1 day of March last, and by virtue of which all pensions of her class 
were increased from $8 to $12 per month. Under this law she became entitled 
to her inereased pension from the date of its passage. The bill now returned 
allows her the same amount; but if it became a law I suppose it would super- 
sede her claim under aay pete statute, and postpone the receipt by her of 
the inerease to the the of the new law. 
She would thus lose for nearly two months the increase of pension already 


secured to her. < 
: GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive Mansion, Washington, May 8, 1886, 

The SPEAKER. Unless some other disposition is made of the mes- 
sage (and this is a privileged matter) this question is, Shall the bill 
pass, the objection of the President to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr, MATSON. If we are now to vote upon the question, I ask that 
the veto message be again read. z 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that if it be 
desired the message can lie over, to be called up at some other time. 

Mr. MATSON. I think that would be better. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be proper to refer this message to the 
committee by which the bill was reported? 

The SPEAKER. ‘That can be done, if a motion to that effect be 
made. 


Mr. HOLMAN, 


I make the motion that the veto message just read, 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4291 


with the accompanying bill, be referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ANDREW J. HILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following veto mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, which was read: 
To tho House of Representatives : 

I return without my mace House bill No. 1471, entitled “An act increasing 

the pension of Andrew J. Hill.” 
This bill doubles the a which the person named therein has been re- 
ceiving for a number of years. It appears from the report of the committee to 
which the bill was referred that a claim made by him for increased pension 
has been lately rejected by the Pension Bureau “ on the ground that the claim- 
ant is now receiving a pension commensurate with the degree of disability 
found to exist.” 

The policy of frequently reversing, by special enactment, the decisions of the 
-bureau invested by law with the examination of pension claims, fully equipped 
for such examination and which ought not to be suspected of any lack of liber- 
ality to our veteran soldiers, is exceedingly questionable. It may well be 
doubted if a committee of Congress has a better opportunity than such an 
agency to judge of the merits of these claims. If, however, there is any lack of 

wer inthe Pension Bureau for a full investigation it should be supplied; if 
he system adopted is inadequate to do full justice to claimants it should be 
corrected, and if there is a want of AAE RA and consideration for the defend- 
ers of our Government the bureau should be reorganized. 

The disposition to concede the most generous treatment to the disabled, aged, 
and needy among our veterans ought not to be restrained; and it must be ad- 
mitted tliat in some cases justice and equity can not be done northe charitable 
tendencies of the Government in favor of worthy objects of its care indulged 
under fixed rules. These conditions sometimes justify a resort to special legis- 
lation; but I am convinced that the interposition by special enactment in the 
pantag of pensions should be rare and exceptional, In the nature of things 
f this is lightly done and upon slight occasion, an invitation is offered for the 
presentation of claims to Congress, which upon their merits could not survive 
the test of an examination by the Pension Bureau, and whose only hope of suc- 
cess depends upon sympathy, often misdirected, instead of right and justice, 
The instrumentality organized by law for the determination of pension claims 
is thus often overruled and discredited, and there is danger that in the end pop- 
ular prejudice will be crented against those who are worthily entitled to the 
bounty of the Government. 

There has lately been presented to me on the same day, for approval, nearly 
two hundred and forty special bills granting and increasing pensions and re- 
storing to the praat a the names of parties which for cause have been 
dropped. To aid executive duty they were referred to the Pension Bureau for 
examination and report. After a delay absolutely ruracae they have been re- 
turned to me within a few hours of the limit constitutionally permitted for ex- 
ecutive action. Two hundred and thirty-two of these bills are thus classified : 

Eighty-one cover cases in which favorable action by the Pension Bureau was 
Sanae by reason of the insufficiency of the testimony filed to prove the facts 


These bills I have approved on the assumption that the claims were merito- 
rious and that by the passage of the bills the Government has waived full proof 
of the facts. 

Twenty-six of the bills cover claims rejected by the Pension Bureau because 
the evidence produced tended to prove that the alleged disability existed before 
the claimants’ enlistment; twenty-one cover claims which have been denied by 
such bureau bevause the evidence tended to show that the disability, though 
contracted in the service, was not incurred in the line of duty ; thirty-three cover 
claims which have been denied because the evidenco tended to establish that 
the disability originated after the soldiers’ discharge from the Army: forty-seven 
cover claims which have been denied becanse the general pension laws contain 
no provisions under which they could be allowed, and twenty-four of the claims 
have never been presented to the Pension Bureau, 

I estimate the expenditure involved in these billsat more than $35,000 annually. 

Though my conception of public duty leads me to the conclusion, upon the 
slight examination which I have been able to give such of these bills as are not 

` comprised in the first class above mentioned, that many of them should be dis- 
approved, I am utterly unable to submit within the time allowed me for that 
po my objections to the same. 
ey will therefore become operative without my it patedohpewd 

A sufficient reason for the return of the particular bill now under consideration 
is found in the fact that it provides that the nmme of Andrew J. Hill be placed 
upon the pension-roll, while the records in the Pension Bureau, as well as a medi- 
cal certificate made a partofthe committee's report, disclose that the correct name 
of the intended beneficiary is Alfred J. Hill. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


EXxcuTive MAnsion, May 8, 1886, 


The SPEAKER. If no motion proposing a different disposition of 
this subject be made, the question is—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the message should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. I make that motion. 

Mr. STEEL}. I move to amend the motion so as to refer the mes- 
sage to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘This bill may have been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions; I do not know what the fact is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The practice has been to refer messages of thischar- 
acter to the committee which originally reported the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will cause an examination to be made 
to ascertain by what committee this bill was reported. __ 

Mr. STEELE. At the request of the gentleman from Virginia I 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would he entirely safe, I think, to refer the bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The message will be printed, and, with the bill, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 


The motion was to. i 
The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills. The title of the bill first in order will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i À fe omatic and consular sery- 
eos Ne iy charg ne nl set panapa te 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask that this bill be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be passed 
over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being objection, the committee will rise 
and report the objection to the House. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr, SPRINGER reported that in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of general appropriation bills the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill had been reached and objection had been made 
to passing it over. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be directed to pass over House bill No, 
6392. : i 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 
session. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the next general 
appropriation bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.6395) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BRAGG. Task unanimous consent that the first reading of this 
bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The following paragraph was read: 

Extra-duty pay: For enlisted men for service in hospital, and for general- 
service clerks and messengers at Army, division, department, and district head- 
quarters, at the headquarters of the general recruiting service, at recruiting de- 
pots, andat West Point, New York, at the rates per diem fixed by law, $22,721.25: 
Provided, That the number of such general ice clerks to be paid out of this 
sum shall not exceed one hundred, and the number of messengers to be paid 
shall not exceed thirty-five. 

“Mr. PRICE. I rise to a point of order. I make the point that the 
paragraph just read is squarely in contravention of the third subdivision 
of Rule XXI. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question of order can not be made now. 
The gentleman can make the point when this paragraph is reached for 
consideration. The bill is now being read merely for information. 

Mr. PRICE. ‘Then I reserve the point of order and will make it at 
the proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All points of order are reserved. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, but was interrupted by | 

Mr. PRICE, who said; Mr. Chairman, I called for the reading of 
this bill because I supposed it necessary under the rules that points of 
order, several of which I propose to make, should be made during the 
first reading. If that is not true, if such points can be made when the 
bill is read by paragraphs, I withdraw my objection to dispensing with 
the first reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. ~The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] 
withdraws his objection. Is there farther objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the first reading of the bill is dispensed with. 

Mr, BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been prepared by the 
Committee on Military Affairs after careful examination of the needs 
and wants of the Army. They have made appropriations in such man- 
ner as in their judgment will meet with the wants of the service, and 
omitted everything in their judgment unnecessary for the service. 

The bill has been upon the Calendar for two months and more, with 
the report of the committee accompanying it. From that I presume it 
has been carefully examined and investigated by every member of the 
House, so that such objectionable pointsas may be in the bill can beread- 
ily discussed and disposed of under the five-minute rule. I therefore 
move, sir, the committee rise for the purpose of limiting the general 
debate on this bill. k 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 

, and had come to no resolution thereon. A 

Mr. BRAGG. I move, Mr. Speaker, that all general debate on the 
Army appropriation bill be limited to one minute, when its considera- 
tion shall be resumed in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. PRICE. On that motion I demand a division of the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 15, 

Mr. PRICE. No quorum. 
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Mr. BRAGG. I desire to know what these gentlemen want. What 
do they want? 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum having been made, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. PRICE and Mr. BRAGG. 

Mr. BRAGG. What do these gentlemen want? 

Mr. PRICE. I will answer the gentleman from Wisconsin and say 
we want this bill discussed and passed, if passed at all, subject to the 
discussions and points of order under the rules of this House. If sub- 
ject to a half a dozen points of order, as I think it is, I insist it shall 
not be until those points of order have been decided. 

Mr. BRAGG. What I wish to get at is this: How much general 
talk do you want? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let me say to the gentleman on the otherside his 
points of order can be made during the five-minute debate as the bill 
is read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. LONG. My colleague [Mr. ROCKWELL] wants some time in 
general debate on the bill. eens 

Mr. PRICE. I will make a proposition for two hours of general de- 
bate to the gentleman, if that will suit him. . 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir, it will not suit me. > 

The House then proceeded to vote on the pending question by tellers. 

Mr. PRICE. The point of no quorum is withdrawn, upon the un- 
derstanding debate on our side shall be confined to one hour; that is, 
it is to be given to those who oppose the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Dovs the gentleman from Wisconsin modify his 
motion to one hour? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be the order of 
the House, 

Mr. BRAGG. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state ef the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. ' 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, and by 
order of the House all general debate has been limited to one hour. 

Mr. PRICE, Mr. Chairman, I yield so much time as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Rock WELL] may desire. 

Mr. ROCKWELL took the floor. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let us understand as to how this time is to be divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. No arrangement so far as the Chair is advised 
has been made as to the division of time. The gentleman on the left 
[Mr. Price] will be recognized to control the time in opposition to the 
bill, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] on the right to 
control the time in favor of the bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What is the understanding as to the division of the 
time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not answer. 
general debate to one hour. 

Mr. PRICE. One hour on this side. I distinctly said the compro- 
mise was made on the understanding we were to have one houron this 
side of the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. Nothing of that kind was said at the time so far as 
we could hear. I understood the general debate was limited to one 
hour. 

Mr. PRICE. It was justas I stated it—exactly so, the Official Re- 
porter states, notwithstanding the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MORRISON. Take it, then. 

Mr. BRAGG. If that condition was included I was not aware of it. 
It makes no difference, however, as I did notintend to use any time in 
general debate in support of the bill. 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised the gentleman from Wis- 
consin stated he would withdraw the point of order of no quosum if 
one hour of general debate was given in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. It was said, I think, afterward and not at the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House limited debate to one hour, and the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. PRICE] to oc- 
cupy as much of that hour as he may desire. 

Mr. PRICE. Ihaveyielded the floor to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled 
to the floor, and will proceed with his remarks, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the bill now 
before the committee, I want to call attention to its twentieth page, and 
to the item of appropriation made for the manufacture of arms, which is 
placed at $300,000. The annual appropriation for the last four years 
for the same purpose has been $400,000, showing a reduction in this in- 
stance of $100,000, As I happen to live in the district in which the 
sore Hore armory is situated, and it being the only armory in the 
United States where arms are manufactured for the Government, Ideem 
it my duty to present afew statements showing why it is necessary that 
the annual appropriation should be continued at the same amount as 
for the past four years. 

The committee give as a reason for the reduction that they believe 
it is not the policy of the Government in this age of improvement to 
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manufacture and keepin store any very large quantity of ordnance and 
ordnance stores over and above what are n for ; t use, 

There are certain arguments that can be submitted in favor of main- 
taining theusualappropriation. Itis in the interest of the United States 
Government to maintain this institution in its present state of efficiency. 

During the war large appropriations were made for this armory; but 
for several years following the war no appropriations were made, but 
the large appropriation of 1866 was used. Afterward the annual ap- 
propriations were increased, until four years ago $400,000 was fixed as 
the limit. I believe thatamount should be allowed now, because from 
the best information I can obtain that amount will produce the arm 
at the least cost, as well as keep together the skilled workmen now em- 
ployed and give a nucleus for increased capacity for manufacturing arms 
when necessity shall arise. : 

I have taken pains in this matter to see if there were any other arms, 
which could be manufactured to advantage by this Government, and I 
desire to have the Clerk read in relation to the arms manufactured at 
Springfield a report from the Ordnance Bureau, dated December 15, 
1885, and addressed to the Secretary of War, showing that the Spring- 
field rifle is the best service rifle, according to the actual tests, that the 
Government can make. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ORDXANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1885, 

Sır: I haye the honor to transmit herewith a tabular statementof the results 
reached in the trial of a number of each of the magazine rifles issued to the 
troops. These guns—the Lee, Chaffee-Reece, and Hotchkiss—were recommend- 
ed for trial, in the order named, by a board of officers convened in 1881 under 
authority of law, and were distributed to the Army for the purpose by the 
Lieutenant-General of the Army. 

The reports from one hundred and forty-nine companies have been received, 
examined, and tabulated, and the results are as follows: 

Comparing the three magazine guns with cach otherthe reportsare: For the 
Lee, 55; Chaffee-Reece, 14; Hotchkiss, 26. As magazine guns, therefore there- 
ports are largely in favor of the Lee. 

Comparing the magazine guns with each other and with the Springfield service 
rifle as single loaders, the pernos is for the Springfield, as follows: For the 
Lee, 5; Chaffee-Reece, 0; Hotchkiss, 1; Springfield, 21. 

Com ng the magazine guns and the Springfield for all uses, the preference 
is for the Lee, 10; Chaffee-Reece, 3; Hotchkiss, 4; and the Springfield 46, being 
largely in favor of tl Springfield. 

In the column of objections in the tabular statement will be found a brief of 
the objections given in each report. 

After a careful consideration of these reports, I am satisfied that neither of 
these magazine guns should be adopted and substituted for the Springfield rifle 
as the arm for the service, 

I have been and am an advocate fora magazine gun, bnt it would seem the 
part of wisdom to postpone forthe present any further efforts toward the adop- 
tion of a suitable magazine arm for the service. 

The Springfield rifle gives such general satisfaction to the Army that we can 
safely wait a reasonable time for further developments of magazine systems, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, > 
S. V. BENET, 


Brig. Gen., Chief of Ordnance. 
The honorabte the Secret.ry or War, 


Mr. ROCKWELL. In addition, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that 
in 1865 there were made at this armory about five thousand arms of a 
pattern better known as the ‘‘Allen’’ breech-loading gun. Since that 
time improvements have been made from that device from experiments 
in the field and from experiments made from time to time, in order to 
overcome the weak points, and the Government has had an opportunity 
to take advantage of the reports showing the imperfections, and im- 
provements have been made until it now is one of the most perfect of 
military arms. The models are of 1865, 1868, 1869, 1870, 1873, and 
1884, showing a constant improvement in the arm keeping pace with 
the improvement of other arms. 

Now, as to the economy of maintaining the Springfield armory, I de- 
sire to present here and to have the Clerk read a statement from a let- 
ter of the then Secretary of War, to be found in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No, 17, Forty-fitth Congress, third session, showing that the 
Springfield armory has been one of the best business investments the 
Government has ever entered into. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Statement of the cost of Springfield rifle-muskets, from 1861 to 1865, in- 
clusive, made at the Springfield armory. 


The following are the ycars em- 
braced in this statement; 


arm each year for | 
repairs and depre- 


turned over in each 
turned over each 
| Amount charged the 
ciation of tools, ma- 
chinery, fixtures, 
and buildings, &c. 


| Number of arms 
| Total cost of arms 


Year ending June 30— 
861 ķ $181, 049 67 
862.. s. 5 1,210,101 70 
2,329,598 09 
2, 952, 630 88 
2,758,312 97 | 


9, 431, 693 31 | 1,764,569 41 


From the above statement it appears that during the rebellion, or from 1861 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4293 


» 
to 1865, inclusive, there were made at the Springfield armory 805,537 rifle-mus- 
kets, at a cost of $11.70 each. 

This sum included the cost of all the labor, materials, direct supervision, in- 
8 ión, condemnation of defective 6 per cent, on plant, and also included 
the depreciation in value from use of tools, fixtures, machinery, buildings, &e, 

This depreciation was about $1,764,569.41, or more than $2 per musket. 

As the Government does not insure against fire or accidents, it does what is 
equivalent—protects the property, of the armory by the employment of a large 
force of watchmen and a steam fire-engine, the cost of maintaining which is in- 
cluded in the $11.70. 

The total expenditures at the Springfield armory from its establishment tothe 
1st of March, 1 amounted to $3,103,485.80 for lands, buildings, iron and wooden 
fences, mill-dams, canals, sewers, shbop-fixtures, and new machinery. The 
amount hese ker to the depreciation of these items, as stated above, from 1861 
to 1865, was $1,764,569.41, or more than half of the original value. 

The cost of contract arms, as given in the mse TPS oe list, shows that they 
cost an average of $20 each, to which is to be added $1 each for ins: jon and 
proof, making the cost of contract arms to the United States. at $21 each, or 
about $9 each more than the cost of those made at the armory, 

As the United States manufactured eight hundred and five thousand five 
hundred and thirty-seven muskets during the rebellion, the saving of $9 on 
each makes a saving to the United States of $7,249,833 during the years 1861-65, 
oe — are than twice the entire cost of the Springfield armory since its es- 

ment, 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr, Chairman, I claim that the appropriation of 
$400,000 is the smallest appropriation that will keep the plantin proper 
order and keep the skilled workmen there, It is necessary ina matter 
of this kind to keep skilled workmen together. Here are men trained 
in the art of making arms who have been there for years. This armory 
was established in 1795, and many of the workmen now employed are 
the sons of former workmen, men who have been brought up and trained 
in the class of work required for the manufacture of arms. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me ask the gentleman if the principle of inter- 
changeability of the different parts of one piece to another was not of 
private invention, private enterprise, and not the result of examination 
or experiments at Springfield? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. F have no doubt that improvements have been 
adopted at the Springfield armory, since it is willing to accept every 
improvement suggested by private establishments either in this country 
or in Europe. Iadmit that many things have been done outside of 
the Springfield armory. But my suggestion was that there are skilled 
workmen there, and if they are discharged and scattered the Govern- 
ment can not again get them together, and therefore it is necessary to 
have this uniform annual Galea order to maintain the armory 
which is in one sense the defense of the Government of the United States. 

I say further that of this $400,000 appropriated heretofore, in its 
expenditure at the armory 64 per cent. has paid for labor, and 
the cutting down of the appropriation from $400,000 to $300,000 will 
seriously cripple that institution, and we are not prepared to do that. 

It is shown from the record read that it is the best paying institution 
the Government ever undertook to carry on. Taking into account all 
the depreciation of property since 1795, there is shown a great gain to 
the Government. And I say the appropriation for an institution like 
that, managed by skilled Army officers detailed for the purpose, can not 
be thrown aside because, perchance, the chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee wants to cut something out of the Army bill here and there, in 
order to apply the supposed savings elsewhere and to promote some 
other useful p so that the total amount of appropriations in all 
these bills shall not exceed the usual sum. I am in favor of the train- 
ing schools for cavalry and of the barracks for soldiers that the chairman 
of the committee wants; and I say let us vote the money for those pur- 
poses, but do not let us cripple another arm of the service to do it. 
There is no economy in such a proceeding. Itis pernicious in practice 
and wrong in principle. 

Furthermore, theseskilled laborers at Springfield, who have sent their 

ition to Con, many of them belonging to the Knights of Labor, 

ve a right to be heard since they have served the Government so long 

and faithfully. Theyshould not be discharged now when they have 

learned the skill in their special departments that counts greatly for the 

benefit of the Government. We can not afford, Mr. Chairman, to crip- 
ple the armory at Springfield. è 

But, sir, it may be said, there is an annual appropriation under the 
Jaw of 1808 of $200,000 for arming and equipping the militia, and tbat 
some of that also is expended at the Springfield armory. I admit it. 
We had the last year about $100,000 of that sum expended in one way 
or another for arms and parts of arms that came from the Springfield 
armory, and we need that $100,000 each year to support thearmory and 
make it pay the Government. 

The arms there cost less than $12, and no firm I know of anywhere 
can make an arm of equal worth for thatsum. We have gotten the 
appropriation down to the lowest point. Now look at itfor a moment. 
We made more than thirty-six thousand arms the year before last, and 
last year with the improved machinery, largely the result of the ex- 
periments and the skill freely given by these mechanics to the Gov- 
ernment, we made forty thousand arms. Now, I say if you reduce the 
appropriations for the armory andreduce the moneys that annually go 
to its support you will make the arms cost more and seriously cripple 
the institution. 

There is no question that the appropriation now has reached that 
point where the best and cheapest arms are made. And if that is so, 
then it is economy for the Government to keep the appropriation where 


itis. Itis only a common-sense business proposition that I am urging 
upon this House. 

Mr. BUCK. May I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. BUCK. What is the cost of a Springfield musket at the Spring- 
field armory ? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Less than $12. 

Mr. BUCK. And whyisitthatthe United States Government charges 
the respective States, under the law of 1808 the sum of $15.50? 

- Mr. ROCKWELL. That is a question for the United States Govern- 
ment to answer. í 

Mr. BUCK. That is what they charge. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I do not care what they charge as regards my 
present argument. If there is anything wrong in what is done by the 
Government, correct it. Butdo not lay itto the charge of the Spring- 
field armory that they can make arms and supply them to the Govern- 
ment $3 cheaper than the Government itself c for them. 

It will be said there is a bill proposed for arming the militia. It may 
not pass, If such a bill should pass it is daimed that the Springfield 
armory will get more, and therefore that this appropriation may be re- 
duced to $300,000. Whatcan be more ridiculous? Why not make the 
annual appropriation what is right and proper? The militia bill may 
not pass. The same principle applies to this appropriation as to every 
other. Make your appropriation right and just in the first place. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG. If you succeed in increasing the appropriation in the 
Army bill $100,000, will you as the representative of the Springfield 
armory consent to strike $100,000 out of the militia bill? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Iwill say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that 
I am a Representative of the Congress of the United States, and not of 
the Springfield armory. I stand here in my Representative capacity. 
I did not understand the whole of the gentleman’s question. He 
dropped his voice toward its close. 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman from Massachusetts said we were ap- 
propriating for the armory here. Then it might not be proper to put 
it in there. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, I said this: that this annual appropriation had 
been $400,000; and that the argument that because there might be a 
militia bill passed of $400,000—I believe that is the amount of the bill 
now in the Senate—and that some of that money might go to the 
Springfield armory, was not a good business argument, because that 
bill might fail. Ifit should pass, the authorities of the United States 
would not be obliged to order for the militia of the States any more 
arms from the Springfield armory than they might otherwise order. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iasked you whether you were willing if we should 
yield the $400,000 to give up the $100,000 in the other bill? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I am willing to consider that bill when it comes 
before us. When that question presents itself I will be ready to meet 
it. I have not read that bill as yet. 

I am willing the Springfield armory should have $500,000 a year, 
$400,000 through the Army appropriation bill and $100,000 from the 
old law of 1808. The amount from that law, however, has varied from 
year to year; sometimes it has been $50,000. And I am willing per- 
sonally to stop there. I think that answers fully the question the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has addressed to me, 

Mr. Chairman, this is simply a business proposition. Shall we a 
propriate the usual annual amount for this armory, which arexshoay 
knows who knows anything about it is the best run institution we have, 
and which is running now upon the proper plan? Or shall we reduce 
it because, perchance, the chairman of the committee proposes to put 
the money somewhere else? In a statement made here the other aay 
the gentleman said after all he would have $300,000 saved on this bill. 
What is the object of having that $300,000 saved? Is it exercising a 
spirit of wise economy to have $300,000 saved and then go to work and 
put your Springfield armory—the only armory where you manufacture 
arms in this country—put it in such a shape that you can not make 
your arms as cheaply as you do now, and must discharge some of your 
skilled workmen? I say as a business proposition the ment is in 
favor of leaving the appropriation for this armory where itis now. I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has ten minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. PRICE. The provision in this bill to which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL] has called the attention of the com- 
mittee as objectionable needs no further argument on my part. What 
I desire to do is to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
the bill in two of its provisions is squarely in violation of the statutes 
of the United States; secondly, that in five of its provisions it is open to 
points of order as contrary to the provision in subdivision 3, Rule XXT, 
of the rules governing this House. 

Section 3, Rule XXT, of the rules of the House of Representatives, 
contains this clause: 


Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 


-propriation bill or in any amendment thereto, 


Subject to a point of order under this clause are the following sec- 


tions of the bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support of 


the Army. 
In lines 36 to 43, inclusive, the following changes existing law: 
Provided, That the number of such general-service ‘clerks to be paid out of 
this sum shall not exceed one hundred, and the number of such messengers to 
be paid shall not exceed thirty-five. For paymona to enlisted men serving as 
u 


general-service clerks and messengers, one hundred and thirty-five in all, for 
commutation of fuel and quarters, $29,160, 


There is no statute on this subject. It is governed by Army regula- 
tions, which fix the number of general-service clerks and messengers at 
one hundred and seventy-one. See paragraph 145, Army Regulations, 
as amended by General Orders 104 of 1884 and 47 of 1885. 


Army regulations must be construed as ‘‘existing law,” for the Su- 


mee Court held (Gratiot rs. The United States, 4 Howard, page 80) 
t— 


The Army regulations made pursuant to the authority conferred by Con- 
gress have the force of law. 


Section 2, act of July 23, 1879, provides— 

That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to cause all the regula- 
tions of the Army and general orders now in force, to be codified and published 
thre decor and to defray the expenses thereof out of the contingent fund of 

This codification was approved and published by an order of the Sec- 
retary of War, dated February 17, 1881. 

The Supreme Court also held (United States vs. Freeman, 3 Howard, 
page 566) that— . 

— Army regulations when sanctioned by the President have the force of 

w. 


And in the case of United States vs. Eliason, 16 Peters, 291, that— 


The powerof the Executive to establish rules and for the govern- 
ment ofthe Army is undoubted, The ‘er to implies the power to 
modify or repeal or to create anew. Secretary of War is the con- 
stitutional organ of the President for the administration of the mili estab- 
lishment of the nation, and therules and orders publicly promulgated 
him must be received as the act of the Executive, and as such be binding upon 
all within the sphere of his legal and constitutional authority. Such regula- 
tions can not be questioned or defied because they may be thought unwise or 
mistaken. 

The Attorney-General (Caleb Cushing), January 1, 1857, gave the 
following opinion on the subject of Army regulations: 

The War Department, representing the Presidentin the administration of the 
Army, has permanent authority from Congress to make regulations in aid and 
complement of the statutes, 


Therefore the number of general-service clerks and m being 
fixed by Army regulations, which have the ‘‘ force of law,” there being 
no statute on the subject, the attempt to reduce the number of such 
general-service clerks and messen; by a provision in the Army ap- 
propriation bill would be a change of ‘‘existing law,” and susceptible 
to a point of order under the third clause of Rule XXI. On the other 
hand, if Army regulations are not ‘‘existing law,” then there is no au- 
thority for the expenditure contemplated in the section of the Army 
bill referred to, and that section, and all subsequent sections of the bill 
dependent on Army regulations for their support are susceptible to a 
point of order under the first clause of section 3 of Rule XXT: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriati: 


ion bill, or bein 
order as an am t thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by Jaw, unless in continuation of 


appropriation for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress. J 
The following proviso in lines 43 to 49, inclusive, of the Army bill also 
changes existing law: 
Provided, That no part of such sum shall be paid for commutation of quarters 


at a greater rate to cach man than $12 per month, and for commutation of fuel 


at a greater rate to each man than $6 per month: Provided, further, That no such 


ment for extra-duty pay or for commutation shall be made without the men 
Being regularly mustered therefor. 

Paragraph 145, Army Regulations, as amended by general orders 104 
of 1884, the only law on this subject, fixes the rate of commutation of 
quarters at $21 per month and commutation of fuel at $9 per month 
for enlisted men serving as l-service clerks and messengers. It 
also provides for the muster of men for extra-duty pay. Muster for 
commutation is not required by Army regulations. It should be also 
borne in mind that this section transfers the payment of commutation 
from the Quartermaster’s Department to the Pay Department of the 


Arniy. 
Again the following, in lines 164 to 169, inclusive, changes existing 
law: x 


Provided, That in disbursing this allowance, the maximum sum to be allowed 
and shall be 4 cents per mile, distance to be computed over the shortest 
ly traveled route, and in addition thereto the cost of transportation actu- 

ally paid, exclusive of sleeping or parlor-car fare. fis 


Section 1273, Revised Statutes, as amended by section 2 of the act 
approved July 24, 1876, fixes the rate of mileage at 8 cents pep mile. 

The following, in lines 170 to 173, inclusive, of the bill, is another 
change of existing law: 

All the money hereinbefore aed pre grou! shall be disbursed and accounted for 


by the Pay Department as pay of the Army, and for that purpose shall be con- 
send but one fund. 


Section 3623, Revised Statutes, passed in 1809, provides: 
All officers, agents, or other persons receiving public moneys shall render dis- 
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tinct accounts of the application thereof according to the appropriation under 
which the same may have been advanced to them. 


Section 3678, Revised Statutes, enacts: 


All sums a priated for the various branches of e: diture in the publie 
service shal applied solely to the objects for wh they are respectively 
made, and for no rs. 


The following provision of the bill, in lines 217 to 223, inclusive, also 
changes existing law: 

Nor shall any money so wf Bit be paid for commutation of rations ex- 
cept as above authorized, and except as is authorized by Army regu toen- 
listed men on furlough, and Egiptop rena] ela on duty at ungarrisoned posts, 
and to enlisted men other than the Signal Service, who are stationed alone at 
places where rations can not be economically issued. 


Paragraph 145, Army Regulations, provides commutation of rations 
for general-service men who are excluded by the provisions of theabove 
section. : 

The following, in lines 226 to 223, inclusive, of the bill, is also a change 
of existing law: 

And no compensation or salary so paid shall exceed the pay of a fourth-class 
clerk as graded and fixed in Army regulations. 


Paragraph 1422, Army Regulations, provides as follows: 


Except for the of Engineers, the grades.of pay of clerks and other em- 
poe under the departments of the Army, whose salariesare not fixed by 
aw,are hereby authorized as follows : 


There shall be six classes of clerkships, and cach clerk or employé within the 
scope of this regulation shall be graded for pay in accordance therewith, 


Pay Pay per 

Be AS. g annum. 
$83, 33 $1,000 
100, 00 1,200 
116.66 1,400 
133, 33 1,600 
150,00 1,800 
166, 66 2,000 


The above paragraph of Army regulations fixes the pay of clerks and 
other employés of the Subsistence, ’s, and Ordnance De- 
partments of the Army. The only statute on the subject of the pay 
of these clerks is to be found in a clause of the Army appropriation 
bills for the last two fiscal years, abolishing the grade of sixth-class 
clerk in the Quartermaster’s Department; hence the attempt to limit 
the salary or compensation of clerks of the Subsistence, Quartermas- 
ter’s, and Ordnance Departments of the Army to the pay of a fourth- 
class clerk, as graded and fixed in Army regulations, is a change of ex- 
isting law. 

The following provision of the bill, in lines 247 to 251, inclusive, is 
also a change of existing law: 


Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended on print- 
ing unless the same shall be done by contract after due notice and peaini iaai 
except in such cases as the emergency wiil not admit of the giving notice for 
com; ': 

Paragraph 1475, Army Regulations, provides— 


But the commander of an army, department, or division, whenever in his 
judgment it may be conducive to the public interests, may, in addition to the 


orders printed under the provisions of paragraph 1885, Army Regulations, order 
all forms of printing and advertising for supplies or services, except advertise- 
ments to be published in newspapers. 

Paragraph 1895, Army Regulations, provides that— 

The commander of an army, department, or division may direct orders to be 
printed when the requisite dispatch and the number to be distributed make it 
necessary, and for that purpose the requisite paper is authorized, The necessity 
will be set out in the order for the printing, or certified on the account. 


There is a further change of existing law in lines 370 to 373, inclu- 
sive: 
agrostor suns per'moath than tho salary of a clork ofthe fourths clase, os graded 
and fixed in Army regulations. y . 

This section refers to the pay of clerks and other employés of the 
Quartermaster’s Department, whose salaries or compensations are fixed 
by paragraph 1422, Army Regulations, which I have already cited. 

The Army Regulations distinctly provide that there shall be six classes 
of clerks; and the Supreme Court of the United States has decided in 
three different instances that such regulations have the force of law. 
Yet this existing law, fixed and established by Army regulations, and 
indorsed by law, by the Supreme Court of the United States, you pro- 
pose to set aside by a provision which has no business in an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PRICE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. Suppose the Secretary of War should issue an order 
in the form of an Army regulation providing that hereafter the salary 
of clerks should be $300 per month. Does the gentleman think that 
would have the force and effect of law? 

Mr: PRICE. I refer the gentleman from Indiana to the decisions of 
the Supreme Court, a tribunal authorized to decide what is the law. 
That court has said that these regulations properly compiled and pub- 
lished under authority have the effect and binding force of law. Why 
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should the gentleman appeal to me? I can not add strength or force 
to a decision of the Supreme Court. I say that what these Army reg- 
ulations, having the force of law, have already fixed this bill proposes 


to change. 

Mr. STEELE. Such regulations bind the soldier, but do not bind 
Congress. 

Mr. PRICE. Another provision of the bill which changes existing 
law is in lines 466 to 470 inclusive: 

Provided, That no clerk paid from the appropriation for the Ordnance De- 
partment shall receive as salary or compensation a ter sum per month than 
the salary of a fourth-class clerk as graded and fixed in the Army regulations. 

This is in conflict with paragraph 1422, Army Regulations, already 
cited. Isay that you can not change these classes and readjust these 
_ arrangements by an appropriation bill reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs., Legislation in this form is outside of their jurisdic- 
tion. 

It is very possible that some of these provisions of law to which I 
have referred should not continue in force; but my point is that if you 
undertake to change the law you must do it not upon an appropriation 
bill, but by an independent measure reported in this House, just as the 
Committee on Military Affairs, within forty-eight hours, has hid be- 
fore this House for discussion a bill providing for some of thes¢ same 
changes which this appropriation bill proposes to make in direi $ con- 
flict with existing law. 

The purpose may be excellent; but the committee are circumscribed 
and hedged in by the rules of this House defining and limiting their 
powers. We have seen the evils arising heretofore from the interpola- 
tion of legislation into appropriation bills in the form of ‘‘riders;’? and 
this House, at the opening of the present session, by an overwhelming 
majority determined that it would wipe out the abuses of that system. 
Yet in fi gh of that clearly expressed policy then adopted by the House 
this bill, in five separate and distinct provisions, proposes to interfere 
with provisions of law as established by the Army tions; and in 
two more it proposes new legislation in direct contravention of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. These are abuses to which I de- 
sire to call the attention of the House at this time. When the question 
comes up at a later stage of the bill I shall not probably make any ex- 
tended remarks. No doubt these provisions can be struck out on a mo- 
tion to amend; but in my opinion the proper course would be at a suit- 
able time to recommit the bill with instructions to the committee to 
confine themselves to their legitimate powers and duties under the rules 
of the House. I am willing to follow the committee in any attempt 
they may make to advance good government, to reduce toim- 
prove the efficiency of the Army; but I am not willing that the rules 
which have been established here for your government and mine shall 
be thus trampled upon and ignored by the Committee on Military Affairs 
or any other committee. > 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the residue of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has control of all the time for 
general debate. ‘To whom does he yield? - 

- Mr. PRICE. Iam willing to yield to any gentleman on our side or 
to any gentleman on the other side who may desire the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that all general debate, by order of the House, was limited 
to one hour; and the gentleman from Wisconsin himself was recognized 
to control that hour. Therefore, there is no time to reserve, and if the 
gentleman desires to take up the hour it must be done now. 

_ Mr. PRICE. If any gentleman wants to take the floor on this side 

I will give it to him, or if not, I will give it to the other side. I will 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON addressed the committee. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. BRAGG. No other gentleman desiring to debate, I move to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCK- 
WELL] reserved ten minutes of his time. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I can get five minutes later on my proposed 
amendment, and I do not care for the ten minutes now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must take it now, if at all. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I will wait until the five-minute debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. No farther time being desired in general debate, 
the House now proceeds with the consideration of the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 

The committee informally rose; and : : 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
the bill (H. R. 4731) for allowances of certain claims reported by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ENLISTED MEN. 


For of the enlisted men of all gra: $4,303,108. 
Seri ap A ni seth For enlisted men for service in hospital, and for 


Fan ral-serv- 
ice clerks and messengers at Army, division, department, and ict 


head- 


quarters, at the Laer tari of the A bagna ons recruiting service, at teg de- 
pots, end at West Point, N. Y., at rates per diem fixed by law, $22,721.25: 

ided, That the number of such general-service clerks to be paid out of this 
sum shall not exceed one hundred, and the number of such messengers to be 
paid shall not exceed thirty-five. 

Mr. PRICE. I make the point the proviso just read hy the Clerk is 
in conflict with section 145 of the Army Regulations, and therefore, un- 
der the rules of this House, not being in accordance with existing law, 
it should be excluded from this bill. I move the proviso be stricken 
ont. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move in line 38 to strike out one hundred and in- 
sert one hundred and three, and in line 39 to strike out thirty-fiveand 
insert forty-five; so the proviso will read: 

Provided, That the number of such general-seryice clerks to be paid out of 


this sum shall not exceed one hundred and three, and the number of such mes- 
sengers to be paid shall not exceed forty-five. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment to enlisted men serving as general-scrvice clerks and messen- 

rs, one hundred and thirty-five in all, for commutation of fuel and quarters, 
$59,100: Provided, no part of such sum shall be paid for commutation of 
quarters at a greater rate to each man than $12 per month, and for commutation 
of fue) ata greater rate to each man than $6 per month: Provided further, That 
no such ‘ment for extra-duty pay or for commutation shall be made without 
the paar belag regularly mustered therefor. 

. Mr. PRICE. I make the point of order that the proviso in lines 43 
to 47 is objectionable, as being in conflict with Army regulations, and 
therefore changes existing law. The second proviso is equally objec- 
tionable. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I perhaps do not appreciate the force 
of the point of order, but I never knew, while the military regulation 
might be existing law for the governmentof the Army, it had anything 
to do with restricting the legislative power of the Congress of the United 
States. It is simply proposed to limit the pay not fixed by law. 

The general order which was alluded to by the gentleman who made 
the point of order is not an order ever made by the President of the 
United States; neither is it an order made under any law of Congress, 
or a regulation of the Army, or fixed inany manner by any proper au- 
thority so as to come within the definition of Army regulations prer 
scribed by the laws of the United States. 

This is simply a regulation for the expenditure of money which we 
are now about to appropriate, and which we have a right to make. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I may have placed a wrong construc- 
tion upon this matter. I have got a large book, which lies upon my 
desk, which I understand to be the Army Regulations, approved as such, 
and published under a provision of law which has been read here, which 
distinctly declares such shall be the regulation. 

Now, this bill just as distinctly and positively contravenes that prop- 
osition. How far the regulations, as placed in the book, are correct, or 
how far the gentleman shall be permitted to say here thatsuch la- 
tions, as are admitted by the decisions of the Supreme Court to be within 
the law, shall have the force of law, or how far they shall not have the 
force of law, I do not know. 

I assume that they are all regulations of the Army, whether relating 
to enlistment or the discharge of men; to employment, commutation, 
equipment, courts-martial, or any other military features, all of which 
appear in this book; and this provision of the bill is in relation to an 
expenditure in that Department with reference to a subject fixed by 
the War Department, published as such and approved by the President, 
and laid upon our tables as the law governing the Army, so far as they 
have a right to make law. I have referred the gentleman to several 
decisions of the Supreme Court, which enunciate the doctrine that they 
have a right to make such regulations, and that they have the force of 
law. And going a step further, I find in the rules of this House a pro- 
vision which says we shall not insert in any appropriation bill a pro- 
vision changing existing law. 

Now, I am not logician enough to get away from that condition of 
affairs, or the irresistible conclusion that this proviso is in conflict with 
existing law, and, therefore, is in violation of the rules of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word upon the point of or- 
der. Iam not sufficiently conversant with the wants of the service to 
determine or have an opinion as to whether this legislation proposed 
upon the bill is wise or not, Its bare presence here is, however, a 
change of law, or the making of a new law. It might be very wise if 
it came in a bill other than an appropriation bill from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Now, what is thelaw? The Revised Statutes authorize the making 
of all Army regulations. Army regulations have been made in pursu- 
ance of that statute, which fixes the commutation of quarters at $21. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘That is no Army regulation at all. 

Mr. CANNON. What is it? 

Mr. BRAGG. Itisanorder. Let me call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to it for a moment, for I think I can make him understand. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. : 

Mr. BRAGG. We reduced commutation, or forbade any commuta- 
tion, by a provision of law incorporated in an appropriation bill in the 
Forty-sixth Congress, ata greater rate than $12 a room to a lieutenant. 
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There is no law giving commutation of rations orcommutation of fuel or 
quarters to an enlisted man at all; there never was, and there never 
ought to be. 

But this provision is a means devised by a military order to pay men 
who were entitled to more pay than they could otherwise get, and for 
that reason we limited these payments so as to bring it within the law; 
and that is all there is of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I have said I am not sufficiently familiar with mil- 
itary affairs to be able to express an opinion as to the merits of this 
proposition, nor am I sufficiently familiar with the law or the Army 
regulations to tell what the law is upon the subject. But I dosay that 
if payments for a similar appropriation to this for the current year have 
been different from the provision fixed in this bill, they must have been 
under the law. Not only that, but these payments must have passed 
the scrutiny of the Auditor and the Comptroller of the Treasury, with- 
out they had been authorized by the Secretary of War. 

Now, the gentleman comes in and says to correct a practice—to cor- 
rect a payment touching these matters that have passed the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, and therefore necessarily in pursuance of ex- 
isting law—the gentleman seeks to come in and change that existing 
law, and make a law under which such provision shall not prevail in 
future. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me ask the genileman, who is a member of the 
economical Committee on Appropriations, a question. Suppose the 
Comptroller or the Auditor of the Treasury had been year after year 

ing $100,000 on accounts without law atall, I ask would that make 
it a legal transaction? The committee found thatsuch payments had 
been made without authority of law; and does the gentleman hold, 
therefore, that it should receive the sanction of law, and thatit would 
take a positive act of Congress to prevent an illegal payment of money? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if the Comptroller of the Treasury or 
if the Auditor passes accounts illegally and corruptly, then the remedy 
is by way of impeachment. However, the Comptroller andthe Audi- 
tor construe the Jaw. They have a separate duty to that performed 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin and myself, and that is they have to 
say what expenditures are in pursuance of law and what are not in 
pursuance of law; and when that construction is given, when that prece- 
dent is made, the law is construed and is to stand until it is changed by 
legislative enactment or until the precedent is reversed by the proper 
judicial authority. 

And the Comptroller of the Treasury does exercise judical power. In 
the early days of the Republic executions were issued upon his findings. 
Now, I say again, while I have no information as to the propriety of 
this legislation, its presence here is a confession that it is to change the 
law, or to make law where none now exists. If that be the case, then 
under the cast-iron fule that has been adopted by this House, that no 
legislation, good, wise, or indifferent, shall be written into or upon a 
general appropriatiofi bill, when the point of order is made that obliter- 
ates it. 

Mr. STEELE. Heretofore legislation has been allowed upon appro- 
priation bills. Under the present rules of the House it is not allowed. 
The committee sought diligently to find any law by which the enlisted 
men were allowed commutation for quarters and for fuel. We were 
unable to find the law stated at any place in the regulations. We 
wrote then to the War Department to know by what authority this 
commutation was paid, and the only answer we got was that it was a 
system that had grown up, and there was no law for it. 

Mr. LONG. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a question. 
Do I understand him, then, that the provisions which are embraced in 
these provisos are not already the law? 

Mr. STEELE. ‘The regulations are the law. So far as the commu- 
tation of rations is concerned that isa law. They are commuted ata 
certain rate. They had it placed at 75 cents, and the commutation for 
clothing is allowed. 

Mr. LONG. If this is already law, why put in these provisos? 

Mr. STEELE. To what does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. LONG. I ask the gentleman from Indiana whether the lan- 
guage in these two provisos from line 43 to line 49 is already existing 
law? 

Mr. STEELE. Heretofore the Department has construed it. They 
might allow more. This is intended to construe it and does not allow 
more to be provided. 

Mr. LONG. Does this change the law or make a new law? 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think it makes a new law. 

Mr. LONG. Does it change existing law? 

Mr. STEELE. No, sir. 

Mr. LONG. Then what force has it ? 

Mr. STEELE. It corrects bad practices which have grown up under 
the law. 

Mr. LONG. Ifit isa change of law it is obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. PRICE. I think I am the most unfortunate member of the 
House. I wanted to know what the Army Regulations provided, and 
I sent a note to the Secretary of War, requesting him to send me the 
last revision of the Army Regulations. He sent mea ponderous book, 
which I hold in my hand. Turning to page 22, I find article 17, sec- 
tion 145, reads as follows: 

The whole number of general-service men of all grades and designations al- 


lowed as clerks for division, department ict h uarters, and for 
superintendents of the recruiting paniers Rpg eon cani = 

Then follows an enumeration of them. 

The following distribution of the general-service clerks above authorizod is 
announced, 

And then this article of the Army Regulations, article 17, section 
145, gives their grades. And I find this: 

Rating of commutation for quarters, $21 a month. 

Rating of commutation for fuel, $9 a month, 

And I not having been schooled at the feet of the gentleman who 
thinks he can make the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] under- 
stand while he can not make me do so—I can not understand why the 
Secretary of War should have sent me that book tò mislead me and im- 
press the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] with the idea that 
I am unable to understand the plainest terms of the English language. 

This comes to us with all the force and significance of an Army regu- 
lation, and I must accept it as such notwithstanding the sneer of the 
gentleman that only the gentleman from Illinois could be taught to 
understand it. 

Mr. BRAGG (crossing the floor and holding ont a paper). If you 
will take the trouble to read it, I will show you the original order. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not care about your original order. I have here 
the book sent me by the Secretary of War, and I would rather have it 
in this form than have it coming indorsed by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. ` 

Mr. VIELE. Can this Secretary of War, or any other Secretary of 
War, prescribe laws for the government of Congress ? 

Mr. PRICE. No, sir; but we prescribe our own laws or rules, and 
they declare that there shall be no provision put on an appropriation 
bill which changes existing law. I have shown that this is existing 
law. The Supreme Court has so decided. All I ask you to do is to 
observe the law you have made for yourselves, and for my part I raise 
my voice against a violation of that law as contained in Ryle XXI. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question of 
order. The gentleman from Wisconsin on the left [Mr. PRICE] makes 
the point of order that the clause which has been read by the Clerk - 
changes existing Jaw, and is therefore not in order in a general appro- 
priation bill. 

The Clerk will report the clause to which the point of order is made, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no part of such sum shall be paid for commutation of quarters 
ata greater rate to each man than $12 per month,and for commutation of fuel 
at a greater rate to each man than $6 per month: Provided further, That no such 
oo bere for extra-duty pay or for commutation shall be made without the men 

ng regularly mustered therefor. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be observed by carefully examining this 
clause that it does not change existing law even if the Army regulations 
referred to by the gentleman from Wisconsin were a statutory provision. 
Itsimply provides that no part of the sum appropriated in this act shall 
be paid out for the purposes stated at a greater rate than is hercin men- 
tioned. 

Mr. PRICE. I must appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment, The Chairis of the opinion that 
the clause in the rule to which reference has been made does not pro- 
hibit the House or the committee from limiting in any way that it may 
see fit any appropriation. It has been always regarded as a part of the 
province of Congress to direct and limit the appropriations that are 
made. The law, whatever it may be, remains the same, but Congress 
provides that this fund is to be applied ina particular way. For these 
reasons the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. PRICE. From that decision of the Chair I desire to take an ap- 


Mr. CANNON. Will the Chair allow me to ask a question on that 
point? I want to see if I understand correctly the decision of the 
Chair. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I must insist that after a ruling has 
been made by the Chair the House shall either stand by it or overrule 
it without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the question of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask a question in good faith, to ascertain 
whether I understand the full scope of the ruling. I understand the 
Chair to rule that, although the law may fix or does fix a salary at a 
certain figure, yet that it is competent for this House, notwithstand- 
ing Rule XXI, which prohibits new legislation upon an appropriation 
bill, to limit the amount to one-half the salary fixed by law. For in- 
stance, if the salary is $3,000 a year, I understand the Chair to hold 
that it is competent to appropriate in full satisfaction of that salary for 
the coming year the sum of $1,500, and that that does not constitute 
any change of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the question here. It would, how- 
ever, be competent to provide in the appropriation bill that not more 
than $1,500 a year should be paid out of the amount appropriated, al- 
though the salary as fixed by law might be $3,000. The law, what- 


ever it was, would remain the same; but Congress in its wisdom would 
have seen fit to appropriate a less sum of money than the law fixed as 
the salary. Ifsuch action on the part of Congress did actually changa 
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the law, then the party affected would not have a status in the Court 
of Claims to recover the balance of his salary; but cases have arisen 
in the Court of Claims where persons have sued for a balance due 
them under the law and have recovered. There being no change of 
law, but simply an appropriation by Congress of such sum as it desires 
to appropriate for this particular purpose, the rule is not violated, and 
the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘May I inquire further of the Chair, because it is 
important that the meaning of the ruling shall be fully understood —— 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I must insist — 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will indulge the gentleman from I- 
linois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr, CANNON. Idesire to ask whether the Chair has taken into 
consideration the enacting clause of this bill which provides that ‘‘ the 
following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for the support of the Army 
for the year ending June 30, 1887?” a 

Then, following the enacting clause, comes the clause that we are con- 
sidering. Now, although the law may fix the commutation at $21 a 
month, has the Chair considered whether, taking these two provisions 
of the bill together, they do not amount to a repeal of the law for the 
coming year, so that the party would have no status in the Court of 
Claims, the two clauses taken together operating as a repeal of the law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has considered thatpoint. Itisclearly 
competent for the House to appropriate any sum of money that it may 
see fit for the support of the Army, and the right of the House to do 
that ought not to be and can not be interfered with, as it would be by 
a decision suppressing as out of order a proposition for such a limita- 
tion of the appropriation. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
PRICE] ap) from the decision of the Chair ? 

Mr. PRICE. Undoubtedly, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
. stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and the Chair stated that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. PRICE. Icall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 25. 

Mr. PRICE. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 


the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr.- 


PRICE] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, it was at the request of some of my 
friends that I demanded a quorum, and as they now release me I with- 
draw the call, not having any desire myself to consume time upon this 

uestion. y 
: The CHAIRMAN. ‘The call for a quorum is withdrawn; the ayes 
have it, and the decision of the Chair is sustained. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I move to Amend the bill by striking 
out in line 41 all after the words ‘‘clerks and messengers °’ down to 
and ineluding the forty-ninth line and inserting in lieu thereof 
“t $105,500.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I had understood that that proviso | J 


was inserted as a means of retrenchment in this branch of the service, 
but I see now that the gentleman proposes to strike it all ont. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; if it had stood as it was, the amount would 
be nearly one hundred and fifty thousand. This effects a saving of 
about $90,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman proposes to strike out the pro- 
viso. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; we propose to strike it out, to make this con- 
form to the law which the House has passed, limiting the service and 
the pay. 

Me HOLMAN. Then in fact this proviso is of no consequence. 

Mr: BRAGG. Not now. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the bill to which the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin refers become law? 

Mr. BRAGG. It will be law in a few days. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may not become a law. 

Mr. BRAGG. Whatif it is not law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. LI ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope some further explanation will be made, for I 
do not exactly apprehend the views of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. The sum named in the bill is $29,160. -Now this 
proposition largely increases the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will try to explain the matter so that the gentle- 
man from Indiana and other members of the committee may under- 
stand it. 

Under the present custom of the Department there are or may be 
employed one hundred and seventy-three clerks. By the previous par- 
agraph of this bill we have limited the number of these clerks to one 
hundred and three. Under the present system appropriation has beén 
made for sixty-six messengers, but in the previous paragraph of this 
bill we have limited the number of messengers to forty-five. Under 
existing arrangements those one hundred and seventy-three clerks re- 
ceive pay ranging from $92 to about $104 a month, making a sum of 
money larger by ,000 a year than the amount here appropriated. 


The reason the provisos were put in before amending this section as 
pro: by the committee was this: We had no assurance that we 
would be able to pass through this House our bill regulating and es- 
tablishing the general-service system of messengers and clerks. There- 
fore, in order to provide for those serving as general-service clerks, we 
in our bill limited the pay to such provisions as we saw would be 
authorized by existing law; that is, to the payment of $6 a month for 
fuel and $12 a month for rooms. We did this in analogy with the 
statute in connection with the Army bill, which fixes the com- 
mutation of the Lieutenant-General and the commanding generals and 
all other officers at $12 a room. By analogy with this payment of $12 
a room authorized by law for the officers of the Army, we allowed this 
payment toa clerk employed on detached duty, and who would neces- 
sarily require a room in order to discharge properly his duties. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition as it now stands in the bill, with 
the omissions which have been made, reads, I believe, in this form: 

For payment to enlisted men serving as gencral-service clerks and messengers, 
one hundred and thirt y-five in all, $29,160. 

Now, as I understand, the effect of the pending amendment is to 
increase the amount of the appropriation from $29,160 to the amount 
which the amendment names. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How does that happen? 

Mr. BRAGG. I have been trying to explain that; and if I have not 
done so, I can not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the effect of the gentleman’s amendment is to in- 
crease largely the appropriation, I desire to inquire further why should 
that be done? 

Mr. BRAGG. I will try again to explain that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the bill we pass should become a law and should 
have the same effect as the provision in the text of this bill, why does 
it become necessary to increase largely the appropriation? 

Mr. BRAGG. It does seem to me that the jingle of coppers some- 
times leads my distinguished friend astray, so that he loses that steady 
balance which at other times he is remarkable for possessing. The 
appropriation as it now stands in this bill is totally inadequate for the 
payment of these clerks; but it was the only appropriation we felt au- 
thorized to make until we had tried the sense of this House as to its 
willingness to organize a system of clerks and provide for their pay- 
ment. Therefore in the bill reported the number of clerks was lim- 
ited to one hundred and three, the number of messengers to forty-five, 
providing what their salaries should be, making the salary to be given 
them by law correspond to the salary which had been eked out for 
them in petit larcenies upon the different appropriations. The House 
sustained the bill which we reported for a general-service system of 
messengers and clerks, and the bill has gone to the Senate. Therefore, 
in placing in the hands of the Paymaster-General, money to discharge 
the liabilities of the Government in case that bill should become a law, 
we now make the appropriation large enough to meet the demands of 
the service. This is in lieu of all the provisos to which there was ob- 


ection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Suppose that the bill to which the gentleman 
refers should not pass the Senate and become a law, what would be the 
effect of the provision in this bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. The effect would be this: The money appropriated 
could only be paid at the rates specified. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Would $105,500 be sufficient, if the bill which 
has gone to the Senate should not become a law? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; butit would pay only one hundred and three 
clerks instead of one hundred and seventy-three, and forty-five messen- 
gers instead of sixty-six. In other words, wemake provision by money 
to pay the numberof men that we recognize ought to be employed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In any event it is manifest that in order to make 
this bill consistent with the bill which passed the other day the amount 
named here is too small, and ought to have been $105,500, instead of 
the amount as reported. I understand that to be the effect of the gen- 
tleman’s statement. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BRAGG, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. KING. I move the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That no enlisted man shall be employed or used as a valet or serv- 


ant, Any one violating this provision shall, upon conviction, be fined not less 
than $500 nor less than $1,000 for each and every such offense. 


Mr. BRAGG. I make a point of order against that amendment. 

Mr. KING. Iask the gentleman from Wisconsin to withhold his 
point of order until I can be heard upon the amendment for a few 
minutes. - ` 

Mr. BRAGG. I will hold the point in reserve and yield to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, * 5 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, whether there are statutes or regula- 
tions controlling this feature in the military service I have not been 
able to satisfy myself, butit has come to my knowledge that the prac- 
tice does exist of officers in the Army using enlisted men as servants 
or valeis. If such practice does prevail, surely some law should been- 
acted to do away with it. Itis discreditable. Nothing could degrade 
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and demoralize the service more than to make servants, lackeys, of our 
enlisted men. 

In the first place no, man worthy of wielding a sword or carrying a 
musket would accept such service. And when an enlisted man does 
go into such a position it must necessarily affect the morale of the com- 
mand. Itdegrades the men, and they feelit. We have a phenomenal 
spectacle in our Army, small as it is, in its list of deserters. 

The vast extent of desertion from the Army, amounting to nearly one- 
half of its force, is a question which should be investigated and some 
remedy applied to the evil. Why should so large a number of the 
American Army desert every year? They are better paid, better fed, 
and better clothed than the soldiers of any other army in the world. 

This army is commanded almost exclusively by graduates of the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point. Canitbe possible thatitis for want of judi- 
cious discipline that produces this disgraceful result? There is a great 
deal in the American soldier. He is more than a mere machine. He 
is a man, and isgoverned by the same instincts of higher manhood that 
controls the American citizen generally. He knows his rights and the 
natural dignity of his character, and when treated accordingly he will 
as a rule obey the Jaw under which he serves; but when called upon to 
perform menial service his manhood rebels. £ 

If officers want servants they should hire them as other men do, or 
Congress should provide them with servants. 

I do not understand from reading history, however, that the great 
commanders of the world were reared in such luxury. 

If, Mr. Chairman, there is no general law prohibiting this abuse, one 
should be enacted at the earliest date practicable and blot ont this. 
luxurious and demoralizing practice. 

I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

= “PAY OF THE STAFF CORPS, 


Corps of Engineers.—For one brigadier-general, six colonels, twelve licuten- 
ant-colonels, twenty-four majors, thirty captains (mounted), twenty-six first 
lieutenants (mounted), ten second lieutenants (mounted), and foradditional pay 
to adjutant and quartermaster, in all 


a 500, 
Additional pay For pay of officers in the Corps of Engineers for length of 


service, to be paid with their current monthly pay, $66,364. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words in 
line 67,‘‘ pay of the staff corps,” and insert “pay of Corps of Engi- 
neers.” 

My object in making that amendment is this : I wish to prevent the 
possibility even by implication of legislating so as to make the Corps 
of Engineers a part of the staff of the Army. The Corps of Engineers 
in our Army is a part of the line.” In European armies from which we 
took our system the corps of engineers constitutes a part of the line 
of the army, and there as here, the engineer officers have the right to 
command troops. 

On June 16, 1775, the Continental Congress resolved— 

That there be one chief engineer and two assistants at the grand army. 

On December 27, 1776, Congress resolved— 

That there be sixteen battalions of infantry, three thousand light-horse, three 
regiments of artillery, and a corps of engincers, 

On May 27, 1778, Congress resolved— 

That in the engineering department three companies be established, 

On the 11th of March, 1779, Congress resolyed— 

That the ongineers in the service of the United States shall be formed into a 
corps and styled the ‘Corps of Engineers,” and shall take rank and enjoy the 
meres rieh honors, and privileges with the other troops in the Continental es- 
; That a commandant of the Corps of Engineers shall be appointed by Congress 

In 1789 the Secretary of War, General Knox, recommended the or- 
ganization of ‘‘a small corps of artillerists and engineers.” 

On May 9, 1794, in the Third Congress (see volume 1, page 366), we 
find an act organizing a corps of artillerists and engineers, to consistof 
fifty-three officers, thirty-two cadets, and nine hundred and ninety-two 
enlisted men. This organization was certainly a part of the line of 
the Army. 

The act of March 3, 1795 (see volume 1, page 430), completed this 


corps. 

The act of April 27, 1793, Fifth Congress, second session (see vol- 
ume 1, page 552), provided for an additional regiment of artillerists 
and engineers. 

The act of July 16, 1798 (see volume 1, page 604), and the act of March 
3, 1799 (see volume 1, page 749), and the act of May 14, 1800, Sixth 
Congress (see volume 2, page 85), all legislate for the Corps of Engineers, 
but donot change its status as part of the line of the Army. 

The act of March 16, 1802, Seventh Congress (volume 2, page 132), 
provides that in place of the two regiments of artillerists and engineers 
there shall be one regiment of artillerists and one Corps of Engineers, 
and that the Corps of Engineers shall be stationed at West Point. 

Section 3 of theact of February 28, 1803, Seventh Co (volume 2, 
page 206), provides that the commanding offieer of the Corps of Engi- 
neers be authorized to enlist an artificer and enlisted men. 

The act of April 29, 1812, Twelfth Congress (volume 2, page 729), 
directs that— 


‘The artificers and privates in the Corps of Engineers shall be formed into a 


company, and be officered from the Corps of Engineers according as the com- 
manding officer of that corps may direct. : 


Section 6 of this act repeals the law which ‘' confines the selection of 
the commander of the Corps of Engineers to the said corps.’’ 

On June 23, 1812, the President instructed General Bloomfield to 
“assign officers of the Corps of Engineers to such duties in the line of 
the Army as may comport with their rank,” 

The act of March 2, 1821, Sixteenth Congress (volume 3, page 615), 
provides that the Corps of Engineers ‘‘ shall be retained in the service 
as at present o ized.” 

The act of May 15, 1846, Twenty-ninth Congress (volume 9, page 12), 
provides: 

That there be added to the Corps of Engineers one company of sappers 
miners, and pontoniers, to be called engineer soldiers. 

The act of August 3, 1861, Thirty-seventh Congress (volume 12, 
page 287), provides— 

That there shall be added to the Corps of Engineers three companies of en- 
gineer soldiers, to be commanded by appropriate officers of said corps. 

The act of August 6, 1961, Thirty-seventh Congress (volume 12, page 
317), provides— 

That there be added to the Corps of Toposraphina) Engineers one company 
of soldiers, to be commanded by appropriate officers of said corps. ` 

The act of March 3, 1863, Thirty-seventh Congress, third session 
(volume 12, page 743), merged the Corps of Topographical Engineers’ 
with the €orps of Engineers. 

The act of July 28, 1866, Thirty-ninth Congress (volume 14, page 
335, section 20), provided that— 

Five companies of engineer soldiers shall constitute a battalion of engineers 
to be officered by officers of the Corps of Engineers. 

I have now called attention to every law passed by the Continental 
Congress, or by Congress under the Constitution, which is pertinent to 
my argument. It will be observed that every law treats of the Corps 
of Engineers as constituting part of thelineof the Army. It will also 
be observed that the seinor officer is invariably referred to as the com- 
manding officer of the Corps of Engineers, which precludes the possi- 
bility of the corps being regarded as a staff organization. 

As additional proof that the Corps of Engineers was not a part of the 
general staff of the Army, I call the attention of the committee to the 
act of March 3, 1813, Twelfth Congress, second session (volume 2, page 
816), and the act of April 24, 1816, Fourteenth Congress (volume 3, 
page 297), one of the purposes of these acts being to designate the offi- 


‘cers of which the general staff shall consist, and in neither of these acts 


is the Corps of Engineers included as a part of the staff., : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having seen that every Jaw enacted since the 
organization of our Government provided for a Corps of Engineers as a 
part of the line of the Army, I think it a bad precedent to class the 
Corps of Engineers in this bill as a part of the staff. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama if he is willing to say that engineers have always been rated as 
belonging to the line of the Army? 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘There have been efforts on several occasions to 
classify them as part of the staff organizations, or it would be more 
exact to say that efforts have been made to deprive engineer officers of 
the prerogatives of command which are enjoyed by officers of the line. 
This was the gravamen of the controversy which arcse in 1803 between 
Colonel Williams, of the engineers, and Captain Izard, of the artillery. 
This conflict was practically settled by the enactment of the sixty-third 
article of war, which empowered the President to assign engineer ofi- 
cers to the command of troops, (See act April 10, 1806, Ninth Con- 
gress, volume 2, page 259.) It is also true that in the Army Register 
for 1879 the words ‘‘staff corps’’ were printed at the top of the pages 
which contained the Corps of Engineers. But this was regarded as un- 
authorized, and it has never been repeated. 

While this may at first sight appear to be a matter of little moment 
yet if the members of this House will reflect the objection to the im- 
proper designation of corps will become clearly apparent. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, it is most astounding that certain men 
have fed upon such meat that, like Cæsar, they have grown too great 
to belong anywhere. There is somebody who has said, and I think 
a poet, that there isa certain class of people who are too good for 
heaven, too mean for hell, and nobody knew where they were going. 

We have an Engineer Corps which has actually outgrown its panta- 
loons. It sets itself up as an independent institution. It does not be- 
long to the staff of the Army, oh! no, because then it would be under 
the command of somebody. They have no command in the line of the 
Army; they do not serve in the line. Who are they ? 

These are the distinguished gentlemen who spend the millions on 
rivers and harbors under the direction of the Secretary of War. They 
are a part of hisstaff. z 

Mr. WHEELER. Do not you admit that there are five companies 
in the line of the Army? 

.Mr. BRAGG. Oh, yes; you have some men who are in training for 
sappers and miners, and things of that sort. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it does not requireany such thing as a statute to 
determine what a staff is. These gentlemen only claim now to be ex- 
cused. Why, the Army is no longer a thing for them to be in; for if 
they go in the staff it implies that they are under somebody ! 
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Let us see if they have any recognition in thestatute. What do the 
military terms imply ? 

The staff of the Army may be properly designated under three heads— 

And I read now from a standard military dictionary— 

The general staff, consisting of the adjutant-general, assistant adjutants-gen- 
eral, aides-de-camp, r-general, and assistant inspectors-general. 

Now, in framing this Army bill I classified them and put them under 
the general staff. There is no statute which defines what the general 
staff shall be, but that is exactly what the general staff means. Let us 
see what the authorities say: 

Second, the staff corps: These are 
are confined to distin 

Who are they? 

The engineer corps, the to phical engineers, are such a staffcorps. The 
ordnance, the quartermaster, subsistence, the medical, and the pay depart- 
ments are staff departments. 

In drawing the bill I have considered first the general staff, so that the 
country may see exactly what they cost. Then Iset apart the staff corps, 
so that the country could see exactly what the engineers cost; and then the 
staff departments, in order, as they come under the definition of staff as 
defined here by a standard military dictionary, a recognized authority 
every where, tosee what each one of these different branches of the service 
costs; and it is nothing but miserable squeamishness upon the part of 
these people, who are afraid to be classed in this manner with the com- 
mon herd. They do not want to go down with the ignobile vulgus; 
that would wound their sensitive pride. But when you go near one 
of these people it is, “‘procu?, procul este, profani—I am an engineer!” 

Mr. STORM was recognized, and yielded his time tọ Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am sorry indeed, Mr. Chairman, to differ with 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, for 
whom I have the highest respect; but I think. he makes a great error 
in saying that the Engineer Corps are afraid of being classed with the 
common herd. Certainly the gentleman does not regard the staff of 
the Army as `‘ common.” ` 

The staff corps are held up asthe very élite of the &ite of the Army, 
and the engineers have no objection to be classed as members of the 
staff as far as that word goes. 

But this bill and all laws ought to be so constructed as to work for 
the best interests of the service, and to place the Engineer Corps of the 
Army into the staff would have the effect to prevent these distinguished 
officers from having any command, Everybody in the House knows—— 

Mr. BRAGG. What command do they have now? 

Mr. WHEELER. They have the right to command, and it ought 
to be so fixed as to secure to an officer of engineers the same chance as 
any other officer of the line of the Army to assume any command that 
pa ae fall to him when on any duty to which he could or might be 


special corps or departments, whose duties 
ct branches of the service. 


Mr. BRAGG. And you propose to take them off the staff and put 
them in the line? 
- Mr. WHEELER. By all means; that is where they belong. There 
was no law ever made by the United States that places them in the staff 
until this bill proposed to put them there. The new rules prescribe 
that there shall be no legislation in appropriation bills, and this attempt 
to put them in the staff does put legislation upon an appropriation bill 
because it defines them as the staff when they actually belong to the 
line 


Now every member of this House knows that the Engineer Corps is 
composed of the most distinguished graduates of West Point. 

Mr. LONG. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. Do you not claim that the engineers belong to the line 
now? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido. They belong to the line under every law 
from 1776 down to the present day. 

Mr. BRAGG. Where is their command? 
engineers at Willets Point? 

Mr. WHEELER. Some are there and some are elsewhere. But 
during the war every gentleman knows there were regiments of engineers 
under the command of distinguished. engi officers. Lientenants, 
captains, or majors were made colonels of volunteer regiments of en- 
pon Sany put in command of these regiments of engineers and did 

e duty. 

Mr. BRASG. You may have had them where you were. We had 


not. 

Mr. WHEELER. They had them in Thomas’s army and Sherman’s 
army, and in all the armies on both sides; and no proper army was ever 
orgunized in Europe or America without regiments of engineers com- 
manded by regular engi officers. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. I am thoroughly in sympathy with the view of the 
gentleman from Alabama. But it is not settled law that they are in 
the line. I have investigated the matter lately in connection with the 
army bill which I have had in charge, and at the suggestion of the War 
Department and the Engineer Department have incorporated in the bill 


Is there a battalion of 


a provision that they should be in theline. The question has been de- 
cided differently by different Secretaries. à) 
Mr. WHEELER. I think my friend is mistaken as to its having 
ever been formally and officially decided that the Corps of Engineers 
was part of the staff of the Army. In 1803 the Secretary of War de- 
cided that officers of engineers should not command any officer or troops 
of any other corps except by special orders of the President. The 
other corps referred to in this order were necessarily the artillery, cav- 
alry, or infantry, and as it speaks of them as ‘‘other corps” it must 
be obvious that these corps and the Corps of Engineers were at that 
time regarded as corps of the line of the Army. ‘The reason given for 
the order was that “‘the scientific pursuits of the Corps of Engineers 
do not allow time for attention to details, police, and discipline of the 
n 


It is true that engineer officers are frequently detailed for staff duty, , 
but this is equally true of the officers of the artillery, cavalry, and in- 
fantry, and no one has ever made an effort to maintain the proposition 
that such details affected in any way the status of the corps to which - 
they belonged. ° 

Besides all this every law ever enacted with regard to the Corps of 
Engineers has put them in the line, and not one law speaks of them as 
being in the staff. 

Mr. BRAGG. Did you ever hear of a man being promoted in linear 
promotion to fill a vacancy as a captain, major, or colonel in the En- 
gineer Corps? i 

Mr. WHEELER. Inall regiments of engineers or corpsof engineers 
they are promoted in regular order, the same as in other parts of the 
line. s 

Mr. VIELE. Did you ever hear of an engineer officer fighting In- 
dians? 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; because they have other duties to per- 
form. But engineer officers were on duty as officers of regiments or 
battalions of engineers during the war in every campaign on both sides. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to repeat that this bill com- 
mences by implication to put the Corps of Engineers where they do not _ 
belong according to the statutes. ‘That is not good legislation. 

The distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin, the chairman of our 
committee (and an admirable chairman he is, too), admits that there 
are now five companies of engineers commanded by engineer officers.’ If 
they are staff officers, what right have they to be commanding troops? 
And yet, ever since we have had an Army organization, officers of the 
Corps of Engineers have been commanding companies or battalions of 
engineer troops. ‘ 

I hope the committee wlll sustain this amendment, because at any 
rate it can not do a particle of harm, and I assure the committee it 
will do good. : 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 67, strike out the words “ staff corps.” 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to state this is a mere head- 
line for the provisions following. It is not transferred to the act which 
is published in the Statutes at Large, and will not appear. as a part of 
the law. It is not transferred to the law as printed, and would be 
omitted by the enrolling clerks. Í 

Mr. WHEELER. The object might be accomplished by transferring 
the words ‘‘pay of staff corps’’ from line 67 to below line 77. Thatis 
where it should come in. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think not. We can not do that. 

Mr. WHEELER. I insist on my original amendment, which will 
attain the object which I have in view. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BRAGG. I hope the committee will not rise yet, but will make 
some further progress with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not debatable. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 33. 

So the motion was agreed to. * 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
biil (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending Juné 30, 1887, and for other purposes, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned until Monday at 11 o’clock a. m., 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of delegates of District Assembly No. 
66, Knights of Labor, of the District of Columbia, for the passage of the 
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bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam engineering in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of John J. Nissley and many others, of 
Hummelstown, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, for the of a 
law to redeem the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 4,454 citizens of various parts of Utah 
Territéry, and of 3,110 citizens of Weber County, Utah Territory, 
earnestly protesting inst the enactment of any legislation which 
will deprive them of all voice in the government of that Territory, by 
disfranchising them, through test-oaths, on account of their religious 
belief, as proposed by the minotihy pariy of said Territory; also against 
the of any law which would abolish the Legislature of Utah 

and create for the government of the Territory a legislative commis- 
_sion—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Hester Ann Ridout, administratrix 
of Hester Ann and Matilda Chase, Anné Arundel County, Maryland; 
of A. T. Sneufiler, of Frederick County, and of Philip Shearer, for pay- 
ment of supplies and stores taken and used by the Army of the United 
States during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of Drovers and Mechanics’ National 

, and others, of Baltimore, in favor of the redemption of the trade- 
dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Elizabeth Denges, for a widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of 35 ladies of Red Oak, Iowa, in favor of 
the passage of the temperance educational bill—to the Committee on 
Education. 5 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of J. B. Roeder, J. E. Balliet, W. H. 
Ainey, C. M. W. Keck, Jas. P. Barnes, Wm. Reimer, Martin Kemever, 
W. R. Steckel, M. J. Kramer, F. M. Kramer, Jas. B. Smith, A. G. 
Renninger & Co., Wm. R. Lawfer & Co., Bittner, Hansicken & Co., 
Jacob L. Fan &Co., Hartzer Bros., Koch Bros., Keller & Brother, M. L. 
Young & Co., Brobet, Diehl & Co., H. M. Leh & Co., Trexler & Hart- 
zell, W. H. Taylor & Co., B. F. Heinbach & Co., Zellner Bros., H. 
Leh & Co., and several others, of Allentown, Pa., praying Congress to 
pe a law redeeming the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and Measures. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Resolution of the Legislature of Ohio, in 
favor of ting pensions to prisoners of war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of colored'citizens of Denison, 
Tex., praying Con to make a per capita appropriation of $100 to 
transport them to Liberia—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petitionof Assembly No. 4482 of Knights of Labor, 
of Gloster, Mont., protesting against passage of the free-ship bill— 
- the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 

nterests. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition to amend the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of D. D. Cassiday and others, of Amster- 
dam, N. Y., praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Letter of Governor Hubbard, of Minnesota, 
relating to pension of Mrs, P. L. Dartt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The followi titions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific. temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Of Rev. H. C. McCook and 91 others, citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pa. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Of citizens of Deer Lodge County, Montana Terri- 


tory. sea 
By Mr. WINANS: Of citizens of Genesee County, Michigan. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, May 10, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of April 16, 1886, a report of Lieut. Henry T. Allen of his explorations 
of Copper, Tanand, and Koyukuk Rivers, in Alaska, in the year 1885, 
with accompanying maps, photographs, and drawings explanatory 
thereof; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As this communication is accom- 
panied by a number of documents, it will be referred, together with the 
papers, to the Committee on Printing. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in reference to a 
resolution of February 16, 1886, a report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office as to the employment of special agents for the de- 
tection of fraud in the entries of public lands; which, with the accom- 
panying pa‘ was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Ohio, in favor of the of the bill 
(S. 779) for ioning prisoners of war who were co in the con- 


federate military prisons during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, favoring the passage of the bill to create a court of customs 
and to prevent undervaluation; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Healso presented a petition of 88 dairymenand butter-makers of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the bill placing the manufacture and sale or 
all imitations of butter under the control of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue and taxing them at 10 centsa pound; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Tippecanoe Club of Marion County, 
Indiana, praying that a monument be erected over the remains of Gen- 
eral William Henry Harrison at North Bend, Ind.; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Dr. H. Sanche, of Port Gib- 
son, Miss., prayiyg governmental aid in his researches into the preven- 
tion and cure of yellow fever; which was referred to the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a petition of 426 citizens of Oil City, Pa., 
in which they set forth that they labor under great inconvenience for 
want of a suitable public building for the United States post-office, in- 
ternal-revenue and other offices connected with Government business, 
and praying an appropriation of $50,000 for the erection of a building 
proper forsuch purposes. ‘The petitioners further state that the large 
commercial and manufacturing interests located there demand a com- 
modiousand conveniert building. Thispetition issigned by the mayor, 
postmaster, treasurer, president of the board of ‘eas, pa by most of 
the prominent and leading business firms of Oil City. I trust that this 
petition will receive the careful and favorable consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom I move its reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of Granges No, 533, No. 625, No. 
210, No. 792, No. 508, No. 141, No. 135, and No. 204, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Berne, Serre praying for the suppression of the manufact- 
ure and sale of all imitation dairy products; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of Granges No. 135, No. 792, No. 508, No. 
141, No. 210, No. 533, No. 204, and No, 625, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of all 
agricultural raw matcrials; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. : 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill legalizing contracts be- 
tween commercial associations and carriers; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Patrons of Husbandry of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of all agricult- 
ural raw materials; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented two petitions of Patrons of Husbandry of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of all 
imitation dairy products; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 556 citizens of Bloomsburg, Columbia 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a bill embodying the 
recommendations of the national pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Henderson and other citizens of 
Brookville, Pa., and a petition of citizens of Orwigsburg and Pottsville, 
Pa., praying for the passage of a bill providing for the redemption of 
the trade-dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON. [also present a petition signed by 213 citizens of 
Pottsville, Pa., praying for the passage of a law providing for the re- 
demption of the trade-dollar. I call the attention of the Committee 
on Finance to this subject, as a bill introduced by my colleague [Mr. 
MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania] in the early part of the session has been 
before that committee for fourmonths. Numerous citizens of my State 
are interested in the passage of the bill, and I should be glad if the com- 
mittee would give the subject early consideration. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON. [also present numerous petitions sent to my col- 
league [Mr. MITCHELL], who is necessarily absent on account of sick- 
ness. I present the petitions of many Granges of Patrons of Husbandry 
in Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill to suppress the manu- 
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facture and sale of imitation butter. I move the reference of the peti- 
tions to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr: CAMERON. Ialso present on behalf of my colleague sundry 
memorials of Granges of Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating against 
legislation to admit wool, tobacco, &c., free of duty. I move the refer- 
ence of the memorials to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. `I also present on behalf of my colleague a petition 
of the Association of Ex-Prisoners of War of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the passage of what is known as the Logan war-prisoner’s pension 
bill, I move its reference to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. On behalf of my colleague I also present a petition 
of the board of directors of the First National Bank of Conshohocken, 
Pa., praying for the passage of a law providing for the retirement of 
the trade-dollar. I move the reference of the petition to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lalso present on behalf of my colleague a petition 
of the Society of Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for legislation 
to provide exemplary punishment for seduction. I move the reference 
of the petition to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

- Mr. CAMERON. I also present on behalf of my colleague a memo- 
rial of Knights of Labor, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the passage of the free-ship bill. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. = 

Mr. PLATT. I present the petition of A. B. Osborne and others, of 
New Haven, Conn., praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar. I 
notice among the names appended to the petition those of the governor 
of the State of Connecticut and sundry other very influential citizens. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of J. S. Hackett, J. E. Kid- 
dall, L. M. Backus, and various other citizens of North Tunbridge, Vt., 
praying that the manufacture of imitation butter be prohibited, and 
that it shall not be sold under any other name, if at all, than its true 
name. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions adopted by the E. B. Wolcott 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of in- 
creasing pensions of soldiersand their widows and children; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also presented the petition of Margaret Lynch, of Clark County, 
Wisconsin, mother of Lewis Lynch, late a private in Company I, Four- 
teenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, praying to be allowed an in- 
crease of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Frank E. Swenson and other citi- 
zens of McLean County, Dakota Territory, praying for legislation in 

rd to the exemption from taxation of the lands of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of Arabella Codding- 
ton, who served in the hospital service during the late war, praying 
for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Iowa, praying that Mrs. 
Eliza Ferguson, widow of Hance Ferguson, late a private in the Thirty- 
third Iowa Volunteer Infantry, may be restored to the pension-rolls; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of Professor J. C.. Arthur and 4 
others, a committee appointed by the American Association for the Ad- 
vancement of Science, praying that an appropriation be made for in- 
vestigating the nature of the diseases of fruits, fruit trees, grains, and 
plants; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Ann Arbor and Nashville, in the State of Michigan, praying 
for legislation appropriate for the protection of young girls in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and other localities within the jurisdiction of the 
United States; which were referred to’ the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. : 

Mr. PALMER. [I also present the memorial of John R. Hinton and 
15 other citizens of McLean County, Dakota, setting forth the inability 
of that county to meet its necessary expenditures by reason of the ex- 
emption of railroad lands within its limits from taxation, and praying 
for relief. I do not know to what committee the memorial should be 
referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To the Committee on Territories, 
the Chair suggests. 

Mr. PALMER. Task for the printing of the memorial in the REC- 
ORD. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think a bill upon that subject has already been 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwas going to make that suggestion, and that 
the memorial lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER. Asa bill on the subject has been reported, I have 
no objection to the memorial lying on the table. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been reported, the 
memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petitions of William L. Prince and others, 
of Cumberland, Me., and the petition of J. S. Barstow and others, of 
North Yarmouth, Me., praying for a revenue tax on adulterated butter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DOLPH presented four petitions of frecholders of Whitman 
County, Washington Territory, and Nez Percé County, Idaho Terri- 


tory, praying for the opening of the De Smet Mission Withhold and, 


the allotment of lands to the Indians in severalty; which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I presenta petition somewhat numerously signed 
by citizens of Arizona, praying that the House bill recently passed grant- 
ing pensions to survivors of the Mexican war be defeated in the Senate 
because it does not give them enough. I do not concur in the prayer, 
but I present the petition, and move its reference to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented memorials of the Knights of Labor of 
South Bend and Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana, remonstrating 
against the employment of convict labor on public works; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of rt, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of August Sowers, of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the passage of a bill granting him an amended discharge; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of Washing- 
ton Territory, praying that the county of Columbia, in Washington 
Territory, be authorized to issue bonds for the construction of a court- 
house; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. GEORGE presented the memorial of Louis Levy, of Brook- 
haven, Lincoln County, Mississippi, praying relief against a judgment 
rendered by the special court on the Alabama claims dismissing his 
claim for indemnity, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of J. K. Mitchell, of Richmond, Va., 
praying for the removal of his disability under the fourteenth amend- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS presented: four petitions of citizens of Crawford and 
Cherokee Counties, Kansas, praying for the creation of another judicial 
district in that State; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of a very considerable num- 
ber of colored citizens of Whitfield County, Georgia, who state that 
they are descendants of a people torn from Africa and brought to this 
country, where for two hundred years their children have contributed 
by their labor to increase the wealth of every portion of the United 
States. They greatly desire to go to the land of their forefathers and 
make it their home, but they have not the means of paying their pas- 
sage and providing for their immediate wants on their arrival in Li- 
beria. They therefore ask for the appropriation by Congress of not ex- 
ceeding $100 per capita, to beexpended under the direction of the Amer- 
ican Colonization Society in paying the expenses of emigrants to Libe- 
ria and providing six months’ shelter and support for themselves and 
their children on their arrival there. 

I suppose the petition had better be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, as it involves a large expenditure of money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Similar petitions have been referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BROWN. Then there is no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of George W. Stevenson, late a 
private in Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. t 

He also presented the petition of John Cox, late a private in Com- 
pany H, Twentieth Illinois Infantry, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on, Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Sergeant Ryon Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Brashear, Mo., praying for the passage of pension laws 
as recommended by the national pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Chicago and 
Coultersville, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of colored citizens of the United States, 
praying that Congress appropriate money to transport them to Liberia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations - 
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Mr. GIBSON presented a petition ofthe mayorand councilmen of Baton 
Rouge, La., ae for the reopening of the old Natchez road, which 
runs through the Pan N at that place; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 428) to provide for the appointment and compensa- 
tion of a district judge for the southern district of Alabama, moved its 
indefinite post, ; which was agreed ‘to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation of a district 
judge for the southern district of Alabama, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom were referred the following bills, secret them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of John Taggart. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iami by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post- to whom was referred the bill (S. 933) for the relief of M. 
C. Mordecai, to reportit back to the Senate. On examination of the case 
the committee are satisfied that it properly belongs to the Committee on 
Claims. I therefore move that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads be from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 461) to change the time of holding United States 
circuit and district courts in the southern oera of the State of Flor- 

moved its indefinite postponement; w. was agreed to. 
a also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
oe H. R. 5221) to change the time of holding United States circuit and 
ict courts in the southern district of the State of Florida, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same commi: to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, Little River, and Sevier from 
the western and add them to the eastern district of Arkansas, reported 
it without amendment. 

_ Mr. BLATR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7329) granting a pension to Patrick McKean; 

A bill (S. 2258) to increase the pension of James E. Gott; 

A bill (H. R. 5643) granting an increase of pension to ‘Charles F. 
Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 4644) granting a pension to Noah B. Brookshire; and 

A bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to Henrietta Fisher. 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, itsClerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
réquested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 1177) granting a pension to William J. Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 2968) granting a pension to Harriet Peak; 

A bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Thomas Tegan 

A bill (H. R. Bad) fo penton the Hanna of Aluier Maxson tothe pen? 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingman; 

A bill (H. R. pee granting a pension to James T. Irwin; 

A bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to John H. Downing; 

A bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Clark; 

‘A bill (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary Hawhe; 

A bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Maria Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 5492) granting a pension to Eliza Newman; 

A bill (H. R. granting a pension to May riade Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to May Vance; 

A bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Louis A. Wollenweber; 

A bill (H. R. iS) cet a an OME A Cartin; 

A bill (H. R. 6753) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice E. Travers; 

A bill (H. R. 6895 a pension to Sarah Harbaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 7066) for the of Andrew G. Hillberg; 

A bill (H. R. 353) to pension Spencer W. Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of Joseph Guy; 

A bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 

A bill (H. R. “ee for the relief of Green Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. 7401) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 7436) to grant a pension to Mary Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. ar to increase the poren of ast Tongue; 

A bill (H. R. 7511) granting a pension fargaret Lucy; 

A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Katharina Nickert 

A bill (H. R. 7660) granting a pension to James Stobangh; 

A bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to Wilhelm Nolte; 


ill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Edwin R. Parks; 
hill {EL E Bees to increase the pension of Loren Burritt; and 
A bill (H. R. 8325 pointe rener O Jote ea 
The above thirty-five pension bills were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Porsa 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2374) i) granting 
sion to Mrs. Arabella Coddington; which was read by its tle, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2375) to restore Mrs. Eliza Ferguson to 
the pension-roll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2376) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Hedrick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT. At the request of my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY], who 
is unable to be in the Senate to-day, I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 2377) to authorize the United States district court for the 
northern district of California to proceed in the case of the executors 
and heirs of Augustine de Yturbide, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2378) to regulate the effect of 
judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States in the several 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2379) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; 
peg was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


penn CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2380) for a public bnil 
West Chester, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and refe 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2381) granting a pension to Daniel Shock; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2382) granting a pension to Alice Kelley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2383) for the relief of Thomas Mar- 
tin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2384) granting a pension to William 
Senses which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to John Mc- 
Carty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a biil (S. 2386) granting a pension to Mary P, 
Jarvis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2387) to incorporate 
the Washington and Tennallytown Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2388) granting a pension to Alonzo 
Raymond; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2389) granting a pension to Samuel H, 
Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2390) granting a pension to J. B. Farmer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2391) granting a pension to John G. 
Warren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in the progress of the debate on the fish- 
ery resolution the other day it was stated that there was a law which 
already gave the President of the United States full authority to issue 
proclamation closing ports of the United States under certain circum- 
stances. I have examined that law and all other laws which I can find 
touching that subject, and Iam not satisfied. I believe that those laws 
were intended to apply to discriminating duties, to tonnage and port 
charges, and not to the existing condition.of things as between this 
country and Canada. 

A law authorizing the President to issue proclamation should be clear 
and unmistakable in its terms, so that in addition to the responsibility 
of issuing the proclamation he should not have the responsibility of un- 
dertaking to determine the meaning ofalaw. Therefore I believe itto 
be necessary; and I introduce the bill which I send to the Chair, and ask 
its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2392) to limit the commercial privileges of vessels of for- 
eign countries in the ports of the United States to such purposes as are 
accorded to American vessels in the ports of such foreign countries, was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the the bill be read at length, 
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‘The bill was read the second time at length, as follows : 


Be tt enacted, &c., That whenever any foreign country va Aaron sony yom been 
placed on the samo footing in the porta of the United Si 
sels (the coastwise trade 
any of the commercial — — 
ports, or waters of fade Stes come shall u 
receiving information of the conan 


tim 
Late vis of such foreign < tries, all oe ch beeen Sore 
e su ss all v o country of a 
simi N hatake to the vessels oi the United grannies peed 


ficer, or agent of any vessel such forei, 

from the exercise of any 
Saa OREnY aeS oanyniyeon by said Ae pE Dri in the 
of the United ameti such vessel, 


lor or on accountof 
tackle, furniture, 
and to ais al gg to on 
the United States in 


person in such op; 
and upon convi 


two years. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine one question 
about the bill, whether it is to enlarge and increase the powers of the 
President of the United States or to restrict those he now has over this 
same subject. 

Mr. FRYE. I said when I presented the bill that I had examined 
the law to which reference was made in the discussion of the fishery 
zaonen and in my judgment it does not authorize the President to 

e p ion under existing circumstances, but it was a law in- 
à tendes to authorize him to issue proclamation touching discriminating 
duties, discriminations in tonnage and port having no refer- 
erence whatever to privileges of this kind; and I wanted to give him 
full authority, when he received what heregarded assufficient informa- 
tion, to close our ports against any foreign nation which discriminated 
against us. That is the only purpose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2393) granting a pension to Anna 
M. Marshall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2394) for the relief 
of John McGuire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. A few weeks since I introduced a bill, and had 
it referred to the Judiciary Committee, authorizing the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company under certain conditions and limitations to use the 
money in the Treasury placed there by the Thurman act for the pur- 
pose of constructing branch roads. Since that time the people of Ne- 
braska and other States and Terrftories have given the matter consid- 
eration; and the people of Nebraska particularly have desired that 
another bill should be introduced, a bill authorizing the Union Pacific 
Railroad to use the credit of that company instead of the money now in 
the Treasury for the same purpose, the building of branch roads, the 
company feeling that the law of 1873 stands in the way of using their 
credit for any such purpose. 

It isa matter of congratulation that although from 1873 until a recent 

period there has not been a management of the Union Pacific Railroad 
which a single provision of that law, there is now. a man- 
agement which we understand do recognize the force of the law, and 
they unite in asking Congress that they may be allowed that credit for 
this purpose. 
Although the bill does not contain all I desire, still it is such as a 
portion of the people of Nebraska wish to have enacted; and as their 
representative and by their request I present it. It has at least one 
feature which those who are hoping for honest railroad building at 
some time in thiscountry indorse, which is that under no circumstances, 
under no conditions, shall the branch lines which are hereby authorized 
to be built be stocked or bonded for an amount beyond the actual cash 
eost of the road so built. 

For the reasons above stated I therefore introduce the bill at this 
time and ask that it be referred to the Judiciary Committee, to whom 
was referred the bill first introduced, desiring that committee to give it 
early consideration, because the people of Nebraska believe, and I think 
the people of the Northwest generally believe, that this bill is far more 
important to the interest of the people than the funding bill postpon- 
ing the debt due from the Union Pacific Railroad to the Government 
seventy years, which has already been reported from that committee. 

The bill (S. 2395) to authorize and empower the Union Pacifie Rail- 
road to construct branch roads was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2396) for the relief of Lonis Charles 
Perret; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on-Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of submitted six amendments intended to 
be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


rts, 
vessel and its g, 
the United States utd any person opposi lenio tos ure 


on shall be liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 
Ordered, That Mrs. E. A. Benham, widow of General H. W. Benham, haye leavo 
to withdraw the papers in her case from the files of the Senate. 
THE DAVID J. ADAMS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous.consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, ifin 
his opinion not incompatible with the public interest, any near ce in the 
Seem es of the Government concerning the all seizure of the United 

ates amine A eE David J. Adams, while engaged in lawful commerce in one 
of the ports in the Dominion of Canada, and what measures, if any, have been 
taken to protect fishing vessels of the United States while engaged in lawful 
commerce in the ports of the Dominion of Canada, 


Mr. DAWES submitted the fellowing resolution; which was consid- 


t ee and agreed to: 


measures, pert, 
citizens = rhs phina in lawful yf stant in the ports of the Dominion of Can- 
ada; and to report by bill or otherwise. 


INDIAN TRADERS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he: , directed to 
inform the Senate whether any applications for the renewal of licenses cf In- 
dian traders have been refused by him, or by any — of the Interior De- 
partment, and, if so, the names of all traders whose licenses have not been ro- 
newed on application, with the agency at which each of the same was located ; 
alsotostate whether any charges were presented against such traders, or any of 
them, and if not, upon what ground, Gon: by what authority of law, the renewal 
of such licenses, or any of them, was denied. 


THE RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolutions; which were read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed, when the river and 
larbor appropriation bill shall be reported, to report as to each public work for 
which an appropriation is made in said bill, the facts which render such appro- 
rioria advisable and of national importance, and the condition of the york, 


Peaid, That there be an additional clerk for the Committee on Commerce 
for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. LOGAN submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Committee on Pensions be 


requested to report back to the Senate the bill (S. 35) for the repeal of the lim- 
itation on arrears of pensions. . 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced thatthe House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Enols Lloyd; 

A bill(H. R. 5886) making appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; 

A bill (H. R. 7364) authorizing the Secretary of War to allow the 
interment in the national cemetery at New Berne, in theState cf North 
Carolina, of the remains of the late Mrs. Harriet B. Lehman; 

A bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and. harbors, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8329) to relieve Lewis F. Casey, of Illinois, of diss- 
bilities under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The meaag? also announced that the House had passed th: follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 

A bill (S. 483) to restore Sidney B. Tullar to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 612) granting a pension to William Weightman; 

A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Elise Burki; 

A bill ie 857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; 

A bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; 

A bill (S. 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Barker; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bassett; 

A bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to David W. Hamilton; 

A bill (8. 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson; 

A bill (S. 1630) granting a pension to Jamgs C. Chandler; 

A bill (S. 1998) for the relief of John D. Ham; 

A bill (S. 2134) granting a pension to Patrick A. Callanan; 

A bill (S. 2185) for the relief of George Titus; 

A bill fe es} granting a pension to Lonis Melcher; and 

A bill (S. 2188) granting.a pension to Ann Smith. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1398) to grant a pension to Silas S. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; 
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A bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldri 
A bill (H. R. 3921 


and 

A bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills each with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill fe 1065) granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson; 

A bill (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the Kensington and Ta- 
cony Railroad Company through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 2187) "for the relief of Rebecca E. Hastings. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. 
McMillan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R, 1027) for the extension and repair of the public build- 
ing at Belfast, Me. ; 

A bill & R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress for the constrne- 
tion of a bridge by the Nashville, Jacksonand Memphis Railroad Com- 
pany over the Tennessee River; 

ah bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid-Transit Railway 

any to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 
ill (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a pile and ponton 
milvay and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River from the city of 
, Minn., to the opposite shore in the State of Wisconsin; 

a hin H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesvilleand Chickasaw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Cook County, Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Mis- 
souri River at Pierre, Dak. ; 

A bill (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the statue of Maj. Gen. 
John A. oe from its present location to a site to be selected by the 

of War; 

A bill (H. R. 661) granting the right of way through the Fort Selden 
military reservation in New Mexico to the Rio Grande, Mexico and 
Pacific Railroad Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH BRIDESBURG ARSENAL GROUNDS. 


Mr. CAMERON. [ask that Senate bill 1105, which has just been 
returned from the House of Representatives with an amendment, be 
laid before the Senate for action upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.1105) grant- 
ing the right of way to the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Company 
through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Philadelphia, Pa. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the House of Representa- 
ives, which was, at the end of line 19, to add the following proviso: 


Provided, og tara That before this act shall take effect the 
shall cause to be assessed the damages which may accrue to the United States, 
if any, by the grant of this aes abak. by three ofticers of the Army, and the 
amount of the award paid into the Treasury. 


„Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


ADJUSTMENT OF .POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 


Mr. INGALLS. I @fer for adoption the resolutions which I bend to 
the Chair. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 
csc That ma ic rerna e er be directed ze report to pater 95 all 
e lications oi postmasters and late postmasters ior readjustmen: ol salary 
under the act of March 3, 1883, from the State of Kansas, which haye been passed 
pon, with a statement exhibiting the amount of pay each postmaster would 
ieee received if paid upon the basis of commissions under the act of 1854; and 
the amount of salary allowed and paid under the act of say 1,1864; and the 
amount of salary allowed under the act of March 3,1883; and riod of sery- 
ice for which such allowance was made; such statement to exhibit by com- 
the amount of salary allowed under the act of 1864 and the amount of 
commissions under the act of 1854 in all Bans cases in which an allowance has 
been refused under the act of March 3, 1883. 
) Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to transmit to the Senatea 
copy of the syllabus of the opinion of the Attorney-General construing the act 
of 3, 1883, as prepared and published by Postmaster-General Gresham on 
the 16th of February, 1884. 
a Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


) Mr. CONGER. Does the first resolution confine the inquiry to the 
State of Kansas? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. 
. Mr. CONGER. I sane 2 strike out the words ‘‘ the State of Kan- 
gas,” 


A bill (H. R. ai for the relief of Eleanor C. 
dge; 
granting an increase of pension to Richard Gear; 


Mr. INGALLS. So as to make the request general ? 

Mr. CONGER. So as to make the request general. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. HOAR. Let the resolutions be read. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read as pro- 

to be amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. Read the resolutions again, and then report the 
amendment afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of theSenator from 
Michigan will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out the words Beige the State of Kan- 
sas,’’ so as to read: 
ar ness ee foe siopa apais be directed to report via e per Senate all 

e aj ons oO masters for 
Gadan thse act of Sree a 1sss whe which Nea teen passed Boao an ery: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed toif 
there be no objection. -The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. After the word *‘ Kansas”? I move to add 
the words ‘‘and the State of Virginia, and to designate how many mar- 
ried women are called postmasters.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words ‘‘ from the State of Kan- 
sas’’ have been stricken out of the resolution, and it is now made gen- 
eral. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. My amendment would properly come in 
after the word ‘‘ Kansas.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The word ‘‘ Kansas” has beenstricken 
out. 

Mr. CONGER. The word ‘‘Kansas’’ has been stricken out, and it 
applies to Virginia and all the States. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will include, as now amended, the State of Vir- 
ginia, as well as all the other States. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. My object is to ascertain how many of the 
female postmasters are married women. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator not be good enough to call for that 
information in a separate resolution, and not burden this resolution, 
which has for its object a specific inquiry, with that requestof his, which 
undoubtedly would be very interesting and valuable? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. If this wereaspecific inquiry Iwould readily 
consent; but I should like to get it all in the same resolution, if I can 
do that. Ifthe Senator from Kansas objects to getting too much in- 
formation under his resolutions, I shall withdraw my amendment, 

I propounded my inquiry for one reason, and that is, that under all 
the administrations preceding this one they would not allow a married 
woman to give bond as a postmastef, but under this administration I 
find that it is being done indiscriminately. - I wanted to get that in- 
formation under this resolution, but I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolutions be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read as 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions as amended. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if 
he has considered the amount of labor which will devolve upon the 
Post-Office Department in making up this statement. It seems to me 
from the character and extent of the AA it would require every 
clerk in the Post-Office Department for at least six months to get up 
the amount of information required, because as I understand the first 
resolution it now applies to all postmasters all over the country every- 
where. 

Mr. INGALLS. It applies to all postmasters who would be entitled 
to a readjustment of their salaries under the law of 1883—only those 
whose salaries have been readjusted. It is nota matter of computa- 
tion, but merely of statement. I suggest to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey that the question is not whether the amount of labor which would 
be required is great, but whether the information is important and ma- 
terial. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I simply rose for the purpose of inquiring 
whether this information was important and necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. Exceedingly so, because the pares AY is universal 
that the requirement of the law of 1883 requiring the readjustment of 
postmasters’ salaries has been di ed, and that there has been an 
effort on the part of the officers in e of that Department to avoid 
the payment of what can justly be claimed under the operation of the 
law of 1883. 

It is important that the Senate should be in possession of the informa- 
tion for two reasons: in the first place, to ascertain whether the com- 
a ted open: founded; and, bal gulasi by Oot tina eadee hs amount 
is so as to require tion ngress r. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection at all to any investigation 
whieh may be necessary, and I will accord all needed information to 
the Senator from Kansas or any other Senator; but it seems to me that 
the resolutions ought to be preceded by a bill authorizing the Post- 
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Office Department to employ just as many clerks as they may need to 
perform this service; and I do not know where it would end. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to say one word before these resolutions 
are adopted. 

The information seems to be sought upon the theory that the post- 
masters whose accounts have been adjusted have not received as much 
as they ought to have received; but there are a large number of post- 
masters who have not received anything, and I should like to know— 
although I do not care to amend the resolutions or to embarass them— 
about how many years it is going to take to settle and adjust the ac- 
counts of the postmasters who are entitled to something under the law of 
1883. That law was passed three years ago and more, and postmasters 
in Connecticut happened to be in the unfortunate position that Con- 
necticut comes pretty early in the alphabetical list of States, so that a 
few postmasters who got in very rain their accounts adjusted, while 
the great bulk of postmasters who were entitled to an adjustment of 
their acfounts have to wait until the Department go very slowly and 
leisurely down through the alphabetical list of States and get around 
to Connecticut again. I have a little curiosity to know how long that 
performance is likely to take. Under the speed with which the Post- 
Office Department are adjusting these accounts, I suspect that the post- 
masters in Connecticut who had a law passed for their benefit in 1883 
will very many, if not all, of them be dead before their accounts are ad- 
justed, and their heirs will receive the benefit. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 7364) authorizing the Secretary of War to allow the 
interment in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the State of North 
Carolina, of the remains of the late Mrs. Harriet B. Lehman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8329) to relieve Lewis F. Casey, of Illinois, of disa- 
bilities under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Enols Loyd—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I give notice that to-morrow, after the morning 
business has been concluded, I shall move to consider Order of Business 
313, being the bill (S. 1812} to provide for taxation of railroad-grant 
lands, which has been partially considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A special order has been made unan- 
imously during the morning hour for to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. Inthat connection I desire to say that Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that our Calendar is composed largely of a 
very large number of bills of all kinds that Senators desire to have con- 
sidered in the morning hour under the eighth rule and the ninth rule, 
and that I shall object to any of that time being occupied by speci 
orders, and shall call the consideration of the Senate to it after the inter- 
state-commerce bill is di of. There are bills on the Calendar 
which ought to receive the consideration of the Senate immediately or 
else be indefinitely postponed. Every morning until 2 o’clock I shall 
feel called upon to object to the consideration of bills which are not on 
the Calendar for the- morning hour regularly either by motion or by 
request. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President——_ - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is out of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to get through with the Calendar. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘The bill which I gave notice of is a bill which 
has been partially considered, and therefore I have sought to have a 
time fixed when it could be disposed of by the Senate, and there seemed 
to be unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. Until 2 o’clock I shall object to any such bill until 
the Calendar is di of. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I shall ask at the firsthopportunity that the bill 
be taken up. 

EMELINE J. BABSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1065) granting a pen- 
sion to Emeline J. Babson; which was in line 8, after the words ‘‘from 
and after the, ” to strike out ‘‘date of his death” and insert ‘‘ passage 
of this act ;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £e., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Emeline J. Babso: 


n, widow of Erastus W. Babson, 
Jate of Company A, Twelfth nt Rhode I 


sion-roll ject to th 1 regulati. of tn TAr NA e) 
, su e rules an ons e m e 
begin from and after the passage of this act, , fae? 


The amendment was concurred in, 
XVII——270 
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REBECCA E. HASKIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2187) for the relief of 
Rebecca E. Haskins; which were in lines 2 and 3 to change the name 
“Haskins” to ‘“‘Haskin,’’ and also to amend the title in thesame way. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT LEWES, DEL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special order will now be laid 


before the Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senate adjourned on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. That is the amend- 


ment before the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question ison the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont (Mr. EDMUNDS], which will be 
stated. 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand from the Senator from Delaware that _ 
he represents a bill which is very important and yet about which there 
is no controversy whatever; and I can not decline to yield for the pur- 
pose of enabling him to take up the bill if there be no discussion 
yond an explanation on his part, 

Mr. GRAY. There will be nothing further than that. Iask unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of Order of Business 1103, being the 
bill (S. 2256) to create a port of delivery at Lewes, Del. 

This bill has been reported unanimously from the Committee on Com- 
merce and concerns very much the interstate and foreign commerce of 
the country. The regulations of the Treasury Department, do not 
enable proper facilities to be offered to that commerce at that point, 
and hence this measure is very important. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a railway to Lewes? 

Mr. GRAY. There is a railway to Lewes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From where? 

Mr. GRAY. All'the way from Philadelphia. 

I will say in explanation of the exigency out of which the bill arises 
that the port of Lewes is just inside of Cape Henlopen and opposite 
the breakwater, which is largely used as a port of call for the commerce 
of the country, in which there are from two hundred to three hundred 
sail of vessels nearly all the time. It is within the collection district 
of Delaware. 3 

By a provision of law, which for a long time was disused, any vessel 


| coming within a collection district which remains more than forty-eight 


hours is required to enter and clear at the custom-house of the district, 
which in this case would compel all these vessels that come into the 
Delaware breakwater to wait for orders to go up the Delaware to the 
port of Wilmington, 70 miles, to enter at the custom-house there and 
afterward to clear, which would be a very great embarrassment and 
restriction on the commerce of the country. 

This bill merely provides that the deputy collector resident now at 
the town of Lewes may have the authority to enter and clear these 
vessels coming in there to wait for orders, without requiring them in 
case they remain forty-eight hours to go up the bay 70 miles to get an 
entry and clearance. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire if there isa communication 
from the Treasury Department on the subject. 

Mr. GRAY. There is a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury which the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] who re- 
ported the bill has in his hand. 

Mr. GORMAN. I havea letter—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there an appraiser or a surveyor at that place? 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did not the President veto an Omaha port of de- 
livery bill on the ground that there was no machinery, for lack of an 
appraiser or surveyor or both? 

Mr. GRAY. ButIwillsay in explanation of the exigency which calls 
for this bill that the commercial interests of Philadelphia have been 
represented in Washington asking that something of this kind be done 
to relieve the embarrassment which has been occasioned by the enforce- 
ment of the provision of law which was for a long time disused but 
which has been recently enforced by a regulation of the Treasury De- 
a resurrected by some officer of the Treasury Department. It 

created some embarrassment to the commerce of the country which 
uses that port of call at the Delaware breakwater. This is merely to 
relieve the captains from the inconvenience and trouble of taking their 
vessels or going themselves 70 miles up the Delaware Bay in order to 
enter end clear at Wilmington, when they can do the same thing under 
the supervision of the deputy collector already stationed at the break- 
water. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But do I understand the Senator to mean that ves- 
sels which enter the Delaware breakwater in stress of weather and are 
only Taing or good weather to go out, are bound to enter? 

Mr. GRAY. If they remain as long as forty-eight hours. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That there is no exception in the statute on its 
proper construction? 
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Mr. GRAY. No, sir, not as construed by the Treasury Department. 

m. PE URR: Then if this is made a port of delivery they have 
got to enter. : 

Mr. GRAY. After forty-eight hours. 

oo LENE Yes;.and having entered, have they not got to 
oad ? 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Unless they enter in bond? 

Mr. GRAY. I think not. Iam quite sure not. Iam not very fa- 
miliar with all the regulations of the Department, and would 
rather that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] should explain 
that point; but I understand that after forty-eight hours, having made 
the entry and given a copy of their invoice or bills of lading, whatever 
the process is by which the officer takes supervision, they may remain, 
and when they are ready to leave and go to some other port on the 
coast or wherever their destination may be, they may clear through the 
deputy collector at Lewes, and do precisely what they would have to 
do if they wentall the way to the port of Wilmington, where they would 
have to band in their bills of lading and obtain a clearance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But a port of delivery is a port at which it is law- 
ful to land goods, make regular entries at the custom-house, pay duties, 
or give a bond for transmission to some other port of delivery. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not necessary that there should be any unloading 
of the cargo. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be; but Iam on the point of inquiring 
how it is necessary that Lewes should bemade a port of delivery, when 
the only object is that a vessel that goes im there in stress of weather 
and lies by till the weather is better and stays more than forty-eight 
hours must report at the custom-house with a copy of her manifest 
and then get authority togoon? Why do we makeita port of delivery 
for that purpose? 

Mr. GRAY. Well, I can not answer the Senator from Vermont, be- 
cause I am not familiar enough with the Treasury regulations or the 
laws pertaining to that subject; but I do know that there isalaw which 
requires a vessel coming within a collection district anywhere and stay- 
ing forty-eight hours—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. [I hope the Senator will not press the further con- 
sideration of the bill now. 

Mr. GRAY. I think if the Senator from Vermont will allow the 
Senator from Maryland, who reported the bill from the Committee on 
Commerce, to explain the view of the Committee on Commerce, he may 
be satisfied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is one other thing I think we ought to pay 
attention to, and that is the of the President of the United 
States on another bill for Omaha, which is just like this bill, as I re- 
member, making that a port of delivery. That bill has come back 
with the objections of the President, which we have not passed upon, 
declaring that in order to do that thing, if it be necessary, additional 
expense must be gone to in setting up the full machinery of a custom- 
house. That is the veto message, if I remember it correctly. Now, 
before we act upon this other bill, which appears to be the same thing, 
it would seem that we had better consider whether these objections of 
the President that have been sent to us officially are well-founded or 
not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I must object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois interposes 
an objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, it can only 
be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I only ask unanimous consent that the letter in re- 
gard to the bill may be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, that order 
will be made. i 

The letter of the Becretary of the Treasury is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 5, 1886. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, from the clerk of your 
committee, of the letter dated the 4th instant, inel g bill S. 2256, “to create a 
port of delivery at Lewes, Del.” The bill provides that Lewes shall be a port 
of delivery within the collection district of Delaware, and that the deputy col- 
lector of customs stationed there shall have the power to enter and clear all 
vessels coming to that port, 

The harbor at Lewes isa rendezvous for vessels from cap, countries, and 
such vessels, within a limited time after their arrival in the United States, are 
required to make entry at the custom-house, At present they must be entered 
at the office of the collector of customs at Wilmington, some distance from Lewes, 
and this requirement considerable inconvenience and loss of time on 
the part of masters and consignees. 

A deputy collector being already stationed at Lewes it is not apprehended that 
any material additional expense to the Government would be caused by the 
provisions of the bill. In view of these facts its passage or the passage of some 
similar measure is hereby recommended. 


Respectfully, yours, 
C. S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Hon. S. J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman of the Commitlee on Commerce, U. S. Senate, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. TOWLES, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6391) 
to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott, and Gulf Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message alsoannounced that the Spcaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1471} to remove the charge of desertion from the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the Army against cer- 
tain soldiers; 

A bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certifi- 
cates of di to certain members of the Missouri Home Guards; and 

A bill (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United 
States Military Academy. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce, the ing question bein 
on the amendment of Mr. EDMUNDS to strike out section 13 of the bi 
and in lien thereof to insert: 


Whenever any common carrier, as defined in and subject to the provisions of 
this act, shall violate, or refuse, or neglect to obey any lawful order or require- 
ment of the commission in this act named, it shall be the duty of the commis- 
sion, and lawful for any company or person interested in such order or require- 
ment, to apply ina pineper ii by petition to the circuit court of the United 
States sitting in equity in the judicial district in which the common carrier com- 
plained of has its principal office, or in which the violation or disobedience of 
such order or requirement shall happen, all such yiolation or disobedi- 
ence, as the case may be. And the court have power to hear and de- 
termine the matter on such short notice to the common carrier complained of 
as the court shall deem reasonable. And such notice may be served on such 
common carrier, his or its officers, agents, or servants, in such manner as the 
court shall direct. And said court shall proceed to hear and determine the mat- 
ter speedily as a court of equity, and without the formal pleadings and proceed- 
ings applicable to ordinary suits in equity, but in such manner as to do justice in 
the premises; and to this end such court shall have power, if it think fit, to di- 
rect and prosecute, in such mode and by such persons as it may nt, all such 
inquiries as the court ma ap needful to enable it to form a just judgment 
in the matter of such petition. And if it be made to appear to such court on 
such hearing, or on cer pane of any such person or persons, that the lawful order 
or requirement of said commission drawn in question has been violated or dis- 
obeyed, it shall be lawful for such court to issue a writ of injunction or inter- 
dict to restrain such common carrier from further continuing such violation 
or disobedience of such order or requirement of said commission and enjoin- 
ing obedience to the same; and in case of any disobedience of any such writ 
rth, benno or interdict, it shall be lawful for such court to issue writs of 

ment on any other process of said court incident or applicable to writs 
of injunction or interdict t such common carrier, and if a corporation, 
against one or more of the directors, officers, or agents of the same, or nst 
any owner, lessee, trustee, receiver, or other person failing to obey such writ 
of injunction or interdict. And said court may, if it shall think fit, make an 
order directing such common carrier or other m so disobeying such writ 
of injunction or interdict, to pay such sum of money not exceeding for each 
carrier or person in default the sum of $500 for every day after a day to bo 
named in the order that such carrier or other shall fail to obey such 
injuncticn or interdict; and such moneys shall be payable, as the court shall 
direct, either to the party complaining or into court to abide the ultimate de- 
cision of the court, or into the Treasury; and payment thereof may, without 
prejudice to any other mode of recovering the same, be enforced by allachment 
or order in the nature of a writ of execution in like manner as if the same had 
been recovered by a final decree in personam in such court. When the subject 
in dispute shall be of the value of $2,000, or more, either party to such p - 
ing before said court may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States 
under the same regulations now provided by law in respect of security for such 
appeal, but such shall not operate to stay or supersede the order of the 
court or the execution or any writ or process thereon. And such court may in 
every such matter order the payment of such costs and counsel fees as shall be 
deemed reasonable. Whenever any such petition shall be filed or presented by 
the commission, it shall be the duty of the district attorney, under the direction 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, to prosecute the same, and the 
costs and expenses of such prosecution shall be paid out of the appropriation 
for the expense of the courts of the United States. For the purposes of this 
act, excepting its penal provisions, the circuit courts of the United States shall 
be deemed to be always in session. 


Mr. CULLOM. IfI can get the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont I should like to ask him to modify the amendment which is now 
before the Senate for consideration. 

Section 11 of the bill as it is before the Senate provides for an in- 
vestigation by the commission of all complaints that are made against 
transportation companies or common carriers coming under the provis- 
ions of this act. Section 12 provides the mode of actionon the part ot 
the commission preparatory to the case getting into court if it has to 
gothere. Then section 13 is proposed to be stricken out and the Sen- 
ator’s amendment to take its place. That amendment is substantially . 
in the line of the thirteenth section, and so far as I am individually 
concerned I have no particular objection to it with a little modifica- 
tion, or rather strengthening it a little perhaps I might say. 

The bill provides that the report of the commission and its certificate 
shall be prima facie evidence in all such cases in court, and that the 
action of the district attorney shall be based upon it when a case is sent 
up by the commission. The amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
seems to drop out the idea very largely that the commission has any- 
thing to do with the case. I want tosuggest to him that if on the sec- 
ond page of his amendment, beginning after the word ‘‘ petition,” in 
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line 25, and ending with the word ‘‘persons,”’ in line 27, these words 
were inserted I think it would improve the amendment: 

“ And if on such pening 5 be mines) ADPORTIS eee 
report and certificate of the commission forwarded to the district at- 
torney as provided in the next preceding section, or on the report of 
any such ‘or as the court may have appointed ‘to inquire 
into aan matter, that the lawful order or requirement of said commis- 
sion,” & 

I think if these words were inserted in place of those which I have 
indicated should be stricken out, it would still adhere to the theory of 
the action being in part at least on the report and certificate of the 


on. 

The thirteenth section as it stands in the bill provides that the court 
may issue a preliminary injunction simply on the report and certifi- 
cate of the commission that the tion company refuses to de- 
sist from violation of law. All that I desire in that section is to put 
in it the amendment which I have read, coming in in line 25 and end- 
ing after the word *‘ ,’? in line 27. Then, as I am on the floor, 
if that should be done, instead of striking out any of section 12, I 
would in order to make it harmonious with the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont giving the right to the district 
attorney or to the commission to sue in the district where the offense 
occurs or to sue in the locality where the main office of the railroad 
company is located, that in the thirty-second line of section 12, after 
the word ‘‘which,’’ we insert: 

Such common carrier has its principal office or in which. 

So as to read: 

For the judicial district in which such common carrier has its principal office 
or in which such violation of law occurred. 

I think if those two amendments were made, the one I have just read 
to section 12, and the one that I read before to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Vermont in lieu of section 13, as far as I am con- 
cerned I should have no objection to his amendmentand I think it would 
really strengthen the bill. Ishall proposemy amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, I have listened with much interest 
to the discussion of the pending measure, and have given the subject 
some independent consideration. My determination is to vote for this 
bill unless it shall be so amended as to make it more objectionable than 
when it came from the hands of the committee, though it does not, in 
some of its important features, meet the approval of my judgment. I 
feel sure it is not presented as a perfect measure by its distinguished 
author, who has exhibited such marked ability and fairness in his patient 
effort to solve one of the most perplexing problems of the age, for his 
experience has taught him that those who have considered the subject 
most maturely have found in it the greatest difficulties. 

If it were proven here to-day that railroad companies are not now 
oppressing the people in their dealings with them, I would still sup- 

any reasonable Con ional measure looking to their supervision 
and control, because of the undeniable fact that such oppression, in the 
absence of legal restraint, is possible, and no adequate protection can 
be afforded by State laws. If we but consider how immeasurable the 
railroad interest of this country has become, how vast is the wealth, 
and how immense the powers of these corporations, the necessity forces 
itself upon us to set, if we can, somè bounds to what they may do in 
their business transactions with the peopleof the country. Theirlines 
to-day stretch out 140,000 miles and their ownership is estimated to 
equal one-sixth of the entire possessions of all the people living under 
our Government. To this many millions are being added yearly by the 
construction of thousands of miles of new railroad. It has not been 
many years since all the railroad property in the Union was worth less 
than the amount of this yearly addition. 

The people pay these companies over eight hundred millions a year 
for transportation, and the commodities transported run up to fifteen 
billions a year in value. It is estimated that eighteen hundred thou- 
sand men are employed in constructing and operating railroads. Some 
of these companies have more patronage to bestow than a Cabinet officer, 
and some of their presidents have been paid larger salaries than the 
President of the United States. Many of them receive and disburse 
vastly more money per annum than passes through the treasury of 
many of the Statesofthe Union. The menatthe head of some of them 
are among the ablest business men in thenation. ‘They have wealth to 
employ talent and power to command influence. They are organized 
for gain, and those who managefthem, however just and liberal they 
may be as men, manage them for gain and are influenced by the same 
considerations which control the managers of other pnrely business in- 
stitutions. Y 

Every interest in this country is dependent upon railroads; agricult- 
ure and commerce are especially at their mercy. With all this power 
in their hands no man can give a valid reason why these corporations 
should not be put under the wholesome restraints of the law and the 
oppressive exercise of their power made impossible. It isno answer to 
say that self-interest will prevent them from imposing undue burdens 
on traffic lest their business may suffer by its fallingoff. If the burdens 
are possible, what objection can there be to the double guarantee against 
them of both self-interest and the law? The very tendency of power, 


lodge it where you will, is toward abuse, and railroad power forms no 
exception to the rule. I have no word of denunciation for the railroad 

of the country as a class, They are as worthy as the men of 
any otherclass; they are just like other men, and it is because they are 
so and are influenced by the same motives that influence other men 
that I want their power placed under control. 

The contest between the people and the railroad companies originated 
in, and is kept alive and stimulated by, the same motive in both the 
parties, and that the motive of self-interest. One wants the service for 
the lowest price, and the other demands the highest price, just as other 
men in other callings buy for the lowest and sell for the highest price 
theyean. The instinct of gain is strong as it is natural, and we 
to see and do see the evidences of it in every line of trade, in every de- 
partment of business, in every phase of human industry, and in all the 
business dealings of men with each other. The merchant does not sell 
a barrel of flour for $8 if he can get $9 for it. No more does the cot- 
ton-planter sell his produce for 8 cents per pound if he can get 9. No 
tradesman, no professional man, nor laboring man puts a lower price 
on his wares or his work when he can get a higher one as readily. 

But in dealing with each other we have the advantage of dealing at 
arm’s-length, which is our protection. When the merchant charges a 
given price for his goods we are not bound to buy from him, as there 
are other merchants and other markets; nor is he bound to purchase 
our produce at the price we name. Nor is one man bound to employ 
or beemployed by any other particular man for service at a price named, 
there being other men ready to serve or to be served. But when we 
deal with railroad companies we have not this liberty, though it may 
be true that we are not literally bound to ship our pfoduce by a rail- 
road if the price does not suit us. Practically, we are bound to do it 
or lose the privilege of marketing our produce, and thus we really have 
no choice. There is no other railroad in reach, or, if there be, compe- 
tition is destroyed by an agreement that the charges on both roads shall 
be the same. We have no voice in the contract; the termsare dictated 
by one of the contracting parties, and the other must accept or do worse. 

Railroad terms, it is fair to say, are not always exorbitant; often 
they are not only reasonable but extremely low. Forinstance, durin 
the New Orleans Exposition passengers were carried from the town 
live in to New Orleans and back, about 600 miles the round trip, for 
about $6, and at the same rate from other points, 1 cent a mile, when 
the regular price—itself quite reasonable—was 3 cents. 

Other excursion trips are constantly being made on other roads at 
greatly reduced rates. These rates are often so low as to be barely 
remunerative; still they pay something, otherwise they would not be 
given. But in these cases the people and the companies deal at arm’s- 
length, as the people deal witheachother. The people were not bound 
to go to the exposition, but might goor not, as the price made it to their 
advantage or not, and it was to the advantage of the railroad compa- 
nies to induce them to go, self-interest, as usual, controlling both par- 
ties. But we never heard of a reduction corresponding to excursion 
rates being given for produce which is bound to go by a particular 
route. In the winter, when cotton-bales, where I live, are piled upat 
the stations for transportation to market, no reduced rates are offered 
to the shippers. The companies have no interest in making such an 
offer. They know the cotton must go; the shippers’ interest being to 
ship it at the rate charged, high or low, rather than keep it. It must 
go to market, it must go by rail, and the shipper must pay the charges, 
whatever they may be. These charges are not always unreasonable, 


though the shipper is not consulted. Sometimes they are moderate - 


enough, but sometimes they are not, and always they are liable to be 
unreasonable, the interest of one party being to make them so and the 
other being powerless to resist. It being possible for them to be always 
unreasonable is, with me, reason enough for putting limits on the ex- 
ercise of a dangerous power in the hands of strong institutions, which 
ate rapidly extending and expanding and every day growing in influ- 
ence and wealth. 

If the people had all the power and the railroad companies none, if 
they could dictate the terms on which the companies should serve 
them, the necessity would be no less in that case than now to curb the 
tendencies of self-interest. 

Is a corporation likely to be more liberal and considerate than an in- 
dividual would be in like circumstances? I will not say that no man 
can be found so just that he would work for us or sell to us as cheap 
if he knew we were compelled to have his labor or his property #s if 
he knew we could supply ourselves elsewhere entirely independent of 
him. Such men may have lived, and possibly donow, but it is not for 
such as these that laws are needed or are made. 

But nosane man believes that there is a railroad or other corporation 
in existence which even professes to act up to so saintly a standard in 
its business, and no more do I think the people would if all the power 
were in their hands. Those who make the laws for the government of 
the people should see to it that the power of supervision and control to 
which I have referred should be lodged somewhere, so that it may be ex- 
ercised for the security of the people against wrongs, whether existing 
now or threatened, or even possible. According to the interpretation of 
the Constitution which is generally, though not universally, accepted 
at this day, the States are powerless to afford protection which will be 
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at once substantial and adequate. Their railroads fre parts or appen- 
dages of great trunk lines over which their business in large partis con- 
ducted. Mauch of their traffic is with other States, and the Constitution 
gives the power not to them but to Congress to regulate commerce among 
the States. Take my own State for example, and it is not singular in 
this . The railroads in Mississippi, except one or two very short 
lines, are all ‘‘interstate’’ roads, running in other States as well as that, 
or are branches or connections of such as do so run, over which traffic 
passes between the States, 

In a recent opinion of the supreme court of that State the position is 
taken and supported by most vigorous reasoning that the regulation 
of the operations of a corporation and prescribing its rates of charges on 
business carried on across State lines belong to the State which created 
the corporation and do not amount to a regulation of commerce; and so 
long as there is no discrimination against such traffic there is no inter- 
ference with commerce between the States and the power of the State 
Legislature is unaffected by the commercial clause of the Constitution. 
As an original proposition, aside from the tendency of modern opinion, 
this view commends itself strongly to my mind. But on the idea that 
the transportation of goods from one State to another is cogimerce be- 
tween the States and regulating the charges therefor is regulating com- 
merce, the remedy seems to be with Congress for most of the evils com- 
plained of, and the people whose State governments can not afford the 
remedy have turned their eyes to Congress. 

It is rarely disputed now that commerce among the States consists 
not only of intercourse between their citizens and the purchase and sale 
and exchange of commodities, but includes also the transportation of 
persons and property, and the power to regulate it seems to embrace 
all the means and instrumentalities and agencies by which that com- 
merce is carried on. The matter of transportation from one State to 
or through another is considered a constituent of interstate commerce 
itself, with which Congress alone can deal, and that seems to be the 
protection against conflict in the legislation of different States, each 
regulating the transportation in favor of its own products and its own 
people. In my own State the principal complaints are of charges on 
freights front points in Mississippi to New Orleans, Memphis, and Mo- 
bile to New York and Eastern cities and to St. Louis, Cincinnati, and 
Louisville, or from those cities to points in Mississippi. The rates on 
shipments from one point to another in the State are sometimes criti- 
cised, but these shipments are comparatively light, and the real trouble 
is as to charges on cotton, lumber, and a few other things sent out of 
the State, and provisions and goods of various kinds brought there 
from the cities named and other points outside the State. 

There are some important railroads in that State which begin and 
end within its limits, but these are engaged in interstate traffic in con- 
nection with other lines which join them. But it seems clear that the 
transportation of commodities between New Orleans and Yazoo City, 
Miss., or New Orleans and Aberdeen, Miss., is as much subject to Con- 
gressional regulation as that between New Orleans and Brookhaven, or 
between Mobile and Meridian, though New Orleans and Brookhaven 
are on the same unbroken line of railroad, and so are Mobile and Merid- 
ian, while Yazoo City and Aberdeen are on lines which begin and end 
in Mississippi. But in connection with the lines they join, these lines 
are the instruments and means of commerce among the States, just as 
the unbroken lines are which are engaged in the same sort of business. 
The power to regulate commerce among the States does not stop at 
State lines. If it did it would be a useless power. ‘‘If-Congress has 
the power to regulate it, that power must be exercised wherever the 
subject exists.” 

Every portion of every State has the right to participate in this com- 
merce, just as every portion of the United States has the right to par- 
ticipate in the commerce with foreign nations. This can not be if the 
power stops short at State boundaries and can not be exercised within 
the territorial jurisdiction of a State. This power, ‘‘ whatever it may 
be, must be exercised within the territorial jurisdiction of the States.’ 
All this was long ago decided by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the familiar case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, reported in 9 Wheaton. See 
also the Daniel Ball in 10 Wallace. ` 

So it would seem that the principal transportation of commodities on 
all the railroads in Mississippi, as in other States of the Union, and that 
which has chiefly led to the demand for the regulation of the transpor- 
tation by law, falls within the power of Congress, if the prevailing opin- 
ion as to the extent of that power is correct. > 

So much for the question of power; and it is now left to consider the 
best mode of exercising it. It should not in any mode be exercised 
harshly or oppressively, unjustly or unreasonably, or otherwise. than 
with perfect impartiality between the people on the one hand and the 
railroads on the other. Let it be done dispassionately and with due 
regard for the rights of all parties and for the public welfare. Forone, I 
would see it employed as fairly as if the people had the power, and 
the effort was to restrain them and make it impossible for them to op- 
pe the railroads. It may be said I am a friend of railroads, and so 

am. Where is the thinking man who has his country’s interest at 
heart who will say he is hostile to these great enterprises or to any 
other which add vastly to the country’s wealth and increase incalcula- 
bly the conveniences of the people? Whois there among us that 


would see them so crippled in their credit or impaired in their powers 
that the conveniences and promptness, the regularity and comparative 
safety of their operations, can not be kept up to its present standard or 
evenimproved? Is there one who would favora law imposing needless 
burdens on them, or requiring their service for less than reasonable 
compensation, or otherwise unjustly dealing with them? 

The people are friends of railroads, justas Iam; they want fair deal- 
ing with them, just as Ido; but they want it on both sides, and so do I. 
I would see reciprocal relations established between them and the peo- 
ple, founded on aspirit of toleration and justice on eitherside. Iwould 
see the parties deal reasonably with each other. Their interests are so 
far interwoven and there is such interdependence between them that 
antagonism can not fail to injure both. There is nothing for the people 
and nothing for the railroads in the blind partisan championship of 
either side, and’ the people want none of this. That man hurts and 
harms the public who foments discord between any classes of the com- 
munity and breeds antagonism between any of the business interests 
of the country, and he is a public benefactor who reconciles great inter- 
ests which conflict and brings the contending parties to a proper middle 
ground of understanding and adjustment. I believe such result can be 
reached in the matter we are considering, though the process may be 
gradual, if only both sides will be temperate in the discussion of the 
evils and of the remedies which are proposed. s 

Already the movement for the supervision of railroad companies has 
had effect aside from the enactment of laws; rates have been reduced 
in some cases, and in others the railroad companies have found it neces- 
sary to explain the basis of their tariffs, and thus the public have gained 
information which has satisfied them on many points not before fully 
understood. 3 

The opinion that the movement has led to good is gaining ground with 
many thoughtful railroad managers and investors, and many who at 
oue time looked upon it as endangering all railroad interests, because 
in the outset extreme measures were proposed, look with favor upon 
reasonable laws regulating transportation as the means at once of sat- 
isfying the people and restraining railroad companies from excesses 
which may be expected in the absence of restraint. 

As to the exact mode of exercising this power, the range of inquiry 
is so broad and the subject is so far-reaching and difficult that no mode 
has ever been suggested that is not open to objection even in the mind 
of the party proposing it. The subject bristles with difficulties, and 
the field is full of dangers, and as yet has not been wholly explored. 
The subject has been fully discussed in legislative halls and before the 
people, There has been much declamation as to the grievances and no 
little denunciation of those charged to be the authors of them, better 
calculated to excite the popular mind than to point out remedies which 
may not prove worse than existing evils, On the other hand, much 
that is instructive and of practical value has been written and spoken 
on the subject by men who have earnestly sought to master it and so 
to deal with it that the rights both of the people and the railroad com- 
panies shall be respected and protected. Such men have recognized 
that the rights of both must suffer if the Jaws of trade which are known 
and the fluctuations of commerce which can not be foreseen are disre- 
garded. Consequently they find the reasons all in favor of the simplest 
and most flexible system which can reach the largest proportion of the 
grievances most generally complajiied of, and which is most adaptable 
to the ever-varying conditions of the business proposed to be regu- 
lated. I subscribe to this view. 

With many the favorite mode seems to be through an interstate- 
commerce commission; but to my mind there are grave objections to 
such a commission. Congress acts only under delegated powers; and 
where is the warrant to be found for their delegation by Congress to a 
commission? Congress may undoubtedly create a commission and con- 
fer “yon it given powers, if they be so precisely and narrowly described 
and limited as to leave the commission no discretionary authority in 
any matter where its action would be final; but they would leave the 
commission no field for any useful work. Does any Senator feel safe 
in announcing that Congress can confer on a commission the power to 
regulate the rates of transportation so as to bind the railroad companies? 
And if it can not fix rates, what good purpose that is practical can 
a commission serve? Butif the power be conceded, the work is beyond 
the capacity of any commission that can be appointed. There are more 
than fifteen hundred railroads in the United States, stretching over 
about 140,000 miles of territory. Some of them cost millions to con- 
struct a single mile, and, by comparison, some were built for inconsid- 
erable sums, and the cost of none of them is the true test of their pres- 
ent value. 

Some run through densely populated, rich, and prosperous regions, 
and some through those which are sparsely settled, where the people 
and the soil are poor alike. Trains on some run every fifteen minutes 
in the day and on others they run tri-weekly. At intervals of about 
10 miles or less, upon the average, on most important roads, are stations 
from which goods may be shipped to other stations on other roads in 
the Union whith are not purely local lines. These shipments vary in 
value, in the difficulty of handling them, in the necessity for speedy 
transportation and prompt delivery, and in the measure of responsibility 
for loss, damage, or delay. They may consist of coal worth $40 a car- 
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load or silks or laces worth thousands of dollars a case with hundreds 
ofcasesinacar. They may consist of ice, or live stock, or fruits, which 
must go through with speed; orof lumber or brick, which would neither 
waste nor perish by delay. The variety of freights is endless, and so is 
the variety of the questions which the commission must consider, as 
affecting the rights of hundreds of railroads and millions of people, be- 
fore it could arrive at a tariff of charges which the commission itself 
would say is even approximately just to shipper or carrier. 

How long would it take the commission to perform even imperfectly 
the duty of gatheting the necessary data on which to proceed advisedly, 
and then determining, on the material collected, what rates would be 
reasonable on all the ‘‘intersfate’’ roadsin the Union? So long, Iven- 
ture tosay, that before the completion of the work the changes in busi- 
ness in this active age and in the conditions of the railroads would 
make necessary a re-examination of the subject and a‘readjustment of 
the rates. 

There are other objections to an interstate-commerce commission, 
growing out of the fullness of its powers, the disastrous consequences 
of its mistakes, and the dangers and temptations incident to the posi- 
tion of its members; but those will suggest themselves, and I need not 
now discuss them. It is enough that such a scheme seems impracti- 
eable, even if clearly constitutional, to lead me to prefer a simple one 
whose constitutionality is beyond dispute. 

Judge REAGAN, an able, an earnest Congressman from Texas, who for 
more Gan ten years has been laboring to master this great question 
and has been pressing itsimportance upon theattention of Congress and 
the country, at the last session secured the passage of a bill through the 
lower House by a vote of 2 to 1 to regulate interstate railroad traffic. 
In advocating that measure he expressed the opinion that ‘‘no law 
fixing rates of freight could be made to work with justice either to the 
railroads or the public,” and the same conclusion has been reached by 
others who have maturely considered the subject from a wholly impar- 
tial standpoint. To me this seems clear, and the reasons for it are 
equally forcible when applied to rates fixed by an interstate commerce 
commission, 

The Reagan bill, as it passed the House, though far from perfect and 
far from satisfactory to me and to many who voted for it, including its 
author, I suppose, as it was considerably changed after he introduced 
it, has in it the idea which seems to me the correct one for practical 
legislation embodied in general provisions, prohibitory and manda- 
tory, to restrain and direct the railroad companies and protect shippers 
from all unfair, unjust, and unreasonable dealings, with stringent and 
specific remedies for a violation of these provisions. I think a system 
built on this idea would be far better than a commission. 

I prefer a law which requires that all freight charges between all 
interstate points as to all persons, all distances, and all kinds and 
quantities of freight shall be reasonable, and provides speedy redress in 
case of violation, and imposes penalty, if the violation be willful, in 
any court of competent jurisdiction, whether State or Federal. De- 
` tails should be prescribed having reference to the grievances most com- 
plained of, such as requiring rates to be published, prohibiting unjust 
discriminations between persons and places, and forbidding oppression 
in any mode, direct or indirect. But there is, I think, no longer room 
for doubt that arbitrary rules which are inflexible as to long and short 
hauls, or as to shipments in bulk or small parcels, are injudicious and 
dangerous. It seems now almost agreed, at least in this body, that 
such iron rules are likely to defeat the object we aim at, the relicf and 
protection of the people. 

The objections I have offered to a commission under Congressional 
law do not apply, exeept perhaps in very small measure, to commissions 
under State laws where there is constitutional warrant for their crea- 
tion. Thesphere of action of such commissions is comparatively small, 
their duties are far less complicated, and their powers are limited and 

i In a number of States such commissions are working well. 

I am wedded to no particular system and will oppose none, though 
its details may not satisfy my judgment of what is needed, if it gives 
promise of something like fair dealing and even slight protection to the 
people of the country, and does not threaten greater evils than those we 
seek to escape. For want of a better measure I am ready to vote for 
the bill in its present shape, though I do not approve the creation of a 
commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggested a while ago some amendments to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, and also a slight 
amendment to the bill. I propose to change the amendment which I 
suggested to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont by propos- 
ing to insert after the word ‘‘petition,’’ in line 25 of his amendment, 
the words: 

And on such hearing the report of said commission shall be prima facie evi- 
dence of the matters in stated. 

And leave the rest of the Senator’s amendment as it stands. 

I think that as amended it is in substance what I desire incorporated 
in the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, and it will waive the 
necessity of my offering the amendment I originally suggested. If that 
amendment is adopted I shall then move to strike out of section 12 of 
the bill all after the word ‘‘law,’’ in line 24. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM ] to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 25 of the proposed amendment, after 
the word ‘‘petition,’’ it is proposed to insert the words: 

Andon such hearing the report of said comtnission shall be prima facie evi- 
dence of the matters therein stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then a semicolon should be inserted after the 
clause just voted in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A semicolon will be inserted. The 
question now is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I move tostrike out all after the word ‘‘law,’’ 
in line 24 of section 12, to the end of the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM ], to strike out the words which 
will be read. 5 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out of section 12 all after 
the word ‘‘law,’’ in line 24, as follows: 


But if said common carrier shall neglect or refuse, within the time specified, 
to desist from Such violation of the law or to make reparation for the injury done, 
in compliance with the report and notice of the commission as aforesaid, itshall be 
the duty of the commission to forthwith certify the fact of such neglect or refusal, 
and forward a copy of its reportand such certificate to the district attorney of the 
United States for the judicial district in which such violation of law occ 
for redress and punishment as in this act provided. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Illinois will explain why 
this clause is proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. CULLOM. Since the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont has been adopted and the amendment to it which I proposed 
just now I think this part of the twelfth section is entirely unneces- 


sary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It embarrasses rather than helps it. 

Mr. CULLOM. It encumbers it and makes the meaning of the bill 
doubtful to have that part of section 12 left in the bill. That is the 
only reason for the amendment.- 

e amendment was to. s 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the original section 13 now disappeared fro 
the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. It hagall gone from the bill, and the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont takes its place. . 

Mr. CONGER. I now offer the amendment I proposed heretofore in 
section 1, line 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ used,” it 
is proposed to insert: air. 

Under a common control, management, or arrangement, 

So as to read: 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers 
engaged in the transportation of passengers or property by railroad, or parti 
by railroad and partly by water, when both are used under a common control, 
management, or arrangement for a continuous or shipment from one 
State or Territory of the United States to any other State or Territory of the 
pase ml States, or from any place in the United States to an adjacent foreign 
Coun! . 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithink the bill means that now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does theamendment mean precisely? Sup- 
pose a shipper at Saint Paul, Minn., of fiour to Liverpool makes an 
arrangement to ship through — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Steamers used by railroads or by in- 
dividual parties, if under ihe same control, are subjected to the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if the flour manufacturer at Minneapolis 
wishestosend one hundred barrelsof flour to Liverpool and sends them 
by rail to New York, and then by a continuous arrangement with a 
steamship line from New York to Liverpool, are you to say that no less 
rate shall be applied to thas through shipment, including the ocean, 
for the same distance, which is a longer haul certainly as it is called, 
than for ashorter one? Is that what it means? 

Mr. CONGER. It applies to water communication on the lakes and 
rivers within the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does it say that? 

Mr. CONGER. If you read it in connection you will see thatit does. 

Mr. PLATT. I think if the Senator from Vermont will read on down 
a little farther to line 9 of section 1, he will see that this bill does not 
under any circumstances apply to goods which start in this country by 
rail and are shipped across the water to a foreign country. It applies 
to goods which start in this country and are landed in an adjacent for- 
eign country, as it seemed that it was necessary that it should in order 
to regulate our own domestic commerce; but it was not the intention 
of the bill to apply to commerce or goods which start in this country 
and end in a foreign country not an adjacent country. 

Mr. HALE. Doesit notapply to that part of the transit of such goods 
as takes place in this country ? 

Mr. PLATT. Notatall, unless it be from one State to another State 
in this country. ; 
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Mr. HALE. Take for instance the case cited by the Senator from 
Vermont of a shipment made ori y from Minneapolis where the 
apoen is entire from Minneapolis by rail, by water, and by sea, to 

iverpool. 

Mr. PLATT. With a through bill of lading to Liverpool? i 

Mr. HALE. With a through bill of lading to Liverpool. It passes 
from one State to another. 

_ Mr. PLATT. I do not think this first section of the bill would touch 


it. 

Mr. HALE. What is the interpretation of the Senator from Illinois 
who is in charge of the bill upon that particular point? 

Mr. CULLOM. So faras I am concerned, I do not think the first 
section of the bill at all interferes so far as the shipment on the water 
is concerned. It regulates the land part of the transportation from thie 
point of starting to the point of transshipment to a foreign country. 

Mr. HALE, That does not satisfy me, because I find the Senator 
from Illinois and the Senator from Connecticut at odds on the interpre- 
tation of the bill. My question was whether on a shipment from a 
Western port, Minneapolis for instance, to Liverpool through, this bill 
in any part of it touches that portion of the route lying in the United 
States as part of the through shipment from Minneapolis to Liverpool. 
The Senator from Connecticut says that he does not think it touches 
at all upon the land part of the shipment. The Senator from Illinois 
says that it doesnottouch the sea part. Now I want to know whether 
it touchesany part of a shipment of that. kind made from Minneapolis 
right through by bill of lading to Liverpool. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itseemsto me there can be no doubt about the fact 
that as to any foreign shipment by rail from any part of the interior of 
the United States to Boston, if you please, to be sent from there to Liv- 
erpool, this bill will regulate the railroad or internal part of the ship- 
ment; in other words, the shipment of. the goods from Chicago or Des 
Moines, or wherever it may be, to Boston or New York; after you get 
there and put it on the vessel that goes to Liverpool, this bill has noth- 
ing to do with that part of it. 

Mr. HALE. Nobody, I suppose, ever raised any question of that 
kind; but the Senator from Connecticut thought, in a case of the kind 
agreed upon by the Senator from Ilinois and me, it did not touch that 
part of the shipment that went through our terri 5 

Mr. McMILLAN. Inashipment from Minneapolis to Liverpool by 
rail and by sea, would any portion of that route be affected by this 
bill ? 

Mr. HALE. -Thatis precisely the question I asked. 

Mr. CULLOM. In a shipment from any point to Liverpool on a 
through bill of lading, a thousand miles of the shipment, perhaps, going 
by rail across this country, and then to Liverpool by sea, there is no kin 
of reason why that shipment should not be regulated by this bill just 
as well as any shipment from Iowa to Boston. 

Mr. HALE. Where is the part of the bill in which this particular 
point that we are now somewhat at odds upon is provided for? 

Mr. PLATT. I think I was mistaken in the statement that I made 
in reply to the question of the Senator from Maine, or else I did not 
understand his question. I agree with the chairman of the commit- 
tee. The first section provides: 


That ora tigress of = ster shall apply to any ey en pero hare carriers 

gaged transportai passen; property road, parti; 
by liosa and partly by pav doe when snip used fora [hor wianacealeet. a 
orshipment, from one State or Territory of the United States to any other State 
or Territory of the United States, or from any pisna in the United States to an 
adjacent foreign country, or from any pe in the United States through a for- 
eign country to any other in the United States, and also to the transporta- 
tion in like manner of pro) shipped from any place in the United States to 
a foreign country and carried from such place to a port of transshipment, or 
shi Soe ye a foreign country to any place in the United States and carried to 
such place from a port of entry either in the United States or an adjacent for- 
eign country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, let me ask the Senator what is the effect of 
this first section to which the Senator from Michigan an amend- 
‘ment when considered with the fourth section, taking the illustration 
made by the Senator from Maine. Here is a cargo of flour, for exam- 
ple, to be shipped from Minneapolis to Léaverpool. I understand from 
the statement of the Senator from Illinois that that of flour comes 
within the control of this bill until it reaches its point of departure to 
Liverpool; that is, New York or Boston. Now, the original point of 
departure is Minneapolis. The point of destination so far as this bill 
isconcerned is New York or Boston. The fourth section of the bill pro- 
vides that between these two points no greater rate shall be c for 
any transportation of like products for a short distance than isc ed 
for a long distance. E 

Now, do I understand this bill to provide, taking these sections to- 
‘gether, that the rate fixed at Minneapolis for flour to New York city 
shall control the rate for all intermediate shipments between Minneap- 
olisand New York city, whether the carriage is wholly by rail or whether 
partly by rail and partly by water? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, sir. x 

Mr. ALLISON. If that be so, I submit to the Senator from Illinois 
that it will be very inconvenient to hold transportation companies re- 
sponsible for that rate, as it is within my knowledge that flour is trans- 
ported, and has been for several years transported, from Minneapolis 


lasgow, Scotland, at the rate ofa little less than 80 cents per barrel 


to G 
or 40 cents 100 pounds. Itseems to me with that construction of 
the bill the fourth section will be very inconvenient. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator knows that any system of regulating 
through rates that leaves one railroad in a position where it can take 
advantage of another in this country is unjust. The purpose of this 
provision in relation to water transportation is to so frame the section 
as that all American rai as well as those that run outside into 
Canada, shall have to come up to the provisions of the bill to some ex- 
tent. There isno provision in this bill that at all int®xferes with water 
transportation. unless it is operated under some arrangement with a 
railroad company or common carrier by rail by which it can take ad- 
vantage of any other railroad that has no water connection at all. 

Mr, ALLISON. Now the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 
proposesan amendment. Surely no ship or vessel navigating the lakes 
will navigate those lakes except in connection with some land trans- 
portation line. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not understand it that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose a vessel goes to Duluth unconnected. with 
any railroad line and takes there a cargo of flour at a fixed rate*to Buf- 
falo. It will take that cargo of flour to Buffalo, and when it reaches 
Buffalo the New York Central Railroad will take hold of it. Therefore 
without a specific arrangement this railway and this independent vessel 
ean fix any rates they may choose, regardless of this bill, if the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Michigan be adopted. 

Mr. CULLOM. That may beso. It has been the judgment I-be- 
lieve of almost everybody who has paid attention to the subject that 
we can not undertake to regulate water ways in all business done on 
the water, and we therefore have left them out except in cases where 
the boats on the lakes, if you please, are part of a continuous line with 
a sonroes like the New York Central operating from New York to 

uffalo. 

Mr. HALE. How often is there such a connection between the rail- _ 
ways.and the water-intervening transportation where the law would 
recognize them as one route or combination? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose as a matter of fact, taking the New York 
Central, that. that railroad has business contracts and arrangements 
with lines of boats upon the lakes running between Buffalo and Chicago 
or Duluth, or wherever else lines may run where they can take freight, 
and nearly all the railroads that make any water connection atall have 
contracts with lines of steamers by which their freight is taken back . 
and forth from the different points just as if it were carried all the way 
on the railroad lines, 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the fourth section applies? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill of lading determines that. If a man getsa 
bill of lading from New York to Duluth the bill of lading shows that 
there is a line of steamers under his ma ent; otherwise he gives 
a bill of lading to Buffalo, and there bulk is broken and somebody else 
takes it. ` 

Now, if I understand the question of the Senator from Iowa it is 
whether the fourth section, which we call the long haul and short 
haul clause, applies to those lines which consist ly of railroad and 
partly of water communication. I understand that it does, and it was 
with that understanding and with that idea that I felt that it was es- 
sential to any short-haul law which Sere! pony with reference to inter- 
state commerce that it should be limited to the same original point of 
departure; and if it were limited to the same original point of depart- 
ture I do not see what difficulty could occur. Take Duluth, if you 
please, and call that the original pointof ee. Flour starts East 
for New York on a continuous route by a line which is all under the 
control of the same carrier. Now,-if those words which haye been 
stricken out were in the provision I can not see why a man shipping 
East by that line should be charged any more from Duluth for a short 
distance than for a langer distance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, but those words are stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘They were stricken out against iny vote. : 

Mr. ALLISON. But now it appears that this water communicatio 
is to be added to the railway communication, and is to control the in- 
termediate traffic. It seems to me that that is an impracticable thing. 
The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer], who I believe has voted to 
insert that provision, wants to except all that portion of our country 
which surrounds the lakes from the operation of the provision by ex- 
empting vessels on the lakes from it. Isubmit that that is not an 
amendment which ought to be adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. My objection to this bill as it stood was thatits pro- 
visions applied ‘‘to any common carrier or carriers engaged in the trans- 
portation of passengers or property by railroad, or partly by railroad 
and partly by water when both are used for a continuous iage or 
shipment.’’ If a vessel is used for a continuous shipment until the 
freight reaches rail and is taken by water afterward, it would apply to 
any vessel that carried any freight that was coming or going by rail. 
Therefore it would apply on our rivers or our lakes to any vessel that 
came and offered i to carry freight. 

The friends of this bill say that it meant to apply to a continuous 
carriage under an arrangement for carriage by rail and then by water 


1886. 
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and then by rail again by some -contractor agreement. In order to 
avoid imposing the duties that follow in the rest of this bill asa pen- 
alty on any vessel that happened to be carrying freight from one lake 
port to another that had come by rail, I wanted to define more partic- 
ularly that this should be under some common control, management, 
or arrangement of both railroad and vessel to make the latter come 
under the provisions of this bill. : 
This makes it more definite thatit shall not apply to every vessel that 
happens to get freight that has come by rail, as the bill itself seems to 
indicate, but may apply to those classes of vessels which, by a common 
control or a common ent or a common arrangement, are en- 
as a through line partly by rail and partly by water. 

f this bill means anything, it is a bill that ought not to be passed 
without this amendment. If it is to control every véssel on the lakes 
and on the rivers, and control.and make subject to the penalties pro- 
vided in this bill every boat on the Mississippi that happens to carry 
freight which comes to a point on the river by rail or which may leave 
the river at some point to be carried by rail, it utterly destroys the in- 
land navigation of the United States as effectually in my judgment 
as any bill that could be passed. 

I have no objection, if a boat and a railroad have some common con- 
trol, ent, or management by which they can understand they 
come under the provisions of this bill, to let them come under its pro- 


visions. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it not apparent that all the vessels navigating 
the lakes and all the boats navigating the rivers will have no such ar- 
rangement after this bill passes, but the vessels will simply run up and 
down the Mississippi River until they reach the point where they know 
there is a fixed rate and alow rate by rail and there unload their freight, 
which will be picked up by the railroad? So of these vessels on the 
lakes. Can notthatbe done? Here is an immense traffic, as the Sen- 
ator from Michigan knows, from Saint Paul—not from Duluth, because 
the through contracts are made from Saint Paulor Minneapolis to trans- 
port grain and flour to all the Eastern points and to return with 
ofanthracite coal from Pennsylvania. The lake vessels engaged in that 
traffic do not need to make any arrangement to fix the lake rate ata 
cent a ton for so many miles. That freight is landed at Buffalo, where 
it meets a New York State railway not under the control of this bill at 
all. Soif the amendment of the Senator from Michigan is adopted, 
how does your bill affect the rate of such shipments to New York? 

It seems to me it is a manifest injustice to those people who do not 
happen to live upon the lakes and to those railways that are obliged to 
make their entire carriage by rail from points in the West to the sea- 
board. So theultimate effect of the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Michigan will be to place the people who happen to live on the 
lakes in a more favored condition than the people who are obliged to 
live and do live elsewhere. 

Mr. CONGER. I can not-see that it has any such effectat all.. All 
around the lakes and along the rivers, if anybody has at a particular 
point a shipment of freight to make he charters a vessel. That is done 
everywhere. The vessel takes a load of grain or anything of that kind 
from Chicago, from Detroit, from Cleveland, from Toledo to some other 
point of destination. The vessels take their load of freight from one 
Jake port to another lake port with no connection andno arrangement. 
They go according to the charter. But under the provisions of this 
bill if they carry freight that has come by rail, then they are liable to 
the rage and penalties of this bill, simply because they carry that 
freig t, not that there is any contract, any arrangement, any common 
control. 3 

I want to avoid that provision of the bill which fastens upon vessels 
doing business in their own name and in their own way upon the wa- 
ters of the United States; I want to relieve them from the liabilities 
of this bill and the penalty of thousands of dollars unless there issome 
arrangement or privity of contract between the railroad and the vessel. 
Then let them come under its provisions. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Michigan will see that, un- 
less I am utterly mistaken about this matter, that absolutely lets ont, 
so to speak, the entire region on the borders of the lakes from the opera- 
tion of this bill,-and all they have to do is to arrange their transporta- 
tion accordingly, and thereupon they say, ‘‘ This is not athrough line; 
we are running independently from Buffalo to Duluth; we take what- 
ever is handed to us at Duluth and deliver itat Buffalo;’’ and the New 
York Central Railway fixes a rate there, and they are entirely absolved 
from the provisions of this bill. 

If this is good for one section of the country it is good for the whole 
country, and I do not want to see a provision inserted here which will 
make a discrimination in favor of all those people who happen to live 
upon the borders of the lakes and rivers as against the people who are 
obliged to use interior railway communication to reach the seaboard 
with their products. ` 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, there are some things this bill does nob 
apply to directly. It does not apply to railroads in the first place; it 
does not apply to water communication in the second place, and it does 
not apply to freights in the third place. Senators should get those ideas 
out of their minds. It applies simply to common carriers who under- 
take to transport freight or passengers of aninterstatecharacter. That 
isall. It does not apply to anything else. 


Mr. ALLISON. That I understood, if the Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me to interrupt him to say so much. 

Mr. PLATT. So it seems to me the dangers which gentlemen sup- 
pose will occur between the water routes and the railroads do not exist. 
If they do, I can not see them. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr, PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. If Duluth and Buffalo were in the same State, or 
if there was no intervening State, I agree; but this water carriage runs 
through three-or four States on its way to Buffalo. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, unless a railroad is used between the point of 
starting and the point of destination, this bill does not apply ? 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. PLATT. And if a railroad is used it does apply? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Allow me toask the Senator from Connecticut a 
question. Suppose under this bill an arrangement is made by steamers 
on the line of the lakes from Duluth to Buffalo in connection with a 
line of railroad to the Atlantic coast; is not that within the rule and 
is not every part of it within the rule? And therefore the portion of 
it from Duluth to Buffalo would be a part regulated by this act. 

Mr. PLATT. It depends altogether on where the common carrier 
proposes to land his If the common carrier taking the ship- 
ment in Duluth proposes to land his goods at Buffalo, this bill applies 
to him and to that transaction. Then if another common carrier takes 
the shipment from Buffalo and carries it to New York, this bill applies 
to that carrier and that other transaction. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The instance I cited was of a line of steamers 
from Duluth to Buffalo running in connection with a line of railroad 
from Buffalo to New York carrying freight and passengers as their busi- 
ness. 

Mr. PLATT. If the contract made in Duluth is to land the passen- 
ger or the property in New York, then it comes within the provisions 
of this bill. Ifit is wholly by water, to land the passengers and pro 
erty at Buffalo, then it does not come within the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If they are carriers by a common arrangement, a 
general business from Duluth to New York, a shipment from Duluth 
to Buffalo on that line, a line controlled by that,arrangement it seems 
to me certainly would come within the provisions of this bill, although 
the particular shipment may not extend beyond Buffalo. Still that is 
part of a line engaged in doing business holding themselves out to the 
public as transacting the business—of common carrier from Duluth to 
New York. F 

Mr. PLATT. If they hold themselves ont to the public and make 
contracts to transport the goods to New York certainly the whole con- 
tract is within the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then the Senator from Michigan proposes to 
amend this bill so as to impose the limitations upon other lines of rail- 
road, which would deprive all commerce at the terminusof a road of the 
benefit of competition which may exist there. It would affect them to 
that extent, the lines of rtation upon the Jakes as well as the 
lines of transportation by rail; andit would deprive the Senator’s State 
of the benefit of competition on the lakes. He wants, therefore, to ex- 
empt independent boats, so that they shall have the benefit of competi- 
tion on the lakes; but those who depend on tion by rail from 
the interior of the continent he insists shall have no benefit of compe- 
tition, because by his amendment he has ingrafted a provision here 
which absolutely forbids it. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan did not 
give any such vote as the Senator from Minnesota unadvisedly and in- 
trusively has alleged here. If he did, that has nothing to do with the 
merits of this provision. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Allow me to ask the Senator if he did not vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Michigan voted for an amend- 
ment which he thought was a very desirable one and which he will vote 
for again in the Senate and continue to advocate, but it has nothing to 
do with this proposition one way or the other. ‘The Senator from Michi- 
gan votes for whatever he chooses to vote for, and he intends to do so. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I donot intend to dispute the Senator’s right to 
doit. I only desired to show the Senator that he voted to impose dis- 
abilities on us and he ought to be willing to incur the same obligations. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Michigan has not voted to impose 
disabilities on others. The Senator from Michigan has endeavored to 
the best of his understanding—and he believes he understands the 
question—to save the State of Minnesota from the evil effects of a law 
which without this amendment would be very injurious to that State 
and to all other States, and which the Senator from Minnesota does 
not yet see the importance of, but he willin time. It will come to him 
gradually and break upon him whenever the amendment which has 
been adopted in committee shall be stricken out. Whenever the law 
begins to operate without it, then the Senator and a good many other 
Senators will hear from it in a way that will be a reminder, agreeable 
or otherwise. : 

Mr. McMILLAN. Not in the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. CONGER. I thought Senators had a t to vote according to 
their own judgment without being criticised We are in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I believe. 
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The Senator from Michigan voted in behalf of Minnesota people and 
Kansas people and all other people on this great continent that railroads 
should not charge for half the distance on the same line of road more 
for carrying freight than they did from the point of departure, double 
the distance. The proposition is plain. I have read since I cast that 
vote the great argument of Mr. Basil W. Duke. I have read it all 
through in pamphlet, in which he attempted to controvert that prop- 
osition, and I say if Senators rely on an argument of that kind they 
are relying on a broken reed. 

The argument is not good, as any man can show with.time. I find 
the argumentrof Mr. Basil W. Duke in a pamphlet circulated, the ar- 
gument which in one form or another has been taken up by every Sen- 
ator who opposed the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 
It is the whole gist of the argument changed in form. Different mem- 
bers look through a kaleidoscope at the argument. 

The argument of Basil W. Duke, of Kentucky, in one form or another 
has been repeated and reiterated ad nauseam on this floor. I read the 

mphlet right through to see if I could find in the original argument 
Jtself anything to sustain these gentlemen, and I could not. It may be 
my fault, but I could not do it. 3 

Now, what is this proposition? I have tried to show the Senate, and 
I have satisfied my own mind, that the provisions of the bill—although 
the committee say it will not have the effect which I feared—might 
have the effect, and would have the effect, to impose burdens upon the 
entire inland navigation interests of the United States. I have said to 
the Committee of the Whole Senate that we had expended something 
like $173,000,000 in improving these water communications, these high- 
ways upon which every inhabitant of the United States may goand travel 
as upon a public highway with his own vehicle, whether it be a dug- 
out, a barge, a bateau, a steamboat, or a scow, with his own freight, in 
his own way—the great highways of the people. 

I believe that this bill without some amendment of this kind will 
impose all the restrictions and all the penalties and all the obligations 
it prescribes upon every common carrier by water upon thesehighways 
which we are year by year called upon to make appropriations to im- 
prove, and this year we have a bill which amounts to eighteen or 
twenty million dollars. We lay a restriction upon that class of com- 
mon carriage upon water which would render. useless all the attempts 
of this Government to improve these great highways. That is my be- 
lief about it, earnest, sincere, after the most careful attention I have 
given to it. Every one knows that any bill which lays its hand upon 
the water communications of the country, any bill which impedes the 
right of the citizen to go on these great highways, whether improved by 
the money of the nation or whether the gift of God, suitable for trans- 
portation, if it’should restrict their convenience, if it should restrict 
their navigability, if it should prevent the citizens from using these 
communications and highways of thenation, the Senate and the House, 
the Congress that passes such a bill and the President that approved 
such a bill, would meet with a storm of indignation and reproach from 
the people of the United States that no mancould stand up under. It 
is to avoid the possibility of such a construction that I have said in re- 
gard to water communication that where the carriers by water have 
some common management, control, or even arrangement with rail- 
roads by which they are a continuous line, then as they have entered 
into that arrangement and given that control and that management 
voluntarily, with the law before them, they shall be subject to it. Do 
not subject them to the penalties of this bill, penalties of $5,000 for a 
violation of it. Do not impose that upon every man who uses his own 
vessel, large or small, to transport freight upon the rivers or the lakes 
or the sounds or the bays of the United States from place to place, be- 
cause it had been transported bya railroad company to the place where 
he reached it, or because it might in a continuous carriage be trans- 
ported by a railroad company from the place where he delivered it. 

Mr. HALE. Let meask aquestion. I see what the Senator is seek- 
ing to get at, and I appreciate that by the terms of his amendment he 
wants to take out from the operation of this bill all that great interior 
lake navigation and river navigation that is not operated, to use-his 
language, ‘‘ under a common control, management, or arrangement ’’— 
those are the exact words—with a railroad. Now, I want to ask the 
Senator whether there is any difficulty in making the application of 
this rule as he has laid itdown? What would be construed as a com- 
mon control or management or arrangement? Suppose, for instance, 
that the railroad makes no control or arrangement or management from 
year to year or from month to month, but that by the terms of a par- 
ticular contract it only applies to a specific cargo, to a specific freight 
for the time being, for only that once, would that be a common con- 
trol, management, or arrangement? Because if it would not, and itis 
desirable to take these lines of lake steamers and river steamers out of 
this bill, it would beeasy enough to avoid what might seem to be carried 
by the amendmentof theSenator from Michigan, by making no common 
control, management, or arrangement, but only letting it appear asif 
it was a contract for the time being, as though the vessel itself went in- 
dependent, without regard to the road, and took up the freight and 
carried it and transferred it to another point where the railroad came 
in. Does not the Senator see that there might be difficulty? I do not 
know whether it can be remedied or not, but is there not difficulty here 
in the application of the amendment? 


Mr. CONGER. My answer to that is this: If there is no common 
arrangement or common control or common contract for a through rate 
from any point, I will say from Saint Paul to New York partly by rail 
and partly by water—that is, partly by thelakes—if thereis no 
ment by which they carry in common for a given price for the whole, 
a portion by each part, rail and water—when one ships to a port on the 
lake and there it is subject to carriage by anything that will take it by 
charter-party or a contract made there, then there is no common ar- 
rangement for that through freight either as to price of carriage or any- 
thing of that kind, and there is no special arrangement either. It is 
to avoid bringing under the control of this bill that class of vessels—a 
very large class of vessels, which take freight where they can find it and 
“ase 4 de ii they agree toas independent boats—that this amendment 
is offered. : 

I thought there could be no possible objection to this. It is not half 
the provision I would desire for such an amendment. I would desire 
that there should be a common specific contract or arrangement of car- 
riage all the way from Saint Paul to New York, with the amount of 
freight defined and the ratio of freight charged on the rail and on the 
water, and on the rail again defined. That is done where there isa 
continuous through arrangement, so that the vessels become a part of 
the railroad line and are subject to its freight charges and its expedi- 
tion and all those questions that arise. 


It is the easiest thing in the world in regard to any freight, by the - 


invoice, by the consignment, by the bill of lading, to di that it 
shall be all rail to New York, or thatit shall be part rail and part water, 
on the lakes or on the rivers. The very bill of lading itself shows what 
the arrangement and controlis. So I havesaid ‘‘ under a common con- 
trol, management,” or, to meet all possible cases, an ‘‘arrangement.’’ 

I am asked a question in regard to the evidenceofit. The evidence 
is plain. There will be no escaping the common arrangement under 
this provision, the common control of the railroad and of the vessel or 
of the line of vessels. When they do make such an arrangement in 
common between the vessel carrier and the land carrier by railroad, 
then they do it knowingly and come under the operation of this bill 
that applies to both. Both know what the law is, both know where 
it applies; and I am perfectly willing that if a carrier by water know- 
ingly enters into any arrangement or contract or common control with 
regard to that kind of freight he shall be liable to all the obligations 
of this bill. : 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator how thatimmense amount of 
commerce that is brought to one side of the lakes by railroad and taken 
from the other side by railroad for through transportation and which 
over the waters immediately is carried by steamers is generally carried. 
Isit by independent ships, vessels, steamers, or undersome such arrange- 
ment as would be included in the words of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan? How is that done? 

Mr. CONGER. I know howitis, thesame on the lakes and the same 
on the rivers. Railroads and lines of steamboat transportation have a 
common contract by which they take freight and divide the receipts. 

Mr. HALE. Divide the whole freight? 

Mr. CONGER. Divide the whole freight. There are several lines 
of that kind on the great lakes where there are large shipments from 
points to points coming by rail and leaving by rail, as there is at Cleve- 
land, at Erie, at Buffalo, and at Ogdensburg, within our borders from 
Chicago, and there are lines of steamers connecting with railroads. 
They always run by a common arrangement for the carriage of freight, 
and each gets a fixed proportion of the freight. They come under the 
provisions of this bill and ought to. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not object to that, because that connects with 
the railroad freight, and the lines of vessels have their management and 

ment and they enter into this agreement knowingly; but there 
are hundreds of ports on the lake shore where freight is received which 
does not come by rail. The six thousand million feet of lumber that 
are manufactured in the State of Michigan leave its ports where the 
mills are around the Jakes, and they go in single vessels owned by the 
mill-men sometimes, chartered vessels sometimes picked up where they 
can, and they take this lumber freight to Chicago, the great lumber 
market, millions and millions of feet ofit. I am speaking now of Mich- 
igan lumber and not of Wisconsin and Minnesota. It is gathered up 
at all the points around the lakes and shipped in a mill-owner’s vessel 
or a hired vessel or a chartered vessel for the occasion, perhaps running 
all the season from the mill. All that class of vessels, because that 
lumber goes out of Chicago by rail, ought not to be covered by a law 
of this kind. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly not. 

Mr. CONGER. So the friends of this bill, those who have charge of 
it, say itought not to be included. Now, there is lumber shipped from 
Detroit to Pittsburgh. That is shipped in the harbor, on the lakes or 
wherever it may be, on board this same class of vessels to Erie or to 
any point whence it may go by canal or by rail to its point of destina- 
tion. There is no reason in the world why those vessels should be lia- 
ble to the pains and penalties of the bill. Until they have reached a 
point by a contract with one party by rail when it has been carried by 
water and is to be carried by rail, there is no reason why that class of 
vessels or common carriers should come under the provision of the bill. 
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Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr, CONGER. Yes, 

Mr. MORRILL. Suppose where there was no contract or arrange- 
ment between the shipping companies, water and land, a case like this 
should occur, that the parties owning the merchandise to be shipped 
should make an ment or contract with one party to carry to 
a certain point for a certain rate, and when it got there the other 
party should have had a contract with the same parties to carry it at 
the same rate, and that this contract should become known and the 
constant usage, would the shipping parties on land and water be liable 
under the proposed arrangement, there being no contract whatever, 


only a e? 

Mr. ALLISON. They have no arrangement. ad 

Mr. MORRILL. No arrangement whatever. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator asks a question as he might in regard 
to evidence. If this arrangement of carrying part of the way with one 
carrier and then a new contract carrying part of the way with another 
carrier is in fraud of the law, when that can be proved the law will 
attach. No man can escape the provisions of law by a pretended ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. MORRILL. But the constant practice all over the country now 
is that if you have anything you want to ship you mark on it the des- 
tination and by way of certain communications of this railroad and that 
and by watercommunication. The bill of lading goes without transfer 
to the person, and at the end he charges it to the whole route; it is 
charged over to the last party who has any control overit. That is the 
constant practice all over the country. 

Mr. CONGER. That is a contract of shipping from the point of de- 
parture to the extreme end of the route. 

Mr. MORRILL, There is no contract about it. 

Mr. CONGER. I say that is virtually a contract from the point of 
departure to the through end of the route. The contractors at one end 
agree to lay down this freight in New York from Saint Paul or from 
Kansas City, or wherever it may be sent from, ata certain price. The 
contract may take either course. If it says partly by rail and partly 
by water, the price is agreed upon and with expedition the freight must 
go on, the road taking the responsibility for its through freight to New 
York. There must be a contract or arrangement running with that 
freight on through, whether it is on another railroad or whether it is 
on a vessel. There must bea contract of expedition, of charging of the 
freightage, whether it is written ont in full or not. Therefore I put in 
the words, ‘‘common control, common management, or arrangement,’’ 
so that there can be no objection at all that it should come under some 
head by which these vessels should be made liable and in law would 
be held liable to the provision of the bill after having made their ar- 
rangements and joined in a common management, or common control, 
or common arrangement, 

I think that is fair. Ithink it embraces everything which the friends 
of the bill ought to ask, and it certainly means no more. Itisina 
modjged form what I have been willing to give and what the friends 
of the bill have declared would be the effect withoutit. I do not think 
it an have the effect without it, and therefore I want the provision in- 
serted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It seems to me that the bill as reported by the 
committee upon aline of water transportation would embrace all kinds 
of traffic, whether part of a continuous line of transportation or not. 
The amendment of the Senator from Michigan limits the effect of the 
law, I think, to vessels which run in connection with some line of trans- 
portation by rail. Iam willing to give all the competition by water 
that I can, andas the amendment offered by the Senator from Michigan 
does leave room for competition on the lakes, on the rivers, and wherever 
there is transportation by water, I shall vote for his amendment. But 
if I could vote to exclude all vessels, whether running in connection 
with a line of transportation by rail or not, I should do that. That 
would suit me better; but as I can not get that I shall vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan, which does give competition 
by independent vessels upon all navigable waters and lines of boats 
running in connection with railroads. It is that much less to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER]. 

Mr. BECK. I sould like to hear the amendment read so that I 
may understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The.amendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ used,’ it 


is moved to insert the words ‘‘ under a common control, management, , 


or arrangement;’’ so as to read: 


That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers 
engaged in the transportation of passengers or property by railroad, or part! 
by railroad and partly by water when both are used under a common control, 
management, or arrangement for a continuous carriage or shipment from one 
State or Territory of the United States to any other State or Territory of the 
United States, or from any place in the United States to an adjacent foreign 
country, or from any paco in the United States through a foreign country to 
any other place in the United States, &c. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, it strikes me that the amendment’ is a 
good one, because on the public water ways of the United States any 
individual man has a right to put his own boat, haul his own freight, 
and if he can not get it from railroads that carry partly by rail and 
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partly by water, I think as far as the quantity is concerned he can act 
on his own responsibility and take the chances. He will not be able 
to do it in all cases, but he has the right to do it. As we are provid- 
ing only, as I understand, for common carriers either by rail exclu- 
sively or by rail and water as a part of a continuous line for the time 
being at least, I think it would be well for us to leave out that class of 
persons who are not acting as corporations, who are not acting under 
the authority of the United States or the States in carrying on com- 
merce between the States, and we should allow the individual man not 
connected with any organization to which corporate rights have been 
given to ma his water communication to suit himself, if he can. 
I do not know that he can, but it strikes me that there will be no harm 
in the amendment. 

I know that last year, and I see again this year, the struggle has been, 
and is now, and will continue to be, between those of us who believe 
that it is the duty of the United States in regard to interstate commerce 
to take control over the great common carriers of the country and those 
who do not believe that we have a right to do so or that we ought toin- 
terfere with them at all. The States in regard to State commerce have 
assumed that right, and the Supreme Court has decided that they hada 
right to do it. 

Since the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAM- 
DEN] was adopted the other day we find all sorts of amendments, not 
intended, for I have no right to assume that any Senator intends any- 
thing that his amendment does not purport, but obviously having the 
effect of breaking down the bill, for many gentlemen perhaps desire no 
legislation at all. For instance, an amendment was offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] the other day and adopted. 
The remark was made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] “that 
is right,” as the RECORD shows, and the amendment was agreed to, 
adding the words ‘‘of the like class and quantity of,’’ so as to make 
the fourth section read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge more or receive 
any pon compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers 
or of the like class and quantity of property subject to the provisions of this act 
ora shorter than for a longer distance over the same line, in the same direc- 

Quantity! They might, as they have donein times gone by, charge, 
as I haveshown they did, $300 a car from Omaha to San Francisco and 
$800 from Omaha to Reno. But if they could show that there was 
half a bushel more grain, not to say a car-load more, going through to 
San Francisco than there was in that to Reno, they would have a right 
to charge the $800 to Reno, and nobody could prove and no shipper 
could tell whether it was the same quantity. 

The Senator from Rhode Island of course did not mean that; but if 
he had consulted the railroad magnates, who did not intend to break 
up that practice, for the cunningest device which by any possibility 
could be devised to make the provision nugatory, he could not have 
done it more effectively. They tried that last year, but they did not 
dare to go as far as this amendment goes, because the same quantity 
settles the whole question, and there can be no punishment to a rail- 
road company if they can prove that one shipment had a car-load more 
or a bushel more than the one they were charging $800 for, and pre- 
tend that they were not making an unjust discrimination. 

The amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON ], which looks 
very plausible, is not much better, and it came from a gentleman who 
has opposed all efforts at taking control of railroads, as faras I can now 
recall his votes. Indeed his amendment was so, plain that the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] when he came to speak of it in his speech, 
in which he charged all of us with acting against the interests of the 
farmer who dared tosay that a charge of $300 from Omaha to San Fran- 
cisco and a charge of $800 to Virginia City, 700 miles shorter on the 
same train and hauling the same produce in the same car was an un- 
just discrimination, had to say, as I read from the RECORD in his speech: 

The Senator from Iowa saw this difficulty, and he pro by anamendment 
that everybody can see is im ible to be effectuated, to prevent them from 
charging as much even for a short haul as for a long haul. 

I agree with the Senator from Kansas. I would consider it impossi- 
ble to be effective. Theresult would perhaps be no legislation. That 
suits the railroads. 

The amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island absolutely destroys 
the possibility of making the bill of any value; but it seems that the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], myself, and a number of others have turned out now to be 
railroad agents to break down the great shippers of the West and to 
prevent them from getting their corn, their wheat, their hogs, their 
everything to market, and that we have become now absolute lobbyists 
for railroads! ‘That seems to be the presentation of this case now. 

As to the water ways, last year, when the argument was up and Mr. 
Albert Fink was brought before the Committee on Education and La- 
bor, as reported in volume 2 of the labor and capital investigation of that 
committee, 1, page 496, which the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Barr] laid before us, Mr. Fink had to agree that the water ways 
were not in a position to combine ordo anything as railroads do. This 
is a part of his testimony: 

Q. The water ways among themselyes are unable to combine? 

A. There is no inducement for water ways to combine, They are never com- 


petitors in the sense in which railroads are. For example, the Erie Canal is not 
a competitor with the Mississippi River; that is to say, not an immediate com- 


petitor. They are competitors in a certain sense, as forthe 
ees not come into direct com wt with each other. 
u 


fu 

is different; the cross each other in every direc- 
tion, .The riversdo not. The net-work of railroads makes competition very 
active; one road competes with many others, There isno competition between 
the several water ways; there is only competition between the boats on each 
waterway; butthe i ay eg oer RAAE T other allover the country and in 
Supri direction, This makes railroad competition so much more widespread, 
leading to so many complications that it makes it difficult to prevent competi- 
tion from becoming ruinous. 

Therefore it seems to-me in presenting this bill and seeking for the 
first time to assert our authority to regulate commerce that it is well 
enough to confine ourselves to dealing with those great lines, the rail- 
way lines and the water ways that they have control of, or the boats 
and other things they use as part of their systems, and to allow the 
people who are not a part of them nor connected with them to remain 
until we are further advised. 

It is assumed now in the argument that the railroads do hauling 
cheaper, that is, from the extreme West—Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, and 
elsewhere—than they would if any control was taken from them to regu- 
late intermediate rates. I sup: every man in this country knows 
that there is not a pound of freight hauled from the most remote point 
in the West one penny aton cheaper than competition requires it to be 
hauled. That condition will remain as well after the passage of this 
bill as now, because the existing competition that brings it down to the 
present point will hold it there. 

I have never been di to go very fur in the direction of cheap- 
ening the short haul, not further than the proposition I made last year, 
which I believe is perfectly safe, that the charge which is made by the 
railroad for the whole haul over the whole length of line shall be 
the maximum charge that shall be made for a haul over any partof it. 
That would not cripple anybody, nor injure anybody; but, as I illus- 
trated in three cases that I have in my mind now, arailroad should not 
charge from the Pennsylvania mines to Baltimore $1.50 a ton for coal, 
and charge $2.50, if you please, to drop that same ton of coal at York, 
60 miles short of ‘Baltimore, on the same lineof road. Nor should the 
Pacific railroads charge $300 a car-load from Omaha to San Francisco 
and $800 on the same line of road, in the same car similarly loaded, to 
Virginia City, with 800. miles less haul. Nor should the railroad from 
Memphis to New Orleans haul for $1.0 bale, and charge $3 a bale from 
Winona, Miss., 120 miles nearer New Orleans on the same line for the 
same bale. If they are authorized to charge as much for any part of 
the way as they do for the haul over the whole line, that ought to be 
satisfactory to them. 

Mr. BROWN. The honorable Senator ffom Kentucky has repeated 
on several occasions here the tion which I find in his speech de- 
livered on the 27th of last month and which henow repeats again, that 
no railroad should for hauling over a part of its line more than 
it charges for hauling over the whole length of the line. That seems 
to be his panacea for all the evils in railroading, as I understand, or at 
least the best that can be done. 

If he will allow me to call his attention fora moment to how that will 
operate, I think he will see that it would not be effective at all in being 
of any service to the country. This is like all other legislation where 
we undertake to regulate commerce or to regulate anything that is so 
large that it is out of our reach or the operation of which people can 
not well understand. 

Take as an illustration a shipment made from Saint Leuis, Mo., to 
Macon, Ga. I will suppose that the rate charged on a car-load of bacon 
from Saint Louis to Macon ts $50. If I understand the Senator’s propo- 
sition, the railroad company or the transportation company should be 

i to charge $50, the maximum rate for the whole length of the 

ine, to any intermediate point, but not to charge more than that at 

any intermediate point. That must be the maximum for any point, as 
it is the maximum for the whole length of the line. 

Now, let us see how that would operate asa remedy. Suppose the 
railroads undertake to do that, if the law allows them to do it, and so 
the charge is made from Saint Louis to Macon. The railroad compa- 
nies, if they choose in that case, without violating their rule, could dry 
up Louisville, and the trade going in the Senator’s own State, because 
they could discriminate against it to any extent they might choose. 
There could be no remedy for the existing eviland it would make mat- 
ters worse. For instance, they would charge on a car-load of bacon in, 
the case I have already supposed $50 from Saint Louis to Macon. They 
might charge only $10 to Evansville, $50 to Louisville, and $15 to Nash- 
ville. They would then give to the competing city on each side of 
Louisville a very large and dangerous advantage. They might then 
ee $50 to Chattanooga, $20 to Atlanta, and $50 to Macon, if not re- 
strained. : 

Mr. BECK. Under existing conditions, if their maximum charge 
from Saint Louis to Atlanta is $50, as the law now stands they can 

Louisville $150 for the same thing, and they may charge each 
intermediate city not only $150, but $500, for what they are charging 
$50 for. If there is no way of getting the freight from Louisville or 
these intermediate points unless it pays the $150 or the $500, when they 
are hauling the same freight from Saint Louis through to Atlanta at the 
lower rate, I should like to know from the Senator from Georgia whether 
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we are not improving the condition a good deal and limiting. their 
powers a good deal by the bill when wesay, ‘‘ You shall not charge $150, 
but $50. shall be your maximum?” Ishould like to have the Senator’s 
answer to that, with all his imaginary cases. 

Mr. BROWN. Itis no imaginary case. ; 

Mr. BECK. It isa fact that they can charge to-day $50 from Saint 
Lonis to Atlanta and $150 from Saint Louis to Louisville. 

Mr. BROWN. No; they-can not do that. 

Mr. BECK. Why can they not? 

Mr. BROWN. Because competition makes it absolutely impossible. 

Mr. BECK. But I am speaking of such a case as was cited on the 
Union and Ce: Pacific Railroads running from Omaha to San Fran- 
cisco through Reno and Virginia City, where there was no competition. 
I will not name avy particular place, but. take any point on the road 
where the freight has to rot, whether it is wheat or cotton, unlessit is 
removed by therailroad. LIask whether they can not charge three times 
as much as they do from Winona to New Orleans on cotton now as 
against Memphis, and if the limitation we propose, to bring it down so 
as not to exceed the rate charged for the through rate, is not a great 
deal better than the existing condition of things? I ask whether it 
does not assert the principle that Congress has at last determined that 
we will take control over you, and if you insist after we have taken con- 
trol upon making these unjust discriminations and exactions because of 
your power and authority, having taken control over you we will pro- 
gress until we see that you shall not perpetrate the gross injustice you 
have been doing in times gone by. It may be a question whether the 
Senator from Georgia is not making the ‘fight now against any and all 
control by Congress over railroads engaged in interstate commerce so 
as to make possible the miserable conditions which have existed in years 
gone by. 

Mr. BROWN. Iwillstate, if the Senator will allow meone moment, 
that without the Camden amendment I would vote for the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave no doubt that the bill in any form recognizin 
the power of is an improvement on the present condition, pers | 
I shall vote for it with or without the Camden amendment, if for no 
other purpose than to assert our authority and to give warning to these 
corporations that interstate commerce is as much under the control of 
the Congress of the United States, by virtue of our constitutional 
power, as State commerce is, under the decision of the Supreme Court 
on what is known as the Granger law, under the control of the States. 

That is.a great step gained; and I shall vote for the bill in any shape 
hoping to do better in the future; but the moment the Camden amend- 
ment was introduced, and it was not so much because of any harm it 
might do, though I admit it goes a little further than I would care to 
go, these other amendments were offered. Theamendment of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island makes of itself an impossibility of the bill pro- 
viding for the transportation of property of like quantity when no 
shipper can know anything about the quantity. I thought when it 
was read the other day that it was ‘‘of like quality.” I thought it 
meant wheat, hogs, cattle, sheep; the same thing, the general quglity. 
It never entered my head that any Senator on this floor would talk 
about ‘like quantity,’’ to make us measure down toa bushel on acar- 
load. 

- Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask 


him a question? 
I will, and I should be glad to hear what ‘like quan- 


Mr. BECK. 
tity ’’ means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from Kentucky familiar with the 
legislation of the various States on thissubject? ‘The language which 
I used is identically the language of the Massachusetts statute, and, so 
far as I know, of all the other State statutes where States have legis- 
lated upon the matter with intelligence. 

Mr. BECK. Take a car that was charged $300 from Omaha to San 
Francisco, coming back to a case that we ail know existed. Suppose 
the car contained 5,000 bushels of wheat. We are not likely to ship 
wheat West, but it is a good illustration. Suppose a car going to Reno 
contained 4,000 bushels. I ask the Senator if when the railroad was 
charged with having made a discrimination the company could show 
there were 5,000 bushels in one and 4,000 bushels in the other and the 
like quantity did not exist, whether that‘would not be a defense in 
law? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think there ought to be any trouble in un- 
derstanding what the words ‘‘like quantity’’ mean ip such cases. 

Mr. BECK. Recollect I speak of the car-load, the unit being a car- 
load. I do not mean packages. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted that 4,000 pounds or 5,000 
pounds would bealike quantity. ‘‘ Like’? does not mean “‘identical;”’ 
it does not mean ‘‘the same;’’ it means “like quantity” in railroad 
parlance. ‘There never has been any trouble in understanding the law. 
It does not mean that a man shall pay the same for carrying 10,000 
pounds that he pays for 1 pound. ‘That construction was liable to be 
placed upon the measure in the position in which it stood. I think 
that all legislators everywhere have recognized the principle which the 
amendment seeks to. effectuate, that a railroad company has the un- 
doubted right, as everybody has, to less for carrying a larger 
quantity in proportion than it does for a small quantity. 
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Mr. BECK. Ispeak of the car-load always as the unit. Ido not 
mean & or to stop ata railroad station and take on a bundle. 
When the Senator said ‘‘ of like class and quantity of property ° hemay 
not have meant it, but the men who that amendment meant 
to get clear of any liability for a violation of law when they could show 
that there was any difference in the quantity contained in the cars that 
were being hauled in which there was $800 charged for a shorter dis- 
tance when there was $300 charged for going 700 or 800 miles farther. 

*So with regard to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Waso]. While he opposed the Camden amendment altogether, as I 
said the other day he ont-Heroded Herod, and went back to make it 
absurd as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS} very properly sug- 
gested. Ifweare going to do anything, we are endeavoring to pass a 
sensible law. Let it be just to the railroad and just to the people, but 
firmly and peremptorily advise the railroads that the extreme cases of 
injustice which have been perpetrated heretofore shall not be allowed. 
I gave three instances, and might have given thirty; but the three 
were as as the thirty. Let us say to the Union Pacific Railroad, 
OH r you shall not charge $800 to Virginia City and $300 to San 
Francisco when you start from Omaha; and to another company, 
“You shall not charge a dollar a ton more to leave- coal at York than 
you do for hauling it 60 miles farther to Baltimore on the same train 
of cars;’’ and to-another, ‘‘ You shall not charge $3 for a bale of cotton 
from Winona, on the line from Memphis to New Orleans, when you 
charge only $1 from Memphis to New Orleans.” That much done, a 
great step forward will have been taken. Other things can be reg- 
ulated afterward. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to call 
attention to the fact thatinstead of providing that they shall not charge 
$300 to Virginia City and $150to San Francisco, the bill providesaflirm- 
atively that if they charge $300 to Virginia City they shall not charge 
less than $300 to San Francisco, Thatis the provision of the bill with 
the Camden amendment: 

Mr. BECK. Why should they? 4 

Mr. McMILLAN. The provision of the bill is that they shall not 
charge less for a long haul than for ashortone. If they charge $300 to 
Virginia City the bill places a minimum upon San Francisco, and they 
shall not charge less than they do to Virginia City. That is the pro- 
vision here, and it is an affirmative provision. You place a minimum 
limitation upon the through charge. That is the effect of it affirma- 
tively. 

Mr. BECK. The terminal point, as every one knows, is controlled 
by competition; and a charge of a penny a ton more would take it on 
some other line and will continue to do it, whether this bill passes or 
not; so that all the scarecrows which have been raised about the wheat 
of the West and the pork and the beef of the West not being moved here- 
after in case we prevent extortion along the line may just as well be 
dismissed. But for the competition they havenow it would not be one 
penny less than they could get for it, and that condition of things will 
always exist. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply wish to appeal to the Senator to speak to 
the amendment before the Senate. We are thrashing this straw over 
and overagain by discussing amendments which have been acted upon, 
and I should be very glad if Senators would confine their remarks as 
nearly as practicable to the particular amendment: before the Senate, 
so that we may get on with the bill and have it disposed of. 

Mr. BECK. I will only add that although I am charged so often 
with talking too much, I have not done it on this bill. 

Mr, CULLOM. Certainly not. 

Mr. BECK. I shall support the amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan for the reasons I have in part given, and I shall accommo- 
date the Senator from Illinois by endeavoring to say as little more as 


possible. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not take my suggestion at 
all personal. 

Mr. BECK. No, I do not; I take it very kindly, because I desire to 
have the bill finished myself. 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless we confine ourselves to the particular ques- 
tion before the Senate we shall never get through with the bill. Iam 
very anxious, as I know the Senator is, to passa bill, and as good a one 
as is possible for the public benefit. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? , 

Mr. CULLOM. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. WILSON, ofIowa. The frankness of the Senator from Kentucky 
is pleasing and refreshing. His courage is admirable as he has pre- 
sented it to us here this afternoon. He is the champion of the down- 
trodden people in opposition to the wrongs imposed upon them by the 
railway monopolies. Yet he announces in effect that he is in favor of 
passing an act by Congress which shall authorize railroad companies to 
charge as much for a haul of 100 miles as for a haul of 2,000 miles. 

Mr. BECK. Have they not got that right now? - 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No, sir. Theruleof law applicable to com- 
mn amn ponia ibet _ Kanae must phar RESE ooa 

r. BECK. en how di ey charge to Virginia City and 
$300 to San Francisco on the same tine? ai 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Notnow. Any citizen who is as 
great a sum for a hundred-mile haul as for 2,000 miles has his right un- 
der the law applicable to common carriers to test the reasonableness of 
thatin the courts. But the bill proposesa remedy different from that, 
not depriving the citizen of his right to contest himselfif he sees proper, 
but supplementing that by governmental action also. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that we should pass a bill which 
will legalize the charge of as much for a haul of 100 miles as for a haul 
of 2,000 miles, and complains that we havenot been doing right to the 
interests of the people, and that we are enforcing, supporting, making 
perpetual the wrongs imposed through this system by the railway car- 
riers upon the people. 

It is useless for the Senator from Kentucky to attempt to run away 
from thé position in which he has placed himself. The amendment 
which I offered and against which he lodges his complaint simply de- 
clares that nothing in the fourth section shall be so construed as to au- 
thorize the carrier to charge as much for a shorter as for a longer haul. 
The Senator from Kentucky says that is wrong. Strike that amend- 
ment out of the billand let itstand as it would under those conditions, 
and you pass a law under which necessarily the implication arises that 
for 100 oreven for 10 miles as mpch may be charged as for 1,000 or 
2,000 miles, because it will not be any more, it will be only as much: 

Mr. BECK. Ido not desire the Senator from Iowa to put on the 
record any misreprésentation of my position, and I do not say that he 
tries to do it. I do not propose to legalize the right of the railroads to 
charge for 100 miles as much as for 1,000 miles, nor do I intend to 
legalize any act of extortion, of discrimination, or of drawbacks, giving 
advantages to one set of shippers over another. I seek to strike down 
by this law the outrageous extortions which past experience has shown 
they have exacted, and to make it impossible to more for a haul 
over any part of their line than they do for a haul over the whole length 
of it. 

But withontlegalizing that, after makingitimpossible to charge three 
times as much for a haul over part of the line as for a haul over the 
whole of it, or ten times as much, as they have been exacting, I narrow 
them down to the point and assume the jurisdiction of Congress to say 
itisimpossible, Idonot legalize any exaction, any discrimination, any 
combination whereby they shall have the legal right to charge as. much 
for 10, 20, 100, or 500 miles as-they do for 1,000 miles. I leave that to 
the condition that the Senator from Iowa has shown no court would 
recognize, after we have once taken jurisdiction over them and brought 
them within the authority of our courts. The struggle has been for 
years to prevent the passage of any act of Congress which would bring 
them within the jurisdiction of our courts. Wenever have had any law 
passed by the Congress of the United States which would prevent the 
extortions to which I have called attention, that from Omaha to Reno 
for $700 or $800, as proven by official papers time and again when hauls 
were made to San Franciscofor $300. We have had no law to bring rail- 
road companies making such exactions before the courts of the country. 

I propose to strike that down now by law, and to leave every other 
question open to the courts of the country, and to pass a law here which 
will make them subject to judicial decision and to judicial action. 
That is what I am proposing; and while I do not propose to go to such 
a length as to prevent the bill from passing by making propositions 
under which it can be argued that there will be injustice done in many 
instances, where it was an uphill haul, or an out of the way haul, or 
where locomotives had to be doubled or trebled to overcome obstacles 
on some particular line of road and therefore that it may bea just 
cause of complaint, I propose to strike down the extreme evil and to 
leave the others for the action of the courts, and at the same time to 
pass æ law, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM} has very well 
suggested, which brings them within our jurisdiction and let them 
understand that they must submit-to it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Kentucky can not get 
away from the position he has assumed by any such statement as he 
has just made. He says he is in favor of passing a Jaw for the control 
of these carrier companies. SoamI. But he says it is wrong to pass 
a law which shall have my amendment in it, which simply declares 
that the provision shall not be so construed as to authorize the carrier to 
charge as much for a short as for along haul. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky must know full well that the law as it now stands with refer- 
ence to carriers is more liberal toward the shipper than the rule which 
he desires to put into the statute, that of declaring they shall not 
charge any more for a shorter than fora longer haul. ` He is willing they 
may do that. He is willing to have an act passed which by implication 
will declare to them they may do that; and he is unwilling to let it be 
passed with the declaration that it shall not be so construed as to au- 
fois the charge of a greater sum for the shorter than for the longer 


Mr. BECK. Now one word more, and I am done. Iam not seek- 
ing to get away from anything, nor am I desiring to evade any- ques- 
tion. Isought to strike down the extreme wrong, leaving the others 
to a commission, limiting it to the point that the maximum haul over 
the whole road should control, and not three times as much be charged, 
asin many instances, for shorter hauls. When that proposition was 
made the Senator from Iowa, true to all his past votes, voted against 
it. If when the Senator from West Virginia made that proposition the 
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Senator from Iowa desired in good faith to stand by those who sought 
to curtail the power of the railroads in their gross exactions, he would 
have voted with those of us who did. But after endeavoring to defeat 
it, and to leave the present condition of things existing unless it began 
at the end of the line (and I do not know how he would have voted 
then), he now comes in with an amendment which even the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], as I read alittle while ago and will read 
again for his edification, has construed to mean nothing, and I suppose 
a majority of the gentlemen who want no legislation will assume that 
the Senator from Kansas was right when he said: 

The Senator from Iowa saw this difficulty, and he pro} by an amendment 
that everybody can see is im ible to be effectuated, to prevent them from 
chargng as much even for a short haul as for a long haul. 

The amendment may be in good faith, I do not question anybody’s 
good faith; but for aSenator who had voted against the Camden amend- 
ment then to come in with this and put it in a shape where even the 
Senator from Kansas eng was so plain that everybody could see that 
it was impossible to be effectuated, it may operate without his intend- 
ing if to defeat the bill altogether, which I know would be agreeable 
to a very large number of distinguished gentlemen. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ican nat let the Senator from Kentucky gét 
away yet. He was in the Senate when I made suggestions relative to 
several amendments. When the Camden amendment (so called) was 
pending, I stated that if thatamendmentshould not be adopted I would 
move an amendment in line 6of section 4, after the word ‘* departure,” 
to insert the words “‘or to the same point of destination,” so that all 
shipments from the common point of departure or picked up at any 
point on the line and going to the same point of destination, should 
come within its provisions. I that amendment for the pur- 
pose of making it uniform and putting it in better condition than the 
section now stands. 

But the Senator from Kentucky was not willing that that should be 
done. He was so anxious to havea law passed by which a charge for 
100 miles might be as great as for a thousand that he was not willing 
to have that done. 

Now, he falls back upon the remarks of the Senator from Kansas and 
` applies them to my position. The Senator from Kansas and the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky are byno means running in pairs upon this subject, 
and I do not see why he applies that to me, for certainly I was not in 
harmony with the views suggested by the Senator from Kansas when 
I offered the amendment. 

Instead of desiring to defeat legislation upon this subject, for years I 
have been in favor of enacting effective legislation, and therefore I of- 
fered the amendment which is the ground of complaint on the part of 
the Senator from Kentucky. Iam willing to stand by that; and I 
doubt whether his courage will last him through many years in stand- 
ing by his declaration that an act of Congress should authorize the 
carriers of this country to charge as much for a hundred as for a thou- 
sand miles. 

Mr. BECK. The only answer I make to that is that there is no 
foundation for the statement made by the Senator from Iowa. I would 
enact no law for any such purpose or any stich intent, and he may re- 
peat it and reiterate it as much as he pleases, I meetit with a flat con- 
tradiction, that there is not a word of truth in the suggestion. Iam 
for cutting off bad practices, and not legalizing anything. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator can not avoid the logical in- 
ference, however. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not propose to continue the discussion upon 
the amendment offered by myself several days ago and adopted by the 
Senate; but I desire to say to the Senator from Kentucky that this in- 
sinuation that that amendment was offered atthe suggestion or request 
of any interested party is unworthy of him, Whenever that amend- 
ment is before the Senate, I shall be prepared to discuss it upon its 
merits. 

I am somewhat surprised that the friends of the principle incor- 
porated in the fourth section, the provision as amended by the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, are unwilling to apply it to all the commerce 
of the country, or that they should seek to relieve a portion of that 
commerce from its beneficent influences. 

The amendment now offered by the Senator from Michigan, and which 
the Senator from Kentucky announces that he will support, proposes 
to relieve from the provisions of that section all steam-vessels which 
are not running under a joint control or management or by an arrange- 
ment in connection with railroads. -All steamers running in connec- 
tion with railroads or by an arrangement with railroads, or carrying 
the commerce and produce of the West in connection with railroads, 
are brought under the terms and the provisions of the fourth section. 
In other words, such steamers can not charge a larger sum for carrying 
wheat from Duluth to Detroit than from Duluth- to Buffalo. But a 
certain other class of steamers denominated by the Senator from Michi- 
gan independent steamers, tramps, as has been well suggested by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], not under any regular man- 
agement, notrunning in any regular line, are exempted, and may charge 
for carrying wheat from Duluth to Detroit twice as much as they do 


from Duluth to Buffalo. 
If the principle is a sound one, if it should be applied to the railroads 
of this country, to a portion of the interstate commerce of the country, 


why do gentlemen ask that you shall apply it to regular lines and not 
to these independent steamers carrying freight down our lakes without 
any regular control? 

If you pass the amendment of the Senator ffom Michigan, how long 
will it take the great steam lines running down our lakes to dissolve 
their connection and arrangements with the railroad lines? 

The amendment is intended to exempt the lake commerce from the 
arbitrary provisions and restrictions of the bill, and Iam not surprised 
at intelligent gentlemen looking after the interests of their own con- 
stituency situated upon the lakes who desire that those restrictions 
should not apply to theirown commerce. Itisnot surprising that such 
gentlemen favor the amendment; but it seems to me that to be consist- 
ent they should have a certain amount of regard for the interests of 
other States and of other sections, of the interiorof the country, of peo- 
ple who are not situated at any of the lake ports. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Kentucky, when the former dis- 
cussion was going on in the Senate over a like bill, referred to two noted 
outrages in transportation. One was the discrimination made in the 
price of transporting cotton from Winona, Miss., and from Memphis, 
Tenn., to New Orleans. The other was a complaint as to the injustice 
done on the Union and Central Pacific Railroads in charging from a 
starting-point on the road $800 a car-load to Virginia City and $300 
only to San Francisco. I do not understand the nature of that trans- 
portation, and therefore I can say nothing in reference to that particu- 
lar business. 

Mr. STANFORD. If the Senator will allow me, I can explain that. 

Mr. BROWN. [yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, I heard what the Senator from 
Kentucky said in regard to the freight from Omaha to Reno and from 
Omaha to San Francisco. In order to properly understand the matter 
it would be well to remind the Senate that freight going from the At- 
lantic coast to the Pacific coast has but two competing points, that is, 
the place of beginning and the place of ending. Iron and steel go into 
the hold of a vessel from New York to San Francisco for$5aton. The 
freight also has another way of going to that place, and that is by the 
isthmus, where freight generally goes at from ten to twenty dollars a 
ton. The railroads have to meet the competition with the water car- 
riage between the two extreme points—that is, from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific coast—and it is a question with them whether they shall meet 
the competition, whether they shall work for a small profit or whether 
they shall despise the small profit. 

This whole bill really is a question of competion, whether railroads 
shall, at competing points, meet competition; whether, when they can 
not accept a fall rate, they shall take the best rate possible. ‘That is 
really the question involved. X 

As to the particular case of Reno freight, in going to San Francisco, 
perhaps over the line of railroads from Erie to Chicago sometimes at half 
the rate that is paid by the Chicago merchant for the same freight on 
the same train, and so also from Chicago to Omaha and from Omaha to 
Salt Lake, it is moved necessarily at a very small profit, and the rail- 
road company between New York and Chicago is willing to accept that 
extremely low profit if by chance they might have the fair profit that 
they usually charge between New York and Chicago. So they recog- 
nize San Francisco as acompeting point. They recognize some interior 
places, such as Sacramento, San José, Stockton, and Marysville, as com- 
peting points, but not farther east than that. 

Now, the man at Reno to whom the Senator from Kentucky seemed 
to refer with so much gusto takes advantage of the railroads between 
here and Ogden, and he says to them, “I want to ship my freight to 
San Fraucisco.’’ He delivers it and it is way-billed and shipped ac- 
cordingly. When the freight has reached San Francisco, where the ear- 
tier has honestly and faithfully carried it according to the contract, he 
says to the company there, ‘‘Itmay be a portion of this I want to ship 
to Portland, a portion down into New Mexico, another portion, or it 
may be the whole I want to ship to Reno.” The railroad company of 
course is bound to take it. 

The shipper has had the advantage of competition with the water 
route and has been able to have his freight delivered to him at Reno 
at less than the sumof the regular rates from’New York to Reno, and 
he has taken advantage of the carrier instead of the carrier having 
taken advantage of him. He has paid no more than everybody else 
does for the same business all the way through. That is the explana- 
tion; and it is a question here whether the railroad company shall be 
permitted to meet competition and to accept the very lowest profit or 
not. Thatis the real question. If it were not for interrupting the 
Senator from Georgia I might say something further about the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, go on. 

Mr. STANFORD. Under the bill the traffic between China and 
Japan which comes over here must necessarily be given up, becanse it 
is in competition with the Suez Canal route, and the agents of the 
companies there meet the competition, whateverit may be in those cities. 
and fix the price accordingly. The consequence is that teas, silks, and 
other things which come across and go to Chicago, Cincinnati, Saint 
Louis, and to New York must come, and will come oftentimes, at lower 
rates than thé same character of goods on the same train that moves 
from San Francisco to these various places. 

I did not propose at this time, or indeed at any time, to discuss this 
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whole question, -but the bill is a blow at competition. You will find 
not only on the extreme points of the Atlantic and Pacific but in almost 
every county throughout the United States where there is more than 
one road there is competition now, and the shipper has the advantage of 
that competition. It is not a blow at railroads alone, but you are 
striking at every man with the artificial communication which the geog- 
raphy or topography of the country has determined to him. You say 
to those shippers, ‘* You shall not avail yourselves of the natural or arti- 
ficial advan’ of competition.’? That is what the bill says. 

I am much obliged to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

‘ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia has the 
oor. 

Mr. BROWN. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky for a moment 
before I go on with other propositions, if he prefers to be heard now. 

Mr. BECK. I only want aboutfive minutes, The statement of the 
Senator from California illustrates exactly the system as I understand 
it. There is competition from New York to San Francisco and there 
always will be. ‘Therefore he insists that the railroads have to haul 
at reasonably low rates from San Francisco in order to get any part of 
those freights; and he complains absolutely on the floor of the Senate 
that the man living af Reno or Virginia City, four, five, six, or seven 
hundred miles this side of San Francisco, took advantage of the railroad 
companies and paid his freight through to San Francisco, 700 miles 
beyond his home, and then paid for hauling itback. That is taking 
advantage of the railroad company! And he complains that I object 
to the man at Reno or Virginia City being compelled to pay $800 for 
hauling the same thing to his door that the companies have hauled 
700 miles past it to San Francisco for $300. But when the man sees fit 
to go to San Francisco and then pays for the freight to go back two or 
three hundred dollars more, he is taking advantage of the railroad 
company ! : 

All I propose to say is that as competition will always keep freights 
down froni New York to San Francisco, because it can get therein some 
other way than by rail, the man who lives along the line of road shall 
not pay $800 for a '700 mile shorter haul for the same thing over the 
same Jine while the man at San Francisco pays $300 for it; but that 
they shall haul for him at least at a rate not exceeding what they charge 
for the long haul. Thatis said to be taking advantage of railroad com- 
panies! That is said to be taking advantage of competition and the 
lines that have to compete with others! ‘The Senator from California 
states the case fairly when he says that those of us who intend to put 
not a.great limitation but some reasonable limitation upon the powers 
of those railroads, and tosay to them, ‘‘ You shall not because you see fit 
to haul from one end of your line to the other for a given price charge 
double, quadruple, six, or ten times as much toa man for hauling along 
that same line of railroad on that same train the same class of goods, in 
exactly similar cars, to an intermediate point in order to make up for 
it,” are striking a blow at the railroads! We say that is extortion 
which the Congress of the United States will regulate and limit, and 
we will limit you at least down to the point where the through haul 
shall be the maximum charge. That is unreasonable, unjust, and un- 
fair we are told. Itmight be very unfair to charge half as much, and 
we may hereafter be able to stop them from charging half or one-fourth 
as much and bring them to reasonable rates all the way; but for the 
time being, cutting off the very thing it is admitted by the Senator 
from California is a great step in the right direction is perhaps as far 
as we can properly go without having it questioned. 

I desire to say to the Senator from Rhode Island while Iam up that 
if I said he was influenced by anybody in offering the amendment I 
certainly made a great mistake in my language. I know that last year 
men came here, and the record shows it, and endeavored to get all sorts 
of amendments of that kind for the purpose of breaking up the meas- 
ure, and rene were made to me and to other Senators looking in 
that same direction, and arguments were made about the different 
character of goods and different quantities. 

Mr. CAMDEN. And quality. 

Mr. BECK. And pa I was thinking of quality instead of 
quantity when I heard the amendment read the other day, and my 
friend from West Virginia who sat by my side at the time, when I 
asked him the question, said it was quality, and he let it pass and 
so did I, because we thought it meant quality instead of quantity, 
until we saw the RECORD afterward. Ido not reflect upon the motives 
of Senators, and the Jast man in the Senate upon whose motives I 
would think of reflecting would be the Senator from Rhode Island. I 
desire to assure him of that; and if I said something I ought not to 
. have said I assure the Senator I was arguing the question and not the 
motive of the mover of the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me for a mo- 
ment to ask a question of the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BROWN. Iyield. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kentucky inform us where he 
gets his authority for the incident which he has spoken of here somany 
times as to the charge on the railroad from Reno to San Francisco? It 
is taken from some testimony, I understand. 

Mr. BECK. I can produce one of the most elaborate speeches made 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4317 


in the other end of this Capitol, I think by Mr. Daggett, containing all 
the tables and all the facts—I will bring it in the morning, or per- 
haps I can find it in an hour—one of the most elaborate speeches I 
ever heard made, and the truth of it was acquiesced in, I understand, by 
everybody. I think the fact on this point was repeated by the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. PLATT. I merely asked for information. 

Mr. BECK. One word further. Attention was called to it on this 
floor by the then Senator from Oregon [Mr. Slater], though not per- 
haps with as much detail as by Mr. Daggett, but going over a great 
deal of the same ground, 
ar fe PLATT. Was it a case where the same class of freight was 

uled? 

Mr. BECK. The same class of freight and both by car-loads. IfI 
have been misled in that, I have been misled by gentlemen who I sup- 
posed knew the facts, 

Mr. STANFORD. One word further by way of explanation. 

It is generally supposed that a man at Reno who wants his goods 
transported ships them to San Francisco. ‘They are billed through to 
San Francisco, and then he ships them by another bill of lading from 
San Francisco to Reno. If hesaid he wanted them at Reno they would 
always be delivered there; but in that case, as‘ the roads on this side 
do not recognize Reno as a competing point, it being nearly 300 miles 
inland from the ocean—— 

Mr, BECK. Virginia City is 700 miles, and Reno three or four hun- 
dred. 

Mr. STANFORD. Virginia City is only 30 or 40 miles from Reno. 

Mr. BECK. Then Ihave it wrong. 

Mr. STANFORD. If he shipped goods to Reno he would pay the 
same rate that the Chicago man pays on the same goods between New 
York and Chicago, or he would pay the same as the Omaha man pays 
between New York and Omaha, or he would pay the samme rates from 
New York to Ogden that the Ogden merchant pays; and the rule by 
which the way-bill would be made out would be to take the regular 
rate from here to Ogden and add the local rate from Ogden to Reno, or 
whatever point in Nevada might be the pointof shipment. They have 
a schedule by which to make up the regular rates without asking the 
different companies, 

The Reno man is not so far back in the interior but what he is able 
to avail himself of the competition which the water gives to the people 
at San Francisco. For instance, freight is moved from Chicago at 
aton. On account of competition by water at San Francisco the same 
kind of freight may move over the road from New York to Chicago at 
$10a ton. Naturally the roads on this side are unwilling that anything 
should move at this low rate if it is possible for them to preventit. So 
they only allow the company on the other side to regard certain points 
as competing points, and to make the low price to meet that competi- 
tion. The railroad on the other side would like to regard Reno as a 
competing point, - 

But to show you farther how far the effect of competition goes, the 
people of Salt Lake oftentimes have the benefit of that and they very 
frequently ship goods from Salt Lake to New York to go around by 
Cape Horn in preference to sending them by rail. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from California, if it is 
convenient for him to give the information, what is the difference be- 
tween the rate paid by the shipper from the city of New York to the 
city of San Francisco, and the man who ships from the city of New 
York to Reno—abont what would be the difference? t 

Mr. STANFORD. Ifhe ships through to San Francisco? 

Mr. HARRIS. I speak of direct shipments from New York, one 
shipment to Reno and another shipper shipping to San Francisco the 
same character of freight? 

Mr. STANFORD. Iamnotable to give the rate.. It would depend, 
of course, very much on the class of goods. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it be two or three times as much to Reno as 
to San Francisco? 

Mr. STANFORD. 
classes of goods. 

Mr. HARRIS, I speak of the same class of goods shipped in both in- 
stances. 

Mr. STANFORD, There is no doubt that San Francisco’s location 
has oftentimes compelled the railroads—for the railroads do not fix the 
price of transportation—to allow transportation at very low rates. It 
is particularly so on the railroads on the Pacific side, or they would have 
to refuse business. Thatis the rule that prevails there, and it prevails, 
I have no doubt, with nearly all the railroads of the United States. It 
is because of that fact that the great commodities of the country are 
moved by railroad. It is not that local rates are charged more, but be- 
cause competition fixes the price of through rates. If arailroad has but 
very little competition the value of moving commodities is determined 
by the cost of the service. In my State the rule established by law at 
one time allowed a certain amount per ton per mile on all products and 
goods. Those goods had to pass over the Sierra Nevada Mountains, 
7,000 feet in about 90 miles, where the cost was very great, and yet there 
was but 1 per cent. of the entire business that paid the maximum rate 
allowed by law. 

The railroads in many cases I have no doubt, and I do not believe I 


I should think about twice as much on some 
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shall err in my statemen moved goods below the average cost of 
transportation per mie: Er ie mhen rega riria pakana 
ARAG tae A ek at very low rates, and expect a very small profit 
where a can not be obtained because of competition or the value 
of the commodity moved. 

The country in that manner has its development quickened. If it 
was demanded of the railroad com that every ton of freight 
healt pay tee peapea tias ena) stop the greater part of the busi- 


M This bill, Li is a far more serious thing than Senators gen- 
erally have considered. If it is observed it means complete commer- 
cial disaster. I have no doubt of it myself. 

I feel like saying a little more, but I can not trespass further on the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BROWN. Iyield to the Senator from Nebraska, but I shall de- 
cline to yield farther, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understood the Senator from California to say 
that San Francisco has been a competitive point in traffic. I should 
like to know, first, which, if ‘any part, of the railroad fixed the rates 
between New York and San Francisco at the point of time referred to 
by the Senator from Kentucky. Where was the competition then be- 
tween New York and San Francisco, and who fixed the rates between 
New York and San Francisco then? 

Mr. STANFORD. Atthat time there wasageneralschedule. There 
have been times when competition has been so great that the traffic 
agents were permitted to exercise their discretion, but ordinarily it is 
fixed by schedule rates. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. By whom? 

Mr. STANFORD. By the com 

Mr. VAN WYCK. By the rai managers. Then do not the 
railroads fix the rates between New York and San Francisco? Did 
Shey not at that time? 

Mr. STANFORD. Nominally, yes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then where was the competition? 

Mr. STANFORD. Competition dictated the schedule rates. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Where was the competition? 

Mr. STANFORD. The competition was by water. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. At that time did not the Central Pacific and 
Union Pacific Railroads, by the payment of a million of dollars a year, 
more or less, control the navigation by ocean between New York and 
San Francisco? 

Mr. STANFORD. The great competitor was by Capé Horn, where 
when people are not in a hurry they can well afford to ship. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then Cape Horn was the competing Point? 

Mr. STANFORD. One of them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then let me renew my question. At the time 
spoken of by the Senator from Kentucky and when the schedule rates 
were fixed by the railroads, did not the principal Pacific railroads at 
that time control the ocean navigation—the Pacific Mail steamship 
line—by paying the steamship company over a million dollars a year ? 

Mr. STANFORD. At the particular time I donot know, but of the 
general fact I do know. It was to prevent a ruinous competition the 
railroads chartered the privilege of sen so many tons in those 
ships and paid them so much for it and filled them up with such kind 
of freight as they did not want tocarry on the railroad. That is what 
they did. That was business, in my judgment. I justify it, and have 
no occasion to offer an apology to anybody for it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the fact is, however, that the Pacific Rail- 
roads, the Central and Union Pacific, made these terms with the Pacific 
Mail Steamship line for tho purpose of preventing competition on that 
route ? 

Mr. STANFORD. A ruinous competition. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not ask whether ‘‘ ruinous ”’ or otherwise. 
It was done to prevent competition. 

Mr: STANFORD, -I answer for myself. You put your questions. 
I say to prevent a ruinous competition. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That competition was checked, the ruinous part 
of that competition was checked by the railroad companies paying a 
million dollars or upward a year to the steamship line? 

Mr. STANFORD. I do not think we ever paid that much. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Whatever it was. The railroad companies did 
not consider this competition around Cape Horn sufficiently ruinous to 
purchase it off? 

Mr. STANFORD. That we could not interfere with. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I think the exhibition here has shown 
that at all events both sides of the question ought to be heard before 
you make up your mind. We have heard a great deal aboutthe Reno 
shipments for years past in the Senate. When the explanation comes, 
it simply is that there has been a larger amount charged per mile on 
local freights than on through freights where there is ocean competi- 
tion. But there is another place that has been referred to, to wit, 
Winona, Miss., and so often referred to in debate in both Houses that 
doubtless the name will become familiar. The 0 there referred 
to very frequently is that the railroads charged $3.25 per bale on cot- 
ton from Winona to New Orleans, while the river charges were $1 per 


ies. 


bale from Memphis to New Orleans. Thatseems to need explanation. 

The statement was made DIF pe gentleman in the House 
of Representatives [Mr. REAGAN] on a former occasion, and one of 
the vice-presidents of the and Nashville Railroad Company, 
a chief road in the State of Kentucky, which the Senator so ably rep- 
resents, has looked into that question and fully understands it, and 
in an address which he made before the committee of the House of 
Representatives on this question he how that difference came 
to exist between the two places, and I shall ask the Secretary to read 
a little over two pages of Mr. Stahlman’s ion, which I think 
will make it very plain, and Piah that itis not so great an outrago as 
we should be led to a e TE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
paper will be read 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


and thatthe 
a little over T 
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What more? is for New Orleansare generally Te- 
turned loaded at New Orleans for Memphis with tropical fruits, sugar, molasses, 
rice, &c.; the Winona cars are ge y returned Ferme But, aside from these 
and other like facts, which certainly constitute ag eae items in matters of 
transportation, take the bare, naked fact that the Winona people pay $3.25 per 
bale while the ple of Memphis pay $l—is it unjust discrimination ° 

I presume, Mr. Chairman, it is a conceded fact the rail lines do not make 
the rates on cotton froni Memphis to New Orleans; that the Mississippi River 
steamers and barge lines do that. Suppose the rail lines withdraw from com- 
petition for Memphis cotton, will that help the Winona shipper or make the 
discrimination between Memphis and Winona any less? Assuredly not. The 
steamers and barges will continue to carry the cotton, and the rail lines must 
look elsewhere to make zp the loss on this through traffic; and if they are not 
to be allowed to compete for through traffic, they must be allowed to make up 
their loss by an advance of their local rates, of which Winona will be obliged 
to stand its share. 

Tam not unmindful, Mr. Chairman, of the fact that it would look better to 
have the rates from Memphis advanced and the rates from Winona propor- 
tionably reduced; but how are you going to effect the change? The pending 
bill affords no such relief, It does not propose to control the rates of maan 
lines; it practically means to force rail lines to withdraw from competition witli 
water routes, and thus, as a matter of self-preservation, compel an advance of 
raii rates to and from interior and local points. 

There is another feature in connection with this question which should not 
be lost sight of. The impression seems pe that these competitive rates 
are made to build up Memphis to the detriment of interior points. A greater 
mistake could not be made. Memphis isa city located on the Mississi one River, 
with advantages given to her by a greater Power than the Congress of the United 
States, which no power on earth can take away; and when railroads areasked 
to give interior towns the benefit of competition created for other localities by 
nature, it is asking something which is unreasonable and unjust. 

The people of Memphis by the aid of nature's gift (the Mississippi gives <p 
built up a city which has made property very valuable, rents and taxes h bigu, 
and the general expense of doing business exorbitant. The business comm iy, 
being obliged to endure this expense, have a right to demand an offset thro: 

natural advan given them in location. No fair-minded man will 
ro this, yet the pending bill seeks by artificial means, at the expense of 
capital invested in railroads, to a the natural ‘advantages 


ate 
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the same return spon Se 
on $20,000 invested ake: 


g. 
is private capital invested in a railroa 
expense, do for Winona what the Creator, in his great 
city of Memphis. That is the hed and short” kad the“ a J "and short haul” 


provision of this bill. I repeat, M: A aaien Soe a sopas tion is ridiculously 
and I am amazed that intelligent men sho continue to press a meas- 
ure calculated to work out such ridiculous and unjust results. 


Mr. BROWN. Isimply had this explanation read that the Senate 
might see that there were two sides to the Winona case, of which so 
much has been said. 

Mr. CAMDEN. What is that? 

Mr. BROWN. Anargument by Mr. Stahlman, one of the vice-presi- 
dents of the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company. Iam simply 
putting Ai in the RECORD to explain a matter which has been so often 
talked of. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer], which will be 
read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6 of section 1, after the word ‘‘used,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Under a common contro], management, or arrangement. 

So as to read: j 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers 
en in the riatioh of passengers or pi y by railroad, or parti 
by railroad and partly by water, when both are pyran ipara f 

tf or shipment from one 


management, or arrangement for a continuous 
State or Territory of the United States, or from any p5 in the United States 
nited States. 


through a foreign country toany other place in the 

Mr. GEORGE. I donot understand the last part of that amendment 
as read by the Chief Clerk. I should be glad to have it read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment and the section as it would 
read if amended. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand it now. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 41, noes not counted. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to propose the amendment I submitted the 
other day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendnfent will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed, on page 11, line 17, to strike out 
the word “shall ” and insert the word ‘‘may;’’ so as to read: 


And any of the circuit.courts of the United States within the jurisdiction of 
which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contumacy or refusal to obey 
ri ag issued to any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the whole of my three amend- 
ments treated as one, and I will explain their object. 

On page 11 is a provision, commencing at line 17, which as it stands in 
the bill provides that in case anybody who is summoned before the com- 
mission when it is making an investigation refuses to obey thesubpcena of 
the commission, an application may be made to the circuit court and the 
circuit court may punish such person as for a contempt. My amend- 
ment peries to change it in this respect, that if any person refuses to 
go before the commission and testify, then a court may issne an order 
that such person shall go before the commission and testify ; and if the 
pees refuses to obey that order, then the circuit court may punish him. 

ere might be some technical difficulty about a court punishing for a 
contempt to the commission and not to the court. 

I think the whole three amendments might be treated as one amend- 
ment, and then the whole clause read as it will appear if amended. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The three amendments will be re- 
ported as a whole. 

Mr. HARRIS, - Let the other two amendments be reported, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be reported in connection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed, on page 11, line 17, to strike ont 
the word ‘‘shall’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘may;”’ on page 
11, line 19, to strike out all after the word “‘act,’’ down to and includ- 
ing the word ‘‘plaintiffs,’’ in line 23, as follows: 

Or, when such common carrier is a corporation, to an officer or agent thereof, 
or to any person connected therewith, if proceedings are instituted in the name 
of such commissioners as plaintiffs. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Or other person. 

On page 11, line 23, tostrike out all afterthe words ‘‘ common carrier”’ 
down to and including the word ‘‘ ,” in line 29, as follows: 


Officer, t, or person to show cause why such contumacy or refusal shall 
not be punished as and for acontempt; and if, upon hearing, the court finds that 
the inquiry is within the jurisdiction of the commission, and such contu- 
macy meee is willful and the same is persisted in, such contumacy or re- 

shall— 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Or other person to appear before said commission (and produce books and pa- 


pes if so ordered) an nt cay evidence touching the matter in question; and any 
ure to obey such order of the court may. 

And on page 11, line 29, after the word ‘‘ punished,” to strike out 
all down to and including the words ‘‘ United States,’’ in line 30, as 
follows: 

As though the same had taken place in an action pending in said circuit court 
of the United States— 

And to insert in lien thereof: 

By such court asa contempt thereof— 

So as to read when amended: 


And any of the circuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction of 
which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contumacy or refusal to obey 
a subpoena issued to any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, 
or other person, issue an order uiring such common carrier or other person. 
to appear before said commission (and produce books and papers if so ordered) 
and give evidence touching the matter in question, and any failure to obey such 
order of the court may be punished by such court asa contempt thereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to section 5. In the 
printed amendment which I have offered I proposed to strike ont after 
the word “ provide,’’ in line 26, down to and including the word 
“given,” in line 32. I will modify the amendment from the way it 
is printed so as to insert in line 26 of section 5, after the word ‘‘ad- 


vance,” the words ‘‘or reduction;’’ strike out line 26, after the word 
“ advance” and all of line 28 to the word ‘‘notice,’’ on line 29. 

The object of this amendment isto require that the same notice shall 
be given of a reduction in rates that is required by the bill to be given 
of an advance in rates, so that that part of the section shall read: 

No advance or reduction in published rates, fares, charges, and classifications 
shall be made except after ten days’ public notice. 

The whole theory of the bill is to provide against discrimination, 
drawbacks, &c. Ido not know any worse discrimination than that 
which is provided for in the bill, which requires that the different rail- 
road lines shall publish their rates, which, in the combination of lines 
all over this country, involves an amount of clerical work that I do 
not believe a half dozen members of the Senate have the least possible 
idea of, and in the same section providing for what will result in the 
very worst possible kind of discrimination, a reduction without notice. 

A merchant in Chicago, taking Chicago as the initial point for the 
transportation of grain products to the seaboard, would under this bill, 
taking the winter rate say of the lowest class of freight, 25 cents per 
100 pounds, ranning down to 15 cents in the summer when the great 
competition of the lakes comes into play, could get a cut rate imme- 
diately on the agreement being made, immediately on the publication 
of rates. While the combination of figures would be to such an extent 
as to require an immense corps of clerks in each of the great trunk lines 
of railroad which had connections covering large portions of the coun- 
try, that would be upset immediately by any one corporation taking 
the next day at lower rates without any notice. 

If there is to be any stability about the rates—and I acknowledge 
that I am in favor generally of this bill—it will be impossible to carry 
out the tnd designed if you allow in the same breath a cut of rates 
which will knock all these figures into pi. 

The great trouble about the transportation question is the want of 
stability of rates—the cutting, the giving to some favored shipper that 
which the general public do not get; and here you absolutely legalize 
that principle. A shipper at Chicago to-day who wants to send by 
European steamship one hundred car-loads of grain, 60,000 bushels of 
grain, goes to the railroad office and asks what is the rate. 

The published rate is 25 cents a hundred or 15 cents a bushel in the 
the summer. If yon allow a competitor for the same business on the 
very next day or on that day so that one line cuts that rate, which it 
could do immediately in order to get the business to 20 cents or to 15 
cents, you would make a difference of from 3 to 6 cents. bushel in favor 
of the man who got the cut over the man who paid his 25 cents, the 
published rate; and when the last man got his goods to New York ho 
would have lost Gor more cents a bushel, which would bankrupt him in 
the end, for this would goonfrom day today. The reduction might be 
made of a cent to-day and 2 cents to-morrow and so on, and 5 or 6 cents, 
down to a point when they got in the severest competition, to 10 cents a 
hundred, making a difference in the actual shipments of one man and 
another of many thousands of dollars. : 

I submit, Mr. President, that if we are going to regulate this ques- 
tion at all, and I think it is proper to do it, we should regulate it ona 
basis that there should be some rates known to the public, to the great 
shippers, that will last more than twenty-four hours. If it is right 
and proper that a notice of ten days should be given for a chunge to a 
higher rate, it is proper that it should be given for a change to a lower 


rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senatoraquestion. BSupposethat 
this happened during the season of lake navigation, lake commerce 
having now been excluded from this bill—and the shipper on the lakes 
ships his wheat at a mere nominal rate—would it not be necessary in 
order that a railroad might engage in competition to have an opportu- 
nity within the period of ten days to make a change? 

Mr. SEWELL. Not necessarily so unless you give the next shipper 
the free use ofany rate. If you let the shipments by water be entirely 
free, then it would be necessary. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to ask 
a question? I understand the bill does not apply to river navigation. 
Take the case of a railroad running parallel witha river. You bind 
the hands of the railroad. It can in no ease make a reduction with- 
out ten days’ notice. The steamboat company running beside it may 
make a reduction of 25 per cent. to-day or to-morrow and take the 
business of the railroad. 

Mr. SEWELL. Itake the supposition of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Brown] as an argument against the amendment of the Senator 
trom Michigan [Mr. CONGER], which I trust will not remainin the bill 
if it is to become a law. The result of it would be not alone to affect 
the isolated individual owners of vessels who desire to roam untram- 
meled over the lakes, but where those great propeller lines are in com- 
petition with the railroad lines they would make rates or contracts in 
order to be allowed to make cuts which are the discriminations that are 
talked of and that you desire to provide against. 

In order to be allowed to make these cuts, the railroads now owning 
them would divest themselves immediately of the ownership of the 
lines of propellers that have been built up for transportation, and they 
would leave that part of the line free and open, so that from Chicago 
to Buffalo, or from Duluth, or from any other great shipping point, 
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they would take grain to the elevators at Buffalo, leaving the rate of 
rtation from Buffalo to bė fixed by the railroad. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me to 
interpolate a remark? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. AT 

Mr. PALMER. I would say that in regard to lake navigation it is 
the railroads that have brought the freights down to where they are. 
The lake craft are probably owned by five hundred different parties; 
they are constantly competing, and it is only when the railroads come 
down to their very low rates that the lake craft come down, and the 
railroads are the regulators of the lake craft rather than the lake craft 
the regulators of the railroads. 

In regard to the lines of the different roads which the Senator speaks 
of, and which he says will be disconnected from the propeller compa- 

- nies, I would say that they form a mere bagatellein the transportation 
of the lakes, The Western transportation lines connected with the dif- 
ferent railroads carry very little freight proportionately compared with 
the vast amount carried on the lakes. I believe that without the in- 
troduction of the amendment of my colleague it would be exempt from 
the provisions of this bill. I do not see how the United States could 
take supervision of that vast freight traffic on the lakes and determine 
the price of freights from Chicago and from all the intermediate ports 
to Buffalo any more than I can understand how they could fix the price 
of tea and flour and sugar. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator says the lake craft regulate the railroads 
and not the railroads regulate them. How does that accord with the 
experience that when the lake craft are frozen up the railroads raise 
their rates? 

Mr. PALMER. I may have made that a little too broad? I will 
say that I have seen freights on the lakes brought down from 27 cents 
a bushel from Chicago to Buffalo to the minimum of 2 cents. Thelake 
craft, as a matter of course, compete with each other, but it is only the 
railroads that have brought freights down to the present low rates; 
otherwise they wouldcombine. They willlay up a number of vessels 
on the lakes. As it is now it makes no odds whether they lay them 
up or not; the railroads carry so low that at certain seasons of the 
year when the railroads desire to compete for the vast traffic of the 
Northwest there is no money init to the sailing vessels or to the steam- 
boats on the lakes. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to aska 
question before he resumes? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Michigan speaks about Michigan 
particularly, her Jakes and railroads; perhaps the Senator is familiar 
with the Mississippi River and other river transportation. 

Mr. PALMER, Only approximately. 

Mr. BROWN. Take the case I puta while ago, where a railroad 
runs parallel to the Mississippi River. The bill as it now stands does 
not apply at all to the transportation company running on the Missis- 
sippi River; it does apply to the railroad company and binds the rail- 
road company, if the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey be- 
comes a part of the bill, not to make any reduction of rate until ten 
days’ notice. Suppose the rate from Memphis to New Orleans is 50 
cents a hundred pounds, and the steamboat company on the river gives 
notice to-day that at 12 o’clock it will commence carrying at 40 cents a 
hundred pounds; that turns all the business to the boats. Then it is 
ten days before the railroad company can make any reduction. Sup- 
pose the next day after it makes the reduction down to the point where 
the boats put it the steamboat company again gives notice that at 12 
o’clock that day it will reduce 10 cents more; then it is ten days again 
before the railroad can reduce. The result is to destroy the railroad 
for the benefit of the river, and there is no remedy for it. 

Mr. SEWELL, The amendment offered by me shows the absurdity 
of attempting to regulate transportation by one route and not by the 
other. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] is right—— 

Mr. PALMER. ‘The Senator from Georgia asked me a question; 
what was the essence of that question ? 

Mr. BROWN. The essence of it, as I intended, was, can the railroad 
companies be justly called on to meet such competition as that by your 
turning the boat loose to reduce whenever it chooses and binding the 
railroad company not to reduce without ten days’ notice? 

Mr.PALMER. I did not say it was right that discrimination should 
be made against railroads, but I was somewhat surprised to see this 
amendment introduced by the Senator from New Jersey on that ac- 
count. It seems to me to be giving notice to every one that within ten 
days there will be lower freights, and every one will hold back his 
freights for the reduction. I do not see how it is going to affect the 
competing lines, : 

Mr. BROWN. But the steamboat on the river can reduce when it 
pleases and the railroad company can not reduce without ten days’ 
notice. Then the boat has the advantage of the lower rate for ten days, 
and therefore the advantage of the traffic. 

Mr. PALMER. In answer to that I will say that the effect in my 
opinion would be to demoralize business. The people would hold back 
their freight. They would neither ship by rail nor by boat until the 
ten days were up. 


Mr. SEWELL. If business is going to be demoralized by this legis- 
lation, if adopted by Con we ought not to pass it. The Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] is perfectly correct in saying that the 
railroads have brought the price of transportation from 35 cents a bushel 
charged by water transportation down to from 6 to9 cents. It has been 
forced down by railroad competition. In winter the rate went up 15 
cents a bushel and down in summer to 10, and in extreme exceptional 
cases it has been down to 6 cents a bushel. Instead of relieving the 
situation, when you adopt the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia [ Mr. CAMDEN] you destroy the whole fabric that we have been 
building up for fifty years. 

It is within the recollection of yourself, Mr. President, and of my- 
self, a younger man, when the extreme limit of transportation by rail 
was to the Ohio River. By reason of the energy and the genius of our 
people it has been from time to time, and day to day, and year to year 
pushed mile after mile westward by the building of railroads, by the 
advancement of science, and the laying of tracks, and the running of 
locomotives, until to-day we present the spectacle to the world of hav- 
ing accomplished what no other nation and no other people ever has 
done, of bringing grain, cattle, and other products of that kind 2,000 
miles to the seaboard, and allowing the community to have the benefit 
of competition. No other nation has accomplished this great feat. No 
other people has practically ever tried it. 

The capital invested in the railroad transportation lines of this coun- 
try is enormous when youcome to look at the figures—125,000 to 130,- 
000°miles of railroad, from eight hundred to a thousand million dollars 
of the absolute savings of the of the country for forty years in- 
vested, because it has been probably the best field of investment when 
applied to bonds, although that does not apply to stocks. Wearetold 
by some gentlemen in the Senate that there is a great deal of water in 
this. 


Mr. President, when I had the honor to address the Senate on this 
subject at the last session of Congress, I admitted that there was wa- 
ter, but that water is limited to a very small percentage and limited 
to the lines constructed in late years, and with the approval, as we saw 
here a few days ago, of those very complaining Senators about water 
who voted deliberately to allow a company chartered lately to issue 
any amount of securities for the building of its road. The Senate 
voted it on the basis that that company should have the same privileges 
as those that preceded it, and that they could not compete with the 
previously organized and chartered and running railroads unless they 
were allowed to have water, as though rtation was absolutely 
to be by water and not by rail. In other words, that the more in- 
debtedness you piled on a corporation the easier it was to run it and 
pay expenses! It is hardly necessary to talk about it, but such was 
the argument and such was the vote. 

Mr. President, the railroad men of this country as a class are about 
the best merchants and the brightest minds we have to-day, and neces- 
sarily so. They have the best education of any set of men in the 
country. Gentlemen who occupy seats in the Senate mostly belong to 
the legal profession. Coke, Blackstone, are the same, and the classics 
have not changed. You will never build great railroads on them; you 
can not follow the progress of the age; you can not settle this country 
with them. 

It takes all the elements of a great man to be a successful railroad 
manager; and we have a great number of them who have grown up in 
the last twenty-five years. They must have all the education that any 
gentleman on this floor gets in order to equip himself as a Jawyer or as 
a Senator; and it is but the starting point of what he has to acquire of 
professional knowledge in order to fit himself for his position. After he 
has graduated at Yale or Princeton or Harvard he has to go for four or 
five years to a special institute for the purpose of learning the science 
of mechanics, chemistry, metallurgy, and then he rolls up his sleeves 
and foes into a shop and applies himself to the mechanics about which 
it will be necessary for him to have a perfect knowledge in his busi- 
ness as the manager of a railroad. 

At thirty years of age that young man, never having up to that time 
probably earned a dollar, prepari i in every way, spending 
money to acquire this knowledge, enters upon his career in a subordi- 
nate capacity as a railroad man; and if he has the talent and the brain 
necessary he rises rapidly, because in our country a man of thirty years 
of age has practically but twenty years of active business vital force in 
him. ‘That man applies himself to the business of his life. He hasall 
the knowledge that books can give him; he has all the knowledge that 
practice can give him. He is nota moneyed man. He does not enter 
upon the business of railroads for the interest of the community in which 
he lives, but as a matter to furnish for himself a position, and for his 
family, if he has any, their bread. He hasno prejudice, no feeling. He 
is as well equipped as any man can possibly be to doas near right as any 
onemancan. And this is the class of men you have to-day in the active 

ent of the railroads of this country. 

It is not fair to say that those men, absolutely working for a salary 
without any interest in the railroads, without any dealing in a share 
of stock or ever going into Wall street, are going to oppress the people. 
They are the men to-day who have built up this country to be the 
great ‘nation that it is, Without the genius and the money and the 
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Jabor and the education that have been applied to getting these men into 
the positions they hold, your railroad transportation, with the move- 
ment of the products of the mines and of the crops, would not have 
been what it is to-day, and you would never have been able to reduce 
the cost of the movement of a ton of corn ora ton of wheat from 3cents 
a mile down to four-tenths of a cent a mile or 3 mills a mile as has 
been done within the last two or three years and is being done prob- 
ably to-day. 


Mr. President, I did not intend when I offered this amendment to 


make any remarks of this kind. I am honest in my belief thatif you 
are going to regulate rail transportation you must necessarily regulate 
transportation that goes alongside of it, parallel to it, and that is com- 
peting with it, and particularly as that transportation would be con- 
trolled by the different rail corporations and for the purposes of com- 
petition. 

Mr. GORMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to ask 
a question of the Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I would ask the Senator from New Jersey in what 
way he thinks that this notification of reduction would favor the rail- 
roads. At first sight it seems to me it would be different. 

Mr.SEWELL. Ihave not said it would favor the railroads. I want 
to have a bill that would relieve us from some of the charges which are 
made. ‘This is the worst part of this bill. We make rates to-day and 
you put the railroad companies to the trouble of making theirrate-tables 
and posting their rates. Then you should provide that they should 
not be cut the very next day by one of these same corporations without 
notice. They should last for a period of at least ten days. I would 
prefer that the period should be thirty days, to give some stability. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from New Jersey is one that seemed to the committee who ex- 
amined this subject to be worthy of careful consideration. There isa 
popular impression that a provision of this sort should be inserted in 
this bill. Hence wegavethe matter a very patient and careful consider- 
ation. I think I am justified in saying that every member of the com- 
mittee, after hearing the argumentson both sides, came to the conclusion, 
which I do not believe will be questioned by any of the experts who 
were before us, or by any of the large shippers who have given the mat- 
ter consideration, that an amendment such as is now suggested would 
be absolute destruction to all the American roads for the benefit of the 
Canadian lines, Wemay not beable to control the Canadian lines, not- 
withstanding the passage of this bill. They may still have it in their 
power to give adrawback or rebate of from 1 to 5 cents a bushel, which 
would take from our roadsall the profit which they make from Chicago 


to the seaboard, 

The people of this country are amply protected when they require 
the railroads to publish to such extent as the commission may deter- 
mine their tariff of rates, which shall be uniform, and every shipper 
shall have notice of that tariff, whatever it is. Now occasions occur 
frequently where a reduction is absolutely necessary and should be 
made on the instant. For instance, by cable-comes the notification 
that grain will be taken in Liverpool at such arate to meet the compe- 
tition of Indian grain. The question must be determined at once 
whether we will accept that rate or not. If it is to be accepted, it can 
only be by making a lower rate of freight. 

The bill provides that when the railroads make that reduction so as 
to secure such results, that reduction shall be uniform to all shippers. 
Therefore the public is amply protected, whereas if you required com- 
panies to give a notice of ten days-before the reduction can be made 
the water routes and the Canadian routes would be enabled to embar- 
rass our roads so that they might be bankrupted. The public is amply 
protected by the publication of the rate. 

Mr. SEWELL. Allow me to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator thinks the American roads are amply 
protected by this bill as it now stands. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, Ido, with the bill in the form in 
which it comes from the committee and in which it stands as amended 
to-day, with the exception of the one amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator inform me how that protection is 
to be extended? How do you carry it ont? You have a branch ofa 
Canada road to Chicago and you have a road in Maine which forms 
the other link on our soil. These two roads come in and they file their 
yates from Chicago. What is there in the bill to prevent the Grand 
‘Trunk in Canada outside the United States from giving a drawback? 
‘Nothing. ad 

Mr. GORMAN. Thatistrue; there is nothing in the bill that would 
prevent that. The bill would leave the American roads in the same 
condition to compete with the Canadian roads that they are in to-day. 
They meet that by making instantly areduction whenever it is neces- 
sary to meet the competition of the Canadian roads or the water lines. 
But now the Senator from New Jersey comes inand says by his amend- 
ment that our roads shall not make this reduction to meet the Cana- 
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dian competition and the water-competition unless they give ten days’ 
notice. Under that one-half the freight would be gone. 

Mr. SEWELL. [intend to follow this amendment by a provision 
under which the Grand Trunk road would be controlled. This amend- 
ment was drawn at a time when it was supposed, and it was based on 
the idea, that the water lines would also be controlled, and that we 
should have some permanence of rates, which is what we want to estab- 
lish. Letus have the American lines, the Canadian lines, and all trans- 
portation on that basis that a man may know for a week at least what 
he is going to pay for his freight. 

Mr. GORMAN, All the best minds of this country who have ex- 
amined this question have come to but one conclusion, that it is not 
possible to regulate the through rates so long as the Canadian compe- 
tition exists, except by meeting cut by cut, competition by competition 
on our side andon theirs. From Chicago until the Canadian road crosses 
the Detroit River the line is upon American soil; but the moment it 
crosses the Detroit River and enters the Dominion of Canada we have 
no control over it; and there is not any legislation that can be devised 
that will enable this country to control that road except the branch of 
it within the limits of our own territory. To-day our roads are able 
to compete with them in price, and we shall always be able to compete 
with them. We have the shorter line, we have a better climate, and 
we are able to compete with them if we are left unhampered. But if 
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey is adopted, thereis not 
a railroad man in the United States who does not know that itavould 
destroy the American roads. I do not believe I do the Senator from 
New Jersey injustice when I say that he offers the amendment not with 
that view, but to emphasize his opposition to what has already been 
inserted in the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. > 

Mr. SEWELL. Ioffered the amendment in connection with a series 
of amendments based on the bill as reported. The Senator from Mary- 
land yoted for the amendment offered by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, which practically places the railroads of this country in such a 
condition that the roads east of Chicago, known as the trunk lines, will, 
rather than sacrifice their local business, say to the merchants and ship- 
pers of Chicago, ‘‘ We will not take your freight except on a basis where 
we can_he left to regulate our local rates profitably.” That will not 
only afply to Chicago, but it will apply to all the great competitive 
points in this country ranning from Duluth on the north to New Or- 
leans on the south, and it will apply more to the roads running from 
here in the direction of the southwest to New Orleans, the Gulf coast, 
and Atlantic seaboard than it will even to Chicago, 

The great lines running to Chicago have been long enough in exist- 
ence and mostly running through a country that has very large mining 
or manufacturing interests which have heen built up so that there is a 
local trade to that extent that the companies can say to the people 
west of Chicago, “If you choose to hamper us with any enactment of 
this kind, we prefer to attend to our local business and let you get your 
grain to the seaboard by water or in any other way you can.” In 
other words, when rates get down to the point that they have done, 
these roads can not possibly exist, and I say it knowingly if that rule 
is to govern that the through rates are to be the guide for local rates 
from point to point. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad is probably an exception to the general 
trunk lines. The New York Central probably comes next. Both these 
great corporations have given a great deal of time and attention and 
have in many instances spent a great deal of money for the purpose of 
building up what they considered the great interest of theirstockholders, 
the local business. Wherever it was possible to encourage a flour-mill 
or a rolling-mill or any great industrial work to come on the line they 
have done it. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company has, under her contract with the 
State of Pennsylvania when she took the publie works of that State, 
agreed that the rate from Pittsburgh to the Delaware River should at no 
time be greater than the rates from the points west of the Delaware 
River. Therefore that corporation has so fixed its business, so encour- 
aged its local traffic in the great underlying strata of coal and iron over 
which its roadbed runs, and the great industrial establishments em- 
ploying thousands of men that have grown up in Pennsylvania, that it 
is enabled to live entirely without any risk of competitive business from 
Chicago, which now amounts to about 10 per cent.: and if the other 
corporations which have not these great advantages, which have not the 
coal and iron of Pennsylvania, were obliged to carry their way business 
to any point between this side of Chicago and New York, the LakeShore, 
the New York Central or’Erie, or any great competing line—if they were 
obliged to do it, would simply have to say we can not do it. 

What will be the result? The result is to tear down the fabric you 
have been building for fifty years. You have demonstrated to the great 
West that you may transport a cheap class of freight 2,000 miles to the 
seaboard. You have built up, commencing with the Illinois Central 
land . grant, the States of Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, 
and all the other great States of the West by what? Many of their in- 


habitants went there by wagons, but the great majority of them were 
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attracted there by the railroads, by the transportation facilities, by be- 
ing able to get their produce to market, by being able to have some 
profit after they have paid for the transportation. 

If the railroads say to the great grain depots of Chicago and Saint 
Louis, “‘If we are to be governed by this rate for our way freight we 
prefer not to take it,” where do you leave the people of the West ? 
If you insist that the through rate shall in all eases govern the way rate 
it will result in the great cereals being shipped entirely by water, the 
elevators and their owners being transferred to New York, Baltimo 
Newport News, Philadelphia, Boston, and Portsmouth in the Uni 
States, and Montreal in Canada. 

Mr. GORMAN. I was not discussing the long and short haul. I 
was discussing the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey as to 
the notice to be given of the reduction of rates of railroad companies; 
but I can not refrain from again calling the attention of the Senate to 
the statements of two of the most distinguished railroad men in this 
country: one (Mr. Fink) at the head of all the railroad pools, who is 
regarded by the railroad people as authority on this question, and the 
other (Mr. Blanchard), of no less distinction, once vice-president of the 


Erie 
page 151 of this report, states, 


Mr. Blanchard, in his statement on 
speaking of the long and short haul: 

Next take interior interstate commerce, originating from a point illustrated 
by Columbus, Ohio, and destined, if you please, to Pittsburgh, Pa. The mod- 
ern and better practice of the railroads is, that although there is nothing 
between. those two points limiting the charges of the railroad companies 
except the respective State charters of the railroads, not one-fifth of the rates 
authorized by the charters are in effect charged; and in another respect it has 
not been the case in ten years that the tariff from Columbus to Harrisburg 
been higher than the tariff from Cincinnati to New York. I say the better 
practice of railroads, because I think public agitation has probably had good 
effect in this respect. It has, however, been greatly aided, and the result is 
much more due to the economies of steel rails, straightened lines, and lower 
grades, greater loads carried per car, improved ballasting, the increased weights 
of locomotives and trains, and all the effects of railroad competition, inde- 
pendent of the water competition I have referred to, than to any other causes. 


Going on to show that the practice of the railroads themselves, where 
they had an intelligent view of their own interests, was never to charge 
more for the short than for the long haul, Mr. Fink is equally emphatic 
on the same point; and I say to my friend from New Jersey that there is 
searcely a railroad man in this country of intelligence who does not 
recognize the rule as a proper one, with the exceptions in this bill, that 
in certain specific cases a different rule may prevail. 8 

Mr, SEWELL, I have before me’here the rates from New York by 
rail to certain points in the South and Southwest: 


: Classes, 
From New York to— ; 
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The short rates are more than the long ones. Ifthe amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia becomes the law, the roads which are 
now charging to Atlanta $1.24 will be obliged to come down to 70 
cents. And let me say that there is not one of them to-day, and the 
Senator from Georgia will bear me out, that is paying any dividends. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do they make or lose anything by the New Or- 
leans rate? - 

Mr. SEWELL. They make in this sense, that if they have cars 
there and they can take alot of stuff and load it and send it North, 
they make more than they would by sending empty cars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do they make anything as a general rule? 

Mr. SEWELL, Not as a general rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they do, they are evidently making too much 
at Atlanta and those inside places. : 

Mr. GORMAN. It will be remembered that Mr. Fink verified the 
statement I have made. The great trouble with the transportation in- 
terest is that there is no stability in rates. He maintains that there 
would be no substantial trouble in the question of the long and short 
haul if there was stability. When the pool was inaugurated he main- 
tained that the local rates between Chicago and New York were main- 
tained on the proper basis; and then the chairman of the committee 
put him a question which I will read, with his response: 

The CHAIRMAN. While you are lating freights on a road from here to 
Chicago, forinstance, you begin atCh to charge so much from there to New 
York or from New Yorkto Chicago ; and youdothesamething as to every other 


point where there is another road that comes this way? You let each one of 
the roads cut and carve at every station where there are not two roads, do gen 


ints, After a rate has been established from a ert dete paint, say from In- 
innapolis, it being 93 percent. of Chicago, then the rate from a point beyond In- 
dianapolis (if itis nota competing point, buta local point onany one ofthe various 


roads that run to Indianapolis) is added to the through rate. The local rate, 
which is generally for short. distances, can only be charged to the point where 
the freigitt reaches the first competing point roads can never do more than 
that. And here I would call your attention to this fact: that high local rates 
can only be made for short distances. For example, I suppose in Illinois there 
is no place more than 10 or 20 miles from some competing railway . In 
such a case the local rates could only be made high for 20 miles. As soon as the 
freight strikes a competing point, and is intended to go beyond pat polak it 
gets the advantage of whatever low rates may exist from that point, local 
shipper hasthe full advantage of oppene raies. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why do you not make the tariffs as though there were no 
competing points? In ọther words, if you charge so much from Chicago to 
New York and there is a station 10 miles this side which is not a competin, 
point at all, why do you not say that the charge from that point to New Yor! 
shall be so much less, and control that charge as well? 

Mr. Foxx. It is a rule that this freight should not pay more than from Chi- 
cago— 


That is the station 10 miles this side of Chicago— 
but you can understand that it may cost more to take freight from a point 10 
mileseastof Chicago than from Chicago, But, nevertheless, the roads gener- 
ally follow the rule not to charge more. 

That is all their own action, as Mr. Fink states. All the bill does 
is to say that that shall be the rule, “‘ You shall apply the very rules 
you have laid down in the management of your own roads to the whole 
public and not make it an exceptional case,” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That, I may t. to the Senator from Mary- 
Jand, though it is not the rule of the bill, can be made so if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia should not be agreed to in the 
Senate. The bill asit stands only provides for a common point of de- 
parture and not fora common point of arrival. So in the case sup- 


has | posed the rate might be a dollar a ton, for instance from Chicago to 


New York, and it might be $2 a ton from a point 10 miles east of Chi- 
cago on the same line and going by the same train to New York. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not as the bill stands amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the bill stands amended it does not, but as it 
stood reported. Now, if you add tothe clause that was stricken out in 
committee the common point of arrival as well as the common point 
of departure, then you have got the status that nothing can be charged 
greater for carrying goods to New York from any point on any line east 
of Chicago than you may charge from Chicago itself. And of course I 
only take that as an illustration. It applies all over the country and 
in all directions, west as well as east. But if you strike it all out and 
say that every local rate everywhere shall be no greater than the through 
rate everywhere; there is a great deal of force in what the Senator from 
New Jersey has said in respect of going too far in the opposite direction, 

Mr. GORMAN. I donot believe that it is proper to hamper the 
railroads to too great an extent; but there are innumerable eases like 
that stated by the Senator from California where a shipper from New 
York is compelled to send his goods through to San Francisco and other 
competing points 300 miles on the same road beyond the destination 
and pay the local charges from San Francisco back to the point of des- 
tination. Is that an unusual case? There are hundreds of cases on 
the railroads that enter Washington city where through rates from 


Chicago are paid and the goods sent back 150 and 200 miles toward the 
Ohio River paying the local rates back. That is an outrage which is 


`.. | Committed by all or nearly all the railroads. It isa practice that they 


are all engaged in, and it is impossible to control them except by na- 
tional legislation. 

The Senator from Kansas in alluding to the action of the Senator 
from West Virginia made the statement that this short-haul amend- 
ment was practically in theinterestof one road, the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad. If the Senator had consulted a railway map he would have 
seen at a glance that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad is the one road 
above all others of the trunk lines that is mostly affected by this very 
amendment. It has not 100 miles ranning continuously in any one 
State between here and the Ohio River. It passes through Maryland 
into West Virginia and back to Maryland again and then into West 
Virginia, so that nine-tenths of all its local trade is interstate com- 
merce, whereas the great trunk lines of Pennsylvania and of New York, 
except the Erie, pass through one State for three or four hundred miles, 
and all that great traffic is local and not tobe controlled or affected by 
the provisions of this bill. 3 2 

So the Senator from Kansas was entirely mistaken, and I regretted 
exceedingly to see the turn this debate has taken—that it should be 
attempted to make the impression here that any local interest was being 
considered in this amendment or in framing the bill. I regretted that 
my friend from Iowa should make an appeal to his Western friends 
that this provision was against the interests of the great West. Nothing 
can affect the interests of the great West as long as you have independ- 
ent lines competing with each other and affected by the Canadian roads 
and by the water lines. 

Mr. McMILLAN. - Will the Senator from Maryl@nd permit me to 
call his attention to the fatt that the Senator from West Virginia took 
the ground distinctly that the effect of his amendment would be to 
prevent transportation from the Mississippi Valley at a less rate than 
it could be done from Ohio and West Virginia, and he said distinctly 
that that was all the Mississippi Valley could ask; that they had no 
right to ask to have their freight transported from the Mississippi Val- 
ley to the Atlantic coast for a less rate than freight could be transported 
from West Virginia or Ohio. I think it is a very unsound proposition. 
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If we have in the Mississippi Valley advantages which enable us to 
rt our grain to the Atlantic coast cheaper than you can transport 


transpo 

it from West Virginia or Ohio to the Atlantic coast, then you are depriv- 
ing all that region of country of the benefit of competition, and youare 
hampering trade, you areham comm: and depriving the com- 
merce of the Mississippi Valley of the benefit which it naturally pos- 


sesses, 

Mr, GORMAN. Mr. President, I happen to hold in my hand a state- 
ment prepared by Mr. Fink, showing the rates of freight between the 
cities of New York and Chicago, and I desire to say to my friend from 
Minnesota that all the rates of freight from-every point nearly in the 
West except the extreme point of the Pacific roads to the Eastern sea- 
wag oat governed or made by the rates from Chicago to the city of 

New 

The rate of freight in 1865 of $1.60 on 100 pounds frofn Chicago to 
hd York city, rate had run down in 1884 to 12 cents per 100 pounds. 

vow—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from Maryland 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the motion is put the Chair 
will submit two bills from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to remind the Senate that by unanimous 
consent this bill and the amendments to it are to be disposed of to- 
morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Decidedly. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other pu was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY. There was a similar bill reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and it is now on the Calendar. Task therefore that 
this bill lie on the table, so that it may be called up for action very 


soon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not know that there 
was a Senate bill of the same purport on the Calendar. 

AP EDMUNDS. Is the Senate bill in the same form as the House 

Mr. DAWES. They are so similar that the committee do not care 
to have a reference. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

The bill (H. R. 5886) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. _ 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Thorns, of Fayette County, Ken- 
tucky, be withdrawn, subject to the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.) 
theSenate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 11, at 12 0’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, May 10, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted indefinitely to 
Mr. HOUK, on account of sickness. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions 
for reference, under which call memorials of State and Territorial Leg- 
islatures may be presented, and also resolutions of inquiry addressed 
to the heads of Departments. 

SILVER-PROFIT FUND. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, submitted the following resolution; which 
ee read, and referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


Basle, Tha t the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to eg pom 
House of resentatives a detailed statement of all sums expended 
different mints and assay offices from the fund known as the silver-profit eg bor 
authorized by section 3526 of the Revised Statutes, from and including the year 
1878 to the present time. 

BENJAMIN MENDENHALL. 


Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 8609) granting a pension to 


Benjamin Mendenhall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the impase on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH BREWER, 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8610) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Brewer; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER S. STEWART. 

Mr, LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8611) granting a pension 
to Alexander S. Stewart; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, * 

STEPHEN H. POWELL. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8612) granting a pension 
to Stephen H. Powell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. J. WIGGS. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8613) granting a pension 
to W. J. Wiggs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

JAMES J. LYELL. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R, 8614) granting a pension 
to James J. Lyell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR ALEDO, ILL. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 8615) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to place at the soldiers’ monument in Aledo, Ill., condemned 
cannon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. KERMAN. 

Mr, NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8616) granting a pension 

to William H. Kerman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
-ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZA LUTZ, 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8617) rerating the pension 
of Eliza Lutz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ©. SCHAUTZ, 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8618) for the relief of John 
C. Schautz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HAYES. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R; 8619) granting a pension 
to William Hayes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY DURKEE. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8620) granting relief to Henry 
Durkee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A. CROUNSE. A 
"` Mr. HEPBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8621) increas- 
ing the pension of A. Crounse; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM N. ABBOTT. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8622) increasing the 
pension of William N. Abbott, of Davis City, Towa; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

MARY E. HEDRICK. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8623) granting a pen- 
gion to Mary E. Hedrick; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION LAWS. 
Mr. WOLFORD introduceda bill (H. R. 8624) to amend the pension 


laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMANDA CHILES. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 8625) 
for the benefit of Amanda Chiles, of Pendleton County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK NIENABER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also cote a bill (H. R. 
8626) for the relief of Frederick Nienaber, of Covington, Ky.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ROSS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also’ introduced a bill (H. R. 
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8627) granting a pension to Thomas Ross, late private Company E, 
Fifth Pennsylvania Reserves; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN THORNS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
8628) for the relief of John Thorns, of Fayette County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND INDUSTRY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
8629) to establish a department of agriculture and industry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CALL OF UNITED STATES 3 PER CENT. BONDS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res, 168) in relation to the call of the United States 3 per cent. 
bonds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


FOREIGN VESSELS IN AMERICAN PORTS. 


Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8630) to limit the commer- 
cial privileges of vessels of foreign countries in the ports of the United 
States to such purposes as are accorded to American vessels imthe ports 
of such foreign countries; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 


SEIZURE OF THE VESSEL DAVID J. ADAMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, offered the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Whereas it is reported that an American fishing vessel, namely, the David J. 
Adams, of Gloucester, Mass., has’ recently been seized in Digby, Nova Scotia, 
for the alleged purchase of bait, by the British flagship Lansdowne, in Rael afin 
ioia of e commercial rights conceded to American vessels by the tish 

overnment: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the facts of the case, with RUIDO to recommend such N ion as may be 
dueto a pròper sense of national dignity and to a just regard for the rights and 
interests of the national commerce. 

JAMES B. HILL. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8631) 
granting a pension to James B. Hill; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PROTECTION OF AMERICAN FISHERMEN. 

Mr. RICE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 169) for the protec- 
tion of American fishermen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY LUTHER. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 8632) for the relief of Emily 
Luther; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO HIGLEY. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 8633) for the relief of Alonzo 
Higley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES KING. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 8634) granting 
a pension to James King; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and orderéd to be printed. 

IRENE GOOGINS. . 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8635) grant- 
ing a pension to Irene Googins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed 

JACKSON BRISCOE. 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of 
Jackson Briscoe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. No. 170) for print- 
ing third annual report of Bureau of Animal Industry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred, on motion of Mr. HATCH, to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

FRITZ HOLZER. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8637) granting a pension 
to Fritz Holzer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN LOUTH. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8638) granting a pension 
to Christian Louth; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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HENRY KELLER. +? 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8639) granting a m 
to Henry Keller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM L. SHEPHERD. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8640) granting an increase 
of pension to Abram L. Shepherd; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

> GEORGE W. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 8641) granting a pension to 
George W. Elliott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT P. CURRAN. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8642) granting a pension to 
Robert P. Curran, of Chariton County, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committec on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LEAK. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 8643) for the relief of John 
Leak; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

. JAMES A. M’CULLAIL. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8644) for the relief of James 
A. MeCullah; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A, CARR. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8645) for the relief of Will- 
iam A. Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RIDDERMAN. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 8646) granting a pension to 
John Ridderman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN KUHN. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8647) granting a pension 
to Martin Kubn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee cn Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID B. CORDELL. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension 

to David B. Cordell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. COWDEN. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8649) to grant a pension 
to William F, Cowden; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STATISTICS OF EXPORTS, IMMIGRATION, AND EMIGRATION. 

Mr. HEARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8650) for the 
collection of more accurate statistics of exports, immigration, and emi- 
gration; which was a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED J. HILL. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 8651) increasing the pension 
of Alfred J. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED FINE FOR ABSENCE WITHOUT LEAVE. 

Mr. BEACH submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House be so amended as to provide that in the 
event of a call of the House every member absent therefrom without its leave 
Mat for sickness) shall be fined $100; which sum shall be deducted by the 

rgeant-at-Arms from the salary of the member so absent, and be paid into the 
contingent fund of the House. 


ALBERT H. GEERING. 

Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8652) for the relief of Albert 
H. Geering; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY DONNELSON. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8653) for the relief 
of Mary Donnelson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALOIS GOEBEL. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8654) for the relief of Alois 
Goebel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL GORMAN. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL (by Mr. Bu tss) introduced a bill (H. 

R. 8655) for the relief of Samuel Gorman; which was read a first and sec- 
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‘ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


DOUBLE POSTAL CARDS. 


Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8656) authorizing the Post- 
master-General to issue double or return postal cards; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. ` 

JURISDICTION COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8657) referring cer- 
tain claims to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

JOHN K. LADD. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8658) granting a pen- 
sion to John K. Ladd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL. 

Mr. VEILE introduced a bill (H. R. 8659) authorizing the President 
to appoint an additional assistant adjutant-general of the Army, with 
the rank of major; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN M. HONEYCUTT. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 8660) 
for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8661) to regulate the practice 
in causes removed from State courts to the circuit courts of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELMER E. EWING. 

Mr. THOMPSON (by Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8662) granting a pension to Elmer E. Ewing, late lieutenant Ninety- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JONAS SCHOONOVER. 

Mr. McKINLEY (by Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8663) to increase the pension of Jonas Schoonover; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ROMANS. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8664) granting a pen- 
sion to William Romans; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN TRAINING-SCHOOL, SALEM, OREG. 

Mr. HERMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8665) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a tract of land near Salem, Oreg., for the use of the Indian 
training-school, and permitting payment to be made by Indian pupils 
in labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN R. HARRIS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8666) for 
the relief of Ellen R. Harris; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. LINTS. 

Mr. SCOTT (by Mr. KLEINER) introduced a bill (H. R. 8667) for the 
relief of J. J. Lints; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 25th of May, 1886, after the hour for the consider- 
ation of reports, be fixed for the consideration of such business reported by the 
Committec on Public Buildings and Grounds as may be designated by the said 
committee, not to interfere with revenue bills or prior Special Orden or general 
a ppropriation bills; and this order to continue from day to day until such con- 

eration be had and such business designated by the said committee as afore- 
said shall have been d of: Provided, That not more than three days shall 
be oecupied in the disposition of business under this order, 


STUDY OF PHYSIOLOGY, ETC. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also submitted a resolution fixing a 
day for the consideration of Senate bill No. 195, to provide for the study 
of physiology, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Education. 

ISABELLA BARDWELL. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8668) to 
grant a pension to Mrs, Isabella Bardwell, widow of Bvt. Lieut. Col. 
George A. Bardwell, late of the One hundred and sixteenth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS R. ELLIOT. 3 ui 
Mr, NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 8669) granting a pension to Thomas 
R. Elliot; which was read a first and second time, Jed sine to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
“LINNÆUS W. RISLEY. 
Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8670) granting a pension to 
Linnæus W. Risley; which was read a first and second time, referređ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JENNIE RICHARDSON. 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8671) for the relief of 
Jennie Richardson ;-which-was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JAMES P. HASTINGS. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8672) for the relief 
of the estate of James P. Hastings, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. y 

INVESTIGATION OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 171) au- 
thorizing an investigation of books, accounts, and methods of Pacific 
railroads which have received aid from the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF GEORGE W. NEMO. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 8673) for the relief of the 
estate of George W. Nemo, of Sumner County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8674) to establish a depart- 
ment of industries; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I give notice that when the bill (H. R. 5190) to en- 
large the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture shall be 
again under consideration I shall offer this as a substitute for that bill. 


EMMA FLORENCE READ. 
Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 8675) granting a pension to 


Emma Florence Read; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAFAYETTE FOWLER. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8676) for the relief of Lafay- 
ette Fowler, of Carroll County, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. CABELL. I ask that this bill be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER, „Isit a claim? 

Mr. CABELL. It refers @® taxation. It relates to one of the class 
of matters which belong to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. It is a claim growing ont of the execution of the 
revenue laws. 

Mr. CABELL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MILLS. Iobject. No claims should be sent to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM B. FOX. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 8677) granting a pension to Will- 
iam B. Fox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

z CHARLOTTE TULLER. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 8678) granting a pension 
to Charlotte Tuller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUAN BACA? 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 8679) for the relief of Juan 
Baca; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MIGUEL MONTOYA. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8680) for the relief of 
Miguel Montoya; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSE MIGUEL VIGIL. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8681) for the relief of 
José Miguel Vigil; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. e 
The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories, 
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BARNEY LUDDY. ' 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8696) granting a pension to 
Barney Luddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXHIBITION OF CALIFORNIA SILK IN CAPITOL BUILDING. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduceđ a joint resolution (H. Res. 172) author- 
izing the exhibition of specimens of California silks in the Capitol build- 
ing by Professor Nueman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF WITNESSES AND JURORS. 


Mr. PERRY offered the following resolution; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the House 
M. H. GILL, whether all fees of witnesses and of jurors for 1883 and prior years have been 


i i ; d; and, if hi thereof d, ri- 
mbia OÇREARY dnt a Ml OF, BOP) the geliat of A, | Rites parte ores Ea 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be ' ALONZO MERCER. 

printed. Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced abill (H. R. 8697) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Alonzo Mercer, of Company D, One hundred and second 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read.a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

P. GOUGH EDELIN. * 


Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8698) for the relief of P. 
Gough Edelin, of Saint Mary’s County, Maryland; which was read a 
first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

HEIRS OF JOHN WALTON. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8699) for the relief of 
the heirs of John Walton, late of Annapolis, Md.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 

MARY JANE WEBSTER. 

Mr, COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension 
to Mary Jane Webster; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ASA JOHNSTON. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 8701) for the relief of Asa 
Johnston, of Conecuh County, Alabama; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


If there be no objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen who were 
not present when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

ELIZABETH HOBBS. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 8682) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Hobbs, widow of Jacob Hobbs, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. - 


JOHN HARPER. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8683) for the relief of John 
Harper, of Benton County, Arkansas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. $ 


SECTION 322 REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 8685) to further amend 
section 3262 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
* reada first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
' Means, and ordered to be printed. 
SEIZURE OF THE DAVID J. ADAMS. 


i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, offered the following resolu- 
tion; which wasread, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
Whereas it is reported in the publie prints thaton May 7, at Digby, in the 
Dominion of Canada, the schooner David J. Adams,owned by American citi- 
zens, was forcibly seized by the steamer Landsdowne, under order of the Gov- 
ernment of said Dominion, and is now held for further proceedings: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to inform 
this House, if not deemed by him incompatible with the good of the public serv- 
ice, what steps have been taken by him to have said seizure investigated, and to 
communicate to this House at the earliest practicable day what were the cireum- 
stances and the pretense under which seizure was made, 


JAMES SCHOOLING. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced. bill (H. R. 8686) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of James Schooling, of Marion County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP N. FOX. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8687) for the relief 
of Philip N. Fox, of Mount Washington, Ky.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


TIMOTHY GREEN. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8702) for the relief of 
Timothy Green; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. M’CLAIN. 

Mr. DUNHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8703) for the re- 
lief of Mary A. McClain; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8704) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls to James C. Taylor Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, at Algona, Iowa; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION TO RAILROAD COMPANIES. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 8705) to authorize the 
Postmaster-General to allow compensation to railroad companies in 
certain cases for apartment service heretofore furnished pursuant to 
agreement; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HENDERSON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8706) granting a pen- 
sion to George Henderson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER SCHAEFER. 

Mr. OWEN (by Mr. Jonnsrow, of Indiana) introduced a bill (H. R. 
8707) to increase the pension of Christopher Schaefer; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CELETTA LAMME. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 8708) grant- 
ing a pension to Celetta Lamme; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to ‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


HONORA T. HYNES. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8688) for the 
relief of Honora T. Hynes; which was read a first and seeond time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JOHNSOg. ° 
Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8689) granting a pension to 
John Johnson, late captain in Company I, Twelfth Regiment of Ken- 
` tucky Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
T. J. MOREHEAD. 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8690) for the benefit of 
T. J. Morehead, executor of the will of James J. Sears, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

RICHARD GIBBS, 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8691) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard Gibbs, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment of Ken- 
tucky Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.” 

DALTON HINCHMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8692) for the relief of Dalton 
Hinchman; which was read a first and secondsdime, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, ahd ordered to be printed. 


REVISED STATUTES, TITLE XII, “THE JUDICIARY.” 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 8693) to amend certain por- 
tions of Chapter Three, of Title XHI, ‘‘The Judiciary,” of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH A. WILSON. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8694) for the relief of Jo- 
seph A. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. MATHEWS. < 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8695) for the relief 
of J. R. Mathews, of Benson County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


WESLEY FOUTS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8709) 
granting a pension to Wesley Fouts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


WILLIAM WEBSTER. 
Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R..8710) for the relief of William 
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Webster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
IRA SWEATT. P 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 8711) to re- 
store the name of Ira Sweatt to the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE NORTHROP. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H.-R. 8712) 
granting*an increase of pension to George Northrop, late a corporal of 
Company G, First Maine Cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLOTTE C. PARSONS. $ 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced abill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to 
Charlotte C. Parsons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MALINDA A. MARMADUKE. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 8714) granting a pension to 
Malinda A. Marmaduke; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

* JOHN M’COLLISTER. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8715) granting a pension 
to John McCollister; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ASAHEL WALKER, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8716) 
ting a pension to Asahel Walker, late a member of nee kane A, 
Tigh -fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered tò be printed. 
AARON YOUNG. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8717) 
granting a pension to Aaron Young, late a member of Company D, 
Twenty-fourth United States Colored Infantry; which was read a first 
and second tifle, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. WILLIS introduced the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 


ahamia d the terms of the joint resolution of the State of Kentucky, a 
proved M; 28,1872, transferring the control and management of the Louisville 
Canal to the Government of the United States, itis sen pro- 
Nena suaa the right of drainage into said canal is reserved to the city of Louis- 
ville; an 
Whereas it is reported that the United States engineers in charge of said canal 
have objected to the exercise of that right on the part of the city of Louisville: 


‘Therefore, 
That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to report to Con- 


gress whether, in his judgment, said right of drainage should be conceded to the 
city of Louisville, and, if not, the reasons therefor, together with such informa- 
tion on the subject as may to him seem proper in the premises. 


SUSAN PRESTON VANCE. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8718) for the relief of Susan 


Preston Vance; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILBURN LONG. 

Mr. TAULBEE (by Mr. Wii 1s) introduced a bill (H. R. 8719) grant- 
ing a pension to Wilburn ; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM B. EVE. 

Mr. TAULBEE (by Mr. WILLIs) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8720) 
granting a pension to William B. Eve; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A. II. SYMPSON. 

Mr. TAULBEE (by Mr. Writs) also introduced a bill (H. R, 8721) 
for the relief of A. H. Sympson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JASPER N. COOPER. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 8722) granting an increase of 
pension to Jasper N. Cooper; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, ; 

WOODSON W. THRASHER. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8723) for the relief of 
Woodson W. Thrasher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee un Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL HAWKINS. 
Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8724) for the relief of Sam- 


uel Hawkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS W. FASSETT. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 8725) granting 
a pension to Thomas W, Fassett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LYDIA B. VAN ANDA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 8726) grant- 
ing a pension to Lydia B. Van Anda, guardian of 8. G. Van Anda; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COIN NOTES, ETC. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 8727) to provide for the issue 
of coin notes by the Government, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. BLAND. That bill relates to two subjects, and perhaps it had 
better be read in extenso to determine its proper reference. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. That bill might either be referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency or the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BLAND. I propose to move it as a substitute for the silver- 
certificate bill to come up on the 25th of this month, and therefore would 
like to have it referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Mr. MILLER. I think the bill should go to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, which had charge of the other bill. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the bill would go, 
unless a motion was made to the contrary, either to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency or the Committee on Ways and Means. It re- 
lates to the currency, and also to the publicdebt. The gentleman from 
Missouri moves that it be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Mr. MILLER. I move that it bereferred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, as the principal part of the bill relates to currency. 

The bill was referred accordingly, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAH L. GILHAM., 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 8728) granting a pension to_ 
William L. Gilham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MILLER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8729) ting a pen- 
sion to James Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WAREHOUSING, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. 8730) to modify the existing 
laws in regard to warehousing and the collection of the revenue; which 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SEEGER. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8731) to increase the pension 
of John Seeger, late a member of Company F, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALIFORNIA INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. HENLEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on War Claims: 


3 UNEXPENDED BALANCES. 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R, 8732) to reappropriate 
unexpended balances; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND TENALLYTOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 8733) to inco: the 
Washington and Tenallytown Railroad Company, District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. MAHONEY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 8734) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J Y Mahoney, widow of William Mahoney, late a private 
in Company K, Twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was 
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read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNIE KRUMHOLZ. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8735) granting a 
pension to Annie Kramholz, widow of Herman Krumholz; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. MAYNARD. 


Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 8736) granting a pension to John 
M. Maynard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARY JANE CASE, 


_ Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8737) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary Jane Case; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CUT TOBACCO. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (H. R. 8738) toso further amend sec- 
tion 3362 of the Revised Statutes as amended, and section 3363, as 
makes a distinction in the mode of packing and selling cut tobacco; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


D. P. FIKE. 


Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8739) granting a pension to 
D. P. Fike; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The remainder of this day has been set apart for 
zhe consideration of bills from the Committee'on the District of Co- 
umbia. 
SORGHUM AND BEET SUGAR. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to makea privileged report from 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. If the report is objected to at this time the Chair 
thinks the objection would be good, as this day is specially set apart for 
another matter. - 

Mr. BARBOUR. Ishall not object. 

Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, reported back the following resolution with the recommenda- 
tion that it be passed: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be directed to furnish for the 
information of the House a copy of department circular of June 6, 1882, offering 
a premium of $1,200 each for the ten best statements of the process and ods 
of making sorghum sugar, and a like sum for each of the two best statements 
regarding the manufacture of beet gar, and a copy of the award of the com- 
mittee appointed to carry the provisions of the circular into effect; and also 
copies of all the correspondence between the department and the Delaware Beet 
Sugar Company in relation to the same; and also a statement of the amount of 
awards, and to whom, 4 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. g 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENALTIES FOR MAIL DEPREDATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8740) 
to amend section 3891 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was referred tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


Mr. NELSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2886, a bill (H. R. 8741) 
anting to railways the right of way through the Blackfeet reservation 
Northern Montana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
House bill No. 2886 was ordered to be laid on the table. 
PAYMENT OF AWARDS, COURT OF CLAIMS.” 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That it shall be in order, when a deficiency appropriation bill is 
under consideration, to amend the same so as to provide for the payment of 
any claim the facts of which have been reported to a committee or the House 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act “to afford assistance 
and relief to Congress and the Executive ments in the investigation of 
claims and demands against the Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 


FREEMAN H. MORSE, 


Mr, BOUTELLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8742) for the relief of the sureties on the official bond of Freeman H. 
Morse as consul-general at London, England; which was read a first 
ie second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 


EXTENSION OF STREETS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. DOWDNEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8743) to extend the streets and avenues of the city of Washington, D. C. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

Mr. DORSEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8744) 
authorizing the Union Pacific Railway Company to construct branch 
roads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. one 


FREE BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of Senate bill No. 200. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge, or the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac at or near Georgetown, D. C. 

The motion of Mr. BARBOUR was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Crisp in the chair. r. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Virginia, which the Clerk will read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


lations as the Secretary of War may 


ing said river above said bridge; and for the purpose of acquiring such titleand 
repairing and reconstructing said neces the sum of $240,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary for such purpose, is hereby ropriated, out of any money 


Src. 
urchase of the Aqueduct Bri shall not be fully executed within months 
rom the of this act, and the title therefor approved as therein required, 
then the ry of War be, and heis hereby, authorized and directed to cause 


such 
cost shall include the construction of a substantial iron bridge over the Chesa- 


sponsible parties, and with good and sufficiemt sureties, to be epereven by oe 
ges across the 


rice for 
the construction of said bridge, such advertisement to be inserted inencor more 
daily newspapers published in Washington, D.C.; New York; Cleveland, Ohio; 
Detroit, Mich. ; Philadelphia, Pa. ; Chicago, I. ; and Richmond, Va. forthe space 
of.one week: And provided further, That the sum of $15,000 shall be available 
at once for such investigation and such contingencies as the Secretary of War 
shall deem necessary, 


The report (by Mr. ROWELL) was read, as follows: 


By the first section of the bill provision is made for the purchase of the Aque- 
duct Bridge, and converting the same into a free bridge, provided the owners of 
the bridge are willing to sell. 

The second section provides for the building of a bridge at the Three Sisters 
in case the Aqueduct Bridge can not be purchased. 

In the Senate bill provision is made for adraw. Your committee do not deem 


itn or desirable to havea draw paced in the bridge, and therefore pro- 
pose to ke the 5 so ayers out of the bill. 
Owing to some m of imperfect title to asmall piece of Jand upon which a 


part of the north abutment of the bridge your committee propose an amend- 
ment providing for the condemnation of title, and by this means make the ac- 
n of the Aqueduct Bridge dependent alone upon the willingness of the 
owners to sell. 
ane the following amendments, the committee recommend the passage of the 

ill: 

In the first section, strike on! the provision for a draw. 

In the second section, strike out the provision for a draw. 

Add the following as section 3: i 

“Sec. 3. That if in the hy meee of the Aqueduct Bridge under the first sec- 
tion, at any time, it shall deemed necessary to obtain from the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal Com y, or it grantees, any r@ease or conveyance of any 
poruon of the ground upon which the northern abutment of the Aqueduct 

ridge rests, or right to cross the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal from the abut- 
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ment to Bridge street, or if a good title can not be procured by contract to any 
property required in the construction of a bridge under the second section, the 
same shall be acquired by the of War by condemnation in the manner 
the act approved May 8, 1872, entitled ‘An act making appropriations 
lative, executive, and udicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for r purposes: Provided, That the condemna- 
tion Lajeerrncom if any such proceedings are necessary, shall not prevent the 
taking on, on pa t of the PONORA OOE of the Aqueduct Brid; 
ore nited States, and opening the same to the pu lic as a free bridge, if the 

e shall be acquired under the first section: Provided further, That the sum 
of $10,000 of the sum hereby appropriated shall be available to meet the pay- 
ments under condemnation proceedings, if any shall be had,” 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, this bill is designed to procure for 
the city of Washington a free bridge across the Potomac River into 
Ne There are three ways of reaching Virginia from the vicinity 
of this city: One by way of the Long Bridge, which is a free bridge, 
but is also a railroad bridge, and therefore unsafe to a certain extent 
for travel; another by way of the Chain Bridge, which is some 4 miles 
above Georgetown, and which is also a free bridge; and the third by 
way of the Aqueduct Bridge at Georgetown, which is a toll bridge. 
The object of this bill is to do away with the toll bridge, and obtain 
for the citizens of Washington and Virginia free passage across the Po- 


tomac, 

The Senate bill provided for the acquisition of the title to the Aque- 
duct Bridge provided the company owning it were willing to sell for a 
sum not exceeding $125,000, and for the reconstruction of the bridge, 
and for a draw. hy the second section of the bill an alternative was 
provided, in case the owners of the Aqueduct Bridge were not willing 
to sell, or in case the title to it was not approved by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, that a bridge with a draw should be constructed at the Three Sis- 
ters, a point some three-quarters of a mile above the Aqueduct Bridge. 

The committee recommend the passage of this bill and recommend 
an amendment. Inasmuch as for more than forty years there has been 
no passage-way above the Aqueduct Bridge for vessels except such as 
could go under it, it was deemed by the committee unnecessary to pro- 
vide a draw, and because it would cost more to reconstruct the bridge 
as well as afford an obstruction to travel and it would provide for nav- 
igation where there has been no navigation for the period I have men- 
tioned. Thecommittee have also proposed another amendment, which 
makes provision for the condemnation of a certain part of the Aqueduct 
Bridge in case the owners are willing to sell, to cover an objection 
made to a portion of the title. The Aqueduct Bridge has stood for 
more than forty years. Ithas been in the possession and ownership of 
the Alexandria Canal Company, its lessees. In 1881 Congress provided 
for the purchase of that bridge provided the title was acceptable, and 
in the alternative that abridge should be built at the Three Sisters. 
The title, on examination, was rejected by the Attorney-General, the 
money appropriated was not sufficient to build a bridge at the Three 
Sisters, and there was and they still have a toll bridge, but we have no 
bridge under that act. The objection to the title goes only to a small 
portion of the north abutment, an abutment some 170 feet long; and 
about 22 feet, at the upper end of the abutment, rest upon lands to 
which there is no record title in the Alexandria Canal Company. 

There has been, however, an undisputed possession ofa little more than 
forty years.. There is a record of the arrangement by which the abut- 
ment was built; a record between the city of Alexandria, the Alex- 
andria Canal Company, and the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. 
Originally the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company did not extend 
down to Georgetown. As early as 1827 the city of Georgetown voted 
a subscription of $250,000 to the capital stock of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal Company, provided it should be extended down to and con- 
nect with a canal to the city of Alexandria, and that facilities should 
be furnished for the connection of the two canals. Under that sub- 
scription an agreement was entered into by which the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal Company was to furnish ground for terminal facilities, and 
should build the north abutment to the Aqueduct Bridge. Failing to 
build it themselves, that abutment was built by the Alexandria Canal 
Company, at an expenses of $40,000, under an agreement with the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company to pay the amount for the build- 
ing of theabutment. Twenty-two feet of the abutment rest upon a lot, 
the fee title to which is in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company; 
the balance of it rests upon land the title to which was in the United 
States and was by act of Congress conveyed to the Alexandria company 
and their lessees. So that a possessory perfect title to those 22 feet 
is in the Alexandria Canal Company, an absolute, equitable title, by 
the record agreement of the two companies. Nevertheless the law clerk 
of the Attorney-General found that it was not a good title. 

We therefore have proposed an amendment to this bill, providing for 
the acquisition of that title, so that in case the bill becomes a law we 
shall acquire the Aqueduct Bridge, provided only that the owners 
thereof are willing to sell. The provisionsfor the Three Sisters bridge, I 
am frank to say, is designed as an inducement to the Alexandria com- 

y to sell the bridge. It is not believed that it will result in the 
nilding of a bridge at the Three Sisters. Butif there is a provision of 
law by which it can be built, the value of the toll-bridge would so far 
cease that the owners would prefer to sell rather than have a free bridge 
built above them. 
The piers of the Aqueduct Bridge cost originally $500,000, They are 


said to be the best piers in the United States. The bridge is in the 
proper place, and connects Georgetown with the Virginia shore. We 
propose in this bill to pay $125,000 for piers that originally cost $500, 000. 
It is the best possible bridge that the Government can obtain to con- 
nect with Virginia. And we have guarded this bill so that there can 
be but little doubt that we will acquire title to the Aqueduct Bridge. 

This bill differs from the law of 1881 in this: that the law of 1881 
provided for a joint ownership between the canal company and the 
United States; the United States occupying the bridge for travel, for 
bridge p and the canal company occupying it for canal pur- 
poses. This bill provides for an undivided ownership. It provides 
for a reconstruction of the bridge upon the piers. It will destroy the 
aqueduct. There will cease to bea canal across the bridge. There will 
be no divided ownership, and therefore nothing to obstruct the Govern- 
ment engineers in designing a proper bridge to be built there for the 
accommodation of the public. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Willthe gentleman allow meaquestion right there? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, Is this aqueduct no longer useful to the canal cóm- 
pany? 

Mr. ROWELL. Iwill answer that question. There is no water in 
ihe aqueduct now by reason of a break in the canal. between here and 
Alexandria. The Alexandria Canal and its franchises arein the hands 
of lessees, and those lessees are under bond to keep up the canal for 
use. In-case they do not, they forfeit their lease. It is true that the 
priùcipal profit to the lessees arises from the tolls collected. The keep- 
ing up of the canal I have not any doubt is a burden to the lessees. 

And there is another thing true. Formerly the aqueduct was used 
to transfer the canal boats of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company 
across the river into the Alexandria Canal and so down to Alexandria. 
Above the bridge now is a lock, so that the boats can lock down from 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal into the Potomac River and then be 
taken down to Alexandria by tow. And that is the way the boats are 
in the habit of going now. 

Mr. CANNON. Then it is only useful—I ask for information—it 
is only useful now to the canal company as a bridge? 

Mr. ROWELL. That is all. 

Mr. PERKINS, May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. What assurances have the committee that if this ap- 
propriation is made, or if the bill passes, the company will sell it to 
the Government for the amount designated in the bill? 

Mr. ROWELL. - The best assurance I have is the assurance of busi- 
ness judgment. The profit derived from the ownership of the Alex- 
andria Canal Company is the profit of taking tolls from people travel- 
ing from here over into Virginia and from Virginia over here. Witha 
free bridge three-quarters of a mile from that bridge those profits would 
be so materially diminished that it would scarcely pay to keep up the 
bridge. We have, therefore, that kind of assurance that the owners 
would be glad to sell if they could get the amonnt provided in this bill. . 

I have another assurance, and that is that the owners of the franchises 
have united in recommending the passage of the bill and the amend- 
ments that the committee propose, recognizing the fact that the Gov- 
ernment will not much longer tolerate the taking toH of travelers pass- 
ing in and out of Washington, and that therefore a bridge will be built 
somewhere. They have faced the question like business men, and I 
think are prepared to sell. 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman state the gross amount of the 
tolls received there and the net amount? 

Mr. ROWELL. Ican not. I know they are very large, but I can 
not state the exact amount. I know further, that under the law of 
1881 we appropriated $500,000 to acquire the title (it being a joint 
title) of the canal company and the lessees. It was tendered to the 
United States, but we failed to acquire it because of the objection that 
was raised to the title to the northabutment. Now, we need this bridge, 
and we can get it in this way cheaper than it can be obtained in any 
other way. It ison the direct road to Fort Myer and to Arlington 
Cemetery. The time has passed away when toll oughtto be taken for 
crossing the rivers of the United States. Washington is growing to be 
a large city, and is destined to be much larger than it is now; it isthe 
home of the General Government, and it will be areproach to Co 
if we longer consent that it shall continue to have its approaches ob- 
structed by toll-gates, thus standing in a different position in this re- 
spect from the other great cities of the United States. 

There is a public demand for the abrogation of this toll. There isa 
publie demand for a better bridge than is maintained by the present 
company, and unless we acquire the bridge under this bill the time is 
not far off when a million and a half of dollars will be expended to 
build a bridge across the riverat Analostan Island. Thereforeit is the 
part of wisdom, the partof prudence, the part of economy to pass this 
bill nowand acquire a title to the existing bridge. Thebill provides that 
the Government shall pay three-quarters of the expense and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia one-quarter. It seemed to the committee that that 
was a fair division. 

It may be objected that one end of the bridge rests in Virginia, and 
that therefore Virginia ought to pay a portion of the expense. Oneend 
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of this bridge connects with the road that leads to Fort Myer and Arling- 
ton, a road already constructed, a beautiful drive in constant use, and if 
we wait for that county in Virginia to getable to pay even $100 toward 
building a bridge there we shall have to waita great years, because 
itis a bankrupt county, and it can not help to build a bridge. In short, 
if we wait for that the bridge will not be built. Besides, on that bank 
of the river stands Fort Myer and the largest national cemetery, the 
place of resortin the vicinity of Washington. This bridge there- 
fore is not simply for the convenience of the people who livein Virginia 
and wish to come to Washington to trade, but it is a bridge for the use 
of the people who come here from all parts of the United States and from 
foreizn countries and who desire to visit the great national cemetery, 
the historic ground of Arlington. For these reasons the Government 
of the United States ought to build this bridge, and ought not to call 
upon that poor bankrupt county in Virginia to help to pay the expense. 

I am not favorably disposed toward the construction of a bridge at 
the Three Sisters. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
tion ? 

Mr. ROWELL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Does the Representative in this House of the dis- 
trict of Virginia in which that county is situated take the position 
that the county is bankrupt, and therefore ought not to pay any part 
of the cost of this bridge? 

Mr. ROWELL. I take that position, and I do not represent that 
county in Virginia. i 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word on this subject. 
Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM ] ask why Virginia does 
not participate in the expense of building this bridge? 

Mr. DUNHAM. No. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] 
stated that that county in Virginia was bankrupt and unable to pay even 
$100 toward the construction of this bridge; and my question was, does 
the Representative of that county here take that position ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I donot, sir; but I take this position: So far asthe 
county of Alexandria is concerned it is very small and comparatively 
poor. The population of the county is notatall numerous, and they do 
not see any reason why they should tax themselves to build a bridge 
for Washington and for the Government of the United States. As Ihave 
said, the county is a very small one, with comparatively poor population, 
and in that county on the other side of the river the Government itself 
owns a large tract of land, 1,100 acresof the Arlington estate, which it 
uses as a national cemetery, and where it has a signal station. Under 
these circumstances, is it reasonable to expect the people of that little 
county to come up and tax themselves for the construction of a bridge 
to connect that Government property with the city of Washington? 
And I want to say, in this connection, that the State of Virginia has 
very little interest in this bridge. It would accommodate only a small 
amount of travel from a portion of two or three counties of that State, 
and the construction of the bridge is a matter of little or no consequence 
to Virginia. The great demand for this bridge, as I understand, is a 
national one. ‘The bridge is demanded because the people of this city 
of Washington want it. The demand comes also because the people of 
Georgetown are knocking at the door all the time asking for this ac- 
commodation, and-the people of Georgetown and Washington are under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress.. They have no other body to 
represent them or to act for them, and if Congress does not extend its 
strong and protecting arm over this community, who will? 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not speak for Virginia, because I 
do not represent it, but I do speak from a knowledge of the facts when 
I say that people of that county in Virginia ought not to be called upon 
to pay any portion of the cost of the constrnction of this bridge, and I 
know from investigation that they are unable to contribute for such a 
purpose. It is an entering-door to the capital of the nation. It con- 
nects the national capital with the largest national cemetery. Across 
this bridge goes all the great visiting travel that comes to Washington, 
and no man who comes here goes away without a feeling of disgust that 
the nation has not had enterprise enough to tear down the toll-gate and 
build a decent bridge by which we can cross into Virginia. 

I was saying that I am not favorably disposed toward a bridge at the 
Three Sisters. That location is in my judgment too far up the river. 
It would cost a good deal to build roadwayson theotherside. Theout- 
let on the other side is nota good one. I believe there are parties press- 
ing this measure who desire that the bridge should go up to the Three 
Sisters; and to prevent that desire being consummated, and make it cer- 
tain that we shall acquire for the purpose of this new bridge the Aque- 
duct Bridge, section 3 is proposed as anamendment. Iam frank to say 
I would have been in favor of striking out section 2, providing for a 
bridge at the Three Sisters, had I not believed it necessary to bring the 
owners of the Aqueduct Bridge to a proper consideration of their own 
interests and induce them to tender a title to the United States; because 
so long as there is no alternative provision of law, so long as the ques- 
tion is simply between the Government and a corporation that may or 
may not contract, the business inducement would be to hold on to the 
large tolls which are daily collected from the people crossing to and from 
Virginia. But when this corporation is brought face to face with the 
necessity of surrendering the tolls in any event, it seems to me there is 
nothing left for it but to sell at a reasonable price. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
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I believe it would cost, from $500,000 to a million dollars to replace 
the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge. They originally cost $500,000. They 
rest upon solid rock. They were built at a time when labor was 
honestly applied to such work. They were honestly built, when the 


price of labor was very much less than itis now. Similar piers built 
in the same honest way to-day, instead of costing $500,000, would cost 
a million dollars. We propose to get these piers for $125,000. x 

= BROWN, of Pennsylvania. And the condition of those piers is 
perfect. 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR] desire to reserve the residue of his hour? ł 

Mr. BARBOGR. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, i I think it worth while for us to un- 
derstand correctly the effect of the provisions of this bill. The closing 
part of the first section provides that— 


For the purpose of acquiring such title and ng and reconstructing said 
bridge the sum of $240,000, or so much rowan gn es be necessary for such 
purpose, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated: and one-fourth of the of such purchase and recon- 
struction or repair of said bridge shall be c PDA DOA arse Moog ree 
of Columbia, and the balance, three-fourths of the sum so expended, shall be 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 


Then the second section, after providing for the construction of a 
bridge, if it shall become necessary, at the Three Sisters, has this pro- 
viso: : 

And provided also, That one-fourth of the expense of the construction of said 
bridge shall be charged to and paid by the District of Colum’ and the bal- 
ance (three-fourths) of the sum hereby appropriated shall be out of the 
Treasury of the United States. j 

I concur with the committee in the belief that provision ought to be 
made fora free bridge; and doubtless the location of the existing bridge 
is as suitable as any we could get, being at the head of navigation and 
as near to the city as we can havea bridge without its being in the way 
of navigation. Butin my judgment it is not right to charge the peo- 
ple of the country at large with three-fourths of the cost of construction 
of a bridge at either location. Why should such a burden be imposed 
upon them? The people in other parts of the country have to build 
their own bridges, and they do not apply to the people of Washington 
to help them. 

It is assumed of course that we should do this because the seat of 
Government is here, and that the Government has an interest in this 
bridge. It has an interest to some extent, but, it seems to me, not to 
the extent of three-fourths of its cost. A signal station of the Govern- 
ment is on the south side of the river, as is also one of the national 
cemeteries, a visit to which constitutesa very pleasant drive. But with 
the exception of access to the national cemetery and the signal station, 
I do not know of any use that the Government has for this bridge. 

Here is a population of 200,000, a rapidly growing population, and 
growing doubtless to some extent more rapidly because the people of 
the United States are being taxed to meet tax-burdens which the peo- 
ple here ought to pay for themselves. It must be understood that the 
Government already agrees to pay half the municipal expenses of this 
District. In addition to that it pays out of the general Treasury the 
entire expense of the preservation and adornment of all the public 
grounds in the city; and at the cost of the people at large the Govern- 
ment pays for all the hospitals here; these are not paid for by the city 
atall. Now why is it that the people of the United States are thus to be 
taxed not only for half the cost of making and keeping in order the streets 
and avenues, of making and maintaining the water-works, of establish- 
ing and maintaining the sewerage system, with all the other expenses 
of the city, but in addition are to bear these other burdens? It is not 
the truth to say that the people of the country at large pay only half 
the expenses of the District; they pay more than one-half, because they 
pay the entire cost of preserving and ornamenting the public grounds, 
the parks, the squares or reservations. The fencing and ornamenta- 
tion of these are done entirely at the ex of the Federal Govern- 
ment. All these beautiful grounds between here and the Monument 
are improved, as I understand, at the expense of the Federal Govern- 
ment. This, it seems to me, is not quite fair. In my judgment the 
people of this District, who have a direct interest in its prosperity, an 
interest in its streets and avenues, its sewerage system, its water-works, 
its public grounds, ought to be willing to meet a fair proportion of the 
expenses. 

I remember well in 1844,when we passed the act for the permanent 
government of the District, it was alleged the passage of thatact would 
enhance the value of real estate 25 per cent. Any one who has looked 
into the subject can not doubt it did increase the value of real estate to 
that extent. Why? Because while itseffect was to relieve the people 
here of taxation, it increased the taxation of the people in other portions 
of the Union. : ` 

It is not quite right to our constituents at home to forget them and 
to place burdens upon them which they ought not to be compelled to 
bear in order that we may relieve the people of the District of burdens 
which properly belong to them. 

Remember, sir, we tax the people out in the rural portions of the 
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country, and while in the cities and towns there is more business and 
there is more prosperity than in the rural districts, there are to-day pov- 
erty and distress almost everywhere. Yet we tax them, these people 
in the rural portions of the country, in order to raise money to pay for 
that which ought to be paid for by this people, among whom millions of 
dollars are annually poured out—a people, too, who have more advan- 
tages and more ity than those of any other except it may be the 
population of our great commercial cities like New York, Boston, San 
Francisco, and New Orleans. - 

Take away the great business centers, and this District of Columbia, 
this city of Washington, has more of the elements of prosperity, grow- 
ing ont of the fact the Government pours out here millions monthly, 
and this people with these advantages, with a beautiful city, with streets, 
avenues, alleys built for them, unequaled in beauty and convenience 
anywhere in the world, this people certainly ought to be able to build 
for their own benefit bridges, and not have them built at the expense of 
other people, who not only are not to have the benefit of them, but who 
are now dwelling in poverty and compelled not only to pay this tax but 
to pay also taxes to support their own governments and to maintain 
their families besides. 

I do not think the people of the country at large ought to be taxed to 
pay three-quarters of the cost of construction ofa local bridge in this Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is not this bridge used largely for the benefit of 
the people of Virginia, and does the gentleman propose they should pay 
any portion of the cost of this new bridge? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is not proposed in the bill that Virginia shall pay 
any portion of it. I understand from statements made by gentlemen 
who have preceded me the country at the southern terminus of the 

i is sparsely settled and poor. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That is so. 

Mr. REAGAN. And perhaps they have no great interest, not enough 
to burden themselves with the costof such a bridge; but two hundred 
thousand prosperous people of the city, who desire convenient and pleas- 
ant trips across the river, and who wish to have their markets supplied 
more cheaply and abundantly, and who by the construction of this 
bridge are to be so much benefited and have the means to pay for it, if 
they are not willing to pay, then as much as I believe the bridge is 
needed I would not give it to them. 

My view is this city should pay at least one-half of its cost. Some 
years ago the Government, in consideration of the public buildings being 
here, used- to provide one-quarter of the expenses of the city govern- 
ment. That was enough, seeing the amount of population, the amount 
of business, and the amount of wealth here. We afterward agreed to 

y one-half. In addition, we pay for the publie grounds and public 

i We pay out of the Treasury the whole expense of the judi- 
cial establishment of the District. Indeed, the disposition seems to be 
to let the people at large bear the entire expense of supporting the gov- 
ernment of the city of Washington. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Doesthegentleman propose that Alexandria County, 
at the other end of the bridge, shall pay any portion of the cost of the 
construction of this bridge? . 

Mr. REAGAN. I am not disposed to discuss that Question at all. 
I am willing to leave that as the committee arranged it. j 

Mr. DUNHAM. Did not this county at one time belong to the Dis- 
trict? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Alexandria County once belonged to the Distriet 
of Columbia. 

Mr. REAGAN. If we consider equity in looking to the building of 
this bridge we are bound tosay according to population and wealth they 
ought to contribute toward its construction. If they do, their propor- 
tion according to population and wealth—I judge from what has been 
said on the floor to-day—would not be very large. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is that the way you build bridges down in your 
part of the country—down in Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. Task the gentleman if that is nota fair method, that 
the peopleshould contribute according to wealth and population? That 
is the way I think it should be done, whether it is or not, and I am in 
favor of anog that here. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Even if they have no wealth and but little popu- 
lation, do not you still make them pay up their proportion 2 

Mr. REAGAN. I think it would be right. 

But if they do not feel able to build a bridge or burden themselves 
with the liability that it would incur, and if the people of this city feel 
that it would be desirable or justifiable to come to their aid and build 
this bridge, I would let them do it in this way: let the Government 
contribute what might be thought a reasonable proportion of the ex- 
penditure out of the general Treasury. But certainly it can not be 
claimed that the amount proposed here is either just or reasonable. 

Mr. ROWELL. Butis it not true that three-fourths of the travel 
across that Aqueduct Bridge is that going to and returning from the 
national cemetery at Arlington, and at least half of that travel by peo- 
ple who do not reside in the District of Columbia at all? 

Mr. REAGAN. As to that, of course I am not able to give any sat- 
isfactory answer. It would be mere conjecture. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If that is true, then the other fourth are residents 
of Virginia, are they not? 


Mr. REAGAN. It can hardly be assumed, no matter how true the 
statement indicated by the question of the gentleman from Illinois may 
be, that the people of the United States who never come here at all 
should pay for the building of that bridge. That is the point of my 
objection. 

Mr. BLAND. And pay for a bridge for others who do come to travel 


on. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is to be assumed that they are all anxious to 
come here and willing to come at some time or other in their lives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, and a good many are very anxious to come who 
never will get here. 

But im every instance, Mr. Chairman, of late when such questions 
arise we have been going on in this way taxing the people—our con- 
stituents at home, poor, laboring, struggling people trying to live, try- 
ing to rt their families—taxing them on every occasion for the 
benefit of a few who are more prosperous than they. 

If I could doas I should wish, I would say that one-fourth of the cost 
of this bridge should be paid ont of the general Treasury; but inasmuch 
as Congress has consented that one-half of the expenditure for this dis- 
trict shall be paid out of the Treasury, and since the Senate has 
passed a bill looking to the payment of more than one-half, perhaps we 
might properly consent to pay out of the general Treasury one-half of 
the amount and let the people whoare directly interested in the enter- 
prise pay theother. But beyond that I shall be unwilling to go. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me fora few 
minutes ? fe 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I have a word or two that I would like to say inthis 
connection. I listened to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], 
who has investigated the subject of this bridge, and I wish tosay, as I 
have already said, that where he makes an investigation of a subject 
which I have had no opportunity of making, I am always inclined to 
have great confidence in any conclusions he may reach, I take it from 
what he'says in reference to obtaining this Aqueduct Bridge that it 
would be more economical to purchase it than it would be to undertake 
to build one. I would have been glad, though, if he could have told 
us just how profitable this bridge is to its present owners. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is exactly what I wanted to inquire. 

Mr. CANNON. Buteven without that informntion I believe the 
price, $120,000— 

Mr. ROWELL. One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr.CANNON. Well, $125,000 as proposed is a small enough amount 
considering the value of the abutments of the bridge. 

Now, I am inclined to think, too, that it would be well for the Gov- 
ernment to have a free bridge across the Potomac at that or some other 
convenient point. I must say I would prefer it farther down the river. 
I have not investigated the location, but, say, somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of the Monument grounds, and from there across to the other 
side. But I asked my colleague about that, and he said from the inves- 
tigation he had been able to make and the information obtainable the 
estimated cost would be from two to two and a half million of dollars 
at that point. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is a clause in this bill that Ido not ap- 
prove and shall not vote for, and that is the clause which proposes that 
the United States Government shall pay three-quarters of the cost. 
The rule was made since I have had service in a general rule, 
that as to expenditures for the District of Columbia the District shall 
pay one-half and the United States one-half. Now, I am not disposed 
to object to that, although it is wonderfully liberal to the District of 
Columbia. Yet notwithstanding that rule, as the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has well said, there are many things and many 
occasions where the United States pays the whole, and where the Dis- 
trict has been relieved ultimately from the payment of its share; and 
the gentleman has instanced the judiciary of the District, the court- 
house, the protection, improvement, and care of our parks, the watch- 
men to guard them all about the city, and many other things where 
the United States pays every dollar, not only for the improvement but 
also for the absolute policing. Well, the precedents are all that way, 
and I am content now without any more grumbling to go on and fol- 
low in the same line of precedents; but all the while there are coming 
on from time to time suggestions that the United States, in addition to 
what it does bear of the expenditures, shall bear a little greater propor- 
tion than one-half and frequently all the expenditures for new projects. 

Now, a free bridge across the Potomac would be convenient to the 
people who visit Washington from abroad, but itis a hundred times 
more convenient for the citizens of the District of Columbia, Washing- 
ton and Georgetown, and the people who live on the other side of the 
river, than it is for my constituents, or those of any other gentleman, 
who come here perhaps once in a period of three or five years. But I 
am not inclined to say anything about that. bce 

The rule is, substantially, that the District shall pay half and the 
United States half. So far as my voice is concerned; when this clause 
is reached, if nobody else moves to strike out three-quarters and insert 
one-half, letting the Government pay half and the District half, I will, 
and take the sense of the committee on that proposition. 

Mr.ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen seem to forget that Wash- 
ington is the nation’s city, and that it is not exclusively owned by the 
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people who live here. The people of the United States have signified 


their unwillingness to permit the people who live in Washington to con- 
trol its destiny. It is to be the home of the Government of the United 
States. Itis to be developed into a city worthy of being such a home; 
and Congress has determined to controlof that development. Gen- 
tlemen make a mistake again in placing the case of this bridge in the 
position of the ordinary expenditures of the city of Washington. They 
forget that the Government owns a valuable p on the other side 
of the river, and that the District has no interest in that other than the 
interest that the people all over the United States have. They forget 
that one of the great objects of a free bridge across the Potomac is free 
aecess to the national cemetery. They forget that almost every man 
and woman who visits the national capital visits Arlington as one of the 
historic places outside of the District, and that building a free bridge is 
for the benefit of the poor constituents of my friend from Texas; and I 
have no doubt that a good many of them have got up to Washington 
within the last year since there has been a change of administration. 

It was for the reason that the bridge into another State and 
because of the peculiar objects of the bill that it was deemed in the 
Senate and by the House committee that the Government ought to bear 
a larger portion of the expense of building this bridge than the District 
of Columbia. Iam nottenacious abont it. I simply want to do what 
tee think is just. Seat I think hed A pci i Tyri bas the ati ct 

as it controls this city, s) d pay more of the expense o ild- 
ing the bridge than the District itself, use I believe the nation at 
large gets more of the advantages of it than the people of the District. 

I ask unanimous consent that general debate upon the bill be lim- 
ited to ten minutes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] asks 
unanimous consent that all general debate upon this bill be limited to 
ten minutes, Is there objection? 

Mr. KING. Say twenty minutes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Oh, ten minutes are enough. 

Mr. KING. No; say twenty minutes. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will agree to twenty minutes. 

There being no objection, general debate on the bill was limited to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr, KING. There is no one who more cheerfully than myself sup- 
ports measures looking to useful improvements, and even ornamental 
improvements, in this national capital of ours. These improvements 
have cost many millions of dollars. The proposition before the Commit- 
tee at this time has been very wellargued by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN], and it will be difficult under the cust®ms that have pre- 
vailed in the past to present reasons more cogent for the suggestion that 
not more than half of the cost of this bridge should be paid by the Gen- 
eralGovernment. It istrue, asthe gentleman from Texas hassaid, that 
while this is, in a measure, a national work, it is to be paid for by 
people who will never in the world behold it, constituents of all of us 
who will never see, much less ever use, it. 

The city of Washington has already, under the patronage of the Gen- 
eral Government, grown rapidly prosperous and wealthy. The owners 
of real estate have acquired fortunes in an almost incredibly short period 
of time. At the corner of almost every one of the thoroughfares of the 
city are to be seen signs of real estate cies. These men must pros- 
per upon the growth of this city, else they would not be so extensively 
engaged in this business. 

The bridge referred to will be of some use doubtless to the contigu- 
ous territory in Virginia. It will be of advantage to the travelers who 
come here and desire to cross the Potomac and see the cemetery at Ar- 
lington. This, Mr. Chairman, is a sad monument. Among the an- 
cients there were no monuments built to civil strife. The Romans, who 
were perhaps the most patriotic of all peoples, and loved their republic 
more than any people we have record of, constructed no monuments to 
civil wars. ‘The memories of those wars were buried in the sacred ashes 
of the past. 

But the great advantage of this work is to be to the city of Washing- 
ton, to its pleasure-seekers and to those who dwell in luxury. Under 
that view of the case I think it is but due to those constituencies who 
dwell so far away to insist that this city shall bear one-half of the taxes 
necessary for this structure. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to engage in the 

_general debate, the bill will now be read by sections for amendment. 

The Clerk read the first section, as follows: 


Bett enacted, &c., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed 
to acquire by purchase a title in fee-simple, free from all liens or claims of 
lessees or others, the bridge known as the Aqueduct Bri across the Potomac 
River and the approaches thereto, and all the rights and franchises connected 
with said bridge, for a sum not to exceed $125,000, the title to be sokove 7 
the Attorne: eral of the United States, and said bridge, when so acquired, 
shall be used as a free bridge under such regulations as the Secretary of War 
ey prescribe; and. Secretary of War is further authorized, in case the 
United States shall uire title to the said bridge, to ir or reconstruct the 
same: Provided, That in such reconstruction there 1 be a suitable draw in 
such bridge of such length as poy be required to accommodate the yessels 
navigating said river above said bridge; and for the Fn am of acquiring such 
title and repairing and reconstructing said bridge the sum of $240,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary for such purpose, is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not oth appropriated, and one-fourth of 
ety expense of such and reconstruction or repair of said bridge shall 


purchase 
to and paid by the District of Columbia, and the balance, three- 


ie of the sum so expended, shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
es. 


The amendment proposed by the committee to the first section was 
read, as follows: 

After the word “same,” in line J5, strike out the following: 
RE pl ae Tipe gene 
said river above said bridge.” wt i : = 

Mr. ROWELL.. I move the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, is this offered as a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is anamendment reported by the commit- 
tee to the Senate bill. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire toask my colleague why it is that 
the committee propose to strike out the provision for a draw? 

Mr. ROWELL. We pro to strike out the provision for a draw 
because for forty-five years the head of navigation hasbeen at the Aque- 
duct Bridge, and the Supreme Court has judicially determined that that 
is the head of navigation, and therefore there is no use in constru 
a draw to try to get navigation above the bridge, when it would ad 
greatly to the expense and would be an obstruction to travel. _ 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. As matter of fact is it true that no vessels 
do go above that point? . 

Mr. ROWELL. None, except tugs for tows. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, those who are interested in the improve- 
ment of our water ways, in order to secure cheap transportation, often 
object to the excessive ganting of charters for the construction of 
bridges across streams that may be made navigable, and I wish to ask 
the gentleman in charge of this bill whether it has been determined 
that this stream can not be made navigable abeve this bridge? 

Mr. ROWELL. It can not be made navigable more than four miles 
above by any possibility. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN.” Mr, Chairman, I sent up two amendments which 
I desire to offer to this bill. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out of line 23, section 1, the words “ one-fourth,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof * one-half.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Also in line 25, section 1, strike out the words “three-fourths,” and insert in 
lieu thereof “one-half.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


purchase of the Aqueduct ape shall not be fully executed within six months 


from the of this act, and the title therefor approved as therein required, 
then the tary of War ey er he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause 
to be constructed across the Potomac River at the Three Sisters, above 


$220,000 be, and the same is hereby, a riated, 
ted, for the construc: 


cost 
e and Ofiio Canal and highway, and any and all a) es to the said iron 

ridge, which said bridge shall not be less than 14 feet in the clear above the 
water line of said canal; and not exceeding $15,000 of this appropriation shall 
be paid out of the Treasury until contracts sl have been en into with 
responsible es, and with good and safficient sureties, to be approved by the 
Secretary of War, for the construction and completion of said bridges across the 
Potomac River and the Chesa; and Ohio al, uding the masonry, 
iron work,and approdi, at a cost not to exceed in the aggregate $220,000, 
such sum as may 
And provided 


‘on, D. C.; New York; 
d, Va., for the ‘of one week: And provided further, i ee 
$15,000 shail be available at once for such investigation and surveys and such 
contingencies as the Secretary of War shall deem necessary. z 

Amendments recommended by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia were agreed to as follows: 

Strike out in section 2, lines 30, 31, and $2, the words “and provided also thata 
draw of sufficient width to permit the free passage of vessels shall be constructed 
i mE Also, in lines 39 and 40, strike out the words “and the length 
o . ` 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend, in lines 32 and 33 of section 2, 
by striking out the words “‘one-fourth™” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“one-half.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Also, by striking out in line 35 the words “‘ three-fourths” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof “‘ one-half.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move toamend by inserting after the word ‘‘Co- 
lumbia,” in line 34, section 2, the words ‘‘ one-quarter by the county 
of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia.” Mr. Chairman, I have heard 
all that gentlemen have stated here in to this bridge, and the 
inability of the county of Alexandria to pay any part of the cost of 
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constructing it. I concede that the people from this city and from 
other places in the United States will be the majority of those who 
will cross this bridge, but, at the same time, I contend that the bridge 
is to be built for the benefit of the people of Virginia as well as for the 
benefit of the District of Columbia; and although it might be proper 
for the State of Virginia to pay a portion of the expense of constructing 
it, I think the duty more properly belongs to the county of Alexandria. 
I do not think it is right that we should build a bridge there for the 
accommodation of the people of that portion of Virginia, and that they 
should not be required to bear any part of the expense. I do not ask 
that they be required to bear a large part, but I do not think it is just 
to the people of the country generally that Virginia should be relieved 
entirely from any expense for the construction of this bridge. I there- 
fore offer this amendment providing that the county of Alexandria 
shall pay one-fourth of the cost. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, there is no part of this bridge in 
Virginia. One end of it just rests on Virginia soil; that is all. The 
keeping up of the road on the other side of the river will fall on Vir- 
ginia, but this bridge is entirely in the State of Maryland or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. í 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwas not in when the gentleman from 
Illinois made his explanation of this bill, and I will ask him to state 
now where this contemplated bridge is to start—in what States its ends 
are to rest. 

Mr. ROWELL. The bridge—I mean the Aqueduct Bridge—is en- 
tirely in the District of Columbia, exceptthat the south end of it rests 
on the Virginia bank. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I refer to the bridge that is contem- 
plated by section 2 of this bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. That bridge would start from this side of the river, 
three-quarters of a mile aboye the Aqueduct Bridge, at a place where 
there are some rocks known as the Three Sisters. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In the District of Columbia? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir, in the Districtof Columbia. It crosses the 
river there and rests its other end upon the Virginia bank. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then the other end of the bridge isin 
the State of Virginia? 

Mr. ROWELL. - Yes, in Virginia; but the whole of the bridge is in 
the District of Columbia. > 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DUNHAM] is right in saying that one end of this bridge will ac- 
commodate the people of Virginia and the other the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. DUNHAM; 
and there were—ayes 16, noes 68. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noquorum having voted, the Chair will appoint 
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. DUNHAM, and the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. ROWELL, to act as tellers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. ROWELL] seems 
to be anxious to have this bill I do not think it is right, I do 
not think it is just to the people of this country; but at his request I 
will withdraw the point of ‘‘no quorum.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the second sec- 
tion of this bill. 

Iam very reluctant under any circumstances to vote for or approve 
the construction of a bridge at the Three Sisters. I understand that 
the gentleman from Illinois in charge of this bill [Mr. ROWELL] fully 
concursin that judgment. As amember of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the last Congress I had occasion to examine into 
this question and to visit the several places which were proposed as fit 
points at which to construct a bridge, and I think the only reason in 
favor of the Three Sisters is that the river there presents admirable 
facilities, from the engineer’s point of view, for the construction of a 
bridge. In the channel of the river there are large masses of stone 
which would form a natural pier for a bridge at that point; and while 
by reason of that fact, and of the fact that the river is very narrow there, 
a bridge could be constructed at less cost than at any point lower down 
the river, yet when constructed it would not be a convenient bridge so 
far as the accommodation of travel is concerned. It would not be con- 
venient at the present time, and I do not anticipate that at any future 
time, looking to the probable growth of the city, it would ever be a con- 
venient bridge with reference to the demands of public travel. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa, You mean the bridge provided for in 
the second section. > 
` Mr. WILSON. Imean a bridge at the Three Sisters. 

Now I cordially support the proposition to acquire the piers of the 
Aqueduct Bridge and to construct a new bridge at that point. Those 
piers are magnificent specimens of masonry, having been constructed, 
as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] wellsaid, in the good old 
honest days more than twenty-five years ago. 

Mr. ROWELL. Forty-five. 

Mr. WILSON. It does not matter how far you go back, provided 
you skip the last twenty-five years. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Wasnotthis bridge built by slave labor, that worked 
for nothing? 


Mr, WILSON. I say it was built in the good old days when the 
Government got an honest day’s work for a fair day’s wages, 

Mr. DUNHAM. “Was it an “honest day’s work” that made the 
slave labor for nothing? 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not know whether this bridge was built by slave 
labor or not; but if it was, it is probable that labor was treated as well 
as many employers treat their laborers now. k 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The less said about that the better. 

Mr. WILSON. Yes; I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Now, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] has stated, the 
second section is introduced into this bill as a sword to be suspended 
over the heads of the owners of the Aqueduct Bridge to force them to 
come to terms. So far as that purpose is to be accomplished I fally 
agree with the design of the committee; but I should be very reluctant 
to enact into a law a section which under any circumstances would 
commit or force the Government to expend $220,000 in the construc- 
tion of a bridge which would not be at a proper point on the river and 
would not meet the demands for a free bridge as they now exist in this 
District and will probably exist hereafter. 

Mr. HEARD (to Mr. Wirson). The committee all agree with you 
on that point. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam informed by the gentleman from Missouri that 
the committee all agree with me on this point. My only difficulty is 
in voting for this second section. So far as it is a menace, so far as it 
is to be used to compel the owners of the Aqueduct Bridge to submit to 
the condemnation and purchase of their property, I am pee A in 
favor of it. So far as there is any possibility that this section might 
be carried into effect and a bridge built at the Three Sisters by the 
expenditure of $220,000, I am entirely opposed to it. Butat the sug- 
gestion of gentlemen of the committee I am di not to press my 
motion, and with these remarks I withdraw the amendment which I 
offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
the second section. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that this 
second section will not be effectual even as a menace to the Aqueduct 
Bridge Company, because that company will not have any reason to 
suppose that the Secretary of War or any Government officer would 
proceed to build a bridge which would be simply a supernumerary 
structure, three-fourths of a mile from amexisting bridge. Every cor- 
porator in that old company has brains enough to reason that far; and 
us the section would be improper on its own basis and ineffectual as a 
means of reducing the price at which the Government could condemn 
a Aqueduct Bridge, I see no reason for retaining the section in the 

ill. t 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, it is suggested that no Secretary of 
War would do such a thing as construct a bridge at the Three Sisters. 
Yet under the law of 1881, the Secretary of War did advertise for bidsand 
prepare plans; and the only reason the bridge was not built at the Three 
Sisters was that the appropriation was not quite large enough. The 
Three Sisters would be the next best location to the Aqueduct Bridge. 
We can hot condemn the Aqueduct Bridge. We can condemn the land 
upon which the abutments stand, but we can not condemn the fran- 
chise; we must get that by purchase. The location at the Three Sis- 
ters is but three-quarters of a mile above. If a bridge be built there, 
it will furnish free access into Virginia, necessitating only a mile and 
a half farther travel between this city and Arlington. There area 
great many people in Virginia and some i the District of Columbia 
who are strongly in favor of a bridge at the Three Sisters. In my judg- 
ment the Senate designed to have the bridge constructed there because 
the bill as passed by the Senate made no provision for acquiring the 
title of the Aqueduct Bridge Company. But because the Secretary 
of War under this bill as amended will build the bridge at the Three 
Sisters if we do not acquire the Aqueduct Bridge, we shall get the 
Aqueduct Bridge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the 
second section for several reasons. Ido not believe in the doctrine that 
in order to secure one property we should get up a proposition to whip- 
lash certain interests by proposing to buy another property. There are 
a good many strings to this bow; and the proposition that the Amer- 
ican Congress shall put through a bill making an appropriation to pur- 
chase a certain property, provided it can not whipin the owners of another 
property to sell, is a kind of legislation I am not in favor of. 

But, Mr, Chairman, I do not believe it is for the interest of the Dis- 
trict to build a bridge at the Three Sisters. The people of Washington 
who visit Arlington do not want to take that roundabout way of going 
there. I can readily understand if I owned property in the vicinity of 
the Three Sisters I would like that provision of the bill, but for one I 
do not believe in building bridges at remote points to accommodate the 
people of the District simply because there are private interests there 
which have been whipping it forward for months, as I understand. 

I hold it is our duty to dispose of this question in regard to the ex- 
isting Aqueduct Bridge. For one I think we should have one still 
nearer than that in Georgetown. I understand we had legislation once 
before to purchase this bridge, but it was found we could not gae 
title to it. We are going through the same thing again we had before. 
I think we should have some information from the War Department 


I renew the amendment to strike out 
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in regard to the location of these bridges. If we are going to build a 
bridge independent of the present one let us have all the information 
we can have as to building one more conveniently located. But for the 
present there is far too much ambiguity, too much uncertainty, too 
many negroes in this fence, as it seems to me at present, to induce me 
to support the measure. And from the information I have I serve no- 
tice upon the House now I will resist that bill with all the means 
within my power so long as that second section is in it, and I feel justi- 
fied in doing it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, this bill simply makes provision 
for a free bridge between the District of Columbia and the State of Vir- 
ginia, and it is a question as to where it is bestto belocated. Thereis 
a bridge already in existence which belongs to certain private parties 
which we have no power to take. We propose to become the purchasers 
of that bridge provided we can get it at a reasonable cost. But if we 
can not get it at a reasonable cost we pro, in an additional section, 
to authorize the Secretary of War to build a bridge at the next most 
available place. 

That is all there is in it, and there is no negro in the wood-pile, as has 
been intimated, so far as I can see. It has met the approval of the Sen- 
ate District Committee, and it has met the unanimous approval of the 
District Committee of the House. 

It is for the House to decide whether or not upon the simple sugges- 
tion of something being with this bill they will stand to see it 
opposed, now we have got along this far with it. 

There can be no possible objection to the second section unless we 
see fit to put ourselves in the power of these gentlemen who are the 
owners of toll Aqueduct Bridge. If there is any objectionable part 
let us strike it out. 

One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars has been decided to 
be the proper amount to be paid for the Aqueduct Bridge, but if these 
gentlemen do not desire to take that, then we serve notice upon them 
we will put up a bridge where we will not have to pay, and where there 
will be injusticedonetonobody. For, sir, Congress has already passed 
a bill providing for the construction of a bridge at this place of the 
Three Sisters. We give these gentlemen the alternative, instead of 
forcing the Government to go there to build a bridge which will take 
away much of the value of their property, to sell it to the Government 
at a fair and reasonable price. If that is not satisfactory to them they 
can not ask the Governmenteto refrain from building a bridge at an- 
other, though less available, point. 

Therefore, I submit to the House the only question is whether we 
shall have the bridge at all; or if we do, whether we are willing to pur- 
chase this bridge at a reasonable price, and if we can not get it at a rea- 
sonable price, whether we will build a bridge at the next most availa- 
ble place. x 

The people are largely interested in this bridge. The Three Sisters 
is not as good a place as the one already occupied, but it is the next best 
place. If we cannot buy the best place, where the bridge now is, we 
can go farther up the river, and build a bridge which will interfere with 
these gentlemen, of course, but before we do that we give them the 
right of selling out and saving themselves. ` 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. i I offer another amendment to th 
second section, which I now send to the desk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

aia out all after the word "also,” in line 32 of {he second section, and in- 
sert: 


“Provided, That one-fourth of the expense of the construction of said bridge 
shall be charged to and paid by the District of Columbia; one-fourth by the 
county of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia, and the ce, one-half, of the 
sum appropriated be paid out of the Treasury of the United States.” 

Mr. ROWELL. I make the point of order that we can not charge 
anything over upon the State of Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will first take 
the question upon perfecting the section before the question is taken 
upon striking it out. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to be heard for a few moments upon the 
amendment I have submitted. z 

I understand, and in fact itis well known as a part of the history 
of this country, that the county of Alexandria, immediately opposite 
Washington, was originally a portion of the District of Columbia. The 
Congress of the United States ceded it back to the State of Virginia, 
but whether the State of Virginia paid anything to the United States 
for the transfer of the property or whether it paid nothing I am not 
able to say. At any rate, it is at this time a part of the State of Vir- 
ginia, a valuable piece of property belonging to the State, and it cer- 
tainly is worth something to that State, which has the privilege of im- 
posing taxes upon it and upon the people living there either for the 
purpose of carrying on the State government of the State of Virginia 
or for a part of the expenses of the county of Alexandria, or perhaps 
still more for the purpose of assisting the State of Virginia in paying 
its just debts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe we ought to have a free bridge across 
the Potomac, not only for the benefit of the people of the city of Wash- 
ington and the people who come here from other parts of the United 


States, but also for the benefit of the people of the State of Virginia, 
and especially those who reside in the county of Alexandria. The gen- 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], my colleague, has said that this 
bridge does not rest in the State of Virginia. I believe that the ap- 
proaches to this bridge are in the State of Virginia, or at any rate they 
come from the State of Virginia and afford convenient access to this 
District for the people of that portion of the State. I do not believe 
that it is fair or just that the other thirty-seven States of this Union 
should be compelled to pay a part of the expense of the people of the 
county of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia, for coming into the cap- 
ital of the nation. The people of Illinois who desire to come to the 
Federal capital must pay their railroad fare. The Government does 
not aid them in that respect; but the the people of Virginia are to be 
permitted to come to the capital free under the terms of this proposed 
legislation. They will come free, but let them pay a part of the ex- 
pense of the building of this bridge, so that to some extent at least they 
may be placed upon an equality with the people of the rest of the 
United States residing outside of that county. 

If there is any real estate speculation in the building of this bridge 
in Georgetown. I am not aware of it, and as it seems, under all the cir- 
cumstances, the best place for the bridge I do not see that that should 
really be considered as part of the argument either way. I do say that 
we should have a free bridge, and I join with the Committee on the 
District of Columbia in believing the quicker it is built the better, but 
I say further that it is hot right to build this bridge contrary to all the 
practices and customs adopted in all of the States and towns and cities 
throughoutthe Union. Wherever a river divides two towns it is never 
the practice for one town to bear the entire expense of the building of 
a bridge to connect them, but the custom has been, and I doubtif there 
is any variation from it, that the two towns share the expense in some 
proportion. For instance, if one has a larger population than the other, 
it would pay its share in proportion to its population, or it may be de- 
termined by the business of thetowns. But there is some plan devised 
by which the expense is proportioned between them in a proper way. 

Mr. ROWELL. How isit if the river is all in one town and the line 
is on the other ? : 

Mr. DUNHAM. My colleague asks me how is it if the river is all 
in one town and the lineon the other. I reply, I believe it is the prac- 
tice, the custom eyerywhere, for the people for whose benefit it is built 
to pay a part of the expense of building. If just the place where the 
piers happen to stand may be in the same town it is unjust to that town 
to require it to pay the entire expense of the construction of the bridge, 
relieving all the people on the other side from paying anything. Ibe- 
lieve that the State of Virginia gets more benefit from the construction 
of this bridge than the people of Washington will. Thegentleman from 
Texas says that they want to bring their vegetables across so that the 
people here can buy them cheaper. I say that the people of that part 


of the country are more anxious to bring their produce across to make. 


a profit on raising them than we are to buy them; for there are places 
which are accessible tous from which we can get vegetables without the 
necessity of building a free bridge to enable the people of the county of 
Alexandria to come across to supply us. My judgment ig that the soil 
of that county, from what opportunity I have had of inspecting it, is of 
such a character that it is necessary for the good Lord to send his show- 
ers on the ground at least once in every ten days to enable them to 
raise their crops. [Laughter.] : - ; 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Let me ask the gentleman what 
warrant there is in the Constitution for impésing any portion of the 

of this bridge upon the people of another State. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman asks me what warrant there is in 
the Constitution for this amendment. In answer to him I want to say 
that I am not one of those members of Congress who sit up nights and 
worry about the constitutionality of a question. There are plenty of 
constitutional lawyers to explain the Constitution. For my part, I 
believe that whatever is necessary for the people of the United States 
in the way of legislation it comes within the Constitution. I would 
not violate the Constitution, and can not see wherein this amendment 
is any violation of that instrument. It simply proposes that thirty- 
seven States shall not be taxed to pay an ex that legitimately be- 
longs to the county of Alexandria in the State of Virginia. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It is difficult for me to see just how 
the people of the State of Illinois are to be benefited by the gentleman’s 
amendment. The bill has already been amended so that half the ex- 
pense shall be laid on the Distri¢t of Columbia, and the balance of the 
expense on the United States. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] does 
not propose to relieve the United States from any of the expense; and 
yet he goes on making his argument upon the hypothesis that the peo- 
ple of the United States are to be benefited if only something shall be 
saddled upon the State of Virginia; and the part he proposes to saddle 
on the State of Virginia is taken from the District of Columbia. How 
does that relieve the people of Illinois or any other State? To relieve 
the District of Columbia by taxing Virginia does not relieve the United 
States of the half she is to pay under this bill. But the gentleman ar- 
gues that is to benefit the State of Illinois. It is difficult for me to see 
how that would be the result. 

Now I want to say a word with reference to the proposition to strike 
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out the second section, for that is still insisted on by the gentleman 


frem Iowa, al withdrawn by the gentleman from West Virginia. 
Is it unreasonable that we should make it tothe advantage of the owners 
of the Aqueduct Bridge Company tosell their property? Is there any- 
thing dishonest in that? If we strike out the second section, if we 
leave the power in their hands to sell or keep it, and keep it at great 
profit, will they not for all time hold on toit? Theinducement which 
this bill offers is to provide at the same time with its passage a plan for 
the construction of another bridge, and in such close proximity to the 
Aqueduct Bridge that the construction of it will make the property 
held by this corporation worthless. If a free bridge is built within 
three-quarters of a mile of the present Aqueduct Bridge, who will give 
a cent for the t bridge? Put a free bridge across the river within 
three-quarters of a mile of the present bridge, and the owners of it will 
come quickly to time, on reasonable terms, for thesale of their property. 
But the gentleman from Towa, by his amendment, would leave the cudgel 
still in the hands of the present corporation. That certainly ought to 
be satisfactory to the most avaricious members of it. They could de- 
sire nothing better. 

What good business management on the part of the Congress of the 
United States would dictate is to provide at the time of the passage of 
this bill the means for constructing a new bridge so near the old one as 
to make the old one absolutely valueless as a toll-bridge, thereby in- 
ducing the owners of the old bridge to sell their property to the United 
States for a reasonable consideration. 

And that is all that the second section of this bill is placed in it for. 
That is the purpose of it. It is admitted openly and above-board. 
There is nathan secret or underhand, nothing dishonest in this. It 
is what should be provided in the bill, and no one should object to it. 

The gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] asserts there is a job 
in it on behalf of the property-owners on either side of the river at the 
Three Sisters. How can that be if the bill provides for the purchase of 
the old bridge if offered at a reasonable price? On the contrary, as it 
seems to me, the second section offers a sure and convenient means of 
preventing a job being set upto cheat the Government. I am heartily 
in favor of the bill. The bridge should be built at once, so as to get rid 
of the exorbitant tolls levied upon all the people who would visit the 
national cemetery at Arlington. To strike out the second section is to 
defeat the urposes of the bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. I beg to say a word on this amendment. I do not 
know that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM], perhaps, under- 
stands the exact relation which the State of Virginia holds to this whole 
question. The river Potomac has been by adjudication settled to be 
exclusively in the State of Maryland to low-water mark on the south 
side of the river, so that when the State of Maryland ceded her portion 
of the District of Columbia to the Government and the State of Virginia 
ceded her portion, the 10 miles square, which then included what is now 
the county of Alexandria, was Virginia soil down to low-water mark on 
the south side of the Potomac. 

Mr. BROWN, of Penggylvania. Was that arrangement made in the 
articles of cession? ` 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir; that was the divisign between the two 
States, and when Virginia and Maryland ceded their respective por- 
tions for the District of Columbia to the Federal Government the part 
which belonged to Maryland so ceded extends to low-water mark on 
the other side. 

That question was argued in a Maryland court in March, 1861. I 
took part in the case on behalf of Virginia, the case testing in some de- 
gree the question of the boundary between the two States. It was in 
that case settled, and has been settled by a commission that was ap- 
pointed by the two States, of which Judge Jere Black was one and Mr. 
Breck was another, that the boundary line was as I have indicated. 

In 1846 the Government retroceded Alexandria County, the part 
which Ms ig? had given for the District of Columbia, back to Virginia. 
And therefore Alexandria County in Virginia comes down to low-water 
mark on the south side of the Potomac, and all the rest of the river be- 
longs to the Federal Government or at least is within its jurisdiction. 
Therefore, the whole of this bill relates to that which is within the ex- 
clusive legislative power of the Federal Government. It has nothing 
to do with rhein | that is within the jurisdiction of Virginia. 

The only reason it has planted itsabutment on the soyth side of the 
river is because, as I understand, the State of Virginia has given her 
consent to it. Now, the proposition of the gentleman, by his amend- 
ment, that the Government shall build a bridge, pay one-half of the 
cost out of the Treasury, charge one-fourth to the District of Columbia, 
and the remaining one-fourth to the county of Alexandria, is ultra vires. 
It is beyond the power of the Government to do that, and if you were 
to do it the county of Alexandria would snap its fingers in your face 
and say, ‘‘ Enforce it.” 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then, under the terms of this amendment, the 
bridge would not be built. 

Mr. TUCKER. The bridge would not be built; and if you want to 
a the construction of the bridge, your amendment will accomplish 

Mr. DUNHAM. But it would show the people of the county of Al- 
exandria and the people of Virginia that Congress thought in justice to 


the rest of the people of the United States Virginia ought to pay some 
proportion of the cost of building this bridge. 

Mr. TUCKER. Well, if you were building a bridge inside of Vir- 
ginia that might be a question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The roadway leading to the bridge is in Virginia. 

Mr. TUCKER, ‘The roadway does not help youatall. The bridge 
itself is over the water of the Potomac, which is exclusively under the 
jurisdiction of Congress. You simply ask that you may put one of 
yoy abutments over on Virginia soil, and Virginia consents. That is 
all. ; 

Mr. DUNHAM. One of the abutments of the bridge between New 
York and Brooklyn is in Brooklyn, and Brooklyn had to pay her por- 
tion of the cost of building the bridge. 

Mr. TUCKER. That may be; but Brooklyn and New York are both 
in the same State and within the same jurisdiction. The difficulty in 
this case is that the District of Columbia is within the jurisdiction of 
Congress and the county of Alexandria is not. For these reasons I 
think the amendment ought not tobe adopted. If it could be effective 
to make a charge upon the county of Alexandria it would be unconsti- 
tional, and although the gentleman does not trouble himself about the 
Constitution at night, he may perhaps give it some consideration in the 
daytime. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman one question. For 
whom is this bridge to be built? For whose benefit? -~ 

Mr. TUCKER. Well, sir, as the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia have brought the bill into the House, I presume that it is to be 
built for the benefit of the District of Columbia. I have not heard that 
Virginia has asked for the construction of this bridge. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will not the people of Alexandria get some benefit 
from the bridge? 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, they will come across. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. You say that the people of Virginia have not asked 
for this bridge? 

Mr. TUCKER. They have not. ý 

Mr. DUNHAM. If Iam not mistaken I have been reading in the 
papers for two years that the people represented by the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] have been urging him, as their Representa- 
tive, to hurry up the building of this bridge. 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman is mistaken. The constituents of 
the gentleman from Virginia are divided on the subject. The people 
at one end of his constituency do not want the bridge built at all. 

Mr. DUNHAM. You say the people at one end of his constituency 
do not want it built. What do the people at the other end want? 

Mr. ROWELL. ‘The other end is very small; but I guess the people 
there want to have the bridge built. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Certainly. ° 

Mr. TUCKER. Then how unfair is the gentleman’s propusition to 
charge upon all the peopleof that county one-fourth of the cost of build- 
ing this bridge when one-half of them are opposed to building it at all! 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Well, if they do not want the bridge, I do not 
ink the Congress of the United States onght to try to force it upon 
them. 

Mr. TUCKER. We do not want it. The Government here wants 
the bridge in order to get across the river into Virginia. Well, we 
have no objection; we are a hospitable people. [Laughter.] Then, 
you want our vegetables, grown upon that soil which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] says is so poor that the Almighty has to 
send rain every two or three days in order to make it produce any- 
thing; and if that is the case how can he find it in his heart to impose 
upon so poora soiland so poor a people the burden of paying for the con- 
struction of this bridge? [Laughter.] I appeal to the gentleman’s 
magnanimity if I can not to his knowledge of constitutional law. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then your position is, that you want us to be char- 
itable to the people of Virginia and build this bridge for them for 
nothing ? 

Mr. TUCKER. No; charity begins at home. You need our prod- 
ucts, and you need this bridge to enable you to get them. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ialso think charity begins at home; and I think 
we had better be charitable to the people of the United States, keep a 
part of this money in the Treasury, and let the people of Virginia pay 
a part of the cost of constructing this bridge. 

Mr. STEELE. Save it for rivers and harbors. [Laughter. ] 

The House divided on the amendment offered by Mr. DUNHAN; and 
there were—ayes 11, noes 71. ; 

So the amendment was not agreed to. : 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, 
to strike out the second section of the bill. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 75. 

. Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No quorum. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 

int, 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The point that no quorum has voted being made, 
the Chair appoints the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] to act as tellers. 
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The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 11, noes 
131. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will not insist further on the point 
that no quorum has voted. 

So the amendment of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was rejected. 

The next question was upon the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to add to the bill the following: 

Sec. 3. Thatif in the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge under the first section, 
at any time, it shall be deemed necessary to obtain from the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal Company, or its grantees, any release or conveyance of any portion 
of the ground upon which the northern abutment of the Aqueduct Bridge rests, 
or right to cross the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal from the abutment to Bridge 
street, or if a good title can not be procured by contract to any property re- 
quired in the construction of a bridge under the second section, the same shall 
be acquired by the Secretary of War by condemnation in the manner provided 


by the act approved May 8, 1872, entitled “An act making appropriations for the 


legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year 


ending June 30,1873, and for other purposes: ‘Provided, That the condemnation 
proceedings, if any such proceedings are necessary, shall not prevent the tak- 
ing paeo, on payment ofthe purchase-money, of the Aqueduct Bri by 
the United States, and opening the same to the public as a free bridge, ifthe 
same shall be acquired under the first section: Provided, further, That the sum 
of $10,000 of the sum hereby appropriated shall be available to meet the pay- 
ments under condemnation p ngs, if any shall be had. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ROWELL. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
as amended to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. WILSON. Before that question is put I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. There is already on the statute-book a law, approved February 
23, 1881, directing the Secretary of War to build a bridge at or near 
Georgetown and appropriating out of the Treasury for that purpose 
$140,000. That law has hitherto remained a dead letter; and it is of 
course the intention that it shall be superseded entirely by this bill. 
I therefore offer an amendment to add to the bill a fourth section, re- 
pealing the law of 1881. * 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON was read, as follows: 


. 
After the amendment last adopted add the following as a new section : 
“Src, 4. The act repprorod February 23, 1881, entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
construction of a across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’ is hereby repealed.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to offer an amendment to the second section, to 
insert after the word ‘‘ Virginia,” in line 45, the words ‘*Saint Louis, 
Mo.,” and to strike out in the same line ‘‘ one week ” and insert ‘‘ four 
weeks.’? 

Mr. ROWELL. That amendment is subject to a point of order. 
The second section has been 

The CHAIRMAN, Isthere objection to recurring to the second sec- 
tion for the purpose of adopting this amendment? 

Mr. ROWELL. I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I object to going back to that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that the second section has 
been passed, and that it is now too late to go back to it. 

Mr. HALE. I believe the gentleman in charge of the bill has no ob- 
jection to this amendment. “I do not understand that the point of 
order is insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order to be 
insisted upon. . 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman in charge of the bill has no objection 
to the amendment. f 

Mr. ROWELL. Ihavenoobjection to inserting ‘‘Saint Louis, Mo. ;”” 
but I object to extending the time for advertising. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was made also by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [M&. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I withdraw the point of order against the amend- 
ment so far as it proposes to insert the words ‘‘Saint Louis, Mo.” 

Mr. ROWELL. I have no objection to that part of the amendment. 

Mr.HALE. Then I will seek an opportunity to offer the other branch 
of the amendment in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the first branch of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALE], to insert after 
‘t Virginia,” in line 45 of the second section, the words ‘‘Saint Louis, 
Mo.,’? will be to. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COMPTON. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will accept an 
amendment to his amendment, so as to add after ‘‘Saint Louis, Mo.,” 
the words ‘‘the city of Baltimore, Md.” 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendmentof the gentleman from Missouri, 
so far as not objected to on the point of order, has been agreed to. 

Mr. COMPTON. Then my amendment is too late? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Was the amendment to allow four weeks for ad- 
vertising agreed to? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. ROWELL. I now renew the motion that the committee rise 
and report the bill as amended to the House with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker have resumed the 
chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 


the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (S. 200) 


to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge or the construction 
of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, D. Ç., 
had directed him to report back the same with amendments and with 
the recommendation that it pass as amended. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask the previous question on the amendmentsand 
on ordering the bill to a third reading. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. - The question is now upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. Unless a separate vote be demanded on some amend- 
ment, the question will be taken upon the amendments in gross. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 

to. - 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ° 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Massachussetts, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

A bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certifi- 
cates of disc to certain members of the Missouri Home Guards; 

A bill (S: 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United 
States Military Academy; and 

A bill (S. 1471) to remove the of desertion from the rolls and 
records in the Office of the Adjutant-General of the Army against cer- 
tain soldiers. 

: BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up from the House Calendar a bill (H. 
R. 7879) to amend the law relating to bonds of executors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved, &c., That whenever hereafter a testator shall, by last will and 
testament, request that his executor or executors be not required to give bond 
for the performance of his or their duty as such executor or executors, then and 
in such case the bond required of such executor or executors shall be in such 
penalty as the court may consider sufficient to secure the payment of the debts 
due by said testator; and said bond shall be conditioned accordingly, and shall 
be in no other or greater penalty: Provided, however, That the penaity of this 
bond shall not exceed double the value of the estate; and when less than this 
sum, may be in , or an additional bond be required, whenever it shall be 
made to appear to the court that the bond as given is insufficient to secure the 
payment of the debts of the testator: And provided s t whenever any 
creditor or distributee or legatee entitled to take under the said will shall make 
it appear to the courtthatany executor who hasgiven such bond only asis herein 
provided for is wasting the assets of the estate, or that the assetsin the handsof 
such executor are in danger of being lost, wasted, or misappropriated, then and 
in such case the court shall have power to remove sai ecutor or require him to 
give additional bond, with security in penalty suffi t to secure the interests of 
all the creditors and distributees or legatees entitled to take as aforesaid, and con- 
ditioned accordingly; kgd on his failure to give bond or bonds as aforesaid, as re- 
quired by the court, in a time named by such court, his letters testamentary 
shall be revoked forthwith. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
HEMPHILL] who has reported this bill to take charge of it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, This is a bill to amend the law in this District 

relative to bonds to be given by executors, As the law now stands 
every executer appointed to carry out the provisions of a will is re- 
quired to give a bond in such sum as the court may deem n 
That has become impossible in the case of many large estates. 
Mation similar to this bas been adopted in twenty-five States of the 
Union. Members of the bar here seek to have the law amended so a 
testator may relieve his executor from giving his bond by putting a re- 
quest to that effect in his will, except the court may require him to 
give a bond sufficient to cover the indebtedness due at the time of the 
death of the testator. 

A further provision is added to the bill, which enables any legatee 
or creditor to call upon the executor to give additional bond upon his 
satisfying the court the assets of the estate are being wasted and he is 
liable to lose his debt or his legacy. 

It is a just and equitable measure; and unless further debate be de- 
sired upon it, I shall call for a vote and will not further take up the 
time of the House. 

Mr. STORM. I ask the gentleman from South Carolina whether 
there is any provision in‘the bill by which the surety on a bond may 
go into court and ask to be relieved ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The surety has a right to be relieved, I would 
suppose, under the general statutes relating to the District. 

Mr.STORM. Isthereaprovisionoflaw ofthat kind? There is noth- 
ing of that sort in this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This 
relating to this one subject. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ` 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


is only to amend the law as it now stands 
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peed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOOK-MAKING AND POOL-SELLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


On motion of Mr. BARBOUR, a bill (H. R. 5044) to prohibit book- 
making of any kind and pool-selling in the District of Columbia for the 
purpose of gaming, reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia, was taken from the House Calendar and read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, Thatitshall be unlawful for any person or persons, or asso- 
ciation of persons, to bet, gamble, or make books and pools on the result of any 
hs iad or running-race of horses, or on any election, in the District of Co- 

um 

Sec. 2, That any person or persons, or association of persons, violating the 
peonon of this act, shall be fined not exceeding $500 nor less than $100, or be 

imprisoned not more than ninety nor less than thirty days, or both, at the dis- 
eretion of the court. 

The amendments of the committee to the first section were read, as 
follows: 

After the word “persons” insert "in the District of Columbia;" and after the 
word “horses” insert “or boat-race, or race ofany kind;” and strike out in line 
7 the words “ in the District of Columbia ™ and insert “or contest of any kind;”’ 
so the section will then read : 

“ Beitenacted, £c., That itshall be unlawful for any person or persons, or asso- 
ciation of ns, in the District of Columbia, to bet, gamble, or make booksand 
pools on result of any trotting-race or running-race of horses, or boat-race, 
or race of any kind, or on any election or contest of any kind.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment of the committce to the second section was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out the words “ one hundred ” and insert “ twenty-five; so the section 
will then read : 

"BEC, 2, That any person or persons, or association of persons, violating the pro- 
visions of thisact, shall be fined not exceeding five hundred norless than twenty- 


five dollars, or be imprisoned not more than ninety nor less than thirty days, or 
both, at the discretion of the court.” 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 4. 

Mr. PRICE. I make the point of no quorum for the purpose of rais- 
ing the question whether we shall run the horse-race or this House; 
whether members shall go there or shall come here> [Laughter and 
applause. 

Mr. MPHILL. Letme say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that 
the amendment now being voted on is to fix a minimum penalty. If 
he wants to call aquorum, he can doso upon the bill afid not upon this 
amendment. 

Mr. PRICE. I will waive the point of order. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask for the reading of the bill as it has been 
amended. 

The bill was read. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not seem by this act any association isin- 
eluded. It may be more far-reaching than it seems. I do not know 
with certainty whether or not the stockholders of these corporations 
are included under its provisions and will be affected by its execution. 

Mr. STORM. Is the gentleman going to take advantage of the ab- 
sence of the enemies of this bill and put it through? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. They are taking advantage of me by being ab- 
sent, forif they were here Imightbeabletopersuadethem. [Laughter. ] 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The question is now on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COMPTON. I have been waiting patiently for the gentleman 
from South Carolina to address himself to the merits of this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The merits of the bill are so plain they do not 
need any explanation. The object is to prohibit book-makingand pool- 
selling upon horse-races and elections or any other contest. This law 
is simply in conformity to the laws which prevail in a majority of the 
States of the Union, and it is merely a question whether the people 
who live in the District of Columbia shall be subjected to more tempta- 
tion than the people who live in the States of the Union. - We here 
must legislate for this people. We are the only body they have to look 
to for encouragement in morality, and we should do for them what the 
Legislatures of the States do for the people in those States. 

We submitted the bill to the District commissioners,who are in a 
measure protectors of the public welfare and in a limited sense of the 
public morals of this place. They approved it unanimously, with the 
suggestion, however, that there should be twice a year, of one week’s 
duration each, a time when the jockey club, which has a track not far 
removed from the city, should have the privilege of selling pools on 
horse-races there. = 

The committee, however, thought that if it was to be of any benefit 
at all there should not be any special privileges granted to any one par- 

i class or association; and therefore they did not accept the sug- 
gestion of the commissioners, and reported the bill as it is. They be- 
lieve the bill will commend itself to the good sense of the House, and 
that the morality which distinguishes members of Congress they will 
endeavor to inculcate by suitable legislation. I think that the bill 
has merits and should pass, and I do not know that we will ever havea 
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better time to do this than in the absence of everybody who is supposed 
to be opposed to it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I will warn the gentleman from South Car- 
olina that owing to the races now being in progress there is not aquo- 
rum present, and if he presses the bill it might not pass. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I think it quite unfair in my friend 
from South Carolina, who isa very liberal and fair-minded man I know, 
to want to call the bill up at this particular time. If I may be allowed, 
sir, to characterize distinguished statesmen, members of this House, as 
‘‘ good fellows,’’ I desire to say that the good fellows who like myself 
are opposed to the bill are practicing to-day what I want to preach. 
(Laughter. ] 

I do not propose to go into any argument on the merits of the bill at 
this time. I am opposed to it and have stated my objections fully in 
the committee, but do not propose to state them fully here otherwise 
than to say simply this: Appreciating the fact that this bill belongs to 
that class of legislation in which I do not believe, legislation which seeks 
to make men moral by force, I am opposed to it on principle, and shall 
tight it at every stage of its passage through the House. 

I move that the bill do lie on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. COMPTON, there were 
on a division—ayes 12, noes 59. 

Mr. COMPTON. I make the point of order that no quorum has 


voted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If this point is to be insisted upon I will ask the 
House to pass the bill over. I do not desire to take any advantage of 
the absence of those gentlemen to whom the gentleman from Maryland 
refers, and ask that the bill be passed over for the present, if that is a 


parliamentary proceeding. . 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to move 


to postpone the bill until the second Monday in next month. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I make that motion. 

The question was taken; and on a diyision, there were—ayes 59, 
noes 9. s 

Mr. KING. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will ask my friend from Louisiana not to in- 
sist upon that point. The bill will be called up for consideration at 
the regular time. There are a number of other bills here which are 
likely to lead to no controversy and should be to day, if possi- 
ble, and we will lose the entire day if the point of order is insisted 


upon. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made'that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 
Mr. KinGand Mr. HEMPHILL were appointed tellers. i 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 87, noes 5. 
Mr. KING. Ishall not insist upon the point of order. 
So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed to, 
and the cónsideration of the bill was postponed as indicated. 


PUNISHMENT FOR ADVERTISING LOTTERY TICKETS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House bill No. 
7880, to punish the advertising of lottery tickets in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That it shall not be lawful within the District of Columbia 
for any person to advertise or publish an advertisement of any lottery scheme, 
or any other scheme or game of chance, or for the sale of any lottery ticket or 
tickets, or any interest therein, or the sale of any ticket or tickets in any other 
scheme or game of chance, or any interest therein, in any newspaper, circular, 
handbill, or poster, or in any other way. 

Sec, 2. That any person violating any provision of the foregoing section shall 
be prosecuted therefor in the police court of said District and if found guilty 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $500 nor less than $100, or be imprisoned 
in the jail of said District for a period not exceeding six months nor Jess than 
one month, or both so fined and imprisoned, in the discretion of the court. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. TĦe question is on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. } 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 75, noes 2. 

Mr. BENNETT. No quorum. ? 

Mr. GLASS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that point. 

Mr. BENNETT. Icannotdoit. It is an infringement upon lib- 
erty. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BENNETT and Mr. HEMPHILL were appointed tellers. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire if a motion to adjourn would 
be in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That motion is always in order. 

Mr. BURROWS. Isuppose the gentleman who makes the point of 
order will adhere to it, and I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 28, noes 
46 : 


So (no farther count being demanded) the motion was not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places. 
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Ahe puin recurs upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read the 
ird time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that we have not a 
quorum here, and it is not worth while to go through the same form 
that we did awhile ago in order to determine that fact: Under the cir- 
cumstances, if I may do it, I ask that the bill be postponed until the 
second Monday in June next. I make that motion. 

bigs question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 50, 
noes 29. 

Mr. STORM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If that point is going to be insisted upon I ask 
to withdraw my motion, because we may as well have the question di- 
rectly upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read the third time as 
upon the pending motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I withdraw it. 

o Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 
The motion was not agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The question recurs on ordering the bill 

to be engrossed and read a third time, on which tellers have been or- 


Mr. GROUT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 4, not vot- 
ing 158; as follows: + 


YEAS—160. 
Adams, G. E. Eldredge, Kleiner, Sayers, 
Adams, J. J. Ely, ies, Scranton, 
Anderson, C. M. a Seney, 
ot, Everhart, Lawler, Sessions, 
Baker, uhar, e Lindsley, Seymour, 
Barbour, Felton, Long, Skinner, 
akinti Findlay, — soem. 
res, Foran, an, pooner, 
Bay + Ford, Markham, Springer, 
Biana brea Maybury, ne 
x % ' n, 
Bound, MoUreary, Stewart, Charles 
Breckinridge, WCP.Glass, McKenna, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Browne, T.M. Glover, McMillin, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Brown, 0. E. Grout, MoRae, Storm, 
Brown, W. W. Hale, Merriman, Strait, 
Buck, Hall, Morgan, Swinburne, 
Bannell, Hammond, Morrill, Swope; 
Burrows, 5 Harmer, Morrison, p kepa 
Butterworth, Hatch, M y: ylor, E. B. 
Cabell, Heard, Neal, Taylor, J.M. 
Campbell, J. E. Hemphi O'Donnell, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J.M. Wandereoels J.S. O'Neill, Charles Thomas, O. 
Campbell, T. J. Hevderson, T.J. O'Neill, J.J. Throckmorton, 
Catchings, Hepburn, ” 
Clements, Herbert, Owen, Turner, 
Compton, Herman, Peel, Viele, 
Jomstock, Hiestand, Pettibone, Wade, 
Cooper, Hiscock, Plumb, Wadsworth, 
Cowles, Hitt, = Wait, 
Cox, Holman, Reid, J. W. Ward, T. B. 
Crisp, Hopkins, Rice, Warner, William 
Ton on, ne tr — by ig J.B. 
venport, lackson, y ‘ 
Davidson, A.C. James, Rockwell, ler, 
Dingicy, Johnson, F. A Romeis, White, Milo 
Dorsey, Johnston, J. Rowell, Willis, 
Dowdney, Johnston, T. D. Ryan, Wilson, 
Dunham Jones, J.T. Sadler. Winans, 
Eden g, Sawyer, Wolford. 
NAYS—4. y 
Bennett Daniel Dargan, Muller, 
NOT VOTING—1388. 
Aiken, Cobb, Grosvenor, Lowry, 
Allen, C. H. Cole, Guenther, Mahoney, 
Allen, J.M. Collins, Halsell, Matson, 
Anderson, J. A $ Hanback, McAdoo, 
Atkinson, Crain, Harris, 
Ballentine, Culberson, Hayden, McKinley, 
yY, $ Haynes, Millard, 
Belmont, Cutcheon, Henderson, D.B. Miller, 
Bin f Davidson, R.H. M. Henley, Milliken, 
Blanchard, Davis, Jewitt, Mills, 
Bliss, Dawson, Hill, i, 
Blount Dibble, Hires, Moffatt, 
Boutelle, Dockery, Holmes Morrow, 
Boyle, Dougherty, Houk, Neece, 
Brady, Dunn, Hudd, Negley, 
Bragg, ’ Hutton, Nelson, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Ermentrout, jon, Ni 
Brumm, isher, Jones, J. H. es, 
Buchanan, Fleeger, Kelley, O'Ferrall, 
Burleigh, Forney, Ketcham, ao 
Burnes, Frederick Laffoon, Outhwaite, 
Bynum, Funston, La Follette, ker, 
Caldwell, Gallinger, Laird, Payne, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, C. Le Fevre, yaon, 
Candler, Gibson, Eustace Lehibach, Perkins, 
Cann Gif à Libbey, A 
Carleton, Goff, Little, Pi 
Green, R.S. re, hel; 
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Randall. r i, 

> Snyder, Thompson, Wi 

Ranney, Sp. 1, White, A. ©. 

ae Sra 
NB paar t wW. Tucker, Wi 

Reese, St. Mart Van Eaton, wW: 

Robertson Stone, E. F. Van Schaick, wW a 

Rogers Struble, Vunna, Worthington. 

Scott, Tarsney, Ward,J. 

Shaw Taulbee, Warner, A.J. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. KING. Ihave just received a di from my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton], who is at races, and begs to be ex- 
cused from voting on this roll-call. [Langhter.] 

Mr. JAMES. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BOYLE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. KELLEY. 

. FORNEY with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 
. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 

. OUTHWAITE with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 

. Nogwoop with Mr. GILFILLAN. 

. FISHER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 

. BURNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

. CULBERSON with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

. COLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Minois. 

. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. Pirce 
. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
. Hupp with Mr. FLEEGER. 

. TARSNEY with Mr. CASWELL. 

. Mr. CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 

For this day: 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Funston. 

. BRAGG with Mr. HAYDEN. 

. WILKINS with Mr. MOCOMAS. 

. TAULBEE with Mr. BINGHAM. 

. OATES wfth Mr. WHITING. 

. ROGERS with Mr. BRUMM, 

. REESE with Mr. STRUBLE. 

. HARRIS with Mr, HOUK. 

. CALDWELL with Mr. CANNON. 

. PINDAR with Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 

. Prpcock with Mr. HAYNES. 

. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. ATKINSON. 
. LAFFOON with Mr. CONGER. 

. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. PAYNE. . z 
. NEECE with Mr. MOFFATT. 

. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. LIBBEY. 

. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

. DAWSON with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. PHELPS. 

. FREDERICK with Mr. Payson. 

. BLISS with Mr. WOODBURN. 

. Hurroy with Mr. HIRES. 

. O’FERRALL with Mr. LITTLE. 

. ROBERTSON with Mr, STEELE. 

. MILLER with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. 

. DUNHAM with Mr. WISE. 

. HANBACK with Mr. SNYDER. 

. HALSELL with Mr. THOMPSON. 

. JONES, of Texas, with Mr. MILLARD. 

. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr. i 

. Browse, of Indiana, with Mr. MILLS. 

. Cops with Mr. KETCHAM. 

. WAKEFIELD with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The Clerk has read a pair between Mr. WISE, of 
vioas, and myself. I understood that pair was only on the bridge 

The SPEAKER. The pair, then, should not have been announced. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I am paired with the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BURLEIGH], with the understanding that I might vote 
to make a quorum. S 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the Chair allow me to inquire if 
on the vote just taken there is a quorum without my name? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. It has been and is now an 
open question as to whether or not it requires a majority of all the 
members who might be elected under the law to the House to consti- 
tte a quorum, or merely a majority of those who are members of the 

ouse, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the inquiry because I was paired 
with the gentleman from Texas[Mr. Mints]. Underthecircumstances, 
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to make a quorum, I voted; also for the additional reason that I believe 
had the gentleman from Texas been present he would have voted as I did. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I desire to say that before the conclusion of the 
call of the roll I was called out. If I had been preseht I would have 
voted in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced as.above stated; and the bill, 
being en was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The House divided; there were—ayes 105, noes 6. 

Mr. BENNETT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. À 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BURLEIGH, of New York, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. DUNN, indefinitely, on account of the seriousillness of a mem- 
ber of his family. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Ami from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House of Representatives that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (8. 1065) granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson; 

A bill (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the Kensington and 
paged roped Company through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, 

‘a5 ani 

A bill (S. 2187) for the relief of Rebecca E. Haskins. 

‘The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and there were— 
yeas 167, nays 3, not voting 152; as follows: 


YEAS—167. 
Adams, SE Eldred Tindalos. SaaS 
z z ge, Lindsley, nton, 

Anderson, C. M. ly, Long, Seney, 
Arnot, Evans, Louttit, Sessions, 
Baker, Everhart, Lovering, Seymour, 
Barbour, uhar, Lowry, Singleton, 
Barksdale, Findlay, Lyman, Skinner, 

Ford, Markham, Sowden, 
Bayne, Fuller, Martin, Spooner, 
Beach, Gay, Ee fant Springer, 
Belmont, Geddes, McCreary, Stahinecker, 
Bland, Glass, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Blount, Grout, McMillin, Stewart, Charles 
Bound, Hale, McRae, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Breckinridge, WCP. Hall, Merriman, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Browne, T. Hammond, Milliken, Storm, 
Brown, 0. E. Harmer, Morgan, Strait, 
Brown, W. W. Hatch, Morrill, Swinburne, 
Buok, Heard, Morrison, wope, 
Bunnell, Hemphill, Morrow, Symes, 
Burrows, Henderson, JS. Morphy, lor, E. B. 
Butterworth Henderson, T.J. Neal, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbell, J. E. Hepburn, Nelson, Taylor, Zach 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, O'Donnell, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, T. J Herman, O'Neill, Charles Throckmorton, 
Gatchings, Hewitt, O'Neill, J. J. X 
Clements, Iliestand, me, ‘Turner, 

A Hiscock, Owen, Van Schaick, 

Hitt, Peel, Viele, 
Cowles, Holman, Pettibone, Wade, 

Hopkins, Plumb, Wadsworth, 
Crisp, Howard, Price, Wait, 
Croxton, Irion, Reid, J. W. Ward, T. B, 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Rice, Warner, William 
Davenport, James, Richardson, Weaver, J. B. 
Davidson, A. C. Johnson, F. A. Ri Wi k 
Dibble, Johnston, J. T. well, White, Milo 
I ley, Johnston, T. D. Romeis, Willis, 

ery, Jones, J.T. Rowell, Wilson, 

Y, King, Ryan, Winans, 
Dowdney, Kleiner, Sadler, Wolford, 
Dunham, Landes. Sawyer, 

NAYS—3. 

Bennett, Daniel, Dargan. 

NOT VOTING—152. 
Aiken, Caswell, Gibson, Eustace Laird, 
Allen, €. H. Clardy, Gilfillan, Lawler, 
Allen, J. M. Cobb, Glover, Le Fevre, 
Anderson, J, A Cole, Goff, Leh) z 
Atkinson, Collins, Green, R.8. Libbey, 
Ballentine, Compton, Green, W. J. Little, 

ý Conger, Grosvenor, Lore, 
Bingham, Crain, Guenther, Mahoney, 
Blanchard, Culberson, Halsell, Matson, 
Bliss, Curtin, Hanback, McAdoo, 
Boutelle, Davidson, R. H.M, Harris, McComas, 
Boyle, Davis, Hayden, McKinley, 
Brady, Dawson, Haynes, Millard, 
Bragg, Dougherty, Henderson,D.B. Miller, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Dunn, Henley, ills, 
Brumm, Elisberry, Hill, i Mitchell, 
Buchanan, Ermentrout, Hires, Moffatt, 
Burleigh, Felton, Holmes, Muller, 

5 —— ztou Neece, 
ynum, leeger, udd, Negley, 
Cabell, Foran, Hutton, Norwood, 

Caldwell, Forney, Jones, J, I. Oatgs, 
Campbell, Felix Frederick, Kelley, o E 
Candier, Funston, Keicham O' Ha 
Cannon, Gallinger, Laffoon, Outhwaite. 
Carleton, Gibson, O. H. La Follette, rker, 


Payne, Reed, T. B. Stone, E.F. Ward, J. H. 
Payson, Reese, bie, Warner, A.J. 

s Robertson, Ys Weaver, A.J. 

A Rogers, Taulbee. Wellborn, 

Peters, Scott, Taylor, I. H. est, 
Phelps, Shaw, Thomas, T, 
Pidcock, Smalls, Thompson, White, A.C, 
Pindar, Snyder, Tillman, Whiting, 
Pirce, x T z Wilkins, 

é Stee Tucker, Wise, 
Ranney, Stewart, J. W. Van Eaton, Wood 
Reagan, St. Martin, Wakefield, Worthington, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. I object. 

The following additional pair was announced. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. LATRD, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my colleague 
Mr. CANDLER is absent on account of illness in his family. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON REFORM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER, Not for present consideration? 

Mr. COX. Not for present consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Report of the Committee on Reform ‘in the Civil Service of the investigation 
of the appropriation of Jeffersonville (Ind.) levees. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. LIask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan be done only by unanimous consent, as 
it is not now before the House for consideration. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I object, Mr. Speaker. I insist upon proceeding 
with the regular order. N f 

TheSPEAKER. Objectionis made. The report will be printed and 
laid over, subject to be called up at any time, as it is a privileged mat- 
ter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I ask, Mr, Speaker, that the report 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. er, I desire to present 
the views of the minority, to be printed with the report of the commit- 
tee. I think I can submit them by Wednesday or Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman will have 
three days within which to present the views of the minority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


The Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred 
the resolution directing an inquiry into the against certain officers of 
the House of Representatives in connection with € priation of $50,000 by 
the Forty-eighth Congress to what is known as the Jeffersonville (Ind) levee, 
beg leave to report as follows: 

That your committee met on the 2d day of April, 1935, and proceeded to dis- 
charge the duties imposed upon them by the House by its resolution adopted 
on the 16th of March last, which reads as follows > 

“Whereas there was pending in the afin hy me Congress a bill containing, 
among other matters, an appropriation of $50,000 for a certain improvement of 
the Ohio River at or near Jeffersonville, Ind., known as the Jeffersonville levee 
appropriation; and 

“ Whereas it is ¢harged bya reputable citizen of Indiana that during the pend- 
ency of said measure a person or persons, then officers of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, exacted, collected, and accepted from a person or persons inter- 
ested in the success of the said appropriation a large sum of money upon the pre- 
tense or for the purpose of influencing Congress, or some committee thereof, or 
Members or Senators in their official action thereon ; and 

“ Whereas it is also charged that the person or persons so exacting, collecting, 
and accepting said sum of money for the purpose aforesaid are officers and em- 
ployés of this House: Therefore, 

“Be it resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be, and is 
hereby, ir to inquire into the truth of said and report the facts 
to this House; and toenable the said committee to thoroughly investigate said 
charges, it ishereby authorized to send for personsand papers; andasum sufti- 
cient to defray the necessary expenses of this inquiry is hereby appropriated 
out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

That they have examined twenty witnesses, whose testimony is herewith sent. 
That the facts extracted from this evidence appear to be as follows: 

The city of Jeffersonville, Ind., took action on the Gth day of February, 1834, 
looking to its protection against overflows in times of fresheisin the Ohio River. 
The council passed a resolution in favor of the 
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ential factors in obtaining the legislation which secured the appropriation for 


the levee at Jeffersonville. 

The result of the of the resolution of Senator HARRISON was a report 
by the local engineer, Colonel Merrill, dated April 19, 1884, which was transmit- 
ted by the Secre of War to the Senate on the 12th day of May, 1884. 

On the 22d day of April, 1884, three days after the date of Colonel Merrill's re- 
port, the council of the city of Jeffersonville appointed a committee, consisting 
of the same persons included in the original committee, to visit Washington in 
the interest of an appropriation. Messrs. Howard and F declined to come, 
and Mr. Simeon Goldbach was substituted, and he and Mr, Clark came to Wash- 
eo the latter part of April and remained about two weeks, 

‘his committec did but little, and in fact there was bat little for them to do, 
because the matter was in the care of Senators VOORHEES and HARRISON; but, 
as itappears by the evidence introdaced in behalf of Messrs. Warder and Stealey. 
the last visiting committee left matters in their charge, they being citizens o 
Jeffersonville and then and now employés of the House of Representatives. 

Upon the return of this second committee to Jeffersonville in the early part 
of May, by the instructions of the levee committee of the city council Mr. A. O. 
Shuler, secretary, wrote to Mr. L, F. Warder, asking his advice as to the pro- 
poor of sending another committee to Washington. -Shortly thereafter Mr. 

Varder wrote to the parties interested at Jeffersonville that he had secured the 
services of an attorney, influential friend, or competent person, there being a 
conflict of evidence as to which term was used, to attend to this matter, and had 
made a contract with him, by which the said person was to be paid 3250 cash 
and $1,000 additional in the event of the success of the measure; and he stated 
farther in his communications that it was utterly useless to send committees to 
Washington, but that the $250 should be forwarded to Mr. O. O. Stealey, which 
was done by Mr. Shuler. 

From the time of these communications, in the early part of May, up to the 
time when the river and harbor bill had finally passed the Senate, the evidence 
fails to disclose anything that Mr. Warder did except to speak perhaps occasion- 
allytoSenators VOORHEES and HARRISON and frequently to Mr. Stealey, about 
the appropriation. 

Mr. Warder testifies that‘in these conversations with Mr, Stealey he informed 
him that he purposed and afterward had employed a Mr. Hill as an attorney 
to look after the appropriation. He said nothing whatever, according to his 
own testimony, to either Senators VOORHEES or HARRISON, to Mr, Stockslager, 
his Representative, who took great interest in the matter, or to any other person, 
re s: Stealey, prior to the adjournment of Congress, of this employ- 
ment oi . 

Mr. Warder claims in his testimony that he referred to Mr. Hill when he 
wrote the communication to Shuler asking for money, but, as heretofore stated, 
he did not name him in that communication. - 

Mr. Warder went upon the witness stand before your committee in his own 
defense, and when asked why and how he came to employ Hill, stated : 

“Now, I want to state here the reason, or one of the reasons, why I employed 
Mr. Hill. Thad become acquainted with him around the House. I saw him fre- 
quently about the House there, often before Congress met, and that he was as- 

ng around with members of Con; and we got up a talking acquaint- 
ance. It was just on the eve of a political national contest, and through and 
about it I became acquainted with him and found him tobe the best posted man 
on the subject of levees and improvements that I had talked with in Con: or 
out of Congress. That was another reason that induced me to employ this man. 
J did spog him on a contingent fee, with the understanding that Ishould pay 
him $250. Ifthe appropriation failed, that to be the end of it, Ifthe appropria 
tion was a success and we obtained it, he was to have $1,000 contingent fee. To 
make the matter short, we obtained the appropriation. I paid him the $1,000. 
That ended our connection, and gonone; that is, without going into specific 
details, about my explanation of the matter,” 

The foregoing is the voluntary statement of Mr, Warder in regard to the em- 
ployment of Hill. Upon cross-examination he stated: 

“Q. Did you say that Mr. Hill was a lawyer? 

“A, Lunde him to be an attorney at law. 

“Q. Well, do you know whether he is a lawyer or not? 

“A. Yes, sir; I might say I know he is a lawyer. 

“Q. Is he engaged in any other business ? 

“A, Not that I know of. The reason I might say I know he is a lawyer, is 
that he has or had a lawyer's office. He told me that he was a Washington at- 
torney, and practicing before the Supreme Court of the United States, and I 
had no right to doubt what he told me, = 

“Q. Your acquaintance had been about how long before this employment? 

“A. A month or two, or three. 

“Q. By whom was he first introduced to you? 

“A, I don’t remember, Mr, Bayne, that there was any introduction at all, 
as far aa that was concerned. 

“Q. How long had you met him before this employment? 

“A, Oh, quite frequently. I don’t know what he was cngaged in, but he 
seemed to have some business here, as he came to the House quite often, 

“Q. Were gen meetings with him there? = 

“A, I met him around my desk and in the Hall of the House, and in the cor- 
ridors and lobbies. 

“Q. Had he been recommended to you by anybody? 

“A, No, sir; I don’t remember that he was recommended by anybody. 

s * s $ 


. * s 

“Q. Did you consult with anybody at all about employing him? 

“A, I consulted with Mr, Stealey. 

“Q. With anybody else? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. What was Mr. Stealey’s advice in reference to his employment? 

“A. Mr. Stealey thought I had better employ him, 

“Q. Did Mr. Stealey know Mr. Hill? 

“A. Ido not know whether hedid before that time or not. 

“Q. Did he know him at all? 

“A, I don’t know whether he did or not. 

“Q. Did you consult with anybody else in reference to it? 

“A, I did not, 5 

“Q. Did you mention, in any of the communications which you wrote the 
people of Jeffersonville, or to the committees who visited Washington, the name 
of Mr. Hill as the party whom you had employed? 

“A, I did not see any of the committees that visited Washington until after 
Con; adjourned. 

ed hear = you mention the fact outside of Mr, Stealey that Mr. Hill had been 
emp 3 : 

“A. Well, when I went home after the adjournment of Congress I spoke with 
several parties. 

. . s . e e s 
“Q. Who introduced you to him? 
“A. No one that I remember, 
Me: ve You just struck up an acquaintance with him? 
“A. Yes, sir; a casual och reaped 7 
“Q. Did you inquire into his standing, reliability, capacity, or anything of 
sort previous to his employment? 

“A, No, sir; because upon my own judgment of his capacity I was satisfied 
upon that score, i 


“Q. Did you post yourself as to whether he had any influence in connection 
with any matter before Congress, or likely to be? 

tA, Idid not. I believe he told me he had connection with some matters, 
but I forget what they were, but it was in a legal way. I believe he said 
that he was paid $2,500 fee for writing a brief that did not take him three days.’ 

Now, it is in evidence that Mr. Warder was at one time mayor of the city of 
Jeffersonville, at another time he had taken an active part in promoting legis- 
lation by the State of Indiana for the removal of the county site to Jefferson- 
ville, and in his own language “was in it up to my (his) ears for three years.” 
He had been an officer of the House of Representatives since the first Monday 
in December, 1883. He, therefore, had considerable experience in public affairs. 
In addition to this he exhibited as a witness the characteristics and traits of an 
intelligent man of the world. 

The peson; Mr. E. N. Hill, whom he alieges he employed as an attorney, has 
been discreditably connected with a number of public affairs. Mr. Warder did 
not put him upoy the witness stand, although advised and defended by able and 
learned counsel, but the committee did. 

He testified that he was employed by Warder; that he received $250 at one 
time, and $1,000atanother; thathe putthe money in his pocket; thathe kept no 
bank account; that he gave receipts, which were produced in evideuce; but 
he declined to state what he did with the money, except to say generally that 
he used it as he needed it. He was asked if he was an attorney, and be an- 
swered that he was licensed by the Supreme Court of the United States, but had 
never oe in that court. He was asked if he had practiced in the courts 
of the rict of Columbia; he replied he never had. e was asked in what 
courts he did practice, and he replied in the Court of Claims and before the De- 
partments, but when questioned as to cases he had or was interested in, he failed 
to indicate more than two or three. 

Your committee find, further, that the manner of Mr. Hill upon the witness 
stand, together with the character of his evidence and his antecedents, are such 
that they are disposed to place but little credence in any statements made by 
him which are not fully corroborated by extrancous circumstances, and that he 
is hardly the man whom an intelligent person would employ to conduct or 
manage an important business, 

According to hisown testimony and also that of Mr. Warder, Hill rendered no 
effective service whatever in securing the appropriation for Jeffersonville. He 
appeared before no committee, importuned no Congressman or Senator, did ab- 
solutely nothing except to advise Mr, Warder to make the fight in the Senate, 
and that the appropriation should be asked in aid of nav ion and prooton 
to Government property and not to protect the city of Jefferaonville from in- 
undation. Action had been pending in the Senate for two and a half months 
prior to the alleged employment of Hill,as has been shown, and all measures 

roposed looked to the protection of Government property; this was particu- 
rly shown by the bill introduced by Mr. Stockslager on April 4, 1885, five weeks 
prior to the alleged employment of Hill. 

In the face of these facts, Mr. Warder testifies that he paid Hill $250 as a re- 
tainer and $1,000 after the approval of the bill by the President. This $1,000, it 
appears, was sent from Jeffersonville in response to the following dispatch sent 


by Warder: = 
Wasnrsortos, D. C., July 2, 1884—9.45 a. m. 
Mr. A, O. Suvien, Jeff. : 


We expect to adjourn Saturday. Send draft to me at once, so that I will not 
be detained here. Itis all right; but I will not pay until the bill is signed. 
L. F. WARDER. 


And, according to the testimony of Warder and Hill, was paid to the latter oa 
the 6th of July, 1884. 

In this connection it is proper to state that throughout this investigation on 
the part of the committee, and notwithstanding the fact that several parties 
from Jeffersonville friendly to Mr. Warder, who stated that they had talked 
with him on the subject, both at Jeffersonville after the appropriation had been 
secured and in Washington after they had reached here under subpeena from 
the committee, were placed on the stand and questioned closely with a view of 


ascertaining the name of the attorney or influential party who had been em- 
ployed b; arder, the committee were unable to ascertain it, and it was not 
until Mr. Warder had been called to the witness stand by his counsel to testify 


in his own behalf that the name of the party so employed was divulged. 

The alleged employment of such a man as Hill under the circumstances de- 
scribed, and the payment to him of so large a fee for so trivial aservice, is tothe 
minds of your committee a doubtful and improbable transaction. But in any 
event the fact that Mr. Warder suggested that money should be raised, coupled 
with the fact that he received it under the pretense of securing Sn segs pen 
they think, quite sufficient to justify decisive action on the part of the House o 
Representatives, 

Such conduct on ase? pan of an officer of the House is productive of scandal 
and reproach, and } to erroneous impressions regarding the character and 
int yot those charged with the} ion of the country. 

While the testimony establishes that no part of the $1,250 pa by the people 
of Jeffersonville was used orattempted to be used in corruptly influencing any 
member of either branch of the Forty-eighth Congress, your committee wish to 
put the most emphatic condemnation upon the practice of an employé of Con- 
gress having anything to do with the reception and payment of money the 
consideration of which isthe promotion of legislation. In this view of the case 
the conduct of Mr, Warder in connection with the affair, even if honest and 
straightforward, deserves unqualified disapproval. 

In view of all the facts in the case your committee find that L. F. Warder, then 
and now an employé of the House of Representatives, did receive the sum of 
$1,250 from certain persons interested in the success of the Jeffersonville, Ind., 
levee appropriation, pendingin the Forty-eighth Congress, upon the pretense 
of influencing ngres in connection therewith, and they recommend that L. 
F. Warder be dism from the service of this House. 

The only other employé of the House of Representatives in any way con- 


nected with the charge under investigation is Mr. O. O. Stealey, Itappearsthat 
Mr. Huay was cognizant of the employment of Hill and loaned Mr. Warder 
the sum of $250 for 


t alleged pur, , which sum was repaid Mr, Stealey by 
the citizens of Jeffersonville. Whi e Mr. Stealey did this, however, he oxpisise 
his connection with the transaction as follows: 

“Q. Mr. Stealey, please tell the committee what connection you had with pro- 
curing this levee appropriation for Jeffersonville, when you first undertook it, 


and all about it. 

“A. I am a citizen and tax-payer of Jeffersonville; all my interests are there, 
and my family lives there. They had floods there in 1883 and in 18%4, which de- 
stroyed the town pretty much, and I was asked by friends to assist here in Wash- 
ington in securing thisappropriation, which I did. IwentteSenator HARRISON 
frequently, and I went to Senator VOORHEES and to members of the House, and 
did all that man could do for his town in that respect." 3 

“Q. Something was said about you having paid out $250. 

“A, I loaned Mr. Warder $250. 

“Q. What was that for? 

“A, He told@ne at the time that he wanted to or had employed an attorney. 
I asked him who the man was,and he said it was Hill. en asked him what 
he knew about the man and was a good man, and he said, ‘I think so; I 
talked to him, and he seems to have a good idea of legislation.’ I then asked 
him where the money was to come from, and he answered, ‘ Prominent tax- 
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yers want this done, and T aa authorized by Mr. Goldbach to employ an st- 


rney, or some man to wai is bill.’ 

“Q. Did you tell him you could not give it much attention? 

“Ttold him so distinctly and positively. I was ajay a good deal of the time; 
I was two weeks in gar and from the latter part of May until the 3d o! 
June I was away from Washington, and from the latter pat of June until the 
middle of July I was not here.. And during that time no letter was written and 
no dispatch sent by me, and I had no communication whatever in any manner 
connected with the money or the employment of an attorney, except with Mr. 
Warder; and that was to let him have $250, which Mr, Shuler sent me a 
for in about six weeks, That ended my connection here with the whole busi- 
ness, except my personal efforts among members of the House and Senators.” 

Now, though in the opinion of your committee it is improper for any officer or 
employé of the House of Representatives to undertake by his own efforts or 
those of his agents to influence legislation in Congress, yet, so far as the pres- 
ent inquiry is concerned, your committee find that O, O. Stealey did not exact, 
collect, or accept from ret ragasa any sum of money upon the pretense or for 
the pu of influencing Congress, or any committee thereof, or any Member 
or Senator, in connection with the Jeffersonville levee appropriation, and ex- 
cept the impropriety of an employé being concerned in any attempt to secure 
such an appropriation, said Stealey was not connected therewith. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

RESOLUTION TO ACCOMPANY REPORT, 


Resolved, That L. F. Warder be dismissed from the service of this House, 
LOTS IN SQUARE 635, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order now to proceed with 
the business of the Committee on the District of Columbia, I ask that 
Le House take up Senate bill No. 1020, in relation to certain lots and 

eys. 

The SPEAKER. That bill isin Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill, 
and to consider the same in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia, in their 
discretion, are hereby authorized and empowered to convey to the owner of 
lots 6 and 7, in square 635, in the city of Washington, D.C., the alley, 15 feet wide, 
running east and west between said lots, and comprising an area of 3,490 square 
feet of ground, and to vacate and close up said alley: , Thatsaid owner 
shall appropriate for public use as an alley the north half of lot 5, in said square, 
being 29 feet wide, and comprising an area of 4,350 square feet of ground. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to authorize the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to cede to the owners of lots 
6 and 7 the alley which now divides those lots, and which is15 feet in 
width, in consideration of the fact that said owners shall cede to the 
District or dedicate to public use other portions of one of said lots or 
adjoining lots, making an alley 30 feet in width. The purpose of the 
owners of said lot is to procure the abolition of the alley in order that 
they may use the two lots for the purpose of erecting thereon a build- 
ing for which there is not room on the lotsas they now stand. In other 
words, they propose to set buck the alley a distance of 48 feet, and to 
make an alley 30 feet wide in place of the 15-foot alley vacated, and 
which the District commissioners are hereby authorized tocede. While 
it will be for the benefit of the owners of these lots, it will also be a bene- 
fit to the public by giving an easement of twice the width of the present 
alley removed back about 48 feet. The commissioners report to the 
committee that they favor the change. That is all I desire to submit 
in connection with this bill. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. This 
city was laid out many years ago upon an approved plan, and that plan 
comprises a system of streets, avenues, and alleys. I would like to 
know from the gentleman in charge of this bill whether this proposed 
concession looks to an arbitrary change in any respect of the plan of 
this portion of the city? 

Mr. HEARD, Iwill say to the gentleman that it does not; that the 
alley for which this bill provides will have connection with the same 
streets that the existing alley connects with. The bill will make no 
change in the plan, and it is recommended by the commissioners. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ST. PATRICK’S CHURCH, WASHINGTON, D. C, 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up the bill (H. R. 5509) for the relief 
of St. Patrick’s church in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that it now be considered in the House. 

Objection was made. ; 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar for the pur- 
pose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I ask that House bill No. 5509 be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, &-c., That the congregation of St. Patrick's church in the city of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, be itted to pay the general taxes 
in arrears upon lots numbered from 36 to 46, both inclusive, in square numi 
876, in the said city of Washington, for the years from June 30, 1874, to June 30, 
1880, without the interest, penalties, and costs that have accrued thereon; an 
that upon the payment of said principal sum of the taxes, all interest, prea 
—_ Cpns have accrued thereon be remitted and released by the District 

um! 


Mr. BARBOUR. Iask that the report in this case, which is short 
and explains fully the merits of the bill, be read. 
The report (by Mr. BARBOUR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(EL. R. 5509) for the relief of St. Patrick's church, in the District of Columbia, have 
had the same under consideration, and report thereon as follows: 

In 1804 lots 5,6,7, and 8, in square No. 376, were conveyed in trust for the use 
of the congregation of St. Patrick’s church; a church was soon afterward e 
and was used continually as such until 1870, when the building was declared 
unsafe, and thereupon the congregation met in another building in the same 
inclosure until a new church building could be erected. The old building was 
demolished in 1872, and shortly afterward a new building was commenced on 
the rear portion of said lots, and the front portion was subdivided with a view to 
sale if the trust could be removed. In 1882 a decree whs had from the supreme 


court of the District authorizing the sale of said portion of the lots, and then, 


for the first time, the said 
was devoted to secular an 
assessed against said lots till 1874, and under the city ordinances and the laws of 
the United States they had been exempted from taxation by the authorities of 
the city and District. 

In 1878 or 1879 the tax bills against said lots were sent to the pastor of the 
church, and on his going to the office of the tax collector he was informed that 
said bills were sent as a matter of form, and wasled to believe thatthe lots were 
still regarded as church property, and not subject to taxation. In 1880, when it 
was considered that the property was thenceforward devoted to secular pur- 
poses, the pastor paid the taxes for the current year, and has ever since paid the 
same promptly, And not until 1882 did the congregation or pastorascertain that 
taxes been regularly assessed against said lots since June 30, 1874, and that 
si propery. had been frequently sold for taxes and bid in by the District of 
Columbia. 4 

The committce think that the church has acted in good faith throughout, and 
that upon the Parnas of the taxes in arrears, from June 30, 1874, to J une 30, 1880 
(since which time they have been regularly paid), it should be relieved from the 
interest, penalties, and costs that have accrued thereon. 

ie erefore report the bill back to the House, and ask that the same be 
passed, 


Mr. BARBOUR. This bill only asks that the penalties, interest, and 
costs resulting from the non-payment of these taxes be remitted. The 
taxes themselves are to be paid under the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the amount which will be remitted? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I can not give the gentleman that information. 

Mr. BEACH. The amount can not be very much. 

Mr. KING. For what uses has this property been employed—for 
religious purposes? 

Mr. BARBOUR. ‘The property was originally exempt from taxation 
under its character as church property. Afterward when the church 
concluded to sell a portion of the property to be used for secular pur- 
poses they were prepared to pay their taxes. But being informed that 
the taxes were not assessed against them, they did not attend to the 
matter as they would otherwise have done; and hence certain penal- 
ties, interest, and costs were incurred. They now ask to be allowed to 
pay the taxes without payment of the penalties, interest, and costs. 

Mr. KING. That is all right. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it pass. è 

The motion was agreed to. 


ST. MARK’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up a bill of similar character to that 
just passed, but for the benefit of another church. Itis the bill (H. 
R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal church, in the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act a certain piece 
of land, situated in the city of Washington, D. C., known as lots 9 and and 11, in 
orb 788 of the plan of that city, and occupied by the church known as 8t. 

ark’s Protestant Episcopal church, and all the buildings, unds, and prop- 
erty appurtenant thereto and in connection therewith in the District of 
Columbia, shall be a from any and all taxes or assesments, national, mu- 
nicipal, or county; and all taxes, together with the interest and penalties, now 
due and unpaid upon said property, shall be, and they are hereby, remitted, 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. BARBOUR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark's Protestant Episcopal church, in the District 
of Columbia, have had the same under consideration, and report thereon as fol- 
lows, adopting as their own the report of the same committee in the Forty-eighth 


rtion, which had been subdivided into smaller lots, 
not to religious purposes. No taxes were levied or 


Congress: 

“The congregation of St. Mark's parish is small, and consists mostly of per- 
sons of moderate income—some being poor and none wealthy—and they are illy 
able to eee taxes outstanding against their property —the lots referred to in 
the bill. They now bain 4 a small wooden building, near and adjoining, for 
and as their place of worship. The seats now are and will remain free. 

“The taxes, penalties,and interest are outstanding and unpaid from 1872 to 
the present time. The lots were purchased by the vestry of St. Marks’s parish 
in the year 1870,and were purchased for the sole and only purpose of erecting a 
church thereon. In 1881 they laid the foundation of a church building, covering 
the whole of said lots, but have not completed said church edifice fur the reason 
that they have been pecuniarily unable todo so. It bas, in fact, been with great 
Jabor and sacrifice that cay pave spa the purchase-money for said lots. 

“The committee think that said lots have been purchased solely for the pur- 
pose of erecting thereon achurch forthe use of said St. Mark's Episcopal church, 
and said church having proceeded with said work as rapidly as their pecuniary 
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ability would permit, and not having been utilized by them, or attempted to be, 
for Trane, that the same has been occupied and used by them since their said 


purchase, 
“The committee report the bill back to the House, and ask that the same be 


Mr. BARBOUR. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mz. BARBOUR. I movethat the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration bills reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia, had directed him to 
report back favorably the bills (H. R. 5509) for the relief of St. Patrick’s 
church, in the city of Washington, D. C., and the bill (H. R. 1993) for 
the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal church, in the District of 
Columbia. 

ST. PATRICK’S CHURCH, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5509) for, 
the relief of St. Patrick’s church, in the city of Washington, D. C., re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ST. MARK’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH, D. C. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1993) for 
the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal church, in the District of 
Columbia, reported from the Committee of the Whole House with arec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ‘on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


YOUNG WOMEN’S CHRISTIAN HOME. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7083) to incorporate 
the trustees of the Young Women’s Christian Home, in Washington, 
D. C. 

The SPEAKER. This bill isin the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr.GAY. Iaskunanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that 
it be now considered in the House. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and the House 

ed to consider the same. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 
s . Wilkinson, Ben, in H. Warder, vi 
Beit £c., That en Mt nso: jami. Oa; us 


Knight, Thomas P, Morgan y 
na cis H. Smith, A. J. Falls, R. D. Mussey, E. D. Powell, Caroline M. Law- 


in law by the name and 
Woman's ian Home ;” and by that name 
be impleaded, have pana succession, and 
age, and dispose of, at all — and personal estate, 
and perform all other acts andthingsn or 
of the p , charities, and trusts for which the said corporation is created, 
and which are set forth in the second m of this act; and said corporation 
shall have power to and make such constitution, by-laws, and jons 
as may be appropriate and necessary for ag out the purposes of the said 
incorporation, including provisions for the on of trustees and other offi- 
d cies, the taking, holding, s ca Fae poet 
offices an ncies, ng, y an ment o y 
tion and the sale and conveyance feroa- when , for the 
purposes of such corporation, and the transaction of all other business appro- 
priate and necessary tothe purposesof such incorporation, with power to. 
and use a common seal for such corporation, and the same to alter at pleasure, 
Sec. 2. That the obj od) a nance wers of said corporation be, and 
the same are hereby, limited to providing tem: home for young women 
coming to and being in the ct of Columbia who shall from any cause be 
in want of and willing to accept tem care, and assistance in the 


‘opt 


er by devise, or otherwise, as may be a 
T nied Roa of te E 


proper and n officers, employés, and agents 
vided, That the property, r real or A, nga owned by the said corpora- 
tion and usively for the charita! purposes of the said organization 


used 
shall be exempt from taxation. 
Mr. BEACH. Is there no general Jaw under which these persons 
ean obtain the corporate rights which they are seeking? 
Mr. GAY. This corporation is for a benevolent purpose; and there 
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is no general law under which the property of the corporation can be 
exempted from taxation. The object of this special bill is to secure 
such exemption. 

Mr. BEACH. Then this isa special privilege to these benevolent 


Mr. GAY. Yes, sir. The object is a very meritorious one. 

The bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the passage of the bill). 
In the opinion of the Chair the ‘‘ayes’’ have it. 

Mr. BENNETT. Icallforadivision. Ihave only succeeded within 
a few moments in getting a copy of this bill. I find at the close of it 
this provision: 

Provided, That the property, whether real or personal, owned by the said cor- 
poration, and used exclusively for the ODAIA IIA DATDA of the said organiza- 
tion, shall be exempt from taxation. 

It is for that reason I have called for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were 74 in the affirmative, 1 
in the negative. 

Mr. BENNETT. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. GAY. Idemand the yeas and nays at once. I presume thatis 
the only way we can get a quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nay 1, not voting 
ing 176; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Adams, G. E. Dorsey, Landes, Rowell, 
Adams, J. J. Dowdney, Lan 3 Ryan, 
Allen, J.M. Dunham, Lindsley, Sawyer, 
Anderson, C. M. Eden, Long, Scranton, 
Baker, Eldredge, Lovering, Seney, 
Barbour, Ely, A tAm Sessions, 
by Everhart, a Seymour, 
Barnes, es went rkham, Skinner, 
Bayne, Ford, Martin, Spooner, 
Beach, Fuller, Maybury, Springer, 
Belmont, Gay, McCreary, i 
Blount Grow McRae, ` W.J. M 
ount, t Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bound Hale, Merriman, Storm, 
Boutelle, Hall, en, Swinburne, 
. WCP. Hammond, Morgan, Swope, 
Brown, C. E. Harmer, Morrill, Symes, 
5 a seat Taylor, J.M. 
> urphy, 
Hi 5 Neal, w 
cane bell, Felix H ie Neloon Van Schaitic 
p! e e " elson, van a 
Campbell, J. E. Herman, O'Donnell, iele, 
Campbell, T. J. Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles Wade, 
Clements, Hiestand, O'Neill, J.J. Wadsworth, 
Compton, Holman, Osborne, ard, T. B, 
mstock, Hopkins, Owen, Warner, William 
4 Howard, Peel, Weaver, J.B, 
Cowles, Irion, Perkins, Wellborn, 
Crisp, Jackson, Pettibone, < 
; James, Price, White, Milo 
Cutcheon, Johnson, F.A. Reid, J. W. Willis, 
Davenport, Johnston, Rice, Wilson, 
Davidson, A. C. Johnston, T. D. Richardson, Winans, 
Dingle’ Klei Rocky 
Dingley, Kleiner, well 
kery, La Follette, Romeis, 
NAY—1L. 
Bennett. 
NOT VOTING—176. 
Aiken, Culberson, Henderson, D.B. Morrow, 
Allen, C. H. Curtin, Henderson, J.S., uller, 
Anderson, J. A. Daniel, Henley, Negley, 
ot, > erbert, No: 
Atkinson, Davidson; R. H. M. Hill, 
Ballentine, Davis, ires, O'Ferrall, 
op (SES Dawson, Hiscock, O'Hara, 
Bing! x Dougherty. Hitt, Outhwaite, 
Blanchard, mn, Holmes. Parker, 
Bliss, Ellsbe: Houk, Payne, 
Boyle, Ermentrout, Hudd, Payson, 
Brady, evans, Hutton, Perry, 
Bragg, elton, Jones, J. H. Peters, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Findlay, Jones, J.T. Phelps, 
Browne, T, Fisher, Kelley, Pidcock, 
rumm, Fleeger, Ketcham, Pindar, 
Buchanan, Foran, Laffoon, Pirce, 
Buck, Forney, Laird, Plumb, 
Burleigh, Frederick Lawler, Randali, 
Burnes, Le Fevre, Ranney 
Bynum, Gallinger, Lehlibach, a, 
Cabell, Geddes, Libbey, Reed, T. B. 
Caldwell Gibson, C. I. Little, Reese, 
Cam; bell, J.M. Gibson, Eustace Lore, Robertson, 
Candler, Gilfillan, Louttit, fom ys 
Cannon, Glover, Mahoney, er, 
Carleton, Goff, Matson, Sayers, 
Caswell, Green, R.S. McAdoo, Scott, 
Catchings, Green, W.J. McComas, Shaw, 
Clardy, Grosvenor, McKenna, Singleton, 
Cobb, Guenther, McKinley, Smalls, 
Cole, alsell, Millard, Snyder, 
Collins, Hanback,. Miller, Sowden, 
Conger, Harris, Milis, 
Cox, Hayden, Mitchell, Steele, 
Crain, ynes, Moffatt, Stewart, Charies 
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Stewart, J. W. Taylor, E.B. Tucker, 
St. Martin, Taylor, L H. Van Eaton, White, A.C. 
Stone, E, F. Taylor, Zach Wait, Whiting, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. Thomas, J.R Wakefield, Wilkins, 
Strait, Thompson, Ward, J. H. Wise, 
Struble, Tillman, Warner, A. J. Wolford, 
Tarsney, ‘Townshend, Weaver, A, J. Woodburn, 
Taulbee, Trigg, Weber, Worthington. 


During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced 
from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Hiscock, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. VAN EATON with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FINDLAY, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HAMMOND (at 4 o'clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Memorial of Frederick O. Prince and others, 
with reference to several amendments made by the House Committee 
on Indian Affairs to Senate bill 54—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of J. B. Gardner, M. D., Thomas Moore, 
W. H. F. Lee, and others, that the name of Emma Florence Read, 
daughter of John D. Read, deceased, a soldier of the late war, be placed 
on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Paper relating to the bill granting a pension to 
Mary P. Thompson—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., against the erection of 
a bridge across the mouth of the Little Kanawaha River by the Ohio 
River Railroad Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Port Jervis, N. Y., for the 
redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition for a bankrupt law, from A. J. Burns, 
J. W. Plummer, and others—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Eugene Dougherty, Hon. John W. 
and others; of J. A. Jenkins, jr., Higgins Bros., W. A. Field, and 
others, and of Isaac Menitz, Louis Getz, Samuel Parks, and others, in 
favor of the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of many business men and citizens of 
Shamokin, Pa., for the passage of a law for the redemption of the trade- 
dollar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of estate of Jacob P. Morse and Fred- 
erick A, Pike, sureties on the official bond of Freeman H. Morse, as 
consul-general at London, asking relief—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Memorial of the American Col- 
onization Society, asking that $25,000 be appropriated for the Ta- 
tionof the west coastof Africa and from Liberia into the interior under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Baraga County Immigration 
Aid Society, favoring the forfeiture of the Marquette and Ontonagon 
railroad grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the religious society of Friends of New York, 
asking for human treatment of the Indians—to the Committee on Indian 


Also, affidavit of Frank Spencer to file with House bill 8257, grant- 
ing a pension to James Sturdevant, Company C, Twelfth Regiment, 
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, letters of Maj. W. H. H. Gore and others, to file with House 
bill 7814, for the reliefof Leman D. Forrest—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Granges Nos. 174, 213, 405, and 508, of Pennsylva- 
nia, asking for a law to prevent the adulteration of food, especially 
butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same, protesting against placing raw agricultural 
products, such as tobacco, wool, jute, rice, raw sugars, hides, &e., on 
me Sa byt oar era: on — and Means, 

, petition o: n Spinners’ Union, protesting against loweri 
the tariff on thread—to tko SaDa oinnittea e TA Ais 

Also, petition of citizens of Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law to prevent the adulteration of agricultural 
products, ially butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mt. BURLEIGH: Petition of a number of citizens of Troy, N. 
Y., praying Congress to pass a bill immediately for the redemption of 
the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 2,585 citizens of Salt Lake City and 
county; and of 4,921 citizens of Utah Territory, earnestly protesting 
sere the enactment of any legislation which will deprive them of 
all voice in the government of that Territory by disfranchising them 
through test-onths on account of their religious belief as proposed by 
the minority party of said Territory; also against the passage of any 


law which would abolish the Legislature of Utah and create for the 
government of the Territory a legislative commission—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No, 484, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking that the proposed tariff bill be so amended as to afford to 
wool and agricultural products the same protection that is accorded to 
other industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 484, of Pennsylvania, asking for such 
legislation as will suppress the manufacture and sale of all imitation 
dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Memorial of Granges Nos. 533 and 796, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for legislation to prevent the man- 
ufacture and sale of imitation dairy products—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of same against the admission free of duty of wool 
and other raw materials—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Steuben County, New 
York, against frauds in patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of Emeline Harris, for widow's pension— 
to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of O. W. Williams and 167 others, citizens of Herron 
County, Ohio, for amendments and improvements of the pension laws, 
as specified in the petition—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Evidence to support House bill for the relief 
of H. C. Cri —to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of A. D. L. Herriet and 43 others, citizens 
of Chester, Vt., praying for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of E. B. Wolcott Post, No. 1, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation regarding pensions as recommended by the national pension com- 
mittee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Knights of Laborof Fort Madison, Iowa, 
for liberal appropriations for public works and the Hennepin Canal— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition and affidavits of B. F. Proctor, for pay 
for quartermaster’s stores taken by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Papers and photographs in matter of 
special bill of Thomas W. Fossett, Company I, Second Iowa Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper from R. M. Marvin, relating to pension claim of Lydia 
B. Van Anda, guardian—to the same commi 

By Mr. HERMAN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of As- 
toria, Oreg., for the extension of time for settlers to file on restored rail- 
oo in Washington Territory—to the Committee on the Public 

Also, memorial of the same for a life-saving station at some point on 
the south side of the Columbia River in Orezon—to the Committee on 


By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of Grange No. 697, of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, against the repeal of the duty on wool, &e.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of the same against the manufacture and sale of oleo- 

i to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition and papers of Dalton Hinchman in re- 
relation to his claim for a readjustment of his pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of 78 firms, business men, banks, &c., doing 
business in Columbus, Miss., asking for the enactment of House bill 
1621, relieving commercial travelers from State and local license laws— 
to the Committee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of Celetta Lamme, widow of Fer- 
dinand Lamme, praying for the passage of the bill granting her a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of David S. Shannon, asking for the passage of a bill 
granting him a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Paul Flagler and 11 others, business 
men of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for the redemption of the trade-dollar— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition asking for an act making the trade-dlol- 
lar a legal tender—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of farmers and dairymen of Chenango 
County, New York, against the manufacture and sale of bogus butter— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 19 officers and members of Wo- 
men’s Christian Temperance Union of Nashville, and of 15 ladies of 
Charlotte, Mich., in favor of a law providing legal protection for young 
girls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 27 members of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Middleville, Mich., praying for a constitutional amendment 
granting suffrage to women—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Thomas McCardell, for reference 
of his claim tothe Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of S. I. G. Scott, executor of John Scott, of Culpeper 
County, and of Isaae Stine, administrator of Frank Stine, deceased, 
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late of Clarke County, Virginia, asking that their claims be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL; Memorial favoring a system of pensions in 
aid of disabled civil employés of the United States navy-yards—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Samuel Foster, for an invalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the Grand Army of the Republic, No. 
126, of Rice Lake, Wis., favoring the passage of pension laws in accord 
with the recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of E. B. Wescott Post, of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Milwaukee, Wis., for pension legislation as recommended 
by the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic of the 
United States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of F. N. Deland and others, of Great 
Barrington and Sheffield, Mass., for the immediate passage of a bill for 
the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SENEY: Resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio favor- 
ing Senate bill 779—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Memorial of L. B. Prindle and others, of Bridge- 

rt; of W. L. Gilbert and others, of West Winsted; and of G. H. 

Hoyte and others, of Stamford, Conn., praying for the immediate pas- 
sage of a bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of Messrs. C. L. Johnson, Jas. S. Luck- 
enback, W. K. Graber, C. Spingler, and others, citizens of Bethlehem, 
Pa., praying for a bill redeeming the trade-dollar—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Lowry Post, No. 238, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Missouri, asking for pension legislation 
as recommended by thenational pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of James M. Flinn, of Shelby 
County, and of Edwin Dickerson, of Fayette County, Tennessee, asking 
that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of John R. J. Keabey, of 
Rockwall, Tex.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Resolutions adopted by E. B. Wolcott Post, 
No. 1, Grand Army of the Republic, of Milwaukee, Wis., indorsing legis- 
lation regarding pensions asked for by the national pension committee 
of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Joha Leak, gering that his war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of John M. Maynard, for an invalid pension— 
to the same comniittee. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of A. M. Hewitt and 61 others, citi- 
zens of Faribault County, Minnesota, for legislation regarding lands 
improperly certified to the State of Minnesota for the Saint Paul and 
Southern Minnesota Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Aaron Van Crump and Virginia P. 
Chapin, for indemnity for losses incurred in the Navigators Islands 
while in the consular service of the United States—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Of citizens of Greene County, New York. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Of citizens of Steuben County, Indiana. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of citizens of Woodbury, Ilowa. - 

By Mr. T. B, WARD: Of citizens of Tippecanoe County, Indiana. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 11, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DECORATION DAY CEREMONIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE POTOMAC, 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
GRAND Army HALL, CORNER NINTH AND D STREETS N. W., 
Washington, D. C., May 10, 1886. 
Sim: The executive committee on memorial services haye the honor to ex- 
tend to you,and through you to the Senators of the Forty-ninth Congress, a 


most cordial invitation to unite with the comrades of this department in the 
ceremonies in honor of their deceased comrades, at Arlington, Va.,on Monday, 
the 3st instant. 3 
Very respectfully, 
S, E. FAUNCE, 
Assistant Adjulant-General and Becrelary. 
Hon, JOHN SHERMAN, 


President pro tempore of the Senate. 


“ PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of the Republican central com- 
mittee of the State of Ohio, certified by James E. Lowry, chairman, 
and Joshua K. Brown, secretary, charging that the election of HENRY 
B. PAYNE to the Senate of the United States was secured by bribery, 
fraud, and corruption, and requesting the Senate of the United States 
to investigate such charges, &c. I move the reference of the memorial 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of various religious bodies, resi- 
dents of New York city and vicinity, praying Congress totakeintocon- , 
sideration certain allegations of outrage perpetrated upon the Chinese, 
and also praying that indemnity be at once granted for the grievous in- 
juries done to the Chinese at Rock Springs. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A bill in relation to that matter 
having been reported, and made a special order, the petition will lie 
on the table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Ialso present the report of a meeting held 
in Steinway Hall, New York city, April 5, 1886, to protest against the 
Chinese outrages, George F. Seward, chairman, and R. Bassett, secre- 
tary, which accompanied the petition, and I was requested to present 
it with that. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens of Millbury, Mass., pray- 
ing Congress to enact the provisions contained in the bill concerning 
oleomargarine reported by the House Committee on Agriculture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Durango, 
Colo., praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of internal 
improvement, and especially for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Herbert Myrick, of Spring- 
field, Mass., praying for legislation to prevent the manufacture of oleo- 

rine and other imitations of butter. Mr. Myrick wishes it to be 
understood that in signing this petition as the editor of the New En- 
gland Homestead he represents thirty thousand farmers, and as the ed- 
itor of the Farm and Home he represents one hundred and fifty thousand 
farmers, I move the reference of this petition to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. [also present a like petition of Luther A. Cole and 
a large number of actual farmers of the town of Cheshire, State of Mas- 
sachusetts, for the same purpose. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of M. F. Remington and 28 
other citizens of Hinesburg, Vt.; four petitions numerously signed by 
citizens of Fairfield, Vt., and the petition of J. B. Sanderson and 58 other 
citizens of Highgate, Vt., praying for legislation taxing imitation and 
adulterated butter; which were referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Nancy R. Gould, of Rutland, Vt., with 
accompanying papers, praying for an additional pension for her invalid 
and helpless dependent daughter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mary E. Woodward, of Montpelier, 
Vt., widow of James B. Woodward, M. D., late surgeon of the Eighth 
Regiment Kansas Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of the Vermont annual con- 
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying Congress to take 
measures to protect the subjects of the Emperor of China, who may be 
lawfully established in this country, from violence and. wrong. The 
bill on that subject haying been reported, I move that the petition lie 
on the table. s 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Wallingford, Conn., 
and a petition of citizens of Meriden and vicinity, in the State of Con- 
necticut, praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the manúfacture 
and sale of all imitation dairy products; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a memorial of 350 Knights of Labor of Co- 
hoes, N. Y., and a petition of 149 Knights of Labor of Bolivar, N. Y., 
remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

-Mr. EVARTS. I present a petition of the officers of certain military 
organizations of New York State, praying for a change of Inauguration 
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Day from March 4 to April 30. A measure to that effect having been 
reported, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of S. C. Wilson, mayor, A. 
M. Landis, chief of police, Dr. J. T. Criswell, C. L. Herman, Dr. A. F. 
Brandt, Dr. J. P. Seiler, and many other leading and prominent citizens 
of Harrisburg, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, praying for legislation 
extending the powers of the National Board of Health; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New Berlin and Lewisburg, 
Pa., and a petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Granges No. 56, No. 786, and No. 405, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for the suppression of 
the manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of Granges No. 56 and No. 405, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the admission 
free of duty of all agricultural raw materials; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of David E. Youmans and other 
citizens of Manatee County, Florida, to the following effect: 

We, the undersigned, citizens of Manatee County, Florida, hold that seven- 


tenths ofthe selection of June 13, 1885, are not swamp and overflowed lands within 
the meaning of that act. 


They further hold that ‘‘said selectioh was not made for the pur- 
poses intended in the act, but was made by speculators and swindlers 
for their own selfish benefit.’? They further state that they can prove 
that actual settlers who had lived on the public lands as long as six 
years, and others who had lived three years, and who had paid the 
wages of United States surveyors twice to have their homes surveyed, 
and others who had their duplicate homestead and pre-emption re- 
ceipts, and who had as much as from $75 to $5,000 invested in improve- 
ments, were improperly and ruthlessly located out of their lands; and 
the petitioners say they can prove, and are eager for a trial and an op- 
portunity to do so, that not one-third of the lands, no, not one-fifth of 
the lands, selected on the 13th of June, 1885, are swamp and overflowed 
within the meaning of the grant. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

The motiom was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of colored citizens of Grayson and 
other counties in the State of Texas, praying that an appropriation be 
made to aid them in emigrating to Liberia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GIBSON. I present a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New Orleans in favor of the passage of a bankruptcy Jaw as amended 
and passed by the Senate of the United States last year. They say 
that the commercial interests of the whole country, and particularly 
of the Southern States, demand that a bankruptcy act, equitable both 
to the debtor and the creditor, should be enacted without delay. I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I also present another petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New Orleans, praying for the establishment of closer com- 
mercial relations with Brazil and the countriesof South America, Mex- 
ico, and Central America, and giving liberal aid tosteamship lines be- 
tween those countries and our own. I move that the petition lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented two memorials of Patrons of Husbandry 
of New Jersey, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of all 
agricultural raw materials; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented two petitions of Patrons of Husbandry of New 
Jersey, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of all 
imitation dairy products; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Gerry, N. Y., a pe- 
tition of citizens of Alder Creek, N. Y., and a petition of farmers of 
Summerdale, N. Y., praying for the passage of a law taxing imitation 
butter at 10 cents a pound; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. : 

e also presented a petition of citizens of Amsterdam, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of a law for the redemption of the trade-dollar; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. z 

He also presented the petition of John Lacey, of Churubusco, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of a law extending the time for filing pension 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present a petition numerously signed by leading 
business men of Baltimore, praying Congress to pass an act for the re- 
demption of the trade-dollar, stating in effect that because of the with- 
drawal of the one and two dollar notes the trade-dollars are bein: 
forced into circulation, and resembling so much the standard dollar 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4345 


they are being placed in the hands of laboring men greatly to their det- 
riment. The petition is sigued by a number of leading business men. 
I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Joseph Shipley and mem- 
bers of Labor Assembly No. 1649 of the Knights of Labor of Baltimore, 
Md.; the petition of William H. Marriner and members of Labor As- 
sembly No. 1384 of the Knights of Labor of Baltimore, Md.; and the 
petition of John F. Logsdon and members of Labor Assembly No. 767 
of the Knights of Labor of Baltimore, Md., praying Congress to make 
liberal appropriations for sundry works of internal improvement; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of the Minneapolis Retail Grocers’ 
Association, praying for legislation that will tend to curtail or prohibit 
the production and sale of oleomargarine and other imitation dairy 
products; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports-thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 4642) granting a pension to James Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 464) granting a pension to Robert McAlexander; 

A bill (H. R. peed granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine McCarty; 

A bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief of 8. Cohn; 

A bill (H. R. 5882) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 5394) granting a pension to Sallie Ann Bradley; 

A bill (S. 2210) granting a pension to Anna Wright; and 

A bill (S. 2167) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Dunlap. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without ameng- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Isaac Harter; 

A bill (S. 2326) granting a pension to John Parkinson; 

A bill (8. 2325) to grant a pension to Nancy Mason; 

A bill (S. Sai granting a pension to Johanna Sofia Enlind; 

A bill (S. 2181) granting a pension to Rhoda Williams; 

A bill (S. 1897) granting a pension to Alexander Trimble; 

A bill (S. 2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 
ter, Mich. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5622) granting a pension to Allen P. Jacobs; 

A bill te R. 427) for the relief of Thomas T. Smithers; 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; 

A bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Casteel; 

A bill (H. R. 6797) to place the name of Samuel W. Bowling on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


6590) granting a pension to Catharine Whitesell; 
6183) for the relief of Bridget M. Cullen; 

4797) granting a pension to Robert H. Stapleton; 
1766) granting a pension to Mary A. Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Lenford Rose; 

A bill (H- R. 3166) granting a pension to Solomon Messer; 

A bill (H. R. 5975) to increase the pension of Michael McGrayel; 

A bill (H. R. 4145) granting a pension to Maria Kile; 

A bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to William H. Nevil; 

A bill (H. R. 5931) granting a pension to Erdmuthe Kirchner; 

A bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension to James Wolfe; 

A bill (H. R. 6489) granting a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs; 

A bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Eliza A. Weeks; 

A bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of Margaret Madden; 

A bill (H. R, 5635) granting a pension to William J. Heady; 

A bill (H. R. 5283) granting a pension to Larkin G. Mead; 

A bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Louisa C. Beezeley; and 

A bill (H. R. 6801) granting a pension to Elander M. Mooneyhan. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2196) granting a pension to Dillian Vandeventer, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1904) granting a pension to Allen P. Jacobs, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 600) for the relief of the assignees of Addison C. Fletcher, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 524) granting a pension to Daniel H. Ross; 

A bill (H. R. 4332) granting a pension to William L. McCall; 

A bill (H. R. 5100) granting a pension to Eleanor Foust; and 

A bill (H. R. 5692) for the relief of James B. Russell. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
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ferred. the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 6519) granting a to John D. Krehbiel; 

A bill (H. R. 5058) granting a san to John Arthur; 

A bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6639) gran a pension to Catharine Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of William J. Hudson; 

A bill (H. R. 6668 granting a pension to Lurena Wages; 

A bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension to Joseph Tuttle; 

A. bill E R. 3860) granting a pension to John H. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 5169) to increase the pension of Thomas J. Slayton; 
A bill (H. R. 4808) granting a pension to William Field; 

A bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Josiah Focht; 

A bill (H. R. 6150) for the relief of Euphemia R, Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 2963) granting a pension to Louis Whorley; and 

A bill (H. R. 5525) granting increase of pension to Robert E. Stephens. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6648) for the relief of Edmund M. ton; 

A bill (H. R. 4782) granting a pension to Elizabeth pta Atan ‘and 

A bill (S. hi granting an increase of pension to Walter A. Donald- 
son. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them with amendments, and sub- 
initted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of John A. Orndorff; and 

A bill (H. R; 5406) granting a pension to Philip E. Raiger. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the pena of Turner C. of Moscow, Hickman 
County, Kentucky, praying to be allowed $100 additional bounty under 
the act of July 28, tea, E submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 2397) for the relief of Turner C. Goodrum; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7183) to authorize the purchase of a cer- 
tain tract of land near San Antonio, Tex., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALT. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1341) to construct a road to the national 
cemetery at Natchez, Miss., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same commi to whom was referred the bill (8. 
1243) for the relief of Frank G. Mix, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R, 1993) for the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal 
church, in the District. of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. K) for the relief of St. Patrick’s church, in the city 
of Washington, D. C. 

A bill (H. R. 7879) to amend the law relating to the bonds of execu- 
tors in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7880) to punish the advertising of lottery tickets in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1020) authorizing the District of Columbia to convey the alley, 15 feet 
wide, running east and west between lots 6 and 7, in square 635, com- 
prising an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner of said lots. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(8. 200) to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge, or the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, 
<3 C., with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

mate. 

s BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2398) granting a pension 
to George B. Baxter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2399) for the relief of Pay Clerk 
Charles Blake, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2400) for the relief of Paymaster James 
E. Tolfree, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
pia the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Navat 

airs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 2401) to classify and fix the 
salaries of registers and receivers of United States land offices; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (8. 2402) for the relief 
of Carrie P. Mackenheimer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2403) making an ap 


iation 
for the purpose of constructing and ma a road koa the city 
of Annapolis, in the State of Maryland, to the national cemetery near 
said city; and also a road leading from said national cemetery to the 
national naval cemetery near said city of Annapolis; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2404) for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob P. Morse, late of Bath, Me., and Frederick A. Pike, sureties on 
the bond of Freeman H. Morse, late consul-general at London, En- 
gland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 2405) to relinquish the interest of 
the United States in certain lands to the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco and its grantees; which was réad twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2406) to relinquish and grant all interest 
which the United States now has in certain lands to the city and county 
of San Francisco and its grantees; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BERRY, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, and Mr, SEW- 
ELL submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respect- 
ively to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the ease of John P, Walworth be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Sarah E. Hutchison and minor chil- 
dren be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 


CIVIL, SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 
Mr. MANDERSON. By request I submit a concurrent resolution, 
and ask that it may be read and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representalives concurring), That the third 
annual report of the United States Civil Service Commission be and 


26,000 additional copies be printed; of which 2,000 shall be for use of the 
ea. Be pea for the use of the House, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the 
commission. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT LEWES, DEL. 


Mr. CULLOM. If the routine morning business is concluded, I ask 
that the regular order be proceeded with. 

Mr. GRAY. Task the Senator from Illinois to yield to allow me to 
call up Senate bill 2256. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Delaware informs me that the ob- 
jections to the bill which were made yesterday have been withdrawn. 
If that is the case, and it will only take the time necessary to pass the 
bill, I have no objection to allow it to be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. By unanimous consent it will be 
taken up informally, subject to objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2256) to create a port of delivery at Lewes, Del. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to know whether any communication from the, 
Treasury Department has been made on that subject. 

Mr. GRAY. A communication has been received, which is printed 
in the RECORD 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wanted to have it accompany the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say in relation to the bill that it was re- 
ferred by the Committee on Commerce to myself as a subcommittee, 
and not only was there a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, but after conference with the Treasury officers they all deter- 
mined that this would not increase the expense of the service and that 
it is an absolute necessity. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE. $ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
Senate bill returned from the House of Representatives with amend- 
ments. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the 
Aqueduct Bridge or the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Georgetown, D. C. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendments be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are numerous amendments, 
that would not be understood by the mere reading. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw the call. 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I make whatever is the proper motion in 
relation to the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia, as the 
Chair unders wishes the Senate to disagree to the amendments 
proposed by the House and ask for a committee of conference. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir, and I desire the Senate to allow 
me to make one statement asa reason for asking for a committee of con- 
ference. 

I think that the House has possibly made a mistake in using the 
word ‘‘aqueduct’’ and omitting the words ‘‘the piers.” There is a 
great difference between the acqueductand the piers. Therefore Iask 
that there shall be a committee of conference. 

@ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives and ask fora conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. RIDDLEBER- 
GER, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. VANCE were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: 


A bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal 


church, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) for the reliefof St. Patrick’s church, in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7879) to amend the law relating to the bonds of exec- 
utors in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7880) to punish the advertising of lottery tickets in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A yessage from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 6th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes; and > 

An act (8.1377) to grant the right of way for railroad purposes through 
the lands of the United States powder depot near Dover, N. J., to the 
Morris County Railroad Company. 

Them also announced that the President had, on the 7th instant, 
approved and signed the following acts: 

- An act (8. 135) granting a pension to Mary A. Tibbets; and 

An act (S. 364) granting a pension to Nancy Battorf. 


SPECIAL SESSION OF UTAH LEGISLATURE. 


The PRESIDENT, pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The last general appropriation bill passed by the Legislature of Utah was 
vetoed by the then governor of that Territory.. It mado an appropriation of 
money for the support of the district courts of the Territory, including the pay 
of re , jurors, and witnesses, and for the completion and maintenance of 
the t University and the education of the deaf mutes therein. It also 
pe) rsa pe for the su tof the Territorial insane lum, as well as the 

ies of Territorial Y ng including thatof the su ntendent of the dis- 
trict schools, the auditor, the librarian, and the treasurer of the Territory. It 
also provided for internal improvements, such as roads and bri: % 

The papi aor er for the district courts, for the Y anane Aira witnesses and 
jurors in inal cases, was $40,000; that for the ret University and the 
deaf mutes was $66,000, and for the insane asylum $25,000. 

The board of regents of the Deseret University have borrowed money for the 
completion of the university buildings which were authorized by legislative 
action,and which is now due and no provision made for the payment. The act 
appropriating for the benefit of the Territorial insane asylum Jenoa by the 
Legislature was also vetoed. This included the sum of $73,000 which had been 
borrowed by the board of directors of the asylum for its completion and furnish- 
ing,and which now remains due and unpaid. It also included the sum of 
$3,548.85 for the care and maintenance of the indigent insane. 

The Legislature of the Territory, under existing law, will not again conyene 
for nearly two years, there being no authority for a special session. In the 
mean time, under present conditions, the good order of society will be jeopard- 
ized, educational and charitable institutions will be yzed, and internal im- 
provements stopped until the Legislature meets and makes provision for their 


support. 

A determination on the of the General Government to suppress certain. 
unlawful practices in this Territory demands neither the refusal of the means 
the local government nor the sacrifive of the interests of the commu- 


suggested. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Maxsrox, May 11, 1886, 


STATUE OF LIBERTY ENLIGHTENING THE WORLD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
menago from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
wi accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


a joint resolution of Congress, approved March 3, 1877, the President 
authorized and directed to nocept the colossal statue of Liberty Eulighteniag 


the World when presented by the citizens of the French Republic, and to peor 3 
nate and set “ars for the erection thereof a suitable site upon either Governor's 


or Bedloe's Island, in the harbor of New York, and upon 
to cause the statue “to be ina’ with such 
testify the gratitude of our people for this expressive and felicitous memorial 
of the sopan of the citizens of our sister republic.” 

The President was further thereby “authorized to cause suitable regulations 
to be made for its future maintenance as a beacon and for the permanent care 
and preservation thereof as a monument of art and the continued good-will of 
the great nation which aided us in our struggle for freedom.” 

Under the authority of this resolution, on the 4th day of July, 18H, the minis- 
ter of the United States to the French Republic, by direction of the President 
of the United States, accepted the statue and received a of presentation 
from the Franco-American Union, which is now preserved in the archives of the 
Department of State. 

I now transmit to Congress a letter to the Secretary of State from Joseph W. 
Drexel, esq., rman of the executive committee of “the American commit- 
tee on the pedestal of the great statue of ‘Liberty Enlightening the World,” 
dated the 27th of April, 1886, suggesting the propriety of the further execution 
by the President of the joint resolution referred to by prescribing the ceremo- 
nies of inauguration to be observed upon the complete erection of the statue 
upon its site on Bedloe’s Island, in the harbor of New York, 

Thursday, the 3d of September, being the anniversary of the signing of the 
treaty of peaceat Paris by which the independence of these United States was 
recognized and secured, has been suggested by this committee under whose au- 
spices and agency the pedestal for the statue has been constructed as an appro- 
priate day for the ceremonies of inauguration. 5 

‘The international character which has been imprinted upon this work by tho- 
joint resolution of 1877 makes it incumbent upon Congress to provide means to 
earry their resolution into effect. 

Therefore I recommend the appropriation of such sum of money as im the 
judgment of Congress shall be deemed adequate and proper to defray the cost of 
the inauguration of this statue, 

Ihave been informed by the committee that certain expenses have been in- 
curred in the care and custody of the statue since ib was deposited on Bedloe’s 
Island, and the phraseology of the joint resolution providing for “the perma- 
nent care and preservation thereof as. a monument of arb” would seem to fn- 
clude the payment by the United States of the expense so incurred since the 
reception of the statue in this country, 

The action of the French Government and people in relation to the presenia- 
tion of this statue to the United States will, I pope: meet with ape é and re- 
sponsiveactionupon the part of Congress, in which the Executive will be most 
happy to co-operate. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, May 11, 1886. _ 


WEIL AND LA ABRA MINING COMPANY CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from. the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, on motion of Mr. MORGAN, referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I herewith transmit a report from the Secretary of State, dated the 6th instant, 
touching the claims of Benjamin Weil and La Abra Silver Mining Company 
against the Government of Mexico. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


Executive Mansion, Washington, May 11, 1886. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iaskthatthe unfinished business be now proceeded 
with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey ee SEWELr], 
and upon that. amendment the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN ] 
is entitled to the floor. $ 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, as 
the utility of the amendment depends very much upon the text of the 
bill after it gets into the Senate, I would prefer to have it lie on the 


table for the present. 
The Senator can withdraw the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will withdraw it, and offer it again probably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] has the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there are only one or two points to 
which I desire to refer since the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EWELL] 
has withdrawn his amendment, and that principally in answer to the 
Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. McMILLAN], whoseemed to be under the 
impression that the fourth section of the bill as amended on the motion 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] would seriously in- 
Ine with the regulation of the through freights, to the detriment of 
the West. 

When I was interrupted yesterday evening I was proceeding to show 
froma tableprepared by Mr. Fink that the through rates from Chicago to 
New York are practically determined by the competition with the water 
ways; that the lakes and the Erie Canal for eight months in the year 
absolutely fix the rate of through freight. I hold in my hand that 
statement, which shows that in 1865 the rate of freight per hundred 
pounds from Chicago to New York was $1.60, while in 1884 it had been 
reduced to about 12 cents per hundred. The table showsthat in 1884— 
and I need not go back, because the same proportion exists—in Janu- 
ary and February, the rate was as high as 30 cents from Chicago. That 
was at a time when the Erie Canal was closed and water competition 
was impossible. Assoon asthe canal was opened in April the rate ran 
rt to 15 cents, a point below the actual cost of the movement of the 
freight. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Below the actual cost? 

Mr. GORMAN. Below the actual cost. 

Mr, ALLISON. That is to say, a rate of 15 centsis below the actual 
cost, as Mr. Fink states? 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. Finkstates that the railroads can not profitably 
move 100 pounds of freight of the class of grain from Chicago to the 
city of New York for less than 20 cents per hundred pounds with profit 
to the railroad. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator repeat that information? 
I did not hear the name of the man. è 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Fink, who is the head of the railroad pool se- 
lected by the railroads to adjust all the controversies between them 
when they enter into their combinations, states that the rate of freight 
from Chicago to be profitable to the carrier must be about 20 cents per 
100 pounds from Chicago to New York; that frequently itis below that 
to meet the canal rates always, but goes below the canal rates frequently 
when they are at war among themselves; but he says that the reduc- 
tion below the proper amount which should be charged is not a reduc- 
tion which benefits the producer in the West or the consumer in the 
East. I will call the attention of the Senate to his statement, which 
can be found on page 99 of the testimony. The Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. PLATT] asked Mr. Fink this question: 

Before you fe to the question of what the remedy is,let me ask this: Who 
gets the benefitof this? Does the farmer get the benefit of it on his farm? 

Mr. Foxx. It is very difficult to trace that, 
and 5 tors get it. When there is a long-settled reduction in rates, I sup- 

the farmer the advantage ina measure. When rates are reduced from 

icago to New York, the effect generally is thatthe parties who hold the grain 

in the West—the speculators and dealers in grain—get the advantage of thecut 

in the rate; but the farmer, if the reduced rates lasts long enough, gets some of 
the benefit. 

It is perfectly clear that if this bill is passed with.the fourth section 
as amended by the Senator from West Virginia it will have at least 
this effect, to compel the railroads to make a uniform rate between Chi- 
cago and the seaboard at such a rate that they can compete with the 
water transportation and with the Canadian roads, and place the grain 
and other products of the West in Liverpool and Cork to meet the com- 
petition of any other portion of the world. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] objects to it because 
he believesit would destroy that competition. That is natural, for the 
Senator from Massachusetts, looking at it as we all do more or less from 
our local standpoint, is overanxious to prevent embarrassment to such 
interests. He lives in a section of the country more remote from the 
great centers of the West than New York, Baltimore, and Philadelphia, 
and unless the shippers at Boston can get a rate from the West less per 
ton per mile than Baltimore, New York, or Philadelphia you could not 
ship grain, and naturally Massachusetts wants to annihilate distance, 
to wipe out the 300 or 400 miles of extra transportation. 

You have one advantage only, and that is that the cost of shipment 
from Boston to Liverpool and Cork is less than it is from New York, 
Baltimore, or any other seaport. 

As to the question of differential rates, it is one which, as I have here- 
tofore stated, has been considered by the railroad experts and managers 
themselves in their own interest. Baltimore is 185 miles nearer Chi- 
cago than New York, it is 349 miles nearer to Saint Louis, 304 miles 
nearer to Louisville, and 304 miles nearer to Cincinnati. ‘The managers 
of that road, the citizens of Baltimore and who desired to share in the 
great trade of the West, have always held that as they were 300 miles 
nearer Cincinnati the rate of freight should not be so great as to New 
York; that the West was entitled to the benefit of that short distance. 
We are 200 miles farther from sea than New York. Therefore our rates 
of freight from Baltimore to Liverpool are on the average 2 cents a bushel 
more than from the city of New York. Thedifference ought to be made 
up naturally and properly in the reduced rates upon the Baltimore and 
Ohio short line to Chicago, Saint Louis, and Cincinnati. 

This claim led to a great controversy, and three of the most eminent 
gentlemen in this country were selected by the railroads to determine 
that question, to determine whether it was proper to charge as much 
for a short haul as for a long haul. That commission consisted of the 
late Senator from Ohio, Mr. Thurman, Mr. Washburne of Illinois, and 
Judge Cooley, three of the most eminent men in this country. They 
determined that the short line should have the advantage of about 3 
cents a hundred pounds on all the freight from the competing points in 
the west. The New York merchants complained of that action; and Mr. 
Fink and Mr. Blanchard, who represented all the railroad interests, 
were questioned and catechised by the merchants of New York, and 
what did they say in reply to the merchants of New York? Mr. 
Blanchard at the time represented the Erie Railroad, a competing rail- 
road, whose terminus was in New York, and he in replying to the 
New York merchants who complained of this discrepancy against them, 
claiming, precisely as the Senator from Massachusetts does, that dis- 
tance should be ignored and they should have the same rate per 100 
ponnas to New York as was charged to Baltimore—Mr. Blanchard 
said: 

We are not called upon by any mercantile principle or usage to carry that ex- 
tra distance for nothing, and there are no 272 milesof railroad thatcan be built 


eee, can be worked for nothing, that should be given to the public for 
nothing. 


In most instances the middlemen 


Mr. Fink stated that the actual difference in rate, the actual differ- 
ence counting the mileage between Baltimore and Chicago or Cincin- 
nati, should be 173 cents per hundred pounds. 

Mr. ALLISON. From what point? Will the Senator state again? 

Mr. GORMAN. Taking Cincinnati as a basis. 

; at ie ene What is the difference in distance? It is 304 miles, 
thin 

Mr. GORMAN. Three hundred and four miles. But Mr. Thurman, 
Judge Cooley, and Mr. Washburne, all three of them Western men, de- 


-| termined that the principle was right; but as a compromise 54 cents 


per 100 pounds should be allowed, and that that would equalize the 
trade between these great centers. 

Mr. Alexander, vice-president of the Louisville and Nashville road 
when this subject was brought before him in the same controversy, 
said: ‘It is as communistic to rob any investment of that portion of its 
valuedue to location asof that due tocost;’’? by which he meant to say 
that it would be robbery to charge the same gross amount for a car-load 
over a road of 500 miles that you charged over a road of 1,000 miles. 

During the course of this examination and while Mr. Fink was be- 
fore us, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] brought to his atten- 
tion a case, and it is only one of a thousand which are constantly occur- 
ring, of discrimination suchas the bill provides shall not exist hereafter. 
Let mecall the attention of the Senate tothe statement of the chairman 
of the committee, who, I desire to say now, gave to this subject a con- 
sideration which I think very few members of this body have ever given, 
who considered it with a view of doing exact justice to all parts of this 
country, the West, the East, the North, and the South, to the ship- 
per and to the railroads. He has, I believe, presented the fairest meas- 
ure which has ever been framed in this country to regulate interstate 
commerce, one which I believe to-day is a great boon to the people and 
to the railroads, for it furnishes the machinery to advise the public of 
what the railroads are doing, and, as in the case of the New York com- 
mission, will result in adjusting innamerable complaints without a re- 
sort to the law. Š . 

The committee has given to the subject so much consideration and 
has been so fair that I have hesitated disagreeing with the committee 
in a single recommendation made. The only one that I did wasin the 
case of the amendment offered by my friend from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN]. The chairman of the committee said to Mr. Fink, on page 
103 of the testimony: 

Mey gts eer Do you think the action of the road on this state of facts is 
rig 

Speaking about the discrimination on charges forshort hauls. Said 
the chairman: 

For instance, I know a case near my own town where a farmer had two farms, 
oneon a road connecting with the Baltimore and Ohio road and another on a 
branch of the Centraljroad, each about 25 miles from Springfield, where I live. 
The farmer had a lot of corn on each farm and he wanted to sell it about the 
time it was put up to 41 or 42 cents. An agent came along and said to him, *L 
will give you 4l cents for the corn out here on the Central road, because,” he 
said, “I can ship it down to Springfield and ship it over the Ohio road to Balti- 
more or somewhere East.” Thefarmer sold him that corn. Then the farmer 
said, "I have got some corn down here about 25 miles off on the Baltimore and 
Ohio road that is much nearer to Baltimore than is Springfield, and I would like 
to sell you that.” The nt said, “Ican not buy that and give you over 35 
cents.” The farmer would not sell it at that price. Now, this farmer asked one 
of the directors of the Baltimore and Ohio road why that was? He said, ** Why, 
they could make arrangements with the branch of the Illinois Central to bring 
your corn down to Springfield and take it on their road, which would be so much 
gain, but the corn down on our road is our meat anyhow.” 

Twenty-five miles nearer Baltimore, Mr. Fink said: 

That is certainly a case of unjust discrimination, and Iam glad you mentioned 
it, as it shows exactly the cause of unjust discrimination and the way it should 
be remedied. Springfield being a competing point, the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road, no doubt, reduced the established and rate at that point in order to 
take this business away from some other a 

Now, I submit, Mr. President, that a case like this ought to be cor- 
rected by legislation. It can only be done by such a provision as we 
have adopted in the fourth section. I know of my own knowledge 
that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad is not alone in this, but all the 
railroads of the country more or less indulge in it. 

I have known of a shipment of grain to be made from Chicago to 
the city of Cumberland, 184 miles west of here; it is compelled to be 
billed through to the city of Baltimere, the through rate being. paid, 
and then it was placed upon a vessel and sent 200 miles down the Ches- 
apeake Bay and up the Potomac River to Georgetown, and then by 
canal 184 miles to Cumberland, saving to the shipper very largely upon. 
the rate that would have been charged him if the goods had been billed 
from Chicago to Cumberland, notwithstanding the fact that it came 
through upon one of the through trains that stopped at Cumberland, 
and could have been detached from the train and left there without the 
expense of a haul to the railroad, at the same amount he would have 
been glad to pay. It is billed through to the cityof Baltimore. Out- 
rages of this sort are of every-day occurrence, and no railroad man jus- 
tifies them. 

The Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] complained yesterday 
that shippers frequently take advantage of the railroads by getting 
through rates and then sending the goods back two or three hundred 
miles at local rates. There is no reason for it, and no man can defend 
it whether he be a shipper ora manager of a railroad. Why should not 


° 
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the same gross rate be charged, saving the haul and the wear and tear 


of his ears 184 miles? 

Interfere with trade to the West! Why, Mr. President, it is true 
that a railroad operated as one of these trunk lines is must receive a 
gross amount to pay its running expenses, the interest on its bonded 
debt, and a fair dividend upon its stock. No expert in this country 
will tell you that that can not be done with this provision in, with the 
discretion left to the commission in certain cases to make a different 
rule without increasing one penny on the freight charges from Chicago 
to the seaboard. : 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] complained yesterday 
very bitterly that the Senator from West Virginia had declared that 
what he wanted to accomplish was the same rate per.car, thie same gross 
weight per ton, from the Ohio River at Petersburg or at Parkersburg 
on a cargo of grain as from Chicago to Baltimore or New York. If that 
was the demand of the Senator from West Virginia, why should he not 
have it? It will notincrease your rate from the West. It does not in- 
terfere with you a particle. ‘All he asks is that he shall pay the same 
amount per car from Parkersburg to Baltimore, less than 400 miles, that 
you pay for 900 from Chicago to the same point of delivery. Is it not 
fair and liberal on the part of the Senator from West Virginia that he 
does not demand any more than to be placed on an equality with you 
without theslightestadvantage? At Wheeling, on the Ohio River, there 
is competition. It is practically the same distance trom Baltimore and 
Philadelphia to Wheeling as to Parkersburg. A few miles lower down 
the Ohio River there happens to be no railroad competition at Parkers- 
burg, but the people at Wheeling get better rates than you do from Chi- 
cago to Baltimore, while Parkersburg, simply because of its not having 
a competing railroad, has to pay as great a rate for 400 as you pay for 
900 miles. 

Mr, President, the State of Kansas has been referred to. Its rates to 
the seaboard are governed by the rates from Chicago to tide water. So 
of the State of Iowa. You are compelled practically to pay the local 
rates to Saint Louis or to Chicago, and therefore you have—and I have 
no doubt toa greater extent because it is cemparatively a new country— 
more extortions of this sort than in any other section of the Union. It 
would benefit your people as much as the people of West Virginia; it 
would compel your railroads to give you fair rates upon all your freight 
between the points in your States and the city of Chicago, and when 
you reach there, as I before said, the competition of the water lines and 
the Canadian roads regulates your through rates. 

Mr. President, I do not care to continue this discussion. I should 
not have said a word except for the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I offer an amendment to section 2, which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2: 

And any person or persons who shall, directly or indirectly, apply for or know- 
ingly accept, in any manner not authorized by this act, any special rate, rebate, 
drawback, or other form of reduction of rate, the allowance of which is pro- 


hibited by this section, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on con- 
viction thereof, shall be fined in a sum not less than $200 for each offense. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, section 2 proposes to estab- 
lish a rule of public policy with reference to the transportation interests 
of this country, and it provides: 

That if any common carrier shall, directly or indirectly, by any special rate, 


rebate, drawback, or other device, charge, demand, collect, or receive from any 
person or persons & greater or less compensation for any service rendered—— 


Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Allow me to ask whether the Senator 
would not change the penalty of $200 to $2,000? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let me get through with my explanation— 
or to be rendered, in the transportation of passengers or property, subject to 
the provisions of this act, than itc , demands, Soilent, Ee iin Ai pota any 
other person or persons for doing for him or them a like and contemporaneous 
service in the transportation of a like kind of traffic under substantially similar 


circumstances and conditions, such common carrier shall be deemed guilty of 
unjust discrimination, which is hereby prohibited and declared to be unlawful. 


Thatis the rule established. Then the bill proposes to enforce that 
rule by penal sanctions which are provided for in section 7, which sec- 
tion provides: 

That any common carrier who shall willfully do, cause to be done, or 
to be done any of the acts, matters, or things in this act declared to be unlawful 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in 
any district court of the United States within whose jurisdiction such offense 
was committed, be subject to a fine of not more than $5,000 for each offense. 

. The purpose of my amendment is to apply to the shippers who ask 

for or knowingly receive the rebate or other favor which the bill pro- 
poses shall not be granted by a common carrier; in other words, to break 
up the system of favoritism at both ends, both as to its being granted 
by the carrier and as to its being asked for and knowingly received by 
the shipper. It seems to me that the rule will be imperfect without 
making the amendment which I have proposed. 

_ Now, then, as to the question propounded by the Senator from Vir- 


ginia. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I think, if I may be allowed a word with 


rmit 


the permission of the Senator from Iowa, that $200 is a very small as- 
sessment for violating the law as against a railroad corporation. _ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This is not against a railroad corporation. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I think that while we count that money as 
very large, the corporation would rather give up the money for misde- 
meanors in the way of fines than to have their persons put in a station- 
house orin jail; but I would make that $200 $2,000, and I think they ` 
would have more respect for the law. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator misapprehends the amend- 
ment. It has no application to a railroad company at all. It applies 
to the person doing business with a railroad company as a shipper. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The provision in section’7 with reference to 
the fine would impose a fine of not more than $5,000 for each offense 
on the railroad company. The amendment which I offer would impose 
a fine of not less than $200 for each offense on each shipper violating 
the provisions of the law. It must be remembered that many of these 
transactions are of comparatively small volume on the part of the ship- 
per. The rule is violated in the greater respects by the carrier. The 
purpose of my amendment is simply to provide a reasonable penalty 
against shippers who request or knowingly receive the favors that the 
second section declares shall not be granted by railroad companies in 
future. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iaminclined to take it for granted that any man who 
is in favor of any legislation at all on this subject thatis of any public 
utility will not favor the amendment. It substantially puts the whole 
public on trial for the mere acceptance of lower rates, whether the man 
knows what the published rates are or not, on account of a request that 
he may make for a rate below what the published rates are. It does 
seem to me that if we want to pass any law on this subject at all, we 
are not going to put the whole people on trial when they are dealing 
with these corporations, which are public corporations, and ought to 
know their duty and do it, whether the shipper requests a lower rate 
or not. 

I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Illinois does not compre- 
hend the amendmentin its true character. Itprovidesa penalty against 
the shipper who shall knowingly receive the favor. 

Mr.CULLOM. If amanisguiltyof accepting, presumably he knows 
it is against the law, because the law exists. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. But the Senator certainly knows that an 
information or indictment based upon that amendment, if it should be- 
come a part of the law, must aver that the acceptance was knowingly 
done. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. And when an allegation of that kind is re- 
quired to be placed in an indictment or information, it must be sus- 
tained by proofs. 

Mr. CULLOM. That may be true. Whether the one statement or 
the other is true in reference to the Jaw, so far as I am concerned Iam 
unwilling to ingraft any amendment upon this bill that raises a pre- 
sumption against the mass of people who do business with railroads 
that they are guilty of a wrong because they go to a railroad agent and 
ask for a lower rate than the published rates which the railroad com- 

ny have announced as proper. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think there is a distinction to be ob- 
served between a railroad corporation or its officers and the private citi- 
zen doing business with the railroad or its officers as to whether a cer- 
tain act should be declared to be criminal or not. 

We deal with railroads and other common carriers, especially with 
railroads, upon certain theories; and the right to regulate a railroad 
corporation in its charges to my mind rests upon this principle: When 
authority is given to it to construct and operate its road the duties of 
the Government are delegated to it. I think that is the foundation 
principle on which we seek to control and regulate railroads in their 
charges. Itis the duty of the Government to provide these means of 
intercommunication for passengers and traffic. The Government shifts 
that duty onto a corporation at the request of individuals, and the cor- 
poration assumes the duties of the people when it takes the charter or 
the franchise; and therefore we have a right to hold the corporation to 
the performance of the duty as the State would perform it. 

No railroad, in my judgment, has a right to say that it may conduct 
its business as a private citizen conducts his business, without reference 
to legislation and without reference to charges as to whether they be 
extortionate or discriminative; but with a private individual it is en- 
tirely different. A private individual has a right, as it seems to me, to 
do his business upon the best terms he can, and while perhaps he onght 
not to go toa railroad company and ask a rate lower than it gives to 
another, I think it is going very far to say that where he does do it in 
the transaction of his own private business he shall be subject toa 
criminal charge. 

That is the distinction which I would make, and that is the reason 
why I shall vote against the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


Towa. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] a few days ago, in making some remarks on the subject 


4350 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 11, 


then under consideration, stated that possibly the greatest evil con- 
nected with the transportation system of this country was favoritism, 
and his remark was true. 

Now, there is scarcely a railroad station in this country where gen- 
eral business is transacted, where the rights and interests of numbers 
of men are not interfered with by favoritism going to the benefit of 
some particular individual in the given community. So all over the 
land you have men, becanse these special favors are granted, doing busi- 
ness and making an annual profit satisfactory to them, resulting merely 
from the advantages they have under the favoritism extended. One 
man can conduct the grain business, for instance, at a way station upon 
a given line of railroad, and he can make money in that business, while 
all other men in the community engaged in that business lose money 
and are driven out of it, not because they are not as competent to con- 
duct the business as the one who succeeds, but because the favoritism 
extended to that individual not granted to others makes up the profit 
necessary to make him a successful business man. Hence I desire to 
prevent that in all the communities of the land; and if we are to es- 
tablish a rule of public policy declaring it to be a crime upon the part 
of the earriers to practice this rule of favoritism, let us also say that 
those who knowingly receive the favors shall also be guilty. But I 
make the distinction between the carrier and the individual in the 
character of the penalty that may be imposed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it seems to me that the proposition of 
the Senator from Iowa might be illustrated by a law which I think is 
passed in almost all States or by municipal corporations, that no man 
shall sell gunpowder without a license. That is put on the ground of 
public policy. But would the Senator, for the purpose of carrying out 
that public policy, make it criminal for a man to go to a person who he 
knew had not a license to sell gunpowder, and ask him to sell him 
some gunpowder? I think he would hesitate about making that a 
penal offense when he would not hesitate on the ground of public policy 
about making it a criminal or penal offense to sell gunpowder without 
a license. I think that illustrates the case very well. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that this amendment as 
it is drawn is impracticable and vague, and it would be difficult for any 
court to give it a construction by which it could be reasonably well en- 
forced. A man who accepts a rebate accepts a discount. It isa popu- 
lar phrase; and what doesit mean? Sup) for instance, the rates of 
freight from Chicago to Boston are fixed by the railroad companies at 
a certain amount in order that the traflic shall not go through 
shall not go over some other line, shall not go to New York. That is 
the railroad rule. What is a manin Bostonor a shipper in Chicago to 
do under this amendment? He does not accept any money; he has not 
had » thing delivered to him like the shipper does who receives the 
freight. He has gone toarailroad corporation, ascertained the freights 
from one point to another, and he has paid all that is He has 
not literally accepted anything; he has accepted a rebate or accepted 
a discount; but he has really merely paid the current price. 
How is that man to be indicted under the amendment? I do not see. 
There is one phrase in it, ‘‘ apply for,” that might possibly be practi- 
cable. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If he can not be indicted the amendment 
will certainly not hurt him. Itis only intended for those who come 
within the terms of its provisions. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend is too eminent a lawyer and jurist, 
I think, to stand by that answer to my suggestion on a little reflection. 
When we are asked to legislate in a matter affecting the interests of 
this country to the extent of thousands of millions of dollars, when we 
are asked to put in a penal section to govern the conduct of all the per- 
sons who dispatch freight by railroads or carriers, and it is pointed out 
that ihe thing we are asked to do is totally nugatory, the answer is that 
if it is nugatory it does not hurt anybody. It is not certainly a satis- 
factory answer to my mind. I do not think we ought to pass enact- 
ments that will be met by the answer simply that they will be nuga- 
tory. 

ir. WILSON, of Iowa. To make it more definite, then, I need but 
repeat that the second section declares that no ‘‘common carrier shall, 
directly or indirectly, by any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other 
device, charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons 
a greater or less compensation for any service rendered or to be ren- 
dered in the transportation of passengers or property ’’ than they de- 
mand or receive from others. ‘That is to be the rule of public policy 
with reference to the carriage of freight in this country, and that is 
enforced by the penal sanctions contained in section 7. Myamendment 
now proposes to give greater force to this rule of public policy by pro- 
hibiting shippers from requesting these carriers to violate the provisions 
of the law, or from knowingly accepting the benefits which may arise 
therefrom; so that any shipper who requests the carrier to violate the 
law, which is pronounced to be a criminal act, or one who knowingly 
accepts a benefit arising upon that violation, shall be punishable. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Now if the Senator will pardon me, that is the part in 
his amendment to which my criticism was directed: The Senator is in 
Chicago and he sends to a railroad 1,000 barrels of flour to go to Boston, 
and the railroad according to its established arrangement with Boston 
charges him a certain sam, makes him outa bill. If he simply pays 


his billand goes his way, is he criminal or is he indictable unless he goes 
and tenders to that railroad company a certain additional sum where it 
charges other people more ? 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. If that shipper knowingly receives directly 
or indirectly the advantage of that reduction of rate given to him against 
other shippers of the country, he can be indicted. 

Mr. HOAR. Just take a practical case, if my friend will pardon me. 
If he goes to a tailor and orders a coat he is to be indicted and convicted 
because the tailor charges him $10 when he ought to have charged $15. 
I ean not see how any such indictment could be framed which would 
not result in absurdity. In other words, the phrase which my honor- 
able friend uses, “receiving a benefit,” isa mere trope. What the man 
has done is that he has failed to pay a dollar more for something he 
purchased. Thatisall. It is not any receipt of anything. He has 
simply not paid this additional dollar which the Senator says he ought 
to have paid. I can understand that the man who asks for a lower rate 
has done an act for which he should be, if we think proper, indicted 
and punished. That is not my criticism. But to say that a man is in- 
dictable for receiving a benefit when all that he has done is to pay what 
is to him the regular price, or to his town the regular price, I can not 
understand. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Well, Mr. President, I do not know that 
discussion between the Senator from Massachusetts and myself can set- 
tle this; but if this shall become a law and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will do the thing hereby prohibited, I will undertake to pre- 
pare an indictment against him and convict him on it. 

Mr. HOAR. Well! 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think it would be a practical illustration 
of the efficiency of this proposed amendment. 

Now, it may be that the Senate is in no temper to adopt this amend- 
ment; but if this bill shall become a law, mark my prediction now 
made, that no considerable time will have passed until you will have 
abundant evidence of the mistake of not adopting this amendment. 
And even though this may be voted down, it is my purpose to put the 
danger- along the line, to offer another and like amendment to 
the third section, so that when the time comes when you will discover 
the necessity for this it shall not be said that it was not proposed be- 
cause of any failure on my part to discover the necessity and to offer 
to provide for it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be voted on and voted 
down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wizson]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, obtained the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr: Wrr- 
SON ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will indulge me a minute. As 
the yeas and nays were not called on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa and just voted on, I desire to put on record that I 
would have voted for and did vote for the amendment. The amend - 
ment, I believe, is one which prevents a construction of this bill which 
would legalize as much charge for a short haul as for a long haul. 

Mr. CULLOM. Oh, no. The amendment just voted on by the Sen- 
ate, offered by the Senator from Iowa, has reference to an entirely dif- 
ferent subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then my remarks were meant to apply to that 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senate evidently is not in a temper to 
support the views I have expressed; but in order to place myself right 
on the record in connection with this legislation, knowing, as I think 
I do, that if this bill shall pass and become a law we shall soon dis- 
cover not only the propriety but the necessity for some such legisla- 
tion as I have proposed, I now offer an amendment to the third section 
of like effect, not intending to discuss it. 

I move to add to section 3 the following words: 

An H i 
accept DE Or ELETE e ex RAVELA ASIATON DY TEETAN (O DA LAS I 
ful shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall 
be fined in a sum not less than $200 for each offense. 

Mr. CULLOM. LI hope that amendment will be voted down as was 
the other. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to the bill which I have al- 
ready submitted. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. MORGAN. After the word ‘‘ property,’’? where it occurs near 


the beginning of the amendment, I desire to insert ‘for the United 
States mail.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what 
he means by ‘“‘ unlawful conspiracy?” 

Mr. MORGAN. Conspiracy to violate the law. . ; 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know; but why “unlawful” as a prefix? 
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I should not know how to get at that unless we made a statute to fit 
the 


offense. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the language be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read again. 
The amendment was read as modified, as follows: 


Insert as an additional section : 

“Sec.—. That if twoor more persons, with the intentto prevent the movement 
or running of any locomotive, car, or train of cars used, or that is about to be 
used, in passengers or property, or the United States mail, to or from. 
» one State to another, Geto te fete any Teentiney of the United States, or to or 
from any foreign country, or to or from any Indian tribe, mspire ‘together, 
or agree together, or unite with a common intent unlawfully to pran or pre- 
vent the movement te running of any such train, car, or carers or the 
leading or unloading of any such car or train of cars, or to put in peril the per- 
sonal security of an; “officer or employé of any railroad company engaged in 
moving or — j As ues or unloading, such caror train of cars, such persons 
so offendin: kuilty of unlawful co 
in any yore Serpe of the United States, shall be punished for each such offense 
by imprisonment for not exceeding six months, and bya fine not exceeding $500, 
one or both, as the court trying the case shall direct.” 


Mr. MORGAN. The persons sooffendin® are guilty of unlawful con- 
spiracy. That is a phrase that I think is pretty common in statutes 
in defining a penaloffense. Perhapsit might be sufficient tosay ‘‘shall 
be guilty of conspiracy.” I have no particular desire to have the lan- 
guage in the form in which I have introduced it. If the Senator or if 
the Senate thinks the word ‘‘unlawful’’ is redundant, of course it 
makes no difference to me if that word shall go out. Does the Senator 
from Virginia desire to strike it out? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ithinkso. Conspiracy itself is notalways 
unlawful. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not always. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It only makes a little more trouble when 
the case comes into court. I think ‘‘unlawful’’ ought to be stricken 
out. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be modified by striking out the word ‘‘unlawful.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that the lan- 
guage ought to cover this District as well as the rest of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will accept that suggestion also 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam very anxious to hear what Senators say, but 
I am unable to hear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What line does the Senator froni 
Missouri desire to amend? 

Mr. VEST. The fifth line, after the words ‘‘ United States.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By inserting “‘ or to or from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 

Mr. VEST. “To or from any Territory of the United States, or to 
or from the District of Columbia.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the modi- 
fication proposed? It will be stated. 


iracy,and, on conviction thereof 


@ The Chief Clerk read as follows: be 


That if two or more persons, with the intent to aior the movement or run- 
ning of any locomotive, car, or train of ears r that is about to be used, in 
ing passengers or property or the United States mail to or from one State 

to another, or to or from any Territory of the United States,or to or from the 


District of Columbia, or to or from any foreign country, orto or from any Indian 
tribe, shall conspire together, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be so modified. 


Mr. MORGAN. Theproposition contained inthis amendment would 
be a sound constitutional proposition if it stood in a law by itself with- 
out any attempted interference with the manner of running trains or 
controlling the conduct either of shippers or of Persons engaged as com- 
mon carriers. I will illustrate in reference to our commerce with for- 
eign countries. Any two persons who might conspire to prevent the 
importation of goods through a certain port, or the exportation of goods 
from a certain port, or who might conspire to disable any vessel en- 
gaged in such foreign commerce, would clearly be amenable to punish- 
ment under the laws of the United States, and could be brought within 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States for an offense like 
that. Onr laws could certainly be extended, under the Constitution, 
to include that class of offenses. 

Aside from all questions concerning the regulation of transportation 
between the States and foreign countries over railroads, this is a nec- 
essary provision of law. Itis one that is not found in the statute- 
book so far as I am advised, but it ought to be there for the sake of 
giving to our commerce entire freedom, freedom from interference, from 
interruption by any persons who might desire to obstruct it for any 
cause whatever. 

The effort of Congress in this bill is to control interstate transporta- 
tion of goods and passengers; and that effort, so far as it tends to liber- 
alize or secure freedom to commerce between the States from any 
embarrassing disadvantages, has my entire sympathy. But all the 
provisions of this bill look toward the protection of the people against 
the power of corporations. None of them look to the protection of the 
carriers. Iam free to admit that the exercise of certain powers, monop- 
olistic in their character, by the corporations for so long a period of 
time and in such an extraordinary way, has built up a necessity for 
some interference on the part of the proper government, whatever that 


is, to correct evils that seem to be beyond the control of mere private 
authority or power. The States exercising their jurisdiction over the 
subject, or the | Congress of the United States to the extent that it has 
any powem; it appears, must intervene to protect persons against mo- 
nopoly and against the abuse of corporate Aa wil which have been 
granted by the States and sometimes by the Federal Government to 
these great railroad establishments. 

All the debate in this case and indeed all the debate that has been 
had in Congress now for several years on kindred topics has related to 
the protection of the shipper, or the person who is concerned in having 
commerce transported between the States and to foreign countries, and 
the whole weightof the argument has been thrown in favor of the idea 
that only the shipperand the producer and the manufacturer, the per- 
sons who patronize the railroad companies, have any rights of protec- 
tion atthe hands of Congress. I think, Mr. President, that now, while 
we have got the subject in hand, it is our duty to do justice to all per- 
sons concerned. It is especially our duty to do justice to the general 
peace and welfare of the people of the United States. 

We are not here, I hope, for the purpose of indulging Dar in class 
legislation for the purpose of holding one class down by the power of 
the law while another class may be permitted to go entirely free from all 
‘penalty, from all control, from all liability to damage for whatever they 
may do contrary to good morals or the principles of justice toward the 
bailees to whom goods may be confided for transportation. 

Above all things else, it should be the care and the cheerful duty of 
Congress, to the extent of all the power it possesses, to see that the com- 
merce of this country, and the travel of men back and forth between 
theseStates, should be kept entirely free from any criminal interference. 
No conspiracy or combination, I care not what may be the provoking 
cause or how serious may be the evil which has invoked such action, 
may be, can be justified or tolerated by the laws of the United States or 
sheltered under the action of Congress. If we undertake to pass laws 
on the subject at all, and entirely forget our duty in respect to such 
mee, we shall be held to a just and severe accountability by the 
“people. 

If we are to control this subject in any sense ‘whaterer, let us do il 
for the general welfare of the people of the United States, and not for 
the benefit of a particular class, and not for the purpose of holding in 
check a certain class of corporations or persons who may be engaged 
in the carrying trade between the States, while we permit others by 
our non-interference to obstruct and prevent them from doing their 
duty as common carriers. 

The right of the people of these States to have a perfectly free and 
unem! commerce between themselves relating both to the 
transportation of goods and passengers is perhaps the most important 
right that they now enjoy. I think more wealth, more power, more 
growth, and more prosperity have come from the entire freedom of 
commerce between the States than from any other one cause of a polit- 
ical or commercial character that can possibly be mentioned. With- 
out it we should have been asetof isolated, segregated commonwealths, 
each vying with the other in its efforts at mastery in the control of 
commerce to the detriment of the others, and each trying in that way 
to break down the general prosperity of the country. 

Now, whatever makes commerce free, whatever makes it secure, 
whatever removes from it any embarrassment of crime or improper in- 
terference, whether by a railroad company, or by a mob, or by a com- 
bination or conspiracy of individuals, is something that Congress, if it 
has the power, ought to take in hand and to regulate and control for 
the benefit of the people and for the peace and the general welfare of 
this country. 

Our duty in this direction is quite as clear as it is to regulate the 
rights of shippers as to the cost and conditions of transportation. 

We can not abdicate a duty of that kind at this present moment with- 
out drawing upon ourselves the censure of that vast body of people who 
are concerned in the freedom of commerce, Take all the great body 
of agriculturists in this country, the miners who ship the heavy prod- 
ucts of the mines of iron and coal, the timber dealers, and in fact every 
other class of producers that you can name, with all the productions 
they contribute to commerce, and let it be understood that mobs can 
assemble in different cities or in different places in the United States, 
can interfere to prevent the running of railway trains that have upon 
them passengers or the United States mails or the commerce which 
these producers load upon the trains, and that Congress while dealing 
with a question of this kind has abdicated its power, has neglected and 
refused even to consider the question of the protection of this commerce 
against these persons, what must be the severity of the criticism that 
these people would have the right and would necessarily bring to bear 
upon our conduct on.this occasion ? 

I know that in advocating this amendment I put myself in opposition , 
to a very powerful sentiment existing among a certain class of people in 
this country, which has expressed itself in various violent movements, 
and which has asserted on its own behalf the right to interrupt at its 
pleasure the transmission of commerce between these States and foreign 
countries. I know the power of that sentiment, but I believe that al- 
most every man concerned in it, certainly every American-born citizen, 
when he comes to consider what may be the results of such conduct in 
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reference to the peace and prosperity of this country, will himself sus- 
tain the principles of this amendment and admit the necessity of its 
adoption. He will see that it is the duty of Congress to prevent com- 
binations and conspiracies from exercising their power against the free- 
dom of commerce in this country. The mature reflection and the better 
judgment of even the men who have been concerned in obstructing com- 
merce, and have been provoked into these combinations heretofore by 
the extortions and excesses of the railroad companies, will sustain our 
action if we will show that in wisdom and with due respect to all of 
their rights we intend that the commerce of this country shall be pro- 
tected against interference by criminal combinations, and they will sup- 
port us in our efforts; but whether they do or not, it is our duty to put 
this law upon the statute-book and, in connection with this bill in 
which we are attempting to control the extortions of the railroad com- 
panies, we ought to show to the whole country that we are even-handed 
in our efforts at justice, that we want to have commerce free from 
trammel and without embarrassment, and free from monopoly, and that 
no set of men in the United States shall be permitted to oppress the 
people or to interfere with and to destroy commerce or to check it and 
prevent its free access to all the different parts of our country over our 
~ railroads and our rivers, and to foreign countries also. 

I need not elaborate thisamendmentatall. It is a very plain thing. 
Senators will have no difficulty in understanding its bearings, and I 
think they will have no trouble in understanding its necessity. The 
occasion of putting it upon the bill is an appropriate one, and I hope 
the Senate will not hesitate to do it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have sympathy with the Senator from 
Alabama in desiring a measure which shall secure the country against 
a repetition of the recent labor trouble. I sincerely hope—and I trust 
every Senator agrees with me—that labor may be elevated in the United 
States, that the men who work at daily toil for their daily bread may 
receive the uttermost farthing which can be honestly earned by them. 
I believe they have a right to that, and a right to organize and to pro- 
tect themselves legitimately under the law against I will not say the 
encroachments of capital, but the abuses which have grown out of the 
enormous aggregations of capital in certain hands in the United States. 
Whilé I have all this sympathy with that class of people from’ my past 
life and association, at the same time I deprecate as a Senator and as 
an individual all excesses which in the name of labor attack therights 
of property. But that is not the question before the Senate. 

The amendmentof the Senator from Alabama goes much farther, and 
it attacks what I conceive to be a fundamental principle of the Consti- 
tution of the United States and of the laws of this country. It is not 
with me a political question. I believe that every sound thinker on 
our Constitution knows that all offenses against the rights of property 
within the States should be determined by the States. I do not be- 
lieve that the Constitution gave to the Federal Government the power 
to arrest and punish individuals for offenses committed against the 
States and not against the Federal authority. If any individual at- 
tacks the property of another or of a corporation, which is a person 
within the eye of the law, and that offense is committed within the 
jurisdiction of a State, that State can and ought to punish it; and for 
us to declare here that this legislation is necessary for the National 
Government is a confession that the States are powerless within the 

. sphere given them by the Constitution, and in that far it destroys my 
idea of the fundamental principle on which the Constitution is based. 

Now, sir, the experiences within the past few weeks haveshown us that 
the States are competent to manage this matter. Within my own State, 
where the greatest excesses seem to have been committed, wherever an 
appeal has been made by the railroad authorities to municipal or State 
law they have met with a prompt response and ample redress. There 
has not been one single case in which the authorities of the State and 
of the municipalities have not been used to move railroad trains and 
protect the property of the companies. Why, then, introduce now this 
new and in my j udgment unconstitutional method, saying to the Gen- 
eral Government, ‘‘ You can go into the States, when the States are 
ample in all provisions of law to protect property? Once open this door, 
and the jurisdiction of the States and the State authorities and the State 
courts is absolutely destroyed. There will not be a single attack on 
property or a violation of personal rights where the first recourse will 
not be had to the National Congress. AsI said before, the distinctions 
and the limitations provided by the Natiqnal Constitution will be swept 
away. For this reason I shall certainly vote against this amendment 
or any kindred proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am in favor of thesentiment of this 
amendment, and were this the legislative body of the State of which 
Iam a citizen and were Ia member of that body, I should not hesi- 
tate to vote for it. 

While it can not be denied that every laborer has the right to dis- 
continue his labor whenever he sees fit, it must be admitted by every- 
body that his right to interfere with the running of trains or the trans- 
action of any business in which he may have formerly been employed 
does not follow as a logical sequence of hisright to quit. I think that 
the interference of armed men for the gre of stopping the com- 
merce of the country is a crime against the State and one that ought to 
be punished. I have no sympathy with the people who go beyond 


legal and constitutional methods for what they call a redress of their 


wron But, as hasbeen suggested by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], it seems to me that this is a question which should be left en- 
tirely to the States until such time at least as the States shall signify 
ina constitutional and p: manner their inability to enforce the 
law. Every State in the Union I presume without exception has a 
statute, if not of this character in words, at least containing this prin- 
ciple, The destruction of property is punished in every State in the 
Union by indictment or by some other method. 

The State of Illinois lying across the great lines that cross the con- 
tinent, the State of Missouri, and other States of that character are 
charged by law and by the system of government under which we live 
with the maintenance of order in those States, with the protection of 
person and property in those States; and I do not believe it is the duty 
of the General Government under the plea of protecting the commerce 
of the country to step in and do what from the organization of the 
country to the present time has been conceded by all right-thinking 
men to be the duty of each State itself. 

I had occasion a few days since to express my opinion on the ques- 
tion of national interference in the police affairs of the State. I have 
had occasion to do it more than once as a member of the Senate. I 
repeat again it is for the State to deal with disorder; it is for the State 
to protect its lines of road; it is for the State to protect its citizens; it 
is for the State to keep open the highways of commerce in the first in- 
stance; and when the State says it can not do it longer, then there is 
a constitutional method by which the General Government may and 
must interfere on application in the proper mode. I can not see why 
if it is called upon to interfere in this case in this way, we might not 
interfere in every other case of violence ina State. It might be put 
under the ‘‘ general welfare” clause. There could be reasons found 
somewhere to justify Federal interference in almost every instanco 
that can be imagined. 

I do not deny that it is possible to pass a law of this character that 
would beconstitutional. Isuppose the rightto regulate commerce must 
in the nature of things inclade the right to prevent commerce; but it 
is only in extreme cases that the Federal Government would be justi- 
fied in attempting this, if at all. 

There has been recently in the city of Chicago astrike growing outof 
the laborquestion. Whetherthedemand that was made by theemployés 
or the employers was right or wrong is not the question now to be dis- 
cussed, Violence was resorted to, and a state of anarchy existed for a 
few hours in the city of Chicago. The mayor of thecity, I understand 
from the public press, succeeded in quelling the riot with the aid of 
the people of his city, without even calling on the governor of the State 
to interfere by armed military force. If the people of Chicago had 
called on the General Government, and the General Government had 
responded to the call with a regiment of troops, then every man in the 
city of Chicago would have felt himself absolved from any obligation 
in the prefnises. I said the other day that this calling upon the Na- 
tional Government was intended to, and would in the end, absolve the 
people of the locality from the obligation that they owe to protect their 
fellows in their community. It builds up a system under which the 
people of this country feel that they are not a part and parcel of the Gov- 
ernment when that they speak of the Government of the United States 
as an entity, a being beyond them, and in which they have neither 
part, parcel, nor lot. I can remember when every man in the United 
States felt that he himself was a part of the Government, and he never 
spoke of the Government as a being out of and beyond him. 

As long as this Government confines itself to national affairs, the peo- 
ple will feel their respof¥ibility at home, and they will recognize the 
fact that in the towns in which they live it is their duty as townsmen 
to first keep the peace of the town; and enlarging their borders, it is 
their duty as citizens of the county to keep the peace of the county; 
and enlarging their borders further, as citizens of the State it is their 
duty to keep the peace within the State; and going further, it is their 
duty to keep the peace within the nation whenever the confusion shall 
become so great as to require national interference, and only then. 

I said the other day that whenever the man who went out to set fire 
to a train or to stay its progress felt that he would be brought in con- 
tact with the man who sold him his groceries and who sold him his 
clothing and with whom he sat in church on the Sabbath day if he was 
a churchman, then he would realize the responsibility of his act and 
then he would be loath to proceed; but when he understands that a 
power beyond and away from him comes in to interfere, then he feels 
that his neighbors are not condemning his act and his neighbors are not 
the parties interested in keeping the peace. I oppose this because it 
puts upon the National Government what I say first of all should be 
the duty of the city where the first trouble begins, and then of the 
county, and next of the State; therefore I am opposed to its adoption 
byte General Sotonin z Te “ : 

repeat again, not having any sympathy with the men who commi 
violence, not wishing 9 have it understood for a moment that I desire 
to excuse them, or that I curry or ask their favor or their support by 
my opposition—putting it he an entirely different ground, a ground 
that I think lies at the foundation of the existence of this Government, 
to commence at home with individual responsibility, that every man 


